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ABSTRACT

B

The objective of this thesis was to examine}the
variation in the attitudes of the American white adult
population toward the legalization of abortion. The
data used in the study weré drawn from the National
Opinion Research Center's 1972 and 1973 general social
surveys.

Two theoretical frameworks, drawn from recen£
fertiiiﬁy literature, were considered in éxplaihing the
results. The first was the normative approach and the
second was the economic or utilitarian approach. The
Nambqodiri-Pope framework Qas used to "integrate" these
two approaches. This framework suggests that normative
considerétions will be the major factor determining’
attitudes toward abortion until that point in time
when t+he normslbégin to lose their constraining power.
As this happens, the aborfion decision will become
increasingly.subject to utilitarian considerations.
Analysis was begun by making predictions and accounting
for results using the normative framework. Provision
vas made, though, for turning to the economic framework

if the normative approach was not adequately handling



the data.

By and large, predictions made on thé‘basis of
the normative framework were borne out. Those subgroups
‘with the greatest exposure>to the traditional norms
(measured by four major indicatore: various‘demographic
variables, religion and religious commitment, family
and marriage variables and;§2§§glity varjlables) were
most opposed to legalizing aboftion. Oon the other hand,
those groups with less exposure, Or whoge experiences
could have reduced the strength of the traditional norms,
vere least opposed to the legalization of abortion.

Our results seemed to indicate that Aﬁerican_
society is still at a stage where normative rather tﬁan
economic considerations influence individual attitudes
towifd abortion. A review of the history of American
abortion attitudes, howeve;, shows that the idea of
1egalized-abortion has won considerable acceptance
very quickly. We would prediét that although at'present
normative considerations seem best able to accouﬁt
for variations in American attitudes toward abortion,
the traditional ethical code will be modified and the
economic framework will become more applicable to

decisions concerning whether or not to terminate an

unwanted pregnancy.
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1.1 The Problem.

Y '
INTRODUCTION AND THEORY

Chapter 1

The objective of this thesis is to examine the

variation in the attitudesl of the American white adu

population toward the legalization of abortion. The

data used in this study are drawn from the National,

Opinion Research Center's (NORC) 1972 .and 1973 genera

<
social surveys. In both surveys, respondents were

presented with six conditions and, for each condition _

asked whether or not they would be for the legalizata

of abortion.,

1.

abortion when

These conditions are:

the woman's health is seriously enda

»

gered by the pregnancy,

abortion when
defect in the
abortion when

of rape,

-abortion when

cannot afford

there is a strong chance of serious
baby,

the woman became pregnant as a resul

s
h

the family has a very low income and

any more children,

|

PR Sy




5. abortion when the woman is not married and does.not
want to marry the man, and

6. abortion when the woman 1s married and does not
want any more children.

The main problem of the thesis is to account for
the respondent's.stand on abortion for each of these
conditions in terms of his social and demographic
characteristics. In addition to this cross-sectional
analysis, however, a trend analysis of the changés
in attitudes. toward abortion over the past ten years
will be presented. This analysis is poséible because
the questions on abortioh used in the 1972 and 1973
NORC general surveys have been asked in previous
studies of United States national samples (1965 NORC

survey, Rossi (1966, 1967) reporting results; 1965

National Fertilit: study, westoff, Moore and Ryder f1969),

and Blake (1971) reporting results; various Gallup
polls2 taken'between 1962 and 1969, Blake (1§71)
reportingiresults). The trend analysis will suppiement
the cross-sectional analysis by indicating which
segments of the population have changed markedly in
their attitudes toward abortion and which gfoups have

not.



1.2 Rationale

In recenﬁ.years interest in abortion has increased.
Once a subject of indifference or denial, it has recently
received more than its share of diéFussion and deﬁate.
Interest from both professional and lay circles in the
vlegal,‘horal and political aspects of abortion have
made it a topic of some of the liveliest of current
debates. | |

This increase in interest in abortion is associated
with an increase in the liberalization of the corres-
pbnding laws and attifudes. In a momentous 1973
decision (Roe vs wade, 93 S. Ct. 705 (1973)), the
United States Supreme Court ruled that no State had the
right to prohibit any woman ffom obtaining a’ legal
abortion in the first six months of pregnancy. ‘Aﬁtitudéé
toward aportion have also shown auiiberaiizing change.
Blake (1971) found that during the 1960 - 1970 decade _°
there was "rapidly growing" support for abortion.
fOur 1972 data show that this support has continued to
grow (see Table 1{1). .

All these changeé point to tbe fact that ébortion
is an .area of rapidlfuchanging attitudes and legal

‘étanding. .our purpose will be to investigate the

area. What with the introduction of near-perfect



Table 1.1 Attitudes of the American general population
toward abortion. Percent who approve of legalizing
abortion under conditions specified. Data from 1965
and 1972 NORC surveys.

— ' 1965 1972

Conditions

l. If the woman's own health is 71 87
seriously endangered by the
pregnancy
(Mother's health)

2. If there is a strong chance 55. 78

" of serious defect in the
fetus (Defect in fetus) .

3. If she became pregnant as 56 79
a result of rape (Rape)

‘4. If the family has a very 21 49
low income and cannot -
afford any more children
(Economic problems)

5. If she is not married and 18 43
does not want to marry
the man (Unmarried)

6. If she is married and does _ 15 40
mnot want any more children :

(Family control) ,
N ' o 1482 1348

contraceptive techniques, the rise of zere-population
growth movements, and the emergence of woman's liberation
movements, this decade has been marked by .rapidly
changing attitudes to any subject directly or indirectly
related to fertility. Abortion has emerged from taboo
status to widespread concern and public debate and odr
study, by concentrating on this currené topic, yill;be
able to contribute relevant information on where

Americans stand on the question of abortion today and

the directiqn in which they seem to be moving.



1.3 Theoretical Framework

A problem with the previous cross-sectional 1it-
“®rature is its lack of a theoreﬁical framework. Series
of variables were cross-tabulated with attitudes toward
abortion, but little attempt was made to ac for °
the "why" of the findings. 1In this study, - -11
attempt to go one ste§ further than just presenting
the statistical rates. Our aim will be to bring to--
getheraa relatively loose theoretical Yfamework within
which some of the findings can be explained. wWe feel
that at this stage a well-developed theory with hy-
potheses clearly laid out may be premature. We will,
however, make some attempt at accounting for our findings
in terms of a theory.

Two broad approaches té the explaﬁétory analysis
of human fertility can be found in recent literature3 -
the "economic or utilitarian” approach and the "norma-
tive" approach. These two approaches wére developed to
account for "why pgople have the number of children
they do", but man& Qf the ideas and suggestions they
use can be ?pplied to attitudes toward abortion. we
will be using these two frameworks to account for our *

findings, thus our first step will be to outline each

approach.,



The Normative Approach

The normative approach to attitudes toward abortion
accounts for the different Qiews of different groups
in terms of either differing norms or differing com-
mitments to similar norms. Blake (1971) and Rossi
(1967) use the normative approach to account for their
findings. Thé traditional social and religious norms

-surrounding motherhood and reproduqtion are used to
account for the Ameriéan population's views on lega-
lizing abortion. Where thé reasons for the legitimation
of abortion run counter to the prevailing social and
religious norms, there will be strong disapproval éf

the practice. wWhere the reasons are accepted as
legitimate under the traditionalhnorms, there will be
approval of the practice. |

Within the broad categories of acceptance of
some reasons for abortion and rejection of others,
there will be varying degrees of acceptance and re-
jection by different categories of people depending
upon their exposure and éoﬁmitment to the traditibnal
norms. Those groups with the greatest exposure to
the traditional family and religious values will be
most opposed to legalizing abortion. Those that have
felatively little investment in the traditional social

and religious norms, or whose experiences have tended



to reduce the strength of these norms, will be least

opposed,

An example may make this line of theoretical
reasoning clearer. Blake (1971) found that women
were more opposed to legalizing abortion than were
men and-.the loﬁer classes (which she meésures by edu-~
cation) of both sexes were more opposéa;to the enhanced
availability of abortion. She labels]the attitude
of the upper-class male as "deviant"' and says that the

remainder of the population hold views in line with
j :

existing traditional and legal norms of sexual behavior

{
and pronatalist constraints. Thesé norms may appear

incompatible with the economic and status interests
of the indi@iduals.they affect but they are in line
with many of the noneconomic goals and interests ofA
most of the population - in particular, a commitment
to fam&ly roles and rewards.

“Since the ma jority of women and less advantaged
ﬁersons derive most of their lifetime rewards
krom the family complex, and from the norms
‘upholding it, and at the same time experience
/little that deeply challenges this institutional

/ arrangement, they tend to support it uncondi-

/ tionally. 1In particular, they appear loathe to
/ . . .
/ admit the legitimacy of laws which would allow
// individuals the right to ‘'turn off' such a hal-
/ : )

;
/



lowed' institution as the family through the

simple mechanism of an abortion."
(Judlth Blake, 1971, P. 545)

The Utilitarian Approach

The utilitarian approach to attitudes toward abor-
tion accounts for the different views of different
groups in terms of a desire to maximize differirig
utilities or gets of utilities. Acéording to this
approach, people strive to maximize their rewards and
minimize their costs. They will hold favorable atti-
tudes to those things associated with the satisfaction
of their needs and unfavorable attitudé§ toward.those
o%jects which thwart or punish thems.

| Hawthorn (1970) develops a utility model and

applies itito Rainwater's book, Famlly Design (1965),

Although ‘Hawthorn uses his model to explain differ- -
ences in ideal family size, his reasoning also applies
to thé study of attitudes toward abortion. Ralnwater
reported that the most common factor determlnlng family
size was that "one should not have more children‘than
<" % can support, but one should have as many as one

2 afford” (Rainwater, 1965, pp. 281-282), Rainwater
se. .fier This by adding "affording a given size of
zmily is ., only superficially conceptuallzed as

ecor nic matter" (p. 282)., 1In Hawthorn's utilitarian



terms (1970, p. 64):

‘"The utilities desired by these couples were a
maintained standard of living ('as many as one
can afford'), psychic stability for themselves,
a meaningful extradomestic role for the wife
(for some), psychic satisfactions for the child-

. ren, and a feeiing of being morally responsible

.and not selfish."

With regard to attitudes tcward abortion, if
economic considerations of utility applied, then'the
values involved in deﬁerminihg whether an individual
was for or aéainst abortioﬁ would fall into a hierarchy
of preferenées. If the highest preference was satisfied
by an opposition to legalized abortion, then the indi-
vidual would be against abortion on demand. Conversely,
if the highest preference was better satisfied by
being able to obtain abortions fairly easily, the
individual would hold a more liberal éttitude toward
abortion. For example, an ecénomic explanation could
be used to explain why, among married wgmen of middile-
class or higher status, those wl.0 work are more liberal
towards legalizing abortion than those who do qoﬁ work.
If we can assume that these\women are working because
they want to, then we can explain their more liberal
‘attitude toward abortion by the greater value they
must pléce on a meaningful extra—domestic role for

themselves.,



10

These two approaches for explaining attitudes
’toward abortion were taken from recent fertility lit-
efature. This literature, however, is quite unclear
under what conditions each approach should be applied.
Some authors stress normative factors, while others
contend that it is economic considera: ons that in-
fluence family size decisions. Namboodiri and Pope,
in a paﬁer presented to the 1968 Annual Meeting of the
Population Association of America, suggest a method
of bring the two frameworks together. Their idea is
that, at one time in the past, it was solely normative
considerations which influenced family size decisions
and that, at one time in the fuﬁure, thé normative
factors will be unimportant because the decision con-
cerning how many children to have will be made only
on the basis of economic factors. At the present time
though, the two frameworks are working simultaneously
in influencing family size decisions.

"It seems to us that it is operationally conveniént
and methodologically, as ‘well as conceptually,
meaningful to define the normative constraints

on an act as the complement of the degree to

which the choice of that act is subject to utility
considerations. ..., we might say that to the
extent that family size is kept outside the uti-
lity framework of individuals in a population,
social norms concerning family size exist in that
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population. On the other hand, if family size
is ~ompletely subject: to utility considerations,
‘the empirical regularity in family size is to
be explained by similarity in the utility con-
siderations of the'disparate individuals involved
rather than to a strong social norm prescribing
what family size should be."

- (Namboodiri and Pope, 1968, p. 5)

What Namboodiri and Pope are suggesting is that
normative considerations will be the major factor
determining family size decisions until that point in
time when the norms bégin to lose their constraining
power. As this happens, the family size decision will
becomé more and more subject to ut.litarian considerations,
This way of viewing the normative a-¢ economic approaches
sée;s to us a valuable way of sensibly organizing our
discussion‘of‘attitudes toward abortion. If we view
attitudes toward abortion as a decision similar to the
famil;-size decision, we can say that:economic con~
siderations of utiliﬁy will apply to deéisions affecting
whether one is for or agéinst legalizing abortion
only when moral norms are not supervening.

Namboodiri and Pope argue that the family size
decision is'ﬁfésentlf at a stage where both economic
and normative factoré are impo;tant.\"Namboodiri (1973a;
1973b) is developing-a model of fertility that integrates

J
the two frameworks. wWe feel that the decision concerning
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abortion is still at a stage where normative constraints
are predominant. This hypothesis is made on two groundé.
Fifst, previous authors (Blake, 1971, 19733 Rossi,
1966,.1967) have .been, and are, using the normative
framework to account for attitﬁdes toward abortion.
Second, the articles for and against legalizing abortion
that one reads in newspapers and magazines ténd to
invpke normative consiéerations in their arguments.

In any event, by us£;§\ﬁamboodiri and Pope's framework
we can‘begih analysis b;’making predictions, and
accounting for results, using the normative framework.

If we find that this approach is not adequately explaining

the data, we can turn to the utilitarian approach.

1.4 Methodology

The data used in this thesis are from the 1972
and 1973 National Opinion Research Center's national
surveys. The universe sampled by NORC is the total
noninstitutionalized population of the continental
United States, 18 years of age and older. We considered
white respondents only because there was not a suf-
ficient number of non-white respondents for adequate
analysis. Of white respondents, there were 1348

completed interviews in 1972 and 1304 in 1973. Each
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survey asked its respondents their views on legalizing
abortion for the six cireumstances outlined above

and, in addition, asked for information on the varieus
sociological and demographic characteristiés_that
previous studies‘have shown to be related to attitudes
toward abortion.

Our data analysis initially considered the six
reasons for abortion separately. It proceeded through
means‘of simultaneous controls. The basic question -
"Given a relationship between two Qariasles, what can
be learned by introducing a third variable or a series
of third variables‘into the analysis" was answered
in order to aetermine why people ho1d the attitudes
toward abortien that they do.

We decided on a secondary analysis of already
existing data for a number of reasons. One impoFtant
faetor is the nature and quality of data ccliected
by any small group of individuals as versus the nature
and quality of data collec- ed by a reputable agency.
The time, money and know-how to collect, from a nat10na1
sample of Amerlcans, the amount of 1nformatlon requlred
.for any in-depth. study of attitudes virtually requlres
an individual to turn to research centers. Another
advantage of secondary analysis is that it ellows one

to do studies'over time. In Herbert Hyman's words



(1972, p. 14);:

. "If one is to accﬁmulate general knowledge of
the ways in which individuals and societies change
over time - to build an adequate theory of the
patterns individuals and groups exhibit as they
age and live through chains of experiences im-
pinging upon them in diverse sequences and at
different junctures in their growth - one must

~'be able to bring long spans of time under study."

An integral part of this study is to see how past
attitudes are related to present attitudes toward
abortion and the only way we felt this could be accom-

plished was by the use of secondary data.

14



Footnotes

“Attitude" is a concept central to our study and, cz==maame

such, should be addressed. Numerous books: and art =

have been written on the theoretical and empirical

issues of attitudes, but the oaly thing on which mc—--~~~-
investigators will agree is “there exists no commors.—..__
accepted definition" (Fishbein and Ajzen, 1972, bp.

In writing.this thesis, we have deliberately refra i

from jumping into the debate on attitudes as we fe L.
little. would be gained by adding our views. For th
purposes of this paper, we shall use Thurstone's

definition (1946, o. 39):

"I defined attitude as the intensity of posi-
tive or negative affect for or against a
psychological object. A psychological object
is any symbol, person, phrase, slogan, or
idea toward which people differ as regards
positive or negative affect.” :

No stand will be taken on the question of whether o
not individuals' attitudes toward abortion COrrespo :

—— e T

to their actual actions concerning abortion. Our -
is to examine the positive and negative feeling
directed towards legalizing abortion, not to determ
who wou.d and who would not have an abortion. As
more data become available on the incidence of
abortion, this step could be taken.

~

The Gallup pdlls for which information on attitudes

toward abortion are available are: the August 1962

poll, the December 1965 poll, the May 1968 poll, ther:s-r2= -
December 1968 poll, and the October 1969 poll.
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3. These two approaches to human fertility were initially
suggested ‘by M. Brewster Smith's (1973) review:of
Namboodiri and Pope's (1968) paper. In their paper,
Namboodiri and Pope attempt to delineate under what
conditions each framework is applicable to the
explanatory analysis of fertility.

We should pbint out that each approach has been
used by itself to explain fertility.‘ For brief
discussions of the economic approach to the oxpladatOry
analysis of fertility see: Gary S. Becker (1960,
pp. 209-231), Richard A. Easterlin (1967), Deborah
S. Freeman (1963, pp. 414-426), Ronald Freedman and
L. Coombs (1966, pp. 197-222), and Ronald Freedman
and Doris Slesinger (1961, po. 161-173). For brief
discussions of the normative approach to the explanatory
analysis of fertility see: Ronald Freedman, G. Baumert,
and M. Bolte (1959, pp. 136-150), Ronald Freedman
(1963, pp. 2205245), Charles Westoff and Raymond H.
Potvin (1967), and Joseph J. Spengler (1966, pp.
109-130).



Chapter 2
METHODOLOGY: SAMPLE, OPERATIONALIZATION. OF VARIABLES,

and TECHNIQUES OF DATA ANALYSIS

2.1 Source of Data

This study is based on a secondary analysis of
data collected by the National Data Program for.the
Social Sciences, an annual social survey designed
by the National Opinion Research Center and under the
overall direction of James A. Davis.

The Natiénal Opinion Research Center (NORC) is a
.nonprofit social research center éffiliated with the
University of Chicago.' -. objectives are the repli-
'catién of questions which have appeared in previous
national surveys and the pror .t distribution of inter—
esting and high quality. data to a variety of users
who are not affiliated with large research centers.

| The entire research project is monitored by the
American Sociological Association through a committee
chaired by Dr. Hubert Blalock of the Ugiversity of

Washington. For the'items in the initial 1972 survey,

17



ISO\Lbciologists and social scientists reviewed drafts *
of the questionnaire, suggeéting revisions and additions,
'andbsettied on the exact wording of questions by vote.
The 1973‘yersion was revised and expanded (from fourﬁy
- to sixty minutes) by a group of advisors including
" Hubert Blalock, Otis D. buncan, Norval Glenn, Otto
Larsen, Philip Hastings, Herbert Hymaq, James Short
and Stephen B.‘Withey.

NORC data are available for use by anyone. You
do not require their permission before publishing
analyses of their data; their only stipulation»is

that NORC is cited as the source of the data.

2.2 Data Collection Procedures

The data used in this thesis are from the 1972
and 1973 NORC surveys. The 1972 survey was conducted
during the months of February, March and Aprilx the
1973 survey was condﬁcted during varch ané April.

The NORC samplel is a standard multistagelarea'prob-
ability sample to the block or segment level. At the
block level, quota sampling is used. |

In 1972, the primary sampling units (Psﬁ's) em~
ployed were derived from NORC's 1953 Master Sample.

The primary sampling unlts in the 1953 Master Sample
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had been selected with probabilities proportionate to
their estimated 1953 populations. Because of population
shifts in the past two decades, this set of PSU's
was outdated. NORC decided to retain this sanple but
update it because it had been initially selected by
a well-trained and experienceé field force. The pro-
cedure used 0 update the sample is described by
Nathan Keyfitz (1951), It involved comparing the
desired 19602 probabilities of selection for PSU's
with their original 1950 probabilities. ~If the ori-
ginally selected PSU had a lower original probability
than was warranted by its 1960 population, it was
retained in the 1972 sample and assigned the desired
probability.. If it had a higher probability than was
now warranted, it was considered for elimination.
The probability of retention for such a PSU was the
ratio of its desired probability to its original
prdbability. Replacements for the eliminated PSU;s
were dra@n from-those PSU's which had not fallen into
the 1953 sample and for which the 1953 probability was
lowef than that desired in 1960,
The advantage of this method is that it preserves
" the stratification based on the 1950 classifications
of géographic regions, size of largest town, median

K2 . . . . 3 .
family income, economic characteristics and, in the



South, race. The only restratification was of counties
which the Census Bureau classified as nonmetropolitan
in 1950 but as metropolitan in 1960 - they were shifted
to the metropolitan strata. This restratification
complicated the computation of selection probabilities
but it increased the efficiency of the sample.

The discussion of the selection of the primary
sampling units in 1973 was rather sketchy. The 1973
codebook says that the PSU's employed were Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Areas or non-metrovolitan
counties selected in NORC's Master Sample, These
statistical areas and counties had been stratified
by region, age and race before being selected.' Whether
these PSU's were éhe PSU's employed in 1972 or new
ones based on the 1970 Census, could nat be determined,

The units of selection of the second stage of

gathering the sample were localities in 1972 and block

groups and enumeration districts in 1973. The localities_

used in 1972 were ordered according to the following
categories: cities with block statistics, other urban
places, urbanized_ﬁinoricivil Divisions, and non-
urbanized Minof Civil Diviéions. localities were
selected from this list by systematic sampling. That
is, an initial locality was selected randomly and then
a previously designated sKip, interval was used to

draw the rest of the Sample. This method provided
\ .

f

20



21

stratification according tb size and urban type of
locality and, also, provided selection with probability
proportionate to size. The block groups and enumeration
districts used in- 1973 were stratified according to

race and income before selection. Information on how
the selection ﬁas made in 1973'was not given in the
codebook., \

The third stage of selection in both 1972 and 1973
was that of blocks. In places for which the 1960 Census
block statistics were available, blocks were selected
with probabilities proportionate to the populétion in
the block. 1In 1972, for places without block statistics,
Census enumeration districts were selected with pro-
babiiities proportional to the number of households;.
These se&ected districts were divided into ségments
and estimates of ﬁhe number of households within each
segment were obtained by field countihg. The selection
of segments was then made .with the probability pro-
portionate to‘the number of households. For places
with block statistics in 1973, measures of the size
of the blocks were obtained<by field cbunting. " -

The average cluster size in 1972 was 7.0 respon-
‘dents,; These cluster sizes were, however, recalculated
to better reflect the 1970 population shift from the

East to the West Coast, and from rural to urban areas.
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This adjustment resulted in a range of cluster sizes
from 6,56 in the rural West to 9.48 in the urban East.
The average cluster size in 1973 was 5.0>respendents
per cluster. No mention was made of whether this
cluster size had been recalculated.

At the block or segment level, selection of res-
pondents was by quota sampling. The quotas called for
approximately equal numbers of men and women with the
exact proportion in each segment determined by 1970
Census tract data. In addition, quotas were set t?
bring the distribution of specific variables in line
with the known distributions in the poﬁulation. In
1972, the age distribution was brought into line with
the distribution in the population. In 1973, the
additional requirement for womenlwas that there was tﬁe
proper proportion of employed and ﬁnemployed women 1in
the location. For men, the added requirement was that
there was the proper proportion of men over and under
35. Again, these quotas were based on the 1970‘Census
tract data. It should be noted Lhat this method ef
selecting respondents - i;e. setting up quotas so the
distribution of a given variable in the sample is the
same as the distribution in thehﬁopulation - enables us
to proceed without weighting the sample.

The method of using quota sampling at the last

stage of sample selection is unique to NORC. 'They
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chose to conclude with quota sampling, aithough they
were aware of the chance of sample bias%s due to not-
at-homes, because of its substantially redﬁced éost.

To reduce the bias introduced by the quota sampling, ¢
interviewers werevinstructed to canvass and interview
-only in the late afternoon on weekdays or during the
weekend and holidays.

The disadvantage of a quota sample is that the
mean squared. error cannot be estimated directly.l One
can,.however, estimate sampling variability using
procedures such as those outlined by Siephan and
McCarthj (1958). NORC suggests, from its past ex;%r—
ience, that its samples of 1500 can be considered as
having the same.efficiency as a simple random sample
of 1000 cases. In making this statement, they were
concernéd with the "average" effect upon a large set
of different variables by the use of quotas at the.

last stage of selection.

2.3 Operationalization of Variables

In the initial chapter of our thesis, we outlined
the two theoretical frameworks that we were using to
account for our findings. These were the utilitarian

(or economic) approach and the normative approach. The
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former suggested that attitudes toward abortion are

arrived at £hrough a consideration of relative pre- .
ferences for children (as compared to other consumer
goods), direct ahd indirect (opportunity) costs of
children, and the couple wel of living. The second

approach held that empiric - mularities in attitudes

toward abortion can be expl: ned »y social and religious

norms prescribing the pattern c® “:mily growth.

These two approaches for exp.iair ‘ng attitudes
toward abortion were "borrowed" from ...cent fertility
literature. This literature, however, was quite un-
clear under what conditions each approach should be
applied. To overcome this problem, we'decided to
use Namboodiri and Pope's metﬁod of integration,
Their suggestion was that, at one time in the past,
fertiiity décisibns were determined solely by normative
considerations and that, at one time in the future,
fertility decisions would be determined entirely by
economic considerations. At present, though, they
suggest that an individual's decision to have or not
to have a(nother) child is determined by a mixture of
the two frameworks. More specifically, to the extent
that economic considerations 6f utility apply, the
values and factors involved in deéisiops éffecting

family size fall into a hierarchy of preferences Bht,

24



to the extent that m&ral norms are operative, choices
are made without consideration of utilitiesa.

This method of joining the normative and eéonomic
approaches seemed to us~a valuable way of sensibly
organizing our discussion df'attitudes toward abortion.
Because we felt that, at least presently, normative
considerations were predominant in decisions concerning
abortion, we began analysis using the'ndrmative framé-
work. However; ve felt thét if this approach was not
adequately explaining the data,‘ﬁe could turn to the
utilitarian approach. This procedure enabled us to look
at both frameworks while still retaining some simplic%ty
in hypothesis,fdrmation: In our opinion, this formu-
lation may be an oversimplified way of looking at the
phenomena of attitudes toward abortion, but it does
serve(é? a useful first;step in/deéigning our empirical
investigation. ‘

Using the normative framework, Wb shall be trying
‘to account for the different views of different sub-
groups in the popdlation by their varying deggges of
exposure and commitment to the traditional social and
Vreligious norms. Those groups with the gre;;est
exposure should be most opposed to legalizing abortion

and those with the 1least exposure, Or whose experlences

have reduced the strength of the tradltlo 1 norms,

25
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will be least opposed. We shall be using four ma jor
indicators‘of the traditional norms and)values: .

B Various demographic variables such'as‘age, sex,
size of place of residence (urban/rural) and education.
Because of the discrete nature and number of these
variables, we have left the discussion of their opera-
tionalization to Chapter 4, where they are cqnsidered
in connection Qith attitudes toward abortion.

2, Religion and religious commitment. One of the
sets of norms tﬁat the normatife theory refers to
is the set of traditional religious norms. Within
American-societé, there‘is:a considerable range of
religious beliefs corresponding to:the range of possible
religioué affiliations. Each of these religions has
its own beliefs about human life and, because of the
diversity of religious affiliations, there is a diversity
of beliefs about birth control and abortion (Lundburg,
et al., 1968, pp. 218-219). We predict that an indi-
vidual'é personal views on abortion will correspond
to his religious affiliation's views. For example,
Catholics would be expected to be less liberal toward
abortion than other religious groups because of the
vigorous stand against birth control that the Catholic

Churc has taken (reinforced by Pope Paul VI's July 29,

1968 encyclical on the birth control controversy).

-
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fn addition to religious affiliation, there is
the element' of religious comnmitment, The fact of
belongihg to a certain religion becomes important only”
when one is attending, and thus being exposed, to the
traditional religious norms. For example, since the
traditional religious norms of the Catholic Church are
opposeq to any legalization of abortion,\we would predict
that, amoﬁg catholics, religious commitment would be
negatively related to a pro-abortion‘étand. We used as
our measure of religious commitment, frequency of church
attendance. Support for our'contention thaﬁ religious
affiliation only becomes important when. one is attehding
that religion's church services is provided by the Pog;
ulation Council's 1968 study. They found that among th?
less frequent church attenders, the percent of ‘married
Catholic women who ﬁsed an unapproved method of contra-
ception was 74 percent, while among the weekly church
attenders it was 44 percent (Popu‘ation Council, 1968,
pp. 10-11). These §ariab1es are considered in connection
with attitudes toward abortion in Chabter 5.

3. Family variables. The second seﬁ of norms thag
the normative theory‘refers to is the values and nor@s
surrounding the family. Marriage and parenthood are
institutions that are normatively required of virtualiy
everyone (Réiss, 1971, pp. 192-194; levy, 1972, p. 23).

/
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Furthermore, it is only within marriage that parenthood
is legitimate (Reiss, 19?1, pP. 23). SN

our reasoning is that those adults who are married
and havé; or are going to have, children are more
committed (and exposed) to the traditional marriage and
famfiy norms than those adults who are not married and
wvho are not going to havé children. .Various indicators
of these family norms - i.e. marital status, preferfed
family size - were usedvto measure commitment to the
traditional norms. The complete discussion of the opera-
‘tionalization of these variables can be found in Chapter 6,
where they are considered in connection with attitudes
toward abortion,

4. Sexuality variables. The final set of norms that
the normative theory refers to are the values and morms
surroﬁnding sex. The natureybf man is such that the sex
drive can be linked to almost any objéct or situation.
However, the sex drive isyshaped, channeled and restricted.

—
' by society so that only certain individuals become seen
as possible-séx partners (Goode, 1964, p. 13).

'In society today, thére are norms against -ex
re. tions between adults of the same sex (see, .or example,
Reiss, 1971, p. 370) and sg§ relatiohg between individuals

who are not married or between individuals who are

married but not to one another (see, for example, Goode,

28



1964, pp. 20-26). We used attitudes on these issues

(that is, attitudes toward homosexuality, premarital

-

and extramarital sex) to measure commitment to the trad
tional sexuality norms. The q$scussion Of the relationes——=——
between these variables. and attitudes {bward abortion

can be found in Chapter 7.

2.4 Statistical Methods

The method of analysis that will be employed in
this thesis is crosstabulation. A”érosstabulation is
basically a joint frequency distribution Of cases
according to two or more variables. Its Central aim
is to answer the question: “Given a rejationship
between two variables, what can be learpned py introducir -~ ==
a third variable into the aﬁalysis?"; This analytic
ptocess, whereby the relationship between two variables
is éxamined by introducing a third variable,’ is called
eiaboration. In more technical £erminology, one begins
with a relationship between an“inaependent variable and
a dependent variable §ndftheh seeks to expiaih this
relationship by introducing an explanatory'variable,
called a test factor. - The‘method used is to "stratify"

' 3

~or "hold constant" the test factor and then examine the

contingent associations. Stratification or holdiné
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constant meﬁns‘that the test factor has been broken down
into its component categories, and the relationship
between the initial two variables can be seen without the
inflﬂenc; of this third factor. In our thesis, the
‘dependent variable is attitﬁdeshﬁoward abortion and the
independent and control vafiabies are such things as
‘a%e, sex, education and attitudes toward;premarital seX.

