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The status projections of high school sophomores

residing in rural Fast Texas were surveyed in spring of 1972. Focus
vas on their aspirations and expectations for status attainment in
occupation, education, income, and type of place of residence. In
each area, four elements of status projections were examined:
aspira*tion level, expectation level, certainty of expectation, and
intensity of aspiration. A small-scale investigation of the
observations made in the initial study was later conducted with 11
respondents from a school where the interview situation had been far
from ideal. This study evaluated observation reliability, in terms of
consistency of responses, through a "test-retest" procedure over a
2-week time lapse. Data were collected via the same
group-administered questionnaire used in the initial study. Anong the

findings were:

(1) variation in response, in terms of initial coded

measurements, was relatively high across all status areas, except for
status object of aspirations; and (2) generally, indicators for all
olements of educational status projections were more stable than
those of other status areas. The general intent of this study was to
produce some reasonable hypotheses for additional and broader
research since the limited sample does not allow for generalizations,
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INTRODUCTION

Al though much research has been done on status projections of

.. adolescents among sociologists since the 1940's, little nas been

.. done to investigate the quality of observations and measurements

-~ obtalned on these phenomena over this rather long period of time.

- The amount of research activity in this problem area has grown

.- tremendously over the past ten years and continues to increase. A

- number of Rural Sociologists in the South are involved in this

" ‘research and a large number of graduate students in Rural Sociology

~ have done or will do their graduate research in this problem area.

~ Yet, we know very little about the quality of the observations and '

measurements used to tap and represent the status projection element

of youth. Does one mode of observation produce more accurate or moreé

detailed information than another? Regardless of mode of observatior

. what kind of reliability do observations obtained and measures con- .
.. structed for these have? Do the answers to these first two questions
" vary by circumstances of the interview, by attributes of the subject

. or by attributes of the interviewer?

The lack of good answers for the questions posed above does rait
important questions about the quality and significance of the genera
research accumulated in this problem area. An assessment of the quali

v of observations and measurements of status projections elements needs - -

. - to be made now! The purpose of this paper is to help stimulate such v
’ activity by reporting on a small=scale investigation of the=reliability.

of observations made of the status projections of eleven sophomores RS

from an East Texas high school through the means of a ''test-retest" T

procedure over a two week time lapse. While information on only elevern . - . {

subjects from one school in one county of one state does not allow one. - -

to generalize, such a limited exploration can produce some reasonable = = |

hypotheses to stimulate additional and broader research. This is our D -

general intent here. ' e

Our specific research objective was to evaluate in detail the
reliability, in terms of consistency in responses, over a two-week
test-retest period. The variables focused on were youth's aspirations:
and expectations for status attainment in reference to occupation, , \
education, income, and type of place of residence. The data were
collected from group-administered questionnaires. In each status area
four elements of status projections were examined: type or level of
status involved in aspiration and expectation, certainty of expectation,

and intensity of asp{ra;ionfz ” : j




. the interview was halted so the interviewer could make a plea for
. cooperation.

RESEARCH OPERATIONS

aEsT COM AVAILABLE

In the Spring of 1972 we were involved in a survey of status
projections of high school sophomores residing in rural East Texas as
part of a larger interstate cooperative effort being done in the
southern region (5-81). We decided to do a small scale test-retest
- evaluation of our operations and measures. | asked my interviewers
- (Dave Wright and Randy Dowdell) to select a school that they judged
-~ to be one of the poorer administrations of our instruments and to
- readminister them to a 10% sample of the subjects interviewed there-
“after a time lapse of two weeks. My reasoning in selecting a ''poorert
initial administration was to assure us of obtaining maximum vs. :
~minimum potential variability in responses. They selected an intervi
© situation that was far from ideal: 97 students gathered in a large
. gym. The interviewers did not have a mike, the prnnc:pal entered ant
" left several times, and the students became so noisy that at one poif

The interviewer reports of the T} and Ty interview situations
- clearly suggest that T2 represented a much- superior interview situat
a smaller group, less noise and interruptions, the subjects were ver
cooperative, a more comfortable physical environment, and a shortér

span (50 minutes as compared with 60 minutes at Ty). Obviously, the v
dramatic variation in the context of the interviews might introduce se g
“variation in subject responses. The interviewers duplicated as exact-

as possible the same operations at T as were used at T|. Exactly thé

same questionnaire was ''group-administered' in both cases: the lnterff-i_yii ;

viewer read the stimulus questions aloud while the subjects followed
along and responded to them.

