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CHAPTER 1. Th Historical i4*a of the Wormer in
Amrica (with tr a at "for*"* to
the rcpt pas~llals) .

A. Ascent five Obllvlon

~. L#b*ralisa and th New Radicalism
of the Early Nineteenth Century

Nsxiaa and Rindts s of th D" tiny

D. Economic Mimiss and Political
Aatormas



CHAPTER tt_ The Economic and Political Status of the
Worker in the United States .

A. How many and what kinds?

B. Now organised and in what proportions?

C. What income (trends) and what sosial
habits in relation to other Americans?

D. What special disqualifications (le al
and extra legal) in sw-

	

-

	

political
life .

	

~



~R III . Political Attitudes of the Amriten Worker

A. Towards sogiety in General and
Social Class (Identifications)

a . To his past and future

C. To the Govern ent and politics

D. To his Union

E. To his Leaders

Fi, To ether Leaders (o , g . Trtuwaa,
aissnhowrr, Stevenson)

G. To his Employers

M. To the Political Parties

I . To particular Issus



Q1APTE;IV The Political Activity of the Worker

A. Voting and non-voting

3 .0 Us* of 204"

C. Mership in Voluntary Associations

D. Other Political Activity

L. Methods of Access to Politics
(Actual and Potential Channels)



SPT& Y '*~M* Leaden of Labor

A. That r origin* and accomplis is

8. The Institutions they have created :

1 . The structure of unions
2. Constitutions and by-laws
3. Methods of work
4. Resources

C. Attitudes of the Leaders

D Their Demands (personal and public)

E Their Tacticss Internal

F. Their Tacticss External
1 . Economic
2. Political



CHAPTER VI. Th* Political As is of Economic
unionisa

G



CWTER VII . Labor as a Pressure Gveup

A. Lsbbyln g

S. Influencing of Work*r and Public
Opinion

C. Results, Regulation and Limits
of Pressure Politics

D. The Functional Representation
of Labor

7



TR MM. The Politics of Labor

A. Criteria of Going into Action

S. Criteria of Whom to Support

C. Tactics of Action

.D. Scope and Ted of Activity

S. Sacc•ss and Failures of
Activity



2jMjAR IX. The Public Response to Labor's
Political Action

A. Public Conceptions of the
Workers

S. Public Isage of the Unions

C. Reactions to Unions in
Politics

D. The possible braes of Support
of Political Vnionisn

9



~~E X. The Effects of Political Unionise
Upon the Internal Affairs of Unions

A. Divisiveness

E. Esprit des Corps

C, Atrophy of Economic Functions

D. Projection of Special Values
into Social Conscience of Workers
(giving his special role a general
interest)
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CHAPTER XI,- The RMla tion of

A. Th• Federal Law

B. The Laws of the 48 States

//



OUTER

	

. The Prospects of Regulation

A. Proposals for New Laws
a . The Balance Wheel of Regulations
The More Public the Function - the Greater
the Public Intervention



,CHAPTER Xljl t The Future of the Worker

A. The Decline of the Proletariat
and the Social Assiwilation of the
Worker

B. The Stability of Unionis.

C. Liberation of the General
Energies of the Worker

D. The Worker in the Face of
the Workers and Their Movewmts
Abroad

E . The Worker as an individualist
in the Now Social Order . (The Great
Need for a Variegated Public • - the
State as the Property of All) .

'3



,fit THE BASIC GROUPS OF THE TABLES ARE DEFINED
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T ABLE O F CONTENT S

CATEGORIES

Distribution of Different Work Groupings Among
the Four Regions of the Country

Estimated Farily Income in 1952 of Different
Groupings of American Workers

Church Preference of American Work Groupings

Replies of American Work Groupings to Question :
"Were You Brouw •ht up Mostly on a Far-, in a Small
Town, or in a Large City?"

Racial Composition of American Work Groupings

Generation-Time in America of American Work Groupings

Types of Population Areas in Which American
Workers Live

The Education of American Workers

The Party Affiliations of American Workers

Political Affiliation of Parents While Respondent
was Growing up .

The Vote in 1948 Among American Workers

The Vote in 1952 Among American Workers

Attitudes Towards Government Inte-vention in
Housing . Education, etc . Among American Work Grou;>`r s

Replies of American Workers to the Question :
"Which of the Following Things do You Think it WouI
be Best to do Now in Korea (1952)?"

Beliefs of American Workers on the Parties' Stand
for Increased Government Activity .

Notes to Table XV

Action Against Racial Discrimination in Employment

Notes to Table XVI . (Following immediately after
notes to preceding table)

I



TABLE XviI

TABLE XXI

TABLE XXII

TABLE XXIII

TABLEiXXIV

TABLE XXV

TABLE XXVI

TABLE XXVII

,T ABLE O F CONTENTS, (Cont .)

Extent of Agreement of American Work
Groupings with the Belief that This Country
has Gone Too Far in Concerning Itself with
Problems in Other Parts of the World .

Awareness of Having Heard Anything About
the Taft-Hartley Act Among American Work
Groupings

Beliefs of American Working Groups as to
Whether They will be Affected Financially
Should Either Party Win

The "Social Class" Into Which American
Workers Place Themselves, When Pressed

Whether as Mir Opportunity as Ever Exists
in America . Accordin0 to American Workers

HOW DIifB*W Groups of Workers React to
the Statement : "Sometimes Politics and
Government Seem so Complicated That a Person
Like Me Can't Really Understand What's Going Qf

How Different Groupings of Workers React
to the Statement : "I Don't Think Public
Officials Care '&uch "=hat People Like Me Think ."

Replies of American Workers to the Question :
"Generally Speaking, Would You Say That You,
Personally, Care a Good Deal Which Party Wins
the Presidential Election This Fall, or That
you Don't Care Very Much Which Party Wins?"

Replies of American Workers to the Question :
"When You Have State and Local Elections
Around Here, Would You Say That You Care a
Good Deal Who Wins Those Elections?"
(Replies refer to state elections)

Replies of American Workers to the Question :
"When You Have State and Local Elections
Around Here, Would You Say That You Care a
Good Deal Who Wins Those lections?"
(Replies refer to local elections)

Opinions of American Workers Regar i ng
Whether "Working-Class" People Will Vote
Democrat or Republican



TABLE XXVIII

TABLE XXIX

TABLE XXX

TABLE XXXI

TABLE XXXII

TABLE XXXIII

TABLE XXXIV

TABLE XXX'J
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T ABLE OFF CONTENTS (Cont .)

pa

How American Workers Believe "Workino-Class"
People Wil Vote, with the Reasons for Their
Beliefs

Opinions of American Workers Regarding Whether
Labor Union Members Will Vote Democratic or
Republican

How American Workers Believe Union Members
Will Vote, with the Reasons for Their Beliefs

The Reasons American Workers Give for
Believing Farmers Will 'Vote Cne Way or the OthF

How American Work Groupings Answered the
Question : "Did You Talk to Any People and Try
to Show Them Why . Thee Should Vote for One of
the Parties or Candidates?"