The purpose of elaboration is to "explain" or
"specify" a relationship thus making it more meaningful
and more exact. Befére beginning elaboration, though,
it must be determined whethef.the relationship between
the dependent and inaependent variables is symmetrical,
reciprocal or asymmetrical. This is because it is only
possible‘to continue with meaningful crosstabulation if-
the relationship is asymmetrical. Our relationships
seem to be asymmetrical. Cleafly, an individual's
aﬁtitudes toward abortion can not be responsible for his'
eduéggion, religion, marital status or views toward
extramarital sex4. |

There are a number of possible outcomes of controlling
for a third variable. We will be concentrating on two
of these outcomes:

1. wWe will ﬁant to determine whether the asym-

metrical relationships are real or if they can be

attributed to an extraneous variable. This outcome
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occurs when there is no direét relationship bétween the
dependent and independent variables but a relationship
appears because both variables are affected by varia—
tion in the third variable. For example, we may find
airelationship between_.attitudes toward abortion and
frequency of church attendaﬁce only ;o find thatlthe
antecedent variable education is implicated - frequent
church* attenders are more opposed: to abortion, not
because of their religious commitment, but because of
the inverse relationship between education and frequency
of church attendance. Frequent church‘attenders appear
to be more opposed to abortion because most of them
have only low levels of edpcaﬁion. When tﬂe.initial
rélationship cén be entirely explained by varidtion in
a third variablé,.he refer to that>re15tionship as
spurious. We shéuld point out that "perfect" spurious
felationships are highly uﬂlikely. what we mean, ”
operationally, by a spurious relationship is a situation -
in which same antecedent variable substantially re;uces
the covariation between an independent and-dependent
variable.

2. We will also be looking for conditional rela-
tionships. A conditional relationship is said to occur
when there is a direct relationship between the dependent

and -independent variable only when the third variable
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has a certain value. when the relationship is evaluated
for one value of the test factor, a correlation will
be abparent, but when the relationship is evaluated‘at
another value no correlation will be seen, or the
degree of relationship will differ radically. For
exXample, thé normative aspect of our theory predicts
that women will be more opposed to abortion than men
because they have a greater investment in, and commit-
menﬁ to, the traditional norms. Arguing on the same
grounds; we would expect to find that the difference
between men and women wi;l be greater among married
than hnmarriéd respondents and greater among married
respondents with children than among married respondents
) , _

without children. ' Looking at these relationships will

help us &onfirm, modify or dismiss our theory.

We have chosen tabu;ar analysis as our method of
proceeding fully aware of its shortcomings. Its
principal problems seem to be the following (Selvird,
1968): .

1. There is no overall measure of statistical com-
Pleteness. If we were using a multiple correlation
coefficient, we could square it to get the proportion
of the variation in the dependent variable that was
explained by the independent variables. At every stage,

the analyst knows exactly how much of the variation
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‘has been explained and how much remains. For cross-
tabulation, though, no comparable statistic exists that
can adequately handle large numbers of independent
variables., At any given point, we do not know whether
we have explained much or little of the variation and,
correspondingly, whether we should continue to introduce
additional variables.

2.‘ The need for large samplé.sizes. Tabglar analysis
requires an enormous number of cases. Even Qith large
samples,_the number of independent variables that can
be considered jointly is usually four or five at the
most; percentage comparisons involving finer divisions
are usually based on too few cases to be statistically
stable. {oreovef, one can usually find many variables
that have effecés on the dependent variable but be
unable to examine the joint effects of all of the
apparently important variables at one go. This inabi-
lity makes the interpretation of any relation between
independent and dependent variables somewhat ambiguous.
Regression, in contrast, can handle dozens of variables
| at one time, so that it is fairly easy to ascertain the
meaning of an observed relation between independent and
dependént variables. -

3. 1lack of a systemafic search procedure. Tabular

analysis provides no clues at the beginning of the
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analysis as to what independent variables are the best
predictors of the dependent variables. It becomes a
slow task of running independent variables against
dependent variables to pick up the major factors.
Regression analysis, in contrast, rapidly arranges the
independent variables in their order of predictive
power, thus eliminating, not only a-great deal of time,

but the possibility of overlooking a given variables,

In emphasizing the faults of tabular analysis, we
have likely given a somewhat slanted pictﬁre. Multi-
variate statistics, such as regression, have serious
problems of their own. 1In fact, it is precisely because
of the two major problems with regression that we chose
crosstabulation as our method of énalysis. First of
all, regression was developed tig pe used with interval
data. Many of our vaqiables are nominal. It is possible
to use regression witﬁ nominally scaled variaBies, by
transforming them into sets of "dummy variables"”, but
we felt more comfortéble'with using tabular analysis.

The second major problem with regression was its
inability to detect and represent statistical inter-
action. 1In its standard form, regression assumes no -
interaction. This was a major problem for our study,

because if the previous literature had suggested anything

to us, it was that there was interaction. We decided,



for these reasons, to proceed with tabular analysis.
It had, in addition, the advanﬁage of being familiar
and meaningful to even relatively naive readers.

A\
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Footnotes

3.

The discussion of NORC's sampling design draws heavily
from the 1972 and 1973 codebooks (pages 49-53 and
pages 71 and 72 respectively) and Sudman's book

Reducing the Cost of Survevs,

1960 was the last year for which Census figures were
available. NORC will use the current set of PSU's
until the 1970 Census figures are available.

Naﬁbbodiri is presently involved in developing a
model that integrates the normative and economic
frameworks. See his two 1973 articles.

while an individual's attitudes toward abortion can
clearly not be responsible for his education, age

or sex, we are less certain that the relationship
between attitudes toward abortion and attitudes

toward premarital sex is asymmetrical. We would argﬁe
that attitudes toward premarital sex are developed
prior to attitudes toward abortion, however we are
aware that counterarguments are possible. The
dependent status of the abortion variables is, however,
a function of the focus of the thesis,

This assumes that all variables that influence the
dependent variable have been identified and measured.



Chapter 3

TREND ANALYSIS

3.1 Introduction to Trend Analysis

Until reiatively recently, the legal and moral
restrictions on contraception and abortion have been
quite severe. Government policy, through legal penalties
against abogtion and the advertisement of contraéep;
tives, hadqiaken a stand which had the effect of
rewarding reproduction and discouraging birth limi-
tation. Recently this stand seems to have been shifting.
Overt legal discrimination against the advertisement
6f contraceptives is declining, while the establishment
of family limitation clinics is increasing. And
abortion, where traditionqlly‘the laws have been
somt of the most repressi;e of pronatalist policies.
is becoming iﬂcreasingly more available. In accor-
dance with the United States Supremé Court's 1973
decision, it is now possible in many states for a

woman to terminate her preaqnancy virtually by request

up to 24 weeks of gestation.
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Along “with these liberalizing legal changes,
there have been libéralizing changes in people's atti-
tudes toward fertility and fertility;related matters.
With regard to abortion, Judith Blake undertéok an
analysis of the changes in views on abortion among
white Americans during the decade 1960 to 1970 and
found that disapproval had declined. All catego:ies
of individuals (Blake controlled for sex, education,
religion and age) showed a greater acceptance of abor-
tion at the end of the decade *+ they did at the
beginning. Blake's data were » from five Gallup
polls taken during the period 1962 through 19691 and
from the 1965 National Fertility Study conducted by
Ryder and Westoff, Our 1972 and 1973 NORC data on
attitudes toward abortion are comparable with the
previous data, thus in this section we shall continue
Blake's trend analysis. Blake's aim was to know the

direction in which public opinion on attitudes toward

abortion. was moving and we shall pick up this aim

and see how attitudes toward abortion have changed,

particularly in light of the recent abortion reforms.
y
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3.2 Ccomparison of Data Sets

As previously mentibned, Blake's d@t; were drawn
from five.Gallup polls taken during the period 1962
through 1969 and from the 1965 National Fertility
Study. Our data are from the 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.
The Gallup polls, like tﬁe NORC surveys, §nterviewed
both men and women. The Nafional Fertility Study,
however, limited itself to inFerviewing only married
women living with their husbands. The polls sampled
individuals 21 years of age and over; the NORC surveys
included anyone 18 years of age and over. The age
limitation of the National Fertility Study was that
the woman be under the age of 55. Although there were
differences in who were inclﬁded, all sources of\data o
were national samples. The 1965 National Fertility
Study employed an areal probability sample, the Gallup
polls used quota samples with quotas based on. geographic B
area, community size, sex, age and educatioh, and the
NORC samples combined a probability sample with a
quota sample.

The Gallup polls asked their respondents whether
they thought "abortion operations should or should
not be legal" /h re:

a. the heait: of the mother was in danger,

.
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b, the child might have been born deformed, '

¢. the family did not have enough money to support
another child.

At Blake' s'tequest. the three polls in 1908 and '1969
added a fourth condltlona

d. where the parents simply had all the children
they wanted although there would have been no
ma jor health or financial problems involved
in having another child.

The National Fertility Study had a somewhat different
introduction to a total of six questions. They asked
their respondents whether they thought "it would be
all right for a woman to have a pregnancy interrupted”;

a. if the pregnancy seriously endangered the woman's
healthp ’
b. if the woman was not married,
c. if the couple cou'd ot afford another child,
”

d. if they didn't want any more children,

e, if the woman had good reason to believe the child
might be deformed, and

f. if the woman had been raped,

Blake found that the difference in the lntroductory
wording to the questlons resulted in less acceptance
of abortion among respondents to the National Fertility
Study than émong respondents to ghe Gallup polls (éxcépt
in the case of the "mother's health"). Tﬁis she attri-

buted to the slightly different questions the two were
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asking. The Gallup polls asked their respondents
whether they would approve haking abortion legal.

The National Fertility Study asked its respondents
whether they would aé%rove the termination of a pfeg—‘
nancy. Some may have felt the National Fertility 7
Study Question was a query of whether they felt abortion
was "all right" - legally, morally or both. &espite
the slightly impeffect comparability of the questions,
the group differentials in the National Fertility
Study were similar to those in the Gallup polls
(although at a slightly lower level of approval), and
the two sources of data were felt to be similar enough
to warrant their use in the trend enalysis.

The 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys asked their respdn-
dents whether or not they thought "it should be possible
for a pregnant woman to obtain a legal abortion" under
the same six circumstances as the National Fertility
Study. It asks its respondents what they feel the
legal status of abortioﬁ should be in a manner similar
to that used by the Gallup polls and it aveoids the
moral overtones of the National Fertility Study question.

It thus appears that, although there are differ-
ehces‘between the deta sets, the results are comparable.
Differences between age inclusion levels, saﬁpling

designs and wording of abortion queStions will have

41
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to be kept in mind, but, all told, it seems permissible
to compare the results of the National Fertility Study,
the Gallup polls, and the NORC surveys. The analysis

will have to omit responses to the question of abortion
vheh the woman is not marriedcor has been raped because

Blake did nofwinclude data on these reasons.

3.3 Findings

We will initiallf present the results for white
Americans over the time period of our analysis (1962 -
11973) and then divide the population according to
Catholic and non-Catholic~affiliation. Among the
non-Catholics, we shall present the results according
to the reséondent's sex, age and educational achieve-
ment. Among Catholics, we shall present the results
according to sex Oniy because this is all the data

that Blake gives.,

3.3.1 Attitudes Held by white Americans by Sex

Throughout the decade there was little disapproval
of abortion when the woman's health was in danger, some
disapproval when the child may have been born deformed

and fairly strong disapproval- when the abortion was to



be performed because the parents could not afford, or
did not want, another child. The relative levels of ©
disapproval between éuestions were mainﬁained throughout
the decade, however disapproval declined for all four
conditions. .
Disapproval of abortion when the mother's health%\
was in danger declined from 16 percent for males and
females in 1962 to 6 peréent in 1973 (Trable 3.1).
Today, very few Americans would not grant an abortion
to a woman when her health was endangered by hef'preg«
nancy. Disapproval of abortion when there was a possi-
bility that the child might be born deformed declined
from 29 pércent in "1962 to 13 percent in 1973 (Table 5.1)
Americans are less likely to grant an QbortiOn when
it is the child's health that is in danger. Disapproval
of abortion when the family could not afford another
child declined from 74 percent in 1962 to 44 percent
in 1973 (Table 3.1) and, finally, disapproval of »rtion
when the woman does not want any more childrén ¢ ned
from 91 percent (womgh only) in 1965 to 49 percent
in 1973 (menvand womeh, 54 pergent“disapprove aﬁong
women only). We shoq}d‘also point out the decline .
between 1972 and 1973. wWithin only a year span, dis- ‘
approval of the legalization of abortion drppped by an )

average of 4 percehtage points,
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" Table 3.1 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by sex. Percent who do not approve of legalizing
abortlon under condltlons specified. The 1962, 1965b,
1968a, 1968b and 1969 studies are Gallhp polls, the
1965a study is the National Fertility Study, and the
1972 and 1973 studies are the NORC surveys.

1962 1965a 1965b 1968a 1968b 1969 1972 1973

N

Conditions
Mother's health , S
males 15 13 11 10 13 10 -5
, females 17 11 16 10 11 14 11 7
total 16 11 15 10 10 - 13"~ 10 6
Defect in fetus , , _ ‘
males . 28 29 23 20 23 16 14
females 30 45 32 26 25 27 18 13
~/ total 29 45 31 25 22 25 . 17 . 13
* Economic problems .
males 73 . 71 72 63 - 66 46 40 -
females 74 87 176 - 73 73 . . 69 47 47
total " 74 87 174 72 68 68 46 44
Family control \ R ,
males ' 82 ~ 78 77 54 43
females 91 ~ 88 85 .81 58 54
total 91 - 85 81 79 56 49
N ¢ 1391 4418 1428 1482 1427 1448 1348 1308

The sharpest decreases in 1eVels of dlsaoprovel were
in the less acceptable reasons. That 1s, there was a
‘decline of 42 percentage points in dlsapproval of abortlon
throughout the decade whe; the woman dia not want any more
children, a decllne of 30 percentage points when the famlly .
could not afford any more chlldren, a decllnevof 16 per- :
centage points when the baby might have _been born deformed,
and a decline of only 10 percentage points in dlsapproval

of abortion when the mother S health was in’danger. This sug4

gests that there may be some ¢onv§§?ence in the. future between .

Cow

ETEINR



i

the disapproval level for all reasons. Diéapproval
in the case of the mother's health cannot decline much
more and it may be that the level of disapproval for
the other reasons w’'il slowly catch up to it.

¢ ThrOughput thé decade, women were slightly more
disépprdving for all four reasons for abortion than
men were (Table 3.1): The differences were not

large, however they were consistent over time and over

“

boly

the various reasons for abortion.

1 :
3.3.2 Attitudes Held by Non-Catholics

confining ourselves to nov—Catholics, we find

: that educational level is a siénificant variable in
acéognting for differences in diquproval Qf abortion
(Table 3.2). Throughout the decade, the greatest St
disappfoval comes from respoﬁdents in the lowest edu-
catiénal brackets. For example, in the éase of abortion
because of a defect in the‘fépus, in 1973 only 7 percent
of the cqilegeiéducatéd males disapproved as éomparéd
;ﬁo 23 perqgnt of'the grade-séﬁool educated. Among
women in 1973, the pe;céntages were 1 percent and

18 percent. This pheﬁomena is also apparent in the

early part of the decade. For example, in the case

of abortion because of the mother's health, in 1962

45



46

Table 3.2 Attitudes of white non-Catholic Americans .
toward abortion by sex and education. Percent who do
not approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data sources as in Table 3.1,

1962 1965a 1965b 1968a 1968b 1969 1972 1973

MALES
Mother*'s health
college 4 4 2 2 5 3 3
high 12 11 10 7 9 8 4
* grade 10 : 18 7 14 22 10 9
Defect in fetus
college 19 18 16 14 14 3 7
high 21 25 22 16 19 16 9
grade 25 30 19 23 28 20 . 23
Economic problems
college 70 63 59 47 50 22 22
high 74 72 73 64 71 47 34
grade 69 68 74 66 66 61 54
Family control
college 72 69 63 30 23
high 86 80 83 - 51 41
grade 81 76 79 74 54
N 520 - 504 Q 543 543 539 465 446
\FEMALES
Mother's health
college 6 3 5 : 3 4 5 1
high 6 6 9 8 s 9 6 6
grade - 20 14 18 12 15 28 19 8
Defect in fetus
college 15 27 21 13 10 9 8 1
high 21 41 26 23 24 21 10 11
grade 30 55 31 15 27 42 33 18

Economic problems \
college 69 80 67 64 62 .61 27 21

high 74 88 78 73 - 74 66 .43 44

grade 66 85 67 66 78 -76 56 63
Family control

college 83 80 76 70 38 .29

high 92 . 91 86 81 56 50

grade 89 90 84 86 73 75

N 539 3180 544 548 511 512 493 = 489
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only 4 percent of the college educated disapproved
of legalizing abortion as compared to 10 percent of
the grade-school educated. Among women in 1962, the !

corresponding percentages were 6 percent and 20 percent.,

ﬂ//

The only exceptions to this pattern are seen for the
less acceptabl: reasons - abortion for economic reasons
and as a method of family control -~ in the first part
of the decade. 1In 1962 and 1965, neither men nor
women show a relationship between education and attitudes
toward abortion. 1In fact, for these two reasons,
it is.not until 1972 and 1973 that definite increases
in acceptance of éﬁortién can be seen to be related
to increases in education. |

Disapproval of abortion has declined throughout
the decade within all educational categories; however,
the rates of change per class are different. If we
compare the averacer of the two earliest surveys (1962,
1965b) with the two lctest (1972, 1973), we find that
in the case of zbeort’on to protect the mother's health
théadifference between the grade-school and college |
educated has narrowed from 10 to 7 percentage points
forimen and from 14 to 11 percentage points for women.
There is still a gap between the attitudes of ﬁhe college

and grade-school educated, but for the question of

abortion to save the mother's life it is narrowing.

.
n
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7

In the case of abortion because of defect in the
fetus, when we compare the average of the two earliest
with the two latest surveys, we find that the difference
between the grade-school and coilege educated increased
from 8 to 16 peréentage points for men, and i -om 12
to 22 percentage points for women. In the case 6f
abortion because the family cannot afford any more
children, we find, on comparing ﬁhe average of the two
earliest surveyé with the two latest, that the difference
between the grade-school and college educated increased
from 2 to 36 percentage points fpr men, and from 1 to
36 percentage points for women, In the case of abortion
because the woman does not want any more children, we
find again a widening gap between the college and grade-~
school educated. When we compare the average of the
twéiearliest surveys (1968a, 1968b) with the two
latest 62972, 1973), we find tﬁat the difference bet-
ween the gréde-school and college educated increased
from 7 to 38 percentage points for men, and from 7
to 41 percentage points for women. Forvthese three
reasons for abortion - abortion in the case of defect
in the fetus, economic problems, and lack of desire
for more chiidren - there is an increasing gap between
the attitudes of the college educated and thebattitudes

of the grade-school educated.
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In discussing the differential rates of change,
we averaged the 1972 and 1973 rates of disapproval to
partially eliminate any random fluctuations in the
data. There were instances, though, when the 1972
and 1973 rates were so dissimilar as to make averaging
questionable. This again points up the rapid‘increase
in acceptance of abortion between 1972 and 19732. In
this case, however, if we looked at 1972 and 1973
separately, and compared each with the average of the
' two earliest surveys, we would come up with similar
findings. For each reason for abortion except mother's
health, the attitudes of the college educated group
changed most rapidly, with the consequence that educa-
tional differences widened thfoughout the decade.

Turning to age differences, we see that the trends
that Blake saw between the years 1952 and 1969 are
ﬁgt,,by and large, evident in the 1972 and 1973 data.
She found that those aged 45 and over of both sexes
disfavored abortion on grounds of the mother's health
more than those under 45. There is some evidence ;f
this trend.for women in the 1972 and 1973 data (Tab-
le 3.3); for men, however, there is virtually no
difference in the agtitudes of those of different ages,
In regard to attitudes toward abortion in the case |

of child deformity, Blake found that between 1962 and
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Table 3.3 Attitudes of white non-Catholic Americans
toward abortion by sex and age. Percent who do not

approve of legalizing abortion under conditions spe-
cified., Data sources as in Table 3.1.

1962 1965a 1965b 1968a 1968b 1969 1972 1973

MALES
Mother's health o
under 30 - 8 9 8 7 7 5 5
30 - 44 8 9 5 4 8 8 6
45+ 11 12 8 9 13 7 4
Defect in fetus
under 30 28 24 28 22 16 12 12
30 - 44 26 28 17 19 21 12 11
45+ 17 23 19 14 20 12 11
Economic problems '
under 30 82 67 69 62 61 37 29
30 - 44 75 74 67 63 63 46 38
45+ 68 67 70 57 65 40 34
Family control : '
under 30 76 74 66 43 32
30 - 44 80 77 79 52 40
454 82 75 77 49 38
N 520 04 543 543 539" 465 446
FEMALES
Mother's health '
under 30 7 . 8 11 6 6 7 3 2
30 - 44 6 6 7 4 7 9 9 4
454+ 13 7 11 8 10 13 11 7
Defect in fetus
under 30 22 42 32 15 16 16 9 10
30 - 44 22 39 26 22 22 21 12 7
45 + 22 36 24 18 23 24 18 11

Economic problems
under 30 83 88 76 70 76 62 39 36
30 - 44 72 85 78 73 75 68 40 37

45+ 66 84 71 67 68 68 45 45
Family control ‘
" under 30 92 90 84 82 51 41
30 - 44 89 89 85 80 50 47
- 454 88 86 83 77 58 54

N 539 3180 544 548 511 512 493 489
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and 1969 the young were more likeiy than the old to
disapprove. We find, in the 1972 and 1973 data, that
this age pattern is also disappearing. %or men, there
is no relationship between attitudes and age; for
womén, there seems to be some evidehée that those
over 45 are more negative than those under 45.

Blake found, in regard to permitting abortion
on economic grounds, that early in the decade 75 percent
of the young men and 80 percent of the young women
(1962, 1965b) were opposed to legalizing abortion
aé compared to only about 2/3 of both men and women
45 years of age and older. By 1969, she saw that
this age differential was disappéaring. Our 1972 and
1973 data indicate that rather than the age differential
disappearing, it is reversing. The older respondents
are, if anything,'more ovposed to abortion now than
the _ounger respondehts. |

With regard to abortion when the woman does not
want any more children, Blake found that through the-
years 1965 and 1969, young women (those under»30)
were consistently more opposed to abortion than older
women. Young men, on the other hand; she found to be
consistently more in favor than older men. The 1972
and 1973 data confirm the ‘trend for men but indicate

a reversal of the trend for women. By 1972/1973, for

/
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both men and women, the youﬁg are more in favor of
_elective abortion thar the old. We should note,
however, that the differences are fairly small and,

" in the case of men, it is the middle—aged group (30-
44) that are most opposed. ‘

There appears to be changing patterns of rela-
tionship between age and attitudes toward abortion
between the years 1962 and 1973, The relationship
early in the decade seemed to indicate that, by and
large, the young were more opposed to legalizing abor-
tion than the 0ld. By the end of the decade, if there
was any relationship between age and attitudes; it
was the old that were more opposed to legalizing apor-
tion than the young.

Possible sex differences in attitudes toward
abortion of non-Catholics can also be seen from Tables
3.2 end 3.3. On the issue ef abortion to preserve
the mother's health and in the case of possible child
3deformity, there is little difference between the
‘attitudes of males and females. There is a slight
tendency for women be more opposed to abortion
for economic reasons Fhan men and this becomes more
pronounced in the cige of abortion where the woman

does not want any more children. These differences

in attitudes have been stable since 1962 and it appears



that, while there is no difference between the attitudes
of males and females for the socially acceptable reasons
for abortion, men are more liberal than women when

‘abortion is justified on more discretionary grounds.

3.3.3 Attitudes Held by Catholics

Turning to the attitudes of Catholics, we see
that, in general, they.disappyove of legalizing abortion
more than non-Catholics (Table 3.4)3. Blake found
that, up until 1969; the largest differences between
Catholics and non-Catholics occurred with regard to
justificaticns that were least disapproved by both
religious groups - the mother's health and child defor-
mity. There were differences between Catholics and
non-Catholics on economic and elective issugfxzbut
they were not as great as the differences for the
more acceptable reasons. This pattern reverses itself
in’1972—1973. We find here that the largest differ-
ences between Catholics and non—Catholics occurs with
regard to the;generally less acceptable reﬁsons -
aboftion for economic reasons and abortion because
the mother does not want any more children. The reason
this pattern changes is not because the differences

between Catholics and non-Catholics declines on the
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Table 3.4 Attitudes of white Catholic and non-Catholic
Americans toward abortion. Percent who do not approve
of “legalizing abortion under conditions specified,

Data sources as in Table 3.1.

1962 1965a 1965b 1968a 1968b 1969 1972 1973

Conditions

b Mother's health

-catholic 36 22 27 ‘19 18 20 16 10
non-Cath 10 7 10 7 7 10 - 8 5

"Defect in fetus "

Cigholic 53 57 25 39 32 37 26 21

non-Cath 22 40 25 19 19 20 - 10
Economic problems ‘

Catholic 82 91 80 81 75 74 59

non-Cath 71 86 71 69 66 = 65 L 37
Family cor ro1

catholic ' 94 86 86 83° 67 64

non-Cath ,{ 90 84 79 78 51 43
N :

Catholic 332 1238 380 392 373 397 390 369
non-Cath 1059 3180 1048 1091 1054 1051 958 935

more acceptable reasons - it in fact remains fairly
stable - but because, on the less acceptable reasons,
non-Catholics arezchanging their attitudes much more
rapidly than Catholics. For example, if we compé}é
an average of the first two surveys (1962, 1965b)
with the\last two surveys (1972, 1973) or. a% .itudes

toward abortion if the family cannot affoi.i any more

» children, we find that while white Catholic men re- .

N
duced their disapproval by only 6 percentage points,

non-Catholic men reduced their disapproval by 33 per-
gentage points. Disapproval of abortion is declining

-
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Table 3.5 Attitudes of white Catholic Americans toward
abortion by sex. Percent who do not approve of lega-
lizing abortion under conditions specified. Data
sources as in Table 3.1.

1962 1965a 1965b 1968a 19685 1969 1972 1973

conditions
Mother's health ) .
males 33 22 - 20 17 . 19 16 °~ 6

females 39 22 31 19 18 22 15 14

Defect in fetus
males 51 24 33 30, 32 25 20

females 84 57 26 45 33 41 27 21

Economic problems
- males 78 77 81 72 71 58 56
females 85 91 83 81 - 78 - 76 58 61

Family control

males 85 84 80 67 61
females 94 88 88 87 68 67
N 332 1238 380 392 373 397 390 369

Sy,

for both Catholics and non-Catholics} however it 1is
declining much more rapidly for non-Catholics, par-
ticularly when abortion is justified on 1less acceptable
grounds, '

Blake observed a sex differential in attitudes
toward abortion - with females being less favorable
towards legalizing abortion than males - between 1962 1
and 1969. The 1972 and 1973 data indicate that this \
sex differential is dimihishing (fabie 3.5). Certainly |
in 1972 there is no difference between the attitudes

of males and females. In 1973, females are.sligh;"“

less liberal than males, but the difference is, on’
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average, only 5 percentage points. It remains to be
seen if the slightly greater disapproval amona women
in 1973 is a continuation of a trend that was obscured

by chance fluctuation in 1972 or if it is itself a <

chance fluctuation.

3.4 Summary of Findings

We will conclude this chapter by summarizing our -
results and outlining "the guidelines théy'suggest for ]
our future ajalysis. The major finding the trend
anyllysis révéaled was the rapidly growing acceptance
for legalizing abortion under any circumstance through-
out the decade. The reasons for abortion seem to fall
into two categories - abortion for reasons'of heaith
(mothér's health and defect in fetus) and abortion as a
mdans of birth control (economic problems and familyL
control). Eor both qategories, acceptance grey.l Abor~-
tion for health reasons was aiways fairly‘well accepted;
it was in the cases of abortion as a birth control
: measure that acceptance increased rapidly; For'example,
abortion for the most extreme condition - the woman
simply not wanting any moggschildren - fés opposed by
91 percent of the population’ip 1962, wihile in 1973 .

only oné-half of the population was opposed.. If these
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trendslcéntinue, it will not be long before a clear
ma jority of the population apk;ove of legalizing abortiors
under:any circumstance.

We found, for non-Catholics, that education was
an important variable in determining attitudes toward
abortioﬂi\and although there was a general increase in
acceptance of abortion throughout the decade, this
increase was not Yhe sane in each educational category.
For each reaéon for abortion eXcept mother's health,
the attitudes of the'college—educated changed, in the
direction of accepténce, more rapidly than the attitudes
of theAelementary educated., The result of this differ-
ential rate of change was substantially‘yidening edu-
cational differences among non—Catholics‘in attitudes
toward abortion.

We also found a widening gap between the attitudes -
of Catholics and non-Catholics. Early in ther decade,
Blake found that eliminating Catholics’frqm-tﬁe popu-'
.lation under study lessened disapproval of legalizing
abortion only slightly; By 1973, we found reasonably’
lazge differences between Catholics d non-Cathoiics,
particulgyly in the cases where abortion was being
considered for the less acceptable reasons. Thé\dis;

approval of Cathoglics {s declining; however, ‘it is
R }'y 5 .

declining much more mapidly for non-Catholics.

-
-
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We should point out that education may be involved
in this widening gap between the attitudes of Catholics
N
and non-Catholics. “A possible interpretation of the

_Change may be an increasing concentration of highly . g
educatéd individuals amonq the non-Catholics. Be?anég Lo

¢ e

we do .not have trend data on the educational levels ﬁf

£
Cathollcs we -can not test thls hypothe51s here. Hoyever;
'inwchapter 5, where we considel >ligious affillation;
we will investigate the possibility.

The vend analysis revealed no substantial or

prorounced differences‘between the attitudes.offmales K
and Jeme las toward.abqrtion. Certalnlonn the issue
of abortlon for health reasons, there were no differences
between men and women. The anJshowed slightly more
liberal attitudes than the‘women‘;hen abortion was
Justlfled on the more dlscretlonary grounds, but per-
centage differences were, small and there were etceptlons.
There were. also no substantlal dlfferences between
the attitudes of thOSe of dlfferent ages toward abortion.,
Early in the decade{ there was some 1ndication that the
young were more opposed to 1ega1121ng abortlon than the
éold. By 1973, there was v1rtually no relatlonshlp bet -~
ween age.e;d attltudés. Any perCentage differences

that there_were 1nd1cated that the old were more opposed

to legalizing abortion_than the . young, although, even

oo G :
< . / -
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s

these percenéage differences‘ﬁere smsll. It is impos-
sible, however, to test for various intervening or
.suppressing variab ¢s in the relationship between age
and attitudes toward abortion with Blake*& data. In
Chapter égzhéweyer, where we consiuur age and various
control vﬁriables in connection‘with attitudes toward.
aboftion, we will investiga%e the relationship more
thoroughly.

