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Parental Infiuence on Childrens' Political Enowledge

Political socialization refers to the way in wvhich a society
transmits political orientations — knowledge, attitudes and norms,
and velues — from generation to generation. Without sueh socizlize-
tion across the generations, each new member of the system, vhether
a child newly born into it or an immigrant newly arrived, would have
to seek an entirely fresh adjustment in the political sphere. But for
the fact that each new generation is able to learn a body of politieal
orientations from its predecessors, no given political system,would be
able to persist., Tundamentally, the theoreticzl significance of the
study of socializing processes in political life resides in its con-
tribution to the understending of the way in vhich political systems
are able to persist, even as they change, for more than one genera‘tion.l

While there has been rather much material published lately con-
cerning the political beliefs and practices of college students and of
youths Just their juniors, there has been very little, in fact almost
nothing, written concerning the political beliefs and knowledge of the

very young. Until recently, it was assumed that small children had no
particular political beliefs; that these beliefs were not arrived at
until the child was much older. The few studies done have proven this
to be wrong. Smgll children have rather definite political beliefs,
and vsuglly arrive at them in interesting fashions. Part of this pa-
per will be concerned with relating some of the previously found evi-
dence of childrens' political lmowledge, while another part will deal

with information on these beliefs, as gathered from actual interviews



with children. The children interviewed range in age from four to six
teen years, and come from varied socio-economic and cultural back-
grounds,

According to studies done by the Harvard University Psychological
Department, the most criticel period in a child's intellectual dev-
elomment is the period between ten and eighteen months of age. TFur-
thermore, the study revealed thalt by the age of four years, as much
as fifty percent of a person's intelligence is set. Before the age of
four, a child's intellect is highly flexihle, but after that the chances
of raising his intelligence diminish, and more and more powerful forces
are needed to produce & given amount of change.2 While this does not
mean that the child is totally set in his intellect by the time he
reaches the age of four, it does point out that the older the child gets,
the more difficult it becomes for his opinions of things to change.

Therefore, in order to change an aduli's basic thinking, vhether on
politics or anything else, it would be necesgary to trensport onesself
and the subject back to the time before reached the age of four.

This is not to say that the four year old child auntomatically
Imows @ll the details of the Ameriean political system, or 211 the work-
ings of the government., It does not indicate the presen€e of actual
concrete facts necessarily atb all; it does indicate that children begin
early in forming their ideas of things, end any pattern picked up by the
child at this age could very well influence his thinking for the rest

of his 1life, At this stage, the child would not pick up facts on things



as mich as he would pick up his parents! ideas towerd certain concepts,
or their attitudes concerning others, Having gathered these ideas at
such an early age, the child is not likely to let go of them later in
life. This tendency to hold on to those theories formmlated so early in
life would seem to be illustrated by these words of Almond, ''One of the
most important factors maldng for resistence to social and political
change is... the early family socialization procesg.'! 3
Childrens' conceptions of politics and political authority tend
to take different forms, in relation to their ages. The child shous
a cappcity, with increasing age, to identify and hold opinions about
such well—defined and concrede units among the political authorities
as the President, policeman, Congress, and Supreme Court. But it has
also been found that another mmcéh more genersl point of contact is
available. This consists of the conglomeration of institutiéns, prac-
tices, and outcomes that adults generically symbolize in the concept
""government.'' Through the idea of government itself the child seems
‘gble to reach out and at a very early age to establish contactsboth
with the aubhorities and with certain aspects of the regime, In a mass
society where the personnel among the authorities changes and often re-
meins obscure for the average person, the utility of so generalized and
sorill-defined a term as ''the government'! can be readily appreciated.
The very richness and variability of its meaning converts it into a
ngeful point of centact between the child and the syatém.4

The findings revealed by this study will, perhaps, surprise those



vho are accustomed to think of children as Immocent of political
thought, For not only does the child quite early begin to orient him-
self to the rather remote and mysticel world of politics, but he even
forms notions about its abstract parts — such as government in gen-
eral,
It has been suggested by the information gathered from the inter-
views done with the children that small children tend %o view the
government in general as something good, something that would help
them if they needed it. This idea tends to change somewhat as the
child grows older, but nevertheless, to begin with, small children seem
to think of the govermment in terms of the benevolent, a protective

body which would be kind to them, and lend them a hand when necessary.

