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t. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

A. lIntroduction

In a democracy like the United States the goals of public programs
and the degree to which various goals are funded are (and should be)
crucially affected by pufiiic opinion, although not usually in any direct
or simple way, Public upinion is divided into various groups, some of
which are organized and some of which are unorganized,

-Public opinion affects the space program both through providing
direct support, apathy, or opposition, and through an amorphous concern
about the tax burden, budgetary pressures, and natjonal priorities, The
effects of public opinion on the space program are mediated through

governmental institutions, most notably the Congress and various execu-

_tive agencies such as the Office of Management and Budget. It is useful

to think of Congress as in part a filter which can suppress or magnify
the pressures of public opinion or of the various groups which togethef
constitute public opinion. This relationship between a flow of opinion
and a filter is reproduced in microcosm: the opinions of the members

of Congress are filtered through the various cémmittees and other instij~
tutional mechanisms, including cspecially'the key oversight committees,
the appropriations committees, and the overall budget and technology
assessment groups. Having thus been twice filtered, public opinion

affects the programs of NASA in a crucial but not completely determinate

fashion. That is, within the mandate NASA receives there is considerable

room for maneuver, for autonomous expert decisions.
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This view of public oplinion as providing basic orientations and
limits upon NASA via a filtering process must be qualified by recogni-
tion of the feedback which occurs between NASA and public opinion. NASA
programs are not only determined by (filtered) public opinion. In turn
NASA programs on occasion exercise some degree of influence over public
opinion. The public reacts to vague images éf whether NASA is conducting
useful, practical rescarch, furthering national security or prestige,
pursuing an higtoric adventure, or satisfying intellectual curiousity
for a group of career-oriented specialists. ‘The nublic forms relatively
strong images of NASA when its attention s captured by a dramatic event
such as the noon landing and it operates according tc rather vague images
when its attention is not so captured.

The purpose of this report is to discuss what implications for the
future of the space program can be drawn from available data on public
opinion, In what follows we shall discuss the salience and visibility

of NASA as compared with other issues, the sources of general pressure on

the federal budget which could affect NASA; the public's opinions regard-

‘ing the size and priority of NASA's budget, the degree to which the

executive can exercise leverage over NASA‘s budget through influencing

or disregarding public opinicn, the effects of linkages to other issues
on space programs, and the public's general attitudes toward the progress
of science with which NASA is so closely identified. Subséquent sections
of this report will break down public opinion in greater detail in order
to provide perspectives on the groupings within overall public opinion

which affect NASA's future one way or another.
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We dealt with the implications of public opinion groupings' holding
different valuations of areas of social benefit and NASA objectives in
an carlier and much more extensive study. See A.J, Wiener and B, Bruce-

Briggs, Contextual Planning for NASA: A Second Workbook of Alternative

Future Environments for Mission Analysis, HI-1272/3-RR, April 30, 1971,

Hudson Institute, Croton-on-Hudson, New York (2 vols.). See especially
Volume One, Chapter IV, and compare the '"Public Perception Matrix, Sheet
6," available from the Outlook for Space coordinating officer, in which
we have filled in the general program vs. benefit matrix used by the
Outlook for Space study group as it might be filled in by these groups
important to NASA: the "Academic Estate,'' the'Responsible Center,'’ and
“"Provincial Leaders." These groups are defined in our 1971 report,
where we use them and other relevant factions in a similar matrix with
NASA programs and objectives, as well as a matrix with alternative
future scenarios for NASA. Almost all of the 13971 study remains rele-
vant to the issues dealt with in this report, Volume One is a convenient
summary; Volume Two, contains a detailed prbfile of U.S. public opinion
* and an analys%s of the stability of U.S, values. As the poll data in
the current report indicate, little has changed since 1971 and the
general conclusions thus far remain constant. They may be briefly
summarized here.