Response of American Workers to the Question :
"Did you Go to Any Political Meetings, Rallies,
Dinners, or Thin,-- s Like That?"

Response of American Workers to the Questi :-.n :
"Did you Give Any Money or Buy Tickets or
Anything- to Help the Camp= ign for One of the
Parties or Candidates?"

How America) 'fork Grcupin _is Answe d the
Questi n : "Did you do Any Other rk for One
of the Parties or Candidates?"



HOWTHEBASIC GRCUBS CF THE TABLES A:iE DEFINED

The tables to follow present a number of traits,
att*tudedFand behaviors of nine different classes of American
workers . These classes are the following :

1 .

	

Union-Members : Consists of those of the national sample
who belon ,- to a labor union . This category includes women as well as
men, as do all subsequent categories .

2 .

	

Non-Union 'Wage-Earners : Consists of persons who are
skilled or unskilled wage-earners who are not me-^bers of unions .

3 .

	

Non-Union White-Collar Workers whose family income is
over $5000 in 1952 (N .U .-W,C .$5000*,) : Contains the stated persons,
excluding protective service workers .

4 .

	

Non-Union Whit-Colla r Workers whose family income waE
less than S^ ,000 in 1952 IN.U.-W .C, under $5000) : As stated, but also
excludes protective service workers

5 .

	

Farmers, : Includes farm owners and managers but not
farm laborers .

6 .

	

Wives of Union-Members : Consists of housewife respondents
who said their husbands belonged to unions .

7 .

	

Wives of Non-Union Wage-Earners : Consists of housewives
whose husbands were non-union wage-earners .

8 .

	

Wives of Non-union White-Collar workers $5000 +: As
explained above .

9 .
Explained

1-7

Wives of Non-Union White-Col' ar Workers under $500C : As
above .

10 .

	

Wives of Farmers : As explained above .

11 .

	

Non-union wives (or women) who are heads of households :
All women who gave housewife as their occupation and were heads of
their households . This would include widoes, divorced persons, etc .



THE TOTALS OF THE CATEGORIES

[5

* Does not include a number of respondents from minor and miscellaneous
categories of the sample, such as people of unasce-tained occupation,
students, and police and firemen .

No . Per Cent Per Cent
of Listed
Work Force*

of Adult
Population

1 . Union-Members 321 31 20

2. Non-Union Wage-Earners 256 25 16

3. Non-Union White-Collar $5000 + 168 16 10

4 . Non-Union White-Collar under $5000 191 18 12'

5. Farmers 106 10 7

Sub-Totals 11042 100%

6. wives of 1 168 10

7 . Wives of 2 96 6

8. Wives of 3 73 5

9 . Wives of 4 66 4

10,1 +ces 6 -g 70 4

1' .Ffouswives who are „ 6
Hr-ads of Households

Totals 1616 100%



DISTRIBUII~,N OF DIFFERI NT 'NO± ;K GR( .UNINGS
AMONG+Til-FOURREGIONS CF THE CaIN' . RY

North-east,

	

Mid-west

	

South

	

Far west

	

Total

	

Ns

Union

	

29

	

36

	

16
members

N .U .wage-

	

25

	

22

	

45
earners

N .U .-rV .C .

	

27

	

38

	

35
$5000 +

N .U .-W .C .

	

27

	

30

	

28
under $5000

Farmers

	

8

	

42

	

42

ON-es of

	

30

	

36

	

20
U . members

Wives of N .

	

21

	

36

	

36
V.WageAnraors

Wives of N .U .-

	

25

	

42

	

26
W.C . $5000 +

Wives of N .U .-

	

32

	

30

	

27
W.C •under $'5000

Wivrs of

	

10

	

44

	

36
farmers

N .U .wives who

	

30

	

33

	

29
ere heads of
households

19 100% 321

9 100% 256

10 100% 168

15 100% 191

8 100% 106

14 100% 168

7 100% 96

7 100% 73

11 100% 66

10 100% 70

8 100% 101



$5co uns .r

wivot. at" >:
frimere . F

N ; ;'wives$ who
who are heads
of household

32

4

	

4

	

14

	

55

27 20

	

8

,a-
TA 8LE, 494=&.

ESTIMATED FAMILY INC MF IN 1952-OF
DIFFERENT GROUkINGS OF AMEI:ICAN WORKER

23

9

	

27

	

26

	

27

	

7

7

	

3

9

	

3

0

	

1009

2

	

100%

	

69

1

	

2

	

100%

	

90

,

Union
members

earners

$5000 +

under $5000

Farmers

Under $1000- $2000- $3000- $4000- $5000- $7500- 10,000E
11,000 1999 . 2999

	

2922 49,99r_ 7499

	

9999 ovp , Total !t

100%

	

168

1009

	

102

2e

	

100%

	

191

2

55

	

260

10

	

11

1

	

4

	

12

	

30

	

25

	

23

	

3

	

~(2

	

1009

	

318

N.U .wage-

	

12

	

21

	

26

	

20

	

12

	

7

	

2

	

1,1 0

	

100%

	

244

9

	

19

	

23

	

19

N .U .-W .C .

	

0

	

0

	

0

	

0

N.U.-W.C. 4 8 22 36

wives of
Union Members 1

	

5

	

10

	

35

	

21

	

24

	

3 1 10D%

	

165

wives of
N .U .wag*, 9

	

29

	

28 15

	

11

	

3

	

0 100%

	

94
.oar"re

Wives of 0

	

0

	

0

	

0 62 23

	

15

	

100%

	

73.



Union Members

N.U .wage-earners

N.U .-W .C .$5000+

N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

Farmers

Wives of
Union Members

Wives of
N.U. wage-earners

	 r•
Wives of N .U .-
W,C. $5000 +

Wives of N.U .-
W .C . under $5000

Wives of farmers

N.V. wives who
are heads of
households

T ABLE I I I

CHURCH PREFERENCE OF AMERICAN WORK GROUPINGS

Protesttant Catholic Jewish None & Other, (A-

61 33 3 3 100% 317

76 18 1 5 100% 255

68 21 7 4 100% 166

70 20 5 5 100% 190

90 7 0 3 100% 106

64- 32 1 100% 168

74 24 0 2 IOC% 96

68 18 14 0 100% 73

67 21 4 8 100% 66

84' 10 0 6 100% 70

79 12 7 2 100% 99



T ABLE I V

REPLIES OF AMERICAN WORK GROUPINGS TO QUESTION :
".VERE YOU BROUGHT UP MOSTLY ON A FARM . IN A SMALL TOWN, OR IN A LARGE CITY?"