ﬁhen the child emerges from his state of nature, therefore, he
finde himgelf as a part of a going political concern which he ordinar-
ily adopts immediately as a source of murturance and protection. His
early experience of government is, therefore, analogous to his early
experience of the family in that it involves an initial context of
highly acceptable dependency. Against this strongly positive affective
background the child devises and revises his cognitive image of gov-
ernment.6‘1

In earlier studies of the child's growing swareness of political
objects and relationships, it was found that the President of the
United States and the policeman were among the first figures of politi-

cal authority that the child recognized. Im part, at least, it would be



expected that attitudes towards political authority would begin to
take shape in relationsghip to these objects. They are clearly the
firgt contact points in the child's perception of wider externsl arthe
ority. It wowld appear thzt the yomngest child's perception of govern-
ment is quite likely to be framed by the few personal figures of high
govermmentel authority that cross his cognitive horizon, probably both
in the school (where pictures of the presidents are often prominently
displgyed) and outside. The young child focuses most directly upon
pergonal or perhaps ''cherismatic'' aspects of political auwthority for
his interprebations of vhat govermment is. But as he moves into his
middle years, there is a greaber likelihood that his attention will be
turned to rather different, prominent aspects of the authorities.”

Childmen move, in & sense, from a very personalized conception
of governmental amthority to one better characterized as ''legal-rat-
ional,'! institutionalized, or impersonal political authority, to con-
time the Weberian parallel. Children appear to reflect a greater
awareness of the representative character of such institutions as the
Supreme Court or the Congress. Impersonalization of authority is co-
incident with some growbh in the recognition of regime forms; in this
cage of the miles of behavior that contribute to representa'bion.s

The child's conception of govermment is, therefore, brought in
stages from far to near, from one small set of persons to many people,
from a personalistic to an impersonalized form of authority, and tow-

ards an awareness of the institutionalization in the system of such



regime norms as are embodied in the idea of a representative, popular
democracy.g
""The family provides the major means for transforming the men-
tally nsked infant organism into the adult, fully clothed in its owm
personality.' "0 Among the items of clothing the family bestows on the
individugl are his political beliefs, opinions, behaviors, and even
his partisan identification., In the United States, for exzample,
fully three-forths of the offsprings! generation share the same partisan
preferences as their parente, notwithstanding the fact that the two
gemerations may find themselves in vestly different socioeconomic
envirorments. Why should the family exert such a pull over its off-
spring? The family is so influentizl because (A) of the role played
by it in the life of the young child; (3) a family represents a sysbem
of social (or asocial) moral, and personal vazlues that the child observes;
and (C) families w170 specific technicques or childrearing practices
that often have permanent effects on the young and that will determine
his political behavior in later life.t
(A), Crucial Position of the Family., The family's importance lies
in the fact that for many years it is the sole provider (or denier) of
the child's physical and emotionsl needs. The family's love and ap-
proval is crucial to him, and so are the material benefits as well as
the status it has to confer upon him, Being so dependent on the family

and having few means for nonfamilial validation, tlie child pegdily

identifies with its politics as well as with the rest of its value



system. Just as he accepts his parents' explanation of death or of who

made the world, so he accepbs their views vhen they tell him that a
Republican is better than a Democrat or that union men are more
trustworthy than menagement. And even the youth who does not mold eas-

ily often finds it easier or comfortable or prudent to accede to the
family's political values; for who else has so many opportunities: to
reward him for conformity and punish him for deviemce, after 2117
Identification, desire for reward, and fear of punishment thus 211
operate to make the child develop in the political image of his fam-
ily. The similarity ofiviews between parents and children on such
igsues as foreign affairs, civil rights, economics and many other vital
topics of the day is truely phenomenal., In the 1940's, Richard Centerslz
discovered mich agreement bebween parents and youth on such questions

as civil liberties, labor-management relations, and so forth; and studies
done by various other persons show similar agreement between parents'
and children?s reactions to the threat of muclear war and the Kemnedy
assasainations. An unpublished siudy by Joan Lawrence and Harry
Scob‘lel3 observed that liberal parents raise liberal children, vhereas
another study by M. Kent Jennings and Richard EiemilA'found fair,

though not perfect, resemblance between parents' and high school youth's

15

political ideas.

