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I. BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

BACKGROUND

The political side of human behavior has long been of interest
to social scientists, philosophers, and other students of human behavior,
In this era of the Atom, of international tensions, and of competing
political ideas, the study of man's political behavior, needless to say,
takes on special importance.

As a field of study, it is a broad area, and includes many
aspects. Thus, it would be possible to make studies of the behavior of
public officials, legislatours, party officials, or other segments of the
population. None of these various aspects of political behavior has

.received greater attention from social scientists than the citizen him-

self. By "citizen" we mean the voters and non-voters, the people who do
not hold political offices or party positions; i.e., the citizenry, some
of which is very active politically, and some totally inactive. The
part of the citizen in the political workings of society has interested
philosophers since the time of Plato.

In recent years, there have been some attempts to use out-and-
out research methods in the study of this part of the political picture,
but these pioneering efforts have had to depend mainly on over-all, gen-
eral information (for instance, the total vote, vote by states, etc.),
and have been greatly handicapped by the lack of more detailed informa-
tion about the individual citizen. The recent development of more
effective research methods (for example, the sample survey) is making
it possible for us to gather detailed information on political behavior
which has not been available to political analysts in the past. Thus,
in participating in this survey, you are taking part in the first broad-
scale, national study of its kind; a study which i3 designed to produce
much-needed information about the political behavior of the citizen.
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ABOUT THIS STUDY

The study of political behaviar, like the study of economic
behavior, has long been an important part of the Center's research
program. In past years, the Center has conducted a number of surveys
on citizens! ideas and involvement in international affairs, civil
defense, and other public issues, In part, these surveys were designed
to examine how the citizen gets information on these issues, the degree
to which he sees himself involved in them, and the role he sees himself

playing in their solution. A number of you have worked on several of
these studies. :

Some of the interviewing staff will also remember the small

scale Survey of Public Reaction to the Election which we did immediately
following the last presidential election in 194B. For this 19L8 survey
we reinterviewed the respondents we had talked with on an international
affairs survey before the election (as part of the international affairs
questionnaire we had asked respondents how they intended to vote). By
combining the pre-election information with the post-election reinterview,
we were sble to investigate some of the factors that affected the vote in
1948 which might have led the newspaper polls to miscalculate the vote. .

In the 1948 reinterview we obtained some valuable information on
the characteristics of voters and non-voters, and the ways in which the
various types of people saw the election issues and parties. We will
now be able to compare the 1948 results on some of these topics with the
1952 results; this conparison will give us valuable findings which we
wouldn't be able to have otherwise.

Having an interest in this area, and being encouraged by social
scientists in various parts of the country who were familiar with the
Center's work, the Center early in 1952 outlined a research proposal
which became the basis for this study. The proposal was drawm up in
consultation with the Social Science Research Council, and was submitted
to the Carnegie Corporation, a private philanthropic foundation, which
awarded the Center a research grant to finance the study.

In carrying out this project, the Center is working closely with
a committee of the Social Science Research Council. This committee is
composed of political and social scientists in various parts of the
country who are particularly interested in the area of political behavior.
This arrangement gives some indication of the widespread interest the
survey is arousing in many quarters. .

STUDY OBJFCTIVES

The general objective of this research is to expand our knowledge

of political behavior, particularly voting behavior. The study has been
designed to help us to fulfill the following six objectives:

1.

To describe voters and non-voters, Republicans and Democrats, in
Terms of their personal data (age, sex, occupation, etc. in terms
of their ideas regarding the parties and candidates, and their opin-
Jons on certain pollitical issues. The information from your inter-
Views will make possible & rather full description of the character-
istics of the supporters of the two parties, and how they differ
from those of non-voters. The analysis of the non-voters should
give information on an important question: why do people stay away
from the polls? .

To compare these groups to the corresponding groups in the 1948
presidential election. This comparison should throw some light on
how different political climates affect the political behavior of
the various groups of voters and non-voters; which groups (farmers,
businessmen, etc.) increased or decreased their proportions of
voters from one election to the next, etc.

To trace the presidential vote, with particular attention to the
undecided and changing voters. This would concern mainly those
people who do not have & comuitment to one party or the other which
determines their vote. Study of their movement from indecision to
decision (or to non-voting) will point out factors affecting the
final division of the vote. Study in this area will also answer
such questions as: what effect do the groups a person sees himself
belonging to have on his vote or his decision not to vote?

To st the nature of political party identification. It is pretty
T e P at The wroups an indlvidul seos himself belonging
to very often exert an influence on his attitudes, However, there
has been very little research done on the political side of this
area. This objective deals with such questions as: if a person
identifies strongly with a political party, what effect does this
have on his political behavior? How does this compare with those
persons who don't identify with any political party?

To learn more about the nature of citizen political participation.
s, of course, is a basic objective of the study. Together with
information on this topic from other surveys, we will study some of
the ways the individual sees himself in relation to the government,
his ideas of his opportunities and duties as a citizen, and his
activities as a part of the political life of the nation.

To_study the impact of the activities of the major parties on the
population. This objective calls for a description of the activities
of the parties as seen and reported by our sample respondents. Most

of the material for this objective will be obtained on the post-
election interview.
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DESION OF THE STUDY

As we were planning out the study objectives and the things we
will have to do to fulfill them, it became apparent that we will need
to interview both before and after the election. It is necessary to do
this 1f we want to get a full story on voting activity. As plans for
the reinterview survey stand now (September), all respondents on the
pre-election study will be reinterviewed -- with the exception of a few
Western sample points where the reinterview sample will be cut. (will
send special memos to those of you in the West who are involved.)

The plan calls for most of the information of the study to be
obtained from the pre-election interview, and for a briefer interview
with the same respondents immediately after the election. The purpose
of the reinterview will be to catch last minute shifts, to determine what
factors influence peonle’s vote at the last mimute, to determine how the
undecided people finally voted, etc.

As you can see from the study objectives outlined above, these
surveys will not concern themselves with a prediction of the presidential
vote, which, although a matter of popular interest, is not in itself
especially pertinent to the research objectives outlined above. The
study will be very different from the presidential popularity polls.
Although we ask each respondent how he is going to vote, we are not
trying to predict the election, but merely to study what happens. There
will not be any public release as to how our sample expects to vote.
There will, of course, be a very elaborate analysis after the interviews
are in of why some people vote one way and some the other.

A word on the analysis: because of the importance of the subject,
special attention will be given to the analysis of your interviews on
these two surveys. We expect to devote at least a year and a half to
this phase of the project.

