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PREFACE

This study is concerned with the way in which school 

CHILDREN ACQUIRE FEELINGS FOR THE PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA AND THE 

policeman. There are four main objectives to this research project. 

The first aspect is concerned with the child’s evaluation of each 

authority. This is essentially a mapping operation in which the 

CHILD EVALUATES THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE POLICEMAN AGAINST A 

BACKDROP OF ’MOST OTHER MEN*. THE OBJECTIVE OF THIS STUDY IS AN 

EXAMINATION OF THE INFLUENCE OF AGE, SEX, POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION 

AND SOCIAL CLASS UPON THE APPRAISAL OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THE 

THIRD OBJECTIVE IS CONCERNED TO PROVIDE A COMPARISON OF THIS 

Canadian data with recent published American data. The saliency 

OF the national leaders in the two countries can be determined 

FROM THE STUDENT’S EVALUATIONS. THE ITEMS HAVE BEEN SELECTED TO 

PROVIDE COMPARABILITY BETWEEN CANADIAN AND AMERICAN DATA. THE FINAL 

OBJECTIVE INVOLVES AN EVALUATION OF EFFICACY OF THE THEORIES WHICH 

PURPORT TO ACCOUNT FOR THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF POLITICAL 

AUTHORITY.

Chapter one outlines the objectives of this study and provides 

A REV 1 EV/ OF THE RECENT LITERATURE.

Chapter two is concerned with the child’s knowledge of the 

Prime Minister’s name and political party affiliation. Age, sex, 

POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE AND SOCIAL CLASS ARE EXAMINED TO DETERMINE 

THE INFLUENCE OF THESE GROUPINGS UPON THE CHILD’S LEVEL OF



POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE.

Chapters three through seven are concerned with the child’s 

FEELINGS FOR AUTHORITY. THE CHILD WILL BE PROVIDED WITH FIVE 

DIMENSIONS ON WHICH TO EXPRESS HIS FEELINGS FOR AUTHORITY. THESE 

DIMENSIONS HAVE BEEN ARRANGED FROM THE MOST PERSONAL FEATURES OF 

LIKING AND PERCEPTIONS OF BENEVOLENCE TO THE MORE INSTITUTIONAL 

ASPECTS OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY HAVING TO DO WITH POWER AND LEADER­

SHIP. Chapter three is concerned with the child’s liking for 

AUTHORITY, CHAPTER FOUR WITH THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF BENEVOLENCE, 

Chapter five with authority dependability, Chapter six with power 

PERCEPTIONS AND CHAPTER SEVEN WITH THE EVALUATION OF THE LEADERSHIP 

ABILITIES OF THE PRIME MINISTER AND POLICEMAN.

Chapter eight concludes this study by answering questions 

RAISED IN RELATION TO THE FOUR OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY SET OUT IN 

THE FIRST CHAPTER.

The author is grateful for the programming assistance of Mrs 

K. Strano and the cooperation extended by other members of the 

McMaster data processing and computing centre. The author also 

acknowledges the kind assistance provided in the early stages of 

THIS STUDY BY MR. W. K. M. ARMSTRONG, SUPER 1NTENDENT.OF OAKVILLE 

Public Schools, enabling this study to be carried out at short 

notice. Thanks, also, to the principals of the Oakville public 

schools for their wholehearted cooperation in arranging time for 

the administration of the questionnaire.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM AND THE STUDY

According to Easton, political socialization is defined as: 

"those developmental processes through which persons 
ACQUIRE POLITICAL ORIENTATIONS AND PATTERNS OF BEHAVIOR." 1 

The present study, employing the above definition, focuses upon

THE WAY IN WHICH OAKVILLE SCHOOL CHILDREN LEARN AND DEVELOP THEIR 

FEELINGS .ABOUT THE POLICEMAN AND THE PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA. THIS 

OBJECTIVE WILL PROVIDE AN OPPORTUNITY TO REPLICATE ONE ASPECT OF A 

large American study within the Canadian political system. The 

ANALYSIS OF THE ATTITUDES HELD BY SCHOOL CHILDREN WILL PROCEED ALONG 

FOUR BASIC LINES. THE FIRST INVOLVES A MAPPING OPERATION, SETTING 

OUT IN CONCRETE TERMS, THE LEVEL OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE, THE DEGREE OF 

LIKING, THE PERCEPTION OF POWER AND AN ASSESSMENT OF THE LEADERSHIP 

QUALITIES POSSESSED BY THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE POLICEMAN. THESE 

AUTHORITY FIGURES WILL BE THROWN UP AGAINST A BACKDROP OF MOST OTHER 

MEN, A SORT OF HYPOTHETICAL NORM OR BENCHMARK. A NUMBER OF QUESTIONS

1
David Easton and Jack Dennis, Children in the Political System: 

Origins of Political Legitimacy (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1969)^7.

The study that is being replicated was reported in Easton and 
Dennis, Ibid, and Judith Torney and Robert Hess, The Development of 
Political Attitudes in Children (Chicago: Aldine Pres's^ 1967). 
Both books are concerned with an analysis of the same data provided 
BY A QUESTIONNAIRE ADMINISTERED TO APPROXIMATELY 17,000 SCHOOL 
CHILDREN THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES.

1
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CAN BE RAISED IN THIS RESPECT. WHO IS THE MOST SALIENT AUTHORITY IN 

TERMS OF AFFECTION? HOW DOES THE CHILD VIEW THE HONESTY OF THE POLICEMAN 

IN RELATION TO MOST OTHER MEN?

The second line of this inquiry follows closely upon the first. 

Various social groupings are introduced to examine their influence 

UPON THE CHILD’S FEELINGS. DEVELOPMENTAL TRENDS IN THE AFFECTION FOR 

POLITICAL AUTHORITIES MAY BECOME APPARENT AT THIS STAGE. Do OLDER 

CHILDREN TEND TO LIKE THE POLICEMAN LESS THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN? HOW 

MUCH LESS? DO UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN LIKE THE PRIME MINISTER MORE 

THAN LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN? Is KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE PRIME MINISTER A 

FUNCTION OF THE CHILD’S POLITICAL PARTY?

The third line of this study compares the feelings of 

Canadian school children with the feelings of American school children. 

The analysis will determine whether the Prime Minister is as salient 

on the political map of the Canadian school child as the President 

IS IN THE MINDS OF AMERICAN SCHOOL CHILDREN. ALSO, AN ATTEMPT WILL 

BE MADE TO COMPARE THE INFLUENCE OF AGE, SEX, SOCIAL CLASS AND 

POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE UPON THE IMAGE OF AUTHORITY HELD BY CHILDREN 

IN THE TWO COUNTRIES. IS POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE MORE LIKELY TO 

INFLUENCE THE EVALUATION OF THE NATIONAL LEADER IN CANADA OR IN THE 

United States? Answers to this kind of question will enable some 

EVALUATION OF THE STRENGTH OF SUB-CULTURAL GROUPINGS AND THEIR 

IMPACT UPON THE WORKING OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM

The fourth line of analysis is somewhat tangential to the 

OTHER THREE AND IS INVOLVED WITH THE EVALUATION OF TWO THEORIES WHICH

ARE ADVANCED TO ACCOUNT FOR THE IMAGE OF AUTHORITY THAT THE CHILD
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POSSESSES. The interpersonal transfer theory argues that the child 

SEES AUTHORITY FIGURES IN LIGHT OF HIS EXPERIENCE WITH HIS FATHER. 

If he likes his father he will, in all probability, like the 

POLICEMAN OR THE PRIME MINISTER. THE OTHER THEORY HAS A MORE 

PSYCHOANALYTIC FLAVOUR AND ARGUES THAT PEOPLE WHO FIND THEIR 

ENVIRONMENT UNPREDICTABLE AND THREATENING ARE MOST LIKELY TO IDEALIZE 

ANY POWERFUL FIGURE. THIS MEANS THAT POLICEMAN AND NATIONAL 

LEADERS ARE LIKELY OBJECTS OF IDEALIZATION. THE FORMER THEORY IS 

EXPLAINED BY HESS AND TORNEY WHILE THE LATTER HAS BEEN SET FORTH 
1 

LARGELY BY ADORNO AND HIS ASSOCIATES. BOTH THEORIES WILL BE 

ELABORATED UPON LATER IN THIS CHAPTER. THIS STUDY HAS REQUESTED 

THAT EACH CHILD PROVIDE AN EVALUATION OF HIS FATHER AS WELL AS A 

SERIES OF RESPONSES TO AN ANXIETY TEST SO THAT BOTH THEORIES MAY BE 

TESTED TO DETERMINE WHICH IS MOST EFFICACIOUS.

This study, in summary, attempts to answer four types of 

questions: How do school children feel about the Prime Minister and 

Policeman on a number of dimensions? How does the child’s social 

STANDING, AGE, SEX OR POLITICAL PARTY AFFECT THE CHILD’S FEELING? 

HOW DO THE FEELINGS OF CANADIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN COMPARE WITH THE 

FEELINGS OF CHILDREN IN OTHER COUNTRIES, NOTABLY THE UNITED STATES? 

And finally, which theory, now available in the literature of 

POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION, CAN BEST EXPLAIN THE ORIGIN OF THE CHILD’S 

FEELINGS TOWARDS POLITICAL AUTHORITY?

1
T.W. Adorno et al., The Authoritarian.Personality (New York: 

Harper and Row, 1950)-



Posing questions of this nature with respect to a sample of

PUBLIC SCHOOL CHILDREN HAS BECOME AN IMPORTANT ASPECT OF THE STUDY 

OF POLITICS IN RECENT YEARS. THIS GROUP HAS RECEIVED A GOOD DEAL OF 

ATTENTION BECAUSE OF THE WIDESPREAD BELIEF, SUPPORTED BY FINDINGS IN 

PSYCHOLOGY, THAT EARLY CHILDHOOD EXPERIENCES HAVE A CRITICAL 
1 

INFLUENCE UPON ADULT POLITICAL BEHAVIOR. THE WORK OF HYMAN IN­

DICATED THAT CHILDHOOD IS THE PERIOD IN WHICH ADULT PARTY AFFILIATIONS 

ARE ACQUIRED. RECENT WORK BY HESS, EASTON AND ASSOCIATES INDICATES 

THAT ADULT LEVELS OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE AND FAIRLY CONSISTENT

D1SPOSIT I.ONS TO POLITICAL AUTHORITIES ARE ACQUIRED BY SCHOOL CHILDREN 

BEFORE THEY ENTER HIGH SCHOOL. MOREOVER, AN EXAMINATION OF THE 

FEELINGS OF VARIOUS AGE GROUPS INDICATES THAT ATTITUDES EVOLVE 

RAPIDLY DURING THE PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS.

IT IS APPARENT THAT THE CHILD PICKS UP BASIC FEELINGS ABOUT 

THE POLITICAL SYSTEM BY SOME MEANS OF CONTACT WITH THE POLITICAL 

SYSTEM EITHER DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY. THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE 

POLICEMAN HAVE BEEN SELECTED TO ELICIT THE KNOWLEDGE AND FEELINGS 

OF THE PUBLIC SCHOOL STUDENTS BECAUSE PREVIOUS RESEARCH HAS INDICATED 

THAT THESE FIGURES ARE THE MOST SALIENT FEATURES OF THE ENTIRE 

political system to the child. According to Hess and Torney, "A
2

YOUNG CHILD’S IMAGE IS CONFINED MAINLY TO THE PRESIDENT." FROM

1
Herbert Hyman, Political Socialization (Glencoe: Free Press, 

1959).

2
Hess and Torney, 35-
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THIS THE CHILD GENERALIZES TO OTHER ASPECTS OF THE SYSTEM. THIS IS 

WHAT MAKES A STUDY OF THE EARLIEST CONTACT BETWEEN THE CHILD AND 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY MOST IMPORTANT.

The child will be asked to evaluate a number of different 

FACETS OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE. ONE ASPECT CONCERNS THE ABILITY OF 

THE CHILD TO IDENTIFY THE NAME AND POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION OF THE 

Prime Minister of Canada. Five other dimensions of political 

AUTHOR ! TY' CONCERN THE CHILD’S FEELINGS. THESE DIMENSIONS ARE 

ARRANGED ON A CONTINUUM FROM THE MOST PERSONALIZED FEELINGS OF LIKING 

AN AUTHORITY TO THE MORE INSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS OF DECISION MAKING AND 

BEING A LEADER. WHEN THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF EACH AUTHORITY ON 

THE FIVE DIMENSIONS IS EXAMINED IT WILL BE POSSIBLE TO CONSTRUCT A 

FAIRLY CLEAR PICTURE OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE.

A STUDY OF THIS NATURE CONDUCTED WITHIN THE CANADIAN POLITICAL 

SYSTEM IS SOMEWHAT OVERDUE. WHEN THIS STUDY WAS BEGUN, NO PUBLISHED 

MATERIAL RELATING TO THE KNOWLEDGE AND ATTITUDES OF CANADIAN SCHOOL 
1 

CHILDREN WAS AVAILABLE. A SURVEYING OPERATION OF THIS NATURE IS 

CLEARLY NECESSARY TO BEGIN A MORE SOPHISTICATED ATTEMPT AT THEORY 

BUILDING WITHIN THE CANADIAN POLITICAL CULTURE.

1
Since this study was undertaken two major studies of the 

ATTITUDES OF CANADIAN ADOLESCENTS HAVE BEEN PUBLISHED: A. B. 
Hodgetts, What Culture? V/hat Heritage? (Toronto: Ontario Institute 
for Studies in Education, 196B) and John Johnson, Young People’s 
I mage of Canadian Soci ety ( Ottawa, Queen ’ s Pr i nter, 1^9) •
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The influence of sub-cultural groupings upon political 

ATTITUDES AND BEHAVIOR IN CANADA HAS LONG BEEN A MATTER OF DISPUTE.
1

The work of Schwartz has indicated that religion, ethnicity, 

CLASS AND POLITICAL PARTY INFLUENCE ATTITUDES TO NATIONAL SYMBOLS. 

Other works have argued that class is more salient than political 

PARTY PREFERENCE. THIS STUDY SHALL ASSESS THE INFLUENCE OF SEX, 

POLITICAL PARTY AND SOCIAL CLASS UPON THE CHILD’S ASSESSMENT OF 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY.

AS WAS MENTIONED EARLIER, ONE OF THE AIMS OF THIS STUDY IS 

THE PROVISION OF A CROSS-NATIONAL COMPARISON OF ATTITUDES TO 

AUTHORITY. A DECISION WILL BE MADE TO DETERMINE WHICH ASPECTS OF 

THE SOCIALIZATION PROCESS ARE UNIVERSAL AND WHICH COMPONENTS ARE 

uniquely Canadian. The more traditional literature on Canadian 

POLITICS HAS ARGUED THAT THE CANADIAN PRIME MINISTER IS LESS SALIENT 

THAN THE AMERICAN PRESIDENT IN THE MINDS OF THE CITIZENS IN THE 

RESPECTIVE COUNTRIES. CANADIANS, IN COMPARISON TO THEIR AMERICAN 

NEIGHBORS, ARE FELT TO BE MORE DEFERENTIAL TO AUTHORITY AND LESS 

POLITICIZED. This, at least, is the picture painted by the more 

TRADITIONAL LITERATURE. SOME OF THESE PROPOSITIONS WILL BE EXAMINED 

IN THE LIGHT OF THE COMPARISONS MADE IN THIS STUDY.

The STUDY, OF COURSE, CAN BE CONSIDERED ONLY a FIRST STEP TO 

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A MORE SYSTEMATIC CANADIAN-AMERICAN LITERATURE.

1
Mildred Schwartz, Public Opinion and Canadian Identity 

(Berkeley, University of California Press, 1967)-
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One of the primary limitations of this study is its non-national 

CHARACTER IN A NATION WHERE THE REGION APPEARS TO BE ONE OF THE MORE 

DOMINANT INFLUENCES UPON ATTITUDES AND BEHAVIOR.

The data were obtained by means of a pencil and paper 

QUESTIONNAIRE ADMINISTERED TO EIGHT HUNDRED AND SIXTEEN SCHOOL 

CHILDREN AGED SEVEN TO FOURTEEN IN OAKVILLE, ONTARIO DURING JUNE, I968. 

The STUDENTS WERE REQUESTED TO EVALUATE THE PRIME MINISTER, THE 

POLICEMAN AND THEIR FATHER ALONG FIVE DIMENSIONS, RANGING FROM THEIR 

LIKING FOR A PARTICULAR AUTHORITY TO THEIR EVALUATION OF HIS 

LEADERSHIP PERFORMANCE. THESE DATA SERVED AS THE DEPENDENT VARIABLES. 

The child’s age, sex, social class and other biographical information 

WAS ALSO OBTAINED FROM THE RESPONDENT TO BE USED AS INDEPENDENT 

variables. This brief outline sketches the motivation for this study, 

THE TYPES OF PROBLEMS THAT WILL BE FACED AND THE DATA THAT WILL BE 

USED IN THE ANALYSIS. THE STUDY WILL BE PLACED IN THE PERSPECTIVE 

OF SOME OF THE RECENT LITERATURE.

The Literature; While the definition of political socialization 

PROVIDED FAIRLY RECENTLY BY DAVID EASTON HAS BEEN USED, IT IS CLEAR 

THAT THE PROCESS ALLUDED TO IN THE DEFINITION HAS LONG FASCINATED 

THOUGHTFUL MEN CONTEMPLATING THE CREATION OF A NEW SOCIAL ORDER. 

Much of Plato's The Republic is devoted to a painstaking description 

OF THE PROCESS BY WHICH THE GUARDIANS OF AN IDEAL SOCIETY ARE TO BE 

FORMALLY EDUCATED. THE TYPE OF ENVIRONMENT THAT THE GUARDIANS 

OUGHT OR OUGHT NOT BE EXPOSED TO IN THE COURSE OF THEIR EARLY LIVES

IS CAREFULLY SET OUT BECAUSE PLATO FELT THAT THE ENVIRONMENT HAD A
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DRASTIC INFLUENCE ON THE IMAGE OF THE YOUNG CITIZEN. WHILE MUCH 

OF THIS THEORY WAS BUILT UPON AN EMPIRICAL FOOTING, MUCH OF THE 

SYSTEMATIC LITERATURE DATES FROM A WORK PUBLISHED BY HYMAN IN 1959- 

Hyman provided a summary of the previous literature on political 

SOCIALIZATION WHICH ENABLED SUBSEQUENT RESEARCH TO BE ORGANIZED IN 

SUCH A WAY THAT GRAY AREAS CAN BE THROWN INTO SHARPER RELIEF. HYMAN 

DEMONSTRATED THAT THE YOUNGER MEMBERS OF SOCIETY RAPIDLY APPROACHED 

ADULT LEVELS OF POLITICAL INFORMATION DURING THE ADOLESCENT YEARS. 

This led to two developments: the desire to move to the pre­

adolescent GROUPINGS WHICH HAD HITHERTO NOT BEEN SAMPLED AND TO MOVE 

TO OTHER ASPECTS OF THE CITIZEN-SOCIETY RELATIONSHIP THAN LEVELS OF 

POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE AND INTENTION TO VOTE. DAVID EASTON ELABORATED 

UPON POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION AS AN ASPECT OF A MORE GENERAL THEORY. 

A BASIC ASSUMPTION RELATING POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION TO THE LARGER 

THEORY OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM RUNS AS FOLLOWS:

"No SYSTEM CAN ATTAIN OR REMAIN IN A CONDITION OF 
INTREGATION UNLESS IT SUCCEEDS IN DEVELOPING AMONG 
ITS MEMBERS A BODY OF SHARED KNOWLEDGE ABOUT POLITI­
CAL MATTERS AS WELL AS A SET OF SHARED POLITICAL 
VALUES AND ATTITUDES." '

Easton views political socialization as a process by which diffuse 

SUPPORT FOR A POLITICAL SYSTEM IS BUILT UP TO GIVE THAT SYSTEM SOME 

PERMANENCE DESPITE OCCASIONAL SHORT RUN SETBACKS. GABRIEL ALMOND, 

ON THE OTHER HAND; HAS A SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT APPROACH VIEWING SOCIAL

1
D. Easton and R. Hess, "Youth and the Political System", 

in Culture and Social Character, ed. by S. M. Lipset and L. 
Lowenthal (New York: Free Press, 1961), p. 228.
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SYSTEMS TO BE PERFORMING CERTAIN FUNCTIONS FOR THEIR MEMBERS. 

Likewise, political systems have their respective functions and one 

OF THESE FUNCTIONS IS POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION WHICH GIVES THE LARGER 

SYSTEM SOME DEGREE OF PERMANENCE I

"All POLITICAL SYSTEMS TEND TO PERPETUATE THEIR 
CULTURES AND STRUCTURES THROUGH TIME, ---THEY DO 
THIS MAINLY BY MEANS OF THE SOCIALIZING INFLUENCE 
OF THE PRIMARY AND SECONDARY STRUCTURES THROUGH 
WHICH THE YOUNG OF SOCIETY PASS IN THE PROCESS OF 
MATURATION." 1

- Both conceptions can be seen to be compatible for purposes 

OF THIS STUDY. ESSENTIALLY, ONE EXPECTS TO FIND A HIGH DEGREE OF 

CONSENSUS ABOUT VARIOUS ASPECTS OF ANY STABLE SOCIETY. |N ADDITION 

TO GIVING SOCIALIZATION A PART ICULARILY POLITICAL FLAVOUR, ACCOUNTING 

FOR SOME DEGREE OF SYSTEM DYNAMICS, EASTON HAS PROVIDED A CONCEPTUAL 

SCHEME TO ORGANIZE THE SUBSTANTIVE ASPECTS OF THE SYSTEM TO WHICH A 

SOCIETIAL MEMBER IS SOCIALIZED. THESE CONCEPTS ARE ORGANIZED INTO 

A TYPOLOGY OF THREE LEVELS OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM: AUTHORITIES, 

REGIME AND POLITICAL COMMUNITY.

Political Authority: Only the first level is of relevance for this

STUDY AND IS DEFINED, AS FOLLOWS, BY EASTON:

Authorities refers to the occupants of those roles through 
WHICH THE DAY to DAY FORMULATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF 
BINDING DECISIONS FOR A SOCIETY ARE UNDERTAKEN. 2

1
G. Almond and J. Coleman, Politics of Developing Areas 

(Princeton: Princeton Press, I965L 27.

2
See David Easton, A Systems Analysis of Political Life 

(New York: John Wiley, l^)? 391"2-
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Closely allied with Easton in his work at the University of 

Chicago were a number of other researchers including Hess and Torney. 

These authors have taken Easton’s notion of political authority and 

BROKEN IT DOWN INTO A NUMBER OF DIFFERENT DIMENSIONS WHICH HAVE 

SUBSEQUENTLY BEEN LABELLED; LIKABILITY, BENEVOLENCE, POWER, 

DEPENDABILITY AND LEADERSHIP. WHAT THESE AUTHORS, COLLECT-I VELLY, 

WERE CONCERNED TO DISCOVER WAS THE KNOWLEDGE OF THE PRESIDENT AND 

EVALUATION OF THE PRESIDENT, POLICEMAN AND FATHER ALONG THESE FIVE 

DIMENSIONS. WHAT HAS EMERGED FROM THIS RATHER SUBSTANTIAL PROJECT 

IS AN IND.ICATION THAT CHILDREN RAPIDLY ACQUIRE POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE 

DURING THE PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS. HESS AND TORNEY FOUND THAT 68 PERCENT 

OF THE GRADE TWO CHILDREN AND 100 PERCENT OF THE GRADE EIGHT CHILDREN 
1 

WERE ABLE TO IDENTIFY THE PRESIDENT’S POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION. 

Greenstein has provided further evidence attesting to the high level 

OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE AMONG SCHOOL CHILDREN REPORTING THAT 100 

PERCENT OF THE CHILDREN IN GRADE FIVE COULD IDENTIFY THE PRESIDENT 
2 

BY NAME. 

When asked to express their liking towards political authority 

most American children have expressed a high degree of liking for 

the President. When children in the Greenstein study were asked to 

EVALUATE THEIR LEADERS ON A FOUR-POINT SCALE RANGING FROM VERY GOOD

1
Hess and Torney, 278.

2
Fred Greenstein, Children and Politics (New Haven: Yale 

Press, 1965), 58-9.
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TO BAD, "THEIR MODEL ASSESSMENT OF EACH OF THE THREE INCUMBENTS 

(President, Governor and Mayor) was in the highest possible category - 
1 

very good." Sigel’s analysis of the child’s image of President 

Kennedy indicated that there was a strong personal liking for the 
2

President. Hess and Torney have reported a high level of liking 

for the President. In addition, they found that the liking for the 

President follows just after liking for the father. The policeman 

WAS LIKED LEAST OF ALL BY THE CHILDREN, BEING RATED AS ONE WHO WAS 

LIKED ONLY SLIGHTLY MORE THAN MOST OTHER MEN. THE ONE NEGATIVE 

FINDING TO THIS GENERAL PATTERN OF SCHOOL CHILDREN LIKING THE 
3

President is reported by Jaros, Hirsch and Fleron who conducted 

a study in Knox county in southern Appalachian region. The authors

FOUND THAT CHILDREN IN THIS SAMPLE SHOWED A MUCH LOWER LEVEL OF 

LIKING FOR THE PRESIDENT. CLEARLY REGIONAL VARIATIONS DO EXIST IN 

WHAT HAD HITHERTO BEEN SUPPOSED TO BE A GENERAL PHENOMENON OF WIDE­

SPREAD LIKING FOR THE PRESIDENT AMONG CHILDREN

A SOMEWHAT SIMILAR PATTERN EMERGED WITH RESPECT TO BENEVOLENCE. 

Greenstein found that children generally tended to feel that leaders 

"helped," "took care of" and "protected" people. "Benevolent

1
Ibid, 37-

2
ROBERTAS)GEL, "IMAGE OF A PRESIDENT: SOME INSIGHTS INTO THE 

Political Views of School Children" American Political Science Review, 
LX1I, (March, 1968), 216-26.

3
Dean Jaros, Herbert Hirsch and Frederick Fleron Jr., "The 

Malevolent Leader: Political Socialization in an American Sub-Culture," 
Amer 1 can Pol i ti cal Sci ence Revi ew, 62 (June, 1968), 5^'575•
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PERCEPTIONS OF THIS SORT WERE ESPECIALLY EVIDENT IN THE DESCRIPTIONS 
1 ’

of the President and Mayor." Sigel found that the most salient 

CHARACTERISTICS OF KENNEDY’S PERSONALITY WERE KINDNESS AND COURAGE 
2

IN THAT ORDER. HESS AND TORNEY ALSO ENCOUNTERED THE BENEVOLENCE 

PHENOMENON :

"The child’s first relationship with his Government is with 
the President, whom he sees in highly positive terms. This 
INDICATES HIS BASIC TRUST IN THE BENEVOLENCE OF GOVERNMENT. 
Young children relate to the President as they do figures 
THEY KNOW PERSONALLY, EXPRESSING STRONG EMOTIONAL ATTACHMENT 
TO HIM AND EXPECTING PROTECTION FROM HIM." 3

When Hess and Torney asked the children to rate the various 

AUTHORITIES AS TO THEIR RESPECTIVE BENEVOLENCE IT WAS FOUND THAT THE 

POLICEMAN CLOSELY FOLLOWED THE RATING OF FATHER WITH THE PRESIDENT 

COMING FAR DOWN ON THE LIST. CLEARLY, A REVERSAL OF' THE RATING FOR 

LIKING THESE SAME TWO AUTHORITIES. IN SPITE OF THE SEEMINGLY LARGE 

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE POLICEMAN AND THE PRESIDENT, BOTH WERE RATED 

CONSIDERABLY ABOVE "MOST OTHER MEN*’ IN TERMS OF BENEVOLENCE.

Power has received little attention as an authority attribute 

WITH THE EXCEPTION FOR THE EVALUATION OF THE POWER OF THE PRESIDENT 

AND POLICEMAN REPORTED IN THE HESS AND TORNEY STUDY. THE EVALUATIONS 

OF THE AUTHORITIES RUN ALONG THE LINES ONE WOULD EXPECT ON THE BASIS 

OF THEIR INSTITUTIONAL POWER SETTING. THE PRESIDENT IS RATED AS

1
Greenstein, 39­

2
Sigel, 222-26.

3
Hess and Torney, 38-
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MOST POWERFUL FOLLOWED BY THE POLICEMAN. NEITHER AUTHORITY SEEMS

TO BE VIEWED AS OMNISCIENT. THE MEAN RATINGS FOR THESE AUTHORITIES 

WERE ONLY SLIGHTLY ABOVE THE POWER THAT THE CHILDREN PERCEIVE TO 

BE HELD BY "MOST OTHER MEN." |N ADDITION, AGE HAS A STRONG 

INFLUENCE UPON THIS EVALUATION SO THAT THE OLDEST CHILDREN IN THE 

SAMPLE SEE THE POWER OF BOTH AUTHORITIES AS EQUAL AND ABOUT EQUAL TO 

THAT OF "MOST OTHER MEN."

Dependability is a concept related to the personalized aspects

OF THE AUTHORITY SUCH AS KEEPING PROMISES, MAKING MISTAKES AND 

giving up. Sigel’s analysis of the attitudes held by Detroit school 

CHILDREN REVEALED THAT THE. PRESIDENT WAS PERCEIVED AS A HIGHLY 

dependable person. He was seen as a highly courageous man who keeps 

HIS cool in difficult situations, a man who "saved the world (from a 
1

war) during the Cuban missile crisis." Hess and Torney found that 

their national sample of school children had much the same impression. 