According to our normative theory, we would predict
those iqdividuals least tied into the traditional moral
| and religious structure of society to be most responsive
to social change chcerning the redefihition of abortion”
hlaws. In'terms of our variggles,fthis would include
the educated, the non-Catholic, men and the young (see
Section 2, 3 ‘and 1ntroduct10ns to Chapters 4, 5, 6 and 7
for the full discussion of why these groups were expected
to be least tied to the traditional social norms)

Data from the trend analysis are consistent with the '
fl;sﬁ two expectations, inconsistent with the third

.and, given the previous relationship between sgé and
attitudes toward abortion, provide mihimal support for
the fourth. In succeedlng chapters, we shall look ‘more
rigorously at these variables in connectlon wlth attltudes

toward abortion - following interaction leads and trying - e

to more clearly specify the nature of the relationships.

- v
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rootrnotes

)

L
The Gallup polls for wh@g&?igformation on attitudes
toward abortion are availabfé ares the August 1962
poll, the December 19655p011; the May 1968 poll,
the December 1968 poll, and the October $369 poill.

It should be noted that, although the %@jm&f‘t‘)‘attern
is for increasing acceptance of abortion bg}ﬁdgn' 7:
1972 and 1973, there are exceptions to the pittern.
The exceptions, however, follow no trend - i.e. they
are not limited to one sex or to a specific educa-
tional category - and the decrease ig in no instance

particularly large.

Cd

‘We should point out that the comparison of Catholics

with non-Catholics is misleading because of the\\
interaction between religious preference and edu-
cation (see Chapter 5). Nevertheless, this is the
only typ# of comparison that can be made given the
data¥ ) ' '



Chapter 4

DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES

4,1 Introduction to Analvsis

In sections 1.3 and-2.3 of this thesis, we ~xplained
how £he normative and utilitariaq approaches to family
size had been brought toéether ih'fertility.liﬁerature
and how these ideas were applicable to’aﬁtit&des toward
abortion. To repﬁat, to the extent that economic
considerations of';fility applied to decisions affecting
whether one was for or against abortiqn, the fators
involved would fall into a hierarchy of preferenCes;

‘ ~— ,
But, to the extent that moral norms were operative,
the decision concerning abortion would be made without
consideration”of utilities. Because we fefi that,
at least pres;ntly,'mofal norms were predgﬁﬁhanp in
decisions concerning 1egélizing abortion, we decided to
initially~h¥pothesize the views on abortion of several
sub-gféups‘in the population along normative grounds.

If ther > moral norms were not adequately explaining the

attitudes, we could shift to the economic framework.
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In this chapter, we shall look at the relation-
ship between varidﬁs demographic v;?iables and attitudes
toward abortion. We shall argue that those groups
which are subject to greater exposure to the traditionél .
values will be less liberal toward legalizing abortion

L RE o
th3n those whose experiences have tended to reduce the

-

strength of these norms. More specifically, we expects

-

'1. Men to be more liberal than women, because women
tend to be reared in closer contact to the norm-enforcing
institutions of family, church and school. - There is a
wealth of literature outliningfthese'differénces between
male and female socializatioﬁ (for a bibliography of
this literature, see Aldous and Hill, 1967“and Goode,

Hopkins and McClure, 1971). For just one example, let

LT

us quote from Reiss (1971, p. 174):

"The female role in our- society is more closely
attached to the family institution than is the
male role. By this I mean that the primary goal
of the vast majority of females is to get married
and to bear and rear chilq;en. The primary goal
of the vast majority of males is to find a job
and develop their rewards over the years from that
job. ... This greater stress on marital and
family roles means that the female will be more
closely tied to the marital and family institu-
- tions and the parental values they embody." .

ey
STAL

Alice Rossi (1966, 1967) and Judith Blake (1971), in

their articlés on abortion, both hypotuesized that



males would be more liberal toward legalizing abortion
than females for similar reasons to those we outlined.
2?. The y;ung to be more liberal than the old,

because the young do not have the investment or commit-
ment to the traditional norms that the old have_(Reiss,
1971, pp. 175-176). The argument here is that the young
have not yet "taken up"'their future roles and, thus,
lack some of the commitment to the traditional norms
they will develop in later years. As Reiss explains

it (1971, p. 175): e

"This would be so (the differences between men and
and women would be at their minimum), for during
t]f,e years (the courtship years) the males .aave
notyet begun to work - or if they have,.they have
négwyet become fully committed to their jobs.

.

At the same time, the females are single and have
the highest degree of autonomy from the home they
will ever ‘possess, for they have not yet begun
their marital and family roles. 1In short, both
sexes are relatively uncommitted to the key roles
that will eventually distinguish them later in
life.," -

Additional support for this hypothesis comes from
studies dealing with the political ideology of older
people. Other than on a few issues affecting self-
interest, older people tend to be more conservative than

younger people (Riley and Foner, 1968, p. 473). Studies

in Tény areas emphasize the traditional positions
{ : ’
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maintained by older people (Campbell, et al., 1960,
pp. 210-2113 Stouffer, 1965, p. 93; Hyman and Sheatsley,
1964, pp. 22-23; Erskine, 1962, pp. 142, 148; Erskine,
1965, pp. 332, 495; Erskine, 1961, p. 301; Erskine,
1964, Pe 342). in contrast with younger age categories,
older people seem to show greater commitment and invest-
ment to the traditional normé.

3. The highly educated to be more liberal than the
lesser educated. The one finding that all previous

L

gabo}tion,studies have pointed out is the influence

':educatidn hqs on at£itudes toward abortion (Rossi, 1966,
1967; Westoff, et al., 1969; Blake,'1971). The more
education an individual has, the more liberal he or
she is towards legalizing abortion. For this finding

" to be explained by the norﬁative theory, one would have

to‘make the assumption that education is a liberalizing

influence- - the more education, the less one is "tied to"
the traditional norms. This is the assumption that

Rossi makes (1967, p« 37):

"Liberal viewé_should be positively correlated
with increasing education,’since education repre-
sents training in judging problems to some extent

on rational grounds."
This is not an unreasonable assumption. Evidence
indicates ‘that education does in fact discourage bigotry,

ethnocentrism and narrowmindedness, while leading to.
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more tolerant and humanitarian attitudes (Lipset, 1963,
p. 693 Burton Clark, 1962, p. 30). Numerous studies
(i.e. Selvin and Hagstrom, 1960; Theodore Nevcomb, 19433
James Trent and lLeland Medsker, 1968), which have
’considered student§' attitudes toward civil liberties by
a variety of factors (including subject major, parental
class level, occupational goals and fraternity-nonfraternity
affiliation), have found that the gréatest dif ferences
were obtained according to year in college. Selvin and
Hagstrom (1960), for example, found that only one freshman
in five but almost half the seniors were classified as
"highly" libertarian.

Rainwater (1960, pp. 82-86) outlines another reason
why education could influence attitudes toward abortion.

‘ By

For lower educated feﬁéles, motherhood is more completely
their reuéon for being than it is for women with more
education. Better educated women are taught the value
of, and given the opportunity for, establishing theif:f
validity as a person through activities largely unavailable
to a woman with 1it£1e education., Having children looms
very large in lower educated women's efforts to assure
themselves that they are respectable and worthwhile.
They are naturally loathe to admit the legitimacy of
laws which would allow individuals the right to "turn off"

such a hallowed institution as the family through the

o
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simple mgchanism of an abortion (Blake, 1971, p. 545).
For lower educated men, a similar mechanism is

working. Since they tend to feel ineffective and weak
in relation to their world, fathering a string of
children comes to represent a kind of defiant demon-
stration that they are real men (R-inyater, 1960,
PP. 84;85). Their reluctance to approve of laws which ///—\\\\\\
would relegate children to an "option" ié understandable
.for the. same reasons it was 'nderstandable for the
lower-educated females.

4. Urban dwellers tend to be more liberal than rural
dwellers, because urban dwellers are fvrther removed
from a traditional society than are ru,al dwellers.
Although the literature on the natﬁre gﬁ the moderxrn city
is marked by disagreements (S joberg, 1968), there is "’
consensus that the differences bggﬁeen,those who 1live
in the city and those who live in the country include a .
whéle wayﬁof life (Green, 1964). Such sociologists as
Tonnies and Simmel have outlined the basic rural-urban
gistinctions, The rural dweller belongs to primary
groups - family, neighborhood, church parish - with an

............ P .

overlapﬁing membership, where each intimately Knows all
S . '
others and shares mutual sympathy, understanding and
/

‘experience, The urban dweller, on the other fiand, is

depicted as belonging to few if any secondary groups and
¢
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having at best only a tenuous commitment to the tradi-

tiona]l social norms. "

Maxwell (1970), the only researcher who considered
size of place of residence in relation to attitudes

toward abortion, found that the urban dwellers were more

3

liberal than the rural dwellers. He accounts for the
finding in a way similar to that outlined above (p. 251):

"City residents are more liberal than rural fesi-
dents, probably because of greater exposure to
the idea of abortion. More sophisticated news
media, greater emphasis on personal freedom as
opposed to social obligation, weakened éhurch
influenge, a more progressive clergy, enlightened
sex education in public schools, aie greater
acceptance of sexuality characterize urban areas.'

4.2 Findings

"«2.1 Age and Sex

Table 4.1 shows the differences between men and
women of different ages in their attitudes toward abortion.
Aée was broken downﬁinto categories corresponding to
those used in previous studies. Additional groupings
were added to the upper end of the 5cale becaufe firgt,
the sample size allowed it and second, age has| been a
controversial variable in previous studies and we fel
) ‘

i&% \ - ) }

|

i
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Table 4.1 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by age and sex. Percent who approve of legalizing abor-
tion under conditions specified. Data from 1972 and
1973 NORC surveys.

1972

{

under 25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-65 over 65 Total

Conditions
Mother's health
males 93 90 87 88 88 73 86
females 89 92 79 87 81 77 84
Defect in fetus
males 76 86 76 88 77 - 67 78
females 83 86 - 73 76 69 68 76

Rape .
males 71 81 ' 85 80 68 77
females 82 84 - 77 75 74 - 77

Economic problems

males 51 52 44 57 43 39 48

females 51 51 51 43 42 36 47
Unmarried’ ‘

males 50 47 40 53 40 34 44

f?males 48 - 44 39 45 36 29 40
Family control :
- males ‘ 49 44 40 47 38 30 41

femdles - 39 40 .37 43 32 26 36
N {

males 94 152 96 \137 105 88

females 66 156 109 . 124 107 111

1973

'ﬁunder 25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-65 over 65 Total

Conditions /
Mother's health ; ‘
males ‘ 96 93 ; 97 91 92 92 94
females 97 90,/ 90 \, 90 84 94 91
Defect 1in fetus /
males 87 88 85 80 83 81 84
females 88 86 87 86 ¢ 78 84 84

- » ' Table 4.1 continued

i
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Table 4.1 continued

under 25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-65 over 65 Total

Rape

males ' 91 81 84 83 83 80 84

females . 80 85 84 83 76 84 82
Economic problems N

males 67 59 56 58 54 54 56

females 58 L 49 56 43 40 50
Unmarried

males 34 "6 34 58 48 46 53

females 56 49 45 51 47 37 48
Family control

males 02 59 51 59 48 46 54 [/

females 5}0 49 40 43 37 29 41
N I ‘

males 96 118 108 93 99 96

females 93 146 134 = 124 108 30

that the more categories included the better.

Among the majority of the age groups, men were
slightly more 1liberal than women, but the qifferences
were generally negligible. Moreover, although the
older respondents (both males and females) were less
liberal in their views than the younger respondents,

' the differences were net substantial, and it was not

=

always the extreme age categories that had t° ~“hest
and lowest rates of approvaIl. . If there w: itterns,
iﬁ was for the less acceptable reasons. Fc .on in

the case where the woman simply did not want any more
childrén, males were more liberal than females by
5 percentage points in 1972 and 13 percentage points

in 1973; and those under 25 years of age were more

N



‘liberal than those c.ci 5 years of age by 19 percentage
points (males)‘and 13 percentage points (females) in
1972 and 16 percu.icage points (males) and 21 percéntage
points (females) in 1973. |

These findings are in opposition to previous
findings. As outlined in the trend analysis chapter,
both Blake (1971) and wWestoff (1969) found that males
were significantly more liberal than females and the
old had higher rates of approval than the young. The
lack of a strong sex difference may be eﬁplained by
~recen£ changes in the female role. A maternal, home-
making function is nojlonger the only option available
to women and the normative theory would predict that
as this became increasingly so - that is, there
less of a woman's self-esteem and identification ,&qpped
up in the mother-wife role - women would be less likely
to oppose abortion. Further tests. of this hypothesis
will be made in Chapter 6 where we consider marital
status, family size and the workiné mother.

With regard to age, in tt+ trend aﬂélysis chapter
we saw that in the ea#ly part of the decade the young
disapproved of abortia; more than the old. By 1969,
Blake observed that the age differential was disappearing.
When we looked at the 1972 and’1973 data, we saw that
rather than the age d%fferentialadisappearing,\it is

et
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reversing. This is what we had predicted on the grounds
of the normaﬁive théory. Blake (1971, pp. 545-546)
suggests an explanation of why the young were becoming
as liberal towards abortion as the o61ld which can alsb

be used to explain why they are now more liberal. She
suggests that the younger generation has developed
demanding standards of birth prevention - standards that
start from the 100 percent effectiveness2 of the 1ill.
There is less tolerance of imperfection in birth-control
préctice among the YOung théy‘than there was among the
“pre-pill" youngsters(ﬁ?f;everal years ago. vmhis, |

particularly in an eria of increased exposure to sexual S

intercourée and, thus, increased risk of pregnancy, f€5»-~~
may go a long way toward‘explaining the increésingly o
liberal views of . young. . B 2: _
We w111 contrhue w1th age and sex as 1ndependent
variables in our analySJs, even though there appears -
to be only a_srlght relatlonshlp between them and views
toward abortion. This is done because they havg:been
widely used in previous literature and there is some
indication that they may ££terabt with other variables

in relation to attitudes toward abortion in 331gn1f1cant

manner. Nevertheless, the data utiliiing t varlables

will be presented only where it seems warranted.

"o,

o

%



»and college g.
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m%he grade echool

4.2.2 Education: Sex and Age

4

. Lo M
: ERE Lok

Table 4.2 presents the dlfferences‘between men and
women of varying levels of educat%onal attainment in
thelr attltudes toward abortlon. -Education was d1v1ded
1nto the four categorlesx less than high school, high
schoc1l, some college, and collcqc graduate. Less than
hlgh school was oporatlonallzed as 11 Years or 1css of

educatlon, Thigh school 1mp11ed 12 years of education;

of college

some college : ’ne, two or three ye
o ' RN . v o v .

;As‘predicted by’our theory,;those‘

levels ofWedueatiOn‘a more 11beral 1n\the1r at

than those w1th lower educatlonal 1evcls.. In the trend

g

ana1y51s, we saw. thatjfor non-cathollcs the gap between

to questlonq ‘We find the same pattern when we con81der

“»

.:the entire group without referené/'to religion. As

the reasons- for abortion become iese acceptable, the

o

dlfference between the percent of qrade-schoo1 educated:

and the Qercent of college educated who approve  of

-«

4abortion increases. For example, in 1973 there were

4 percentage p01nts (males) and ll oercentage p01nts
(females) separating those vwith less than a hlgh school

education from those who had graduated from college
o] i - )

~in the case of abortion to protect the mother's health

stood for anythin fond that. -

=

and college educated dlffereduaccordlng
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Table 4.2 Attitudes of white Americans>*toward abortion
by education and sex. Percent who approve of legalizing
abortion under conditionss specified. Data from 1972 ‘ "

. and ¥973 NORC surveys. . .

1972 ) 1973

males females “males' females

Condltlong
Mother s hoalth

-

" college grqd.g? : 117 64 © 111 95

~es

grade school 80 78 © 90 89

" high &chool 92 88 . 96 89 _

some college ' . : 89 .89 98 - 94 ‘' S
college grad. Lo, 92 91 ' 94 100 ° .

Defect 1A fetus .- o o - ‘ L
grade~qcﬁaoli :* Y & TR 5 | R75 2,78 =
high schola, . w " 79 .77 *90 86@.
some college o wa” .87 "80 93 88. ..

Coléege gral.,..~" © 90 = 86 84 - 97

Rap?,n o - :

de schpol 67 67 . 470 75

. high school % . .. . 80 82 89 . 83 "
some college ' 86 84 95 87

'~ college grad. At 91 94 83 - 99

Etonomlc'prcblems ) ‘ :

-ade, school 30 32° 48 37 .

_ hiéhﬁqchool L w520 49, ' 54 50 -
gokg’college . . 6L 58" 67 .56 T s
coldebe grad. . -~ - 68 [ 75 74 77

,Unmarr ed : g - . ) o N
‘grdde school 229y 27 : 40 35 .
high school AT % 43 48 48 P
‘some college 7~ 55 49 - 65 54 @ ¥
college grads 65 67 72 76 o s
- Family control, . Lo oo v . S
grade .school 27 25 a2 27 *
high school % ¥ 43 37 .51 45
some colfege ¥ v 50’ 45 65 49 o ,

 college grad. - 62 67 ;69 - 69 e
grade’ 'school: 246 257 .- - 212 231
high school * 182 249 1624 278
some college . 127 105 ¢ 123 111
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as compared to 77 percentage p01nts (males)™ and 42 per—
entage p01nts (femaleq) separatlng the two groups in
the case of abortlon wherqgthe wpman does not want any

more Phlldren.

W

”%" ' ,when we 100K - at how sex interacts‘with,education,
. , |
' we find, as»R0351 did (1967, p. 38), that among the .

caxed there are. no signifiCant or consistent‘

déi betw;én men and- women for any of the six

c 1d1trQns., Both sexes with’ 1e§$ than a high school

ty
et

Edugatlon are low in thelr approval of 1ega1121ng

abortlon Lm conarlson with those who have‘been to,

SRR & 4 )
‘vcollegd@; Ross;ggld flnd, however,~that amegs the coliege :

.L‘

educated, there was an 1nterest1ng 1nterplay between
sex and educatlon (R0581; 196%’ﬂ? 395.Q There was no

. di ,'enqp in the attltudes of men . and women in the

' ‘( o
e rape, but men were more’ favorable than Ehe women .in the
4
cases where abortlon was to be used ;as a birth control

>

hg re. Our data do.not show evidence -of thls. Among
. A

the ylghly educated, as was the case with those of 1ower

-

educatlon, there are no 51gn1F1cant or cbn51stent dlf—.

i

a

v

ferenc§s between men and women.
“ The5t flndlngs are predlcted by our theory. Since
educatlon is by and large a llberallzlng experience,

‘we would predict that as amount of schooling increases,

v
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Age was céll psed into three cq&égoriég‘- "under 30",
£ , : > Y= .

.but were unable to test this hypothesis with Blake's

&

75

/" v

eral attitudes toward abortion. We have

. alredgyipfogested one redton #hy the sex differences

’

baalth YN . ; o
that weré. apparent in previous studies have failed to

appear 1in our data. As women move away from the tradi-

tional norms and ideals of marriage and family, we

would expect their attitudes to become more similar

to men's. _ g . : o | , -
Table 4.3 presents the relationship between edu-

cation And‘éttitﬁées toward abortion cont'ling for age.

; . _— i : S
“"30 to 49", and “"over 50" - so that there would be 7

[ Al

sufficient cases for"analysis when education was held

constant. ;
L
In the trend analysis chapter, we found, contrary

o

to previogsf?indings; that there was Virtually“no

o

X

relationship betveen ‘age and attitudes toward abortion,

We rai%ed the possibility that a variable such as
~eripg— '

education mighf %ave been suppressing the relationship,'

. : : » . . -
data. Table 4.3 shows that education.is not covering J

: . % . - - -
between age and attitudes toward . o

. N
up’ a relationship
. h\ F

-

/

Sa g

“abortion. In the majority of educational zategories, . .
» - TR A S

REE 3 2 !
the young are neither clearly more or Iess i&beral than

the old. Differences attributable to varying educa-

tional levels are apparent, but age does not seem to
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Table 4.3 Attitudes of white' Americans toward abortion
by age and education. Percent who approve of legalizing
abortion under conditions specified. 4 Data from 1972

and 1973 NORC surveys. '

1972 1973

under 30-49 over under 30-49 over
. : o 30 years 50 , 30 years 50 -
Conditions
Mother's health . .
+grade school 88 - 80 76 97 . 89 88
high school 92 89 88 - 92 92 30
~ some college 92 89 84 98 95 94
" college grad. 97 89 87 . 95 a8 96
Defect in fetus |, 0
grade school 83 76 65 76 79 76
high school 77 79 77 86 90 - 85
gime  college 86 83 . 82 93 90 88
, college grad. 92 86 87 » 91 89 86
PO rage school ‘ 62 . 68 .74 73
o ¥Pigh" school .82 79 85 86
some cQllege - 85 82 89 91
- collefe grad. 97 89 93 - 91
Econonic problems ‘ '
grade school . 30 30 32 - 43 44 41
high school 48 - 52 50 151 51 53
some college 65 52 62 68 60 56
college grad. 76 73 62 . 88 72 66
Unmarried : , .
grade schootl 25 + 28 28 36 38 & 37
, high 'school 44 46 43 43 47 54
- some college 59 45 53 67 60 50
) college grad.« 66 - 72 58 84 ' 71 66
Family ‘control . . e . B
. grade school 297 27 25 - 43 33 |, 33
”  high school . 37 38 44 467 —-x8 48
some college SGe 38 50 64° 58 47
college grad. . 68 73 49 Bg . 64. 61
. N ® . ; " : E N o
grade school mﬁg 162, 271 ;. 63 137 241
high school 12 179 129 121 174 143
.. some college 79 84 58 91 79 64
“‘colléde ‘grad. 62 64 55 - . 57 .85 44

w)
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partlcularly in- 1Q72, there are exceptlons. .It appear§- U

ythat if the relatlonchlp between age and attltUdeS

be significantly affecting attitudes.

"

There is some indication that in 197@? among thosei
&

v | .
" . .« ‘1'51‘".‘

who have been to and those who have graduatea from
college, the young are more liberal thanléﬁe old.
This pattern, howeveF, is.not apparenﬁ fﬁ 1972.' AS was
the case when we con51dered age and sex, %here is the
suggestlon tnat the young are, ollghtly @@te liberal thun

Ii'

the<Qld but the xelatlon hlp 1% qulte weak and,

Y

toward abortIOn holds anywhere it is among those who
=

’ have been to, ard those who have graduated,,from college.

P wﬁ.

This A 1d be expected 1f, in fact, it is the norms and
valves that individuals hold that explain attitudes

toward abortion.'.We predicted that the young would be

more liberal than the old, beCauce the young have not \-
yet taken up their future roles and“ thus, lack qome
of the commitment to the tradltaonal norms they will oo

develop~1n later years. Since it is those 1nd1v1duals

who attend college that are most llkely to be able to

delay taklng up. thelr future roles, we‘would expect the

EaAr \

'relatlonshlp between age and attltudes towarﬂ ‘abortion

toﬂg?fgost strong among them. =
'In the introduction to this chapter, we predicted

that the highly educated would be more liberal than the



p

]

lesser educated because education tends to have a
libveralizing influence on individuals' norms and valﬁes.

~This.p?ediction was confirmed -~ the more eduecation a -

;.&
{

" H\j\

person has, the more liberal he or she is toward lega-
' t

Jllzlng abortlon.

4,2.3 .Social Class - Income and Occupation
W ; v A .

~

Lo . g . 5
9, u v N . .
Ny . .

A

. 8001oeconom1c status i& a major variable in socio-

loglcal rteearch. he 1ooked at one component of ShS -

RS 1

educatlon - and found 1t to be hlghly related to attitudes
4 ¥

toward abortlon.- Know1ng the hlgh correlations tradi-

Llonally found between educatlon and the other coﬂbonents

of SES - i.e. 1nCome and'occupation - we would predict

“

naturally loathe{to legalize Qteps which woulad relegate

\

" these varlableq to .also be rgiated to attitudes toward

abortion, ﬁalnwater 's explanation of why educationyz

should be related to attlE/\ES toward abortion is also |
appflcable here. The options available to individuals |
with 11ttle incone or low status occupatlons are usuall§’ - ;
veryrllmlted.T.The one/area they stand a cbance of f,
abhieving s CCess in is "hav1ng a famlly" They are .
chlldren from their present hallowed p051t10n to one

of a planned optlon., Looking at income and occupatlon

w11l help us to come to a clearer understandlng of how' !

education works. We w1;1,be able to determlne if it .

R

&
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* sources of 1ncome, but 51m11ar flndlngs were found i .

[
Lo
R4

is education as a measure of socloeconomic status that
affects attitudes toward abortion or whether it is the
education‘g%bcess itself that is of importance.

Table 4.4 shows the relationship between fanlily
income and attitudes toward abortion. Et was not{felt //
necessary to eontrol for sex here as Qé:were consi8ering
total family income. The relatlonshlp was looked at

controlllng for mar1ta1 status - marrled, not marrled -

on the grounds that married individuals have two poqs1b1e

fhggfor both groups. The income.- cut901nts were arr;Ved ab 2

]

by max1mlzlng total cell frequencxes wathln the 1nit1a1 '@{”*ﬂ

codlng system used by NORC.

When we look at the_relationship batweéen total

family income and attitudes toward abortion, we find that

as income increases, so do liberal attitudes toward

abortien., For each reason ﬁor abor;;on, thoqe»earnlng
.,‘wv, ¢

.ﬁless than $6,000 are less llberal than those earning

£ g A

over $15 OOO. In fact, for the three least acceptable A

< . . . b
reasons for -abortion, thereAls.an average difference

uetween thoseﬁgarnlng 1ese'than $6,000° and those earntng
more than $15LOOO 6f over 20 percentage p01nts for
both 1972 and 1973,

We 1ooked‘at the relatlonohlp controlling for

education because we felt that it might have been ‘the



“Table 4.4 Attitudes of white Americans towvard abortion
by total family income. Percent who approve of lega-

' % lizing abortion under conditions specified. from
1972 and 1973 NORC Surveys.
i .3? 1972 L

N - under -$6000- $10000- N+#ver

- $6000 " $9999 $14999  $15000
Conditions , . " i )r@ '
Mother's health ‘ 78 7 .88 92
Defect in fetus 67 . ‘80 81 84
Rape 66 77 81 86
Economic problems 38 46 49 58
Unmarried o 33 38 43 58
Family control 31 36 37 54
N, ' 307 303 . 346 276

o 1973 '
o ' under $6000- $10000- over = =
Y . $6000 $9999 514999 $15000 .
- T ' .

Conditions : )

. Mother's health 92 90 91 g5
Defect in fetus 79 84 84 g0
Rape : 76 83 83 90
Economic problems : 46 / 50 51 66
Unmarried , 41 48 48 62
Family control ' 38 45 47 59
N R : 295 251 323 345

> , '1 ) \
- oy >

strong relationship between income and education that.
\ -

-%as producing the reiétionship beﬁween‘attitudes\tO$ard
éBortionhéndhincome; Table 4.5 presents the’resﬁlts.
‘VWeu;ée ﬁhat the relatioﬁShip pdtween ﬁtgitudes t0ward.
abortion>and income is not reducible to the influence

of edugét%pn. The;é are stil} differences between
indi&iduals of differént incomeilevels but of similar

education. Moreover, we find an interesting interplay
. ’ Y

o = - ’
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Table 4.5 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion \

by total family income and education. Percent who N
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions speci- ‘
fied. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

Q

1972

under $6000- $10000- over
$6000 $9999 $14999 - $15000
£

T3
Conditions ‘ X
Mother's health - : -
grade school . 73 80 85 92 '
high school 86 91 90 92 ,
some college 80 91 89 94
college grad. 100 - 100 90 91
Defect in fetus
grade school 61 4 75 - 79 81
high school 73 81 80 75
oh Some colighge 77 f 79 84 93
'’y colleg ad, . - 95 96 85 . 89
Wl grade school e 58 © . - 67 74 75
.?ﬁfﬁh $chool : 74 - 81 83 84 . g
' ‘some college , 80 85 80 © 91 -
college grad. ' 100 - 96 93 91 N\ on
Economic protlems Tk
drade school 28 34 33 ©35 -
high school 41 52 55 49
some_college 60 53 50 74
nﬁg}{gge grad. 90 69 . ., 71 67
Unnfarried . o o
grade school . 24 30" 28 . 40 =
high scého1™ @ ™ . 38 = 43" 50 Tas
.some college 53 43 42 67 ,
college grad. 78 54 59 72 N4
Family control @ ‘ ‘ , v LT s
grade school 24 29 | 24 29 ., N5 o
high school 35 38Y - 40, 47 7 -
some college - 40 . 34 L, 36 67 T
. college grad. -, 75 61 59 65 : e
N - ’ - ’ < -
_grade school 191 121 - 104 - 48 e
high school - 66, 108. 137 - 83 _ ™
some college - 30 47 . 64 70

college grad. | 20 26 41 - 75

o

i::> : | ... Table 4.5 continued
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Table 4.5 continued
1973
under $6000~ $10000- over
$6000 $9999 $14999  $15000
Conditions .
Mother's health - Y
grade school . 91 85 91 94
high. school 89 90 89 95 o
some college’ 97 92 96 97 -
college grad. 14/15 100 95 96 .Qx
Defect in fetus ;ﬁx
+ grade school 73 78 80 85
high school: ™ 83 88 86 91 %
- some college . 95 - 87 92 . 90 -
college grag. 14/15 97 76 91 .
Rape oL o
grade school 70 77 76 78 .
high school" v 8 82 84 89
Li8pme college -g. . s 90 90 96
“College grad.,-{fﬁw 14735 97 85 93
- Economic problemapw“p§~':ﬂg :
~*  grade school See 42 36 50 54
high school 44 46 47 61
some college 55 71 - 57 65
college grad.. 13/15 - -86 59 78
.Unmarried ] .
grade school U B3 .34 49 52
high .school. 41 43 44 58
some college o 58 71 ~55 61
college grad, 13/15 ~, 86 59 75
~Family control . : '
¢y  «grade school 31 29 47 44
; high school” o 34 47, 45 55
some college 52 63 53 614;
.. cQllege grad. 13/15 79 < 54. °©  T1--% '
N ~ \; - ) . . \
gkade. school ., 175 109 .70 .46, |
- ﬂeh7school 64 . 74 | 159 1196
~_Bome college 40 38 51 v 92
= g{l ge grad. - 15 29 41 88
Where N is less than 20, the; fraction ratheér than the -

percent, of those who approve of 1ega117lgg abortion

is given,

[ 8

82



between attitudes toward abartion, income and education.