Individual rebellion against the family seldom seems to be expres—
sed in political revolt from ?arents;—at least not in the United States,

or at least not umtil recently. One may argue that this is so because



politics do mot oceupy a very central role in the lives of most
American families and, therefore, rebellion in this sector simply
would not upset the-fanily enough for the youth to bother with it.lé
(B) . oFsiily Value System, Philosophy, end Stabus. Why, however,
should youth not shed some of these familial beliefs once they get
older and can test porental opinions against the reality of their own
emperiences? The answer to that is that, of course, they do shed some
of themy tut a great proportion of the parental politics do get trans-
mitted to the next generation, At times the answer to this may be ‘o
found in the similarity of social position occupied by later genera-
tions; hlack parents of cne generation and of the next may see them—
selves subject o very similar frustrations, so may two generations of
cogl miners in Appalachia. Similarly, children born to grest wealth
are as o rile not apt to be paupers during adulthoodet? Consequently
there is 1little wonder that they will see their political and economic
interests much as their fathérs saw theirs., Another answer may be
that politics is an oubgrowth of a general value system or 'Weltens-
chamumng.' As the child absorbs the familisl Weltenschauung, it ebsorbs
the political velues that go along with it. A young man vho grew up in
a family that emphasized the wvirtue of hard work and looked mpon poverty
as Jjust punishment for indolence or stupidity will in adulthood see
little commendable in the war on poverty., Childhood socizlization
has provided him with a value screen that highlighis some aspects of the

socigl scene and filters out others.lg



The reference to a value screen, which in itselfl implies a high
degree of congruence between the values of the young and those of
their parents, should not blind one to the envirommental forces
that make for intergenerational confliet, Changes in the social or
politicel enviromment lead varent and offspring to consider different
politicgl solutions, Richard Ilacks argues that the conflict between
liberal youth and their parents results not from different value
systems——both are mmanitarian—but from generational differences
in ideas of how best to implement theee velnes,?

(C). Child-Rearing Practices. Political socializmation occurs
in many other ways, too. lMany political values that the child ac-~
quires are the result not of political or social teachings but of the
family's interaction style, esppcilly its child-rearing practices.
The family is the firet type of authority with which the child has to
learn to cope. The way in which this amthority is exercised (and the
way in which the exercise is perceived by the child) often profoundly
affects the young person's genersl adjustment to authorilty. Some
never learn to adjust to it; others overlearm it, BSome, therefore,
become rebels or withdrawers from society, whereas others become
submissive and unthinking robots for the sta*be.zo As yet, lmowvledge
about the precise extent tc which experience with familial smthority
is later projected upon political authority is meager. But there is
proof thgk the femily combributes to political socialization not only

by what it tells the child about politics but also Bipcthe manner in



witich it transmits its sense of values.ZIJ

emilies, however, do more than help shape personslitiess; they

=]

ainm glso to shape behaviors and hsbits. Families who solicit their
children's opinions—or at least listen to them with patience-tend to
rzise children uvho develop the habit of self4ezpression. Results from
a comparitive study of five nations®® have demonstrated that this habit,
when learmed in childhood, is likely to lead %o active politicel par-
ticipetion in adult life. Without the skill for self-expression adults
often find political participation difficult, if not impossible—a
phenomenon which can be seen clearly in fomr of the men described by
Robert Lene in !''Fathers and Sonss Foundations of Political Beliefs'?',

{ AnericerSesiologicsl Review,24, (August 1959), 502-511.)

In fact, families train children in a great variety of inter—
personal behaviors, all of which can have vital bearing on politics.
For example, families may teach children 1o play games fairly and by
the rule, win or lose; or they mey teach them to put winning ahead
of 211 other considerations. They may teach children never to give in
to playmates, or they may teach them to compromise graciously in a
feud smong their friends. Agein, some parents train children ''fo go it
alone't (!'don't share your books—aodt do a joint science project,'!
ete. ), whereas otherspsrents encourage their young to cooperate with
one another. ©Shared books and gracious yielding in a geme nmay seem far
removed from polities; but on second thought it should be obwvious that