Farm Small Town Larqe City, Tot N=

Union members 28 24 38 100% 314

N .U.wage-earners 51 30 19 100% 246

N .U .-W .C .$50000 20 42 38 100% 164

N .U .-W.C,und•r $5000 29 36 35 100% 190

Farmers 89 10 1 100% 104

Wives of U .M . 24 38 38 100% 161

Wives of N .U .
wage-earners

42 33 25 100% 93

'WivAs of N.U .- 18 36 46 100% 72
W .C . $5000 +

Wives of N.U .-
W .C . under $5000

26 37 37 100% 65

Wives of farmers 78 19 3 100% 69

N.U, wives who are
heads of
households

50 29 21 100% 101



TABLE, V

RACIAL COMPOSITION OF AMERICAN WORK GROUPINGS

Whiteite

	

Negro

	

Total

	

NN

Union members

N .U . wage-earners

N .U .-W .C.$5000 +

N .U .-W .C .under $5000

Farmers

90

75

98

95

88

10

25

2

5

12

100%

100

100%

100%

100%

320

254

167

190

106

Wives of union members 94 6 100% 168

Wines of N .U . wage-earners 90 10 100% 96

Wives of N .U .-WC . $5000+ 100 0 100% 73

Wives of N .V .-W .C . under $5000 94 6 100% 66

Wives of farmers 94 6 100% 70

N .N. wives who are
heads of households

95 5 100% 100



0? ~C-MMIA

TA$LE VS

First
generation,

GENE ATICN-TIS, E IN AME UICA OF AME_UCAN WCAKE.i GttCUYINGS
Second
generation,

Third
generation

_
Fourni
generation Total N=

11 ('"-~ 27 21 41 1009 300
Union
members

7 18 17 58 1C0% 230
N .U .wage-
earners

11 26 25 38 100% 159
N . U . -W .C/
$5c00 +

6 25 24 45 100% 183
N .U . -W . C .
under $5000

0 26 25 49 100% 97
Farmers

Wives of 11 50 30 9 100% 102
U.Members

Wives of 4 21 23 52 1OC% 81
N .U .wage-
ea,ners

4 23 32 41 100% 70
Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

2 21 23 54 100% 61
Wives of
N . U . -W . C .
under $5000

5 12 21 62 100% 66
Wives of
farmers

N .U .wives 17 22 20 41 100% - 87



heads o
households

TYP1'S OF PCPtILATICN ARIAS IN W'IICII AME'ICAN WORKERS LIVE

Union
Members

earner s
earner

,

Nu

321

256

Urban Sub- Rural City
City
2500-

City
2500-

city city
under under open

country
South

Open
country
North Total

metro urban metro 50,000 50,000 50,000 2500 2500
metro

	

+

	

South North South North
22

14

20

18

0

11

4

13

8

0

5

2

1

3

0

23

13

18

17

1

5

15

8

10

6

15

13

16

15

3

3

12

7

10

12

11

11

13

13

6

1

12

1

1Q

22

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

4

3

4

50

N .U .-W .C . 167
$5000+

N .U .-W .C . 190
under $5000

Farmers 106

Wives of 168U .members

Wives of
N .U .wage-

20 16 5 21 2 13 7 7 4 5 100%

earners

	

96

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .

12 4 7 18 10 13 9 13 6 8 100%

73 23 10 1 19 11 15 7 7 4 3 100%$5000+

Wives of 66
N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

14 6 3 23 8 15 9 17 4 1 100%

Wives of
farmers

	

70 0 0 0 1 3 1 6 13 27 49 100%

N .U .women 101who are 18 6 14 13 23 6 11 4 4 100%



,TABLE VIIX

THEEDWATIONOFAMErtICANWOKKL--S
Some

	

Completed Some

	

Completed Incomplnt.e Complete

	

some Comp-
grade

	

grade

	

high

	

high

	

high sc.hool high school col- leted
school	oo

	

school school

	

plus other plusother 1=,e college	&INO,

Union
members

Non-union
wage-earners

N.U, .W .C .
$5000 +

N,U .-w,C,
under $5000

Farmers

25

35

2

9

29

18

23

5

11

34

23

16

8

9

12

12

11

14

19

12

6

8

5

7

4

9

3

13

13

2

4

2

22

15

5

2

0

31

17

1

2

2

0

0

1

IOC,% 32%'%'e

100% 256

1.00% 168

100 191

100% 106

Wives of
U,members

12 16 28 21 4 11 5 2 100% 160

Wives of
N,U .wage
earners

22 25 19 22 4 4 2 1 1 100% 96

Wives of
N,U .-W .C .

0 3 7 25 0 27 20 18 0 L00% 73

$5000 +

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
underr

8 14 16 31 3 14 9 3 2 100% 64

Wives of
farmers

23 20 14 20 3 3 13 1 3 100% 70

Non-union
VIgIgg Oo are

39 27 12 9 3 4 4 0 2 100% 99

households V-1,



N .U .women

	

21
who are heads
of households

.z
T A 8 LE Amii-

THE PARTY AFFILIATI(,NS OF AMERICAN WORKERS

21

	

6

	

5

	

5

	

15

	

20

	

7

	

100%

	

96

Strong
Dems,-

Weak
Dems,

Independent
De_ms, Independent

Independent
Reps .

Weak
Reps .

Strong Apol-
Reps,_ Iti` ,Total NO

Union
Members 29 29 12 6 4 11 8 1 100% 296

N .U .wage-
earners

30 22 10 7 5 12 7 7 100% 242

N .LiW .C . 11 20 14 9 10 18 18 0 100" 154
$5000'+

N .U .-W .Co
under $5000 20 27 10 6 10 18 0 100% 181

Farmers 24 26 6 6 9 16 13 0 100 103

Wives of
U . Members

20 31 9 3 8 15 14 0 100% 159

Wives of
N .U .wage-
earners

15 29 12 8 6 12 12 6 100% 89

Wives of
N.U.-W.C.

17 24 1 4 10 21 23 0 100% 71

$5000 +

Wives of
N.U.-W.C.
under $5000

23 20 11 3 12 20 9 2 100% 65

Wives of
farmers

12 36 9 1 9 14 13 6 100;1; 70



T A B L E L
PGLITICAL AFFILIATION OF PARENTS W'-IILE RESPONDENT WAS GROWING UP

Union
members

N .U .wage-
earners

N . U . -W . C .
$5000 +

MLUi•W .C .
under $5000

Farmers

N.U .women who are
heads of households

Wives of
U .Members

Wives of
N .U .wage-
earners

Wives of N .U .
w.c, s5coo +

Wives of N .U .
W .C . under $5000

Wives of farmers

Both parents
Dem .

Both parents
Reg.