Among those with some college, high school or less than
. . A ) "' i “a - s
high school, acceptance of abortion varicgeiarectly

I8

with total family income, but among collegefgraduates,
no such relationship appears. In fact, a reversal

by income level is suggested, with those individuals

v . i BNY

with a total family income of over $15, OOO appearing
]

somewvhat less favorable than those with a total family

W
income of leds than $6, OOO.

Thls re&atlonahlp between .income and attltudes

toward abortlon 1e_as we would predlct. Thoqe 1nd1v1dualsz L

earning the largerﬁsalaries‘are the indiv1dua1& less i

u.

llkely to have an investment: xn the tradltlonal famlly
”norms (Rainwater, 1960, pPD." 82 85) and, thus, less likely
to oppose abortlon. The only eduqatlonalAgroup that the o

relationship was not apparent in was the college'graduatel

One explahation-ds that'the college‘graduates who earn .
“ (54 y
V\ .
lees than $6, OOO pexr year are.a very select- grgab - ' ’
] . "
for example, college: graduates 1nvolved in post,graduate
t

studies or volunteer service -~ who also have orly a
small investment in theﬁ%raditional norms surrounding

the family.
) , : , A .
.Another explanation is that individuals with a +¥
. ‘ g , L
college education are at a.stage whete utilitarian,
- Cv )

’

rather than mormatiwe considerations influence their

.
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behavior. That is, ‘because they are relatively free of ', .,

A

the traditional norms,-utilit rlan factors are going,to

/.;»)

have a greater explanatory power than normatlve factors.:
This would account for why, among college graduates,
those 1nd1v1dua1s with a total family income of less
tﬂ't %ﬁ »000 (the relatlvely poor) are most in favor
of abortion. o ) K >

)
1

’between respondents' occupatgdn and attltudes towa
W

abortion.’ We_con81dered,males only. NOnC used the
‘ n &

1960 United States Bureau ‘of the Census - 3~ddg1t occu~

Our next step was’ to look at the relationship;§~
r

-‘patlonal classlflcatlon to code occupation, we collapsed

thslfcale into three categorles. our first category
1ncluded profes51onal utechnlcal and klndred workersJ

managers, admlnlstrators (except farm) and sales workers.

.Our second categoﬁy"1nc1uded clerical and klndred

workers and craftsmen and klndred wor}ers; Our third
. » L%

category 1ng1uded operators, laborers,-farm managers,

'-p
'laborers and foremen and service workers (1nclud1ng
) N . -

private household).- : _wu{

-~

Table 4.6 presents the results. 'We'see”thatgin

. both 1972 and 1973 there is the ‘hypothesized rela-

-thhShlp between occupatlon and attltudes toward abortlon.

-

 As the prtstlge of the job increases, so do liberal.

attltudes toward abortlon. When ‘we were considering

N

[

a3

o (f~
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iﬁcome and attitudes toward abortion, we found differ-
ences between the extreme catego;ies of 20 percentage
points. We find similar percentagé diffejegceéghefe.
For the three 1least acceptéb%g reasons for abortion,
the average differeﬁce between the professioqgls and
the service workers is againsover 20 percentage points.

Education was cdétrolied for in_thé reiationshipf

beétween attitudes toward abortion and occupation for

similaxr teasonshit was caontrolled for above. Table 4.7

. an
o e

 presents the réesults., We find that some of the rela:

" tionship between attitpdes toward abortion and occd%j“b

Jooan

(RSN

Table 4. 5 -Attitudes of whlte Amerlcan males toward
abortion by ocqnbatlon, Percent who approve of lega-

. lizing abortion under conditions specified. .Data from

1972 and 1973 NORC surveyb.'

1972 ) 1973

prof. clerk.ser— prof. clerk ser-
, manag ’ craft VlCe manag craft vice

\ Condigidns R \

- 'Mother's health-~ -, 91" . 90 79 - 94 91 " 95
Defect in fetus . . 87.. 82. 69 87 84 80°
‘Rape : . 85 .- 82 . 66 - 89: 83 77
Economic oroblnms- 58 .. 51 36° 63 58 - 51
Unmarried © = . i+ 57 45 31 - 61 52 43

- Family control . 52 ° 43 30 63 54 - 42
N B .47 246 210° + 254 159 197

To
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Table 4.7 Attitudes of white‘American males toward

abortion by occucation and education.

Percent who

approve of legalizing abortion under conditions spe-

cified. Data from 1972 and. 1973 NORC surveys.
i 1972 1973
prof. clerk ser- prof. clerk ser-
manag craft vice manag craft vice
Conditions
Mother's health
grade school 86 87 73 89 85 93
high school 93 92 91 96 95 96
some college .95 87 . 77 96 100 100
college grad. 88 100 7/7 95 11/13 6/6
Defect in fetus :
grade school 75 79 64 77 73 75
high school 80 - 80 76 90 90 90
some college 95 84 73 95 96 82
college grad. 87 96 7/7 84 11/13 5/6.
Rape . ‘ )
Jrade school 68 75 60 77 73 67
high school 85 83 70, 90 86 92
some college 87,. 89 77 96 96 91
college grad. 88~ 96  7/7 88 11/13 6/6
Economic problems y
grade school. 4$// 34 24 54 46 47
high school 5 56 44 44 56 61
some college 62 60 58 70 79 45
college grad, 64 - 80 6/7 73 10/13 5/6
Unmarried
‘ grade school ¢ 50 33 20 40 42 - 38
high school 49 48 43 48 47 49
some college 57 - 58 46 69 71 45
college grad. 62 68 6/7 Cjé/ 9/13 5/6
Family control < ‘
grade school 46 30 21 57 44 37
high ~chool 51 44 37 ‘52 51 51
som: <cllege 48 53 .50 70 75 36 -
y col.=. . grad. 57 80 5/7 69 9/13 5/6
grade school 28 95 123 35 59 118 -
high school 41 87 54 52 59 . 51
some college. 63 38 26 73 28 7 22
college grad. 85 25 7 92 13 6

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion

is given,
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pation is reducible to the inr1nence:of education,
For the three most accept .ble reacons for aportion,
and particularly for 197 , ... -ve only small diffé4
rences between the attituc..© . service workers, craft
and. clerical workers and professionalé with,similar
levels of education. For the three 1eas£ ééceptable
reasons for abortion, occupétion is siightly ﬁofef
importékt. Differences in the predicted difeétion
between occupational classes in attitudes’ toward
abortion can be seen - particularly among those with
less than a high school education.. The other occu-
pétional levels show the general trend, but it has been
‘reduced by introducing education.

As was the case with income and education, the
relationship between attitudes toward abortion and

occupation is as we predicted. ;Individuals with pres-
tige occupations are more 1ikeiy to apprové of abortion
than those with léss prestigé jobs. Rainwater explains
similar(findings by referring to the varying degrees

of investment individuals of different social classes
have in the traditional‘ndrms and values. This expla-
nation seems to fit here; Higher status individuals
fmeasured by educat*on, income and occupation) are

more likely to approve of abortion because they have

less to lose if children are increasingly seen as an
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accessary to, rather thz the entire purpose of,

marriage.

The negative relationship among the college edu-
cated betwee; occupation and attitudes toward abortion,
a relationéhip that was aiso seen between income and
attiteées toward abortion, is also accountable in
terms of our theory. Because tﬁe college educated are
relatively free of the constraining,influence of the
traditional norms, utilitarian factors have a greater
impact on their behavior. For these reasons, it is to
be expected that, among college graduates, those with
low status_ jobs and limited incomes will be the most
in favor of legalizing abortion.

’,

4,2.4 Size of Place of Residence

Table 4.8 shows the relaﬁionship between attitudes
toward abortion and size of place of current residence
for men and women. The categories used’ to measure
.size of place of current residence were the codes used
in the NORC surveys - rural, meaning in open country,
on a farm or in a small town unde; 2,500; small city
or town, meaning under 50,000; medium size city,
meaning 50,000 - 250,000; suburb, meaning near a
large city; and.largemcity, meaning over 250,000
inhabitants.

i
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Table 4.3 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by size of place of residence and sex. Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions gpeci-
. fied. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972

A

Rural Sm.ll Medium Sub- Large
City City wurb City

Conditions
Mother's health .
males 85 84 87 .89 88
femalgs 84 80 85 87 88
Defect 1in fetus
males 77 77 79 83 80
females 68 71 80 79 81
Rape ’ , .
males 71 73 70 85 84
females 72 69 79 84 83
Economic problems
males 27 46 40 56 59
females 39 34 39 61 53
Unmarried
males ‘ 24 39 34 54 58
fgmales ) . 29 27 37 53 48
Family control -
males 31 . 39 32 47 52
females 22 25 27 50 47
N .
males 68 181 85 194 135
females 69 185 95 189 137
1973
Rural Small Medium Sub- Large
City City urb City
i
conditions J
Mother's health
males 90 95 94 99 . 93
- females 390 93 86 88 94
Defect in fetus ‘
males 82 85 84 91 82
females 81 90 85 84 84

< Table 4.8 continued



Tablc 4:3 continued

!

+

Rural sSmall Medium Sub- Large
City City wurb City

Rape
males 79 86 84 91 82
females 75 83 86 85 84
Econonmic problems : X
males 53 49 65 68 62
females 44 49 51 56 5
Unmarried
males 5 46 45 49 71 60
females 41 45 48 53 « 53
Family control
males 49 44 59 67 59
females 34 39 42 51 47
N .
males 163 149 82 95 121
females ' 167 175 94 115 147

- 4

We find, in accordance with previous studies
(wesﬁoff, 1969; Maxwell, 1970), that individuals (both
mafes and females) who live in or near highly populated
areas are more liberal towards legalizing abortion than
)those living in small towns and rural areas. Although
the pattern is apparent for all reasons for abortion,
the percentage difference between the attitudes of
thosc living in urban areas and those living in rural
areas ~s:ly becomes of substantial size for the threer
least acceptable reasons for abortion. Even with these
~ reasons, we find exceptions to the pattern of increasing
liberalism towards abbrtion with increesing urbanization.

There are numerous cases, particularly in 1973, where
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a more populated area is less liberal than a less ’
populated ,area. It is the case, however, that for all
reasons for abortion, individuals from large cities

{ .

or%suburbs are more liberal towardq legalizing abortion

&

than individuals from rural areas.
A variable, related to size of place of residenée,

which may be influencing the initial relationship is

education. wWe know that better educated people tend

to live in more urbanized centers while those with 1less

education are concentrated in the rural areas3. It may

be that it is this relationship between education and

size of place of residence that is producing‘the rela-

tionship between residence and attitudes toward abortion.

Table 4.9 looks at this. Only the three least accep-

table reasons for abortion were considered - it was only

for these,reasongﬁthap we initially found a relationship. %

Al categories of the residence question were refained,

but“the sex dimension was eliminated as it hadinot;been

significant in the initial relationship. |

We find that we cannot explain the relationship

3

betﬁeen size of place'of residéﬁééiandrattitudes toward
abortion by the confounding influence of educatioﬁ.
Within every educational class, those from rural areas
are less liberal than those from more urban centers.

The relationship is not strictly linear - there are

numerous instances where more populated areas are less



Table 4.9 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by size of place of residence and education. Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972

Rural Small Medium Sub- Large

City City wurb city
Conditions
Economic problems
grade school 22 23 24 44 43
high school 49 42 48 58 51
some college 4/12 52 50 69 67
college grad. 2/5 70 10/18 68 86
Unmarried
grade school 16 17 21 40 46
high school 36 37 - 41 57 45
some college 5/12 46 50 56 60
college grad. 2/5 60 9/18 66 81
Family controil )
grade school 13 18 16 39 38
high school 38 37 31 49 37
some? college 3/12 37 47 51 64
college grad. 2/5 60 9/18 60 84
N
grade school “73 151 76 109 94 )
high school 47 103 64 125 92
some college 12 65 32 81 -~ 42
college grad. 5 47 18 68 43
. . 1973

Rural Small Médium%Sub— lLarge
City— City urb cCity

‘conditions

Economic problems
grade school
high.school
some college
college grad.

-

.

- 38

54
61
70

34
47
66
77

58
45
62

75 -

54 44
59 52
65 56
74 77

Table 4.9 continued
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*l
Table ,4.9 continued

Rural Small Medium Sub- Large
City City wurb City

s ' ' c, 3

Unmarraed \

grade school 31 - 31 48 56 39

high school ' 48 4L 34 63 51

some college 59 64 52 61 61

college grad. 74 72 71 65 80
Family control - .

grade school 29 29 40 46 40

"high school ~ 49 40 43 61 45

some college 51 57 55 65 57

college grad. 67 64 71 68 Y74
N ‘ . . ’

grade school 149 115 50 57 72

high school 112 116 56 76 80

some college 39 53 42 46 54

college grad. 27 39 28 31 61

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given., ' .

liber3l than less populated areas - howevér, a definite
trend is apparent. There~is‘séme indication, pagpi-
cularly in 1973, of a decline in level of approval
for all educational groups %ut the college gréduates
béﬁween the suburb’awellérs and the large city dwellers.

As discussed in the introduction to this chapter,
'there appears to be a difference between urban and
rural dvwellers in regards to their commitment to a ~
traditional way of life. The rural dwellé; tends to //i
live in a closely-kﬂit traditional society, while E

the urban dweller has, at best, only a tenuous commit-

ment to the traditional social norms. This is reflected
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in their attitudes toward abortion. For all educa-
tional claséeé, individuals from large cities or sSuburbs
were more liberal toward legalizing abortion thav
individuals from rural areas. The only anomalous
finding was the lower ratés of approval of the large
city dweller. It may be that there is.an optimum level
of exposure to liberalizing influences - beyond that,

an individual becomes less liberal. -

AN

4.3 Summary of Results

In thiéjchapter we looked at the relationship
between various demographic variables and attituaes ‘
towafd abortion. wWe predicted that those. groups which
are subject to greater expésure to the traditional
values would be less liberal toward legalizin%)abortion
than those whose experiences had reduced the strenth
of these norms. ,By and/;ﬁrge, our predictions were

confirmed,

Previous studies—ﬁéand~avreasoﬁabiy—strongwrela-“ﬂ**’

tionship between sex and attitudes toward abortion,
with males being more liberal than females. We fouﬁd
that the differences between males and females were
slight and not alﬁays in thevbredicted direction,

This we accredited to recent changes in the female role.

;
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A maternal, howe-=taking ﬁgqgtlon is no longer the only
. - Ty . .
option available to. women and,/’we would pr: lict that as
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this became increasingly so, the differences between
males and females would diminish. In a later chabter,
we shall more systematically test this hypothesis.

‘With respect to age, we found only a slight rela-—
tionship between it and attitudes toward abortion. We
had predicted that the young would be more liberal than
the o0ld because they had not yet taken upttheir future
roles and, thus, lacked some of the commitment to the
traditional norms that they would develop in later years.
This'hypotﬁesis received partial support. -~ Among fhose
who had attended college, thejgroup we would expect
to be most likely not to have taken up thei; futﬁre'roles,
the young were more liberal than the old. Among the
other two educational categories, though, there Seémed
to be no relationship between age and attitudes toward
abortion. | |

We had predicted that education would be positively
correlated with attitudes toward abortion - that is,
the more education an individuél had, the more liberal
they were towards legalizing abortion - and éhis pre-
diction was confirmed by the data. We suggested two

reasons why education should be-related to attitudes

_toward abortion, First, 1f education represents exposure
l,,:—\
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to liberalizing influences, then it follows that those
with more education will be more liberal than those with
less education. The second explanation we put forth
drew upon Rainwater (1960). His'suggestion was that
lower-educated individuals tend to feel ineffective and
weak in relation to their world. The one area they have
some chance to succeed in, is in "having a family"®.
Because these'rolgs - i,e. motherhood and fatherhood -
‘are so important to them, they are naturally loathe to
admit approval of iaws which would put children into a ‘
planned option category.

| Additional support for this second explanation came
when we looked at income and occupation, There abpeared
to be a positive:association between both income and
occ' i’ fon that was not entirely reducible to fhe influence
of “1ducsition., However, the first explanation seems
better for two reasons. First, education hadvé much
stronger effect than either income or occupation - the
dif%erences due to education were larger and the trends
‘more apparent. Secondly, neither income nbr occupational
differences were as consistentvonée educétibn was
controlled. ‘

Of all the variables we considered in fhis chapﬁér,

education had the most profound effect on attitudes

toward abortion. For this reason, it will be used con-
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sistently in future chapters as a control variable,
Education also provided the strongést support for our
theoretical framework. Among the poorly educated, the
group we would hypéthesize to be most entrenched in the
traditional norms, there was a positive relationship
between income and’occupation and attitudes toward
abortion. Among the college -educated though, the group
least likely to be responsive to the traditional norus
and values, there was a negative relationship. This
secmed to offer some support for éur theoretical ffame-
work. We should point out though, that this support
must be qualified on the grounds that (1) the differences
are neither strong nor consistently monotonic and
(2) the trends aré based on a small number of cases.
In other Qords, while the attitﬁdes of college graduates
are consistent with a utilitarian moéel, utilitariaﬁ
considerations appear, so far, to play no r@le in the
attitudes of the bulk of the respondents, -and evenh in the
case of college graduates, the effect of these coAsid—
erations is weak. |

The final variable we considered in connection with
attitudes toward abortion was size of place of residence.
We predicted that rural dwellers would be less in favor
of legalizing abortion than urban dweliérs, because
rural dwellers are more involved in a ﬁraditional way

of life. Our prediction was; by and large, confirmed.
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For all reasons for abortion, laige city or suburb
residents were more liberal than rural residents in thoir

¢

attitudes toward abortion,” ; - .

We are procceding thréugh this thésis on the as=
sumbtion that, at 1uést prgsuntly,‘moral‘norms are
predominant in decisions congerniné the 1ngaliga£fqnvof
~abortion. We have made provisidn thdugh, to turn to
economic considerations if the moral norms dd not seem
to be adequately explaining the results, On the basis of
the findings in this chapter, however, the'ﬁormative

framework seems quite useful., 1In all cases, findings

were interpretable by normative considerations.
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The reason for the inconclusiveness of the age data,
apart from the small magnitude of the differences,
is that the trend is broken up in both the 1972 and
1973 surveys by the relatively liberal attitudes of
those in the 45-54 age group. Since this finding
occurs in both data sets, it is®probably not an
artifact of the research process. This "bulge"
could represent a generational effect or a life \\<\j
cycle effect, or some combination thereof. In any
event, its effect, though likely real, is not

large enough to interfere with the data aha{ysis
and, thus, will not be considered further.

Blake uses the term "100 percent effectiveness"
when referring to the birth-control pillj We should
point out, however, that although the pill is a
hlghly reliable birth prevention technique, it is
not 100 percent effecti?e.

We “ind the following relationship between size.of »
plac~ of residence and educat.on:

1972
Rural Small Medium Suburb Large
City City City
% with less than _ :
high school 53 41 40 28 35
% college graduates 4 13 9 17 16

N 137 366 190 383 271
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! 1973
Rural Small Medium Suburb Large
‘ City City City
% with iess than
high school 46 36 11 27 27
% college graduates 8 12 16 15 23
N 327 323 176 210 267

Generally speaking, as urbanization increases, the
percentage of individuals with less than high school
education decreases and the percentage of individuals

-

who are college graduates increases.
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RELIGION AND RELIGIOUS COMMITMENT

—

5.1 rTntroductioh to Analysis

~ One of the sets of traditional moral norms that
the normative theory draws upon are thentraditional
‘religious norms of society. As outlined in section 2.3,
there is a considerable range of religious beliefs
corresponding to the range 'of religious affiliations.
Each religious affiliation has its own views on human
life which lead to varying views on birth control aﬁd
abortion., We predicﬁ that an individual's personal
views on abortion will correspond to his religious
affiliation's views (Lundburg, et al., 1968, p. 203).
Thus, we hypothesize, that:

Catholics will be less liberal than non-Catholics
(Prqtestants and Jews), because of the vigorous stand
against abortion that the Catholic Church ﬁas taken.

Agnostics will be more 1liberal than any réligious

group, because of the agnostics' lack of commitment to

religious norms.,
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In addition to religious affiliation, there is
the element of religiahs commifment. There are degrees
of commitment to a religion which lead to degrees of
acceptance of that religion's beliefs, Religous
affiliatidﬁ’becomes important only when the individual
has some investment in the ideologies and values aéso—
ciated with that particular religion. We thus hypothe-
size that:

Within each religious grouping, frequent church
attenders will havé a greater exposure and investment
in the ideologies and values associated with their

religion than infrequent church attenders.

5.2 Findings

5.2.1 Sex and Religion

—re g

Table 5.1 shows the differences between Catholic and

non-Catholic men and women in their attitudes toward
abortion. NORC defined Protestant as any "non-Catholic
Christian religion". Catholip included only Roman
Catholics. There was another code, "other", bﬁt it

was deleted from analysis because there were very few
cases in thg category (23 in 1972 and 26 in 1973) and

there was a wide variety of religions covered (from
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Table 5.1 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by religion and sex. Percent who approve of legalizing
abortion under conditions specified. Data from 1972
and 1973 NORC surveys.

. 1972 ‘, 1973

males femates males females
Conditions
Mother's health
Protestant - 90 86 94 393
Catholic 78 79 93 85
Jewish 96 96 - 12/12 100
Agnostic - 96 89 98 97
Defect in fetus :
Protestant 84 80 86 88
Catholic . 67 66 78 76
- Jewish 96 86 ‘ 12/12 100
Agnostic 94 85 93 93
Rape ' ‘ ‘
Protestant ' 80 79 85 84
Catholic s 70 71 76 76
Jewish 100 93 12/12 100
- Agnostic 87 89 93 93
Economic problems ‘
Protestant . 49 47 61 51
Catholic /36 35 43 35
Jewish 77 75 11/12 93
Agnostic - 80 78 : 80 90
Unmarried :
Protestant 44 40 56 49
Catholic - 33 30 38 32
Jewish 81 79 11/12 90
Agnostic . 76 70 73 93
Family control
iProtestant 42 35 57 41
Catholic 28 28 37 30
Jewish 65 75 11/12 90
Agnostic 80 70 73 87
N \
Protestant o 380 423 365 417
Catholic ] 208 182 162 207
Jewish' . 26 28 12 29
Agnostic 46 27 55 31

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
~ percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given.
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all Eastern Catholic Churches to Moslem, Taoist and
Buddhist).

Wwe find that Catholics (both ‘'males and feﬁales)
are indeed the most opposed to the legalization of
abortion. The percentage differences between them and
the Protestants are generally larger than the differences
due to age or sex, and they are consistent over all
reasons for abortion. However, the differences between
Proﬁestants and Catholics become slight when we comparé
them with the Jewish.rates of approval. The Jews, for -~
all reasons for abortion, are very liberal in their
attitudes. A similar result was reported by both
Rossi (1967, p. 39) and Westoff, et al., (1969, p. 18).
Each found that Jews weré by faf the most liberal of
all religious groups considered on the subject of atti-
tudes toward abgrtion. Those with no religious affilia-
tion are on a p?r with the Jewish respondents. Their
rates of approﬁgl, particularly on the less acceptable
reasons for ab%rtioh, are very high when’compared with
the rates of Protestants and Catholics.

The low rates of approval of the Catholics and the
slightly higher rates of the Protestants were predicted
by the normaklve theory. Likewise, the high rates of
approval of/the agnostics were accounted for by the

/
normatlve/fheory. It is the high degree of liberalism

/

/
/

<



among the Jewé that is somewhat surprising. The Jewish
religion takes no stand for or against abortion which
would 1ead us to predict that the Jews would have higher
rates of approval than the Catholics but lower rates
of approval than the agnostics. It may be that their
very high approval rates are a function of their gene-~
rally higher 1levels of educat%bn or their low rates of
church attendance. Both these possibilitiesrwill be
looked at in subsequent sections. If, in fact, the
Jews' high rates of approval are a function of their
low church attendance, we)may combine the Jeyg and'
agnostics to increase the sample size and allow more

3 > -
adequate controls. | |

-~

5.2.2 Education and Religion

J .

Table 5.2 shows the differences betweeﬁ Protestants,

'ics, Jews and agnostics of different educational
in their attitudes toward abortion.

r we considered religion by attitudes toward

ab - 7€ ound cnat although the Catholics were the
itTs " 2 toward legalizing abortion, the Protes-
tarts sz . .at <« similar. The Protestants' rates
of agorov:z.. =ve higher, but when compared to the rates

of approvai ~ the ~ws and agnoétics, the Protestants
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Table 5.2 Attitudes of white Americans/toward abortion *
by religion and education. Percent who approve of
legalizing abortion under conditions specified. Data
from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972

grade high some college
school school college grad.

L

Conditions

Mother's health ‘
Protestant 79 a3 92 96
Catholic 77 83 80 70
Jewish ) 10/11 14/15 11/11 17/17
Agnostic 86 18/19 11/12 100

. Defect in fetus

Protestant 73 85 89 93 -
Catholic 64 67 69 67
Jewish 9/11 12/15 11/11 17/17
Agnostic 86 16/19 .11/12 100

Rape . J
Protestant 66  ,—-87 86 - 96
Catholic - 65 7/ 72 80 73
Jewish 11/11 /13/15 11/11 17/17
Agnostic 81 15/19 11/12 100

Economic problems Ty
Protestant : 29 56 60 71
Catholic 30 36 46 37
Jewish : 5/11 10/15 9/11 17/17
Agnostic - 52 15/19 11/12 100

Unmarried .
Protestant 25 50 52 63
Catholic 27 30 37 42
Jewish 6/11 10/15 10/11 17/17
Agnostic 52 14/19 10/12 91

Family control
Protestant 22 44 48 64
Catholic 29 25 32 . 30
Jewish ‘ 3/11 9/15 9/11 27/17
Agnostic 52 14/19  10/12 91

N -,
Protestant 318 243 144 98 >
Catholic ' 145 146 59 40
Jewish - 11 15 11 17

Agnostic 21 19 12 21

Table 5.2 continued



Table 5.2 continued

1973
grade high some college
school school college grad.
i
conditions
Mother*'s health N
Protestant 89 94 ag Q .97
Catholic 91 86 89 - 90
Jewish 3/3 12/12 13/13 12/12
Agnostic 16/17 14/15 100 100
Defect in fetus
Protestant 78 90 94 - 93
Catholic 75 81 79 68
Jewish 3/3 12/12 13/13 12/12
Agnostic 12/17  14/15 100 100
Rape
Protestant 73 89 92 95
Catholic 71 76 82 . 81
Jewish 3/3 12/12 13/13 12/12
Agnostic .X¥3/17 14/15 100 100
Economic problems ‘
Protestant NS 42 57 65 77
Catholic 38 36 . 37 ‘51
Jewish . 3/3 10/12 12/13 12/12
Agnostic 10/17  10/15 93 100
Unmarried
Protestant 40 52 60 78
Catholic 28 37 39 44
Jewish 3/3 11/12 12/13 11/12
Agnostic 9/17 8/15 93 100
Family control
Protestant 34 51 59 70
Catholic 29 35 34 39
Jewish 3/3 11/12 11/13  12/12
“Agnostic 9/17 7/15 90 100
N
Protestant . 287 266 125 102
.Catholic 126 139 62 41
Jewish '3 12 13 12
Agnostic 17 15 29 25

Where N is less than

is given.

20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
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and Catholics were surprisinély similar. when we
introduce education in‘o'the analysis, we find that

there are large differences between Protestants anq
Catholics, but only among the more educated respondents.,
This is because 'education has a fairly strong libera-
lizing effect for Protesténts, but almost none for
Catholics. As a consequenéé, one finds small diffexehces

and large differences between those with high education.

between Catholics and Protestants with low educatign
This difference in the effect of education on the
attitudes of Protestants and Catholics has been docy-
‘mented in a number of fertilityﬂstudies (Blake, 767;
Westoff and PotQin, 1966; Ryder and Westoff, 197;f.
For both desired and intended family size, an inverse
association with education is found only among white
non-Catholics. For Catholics, there appears to be

no association between intended or desired parity and

education. Rossi (1967, p. 40) reports a similar’

differ~nce between the effect of education on Protestant .

and catholic attitudes toﬁérd abortion. She accounts
for the finding by suggesting that, because large
proportions of Catholics receive their education in
parochial schools, the longer they atﬁend, the greater
- the likelihood that they will accept the views of the

Church on matterg touching their family and personal
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~lives, Although there is evidence that many more
Catholics are educated in religious schools than Pro-
testants or Jews (westoff, et al., 1961, p. 199),
We cannot test this interpretation because we do not
have data on the nature of the school or college.
attended. ‘
Hawthorn (1970, p. 100) suggests an exp}anétion
that seems more useful. He apﬁﬁgé that théﬂéatholic
Church does not only proscribé\Bigth‘control, but it
actively prescribes 1afge families,”/It thus follows
that those who have been more gxbbsed to Roman Catholic
doctrine are those likely to take its prescriptions
mofe seriously. 1In the case qf‘Catholics, these are
likely to be the more highly educated groups. oOur
data support the necessary assumption that highly
educated Catholics are more apt ﬁo be frequent church
attenders than lower educated Catholics1 (our measure.
Oof” exposure to religious doctrine is frequency of
church attendance), thus we can use this explénaqion
to account for our findings. Education does not have
the liberalizing‘effect on Catholics that it doeé on
other religiodsfgrOups,~because the effect of education
has been offset bf the highly educated Catholics' |

greater exposure to the Roman Catholic doétrine.



The
were the
religion
that one

approval

high approval rates

of the Jewish respondents

other surprising finding when we considered

by attitudes toward
reason why the Jews

rates is because of

educational levels. When we

abortion, We suggested then
may display such high
their generally higher

control for education, we

find that there are not really enough cases to prove or

disprove

than a high school education and only 3 of the 11 approved

this, In 1972, there were 11 Jews wiph less

of abortion in the case of the mother not wanting any

more children.

This suggests that some part of the high

liberalism of the Jews is due to high educational - vels,

however, in 1973 there were only 3 Jews with less than

a high school education and all of then appréved of

abortion for all reasons. The extent to which the high

appfoval rates of the Jews are a function of their reli-~

gion or a function of their generally high educational

levels will have to remain in question.