Since its incipience, the spnce program has not been deepiy perti~-
nent to the interests of the general public. Within this general con-
tent, the seven areas of national interest-benefit themselves vary in
relevance. In addition, some have been more relevant in the past

(reaction to Sputnik was competitive) and have lost importance because
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of changes in the political, social and international situation, The
reversc is also true; that is, certain areas (e.g., international cooper-
ation) have gained in importance in the present day because of ''detente'' and
other changes in interest and events. Such variations should also be s
expected in the 1980-2000 period.
For the present day, on the whole, the seven areas as related to
space activities can be roughly listed in order of importance to the

general public, as contrasted to influential segments of the public and

decision-making groups within NASA, 0BM, and Congress. The list might

ook as follows:

Desirable and V. Vitality of the Il,S. as a pation
important for
morale. 2. Basic needs of individual U,5. citizens,

(But can space contribute in a demonstrably
relevant way to this?)

These are surely 3. Basic needs of humanity on a global basis
desirable because ' %
of strong humanitarian 4. International cooperation and understanding
and peaceful interests,

but are not salient.

These are interesting, 5. Expansion of human knowledge
but not important.
. 6. Exploration of the unknown

Little preoccupation 7. National prestige and self-esteem

with this today.™™

wAlthough international cooperation and understanding are valued,
political feasibility and potential negative lonsequences are a very
important consideration here. For example, the potential misuse of
an international weather modification program makes such a program
very questionable. [n addition, programs may have political reper- N
cussions because of fears of surveillance or control by foreign nations
or interference in internal affairs. Moreover, the general public
continues to feel competitive and suspicious towards the Russians and -
Chinese, and may be very different in this respect than the NASA study
group or other members of the Scientific Estate or Responsible Center,etc.

**Though useful in the 1976 Bicentennial.
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The two charts irn Part Il of this report make a key methodological
point: issues distant from the immediate concerns of the mass public-~
such as foreign policy, foreign aid, and space--must be analyzed in ways
quite different from issues that are close to the personal concerns of
most Americans, or of crucial interest groups--such as employment policy,
agriculture policy, mass transit policy, an& so forth, On the more
distant kinds of issues the public frequently holds no opinions at all,
or shifts eratically in the opinions it holds, depending upon key events
or key opinion leaders, or just as often holds totally contradictory
opinions simultaneously. (This latter possibility is one which holds
particular frustration for the policy analyst, and which |s often dis-
regarded, but a moment's thought yiclds the understanding that ambiva-
lence and contradiction are omnipresent in human feelings, and that
carcful, consistent opiriions are 4 rarity confined to those issues which
are so immediate and salient that one is forced to work out an internzlly
consistent position. s it surprising that the future of space is, for
most people, not an issue of immediate, pressing, personal concern, which
‘must be thought throuuh carefully?)

It follows from this that the first issue of concern to an agency
is the degree to which it and the issues it faces are visiblz and rele-
vant to the public. At any one time public attention is concentrated
on only a few major issues which are of permanent concern or which
are objects of current media attention., The first set of charts in
section 111 indicates the issues which the public regarded as con-
stituting the country's most important problem over a period of a

generation, indicating dramatically that war and economic issues occupy




the heights of public concern, Fear of war and anxiety about inflation
together occupied the top position 40 times out of the 48 times the
question was asked, The bar charts illustrating the public's response
to the question of what constituted the ¢country's most important problem
indicate that although war and economic issues together have a dominant
role, the precise issues upon which public attention focuses fluctuate
greatly over time, including in addition to war and economic problems
such issues aé crime, drug abuse, corruption, roce issues, and so forth,
Only twice in an entire generation have space issues appeared on the

list of most important problems facing the nation, namely on two

occasions in 1958 when Sputnik triggered sufficient concern to raise

space problems once to fourth place and once to fifth place. But out-
side the brief périod between January 1958 and March 1958 space problems
have not been ameng the most salient for the American public. Thus as
the succeeding chart concludes space is not a major concern of Americans
nor cven a particularly salient interest of most of the public.

The following charts on pages 26 through 41 identify the national
and personal hopes and fears of the American public. These charts
reinforce the conclusions of the preceding charts. A long list of
hopes and fears for the nation on page 27 fails to include any mention
of space or even any mention of an issue which the public would currently
perceive as being directly related to space. Similarly the personal
hopes and fears listed on page 28 focus on cataclysms like wars,
economic concerns and direct personal concerns about such things as

crime, health, and aspirations for children.

e —




ORIGINAL PAGE IS
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it i» worth noting that whenever any basic governmental or social
function is perceived as being threatened or as breaking down, public
attention and public hopes tend to focus around the restoration of that
basic function and to exclude from attention all less basic concerns.
In particular whenever peace, health, law and order, economic stability,
or economic growth is threatened attention f;cuses on restoration of the
hasic function and excludes From attention or downgrades in priority
any of what are seen as the relative luxuries of public policy--namely
such things as foreign aid, basic research, and space programs. In our
parallel report to thc Outlook for Aeronautics program we noted that
whenever world attention is riveted on a situation like a famine,
investments in high technology tend to become perceived as luxuries
or even as frivolitie$:2 Similarly when domestic public attention is
riveted on an issue like crime or the other key problems noted on
page 31, the relative interest in and willingness to accept space
programs tends to decline.