All other
replies
13-9,0-+,), Total N*

42 22 36 100% 297

38 18 44 100% 242

42 29 29 100% 155

39 29 32 100% 182

45 25 30 100% 104

43 30 27 100% 159

36 21 43 100% 89

42 30 28 100% 81

54 21 25 100% 65

40 23 37 100% 70

35 26 39 100% 96



Union
members

Non-union
wage-earners

Non-union
W .C .S5000 +

Non-union
W,C .under
$5(=

Farmers

W VK* V
union members

Wives of
N,U,wage-
earners

Wives of
NeVaRwice
$5000 4

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

Wives of farmers

Non-union women
who are hcaris
of households

THE VOTE IN 1948 AMONG AMERICAN WORKERS

Truman
(Dem .)

Dewey
(Rep.) Wallace Thurmond

Didn't
Vote

Never
Voted Total N=

53 16 0 0 11 20 100% 287

36 18 1 0 13 32 100% 234

32 47 0 0 10 11 100% 151

35 37 1 1 7 19 100% 177

37 29 0 2 14 18 100% 100

38 25 0 0 12 25 100% 152

31 20 0 0 11 38 100% 88

34 49 0 3 3 11 100% 70

38 27 0 0 10 25 100% 63

34 21 1 0 18 26 100% 68

30 30 0 0 14 26 100% 88



T ABLE,

	

,

THE VOTE IN 1952 AMONG AMERICAN '.70RKEAS

Voted
DeM.~

Voted
Ren,

Voted
Ot

Non-Voter
pem .

Non-Voter
Rea .

Non-Voter
Other of M ..

Union
members 45 28 1 15 9 2 100% 295

Non-union
wage-earners 36 26 0 19 15 4 100% 232

Non-union W .C .
$5000 + 21 67 1 3 7 1 100% 157

Non-union W .C .
Under $5000 30 52 4 7 7 0 100% 180

Farmers
26 42 5 6 18 3 100 102

Wives of union
members 37 37 0 14 10 2 100% 153

Wives of Non-
union wage6 27 35 1 16 17 4 100% 88

earners

Wives of N.U . .
W .C .S5000 + 23 67 0 4 6 0 100% 69

Wives of N U.-
W .C.under 5000 28 47 0 13 10 2 100 61

Wives of
farmers 24 39 0 13 16 8 100% 67 ~N

N . V .wdhea
who are heads 21 35 0 16 21 7 100% 87
of households



ATTITUDES O 11ARDS GOVERNMENT INTERZ''ENTICN IN HOUSING,
EDUCE'TILN . ETC . . AMONG AMERICAN :!ORK GRS.'UPIrIGS

Union
members

Should
do_o more

About
r1~7ht ;OK

Should
do less,

More on some,
less on others DK & NA Total Nz

29732 49 12 2 5 100%

N.U.wage-
earnr•rs 28 53 9 1 9 l0C1% 242

N .U .-W .C .
$5000 + 25 35 33 4 3 100% 155

N,U .-W,C,
under $5000 25 45 21 4 5 100% 183

Farmers 18 49 25 6 2 100% 104

Wives of U.M. 29 50 11 1 9 100% 159
Wives of N .U .
wage-earners 29 59 19 z is 100% 189

Wives of N.U .-
W .C . $5000 + 23 38 32 3 4 100% 71

Wives of N.U .-
W .C .under $5000 26 40 23 3 8 100% 65

Wives of
farmers 19 50 16 1 1* 100% 70

N,4 . wives
who are heads
of households 18 41 19 2 20 10 96 W



REPLIES GF AMEdICAN iORKE .S TO THE QUESTION$
"'-NHICM OF THE FOLLOWING THINGS DO YOU THINK IT WO:LD DE BEST TO DO NO' .d IN KOREA(1952)?

Pull out
6ntirrly,

Keep trying for
peaceful settlement,

Stronger stand, Either 1
bomb China

	

' or 3
Don't know
& No answer Tot Ell,,,

Union
members

N .U .wage-
earners

N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

N . U . -W . C .
under $0000

Farmers

8

9

8

8

10

46

49

33

50

45

40

34

52

34

35

1

1

1

2

2

5

7

6

6

8

10C%

100%

100%

100%

100%

297

242

155

183

104

Wives of
U .Members

8 46 40 1 5 100% 159

Wives of
N .U .wage-
earners

10 50 0 6 100% 89

wives of
N .U .-W .C .
$5MO +

3 47 41 1 8 IOC% 71

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

51 39 1 6 100% 65

Wives of
farmers

17 46 29 O 8 10D% 70

are head of 20
HASWR~g sw o 47 21 1 11 100% 96



REPLIES OF AME . -tICAN iOHKE •S TO THE QUESTION :
"WHICH OF TUE FOLLCWING THINGS DO YOU THINK IT WOO ..LD BE BEST TO DO NO.1 IN KOREA(1952)?

Pull out
bntirr , ly,

Keep trying for
peaceful settlement,

Stronger stand, Either 1
bomb China

	

'or 3
Don't know
& No answer Tot NN

Union
members 8 46 40 1 5 100% 297

N .U .wage- 9 49 34 1 7 100% 242
earners

N.U.-W.C. 8 33 52 1 6 100% 155
$5000 +

N.U.-W.C.
under $0000

Farmers

8

10

50

45

34

35

2

2

6

8

100%

100%

183

104

Wives of 8 46 40 1 5 100% 159
U.Members

Wives of 10 50 O 6 100% 89
N .U .wage-
earners

Wives of 3 47 41 1 8 100% 71
N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

Wives of 51 39 1 6 100% 65
N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

Wives of 17 46 29 0 8 100% 70
farmers

47 21 1 11 100% 96are head of 20
We}~s'~R~Bg sw °



BELIEFS OF AMERICAN .1O:tKERS (:r PIE PA;;TIFS' STAND
FOR fl CREA$F:D ;CVt. RNA .' T ACTIVITY*

Der .will do
more then Reo,. P o-

D".will do
jest than Rot),

Don't 2:r;ti0
121A1 jtk[12Z ~inr_

34 40 2 17 7 100% 297Union
members

24 34 2 5 100% 242Non-union
wage-earners

N.U .-W .C .
wee

41

31

33

43

3

4

17

17

6

5

100%

10(YX

165

183N,U .-W .C .
under $5000

27 34 4 25 10 100% 104Farmers

29 29 5 31 6 100% 159Wives of
U .Membr. rs

Wives of N .U .
wage-earners

Wives of N .h .-
$5000+

23

34

33

35

4

3

39

21

1

7

100%

IOU %

99

71

Wives of N .U .-
W .C .under
$5000

25 35 5 29 6 100% 65

Wives of
farmers

N .U.women who
are heads of
Households

23

13

29

33

0

3

41

42

7

9

100%

100%

70

96



T A 13 L C.

	

T

	

(continue , i)

* Some p^ople think the na innal government should do mo - - - e in tryi n. - , to dc;r, ; with
such problems as unemploxment, education, housing, and so on . Others think -iat the
'overnmen+ is already doing too much . On the whole, would you sa that what the
government has done has been about right, too much, or not enough

a) Now, how do you think the two parties feel about this question? Do
you think there is any difference between the I)emocratic and Republican parties
on this issue, or wou d you say they for-1 the same? (How is that?)