the ahility to éooperate and to compromise is essentizl to the capacity

for nation—building and o peacefl political activity.2-



One of the most politically relevant lessons taught in the family
is trust or distrust of other people; ability to trust in one's fellow-
man may well lie at the bottom of a nation's capacity for effective
self-govermment, Other studies done demonstrate vividly how lack of
such trust is keeping some nations from developing as fully as they =i ™!
might, But lack of trust is not inborn in a child. Children have to
be taught to mistrust other people. Adults often tell them from early
childhood on to beware of strangers and to expect the worst from most

human beings except members of the family. BSince life is often

harsh and bitter for the parents as well as the children, frecquently
children see litlle around them to disconfirm their parents' view.
Consequently, by the time they are adults, mistrust has become part of
their personality structures. Misanthropes, however, are not likely

to organige with others for mutual benefitl! Hence the perpetuel
factionalism, intrigue, and self-isclation that are characteristic of
polities in some sections of the world, In fronmtier /merica, in con-
trast, Aleix DeTocqueville observed great propengity for friendship—-
toward neighbor and stranger alike— based on trust in one's fellow man
and on thé convietion that united we are strong, singly we are weak.24

There arecati least fourbasic needs that appear to be innate and
therefore cormon to all human beings—-the physiczl needs for food,
clothing, shelter, health, and safety from bodily harm; the need for
love and affection which anﬁiseptically‘may he e=zlled the soeigl need;

the need for establishing the identity or self-hood that lMaslow calls



self-esteenm; and the need for self-actuslization.?? The ways in vhich
these necds sre met—during the longestmaturation process required by
any species--expose the human organism to a range and intensity of con-
ditioning that are wnique. The family provides the individual initially
with a1l his environment for need satisfactions and throughout his en-
tire life is the locus for most of them, 26

As the initial provider for the newborn child, the mother con-
stitutes the biggest portion of his enviromment. She is——as Freud in-
dicated—indistinpuishable in the infent's primitive mentel processes
from himself. He and his mother are the same. As he grows, the infant
begins gradually to distinguish himself from her and other aspects of The
environment. As this distinetion emerges, the child murtured with food,
warmth, and affection begins the process of establishing his owm iden-
tity and at the same time begins the process of deciding with whom he
wants to identify. This intermal dialogue, beginning before the child
can talk, continues through his later 1ife, so that he must forever not
only establish his distinet self but relate that self to others whom he
would like to be, to be like, or, minimally, to be with. Even the aged
citizen who freely and secretly casts his last ballot in an election that

presents free alternatives to him is never quite free of those people

who have influenced him—-most particularly his childhood family. And
the political leader, like all others, likewise remains under the in-
fluence of his family background—if not in the content, then at least

in the style, of his rule. Throughout his presidency, Woodrow Wilson



remained a preacher and remsined in unconscious rebellion against his
Presbyterian preacher father.27

The basic, organic, infiste needs appear to emerge generally in
the order stated aboves first, the physical; then, the soeial; then the
self-esteen; and lastly the self-actualization needs. The family is the
most prominent envirommental source not only of what may be deemed its
inherent function of providing affection but also of satisfying other
needs. This is probably the central reason that the individual comes to
think and act 1ike his family more than he thinks and acts like those
who are less regularly relevent to his need satisfactions. In the pros:
cess of fulfilling his needs, the individusl esteblishes who he is and
whom he ig like. In short, he thus establishes his identity.?® This
definition emphasizes the contimuing purposes, the continuing functions,
which his lifelong interaction with others serves. -2

There is a demibth of research on the relationship between the fam-

ily as a source of physicel deprivation, and no great amount of research
on the political consequences of physical deprivation itself. The re-
gsearch on brainwashing c¢learlt establishes the (usually transitory) pol-
iticel pliancy that occurs when the viecltim realizes:that his very exist-
ence depends on his conformity to his captors! (his pseudo parents')
jdeclogy. P

Dependency is a very common reaction to physicel deprivation, but
thus far it may only B8 hypothesized that such dependency mBsociated

with the family will heighten the tendency to conform to the familial



politiecal outlock., This hypothesis helps to explain the greater
tendency of wives in America to conform to their husbands' politics
than vice versa, because the husband is usually the breadiinner. o

Socisl depriwvation arising from maternal deprivation has been ex—

amined empirically and throws light by inference on the political con-

sequences of the individuel's failure to receive normsl affection
during his early years. The préofundity of the consequences of affect-
ion deprivation is indicated by research both with primates and with
humen beings.