The eleven respondents were purposively selected to assure repres -
sentation of respondents of each sex in three ethnic categories
(Table 1). Actually, the prinicpal in the high school selected the
subjects for the Tp administration in terms of the ethnic-sex categorles
we provided. He was asked to provide us with subjects of varying
abilities and, backgrounds. An examination of the SES and other famuly
characteristics of the eleven subjects selected indicated that he geﬁeraiiy
did this (See Appendix A). It would appear that the principal did,
however, select for us minority students with relatively huqh prestige
fFathers (in terms of occupational status).

The instruments and measures representing the status projectiOﬁ
elements being focused on here are part of a standardized questionnaire
used by all states collaborating in southern regional projects $-61
and $-81 (USDA-CSRS). The stimulus questions utilized are provided in

1Eendux B8 and will be discussed in more detail later at appropriate
places in description of the analysis and findings.




JUbJCCt% Used in InveSquation By Cthnlcuty and Qﬂr

Male 3 Female o B fotaj |

. T Se--s-emcae-ces— - No, e piypyp iy
] 2 3
| 2 : 3
Total 5 6 x

Frequency of Changed Responses on Status Projections by Eleven :
SubJects Over a Two Week Time Lapse. : B

Status Area

S R e “Place of —
Occqpatnon Eduuation . Income __Residence HMean
s-=sseescea-c==No, Of Changed ReSpOnses--ereece=sos

? _Asékration 3 2 2 3
‘E$pectation ) ) 3- 6 5

Intensity of
Aspiration: 7 2 7 8

Certainty of

Exoectation %ﬁ' 6 N 3
Hean Change 5.0 3.25 k.75 - “ 75
Projection _ Percent of Re5pondents with Changed Responses e
Element , ‘ Place of Averaqe 5
o . QOccupation Education Income Residence Change
Aspiration 27 19 16 27 23
Txpectation 45 27 55 4 43
3 Intensity of
Asniration 64 18 64 73 55
Tofertainty of ‘
Cxpectatior s 55 37 27 b
‘verage Percent b5 30 43 h3 _ho
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L "'test-retest' situation: (1) the responses are unreliable; (2) the

.. observations. When variations are observed we will be looking for any

ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS

Plan of Analysis

-

There are three possible sources of variation in response in this

initial treatment produced a change in the subject and; (3) the
w difference in the nature of the interview situation. We plan to
© examine the results in enough detail on a case by case basis to
permit reasonable inferences about these alternative explanations
for any variations observed between the first and second set of

-~ patterns of these which might reflect treatment change or which mlghtf
~ lead to implications for improvement of quality of operations or
measurements.
. -
First we will provide a brief overview of consistency in respons
in terms of initial coded measures across all status projection elem
in all four status areas. We will then follow-up with detailed case
by case comparisons for each status projection element considered=--1
of aspiration, level of expectation, certainty of expectation, inten
of aspiration. Each of these elements is measured by different inst
ments which, however, are patterned in terms of critical words acré
status areas. All stimulus' questions used were of forced-choice respi
type--providing self-coding response categories-=-with the exception &
open-end type questions used for occupational and |ncome aspiration aﬁd
expectation levels (See Appendix B). ‘

Overview of Response Variation

A tabulation of response variation from the T} to Tz application
of the instruments is presented in Table 2. This overview clearly
indicates several general patterns:

{1) Except for status object of aspirations, variation in
response in terms of initial coded measurements was
relatively high across all status areas. For some
reason indications of status aspired to were markedly
more stable than was the case for the other three elements,
regardless of status area.

(2) Generally speaking, indicators for all elements of educational
status projections were more stable than those of other status
areas. The one major exception to this statement is in refepr= -
ence to certainty of expectation, in which case education »
demonstrated the highest level of change (six out of 11 varied).

R
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o On the surface then, the over all picture presented by this over
-+ Indicates sizeable variation over the time period. However, this ove
/does not tell us how substantial these variations were, nor does it
. provide us with any clues as to why the variations might have taken
- The detailed analysis to follow is intended to provide us with possib

answers to these questions. '

Status Objects of Aspirations and Expectations

-~ Dccupational Projections -2

‘ Less change was observed for occupational aspirations (3 out of

than for expectations (5 out of 11). An examination of particular che
in aspirations indicates that two of three represent changes within w}
would be usually labeled a”'"'high' level of prestige: both changed fre
"glamor type'' choice to some other high prestige position (Table 3).
The third change involved a more detailed response at Tp. In summary:
changes in occupational aspiration responses in terms of prestige
measurement were few and slight.