]ere is a lot of talk these days about (liscri .-iination, that is, people having
trouble get ing Jobs because. of their race . Do you think the government ou,,ht to take
an interest in whether Negroes have trouble cet' ing ',obs, or should it stay out of this prob:

a) (if government should take an interest) . Jo you think we need laws to deal with
this problecn o, are there other ways that will handle it better?

bO (If "other ways") 'Aat do you have in :-find?

c) (If "laws") Do you think the national government sh :, uld handle this or do you think
it should be left for each state to handle in its own way?

d,)' (If government should stay out) Do you think the state governments should do
something about this problem, or should they stay out of it also?



X V.L
T ABLE I

ACTIONACAI°1STRACIALDJSC5 :I~''L'JATIONINEMhLOYMMNT

National or state
#eairtwsbAuld
)#ke"*ttion

Govt .should
stay out
entirely

Don't know
and no
answe_£

Restrictive
legislation
vs . Negroes Tstal N;

Union
members 73 18 4 5 100% 297

N .U .wage-
earners 66 18 11 5 100% 242

N .N .-W .C .
$5000+ 64 29 3 4 100% 155

N.U.-W .C .
under $5000 70 20 4 6 100% 183

Farmers
60 27 7 6 100% 104

wives of
U.members 67 22 7 4 100% 159

,vives of
N .I.wage . 71 15 12 2 100% 89
earners

Wives of
N .U .-W .C . 66 23 7 4 100% 71
$500 +

Wives of
N.U.-W .C . 83 12 5 0 100% 65
under $5000

Wives of
farmers 60 19 13 8 100% 70

N .U .women
who are 60 16 14 10 100% 96
heads of
households



TABLE AV.XX

EXZ ENT OF AGREEMENT OF AMERICAN WORRK GRC ..UPINGS
WITH THE BELIEF THAT THIS COUNTRY HAS GONE TOO FAR IN

CONCERNING ITSELF :VIT]i PROBLEMS IN OTHER PARTS OF THE 4ORRLD

Agree Pro-con Disagree,
Don't know
8 no answer Total N=

Union members 53 3 36 8 100% 297

N.U .wage-earners 54 2 29 15 100% 242

N.U .-W .C .$5000 + 50 1 46 3 100% - 155

N .U.-W .C.under 50 4 42 4 100% LOS
$5000

Farmers 69 5 14 12 100% 104

Wives of
union members

60 3 31 6 100% 159

Wives of N .U .
wage-earners

53 0 31 16 100% 89

Wives of N.U,- 45 3 45 7 100% 71
W .C, $5000 +

Wives of N.U.-
W.C .under $50x0

51 3 37 9 100% 65

Wives of farmers 66 1 14 19 100% 70

N .U . women who
are heads of
households

59 0 21 200 100% 96



TABLE, XV} _.Z

AWA,(ENESS OF HAVING HEARD ANYTHING ABCJUT THE
TAFT-HARTLEY ACT AMONG AME : 1CAN w4OHK GROUPINGS

yes No Total N=

Union members 89 11 100%292

N .U . wage-earners 59 41 100% 238

N .U.-W,C . $5000 + 92 8 100% 1d$

N .U . .W .C.$5000 under 79 21 100% 182

Farmers 61 39 100% 102

Wives of union members 74 26 100% 155

Wives of N .U . wage-earners 56 44 100% 86

Wives of N .U .-W .C .$5000 + 92 8 100% 71

Wives of N,U.-W,C . under $5Q00 73 27 100% 64

Wives of farmers 48 52 100% 67

N .U . wives who are
heads of households

47 53 100% 91



T A B L E

BELIEFS <fF AMERICAN '.VORKING GROUPS AS TO WHETHER
THEY WILL BE AFFECTED FINANCIALLY SH( .ULD EITHER PARTY WIN

fetter if Deme, w n Better if Reps, win

Very
important
effect

Iapory
tant
effect

i,,inor
effet

No
eff- Minor

Impor- Very
tant

	

important
effect effect Depends

Don't
know Total NN=gLt effect

Union 1 7 100% 290
members 6 31 2 43 0 9 1

N .U .wage- 1 0 8 100% 238
earners 5 33 3 43 1 6

N .U .-W .C . 1 3 100% 153
$5000 + 4 12 1 48 6 22 3

N.U .-W .C . 1 1 6 100% 181
under $5000 4 18 2 46 2 20

Farmers 2 29 7 39 1 10 1 1 10 100% 101

Wives of
U.Members 4 29 1 39 2 13 1 2 9 100% 157

Wives of N .U . 1 2 16 100% 87wage-earners 4 29 1 39 4 9

'hives of N .U .
W .C . $5000 + 3 11 0 52 3 23 1 4 100% 71

Wives of N.U .-
W .C . under 2 9 100% 65
$5000 2 23 0 47 2 15

Wives of
farmers 3 26 0 47 1 13 1 99 100% 69

N .U.W"VD who
are heads of
households 4 12 3 58 0 10 0 12 100% 95

W
°C



THE "SOCIAL CLASS" INTO WHICH AMERICAN WORKERS
P CE THEMST LVI .S WHEN PRESSED TO DO SO

Union
N! 11 Owl .t1

Middle
Class

Lower
Class

Working
Close

Upper
CllasjL Total N+

29117 2 80 1 lOO%

Non-union 15 3 81, 1

	

• 100% 236
wage earners

N .U.-W ;C . 71 0 26 3 100% 149
$5000 +

N .U.-W .C . 46 2 50 2 100% 179
under $5000

Farmers 29 2 67 2 100% BOO

Wives of 29 3 68 0 100% 156
U .Memembers

Wives of N .U . 26 0 73 1 100% 86
wage-earners

Wives of N.U .- 72 0 25 3 100% 68
W .C . $5000 +

Wives of N.U .- 41 5 54 0 100% 63
W .C .under $5000

Wives of farmers 34 3 63 0 100` 67

N.U . women who 51 4 43 2 100% 89
are heads of
households



THE "SOCIAL CLASS" INTO WHICH AMERICAN WORKERS
P CE THEMST LVI .S WHEN PRESSED TO DO SO

Union
N! 11 PirwVt

Middle
Class

Lower
Class

Working
Close

Upper
CllasjL Total N+

29117 2 80 1 lOO%

Non-union 15 3 81, 1

	

• 100% 236
wage earners

N .U.-W ;C . 71 0 26 3 100% 149
$5000 +

N .U.-W .C . 46 2 50 2 100% 179
under $5000

Farmers 29 2 67 2 100% BOO

Wives of 29 3 68 0 100% 156
U .Memembers

Wives of N .U . 26 0 73 1 100% 86
wage-earners

Wives of N.U .- 72 0 25 3 100% 68
W .C . $5000 +

Wives of N.U .- 41 5 54 0 100% 63
W .C .under $5000

Wives of farmers 34 3 63 0 100% 67

N.U . women who 51 4 43 2 100% 89
are heads of
households



,TABLE	XXI I,

HOW DIFFERENT GROUPS OF WORKERS E;LACT TO THE STATEMENT :
"SOMI TIkTS POLITICS AND GOVERNMENT SEEM SO COMPLICATED THAT A PERSON LIKE
ME CAN'T REALLY UNDERSTAND WHAT'S GOING ON"