II, INTERVIEW PROCEDURES

W4 TO INTERVIEW

Since this study requires that we talk with a cross section of
adult (voting age, which in all states except Georgia will be 21) citizens
within households in the population, we will use the procedure described
under "Sampling With Selection Tables" in your Interview Notebook,
pages 28-31, inclusive. If you have not had much practice in using the
selection table procedure, it will be especially important for you to
read carefully this section of the Interviewer Notebook. The accuracy
of the sample will depend, in large part, on the accuracy with which you
carry out the sampling procedure. ’

Determining ¥ho Is To Be Interviewed

In order to locate the proper 'respondents to be interviewed, it
will be necessary for you to do two things:

1. Locate all Dwelling Units in the sample.

2. At each Dwelling Unit use the selection table on the Face
Sheet to determine who is to be the respondent.

Each Dmelling Unit in the sample must have a Face Sheet filled
out, regardless of the outcome of your contact with the occupants, We
have prepared almost all of the Face Sheets for you in advance (in doing
this, we used the Listing Sheets from your sample point), However, there
will be a few cases where you'll need to fill in the Face Sheet address
yourself: as in the case where there is an "extra® Dwelling Unit other
than the one specified at the top of the Face Sheet, and also when you
find a Dwelling Unit between the sample address and the next 1listed
address. (See instruction on Face Sheet)

After locating a specific Dwelling Unit, you will need to 1list
in the chart on the left side of the Face Sheet all persons in the
Dwelling Unit who are 21 years of age and over (except in the state of
Georgia where the interviewer should list persons 18 years and over).
Then use the Selection Table on that particular Face Sheet to select
the respondent.



We Don't Interview Non-Citizens

IN THIS STUDY, WE DON'T WANT TO INTERVIEW PEOPLE WHO ARE NON-
CITIZENS. In order to eliminate non-citisens, we have included the
following two questions on the Face Sheet:

c. Was R born in the U.S.7
d. (IF NO) Is he (she) a U.S. citizen?

These questions should be ssked after you have filled out the chart on
the Face Sheet and selected the respondent. You do not need to ask the
questions of the respondent himself; they can be asked of the person
who provides the information on the Dwelling Unit composition.

If you find that the person who was selected is not a citizen
of the U.S., you should cross his name off the Dwelling Unit composition
chart, and select a new responsent. In doing this, you will need to find
out whether there are any other non—citizens, and if so, cross their names
off the chart., After you have done this, re-number the remaining persons
in the usual way, and select the new respondent. Unfortunately, this is
a rather complicated procedure; however, only 2 to 3f of the U.S, popula-
tion are non-citizens, and you will not run into this problem very often.

In determining who is to be interviewed, be sure that all voting
age citizens at the Dwelling Unit are listed on the Face Sheet, even

thot;ugh they may not be registered to vote, haven't paid their poll tax,
etc,

YOUR INTRODUCTION

The introduction you use for this study should pose no special
problems. The subject of the interview, i.e., the election, has, of
course, been given prominence in the paper, on the radio and television,
as well as in the movies, and it is a subject your respondents are cer-
tainly aware of -- sven though some of them will not have a great deal
of information or ideas on it.

You won't be sure when someone opens the door that this is the
person you are actually to interview, Because you will first have to
find out how many adults live in the Dwelling Unit and which one is to
be interviewed, it will probably be easier to give a fairly general
introduction. You might want to use something like the following:

"I'm from the Survey Research Center of the
University of Michigan. We're doing a survey -- talking with
people here and all over the country to find out something on
how they feel about the election and important questions of the
day. Like many of the surveys you read about, we get a number
of people from the whole country, and more or less talk over the
questions we have with them, I believe we sent a letter about
the survey to this address. We want to be sure, though, that we

-1-

YOUR INTRODUCTION (Continued)

ntalk with the right number of men, women, young people, and so

forth; so we have a special way that picks the person we're to
talk with in each household, once we know something about how
many people live there. Can you tell me how many adults live
here?®

Although your introduction to the person who comes to the door
will probably not be as detailed as it is in the case of the respondent
himself, you will probably need to handle this situation as diplomatically
as you would handle the introductory situation with the actual respondent,
since non-interviews sometimes come about not because of the actual
respondent's refusal, but because the person who came to the door refused
to cooperate.

what To Tell the Respondent

After you have determined who the respondent is, and have made
contact with him, you will have to give another introduction (if he
wasn't present), this time getting more specific. If the respondent
turns out to be the person who answered the door, it will be merely a
case of continuing your introduction and getting more specific. In any
case, there are several points that should be gotten over to the respond-
ent himself sometime during the interview:

1. Explain the auspices of the survey. You should introduce yourselfl
as an employee of the Survey Research Center of the University of
Michigan, & non-profit organization which does nation-wide surveys
on topics of national importance.

2. Explain how the respondent happened to be chosen, and the anonymit:
of the interview, ou may say something like this: ™"You see, in
Trying to find out what the people think, we don't talk with every-
one, but we try to talk to men and women of different ages, in all
walks of 1ife. We use a map of the city and take certain blocks
from it at different places all over the city," or "We use a map of
the country-side, and take certain sectioms from all over the country.
In each block (or open country segment) we stop at every so manieth
house. We're not interested in knowing people's names at all."

3. Jain the importance of the survey, and give the respondent some
éea of how it will be used. For some peopIe, merely saying that
the Center is interested in knowing how the public feels about issues
of the day, is not very satisfactory. For such people, you w1l need
to pick out things to say which, in the light of what little you know
about the respondent, you think will appeal to him. If necessary,
explain that the findings of the study will be published for the
general good, and will be made available to everyone interested in
public opinion on the election, including universities, social
scientists, and the general public (respondents tool) . In particular,

-
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YOUR_INTRODUCTION (Continued)

social scientists will use the findings to learn more about people's
political behavior and ideas, and how democracy works. A point you
may want to add is that the study will doubtless be quoted in the
newspapers and over the radio after the election.

You will have to adapt your introductory remarks to the particular
respondont, to the type of language he uses, to the kinds of things he
seens to want to know about, etc. With some respondents you may feel the
need to go into some detail; with others, you can get an interview v th
only a basic explanation of the above-mentioned points. Whenever additional
explanation is necessary, the only thing to watch is that you don't give
out specific information or express opinions that will be called for later
in the interview.

Answering Respondents' Questions

In many cases, you'll no doubt find that the letter sent to
respondents before the survey will be of some help; the "Why Ask Me?"
folder will also be an aid. You'll have extra copies of these documents
to carry with you in case they are needed (in some cases we didn't have
enough information about the address to mail the letter). In this regard,
the "Staff Letter," the little newsletter which we have sent you from
time to time, may be of help in giving you a background of knowledge
about the Center's work from which you can draw to answer any questions
your respondents may ask you.

Sometimes in a survey of this sort, people respond to the intro-
duction by saying that they haven't had much education, or that they don't
know about "issues of the day.® In this type of case, it is important to
put the respondent at ease immediately by assuring him that education
makes no difference at all, that we are doing a survey of public opinion
and there are no right or wrong answers, and that we are interested in
everyone's feelings about it. If we wanted expert or technical information,
we would go to experts. A modest statement like, "I don't know much
about such things, either," may help.

Try to make it clear that the respondent is kept anomymous in
a national study like this one. Tell him how his answers go in with two
thousand others, and how no names are used. Emphasize the importance of
his ideas in the way they represent the ideas of many other people.
("We study the ideas of a cross section of the people, and put these
together to know something about the whole country.") Thus, the emphasis
on “survey" surves to reassure the respondent as to his anonymity, and
helps to keep him from feeling that he alone has been selected to answer
the questions. You may, of course, explain as much about our sampling
as the respondents wish. We believe our procedures to be the best so
far devised, and the more our respondents know about it, the more they
will realize this. Their cooperation depends, in part, on their confidence
in us, which is always increased by frankness and honesty. This includes
saying you don't know about something when this is true. We will give you
any additional information you want, for yourself or for respondents.