Harlow has compared monkeys raised with mecanical mothers-~devices
to which s nursing bottle is attabched——to ones raised under the normal
care of their natursl mothers. Some of the monkeys raised with mother-
surrogates would rage at passers-by, or, internalizing their tension,
woul@ rage at themselves by biting or by picking at their owm bodies.
Others displayed deep apathy. At the age of six months, they could not
play normally withcnormally raised monkeys or with one another. When
‘they became adults and were placed together with other monkeys thet were

breeding, they were incapable of normal sexual activity. These ''child-
hood!'! deprivations had permanently abnormalized the behavior of the
mature monieys.B?

Comperable systemic but non-experimentel research by Spitz has
indiceted the consequences of maternsl deprivation among infents. He
was able to compare infants raised by their owm mothers in a nursery

home with infants raised in = foundling home without mothers. All the



former category were still alive at the age of two years. Among the
ninety-one raised without mothers, over z third had died. A1l but a c
couple of cages in the foundiong home became !''human wrecks vho be-
haved either in the manner of agitated or apathetic idiote.1'33 The
same polarization between hyperexcitability and apathy occurred in the
behavior of the Harlow monkeys and the Spitz children, -4
One of the major discontinuities in the research in political
socialization lies bebtireen thé degree and kind of physical and social
deprivation or murturance of the child within the family and ‘the de-
gree and kind of politicization of the adult. So far, there cannot yet
be reported systemstically any such research that might establish ties
between these phenomena and polibical sociglization.2”? It is again
only possiblerto hypothesize that the genersl political zpathy (and
trensient hyperexcitability)——the lack of politicization——that still
prevails in moet of the world is traceable to the apathy (and transient
hyperexcitibality) resulting from childhood deprivation of these basic
needs within the family,36
The minimal normal family unit consists of mother, father, and o' '
child, but this mit is by no means the wmiversal one, There are both
larger and smaller-oncs. At one extreme are the extended families in
which various combinations of muclear family units are (ususlly) inter-
generationally combined. Research on the politicization consequences
of extended family experience for the growing child is again lacldng,

despite some analysis of the quasi-exbtened family units in the Israeli



Kibbutzim, Bul these novel social units have not been in existence
long enough to predict what are the political consequences for
kdibbutz-ratsed adults.
Put there is the opposite extreme of the minimal and subnormal
family unit, typically consisting of the mother and child. On this
phenomenon there is some evidence, including some that relates to
politicization, One study compared children rsised in normsl nuclear
families with children of families in which the fathers were sailors
abgsent from home for long &nd irregular periods. Among the findings
were these: the father-absent boys, compared with those raised with
both parents, strove more to identify with their fgthers and at the same
time were uncertain of their own mesculine identification and tried to
act more masculine. Both the boys and the girls in father-absent
families remained more dependent on their mothars.37
In families in which the father is present, he is generally
the more dominent parent. The children ten@ te look to him for advice,
in political areas as wellas in other matters. The reasons for this
preponderant influence of fabthers in family decision-malting, including
political decisions, remain: imperfectly explored. It is not adequate
to explain the phenomenon in such alliégether envirommental terms as
authoritarianism or father-centered cultures. There is the possibility
that, in addition to envirommental forces, organic ones may he operat-
ing,. A study of 27 males and 27 females for vhom data were gathered

from childhood (ages 3-10) and sdulthood found a change that was



strikingly different as between the men and the women. The boys and
girls had been rather alike in their emotiional dependemnce on parents
and their tendency to withdraw passivly from problem situations. As
adults, the males showed a pronounced reduction in these tendencies;
the females were mch less lilkely To clza:age.Bg This finding may be
ore link in & still unformed and long chain of explanstion for the
feet that fathers and husbands are more politically influential in
the family than mothers and wives.

The causes for family influence on politicel socislization do re-
mein very largely unexplored. Even the detailed lmowledge of the early
1ife of Lee Harvey Oswald, J.F. Kennedy's probable assassing for ex-
ample, does not adequately explain his unmique political behavior,

But there is enough provocabtive description of what happens in politi-
eally in childhood to promise that more anglytical, casually oriented
work nay be done in the future.