They found that the President was rated very near the most ideal end 

OF THE CONTINUUM, FOLLOWED BY THE POLICEMAN, THE LATTER BEING WELL 

ABOVE THE NORM OF "MOST OTHER MEN."

The last dimension relates to authority leadership. Sigel 

FOUND THAT INDIVIDUAL PERCEPTIONS AS TO THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE 

President vary considerably. Some children were happy that Kennedy 

HAD "SETTLED THE CUBAN SITUATION OUTRIGHT WITH NO PUSSYFOOTING 

around." Some felt that he had "made Khrushev sweat." Not all

Sigel, 219-
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WERE SO UNCRITICAL HOWEVER. ONE BOY FELT THAT HE HAD ’GOOFED’ AND 

A THIRTEEN YEAR OLD GIRL SAID: "He MADE ME MAD THE WAY HE HANDLED 
1 

the Cuban crisis." Hess and Torney found that the President 

WAS SEEN IN MOST IDEAL TERMS FOLLOWED BY THE POLICEMAN, ONCE AGAIN 

THE LATTER IS RATED AS ONE WHO POSSESSES MORE .LEADERSHIP QUALITIES 

THAN MOST OTHER MEN.

Sub-Cultural Influences; Age is one of the most important factors 

influencing the evaluation of political authority. As was indicated 

A LITTLE EARLIER IN THIS CHAPTER LEVELS OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE ON 

ALMOST ANY ITEM INCREASE RAPIDLY WITH INCREASING AGE, APPROACHING 

100 PERCENT IN MANY INSTANCES BY GRADE EIGHT. THIS HAS BEEN 

DEMONSTRATED BY GREENSTEIN AND BY HESS AND TORNEY. ON THE ATTITUDINAL 

DIMENSIONS AGE PATTERNS ARE ALSO APPARENT. GENERALLY SPEAKING, 

YOUNGER CHILDREN TEND TO SEE POLITICAL AUTHORITY AS MUCH MORE IDEAL 

IN TERMS OF BENEVOLENCE, LIKING AND POWER THAN DO OLDER CHILDREN. 

On the remaining dimensions, particularly leadership, both age 

GROUPS TEND TO EVALUATE POLITICAL AUTHORITY AT ABOUT THE SAME LEVEL. 

In some instances grade eight children rate the authorities higher 

ON LEADERSHIP QUALITIES. THIS MEANS THAT THERE IS A SHARP ’DROP* 

IN THE DEGREE OF FAVOURABLENESS ON THE AFFECTIVE COMPONENT OF THE 

citizen’s image as he moves through public school. This ’drop’ 

SEEMS TO LEVEL OUT BY GRADE EIGHT, HOWEVER, THIS IS LARGELY

1
Sigel, 218.
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1 
INFERENTIAL ON THE BASIS OF THE HESS AND TORNEY DATA. GENERALLY, 

THE DROP IN THE EVALUATION OF THE PRESIDENT WAS SHARPER THAN THAT 

OF THE POLICEMAN. WHILE THERE WERE EXCEPTIONS TO THESE GENERALIZATIONS

THEY WILL BE DEALT WITH A LITTLE LATER ON WHEN SPECIFIC HYPOTHESES

WITH RESPECT TO EACH AUTHORITY ON EACH DIMENSION ARE GENERATED.

Boys have been shown to have a different orientation to 

politics than girls. Greenstein found that boys were more 'political’ 
2 

THAT GIRLS. WITH RESPECT TO POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE GREENSTEIN 

DISCOVERED THAT BOYS WERE MORE ABLE TO IDENTIFY THE PRESIDENT THAN 

GIRLS. When he compared the two sexes on his political INFORMATION 
3 

INDEX HE FOUND THAT THERE WAS A SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE 

two groups. Similar data was reported by Hess and Torney with 

RESPECT TO THESE SAME SEX DIFFERENCES. ON THE OTHER DIMENSIONS, 

Hess and Torney found that girls tend to rate authorities in more 
4 

IDEAL TERMS THAN DO BOYS. THIS SEEMS MOST PRONOUNCED ON THE MORE 

PERSONALIZED ASPECTS OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE, HOWEVER IT EMERGES ON

1 
Hess and Torney included a number of teachers in their sample. 

They found that the evaluation given by grade eight children closely 
RESEMBLES THAT GIVEN BY TEACHERS. A ’DROP* IN THE RATINGS MEANS THAT 
THE CHILD MOVES FROM A HIGHLY FAVOURABLE IMAGE IN GRADE TWO TO THE 
LESS FAVOURABLE IMAGE GIVEN BY THE TEACHERS.

2 
Greenstein, 117.

3 
Significance in this instance and in subsequent references 

MEANS STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT AT THE 5 PERCENT LEVEL.

Hess and Torney, 180.
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all items. Other authors, notably Greenstein, have corroborated these 

FINDINGS.

A third salient influence on the child’s evaluation of political 

authority is social class. Greenstein found no class differences 

WITH RESPECT TO KNOWLEDGE ABOUT FORMAL GOVERNMENTAL INSTITUTIONS. 

However, on questions relating to ideological differences between 

THE POLITICAL PARTIES, UPPER-CLASS CHILDREN WERE MORE ADEPT AT 

SPECIFYING ISSUES,SUCH AS MEDICARE, WHICH BRING OUT PARTY DIFFERENCES 

THAN LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN. ALSO, THE NUMBER OF HIGHER-STATUS 

CHILDREN WHICH WERE ABLE TO NAME BOTH PARTY LEADERS WAS GREATER THAN 

THAT OF LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN. ON THE EVALUATIVE DIMENSIONS, IT HAS 

BEEN REPORTED THAT LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN, LIKE GIRLS, TENDED TO 

IDEALIZE POLITICAL AUTHORITY. GREENSTEIN FOUND THAT LOWER-STATUS 

CHILDREN TENDED TO RATE ALL POLITICAL AUTHORITIES, THE PRESIDENT, 

the Governor and the Mayor as ’very good’ more often than did h i gh— 
1 

STATUS CHILDREN. HESS AND TORNEY FOUND THAT LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN 

EXPRESSED A HIGHER LEVEL OF LIKING FOR THE PRESIDENT AND THE POLICEMAN 
2 

THAN DID HIGHER-STATUS CHILDREN. BENEVOLENCE EVALUATIONS WERE ALSO 

INFLUENCED BY THE CHILD’S SOCIAL CLASS WHEREAS CLASS DIFFERENCES ON 

THE POWER AND LEADERSHIP DIMENSIONS WERE RATHER SMALL. CLEARLY, THE 

PERSONALIZED ASPECT OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE IS MOST SUSCEPTABLE TO

1 
Greenstein, 102.

2
Hess and Torney, 136.
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SUB-CULTURAL VARIATIONS. HESS AND TORNEY FOUND THAT INTELLIGENCE 

IS ALSO AN IMPORTANT INFLUENCE ON ATTITUDES TO AUTHORITY. GENERALLY, 

SCHOOL CHILDREN WITH A HIGH I.Q. EVALUATE AUTHORITY IN TERMS SIMILAR 

TO HIGH-STATUS CHILDREN. HIGH I.Q. CHILDREN POSSESS A HIGHER LEVEL 
1

OF POLITICAL INFORMATION THAN LOW I.Q. CHILDREN. WHEREAS, LOW I.Q. 

CHILDREN SHOW A GREATER TENDENCY TO IDEALIZE POLITICAL AUTHORITY THAN 

DO HIGH I.Q. CHILDREN.

Political party preference has been shown to have some 

INFLUENCE ON CHILDREN’S ATTITUDES. HYMAN ARGUED THAT POLITICAL PARTY 

PREFERENCE WAS ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT OUTCOMES OF THE POLITICAL 

SOCIALIZATION PROCESS. THE INFLUENCE OF THE PARTY PREFERENCE UPON 
2 

ATTITUDES AND BEHAVIOR HAS BEEN DOCUMENTED BY CAMPBELL AND MlLBRATH. 

Generally partisanship, within limits, brings about a set of attitudes 

AND BEHAVIOR PATTERNS GENERALLY REGARDED AS CONDUCIVE TO A VIABLE 

DEMOCRACY. PEOPLE WHO IDENTIFY THEMSELVES WITH POLITICAL PARTIES 

GENERALLY POSSESS A GREATER INTEREST IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS AND VOTE MORE 

FREQUENTLY THAN PEOPLE WHO DO NOT IDENTIFY THEMSELVES WITH A PARTY. 

Research on this problem by Jennings and Niemi has supported the 

ARGUMENT THAT POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE MANIFESTS ITSELF DURING 

ADOLESCENCE AND IS ACQUIRED FROM THE FATHER. THE AUTHORS FOUND A

1
Ibid., 156.

2
See Angus Campbell et. al., The American Vqter(New York: 

John Wiley, 196M,3^”"35; and Lester Milbrath, Political Participation 
(Chicago: Rand McNally, 1965b ^5*
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TAU-BETA CORRELATION OF .47 BETWEEN THE POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION

1 
OF HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS AND THE PARTY AFFILIATIONS OF THEIR FATHERS.

Hess and Torney found that students who did not give a party 

PREFERENCE OF ANY KIND WERE LESS INTERESTED IN POLITICS AND INDICATED 

A LOWER LEVEL OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE THAN THOSE WHO WERE DEMOCRATS, 

Republicans or Independents. This data supports the Campbell and 

Milbrath hypothesis. Specifically partisan differences, that is 

DIFFERENCES IN THE EVALUATIONS OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY BETWEEN 

Republicans and Democrats, were observed on the liking dimension. 

Democrats liked the President (a Democrat) more than did the 

Republicans. Beyond this dimension, however, no partisan differences 

were reported.

Other sub-cultural influences were found to be of lesser 

IMPORTANCE. ONE INSTANCE, CATHOLICS WERE MORE LIKELY THAN PROTESTANTS 

TO BE PLEASED ABOUT KENNEDY’S ELECTION. MOST OTHER SUB-CULTURAL 

DIFFERENCES WERE SMALL AND NOT VERY SIGNIFICANT.

Cross Cultural Implications; To date few cross cultural studies have 

BEEN COMPLETED TO ALLOV/ ANY SYSTEMATIC GENERALIZATIONS AT THIS POINT. 

Those have involved only the national leader. On the basis of a five— 
2

NATION STUDY, HESS WAS ABLE TO CONCLUDE THAT SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THESE

1
Kent Jennings and Richard Niemi, "The Transmission of Political 

Values from Parent to Child," American Political Science Review, 
LXII (1968), 169-184.

2 
Robert Hess, The Socialization of Attitudes Towards Political 

Authority, International Social Sciences Journal, 25 (1963), 
5^2-559-
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COUNTRIES HAD A VERY FAVOURABLE IMAGE OF THEIR NATIONAL LEADER 

ALTHOUGH NONE WERE QUITE AS FAVOURABLE AS THAT REPORTED ON THE BASIS OF 

the United States data. In addition, Hess was able to demonstrate 

THAT THE INFLUENCE OF INCREASING AGE HAS A UNIVERSAL EFFECT UPON THE 

APPRAISAL OF THE NATIONAL LEADER. ON THE MORE AFFECTIVE DIMENSIONS 

YOUNGER CHILDREN EVALUATED THE LEADER MUCH MORE FAVOURABLY THAN DID 

OLDER CHILDREN. To PUT IT ANOTHER WAY, THERE IS A DROP IN THE 

RELATIVE FAVOURABLENESS OF THE IMAGE WITH INCREASING AGE ACROSS THE 

FIVE NATIONS STUDIED. ON THE OTHER HAND, THE MORE INSTITUTIONAL 

ASPECTS Of THE LEADER’S IMAGE DO NOT SHOW THIS DECLINE WITH AGE, BUT 

MAY SHOW A SLIGHT INCREASE. THIS MAY BE PART OF A UNIVERSAL 

PHENOMENON AND WILL BE TESTED IN THIS STUDY.

Other questions pertain to Canada in this cross-national 

perspective. Unfortunately no socialization work that provides 

ANY SORT OF GUIDELINE HAS BEEN PUBLISHED SO FAR. CONSEQUENTLY, ONE 

MUST RELY MORE ON VOTI.NG STUDIES AND ON THE INTUITIVE LITERATURE TO 

RAISE SOME PROBLEMS. GENERALLY, IT HAS BEEN ARGUED THAT THE OFFICE OF 

Prime Minister is not as salient as the Presidency. Reasons for this 

CONTENTION HAVE USUALLY CENTERED AROUND THE INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 

OF THE TWO TYPES OF SYSTEMS. WHILE THIS STUDY EMBRACES ONLY ONE 

Prime Ministership and hence cannot be definitive, it does have the 

ADVANTAGE OF HOLDING MANY FACTORS CONSTANT WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE 

INSTITUTIONAL ASPECT OF THE TWO SAMPLES. THIS WOULD MEAN THAT ANY 

DIFFERENCES MAY BE DUE TO THIS ONE FEATURE, THE TYPE OF POLITICAL 

office. Another argument that has been made is that Canadians
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COMPARED WITH AMERICANS ARE MORE DEFERENTIAL TO POLITICAL AUTHORITY.

IF THIS IS THE CASE WE WOULD EXPECT THAT CANADIANS WOULD LIKE THEIR

LEADERS, SEE THEM AS MORE INFALLIBLE AND GENERALLY VIEW THEM IN A 

MORE FAVORABLE LIGHT THAN DO AMERICANS. THESE PROBLEMS CAN BE RAISED

IN ADDITION TO THE BASIC CROSS CULTURAL ONE OF COMPARING THE

RELATIVE DEGREES OF POLITICIZATION OF THE CANADIAN POLITICAL CULTURE, 

COMPARED TO THE UNITED STATES. IN THIS RESPECT CANADA IS FELT TO 

DEMONSTRATE A LOWER LEVEL OF POLITICIZATION. |F THIS CONTENTION IS 

TRUE THEN THIS SHOULD BE MANIFESTED IN THE LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE, 

GENERAL LIKING AND OVERALL RATING OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY DEMONSTRATED 

by Canadian school children.

When it is necessary to assess the impact of class and 

political party upon system-oriented behavior one must rely upon 

VOTING STUDIES IN LIEU OF ANY LITERATURE ON THE ATTITUDES OF CANADIAN 
\ 

SCHOOL CHILDREN. ALFORD HAS ARGUED THAT CLASS HAS LITTLE INFLUENCE

UPON VOTING BEHAVIOR. IN FACT, OF THE FOUR NATIONS ALFORD INCLUDED 
1

IN HIS SAMPLE, IN CANADA CLASS HAS THE LEAST INFLUENCE. JOHN WlLSON,

ON THE OTHER HAND, DEMONSTRATES THAT A HIGHER LEVEL OF CLASS VOTING THAN 
2

HAD HITHERTO BEEN ACKNOWLEDGED SEEMS APPARENT IN ONTARIO. |N ANY CASE, 

CLASS WILL BE USED FOR COMPARATIVE PURPOSES IN THIS STUDY.

1
R. Alford, Party and Society (Chicago: Rand McNally, 1963).

2
John Wilson, "Class and Voting in Canada: The Case of 

Waterloo South" Canadian Journal of Political Science, 1 (September, 
1968), 288-305.
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A SIMILAR UNCERTAINTY PREVAILS WITH RESPECT TO THE INFLUENCE 

OF POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE. 1N HER STUDY OF CANADIAN POLITICAL 

ATTITUDES MlLDRED SCHWARTZ HAS DEMONSTRATED THAT PARTY IDENTIFICATION 
1

WAS NOT ABLE TO CONTAIN ETHNIC AND REGIONAL CLEAVAGES. HOWEVER, 

Schwartz used a national sample, whereas the influence of political 

PARTY AFFILIATION MAY BE MUCH STRONGER WITHIN A REGION THAN ACROSS A 

NUMBER OF REGIONS. PARTY AFFILIATION COULD BE EXPECTED TO PLAY A 

MUCH MORE SIGNIFICANT ROLE AS AN ATTITUDINAL INFLUENCE IN THIS SAMPLE 

of Oakville school children than has previously been reported. A 

COMMENT BY REGENSTREIF WOULD APPEAR TO BE AN APT SUMMARY OF THE PAST 

RESEARCH ATTEMPTS TO ASSESS THE IMPORTANCE OF POLITICAL PARTY 

AFFILIATIONS AS AN INFLUENCE ON VOTING BEHAVIOUR:

"The point must be emphasized, however, that the changeable 
NATURE OF ELECTORAL BEHAVIOR IS NOT A CREATION OF THE 
Diefenbaker years but a carry-over of the pattern inherited 
FROM THE PAST. THE YEARS OF LIBERAL DOMINANCE, CONSTANT 
THOUGH THEY MAY HAVE MADE CANADIAN POLITICAL ORIENTATIONS 
APPEAR, WERE ESSENTIALLY A FACADE." 2

One more cross cultural study needs to be mentioned at this 

point. This was a study of the French and American electorate by 
3

Converse and Dupeux. The authors were curious about the origin of

1
Schwartz, Chapters VIII and XI.

2
P. Regenstreif, The Diefenbaker Interlude (Toronto: Longmans, 

1965), 169.

3
Philip Converse and Georges Dupeux, "Politization of the 

Electorate in France and the United States," Public Opinion Quarterly, 
26 (1962).
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FLASH PARTIES IN FRANCE AND WONDERED WHY THIS TYPE OF PARTY SHOULD

BE FOUND IN FRANCE AND NOT IN THE UNITED STATES. (TH IS WAS PRIOR

TO THE RISE OF GEORGE WALLACE.) To TRY AND PROVIDE AN ANSWER TO

THIS PUZZLE, THE AUTHORS CARRIED OUT A SURVEY OF THE ELECTORATE IN

France and the United States. Their conclusions were that;

"Partisan attachments appear therefore to be weakly 
DEVELOPED WITHIN THE LESS POLITICALLY INVOLVED HALF 
of the French electorate. While undoubtedly a large 
VARIETY OF FACTORS, INCLUDING THE NOTERIETY WHICH 
French parties had acquired in the latter stages of 
the Fourth Republic, have helped to inhibit their 
DEVELOPMENT. MORE BASIC DISCONTINUITIES OF 
POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION IN THE FRENCH FAMILY 
APPEAR TO BE MAKING SOME PERSISTING CONTRIBUTION 
AS WELL." 1

The peculiarity of the French socialization process alluded

TO ABOVE LIES IN THE FINDING THAT ONLY 25 PERCENT OF THE FRENCH

CITIZENS SAMPLED COULD IDENTIFY THEIR FATHER’S POLITICAL PARTY

WHEREAS 75 PERCENT OF THE AMERICAN SAMPLE KNEW THEIR FATHER’S

POLITICAL PARTY. THE AUTHORS WOULD SEEM TO BE EQUATING THE ABSENCE

OF A WELL-ESTABLISHED PARTY IDENTITY WITH THE RISE OF ’FLASH* OR THIRD

parties. Since Canada has a long history of third, fourth and other

PARTIES, IT WOULD BE INTERESTING TO EXAMINE THE LEVEL OF PARTY

AFFILIATION IN THE CANADIAN SAMPLE. If IT IS SIMILAR TO THAT OF

France then the hypothesis of Converse and Dupeux have more 

EMPIRICAL SUPPORT.

1
Ibid., 14.
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Some Current Theories; The latter section of this review is 

CONCERNED WITH THE THEORIES THAT HAVE BEEN PUT FORWARD TO ACCOUNT 

FOR THE TENDENCY OF SCHOOL CHILDREN TO GIVE A VERY FAVOURABLE 

EVALUATION OF THE NATIONAL LEADER AND THE POLICEMAN. ONE THEORY, 

THE INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER MODEL, IS SET FORTH BY HESS AND TORNEY AS 

FOLLOWS t

This model assumes that the child approaches explicit 
POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION ALREADY POSSESSING A FUND OF 
EXPERIENCE IN INTERPERSONNEL RELATIONSHIPS AND GRATIFICATIONS. 
BY VIRTUE OF HIS EXPERIENCE AS A CHILD IN THE FAMILY, AND 
AS A PUPIL IN THE SCHOOL, HE HAS, DEVELOPED MULTI—FACTED 
RELATIONSHIPS TO FIGURES OF AUTHORITY. |N SUBSEQUENT 
RELATIONSHIPS WITH FIGURES OF AUTHORITY, HE WILL ESTABLISH 
MODES OF INTERACTION SIMILAR TO THOSE HE HAS EXPERIENCED IN 
HIS EARLY LIFE. FOR EXAMPLE, AS SOON AS THE PRESIDENT HAS 
BEEN IDENTIFIED AS AN AUTHORITY FIGURE, ESTABLISHED PATTERNS 
OF INTER-ACTION AND AUTHORITY WILL BECOME RELEVANT. He MAY 
see the President’s power over the country similar to his 
father’s power in the family. The child may also see the 
President as representing ideal authority - benign, wise, 
helpful, accessible - and embodying other qualities which 
FROM HIS RELATIONSHIP WITH PARENTS HE HAS COME TO SEE AS 
DESIRABLE. Th IS DOES NOT COME FROM KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE 
President but from a desire to see and think about powerful 
AUTHORITY FIGURES THIS WAY. RESPECT FOR RULES AND OTHER 
SOCIAL SYSTEMS MAY ALSO BE TRANSFERRED TO FEELINGS ABOUT 
RULES OR LAWS OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM. As INTERPERSONAL 
EXPERIENCE INCREASES AND AS RELATIONSHIPS WITH PERSONS IN 
THE IMMEDIATE SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT CHANGE, THE CHILD'S 
APPROACH TO MORE DISTANT AUTHORITY FIGURES WILL BE MODIFIED. 1

This explains the highly favourable image held by the younger

CHILDREN AS WELL AS THE SOMEWHAT LESS FAVOURABLE IMAGE SHARED BY

OLDER CHILDREN. EASTON HAS ATTEMPTED TO CLARIFY THIS PROBLEM BY 

COMPARING THE CHILD'S EVALUATION OF HIS FATHER ON A CERTAIN DIMENSION

1
Hess and Torney, 20.
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WITH THE EVALUATION OF THE PRESIDENT OR THE POLICEMAN ON THE SAME

DIMENSION. The theory posits a positive correlation between the

TWO RATINGS. EASTON FOUND A CORRELATION OF .11 IN GRADE TWO BETWEEN
1 

PERCEPTIONS OF FATHER AFFECT AND PRESIDENTIAL AFFECT. SOMEWHAT

STRONGER RELATIONSHIPS WERE SAID TO EXIST WITH RESPECT TO EVALUATION

OF FATHER LIKING AND PERCEPTIONS OF POLICEMAN LIKING, AND TO 

PERCEPTIONS OF PRESIDENTIAL AND POLICE POWER. THE INTERPERSONAL­

TRANSFER THEORY WOULD SEEM TO HAVE A MODEST DEGREE OF SUPPORT, IF ANY, 

AT THIS STAGE.

There is, however, a second theory claiming to account for the 

HIGHLY IDEALIZED IMAGE OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY THAT HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED 

BY YOUNGER CHILDREN. THE THEORY, HAVING A STRONG PSYCHANALYT1C FLAVOUR 

RUNS AS follows:

.... 'IDEALIZATION MAY ARISE FROM THE FEELINGS of VULNERABILITY 
CHILDREN PROBABLY HAVE ABOUT THEIR ENVIRONMENT. FIGURES SUCH 
AS THE POLICEMAN AND THE PRESIDENT MAY SERVE AS OBJECTS OF 
PSYCHOLOGICAL COMPENSATION, IF THEY ARE VIEWED AS POWERFUL 
AND IN A COMMANDING POSITION BETWEEN THE CHILD AND THE UNKNOWN 
DANGERS OF THE WORLD. FURTHERMORE, SEEING A PERSON SO 
POWERFUL MAY INDUCE THE CHILD, IN AN INTUITIVE ACT OF 
APPEASEMENT, TO CONSTRUE THIS PERSON AS ALSO HELPFUL, BENIGN, 
AND LIKEABLE. FEAR WOULD SEEM TO CAST A LONGER SHADOW THAN 
LOVE." 2

This theory, known as the vulnerability theory, has been at

LEAST PARTIALLY SUBSTANTIATED BY SEVERAL EMPIRICAL STUDIES. RoKEACH

1
Easton, (1969), 366.

2
Ibid., 357-
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HAS REPORTED THAT STUDENTS SCORING HIGHEST ON AN ANXIETY SCALE 

SCORE HIGHEST ON THE DOGMATISM SCALE. THE CORRELATIONS BETWEEN THESE 
1

VARIABLES RANGE FROM .36 TO .64 OVER A NUMBER OF DIFFERENT SAMPLES. 

When high and low dogmatic groups were asked to evaluate their 

PARENTS IT WAS FOUND THAT THE STUDENTS SCORING HIGHEST ON THE 

DOGMATISM SCALE WERE MUCH MORE LIKELY TO IDEALIZE THEIR PARENTS. 

Students scoring lowest on the dogmatism scale were likely to 

DEMONSTRATE MUCH MORE AMBIVALENCE ABOUT THEIR PARENTS, POINTING OUT 

BOTH STRONG AND WEAK POINTS IN THEIR PARENTS* PERSONALITIES. ROKEACH 

WOULD SEEM TO HAVE ESTABLISHED A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP LINKING 

ANXIETY, DOGMATISM AND IDEALIZATION OF ONE’S PARENT. THIS LINKAGE IS 
2 

SOMEWHAT SIMILAR TO THAT ESTABLISHED BY ADORNO ET AL. WHICH REPORTED 

A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ANXIETY, AUTHORITARIANISM AND 
3 

IDEALIZATION OF THE RESPONDENTS* PARENTS. JAROS HAS ATTEMPTED TO 

CLARIFY THIS LATTER RELATIONSHIP BY MEANS OF A PENCIL AND PAPER 

QUESTIONNAIRE ADMINISTERED TO A SAMPLE OF DETROIT SCHOOL CHILDREN. 

HE EMPLOYED A NUMBER OF SCALES TO MEASURE ANXIETY, AUTHORITARIANISM, 

Presidential strength and Presidential benevolence. Jaros found no

1
Milton Rokeach, The Open and Closed Mind (New York: Basic 

Books, i960), 348.

2
See Ibid., 358.

3
Dean Jaros, "Children’s Orientation Towards Political 

Authority: A Detroit Study," (Unpublished doctoral dissertation) 
Vanderbilt University, 1966.



26

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ANXIETY AND PERCEPTION OF PRESIDENTIAL BENEVOLENCE, 

A CORRELATION OF .32 BETWEEN ANXIETY AND AUTHOR I TAR I ANtSM AND A 

CORRELATION OF . ^5 BETWEEN AUTHORITARIANISM AND PERCEPTION OF 

Presidential strength. The linkage between anxiety and the student’s 

PERCEPTION OF THE STRENGTH OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY WOULD SEEM TO BE 

ESTABLISHED ALTHOUGH THE RELATIONSHIP IS SOMEWHAT WEAK. WHAT MAY BE 

HYPOTHESIZED AT THIS POINT IS THAT THE INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY 

MAY BE MOST EFFICACIOUS IN ACCOUNTING FOR THE HIGHLY FAVOURABLE 

EVALUATION OF THE PERSONALIZED ASPECT OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THE 

VULNERABILITY THEORY, BY CONTRAST, WOULD BEST EXPLAIN THE CHILD’S 

EVALUATION OF THE POWER OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THE PRESENT STUDY 

WILL TEST THE EFFICACY OF BOTH THEORIES BY PROVIDING THE CHILD WITH 

A NUMBER OF ITEMS ON WHICH TO EVALUATE HIS FATHER AS WELL AS WITH 

AN ANXIETY TEST. THE SCORES ON THESE EVALUATIONS WILL BE RELATED TO 

THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF THE PRIME MINISTER AND POLICEMAN. THE ITEMS 

USED AS A BASIS FOR THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY AS 

WELL AS THE OTHER TESTS EMPLOYED ARE EXPLAINED BELOW:

The Instrument: The five dimensions of political authority and father 

WERE DEFINED BY A NUMBER OF DIFFERENT ITEMS INVOLVING A KEYWORD. THE

Keyword breakdown by dimension runs as follows:
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Table 1.1 Items by Dimension Used to Evaluate the Prime Minister,

The Policeman and Father

Affect Benevolence

1 LIKE HIM MORE THAN Is kinder than ,..

|S MY FAVOURITE MORE THAN ... Is BETTER THAN ...

IS FRIENDLIER THAN ...

Would want to help me more than

Helps me more than ...

Protects me more than ...

Power Dependability

Can punish almost ..., Keeps promises

Can Make ... do what he wants Makes mistakes

Gives up

Leadership

Works harder than ...

Knows more than ...

A LEADER

Makes important decisions

Has friends

Each word is placed on a six interval continuum running 

from the most ideal form in segment one to the least ideal in 

SEGMENT SIX. FOR INSTANCE THE ITEM " 1 LIKE HIM*’ MIGHT BEGIN IN 

SEGMENT ONE BY STATING "| LIKE HIM MORE THAN ALMOST ANYONE,"
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SEGMENT THREE MIGHT STATE "l LIKE HIM MORE THAN MANY” AND SEGMENT 

SIX Ml-GHT STATE "l LIKE HIM LESS THAN ALMOST ANYONE." THUS THE 

CHILD HAS A FAIRLY WIDE RANGE OF CHOICES TO EXPRESS HIS FEELINGS 

AS WELL AS A BASIS FOR HIS COMPARISON, NAMELY PEOPLE IN GENERAL. 