Sponsorship of the Survey

As far as the sponsorship of the survey is concerned, the Survey
Research Center is the sponsor. As a means of financing the study, the
Center was awarded a Research Grant by the Carnegie Corporation, a private
philanthropic foundation which is interested in financing various types
of research which is in the public interest. Under a Research Grant
arrangement, the Center is allowed complete freedom in planning and carry-
ing out the study. Thus, for all practical purposes, the Center is the
sponsor, and you will probably not want to complicate your introduction
too much by explaining this arrangement (although, feel free to do so if
it will aid rapport). However, you might want to mention the fact that
a special committee of political and social scientists of the Social
Science Research Council is working closely with the Center in the plan-
ning of the survey and the analysis of the results. In any case, it goes
without saying that the Center, as a research agency, is impartial and
neutral in regard to the election; the role of the Center and its staff
is that of an objective collector of facts about where the public stands.




UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN
SURVEY RESEARCH CENTER
ANN ARBOR. MICHIGAN

Divinion oF YNE
. INSTITUTE FOR SOCIAL RESEARCH

September, 1952

Dear Sir:

Every few months the Survey Research Center of the University of
Michigan carries out a nation-wide survey of the jmerican people.
I; :;: ;_:ureated in their ideas and opinions on important questions
] y.

Within the next few weeks we will be interviewing men and women &ll
over the country in our fall survey. We have selected 2,000 addresses,
chosen by scientific methods of sampling, for our interviewers to visit.
Your address has turned up as ons of these 2,000.

At each sddress we want to interview one person, sometimes the man of
the house, sometimes the housewife, sometimes a grown son or daughter
living at home. We do not know anyone's name and will not ask for it.
All interviews are entirely confidential, I am enclosing a folder that
tells about our research.

An interviewer, carrying proper identification as an employee of the
University of Michigan, will call at your home sometime within the
next three or four weeks. I feel sure that you, or the member of the
household selected, will find this visit interesting and worthwhile.
Our interviewer will be glad to answer any questions you have about
the Center or the purpose of our surveys.

Sincerely yours,

Al

Director

AC: j1s
Encl.

(Note to interviewers: This is & copy of the letter sent to respondents.
You will have some extra copies for your own use. Notice that the letter
does not indicate that the interview is concerned with the election, but
is simply a general introduction, Our experience in 1948 and in pretest-
ing this year indicates that the election will be a very popular subject
of conversation for respondents,)
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WHAT TO DO ABOUT REINTERVIEWS

The fact that we will reinterview should cause you no special
concern, as it is a procedure that is frequently followed by survey
organizations. Some organizations, in fact, go back again and again to
the same respondents in an effort to follow changes in respondent opinion
over a considerable period of time. This repeated reinterview procedure
is sometimes called a "Panel Study." Although the Center hasn't done
this type of study, some of you may have worked on a Panel Study for
other organizations. However, as far as a single reimterview is con-
cerned, in past years we have done several reinterview studies (some of
you may have worked on these), and no special problems were indicated.
The most recent of these was a reinterview study in May and June in the
Detroit area where we contacted 300 respondents from a former survey.

Although posing no real problems, a reinterview study, however,
does require that:

1. we be able accurately to re-locate the respondent, and
2. pay special attention to respondent rapport.

On that first point, we have found that it is sometimes difficult to
re-locate the respondent for the reinterview, both in urban and rural
areas. To help you re-locate respondents in open country areas, we are
sending to those of you with rural interviews an "Open Country Reinter-
view Sheet" on which you can record the location of each of your rural
interviews (instructions for the use of this sheet will be printed on
1t). You will be able to use this sheet during the reinterview study in
re-locating open country respondents. For city and town reinterviews,

we will record on the reinterview survey Face Sheets, information about
the respondent and his address which will aid you. In this regard, when
you make your pre-election contact with the respondent, write on the

Face Sheet any information which will help you or another interviewer
re-locate the respondent for the Teinterview. We will be sure to include
your notes on the reinterview survey Face Sheet before we sent it to the
Tield in November. If you are in a sample point with several interviewers,
remember that some other interviewer may be called upon to take some of
these reinterviews, and extra: information will be of aid to him.

On the gecond point, that of respondent rapport, since we want
the respondent's cooperation in November, we will need to maintain a high
level of rapport in the original interview. The respondent needs to be
sold on the importance of the interview, and when you leave him, he
should have a good feeling toward the interview, and toward you as a
sympathetic listener -- even if this means that you have to stay and
chat with him a little.

Do not tell your respondents that you e pect to be back again
after the election. It is essential that no indication of the second
Interview be given, since we feel sure that 1f people know you are plan-

ning to come back, they will begin to study the newspapers in order to
have "right answers" ready for you when you return.
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NON-INTERVIEWS

We are especially anxious that we gef a very high rate of return
on the sample. "e have paid special attention to several factors in
order to sccoaplish this goal. The respondent letters and "Why Ask Me?"
folder should be of help in this regard. We are also asking that you
make call-backs to get interviews at at least 90% of your addresses (see
section on Wumber of Calls). There is no doubt that some people will
refuse and some people will be too sick to interview, and some will be
sway from home. But we are especially anxious to get every respondent
who is available. In 1948 we succeeded in getting interviews from over
90% of the addresses which made up the sample. We want to equal that
record this time and, if possible, do even better.

In those cases where you do get a non-interview, we will need to
get some information about each non-interview, and we are using the back
side of the Face Sheet for this purpose. When you get a non-interview,

sure to fill in the ca ck information on the front of the Face
Sheet, and the non-interview information on the back of the Face Sheet.
The non-interview information is of four types:

1. Check off the reason for non-interview.

2. If the non-interview is a refusal, check off the sex, race, estimated
age, education and income of the would-be respondent wherever possible.

3, Give a detailed account of the story behind the refusal {or "other"
resson for non-interview), and of the situation in which it occurred.
Put this on the lower half of the back of the Face Sheet. In the case
of a refusal, this writeup should include information on such items as:
a description of how he refused; why you thirk he refused; the possi-
bility of getting an interview at this address after the election;
any other information which will be of aid in case we decide to contact
this address again.

L. In the case of some non-interviews you may have some information
which is pertinent to the questionnaire questions; if so, put this
information in the writeup of the non-interview. For example, &
potential respondent may refuse to be interviewed but may remark to
you that he is s Democrat, or that he wants to vote for Eisenhower.
Pe sure to write up afterwards such statements as these.

It is important that you include the information on non-interviews
for two reasons: the information will be of much value in the analysis;
it is always important to assess the characteristics of the people we
missed. This information will also aid us and yourself in case it is
decided that we need to revisit non-interview addresses during the re-
interview survey. -

III. FIELD NOTES

NUMBER _OF CALLS

As usual, we would like to have a total of four calls made at
all urban addresses (i.e., three call backs after the initial one). In
open country segments, two call backs or a total of three calls should be
made before an address is ready to be called a non-interview.