The more frequent changes in occupational expectation responses.
o7 several different kinds. Two of the five changes. involved getting
"'no information'' at one time or the other. One involved obtaining a #
specific response at Ty of the same kind received at T). Another case
involved a qualitative change between two intermediate level prestige
jobs--computer data worker and insurance salesman. The remaining casé
demonstrated a marked qualitative shift ('homemaker'to "R.N."). In

important, marked-variations in response.

An examination of all the actual '"raw responses' provided by the -
respondent in reference to occupational aspirations not found to demons .
strate a change in code value indicates a rather strong tendency for

the responses to become more specific or for more detail to be given
(Table 4). It is clear that this pattern did not occur in reference to -
responses for occupationea!l expectations. The tendency for increasing
specificity and detail in the "stable' aspiration responses might be due
to either the difference in the interview situation (i.e., many fewef
respondents in the group being interviewed at Tj) or, more likely to a
"treatment effect'' at Ty instigating thought on status desires on the

part of the respondents. At toe same time, one can not help be puzzled

at the lack of a similar pattern in reference to expectation responses.
One possible inference is that youth at this age tend to dwell more on
status desires than on status expectations. Another possibility is that’
because aspirations are more subject to personal control than espectations
the subjects may have a stronger basis for more rapid crystallization of
aspirations than expectations. These explanations would also fit with the
markedly higher stability of the aspiration measure as compared with that
for expectation observed above.

.

i

summary, at least three of these five changes in coded measures represéﬁﬁfm”f




- |e13uelsgns (uorjewsogul on)  (0) uewsajes,,  (S) L9
T |eijuelsqgng W PIREL T (€) (uoijewsojul ON) (0) wl
, m ., Saulyoew
| ,,uew ejep pue su33ndwod
-abueyd aAIeII{Een) -S3ates w%emusmc_ uy,, (§) ™94 Is3ayl yiim (eap o}, (2) 'S4
: :CWEOEOm e se
- waey aunyndtabe y3y Lwaey aanindiade w3y
-psemdn papod {D13123ds 340 Sex3d] 243! uo Buiqiopm,, (9) sexa] 3yl 104 SUINIOp,, (8) 64
-3b13said | |
gt paendn $3j1ys aA13231|enp N4 e aq o}, (2) Jarewsduwoy e buiag,, (6) 26 |
omc&gmux rey 3po) asuodsay ~ey 2p0) -off -dsay
suoj3el3dadx3y g
*2b13sa4d U1 3j1yS piaemumop W L42Aeld m
- (oaa|- yby 1e 3bueyd aaizeljenp 1, 43UMQ,, (%) {12QI004 |BLOISSd40u4,, () /9 |
“{2Aa3| 20135944 w42Aeld |leq _ )
ybi1y 1e abuey) aaijelgjeny Listbojoroog,, (1) -319)seg |[euO1SS9;3044,, () 49
s jei1uelsgng S 133Y,, (£) {uoilewsoju| BN) (0) LA
asuodsay mey apo) asuodsay mey apo) *ON "dsay
suo13jeaidsy .A
) |
|
,
. Nh 03 _h woJ 4 L |
aburyy j0 uoileiIDIdIIIU| {1223U0J puUOIIS) {(30F3u0) 13s413) 1
_ sabuey) 40 w01IIP124dIAJU| PUBR PO U4 ,
L yoop. omy B adny sadefgngejo mcc@yawumaxuwﬁﬁm_mgomumumam< gqof 03 mmmcnammm pabuey)y j0 uoridiidsay ¢ 21Qe€p
LOF
M o=

1
t
|
3

I




6o, m;wm ”aa@_

| .‘ Isibogerdes  (3) %9
i @%éz. : B &4% osany pasdasibayg y  (7) 1o
, qaf 931350 gof 221440 .
Loy ue uumaxw pue adoy | (%) ue aaey o3 adoy | (S) 20 :
- '
duoYy Aaelaadag (%) Aaejaudag (S) 9z |
BUopN qofl 2j1MaSNOY vy Amv 9} 1MISNOY Amv Mw w
auoK ApbO 039 (1) i3sibooay (1) 88 M
' suoj1le3dadx3y g
. 3sinu poaio3sibou
¥ : | auoy @sanu pasalsibas y  (7) e 3g 01 1| p,1  (2) /0
ssautsng |jews e
. [11233p saoy Ul 12340M 311330 ue ag mmv N40r 331330 ,Amv Z0 '
[1239p 210y 331440 ue ut Aielaudag (S) Aielaud2g ($) O < ¥4
?b13saud .
4r 3s2210U) ‘D1z109ds auaoy buisuny peay v (2) Bbuysany (2) £g
*Ssauiyoew elep
PUB WGl yitm buyeap
[teIap 3a0y uediuydal aa3ndwod y ANV ueiduysal a3aindwo)y (2) sl ,
3uoN iIs1bojoay (1) Abojoagy (1) 88 w
. taby -oop
2uoyYy se [ooyd§ :e.r Ul yoea) (2) Jaydea] by -yog ybiy (Z <
BUOK Ammgzz~ Ny © 2q 0} (2) (RY) dsany (2) 26
Asuodsay mey 2po) asuodsay mey 2F0) TON cdsay :
W suorleiidsy -y
w ; m
i ; ﬁ
T. 31 wh Isuotleue, (32231uq) puoIag) {1223U0) 1s414) _» TRy r_s m,.mw& ,,
, : ,