5.2.3 cChurch Attendance: Education, Religion and Sex

When we looked at the relationship between atti-

tudes toward abortion and education, religion and sex,

we were neglecting the fact that all these independent

variables are related to church attendance. Previous
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literature, supported by the marginal distributions
of our data2 ‘ndicates that Catholics at every edu-
cational level are more apt to attend religious services
than non-Catholics, and that women are greater church
attenders than men. WKe thus looked at our relatipnsﬁips
- controlling-for church attendance. Table 5.3 shows the
relationship betWeen attitudes toward abortion, education
and<churcﬁ attendance; Table 5.4 presents the rela-
tionship between attitudes toward abortion, feligion
and church attendance; and Table 5.5 shows the rela-
tionship between attifudes toward abortion, sex and
.church attendance. In all caseé, church attendance was
measured by the categor®. s high, medium and low. High
church attendance was o~ ationalized as attending
reiigious services "nearly every week" or more; meaium
church attendance ranged from attending "several times
a month" to "several times a year"; and low churchv
attendance covered those who attended "several- times
a yeér“ to never. These specific cutpoints were arrived
at by taking the éhtire.range of responses and then >
choosing those specifit'points that maximized differences
/between categories but stj11 retained some theoretical
significance.
We see from Table 5.3 that.church attendance con-
tributes just as strongly as educational level in.

determining attitudes toward abortion. Within eyery
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Table 5.3 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by frequency of church attendance and education. .Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.,

1972 1973
church attendance church attendance
low medium high low medium  high'
Conditions .
Mother®s health
grade scnool 92 83 65 94 92 83
high school 97 94 82 95 97 84
some college 95 89 84 100 100 86
college grad., 98 95 82 100 100 90
Defect in fetus ‘
grade school 83 73 60 78 81 72
high school , 90 79 69 94 94 77
some college 93 84 79 95 97 78
. college grad. 97 95 75 97 98 75
Rape
grade school 79 69 55 79 78 61
high school 91 88 70 92 92 75
some college C 95 83 80 100 93 78
college grad. 100 96 80 99 98 82
Economic problems
grade school 41 29 25 51 52 24
‘high school 66 51 38 66 62" 34
some college 84 63 41 81 71 32
college grad. 88 77 49 92 85 53
Unmarried
grade school 46 20 19 44 47 22
high school 60 43 34 60 58 31
some college 79 54 35 81 64 32
college grad. 85 71 43 91 81 53
Family control ’
grade school 3= 22 .18 46 41 14
high school 53 42 29 . 63 55 30
some college 75 33 - 27 82 61 25
college grad. 86 73 35 89 77 46
N
grade .school 158 138 2049 176 118 * 145
high school 134 115 178 - 137 125 176
some college 57 76 97 85 75 73

college grad. 59 = 56 65 65 52 68
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eduéational level, those who attend religious services
frequently are decidedly more opposed to abortion than
those who attend Seldom or never. This would be expected
‘under the terms of the'normaﬁive theory. Both education
and religion are cdntributing'factors, thus one would
expect to find that fhe least liberal viéws are held
by high church—attending, low educated people and the
most liberal views are held by low church-attending, high
educated péople. It should also be pointed out that the
effect of a given variablé is strongest among respon-
dents who are on the extreme "1ibera1“rposition of th;
other variablé.- Thatvis, education has thé greatest
impact among the low church-attenders, while church
attendance has the greatest impact among the educated.
When we consider the effect of church attendance
for different religions (Table 5.4), we .find that some
of the difference between the Protestants and Catholics
can be attribﬁted to differences betﬁeen these two groups
in frequency of church attendance. There are no atti- /
tudinal differences between Protéstants‘and Catholics
who attend church several times a month or less, Thé
difference between the two groups comes in at the level
of the frequent church-goers. Among these people,.
Proﬁestantsrare more liheral than Catholics3. This

suggests that religion and church attendance interact in
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Table 5.4 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by religion and church attendance. Percent who approve
of legalizing abortjoan under conditions specified.

Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 ' 1973
Protes- Cath~ Jewish Protes- Cath- Jewish
tant olic tant olic
Conditions
Mother's health
low attendance 94 97 100 96 95 100
medium attend.. 89 90 92 96 95 17/17
high attendance 81 70 3/3 88 81 3/3°
Defect in fetus
low attendance 39 89 88 88 85 100
medium attend. 80 76 92 91 87 17/17
high attendance 77 - 57 3/3 82 67 3/3
Rape '
low attendance 87 89 96 88" 88 95
medium attend. 79 . 83 96 89 84 17/17
high attendance 73 62 3/3 77 65 3/3
Economic problems
low attendance 57 57 76 64 52 95
medium attend, 45 49 77 64 56 16/17
high attendance 42 25 2/3 40 2 2/3
Unmarried ' .
low attendance 57 55 80 59 48 90
medium attend. 37. 37 77 60 50 16/17
high attendance 34 23 3/3 39 20 2/3
Family control » i S
low attendance 49 52 72 59 52 91
medium attend. 38 38 69 56. 46 16/17
high attendance 30 19 2/3 33 16  2/3
low attendance 251 62 . 25 251 96 21
medium attend. 258 89 26 .50 93 12
high attendance 262 237 3 274 180 3

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given. '
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determining attitudes of individuals. For the beliefs
of a religion to influence a person's attitudes, that
person must be expobed to and have some investment in
that religion. It.is to be expected that those who attend
religious services the most frequently are the ones most
J%pt~to accept the views oi their Church. Since the
Catholic Church takeé the most vocal stand against abor-
tion, it is understanéable that Catholics who attend
services frequently will be most opposed to abortion and
that\Catholics who attené seldom or never will hold
similar opinions to individuals of other religions who
attend seldom or never,

In a previous section we suggested that the overall
" high approval rates of the Jewish respondents might be
a function of their low church attendance rates. Al- |
though we are hampered by the small sample sizes, it
appears that controlling for church attendance does not
affect the high Jewish rates of approval. Compared to
the other religious groups, the Jews are very 1liberal -l
towards legalizing abortion regardless of frequei.cy
of church attendance. |

Although we foundsonly sligbt differences between
men and women when we considered sex by attitudes toward
abortion, we decided to 1look at this relatibnship con- |
trolling for church attendance because we know that

women tend to go to church more than men. AsS seen in
¥
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Table 5.5 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by sex and church attendance. Percent who approve of
legalizing abortion under conditions specified. Data
from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 1973
males females males females
Conditions
Mother's health
low attendance . 97 96 /96 94
medium attendance . 98 94 89 89
high attendance 86 84 76 76
Defect in fetus ‘
lov attendance 88 90 - 90 87
medium attendance 93 89 81 79
high attendance 71 78 68 68
Rape v
low attendance 88 91 87 -90
medium attendance 91 86 82 «81
high attendance 72 73 65  ° 69
Economic problens
low attendance 67 66 60 64
medium attendance 70 57 © 49 50
high attendance 34 33 36 - 34
Unmarried - '
low attendance 61 63 61 60
medium attendance. - 64 54 42 40
high attendance 32 31 30 29
Family control _
low attendance 67 60 56 54
medium attendance 62 .49 44 39
high attendance 30 24 25 25
N . '
low attendance 246 218 232 176
medium attendance 176 196 206 180

high attendance 184 279 230 314

Table 5.5, when we control for church attendance, even
the slight differences between men and vomen disappear.
For the different levels of church attendance, there

are no differences in the attitudes of the two sexes,

4

hel
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5.2.4 Cchurch Attendance, Education and Religion - \
Table 5.6 shows the relationship between education, \\\
]
church attendance and attitudes toward abortion for i
4
Protestants and Catholics separately.  Previously, we [

found that religious preference interacted with education
and with frequency of church attendance, both of which’
are important correlates of attitudes toward abortion.
What we intend to do in this section is see whether the
additive effects of education and church attendance

are the sawme for the two religious groups. Because we
wvere simultaneously controlling for two variables,

ind -ridual cell sizes were quite small. To circumvent
this problem, we pooled the 1972 and 1973 data sets.

We felt this step was justified because phé patterns of
relationship we had previously seen were the same for
the two yvears.

We find that, for Protestants, frequency of church
attendance and level of education both influence attitudes
toward abortion. As level of education increases and
freqﬁency of church attendance decreases, the percentage
~of those who approve of 1egali2ing'abortion increases.
For Catholics, on the othef.hand, frequency of church
attendance seems to be the major factor influencing

attitudes toward abortion. The differences in approval
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Table 5.6 Attitudes of white Protestant and catholic
Americans toward abortion by education and church
attendance. Percent who approve of legalizing abortion
under conditions specified. Data an average of 1972
and 1973 NORC surveys.

Protestants Catholics
church attendance church attendance
low medium high : low medium high
Conditions
Mother's health
grade school 93 = 87 72 : 94 89 74
high school 96 95 ‘90 . 98 97 76
some college 97 96 91 95 92 76
college grad. 100 96 95 . 14/15 14/14 71
Defect in fetus : )
grade school 80 76 70 84 77 57
high school 94 87 82 92 85 65
some college 96 94 86 82 81 68
college grad. 98 94 89 13/15 14/14 = 54
Rape
grade school 77 72 59 83 75 56
high school 93 89 82 90 92 64
sone college 97 89 83 85 84 . 74
college grad. 100 96 92 15/15 14/14 63
Econonic problems
grade school 42 37 27 49 45 20
high school - . 68 55 48 50 58 24
some college 82 71 41 68 49 27
college grad. 90 73 66 10/15 12/14 27
Unmarried
grade school 42 31 23 42 34 16
high school 60 50 42 52 47 23
some college 79 62 35 64 40 27
college grad. . 88 68 63 10/15 12/14 25
Family control :
grade school 37 29 18 . - 48 37 14
high school- 58 47 39 , 48 47 19
some college 79 61 29 64 40 18
college grad. 86 70 53 10/15 8/14 19
N
grade school 216 176 209 69 71 131
high school 170 160 176 52 59 172 -
some college 67 100 101 . 22 37 62
college grad. 49 .71 79 15 14 52

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent’ of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given,




of abortion of different educational classes are slight.

If we compare the approval rates of Protestants
arid Catholics of similar education and similar church
attendance rates, we find that the differences between
the two groups are limited, to the,frequent church~
attenders who have at least some college education.

It is among this group that the Protestants are clearly
more liberal than the Catholics. For example, if we
compare high church-attending, college graduateé, we
find that Protestants are an average of 33 percentage
.points more liberal than Catholics over all reasons fof'
abortion,

We can account for these findings by referring back
to the section on education and feligion. We showed
there that it is only among Catholics that the highly
educated are likely to be the frequent church-attenders.
This has the effect of making the highly educated Catho-
lics more opposed to abortion than we would expect.

The fact that the differences between'religious groupings
are limited to the frequent church-attenders was also
accounted for previously. It is only posskble for the
beliefs of a religion to influence a person's attitudes

. 1f that person has some exposure to and investment in a
religion. Differences between individuaié who attend
religious services infrequently or never would notnbe

expected,
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5.3 Summary of Results

wWe will conclude this chapter by summariéing our ¥
results and reviewing how well they were predicted by
the normative theory. The initial finding was that
religious affiliation does influencg attitudes toward
abortion in the hypothesized way. Catholics are least
liberal toward abortion and agnostics‘are most liberal.
The only anomolous finding was the very high Jewish
rates of approval. We tested to see if their higﬁ
education levels or low church attendance rates were
producing the finding. It appeared that their high
approval rates were a function of their religion (i.e. the

Jewish subculture) rather than their education or church
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attendance. This interpretation would have to be qualified,

though, because the small number of cases eliminated
the possibility 6f controlling simultaneously for
education and frequency of church attendance and becausé
of the error introduced in using frequeﬁcy of church
attendance as a measure of religious commitment.

When we 1doked at the relationship between religious
affiliation and attitudes toward abortion controlling
for education, we found that eduqationvhas a libera-
lizing effect on Protestants but not Catholics. Because

of this differential‘effect of education, one finds
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small differences between Catholics and Protestants
with low education and large differences between those
with high education. Rossi (1967) found a similar
~result in her data; she accounted for it by the fact
that, because large proportions of Cat)-'ics receive
their education in parochial schools, t . =-ger they
attend, the greater the chance they will __. - the
views of the Church. We could not test thi e lanation
with our data and, instead, used the fact that ichly
educated Catholics are more apt to be frequent cr. ¢ -
attenders than lower educated Catholics tb‘explain the
findings. Education does not have the liberalizing
effect on Catholics that it does on other religious
groups, because the efféct of education ﬁas been offset
by the highly educated Catholic's greater exposure to the
Roman‘Catholic doctrine, either through higher church
attendance (Hawthorn's explanation) or through the nature
and length of their schooling (Roési's explanation).

We found that frequency of church ahténdangefstrongly
inflgenced the respondent's‘attitudes toward abortion
in a way predicted by the normative/theory. wiﬁhin
every educational categorf and for everf réligious
affiliation (there was doubt about the Jews, howéVer
total ceil freguencies were very small), those who
attended religious services frequently ﬁere more opposed

to abortion than thodse who attended seldom or never.



In fact, we found that differences between religious
affiliations were apparent only among the frequent

church-attenders. This would be the logical extension
-t

to our hypotheses - differences between religious groups

can only be apparént among the frequent church-attenders

because it is only these individuals who have some
investment in the norms of their church.

In sum, it appears that the nor&ative theory can
quite adequately exélain attitudes toward-abortién
using the traditiqnal religious norms of sbciety.
Education and.frequency of church attendance seem to
ha;e a substantial impact on the attitudes toward
abortion of Prétestants. For Cathbliqs, though,
frequency of church attendance seems to be the ma jor
variable. Educatifn has a minimal influence, but only
among those who aiié |

nd religious services infrequently

Oor never,

-~
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Footnotes

1.

We find the following relationship between education
and frequency of church attendance for Protestants
and Catholics. The percentages are based on a
pooling af the 1972 and 1973 data sets.

Protestants

% low % medium . % high

attenders attenders attenders

: N ' N N

less than high :
school education 36% 216 29% 176 35% 209
college grad. 25% 49 36% 71 39% 79
Catholics

% low % medium % high

attenders attenders attenders

N N

less than high )
school education 26% 69 26% 71 48%
65

N

{31
college grad. 18% 15 17% 14 % 52
In support of our theoretical explanation, we see
that 65 percent of catholic college graduates are
high church attenders as against 48 percent of the

~grade school educated. Amondg Protestants, this

relationship between education and church attendance

is not apparents

Rossi (1967, pages 41 and 44) reported that "Better-
educated people are more apt to attend religious
services than poorly educated people", "Catholics

at every educational level are more apt to be
frequent churcl ttenders" and "wWomen are consid-
erably more likely to be frequent church attenders
than men are, ...". Our data support her findings



thae Catholics and women are more frequent church.
attenders than non-Catholics and men, but we do
not find evidence of better educated people being
more apt to attend religious services. our data

are as follows:

1972 1973
% frequent % frequent
church attenders church attenders
N N
Reliqgious Affiliation ,
Protestant . , 36 262 35 274
Catholic 61 237 49 180
Jewish \ 6 3 ‘ 7 3
Sex o _ . '
Males - 30 184 34 230
Females 40 279 47 314
Education . :
Grade school 41 204 33 145
. High school 42 178 40 - 176
Some college . 42 97 .31 73
College grad, 36 65 37 68
3. This statement needs to be qualified. Certainly

in 1972,‘and for the three most acceptable reasons
in 1973, we find that religion 1nteracts with
church attendance in determining attltudes toward

\abortlon. For the three least acceptable reasons

in 1973, however, an attitudinal dlfference 1s
apparent between low church attendlng Protestants
and Cathelics., In each case, though, the spread

:1n attitudes is greater between those who are
high church attenders.
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Chapter 6

%’%&RRIAGE AND FAMILY VARIABLES

LY

6.1 Introduction to Analysis

Throughout the thesis, we have been hypothes121ng
‘that an individual's attitudes toward aborklon can
be explalned by referring to the traditional norms
and values that he or she is responsive to. 1In Chapter
5, ﬁe,éonsideredﬂthe set of traditional religious
nofmé.i In thlS chapter, ve shall look at the set of
tradltlonal marrlage and famlly norms. As discussed
_in sectlon 2. 3, it 1s normatlvely required of v1rtually
:eeveryone in soc1ety to marry and have chlldren at
relatively young ages {Reiss, 1071, Pp. 192-194;
 Levy, 1972, p. 23).' Those-who g0'against these norms -
either by not mafzyiAg er'by not having a family -
are frequently remlnded by their family and friends
of their "abnormal" behav1orl

In this chap 2T e shall look at the relationship

between various 1nd1cators of these marrlage and family

values and attltudes toward abortlon. We shall be
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making our predictions along the lines suggested by
the normative framework. More specifically, ve expect:
1. Individuals who are, or hgﬁg been married, to
be less liberal toward legalizing abortion than indi-
viduals who have never been married. waller and Hillf
(1968, p. 151) point out the differences between the
married and the never married in regards to investment

in the traditional marriage and family norms:

“"In our culture, marriage involves an identifi-
cation with the moral order of society. The
young, unmarried adult is likely to toy with
certain ideas concerning sex freedom,'but after
marriage he is almost certain to return to con-
ventional standar@s; One line of explanation
1s that he now has a stake in the moral order."

Since NORC éampled only adults, we wou}d expect the
majority to be, or to have been, married. Those that
have never been married have shown, through virtue of
not being married, 1éss investment and cominitment to
the traditional norms. It is on these grounds~that
we would predict them to be mofe 1iper$l toward abortion.
2. AThe more children an individpal has, expects
or. considers ideal, thé‘less liberalfhe or she will
be toward legalizing abortion. The tradifional norms
of American society stress fecundfty within magriage;
1owever, within these broad norms; there is quite a

range of individual fertility., Hoffman and Wyatt (1960)
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and Davis and Blake (1956) outline various factors
that are associated with preference for a large or
small fa;ily. we havé hfpothesized lower approval
rates of legalizing abortion among the individuals
who expect large families because they tend to see
themselves in térmé of their parental roles. For

examples
" ... wvomen who see themselves as oriented either
to their husbands or to outside interests do not
want as large families as women who think of
themselves mainly in terms of int¢ -=st in children
and homemaking ... " . . R
(Rainwater, 1968, pi 300)
This greater investmeﬁt in the parental role is the
reason vhy we are predicting the relationship between
attitudes toward abortion and family size.
‘3. The greater:the number of siblings an individual
" . has, the less liberal he or she will be toward legalizing
- abortion. There is a definite family-size relationship
running through generations, so that children who
come from large families tend to have large families
(Berent, 1953). Maxwell (1970, p. 251) uses this
ﬁindingxto hypothesis why individuals from larger
families are more conservative in their attitudes toward

abortion than those from smaller families:

"The prominence of children in the family may
be a matter of family tradition. ... a general
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sense of responsibility toward children appears
to be carried oyer into attitudes toward abortion.
The only child appears to feel less obligation
to an unborn child than one who has several sib-

t

lings."
We would add to Maxwell's explanation that coming from
-a large family is an indication of strong exposure to
traditional family values. This also would lead us
to predict a relationship between number of siblihgs
an individual has and attitudes toward abortion.

4. 1Individuals who oppose a married woman working
outside the home t0 be less liberal towérd legalizing
.abortion than individuals who approve. Traditionally,

" the place for mérried women has been in the home taking
care of their husbands and children (Reiss, 1971,
b.ISS, 237). In recent years the probortion of wives
and mothers who have gone to wprk has increased markedly,
~but often at the price of éhei? feeling slightly guiltyz.
We predic£ that individuals who do not approve of a
married woman working outside the home will be more
opposed to legalizing abortion because they have.
indicated a greater adceptance,of the traditional norms
by their attitude to working waemen.

Although we predict that attitudes toward a woman

working will be related to attitudes toward abortion,

ve are less sure of the impact of a woman's employment
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on her attitudes toward abortion. Numerous studies
considering working mothers have come to the conclusion
that there is very little difference betweenuwomen

who work and women who do not (Yarroﬁ, 19623 Bleod and
wolfe, 1960; Nye and Hoffman, 1963). Yarrow (1962),

for example, found that the two groups of mothers

(working and nonworking) did not differ in their

definition of the aceepted female role in marriage.

. If this ih fact ie the case, then we would predict

no dlfferences between the attitudes of worklng and
nonworking mothers. On the other hand, it seems that
there should be a difference in attitudes between

k?rklng and nonworklng wives because of the tradltlonal -
Aorm against-ﬁarried women_working. We will not hypo-
. thesize a relationship here, but will consider the
effect of a woman's work status on hef attitudes toward
abortion. |

3

6.2 Findings

6.2.1 Marital Status

a
Table 6.1 shows the relationship between marital
status and attitudes toward abortion for men and women.

The question asked of respondents in the NORC surveys

b2
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Table 6.1 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by marital status and sex. Percent who approve of
legalizing ahortion under conditions specified. Data
from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972
Married Never widow Divo- Separ-
Married rced ated
Conditions ~
Mother's health
males 87 88 15/18 14/18 3/5
females 85 90 ° 175 93 11/14 '
Defect in fetus -
males : . 80 79 14/18 13/18 3/5
females 77 81 63 93 9/14
Rape ’
males 79 78 12/18 11/18 3/5
females 77 89 70 12]0) 9/14
Economic problems
males 47 58 9/18 7/18 3/5
females 48 54 32 63 3/14
Unmarried
males 42, 58 7/18 11/18 3/5
females 39 54 32 60 5/14
Family control ,
males 38 61 8/18 9/18 2/5
females 36 44 27 60 4/14
N .
males 537 95 18 18 5
females 464 72 95 30 14
1973
Married Never Widow Divo- Separ-
Married . rced ated
<Conditions
Mother's health
males - 94 a5 86 95 11/12
femal?s - 90 92 95 90 ' 9/10
Defect in fetus '
’ males - 83 86 82 91 11/12
females 86 86 84 74 8/10

Table 6.1 continued
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Table 6.1 continued

Married Never widow Divo- Separ=-

Married rced ated

Rape

nales . 82 89 82 77 12/12

females 82’ 84 83 74  7/10
Econonmic problems

males 55 68 45 59 11/12

females 49 59 42 48  7/10
Unmarried _ : .

males 51 60 41 64 9/12

females 47 59 41 55 5/10
Family control ‘

males . 52 59 41 59 11/12

females 41 55 32 45 - 6/10
N

males 450 104 22 22 12

females ‘ 509 64 84 31 10

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of. lega1121ng abortion
is glven.

' was “Are ybu currently married, widowed, divorced,
separated or have you never been married?*. o

We find that, for both men and women, the pre-
sently marrieq.are less 1ibéra1'in their attitudes
than those who have never been married. This rela-
tionship is not particularly strong. In fact, for
the three most acceptable reasons, the differences
between those who are presently married and those who
have never been married are insignificant; it is for
the three leastvacceptable reasons that theldifferences

between the two groups appear.,
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The widowed respondents (both males and females)
show the lowest rates of approval. Again, the dif-
ferences between them and ﬁhe other marital statué
groups increases as the reasons for aborﬁion become
less acceptable. They are vefy much like the presently
married and never marrieé in their attitudés toward
abortion in the cases of mother's health, defect in
fetus and rapé, but they become significantly less
liberal than either of these groups for the three
less acceptable reasons.

It is difficult to ascertain a pattern ‘in the
responses of thé divorced and separated respondents,
between or within the years 1972 and 1973. The sample
sizes are small and no clear patterns for either the
males or the females emerge in eithéf”year. Because
of the small number of cases involved and the lack
of any stable pattern, these two groups were not
considered in further analysis. |

We had hypothesized that married individuals would
be less liberal than single individuals because "being
married" was an indicafion of commitment to the tradi-
tional norms. There seems to be only partial support
for tﬁis hypothesis., Differences in the predicted
direction were apparent only for the three 1less accep-

table reasons and, even here, they were rélatively



small. It may be that marital status is not all that
good an indicator of commitment to traditional norms.
Until relatively recently, #irtually everyone married,
regardless of their commitment to the traditional norms.
Or, possibly, an age factor may be influencing the
results. In Chapter 4, we had hypothesized that the
0ld had a greater investment in the traditional norms
and values than the young, because the young were at
a stége where they had not yet taken up their future,
adult roles. It may be that marital status is'important
iﬁ deternining attitudes toward abortion only among
the young. The older responaents, regardless ?E\théir
marital status, have a commitment to the t itional
norms. Among the young, though, because marital status
is a measure of "acceptance of a future adult role",
it should be related to attitudes towafd abortion.
Table 6.2 tests this hypothesis by considering
the relationship between attitudes: toward abortion
and marital status controlling for age. Although we
are hindered by the small number of respondents over
30 who have never been.married, it seems that there
is support for this idea. There appears to be a dif-
ference between the attitudes of married and single
individuals only among those under 30. Older indi-

viduals have similar attitudes toward abortion regardless

of their marital status. -
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Tablce 6.2

by age and marital status.

Attitudes of white Am
Percent who approve of

134

ericans toward abortion

legalizing abortion under conditions specified. Data
from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.
1972 1973
under 30 30-49 50+ under 30 30«49 504+
Conditions
. Mother's health
married 91 86 84 ¢ 94 92 89
nevar married 95 12/14 71 96 100 15/19
Defect in fetus )
married 82 81 75 86 87 80
never married 83 11/14 69 89 83 14/19
Rape
married 79 77 79 .83 84 80 .
never married ° 85 12/14. 174 90 83 14/19
Economic problems '
married . 48 48 47 55 53 50
never married "64 7/14 31 70 61 8/19
Unmarried
married 39 41 41 51 49 47
never married 61 10/%4 34 63 56 8/19
Family control ‘ y
married 36 37 38 54 47 42
never married 59  9/14 31 62 52 7/19
N ;
married 193 433 373 195 406 356
never married 118 14 35 125 23 19

Where N is less than 20,
percent of those who appr

is given.

the fraction rather than the
ove of legalizing abortion

{ In previous chabters, we have seen that education,

religion and church attendance are significant variables

in determining attitudes toward abortion.

We therefore

considered the relatipnship between marital status

and attitudes toward abor

variables.

tion controlling for these

Males and females were combined to get a
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larger total sample §iZe on the grounds that they
displayed similar patterns when we looked at the
initial relationship.

Table 6.3 shows the relationship between atti-
tudes toward abortion, marital status and education3.
We see that it is only among those who. have been to
college that the relationship between attitudes toward
abortion,and marital status holds. Among the grade-
school and high-school educated there are only insigni-
ficant differences between the presently marr-
the never married and the widowed.

The normative theory could account for this
finding by considering the effect of education. Because
the grade-school and high-school educated have not
experienced the liberalizing infiﬁence of education,
all will have the same investment iﬁ‘the traditional
family values and norns regar.less of marital stétus.
There will be a uniform belief in the traditional
values no matter whether an individual is married,
single or‘widowed.‘ It is for the college educated,
A/ﬁhere the educational experiences have had a libera-
lizing influence, that there will be differing investments
in the traditional norms depending upon marital status.

Religion and church attendance were also held

constant in the relationship between attf‘gdes toward
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Table 6.3 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by marital status and education. Pexrcent who approve
of legalizing abortion under conditions specified.

Data fkom 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 1973

mar- never widow mar- never widow
ried married ried married
Conditions
Economic problems
grade school 32 26 30 42 46 34
high school 52 40 36 50 54 60
some college 55 82 50 59 74 4/10
college grad. 69 78 0/1 73 88 6/10
Unmarried
grade school 26 31 28 37 41 32
high school 45 43 32 47 50 60
some college < 46 77 45 56 68 4/10
¢ollege grad. 63 76 1/1 72 81 6/10
Family control
grade school 23 41 30 34 41 25
high school 40 32 28 46 48 55
some college 43 71 35 56 62 3710
college grad, 61 76 0/1 66 81 6/10
N - .
grade school 373 39 67 3Q8 37 65
-high school 334 47 25 352 46 20
some college 161 44 20 - 158 53 10 |
college grad. 132 37 - 1 137 32 10

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
- is given.

abortion and marital statué. These tables can be found
in the Appendix - Tabies Al and A2. In neither case
did tﬂe control variable affect the initial relation-
ship. In every religious group, those who have never
been married are more libe 1. than tl.ose who are

presently married, while the idowed are the least
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liberal of all. The same holds true for church atten-
dance. The never mar:ieds are the most liberal, the
widowed the  least liberal and the presently harried
intermediate, regardless of freqﬁency of church atten-
dance. Among the widoweds in 1973 we find an inter-
esting change in the effect‘of church attendance.
Rather than atﬁitudes toward abortion and church '
attendance being linearly related, we find that medium
church-attenders are more liberal in their attitudes
than infrequent church-attenders. This pattern is not
evident among the widowed in 1972, however it is

consistent over all reasons for abortion in 1973.

6.2.2 Family Size -~ Actual, Ideal and Expected

Table 6.4 pr?sents the relatiorshk’ > between number

of children ever had and attitudes toward abortion for
(égles and females. The question ésked of all respon-

dents (including the never marrieds) in the NORC surveys

was "How many children have you ever had? Please

count all that were bornwélive at any time (including

any you had from a previous marriace)". The wording

of the question was such that the responses it generated

were not a measure of present family size - a fact

that was kept in mind in the analysis of the results.
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Table 6.4 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by number of children ever had and sex. Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions spe-
cified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.,

1972 1973
Number of Children Number of Children
0’1’2 \3,4 5+ 0’1,2 3'4 5+ ""'“7

Conditions
Mother's health :

males - 89 85 78 93 94 qg

females 89 82 70 91 93 8
Defect in fetus - . :

males 81 80 67 86 80 81

females 81 71 64 ' 86 - 87 75
Rape

males ‘ °n 78 67 85 81 77

females od 73 60 84 86 67
Economic problems

nales ‘ 55 44 29 61 54 40

females 53 40 33 54 49 32
Unmarried

males 51 37 33 56 51 27

females 46 34 29 52 47 29
Family control . ” _

males 49 “36 25 ~ 59. 48 31

females 42 30 28 47 40 23
N

males 401 199 69 405 154 48

females 395 191 87 - . 414 200 83

The category cutpoints for’this Qariable'~ none to two
children; three or four children;ﬁand five or more
children - were .determined by looking at the entire
range of responses and then cutting at.natural breaks.'
We find that the more children an individual has
had, the less liberal ‘that person is towards legalizing
abortion. Although_there is e?idence of this patﬁern

for all reasons for abortion, it becomes particulariy
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pro;eﬁnced for the three least acceptable conditions.
Sex is not a significant varieble in the relationship.
Both males and females display a similar pattern bet-
‘Wween number of children ever had and ettitudes toward
abortion. The reasoning that was used to ﬁredict the=
felationship between fdﬁily size and attitudes toYard
abortion seems to adequetely explain the results.
The pe;son who has had five or more children will be
more:oéposeg to legalizing abortion Ehén the person
‘who has no éhildren'because the§ have a greater in-
vestment in family values and nofms.

when\the felationshib beﬁween number of ohildren.
ever "had énd attitudes toward abortion 1s locked at
cont*olllng for education, rellglon and church atten-

'

danc 3 We find that none of these control varlables
signifleantly change the initial relationship. There
are still differenees between tﬁe various categories
of the control variable Sﬁt,'above this, there is the
effect of nwmber of children ever had. These tables
canlbe fouqdfiﬂzthe Appendix - Tables A3, A4 and AS.

| The 1972 NORC surQey asked its respondents what
they felt was Lhe "ideal" number of children4.’ Table 6.5
shows the reletionship between this variable and atti-
-tudes toward ébortion for males and fEmaleé. We find
that the greater the number of children.a respondent

says is 1dea1,'the less liberal that person is towards
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Table 6.5 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by ideal number of children and sex. Percent who approve
of legalizing abortion under conditions specified.

Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Ideal Family Size
0,1,2 3,4 5+

Conditions
Mother's health
males 93 83 84
females ' 90 83 74
Defect in fetus ,
males ’ 88 76 66
females 86 74 56
Rape ‘ i
males - 84 75 69 '
females 88 74 59
Economic problems
nmales 61 38 30
females 58 43 26
Unmarried :
males: . 57 33 34
females 55 33 20
Family control h
males 55 30 27
females ‘ 50 30 19
N
males B : 322 266 64 : '
females . 283 297 69 -

1¢galizing abortion. This is not surprising when we
consider the strong relationsﬁip between number of -
children ever had and ideal famiiy.sizes. The norma-
tive explanation that:was used to.accoqu for the
relationship between number of children ever had and
3ttitudes toward abofﬁion can also be used here.

It is the 1ndividua;s wvho claim large family sizes

as ideal that have the greatest adherence to the tradi-

tionai norms and values of parenthood and thus the '



greatest abhorance towards legalizing abortion.

Table 6.6 shows the relationship between attitudes
toward abortion and number of children ever had con-
trolling for ideal family size. We sec that both,
variables —‘number~of children ever had and ideal
family size - influence attitudes. Those who have
had less than three children, and see the ideal family

as conprised of less than threc children, are most

'liberal towards legalizing abortion. Those who have

had five or more children, and see the ideal family.

as having flve or more children, are least liberal.
The%ﬂlfferences due to varlatlonq in 1deal family

size are larger than the differences due to variations

in number of chlldren ever had. TAlS is to be expected.

Wé are hypothesleng that stated ldeal famlly size

and number of chlldren ever had are related to atti-

tudes toward abortlon in the way that they are because

both are indicators of investment in fanily values

and norms. Of the two, however, ideal family size

has greater face validity. Respondentsfwiéh&less.than

three children consist.of_both those who want less

than three children and those who want more children

- but have not yet reached this ideal. According to

our theoretlcal framework, this latter group has a

higher investment in famlly values and -norms. By
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-
Table é.6 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion

by ideal number of children and number of children

ever had. Percent who approve of legalizing abortion .
under conditions specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey. A

Number of Children Had
0’1’2 3’4 5+ ’ (

Conditions
Mother's health '
0,1,2 ideal 94 91 75
3,4 ideal 85 82 77
5+ ideal 82 77 - 76
Defect in fetus _ .
0,1,2 ideal 88 87 - 75
3,4 ideal : 76 74 .70
5+ ideal 68 54 .57
Rape , )
0,1,2 ideal 89 83 69 _ y
3,4 ideal 75 74 72 \ by
5+ ideal _ 71 69 53
Economic problems .
0,1,2 ideal 62 61 39 !
3,4 ideal 46 37 38
5+ ideal 37 23 20
Unmarried
0,1,2 ideal 58 55 42
3,4 ideal - 36 28 38
54 ideal 36 27 18
Family control :
0,1,2 ideal ~ 54 50 4?2 -
3,4 ideal .35 27 27 [
5+ ideal 25 27 18 ;
N o ,/‘ ,,J
0,1,2 ideal - 462 105y 36&
3,4 ideal - 248 251 760"

5+ ideal 56 26 51

measuring.their present family size, we are. introducing
a source of error in our measure which is not present
" the question on ideal family size.

‘hen the relationship between ideal fahily size

o)

. -itudes toward abortion is looked at controlling
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for the variables shown to be important.before (edu-
cation, religiqn and church attendance), we find again
that none significantly change the initial relationship;
The effects of both the control variables and ideal
number of children are apparent in the tables. Tables
of these relationships can be found in the Appendix -
Tables A6, A7 ané A8,

In connection with expected family size, Westoff
reported (1969, pp. 23-24) that when womén were clas-
sified according to whether they said they had all
the children they wanted, the more favorable attitudes
toward abortion appeared among those who did not want
any more children. The 1972 NORC survey asked its
respondents "Do you expect to have any (more) children?".
This question is not exactly synonymous with Westoff's
questionG, but it is similar enough to expect comparable
results. Table 6.7 shows the relationship between
attitudes toward abértion and expectation of more v
children for men and women. We find that there are
not particularly large differences between those who
expect more children aﬁd those who do not. Furthermq:e, '
the differences that are apparént are not in the hypo?_ N et
thesized direction. It is those individuais &ho expect

(more) children who have the slightly more favorable

attitﬁdes.
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Table 6.7 ~Attitudés of white Americans toward abortion
by expectation of (more) children and sexX. Percent

who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

\\) Expects More Children?

Yes No

Conditions
Mother's health

males 91 89

females 92 86
Defect in fetus

males 80 82

females 84 79
Rape - :

males 79 83

females 84 79
Economic problems

males 54 48

females . 52 50
Unmarried ’ '

males ’ 48 45

females 47 43
Family control

males 48 40

females 44 38
N A

males 149 362

females 93 374

We controlled for whether 1 ~spondent presently

has children or not, on the grounc- t-at this variable
might be affecting the relations).:} Dbetween expectation
of children and attitudes toward abortion. Table 6.8
preseﬁté this relationship. we find even less evidence
of é relationship:between attitudes toward abortion

and expectation of.children. There are virtually no
differences-betﬁeenvthose who expect (more) children

-and-+those who do not. The normative theory would predict.
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Table 6.8 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by expectation of (more) children and presence of
children. Percent who approve of legalizing abortion
under conditions specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Expects More Children?

Yes No
~conditions

Mother's health

no children 95 82

children 87 88
Defect in fetus

no children - 86 84

children 77 80
Rape :

no children 83 90

children 78 80
Economic problems

no children 59 58

children 45 48
Unmarried

no children 55 54

children 40 43
Family control :

no children 53 52

children 38 38
N R

no children . 134 50

children 108 686

that those people who have no children and expect no
children would have the highest approval rates. This
is not borne out by our data. Their rates are higher
than £he rates of individuals with children, but there
is very little difference between their rates and the
rates of individuals whé do not presently have children
but expect to have children.

It is difficult to know how to interpret these
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results. If we look at the data we see that the dif-
ferences are between individuals with children ané
individuals without children - ekpectation of (more)
children is not influencing attitudes toward abortion.

It may be that expectation of (more) children is a poor
indicator of the traditional norms and values. To

have found the predicted relationship between expectation
of (more) children and attitudes toward abortion, we
probably would have had to control for the stage each
individual was at in the family-formation process.

Our theoretical framework is set up in such a way
that we can turn to economic considerations if ﬁormafive
factors do not seem to be explaining results. In this
'case, though, the economic framework would not fare any
better than the normative one. Economic considerations
would predict a difference between those who d§ not
want any (more) children and those that do. The people
who have had all the children they want should be more
favorable towards abortion, because there is a possi-
bility that they may have to.resort to it to ensure
not having any (more) children. The people‘still wanting
children should be less liberal - a pregnancy would be
less upsetting to ;hem. This, of course, is not what
the data indicﬁte. It seems best to stay with the

normative framework. The negative findings we found



when we used expectation of (more) children to measure
commitment to the traditional norms were probably due

to its being a poor indicator.

6.2.3 Number of Siblings

In a 1970 study of college students’ attitudes
toward abortion, Maxwell found'that respondents from
. families of four or more children were most conservative,
* those from families of two or three children were more
liberal, and those subjects who were an only child
were- the most liberal of all in attitudes toward abortion.
Both the 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys &z =d thelr res-
pondents how many siblings‘they had, so we looked at
this variable in connection with attitudes toward
abortion. wWe used the cutpoints that Maxwell did,
but divided the category of "4 or more children“>into
"4, 5 or 6 children in family" and "more than 6 children
in family". This was done because there were suffi-
cient cases and préliminary analysis indicated that
such a break was warranted.

Table 6.9 shows the relationship between number
.of siblings and attitudes toward abortion for men and
women. We find! that number of siblings does influence

attitudes toward abortion. Those people with: more than
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Table 6.9 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by respondent's number of siblings and sexX.

Percent

“who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified., Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972

1973

males females

males females

Cconditions

Mother's health
no siblings
1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
5+ siblings
Defect in fetus
no siblings
1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
5+ siblings
Rape
no siblings /
1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
S5+ siblings
Economic problems
no siblings
1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
5+ siblings
Unmarried
no siblings
1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
54 siblings
Family control
.no siblings
.1, 2 siblings
3 to 5 siblings
5+ siblings

no siblings

1, 2 siblings -~

3 to 5 siblings
S5+ siblings

86
89

82

.86
86
77
72

83
83
78
70

56
60
46
34

50
56
43
30

42

40
31

52
229
221
169

85
86
87
80

82
82
77
69

85
81

69 -

49
57
43
38

46
50
36
34

41
46
33
29

39
211
223

193

97
94
95
91

97
86
85
78

97
88
87
73

- 64
67
56
49

70

54
42

64
62

46

33
201
207
168

93
93
91
88

91

85
82

91
87
83
75

59
61
48
36

50
59
48
34

54
54
41
26

44
231

- 217

205

148
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five brothers or sisters are most opposed to legalizing
abortion, while those people with dnly one or two
siblings are least opposed. Maxwell found that res-
pondents wh6 were only children were the most liberal
of all categories. Evidence of this is not apparent
in our table. There is little difference between the
attitudes of those with no siblings and those with one
or two siblings - if any pattern is apparent, it is-
for those with no siblings to be slightly 1e§s liberal
than those with one or two siblings. Sex does not
influence the relationship. 'There is a similar pattern
between attitudes toward abortion and number of siblings
for men and women,

As reportea in the introduction to this chapter,
Maxwell accounted for the more conservative attitudes
of the individuals from large families on the grounds

that prominence of children in a family may be a matter

of family tradition. There is a definite family-size
relationship running through ge;erations, so that

people from léfge families’have large families and
peoéle from small famiiies have small families. Maxwell
argues that this "geﬁeral sense of r?%ponsibility

toward children" is carried over toﬁérd abortion.  The
individua¥ who has éeveral siblings feels a greater
obligation to have children than those with few siblings.

We added to his argument that coming from a large
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fam#&y was an indication of strong exposure to tradi-
tional family vaiues. ‘The major difference in Maxwell's
data set was between only children and those with one
or two siblings. Cur data support his explanation,
however, for us, the major differences were between
those with few sibliﬁgs, those. with some siblings and
those with many siblings.

Knowing that religion and education are related
to number of siblings, we looked at thé relationship
between attitudes toward abortion and number Of siblings
holding each constant. We find that neither of the
control variables significantly change the initial
relationship._ Although the effect of ndmber of siblings
is weak to begin with, and is lessened somewhat, there
are still differences between the various categories of
the control variables. Tables of these relationships can

be found in the Appendix - Tables A9 and Al0. IEB”

6.2.4 The Working Woman

The 1972 NORC surVey asked its respondents about\
their attitudes toward a woman working. .The quesﬁion
was worded "Do you approve or disapprove of a married
woman earning money in business or industry if she
has a husband capable of supporting her?"., Table 6,10

shows the relationship between this variable and atti-
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Table 6.10 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward a woman working and sex. Percent.-who
feel abortion should be legal under conditions specified.
Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Males Females

Married Woman working?
approve disapprove approve disapprove

M P

89 84 88’ 76
~1h 82 76 81 66
Rape A ) 82 72 82 69
Economic problems 56 37 53 33
Uninay “ied 52 34 50 30

Family control =0 30 42 26 p
N 4048 254 438 219

tudes toward abortion for men and women. We find that
there are moderate differences for both men and women
bétween those who apprové of a woman working and those
who do not. As predicted, those who approve of a woman
working are more liberal in tﬁeir»attitudes than those
who disapprove.

When we control for education (Table 6.11), we
find that this difﬂgrence in abortion attitudes betwec.
those who approve of»a'woman'working and those who
disépproVe occurs only among those with a high school
‘'or college education. Individuals with less than a
high school educqtion do not show this relationship
bétween attitqus toﬁard abbrtion and attitudes toward

. ’ .
a woman working. This is similar to what we observed
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Table 6.11 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward a woman working and education.
Percent who approve of legalizing abortion under con-
ditions specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

grade high - sone college
school school college graduate

Conditions
Mother's health -
approvex 80 92 91 30
disapprove - 77 83 80 100
Defect in fetus
approve .74 80 86 89
disapprove 67 73 77 89
Rape ,
approve 67 85 89 .90
disapprove 67 72 72 100
Economic problems ‘
approve 34 55 €4 74
disapprove 29 39 47 54
Unmarried
approve ‘ 30 49 . 56 68
disapprove 26 36 .39 54
Family control
approve 29 44 52 68
disapprove 24 29 35 46
N ; . .
approve : 225 295 178 148
disapprove 261 - 132 51 28

* Codes are to the question of approval of a married
woman working. -

in connection with marital status -~ that is, the dif-
vferences,between categories become significant only
among those with some advanced education. The normative
explanation that was suggested there applies here.
Individuals with less than high school education are
uniformly opposed‘to legalizing abortion. It is. only

when the liberalizing effect of education is introduced

»
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that differences between thoee wha approve of a woman
worklng and those who do not become apparent.

The relelonshlp between attitudes toward a woman
.working and attitudes toward abortion was also looked -
at controlliﬁg for religion and frequency of church
attendance; Neither of. Lhese varlables 81gn1f1cantly
.changed~the initial relationshlp. ‘There were the
expected differénces between the categories of the
.centrol.variablee and between the categories of attitudes
toward a woman working. These two tepies can be found
“in the Appeﬁdix - Tables All and Al2. | |

We had predicted'that3frdividuels who opposed"
married women working would be more opbosed to lega-
lizing abortlon than 1nd1v1duals who did not approve,
because they had ;ndicated a greater acceptance of the
traditional norms by-thelr attitude to working women.
This prediction was confirmed for the majority of the
sample. We were less sure of the impact of a woman's
employment on her attitudes toward abortionf_ It seemed
logical to assume that there would be a difference
in attitudes between.werking and nonworking mothers
because of the tradltlonal norms against working.
Nevertheiess, previous studies (particularly Yarrow, 1962)
had found no differences between working and nonworking

wvives in their definition of the accepted female role

in marriage. .
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Table 6.12 Attitudes of white American married women
toward abortion by employment status. PekXgent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions spe-
01f1ed. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.,

1972 1973 ,
fi working  house working house
b full part keeping full part keeping
t?me time time time
Conditions
Mother's health 88 83 86 94 91 88
“Defect in fetus ' 79 72 8 89 90 83
Rape 80 78 7 . ‘85 80 82
Econonic problems 49 50 48 49 63 46
Urtharried 41 50 37 48 56 43
Famlly control 38 37 36 39 54 39
AN 81 46 321 127 70 299

Tables 6.12 and 6.13 show, respectively, the
relationshlp between attitudes toward abortion and
‘ﬁorklng status of respondent and the relatlonshlp
between attltudes toward abortion and working status
of respondent controlllng for presence of children for
‘whlte, married women. There were various codes for the
variable "working status of respondent"; wé used
only "working full-time", "working paré-time" and
“kegping~houééL. .c can see from the tables that tr o
is very liftle differenctibétﬁeeﬁ tﬁe attitudes 6f
women who.work and women who do not work. Even when"
ve consider 1f they have chlldren or not, we find only

small dlfferences between the groups.’ .@o the extent

that there is any trend, it is the WOméh who work
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Table 6.13 Attitudes of white American married women
toward abortion‘by emploympnt status and presence of
children. Perc®nt vho approve of legalizing abortion
under conditions specified. Data from 1972 and 1973
NORC surveys, :

1972 1973

working  house working\ house
. full part keeping full parW¥ keeping
time time : time ' tim
Condit ichs
Mother*s health '
no children 6/7 3/3 89 93 5/5 84
children . 88 83 86 95 o1 88
Defect in fetus
no children 5/7 3/3 76 86 " 5/5 179
children 80 71 78 90 « 89 84
Rape P
no children "/7 /3 76 71 4/5 76
children Co 9 77 -89 80 83
Economic problems . : FE
no children /7 873 59 . \50 S/5 58 .
children <N -i8 47 y 48 60 44
Unmarried . v v
no. children 3/7 3/3 35 43 3/5 7 50
children 40 48 38 49 55 - 42
Family control o W e
no children 3/7 3/3° 51 500  4/5° 50
children B . 38 33 34 36 52 " 37
N . : S .
no children 7 .3 37 28 5 38
children 74 42 284 99 65 261

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion -
is’given., - ' J

-
o P

Lipart—timg who are most liberal. ) ‘ | .

This supports Yarrow'szfiﬁéings wvhich play down
. , o Soel ' “
the impact of employment Qthhe-mother{role. It appears,

.from her data and supportéd by our data, that working
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and nonworking mothers have similar ideas concerning
the accepted female role in marriage. Yarrow proceeded
more deeply into her analysis by comparing working

and nonworking mothers within ti~ - :bcategories Of

those satisfiedxand those not satisfied with their

, preéent;fo1eé.. She found1§Map,“among those sagisficd,
rgomeﬁ did equally well at tlieir mother role whether
i a -

. or not they were working. . But among thogse mothers

*“who were dissatisfied, the mother who remained at home

did>a poorer job as a mother than the mother who went
out to work. BeCéUse.the NORC surveys asked their
respondents hoﬁ sétisfied they were with the work that
they did;‘we looked at this variable in conngstion
with working mothers. o |

T™he 1972 survey asked only respondénts who were -

currcni.y employed how satisfied they were with the

work that they did.~ The 1973 survey asked the question

of those who were currently employed or keeping house.
Table 6.14‘shows the felétionship between this variable
and attitudes thard‘ébortidn fér white married women.
We find a slight indication of the relationship that
Yarféﬁchund.' Thoée mothers who were satisfied with

the work that\they did were as%equélly likely to approve
of legalizing abortionvwheﬁﬁer they were or were not |
workKing. But among those who were oﬁly moderately
satisfiec, the women whovwere working wé;g:;Eﬁaﬁfii/

B S : : : ‘ “
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Table 6.14 Attitudes of white American married women
toward abortion by employment status and satisfaction
with job. Percent who approve of legalizing abortion
under condit’ ns &) cified. Data from 1972 and 1973
NORC survevs, ,

1972 . 14k973
workKing . WSakitg ™ house
full part full part keeping
time time time time
Conditions ¥
Mother's health o : - e
very satisfied#* 89 84 96 90 o, X®
moderately sat., 86 15/18 93 93 85 T
Defect in fetus » SR
very satisfied 85 72 93 90 83
moderately sat. 71 14/18 84 - 89 86
Rape . ‘
very satisfied 78 76 86 . 83 85
mederately sat. 83 15/18 84 = 76 78
Ecoﬂpmic problens
vety satisfied 46 ' 48 . 45 37 947
moderately sat., 54 9/18 5% 69 743
Unmarried ’ :
very satisfied +43 60 43 52 46
moderately sat. 37 -~ 7/18 54 62 37
Famlly control . ,
very satisfied 37 44 38 50 40
moderately sat. 40 618 40 62 35
N SN
very satisfied 46 25 69 40 120
moderately sat., ¢ 35 18 . 97 29 106

\v >

* Codes of "satisfaction with job” variable.

Where N is 1less than 2Q, the fraction rather tﬁan the
wvho approve of legalizing abortion

percent of those
is given., .

& "»\
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more liberal toward legalizing abortion than the women

who remained at home. Yarrow accounts for the attitudes
.of dissatisfied nonworking mothers by suggesting that
they are staying home out of a sensce of duty and not
from desire. This‘could also account for our findinés.
The slightly lower approvel rates of the dissatisfied
nonworking wife could be a reflection of the fact that
she is stavying home because she feels a sense of obli-
gation to do SO, |

From the data in this section, it appégrs‘that,
although attitudes toward a woman working are related
to attitudes toward abortion, the actual fact of a
woman working is not. Although it seems logical to '

assume that there would be a differsdace in attitudes

toward. abortion between working and ##working .mothers-

because of traditional family nornms, qu:/negative

findings are in accord with what previous studies have

found. Thisﬂsuggeéts to us that women may be working

because they haye to - i.e. for financial reasons -

and, therefore, this variable may be a poeor measure

of commitment to tradiﬁional norms. We would need data .
.7 on why women were working, and vhether they felt free

.to quit at any time, to test this hypothesis.

t
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.
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6.3 Sulmmary of Findings

In this chapter, we have been terting ourgtheore-
tical framework of attitudes toward abortion by seeing
the extent to which the conventional norms_surrounding

marriage and the family could account for individuals®

HREA W Sy

‘attitudes toward’ a"ortlon. we have compared the atti-

tudes of groups with varying déggees of commitment and
investment in the traditional norms. Our findings have
been largely as we had bredicted then.

Marital status was-related to attitudes toward
abortion in a way predicted by the theory. Among the
college educated, those who were married were less
libefal than those who had never been married. 'We
suggested that the grade school and high scho@l educated™”
did not show this rélationship between marital status ‘
and attitudes toward abortion because they all believed
in the traditional values - the 1iberaliZing effect
of education had not introduced its influence.

Actual and ideal fémily size were related-to\atti—?
tudes _toward abortion in a way compatible with normatlve
conQrdnratlons. As the number of children a respondent
had or ?elt ‘was ideal 1ncreased, the less liberal that
person becam; toward legalizing abortlon. Expectation

of (more)_chn&dren did not work. There were no dif-

ferences between the attitudes of individuals with no



children who were not planning to have any children and
the attitudes of individuals with no children but who
were expecting children.» Both groups were, however,
more liberal than individuals\with children,

Number of siblings correlated with attitudes toward
abortion in a way predicted by our theory. Assuming
that number of siblings is a measure of "exposure to
traditional values" or "a general schse of responsi-
bility toward children", the finding that those people
frpm large families are more ovposed to abortion than
those from small families was to be expected.,

Attitudes toward a woman working were related to
aétitudes towvard abortion in a way compatible with
normative considerationséaghat is, those against a woman
working were thosa agaih§% legalizing abortioir, ‘"The |
fact of a woman working,'however, wvas not; This finding
seemed suéprising considering the traditional norms
against mothers working, but previous studies had
suggested that there are no differences between how
working and nonworking mothers define the acceptéd
female role in marriage. It appears that ofientation.to'
traditional family values and norms predict attitudes
toward abortion, whereas involvement in traditional

family structures does not.

et
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Footnotes ’

Numerous articles, in both scientific journals and

popular magazines (i.e. Redbook, Good Housekeeping),

point out the pressures that are put upon people to
marry and have children. Blake (1968, p. 16), for

example, says:

"Not only are individuals under strong insti-

~ tutional. pressure to marry and start a family,

but the decision to do s0, even in the face

6f financial difficulties, receives widespread

moral (and, if necessary, tangible) encour-

‘agement, " ‘
We were unable to locate any research considering
the effect- wdrking has on the giiilt feelings of
mothers.f?ﬁéwever, f:owhconveréations with mothers
who work and from various articles and letters in
such women's magazines as Redbook and McCalls, it
seems to us that wamen who work do feel guilty and
have to justify their working (i.e. "It doesn't
really harm the children."; “I'm home before they
ére."; -"They have an excellent babysitter.").

Because the differences between the presently
married, the never married, and the widowed were
insignificant gor the conditions mother's heal}h,
defect in fetus, and rape, the table considers
only economic problems, woman not‘married, and
abortion as a method of family control. This will
also be the case when we control for religiéh

and church attendance.

- The "ideal number of children® qguestion was not

asked in 1973. There is also no information on
expectation of more children.

161
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5. The Pearson correlation between ideal family size
and number of children ever had was +3324, which
was significant at the .001 level. (N= 1295)

6. A distinction is made in the literature between
"expect" and "want" in connection with family size.
For wiiite Americans, however, this distinction
is relatively minor.



Chapter 7

ATTITUDES TOWARD SEX

7.1 Introduction to aAnalysis

The final set of traditional morail norms that the

normative theory draws upon are the traditional sexual

norms of society. a relationship between a- “tudes

toward abortion and general underlying attitudes toward

sex has been pointed out by Rossi (1967), Maxwell (1970)

and Westoff (1969). Their contention is that, deeply
buried beneath the discussion of abortion, there are
unfésolved attitudes toward S5eX. Support for this

position is readily found in various anti—abortioQ,

!
"letters to the editor”., One letter, written .into

the Edmonton Journal, illustrates this point nicely;

"I will tell you in this letter that abortion -
and birth control are only excuses to induilge in
vile sex practices and have sex relations out of
the bond of marriage; in short, an excuse to
have the so called Pleasure without the respon-
sibility thereafter, mainly to love a child and
bring it up in honor., "

’ Edmonton Journai, May 11, 1974

163 .
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In this chapter, we shall test out this notion.
We snall See to wvhat extent attitudes toward abortlon
are an extension of agtltudes toward sexual practices
which are traditionally defined as illegitimate, As -
mentioned in section 2.3, we shall use three measures  °
of a.general attitude toward sex: attitudes toward

Premarital secx, attitudes tovard extramarital sex and

attitudes toward homosexuality.

7.2 Findings

7.2.1 Attitudes toward Premarital Sex

In her 1967 article, Alice Rossi looked at the
relationship between attitudes towafd premarital sex
and attitudes4§oward abortion. She found that res-
ﬁrictive'atti;udes on premarital sex-bore a strong
relationship to position to legal abortion for eVery
abortion condition specified. Moreover, she found
that the relationship differed by sex. There were no
differences between‘men‘and wvomen among those with

oA
restrictive views toward pPremarital sex, but among
those with permissive attitudes, men were much nore
inclined than women to support the ideca of legalizing

v

abo on,

;
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Table 7.1 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes towzrd pre-marital sex and seX. Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specifled. . Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Pre-marital Sex
Always Almost Sometimes Not

Wrong \/rong Wrong "Wrong

Conditions
Mother's health ' _

nales - 77 89 92 94

females 75 -84 4 a5
Defect in fetus :

malegs o 65 86 86 88

females 63 78 86 88
Rape v

males ‘ 67 80 84 85

females . 66 79 89 90
Econonic problems ‘ o)

miges 30 40 57 ! 64

females ; .29 42 62 71
Unmarried :

males 26 33 52 63

females 24 37 57 . 65
Family control L

males 22 34 49 627

females . 20 30 51 64
N . : ~ ,

males 214 80 166 191

females 293 " 81 160 \103

Table 7.1 shows the relationship between attitudes

toward abortion and attitudes toward premarital sex

/

for men and womnen. Datp were available oniy for 1972;
the 1973 NORC survey did not indlude a qﬂéstion on .

attitudes toward premariﬁal sex. (They/didh\however,

‘consider attitudes toward other t'pes/sf illégitimate

sex which we shall consider shortly.) - The codes we

used were the codes initjially used by WORC - premarital



Se# relations are "always wrong“,b"almost alwvays wrong",
"wrong only sometimes" and "not wrong at all"., we

find that attitudes toward preﬁarital Sax bear a decided
relationship on attitudes toward abortion. vThose
individuals who are against legalizing abortion afe
those individuals opposed to premarital\nﬂx. We do

not see evidence of the interacti -. by sex. here are
no differences between men and -~ n amo: - those with
restrictive views or a&ong those with permissive views.

. . . , . : i .
This is in line with our previous findings. Throughout

& study we have not witnessed sex differences -

differences other studies have seen - and we have put

this down to the chénging female role. .,

When we control for education (Table 7.2), we find
that both education and attitudes toward premarital
sex influence attitudes toward abortion. For this
table, and all other tables using controil variabies,
attitudes toward premarital sex was .recoded into thrée
categories - the "almost always wrong" and the';wrong
only sometimes”" codes were collapsed. For all reasons
for abortion, there are sizable differences between the
attitudes of individuals from different educational

classes and between the attitudes of individuals with

‘differing views toward premarital sex. We find some

evidence of the usual interaction in which the effect

of education is weak in the case of those respondents

166
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Table 7.2 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward pre-marital sex, education and sex.
Percent who approve of legalizing abo i »m under condi-
tions specified. Data from 1972 NOR Sarvay.

MALES FEMALES
Pre-marital ¢ Pre-marital Sex’
Always Some- .ot Always Some- Not
Jrong times Wrong Wrong times Wrong
Condi?‘_-{(_)_x_lls_
Mother's health , .
~ grade schbol 69 88 89 69 85 93
high school g8a " 90 98 79 92 a7 §
some college 76 23 95 84 91 a5
college grad. 81 95 95 9/12 100 S5
Defect in fetus i
grade school 60 76 82 61 78 90
high school 66 84 89 G5 84 90
some college 72 91 92 70 87 91
college grad. 71 96 92 6/12 100 95
Rape ‘ .
agrade school - 58 71 76 57 78 80
high school 79 77 85 74 86 93
some .college 66 91 92 - 74 - 87 91
college grad. . 71 96 95 . 10/12 100 100
Economic problems
grade school 21 28 48 22 41 60
high school 37 49 71 : 35 55 64
some college - 38 64 69 39 63 76
college grad. 38 74 76 : 5/12 79. 91 .
Unmarried : : .
grade school 16 28 47 18 34 57
high school 39 34 71 26 55 55
some college 31 56 69 35 50 71
college grad. 33 71 74 5/12 . 69 86
Family control '
grade school 15 29 45 14 31 57
high school E 29 38 67 24 43 52
some college 24 49 69 26 50 67
college grad. 29 67 74 3/12 72 91
N .
grade school - 101 75 62 143 63 30
high school 62 61 52 - 95 112 31
some -college 29 55 39 » 43 32 21
college grad. 21 55 - 38 12 29 21

where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
bercent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given.
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on the éonéé?vative end of the control variable - ! :
this case,.among respondents who feel premarital sex
is always’wrong.‘ However, “or respondehts who feel
premarital sex 1s only sometimes wrong or not wpong,
it appedrs that baotl variables are important in déter- "
minﬁng attitudes toward abortion.

We find a sex differeance in this reldtionship.
It is not, however, in the direction speéifiea by Rossi.
For the thréé mbst,accepﬁable reasons fbr abortion -
mother's health, défect in fetus, and rape - the attitudes
of the males and females are sihlagf It .is for the
threp least acceptable reasons thét dlffurencLu appear,
For college gradiates and individuals with less than
a high school education, we find that among those with
permissive views toward premarits - -ex, females are
more liberal (by an average of 13 vercentage points)
thhan males. Among those with{moré restrictive views
on premarital sex, there are no differv;ces between
males and femalgs. For indiviéuals who have been to
~college but have not graduated, there are no differenceg?
between the attitudes of males and female§ in any

category of attitudes toward premariﬁal seX. For those

with a high school education, among those with permissive

views toward premarital sex, males are more liberal

(by an average of 13 percentage points) than females.

-t
(¥



_mﬁie and foMﬁlt attltudeq are thc bame.“"Nbrmatives

"llberal than

'éﬁissive views, females are moére libéral than males. By
. 0 K} - .. - R :

not having the 1973 data set to check our findings

For high school graduates with more restrictive views

on premuritalAscx, the attitudes of the males and femaleq
are similar. ' v ' . s e
. ' . . Ca .