After all the required calls have been completed, we would like
to have you compute the response percentage. This is done by: 1) adding
the number of Vacancies, Addresses Not Dwellings, No Such Numbers, and
cases of no citizen over 21 living there; 2) subtracting that total from
the total number of addresses to be accounted for; and 3}) dividing the
mmber of interviews taken by the figure obtained in Step 2. If, after
doing this, you find that you have less than 90% response, additional
calls should be made at all of your NAHs, RAs, etc. This should be con-
tinued until at least 90¥ has been reached. If it appears, for any reason,
that you will be unable to reach 90%, please notify the office immediately.

Notice that we have raised the response percentage from the usual
85% to 90%. We are doing this because on this study it will be especially
important to keep the number of non-interviews low, Also, at least one
call on NAHs (not-at-home) and RAs (respondent absent) should be made in
the evening. Keep a record of each call with its result on the form at
the bottom of the Face Sheet.

As 1s customary on studies where Sampling with selection tables
is used, some attempt has been made to cluster certain selection tables
within blocks in order to improve the efficiency of your calls (see
Page 31, Naote 2 in your Interviewer's Notebook). Late afternoon or even-
ing calls will probably be most successful on those blocks which have
Face Sheets with Selection Tables designated A, B, or C. On the other
hand, morning and afternoon calls will probably be successful for blocks
having D, E, and F Selection Tables.

REVIEW OF INTERVIEWS

As soon after September 15 as possible, please take one or two
interviews and send them to the office by Air Mail so that we can review
them as early in the field operation as possible. We are following this
procedure in lieu of practice interviews. After reviewing your first
interviews, if there seem to be any problems with them, we will get a
letter off to you immediately. .




THUMBNA IL, SKETCH

In those cases where you have information about the respondent,
aside from what's on the questionnaire, which you think will aid us in
understanding him and his answers, please include a Thumbnail Sketch with
the interview. In particular, include in the Sketch anything that was
unusual about the respondent, or anything that made the interview an
unusual interviewing situation.

Por example, on the way out to the door the respondent might give
you additional information which he hadn't mentioned during the interview;
or he might have had a foreign language difficulty in answering your
questions; he might have a close relative who is very active in local
politics, etc. Information such as this will make possible increased
understanding of the interview, the respondent and his political behavior.
In addition, if you have any information which you think will be helpful
in approaching the respondent for the reinterview, please include that also.

PREPARING INTERVIEKS FOR MAILING

You will notice that we are using a write-in type of questionnaire
for this survey in an effort to complete the job as efficiently and as
economically as possible. Many of the questions can be answered by a
single word or a short phrase. It is very likely, however, that some of
your respondents will get wound up and deliver extensive speeches on some
of these questions. Ve have tried to leave space which, according to the
pretesting, should take care of any ordinary answers. But if you feel
that the respondent is giving relevant information, take it down on the
back of the page, in the margin, or on an extra sheet (make a note wherever
you have done this so we will be sure to catch all of the information you
have gotten for us).

Any system you have found that works best for you in conserving
writeup time and energy will be all right with us. We would like to
emphasize, though, that the use of the write-in form does not mean that
we want summaries of the respondents' answers, or that we can afford to
have relevant material omitted. There will be many interviews that you
can send in without having to rewrite. This is advantageous, of course,
because it reduces the cost of interviewing. In a few cases you will
probably find it impossible to take a legible record during the interview,
and these will have to be rewritten. The general rule is to rewrite only
those answers which are illegible. In any case, you will need to give
each interview a brief final checking to see that it is complete.

In order that the interviews from the field may keep up with the
coding here in the office, we would like you to mail your interviews
promptly. Please do not let more than three interviews pile up before
mailing them.

-15-

PROCRESS REPORT -

As the interviewing proceeds, we will send out forms for you to

report the progress of your interviewing. This will give us a picture of

how all the counties are getting along. Will you please return these
forms to us promptly. In case any special difficulties come up, such as
interruptions in interviewing, circumstances that may interfere with your
finishing on time, etc., we must depend on you to write, phone or wire us
immediately.

STUDY_DEADLINE

The time schedule for this study provides one month for the inter-
viewing. That is, with the exception of those few responsents who are
temporarily unavailable, the interviewing should be completed by October 12.
The period from October 12-2L should be used only to pick up respondents
who have been out of town or who were otherwise unavailable. We are
allowing this extra time to be sure that we will get at least a 90%
response rate. The final day for mailing interviews to the office is
October 2L. K

It is absolutely imperative that the interviewing be completed on
time because we will be reinterviewing the respondents immediately after
the election, and will need all your pre-election interviews in the office
at least a week and a half before that time in order to prepare the
materials for the reinterview. If you are able to finish your interview-
ing well ahead of schedule, that will be all the better for it will give
us more time to carry out the big Job we have to do in preparing for the
reinterview survey.




III. QUESTION-BY-QUESTION OBJECTIVES

The process we went through in putting together this questionnaire
was roughly as follows: first, we wrote out several pages of detailed ob-
Jectives enumerating every piece of information we wanted to get. Then,
questions were constructed which were designed to elicit these items of
information from the respondents; the questions were then put together in
a conversational, respondent-centered sequence, and the questionnaire was
put through pretest interviewlng in various parts of the country. The
questionnaire was then revised on the basis of the pretest experiences.
;his process was repeated several times until we arrived at the present
orRm,

You will see from the questionnaire that there are several main
areas of information that we will want to cover., Before taking up each
question in detall below, let us sketch in the various sections to give
you an overall view of the questionnaire and interview, After the begin-
ning questions, which should make possible an easy entrance to the inter-
view, we launch into & camparison of the two parties (3-9). Then, there
follows a comparison of the two candidates (10-17), After two or three
questions on personal interest in the elsction and the campaign (18-20),
there follows a series of questions on national issues which will be im-
portant in the campaign (21-27). This brings us to a rather long and
detailed section on what we call “party identification® (28, series, 29).
Next there is a series of questions on the respondent's woting history,
how he expects to wote, and how he thinks other people will vote in the
election 80-&6). Finally, there is a series of statements intended to
measure the reapondent's sense of obligation to wte, and his feeling
that he, as a woter, has some real influence on politics (L7-L9). The
personal data sheet is unusually long, but there should be no difficulty
with the items included in it,

Questions 1 and 2.
ge 's expectations about the presidential race. We are interested
in finding out who R thinks w1l win the election, and how close he thinks
the contest will bGe. Because of the electoral college system, we ask
about the presidential race in R's state as well as the.contest in the
nation as a whole.

These first two questions are aimed at

There are a couple of things to watch out for in the responses
to these two questions. Ve are interested in how R thinks the election
will go, not how he hopes it will go., We are also interested in how much
R thinks one candidate will win by. This is clearly asked for in
Question la with regard to the race in the nation as a whole, but is ot
as clearly called for in Question 2, If R's amswer to Question 2 does
not indicate how close he thinks the race in his state will be, you might
use the same probe for the state race as was used in la. (For example,
if the response to Cuestion 2 is "More people w{ll vote for Eisenhower,"
ask "Do you think it will be a close race here in (your state) or do
you think Eisenhower will win by quite a bit?")