The third segment is sort of an average, "most other men." The 

CHILD WAS INSTRUCTED TO CIRCLE THE ITEM MOST ACCURATELY REFLECTING 

HIS FEELINGS. IN ALL, EIGHTEEN KEYWORDS WERE USED FOR EACH AUTHORITY 

SO THAT FIFTY-FOUR ITEMS WERE INCLUDED IN A QUESTIONNAIRE TO BE 

COMPLETED BY THE SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THEIR CLASSROOMS DURING REGULAR 

SCHOOL HOURS.

Anxiety was measured by means of a shortened version of the 

child’s manifest anxiety scale (C.M.A.S.) developed by Castaneda, 
1 

McCandless and Palermo. This scale was adapted from the Taylor 

Manifest anxiety scale (1953) which has been widely used in the adult 

LITERATURE. THIS SCALE WAS SIMILAR TO THE MINNESOTA MULTIPHASIC 

Personality Inventory used'by Rokeach in the study cited above.

The original C.M.A.S. consisted of forty-two items, however 

THE FORM OF THIS SCALE USED IN THE OAKVILLE STUDY WAS A SHORTENED 
2

VERSION OF THE C.M.A.S. DEVELOPED BY LEVY. THIS FORM CONSISTED OF 

TEN ITEMS TO WHICH THE CHILD ANSWERED YES OR NO. THESE ARE THE SAME

1
A Castaneda, Boyd McCandless and David Palermo, "Children’s 

FORM OF THE MANIFEST ANXIETY SCALE," CHILD DEVELOPMENT, 27 (SEPTEMBER, 
1956), 3U-26.

2
Nissim Levy, "A Short Form of the Children’s Manifest Anxiety 

Scale," Child Development, 29 (March, 1958), 153“^-
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ITEMS USED BY JAROS IN HIS DETROIT STUDY, EXCEPT THAT HE USED THE 

LONGER FORM OF THE C-M.A.S.

The ten items were factor analysed revealing two factors 

ON THE ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX. THE AMOUNG OF VARIANCE EXPLAINED BY 

THESE FACTORS WAS 21^ WITH MOST OF THE VARIANCE IN THE FIRST FACTOR. 

These two factors were then subjected to scalogram analysis which 

INDICATED THAT NEITHER FACTOR CONSTITUTED A SCALE.' CONSEQUENTLY, 

THREE ITEMS WERE SELECTED, ITEMS 3, 6 AND 10. THESE ITEMS HAD THE 

HIGHEST LEVEL OF INTERCORRELATION AND WERE USED AS AN INDEX OF THE 

CHILD’S ANXIETY

The respondents were asked to provide biographical data such as 

AGE, POLITICAL PARTY AND THEIR FATHER’S JOB WHICH WAS TO BE THE MEASURE 

OF SOCIAL CLASS. THE CHICAGO STUDY FOUND A CORRELATION Of .64 BETWEEN 

SUBJECT DESIGNATION OF FATHER’S JOB AND THAT STATED IN THE CHILD’S 

SCHOOL FILE. No SUCH CHECK WAS ATTEMPTED HERE SINCE THE FILES WERE 

NOT ACCESSIBLE. THE QUEST I ONNA I RE .WAS PRETESTED IN OAKVILLE DURING 

THE WEEK OF JUNE 12, 1$68. ON THE BASIS OF THIS PRETESTING IT WAS 

DECIDED TO REDUCE THE LENGTH OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE GRADE TWO 

CHILDREN BY ABOUT ONE-THIRD SO THAT IT WOULD FIT INTO ONE THIRTY­

MINUTE PERIOD. THE QUESTIONNAIRE WAS ADMINISTERED BY THE AUTHOR 

DURING THE PERIOD JUNE l^/, 1 9^8 THE CLASSES WERE SELECTED BY 

APPROACHING THE PRINCIPALS IN EACH OF THE TEN LARGEST SCHOOLS AND 

REQUESTING ONE GRADE TWO, ONE GRADE FIVE AND ONE GRADE EIGHT CLASS. 

It was the intention of the study to include all streams. However, no

EVIDENCE IS AVAILABLE TO DETERMINE WHETHER THIS OBJECTIVE WAS ACHIEVED.
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Parental cooperation was requested through a form letter sent to the 

PARENTS OF THE CHILDREN INVOLVED IN THE STUDY. PARENTS WERE MADE 

AWARE OF THE NATURE OF THE STUDY AND WERE REQUESTED TO NOTIFY THE 

SCHOOL IF THEY DID NOT WISH THEIR CHILD TO BE PART OF THE STUDY.

Only thirteen students from the original sample refused to participate. 

In all, eight hundred and sixteen children were included in the 

SAMPLE MADE UP OF APPROX IMATELY EQUAL NUMBERS OF STUDENTS DRAWN FROM 

GRADE TWO, FIVE AND EIGHT. MOST STUDENTS APPEARED TO TAKE THE 

QUESTIONNAIRE SERIOUSLY, ANSWERING ALL QUESTIONS. GRADE FIVE AND EIGHT 

CHILDREN PROCEEDED THROUGH THE QUESTIONNAIRE AT THEIR OWN SPEED. 

The questionnaire was read to grade two children by the author. The 

ANSWERS WERE TRANSFERRED TO DATA CARDS AND ANALYSED IN THE McMASTER 

University data processing and computational facilities.

Setting: The setting for the study was the Oakville school system 

HAVING AN 1968 ATTENDANCE OF 9,66] CHILDREN FROM KINDERGARTEN TO 

GRADE EIGHT. ACCORDING TO THE 1966 CENSUS THE POPULATION OF OAKVILLE 

was 53,°00' The city is situated about twenty miles from both Hamilton 

and Toronto. As such it serves as an executive residential area for 

both cities. In addition, Ford of Canada has located a car assembly

PLANT NEARBY AND A NUMBER OF OIL REFINERIES ARE LOCATED NEAR THE CITY. 

The city has undergone rapid growth in recent years. The D.B.S. 

REPORTS THAT DURING THE PERIOD 1$61 - 1966 THE POPULATION INCREASED 

BY FOUR HUNDRED PERCENT. RECENT STATISTICS RELEASED BY THE DEPARTMENT 

of National Revenue indicate that Oakville had the highest per capita



INCOME OF ANY COMMUNITY IN CANADA AMOUNTING TO $6,^27 IN 19&7- As SUCH 

IT WOULD SEEM TO BE A HIGHLY AFFLUENT URBAN AREA HAVING ONE OF THE 

BETTER SCHOOL SYSTEMS IN THE COUNTRY.

Having set out the purposes and methodology of this study one 

CAN BEGIN AN EXAMINATION OF THE LEVELS OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE AMONG 

the Oakville school children.



CHAPTER 11

POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE

s Political knowledge, for the purposes of this study, relates to 

THE CHILD’S ABILITY TO NAME THE NATIONAL LEADER AND HIS POLITICAL 

PARTY AFFILIATION. As SUCH, IT IS THE ’WHAT* OF THE IMAGE, THE 

COGNITIVE ASPECT, WHICH IS A LOGICAL PRECURSOR OF THE MORE 

EVALUATIVE ASPECTS OF THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. 

It is necessary to determine what levels of knowledge accompany 

POSITIVE OR NEGATIVE FEELINGS. THIS HELPS TO PLACE THE OVERALL 

IMAGE IN A MORE MEANINGFUL PERSPECTIVE. AUTHORITY HAS BEEN FOUND TO 

BE ONE OF THE PROMINENT COMPONENTS OF GOVERNMENT. THE CHILD 

ESTABLISHES HIS FIRST LINKS WITH THE LARGER POLITICAL SYSTEM THROUGH 

THE AUTHORITY STRUCTURE. THE AMOUNT AND EXTENT OF POLITICAL KNOW­

LEDGE POSSESSED BY A CITIZEN IS AN INDICATION OF THE IMPORTANCE PLACED 

UPON THE SYSTEM BY THAT INDIVIDUAL.

Children who know a good deal about their national leader will 

HAVE ENTERED THE FIRST PHASE OF THE. SOCIALIZATION PROCESS. THEY HAVE 

INDICATED THAT THE LEADER AND THE SYSTEM IN GENERAL ARE IMPORTANT 

TO THEM. |N RETURN, THE .SYSTEM ACQUIRES SOME MEASURE OF SUPPORT AND 

LEGITIMACY. AN EXAMINATION OF THE POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE POSSESSED BY 

VARIOUS AGE GROUPS INDICATES THE PROCESS BY WHICH THIS INITIAL 

SUPPORT IS EXTENDED TO THE POLITICAL SYSTEM. SOME RECENT EMPIRICAL

32
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FINDINGS THAT HAVE EMERGED FROM PREVIOUS STUDIES OF POLITICAL 

KNOWLEDGE WERE DISCUSSED IN AN EARLIER CHAPTER. THE FOLLOWING 

PROPOSITIONS SERVE AS A BRIEF SUMMARY:

'1. The majority of the grade two children and almost all the 

GRADE EIGHT CHILDREN ARE ABLE TO IDENTIFY THE NAME OF THE NATIONAL 

LEADER AND HIS POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION.

2. The level of knowledge about the party label will be less 

THAN THAT CONCERNING THE PERSONAL IDENTITY OF THE LEADER AND THIS 

PHENOMENON WILL BE MOST APPARENT IN GRADE TWO.

Table 2.1 Political Knowledge by Grade in Percent

Identify Prime Minister’s 
Name

Identify Prime 
Party

Minister’s,

Grade Grade

2. 5 8 2. 5 8

Correct 72 85 95 V 73 90

Incorrect 8 7 5 19 9 6

Don’t Know 20 __ 0 35 18 5

(N)263 279 260 (N) 262 282 257

■• The findings show the expected relative levels of 

KNOWLEDGE WITH A GREATER PROPORTION OF OLDER CHILDREN THAN YOUNGER 

CHILDREN ABLE TO IDENTIFY THE PRIME MINISTER’S NAME AND POLITICAL 

PARTY. Also, SCHOOL children at all levels are able to identify the 

Prime Minister’s name more often than his political party. This

DIFFERENCE IN LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE IS MOST APPARENT AMONG CHILDREN
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IN GRADE TWO WHERE THERE IS A 25 PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE 

ABILITY TO IDENTIFY THE PRIME MINISTER’S NAME AND HIS POLITICAL PARTY. 

Among grade eight children there is only a five percent difference 

ON THIS ITEM.

Sex has b.een found to be an important factor influencing 

the child’s knowledge level. Girls generally are ’less political’ 

THAN BOYS. THEY READ FEWER NEWSPAPERS, BECOME LESS INVOLVED IN 

ELECTION CAMPAIGNS AND TALK ABOUT POLITICS LESS FREQUENTLY THAN THEIR 

MALE CLASSMATES. CONSEQUENTLY, GIRLS ARE LESS LIKELY TO BE AWARE 

OF THE NAME OF THE NATIONAL LEADER AND EVEN LESS LIKELY TO BE AWARE 

OF HIS PARTY LABEL.

Table 2.2 Political Knowledge by Sex in Percent

Identify Prime Minister’s Identify Prime Minister’s
Name Party

Sex Sex

Boys Girls Boys Girls

Correct 86 82 7U 66

Incorrect 7 5 12 9

Don’t Know 7 13 14 25

(N) 412 387 (N) 412 386

p<.05 p <. 01

The Oakville data suggests that BOYS WERE BETTER ABLE THAN

GIRLS TO SELECT THE PRIME MINISTER’S NAME AND POLITICAL PARTY

AFFILIATION. THE LATTER ITEM ELICITED THE LARGEST SEX DIFFERENCE.

IN MANY INSTANCES, GIRLS FREELY ADMITTED THAT THEY SIMPLY ’DIDN’T KNOW1.
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Apparently, they felt that there was no reason why they should know 

OR OUGHT TO GUESS ABOUT THE CHARACTERISTICS OF A NATIONAL LEADER. 

This may be indicative of the difference in the societal expectations 

ABOUT BOYS AND GIRLS. BOYS ARE EXPECTED TO BE ’POLITICAL’, GIRLS LESS 

SO.

The child’s social mileau has been demonstrated to be an 

IMPORTANT FACTOR IN THE ACQUISITION OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE. LOWER— 

STATUS CHILDREN GENERALLY POSSESS A LOWER LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT 

POLITICS IN GENERAL. IT WOULD BE EXPECTED THAT HIGHER-STATUS CHILDREN 

WILL BE BETTER ABLE TO NAME THE PRIME MINISTER AND SELECT THE 

APPROPRIATE PARTY LABEL IN A GREATER PERCENTAGE OF INSTANCES THAN THE 

CHILDREN FROM LESS MUNIFICENT ENVIRONMENTS. THE CLASS DIFFERENCES 

SHOULD BE MOST APPARENT ON THE LATTER ITEM. I

Table 2.3 Political Knowledge by Social Class in Percent

Identify Prime 
Name

Minister’s Identify Prime Minister’s 
Party

Class Class

Low High Low Hi gh

Correct 84 86 66 77

1 NCORRECT 8 6 11 8

Don’t Know 9 8 23 16

(N) 218 104 (N) 218 103

p<.O5
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Class differences were minimal on the item requesting the 

Prime Minister’s name. Class differences do emerge much more strongly 

ON THE PARTY ITEM. HlGHER-STATUS CHILDREN ARE MUCH MORE AWARE OF 

THIS POLITICAL DIMENSION OF THE PRIME MINISTER THAN THEIR LOWER- 

STATUS COHORTS.

Political party has often been reported to be a factor which 

ALTERS THE FLOW OF POLITICAL INFORMATION RECEIVED BY AN INDIVIDUAL. 

Liberals are much more likely to be attuned to the Prime Minister’s 

NAME AND POLITICAL PARTY BECAUSE, IN A SENSE, HE IS ONE OF THEM OR 

AT LEAST HE IS ON 'THEIR SIDE’.

Table 2.4 Identity of the Prime Minister's Political Party by the

Child’s Political Party Preference in Percentages

Grade

1 1 8

Others Li BERALS Others Ll BERALS Others LlBERALS

LlBERAL 29 7^ 69 87 83 96

New Democrat 21 6 7 1 5 1

Conservative 26 6 13 3 9 1

Don't Know 24 14 11 10 3 2

(N) 42 
* 119 5^ 154 59 157

Rs\ .45 Rs = Rs =
Z ; 5-90 Z 3 2.81 z : 3-^0

*
Author’s Note: Rs (or Rho) is an ordinal measure of association based 
UPON RANKING DEVISED BY SPEARMAN. THE VALUE OF Rs WILL BE +1.0 WHENEVER 
THE RANGINGS ARE IN PERFECT AGREEMENT, -1.0 IF THEY ARE IN PERFECT 
DISAGREEMENT, AND ZERO IF THERE IS NO RELATIONSHIP WHATSOEVER.

Z IS A MEASURE OF STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE BASED UPON THE STANDARD 
ERROR OF RS. A MEASURE OF ASSOCIATION WITH A Z OF 1.96 IS SIGNIFICANT
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No SIGNIFICANT PARTY DIFFERENCES EMERGED WITH RESPECT TO THE 

ABILITY OF THE CHILD TO IDENTIFY THE PRIME MINISTER. ON THE OTHER 

HAND, HIGHLY SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES DID EMERGE WHEN THE CHILD 

WAS ASKED TO PUT A POLITICAL LABEL ON THE PRIME MINISTER. HERE, 

POLITICAL PARTY DIFFERENCES WERE MOST SIGNIFICANT AMONG YOUNGER 

CHILDREN WITH THE GAP NARROWING BUT NEVER COMPLETELY CLOSING BY 

GRADE EIGHT. YOUNGER CHILDREN APPARENTLY BELIEVE THAT THE PRIME 

Minister belongs to the same party with which they personally 

IDENTIFY.

At all age levels, Liberals are more attuned to the fact 

that the Prime Minister of Canada is a Liberal than are children who 

IDENTIFY THEMSELVES AS NEW DEMOCRATS OR CONSERVATIVES.

•In addition to this knowledge about the leader, the child 

WAS ASKED TO INDICATE HIS POLITICAL PARTY PREFERENCE.

The same pattern of sex differences reported earlier emerged 

on this item. Boys are more likely than girls to select a party 

PREFERENCE. ONLY 1 6^ OF THE BOYS COMPARED WITH 27^ OF THE GIRLS 

INDICATE THAT THEY DON’T KNOW WHAT PARTY THEY WOULD SUPPORT. BOYS ■ 

AND GIRLS GENERALLY SUPPORTED THE SAME PARTY. THE ONLY DIFFERENCE 

TO EMERGE IS WITH RESPECT TO A PREFERENCE FOR THE CONSERVATIVE

Author’s Note (cont.): at the .05 level for a two-tailed test. 
Additionally, a measure of association with a z score of 2.57 is 
SIGNIFICANT AT THE .01 LEVEL AND A Z SCORE OF 3-3 ls SIGNIFICANT 
AT THE .001 LEVEL, ALL FOR A TWO-TAILED TEST OF SIGNIFICANCE.



Party. Seventeen percent of the boys indicate a willingness to 

SUPPORT THIS PARTY COMPARED WITH TEN PERCENT OF THE GIRLS. THIS IS 
1

AT VARIANCE WITH A FINDING REPORTED BY JEWETT. IN A STUDY CARRIED 

out in Peterborough and Niagara Falls, Jewett found that female 

VOTERS OUTNUMBERED MALE VOTERS BY A MARGIN OF 3*2 IN THEIR PREFERENCE 

for the Conservative party. No sex differences were apparent in the 

BACKING FOR THE OTHER PARTIES. INDEPENDENTS WERE VIRTUALLY NON- 

EXISTANT IN THIS STUDY.

Class also has some influence on the selection of a party. 

Lower-status children indicate a higher level of ’don't knows' than 

UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN. THE FIGURES WERE 22 PERCENT FOR THE FORMER 

COMPARED WITH 12 PERCENT FOR THE LATTER. LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN SHOW 

A GREATER TENDENCY TO SUPPORT THE NEW DEMOCRATIC PARTY. .THE FIGURES 

ARE 13 PERCENT AND SIX PERCENT FOR THE LOWER AND UPPER-STATUS GROUPS 

RESPECTIVELY. THE LIBERALS, ON THE OTHER HAND, RECEIVE MORE SUPPORT 

FROM UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN. THE FIGURES HERE ARE 5$ PERCENT AND 64 

PERCENT RESPECTIVELY. THE CONSERVATIVE PARTY RECEIVED EQUIVALENT 

LEVELS OF SUPPORT FROM BOTH STATUS GROUPS.

When the level of political information from this study is 

PLACED IN A CROSS-NATIONAL CONTEXT IT BECOMES CLEAR THAT CANADIAN

1
P. Jewett, "Voting in the i960 Federal By-elections at 

Peterborough and Niagara Falls: Who Voted Nev/ Party and Why?" in 
John Courtney, (ed), Voting in Canada (Scarborough: Prentice-Hall, 
1967), %
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CHILDREN SCORE LOWER THAN THEIR AMERICAN COUNTERPARTS. THIS IS

CONSONANT WITH THE THESIS THAT THE PRIME MINISTER IS LESS SALIENT THAN 

the President as indicated in the following table:

Age Groups

Table 2.5 Visibility of the Foremost Political Authority Based
~ on the Correct Identification of the Name of the

President, the Governor or the Prime Minister of the 
Country Sampled in Percentages

Country 7,8,9 10,11,12 13 +
United States 100 100
Chi li 80 92 ——
Puerto Rico (Governor) ? 98
Puerto Rico (U.S. President) 66 8s 93
Australia 84 94 90
Japan 82 100 98
Oakville, Ontario 72 85 95

On the basis of these absolute values, the level of knowledge 

AMONG THE OAKVILLE SCHOOL CHILDREN IS LOWER AT EVERY AGe/gRADE LEVEL 

THAN ANY OTHER COUNTRY.

1

The COMPARISON OF the absolute values of political knowledge

WITH REFERENCE TO THE CORRECT IDENTIFICATION OF THE PARTY 

AFFILIATION OF THE FOREMOST POLITICAL AUTHORITY SHOWS A SIMILAR 

PATTERN AS INDICATED BY THE FOLLOWING TABLE:

Table 2.6 Correct Identification of Leader’s Party Affiliation 

by Nation in Percent

Grade 
.2 .5. 8.

Oakville 47 73 90
U.S.A. 68 87 100 2

1Hess, 555

2U.S. data from Hess and Torney, 278
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Canadian children find their leader less salient than children 

from the United States and several other countries, whether that 

COUNTRY HAS A PRESIDENT, A PRIME MINISTER OR SOME OTHER FORM OF LEADER.

Summary: It is readily apparent that school children in this sample 

RAPIDLY ACQUIRE A HIGH LEVEL OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE DURING THE 

PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS. HOWEVER, THE POLITICAL SOPHISTICATION OF THE 

CHILDREN VARIES WITH THE ITEM UNDER QUESTION. A MAJORITY OF CHILDREN 

OF ALL AGES ARE AWARE OF THE PRIME MINISTER’S NAME. THIS KNOWLEDGE 

ENJOYS A HIGH DEGREE OF CONSENSUS ACROSS ALL SOCIAL GROUPS. AGE 

DIFFERENCES BECOME MORE APPARENT ON THE MORE OBSCURE ITEMS RELATING TO 

the Prime Minister’s party affiliation. Obviously the children pick 

up this set of cues somewhat later on in the developmental process. In 

ADDITION, OTHER SUB-CULTURAL GROUPINGS INFLUENCE THE LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE 

ON THIS ITEM TO A MUCH GREATER EXTENT. BOYS MORE SO THAN GIRLS, 

UPPER-STATUS MORE SO THAN LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN, AND LIBERALS MORE SO 

THAN NON-LlBERALS ARE BETTER ABLE TO MAKE A CORRECT IDENTIFICATION OF 

the Prime Minister's party attachment.

It IS APPARENT THAT CANADIAN PUBLIC SCHOOL CHILDREN IN 

COMPARISON WITH THEIR AMERICAN NEIGHBOURS POSSESS A LOWER AMOUNT LEVEL 

OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE. THIS INDICATES THAT THE CANADIAN PRIME 

Minister is not as prominent in the Canadian political culture as 

THE NATIONAL LEADER APPEARS ELSEWHERE.

The items dealing with the Prime Minister's political party have

GIVEN US A PREVIEW OF THE WAY IN WHICH THE CHILD EXTENDS SUPPORT
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FOR THE POLITICAL SYSTEM. HAVING ESTABLISHED THAT CANADIAN CHILDREN 

DEMONSTRATE A RELATIVELY HIGH LEVEL OF AWARENESS OF THEIR NATIONAL 

LEADER, THE STUDY SHALL PROCEED TO EXAMINE THEIR FEELINGS THAT 

ACCOMPANY THIS KNOWLEDGE.



CHAPTER I I I

PERSONAL LIKING FOR AUTHORITY

The previous chapter was concerned with the level of knowledge 

THAT WAS HELD BY SCHOOL CHILDREN ABOUT THE NATIONAL LEADER. THIS 

DOES NOT REVEAL A GREAT DEAL ABOUT THE STRENGTH OF THE RELATIONSHIP 

BETWEEN THE LEADER AND THE FOLLOWER EXCEPT IN AN INFERENTIAL WAY. 

This chapter shall be concerned with determining how school children 

FEEL ABOUT THEIR POLITICAL AUTHORITIES. THIS SHALL BE ACCOMPLISHED 

BY ESTABLISHING WHETHER THE CHILD FEELS POSITIVELY OR NEGATIVELY 

ABOUT THE AUTHORITY SYSTEM. IT IS POSSIBLE TO DETERMINE IF HE FEELS 

VERY POSIT I’VE OR VERY NEGATIVE OR NEUTRAL ABOUT THESE FIGURES. IT IS 

POINTED OUT IN THE FIRST CHAPTER THAT MOST SOCIETIES ENDEAVOR TO 

INSTILL SOME POSITIVE FEELINGS TOWARD THE SYSTEM AMONG A MAJORITY 

OF ITS CITIZENS. ANY BREAKDOWN IN THIS PROCESS OF CREATING A 

POSITIVE TIE IS FELT TO BE CONDUCIVE TO SOCIAL UPHEAVAL OR SOME FORM 

OF ANARCHY. THIS CHAPTER IS THE FIRST OF FIVE CONCERNED WITH 

DETERMINING THE LEVEL OF FEELING FOR POLITICAL AUTHORITY AND THE 

VARIOUS INFLUENCES ON THIS EMOTIONAL RELATIONSHIP. OF THE FIVE 

DIMENSIONS, LIKING IS PROBABLY THE MOST PERSONALIZED AND MOST 

INTIMATE ASPECT OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ANY AUTHORITY AND A 

CITIZEN. |T IS CONCERNED WITH THE INDIVIDUAL'S PERSONAL LIKING FOR 

the Prime Minister or a policeman. As such it undoubtably has a.

42



LARGE INFLUENCE UPON GENERAL SYSTEM FUNCTIONING. |N MOST RESEARCH

TO DATE THE LEADER HAS BEEN SHOWN TO ENJOY A HIGH DEGREE OF AFFECTION 

AMONG THE YOUNGER MEMBERS OF SOCIETY. THE FOLLOWING PROPOSITIONS 

SUMMARIZE SOME OF THE MORE SALIENT ASPECTS OF THE CHILD’S LIKING FOR 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY.

1. Both the national leader and the policeman are rated more 

FAVOURABLY THAN 'MOST OTHER MEN1.

2. The policeman receives a less favourable evaluation than 

THE NATIONAL LEADER.

3. That older children give a much less favourable evaluation 

OF BOTH AUTHORITIES THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN.

Table 3-1 Liking for authority by Age in Percent

Item - Is My Favourite More Than

The Prime Minister of Canada
Grade All

1

Almost 
All
2

Most Many

4

A Few

5

Is Not My 
Favourites

6

Mean
Rati ng

N

2 42 30 6 6 10 2.34 262
28 26 14 8 11 B 2.85 286

30 16 13 12 9 21 3.16 262

Policeman
2 39 11 9 14 10 2-95 261

5 37 28 13 11 6 3.07 284
2 7 19 27 27 17 4.22 260 1

Author’s Note: All figures for tables in this chapter are in 
percent but row totals may not EQUAL 100^ DUE TO rounding

1
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Item - I Like Him More Than

The Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Some

4

Few

5

Less Than 
Anyone

6

Mean
Rating

N

2 12 14 25 17 6 3-27
7 23 20 11 4 3-06 282
7 24 27 23 11 8 3.31 263

Policeman
2 15 25 12 28 1 16 5 3.21 261

3 30 25 32 7 3 3.17 287
1 9 19 . 39 J 22 10 4.oo 259

The feeling of the children in this sample is somewhat less 

positive than one might have imagined. The Prime Minister is 

regarded about as favourably as ’many’other men whereas the policeman 

IS LIKED ABOUT AS MUCH AS 'SOME* OTHER MEN. THE TWO AUTHORITIES ARE 

IN THE EXPECTED ORDER OF LIKING, THE PRIME MINISTER F I RST. AND THE 

POLICEMAN SECOND. OLDER CHILDREN HAVE A MUCH LESS POSITIVE IMAGE OF 

AUTHORITY WITH 21 PERCENT OF THE GRADE EIGHT STUDENTS STATING FLATLY 

THAT THE PRIME MINISTER OF CANADA WAS NOT ONE OF THEIR FAVOURITES. THE 

POLICEMAN IS ALSO SEEN IN DISTANT TERMS WITH 44 PERCENT OF THE GRADE 

EIGHT SAMPLE INDICATING THAT THEY LIKED THE POLICEMAN MORE THAN ONLY 

A FEW OF THEIR FRIENDS.

Other works have shown that the political party preference 

OF THE INDIVIDUAL HAS A SIGNIFICANT INFLUENCE UPON THE AFFECTION 

FOR THE NATIONAL LEADER. CHILDREN WHO HAVE THE SAME PARTY PREFERENCE

AS THE LEADER USUALLY LIKE HIM MOST OF ALL. IN THIS STUDY A
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MORE FAVOURABLE EVALUATION FROM LIBERAL SCHOOL CHILDREN IS EXPECTED:

Table 3-2 Liking for the Prime Minister by Political Party in Percent

Is My Favourite 1 Like Him
Grade 5 Grade d Grade 5 Grade d

Others Liberals Others Li berals Others Li berals Others Li berals
most

1 IDEAL
2L MOST
3 OTHER
4 MEN
5 LEAST
6 IDEAL 
Mean
(N)

17
26
8
4

1 z
28
3-62

53

28
14

9 
2.45 

137

3
22
8
8

11
48
4.47
64

44

15
17
11
8

5, 
2.4o

175

2
30
19
15
19
15
3.64

53

10

26
20
4
2

2-77 
138

0
6

27
27
20
20
4.22
64

11
37
27
17
7
0 

2-71 
175

• Rs = -.27 Rs = -.4$ Rs = -.26 Rs = -.49
Z = 3.68 Z = 7.44 Z = 3-53- z = 7-5°

Liberals have a significantly stronger liking for the Prime

Minister than children who support one of the other parties. The

SALIENCE OF THE PARTY IDENTIFICATION BECOMES APPARENT ONLY IN GRADE 

five. This is consonant with the findings of other studies which have 

INDICATED THAT POLITICAL PARTY BECOMES MEANINGFUL IN MAKING POLITICAL 

DECISIONS AROUND AGE ELEVEN.