TR gk

In sum, we observed that there were no differehces

in attitudes between men and women for-the héalth reasons.

for abortion or among those with restrictive views

o
4

toward premarital sex for the "birth-control' reasons

for dbortion. However, among those with permissive
attitudes toward premarital sex and for tht blrth control

reasons, a qOX\dlffOthCL appnqrb For college graduates

and 1nd1v1duals w1th less tha 1qh‘school’ >ducation;

females are moxg 11beral than : For hlqh school

“graduates, malaes are,more llberql thanf males. ‘For  .

thoac who havt sain2 colloqe but have 'grdduated;wthc‘ ; ng
» N Ty L -.‘T‘ . , e

s

- } w

con81dorat10ns would oredltt that mdle would be more

2NN .
\...;.‘w\

_le es . in. attltuqu toward abortlon , T 5
’\., . ) .
regardloqs &f attltudeé ton&zd premarltal sex. It can

account for the latk of a sex d: ’fercnce on the g{bunds
ﬁs‘\ ) .
that the normatlve structure, which gives women one role

. 4
and men anotner, is changing. It cannot account for

.Lhe flndlnq tnat aﬁong those w1th less than a hlgh

N

school education and among college graduates with per:'

N

) T R RLIN

.



«§O@that ,ear.  We hth other measureb of sexuallty

<, e

' case, nevertheltss, that fo: ever? a%ortlon condltlon

R .
and for every category*of att;tudes toward premarltal

-

against, we can not tell whether this is a trend that

needs £8 be explained or a random fluctuation specific

“

' we w111‘%e looklng at in connection with educatlon.

Weyshall reserve any explanations until we have more

-

information. ‘ » e

Our next step is\to look’ at attitudesﬂtoward abo:tion**ﬂ

¥

and attltudee toward premarltal sex controlllng for

Lelxélon and sex. Tab1§%7 3 preSents the°° results, .

“ ; t » yr

\ { ‘\ ' J o - he.

In thls tabln, "Jew1sh" and%@Aqn05§an"‘were combined into ™

\.

a 81ngle category. .We felt thés was warr anttd on the’
) o

basis of ‘the 51m11a§¥ty between theqe two groups in

u

attltudte toward oremarltal éex For Protestant and
pwy

Cathollh males, w2 f&nd that both reﬁiglon and attltudeo

By

toward promarltal seﬁyaffect att;tudes toward abortlon. '

«
A ’ N
i

‘For the Jew1sh/Agnosti Ygroup, however, the
\,’ ’ &

ffect of

attltudes toward pfﬁﬁarltal sex on at‘;cltud7 toward

7

abortlon seems;sllght. There are Kot really_enough.

.

cases, though, to come to a firm'bbnciusioh. It is the

b -

sex, the Protestants are'moregblberal than the Catholicst
. - - k . - .

‘and the jewish/ﬁgnosticé are the mdét liberal'ofxalr.

&h

For females, we find a dlff%rent relatlonahlo

between attltudes toward abortlon, a’ itudes toward

-
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L

Where N 1is leSSJthan 20, the fractlon rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortlon_,

is given.

.Table 7.3 Attxtudes of' white Amerlcans toward abortion

by attitudes toward pre- wqaltal sex, religion and uex.,w

Pertent who approve of legalizing abortion under condi- "

tions specified. Data frow 1972 NORC survey. 0

MALES FEMALES
Pre-marital Sex Pre-marital Sex
Always Some-~ Not Aays -Spme-  Not
Wwrong times Wrong Wwrong times wrong

Condjtions »

Mother's healtX ) . . .
Protestant L2 94 95, 77 95 93
cathqlic. 68 84 85 72 79 97 .
Jew/Agnostic K4 16/18 100 6/9 16/16 96

Defect in fetus i e - ;

Protestant, 5&‘975 %1% 88 69 90 91
Catholic CE. A/ 5. 76 80 49 74 90
Jew/Xgnostic _3/47 16M8 98 .6/9 13/16 93

Rape T ‘ _ S :

-+ Protestint | '77 83 87 69 - 90 82
.;:-"“" Catholic 81. 74 . .59 73 97
“ - Jew/Agnostic 2/4 16/18 92 "7/9 14716 96

*Economic p¥oblwms R Oy ,

“ Protestant . 32 %5 63 & 32 6%, 61 )
Catholic 23 39 ,,,gs_, 16 39 707 4
Jew/Agnostic 3/4 15/18 “ 79 6/9 11/16 .85 :

Unma%bled ' o ’ : . .8 :
Prote$tant - 29 46" - 60 L 24 52
Catholic 19 34, 52 ¢ 21 '20 %60
J@:w/:\gncﬁstlc | 3/4 14/18 77 4/9 1i/16 89

" Family control L A& - T L

. Protestant. S - 46 60 ° 21 48 50

sgcatholie - W 32 " 4. 13 27 63
. ostic -3/4" r4/18 v 75 4/9 11/16 85,

aN 134 140 03 . 203 154 44 ‘
Catholic 73 82 46 7 75 66 30- :
Jew/Agnostic 4 18 Yg - 90" 16 27 .
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' remarital’ se 3and rellglon. Protostant fomales who

»”

.eel premarital sex is only somttlme wrong are As

liberal towards,LngL;i* abortion as thoseMwho believe

premaritadl sex is ne&er"‘rong. Among females of the

e

olher two religious groups, we see the standard increase .
in liberal attitudes toward abortion between those

who believe premarital sex is alwavs wrong and those L
@ﬁo believe.it is never wrong. The result of the.

fPtotestant females' failure to show the standard in—

. creases in liberalism 1s that, aTthough they are more N A

‘liberal than Cathollq,womegkﬁt the levels -of f%fllnq i
Y

. pre marltal sex 1is always wrong and only sometimes
‘wrong, among those who feol prémarital sex is not

- wrong, Catholic women are more liberalﬁ(by an avérage ' e
of 15 percentago points) than PnoLesLang women.~ This
- seems to suggest that Prote&tant womcn .see premarltal

EAl

sex in absolute terms - it is wrong or it is right.

o Distinguishing betweerw those who answer "sometimes L
*
wrong" and those who answtr "not’ wrong" contributes

fo thtle in accodhtlng for the attitudes toward abortlon Wpu

of’ Protestant-females.. L R
< ’ ;
] . Our flnal control variable 1n the relatlonshlp
R - n *
betwmen attltudts towatrd abortlon and attitudes toward

" 3T
,/t. = :t:,v'

prpmarltal seX is church attendance. Unlike'RoSsi, we”'

, ~ -

' find that church attendance is related to attitudes.
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toward premarital,sex2, thus weé nced to control for it
to determine its effect on the initial relationshipva
Tfable 7.4 presents the results., We find that both

church attendance and attitudes toward premarital sex

affect attitudes toward abdrtion. “Particularly for
. n ot

“%? the three least acceptable abortion conditions,'thereb
are differences betypen the three church attendance
categories and differences between the premaritai sex .
categories. The only place wheré attitudes toward

premarital sex sca¥¥ to have,little effect is among the

irreligious 4n¥ thié case of the acceptable reasons for
# : . _ e

. . ‘ . ‘?&. ) ) Ca a . : o "’A .. ‘\
4 abortion. =~ FB " : L Gla T
’ . ' 'tf), - ) . - " .
T N - "QI!IE,' )
: -~ By and large, sex is Insiqnificant in the.r i

) «tionship; in most cases the same pattern is apparent

for males and females and the absolute percents are
~N a N

U ) . . :
~ Similar in all cellsy The one instance of interaction -
g

{ ~

is in the attitudes of women who approve of premarital
» .

sex. It %ppearS‘thattfrequency of cHunch attendance
. [ ! N - -

o &

may have no effect on the attitudes of.permissive - .

wonen toward the less acceptable reasoms for abortion,

1 PR 23 Vi
- Q{‘

- : 3 . . L . - ,
however we are hampered in coming té a. firm cohclusion

by the small number of high churdh~attendingfwomeh who

Loy B

7" feel premarital ‘sex”is hot wrong.

We are interested in determining in this chapter

A

whether or not a general "attitude toward illegitimate
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Table 7.4 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward pre-marital sex, church attendance
and sex.  Percent who approve of legalizing abortion
under conditions specified. " Data from 1972 NORC survey..

s
%

O

& MALES FEMALES b, 4~
- Pre-marital Sex Pre-mgrital Sex
Always Some~ Not Alvay¥g Some Not +
Wwrong times Wrong Wrong times Wrong
Conditions . (. =
Mother's health s . e
low attendance . .98 96. 96 86 99 “94
medium attend., 77 .92 95 78 95 ..
high attendance 70 84 77 71, 83 16/
Defect in fetus R - . : o
- low attendance = 9L 92 89 82 . 89 89
méQéym attend. . 60 86, "'89 " -63 . .86 94 -
hic attendance - 58 79 =77 - 58 81 16/17 -
Rape g v . \ o '
low attendance 90 390 85 80 96 89
mediun attend. 73 84 86 66 87 88
high attgyd 56 74 - 82 62 77 17/17
Economlc B : . S , & .
low att 45 62 65 - 50 66 75 .
medium attend 2 ;&EQ.: 66 32 56 68
high 1Ltendance $“§ 41 54 - ‘23 46 11/17
Unmarried
low attendance : 40 60 72 ' 34 70 71
medium attend., 7 46 55 19 48 62
high attendance 25 31 45 23 36 9/17 ,
Famlily control :
‘low attendance 33 57 66 32 60 . 67 .
medium attend. 25 45 58 18 45 62 n.,
" high attendance 17 31 50 17 32 10/17
low attendance , 42 77 102 44 74 52
medium attend.,  ° 52 87 64 68 62 34
high attendance 120 81 22 ~ 180 + 104 17
Where N is legs than.20, the frattiou rather than the
' percent of those who approve of lega%lzlng abortion o !
is given, ' BT
.*:7. o - % 5 » , 5
s



# R

b

&rJ

-1llag1t1mat@ °eﬁ:1q falrly 1moortant 1n determlnlng

'attltudes Loward abortlon.,

v

sex" 1is related to attltudes towald abortlon. From
the data presentnd in connection with attitudes toward

prcmaxatal Sex, we baelieve we can conclude that it does.
) J

There appear° to be some underlylng attitude toward

sex that, 1ndeo£ﬁdent of rgllglon, education or church
‘J
attendanCL, affOCLb attitudes Loward abortion. We were

only ubl@ to uoc Lhe 1972 oata’~ the 1773 Ourvey did

f;not 1nc1ude'a qupqtlon .on” attltudes’toward prumarltal“

o L

u.

- sex - buL the dlfferchLs vere larg¢ enough and stro‘g

Tay M 2

-enouqn to squ(qt that a gencral attltude toward

[

v g
»

gt

ﬁrhe 1Q7B.NO§C*survey;dld include a number of

questions tapping other aspects of sexuality, thus we

will now ﬁprﬁ to them and see if they too, lnfluence

KR u

attitudes toward abortion 1nq§pgndent1y of oLer variables,

TN )

7.2.2 Attitudes towawrd Infidelity

, o
-

The 1873 NORC.survey'aé}. =a numbor'bf questlons

that-can be soen as 1nd1cators of‘a gennral attltude‘
£dward sex. ' The first one we shall look at is attitudes
toward 1nf1del¢tv. The question a;ked of respondents
was: "Thwre has been a lot of talk about how morals
andjattltudes about sex are changing in this couhtry.

I

A

>
o



o

'for (on@ at a time) educdtion, rellglon and church . v

.
N \\“;.‘(\
»
Q

What is your opinion about a married person having

Sexual relations with someone other than the marriage

. . o gt
partner - is it always wronfey almost always wrong,

wrong only sometimes, or not wvrong at all?" In our
initial analysis, the codes "almost always wrong" and
"wrong only sometimes" were callapsed because of the
relatively small number of ‘people who answered anvthlng
but "always wronq".. Table 7.5 ‘presents the relatlonshlp

between attitudes toward abortion and attitudes toﬁard

infidelity for men and wvomen. We find a 51m11ar paLtern

?_s toward abortion and attitudes towardd_,

premarital sex. For both males and fomales, it is

those people who are liberal towards 1nf1de11ty who are

liberal tovards lpgallzlng abortion. Among those with
restrlctlve v1ews toward extramarital sex, females

‘seem slightly less lleral thah males (7 perCtntage -

5 ¢
points over the Lhree leaot acceptable.reasons) but -

Fo o

‘

any sex difference‘diSappgéfs among the permissive.

\3The relationship was then looked at controlllng

attendance to insure it 'was noé the relationship of
one of theke variable< with attitudes toward infidelity
LhaL was produc1ng the 1n1t1a1 finding. Attitudes

towvard 1nf1dellty were recoded into two categories -
f

176
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Table 7.5 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward infidelity and sex. Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions speci-
fied. Data from 1973 NORC survey.

- @xtra-marital sex
Afwayé Some Not
Wreng 'Question Wrong

Conditions

Mothexr's health : . ' oﬁﬁ'
males 91 99 97
females 89 97 11/11 ¢

Defect in fetus '
males 79 93 84
females ' 81 - 95 11/11

Rape
males 2 78 94 100
fenales ' 79 92 10/11

Economic problems ‘

" males ' 47 74 88 .
females ' 41 .73 11/11

Unmarried ‘
males 44 66, 84
females 39 .70 10/11

Family control v
males .43 . 72 81
females 32 ~ 70 10/11

N . 7
malcs. 389 180 32
females 520 165 11

—\

Where N i% 1less thop 20, the fraction rathe “han the)

percent of those .who approve of legalizing ¢ rtion ~ ~
is given. ' ' ' ~
* 2 \ - - 1~’

., . ’

P} .- o
Y

R { N\ ) .
"always wrong" aqg "some .question'". "This was done
.* because the. majority. of the respondents felt extra-
‘e : - 1
marital® sex was always wrong and to get any reasonable

. % . N . ‘
Slze conmparlson group, 1t was necessary to combine all

-

other ‘responses., Undoﬁbtedly, the range of the positive

and negative feeling was reduced, but this was the

o f



price we [+1t we had to pay to get workable sample sizes.
Table 7.6 presents the relationship between atti-

tudes toward abortion and attitudes toward extramarital

O

sex controlling for education and sex. We find, as

was the case with attitudes toward premarital sex,
that education and attitudes toward infidelity both
affect attitudes tovard abortion. when we were looking
at attitudes toward premarital sex and attitudes toward
abortion controlling for education and sex, we found

interaction between education and sex. Evidente of

a similar relat#mship inﬁis teble is not apparent.
S
Foy the health dhégﬁhb for dﬁbrtlon, female college
W, )

graduatus with. restrlctlve views toward 1nf1d%11ty

are more liberal (by an average of 16 percentage points)

-,

in regards to abortion than the corresponding male

group. ‘Other than thji# the attitudes of the maleé

and females are similar Q ggr&the\Plrth—control roaqonslﬁ
‘for abortlon, men‘seom °11éﬁti§/;g;e 1f§era;ﬂthan women.‘
There are\qﬁdootlonQ, however: Lhe dlfferenc;q are small.

.

towald ab rtlon and attltudes toward 1nf1delity con~

trollln:yfor rellglon and sex. Again ve find dlffepencés
due botll to relidion and attitudes. toward extramarital

. sex. Jews and agnostics (bth males and females) are-

.

more liberal than Protestants whoiffg,more.liberal than

Catholics, while those who feel extramarital sex need

4

.7 presents the relationship between attitudes

178
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Table 7.6 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward infidelity, education and sex.

Percoentt who avprove of legalizing abortion under con-
ditions speciticd. Dbata from 1973 NORC survey.
. MALES FEMALES
Infidelity Infidelity
. Always Sonme Alwvays Some

Wrong Question wrong Question

ggpditiqns
Mother's health
~ grade school
high school
some college
college grad.
Defect in fetus
grade school |,
high school
some college
college grad.
Rape
grade gchool .
high school
some college |
college grad.

Econonic problenms

. grade school
high school
§om; college
coll@ge grad.
Unmarried
grade school
high school
soma college
college grad)
Famlly control
grade ocnool
high sclivol
some college
college grad.

grade qchool,
J¥igh school
some college
college graQ.

87
95

95.

88

72
87
87

76

L 66
T 86
' ' 92.

80

42
45
52
63

36

39
55
- 63

36 .

T 43
s« 48
T+ 58

157

112

60
59

98
a6

100
100 -,

84 *.
06"
oy #
,9}

gt ~‘,4

. qg ﬁl gs
.98 u\‘(ar f‘* ‘

A

98
63
73
82

86

51

67
74
-82 j

61
69 o
80
82

51
49"
61
51

G

88
86
92

100

76
83
84
94
-
73

{:éjg?.
ke

97

35
41

.. o 45
H64

34
39
44
61
24
34

38
47

198

211
73

36,

94
97
97
100

91
94
97
100

84
95

. 84

100

47
79 -
76
30

,44 ‘

‘75
73
90

44
78
68

90

32
67
37
39
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Table 7.7 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward infidelity, religion and sex.
Percent who apnrove of legalizing abortion under con-
ditions specified. Data from 1973 NORC survey,

MALES FEMALES
Infidelity Infidelity
Always Sonme Alvays Some
Wrong Question wWwrong Question
conditions
Mother's nealth ' o
Protestant 92 * 97 91 98 .
Catholic . ) 89 . 100 82 94
Jew/Agnostic 18/19 100 95 100
Defect in fetus o .
Protestant _ - 83 92- 85 . ©8
Catholic” 72 88 73 87
Jew/aAgnostic 15/19 100 90 100
Rape - ¢ , o o ‘
Protestant . 8L =96 . 81 91~
Catholic . 69 8 ; 73 87
Jew/Agnostic : 16/19 100- . . 90 97 -ﬁ
Economic®proplems ’ T ) -
Protestant ‘ : 53 78 4 76 Lo
Catholic : 32 61 30, 54 ;
Jew/Agnostic .. 11/19 91 81 97
Unmarried . : , .
Protestant - e, 8500 70 e 43 71
Catholic 29 53 ¥ 25 57 |
Jew/Agnostic .9/19 85 © 90« 92 ¢ .
Family control ' ' '
Protestant 49 76 : 34 - 69
Ccatholic ' + 26 . 58 .22 59 °
Jew/Agnostic 9/19 85 7 ~N . 76 92 -~
N : i | _ v
Protestant ~, 257 102, * 329 86
Catholic o 1105 57 . 161 46

Jew/Agnostic 19 47 : 21 39

where W is less than 20, the fraction rathaqr than the
percent of those who approve of legalizingghbortion

is gisren, % 4
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‘aQtltudes tqyar abortlon and autltudcg toward 1nf1dellty

. also aopear. For wemen, all church atttndance cate~

181
not always be wrong'ére more 1iberél,towards Qbortion
than those who feel it is always‘wrong{“ when wé were
looking at attitudes toward pfemariﬁal.sex and atfitudes
toward abortion controlling for reliqion and éex, we
saw tlat catholic women were ﬁqre liberal than Protestant
women among thoe;«‘:zith permissive views toward pre-
ﬁ%ﬁﬁtal éex.. bv1dence of this is not ;nbareht when : '
we 1ook at attltuduq towald infidelity. By collanflng

4o -

attltudcs towbru lhfldellty 1nto two catggorlco, we

. may havu eliminated ﬁho DOSglblllty of flndlng quch a

result, howover, there are so few Catholic wommn who o

.
v : . , sl

"feel extrama:itaxhsex~is "not wrong" that to revert back

o the three ategorleq would be pointLess.

W Tablo 7.8 pre onts the relatlonthp between

by church attendance and sex. BQ&h attitudes toward a3

infidelity and church attendance scem to affect attitudes

P G

toward abaytion, however, some 1ntere$t1ng 1nteructlons
4 ‘ t

goxles show relntlvelv the cqme p rcentaqe 1ncrc1*

in llberal attltudes toward abortion hetween those who

'feel 1nf1dellty is always wrong and those who feel

3

ther is comc quc:tlon about 1t. For, .mmen, on the othe
G J n'”z-f‘ \

'hand thern 1q sSomne 1nd1hat10n that for those who are

medium churcn attqnders, attltuges toward“infidellty

N
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Table 7.8 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward infidelity, church attendance- and ¢
SaxX.  Percenbt who avprowve of leaalizing abortion under
vsata from 1973 NORC survey.

conditionns specified,

MALES FEMALES
Infidelity. Infidelity

Always Some
wrong Question

Always Some
wrong Question

: are_&pf\;hat important in

‘abortion., That is,. there

. attitudes towvard abortion

men who feel extramarital

.

conditions :
Mother's health
low attendance 94 99 93 100
- mediup attend. 938 97 93+ 98 -
high Bftendance 83 100 : 83 92
‘Defect gnf#etus - n > '
lovw attendance 82 - 95 . : 83 100
medigh attond. 95 = 91 86 98
high%attendance 67 90 77 85
Rape ' [N . i
" low attendance 578 98 87 97
* medium attend. 91 91 84 - 92
high attendance 68 30 , 71 82
Econonic problems” R Py . )
Aow attendance 53 v 83 52 86 L
medium atcoendd 64 80 50 178 oo
high attendance 31 48 30 . 50 - .
Unmarried : : e
low, attendance 46 78 - 49, . 83 .
medium attend. 62 66 48 -~ 73
high attendance 30 45 29 47
Family control oo .
lovw attendance 52 83 45 81
medium attend, v 55 73 40 . 73
high attendance . 27 42 20 50
N ) ' . ) . _ : ‘
low attendancg .- 125 .. 116 . 130 - 86
medium atténd, - | T 111 64 147 7 49 '
high attendance - 1527 31 22397 740
?« . : >
_'\ Ve Lo

-

determining attitudes toward

is not much difference in

between mediumn church-atténding

sex is always wrong and those

.



rate among’those who feel extramarit
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who feel that there is some questi0n.»,Looking at the
table the other way, we see that among men with res-
trictive views o; infideiity,'tﬁe medium éhurch attenders
are sizeably nore libéral (an average of 10 pércehtage
poinﬁé“over all reasons) than the low church atténders.
Itfis this in fact which is reducing the difference
in libefallattitudes'towqrd‘abo;tioﬁ between the méﬁium
chu;ch attending men who feel extramarital sex is
always wrong and théqe.who feel that there is some
question. women do not show this hi abortion approval
§Iysex is always
wrong and thus éhow thie standard, and expected, increases
betyeen the two categories Of the extramarital question.
Why men who are medium church attenders and hold
restricéive views‘toﬁard é&trémarital seﬁlshow such high

ra

rates of approval of abortion is a puzzle. The pattern

was not ¢. ’'ent when we looked at attitudes towarad

premaritai sex. It may be a function of the data set

or it may be that for medium church attending men,

attitudes toward infidelity are not related to attitudes

toward abortion.:

7.2,3 Attitudes toward'Homosexualifx

(
%

The second question tapping a generai’attitude



[ : .
toward sex fron éhe 1973 NC v that we shall,
look at has to do wiﬁh attit: ">~ +ovard hohéséxuality.
The question asked wass "wﬁat about sexual reiations

between two adults of the same sex - do you think it

is always wrong, almost always wrong, wrong only some-

. times, or not wrong at all?". As was the case when

we were looking at attitudes toward infidelity, the i
codes "dlmost always wrong' and "wrong onlyvsometimesﬁ
were collapsed. Tabie 7.9 prescnts the results. We
find a similar pattern between these two attitudinal
quéstions as was found in regards to the previous
attitudinal questions. For both men and women, those
who are liberal toward homosexuality are those who are
liberal toward lggalizing abortion. For the three
least acceptablé;reasons fof abéftion, men of both

pernmissive and restrictive leanings are more liberal

than women. The spread in attitudes though, between

-the percent who feel hombsgxuality is always wrong

and the peréenﬁlwho feel it is never wrong, is the saméi
for males and females., o

| Oour next step is to look at-the relationship
controlliﬁg for edﬁcation. Table 7.10 presents the
results. As was Ehg case with infidelity, the codes

"always wrong" and "some question" were combined.

Again, there are so few people who feel homosexuality i;
: - t

~ -

~
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Table 7.9 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward homosexuality and sex. Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. - Data from 1973 NORC survey.

.-
7 -',

. Homosexuality
. Always - Some Not
Wrong Quéstion = Wrong

Conditions

Motherﬂs.health - -
males . 91 99 100

females 88 97 99
Defect in fetus
males 81 93 93
. females 82 ‘91 93
Rape . ' .
males 79 95 %4 '
females 78 94 .95
Econonic problems . . _ . o
males 48 74 89 ~
females , 39 77 76
Unmarried . : '
males o 43 74 - 82
females 37 73 7 75
Family control
males 43 75 85
females 31 67 75 ;
N .
males 418 87 72

females 477 95 76

-anything but always wrong, that we felt it necessary
to cqQmbine %}l other responses. We find, for females,
that both edudation and attitudes toward homosexuélity
influence attitudes toward abortion. In the case of
males, though, the felationship is very weak; it ‘

disappears in fact in the case of men who feel homo-

sexuality is all right. —

. .‘\\
¢ : A,
N
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Table 7.10 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward homesexuality, education and sex.
Percent who approve of legalizing abortion under con-
ditions speciiicd. Data from 1973 NORC survey.

MALES FEMALES

Homosexualityv Homosexuality
Always Some Alwvays  Some

wrong Question Wroinq Question

Conditions
Mother's health : ‘ i

grade school 89 19/19 89 95
high school 94 100 86 95
sowme college 95 100 89 100
collrge grad. . 87 98 100 100
Defect in\fetus
grade s¢hool 74 17/19 76 90
high school 89 92 85 87
some college , 86 100 86 96
college grad. 77 89 100 95
Rape ' ‘
‘grade school 69 16/19 74 90
high school 88 94 78 .93
some college 91 100 86 91
college grad. 79 94 96 100
Economnic problems '
grade school 45 15/19 34 60
high school 46 75 . 41 73
some college 52 85 42 79
college grad. .64 82 64 86
Unmarried
grade school . 38 13/19 34 35
high school 42 67 38 73
some college ' 48 85 36 79
college grad. 60 82 ' 60 _ 86
Family control '
grade school . 39 14/19 . 25 .40
high school .42 78 35 72
some ¢college 50 83 33 C 72
college grad. 57 80 52 82
N ,
grade schooil 186 19 o - 196 20
high school . 121 36 198 60
some college 64 48 55 47
college grad. 47 55 25 44

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given.




We saw, when looking at the other indicators of
a genéral orientation toward sexuality, an interaction
by sex. The same battern that was evident in the
relationship between'attitudes toward abortion and
attitudes toward infidelity is apparent here. Fol the
health reasons for abortion, female college graduates
withgéestrictive views toward homosexuality are more
liberal (by an average of 18 percentage points) in regards
to abortion than the corresponding male group. Other
than this, the attitudes of the males and females are
similar. For the birth-control reasons for abortion,
men of all educational groups with restrictive attitudes
toward homosexualiﬁy are more liberal towvard legalizing
abortion than womeh. Among those with permissive views,
the attitudes toward abortion are the same for males
and females, .

‘Table 7.11 presents the relationship betweeﬁ
attitudes toward abortion and attitudes toward homosexu-
ality controlling for religion ana sex. -We find that
both religion and attitudes. toward homosexuality affect
attitudes toward abprtion. The pattern we expect to
find between religion ahd attitudes toward abortion
(jews and agnostics more 1liberal than Protestants who

are more liberal than Catholics) is apparent for females

with both permissive and restrictive views toward

187
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Table 7.11 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion,
by attitudes toward homosexuality, religion and sex.
/Percent wvho approve of legalizing abortion under con-—
ditions specified. ‘Data from 1973 NORC survey.

¢« MALES = - FEMALES
Homosexuality Homosexuality
Always Some Alvays Some
wrong Question Wrong Question
Conditions
Mother'®s health , : '
Protectant 92 106 91 99
Catholic | 91 97 82 .94
Jewish/Agnostic 95 100 95 100
Defect in fetus
Protestant . 83 96 85 96
Catholic 76 79 77 79
Jew13h/Agnost1c 80 100 " 90 . 100
Rape
Protestant 82 99 81 95
Catholic 73 82 71 88
Jewish/Agnostie 85 100 ' 86 100
Econonic provlems ' o S R
Protestant 55 ° 84 42 80
Catholic ' 34 61 25 61
Jewish/Agnostic 55 - 93 86 94
Unmarried _
Protestant 50 78 40 - 80
Catholic: _ c 30 59 26 48
.Jewish/Agnostic 35 93 .76 « 100
Family céntrol : -
Protestant 50 84 . 33 - 173
catholic: 28 81 22 52
Jewish/Agnostic 45 8g - 71 97
N .
Protestant 275 74 306 82
Catholic . S 117 39 142 52
Jewish/Agnostic 20 42 21 33

)

homosexuality. For males, however, the Jewish-Agnostic
rate of approval of abortion is very similar to the
Protestant rate, Catholic men show the expéctedAlower

i
rate of approval., An interaction by sex was found when
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! I'd
we looked at attitudes toward abortion and attitudes
toward premarital sex. It was not evident when we

)

looked at attitudes towafg abortion and attitudes toward
infidelity and it is not apparent here. Catholic

women are less liberal than frotegtantkwomen for all
reasons for abortion and for both thosé who are per-
missive and those who are restrictive in their attitudes
toward homosexuality.

Table 7.12 presénts the relationship between
attituaes toward abortion»and agtitudgs toward homo-
sexuality controlling for church attendance and sex.

We find, as was the ‘case with the previous-indiéators
of sexuality, that both church atténdance and attitudes
toward homosexuality affect attitudes toward abortion.
when we looked at attitudes toward abortion by attitudes

toward infidelity, we found that for male medium church

attenders, attitudes toward infidelity were unimportant

Ls
(3

in determining attitudes toward abortion. This was

..because the male medium church attenders were more . -
‘\

liberal toward abortion than the male low church attenders.
In the case of  attitudes toward homosekuality, ve find

that for all church atte%&gﬁce categories, and for

ELNN
both men and women, there is an increase in percent who
approve of legalizing abortion between those who feel

~—’

homosexuality is always. wrong and those who feel there

)
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Table 7.12 Attitudes oO% whlte Americans - toward abortlon
by attitudes towarc. hpmoswexuality, church attendance and
sex., Percent who approve & legallulng abortion under
conditions specified, DqLa from 1973 NORC survey.

"MALES FEMALES
Homosexuality Homosexuality
Always  Some Always Some
Wrong Question Wrong Question
Conditions
Mother's health .
"low attendance 94 . 100 _ 95 97
medium attend. 97 100 93 100
high attendance : 84 96 82 95
Defect in fetus - '
low attendance 83 98 87 95
medium attend. 92 ‘96 ' - 85 96
high attendance 70 71 78 82
Rape
low attendance 82 98 86 99
mediun attend. 89 96 86 89
high attendance 69 83 ' 69 91
Econonic problems \\
low attendance 54. 90 '50 86 .
mediuwn attend, 63 83 51 74
high attendance 32 46 ~26 64
Unmarried ’ ‘
low attendance 45 87 49 82
medium attend, 59 74 46 - 77
high attendance Y 29 50 25 57
Family control '
low attendance 53 90 44 81
medium attend. 53 78 42 70
high attendance 27 46 ' 19 54 !
N .
low attendance 145 88 119 79
medium attend. 116 46 135 47
high attendance 155 24 - 220 44

Q
is some question about its wrongness. The male medium
church attenders with restrictive views toward abortion
show the une%pected hlgh rates of approval of abortion,

but the rates of those with permlss1ve v1ews are still

higher.
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. 7.3 Summary of Results

~

our purpose in this chapter was to se¢ to what
~extent attitudes toward abortion were an extensic. of
a general, dnderlying attitude toward sex. Previous
studies, supported by numercus anti—abdrtion letters-to-
the-editor, had suggested that deeply buried beneath
the diqcussion of abortion, there wére unresolved
attitudes toward sex.