.mwgzmmm; Papo) H pue
EX T Pt @zQ=< mQ@“uﬁuucqxw ﬁmm co_umgganq

1 ui pabuey)y asaey 03 vwvwn: 10U <31dafgng
_mco*‘maauuo 30 2d4; uo s2asuodsay Bmm 30 LS IIPduD]) 4

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

r




o EdLubtnonal Projections - L’//

,2’;25pondents were asked to indicate their educational aspirations "= -
; pctations by circling one of seven precoded response alternative SRR
diyg from (1) “'Quite high school and never go to schoo! again'' to

Lomplete additlona! studies after graduating from a college or

ity (See Appendix B).

The level of agreement between T, and T responses was relatively
high in reference to both aspirations and expectations (Table 5). In"
one of the two aspiration changes and in two out of the three expect
changes, the variation was of only one level. The three remaining c
in aspiration and expectation were marked. Both the marked expectation = .
changes involved a shift sharply downward in reference to educational - ="
attainment levels, indicating that a possible ''treatment effect'' was -
experienced. .

e e e A e e oA S L L i e o bl il

in conclusion, the status object specifications for educational
aspirations and expectations demonstrated a high degree of stability and
appear to have high reliability.

Income Asplrations and Expectations

A pair of open-end ‘stimulus questions were used to obtain responses
indicating the level of income the subjects aspired to and actually ‘ ‘
expected (See Appendix B). We have examined their actual 'raw responses,” B
given in terms of dollars of annual income, for this analysis (Table 6).

Again, it can be easily observed that the level of income provided for.
aspiration varied luttle--only one of these variations represented a |
major change in level of income. Consequently, it can be concluded that
level of income aspiration was very stable and reliable over the two week
study period.

An examination of responses in reference to expectations clearly
indicates a converse pattern to the one noted above for aspirations. Six
of the eleven cases demonstrated marked change from Ty to Tp: four of
these were characterized by a dramatic upward shift in expected income
levels, ranging from $19,000 to 580,000 per year. Quite obviously, one
must conclude that the income expectation varied dramatjcally over the
two week period. The T| responses appear on the surface to be more
realistic and, therefore, better indicators of actual anticipated status
attainment. Why this should be so is puzzling to us.

Place of Residence Projections

i - The stimulus questions used for place of residence aspirations and
expectations incorporated a forced-choice technique providing type

~f residence categories involving two dimensions of variation--type

+f place (mainly size) and proximity of location to a city (See Appendix B).

10
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Again, aspirations were found to demonstrate less variation over the . i
two week period than expectations (Table 7), Six of the eight variations
noted were in reference to type (size ) of place, and in every instance: ' i
T2 demonstrated a choice for a smaller place than indicated at Tl,’,bitt}g._j

variation took place in reference to location relative to proximity to. : |
acity. _ ' |

tn summary, responses relative to the "'proximity to a city" , g
dimension were very stable from T| to T2. Variation in reference to ... f
type of place was frequent, particularly ih reference to expectations, - ' v
but was consistently patterned in that Ty choices were always indicative . :
of smaller places than T) chdices. Again, the consistency of patternitg ;
of change would indicate a possible ''treatment effect." - ‘

Certainty of Expectations

|

|

, |
The degree of certainty associated with. the respondents' expectation. , ]

for achievement in each status area were obtained from similarly wordsd ™ i
forced-choice stimulus questions placed immediately after the question: . ‘
asking for a description of the anticipated status in each case (See |
)

Appendix B). The response categories ranged along a continuum from
il; '"Wery sure' t~ {5) "Very uncertain."