Girls have generally shown a tendency to personalize political 

AUTHORITY TO A GREATER EXTENT THAN BOYS. PREVIOUS RESEARCH HAS SHOWN 

THAT GIRLS TEND TO LIKE THE NATIONAL LEADER AND THE POLICEMAN TO A 

GREATER EXTENT THAN BOYS. No MEANINGFUL SEX DIFFERENCES EMERGED 

FROM THIS DATA.

The child's class origins have been found to influence his 

LIKING FOR HIS SOCIETAL AUTHORITIES.

Lower-status children appear to like the national leader a‘nd
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THE POLICEMAN MORE THAN UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN. THIS GENERALIZATION

IS PARTLY BORNE OUT:

. Table 3.3 Liking for the Prime Minister and Policeman by Social Class

in Percent

Prime Minister Policeman
Item Is My Favourite Is My Favourite 1 Ll KE Him
Social
Class Low Hl GH Low High Low Hl GH

most
1 IDEAL 25 30 23 12 17 2?
2 12 21 39 37 32
3 Wr 14 14 iU 11 10 9
e MEN

1? 13 7 6 26 35
9 20 12 204 LEAST

0 IDEAL 13
15

14 3 3,
Mean 2.90 2.61 3.26 2.91 3A1
(N) 81 108 70 65 69 66

Grade 8 Rs - -.16 Grade 2 Rs = .19 Grade 2 Rs = .18
z = 2.22 z = 2.21 * z =2.07

Upper-status children grant the most favourable evaluation to 

the Prime Minister whereas lower-status children express more affection 

for the policeman.

When the findings of this study are placed in a cross-national 

CONTEXT IT BECOMES APPARENT THAT AFFECTION FOR THE LEADER DIMINISHES 

RAPIDLY WITH INCREASING AGE. THIS GENERALIZATION SEEMS TO STAND 

UP ACROSS ALL NATIONAL GROUPINGS. ON THE OTHER HAND, CANADIAN 

SCHOOL CHILDREN DID NOT GIVE A VERY POSITIVE RATING OF THEIR LIKING 

FOR ANY POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THIS IS BORNE OUT BY THE FOLLOWING

DATA :



Table 3 4 Liking of Political Authority by Nation

Item - Is My Favourite of all

Prime Minister/ 
President POL 1 CEMAN Father

Grade 2 5 8 2 8 2 5 8
Oakville 2.34 2.$5 3-16 2-99 V°7 4.22 1.67 1.49 1.69
United States 2.10 ■ 2. dO 3-20 2.30 3-^ 4.oo 1.76 ’•55 1.65

Father was included to provide a base line and to indicate 

THAT THE CHILDREN IN THE CANADIAN SAMPLE ARE NOT INCLINED TO BE 

NEGATIVE IN THEIR EVALUATION OF ALL AUTHORITIES. IT IS CLEAR THERE 

IS A DIFFERENCE IN THE LEVEL OF LIKING IN THE TWO SAMPLES WITH THE 

Canadian school children expressing a lower level of affection for 

THEIR POLITICAL AUTHORITIES. THE ORDERING OF THIS LIKING IS THE SAME 

IN BOTH COUNTRIES; THE LEADER MOST, THE POLICEMAN LEAST. SEX WAS NOT 

A FACTOR INFLUENCING THE LEVEL OF AFFECT IN THE CANADIAN SAMPLE TO 

THE EXTENT THAT IT INFLUENCED THE LEVELS OF LIKING IN THE AMERICAN 

studies. Political party, on the other hand, was found to have a 

STRONG INFLUENCE UPON THE LEVEL OF LIKING, MORE SO THAN IN THE 

United States.

At THIS POINT THE STUDY TURNS TO THE TWO THEORIES WHICH PURPORT 

TO ACCOUNT FOR THE CHILD’S BASIC LIKING FOR POLITICAL AUTHORITY.

These theories were explained in the opening chapter, however, it will 

BE RECALLED THAT THE INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY HYPOTHESIZES THAT 

THE CHILD GENERALIZES FROM HIS RELATIONSHIP WITH HIS FATHER. IF HE 

LIKES HIS FATHER HE IS LIKELY TO BE POSITIVELY ORIENTED TO POLITICAL

AUTHORITY. An INDEX OF LIKING WAS DEVELOPED TO FASCILITATE THE
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COMPARISON OF THE CHILD’S LIKING FOR HIS FATHER WITH AN INDEX OF 

LIKING FOR THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE POLICEMAN. CHILDREN SCORING

HIGHEST ON THE INDEX OF LIKING FOR FATHER SHOULD ALSO SCORE HIGHEST 

ON THE INDEX OF LIKING FOR A PARTICULAR POLITICAL AUTHORITY:

Table 3-5 Liking for the Policeman in Relation to Liking for Father 

in Percentages

Policeman Father
1 NDEX Index of Liking
OF Low Medium High

LlKlNG Low ^9 60 57
Medium 12 10 12
Hi gh 20 30 31

(N) = 277 30 509

R* = .13 
z = 2.76

Table 3-5 indicates that a modest positive relationship exists 

BETWEEN LIKING OF ONE'S FATHER AND LIKING OF THE POLICEMAN. No 

RELATIONSHIP WAS FOUND BETWEEN A LIKING FOR ONE’S FATHER AND LIKING 

the Prime Minister.

The vulnerability theory can be tested on this data. This 

is accomplished by means of an anxiety test administered to each 

child. Three items were used to build an index of anxiety. The 

THEORY ARGUES THAT THOSE WHO SCORE HIGHEST ON. THE ANXIETY INDEX 

SHOULD SCORE HIGHEST ON THE INDEX MEASURING AFFECTION FOR POLITICAL

R* is the Pearson product-Moment measure of association.
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AUTHORITY. IN SHORT, A POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP IS EXPECTED BETWEEN 

ANXIETY AND LIKING FOR POLITICAL AUTHORITY.

The data reveal that a significant positive (R = .10, z = 2.76) 

RELATIONSHIP EXISTS BETWEEN A STUDENT’S LEVEL OF ANXIETY AND HIS 

EXPRESSING A STRONG LIKING FOR THE POLICEMAN. No SUCH RELATIONSHIP 

WAS FOUND WITH LIKING FOR THE PRIME MINISTER.

Summary: Children in the Oakville sample expressed a liking for the 

Prime Minister and policeman about equal to that they would extend 

to 'most other men'. Generally, the Prime Minister was liked more 

THAN THE POLICEMAN. AGE WAS FOUND TO BE AN IMPORTANT INFLUENCE 

ON THIS OVERALL RATING. GRADE EIGHT SCHOOL CHILDREN EXPRESS MUCH 

LESS AFFECTION FOR BOTH AUTHORITIES THAN WAS EXPRESSED BY GRADE TWO 

children. Liberals expressed much more liking for the Liberal Prime 

Minister than did those who allied themselves with other parties, 

although this became apparent only at the grade five level. Sex did 

not influence the overall liking for political authority. Younger 

LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN DEMONSTRATED A TENDENCY TO IDEALIZE THE 

policeman. Older upper-status children expressed a strong liking 

for the Prime Minister.

In a cross.-nat 1 onal context it is apparent that the Oakville 

school children expressed a much lower level of liking for political 

authority than their American counterparts. The tendency to like the 

LEADER MORE THAN THE POLICEMAN AND THE TENDENCY FOR OLDER CHILDREN TO 

LIKE POLITICAL AUTHORITY LESS THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN WAS FOUND TO

PERSIST IN THIS SAMPLE AS HAS BEEN FOUND ELSEWHERE. THE INFLUENCE OF
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SEX UPON THE LEVEL OF LIKING IS MUCH LESS IMPORTANT IN THIS STUDY 

THAN HAS BEEN REPORTED IN THE UNITED STATES. POLITICAL PARTY 

PREFERENCE, ON THE- OTHER HAND, SEEMS TO BE MUCH MORE SALIENT IN ITS 

INFLUENCE UPON LIKING I N' THE OAKVILLE SAMPLE THAN ITS INFLUENCE IN 

the American studies. Neither the vulnerability nor the interpersonal 

TRANSFER THEORY WERE ABLE TO ACCOUNT FOR THE CHILD'S LIKING OF THE 

Prime Minister. Both theories had about equal cogency in accounting 

FOR THE child's AFFECTION FOR THE POLICEMAN. At THIS POINT, IT CAN 

BE OBSERVED THAT AS THE CHILD’S LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE INCREASES HIS 

LIKING OF THE PRIME MINISTER DECREASES.

This study begins to move away from the child’s liking of 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY TO THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF THE PERSONAL

RESPONSIVENESS OF THAT AUTHORITY.



CHAPTER IV

PERCEPTION OF AUTHORITY BENEVOLENCE

Benevolence is related to the child's perception that a 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY WOULD 'LOOK AFTER- HIM OR 'PROTECT* HIM. THE 

LAST CHAPTER WAS CONCERNED WITH THE CHILD'S LIKING FOR A PARTICULAR 

AUTHORITY FIGURE. IN A SENSE THIS WAS A ONE-WAY RELATIONSHIP FROM 

THE CHILD TO THE AUTHORITY. BENEVOLENCE IS THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION 

OF FEEDBACK FROM THE AUTHORITY. THIS RELATIONSHIP CAN BE SEEN AS 

A FORM OF EXCHANGE IN WHICH THE CHILD TENDERS AFFECTION IN RETURN 

FOR PROTECTION. WITHOUT SOME FEELING BY THE CHILD THAT THE AUTHORITY 

WAS PROTECTING HIM THERE WOULD BE LITTLE REASON FOR LIKING THE 

AUTHORITY STRUCTURE OF A POLITICAL SYSTEM. THE CHILD'S PERCEPTION 

OF AUTHORITY PROTECTION IS OBVIOUSLY OF CRUCIAL IMPORTANCE FOR 

SYSTEM FUNCTIONING. 1N REALITY, WHAT EMERGES, OF COURSE, IS THAT 

VARIOUS COMPONENTS OF THE IMAGE HANG TOGETHER. THE CHILD WHO HAS A 

HIGH LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE SYSTEM USUALLY POSSESSES A FAIRLY 

POSITIVE IMAGE OF THE AUTHORITY OBJECTS IN THE SYSTEM. 1T WOULD SEEN 

THAT THIS SORT OF CHILD PERCEIVES THE SYSTEM TO BE PAYING OFF. As SUCH, 

A FAIRLY BENEVOLENT IMAGE OF AUTHORITY WOULD BE EXPECTED FROM THIS 

child. From the literature it is apparent that:

1. Children tend to rate political authorities as more benign 

THAN MOST OTHER MEN.

2. Children see the policeman in more benevolent terms than

51
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THE NATIONAL LEADER.

3. There is a greater degree of consensus on the benevolence 

of the policeman compared to the national leader. That is, older 

CHILDREN SEE THE POLICEMAN IN BENEVOLENT TERMS AS OFTEN AS YOUNGER 

CHILDREN. ON THE OTHER HAND, YOUNGER CHILDREN SEE THE NATIONAL 

LEADER BEING MUCH MORE PERSONALLY HELPFUL TO THEM THAN OLDER CHILDREN 

DO.

Table 4.1 Perception of Authority Benevolence by Grade in p'e RCENT

Item - Would want to help me if I needed it.

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Always

1

Almost
Always

2

Usually

3

Sometimes

4

Seldom

5

Not
Usually

6

Mean N

2 40
29
18

10
24
16

2b
27
30

9
21

6
5
5

3
5
10

2.46
2.51
3-09

263 
28b 
264

Policeman
2 61 1b 11

18
16

4
1

11

5 
0
1

2
1
1

1 .bO 
1.65 
1-97

262
285
263

Item - Protects me more than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Some

4

Less Than
Some
5

Less Than
Most
6

Mean N

2 11
5
1

22
24

9

15
24
18

25
29
35

13
10
18

14
9
19

3-5
I!

7
12
6

263
281
260

Pol 1ceman
2 32 31 13 16 5 3 2.4 0 262

30 38 13 2 1 2.2 3 287

13 36 1b 23 5 4 2.€ 258
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Item - Helps me more than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Some

4

Less Than
Some
5

Less Than 
Most 
6

Mean N

4
2

17
7

27
22

31
31

11
18

11
21

3-62
4.19

278

259

Policeman
11
4 16

30
29

'22
29

5
12

2
10

2.05
3.58

Item - Is kinder than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Almost

Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Less Than
Some

4

Less Than
Most

5

Less Than 
Almost 
Anyone

6

Mean N

2 25 32 27 12 2 1 2-37
16 42 35 6 1 1 2.36 283
8 3* 51 . 5 1 1 2.62 263

Policeman
2 33

21
4

32
37
26

p

48

7 2
0
4

3
1
2

2.21
2.28
2.94

261
286
258

Item - Is better than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Almost

Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Worse than 
Some

4

Worse Than 
Many

5

Worse Than 
Almost 
Anyone 

6

Mean N

16 30 ^5 7 1 1 2.50 277
7 29 55 5 2 2 2.73 262

Policeman
10 3b 5°- 3 .0 1 2.50 286

3 23 60 10 2 2 2.90 258
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Item - Is friendlier than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Almost
Anyone

2

Most Some

4

Few

5

No One

6

Mean N

9 15 48 22 2 2 3-oi 2«7
2 9 62 23 3 2 3.48 265

Policeman
16 
4

37
20

3?
3*

12
31

1
8

1
3

2.4«

3-27
2«4
264

The policeman is seen by the child as someone who is responsive 

TO HIS. NEEDS MORE OFTEN THAN ’MOST OTHER PEOPLE1. THE PRIME 

Minister, in contrast, seems to be somewhat removed from the child in 

terms of responsiveness. An examination of the above tables indicates 

THAT THE ITEMS PERTAINING TO THE PRIME MINISTER MAY BE RE-ARRANGED 

INTO TWO SUBGROUPS a) THE MORE PERSONAL BENEVOLENT ASPECTS SUCH AS 

KINDNESS, BEING FRIENDLIER AND BEING BETTER, AND b) THE REMAINING 

ITEMS, MORE INSTITUTIONAL IN NATURE, WANTING TO HELP, HELPING AND 

PROTECTING. THE MORE PERSONALIZED ASPECT OF THE BENEVOLENCE 

DIMENSION OF THE PRIME MINISTER IS RATED IN MORE FAVOURABLE THAN 

THE MORE INSTITUTIONAL ASPECT. THE PRIME MINISTER’S KINDNESS AND 

FRIENDLY NATURE IS MORE PROMINENT IN THE MINDS OF SCHOOL CHILDREN 

THAN HIS DESIRE TO HELP OR PROTECT THEM. THE POLICEMAN HAS AN IMAGE 

WHICH IS VERY FAVOURABLE AMONG YOUNGER CHILDREN.

The policeman is felt to be a very kind, helpful person. With 

INCREASING AGE THE EVALUATIONS ON THE ITEMS IN THE PERSONALIZED SUB­

GROUP BECOME MUCH LESS FAVOURABLE. OLDER CHILDREN FEEL THAT THE 

POLICEMAN IS VERY HELPFUL AND IS LIKELY TO PROTECT THEM BUT DO NOT

PERCEIVE HIM TO BE VERY FRIENDLY OR PART ICULARILY KIND. WHEN THE
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POLICEMAN AND THE PRIME MINISTER ARE PLACED AGAINST THE SAME BACKGROUND 

THE COMPLIMENTARY NATURE OF THEIR IMAGE ON THIS DIMENSION BECOMES 

APPARENT. THE MOST PROMINENT FEATURE OF THE PRIME MINISTER IS KINDNESS, 

AND BEING FRIENDLY, WHEREAS THE POLICEMAN IS ESSENTIALLY AN AGENT OF 

PROTECTION AND HELPFULNESS.

Previous research has indicated that political party preference 

DOES NOT INFLUENCE THE CHILD'S EVALUATION OF AUTHORITY BENEVOLENCE. 

The results of the last chapter indicate that party affiliation may 

BE MUCH MORE INFLUENTIAL IN THIS STUDY. PARTY COULD BE EXPECTED TO 

INFLUENCE THE EVALUATION OF THE PRIME MINISTER ON ALL ITEMS.

Table 4.2 Perception of the Benevq'lence of the Prime Minister by

Political Party

Item - Is better than

Item - Protects me more than

Anyone Most Many Some Less
Than
Some

Less 
Than 
Most

Mean N

Grade Others 0 17 5t 11 8 8 3-33 6’4 Rs = -.38
Eight Liberals 13 3* 51 2 0 0 2-^3 174 z = 5-79

Item - Helps me more than

Grade Others 2 15 2o 27 7 27 4.0V 40 Rs = -.19
Tv/o LlBERALS 14 23 12 27 12 12 120 z =2.34
Grade Others 0 5 11 34 25 25 64 Ps = -.25
Eight LlBERALS 1 12 24 37 12 12 173 * = 3.70

Grade Others 0 0 19 3° 24 27 4.59 63 Rs = -.25
Eight Ll BERALS 3 11 26 32 14 15 3-«7 172 * = 3-7*>
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Item - Is kinder than

Anyone Most Many Some Less
Than
Some

Less 
Than 
Most

Mean N

Grade Others 0 1? ' 64 2 3 3-06 64 Rs = -.35
Eight Liberals 11 42 3 0 1 2.40 176 z = 5A5

Item - Is friendlier than

Grade_ Others 2 6 5» 26 2 3.34 50 Rs a -.20
F 1 VE Li berals 11 22 40 22 2 2 2.89 139 z = 2.68~

Liberals, more so than non-Liberals, feel that the Prime Minister 

is responsive to their needs. Party differences were most pronounced 

among boys. The dual nature of the Prime Minister’s benevolence 

image becomes apparent once again. The most personalized features 

BRING OUT THE LARGEST DEGREE OF PARTISANSHIP.

Perceptions of authority responsiveness have been -shown to vary 

WITH THE SOCIAL POSITION OF THE PERCEIVER. LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN FEEL 

THAT POLITICAL AUTHORITY IS LIKELY TO HELP THEM IF THEY NEED IT. 

Upper-status children do not share this confidence to the same degree.

Data from this study refute these expectations:
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Table 4.3 Benevolence of the Prime Minister and the Policeman by

Social Class .in Percent

Prime Minister Policeman

Item Protects Me Helps Me Protects Me
Would want to 
HELP ME IF I 
NEEDED IT

Social Class Low High Low Hl GH Low High Low High
1 Most ideal

2 Most other 
MEN

5
6 Least ideal 
Mean
N

0
7
3^

13
28
4.38
82

1
12
22
37
15
13 
3-92 
106

1
5

19
32 
%

I,-37

0 
10 
27 
35 
15 
12 
3-92 
105

10
30
18

30
2
9
k’1

14
38

21
19
6
1

2.66
104

0
4
2.22
83

53
22
13
11

1
0 
1.85 
108

Grade 
8

Rs=-.17 
z =2.34

Grade Rs*-.l8
8 z =2.51

Grade Rs=-.1
8 z =2.1

q Grade Rs~.l6 
6| 8 z =2.27

Children from high-status homes feel that the policeman and the 

Prime Minister are willing to step in and help them. Lower-status 

children are much less certain of this intercession. The data suggest 

THAT THESE EXPECTATIONS MAY BECOME INCREASINGLY DIVERGENT AS CLASS 

DIFFERENCES BECOME STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT ONLY AMONG GRADE EIGHT 

CHILDREN.

IT IS A WIDESPREAD FINDING THAT GIRLS TEND TO PERSONALIZE 

GOVERNMENT. WHEN ASKED TO EVALUATE THE BENEVOLENCE OF A PARTICULAR 

AUTHORITY GIRLS HAVE BEEN MUCH MORE LIKELY THAN BOYS TO FEEL THAT 

A LEADER WOULD REALLY WANT TO HELP THEM MEET THEIR EVERYDAY 

problems. These expectations were not borne out on the basis of 

THIS DATA.

Similarities emerge when the Canadian data is placed in a-
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CROSS-NATIONAL PERSPECTIVE. CHILDREN IN THE OAKVILLE STUDY SEE THE 

POLICEMAN BEING MORE HELPFUL TO THEM THAN THE NATIONAL LEADER. OLDER 

CHILDREN IN THE OAKVILLE STUDY TEND TO SEE ALL AUTHORITY, PART ICULARILY 

THE NATIONAL LEADER, BEING LESS CONCERNED ABOUT THEIR WELFARE THAN 

YOUNGER CHILDREN. THESE FINDINGS ARE CONSONANT WITH FINDINGS ELSE­

WHERE. By contrast, Canadian children tend to view the policeman 

AND PARTICULARILY THE PRIME MINISTER AS LESS HELPFUL THAN DO CHILDREN 

ELSEWHERE. THIS IS ILLUSTRATED IN THE FOLLOWING TABLE:

Table Benevolence of Authority by Nation

Item - would want to help me if I needed it

Prime Minister/ 
President

Policeman Father

Grade 2 5 2 5 , 8 2 5 8
Oakville
United States

2.46
1.70

2.51
2.20

3.09
2.50

1 .do
1.50

1.65
1.48 1.60

1.68
1.48

1.44
1.42

Contrary to findings elsewhere, the influence of sex upon 

the perception of benevolence was minimal in this study. What class 

DIFFERENCES WHICH EMERGED WERE THE REVERSE OF THOSE REPORTED BY 

American research. Political party affiliation emerges as a very 

IMPORTANT FACTOR IN THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF THE RESPONSIVENESS OF 

THE NATIONAL LEADER. PARTY HAS GENERALLY BEEN REPORTED TO BE A 

MINOR INFLUENCE IN OTHER SOCI AL IZAT1 ON STUDIES.

AT THIS STAGE AN ATTEMPT IS MADE TO TRACE THE ORIGINS OF THE 

PERCEPTIONS OF BENEVOLENCE TENDERED BY THE SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THIS 

sample. According to the tenets of the interpersonal ^transfer theory
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A POSITIVE CORRELATION IS EXPECTED BETWEEN THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION

OF THE BENEVOLENCE OF HIS FATHER AND HIS PERCEPTION OF THE BENEVOLENCE 

OF THE TWO POLITICAL AUTHORITIES.

Table 4.5 Benevolence; Perception of the Prime Minister in Relation 

to Perception of Father in Percentages

Father

Table 4.6 Benevolence:Perception of Policeman in Relation to

Index of Benevolence

Prime Minister Low Medium High

Index Low 93 8? 82

of Medium 5 7 14

Benevolence High 2 6 4

(N) 336 252 226

R = .21 
z = 6.09

Perception of Father in Percentages

Father

Index of Benevolence

R = .06 
z = 1.65

Policeman Low Medium Hi gh Very High

Low
42 35 ^3 40

1 NDEX 3?

Medium
8 14 6

of 15 8 12 9

Benevolence
High

2
1

4
4

13 
0

7
5

(High)
(N) 580 51 33 152
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The data suggest some measure of support for the interpersonal 

TRANSFER THEORY. CHILDREN WHO EVALUATE THEIR FATHER HIGHEST IN 

TERMS OF BENEVOLENCE ARE MOST LIKELY TO RATE THE PRIME MINISTER AND 

the Policeman the same way.

The vulnerability theory posits that children who are highly 

ANXIOUS ARE MOST LIKELY TO RATE AUTHORITIES HIGHEST ON THE INDEX OF 

BENEVOLENCE. ANALYSIS OF THE OAKVILLE DATA INDICATE THAT HIGHLY— 

ANXIOUS CHILDREN WERE MORE LIKELY THAN LOW-ANXIOUS CHILDREN TO RATE 

the Prime Minister in very benevolent terms (R = .12, z = 3.W). 

No relationship was found between the child’s anxiety level and his 

PERCEPTION OF THE POLICEMAN.

Summary: School children in the Oakville sample feel that the 

POLICEMAN IS ONE OF THE MOST RESPONSIVE FIGURES IN THE ENVIRONMENT 

OUTSIDE OF THEIR FATHER. THE POLICEMAN IS RATED WELL ABOVE ’MOST 

OTHER MEN' IN TERMS OF HIS WILLINGNESS TO HELP THEM AND HIS DESIRE 

TO PROTECT THEM. THE PRIME MINISTER APPEARS MUCH LESS SALIENT AS A 

PROTECTOR OF CHILDREN AND IS RATED BELOW THE NORM OF 'MOST OTHER MEN’ 

ON A NUMBER OF ITEMS. THERE ARE EXCEPTIONS TO THIS GENERALIZATION 

however. The Prime Minister is rated most favourably on the items 

RELATING TO HIS KINDNESS, FRIENDLINESS AND GENERAL GOODNESS. AgE 

GROUPS BRING ABOUT FLUCTUATION IN THIS OVERALL RATING WHICH ILLUSTRATES 

THE BIFURCATED NATURE OF THE PRIME MINISTER’S BENEVOLENCE IMAGE.

Older children rate all authorities lower in terms of benevolence 

THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN. GRADE EIGHT CHILDREN FEEL THAT THE PRIME. 

Minister is kinder, better and friendlier than the policeman,



WHEREAS THE POLICEMAN IS SEEN TO BE MORE PROTECTIVE AND HELPFUL THAN 

the Prime Minister. This is consonant with the findings of the last 

CHAPTER WHICH INDICATED THAT THE PRIME MINISTER WAS LIKED MORE THAN 

THE POLICEMAN. APPARENTLY THE POLICEMAN IS RESPECTED AND NICE TO 

HAVE AROUND IN CASE OF TROUBLE BUT NOT LOVED.

Upper-status children had much more confidence than lower- 

status CHILDREN IN THE WILLINGNESS OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY TO COME TO 

their aid. Liberals, more so than non-Liberals, regard the Prime 

Minister to be friendly and kind to children. Liberals see their 

NATIONAL LEADER AS A PERSONAL PROTECTOR.

The benevolence attributed to Canadian political authorities 

DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE AS GREAT AS THAT FOUND ELSEWHERE. CLASS 

DIFFERENCES WERE THE REVERSE OF THOSE REPORTED IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Sex played no role whatsoever in altering the evaluation of 

AUTHORITY. PARTY SEEMS TO BE A MUCH MORE SALIENT INFLUENCE UPON 

THE BENEVOLENCE IMAGE IN THIS STUDY THAN PREVIOUS CROSS-NATIONAL 

STUDIES WOULD INDICATE.

The interpersonal transfer theory provides a higher level of 

EXPLANATORY POWER THAN ITS RIVAL ON THIS DIMENSION. CHILDREN WHO 

FEEL THEIR FATHER IS BENEVOLENT APPARENTLY FEEL THAT THE PRIME 

Minister and the policeman are benevolent.

The PREVIOUS CHAPTERS have been concerned with the reciprocal 

relationship between the young citizen and the national leader. This 

relationship has been viewed through the eyes of a Canadian school 

child. The child indicated he has a strong liking for the Prime
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Minister and that he feels the Prime Minister is kind and a generally 

APPROACHABLE SORT OF PERSON. A THIRD ELEMENT IS NOW INTRODUCED 

RELATING TO THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF THE TRUST THAT A CITIZEN CAN 

EXTEND TO AN AUTHORITY.



CHAPTER V

FEELINGS OF AUTHORITY DEPENDABILITY

Dependability is the child’s perception of the likelihood that 

A given authority will keep his promises, not make mistakes and 

PERSEVERE WHEN FACED WITH A DIFFICULT SITUATION. THE LAST TWO 

CHAPTERS HAVE MAPPED OUT THE RECIPROCAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE 

CHILD AND THE AUTHORITY, THE FORMER EXTENDING AFFECTION AND THE LATTER 

PROVIDING PROTECTION. THE CONCEPT, DEPENDABILITY BEGINS TO PROBE 

THE ROOTS OF THE FEELINGS OF BASIC TRUST EXTENDED BY THE CITIZEN TO 

THE MORE SALIENT ASPECTS OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM, THE HIERARCHY OF 

ITS AUTHORITIES. THE RELATIVELY FAVOURABLE IMAGE HELD BY CHILDREN 

RELATING TO POLITICAL AUTHORITIES CAN BE EXPECTED TO EXTEND TO THIS 

DIMENSION. 1N A SENSE, LIKING AN AUTHORITY, EXPECTING PROTECTION 

AND TRUSTING HIM ARE ALL PART OF THE PATTERN OF INTERACTION. FOR 

THIS REASON IT IS HYPOTHESIZED THAT YOUNGER SCHOOL CHILDREN WILL POSSESS 

A HIGH DEGREE OF TRUST IN THEIR POLITICAL AUTHORITY. RECENT AMERICAN 

STUDIES HAVE INDICATED THAT:

1. The national leader is felt to be more dependable than the 

POLICEMAN.

2. The NATIONAL LEADER IS RATED NEAR THE IDEAL WITH THE 

POLICEMAN SOMEWHAT LOWER BUT WELL ABOVE 'MOST OTHER MEN’.

63
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3. Older children see less dependability in their leaders than 

YOUNGER CHILDREN.