Easton and Hess have indicated that one decade is the critical
period for basic politicimation, starting at age three. Just how the
first filsments of politicszl identification are formed is not quite c
clear, but these Pirst ties, by the age of seven, are tb-the-broad
politicel commnity, on en emetional basis that starts with a warm
and posgtive attatchment to schools, the !''beauby of their country,'!
and '"the goodnese and cleanliness of its people.”39

These relatively concrete attatchments to commmnity are followed

by similar ties to the wielders and visible symbols of public authority,



represented by the Precident of the United States, the local police-
nan, snd the flag. Thecatbatchment to the flag becomes zlrost reli-
gious and the flag selute almost a proyer to God. As the child Zrows,
his attitudes toward politicel amthority becomes increasingly imper-
sonal.40

To his quasi-religious set of political attatchments, which reech
some sort of plateau by the age of nine or ten, is sdded a more zb-
stract set of identifications with such concepts as democracy, voting,
end various aspects of civig liberty. An awereness develops of people
as citizens and of one's obligations as a future citizen.4t

How much of this politicizalion derivegd from the family is -
certain, but the likeness between the child's positive, warm appraisal
of his own father and the President is clear and may relate to the
relatively generous, benign, non-authoritarian behavior that is deemed
fairly common in Americen fatherhood. GCreenstein emphasizes another
characteristic of children's appraisal of the President, namely, that
they are remarkably lacldng in cymicism about him and other political
leaders. Part of this is attributed to the tendency of parents to
protect their children from harsh rezlities of the adult pplitical
world and part to the tendency of children to establish a univalent
picture free of unpleasant coloration.®?

The reasons for the warm and trusting attitude toward politieal
anthority remain speculative but are seen by Baston and others as

relating to the child's anxiety gbout his dependency on his parents.



An explanstory link can be added by again suggesting that the child
identifies with both his perents because they are the early and the
continuing primary source for his need satisfactions. And he identi-
fies more with the father than the mother as as aubthority figure be-
couse—~For surely cultural and also perhaps orgenic reasons—the father
is typically the prime exercizer of authority in the family,

Among the children interviewed, the father was showm most often
as being the person to whom the children looked for guidance, for
advice, and for help. Even among the older children, who brobably
had some measure of independence, the father was still an important
figure, to belrespected. As was mentioned previously, the children in-
terviewed ranged in sge from four to sixteen years, and came firom
varied socioeconomic backgrounds. Some two hundred and thirty-five
were interviewed, at different times; some in 1969, some in 1972, and
some in Jemmary of 1973. The inbterviews were conducted at various
elementary schools in the St. Charles, Idssouri area. Though the age
span was fairly wide, more or less the same questionaire was employed
for all the children, with modifications made according to the ages
of the children in the different groups. ©Since this paper deals onl
with the parents' influence on the children, just the information con-
cerning certain aspects of that influence will be related. The numer-

ical information will be related in the form of charts, to show the
relative gnswers of the children, and so thgt the information From

one group can be related and compared to the information from another



group.

The questions in which this writer was interested were those
concerning the children's probable party choice, and the party choices
of his parents, according to how he thought that they would be likely
to vote. Also of interest was the question of whom the children would
for advice on how to vote.

Among the two hmndred and thirty-five children interviewed, there
wete one hundred and fourteen who replied that they did not Imow how
they would vote, were they old enough. Seventy-sixz of the children
decided that they would vote for a Democrat, and fqyéﬁy-three decided
on a Republican as their choice. This is in itsel% an interesting
item, when one considers that the children vho were interviewed in 1969
had just seen the election of a Republican president, wsihedthe ones
interviewed in Jamuary of 1973, while the children interviewed in 1972
were witnessing the same president's efforts toward re-election. One
would think, perhaps, thet after all the emphasis in the interview years
on the concept of '"'Republican,'' the children might identify more easily
with the party in power. Evidently this is not so among the younger
children in the society of 3t, Charles, lo.