Considerable variation in measures of certainty of expectation tosk
place over the four status areas between the first and second contact
(Table 8). Certainty of place of residence expectations demonstrated
the highest raie of stability among the four types and education the
lowest. Strong patterns emerged in several status areas in terms of
direction of change. For educational status, all the changes in certainty
were positive, that is, respondents became more certain of attaining their

educational expectations. Four of these six changes represented ident
== snifts from "Sure' {2) to '"Very sure' {1). Changes in certainty with |

respect to income expectations, on the other hand, were almost all negative;
respondents became less certain of attaining their income expectations. :

Changes in certainty of expectations for occupational and, residence ‘

expectations were not patterned.

When changes are examined for each status area, it becomes clear that
the majority of changes were shifts of only one level: only two respondents
indicated a shift of as much as two code levels. In the educational ]
status area one respondent shifted from '"Very uncertain'" to ''Not very sure' !
(2 levels) and one subject =hifted two levels for the income status area, :
from "Not very sure'' to ''Very certaln." . : ]

Excluding the patterned shift observed in increased certainty relative {
to educational expectations, half of all remaining changes across the |
three other types of expectations involved a switch between the '"Not very
sure'' and Uncertain' response categories. An obvious inference to be

(13
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drawn brom this observation i that the subjects could not consistently
distinguish these two labels, 11 these two cateqories are combined

into one there are substantial reductions in frequency of change for

each status area except education: three of the five changes in certainty
of occupational expectations drop out, three of the four changes in
certainty of income expectations drop out, as does one of three changes

in certainty of residence expectations.

In conclusion, most of the variation noted in response to certalnty _
of expectations over the two contacts was due.either to probable
treatment effect (education) or the unclear distinction between the
two intermediate response categories ''"Not very sure'' and "Uncertain.'

Intensity of Aspirations

The conceptual element involved here refers to the degree of
intensity of attachment that the individual maintains for the status
goal specified for a particylar aspiration. The indicator used is
composed of seven goals--in!ﬁuding all the status areas involved here==
and is accompanied by a question that asks the respondent to rank ,
numerically the relative importance to him or her of the attainment of
these goals (See Appendixi B). This produced a range of rank scores from
one to seven: the lower the rank score the status area receives, the
higher the intensity of qﬂglration for the goal he specifies in that area
(i.e., a rank score of "1" indicated highest intensity).

Except for the educational status area, the majority of the respondents
in each status area indicated changes in intensity of aspirations ovef the
two week period (Table 9). Only two respondents indicated changes in their
intensity of educational aspirations, while seven did so for occupational
and income aspirations, and eight did for the place of residence area.

The changes in intensity of aspiration for education and income were,
with one exception, all in a positive direction: respondents indicating
shifts bver the two week period changed to higher intensities of desire
for these goals. In the occupational and place of residence status areas,
changes were mixed between positive and negative shifts.

The magnitude of the chahges were not severe, considering that the
possible range of change was six levels, and inh only one case was there
a shift of as much as three levels (a single respondent shifted three
levels in the income status area). The majority of changes were movements
of only one level, though there were a sizable number of two-level shifts.

If the data are collapsed into a three level scheme of intensity of
aspiration, which has been used frequently in the past, (High = | and 2;
Medium = 3, 4, and 5; Low = 6 and 7) many of the changes disappear.3
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Table 9. Change in Intensity of Aspiration Measures Among Subjects
Demonstrating Lhange Over Two Week Period.

T, (st Contact)

T

2

(2nd Contact)

Changqe .

Direction  Levels of Rank

ey i

Occupational:
T7 Changes)

GoaT Ranke (=7 -===========

Resp. No. ‘
b 3 , 2 + 1
79 - 3 2 + 1
74 6 b + 2
83 b 5 - ]
28 1 2 - 1
‘ bl 2 3 - !
3 67 2 1 + I
Educational: )
28 — 3 l + 2 )
83 2 I & |
| ncome
T7 Changes)
b 5 4 s !
88 7 5 L+ 2
79 2 3 - 1
74 3 2 * !
07 7 4 + 3
6l 6 L + )
#0617 L 3 |+ ] [
Place of Residence: ’ |
ngChanges)
92 0 5 - !
49 b 5 - 1
79 5 7 - 2.
74 3 5 - 2
83 5 3 + 2
28 5 3 + 2
07 b 5 - !
6l 3 2 + ]

L7

Y Sy ad
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All but one of the eight changes in intensity of residence aspiration
drop out under this scheme, and three of the seven changes in intensity
of occupational aspiration also drop out. One of the two changes in
intensity of educational aspiration and two of the seven in intensity
of income aspiration also disappear.