Because NASA has such low visibility as a public issue, public
opinion does not determine any of the details of program planning for
space. However as we shall remark below, certain kinds of prugrams
and certain kinds of relationships to other areas of public policy pro-
vide more numerous opjortunities for NASA to attract public attention
and support than other kinds of programs and linkages. But first it is
important to notice that the low visibility of NASA programs implies
thaf NASA is more vulnerable to ¢2neral unease and pressure on the
federal budget than to strong public sensitivities about particular

priorities, The sources of general budget pressure are noted in the ,

*Such a percepticn may be erronecus in the long run, but pressing
issues focus attention on extremely, even irrationaly, short-term concerns.
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fourth section of our collection of charts. The principal sources of

general budget pressure are general anxiety alwut the economy and

declining confidence in governnental and related institutions and

leaders. The mid-1970s have of course so far constituted periods of -
objective economic difficulties including both severe inflation and

severe recession, Page 32 and 33 demonstratc the extent to which

these objective problems have been correctly perceived by the public,

Page 34 is striking in that It pinpoints the heavy degree to which

government is blamed for the country's economic difficulties. The

effect of having the public blame the governhent primarily for economic

difficulties is that confidence in governmental leaders and institutions

. declines and the willingness of much of the public to allow budget

increases for government items tﬁnt are perceived as non-necessities
tends to decrease. ’

This blaming of governmenf for economic difficulties is just one
small aspect ofva pervasive and long=-run decline in the public's confi-
dence in the fufure of the country, in the country's leaders, and in
the country’s principal institutions. Pages 35 and 36 indica.e that
although there is still a great deal of confidence in and liking for
the Gnited States and its future a substantial proportion of the public
expresses severe doubts. Pages 37 and 38 show that the public has
relatively low levels of confidence in key U.S., institutions and in
particular that confidence has declined greatly sinc? the mid-1960s.
The decline predates Watergate and therefore cannot be viewed as a
short-term response to the diffjculties of the Nixon Administration.

fn these and succeeding charts we have emphasized those institutions




most directly related to the space program, namely major companies,

the Executive branch of government, the press, the scientific community,
the Congress and the military. It is worth noting that of all these
institutions the sciertific community carries the highest prestige
followed by the military and by major companies. The Executive branch
of the Congress and the press rate very low in public prestige,

The charts beginning on page 39 show public confidence in institu~
tions broken down according to various groupings of the population,
Confidence in major companies in the scientific community and in Congress
increases with education, whereas confidence In the Executive, the press
and the military declines with Increasing education, Whites tend to
have more confidence in U.S. institutions than blacks with the single
exception of the press. Confidence in companies, the Executive branch
of government, Congress and the military increases with age, whereas
confidence in the press and the scientific community shows some tendency
to decline with age (pagu 41). A breakdown of public opinion by occupa-
tion shows surprising uniformity of degree of confidence in key institu~
tions except that the prestige of the scientific community is much
stronger among members of higher status occupations than of lower status
occupations. And, finally, degree of urbanization seems to have sur-
prisingly little influence over confidence in American institutions.
Overall the studies of confidence in institutions indicate a ééneral
breakdown of confidence in leadership groups of all kind and this almost
certainly implies decreasing willingness to support federal government
initiatives and budgets that do not support perceived {mmediate self-