We are not interested in R's reasons for expecting one candidate
or the other to win, or why he thinks the race will or will not be closs,
Write down reasons that are volunteered, but do not probe for them.
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.
Questions 1 and 2, These first two questions are aimsd at getting R's
expsctations sbout the presidential race. We are interested in finding out who
R thinks will win the election, and how close he thinks the contest will be.
Because of the electoral college system, we ask about the presidential race

in R's state as well as the contest in the nation as a whole,

There are a couple of things to watch out for in the responses to
these two questions. We are interested in how R thinks the election will
go, not how he hopes it will go. We are also interested in how much R thinks
one Gandidate will win by. This is clearly asked for in Question la with
regard to the race in the nation as a whols, but is not as clearly called for
in Question 2, If R's answer to Question 2 does not indicate how close he
thinks the race in his state will be, you might use the same probe for the
state race as was used in la. (For example, if the response to Question 2 is
"More people will vote for Eisenhower,” ask "Do you think it will be a close
race here in (your state) or do you think Eisenhower will win by quite a bit?")

Wo are not interested in R's reasons for expecting one candidate or
the other to win, or why he thinks the race will or will not be close. Write
down reasons that are volunteered, but do not probe for them.

Question 3. In this question, we are only interested in whether
or not K thinks there are important differences batween the two parties. We

are not interested in why he thinks the parties are or are not different, or
what the differences consist of. We feel we will get that information in the
questions that follow, particularly Questions Li-8. Write down information
that is volunteered, but do not probe for it.

r Questions Li through 7. In this series of questions we ask the R
about the things he 1ikes and doesn't 1ike about the two parties. Here, we
want to get as complete a picture as possible of what R feels are the positive
and negative characteristics of the two parties. Therefore, after the first
response to each question (U through 7), use such probes as "any other thinge
you like (don't like) about the Democratic (Republican) party?”, "anything
else? , etc.

Vo need to get responses that are as specific as posaible., Thus, if
R says he agrees with a party's stand on issues, probe for examples of such
issues; if he says it's a "better" party, probe for why it's better; if he

talks in terms of a party catering to "speoial interest groups,” probe for the
particular groups he has in mind; if he says he doesn't like a arty's "economy"
program, probe as to why he doesn't like it, etc.

Wo'd also like you to probe a little behind soms of the standard
adjectives, cliches and slogans that are used. When R gives such responses
as "the party is more progressive," "conservative,” "socialistio,” "time

*R refers to respondent.
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for a change,” "party of tbe working man," “better for the country,” eto., use
such probes as "could you tell me a little more about this?", "oan you give me
soms ¢ xamples of what you meant?® ete,

In probing on these questions, we 're interested in getting at material
that is msaningful to the respondents. We don't want to probe to the extent
that the respondents will just start gredbing wildly for answers; we also don't
want to probs so much that it causes irritation and hurts rapport. For emmple,
if R talks in very goneral terms and has difficulty being more specifio, dom't
probe too hard for specifioity. We do want to give him the opportunity to be
speoific so that w oan say whether or not he is able to think in such terms,
but we don't want to foroe him to give us speoific examples. In genersl, in
Questions L-7, use your judgwent as to just how much meaningful material the
respondent has to give on these questions.

There's one thing you might watoh out for in this series. We used
the term "in particular” in these questions to get at things which R oonsiders
important about the parties, However, there might be some danger that R will
answer "nothing in pﬁrtiwlu" beocause there are a number of things he lilkss or
dislikes sbout the parties, nome of whioh stand out particularly. Therefore,
when you get such awsponse and feel that R actually might have soms for or
against feelings about the parties, repeat the question without using the

phrase “in partioular.”

Question 8. This questiom is asked to find out whether R thinks the
eleotion oubooms will or will not have much effect on what will happen in the
country., This is asked in addition $o Questions 3-7 because it's possidle
for a person to see the two partiss as very differenmt, and to have a strong
preference for cne party, even though he doesn't think it will really mals
much difference which party wins.

Question 8a. 1s to be aslwd if R thinks that it '11.1 mle o difference

which pa¥ly wins. Under Questiom 8a, we'd 1ike to get the specific ways in
which R thinks the elsotion result will affeat what happens country;

that 49, w'd like to get his ideas of the speoific results of one party or
the other winning the eleoction ("Business will be better if the Republicans
win," or "If the Demoorats get in we're more liksly to have peace,” eto.)
Responses swh as "Things will be betbter if the Republicans win," or "The
Democratic foreign policy is betver,” ete., are too vagus and should be probed

for example, "In what way will things be better if the Republicans win?" or

ow would you feel the Demooratic foreiga polioy is better?" or general
probes like “How do you mean?® or "What do you have in mind there?"). Im
any event, be sure to find out whieh party he's talking about. The response
"It will mean the difference T war and peace’ 16 too veague beoause he
doesn't mention whioch party bhe has in mind. .

In the pre-tests, Rs frequemtly indicated by their responses to Ba
whether they thought a Republiocen or Demooratic viectory would be better for
the country. In soms cases, however, respondents stated that something would
happen following s Demoorstic or Repudblican viotory -- however, it wasn't
olear whether they thought this would be good or bad for the country; in suweh
oases a probe should be used. ("™Do you think this would be good or bad for
the eounmtry, or whatt®)
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Question 9. In this question we are interested in {inding out whether
R sees the election result as having consequences for his own personal finanoial
interest, not for the country as a whole. In those cases where financial conse-
quences of the election are mentioned in response to Question 9, but it 1s not
clear whether these are ssen as good or bad for R psrsonally, G ehould be
asksd as a probe.

Quastions 10 through 13. These questions get at R's lilws and dislikes
about both candidates.. Notlce that this ssries parallels the L7 series, with
emphasis here on candidates rather than parties. Here, too, we are interested
in getting a !‘nirly, complete picture, so that ‘the same instructions and problems
mentioned under Lis7 are pertinent here. Phrases such as "he's a good »an,” and
"he's a good leader,” etc., should be probed for more specific feelings.

Rotice that these questions are phrased in terms of characteriatiocs
that "would make you want to vote for (or against) him." This wording might
cause a problem in that R might have strong favorable feelings toward a ocandi-
date but not indicate them on these questions because he doesn't intend to
vote for the candidate, Thersfore, if R answers Qusstion 10 by saying something
1iks "I'm not voting for Stevenson," you might rephrase the question and ask,
"Well, is thers anything you like about Stevenson?® Here's the kind of inter-
view conversation you might have on Question 10 or 12

"I think he'd do a lot more for the country.” ("How do you mean there?")

"] mean financially.” ("In what way?™) "Oh, I think he'd stop the
govermment from spending so much money."