In conclusion, when the three level scheme is employed the
intensity measures appear very reliable, with no noticeable treatment
effect, for education and residence aspiration. For occupational and
income aspirations however, there is relatively low level of reliability
(four respondents indicating changes for occupation and five for income).
To what extent treatment effect and/or the differance in administration
at Ty and Ty, is involved is indeterminable, given the limitations of
the data.

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS

We believe that to fully understand and appreciate our findings the
reader should study the detailed description of findings for each indicator
presented in the body of the paper. Given the small number of cases if=
volved in this investigation it -is impossible to summarize in a numerical
manner without running the risk of over-stating or misleading. Consequently,
we will only briefly highlight our major findings and inferences here.

We will organize this discussion in terms of the four elements of status
projections considered. Suggestions for improvement of indicators, measures,
or operations based on our inferences from the findings will be offefed

as a part of each of these segments,

Status Object of Aspiration

Across all four status areas considered the very high eonsistency of
response observed leads to the conclusion that our measures were very
reliable. Most of the small number of changes observed in response
indicated rather sma!l adjustments in level of aspiratior or were probable
treatment effects.

e

Status Object of Expectation

Consistency in response varied widely by status area in reference to
specification of status attainment anticipated. Responses demonstrated
good consistency in reference to educational expectations leading us to
conclude our measures had good reliability in this case. Place of residence
expectations were highly consistent in reference to ''the proximity to city"

28
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indicator; but, demonstrated a patterned change toward smalle- places

at To, which we suspect is a “treatment effect." On the other hand,
gxpectations for both occupation and income attainment demonstreted
relatively high rates of marked variation, leading us to believe that

the reliability of these measures should be questioned and examined
extensively in future research of this type. In these last two areas,
the respondent clearly distinguished between aspirations and expectations
in terms of their ability to remain consistent in them over a short

two weeks.

Certainty of Expectation

Most of the variations noted in responses indicating degree of certainty
associated with expectations were either shifts between intermediate response -
categories (3) '"Not very sure' and (4) “Sure" or part of a totally consistent
upward shift in certainty associated with educat ional expectations. |f
categories (3) and (4) were combined, the measure of certainty has .good
reliability. A very high degree of reliability could be obtained by further
collapsing as follows: some degree of certainty ((1) and (2)) vs. some
degree of uncertainty ((3), (4), and (5)). However, it is the authors'
opinion that a good and reliable measure of this element could perhaps be
best achieved in future research by a slight adjustment in the instrument:
moving from five to four response categories by eliminating category (3)

""Not very sure."

Intensity of Aspiration

The initial measure (rank score) indicating degree of intensity of
desire for aspiration was found to be of high consistency only in reference
to education-=-it apparently is highly reliable in this regard. Use of a
'rank level' measurement scheme involving collapsing of the seven specific
ranks into three more inclusive level categories increases reliability
for all status areas; however, high rates of disagreement would still exist
for occupation and_ income. In these two cases the reliability of the
intensity of aspiration must be questioned. However, the variation in
responses here might be due to either '"treatment effect' or the difference
in T\ and Ty interview situations-~the direction of change is highly patterned
for income and almost always of only one rank unit for octcupation,

This is a very complex instrument which is difficult to administer.
Probably much of the variabi'ity noted here could be eliminated by
res'ructuring the stimulus question to simplify it for the respondent.

The scant findings we have here would indicate that one way to do this is
to redesign the ranking operation so that the respondent need gqroup his
10als into only three levels of valuation==(1) high, (2) intermediate, &and
“3) low. For instance, while the measure of intensity of occupational

N PR S PP
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Jsprration was deemed suspect here, 1t can be seen (Table 9) that five of

the seven changed responaes took place within the top thiee (1,2, and 3) rank
~scores. At any rate, particularly for intensity of occupational

aspiration, more work should be given to instrument evaluation.

e S R S

Patterning By Status Areas

In our judgement all measures related to educational status projeétions
demonstrated high reliability in this research. While certainty of
educational expectation demonstrated a number of changes between T) and
Ty, these were consistently patterned and probably due to '"treatment effect'
or variation in the interview contexts.

_ For both occupational and income projections questions were raised
about the reliability of measures for both specification of status expected
and intensity of aspiration=-~the former would seem more of a problem than
the latér. |s it a coincidence that the apparent poorest quality measures
are represented by the same two conceptual elements in only two status
‘areas” This is an interesting question which can only be resolved by
“further research.

o=

Closing Comments

Obviously we hesitate to draw any firm conclusions from this limited
work. Meither the 'positive' results indicating probable reliability or
the ''negative' results indicating some measures may be suspect are worth
much if these research leads are not followed up systematically to
replicate this type of investigation with more diverse populations, invelving
a larger number of subjects. Our hope is that this effort will stimulate
enough questions, dialogue, and interest that this will be done. We have
already carried out a similar investigation, involving a larger number
of subjects, among Mexican American youth in south Texas and hope to feport
findings from this soon. But, we need colleagues assistance in broadening
the scope of such efforts to increase our power to generalize.