Table 5.1 Perceptions of Authority Dependability by Grade in Percent

Item - Keeps promises

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Always

1

Almost
Always

2

Usually

3

Sometimes
Doesn't

4

Usually 
Doesn’t 

5

Almost
Never
6

Mean N

2 66 14 14 5 0 0 1.60 261
5 38 21 9 1 0 2.03 287
8 12 24 44 18 2 0 2.75 264

Policeman
2 49 25 ! 15 9 2 1 1-93 261

29 36 ' 31 1 0 2.13 284

14 29 46 1 = 2 2.57 263

Item - Makes Mistakes

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Almost 

Never
1

Rarely

2

Sometimes Often

4

Usually

5

Almost
Always

6

Mean N

2 32 17 ^3 4 1 4 2.38
9 38 46 6 1 0 2.54

3 20 73 4 0 0 2.77 264

Policeman
2 25 5 2 2 2.31 2§9

11 42 4 1 1 2.44 285

3 23
6?

1 1 2.86 263
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Item - Gives up when things are hard to do

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Almost

Always
1

Usually

2

Sometimes

3

Usually
Doesn’t 

4

Almost 
Never

5

Never

6

Mean N

2 4 5 17 14 21 4o 4.60
3 3 17 20 29 29 4.56 278
3 2 12 25 19 Ms 262

Policeman
2 1 1 8 13 16 60 5-21 261

2 3 6 13 287
2 1 20 _ 3$ 3^ 4.85 258

The Prime Minister and the policeman are seen to be very 

DEPENDABLE. THE PRIME MINISTER IS PERCEIVED TO KEEP HIS PROMISES 

MORE OFTEN THAN THE POLICEMAN, HOWEVER, THE POLICEMAN IS SEEN AS 

SOMEONE WHO IS LESS LIKELY TO MAKE MISTAKES AND WITH A GREATER 

TENDENCY TO PERSEVERE THAN THE PRIME MINISTER. THESE DIFFERENCES IN 

PERCEPTION VARY WITH THE AGE OF THE RESPONDENT BUT ARE USUALLY MOST 

APPARENT AMONG YOUNGER CHILDREN. OLDER CHILDREN VIEW ALL AUTHORITY 

IN LESS-DEPENDABLE TERMS BUT WELL ABOVE THE DEPENDABILITY OF 'MOST 

OTHER MEN*.

Since this variable involves a fairly personalized feeling 

FOR AUTHORITY IT IS HYPOTHESIZED THAT PARTY PREFERENCE WILL INFLUENCE

PERCEPTIONS OF DEPENDABILITY:
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Table 5-2 Dependability of the Prime Minister by Political Party

In Percent

Item - Makes mistakes

Rs a .13 z = 2.07

Almost 
Never

1

Rarely

2

Some­
times

Often

4

Usually

5

Almost
Always 

6

Mean ‘N

Grade Others 2 20 ^9 9- 0 0 2.06 64
Eight Liberals 5 25 6? 1 0 0 2.66

Item - Gives up

Grade Others
Five Liberals

19
37

25
27

17
20

23
14

10 
1

'6 

1
1.90
1.18 ■

52
137

' Rs a .24 z - 3.34
Item - Fails to keep promises

Grade Others 11 19 4i 22 6 2 64
Ei ght Liberals 16 27 41 15 1 0 2.58 175

Liberal's, on every item, are more likely to feel that the Prime 

Minister can be relied upon. It is noted that party becomes meaningful 

only among children who are grade five or older. Previous research 

has indicated that girls see more dependability in a political 

AUTHORITY THAN THEIR MALE CLASSMATES. No DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE 

FEELINGS OF GIRLS AND BOYS EMERGED FROM THIS DATA. LOWER-STATUS 

CHILDREN GENERALLY FEEL THAT POLITICAL AUTHORITY CAN BE RELIED UPON. 

Upper-status children are more skeptical. This data tends- to contradict 

THESE FINDINGS. WHEN SIGNIFICANT CLASS DIFFERENCES DO APPEAR IT IS 

THE UPPER-CLASS CHILDREN WHO SEE AUTHORITY AS MORE DEPENDABLE AS IS

EVIDENT FROM THE FOLLOWING TABLE!



Table 5*3 Dependability of the Prime Minister by Social Class

In Percent

Item - Keeps promises

Grade Class Always

1

Almost
Always

2

USUALL'

3

c

4

Usually
Doesn’t

5

Almost
Never

6

Mean N

Low-Status
High-Status

1§ 17
28 Ho

28

13
5
2

0
0

3.11
2,14

82
108

‘ fe= -.29 z = 3.92

When the perceptions of dependability held by Canadian children 

ARE PLACED ALONG SIDE THOSE OF AMERICAN CHILDREN IT APPEARS THAT OLDER 

CHILDREN IN BOTH COUNTRIES FEEL THAT POLITICAL AUTHORITY IS LESS 

DEPENDABLE COMPARED WITH THE FEELINGS OF YOUNGER CHILDREN. IN 

CONTRAST TO THIS MORE UNIVERSAL TENDENCY IS THE LOWER EVALUATION OF 

THE DEPENDABILITY OF THE PRIME MINISTER GIVEN BY CANADIANS IN COM­

PARISON with American dependability scores. The extent of the 

DIFFERENCE IS BORNE OUT IN THE FOLLOWING TABLE:

Table 5-^ Perception of Authority Dependability by Nation

Item - Makes mistakes

Prime Minister/ 
President Policeman Father

Grade 2 5 , 8 2 5 8 2 5 8
Oakville
United States

2.36
1.96

2.54-
2.1^

2.77
2.44

2-31
2.26

2.44
2.44

2.86
2.80

2.16
2.52

2-57
2.63

2.79
2.84

The less favourable evaluation by the Canadian children is 

confined to the feelings for the Prime Minister, suggesting that the 

RATING MAY HAVE A POLITICAL RATHER THAN A CULTURAL ORIGIN. THE 

Prime Minister would seem to be less prominent than a President on

THE child’s POLITICAL MAP.
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The influence of the child’s style of life upon his attitudes 

SEEMS TO VARY RADICALLY ACROSS NATIONAL BOUNDARIES. IN CANADA, 

UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN ARE MOST LIKELY TO FEEL THAT AUTHORITY IS 

DEPENDABLE. IN THE UNITED STATES, LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN HOLD THIS 

view. Another cultural difference emerges when the prominence of 

PARTY IS CONCERNED. |N CANADA,PARTY IS A STRONG ATTITUDINAL 

INFLUENCE WHEREAS U.S. DATA INDICATES THAT IT IS LARGELY IRRELEVANT.

TO PROBE THE ROOTS OF THE STRONGLY FAVOURABLE IMAGE POSSESSED

BY THE MAJORITY OF THE STUDENTS IN THIS SAMPLE, IT IS NECESSARY TO 

EXAMINE THE HYPOTHESES OF THE TWO THEORIES: THE INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER 

THEORY POSITS THAT CHILDREN WHO FEEL THAT THEIR FATHER IS DEPENDABLE 

WILL BE MOST LIKELY TO FEEL THAT THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE POLICEMAN 

CAN BE DEPENDED UPON.

Table 5-5 Dependability: Perception of the Prime Minister in Relation 

to Father

Father

Index of Dependability
Prime Minister

Low Medium High
1 NDEX

Low 69 44 33
OF

MediUM 22 37 35
Dependability

High 9 18 33

(N) 509 190 117

R = .31
Z 0^ R = 11.99
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Table 5-6 Dependability: Perception of the Policeman in Relation

to the Perception of Father

Father

Policeman
Index of Dependability

Low MediUM Hl GH
Index

Low 69 44 33
of

• Medium 22 37 35
Dependability

High 9 18 32

(N) 509 190 11?

R = .42 

z or- R = 11.99

The data presented above show a strong positive association

BETWEEN THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF THE DEPENDABILITY OF H f S FATHER AND

THE DEPENDABILITY OF AUTHORITY. THE DATA IS SUPPORTIVE OF THE

INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY WITH RESPECT TO THE POLICEMAN AND THE 

Prime Minister.

The vulnerability theory provides an alternative explanation 

TO ACCOUNT FOR THE STRONGLY FAVOURABLE PERCEPTION OF DEPENDABILITY 

BY THE SCHOOL CHILD. A POSITIVE CORRELATION IS POSITED BETWEEN THE 

LEVEL OF ANXIETY MANIFESTED BY THE CHILD AND THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION 

OF AUTHORITY DEPENDABILITY. HIGHLY ANXIOUS CHILDREN SHOULD RATE THE 

Prime Minister and policeman highest in terms of dependability. 

Examination of the data reveals a small but significant positive 

RELATIONSHIP (R s: .10, Z = 2.82) BETWEEN THE CHILD'S ANXIETY STATE AND 

AND HIS EVALUATION OF THE PRIME MINISTER’S DEPENDABILITY. A SIMILAR
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RELATIONSHIP (R = .13, Z Z 3’6°) WAS FOUND WITH RESPECT TO THE 

POLICEMAN.

Summary: Children in the Oakville sample have a very favourable 

PERCEPTION OF THE DEPENDABILITY OF THEIR AUTHORITIES. THE PRIME 

Minister was seen to be more likely to keep his promises than the 

POLICEMAN, HOWEVER, THE POLICEMAN WAS PERCEIVED TO MAKE FEWER 

MISTAKES AND DEMONSTRATE A GREATER DEGREE OF PERSEVERENCE. OLDER 

CHILDREN PERCEIVED AUTHORITY TO BE LESS DEPENDABLE THAN YOUNGER 

children. Girls and upper-status children saw authorities in more 

DEPENDABLE TERMS THAN BOYS AND LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN. LIBERALS, IN 

GRADE FIVE AND EIGHT, SAW THE PRIME MINISTER TO BE MORE DEPENDABLE 

THAN DID MEMBERS OF OTHER PARTIES.

When comparisons are made with American data, it appears that 

CHILDREN IN BOTH COUNTRIES PERCEIVE THEIR POLITICAL AUTHORITIES TO BE 

VERY DEPENDABLE, ALTHOUGH THIS HIGHLY—FAVOURABLE IMAGE DECREASES 

STEADILY WITH AGE. CANADIAN CHILDREN, ON THE OTHER HAND, DO NOT 

PERCEIVE THE PRIME Ml-NISTER TO BE AS DEPENDABLE AS AMERICAN CHILDREN 

EVALUATE THE PRESIDENT. THIS IS PART OF A PATTERN THAT HAS EMERGED 

THROUGHOUT THIS STUDY. THE CANADIAN PRIME MINISTER IS NOT AS PROMINENT 

as the American President. Sex is somewhat less influential in the 

Canadian sample than in the American. Class, by contrast, worked in 

REVERSE IN CANADA. UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN SAW AUTHORITIES TO BE MORE

I 
DEPENDABLE. POLITICAL PARTY WAS ALSO MORE SALIENT INFLUENCE UPON

THE EVALUATIONS OF THE DEPENDABILITY OF THE NATIONAL LEADER IN THE
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Canadian sample.

Both theories, previously mentioned, were found to have some 

APPLICABILITY IN EXPLAINING THE H1GHLY-FAVOURABLE IMAGE OF 

DEPENDABILITY POSSESSED BY MOST CHILDREN. THOSE VIEWING THEIR FATHER 

TO BE MOST DEPENDABLE WERE MUCH MORE LIKELY TO SEE THE POLICEMAN AND 

the Prime Minister as dependable figures. Children who were most 

ANXIOUS ABOUT THEIR ENVIRONMENT WERE ALSO MORE LIKELY TO SEE THE 

Prime Minister in a very dependable frame of reference. The 

INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY HAS MORE EXPLANATORY POWER AT THIS STAGE 

THAN THE VULNERABILITY THEORY.

SO FAR, THE THREE ’SOFT* DIMENSIONS OF THE CHILD’S AUTHORITY 

IMAGE HAVE BEEN EXAMINED. THIS INCLUDED THE CHILD’S LIKING, HIS 

PERCEPTION OF AUTHORITY PROTECTION AND HIS TRUST OR FAITH IN THE 

AUTHORITY. A SIMILAR PATTERN HAS EMERGED ON ALL THREE ITEMS. THE 

Prime Minister and policeman are rated very favourably but less so 

WITH INCREASING AGE. THE STUDY WILL FOCUS UPON A MUCH ’HARDER* 

ASPECT OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE, THE PERCEPTIONS RELATING TO AUTHORITY 

AND POWER. While the previous qualities could be associated with the 

PERSONALITY OF THE OFFICE HOLDER, POWER IS A PREROGATIVE OF THE OFFICE. 

The more institutional aspects of the authority image can now be

SCRUTINIZED.



CHAPTER VI

EVALUATION OF AUTHORITY POWER

Power relates to the ability of a person to make others 

CONFORM TO HIS WILL BY WHATEVER MEANS NECESSARY. IN THIS STUDY IT 

RELATES TO THE ABILITY OF A POLITICAL AUTHORITY TO MAKE OTHERS DO 

WHAT HE WANTS AND TO PUNISH THEM. As WAS INDICATED IN THE LAST 

CHAPTER, POWER IS A DIFFERENT KIND OF QUALITY WHICH MAY BE CONSIDERED 

SOMEWHAT DIFFERENTLY FROM THE MORE PERSONAL DIMENSIONS OF AFFILIATION 

BENEVOLENCE AND DEPENDABILITY. THE MONOPOLY OF FORCE IS USUALLY THE 

MOST SALIENT FEATURE WHICH COMES TO MIND WHEN ONE THINKS OF THE 

NATIONAL LEADER AND THE POLICEMAN. As SUCH, THIS DIMENSION COULD BE 

EXPECTED TO STAND OUT AS ONE MOST PROMINENT FEATURE OF THE CHILD’S 

AUTHORITY IMAGE. ON THE BASIS OF PREVIOUS STUDIES IT IS APPARENT 

that:

1. THE NATIONAL LEADER AND THE POLICEMAN ARE SEEN TO BE 

VERY POWERFUL FIGURES.

2. The national leader is seen to be more powerful than the 

POLICEMAN ALTHOUGH THIS VARIES WITH AGE.

3. Older children see the national leader as much less 

POWERFUL THAN DO YOUNGER CHILDREN. As A RESULT, OLDER CHILDREN 

ATTRIBUTE MORE POWER TO THE POLICEMAN THAN TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE 

United States.

72
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Table 6.1 Perceptions of Authority Power by Age in Percent

Item - Can punish

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Almost 
Anyone 

2

Many

3

Some

4

Few

5

No One

6

Mean N

2 21 27 11 17 16 7 3.01 261
9 30 24 19 13 6 286

5 11 23 28 20 13 3.89 263

Policeman
2 50 23 12 10 4 1 1.98 261

24 29 26 11 287
20 23 28 ]3 2.89 260

Item - Can make' do what he wants

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Almost
Anyone 

2

Many

3

Some

4

Few

5

Almost
No One 

6

Mean N

7 23 21 28 9 12 3.46 284
2 14 36 3^ 9 5 3.50 263

Policeman
13 37 23 16 7 4 2-79 284
10 29 35 16 4 6 2.94 262

The data reveal that the Prime Minister is seen as a relative 

weakling - 61 percent of the grade eight students feel that the 

Prime Minister can punish only some people. In contrast, the policeman 

EMERGES AS A VERY POWERFUL FIGURE WITH ^ PERCENT OF THE GRADE EIGHT 

CHILDREN OF THE OPINION THAT HE CAN PUNISH ALMOST ANYONE. OLDER 

CHILDREN COMPARED WITH YOUNGER CHILDREN CONSIDER BOTH THE PRIME 

Minister and the policeman to be somewhat less powerful. For 

INSTANCE, 50 PERCENT OF THE GRADE TWO FEEL THAT THE POLICEMAN CAN 

PUNISH ANYONE. ONLY 20 PERCENT OF THE GRADE EIGHTS SHARED THIS

SENTIMENT.
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It has been demonstrated that girls tend to perceive the 

POLICEMAN IN MORE POWERFUL TERMS THAN DO BOYS. ANALYSIS OF THE 

Oakville data confirms this expectation: 

Table 6.2 Authority Power by Sex in Percent

Rs = -.10 Rs = -.13
z - 2.96 z = 3.06

Can Punish Can Make Others Do
Power Boys Gl RLS Boys Gl RLS
1. Anyone 27 36 7 16
2. 28 22 35 33
^. Most others 20 25 29 29

11 11 16
5- 9 3
6. Almost no one 6 7 3
Mean 2.64 2.32 3.o4 2.66
N 415 390 278 266

Social class has been found to have a minimal influence upon power 

perceptions. This is largely borne out in this study although upper­

status children expressed the feeling that the Prime Minister was 

BETTER ABLE TO MAKE OTHERS DO WHAT HE WANTED:

Table 6.3 Prime Minister*s Power by Social Class in Percent

Item - Can make others do

Rs = -.23 z = 3.20

Anyone

1

Almost
Anyone

2

Many

3

Some

4

Few

5

No
One 
6

Mean N

Grade
Eight

Low-status
High-status

1
4

12
20

27
39

37
27

12
6

11
5

3-79
3-25

82
107

Political party preference was found not to influence the

child’s power perceptions in any significant way.
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When this data is compared with other studies it is apparent 

THAT OLDER CHILDREN TEND TO PERCEIVE AUTHORITY IN LESS POWERFUL 

TERMS THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN. WHILE THIS TENDENCY IS SIMILAR TO 

FINDINGS IN OTHER STUDIES, IT MUST BE NOTED THAT THE POLICEMAN 

EMERGES AS A VERY POWERFUL FIGURE IN THE AUTHORITY IMAGE OF CANADIAN 

CHILDREN. There are two reasons why THE POLICEMAN STANDS out so 

CLEARLY. One is SIMPLY THAT CANADIAN CHILDREN HAVE RATED THE POLICEMAN 

IN MORE POWERFUL TERMS, PART ICULARILY HIS ABILITY TO PUNISH, THAN 

CHILDREN IN THE AMERICAN SAMPLE. SECONDLY, THE PRIME MINISTER IS 

FELT TO BE MUCH LESS POWERFUL BY CANADIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN IN 

COMPARISON TO THE AMERICAN PRESIDENT. THIS IS BORNE OUT IN THE 

FOLLOWING DATA:

Item - Can punish

Table 6,4 Authority Power by Nation

Prime Minister/ 
President

Policeman Father

Grade 2 5 8 2 5 8 2 8
Oakville
United States

3.01
2.83*

3-15
2.95

3-^9 
3-20

L ■ ' 1 '""

1.98 
3-05*

2.59
3.01

2.89
3.20

^35 
^•35* 5:1 4.44

4.4o

onlyFOR GRADE

Item - Can make others do

Prime Minister/ 
President

Policeman

Grade 8 5 8
Oakville
United States

3.46
2.68

3-50
2.98

2-79
2.95

2.94
2.98

Clearly, a substantial difference emerges in the power ratings

GIVEN BY THE CHILDREN IN THE TWO SAMPLES. THE SUB-CULTURAL INFLUENCES

WERE RELATIVELY MINOR IN BOTH SAMPLES. THE ONLY DIFFERENCE TO EMERGE



CHAPTER V11

APPRAISAL OF AUTHORITY LEADERSHIP

This dimension deals with some of the aspects of being an 

INFLUENTIAL FIGURE SUCH AS MAKING DECISIONS, BEING A LEADER AND 

WORKING HARD. THIS DIMENSION, LIKE POWER, IS CONCERNED WITH THE MORE 

INSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS OF BEING A LEADER, SOMETHING THAT IS MORE OR LESS 

INDEPENDENT OF THE PERSONALITY OF THE OFFICEHOLDER. THE IMPORTANCE 

OF THIS DIMENSION LIES IN THE FACT THAT THIS IS PROBABLY THE ONLY 

ASPECT OF GOVERNMENT THAT REALLY GETS THINGS DONE AND LEADS THE 

COUNTRY, AT LEAST FROM THE POINT OF VIEW OF SOMEONE IN PUBLIC SCHOOL. 

AT A LATTER STAGE, OF COURSE, OTHER ASPECTS OF GOVERNMENT BECOME 

APPARENT, HOWEVER, IT IS THIS EARLY CONTACT WITH THE POLITICAL 

SYSTEM WHICH IS OF MOST INTEREST IN THIS STUDY. ONE WOULD EXPECT 

THAT THE NATIONAL LEADER WOULD PREDOMINATE ON THIS DIMENSION.

Analysis of American data reveals that;

1. Both the national leader and the policeman are seen to 

EXERCISE LEADERSHIP TO A GREATER EXTENT THAN ’MOST OTHER MEN*.

2. The NATIONAL LEADER IS RATED CONSIDERABLY MORE FAVOURABLY 

ON THE LEADERSHIP DIMENSION THAN THE POLICEMAN.

3. Older children tend to evaluate the leadership ability of 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY AT MUCH THE SAME LEVEL AS YOUNGER CHILDREN.

78
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Table 7-1 Perception of Authority Leadership by Grade in Percent

Item - A leader

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Always

1

^Usually

2

More
Often

3

More often 
A

Leader

4

Usually 
a 

Follower

5

Almost
Always 

a
Follower

6

Mean N

! 3^’ 3'1 ‘ 29 0 2.09 ■2'85
i 37 31 20 3 i 1 0 2.01 264

Policeman
10
7 23

40
44

u |718 | 7 1
2

2-15
3-01

283" 

259

Item - Has more friends than

Prime Minister of Canada
■Grade Almost

Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Less than
Some

4

: Less than 
Many

* 5

Less than 
Almost 
Anyone

6

Mean N

2 25 33 29 10 ' 1 2 2-35 2b2
24 41 29 6 ' 1 0 2.18 283
21 41 34 4 i 0 0 2.22 263

Policeman
2 25 23 28 19 2 3 2.58 260

22 33 36 7 1 1 2.35 287

3 21 43 23 4 5 3-21 258

Item - Knows more than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Less than
Many
4

Less than
Most
5

Less than 
Anyone

6

Mean N

2 28 49 21 1 0 2 2.00 262
6 46 46 2 0 0 2.46 287

0 39 62 2 0 0 2.68 264

Policeman
2 18"

3 
2

42 ' 32
49
70 9

2 
0
1

1
1
1

2.34 

2-59 
2.92

259
283
263
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Item - Makes important decisions

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Always

1

A LOT

2

Sometimes

3

Seldom

4

Almost 
Never

5

Never

6

Mean N

2 34 27 27 " ' ■ 8 3 0 2.20
27 52 18 2 0 0 1 -95 284
21 57 20 1 1 1 2.08

Policeman
2 23 29 32 11 3 2 2.49 264

19 42 5 0 1 2.28 285
12 4o 41 6 1 ' 0 2.^ 262

Item - Works harder than

Prime Minister of Canada
Grade Almost

Anyone

1

i Most

2

| Many

' 3

Less than 
Some

i 4

! Less than
| Most

i 5

Less than 
Almost 
Anyone

6

Mean N

2 32 : 32 25 i 7 0 3 2.20 263
31 : 39 25 i 1 0 2.06 286

17 ■ 40 ! 6 ' 1 1 2-37 262

Policeman
2 28

24
12

40
46
26

23 
25
^7

7
5

12

1 
0
2

1 
0
-1

2.14

2.13
2.67

261
285
258

It is apparent that the Prime Minister and the policeman are both

PERCEIVED, BY THE SCHOOL CHILDREN, TO EXERCISE QUALITIES OF LEADERSHIP 

TO A GREATER EXTENT THAN ‘MOST OTHER MEN*. OF THE TWO AUTHORITIES, 

the Prime Minister is the most salient figure in terms of leadership 

ability. Younger children are slightly more likely than older 

CHILDREN TO IDEALIZE THE PRIME MINISTER’S LEADERSHIP QUALITIES. 

Approximately one-third of the grade two children feel the Prime 

Minister works harder than anyone and always makes important decisions. 

Older children more so than younger children are likely to emphasize
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THE DECISION MAKING ROLE, BEING A LEADER AND HAVING FRIENDS. THE 

POLICEMAN IS SEEN AS SOMEONE WHO WORKS HARD AND MAKES IMPORTANT 

DECISIONS. His KNOWLEDGE is SOMEWHAT devalued, particularily by 

OLDER CHILDREN.

Sex has been found to have some influence on leadership 

rating. Girls generally rate the national leader and policeman more 

FAVOURABLY IN TERMS OF LEADERSHIP QUALITIES. THE SEX DIFFERENCES 

V/HICH EMERGE FROM THE OAKVILLE DATA SUPPORT THESE EXPECTATIONS.

Table 7-2 Leadership of the Prime Minister by Sex in Percent

Item - Has friends

Almost
Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Less 
than 
SOME 
4

Less 
than 
MANY 

5

Less 
than 
ANYONE 

6

Mean N

Boys
Gl RLS

26
21

41
35

25
36

6

7
1
1

0
1

2.15
2.35

415
390

. Rs = .11
; z = 3.20

Table 7-3 Leadership of the Policeman by Sex in Percent

A Leader Works Harder Knows More
Boys Girls Boys Gl RLS Boys Gl RLS

1. Most ideal 6 11 18 26 6 9
2. 27 28 37 38 30
^. Most other men 4o 43 33 29 5§ 47

17 11 9 6 4
5. 7 7 1 1 2 0
0. Least ideal 3 0 1 0 1 1
Mean 2-99 2.75 2.42 2.18 2.71 2.51
N 275 265 411 390 414 388

Rs s -.10 Rs = -.11 Rs n -•13
z = 2.36 z = 3-23 z = 3.72

Girls, more so than boys, feel that the Prime Minister has a

FAIRLY LARGE NUMBER OF FRIENDS. Girls also emphasize the amount of
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WORK THAT THE POLICEMAN DOES AS WELL AS HIS KNOWLEDGE. CLASS SEEMS 

TO PLAY SOME ROLE IN INFLUENCING THE APPRAISAL OF THE LEADERSHIP 

QUALITIES OF THE POLICEMAN. AMERICAN STUDIES HAVE INDICATED THAT 

LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN FEEL THAT THE POLICEMAN WORKS HARDER AND KNOWS 

MORE THAN DO UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN. THE OAKVILLE DATA PROVIDE 

SOME EVIDENCE TO SUPPORT THESE FINDINGS:

Table 7-4 Leadership of the Policeman and Prime Minister by Social 

Class in Percent

Policeman. Has friends Prime Minister. .Leader Prime Minister..Works harder
Low Status High Status Low Status High Status Lov/ Status High Status

MOST
1. 1 DEAL 30* 20 27* 48 13* 21
2. 23 18 37 26 37 41
_ MOST 
j-OTHER 32 30 32 24 38 33

MEN
4. 10 30 2 2 8 4

5- 0 2 1 0 2 0
Z LEAST

1 DEAL
4 0 1 0 1 1

Mean 2-39 2.76 2.18 1.80 2.53 2.23
N 69 66 82 108 83 108

'■Grade 2 Rs = .19 *Grade 8 Rs = -.20 *Grade 8 Rs = -.15
DATA 2 = 2.20 DATA Z = 2j4 DATA z =2.05

Lower-status children more so than upper-status children feel that the

POLICEMAN HAS A LOT OF FRIENDS. CLASS DIFFERENCES IN THE EVALUATION OF

the Prime Minister completely contradict the findings of American

RESEARCH. HlGHER-STATUS MUCH MORE SO THAN LOWER-STATUS GROUPS FEEL

THAT THE PRIME MINISTER IS A LEADER. THE PATTERN OF CLASS DIFFERENCES

THAT EMERGES ON THIS DIMENSION ARE SIMILAR TO THOSE OBSERVED IN THE

LIKING FOR THE POLICEMAN AND PRIME MINISTER. YOUNGER, LOWER-STATUS
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CHILDREN IDEALIZE THE POLICEMAN. OLDER, UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN ARE

MOST LIKELY TO IDEALIZE THE PRIME MINISTER. PARTY DIFFERENCES EMERGE 

IN THE EVALUATION OF THE ABILITY OF THE PRIME MINISTER TO BE A 

LEADER AND TO WORK HARD:

Table 7-5 Leadership of the Prime Minister by Political Party 

in Percent

Item - A leader more than

Rs = .20, z z 2J4

Political 
Party

Anyone

1

Most

2

Many

3

Less 
THAN 
SOME

4

Less 
than 
MOST

■ 5

Less 
than 

ALMOST 
ANYONE 

6

Mean N

Grade Others 18 3^ 44 4 0 0 2.34 50
Five Li berals 4o 2? 26 4 0 0 137

Item - Works harder than

Grade
F 1 VE

Others
Liberals

2? 41 I 43
; 42 1 28

5
5

3
1

3 
0

2.70
2.11?