Question i, In this question we are interested in having R attempt
to divorce the candidates from their parties and indicate a preferemce for
one candidate or the other. In many cases, the answers to this question will
be 'obvious from the responses to Questions 10-13 preceding it. However, in
cases where Rs have indioated positive feelings toward both candidates, or
have spoken of the candidates only as party representatives, the response to
Question 14 will give us new information.

In Question 14 we are not interested in getting R's reasons for
preferring one candidate over the other. In most cases we feel this would
only repeat material obtained in the, responses to Questions 10-13. Write
down reasons that are volunteered, but do not probe for them,

Questions 15 and 16. In these questions we are interested in finding
out whether psople seoe Elsenhower as different from what they consider to be
a “real Republican.® We are assuming that many people who have some unfavorable
feelinga toward the Republioan Party will support Eisenhower only if they see
him as somehow different from their idea of a "typicel® Republican., Also,
soms old line Rspublicans may withdraw support from Eisenhower because they
do not think he is a dependable Republican.

Eisenhower can be thought of as different from "real Republicans”
in & number of ways. Soms people may talk of him as different because he's
not a party man, others may talk of him as different because he's “above
politics,” others may think of him as different in his ideas and the things
he stands for (e.g., he 's an internationalist whereas the “real Ropubucu'




is an "isolationist,” he's more "liberal" in his domestic polioies, eto.).

To catoh all these possible ways of thinking of Eisenhower as similar
to (or different from) a "resl Republican,” Question 15 is phrased in a fairly
open-ended way. However, we are partioularly interested in whether respondents
see Bisenhower as similar to (or different from) most Rerublicans in his ideas
and the things he stands for, and what differences or similarities they see.
Therefore, I Quostion 15 18 not answered in terms of Eisenhower‘'s ideas and
the things he stands lfor, Quastion 15 should be ask®d. In Question 16 we are
not only Interosted in whether X sees Eisenhower as different from (or similar
to) most Republicans in his ideas, but in what ways he is seen as similar or
different. That is, what ideas? What Tsswea? Etc.

Some respondents may have trouble with Question 15. If they ask what
wo mean by a "real Republican" get them to try to think im terms of their own
definition -- don‘'t define it for them. If they find the question too vague
to answer, don't attempt to force an answer, but go on to Question 16.

Question 16. Our primary objective is to determine whether lke is
seen as Tnheriting the past policies of the Republican party. Of course, this
question will be moat useful if specific information about particular issues
or problems is mentioned. If the R can only give indications of a vague feeling
that Ike is not the same as other Republicans, we still don't know whether this
1s merely lack of information, “rationalization" for an attitude other than on
his policies, or an accurate picture of how Ike's policies are seen as related
to Republican policies. The more specific the information can be, the better
we will know what the answer msans.

Question 17. Here, again, R's ability to name the Veep candidates is
important, J¥ is a crude indication of his information about them. Other
than finding out if the respondent knows who the candidates are, we want to
find those people who have opinions about the candidates which might affect
their voting decision. Consequently, it is important to know whether a strong
opinion or feeling about either candidate is a favorable or an unfavorable
feeling; is the respondent attracted or repslled by the candidate he mentions?
Neutral probes may be needed in some cases,

Questions 18 and 19. Here we want only the direct information called
for by the questions. Do not probe for reasons why these elsctions are or are
not important. Using your own judgment, try to make sure that the respondent
answers in terms of how much he cares, how important it is to him, and not in
terms of how important it is to the country, es in Question 8. One problem
on thess quastions might be that soms respondents fesl embarrasssad in saying
they don't éare who wins., Try to make such people feel at ease so they can
give you their real feeling.

Question 20, Try to pin the respondent down to one of the three
cnteﬁorimin the question. Agsin, we are not ihterested here in
"why" his interest or lack of interest, but we do want to be able to put him
in one of the three categories of interest (very much, somewhat, or not much
interested).

Question 21, This is intended to get at basic attitudes toward govern-
ment actIvity in social welfare. In goneral, does R favor government activity

in areas 1ike these, or does he tend to dislike the idea? There may be a
tandency for respondents to pick out ons of the specifioc items mentioned and
talk at length on the single problem area, This is all right if it is done

by the respondent to give you an example of how he feels more ‘gonerally.
However, where needed, repeat the question or use an additional summarizing
probe to make sure that R is thinking in general terms. You could probe by
re-asking the last sentence in the question, or by asking "In general, do

you think it's a good idea that the goverament does this type of thing, or not?"

Questions 21a (and dia). From each of these questions, we would like
to get emough Information To allow us to say: 1) R sees (or does not ses) a
real difference between the parties, and 2) where differsnces are seen, R
thinks the Democrats feel there should be more (or less) of this kind of govern-
ment activity and the Republicans feel there should be less (or more) or whatever
the case may be.

In other words, we want a clear comparison betwsen the parties. This
means thet if R says, "Oh, the Demoorats would do more," further probing would
be necessary to find out whether he means they would do more than the Republi-
cans would do, or whether he means they would do more than 1s now being done.

An answer such as "The Democrats don't think the government has done enough,

but the Republicans think the government has dome too much llnudy" would give
us all the needed information. Another good response would be, "The Republicans
think way too much has been done, and I think the Democrats themselves would
like to cut down on it a little." Where only one party is menmtioned in the
response, probe to find out what the other party thinks.

Question 22, Here our primary objective is to get attitudes of support
or opposition for government action on something like FEPC. Does tho R favor
government action on this problem or not? In addition to this primary objeo-
tive, we would like to have a relatively complete picture of the respondent's
thinking about various approaches to the race problem. The additional probes
are intended to explore various types of govermmental sotion, and whether R
favors state aotion or fedsral government aotion. In Question 22, if R feels
the government should stay out of the problem, ask Question 22d. If he says
thet the government should teke an interest in the problem, ask Question 22a,
and follow it with either 22b or 22c.

Question 23, This is a repe'n“: of a question used in the 1§46 election
study. At that Time & large portion of the respondents lmew nothing about the
Taft-Hartley Law, The initial question here is intended to screen these people
out for us; the probes which follow will provide information about those people

who do know about the Taft-Hartley Law.

In 1948 only a fraction of one per cent of the people wanted the Taft-
Hertley Law changed in favor of management. This number may be larger now, or
it may have completely disappeared. Any respondent comments which indicate
the way he'd like to see the Law changed (for example, more pro-labor or pro-
management ) should be noted togetie r with his specifio response on how much
change he wants.

Question di. This question is used to get at R's basic attitudes
toward American foreign policy. The question is a slightly altered version
of & question which we have used in many other studies. Does the R think
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the United States is paying too much attention to problems in other parts of
the world, or not? WNotioe that the question is followed by the sams probe as
follows Question 21. The objective of the probe remains the same.

Question Zia. See Question 2la.