Both this investigation and our later one done in south Texas are
limited to two contacts separated by a short time span. Future attempts
of this type would be more effective if they involvaed at least one additional
duplicate contact, plus a direct interview follow-up to probe for reasons
for change. For instance, how can you explain the puzzling, patterned,
dramatic upward shift in income expectation levels? |f this turns out to
ba a general "treatment effect'' why does it take place?

Enough probable treatment effects were noted from this investigation
to lead us to believe that researchers probing status projections of youth
are also probably changing some of these youth. A clear implication of this
is that our research instruments and operations may well have "action'' utility.
If these patterned treatment effects are found to be general and lasting,
does it not require us to delve into their substance and significance?

S 20
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. Dne exception of major siqgnificance In reference to this terdency is the
rather comprebensive attempt to evaluate a measure of occupational
status projections carried ocut by Haller and Miller. Seée their mono-
grapn, The Occupational Aspiration Scale (Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman
Publishing Company, Inc., 1971).

2. The conceptual schemne from which these conceptual elements were draun has
peen described fully in prior publications. Among others see tre following:

George W. Ohlendorf and William P. Kuvlesky, "Racial Differences in the f
Educational Orientations of hural Youth," Social Science Quarterly ?
(Sept., 1968):274-275.

and

c———p——

William P. Kuvlesky and John T. Pelham, '"Place of Residence Projections
0f Pural Youth: A, Racial Comparison," Social. Science Quarterly
(June, 1970):167-168,

t

3. fSee arong others Ohlendorf and Kuvlesky, op. cit. and Kuvlesky and
relham, op. cit. '
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Appendi x B: Instruments

Occupational Status Projections

Aspiration Level

.+ —— - . -— s Y 4 et 0 20 10 e o e o 4 58 et <o = e et e e peremr s onas 4 00 BB S Oam i
. - e e o o o e e e o e

15, (1) 1f you were coupletely free to chouse any job, vhat weuld you rost desire
asoa Lifetioe hind ol vork?  (In easweving this question give an cract job,
Sor exacple, do not say "work on the railvead" but tell us what railvoad job
you weuld like to have,) Write your answer in the box belew,

. S = e 1o W e P b e o A et = A bt < oo orm—

NS I
LI 20 W
C et e s et e —r——n 4 o CmmeTrda—n w4 See e i amoma @ & e — RN e 20 2wt = om0t e e e e -
ST mme mmm i ek metecen L s o e e v et m et @ e e S m b ee e e— - o ot bt - At cse oene 1@ C e e e e o it o e

Expectation Lével

2300 () whae kind of jobdo yeu peallv expret to have most of your life? (Write
i

droan ceer i the Bog bolow, Flease glve an curct job!)

.ort
———— bt

o e+ e o st e mt——t - e et —— e
P
. . 4
."..ODv‘c'LR .
U e o e mn et . e e & b = oArm e e s = oo o o B O Yy
- —— - t AT L LTSS oTmsLns s, L T L, I N A T e eem

Certainty of Expectation

- e s e o o

26, How nave do you feel that this will be the kind of work you will do most of
your life? (Circle one number,)

L frel: 1 2 3 4 5

i e e ue a8 ame wth e wam A e w8 cce B cams e A8 maB e 4mr A m ik ) emm  wme mt e edl e e et w0

Vety sure Sure  Not very sure Uncertain Very uncertain

23




Prositge Code Used For Occupational Projecti

0
!
2
3
N
5
6
7
8
9

22

-

£

No information

High professional

Low professional

Glamour

Managerial and Officials

= Clerical and sales

Skilled worker

= Operative

[N

Laborer
Housewife

ONS
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Education Status Projections

Aspiration Level

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

25, 1f you could hive as wuch education as you dosived and wepe caernletely free
y b ; Y )
to cheose, which of the following would you do?  (Civele caly ore rashaer,)

1 Quit high school and never go to schoot again,

2 Gt high celool and tuke some vocational training for a job,

3 Sraduate froa high school and never go to school again,

*  Cradurte frea high school and then cewplete a business, cermercial,

aurses training, or same other technical school program,
Graduate {rowm a junior college.
Graduate frem a college or university,
7 Cieplete adidlitional studies oftor graduating frem a college or
universitv, ‘