Cn the next page is a chart showing the findings concerning the
question of how the children thouzht that their parents would be likely
to vote ot election time, The children are ranged dowm the side of the
chart, according to how they themselves felt that they would vote, if

they could., The parents are ranged along the top edge of the chart,
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Among the children who did not Ilmow how they would vote, eighty-

geven did not seem to lmow how thelr fathers would vote, end eighty-six

did not Imow how thei® mothers would vote, either. Only fourteen of the

children in this group felt that their Ffathers would choose a Democrat,

while Tifteen felt that €l Tifteen other chil

1eir mothers would. 4lso,

ren thought thet both their fabhers snd their mothers would vote for

a2 Republican,
On the whole, it seemed that the children who felt that they would

choose a Democrat as the best man for the]job, were the best—informed

politically, as fer as lmowing how their parents would vobe, Of the
seventy-six children who picled Democrats as their persongl choice,

fifty—two thought that their fathers would vote for a Demcerat as well,

gfd thirty-six felt that their mothers would echo that choice, 0ddly

enough, while only seven of the Democratic children felt that their fat-



hers would vote for a Republican rsther than a Democrat, twenty-three
thought that their mothers would vote for a Republicen, On the whole,
less is Imown to the children of the mothersd! political feelings, a
part of the idea that still hangs on today that women should not get
involved in politics, as they have not the intelleet for it., This
idea is changing, but rather showly, Jjust the same., To contime with
the roster of the Demoeratic children, eighteen professed to lmow
nothing of how either of their parents would vote.

On the Republican side of the slate, eight of the children did
not lmow how their fathers would vobe, while eleven could not say how
their mothers would choose in an election, Ten of the children in this
group felt that their fathers yould vote Democrgtic, and andther siz-
teen felt the same way about their mothers' choice, Twenty—four of the
Republican children believed that their fathers would pick a Republican,
too, and fifteen said the same of their mothers.

A further question of interest to this writer was the question of
vhom the children would ask for advice on how do vete. They were given
six choices, plus the option of replying that they did not Imow who
they would ask. The six other choices werejy a friend one's own age, @
gister or brother, one's father, one's mother, one's bteacher, or the
category of someone else. When & child answered someone else, he was
asked te specify who this individu®l was. Some of the answers to this

cquestion showed intelligence and insight, TFor instance, some of the

children thought that the best person teo ask for political advice would



be the politicans themselves, of the people who worked at the polling
places. Others felt that a personel authority figure, such as a police-
man, & doctor, or a religious leader would be able to give the best
guidance on how to vote, At least one small boy felt that his dog
would lmow best. liaybe he has something therel! Another little boy feltd
that he would agl his interviewer for information on polilticel matters.
At any rate, the answers were interesting, for children are anything

but dull when it comes to asking and answering cuestions.
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This is how the categories under the question of whom to ask for
voting advice stacked up. Of the children who did not lmow how they
would vote, twenly-seven a2lso did not lmow who to ask for advice on how
to choose a politicel leader, Iline of this group felt that they would

ask 2 peer, and another seven felt'that a brother or sister would be
the person to question., In that category, a brother was considered

to be more of a political authority thean a sister, agein illustrating



the old taboo against women in politics, In this first group,,even
though in some cases the children did not lnow how either they or their
parente would volte, parents still came out on top as sources of advice
for electionas. Twenty-eight of these children regarded their fathers

as ‘the best person to ask for advicé, and twenty-four regarded their
mothers in the same light. Thirteen thought that a teacher would be the
best person to question for voting guidance, while of this group decided
to ask the mysterious someone else, usually an adult with some sort

of authority in the child's life,

Among the Democratic children, four only did not Imow who they

would aslk for advice on how to vote, while another five decided to ask
a friend; snd yet another four decided on a sister or brother. Of the
seventy—six children in the Democralic group, thirty-two, or neerly half
the group, thought that their fathers would be the man to ask in such

an instence, Only Fifteen felt that their mothers could be the best

help here, and ten others decided that a teacher would be the one to ask.
Inother tuwelve Pfelt that they would ask someone else,

Apgain, in the Republican group, the parents were the most popular
sources of advice, with eighteen of the children deeiding bo ask their
fathers, and another twelve their mothers. dJust Two of this group were at
a loss for people to question, while six children felt that a good friend
would lmow best. llone of the Republieans opted for a sibling advice-

giver, while two held ocut for the teacher, and another three for someone

else, All in all, the fathers were the most asked for advieecon how



Lo vote, with the mothers rumning in second place. The silly taboo
against women in politica has rubbed off on yet another generation of
young in Ameriea, it would gppear.