Question 25, This issus is, of course, being hotly debated. Our pre-
test experience Indicates that many respondents will have rather strong feelings
on 1t, one way or the other. A few respondents will not lnow much about this
area, and will tell you so; however, even if they have only slight leanings
one way or the other on the question, we'd 1ike to get some indication of that.
Thus, in many ceses you will need to encourage them to give their opinion, even
if they feel it ian't worth swoh,

Question 26. You will recognite this as another question which is an
jseus ip the presldential campaign., Wotice that the question does mnot refer
to what we should do at present in Korea; it refers, rather, to whether or not
we did the right thing two years ago in getting into the fighting there, If R
m{"mﬁﬁ)ﬁ_v’mmue
down, but don't probs for them. We don't need an extended discussion on this
question; but in any case we do need his idea of whether we should have gotten
into Korea or not.

Question 27. In Question 26 we ask whether we did the right thing in
the £irst place In Korea. Question 27 asks what R thinks we should do now in
Korea, aside from the rightness or wrongness of what we did in the past. Wo
are providing you with a card to use for this question; the procedure is to
ask the quastion first, and then show the R the card, letting him pick one of
the alternatives. If you have any reason to believe R cannot reed, be sure to
read to him the full question at least once. If in deciding on an alternative,
R makes any commsnts pertinent to the question or qualifying his choice, write
these down in the lines provided,

Questions 21 through 27, NOTB: In using the questions on issues (21-27)
you will, of course, run into a few Tespondents who feel they don't know enough
about the issuss to answer the questions. However, R's Imowledge about the
issues is not the point behind these questions; Questions 21-27 are not meant
to measure R's information on these topics, as suoh. The questions are,
instead, mesnt to determine which side of the argumsnt R tends to take, There-
fore, your problem will be to make ewre That &Il Ks with opinions on these
issuss will feel free to give thess opinions, regardless of the amount of
specific knowledge they have. If you sense that R feels a little awlward, ,
resssure him by saying something 1lilke: "Some of these questions are 1éi~dollar
questions, and it is pretty hard to know all-the facts, so we're Just trying to
got poople's rough idea on i1t." eto, If it's obvious that R has no opinion on
a topic, don't push him too hard; howsver, make sure he doss have no idea of
which side of the argument he'd taks.

s\

Question 28, Here we are attempting to measure the respondent's
"party idertication,” By party identification we mean a porson's feeling of
attachment or belonging to a party. It is something over and above his merely
supporting the party because he approves of its policies or its stand on issues,
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The question is intended to pin down the respondent's "usual® or
ocustomary sense of party affiliation, not partioularly how he intends to vote
in this election., This means that a response such as “"0Oh, I have been a Demo-
crat off and on, but I really don't know about this year"™ classifies the
respondent as a Demoorat (probably, in 28a, a not very strong Democrat), and
not as an Independent. The people who are deviating from a usual party will
be identified by later questions, but at this point we want to know if they
have a "usual® party.

On the pretests, a few respondents shied away from the question with
responses such as "I am an American.” Such evasions should be probed further
with something such as "Well, a lot of us who feel that we are good Americans
also think of ourselves as Democrats, Republicans and so forth. Generally
speaking, do you usually think of yourself . ., . .”

A one-word answer may be perfectly adequate for 28. A line is available,
however, for the comments of respondents who qualify their answers. For Rs who

- say "Republican" or "Democrat," ask Questions 28a through 28d.

Question 28a. Again, the question refers to his customary or usual
feelings about strength of party attachment. If R mentions a change in his
feelings toward a party, be sure to record that information. In asking the
question, use "Republican” or "Democrat"” (parentheses in question) depsnding
upon R's statemsnt in Question 28.

Question 268b. This question, of course, is to determins whether R ever
thought o Rimsell as identified with the opposite party. This information is
necessary since we 're trying to got a rather full history of his party identi-
fication. In using the question, if he has said that he's a Republican, ask
him if he ever thought of himself as a Democrat; if hs has said that he's a
Democrat, ask him if he ever thought of himself as a Republican.

’

Question 28¢c, This is another question on the history of his party
identification. Here we are intsrested in getting exact and accurate dates,
but we will settle for more general information as to the period when the
changes occurred, such as "right after the Hoover depression” or "after Dewey
got beat the first time." If they talk in terms of a man who was active in
more than one campaign, such as Hoover, Dewey, Roosevelt, etc., try to get the
particular term or campaign they are thinking of. If "when Hoover ran," try
to pin down the date, was it 1928 or 19327

Question 28d. Thia question gives us a rough idea of the strength of
his party IdentiTTcation. The respondent may be reluctant to choose one of
the three alternatives without qualifying them in some manner. Write in the
margin any comments he makes, but emphasize that we want the ome which comes
closest, and try to,force a choice, If alternative 3 is chosen, Question 28e
becomss very important because it gives a "party identifier” who wants to be a
reasonable and intelligent citizen (and vote for the best man) a chance to tell
us if he feels any conflict or has any qualms about voting against his party.
We are providing you with a card to use on this question. Read the full ques-
tion to R and show him the card. If the R mentioned something other than
"Republican” or "Democrat” in Question 28, ask questions 28f and 28g, which
are designed to catch "Independents" and others.
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Question 28f., The "time" reference of this question is still his
"usual” or customary feelings toward the parties. If the R is usually
Indeperdent in his feelings, ws, of course, want to know that (in this case,
the party he feels closest to right now will be indicated elsewhers in the
interview).

Quostion 28g. We included this question to determine whether Independ-
ents and otinra at any time in the past thought of themselves as Republican or
Democratic, If the answer to this is "Yes" or equivalent, ask questions 28h
and 28i.

Question 28i. This question is similar to 28c in that we're trying to
get a cléar 1dea ol when R made his change.

Question 29. The party preferences of one's parents are likely to
emrt an Inlluence on one's own party identification, and it is for this reason
that we are asking this question. Some Rs may say there's a difference between
their parents. In that case, note the difference.

Question 30. This is the first of four questions which we ask about
R's voting behavior in past presidential elections. If R has ever voted for
resident, ask Questions 31-33%; if he has never voted for presiHGnE, skip to
&sﬁon 3

. Questions 30- should cause you no problems.

Question 32. In this question we ask the R whether he remembers who
he voted for the Tirst time he voted for president. If he remembers, write
his response on the Iine Tor Queation 72 and go ahead and ask him Questions
32a and 32b. If he has trouble answering these questions (32a, 32b), first
write down his response, and then show him the 1list of dates and candidates
provided you. Then write down his responss, including the candidats or party
and the year he mentions.

If however, when you first ask him Question 32, he doesn't remember
who he voted for, write his response on the line for Question 32, show him the
1list of dates and candidates, and then ask Questions 32a and 32b, writing down
his response to these on the lines provided. Do not show the 1list of dates
and candidates to the R unless he doesn't remember under Question 32, or unless
he has trouble with 32a and 32b. Under each question (32, 32a, 32b) please
indicate all cases in which R saw mo—mmg‘rms

for each question the words "list used.”

Question 3, Special instructions for interviewers in Texas and
Arkanses: Since there is no registration in either Texas or Arkansas, always
use the alternate wording ("Do you know if you are eligible to vote...?")
Since non-citizens and legal minors are not being interviewsd, this should
mean to most of your respondents: "Do you have your poll tax receipt?"
However, do not make a direct reference to poll tax yours\elf.