[SANV, )

T TS emert s e et et et s et b oty o b .+ 00 Sraas B o

- .. T Y PO

Expectation Level

3L, What o yeu really_expect to do about your cducation? (Circle only one number,)

Uorute wigh scheol and never go to school again,

2 ot high schaol and take some vocational training for a job,

30 Gritaate from high school and never go to scheol again,

4 Graduate froa high school and then corplete a business, commercial

frar.es Lraining, or seme other technical school program,
> Grailiate from a junior college,
Ao G hiate fromoa eonllege or university,
7 C plete additional studies after graduating from a college or university,

- mn il e e it wm s e - o ama cae - tmmm R ——— - — -

Certainty of Expectation

dmne e

12, How sure are you that you will really achieve the education you cxpect?
L i (Civele une number,)

t 2 3 4 ' 5

.._..-..--.-...A;»-.’._..-~._....—...—...4..-a..‘.......“u--n-A./-._.“mwun.a

Yoty sare Sute Mot very sure Uncertain Very uncertafn

L
mtm et Ls meme s aire i@ e ve mommare S Ameida 4 Mo s wh - o a _.n.—.? B e e PP P o S Ay §
p-
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Place of Residence Status Projections

Aspiration Type

é 37, OFf the kind of places listed below, in which one would you most desire to
' Live for the rest of your lite? (Circle only one number,)

Ina City

; ' l Viory large

; 2 Small

:

E near a City

: 3 In a tuwn or village

§ 4 Ir the ceuntry but not on a farm
’ 5 On a ferm

ot _near a Citv

| 6 In a4 town or village
f 7 In the country but not on a farm
; 8 On a form

Expectation Type

33+ From the kinds of places listed above, what type of place do you ESBlly expect
to live most of your life? Place the number of this type of place in the fol-
lowing box: l """"

4 v vorme amer o atn

Certainty of Expectation

317, How sure are yeu that you will live in this kind of place?

I am: (Circle one nmumban,)

1 2 3 4 5
- - ..'--.a--..-a.u-ma..-_...a.-.-—.—a.-ouan._-a-—-“--—.&

Very sure Surce Mot very sure Uneanrtain Very uncertain




25

Income Status Projections

Aspiration 'evel
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26,

box: |

Huow =0 b money could you desire to make a vear if you could have any amount
you dusived?  (GLRIS: 1£ you plan to mavey indicate the awount of money
you weald Like your husband to make, T Place your answer in the following

B Ry —— fp—

$ a_year ~|

-~ - paa—

aom— r—— - — T it vl 228 G - e s i -

txpectation Level

33,

dhat is the highest yearly inceme that you really think you will cver Le able
to uake?  (GLRLS:  1f you plan to mury indicate what you think will be the
highest yeacly income your husband will ever make,) Place ycur znswer in

thf.‘ fl) l l()\-."i. ﬂg bf')K : T T T T T T e e e memmme s e e

. A _yoar _l

P,

— eoam  ae . . ——

Certainty nf Expectation

34,

How sure are you that this will be the highest income you will ever make?

1 am (Circle one number,)

\ 2 3 4 5
Very sure Sure Not very sure Uncertain Very uncertain
et e g e e R I - ————
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Intensity of Aspiratiohs - A} Status Areas

- SN - - - — RV UG PO - oo e ———— -

18, Listed Lelow are a nueber of things that rost yeuug people look forwvard to,
Rank thum in ovder of their importonea to you, For the one y.u think 15 nost
impottant cheek number Uoin front of ity for the next wost hapovtant one
check naber 2, awd so on until you have a nonber checked for cach onae,  Read
oot the vntive List before answering the guestion.  (Check only one runbeg
besida_vach sentence and check each difforent maber opiy once.) |

Haviug lots of free time to do what 1 want,

FE—— o —— s e ——— - —— o ——e e

(E) e o . To develop my mind and get all the educa-
tion 1 want,

) e o o To earn as much woney as 1 can,

(0) __.. Cetting the job 1 want most,

(PRY __ . _ . Living in the kind of place 1 like best,

Having the kind of house, car, furniture,
and other things like this 1 want,

To get married and raise a family,

CHECK YOUR ANSWERS! You should have each number checked only once and a
sinegle number should be checked for cach statenment,

The rank level of valuation given is interpreted as a measure of intensity
of desire for the goal specified in the status area. Potential scores range
from one to seven and a score of one indicates highest intensity of aspiration.

”~ ~
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