63
176

Rs = .24, z = 3.72

When Canadian data is compared with American research findings 

it is clear that the national leader is felt to possess a high degree 

OF LEADERSHIP ABILITY BY CHILDREN IN BOTH SAMPLES. ANOTHER SIMILARITY 

IS THE NOT UNEXPECTED FINDING THAT THE NATIONAL LEADER IS FELT TO 

EXERCISE THE MOST LEADERSHIP ABILITY. A THIRD FEATURE TO EMERGE IS 

THE HIGH DEGREE OF CONSENSUS SHARED BY ALL CHILDREN ON THE LEADERSHIP 

ATTRIBUTES OF THE NATIONAL LEADER. YOUNGER CHILDREN HAVE MUCH THE 

SAME IMAGE AS OLDER CHILDREN. In SPITE OF THESE SIMILARITIES IT IS

CLEAR THAT THE PRIME MINISTER DOES NOT STAND OUT AS SHARPLY IN THE
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LEADERSHIP IMAGE HELD BY CANADIAN CHILDREN AS DOES THE PRESIDENT ON 

the American child's leadership image. This is supported in the 

FOLLOWING DATA:

Table 7*6 Leadership of Political Authority by Nation

Item - Knov/s more

Prime Minister/ 
President

Policeman Father

Grade 2 5 8 2 5 8 2 8 ; 8
Oakville
United States

2.00
1.96

2.46
2.22

2.68

2.32
2.34
2-33

2-59
2.62

2.92
2.86

2-59 2.65
2.84

2.86
2.92

Item - Works harder

Prime Minister/ 
President

Policeman Father

Grade 2 5 , 8 2 5 8 2 5 I8
Oakville
United States

2.20
2.04*

2.06
2..O5

2-37
2.12

2.14
2.70

2.13
2.78

2.67

3-00
2-35
2.63

2.^3 2.73
2.62 | 2.53

Item - Makes important decisions

Prime Minister/ 
President

Pol 1ceman Father

Grade 2 5 8 2 5 8 2 5 8
Oakville
United States

2.20
1-77

1.95
1-57

2.08
1.48

2.49
2.19

2.28
2.19

2.45
2.26

2.22
2-55

2-53
2.34

2.28
2.26

In each instance, the rating of the PrimeMinister is closer

TO THAT OF 'MOST OTHER MEN* THAN IS THE RATING OF THE PRESIDENT OF 

the United States. The evaluation of the policeman in Canada is very 

CLOSE TO THAT GIVEN BY CHILDREN IN THE UNITED STATES. POLITICAL 

PARTY PREFERENCE HAS ONCE AGAIN PROVEN TO BE A MUCH MORE SALIENT 

INFLUENCE UPON THE APPRAISAL OF THE LEADERSHIP IMAGE IN CANADA THAN

in the United States.
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Summary: The Prime Minister is viewed by a majority of school children 

as someone who works harder than most other people, is usually a 

LEADER, MAKES IMPORTANT DECISIONS A LOT OF THE TIME AND HAS MORE 

FRIENDS THAN MOST OTHER PEOPLE. THE POLICEMAN IS VIEWED BY A 

MAJORITY OF STUDENTS TO BE SOMEONE WHO WORKS HARDER THAN MOST OTHER 

PEOPLE, MAKES IMPORTANT DECISIONS A LOT OF THE TIME AND HAS MORE 

FRIENDS THAN MOST. OVERALL, THE PRIME MINISTER IS SOMEWHAT MORE 

PROMINENT THAN THE POLICEMAN IN TERMS OF LEADERSHIP. THE LEADERSHIP 

CONTOUR MAP REMAINS RELATIVELY STABLE BETWEEN THE AGE GROUPS 

INDICATING THAT THIS DIMENSION IS THE MOST LIKELY OF ALL THE 

DIMENSIONS TO REMAIN STABLE OVER TIME. BOYS ARE MORE LIKELY THAN 

GIRLS TO FEEL THAT THE PRIME MINISTER HAS A LOT OF FRIENDS. GlRLS, 

ON THE OTHER HAND, ARE MORE LIKELY THAN BOYS TO FEEL THAT THE POLICEMAN 

WORKS HARD, MAKES IMPORTANT DECISIONS AND POSSESSES A HIGH LEVEL OF 

KNOWLEDGE. LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN ARE MOST LIKELY TO EMPHASIZE THE 

FACT THAT THE POLICEMAN HAS A LOT OF FRIENDS. LIBERALS FEEL THAT THE 

Prime Minister works harder and is a leader more often than do their 

non-L.iberal classmates.

When comparisons with American findings are made, it can be 

SEEN THAT CHILDREN IN SEVERAL COUNTRIES EVALUATE THEIR NATIONAL 

LEADERS VERY FAVOURABLY ON THIS LEADERSHIP DIMENSION. MOREOVER, 

THIS EVALUATION REMAINS CONSTANT BETWEEN THE VARIOUS AGE GROUPINGS. 

As ON PREVIOUS DIMENSIONS, IT HAS BEEN FOUND THAT CANADIAN CHILDREN 

EVALUATE THEIR LEADER LESS FAVOURABLY THAN AMERICAN CHILDREN. 

Additionally, political party preference seems to play a considerably
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MORE IMPORTANT ROLE IN DETERMINING THE OVERALL EVALUATION OF THE 

leader's stewardship in the Canadian sample.

At this point the study has gone a full circle. It began

BY ASCERTAINING THE CHILD'S LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE FOLLOWED BY THE MORE 

PERSONALIZED ELEMENTS OF THE CHILD'S FEELING FOR THE SYSTEM. THE 

LATTER COMPONENT HAS CONTAINED A NUMBER OF DIMENSIONS WHICH HAVE 

INVOLVED INITIALLY THE HIGHLY EMOTIONAL ASPECTS OF LIKING, BENEVOLENCE 

AND DEPENDABILITY OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THIS HAS BEEN FOLLOWED

UP BY AN ANALYSIS OF THE MORE INSTITUTIONALIZED ASPECTS OF THE CHILD'S 

AUTHORITY IMAGE. 1T HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED THAT THE CHILD REACTS

TO EACH DIMENSION IN A SLIGHTLY DIFFERENT WAY BUT ACCORDING TO AN OVER­

ALL pattern. These findings shall be drawn into more general

CONCLUSIONS IN THE NEXT SECTION.



CHAPTER VI11

CONCLUSION

The purpose of this study was to examine the way in which a 

group of Ontario public school children acquire knowledge about the 

national leader and develop feelings for the Prime Minister and the 

policeman. The first aspect of this study was largely descriptive, 

MAPPING OUT THE CHILD’S LEVEL OF POLITICAL KNOWLEDGE AND SETTING 

HIS EVALUATION OF THE AUTHORITY FIGURES AGAINST THE HYPOTHETICAL NORM 

OF 'MOST OTHER MEN1.

Approximately three-fourths of the children beginning public 

SCHOOL ARE ABLE TO IDENTIFY THE PRIME MINISTER AND ONE-HALF ARE AWARE 

THAT HE BELONGS TO A PARTICULAR POLITICAL PARTY. THE CHILDREN THAT 

ARE ABOUT TO ENTER HIGH SCHOOL POSSESS A DEGREE OF KNOWLEDGE 

APPROACHING THE ADULT LEVEL ON BOTH ITEMS. THIS FINDING SUGGESTS 

THAT THE TYPE OF POLITICAL LEARNING THAT TAKES PLACE IN PUBLIC 

SCHOOL DEPENDS UPON THE PROMINENCE OF A PARTICULAR ASPECT OF THE 

POLITICAL AUTHORITY. THE NAME OF THE PRIME MINISTER IS LEARNED BY 

MOST CHILDREN PRIOR TO THE TIME THEY ENTER PUBLIC SCHOOL. THE 

IDENTITY OF THE PRIME MINISTER IS SOMETHING THAT IS ACQUIRED MOST 

READILY BECAUSE IT IS MOST PROMINENT. THE PARTY TO WHICH THE PRIME 

Minister belongs is less prominent and appears to be something

WHICH THE CHILD TENDS TO BECOME AWARE OF DURING THE PUBLIC SCHOOL
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YEARS SO THAT THE NAME AND POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION ARE INTEGRAL 

COMPONENTS OF THE PRIME MINISTER'S IMAGE IN THE MINDS OF GRADE EIGHT 

CHILDREN. IN THIS SENSE IT MIGHT BE SAID THAT THE PUBLIC SCHOOL 

YEARS ARE THE PERIOD IN WHICH THE PRIME MINISTER ACQUIRES A PARTISAN 

LABEL ON THE OTHER HAND, THE NAME OF THE NATIONAL LEADER IS LEARNED 

PRIOR TO GRADE TWO SO THAT PUBLIC SCHOOL IS PROBABLY NOT AN IMPORTANT 

PERIOD IN RELATION TO THE CHILD'S LEARNING THE IDENTITY OF THE NATIONAL 

LEADER. This INDICATES a particular aspect of the leader may 

BECOME APPARENT IN CERTAIN PERIODS. FIRST OF ALL COMES THE KNOWLEDGE 

OF THE LEADER'S NAME. THIS MAY BE FOLLOWED BY LEARNING THE PARTY 

AFFILIATION FOLLOWED PERHAPS BY MORE SPECIFIC ISSUES SUCH AS A PRO­

FRENCH LANGUAGE CAMPAIGN OR A DECISION TO INSTALL ANT I-BALL I ST IC 

missiles. Further research might embody a number of different 

CHARACTERISTICS OF THE NATIONAL LEADER TO DETERMINE THE AGE AT WHICH 

THESE CHARACTERISTICS ARE DISCRIMINATED. THE IDENTIFICATION OF THESE 

CHARACTERISTICS OR 'CUES* IS COMPLICATED BY A NUMBER OF FACTORS SUCH 

AS CLASS, SEX AND, MOST IMPORTANT OF ALL, POLITICAL PARTY. IN ANY 

CASE, SOME ADDITIONAL RESEARCH MIGHT BE UNDERTAKEN TO DETERMINE WHAT 

ASPECTS OF THE LEADER’S IMAGE IN ADDITION TO HIS POLITICAL PARTY 

AFFILIATION BECOME APPARENT TO CHILDREN IN PUBLIC SCHOOL.

This study focussed upon the child's feelings for political 

AUTHORITY AS WELL AS HIS KNOWLEDGE OF THE NATIONAL LEADER. THE PRIME 

Minister is seen to be someone who is generally rated more favourably 

THAN ’MOST OTHER MEN1. THE MOST PROMINENT FEATURES OF HIS IMAGE 

INCLUDE HIS ABILITY TO KEEP GOING EVEN WHEN THINGS ARE DIFFICULT, TO
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BE a LEADER, TO MAKE IMPORTANT DECISIONS, TO WORK HARD, AND THE 

ABILITY TO PERFORM HIS DUTIES WITHOUT MAKING AN INORDINATE NUMBER OF 

MISTAKES. Most of these characteristics are found toward the 

INSTITUTIONAL END OF THE CONTINUUM EMPLOYED THROUGHOUT THIS STUDY. 

The Prime Minister is viewed by most children to be someone who is 

MORE DEPENDABLE AND HAS MORE LEADERSHIP ABILITY THAN ’MOST OTHER MEN*. 

The LEAST PROMINENT FEATURES OF THE PRIME MINISTER’S IMAGE INVOLVE 

HIS ABILITY OR DESIRE TO PROTECT THE CHILD AND TO PUNISH OTHERS OR 

MAKE THEM DO SOMETHING THAT HE WANTS. PUBLIC SCHOOL CHILDREN 

GENERALLY DO NOT EXPRESS A STRONG PERSONAL LIKING FOR THE PRIME MINISTER 

OR REGARD HIM AS ONE OF THEIR FAVOURITES. THE PRIME MINISTER IS 

RATED AS ONE WHO IS LIKED LESS AND POSSESSES LESS POWER THAN ’MOST 

OTHER MEN*.

The most important features of the policeman include a 

WILLINGNESS TO HELP THE CHILD IF THE CHILD NEEDED ASSISTANCE, AN 

ABILITY TO KEEP GOING EVEN WHEN THINGS ARE DIFFICULT, WORKING HARD, 

MAKING IMPORTANT DECISIONS AND KEEPING PROMISES. THE POLICEMAN IS 

RATED MORE FAVOURABLY THAN ’MOST OTHER MEN* ON SOME ASPECTS OF 

BENEVOLENCE, DEPENDABILITY AND LEADERSHIP. THE CHILDREN DO NOT 

PERSONALLY LIKE THE POLICEMAN OR REGARD HIM AS ONE OF THEIR FAVOURITES, 

RATING HIM AS A PERSON WHO IS LIKED MORE THAN SOME PEOPLE.

The evaluation of the Prime Minister and the policeman is 

SOMEWHAT SIMILAR INSOFAR THAT NEITHER LIKING NOR POWER IS AN OUTSTANDING 

FEATURE OF THEIR RESPECTIVE IMAGES. LlKING AND BENEVOLENCE SEEM TO 

BE REGARDED AS A ZERO SUM DIMENSION. THE CHILD RESERVES THESE ASPECTS
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ALMOST ENTIRELY FOR HIS FATHER AND ALL OTHER FIGURES SUFFER BY 

comparison. Power is quite another matter. No authority is 

PERCEIVED TO BE VERY POWERFUL AND POWER DOES NOT OBTRUDE FROM ANY 

AUTHORITY IMAGE. THIS DIMENSION MAY BE ONE WHICH ACQUIRES MORE 

MEANING AT A LATER STAGE. ALTERNATIVELY POWER IS BEING ATTRIBUTED TO 

SOMETHING ELSE. HESS AND TORNEY REPORTED THAT SCHOOL CHILDREN FELT 

THAT THE SUPREME COURT FOLLOWED BY GOVERNMENT WAS ABLE TO PUNISH ALMOST 

anyone. The President, in contrast, had considerably less power to 

punish than the Supreme Court or government.

Canadian children may feel that government is most powerful in 

RELATION TO THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE POLICEMAN, OR IT MAY SIMPLY BE 

THAT THE COURTS ARE PERCEIVED TO HAVE THE MONOPOLY OF SANCTION IN THE 

Canadian system. The power dimension is clearly open to further 

ELABORATION AS SOME OTHER GROUPING OR AGENCY SEEMS TO BE THE MAJOR 

SOURCE OF POWER. THE CHILDREN HAVE DEMONSTRATED THAT VARIOUS COMPONENTS 

OF THEIR AUTHORITY IMAGE COMPLIMENT ONE ANOTHER. FATHER IS LIKED AND 

FELT TO PROTECT THE CHILD. THE POLICEMAN HELPS THE CHILD BUT ONLY IF 

THE CHILD WANTS IT, MAKES SOME IMPORTANT DECISIONS AND KEEPS PROMISES. 

The Prime Minister is perceived by the child as someone who does not 

GIVE UP, A LEADER AND SOMEONE WHO MAKES IMPORTANT DECISIONS. THE DUTIES 

OF THE POLICEMAN ANO THE PRIME MINISTER OVERLAP, HOWEVER THE LATTER 

PREDOMINATES ON DEPENDABILITY AND LEADERSHIP. WHEN FURTHER DETAILS ARE 

PROVIDED ON THE POWER DIMENSION A COMPLETE PICTURE OF THE PUBLIC SCHOOL 

CHILD'S IMAGE OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY WILL EMERGE.

Age appears to be a very significant influence upon the child’s 

image. As mentioned earlier, political knowledge increases with age.



The rate of increase in knowledge levels depends upon the item in

question. Less prominent features of the national leader show 

THE GREATEST INCREASE. OLDER CHILDREN FEEL LESS FAVOURABLY DIS­

POSED THAN YOUNGER CHILDREN TO ALL POLITICAL AUTHORITY, INCLUDING 

FATHER. THE GRESTEST AGE CONSENSUS OCCURS IN THE EVALUATION OF 

FATHER, THE LEAST ON THE APPRAISAL OF THE PRIME MINISTER. THIS 

FINDING SUGGESTS THAT THE MORE PROXIMAL OBJECTS ARE SUBJECTED TO A 

GREATER DEGREE OF REALITY TESTING AT AN EARLY AGE. THE CHILD MAY NOT 

GAIN A COMPLETE UNDERSTANDING OF THE ROLE OF THE PRIME MINISTER UNTIL 

EARLY HIGH SCHOOL. THE ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE POLICEMAN’S IMAGE SEEMS 

TO UNDERGO A STEADY DECLINE THROUGHOUT THE PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS BUT IS 

NOT SUBJECT TO THE SHARP FLUCTUATIONS APPARENT ON THE FEELINGS FOR THE 

Prime Minister. Easton has suggested that the decline which begins 

IN EARLY PUBLIC SCHOOL MAY PERSIST UNTIL THE AGE OF THIRTY AND THEN 
1

BEGIN A MODEST INCREASE. AGE DIFFERENCES ARE GREATEST ON ITEMS 

INVOLVING LIKING AND BENEVOLENCE AND LEAST ON THE LEADERSHIP 

DIMENSION.

Boys can correctly identify the name of the Prime Minister and 

his political party more often than girls. The differences in the 

LEVEL OF KNOWLEDGE ARE GREATEST ON THE LATTER ITEM. GlRLS SEEM TO 

BE UNAWARE OF A NUMBER OF CLUES THAT ARE PART OF BEING A PRIME 

Minister. In a sense girls are less political than boys. Girls

Easton, 1969, 301.
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EVALUATE THE POLICEMAN AND PRIME MINISTER MORE FAVOURABLY THAN BOYS.

Girls like the Prime Minister and give a more positive evaluation of his 

LEADERSHIP ABILITY THAN BOYS. GlRLS FEEL THAT THE POLICEMAN HAS MORE 

POWER, GREATER DEPENDABILITY AND DEMONSTRATES MORE LEADERSHIP IN THE 

PERFORMANCE OF HIS DUTY THAN BOYS. ONCE AGAIN, GIRLS TEND TO LAG IN 

THEIR EVALUATION OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. IT MAY BE THAT BOYS 

ENCOUNTER THE POLICEMAN MORE OFTEN THAN GIRLS AND LEARN MORE ABOUT 

SOME OF THE LIMITATIONS OF HIS INFLUENCE.

Political party preference has emerged as an important influence 

UPON THE child’s EVALUATION OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. LIBERALS ARE ABLE 

TO IDENTIFY Mr. TRUDEAU AS THE PRIME MINISTER AND BE MORE AWARE OF 

his Liberal party affiliation than non-Liberal school children. The 

DIFFERENCES ARE MOST PRONOUNCED AMONG THE GRADE TWO CHILDREN.

Apparently the younger children feel that the Prime Minister belongs to 

THE PARTY TO WHICH THEY ARE PERSONALLY ATTACHED. CONSERVATIVES FEEL 

THAT THE PRIME MINISTER IS A CONSERVATIVE AND NEW DEMOCRATS FEEL THAT 

he isa New Democrat. This tendency is much less apparent by grade 

FIVE WHICH INDICATES THE FACT THAT INFORMATION RECEIVED PLACES THE 

IMAGE IN A MORE REALISTIC PERSPECTIVE.

The child’s feelings for the Prime Minister are also strongly 

INFLUENCED BY THE POLITICAL PARTY AFFILIATION OF THE CHILD. THE 

MORE PERSONALIZED DIMENSIONS; LIKING, BENEVOLENCE AND DEPENDABILITY, 

ARE STRONGLY INFLUENCED. LlKING IS MOST SUSCEPTIBLE TO PARTY 

INFLUENCE. THE MOST INSTITUTIONAL DIMENSIONS WHICH IN A SENSE DO

NOT DEPEND ON THE OFFICE HOLDER ARE NOT SEEN THROUGH A POLITICAL
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PARTY VALUE SCREEN TO ANY GREAT EXTENT. POLITICAL PARTY BECOMES A 

SIGNIFICANT INFLUENCE UPON THE CHILD’S EVALUATION ONLY IN GRADE FIVE 

AND BECOMES MUCH MORE INFLUENTIAL BY GRADE EIGHT. THIS WOULD SUGGEST 

THAT THE CHILD IS BECOMING AWARE OF THE POLITICAL NATURE OF THE 

PERSONAL QUALITIES OF THE PRIME MINISTER AROUND THE AGE OF TWELVE, AND 

THAT THE IMPORTANCE OF THIS FACTOR DEVELOPS STEADILY FROM THAT AGE.

Class emerges as a relatively minor influence upon political 

KNOWLEDGE. UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN CAN IDENTIFY THE PRIME MINISTER'S 

POLITICAL PARTY MORE READILY THAN LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN. LOWER- 

STATUS CHILDREN HAVE A GREATER INCLINATION TO SUPPORT THE NEW 

Democratic party whereas upper-status children are most likely to 

support the Liberals. Upper-status children indicate that they like 

the Prime Minister and feel that he is more dependable than the 

FEELINGS EXPRESSED BY LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN. LOWER-STATUS CHILDREN, 

IN MORE INSTANCES THAN UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN, EXPRESS A STRONG LIKING 

FOR THE POLICEMAN AND FEEL THAT HE HAS A LARGE NUMBER OF FRIENDS. |T 

APPEARS THAT UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN TEND TO IDEALIZE THE PRIME 

Minister, whereas lower-status children see more positive features in 

THE POLICEMAN'S ROLE. AGE DIFFERENCES ARE IMPORTANT IN THIS
I

PHENOMENON. UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN TEND TO IDEALIZE AUTHORITY ONLY 

AT THE GRADE EIGHT LEVEL WHEREAS THE IDEALIZATION DEMONSTRATED BY THE 

GRADE TWO CHILDREN IS CONFINED SOLELY TO GRADE TWO. THIS WOULD 

SUGGEST THAT CLASS INFLUENCES UPON ATTITUDES ARE BECOMING MORE AND 

MORE IMPORTANT THROUGHOUT THE PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS AND MAY EMERGE

MORE PROMINENTLY AT A LATER AGE. |F THIS IS A CORRECT INFERENCE
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THEN UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN WILL BE FOUND TO BE MORE POSITIVELY 

ORIENTED TO THE POLITICAL SYSTEM THAN THEIR LOWER-STATUS COHORTS. 

The HIGHLY FAVOURABLE IMAGE THAT WAS HELD BY YOUNG LOWER-STATUS 

CHILDREN HAS GIVEN WAY TO A MUCH MORE NEGATIVE ORIENTATION IN THE 

PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS.

When the data from this study is placed in a cross-national 

CONTEXT, A NUMBER OF GENERALIZATIONS BECOME APPARENT. YOUNGER 

CHILDREN HAVE A HIGHLY IDEALIZED IMAGE OF THEIR NATIONAL LEADER, A 

RATING WHICH DIMINISHES STEADILY THROUGHOUT THE PUBLIC SCHOOL YEARS. 

The more personalized dimensions of political authority, the 

PERSONAL LIKING, THE EVALUATION OF AUTHORITY BENEVOLENCE AND THE 

FEELING THAT THE AUTHORITY IS DEPENDABLE ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR THIS 

DECLINE IN THE ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE WITH INCREASING 

AGE. The EVALUATION OF AUTHORITY POWER SHOWS SOME DECLINE, INDICATING 

THAT FURTHER RESEARCH SHOULD BE UNDERTAKEN TO DETERMINE WHO OR WHAT 

REALLY APPEARS TO HOLD POWER IN THE CANADIAN CONTEXT. THE MOST 

INSTITUTIONALIZED FACET OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE, THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION 

OF THE IMPORTANCE OF THE LEADER’S DECISIONS, THE AMOUNT OF HARD WORK 

AND HIS EXERCISE OF LEADERSHIP ARE VIEWED WITH THE SAME DEGREE OF 

FAVOUR BY ALL AGE GROUPS. THE GENERAL DECREASE IN THE EVALUATION 

OF THE LEADER’S MORE PERSONAL QUALITIES AND THE RELATIVE STABILITY OF 

THE EVALUATION OF HIS LEADERSHIP AND PREROGATIVES WITH INCREASING 

AGE IS A PHENOMENON WHICH COULD BE GRANTED THE STATUS OF A LAW.

In contrast with the universal tendencies in the child's

EVALUATION OF THE NATIONAL LEADER ARE A NUMBER OF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN
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THE RATINGS OF THE PRIME MINISTER AND THE PRESIDENT. THIS STUDY 

INDICATES THAT CANADIAN CHILDREN POSSESS LESS KNOWLEDGE ABOUT THE 

Prime Minister and evaluate him in less ideal terms on every 

DIMENSION THAN THE RATING GIVEN THE PRESIDENT BY AMERICAN SCHOOL 

children. Canadian children feel the policeman to be less benevolent 

BUT MORE POWERFUL THAN THE AMERICAN CHILDREN. ON THE WHOLE, HOWEVER, 

THE EVALUATION OF THE POLICEMAN IS SIMILAR IN BOTH SAMPLES OF 

Canadian and American school children. The similarity of the 

RATINGS OF THE POL I CEMAN,AND FOR THAT MATTER THE SIMILARITY OF THE 

FEELINGS EXPRESSED FOR FATHER IN THE CANADIAN AND AMERICAN SAMPLES, 

SUGGEST THAT THE DIFFERENCES OBSERVED IN THE EVALUATION OF THE 

NATIONAL LEADER ARE A CULTURAL INFLUENCE RATHER THAN A RANDOM EVENT. 

This observation supports the contention that has frequently been 

MADE THAT CANADA IS LESS POLITICIZED THAN THE UNITED STATES. A 

NUMBER OF FACTORS MAY ACCOUNT FOR THIS PHENOMENON. 1N A STUDY 

COMPLETED BY BEREDAY AND STRETCH IT WAS ESTIMATED THAT THE UNITED 

States puts more emphasis on political education than any other 

country. From their comparison of the political education in the 

Soviet Union and the United States they .....

....DID NOT FIND AN UNUSUAL AMOUNT OF POLITICAL EXPOSURE 
on the Soviet side; we found, in fact, the Americans 
DEMANDED GREATER EXPOSURE IN SPITE OF THE AMERICAN 
SCHOOL YEAR BEING SHORTER...|N THE UNITED STATES IN 
GRADES 5 TO 12 ALMOST 46^ OF THE SCHOOL TIME WAS 
DEVOTED TO SOME FORM OF POLITICAL AND SOCIAL EDUCATION.
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In the Soviet Union the relevant percentage for grades 
5 to 11 WAS JUST SHORT OF 38^ '

While no figures are available for Canada, social studies

IS USUALLY ONE COURSE AMONG FIVE OR SIX THAT A STUDENT TAKES. THUS

THE TIME THAT IS MADE AVAILABLE FOR FORMAL POLITICAL INFORMATION IS 

OF THE ORDER 10-20^ DEPENDING ON THE GRADE. HOWEVER, THIS DOES NOT 

MEAN THAT THIS TIME IS DEVOTED TO POLITICAL EDUCATION ABOUT THE 

Canadian political system. The Hodgetts study indicates "that not 

MORE THAN 3^ Of THE TIME LAID ASIDE IN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TIME 
2

TABLES IS ACTUALLY DEVOTED TO CANADIAN HISTORY1'. THE REMAINDER

OF THE TIME WAS SPENT ON HOBBIES, CRAFTS OR STUDENT ACTIVITIES 

(37^) 0R 0N American history. Of those actually doing Canadian 

HISTORY "6^ WERE TRAPPED WITHIN THE CONFINES OF POLITICAL 

3 
CONSTITUTIONAL OR MILITARY HISTORY,". WHEN ASKED TO EXPRESS THEIR

FEELINGS ABOUT THIS APPROACH MANY STUDENTS VOICED THEIR DISPLEASURE. 

"I ABHORRED IT! It WA-S ALL DATES AND NICE LITTLE ACTS OF PARLIAMENT 

AND MORE DATES AND MORE ACTS UNTIL I GOT FED UP COMPLETELY AND HAD 

NO DESIRE TO LEARN MORE ABOUT CANADA*'.

1
G. F. Bereday and B. B. Stretch, "Political Education in 

the U.S.A, and the U.S.S.R." Comparative Education Review 7, pp. 9“l6 
AS QUOTED IN EASTON, 1969, 4657

Hodgetts, 21.

3|Bld., 20.
4
Ibid., 21.
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IN ALL, 57^ 0F THE STUDENTS MADE SIMILAR COMMENTS EXPRESSING 

DISPLEASURE WITH THE CONSTITUTIONAL APPROACH. As THE STUDY POINTS 

out:

’’Little wonder that ^7^ of all THE English-speaking 
STUDENTS WHO WROTE OUR OPEN-ENDED ESSAY THOUGHT 
THAT THEY KNEW MORE AMERICAN THAN CANADIAN HISTORY, 
AND 71$ FOUND IT MUCH MORE ENJOYABLE". 2 

This much lower level of political education may well have 

BEEN AN IMPORTANT FACTOR TO ACCOUNT FOR THE LOWER SALIENCE OF THE 

Prime Minister in the minds of the Oakville school children.

Recent American research into the influence,of the school curriculum 

upon political attitudes indicates that high school civics programs 

ARE LARGELY REDUNDANT. CONSIDERING THE GREATER EXPOSURE TO POLITICAL 

INFORMATION OF AMERICAN CHILDREN THIS MAY BE ONE EXAMPLE OF THE LAW OF 

DIMINISHING RETURNS. THE PICTURE THAT HAS EMERGED FROM THE HODGETTS 

STUDY IS THAT CANADIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN ARE UNDEREXPOSED TO ANY 

COHERENT, MEANINGFUL COURSE IN CANADIAN STUDIES. THE ISSUE CANNOT 

BE RESOLVED BEYOND THE EVIDENCE THAT HAS BEEN ADVANCED TO SUPPORT THIS 

PROPOSITION. A MORE DEFINITIVE STATEMENT WILL HAVE TO FOLLOW FURTHER 

RESEARCH.

Students of politics schooled in the more traditional 

CONSTITUTIONAL APPROACH MAY POINT OUT THAT THE DIFFERENCE IS DUE 

TO THE VARIATIONS IN THE INSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS OF THE TWO GOVERNMENTS. 

IT HAS FREQUENTLY BEEN ARGUED THAT THE PRESIDENTIAL SYSTEM, WITH THE 

SEPARATION OF POWERS IMPLICIT IN THE AMERICAN SYSTEM, MAKES THE

1
Ibid., 21.
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NATIONAL LEADER A VERY SALIENT PUBLIC FIGURE, PART ICULARILY WHEN THE 

LEADER IS BOTH HEAD OF STATE AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE. IN CONTRAST, THE 

Prime Minister in a parliamentary system is argued to be a much more 

AMBIGUOUS PUBLIC FIGURE BEING A MEMBER OF A CABINET WHICH MUST SHARE 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR ANY POLICY-MAKING DECISION. FURTHER ADDING TO THE 

AMBIGUITY IS THE FACT THAT CANADA IS A CONSTITUTIONAL MONARCHY WHICH 

MAKES THE QUEEN’S REPRESENTATIVE, THE GOVERNOR GENERAL, THE HEAD OF 

STATE SHARING THE LIMELIGHT WITH VISITING FOREIGN DIGNITARIES. 