Special instructions for interviewers in Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota,
Nebraska, Ohio, Tennessee, and Wisconsin: Registration requirements vary
In your states. In some places there will be no registration; in other places,
registration will be a voting requirement which must be mt. Inquire from your
City Clerk or County Clerk about the requirements in the areas where your
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interviews fall, Use whiochever alternate phrasing of Question 34 is. appropriate
to each ares, ’

Question 35. This is a rather straightforward question, snd should
cause no problems. If R says "Yes" to Question 35, ask Questions 36~37. If
R says "No" to Question 35, or.if he says he dossn't kmow, skip to Question Lo,

Question 36. When asked “how" he thinks he will vote for president,
the terms In which an R answers may be significant. That is, does he answer
by giving a candidate's nams, by indicating a political party, or wmt? For
this reason, it will be important that you use his own words in asking Question
36a (see parentheses in the question).

Questions 37-39. In many cases respondents won't know who they are
going to vote Tor. Responses such as "I don't imow yet" or "I don't remsmber
his nams™ should be probed with "Which party do you think it will be?™ or “What
party does he belong to?" We don't want to force answers, but we do want to get
the party intention where the name of the partioular candidate is not known to
the E. ilnoidentnlly, wo are interested in knowing whether or not the R knows
the candidates' names; thus, if he asks for their names, note that down. Try
to avold giving him specific information on this yourself.)

Also, in Queations 37-39, try to get down the R's exact words. That
is, we want to know if he answers by giving candidate or party nams. In those
cases where the R names a particular candidate, write on the interview schedule
in parentheses whether this candidate Is a Democrat or a Kepublican. We need
this information Tor coding the anawers.

Question 37. Special instructions to interviewers in North Carolina,
South Carollna, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Arkansas, Kentucky, South Dakota,
Kansas, lowa, Idaho, Colorado, Oregon and Il1Inols: There are no races Tor
Unjted States Senator In your states. OmiT This question.

Special instructions to interviewers in Connectiout: Since two Senators
will be elected in Connecticut, get voting intentions Tor two candidates.

Question 38. Special instructions to interviewsrs in Connectiout, New
Mexico, and Ohlo1 In your states there is one Congressman-at-Large to -
‘®Jected by all voters, in addition o the regular Congréssmen elsoted one to a
district. Consequently, you should get two statements of preference for
Congressman,

Question 39, Special instructions to interviewsrs in Conneoticut, New

York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, South Carolina, Georgla, Klabama,
W sz1s81ppl, LouisTana, Xentuoky, Calilornla, Idaho, Colorado, Uregon and
altimore, Marylandt There 18 no race for the govermorshlp of your states,

omit this question.

Question lt0, This is intended as a summary question. We do not want
detailed Tesponses, single word anawers will be quite satisfactory. However,
it 1s important to get the exact answer of the respondent. Particularly, we
want to kmow if R gives his voting intention in terms of a party or in terms
of a candidate,
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Question 41, The main objective of this question is to get R's opinion
on this Tnterasting topiop that is, the degree to which a voter should go along
with his party on candidates other than for president. Notice the discussional
probe Lia,

Question 43. There has been some talk about using the same mothod for
the entiTe nation which is now used in the State of Oregon. This would give all
of the pesople a chance to select their party's nominee, rather than having the
selection made at a convention of politicians. Soms of the political scientists
working on this study would like to know how many respondents have heard of thias
proposal, and how those who have heard of it react to it. Notice that this is
done without suggesting any particular change,

Question Lli. In question Ll and Llia we are primarily interestsd in
seeing to what extent R sees different groups in American scciety as lined up
politically -~ for example, does he see certain economic and religious groups
as supporting the Democrats, other economic and religious groups as supporting
the Republicans, etc.”

Although Lli and Llia are phrased in terms of how these groups will vote
in this election, we would be interested in any indication R gives that he sees
the allegiance of a group changing in this election from its traditional pattern--
for example, record such remarks as "farmsrs have gone Republican in the past
but this time they'll go Democratic,” "Working class people have gone Democratic
but I don't know how they'll go this time,"” etc. Also record any other kinds
of qualifying statements R may make (for e xample, "Southern Negroes will vote
Republican but Northern Negroes will vote Democratic.")

In bbb we would like to get soms idea of the reasons R sees groups as
having for voting Republican or Democratic. For eve roup that R saw as
going Republicean or Democratic in response to Lk and Eﬁn, go back and ask why
he thi'ﬁfE that group will vots that way. (Record the answers in the lines
provided for each group.) Do not ask this about groups which R saw as split
or of which he said that he did not know how Eﬁoy—wo-\&a vote.

Although we can't afford to spend too much time on this question, two
types of responses to LLb should be probed further: 1) If R answers the
question in terms of the basis of his information (e.g., "I think that
will vote Democratic because I read in the papsrs yesterday that that's how thoy
would vote,") repsat the question, pointing out that we want to know what
reasons he thinks the psople in that group have for voting that way; 2Y If R
says a group will vole [or a party because "they support its pohcies" or "agree
with it on issuss,” probe for some specific examples of what R means.

Question llib could be very time~-consuming and difficult for R to
answer. If R seems to show some resistance, don't press the probes to Ly
too much.

Question Li8, Some Rs may have difficulty answering this question,
may want To know what we mean by "classes,” or may deny that there are classes
in Americe, etc. Record these remarks, but try to get R to place himself in
one of the class groupings presented in the question.

11~ oo

Question 49,  In this qusstion, we 're interested in getting some indioca-
tion of R¥s I'selings about opportunity in America today. This question shouldn't
csuse any difficulties.

Personal Data Questions. Although the Personal Data information 1s
rather Yong because we need to olassify respondents acoording to the various
charaoteristics whioh are pertinent to this kind of study (age, sex, incoms,
schooling, parents' place of birth, eto.), you should have no problems with
it. If you need to, explain to the R that we need this information in order to
tell whether men feel differently than women, whether older psople answer the
questions differently than younger people, people of higher income differently
than people with lower income, etc.

Questions 5 and 6 (ocoupation): Be sure to get the kind of work done.
For example, answers by saying he works at such-and-such a factory, get
the kind of work he does.

Question 8: We are interested here in getting the 'oocupn.tioml environ-
ment” which K grew up in., Consequently, if R's father died, if R was raised by
Mother, Relatives or Friends, or if he grew up in an institution, record this
information. The question of parental occupation shouldn't be skipped unless
R grew up in an institution. In all other cases, make the appropriate change
in wording, such ass ™What kdind of work did your (uncle, mother, grandfather,
eto.) do for s living while you were growing up?"

Our primary objective is to get the oocupation of the person acting as
parent or guardian while R was growing up. If information is volunteered about
somsons other than R's father being breadwinner when he was growing up, that
should be recorded, too.

! Question 15: The phrase "face sheet designation” should bs interpreted
sk followst I urban areas, the name of the town or oity should be used. For
rural areas, use whatever town or city is most appropriate -- use the County
name only if no other designation fits the case.

Question 20 (inoome): If R feels awkward beocause other people are
present, or 1T he says he'd rather not answer, show him the categories on
your schedule, and get him to ocheok one.
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