The information given in the next chart is nol exactly an indica~
tion of that taboo, but the taboo is related, and has made its presence

-

Imowmn. The information here ig concerned with the mumbers of children

who lnew the President's name. This may seem to be a silly cquestion,
for surely everyone knouws vho the President is, but actuzslly there are

people who do not,
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This chart does not have a division according to the sex of the
children, but among the children who did not know the President's name,

-~

‘the larger part of them were girls. From the begimning of thid country,
there has beenm a movement againdt women in politica, which is only now
beginning to ease up,

Among the children who did not Imow how they would vote (and the



larger mmber in that group were also girls), fifty—four gave the
correct one when asked for the President's name, Fifteen gave incors:'
rect names, while fourty-six either did not lmow or did not respond

to the question.

Among the Democrats, fifty-eight lmew that the President is Richard
Nixon, while five gave an incorrect nsme., Thirteen either did not Imow
or did not respond. Thirty-four of the Republicans gave the correct
neme, whilé only féur gave an incorrect name, and there were just five
of the group who did not know or did not respond. It would seem that
having a Republican President causes the Republican to relate to hinm
more easily., Perhaps things would have been different if there had been
a Democratic President in office for the last two terms.
The c¢hild is nurbured in all ways primarily within the family.

Until he reaches mabturity, he remains in g condition of dependency on
the family, However, his achievement of political maturity depends not
only on the family but zlso on other social influences. 4nd in the con-
temporary world, which remains for the most part politically apathetie,
dependent, and immsture, neither the political system nor the family

is sufficiently prepared to insure that the transition to maturity will be
made with less then enormous turmoil in the minds of both the child and
the parents. Tribzal and feudal soeipties generally contain family power
relationships in which the child is regerded less as a potential equal
than as a person who must learn to eénform and to rise only slowly in the

hierarchy and who rust never expect to live in other than superior and



subordinate relationships with othere.
The retarding influence of antocratic and authoritarign sociagl
relationships, within and without the family, is usually accompeanied
by circumgtances of endemic physicel deprivation during which the grow-
ing child mist quicldy leayn to provide physically for himself,,then his
parents, then his children., Without the pobentially leveling, anti-hicre
srchizing influences of modern inbtegrated ond industrislized society,
the child is 1tkely tolpove from asuthoritarisn dependency to authoritar-
izn support of those dependent on him, He is unable tollearn adequately
anything other than authoritarian ways of acting and reacting and there-
fore unable to achieve with eny fecility the transition from dependency
to sutonomy. So he uneasily remains aunthoriterien within the family and
in his politieal rclaticnships.‘{‘s
As he starts the transition from tribal or feudal society to modern
gociety, he shifts his dependency on pabents to a dependency on a new
nationsl movement and nev political Ffather figure. There is, perhaps,
more often than not, some net gain, because the amthority inTluence of
the political father,cannot, over a prolonged period, be so strong as the
proximse]l family influence, In consequence, when the transition has pro-
gressed somewhat, he is less likely to be as dependent as he was pre-
viously on either familisl or political father and, in that case, has
achieved the beginning of his owm autonomy. In turn, he is likely toibe
less anthoritarian toward his own dependent childfen than his father was

and o to Pacilitate both the broad social transition and the internmal



trensition of the growving single individual,
The transition period is heavy with anxiety, chronic in the indi-
vidual and endemic in the society, but as the dialogue of change deve-

lops and stebilizes, the loyelties to the family become re-egtablished

on a new basis and new ties to other groups aeveloghéincluding ones o
party, leadership, nation, and the social ingtitultions of an increasing-
ly pluralistic society. As the universal, residual social unit, the fam-
ily can thus serve not only authoritarian socizl and political Ffunctions,
in which the individusl's value derives from his stabus as a subordinate
or o superior, tut equalitarian fmetions in which the individual's value
becomes equal te that of others as he agquires the sense of security, res-
ponsibility, and aubonomy of a mabure member of thé: family and the demo-
cratic polity.

Families as the major matrix for individual politieal maturstion
have endured intzct a centuries-long transition from feudelism tc plural-
ism &nd individuslism in the Western world. And individusls in trans-
ition have similarly remained inbact. There is no reason to assume
that the efperience thus accumilated willnot both facilitate and accel-

erate the proecess in the rest of the vcylf.44
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