The Prime Minister must wait in the wings in such circumstances.

While this line of argument may once have explained some of 

the variations in public perceptions, there are a number of factors 

which militate against this argument at present. For one thing the 

position of any chief executive has been enormously enhanced in 

RECENT YEARS, BE THAT LEADER, PRESIDENT OR PRIME MINISTER. RECENT 

LEADERSHIP CONVENTIONS IN CANADA HAVE DEMONSTRATED THE APPEAL OF 

SUCH POLITICAL EVENTS, AND THE PUBLIC REACTION TO THE 19^8 ELECTION 

AND THE RECENT COMMONWEALTH CONFERENCE DEMONSTRATE THE CHARISMA 

ATTACHED TO A PRIME MINISTER. IN ANY CASE, SUPPORTERS OF THE 

CONSTITUTIONAL THESIS TO ACCOUNT FOR THE LOWER EVALUATION OF THE 

Prime Minister than the President would have to demonstrate that 

THE FORMER RECEIVES LESS RADIO AND TELEVISION COVERAGE OR AT LEAST 

THAT HIS POSITION IS VERY AMBIGUOUS IN THE PUBLIC MIND.

While the relative ratings of the Prime Minister and the 

President may not be explained very adequately by the consideration

of constitutional differences perhaps it may be explained by the
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RELATIVE POWER AND PRESTIGE OF THE TWO NATIONS IN TERMS OF THEIR 

INTERNATIONAL PRESTIGE. IT IS QUITE CLEAR FROM THE QUESTIONS ASKED 

DURING THE ADMINISTRATION OF THIS QUESTIONNAIRE THAT THE RESPONDENTS 

FREQUENTLY WERE CASTING ABOUT FOR A BASIS OF COMPARISON IN THEIR 

EVALUATIONS OF AUTHORITY IN SPITE OF THE WORDING OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE. 

IT MAY BE THE CASE. THAT THE OAKVILLE SCHOOL CHILDREN WERE RATING 

THEIR NATIONAL LEADER WHO HAPPENS TO BE A LEADER OF A 'MIDDLE* POWER 

IN RELATION TO THE LEADERS OF OTHER NATIONS, MOST PARTICULARLY THE 

United States. This may explain why both groups express a similar level 

OF LIKING FOR THEIR LEADER BUT THE CANADIAN CHILDREN RATE THEIR LEADER 

LOWER IN POWER, DEPENDABILITY AND LEADERSHIP. SlGEL HAS SHOWN THAT 

American children saw President Kennedy as a man who had averted 

THE THREAT OF WAR AND THAT THEY THOUGHT OF HIM AS A MAN OF PEACE. 

Others mentioned his desire to make friends throughout the world by 

MEANS OF THE PEACE CORPS, FOREIGN AID, AND HIS EFFORTS TO BRING
1 

ABOUT THE SIGNING OF THE TEST-BAN TREATY. GIVEN THIS PERCEPTION OF 

American children it may well be the case that Canadian school 

CHILDREN LOOK TO THE UNITED STATES AS THE PEACEMAKER, THE POLICEMAN 

AND THE WORLD LEADER WHO MAKES ORDER OUT OF A TROUBLED,THREATEN I NG 

WORLD. |T HAS BEEN OBSERVED, NON-SYSTEMATICALLY, BY TEACHERS THAT 

Canadian adolescents are frequently the staunchest defenders of 

American action in Vietnam or elsewhere. This is consonant with the 

FINDINGS REGARDING THE READING MATTER OF CANADIAN STUDENTS AND 

TEACHERS :

1
For an elaboration of these perceptions see Sigel, 220.
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"In school libraries, American magazines and newspapers 
OUTNUMBERED CANADIAN ALMOST BY THREE TO ONE. THE CANADIAN 
PERIODICALS WERE THE OLD STANDBYS SUCH AS MACLEAN’S, 
The Beaver, Chatelaine, The Canadian Geographical Journal 
AND A NUMBER OF FREE HANDOUTS FROM GOVERNMENTS OR 
industry. Almost without exception, the American 
MAGAZINES WERE THE ONES WITH THE HIGH PRICE TAG - 
Newsweek, Time, Life, Look and Sports Illustrated 
BEING THE MOST POPULAR. OUR QUESTIONNAIRES REVEAL 
THAT THIS SAME AMERICAN EMPHASIS EXISTS IN ALMOST 
ALL THE HOMES OF BOTH STUDENTS AND CANADIAN STUDIES 
TEACHERS." 1

This thesis cannot be substantiated on the basis of this 

STUDY, HOWEVER, FOLLOWING GREENSTEIN’S SUGGESTION SOME FORM OF 

CROSS-NATIONAL RATINGS WOULD SEEM DESIRABLE TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT 

AND NATURE OF THE STUDENT’S PERCEPTION OF AN INTERNATIONAL POWER 

HIERARCHY AND PRESTIGE RATING.

A FINAL REASON MAY BE THE INFLUENCE OF PROVINCIAL AUTHORITIES 

ON THE RATING OF THE NATIONAL AUTHORITY. As EASTON HAS POINTED OUT) 

THE IMAGE OF THE PREMIER OF QUEBEC OR FOR THAT MATTER ONTARIO MAY 

INTERCEDE IN THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE CITIZEN AND THE NATIONAL 

LEADER. IN SUCH INSTANCES THE PROVINCIAL OR LOCAL LEADER MAY ACT 

AS AN INTERMEDIARY AUTHORITY LINKING THE CHILD WITH, AND PROVIDING 

LEGITIMACY FOR THE NATIONAL LEADER. RECENT FEDERAL-PROVINCIAL 

CONFERENCES WOULD SEEM TO HAVE THE EFFECT OF PLACING PROVINCIAL 

PREMIERS AND THE PRIME MINISTER ON ROUGHLY THE SAME PLANE, AT LEAST 

IN TERMS OF THE AMOUNT OF MEDIA EXPOSURE AND APPARENT POWER 

positions. Such institutions as the Federal-Provincial Conference

1
Hodgetts, ^].

jMcMASTER UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
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HAVE NOT EMERGED IN THE UNITED STATES. THE PRESIDENT MAY RECEIVE 

SUBMISSIONS FROM GOVERNORS COLLECT IVELLY OR INDIVIDUALLY BUT IS NOT 

OBLIGED BY THE RELATIVE ROWER POSITIONS OF THE TWO OFFICES TO SIT 

AT THE SAME TABLE AND ARGUE WITH THEM ABOUT RESOURCE DISTRIBUTION IN 

FRONT OF TELEVISION CAMERAS. THIS IS A PURELY CANADIAN INNOVATION, 

AND FUTURE RESEARCH ON THE ATTITUDES OF SCHOOL CHILDREN MAY WELL 

INCORPORATE A COMPARISON OF THE RATINGS OF PROVINCIAL PREMIERS AND THE 

Prime Minister.

Differences between the Canadian and American sample lie in 

THE AMOUNT OF INFLUENCE THAT SEX, CLASS AND POLITICAL PARTY HAVE 

UPON THE CHILD'S EVALUATION OF POLITICAL AUTHORITY. POLITICAL PARTY 

AFFILIATION HAD A MUCH GREATER IMPACT UPON THE APPRAISAL OF THE 

NATIONAL LEADER IN THE CANADIAN SAMPLE THAN HAS BEEN REPORTED BY 

American researchers. The importance of party in this study is at 

VARIANCE WITH THE EMPHASIS THAT HAS BEEN ATTACHED TO PARTY ON THE 

BASIS OF VOTING STUDIES CARRIED OUT BY REGENSTREIF AND OTHERS 

DESCRIBED IN THE FIRST CHAPTER. THIS STUDY SUGGESTS THAT CANADIAN 

SCHOOL CHILDREN DEVELOP A SENSE OF PARTISANSHIP AROUND AGE TWELVE AND 

THAT PARTISANSHIP PLAYS AN INCREASINGLY IMPORTANT ROLE AS THE CHILD 

GROWS OLDER, INFLUENCING HIS KNOWLEDGE, LIKING, PERCEPTIONS OF 

BENEVOLENCE AND EVALUATION OF THE DEPENDABILITY OF THE NATIONAL LEADER. 

Why this sample should be so partisan is difficult to say. It may 

BE A CONCOMITANT OF A BRIGHT, VERY ALERT GROUP OF CHILDREN, OR IT MAY 

BE PART OF A LARGER GENERATIONAL PHENOMENA. ANOTHER FACTOR WHICH 

CANNOT BE OVERLOOKED IS THE INFLUENCE OF THE GENERAL ELECTION WHICH
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WAS REACHING ITS CLIMAX WHEN THIS DATA WAS GATHERED IN JUNE, I968.

It may be that partisan feelings become acutely sensitized during an 

ELECTION. In ANY EVENT, FURTHER RESEARCH TO DETERMINE THE EXTENT AND 

DURATION OF THE PARTISANSHIP DEMONSTRATED HERE IS DESIRABLE.

Sex and social class play a much lesser role in the Canadian 

STUDY THAN IS APPARENT IN THE AMERICAN RESEARCH REPORTS. THE 

AFFLUENCE OF THE OAKVILLE AREA MEANS THAT SCHOOL CHILDREN IN THIS 

AREA ATTEND WELL EQUIPPED SCHOOLS AND ARE EXPOSED TO VERY KNOWLEDGEABLE 

AND COMPETENT TEACHERS. THE EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENT MAY HELP TO 

BRING ABOUT A GREATER DEGREE OF SOCIAL CONSENSUS IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOL. 

Class differences that do appear in the later grades suggest that 

UPPER-STATUS CHILDREN ARE THE MOST-FAVOURABLY ORIENTED TO THE 

AUTHORITY COMPONENT OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM. THIS IS THE FINDING 

THAT WOULD BE EXPECTED ON THE BASIS OF RESEARCH INTO ADULT ATTITUDES 

AND POLITICAL BEHAVIOUR. THE SIGNIFICANT FEATURE OF THIS FINDING IS 

ITS DIRECT CONTRADICTION OF THE FINDINGS REPORTED BY AMERICAN 

RESEARCHERS. MORE RESEARCH IS NEEDED TO CLARIFY THIS DIFFICULTY. 

The findings are consistent with the explanation offered by an 

INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY. CHILDREN IN THE MOST MUNIFICENT 

SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT FIND THAT AUTHORITIES RESPOND TO THEIR REQUESTS. 

Lower-status chilcren live in an environment which provides them 

WITH FEWER RESOURCES AND SKILLS WHICH ENABLE THEM TO MANIPULATE 

OTHERS.

The FINDINGS OF THIS STUDY CAN BE RELATED TO SOME RECENT

ATTEMPTS TO BUILD A MORE GENERAL THEORY OF POLITICAL SOCIALIZATION.
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Easton posits that the highly favourable image of political authority 

HELD BY YOUNGER CHILDREN TENDS TO BIND THEM TO THE POLITICAL SYSTEM 

BY PROVIDING SOME MEASURE OF SUPPORT AND LEGITIMACY. THE LATTER 

FEATURE ENABLES THE GOVERNMENT TO REMAIN IN EXISTENCE PERFORMING A 

VALUE-ALLOCATIVE ROLE. THE PERSONALIZED IMAGE LATER GIVES WAY TO THE 

MORE INSTITUTIONALIZED ASPECTS OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM. THUS, ALL 

ASPECTS OF THE SYSTEM ACQUIRE LEGITIMACY BY VIRTUE OF THIS EARLY 

SOCIALIZATION. CONVERSE AND DUPEUX ARGUE THAT THE LACK OF A FATHER- 

SON TRANSFERENCE OF A POLITICAL PARTY LABEL MAY BE RESPONSIBLE FOR 

SOME LOSS OF LEGITIMACY OR INSTABILITY IN THE POLITICAL SYSTEM GIVING 

RISE TO FLASH PARTIES.

The DATA FROM THE OAKVILLE STUDY PRESENTS A SOMEWHAT PARADOXICAL 

situation. Canadian children have a less favourable image of their 

NATIONAL LEADER, I-N EASTON’S TERMINOLOGY THEY ARE LESS POLITICIZED, 

THEREFORE THE SYSTEM IS POTENTIALLY LESS STABLE THAN THE AMERICAN 

SYSTEM. ON THE OTHER HAND, IT HAS BEEN DEMONSTRATED THAT CANADIAN 

CHILDREN ARE MUCH MORE PARTISAN THAN AMERICAN CHILDREN WHICH WOULD 

INDICATE THAT CANADA SHOULD HAVE FEWER FLASH PARTIES AND DEMONSTRATE 

A HIGHER LEVEL OF STABILITY THAN THE UNITED STATES. MOST STUDENTS 

of Canadian politics would take issue with this latter deduction 

POINTING OUT THAT CANADA HAS LONG BEEN PRONE TO THE INCIDENCE OF 

NEW PARTIES, SOME OF WHICH, SUCH AS SOCIAL CREDIT, HAVE ACQUIRED 

PERMANENCE. OTHERS, INCLUDING THE PROGRESSIVE PARTY, HAVE NOT 

SURVIVED. HOW CAN THIS CONTRADICTION BE RESOLVED? ONE CAN ARGUE THAT 

THE INCIDENCE OF FLASH PARTIES IS MOST PRONOUNCED IN CULTURES WHERE

THE POLITICAL SYSTEM IS LESS SALIENT IN THE MINDS OF ITS CITIZENRY.
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It is this lower level of system-politization which gives RISE to

INSTABILITY, AS IS THE CASE IN CANADA. THE HIGHER LEVEL OF PARTISANSHIP 

IN SUCH A CULTURE CAN BE EXPLAINED IN THE LOWER INCIDENCE OF POLITICAL 

PROFESSIONALIZATION AMONG CANADIAN CITIZENS. |N OTHER WORDS,IN A 

SOCIETY WHERE POLITICS IS LESS SALIENT IN THE MINDS OF THE PEOPLE THE 

RULES OF THE GAME ARE LESS LIKELY TO BE UNIVERSALLY ACCEPTED. POLITICS 

THEN ENTERS ALL FACETS OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE. THIS THEORY WOULD SEEM 

TO ACCOUNT FOR SOME OF THE FINDINGS IN THE OAKVILLE DATA.

The last line of analysis in this study attempted to evaluate 

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF TWO THEORIES WHICH PURPORTED TO EXPLAIN THE 

FAVOURABLE AUTHORITY IMAGE POSSESSED BY MOST SCHOOL CHILDREN. THE 

VULNERABILITY THEORY WOULD SEEM TO ACCOUNT FOR THE CHILD’S FAVOURABLE 

PERCEPTION OF THE BENEVOLENCE AND IDEAL EVALUATION OF THE .POWER OF 

the Prime Minister. The interpersonal transfer theory is supported 

BY THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF THE DEPENDABILITY. A MODEST POSITIVE 

RELATIONSHIP WAS FOUND BETWEEN THE CHILD'S PERCEPTION OF HIS FATHER’S 

DEPENDABILITY AND THE DEPENDABILITY OF THE PRIME MINISTER.

The child’s idealization of the policeman is best explained 

ON EVERY DIMENSION BY THE INTERPERSONAL TRANSFER THEORY. THE LATTER 

THEORY WOULD SEEM TO HAVE THE GREATEST SCOPE, HOWEVER, BOTH THEORIES 

CLEARLY HAVE SOME EXPLANATORY POWER. THE TESTING OF THE VULNERABILITY 

IN THIS STUDY WAS SERIOUSLY HAMPERED BY THE LOW DEGREE OF CORRELATION 

BETWEEN THE ITEMS USED IN THE ANXIETY TEST. A MORE RIGOROUS TESTING 

OF THIS THEORY SHOULD ATTEMPT TO DEVISE A MORE MEANINGFUL MEASURE OF 

ANXIETY THAN THE SHORTER FORM OF THE CHILD’S MANIFEST ANXIETY SCALE
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USED IN THIS STUDY. A MORE DEFINITIVE APPRAISAL OF THESE TWO 

THEORIES MUST AWAIT FURTHER RESEARCH.

Finally, a word should be said about some of the other short­

comings of this study. Time considerations at the inception of this 

study precluded a more systematic selection of the classrooms actually 

TESTED. It WOULD HAVE BEEN DESIRABLE TO HAVE CONTROLLED FOR THE 

intellectual ability of the students by independent testing or 

by securing access to student records. The virtue of the latter 

approach is the more reliable reporting of father's job making for 

a more consistent measure of social class. Having the public school 

CHILD REPORT HIS FATHER’S OCCUPATION LEADS TO SOME AMBIGUITY. 

For instance, a child may know that his father works at the Ford 

Motor Plant but doesn’t know the nature of his work. Another 

PROBLEM ARISES IN RELATION TO THE SIX POINT SCALE DEVISED BY EASTON 

AND HIS ASSOCIATES. |T APPEARS THAT THE PUBLIC SCHOOL CHILDREN WERE 

VERY CHARY ABOUT GIVING ANY NEGATIVE EVALUATION OF ANY AUTHORITY. 

That is, they refuse to select any option which drops below the 

HYPOTHETICAL NORM OF 'MOST OTHER MEN*. THIS MEANS THAT THE SCALE 

USED REALLY HAS ONLY THREE GRADUATIONS ON IT, WHICH MAKES ANY SORT OF 

DISCRIMINATION RATHER DIFFICULT. IF THIS SORT OF EVALUATION IS 

TO BE ATTEMPTED WITH SCHOOL CHILDREN ON ANOTHER OCCASION, IT MAY 

BE USEFUL TO PROVIDE A SCALE WITH MORE POSITIVE GRADUATIONS. 

This, of course, cannot rule out all errors on the part of the 

RESPONDENTS. IT IS APPARENT FROM THE ATTEMPTS TO GUTTMAN SCALE 

VARIOUS ASPECTS OF THE CHILD'S AUTHORITY RATINGS THAT THERE IS FAIRLY
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HIGH INCIDENCE OF INCONSISTENCY IN THE STUDENT RESPONSES. THIS IS 

UNDOUBTEDLY A FUNCTION OF THE AGE OF THE RESPONDENTS. IN SPITE 

OF THESE DIFFICULTIES, HOWEVER, IT WOULD SEEM THAT THIS SOMEWHAT 

LIMITED EXPLORATORY STUDY MAY PRECEDE A MORE SYSTEMATIC STUDY OF 

THE ROLE OF CITIZEN ATTITUDES AND SOCIAL CHANGE IN THE CANADIAN

POLITICAL SYSTEM.



APPENDIX 1

QUESTIONNAIRE, CODES, FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS, COLUMN NUMBERS AND

DECK NUMBER

Attitudes of Oakville Public School Children to Political Authority

June, 1968

Deck 01

Column Number n Question and Code

01 - 04 Respondent's Identification

06 Respondent’s school stream
210 1. Upper (high achievers)
527 2. Middle

79 3. Lower (low achievers)

07 Card No. Gang Punch .1

11 How OLD ARE YOU? PUT AN X 1N THE BOX 
THAT TELLS HOW OLD YOU ARE TODAY.

2 1. 6 YEARS OLD
121 2. 7 years OLD
136 3- 8 YEARS OLD
22 4. 9 years old

128 5. 10 YEARS OLD
114 6. 11 YEARS OLD
57 7. 12 YEARS OLD
116 8. 13 YEARS OLD
120 9. 14 YEARS OLD OR OLDER

12 YOU ARE A .....
419 1. Boy

394 2. Girl

13 You ARE IN .....
1. Grade 2

288 2. Grade 5
265 3- Grade 8

10?
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Column Number N Quest,on and Code

14

15

16

Think of the Prime Minister of Canada 
AS HE REALLY IS .....

•Prime Minister is friendlier than .........  
PEOPLE.

262 Blank - no answer

31 1. Anyone
09 2. Almost anyone

303 3- Most
12o 4. Some
16 5- A few

9 o. No ONE

Prime Minister would ......... want to help
me if I needed it.

1 Blank
237 1 • Always
138 2. Almost always

231 3- Usually
115 4. Sometimes
44 5- Seldom
50 6. Not

Prime Minister makes important decisions.
6 Blank

221 1. All the time
370 2. A LOT OF THE TIME
175 3- Sometimes
29 4. Seldom

11 5- Almost never
4 o. Never

Prime Minister knows more (less) than 
..... PEOPLE

3
91

Blank
1. Anyone

351 2. Most
350 3. Many
14 4. Less than many
2 5. Less than most
5 . 0. Less than anyone
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Column Number

18

20

21

makes mistakes

N Question and Code

Prime Minister ......... keeps his promises
4 BLANK

3^ 1. Always
194 2. Almost always

3. Usually
68 4. Sometimes does not

72 5. Usually does not
115 6. Almost never

Prime Minister can make ......... do what
HE WANTS

267 Blank
26 1. Anyone
100 2. Almost anyone
156 3. Many people

4. Some people
48 5. Few people
^9 0 No one

Prime Minister is a favourite of mine 
MORE THAN .....

6 Blank
268 1. All
194 2. Almost all

3. Most
68 4. Many
72 5. A FEW

115 6. Not one of my favourites

Prime Minister ......... a leader
265 Blank
195 1. Always
171 2. Usually
159 3. More often a leader than a follower
19 4. More often a follower than a leader

5 5. Usually a follower
2 0. Almost always a follower

23
2 

118 
206 
*37

11

Prime Minister .........
Blank
1. Almost never
2. Rarely
3. Sometimes
4. Often
5- Usually
o. Almost always
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Column Number N Question and Code

24

10

33 
196 
432
60

Father .... Can punish 
Blank
1. Anyone
2. Almost anyone
3. Many
4. Some

5- A FEW
o. No ONE

PEOPLE

25 Father is kinder than .........
8 

265
Blank
1. Almost anyone

217 2. Most
Many
Less kind than some

4 5. Less kind than most
5 6. Less kind than almost anyone

Father works harder26

27

28

8 Blank
1. More than

282 2. More than
285 3. More than
59 4. Less than

10 5- Less than
5 6. Less than

Father - 1 like
10 Blank

508 1. Anyone
2. Most

63 3. Many
42 4. Some
’a 5. A FEW

0. Less than

Father protects
11 Blank

420 1. Anyone
210 2. Most
92 3. Many
56 4. Some
21 5. Less than
6 0. Less than

ALMOST ANYONE
MOST
MANY
SOME
MOST
ALMOST ANYONE

HIM MORE THAN .....

ALMOST ANYONE

ME MORE (LESS) THAN .....

SOME
MOST
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Column Number Question and Code

29 Father gives up when things are hard 
to do

9 Blank
21 1. Almost always

2. Usually
81 3. Sometimes
169 4. Usually does not
219 5. Almost never
300 0. Never

30 Father is better than .........
273 Blank
163 1. Almost anyone
1Z2 2. Most
182 3. Many
22 4. Worse than some
2 5. Worse than many
2 0. Worse than almost anyone

31 Father has more friends than .............
10 Blank
88 1. Almost anyone
235 2. Most
334 3. Many
129 5. Less than some

13 5. Less than many
7 6. Less friends than almost anyone

32 Father helps me more than .........
273 Blank
196 1. Anyone
179 2. Most
90 3. Many
5? 4. Some
14 5. Less than some
5 0. Less than most

33 Put an X in the box beside the name of 
the man who 1s Prime Minister of Canada 
today

14 Blank
19 1. Robert Stanfield

674 2. Pierre E. Trudeau
12 3. Daniel Johnson

4. John Robarts
5. Tommy Douglas

78 0. Don't know
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Column Number

'43

44

45

46

47

Question and Code

8
Pol 1 CEMAN CAN PUNISH ..... PEOPLE

Blank
252 1. Anyone
203 2. Almost Anyone
180 3- Many
90 4. Some
46 5. A FEW
37 6. No ONE

11
Policeman is kinder than .........

Blank
157 1. Almost anyone
257 2. Most
291 3. Many

79 4. Less kind than some
16 5. Less kind than most
14 6. Less kind than almost anyone

12
Pol 1 CEMAN works harder 

Blank
175 1. More than almost anyone
303 2. More than most
250 3. More than many
63 4. Less than some

7 5- Less than most
6 6. Less than almost anyone

9
Policeman - 1 like him more than .........

Blank
1. Anyone

174 2. Most
153 3. Many
264 4. Some

119 5. A FEW
46 6. Less than almost anyone

9
Policeman protects me more (less) than .. 

Blank
202 1. Anyone
284 2. Most
130 3. Many
138 4. Some

30 5. Less than some
23 6. Less -than most
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Column Number r N Question and Cope

48 Policeman gives up when things are hard

1?
TO DO 

Blank 
1. Almost always
2. Usually

63 3. Sometimes
123 4. Usually does not
204 5. Almost never
389 6. Never

^9 Policeman is better than .........
271 Blank
36 1. Almost anyone
164 2. Most
298 3. Many
35 4. Worse than some

5 5. Worse than many
7 0. Worse than almost anyone

50 Policeman has more friends than .........
11 Blank

135 1. Almost anyone
210 2. Most
288 3. Many
130 4. Less than some
18 5. Less than many
24 0. Less than almost anyone

51 Policeman helps me more than ......
273 Blank
41 1. Anyone
129 2. Most
159 3. Many

4. Some

31
5. Less than some
0. Less than most

52 Place an X in the box beside the

15

Political Party to which the Prime 
Minister of Canada belongs.

Blank
561 1. Liberals
33 2. New Democrats

53 3. Conservatives
154 9. Don’t know
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54

55

56

57

Column

53

Number Question and Code

277
145 

i?3 
145
42
10
4

Father is friendlier than .........
Blank
1. Anyone
2. Almost anyone
3. Most
4. Some

5. A FEW
6. No one

people

15 
5^9 
128
69

6

Father would ......... want to help
NEEDED IT 

Blank 
1. Always 
2. Almost always 
3. Usually 
4. Sometimes 
5- Seldom 
0. Not

ME 1F 1

Father makes important decisions

279 
300 
58 

32
14

Blank
1. All the time
2. A LOT OF THE TIME
3. Sometimes
4. Seldom
5. Almost never
6. Never

16
41
250
434
64

I

Father knows more (less) than .. 
Blank 
1. Anyone 
2. Most
3. Many
4. Less than many
5. Less than most
6. Less than anyone

... PEOPLE

15
IS 

171 
52

Father........... keeps his promises
Blank
1. Always
2. Almost always
3. Usually
4. Sometimes does not

5. Usually does not
6. Almost never
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Column Number N

58
276
12
49
96

197
162
24

59

18 

509 
177
51

Question and Code

Father can make ......... do what he wants
Blank
1. Anyone
2. Almost anyone
3. Many people
4. Some people
5. Few people
o. No ONE

Father is a favourite of mine more 
THAN .....

Blank
1. All
2. Almost all
3. Most
4. Many
5- A FEW
6. Not one of my favourites

70 
s

87 

32
11

Father is ......... a leader
Blank
1. Always
2. Usually
3. More often a leader than a follower
4. More often a follower than a leader

5. Usually a follower
0. Almost always a follower

61 Father ..... makes mistakes
15 Blank m

117 1. Almost never
2. Rarely

4i8 3. Sometimes
4o 4. Often
4 5. Usually
3 0. Almost always

62 Place an X in the box beside your 
family's religion

25 Blank
7 1. Catholic

2. Jewish
185 3. United Church

4. Anglican
140 5. Presbyterian, Baptist or Lutheran

0. None of these
82 9. Don't know
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Column Number Question and Code

72
267

22
11

Policeman is friendlier than ......... people
Blank 
1. Anyone 
2. Almost anyone
3. Most
4. Some

5- A FEW
6. No ONE

73

6 
448 

175 
122
4o 

15 
10

Policeman would ......... want to help me if
1 needed it

Blank
1. Always
2. Almost always
3. Usually
4. Sometimes

5. Seldom
0. Not

?4 Policeman makes important decisions .........
9

146
298
285

59
10
9

Blank
1. All the time
2. A LOT OF THE TIME
3. Sometimes
4. Seldom

5. Almost never
6. Never

75

11
59

277
407
46
8
8

Policeman knows more (less) than .........  
PEOPLE

Blank
1. Anyone
2. Most
3. Many
4. Less than many

5. Less than most
6. Less than anyone

V

76
8 

245 
244 
248

53 
10
8

Policeman ......... keeps his promises
Blank
1. Always
2. Almost always
3. Usually
4. Sometimes does not

5. Usually does not
6. Almost never
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Column Number 1

77

269
62
183

87

30
27

78

11
62

227
157
131
139
89

79

150
227

36

7

80

9 
102 
261 
384
42

9
9

Question and Code

Policeman can make ......... do what
wants

Blank
1. Anyone
2. Almost anyone
3. Many people
4. Some people
5- Few people
6. No one

Policeman is a favourite of mine 
THAN .....