Union members

Non-union wage-
earners

Non-union white
collar $5000 +

Unon-union white
collar under $5000

Farmers

Wives of union
members

Wives of non-
union wage-
earners

Wives of Non-
union white
collar $$O O

Wives of NOW
under $5000

.MOM..dnirrn •tuent
Wives ,- of I-.fa s+nf

N.U, women who
are heads of
households

A__ pisagrse, Total N,n

66 34 100% 294

80 20 100% 234

46 54 1.0% 155

58 42 100% 182

80 20 100% 104

78 22 100% 158

84 16 100% 88

62 38 100% 71

69 31 10% 64

86 14 100% 69

84 16 100% 90



T A 8 L E X X I I I

H0NDIFFERENTGROUPINGSOFVIORKE tS 'U :ACT TO THE STATF'MENT :
"I DON'T TIN( PUBLIC OFFICIAL: ; CA'..-, IX UCH '.SHAT PEOPLE LIKE ME THINK"

Union members

Non-union
wage-earners

N.U .-W .C,

	

r•
$5000 +

N.U .-W .C .
under $5000

Farmers

Wives of
union members

Wives of non-
union wage-earners

Wives of NU-WC
$5000 #

Wives of NU .-WC
under $5000

Wives of farmers

Non-union women
who are heads
of households

_ ee Pisacires Total Nn

34 66 100% 290

47 53 1007%' 221

15 85 100% 103

24 76 100% 1B2

46 54 100% 103

32 68 100% 153

48 52 100% 85

24 76 100% 71

30 70 100% 68

46 54 100% 68

50 50 100% 90



TAB I_ E

	

XXI V,

REPLIES OF AMERICAN 140RKEi(S TO THE QUESTION :
"GENERALLY SPEAKING, WOULD YCL.I SAY THAT YCU, PEiMNALLY, GkIF A GOOD DEAL
WHICH PARTY WINS THE PR'SIDENTIAL ELECTION THIS FALL, OR THAT YOU DON'T
CARE VERY CH WHICH PARTY vVINS?"

Cares Cares,

	

Pro-con Doesn't

	

Doesn't
very

	

cares pri.2tty

	

care

	

care
much

	

much

	

very mych, at all

	

Total

	

,N-=

Union

	

28

	

40

	

1

	

21

	

10

	

10%

	

296

members

N .U .wage

	

24

	

37

	

1

	

22

	

16

	

100%

	

233

earners

N .U .-W .C,

	

39

	

37

	

O

	

20

	

4

	

100

	

152

$5000 +

N .U .-W .C .

	

32

	

44

	

0

	

14

	

10

	

100%

	

181

under $5000

Farmers

	

25

	

42 0

	

27

	

6

	

10%

	

102

Wives of

	

26

	

49

	

1 17

	

7

	

10%

	

151,

U. members

Wives of

	

19

	

41

	

2 21

	

17

	

100%

	

88

N.U.wage-
earners

Wives of

	

47

	

36 13

	

3

	

100%

	

69

N,U.-W .C .
$5000 +

Wives of

	

31

	

41

	

0

	

23

	

5 100%

	

61

N.L-W.C*
under $5000

Wives of

	

19

	

35

	

0

	

31

	

15

	

100%

	

68

farmers

	

0

	

'10'

	

21

	

l0()%

	

91
N.U .women

	

23

	

26
who are heads
of hc,useholds



T ABL E

REPLIES OF AMERICAN WOr;KEtiS TO THE QUESTION :
"WHBN YOU HA'.!E STATE. AND LOCAL ELECTIONS A! ;OUND HERE, WOULD
YOU SAY THfT YOU CAR: A GOOD DEAL WHC WINS THOSE ELECTIONS?"

(Replies regarding state elections)

Care

	

Care

	

Pro- Don't care
very much,

Don't care
at all

ota Nn
very much pretty nNch,C_m

Union

	

23
members

37 3 26 11 100% 276

N .U.wage-

	

20
earners

34 3 28 15 100% 227

N,U .-W,C,

	

36 38 3 16 3 100% 142
$5000 +

N.U .-W .C .

	

31
under $5000

36 4 20 9 100% 172

Farmers

	

20 45 4 27 4 100% 93

Wives of

	

20
union members

34 3 27 16 100% 146

Wives of N .U. 16
wage-earners

39 0 29 16 100% 84

Wives of N .V,-28 48 2 16 6 100% 67
W .C .$5000 +

Wives of N,U.-25
W,C,under $5000

48 2 19 100% 63

Wives of farmers 23 42 3 18 14 100% 66

N,U.women who are 2C
heads of households

29 3 26 22 100% 91



Union
members

N .U,waae-
eamers

N.U .-W .C .
$5X0 +

N,U,$W .C o
under $5000

Farmers

Wives of
V . Members

Wives of N .U .
wage-earners

Wives of N .U .-
W .C . $5000 +

ives of N,U,-
V .C .under $5000

Wives of farmers

N .U .women who
are heads of
households

T ABLE XXV I

REPLIES OF AMERICAN WORKERS M THE QUESTION :
"WHEN YOU HAVE STATE AND LOCAL ELXTIONS A :OUND HERE, WOULD
YOU SAY THAI YOU CARE A GOLD DEAL WHO •VINS THOSE ELECTIONS?"

(Replies regarding local elections)

n

Care very
mush

Care pretty
much

Pro-Con Don't care
very much

Don't care
at all

Total Nu
-`

24 38 3 24 11 100% 280

21 33 3 28 15 100% 228

35 38 3 16 8 100% 145

32 37 3 19 9 100% 172

21 45 4 26 4 100% 92

21 34 3 25 17 100% 148

15 40 0 30 15 100% 86

26 49 1 19 100% 65

26 44 2 21 7 100% 61

25 42 3 16 14 100% 67

21 . 27 3 27 22 100% 92



"Workinn-class"
people will
mostlyvote :
Union members

Non-union
wage-earners

N .U .-W .C .$50c0+

N.U .-W .C .under
$5000

Farmers

Wives of
union members

Wives of non-
union wage-earners

Wives of N .U .-W .C .
$5000

Wives of N.U .-W .C .
under $5000

Wives of farmers

N.U .-women who are.
heads of households

OPINICNS OF AME :iICA: ,i ti:ORKEiS REGARDING WHETHER
"WORKING-CLASS PEOPLE WILL VOTE DEMOCRAT OR REPUBLICAN

Dern. Rep. Split DK Total N=

62 9 23 6 100% 295

51 10 20 19 100% 241

51 14 30 5 100% 154
183

i1. 17 33 11 100% r

57 10 21 12 100% 159

39 7 23 31 100% 89

56 9 24 11 100% 71

48 12 20 20 100% 65

7 23 30 100% 70
40

24 8 31 37 100% 95



Special Interest a t
group not spec .Hart-
intorest, arouo 	Ija

U .Mems .who
say working
class will
vote Dem .