Our findings support this hypdthesis. . We had
measured the general underlying attitude toward sex

r . ' .
by attitudes toward premarital sex, attitudes toward

extramarital sex and attitudes towvard homosexuélity.

we found that attitudes towérd.abbrtion correlaﬁed with
- these three measures independently of education,
“‘religious affiliation or frequency of church attendancé.
Therédappears to be a sexuality dimension influencing :
individuals' attitudes toward abortion that is not
reducible ﬁo any of our control vari‘ les,

When we were looking at the refZZigpship between
~attitudes toward abortion and the three measures of the
general attitude toward sex holding constant our control
variables, we saw‘numerous instances where there was

a difference in the pattern of relationship between

men and women., These differences were relatively small
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"(on an average’ of 15Npercenfage p01nts), but we felt .
that if they appeareglfor all Eﬁree measures of the
general atcltuae toward sex, thcy justified some eXp1a~
natlon. Looking at the entire range of findings, we
find that none of the male-female interactions were
evident for all three measures. The only ‘tendency
that does seen uniform is the‘slight tendency fbr'males
to be more liberal than females. This tendency has been
evident throughout the thesis -and here, as was the
case in previous ingtances, the tendency is slight and
therg are nu@eréus exceptions. |

In sum, there appears to be a sexualitf dimension
influencing individuals' attitudes toward dbortion .that
wdrks in relatively the same way for males and femgies.

Furthermore, this sexuality dimension has an influence

7
)

- independent of education, religious affiliation, i‘“m

frequency of church attendance or sex.

Y
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Footnotes

1.

i

In the 1972 NORC survey, we found the following simi-
larity between Jews and agnostics in attitudes toward

premarital sexs
Attitudes toward Premarital Sex

4

Percent Answering N
aIWay§ wrong never wrong

Protestant

men 37% 25% . 367
, women 50% i 11% 401
Catholic ,

men 36% ‘ 23% 201

wonen 449% 17% 171
Jewish g '
‘ men 4% 56% 25

women - 15% . 46% . 26
Agnostic ‘

men 6%. ‘ 75% 45

women : 19% 58% 26

In the 1972 NORC survey, we found the following
rel: 1on: 1ip between church attendance and attitudes

towa. premarital sex:
Attitudes toward Premarital Sex
‘ Percent Answering N
always wronrqg never wrong
Low church attenders
men 19% s - 46% 221
women : 26% 31% 170
Medium church attenders
nen T 26% 32% 203
_ womeh 41% 21% 164
High church attenders '
men , 54% ' 10% 223

women 60% . 6% 301

Alice Rossi, using 1965 NORC data, found that church
attendance was not related to attitudes toward pre-

marital sex. A uniformily low proportion of women N
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apprerd of premarital sex relations among hoth

high (12 percent) and low (15 percent) church

attenders, and a considerably higher proportion -
of men had permissive views, regardless of whether

they were high church attenders ( 26 percent) .or

low church“attenders (34 percent) (Rossi, 1§67,‘

pp. 45-46), In our 1972 data, we find that the
broportiop of individuals (both males éndifemales)
who oppose premarital sex varies directly with
chufch attendance., For men, 19 percent oflthe

low church attenders feel premarital sex is always
wrong as compared with 54 percent of the high
church attenders. For women, ﬁheltwo‘percentages
are 26 percent and 60 percent. a

~.



Chapter 8

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

8.1 Review of Prohiloem

The objective of this thesis was to ogamino‘ghe,
attitudes of the American wvhite adult pOpulatiéﬁ‘éqgard
the legalization of abortiqn. Numerous previous studies
had considered the topic ana their pattern of results

suggested that it was an area-of rapidly chanding

vy
4

K

public opinion.

Two theoretical frameworks[yarawn from fertiiity
liferaturgy were used to explain the results. The
first waﬁtthe economic or utilitarian approach. This
approach- accounts for the diffe;ent views of different
groups in terms of a desire to maximize differing |
uﬁilities or sets of utilities., People strive to
maximize their rewaéés and.minimize their costs and,
thus, will hold Favorablévattitudes towdrd‘thosé things
associated\with the satisfaction of their needs and
unfavorable étﬁituaes toward those objects which thwart

i

or punish them. The second approach was the normativ

£

195



e

T | 196

N

approach. This view holds.that é set of social norms
debelops in\each society‘describihg what the pattern
of family growth should be (andvthe steps that can
legitimately be .taken to achieve tﬁese ends), that
people learn the norms through the process of socia-
lization, and.that as they pass through the child-
be@éﬁng period, most of them "adhere" to these norms.
The problem with‘these two-:approaches was the
uncertainty under what conditions one of the approaches
rather than the other was more suitable for the expla-
nato;y analysis of attitudes toﬁard abortion. We over-
came this problem by adopting the integration that
Namh~»ndiri and'dee (1968) had suggested. Their view
was thaL‘,}o the extent economic cdnsiderations of
Vut,iitf éplied,’the values.involv~d in decisioné
éffeﬁ‘4‘g the legalization of.abortion fell &nﬁo a
hierarchy of §references but, to the extent that moral
horms'supervened, cholices were made'without consideration
of utilities, This integration allowed ﬁs.to begin
analysis making prédictigns, and accouhting~for results, .
4using‘the normative fra@ework. Then, if we found that
thisrapproach was no;‘adequately_explaining the data,
we could turn to the economic approach. such a method .
of proceedﬁng enabled us to retain soﬁe simplicity

in hypothesis formation without entirely ruling out



—

one of the theoretical frameworks.

Using the normative framework, we accounted for
‘the different views of different subgroups in the
population 5& their varying degrees of exposurc and
commitment to the traditional norms. Those groups
ﬁiﬁh the greatest exposure wvere hypdthésized to be most
_opposed to legalizing aboréion and those with the ldéast
exposure; or whose experiences could have reduced the
strength of the traditional norms, were hypothesized
to be least opposed. Four major indicators of the
traditional norms and values were used: various demo-
graphic variables, religion and religious commitment,

family and marriage variables and sexuality variables.

»

8.2 Summary of Results

As just mentioned above, we began our analysis
by making predictions, and accounting for results,

using the normative framework. By and large, “his ¢

framework -adequately accounted for all the fir !ings.
In the few cases where it appeared not to be explaining

results, we turned to economic considerations. .In all

these cases, however, the economic framework did not
i

seem to be any more helpful than the normative frame-

(/ work. There was one instance that seemed to provide
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support for an integration of the normative and economic
Hframeworks. Among a subgroup of respondents whom we
would expect to be lecast respoﬁsive to the traditional‘
social and reiﬁgious norms, upilitarian factors seemed
to better explain tﬁe pattern of attitudes toward
abortion,

" The complete analysis of the data can be found
in Chapters 4 through 7. Rather than repeating our-
selves, ve shall draw selectively from each‘ghapter.
The reader is referred back to these seétions for the

complete discussion.

Demographic Variables

-

L

~ In this chapter we considered.age, sex, educétion
and size of place of current residence in relation to .
attitﬁaes toward abortion. We predicted that thoée
groups which were subject to gféatervexposure to the
traditional norms would 'be less liberal toward lega-—
lizing abortion than those whose expériences-ﬁad redqcéd
tﬁe strength of these norms. By and large, our pre-
.dictions wefe confirmed.

The variable which correlated most stronély with
attitudes toward abortion was the respondent's education., °
We had predicted that education would be positively
correlated with liberal attitudes toward abortion

because education represented exposure to liberalizing

influences. Our prediction was confirmed - the more



“education an individual had, the more liberal he or she
was toward legalizing abortion. This is interesting
because the economic framework would predict exactly
an dppoéite finding. If the stané on legalizing abortion
was determined entirely by economic considerations,
then we would. expect lower-educated people to be more
favorable than higher educated people. we would expect
this because lower-educated people tend to be rela-
tivelx economically deprived and thus Qould benéfit
most if able to 6btain abortions 2asily.

It was in Ehe relationship between educatibn and
attitudes toward abortion, controlling for income and
occupation, that we found some support for the utili-,
tarién framéwork. Among the poorly educated,-the group
we would hfpothegizé to be most responsive to the
traditional soeiél,ahd religious norms, there was a
positive relationship between income and occﬁpaﬁibn
and attitudes toward abortion.  Among the college
educated, though, the group least likely to be tied
to the traditional norms and values, the individuals
~earning 1e§s than $6,000, or holding the lower status

jobs, were the ones most in favor of legalizing abortion.

Religion_and Religious Commitment ,

In the second data chapter we considered the

extent to which the traditional religious norms of
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American society could explain attitudes toward abortion.
Our findings supported a normative explanationf For
example, Catholics were least liberal toward legalizing
abortion and ajnOstics were most liberal. This was \
as we hadvpréaicted considering the strong stand against
birth control tﬁ@t the Catholic cChurch takes.

We found that frequency of church attendance
influenqed the yelationship hetween attitudes toward
abortion and‘eé cation and religion in a way compatible
with'horﬁative considerations. Within every educational
catégsky\?nd fo?)every religious affiliation, those .
who attenﬁéd\fféigious services frequently were more

opposed to abortion than those who attended seldom or.
never. This seemed to us the logical extension of

our normatively-derived hypotheses - differences between
religious groups would be apparent only among the
frequent church~attenders because it is only these )
indi%iduals who have some investment in and exposure

to the norms of their church.

Marriage and Familv Variables

In the third daté chapter we éonsidered whether
or not an individual's involvement‘i a marriage and
family could-predict his'or her atfquaes toward abor-
tion. We had hypothesized that individuals who were

married and had children would be more opposed to
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legalizing abortion than individuals who were single,
hecause of their g;eater commitment and investment
in the traditionél norms. 6urlfindings were largely
as we had predicted the@.

Support for using the nérm;tive over the economic
framework came from findings in this chapter. For
example, we found that as the number of children a
respondent had or felt was ideal increased, the less
liberal that person becéme toward legalizing abortion.
This was as we had predicted, using the normative
frameworkx. That is, individuals, through having many
children, have shown a greatervcommitment to the tradi-
tional norms and thus'should be more opposed to lega-~
lizing abortion. The economic framework, on the other
hand, does not seem able to explaln these results.

Ind1v1dua1s with many children should be more favorably

/disoosed to 1ega11z1ng abortion than individuals with

/

| few children because they are more apt to feel the

!

3

need to turn to it if they or their spouse should

become pregnant again.

aor

Attitudes Toward Sex

Our purpose in the final data chapter was to see
to what extent attitudes toward abortion were an ex-
tension of a general, underlying attitude toward sex.

1

Previous studies had suggested that deeply buried . ] ‘Q”'
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beneath the discussion of abortion, there were unre-
solved\éttitudes towafd abortion. )

Our findings supported this hypothesis. We had
measured the general underlying attitude £oward sex’
by attitudes toﬁard premarital sex, attitudes toward
extramarital sex and attitudes toward homosexuality.
We found that attitudes toward abortion correlated
with these three measures independently of education,
religious affiliation or frequency of éhqrch atténdénce.
We concluded that there was a sexuality dimension
influencing individuals®' attitudes toward abortion

that was not reducible to any of our control variables.

- Our findings seem to indicate that American sbciety
is still at a stage where normative rather ﬁhan eco-
omin considerations influence individugl attitudes
o "bortion. We suggested that economic consid-

e of utility would apply to decisions concerning

T ‘zation of abortion only when moral norms
‘ore ‘-Talt re. 1" appears that, for at least a
majc - >opulation, moral norms are presently

nredcomi.
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8.3 Conclusions

In Jahuary 1973, the United Sgates Supreme Court
ruled that no State.had the fight to prohibit any woman
from obtaining a legél abortion in tﬁe first six months
of pregnaﬁcy. This momentous decision virtually gave~
every woman the right 'to elective abortion, at least
Cguring the first two trimesters of gestation,,

wWas this a decision Americans wanted? From the
data analysis in this thesis, there is somé question
whether such a step would be approved by a ma jority
of Americans. Certainly, as the 1960s progressed,

‘the idea of legalized abortion won considerable accep-
tance with great rapidity, however théré‘sﬁili remains
raﬁher strong public disapproval of éiving women and
their physicians the degree of.latitude that the court
has ordexed; |

The history of American abortioh attitudes (Sauer;
:1974) shows that there were strong aﬁti—abortion norms
vhen America was a rural, agricuituralnnation with
high fertility values. As the country Began to undergo
modernizatioﬁ, though, there was a decline in fertility
and an increase in abortion. In this century, the
‘continuing modernization trends have.reinforced low

fertility values and the further use of abortion.

Ve
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This éhanging structure of society introduces a
dilemma;fqriwomen. In a society whére low fertility ,
values are evblviﬁg, inéreaFing numbers of women may
find themselves involuntarily pregnant. Whereas abor-
tion was previously considered moraily and legally
wrong, these women will find that their needs clash
with the previously held norms. Such a society can
resolve this problem in ﬁltimately only th vayss
either (1) women can be persuadéd to carry unwanted
pregnancies to term or (2) the society's ethical ahd
legal code can égpnge so that abortion becomes per-
missible. e

In AmeriFa today, it appeéfs that the second
strand is being followed. Reiﬁforced by the Supreme
Court's decision, we predict that public approval of
abortion will continue to increase. Although, at
pregent, normative considerations seem best able to
account for variatiéns in Ameriéan attitudes toward
abortion, it is likely that, if social conditions
continue to reinforce low fertiiity values, the tradi-
tional ethical code will be modified and the econOmié
framework -will become more applicable to decisions

concerning whether or not to terminate an unwanted

pregnancy.
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8.4 Suggestions for Futire Research

In the study of a problem; there are usually

many rescearch strands that one is unable to investigate.

The limiting factors are time, energy and, particularly

" with secondary analysis, the nature of the data.

Thus with this thesis there were numerous research
suggestions that, although we wanted to pick up and
follow, we were unable to. Rather than ignore them
coﬁpleteiy, we shall mention some of them now as ideas
for future research,

One topiec that deserves to be ‘considered is toe
important role that education seems to ﬁléy iﬁ the
rate at which people accept sociél and cultural inno-
vations. It is probably well-known that some educa-
tional classes are more willing to accept éhanges.than
others, 'but it would be interesting to consider the
impliC“*iqns of this differential change for the
development of status conflict over moral issues.

Anothér finding that deserved more attention was
the lack of a relationship bétweéh\the wbrking status
of the woman and her attitudes tbward abortion, ﬁhen_
there was a relationship between attitudes toward a
woman working and attitudes toward abortiqﬁ. It would

be interesting to determine why women work and whether
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this could account for the lack of a relationship
between attitudes and working status.

The major suggestion for future research would
have to be the consideration of all our independent
variables simultaneously. By using tabular analysis,
we were unable to consider the total impact of the
demographic variables, the religious variables, the
family variables and the sexuality variables on attitudes
toward abortion. Possibly by using alternative statis-

,tical techniques, some researcher in the future will

-

be able to tell, not only the impact eaéh of these
variables has on attitu@es toward abortion, but also

their combined impact.
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APPENDIX

Throughout the thesis, we have had occasion to
refer to tables that, although important in their
own‘right, we felt were unimportant to the discussion
at hard. We decidea‘to'include these tables in an
Appendix so that the reader could refer to them and

come' to his own conclusions.
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Table Al Attitudes of whit

by marital status and religion,

of legalizing abortion under conditi

Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

e Americans toward abortion
Percent who approve
ons specified,

1972 1973
mar- never widowed -~ never widow
ried married +& married
Conditions
Economic problems
Protestant 49 55 32 55 €3 37
Catholic 36 39 29 36 5% 32
Jewish 74 8/9 3/4 90 /5 6/6
Agnostic 79 9/12 2/2 85 65 3/4
Unmarried . «
Protestant 40 60 31 51 62 39
Catholic 32 29 29 32 44 32
Jewish : 77  9/9 3/4 93 5/5 4/6
Agnostic . 69 8/12 2/2 79 82 3/4
Family control -
Protestant 38 52 26 49 59 27
Catholic © 26 39 33 29 43 32
Jewish 69 7/9 3/4 90 5/5 5/6
Agnostic 71 9/12 2/2 81 79 2/4
N . .
©  Protestant 592 84 84 610 68 62
Catholic 312 44 21 255 61 31
Jewish 39 9 4 - 29 5 6
Agnostic 42 12 2 47 28 4

Where N is less ‘than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of le

is given.,

galizing abortion




Table A2 Attiﬁudes-of white Amerieans toward abortion
by marital status and church attendance. Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions speci-

fied. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.,

1972 . - 1973
mar- never widowed mar-. never ‘widow
ried married ried married '

Conditions
Economic problems .
low attendance 62 ﬁ\7? 50 66 - 75, 51
medium attend, 50 49 37 62 69 63
high attendanc 35 44 26 33 41 26
Unmarried ' S - _ .
low attendance @ 57 73 57 61 70 42
medium attend, - 39 53 30 : 57 60 59 .
high attendance 30 38 22 ' 31 39 28
Family control : o
low attendance 53 70 43 . 65 _ 68 30.
medium attend. 40 53 33 54 60 56
- high' attendatce 24 35 22 26 33 26 .
N
low attendance ' 287 64 28 311 80 33
medium attend. 292 47 27 279 48 27
43

high attendance 414 55 58 365

-39

A}
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Table A3 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by respondent's number of children and education.
Percent who ApprOVO of -legalizing abortion under con- .
ditions specified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.,

1972 l C 1973
' " Number of children . Number of children
"0,1,2 3,4 5+ 0,1,2 3,4 5+
Conditions
Mother's health ' '
grade school 84 . 78 70 89 91 89
high school - 91 89 81 91 - 93 83
some college - 90 87 13/15 .97 94 14/16
college grad. 95 - 86 3/6 . 95 98 - 5/5
Defect in fetus ' :
grade school 73 73 61 76 77 77
high school - - 82 71 72 , 87 91 78
some college 85 ° 84 12/15 92 88 13/16
college grad. . 92 84 3/6 ' 92 83 4/5
Rape . i ‘
grade school 71 67 . 56 72 76 67
high school A 83 . 79 - 74 -~ 85 88 78
some college 85" ' 89 11/15 " 96 84 11/16
college grad. 95 86 3/6 93 91 .5/5
Economic problems . .
grade school 37 28 23 45 40 34
high school - 52 49 44 53 54 36
some college 64 51 7/15 65 61 6/16
college grad, 76 59 2/6 84 . 59 2/5
Unmarried
grade school 33. 24 23 40 = 40 25
high school 48 41 37 50 46 39
some college 55 42° 9/15 63 61 4/16
college grad. 72 52 2/6 80 63 1/5
Family control , ) ;
grade school 31 23 21 40 30 23
high school 43 36 30 49 47 31
some college 50 40 7/15 60 -55 5/16
college grad, 69 52 2/6 77 56 1/5
N .
grade school 241 165 .92 244 126 = 73
high school 261 126 43 280 123 36
some college 162 55 15 164 51 16

college grad. . 131 4 6 127 54 5

Where N is less thar :0, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given. _ :
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Table A4 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by responqgent's nunber of children and 'religion. Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveysa
1972 1973
Number of Children Number of Children
0,1,2 3,4 S+ 0,1,2 3,4 5+
Cconditions
Mother's health N
'Protestant 89 88 81 ) 93 95 90
Catbolic : - 86 73 64 89 88 83
Jewish 97 13/14 - 100 9/9 -
Agnostic 9% 12/13 3/5 98 17/18 3/3
Defect in fetus , '
Protestant 84 81 72 86 88 84
Cat@olic 72 61 55 80 73 70
Jewish 90 13/14 - 100  9/9 -
Agnostic 93 12/13 3/5. . 97 16/18 1/3
Rape
Protestant . 83 79 66 86 85 75
Catbolic 75 69 55 ~ 78 75 67
Jewish 98 13/14 . - 97 '9/9 -
Agnostic .91 10/13 4/5 95 18/18 1/3
Economic problems ; »
Protestant . 52 - 45 34 58 54 40
Catpollc 42 30 22 43 36 24
Jewish 78 10/14 - 97 7/9 -
Agnostic . 87 7/13 3/5 88 13/18 2/3
Unmarried : :
Protestant 47 36 34 55 52 32
Catholic 36 28 22 39. 32 22
Jewish ’ 83 10/14 - - g1 8/9 -
Agnostic - 82 7/13 2/5 83 14/18 1/3
Family control \
Protestant 43 34 27 53 .47 27
Cat@olic 32 24 22 © 38 28 22
Jewish , 75 8/14 - 91  8/9 -
. Agnostic 82 9/13 2/5 83 11/18 2/3
Protes?ant : 464 244 Q0 481 . 218 80
Catholic 215 116 + 58 221 101 46
Jewlsh : © 40 14 -0 ) 32 9 0

- Agnostic 55 13 5 65 18 3

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
"is given. : S '
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Table A5 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by respondent's number of children and church attendance.
Percent who approve of legalizing abortion under condi-
tions specified. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 . 1973
" Number of Children Number of Children
0,1,2 3,4 54 0,1,2 3,4 5+
Conditions N ‘

Mother's health : .
low attendance 98 93 . 87 96 96 98
medium attend. 91 89 - 81 96 97 88
high attendance 81 74 61 84 89 75

Defect in fetus : ‘ . ‘
low attendance 92 87 | 717 . 89 90 83
medium attend. 81 82 69 ~90. 93 88
- high attendance = 74 ;ﬁé 56 77 75 66
Rape : : -

. low attendance 92 84 79 89 94 8l
medium attend. 84 80 72 ‘90 88 76
high-attengancé 73 68 - 47 74 73 58

Economic problems :
low attendance 71 49 47 .70 70 43 .
medium attend. 54 49 19 67 56 *48
high attendance 39 33 26 35 35 «21

Unmarried o . -
low attendance 69 48 47 - . 66 63 34
medium attend. - 48 31 22 61 55 48
high attendance 32 - 29 24 33 35 13

Fanily control ‘ )
low attendance .64 45 36 69 62
medium attend. 47 33 28 59 49
high attendance 27 25 19 . 28 28
low attendance 251 108 47 306 104
medium attend. - 244 105 36 251 94
high attendance 295 174 =~ 72 254 155

™~



Table A6 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by 1deal number of children and education. Percent
who approve of legalizing abortion under conditions
specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Ideal No. of Children
01112 3,4 S5+

gonditions
Mother's health
grade school 85 77 80
high school . 93 89 81
some college 93 86 6/9
college grad. 99 81 8/11
Defect in fetus
grade school 80 71 61
high school 87 73 61
some college ) 87 81 6/9
college grad. " 96 81 6/11
Rape :
grade school : 77 64 57
high school 86 80 65 -
some college 87 82 7/9
college grad. 97 83 10/11
Economic problems
gyade school i 40 30 21
igh school 57 48 35
some college ‘ 69 49 4/9
college grad. 84 49 3/11
Unmarried
grade school . 39 24 19
high schoo1l : 55 37 33
some college 61 42 4/9
college grad. 80 40 5/11
Family control .
grade school 38 22 19
high school 50 32 30
some college 54 41 2/9
college grad. : 78 41 3/11
N
grade school 173 235 70
high school 199 178 43
some college 118 102 9
college grad. 115 47 11 ..

>

Where N is less than 20, the fractlon rather than the
gercent of those who approve of 1ega1121ng abortlon
£ siven,
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Table A7 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by ideal number of children and religion. Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions speci-
fied.. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Ideal No. of Children
0,1,2 3,4 54 /

Conditions
Mother‘'s health é

Protestant . 89 87 83
Catholic- 95 74 72
Jewish . - 100 18/19 4/5
Agnostic 89 92 . 6/6
Defect in fetus
Protestant 83 79 62
Catholic 89 64 55
Jewish 100 16/19 4/5
Agnostic 87 92 5/6
Rape ,
Protestant 86 76 61 -
Catholic 82 69 64 ‘
Jewish . 100 17/19 5/5
Agnostic 87 87 .-4/6
Economic problems Lo
Protestant 64 42 . 22 \
‘Catholic 52 31 29 !
Jewish 73 12/19 2/5 “
Agnostic 84 71 4/6
Unmarried > -
Protestant 59 32 23
~ Catholic ? 55 28 26
-Jewish - - 75 11/19 3/5 .
Agnostic ‘ 84 62  3/6 » N
- Family control N K :
Protestant T 58 30 16
Catholic . , 46 24 24
Jewish 71 11/19 1/5
Agnostic . 83 ~ 62 5/6
N ' :
Protestant 386 328 64
Catholic _ 136 181 58
Jewish 29 - 19 5
-Agnostic 38 24 - 6

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given.
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Table A8 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by 1deal number of children and church attendance.
Percent who approve of legalizing abortion under con-
ditions specified. Data from 1972 NORC survey.

Ideal No. of Children
0’1’2 3'4 5+

Conditions
Mother's health

low attendance -t 94 91 89
medium attendance 89 a0 89 ‘
high attendance 87 75 67
Defect in fetus ‘
low attendance 89 86 75
medium attendance 86 ~ 75 81
high attendance 80 68 41
Rape :
low attendance 92 84 75
medium attendance 79 75 86
high attendance 83 68 44
Economic problems ,
low attendance 74 53 . 42
medium attendance 58 -+ 44 36
high attendance 53 32 15
Unmarried
low attendance 73 46 39
medium attendance 54 32 36
high attendance 54 26 15
Family control v
low attendance 71 41 42
medium attendance 48 34 25
high attendance 47 22 10
N _
low attendance 220 140 36
medium attendance 184 158 36

high attendance 195 264 61
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Table A9 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by number of siblings. and education, Percent who
approve of legalizing abortion under conditions speci-
fied. Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 1973
No. of Siblings No. of Siblings
0,1,2 3,4,5 6+ 0,1,2 3,4,5 6+
Conditions ‘
Mother's health M ‘
grade school , 80 . 84 75 90 90 89
high school 88 90 90 93 93 87
some college 90 88 86 95 97 97
- college grad. 92 87 16/16 97 96 18/19
Deéfect in fetus :
grade school 78 75 65 73 81 76
high school 81 75 77 90 87 = 83
some college 90 83 73 89 91 97
college grad. 90 81 16/16 91 86 17/19
Rape , )
grade school 69 73 61 76 77 69
high school 82 81 79 89 86 79
some college 87 - 85 82 a1 92 87
college grad, .92 89 16/16 93 96 15/19
Economic problems ' _ ' o
grade school 38 29 29 50 47 36
high school 58 44 43 58 49 - 45
some college 60 65 50 64 58 - 60
college grad, 75 64. 10/16 80 68 13/19
Unmarried S
grade school 34 26 26 40 44 32
high schooil 52 39 39 53 49 37
some college 55 50 50 61 55 63
college grad. 69 66 6/16 77 70 12/19
Family control : _
agrade school 32 23 25 41 39 .29
high school 45 36 35 54 47 - 37
some college 49 49 43 61 54 50
college grad. 68 60 7/16 73 62 13/19
N .
grade school 117 161 224 78 154 210
high school 188 157 83 © 175 152 112
some college 115 72 44 137 67 30
Ccollege grad., 111 - 53 16 117 50 19

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given., ,
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Table Al0 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by number of siblings and religion. Percent who approve
of legalizing abortion under conditions. specified.

Data from 1972 and 1973 NORC surveys.

1972 11973
No. of Siblings No. of Siblings
0,1,2 3,4,5 6+ 0,1,2 3,4,5 6+
Conditlnns ‘
Mother's health ot
Protestant 90 89 83 © 94 93 91
Catholic 79 80 76 89 a0 86
Jewish 97 12/13 5/5 100 13/13 4/4
Agnostic 95 95 10/12 100 96 14/15
Defect in fetus
Protestant 87 83 74 89 88 83
Catholic © 74 63 61 78 78 76
Jewish 94 11/13 4/5 100 13/13 4/4
Agnostic 92 91 10/12 98 87 13/15
Rape '
Protestant 85 81 70 90 87 75
Catholic 71 74 66 79 78 70
Jewish . 94 13/13 5/5 ~ 96 13/13 4/4
Agnostic ’ 90 86 10/12 100 83 14/15
Econonic problems
Protestant . 59 44 37 67 54 41
Catholic , 42 35 29 40 38 37
Jewish . 78 10/13 '3/5 92 12/13 4/4
Agnostic , 85 73 9/12 92 70 12/15
Unmarried v ~
Protestant 53 39 30 61 53 39
Catholic 34 31 29. 38 37 28
Jewish 78 10/13 5/5 83 13/13 4/4
Agnostic 80 68 8/12 87 65 12/15
Family control .
Protestant 49 .34 30 60 48 35
Catholic g 29 29 27 37 33 29
Jewish 69 10/13 3/5 83 13/13 4/4
Agnostic . 82 73 8/12 87 65 10/15
N .
Protestant 307 267 225 294 252 236
Catholic 136 - 133 119 136 126 105
Jewish . 36 13 5 24 "13 4

Agnostic - 39 22 112 48 23 15

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of legalizing abortion
is given.

/




3 ’ ‘\/". . ,
Table All Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward a married woman working and religion.
Percent who approve of legalizin

tions specified,

abortion under condi- «
Data from 1972 NORC . survey.

Married woman Working?
approve disapprove

Conditions
Mother's health
Protestant 91 82
Catholic 81 77
Jewish 100 9/11
Agnostic 96 11/14
Defect -in fetus
Protestant 86 74
Catholic 68 65
Jewish 95 8/11
Agnostic 95+« 10/14
Rape
Protestant .85 71
Catholic 72 68
Jewish 98 10/11
Agnostic 89 11/14
Economic problems
Protestant 55 36
Catholic 40 28 ’
Jewish 86 5/11
Agnostic 82 8/14
Unmarried , . &
Protestant 48 32 .
Catholic 35 26
Jewish 83 7/11
Agnostic 79 7/14
Family control - '
- Protestant 45 28
Catholic 32 . 23
Jewish 79  5/11
Agnostic 80 8/14 i
N
Protestant 495 286
Catholic 233 155
Jewish 4?2 11
Agnostic 56 14

Where N is less than 20, the fraction rather than the
percent of those who approve of 1ega1121ng abortion

is given.

g

/
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‘Table Al2 Attitudes of white Americans toward abortion
by attitudes toward a married woman working and fre-
quency of church attendance. Percent who approve

of legalizing abortion under conditions specified.

Data from 1972 NORC survey..

Married woman Working?
approve disapprove

Conditions
Mother's health
low attendance 97 92
medium attend. 91 85
high attendance 80 70
Defect in fetus :
lowv attendance 90 86
medium attend. 84 72
high attendance 72 62
Rape " -
low attendanc Q0 . 84
medium attend, 84 . 74
high attendance - 73 61
Economic problems . :
low attendance 68 50
medium attend. - 56 35
- high attendance 42 25
Unmarried
low attendance 67 49
medium attend. 47 27
high attendance - 34 24
Family control
low attendance - 62 42
medium attend. 47 29
high attendance 30 18
.1low attendance 263 139
medium attend. 257. 120

high attendance - 319 212