Blank
1. All
2. Almost all
3. Most
4. Many
5. A FEW
0. Not one of my favourites

Policeman is......... a leader
Blank
1. Always
2. Usually
3. More often a leader than a
4. More often a follower than
5. Usually a follower
o. Almost always a follower

he

more

follower 
A LEADER

Policeman ......... makes mistakes
Blank
1. Almost never
2. Rarely
3. Sometimes
4. Often
5. Usually
o. Almost always

End of Deck One
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Deck 02

Column Number N Question and Code

01 - 06 Repeat of data from Deck 01

07 Card No. Gang Punch 2

11
4

185 
158 

172 
B3
70

Prime Minister can punish ......... people
Blank
1. Anyone
2. Almost anyone
3. Many
4. Some
5. A FEW
6. No one

12
7 

131 
292 
307
60 
11
8

Prime Minister is kinder than .........
Blank
1. Almost anyone
2. Most
3. Many
4. Less kind than some
5. Less kind than most
6. Less kind than almost anyone

13
5

220
302
229
46
6

12

Prime Minister works harder .........
Blank
1. More than almost anyone
2. More than most
3. More than many
4. Less than some
5. Less than most
6. Less than almost anyone

14
8

' 70
228

175
180
107
48 '

Prime Minister - 1 like him more than
Blank
1. Anyone
2. Most
3. Many
4. Some
5. A FEW
0. Less than almost anyone
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16

17

18

20

Column

15

Number Question and Code

11

Prime Minister protects me more (less) 
than .........

Blank
1. Anyone

149 2. Most
156 3. Many
239 4. Some
106 5. Less than some
110 6. Less than most

13

Prime Minister gives up when things 
ARE HARD TO DO

Blank
25 1. Almost always
25 2. Usually

124 3. Sometimes
157 4. Usually does not
23p 5. Almost never
234 6. Never

Prime Minister is better than .........
Blank

63 1. Almost anyone
158 2. Most
269 3. Many
34 4. Worse than some
8 5. Worse than many
9 0. Worse than almost anyone

8
Prime Minister has more friends than .........

Blank
189 1. Almost anyone
308 2. Most
247 3. Many
53 4. Less than some

7 5. Less than many
4 0. Less than almost anyone

Prime Minister helps me more than .........
Blank

14 1. Anyone
66 2. Most

131 3. Many
4. Some
5. Less than some
6. Less than most
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Column Number Question and Code

21 If you could vote you would be a .........
26 Blank

1. New Democrat
106 2. Conservative
^35 3. Liberal
29 4. Independent
169 9. Don't know

22 Place an X beside the sentence that 
TELLS WHICH COUNTRY YOUR FAMILY CAME 
FROM BEFORE MOVING TO CANADA

11 Blank
228 1. British Isles (England, Scotland, 

Wales and Ireland)
35 2. United States of America
35 3. Germany
6 4. Italy

15 5. Netherlands (Belgium and Holland)
12 6. Poland
18 7. Ukraine

397 8. None of these

59 9- Don't know

23 Place an X beside the sentence which 
comes closest to telling what your 
father's job is. (If your father is 
DEAD OR NOT WORKING NOW, MARK THE KIND 
OF J.OB HE HAD WHEN HE WAS WORKING.) USE 
only 0WE

12 Blank
115 1. He WORKS IN A FACTORY OR MILL, OR 

AS A TRUCK DRIVER, JANITOR OR SOME 
OTHER JOB WHERE HE WORKS WITH HIS 
HANDS.

109 2. He works with his hands in a job 
THAT TAKES A LONG TIME TO LEARN.. 
LIKE A CARPENTER, AN ELECTRICIAN, 
A PLUMBER, A MACHINIST, ETC.

207 3. He works in an office or store for 
SOMEBODY ELSE.
He works as a bookkeeper, salesman, 
OR CLERK.
He owns a service station, laundry, 
or small store.
He IS A POLICEMAN, fireman, soldier, 
or works for the government. (He 
USUALLY WEARS A UNIFORM OR A WHITE 
SHIRT AND TIE TO WORK.)
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Column Number N Question and Code

23 (cont.)
165 4. He works in an office as a

104
MANAGER OR EXECUTIVE.

5. He is a doctor, lawyer, teacher, 
AN ENGINEER, OR SOME JOB LIKE THAT 
He HAS a UNIVERSITY DEGREE AND 
SPECIAL TRAINING FOR HIS JOB.

23 6. HE OWNS A LARGE BUSINESS, L1 KE A

81
FACTORY OR BIG STORE.

9- 1 DON’T KNOW WHAT MY FATHER DOES.

24 Place an X beside the sentence which 
cOmes closest to telling what your 
father's education is.

10
56

Blank
1. He completed all or part of grades 

1 - 8 but didn't go on.
2. He completed grades 9 “ 10*

118 3. He completed high school.
4. He went to a training school where 

HE LEARNED HIS JOB OR TRADE
210 5- He went to a university or

286
COLLEGE.

9' 1 don’t know how much education 
MY FATHER HAS.

25 1 GET NERVOUS WHEN SOMEBODY WATCHES ME 
WORK.

11
383
422

Blank
1. Yes
2. No

26 Others seem to do things easier than I 
CAN.

15
414
387

Blank 
1 . Yes 
2. No

27 1 FEEL ALONE EVEN WHEN THERE ARE PEOPLE 
AROUND ME.

17
110

• 689

Blank 
1. Yes 
2. No
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Column Number 1 Question and Code

28

12
429

375

1
RI

GET NERVOUS WHEN 
GHT WAY FOR ME.
Blank
1. Yes
2. No

THINGS DO NOT GO THE

29

12
469

335

1 WORRY ABOUT WHAT 
SAY TO ME.

Blank
1. Yes
2. No

MY PARENTS WILL

30
10
55

751

1

*

HAVE TROUBLE SWALLOWING.
Blank
1. Yes
2. No

31
11 

471 
33^

1 WORRY ABOUT WHAT 
Blank
1. Yes
2. No

IS GOING TO HAPPEN.

32
11

125
680

1 WORRY WHEN 1 GO TO BED AT NIGHT.
Blank
1. Yes
2. No

33

10
605
201

1 OFTEN DO THINGS 1 
DONE.

Blank
1. Yes
2. No

WISH I HAD NEVER

3^

11
633
172

1
TC

OFTEN WORRY ABOUT
1 MY PARENTS.

Blank
1. Yes
2. No

WHAT COULD HAPPEN



APPENDIX 11

ANALYSIS OF "DON'T KNOW" RESPONSES

Analysis of this group indicates that the non-respondents are 

IN EXPECTED GROUPINGS. FOR INSTANCE, CHILDREN IN THE LOWEST STREAM 

GAVE THREE TIMES AS MANY "DON'T KNOWS1' AS CHILDREN FROM THE HIGHEST 

STREAM. THE HIGHEST STREAM, OF COURSE, IS COMPOSED OF CHILDREN OF 

HIGHER ACADEMIC ABILITY THAN THOSE IN THE LOWER STREAM. GlRLS ARE 

ONE AND ONE-HALF TIMES MORE LIKELY THAN BOYS TO GIVE "DON'T KNOWS". 

Grade two children gave a fairly high rate of "don’t knows" ranging 

AS HIGH AS FIFTY PERCENT, WHEREAS GRADE EIGHT CHILDREN GAVE A RATE OF 

"DON’T KNOWS*' RANGING DOWNWARD FROM TWENTY PERCENT. LOWER STATUS 

CHILDREN WERE SLIGHTLY MORE LIKELY TO GIVE A "DON’T KNOW*' RESPONSE 

THAN HIGH STATUS CHILDREN THOUGH THE DIFFERENCES ARE NOT LARGE NOR 

SIGNIFICANT. |N ADDITION, RESPONDENTS WHO GAVE A "DON’T KNOW1’ RESPONSE 

TO ONE QUESTION ALSO GAVE A- "DON’T KNOW*' TO OTHER QUESTIONS. FOR 

INSTANCE, SIXTY-NINE PERCENT OF THOSE WHO ANSWERED "DON’T KNOW1' TO THE 

QUESTION ABOUT THE RESPONDENTS FATHER ALSO ANSWERED "don’t KNOW*' TO 

THE QUESTION ABOUT FATHER’S EDUCATION.
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STUDENT CITIZENSHIP SUHVKY

STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL

We would appreciate your cooperation in completing this questionnaire. All answers will be 

treated in strictest confidence. No qestionnaire will be seen by anyone except members of 

this project.From your answers we hope to learn a great deal about the way in which students 

see Canadian society*

This is not a test* Ihere, are no right or wrong answers (except of course 

questions like age,grade etc.) We just want your opinions on a number of questions that are 

bieng given to a large number of students in Oakville. Some questions may appear complex 

and the choice of answers you are given ray not express your exact opinion. But it is important 

that every question be answered to the best of your ability.If you are having difficulty put 

up your hand and someone will help you. Begin nowl 
(5) (6) (7) (8)

(9) (10)

Print the name of your school on the line below.

—--------------------------------------------------- n--- ------------------------^^-^tW^

Following are a number of comments about different things. Place a circle around the number which” "I 
best tells what you think about each. J

Think of the- Prime Minister of Canada as he really is..... rr

1 2 5 ■Il 5 r. c
Tr T~

.. r~< ,|ni;l j -ip - >
frluiulllui

• —

1 2 5 4 5
6 l!

(15)
Would always 

want to help 
me if I 
needed it

Would almost 

always want 
to help me if 
I needed it

Would usually 
want to help 
me if I 

needed it

Would 
sometimes wan' 
to help mo if 
X needed it

Would seldom 
want to help 
me if I needec 

it

Would not ।
usually w^nt ■
to help me y
if X needed it ^

-

1 2 3 << 5

(16)

Makes 
important 
decisions 

all the time

Hakes 
important 

decisions a 
,ot of the time

• Hakes 
important 

decisions 
sometimes

Hakes 
important 

decisions 
seldom

almost 
never mokes

important 
decisions

never i
makes ^

important pq
decisions (/|

l

1 2 3 4 5
6 §

(17)

Knows more 
than anyone

Knows more 
than most 

people

Knows more 

than many 
people

Knows less 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than most 
z people

Knows less 23 
than anyone ^

r ^1’ How old are you? Put an X in the box that tells how old you are today?

1. □ 6 years old

2, I I 7 years old

?• I ^ $ years old

4* I1 9 years old

5, | | 10 years old

6. j ~| 11 years old

7. } 1 12 years old

8. I 1 13 years old

9. □ 14 years old or older ,

^^ You are a...

1. I I . Boy

2. □ Girl

(1?) You are in...

1. I 1 Grade 2

2. I ] Grade 5

3* I 1 Grade ’8

(18)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Always keeps Almost always Usually Sometimes Usually Almost never

his promises keeps his keeps his does not does not keeps his

promises promises keep his 
promises

keep his • 
nromises

promises

1 . 2 3 4 . 5 6 1

-Can ■make ■

—ono^do-what

—~—WKrbe--————wwrte——

(21)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Is my 
favorite of 

all

Is almost 
my favorite 
of all

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 

most

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 

many

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 
a few

is no: one 
of my 
favorites

(22

1 2 3 4 5 6

■Always 'Usually a 1 Kwe^tficii' a-
4*a1 1 nn-av* 4-^nvi

^le&iler a foUewoy 1 -

(23)

1 . 2 • 3 4 5 6

Almost never 
makes mistake*

Rarely makes 
mistakes

Sometimes 
makes 

mistakes

Often makes 
mistakes

Usually 

makes 
mistakes

Almost always 
makes 

mistakes

Author's Note: This form of the questionnaire completed by grade two students. Grades five and eight
ANSWERED ALL QUESTIONS.



*7

3 4
The former Prime Minister of Canada LKjTEB Ji. WAgUON ar. ho really is*....

Think of your FATHER ao he really is,......

(24)

1 2 3- 4 5 6

Con punish 
anyone

Can punish 
almost anyone

Can punish 
many people

Cnn punish 
some people

Can punish 
a few people

Cun punish 
no one «)<

1 2 3 4 ! 6

•fl iemllicr

„ ■ ■ ,—IWMlinl . - .1

(25)
(35)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Is kinder Is kinder Is kinder Is less kind Is less kind Is loss kind
than almost than most than many than some than most than almost
anyone people people people people anyone

1 2 3 4 5 6
’Would always 
want to help
mo if I 
needed it

Would almost 
always want 
to help me if 
I needed it

Would usually 
want to help 
me if I 
needed it

Would 
some times wani 
to help me if 
I needed it

Would seldom 
want to help 
mo if I nccdcf 

it

Jou id not 
usually wnnt 
to hoi n m* 
if I needed it

(26) (36)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Works harder 
than almost 
anyone

Works harder 
than most 
people

Works harder 
than many 

people

Works less 
hard than 
some people

Works less 
hard than 
most people

Works less 
hard than 
almost anyone

1 2 3 5 o
Makes Hakes Hakes Makes AUDOSt

important important important important never makes makes
decisions decisions a decisions decisions Important important

all the time .ot of the time some times seldom decisions decisions

(27)

1 2 3 4 5 6

I like him I like him ■ I like him I like him I like him I like him
more than more than more than more than core than a less than

anyone cost people cany people sobc people few people almost anyone
(37)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Knows more 
than anyone

Knows more 
than cost 
people

Knows more 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than most 
^ people

Knows less 
than anyone

(28)

1 2 3 4 5, 6

Protects me Protects ne Protects me Protects me Protects me Protects me
more than more than sore than more than less than less than
anyone most do many do some do some do most do

(38)

1 2 3 5 6

Always keeps 
his promises

Almost always 
keeps his 
promises

Usually 
keeps his 

promises

Sometimes 
does not 
keep his 
promises

Usually 
does not 
keep his 
nromises

Almost never 
keeps his 
premises

(29)

1 1 2 3 4 5 6

Almost always | Usually • Sometimes Usually does Almost never hover gives
gives up whoh gives up when gives up when not give up jives up when up when
things are | things are things are when things things are things are

hard to do {hard to do hard to do are hard to do hard to do hard to do

1 2 3 ' 4 . 5 6

Omi j^Ke! - Omi1 iwiku '. — ——Ccemjake—• ■'tfwmelie"...........-flan make-'a'" "
■anyone de-"- 
•iriwrt-hwwie ri n t 1 :|i""do“wha4i he ■" 

^ wan to —«w4e—

(3D

(30) <^

1 2 3 4 5 b
-te-wwee-

•“then many 1 ■
. KAnnln .. anyone

(40)

1 2 3 4 5
Is my 
favorite of 
all

Is almost 
ray favorite 
of all

Is more a. 
favorite of 
mine than 
most

is more a 
favorite of 
mine than
many

is more a 
favorite of 
mine than
a few

is not one 
of my 
favorites

1 2 3 4 5 6

Has. more 
friends than 

almost anyone

Has core 
friends than 
most people

Has more 
friends than 
cany people

Has less 
friends than 
soma people

Has less 
friends than 
cany people

Has less 
friends than 
almost anyone

(32) <^

1 2 3 4 5 6

1 'Store-than |— 3ooo~ them ■BIISl'l! (ANJ

(41)^

1 2 3 4 5 6

• Always
—n-feirtivrr - -

a 1an<lnw

(42)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Almost never 
makes mistaken

Rarely makes 
.mistakes

Sometimes 
cakes 

mistakes

Often makes 
mistakes

Usually 
cakes 

mistakes

Almost always 
makes 

mistakes

(33) Piece an X in the box beside the name of the man who is Prime Minister of Canada today..

1 .0 Robert Stanfield

2* |. 1 Pierre E. Trudeau

3 .0 Daniel Johnson

- .O John Robarta

5 .0 Jonny Douglas

6 .0 Don’t Know



(43)

1 4 • 5 b 1 2 3 6 5 r.Gem punish 
anyone

Can punish 
almost anyone

Can punish 
many people

cnn punish 
some people

Can punish 
a few people

Can punish 
no one . .

(53)<

ThIs
r-‘ -nril 4 ri---•friendlier

L^^-__

(44)

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 5 A 5 6
as kinder 
than almost 
anyone

Is kinder 
than most 
people

Is kinder 
than many 
people

Is less kind 
than some 
people

Is less kind 
than most 

people

Is less kind 
than almost 
anyone '^*

Would always 
want to help 

me if I 
needed it

Would almost 
always want 
to help me if 
I needed it

Would usually 
want to help 
me if I 
needed it

Would 
sometimes wan' 
to help ce if 
I needed it

Would seldom 
want to help 
me if I needec 

it

Wouia not 
usually want 
to help me 
if I needed it

(45)
(55)

1 2 3 4 5 6

honks harder 
than almost
anyone

Works harder 
than most 

people

Works harder 
than many 

people

Works less 
hard than 
some people

Works less 
hard than 
most people

Works less 
hard than 
almost anyone

1 2 3 '4 5 6
Makes Makes Makes Hakes Almost never

important important important important never makes makes
decisions decisions a decisions decisions important important

all the time .ot of the time some times seldom decisions decisions

(46)

1 2 3 4 5 6
I like him 
more than 

anyone

I like him 
more than 
most people

I like him 
more than 
many people

I like him 
more than 
some people

I like him 
more than a 
few people

I like him 
less than . ..
almost anyone '*^

1 2 3 4 5 6

Knows more 
than anyone

Knows more 
than most 
people

Knows more 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than most 
z people

Mows less 
than anyone

(47)

1 2 3 4 5, 6

Protects me 
more than 
anyone

Protects me 
more than 
most do

Protects me 
more than 
cany do

Protects me
□ore than 
some do

Protects me 
less than 
some do

Protects me 
less than 
most do '57)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Always keeps 
his promises

Almost always 
keeps his 
promises

Usually 
keeps his 

promises

Sometimes 
does not 
keep his 
promises

Usually 
does not 
keep his 
promises

Almost never 
keeps his 
premises

(43)

1 2 3 4 5 6
Almost always 
gives up when 
things are 

hard to do

Usually 
gives up when 

things are 
hard to do

Sometimes 
gives up when 

things are 
hard to do

Usually aoes 
not give up 
when things 

are hard to do

Almost never 
jives up when 

things are 
hard to do

Mover gives 
up when 
things are 
hard to do

(58)

(59)

1 2 3 4 5 6
Is my 
favorite of 
all

Is almost 
my favorite 
of all

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 
most

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 

many

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 
a few

Is not one 
of my 
favorites

(50)

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 b
Has more 
friends than 

almost anyone

Has more 
friends than 
most people

Has core 
friends than 
many people

Has less 
friends than 
some people

Has less 
friends than 
many people

Has less
friends than (6o) ^ 
almost anyone

—^tocaly'ix......
n f?''

(5D <

1 2 3 4 5 6
Myo at ■■ 1 Kelps we" ■ ■■■■ Helps gio—.... " ■ ■Helps .go . —
• vx u Lu4U( ■■■ l^w1 then1 "■
"anyone ■ "■“■ " 1 many do 1 ocas do 1 UUJl UJ ■ ^u|j

1 2 3 4 ' 5 6

Almost never 
makes mistake:

Rarely makes 
.mistakes

Some times 
cakes 

mistakes

Often cakes 
mistakes

Usually 
makes 

mistakes

Almost always 
makes 

mistakes

(j2) Place an X in box beside the political party to which the Prime Minister pf Canada belongs...

(62) Place an X in the box beside your family's religion..
—41. □ Liberals

2. □ New Democrats 1. □ Catholic 03

3. □ Conservatives 2. □ Jewish

4.n Don't Know 3. □ United Church

4. □ Anglican

5* O Presbyterian, Baptist, or Lutheran

6. □ None of these

7. □ Dont Know .1



TKa former (WwHi/ilster of Canada Lester 6. peab^wJ as ha really iu....... Think of the IfOiJ^^ns he ronlly ic....... (

(63)

1 2 > 4 5 6 1 5 4
Coj* punish 
anyone

Can punish 
almost anyone

Gan punisn 
many people

Gan punish 
some people

Gan punish 
a few people

Gan punish

n° °“ (72)<

T~ Ic

<*n, nn»n i.Ah Chi' nrrlH am

—wwala-----

(64)

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
Is kinder 
than almost 

anyone

Is kinder 
than most 
people

Is kinder 
than .many 
people

Is less kind 
than some 

people

Is less kind 
than most 

people

Is less kind
than almost j—% 
anyone ^

Would always 
want to help 

me if I 

needed it

Would almost 
always want 
to help me if 

I needed it

Would usually 
wont to help 
me if I 

needed it

Would 
sometimes want 
to help me if 
I needed it

Would seldom 
want to help 
me if I, needer 

it

Would not 
usually wnnt s 
to h^l p mn 

if I needed it

(65)

1 2 3 4 5 6

Works harder 
than almost 
anyone

Works harder 
than most 
people

Works harder 
than many 

people

Works less 
hard than 
some people

Works less 
hard than 
most people

Works less 
hard th’an (?4)

almost anyone

1 ? . 3 5 6
Makes Makes Makes Makes AJmOGt never

important important important important never mnkes makes
decisions decisions a decisions decisions important important

all the time .ot of the time sometimes seldom decisions decisions

(66)

1 2 3 4 5 6

I like him 
more than 

anyone

X like him 
more than 

most people

I like him 
more than 
many people *

I like him 
more than 
some people

I like him 
more than a 
few people

I like him 
less than ,_.
almost anyone v'2'

1 2 3 4 5 c

Knows more 
than anyone

Knows more 

than most 
people

Knows more 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than many 
people

Knows less 
than most 

/ people

Knows less 
• than anyone

(67) (76)

1 2 3 4 5; 6
Protects me 
more than 
anyone

Protects me 
more than 
most do

Protects me 
more than 
many do

Protects me
□ore than 

some do

Protects me 
less than 
some do

Protects me 
less than 
most do

1 2 3 4 5 6

Always keeps 
his promises

Almost always 
keeps his 
promises

Usually 
keeps his 

promises

Sometimes 
does not 
keep his 

promises

Usually 
does not 
keep his 
promises

Almost never 
keeps his 

promises

(68)
(77)^

1 2 3 4 5 6

Almost always usually Sometimes Usually does Almost never 1 knver gives

gives up when gives up when gives up when not give up jives up when 1 up when

things are , things are things are when things things are I things are

hard to do hard to do hard to do are hard to do hard to do ] hard to do

1 2 3 4 . 5 ’ 6

—«Whte—- --- mifl—“

(78)

1 2 3 4 . 5 6
Is my 
favorite of 

all

Is almost 
ny favorite 
of all

Is more a 
favorite of 
mine than 

most

is more a 
favorite of 
mine than

many

is more a 
favorite of 
mine than
a few

is not one 
of ay !
favorites |

(70)

1 2 ' 3 4 5 . 1 2 3 4 5 6 !

Has more 
friends than 

almost anyone

Has more 
friends than 
most people

Has more 
friends than 
many people

Has less 
friends than 
some people

Has less 
friends than 
many people

Has less 
friends than (79) ^ 

almost anyone —-leader......... —a-foUowoy'"

(71) ^

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 *

Almost never 
makes mistake;

Rarely makes 
.mistakes

Sometimes 
makes 

mistakes

Often makes 
mistakes

Usually 

makes 
mistakes

Almost always 
makes 

mistakes—anyone— •—' ^•ApA ^ 0
“ir^* <so)



T TT

10

(81)

Ihink of the MM®^^a= he really in.............

1 4 5 6 ' 1
Can punish 

anyone
Can punish 
almost anyone

Can pun^h 
many people

Can punish 
some people

Can punish 
a few people

Gan punish 
no one

(91)Place an X beside the sentencethat tells which country your family came from before moving 
to Canada.**.

1 2 5 4 5 6
Is kinder Is kinder Is kinder Is less kind is less kind is less kind

(82) than .almost than most than many than some than most than almost
anyone people people people people anyone

1 2 3 4 5 6
Works harder Works harder Works harder Works less Works less 'Works less

(8?) than almost than most than many hard than hard than hard than
anyone people people some people most people almost anyone

1‘ I
2. I

I I
5- □ 
6* □ 
7* □
8- I I 
9* I I

British Isles ( England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland)
United States of America
Germany
Italy
Netherlands ( Belgium and Holland )
Poland
Ukraine
None of these
Don't Know

(84)

i 2 3 4 5 6
I like hia I like him I like him I like him I like him I like him
more than more than more than more than more than a less than

anyone cost people many people some people few people almost anyone

(85)

1 2 3 4 5. 6
Protects me 
more than 

anyone

Protects co 
core than 
cost do

Protects me 
more than 

many do

Protects me 
more than 

some do

Protects me 
less than 

some do

Protects me 
less than 
most do

(86)

1 2 3 ■ 4 5 6
Almost always 
gives up when 
things are 

hard to do

Usually 
gives up v/hen 

things are 
hard to do

sometimes 
gives up when 

things are 
hard to do

Usually aoes 
not give up 

when things 
are hard to do

Almost never 
jives up when 

things are 
hard to do

Never gives 
up when 
things are 
hard to do

(87) ^

1 2 3 4 5 6
.......

tnan“<llme8b■■ —
— AO"bb tbop ' 1 "

than-oemo-—
people' '■—■— ^^^seepi<^““ pu U

(88)

1 2 3 4 5 6
Has more 
friends than 

almost anyone

Has sore 
friends than 
most people

Has more 
friends than 

’cany people

Has less 
friends than 
some people

Has less 
friends than 
many people

Has less 
friends than 
almost anyone

1 2 3 4 5 6
U.S ii n 1 r-f fa-hC'XfOBt —■ ■ MO

—tract do--------—anyone- ■

(92) Place an X beside the sentence which comes closest to telling what your father’s job is. 
(If your father is dead or not working now, mark the kind of job he had when he was 

working*) Use only one X
% EH He works in a factory or mill, or as a truck driver, janitor or some 

other job where he works with his hands.
2. EH He works with his hands in a job that takes a long time to learn., 

like a carpenter, an electrician, a plumber, a mchinist, etc.
3* I | He works in an office or store for somebody else.

He works as a bookkeeper, salesman, or clerk.
He owns a service station, laundry, or small store.
He is a policeman, fireman, soldier, or works for the government.

(He usually wears a uniform or a white shirt and tie to work.)
4. E He works in an office as a manager or executive.
5* Q He is a doctor, lawyer, teacher, an engineer, or some job like that. 

He has a university degree and special training for his job.
6* El He owns a large business, like a factory or big store.
7* I I I don’t know what ray father does.

(93) Place an X beside the sentence which comes closest to telling what your-father's 
education is. Use only one X

1* EJ He completed all or part of grades 1-8 but didn't go on.
2. I I He completed grades 9-10,
3. I I He coapleted high school.
4. EZ] He went to a training school where he learned his job or trsde

• 5» II He went to a university or college.
6. I | I don’t know how much education my father has.

Following are a list of questions. Read each question carefully. Put a circle around YES if 
you think it is true about*you. Put a circle around NO if it is not true about you.

EXAMPLE: Hamilton is in the province on Ontario. ^^ ^

Now try these:

(?4) I get nervous when somebody watches me work..................................... YES.......... NO

(95) Others seem to do things easier than I can......................................  YES.......... NO

(90) If y°u could vote you would be a ..
1 • I | New Democrat
2. I | Conservative
)• fl Liberal
4. | I Independent
5. I I Don't Know

(96) I feel alone even when there are people around me........................... YES........NO

(97) I get nervous when things do not go the right way for me................YES.........NO

(98) I worry about what my parents will say to me............................  YES.NO |\)

(99) I have trouble swallowing.......................................................................YES......... NO

(100) I worry about what is going to happen................................................  YES-....... NO

(101) 1 worry when I go to bed at night......................................................... YES ..... NO

(102) I often do things I wish I had never done....................................... YES.......... NO

(IO?) I often worry about what could happen to my parents...................... YES.......... NO
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IS A MORE FAVOURABLE EVALUATION OF THE PRIME MINISTER BY UPPER­

STATUS CHILDREN (RS = .23). |N THE UNITED STATES LOWER-STATUS 

CHILDREN WERE FOUND TO RATE THEIR AUTHORITIES AS MORE POWERFUL. 

; The POWER EVALUATIONS are subjected to the TWO THEORY TEST.

; The interpersonal transfer theory posits a positive relationship 

I BETWEEN THE CHILD’S PERCEPTION OF THE POWER OF HIS FATHER AND THE 

EVALUATION OF THE PRIME MINISTER. No SUCH RELATIONSHIP EMERGES WITH 

THE NATIONAL LEADER. A SMALL POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP (R = .12, Z = 3-^5) 

WAS FOUND BETWEEN THE CHILD’S EVALUATION OF HIS FATHER AND HIS 

PERCEPTION OF THE POWER POSSESSED BY THE POLICEMAN.

The VULNERABILITY THEORY ARGUES THAT CHILDREN WHO ARE HIGHLY 

ANXIOUS ARE MOST LIKELY TO PERCEIVE AUTHORITY IN VERY POWERFUL TERMS. 

A SMALL POSITIVE RELATIONSHIP (R = . 08, Z a 2.26) V/AS FOUND ON THE* 

BASIS OF THIS DATA INDICATING THAT PERCEPTIONS OF LEADER POWER ARE 

INFLUENCED BY THE CHILD'S PERSONALITY. HIGHLY ANXIOUS PEOPLE DO INDEED 

SEEM TO BE HIGH LIGHTING THE POWER DIMENSION OF THE AUTHORITY IMAGE.

Summary: The policeman emerges as the most powerful political authority 

IN THE MINDS OF CANADIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN, PART ICULARILY AMONG OLDER 

children. The Prime Minister is seen to be as powerful as most other 

MEN ALTHOUGH THERE ARE LARGE VARIATIONS WITH AGE. OLDER CHILDREN TEND 

TO FEEL THAT ALL AUTHORITIES ARE LESS POWERFUL THAN DO THEIR YOUNGER 

cohorts. Girls tend to see the policeman in more powerful terms than 

jo boys. Likewise, upper-class children feel that the Prime Minister 

IS much more capable of manipulating others than do lower-status 

Children.