U .M.who say
working c1as-
will vote step .

N.U .wgge-
earners who
say Dem.

N.U .wage-
earners who
say Rep .

l iF,~si 0OO
ABU*ATS&y Dem .
Z . r„
*rim saw Rep*
*+) .
MJ-W .C .under
$5(X)O who
say Dem.

NU-W .C .under
$5000 who
say Rep .

Farmers who
say Dem .

Farmers who
say Rep .

TA	(XVII27

HOW AMERICAN WORKERS BELI VE W(Y KING CLASS PEOPLE WILL
VOTE

	

TH THE

	

CNS FOR T EJrt BEL F
or ers Principles Non-mot ve Because I13o*. DK,NA

think for not int .

	

technical they are iMd of snap . Tot-
their int, . priented, explanation that way .

	

gZ Other, 4L
3S 38 a 2 0 2 6 2 $3 l0U% le!

4 32 0 0 44 4 0 O 16 10('% 25

34 51 3 3 1 2 6 5 15 100% 124

4 21 0 4 75 17 0 O 29 100% 24

32 317 4 8 0 3 1 11 6 10C% 2!

0 32 0 0 45 5 0 9 22
100% 	 1

34 42 1 2 0 1 1 7 12 100% 89 :;

0 34 8 0 25 8 8 0 17 100% 12

22 49 0 0 0 0 6 6 17 100% 51

33 0 100%
0 67 0 0 0 0



wives of
U . M. who
say Dem .

Wives of
N .U .wage-
earners
who say
Dem .

Wives of
N .U .-w .c .
$5000 +
who say
Dem .

wivos=aof .
N .U .-w .C .
under
$5000 who
say Dem .

wives of
farmers
who say
Dem .

NU .women
who are
heads of
households
who say
Dem .

T A B L E X X V J-" (cont i nurd )k

Spellsl Interest Taft- Workers Principles
g roup

	

not spec . Hart- think for not int .
Non-motive
technical
explanation

Because Follow
they are lead of
that wav unions,

L)K,NA
7nap .
Other,

Tot.
Wnteres3, arouo

	

Jsy their int,.oriented

35

	

38

	

• $ 2 2 3 1 11 100% 90

34

	

37

	

0 3 3 3 6 3 11 100% 35

32

	

37

	

3 10 0 3 5 7 3 100%40

19

	

36

	

0 3 0 3 16 7 16 10G% 31

25

	

. 39

	

0 11 4 0 0 21 100% 28

31

	

35

	

0 4 4 4 13 100% 23



5

6

3

3

OPINIONS OF AMERICAN NORKE :;S REGARDING WHETHER
LABOR UNION MM,EMBE;S BILL VOTE DEMOCRATIC OR i(EPUBLICAN

Rte,

	

split

	

DK

4

	

13

	

8

5

5

	

13

5

	

9

4

	

14

	

17

3

t

10

	

32 .

18

	

10

12

14

	

100%

45

Total

	

No

100%

	

296

100%

	

241

100%

	

154

22

	

100%

	

103

11

	

43

	

100%

	

8Q

5

	

10

5

	

24

100%

180

71

100%

	

65

95
7

	

10

	

44

	

100%

	

70
~

100%

Dit .
Union
members 75

N .U .-wage-
earners 53

N .U .-W .C .
$5000 + 67

N .U .-W .C .
under 68
$5000

Farmers
64

65
Wives of
U .Members

Wives of
N .U .wage- 40
earners

Wives of
N .U .-W .C . 82
$5000+

Wives of
N .U .-W ;C . 68
under $5000

Wives of 39farmers
N .U .women who 40
arr'he d of
households



UM who say
labor union
me-bers will
vote Dem .

N U whge-
ebrners who
say Dem .

NU-WC •5000+oft !ay-Dem.
NU-WC under
$5000 who say
Dem.

Farmers Who
say Dem .

Wives of UM
who say Dem .

Wives of NU
wage-earners
who say Dem .

Wives of NU-
''C $5000 +
who say Dem .

Wives of NU-
WC under $5000
who say Dem .

HOIV AMfr(ICAN WORKERS BELIEVE UNION MEMBE ±S V"ILL VOTE,
,)LTH THE 13EF•SONS FOR T!{LIr: B[LIFFS

Special Interest Taft-
roup

	

not spec .Hart-
,interest, group 	lu

34

31

35

27

30

38

39

26

25

T AHL E

Members Principles Non-motive Because Told to DK,NA
think for not int .

	

technical

	

they are vote

	

Inap . Tot-,their int ,.oriented exolanation,thatwayy that wav Other 11 N

Wives of farmers 34
who say Dem .
NU women h .of h . 37
Who say bem.

f

18 10 2 0 9 8 6 13 100% 227

23 9 3 0 7 5 7 15 100% 128

15 12 3 0 6 6 13 10 100% 103
I

21 7 1 0 5 4 16 19 100% 122

22 6 3 0 5 5 9 20 100% 66

13 11 2 1 9 7 4 15 100% 103

17 6 0 0 11 8 0 19 100% 36

15 7 3 0 9 2 21 17 100% 58

15 7 2 0 7 14 14 16 10% 44

22 0 4 0 r 4 7 22 7 100% 27

16 5 3 0 5 13 8 13 100% 38



Union
members

N .U .wage-
earners

N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

N.U .-W .C,
under $5000

Farmers

Wives of
U .Members

Wives of
N .U .wage-
earners

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

Wives of
N .U .-W .C .
under $5000

Wives of
farmers

N .U .women
who are
heads of
nuseholds

~_X~
TAB LE

	

)4YI XI

37

	

31

	

10

	

3

	

7

20

	

49

	

10

	

1

	

4

38

	

21

	

26

	

0

	

2

31

	

20 1

	

6

34

	

26

	

14

	

6

31 34

	

5 5 6

26

	

6

	

3

25

	

44

	

6

	

6

	

0

26

	

21

39

	

31

	

9

	

4

	

4

27

	

44

	

6

	

6

	

0

THE RLASONS AME:RRICAN WC,.KE:1S GIVE FOR BELIE ZING FAIM MERS
WILL VOTE ONF VdA Y Oil THE OTHER

Spec .
g roup
ntst,.

Intst,
not spec .
c_iroyp

Sub-
sidies
S.U.

Farmers
think for

Principles
not intst .

Non-motive
technical
explanation,

Because
they are
that way, Tot N,+their intst .oriented,

5 7 100% 155

6 -10 100% 105

5 8 100% 77

2 7 106% 82

8 10 100% 50

13 6 100% 62

9 0 100% 22

12 100% 34

9 4 100 23

6 13 100% 16

6 11 100% 18



TABLE	)c14CII

~!

	

HON AMERICAN WORK GROUPINGS ANSWERED THE QUESTION :
"DID YOU TALK TO ANY PEOPLE AND TRY TC : Hcxv THEM

WHY THEY SHOULD VOTE FOtl ONE OF , THE PARTIFS OH CANDIDATES?"

Un i. - `'
Union

`
i e -bers

Non-union wage earners

Yes

	

No	 otal

30 70 100%

25

	

75

	

100%

NonGunion white-
collar $5000 +

	

06

	

94

	

100,E

293

231

1n

Non-union white-

	

35

	

65

	

100%

	

173
collar under $5000

Farmers

	

20

	

80

	

100%

	

98

Wives of

	

25

	

75

	

100%

	

153
Union members

Wives of Non-union

	

17

	

83

	

100%

	

88
wage earners

Wives of Non-union

	

30

	

70

	

100%

	

669
white-collar $5000 +

Wives of Non-union
white-collar under
$5000

22

	

78 100;

Wives of farmers

	

19

	

81

	

100%

	

67

Non-union women

	

17

	

83

	

100%

	

87
who are heads of
households

60



Union members

Non-union wage-earners

Non-union white-collar
$5000 +

Non-union white-collar
under $5000

Farmers

Wives of Union members

Wiv(9s of Non-union
wage-earners

Wives of N .U .-W .C .
$5000 +

Wives of N .U .-W .C .
under 95000

Wives of farmers

Non-union women
who are heads
of households

TABLE, )Ok)(I1 I ,

RESPONSE OF AMErICAN 40 'KE'~S TO THE QUESTION ;
"DID YOU C~ TO ANY POLITICAL MEETINGS,RALLIES,
2INNEitS . OR THINGS LIKE THAT?"

oat NZ

100% 292

100% 230

100% 157

ICU% 173

100% 98

100% 153

100% 87

100% 69

100% 60

100% 67

100% 87

Yes No

9 91

2 98

l~ 85

10 90

3 97

9 91

5 95

14 86

10 90

3 97

1 99



RESPONSE OF AMERICAN WORKERS TO THE QUESTION :
"DID YOU GIVE ANY MONEY Oil BUY TICKETS OR ANYTHING
3O HELP THE CAt.~PAIGN FO:. ONE C.F THE PARTIES OR CANDIDATES?"

ea M Total N„ z

Union members 4 96 100% 293

Non-union wage-earners 1 99 100% 231

Non-union white-collar 17 83 100% 157
$5000 +

Non-union white-collar
under $5000

8 92 100% . 173

Farmers 1 99 100% 98

Wives of union members 3 97 100% 153

Wives of non-uni n
wage-earners

0 100 100% 88

Wives of Non-union
white collar $5000 +

7 93 100% 69

Wives of Non-union
white collar under $5000

5 95 100% 61

Wives of farmers 0 100 100% 67

Non-union women who are
heads of hou useholds

2 98 100% 87



• AMERICAN WORK GR('UPINGS ANSWEtiED THE QUESTIONs
"DID YOU i• ANY OTHER WORK FOR CNE OF THE PARTIES OR CANDIDATESZ

e~

	

Ng

	

Tot

	

N=

*XXX V
T ABLE,

Union members

	

1

	

99

	

100%

	

293

Non-union wage-earners

	

OA

	

100

	

100%

	

231

Non-union white-collar

	

6

	

904

	

100%

	

157
$5000 +

Non-union white-collar

	

8

	

92

	

100%

	

173
under SSUOO

Farmers

	

5

	

95

	

100%

	

98

	

.r

Wives of Union members

	

3

	

97

	

100%

	

153

Wives of Non-union

	

2

	

98

	

100%

	

88
wage-earners

Wives of Non-union

	

9

	

91

	

100%

	

69
white-collar $6000 +

Wives of Non-union

	

5

	

95

	

100%

	

61
white-collar under
$5000

Wives of farmers

	

2

	

98

	

100%

	

67

Non-union women

	

0

	

100

	

100%

	

87
who are heads of
households
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THE VOLUNTARY POLITICAL ACTION BILL
OF THE STATE OF MICHIGAN

(A Preliminary Analysis and Commentary on Senate Bill
No . 1401, 68th Legislature, Michigan, Regular Session of
1955, to Prohibit Political Expenditures by Compulsory-
Membership Organizations .)

On April 13, 1955, eight Republican senators introduced

into the legislature of the State of Michigan a bill to pro-

hibit the collecting and spending of money for political pur-

poses by organizations in which membership is compulsory, that

is, to which a person must belong in order to earn a liveli-

hood. After hearings before the Committee on Elections of the

Senate, the bill was debated and passed, seventeen to ten, by

the Senate, with one Republican member joining the Democrats in

opposition to the proposal. The bill was then referred to the

House for further action .

Although it is too early to describe the state of the bill,

a preliminary analysis of it and a commentary upon it are in

order because of the important ideas it contains . These ideas

relate generally to three important problems of American poli-

tical life . One concerns the extent to which organizations

such as unions are entitled to demand the affiliation, for

economic purposes, of all persons employed in establishments

governed by the unions ; this is the issue of "the right to

work" versus the closed or union shop . A second broad prob-

lem introduced by the bill concerns the limits of the politi-

cal activities of organizations, and particularly of organiza-

tions in which membership is compulsory or near-compulsory .



In the third place, the bill involves the degree of freedom of

political activity of individual Americans, especially when

that activity is threatened by constraint on the ground of his

own economic advantage or that of others ; hence, a political

as well as an economic civil liberty issue is inherent in the

bill. All three of these factors come together in this pro-

posed legislation and, by so uniting, raise many issues of

the indirect consequences of each type of problem . Writ large,

the bill introduces theoretical problems of first importance to

political philosophy . Not the least of the theoretical issues

raised is that of the ultimate fate of political unionism in

American democratic politics .

Under such circumstances, one is permitted to reexamine

and bring forward some of the essential traits pertaining to

the right of unions to demand complete security, the right of

individuals to demand government protection in the exercise of

their political rights, and the right of the public to control

the political activities of groups ; moreover, one may intro-

duce into the discussion such materials from the experience of

foreign nations as maybe closely related to the proposed

bill and its possible effects .

In these early stages of understanding and interpreting

a novel proposal, any analysis and commentary must be tenta-

tive, being chiefly the basis for further investigation and

conclusions . The material that follows discusses the bill in
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four major phases : first, an explanation and description of

the proposal ; second, a description of the problems encountered

in the participation of involuntary groups in politics ; third,

the problem of individual freedom in relation to the will of a

group; and fourth, the possible effects of the proposed bill .

y1
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