interest of voters,

Lty




Although the major influence of mass public opinion on NASA probably
comes through gederal budget pressure acting upon a program almost
invisible to most of the public most of the time, there are some polls
indicating how the public feels about the priority NASA's budget should
have relative to other programs and the sfze of the budget the public
feels appropriate for NASA. Pages 4% and 45 show the public 1isting
space third after the Vietnam war and foreign ald as public spending
programs whi;h‘shou!d he cut first and similarly ranking third from last
in respenses to a question regarding which programs should be cut least,
The latter chart is interesting, however, because it also reveals a
substantial base of public support, typically around 10 to 15 percent
of the population, which believes that space should be one of the pro-
grams cut least. Charts 46 and 47 reveal that very little of the public
would support increases in NASA's budget and that a slight majority in
favor of increasing the budget or keeping it the same has turned into 2
majority in favor of decreasing the budget. A succeedinyg series of
charts, 48 through 54, breaks out these levels of support and opposition
by education, age, occupation, and income. College educated people
provide more support than non-college educated, There has been a
general decline of support since the late 1960s. In the support pro-
vided the space program by all age groups and the homogeneity of
opinion among age groups has increased dramatically between 1969 and
1974, with a majority in favor of decreasing the NASA budget. All
occupational groups except professionals and skilled horkcrs believed
by 1974 that the space budget should be cut, Higher income groups

have generally given relatively oreater support to the space program

ORIGINAL; PAGE IS
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than lower income groups but their support has declined faster than
other groups.

Finally, pages 5€ and 57 show that only the aye group from 30-49,
the college educated, the hijh-income nenple, and the suburban residents
believe that the past costs of the spasze program have been worth the
expenditure and that even among iese qroups'the margin of support tends
to be tiny; when asked about future costs no racial age, edugation,
income, residential or political party group helieved in 1970 that the
space program was worth Sk billion a year to the country. In sum the
gencral public attitude toward NASA's budget has been and continues to
be rather negative--especially if the costs rise above a certain '"noise~
level" threshold, wi'ch may currently he in the neighborhood of $3 billion,
Conclusions

The conclusions to be drawn I'rom these public opinion polls are
that barring unanticipated change« in morale or in the perceived urgency
of other areas of government expenditure or in the excitement or per~
ceived payoff attached to the space program, NASA cannet look to the
éublic for support of increased oi even constant budgets. NA%, must
instead rely upon linkages to other arcas of public conee:n, upon the
support of key groups of interested citizens and of eprvts in this
field, and upon the gencral discretion in such matiers that the public
allows to the governmeit in general and the executive in particular, in
allocating funds for programu that are far from immediate personal
concerns.

The space program share: with the foreign aid praogram and with most,
though not all, foreign policy issues, the willingness of the public to

let experts make the kes decivions within very broad limits. However, an
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important cautionary note is introduced into these considerations by

Chart 59 which illusrrates the fact that great breakthroughs such as

Sputnik and the space competition which followed it captured public

attention and by Chart 60 which shows that the U.S. public is quick .
to blame political and governmental officials for allowing the United
States to fall bzhind a competitor. This kiﬁd of blame constituted,

in effect, strong support for the space program--at least in a period
when the public connected space issues to the Cold War.

The following set of charts is intended to indicate the degree to
which presidential leadership can draw support in areas that are far
from immediate concern, even when the basic instincts of the public
. run in opposite directions. When Eisenhower landed troups in Lebanon,
when Kennedy supported the Bay o? Pigs invasion, when Johnson inter-
vened in Santa Domingo, and when Nixon allowed intervention in Cambodia,
ihe public strongly supported the president and in fact the popularity
ratings of the president rose in each case. In each case also there
was a subsequent decline, but the immedfate wave of support for the
president helped the president's policy carry the day. The public’s
strong interest "in supporting its Presideﬂt is indicated most dramat-
ically in Chart 64 on the Cambodian interventicn, which shows that
even though more than twice as many people felt that the U.S. should
not send troups into Cambodia the public was willing to support by a
margin of 3 to 2 the president's action in dispatchiqg troops for
that purpose. Likewise, America's foreign'aid programs have persisted
with relatively large budgets cver a period cunsidérably longer than
the lifetime of substantial wpace program budgets because of presiden-

tial support despite public indifference or hostility.
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The lesson here for NASA is that the public allows experts and
political decision-makers considerable latitude in makiﬁé budget and
program direction decisions in matters that the public considers far
from its own competenc: and interest. Of course if things go disas-
trously as they have in Vietnam and with occasional parts of the aid
program, the public acquires greater interest in the program and, in
effect, severely narrovys the range of iiscretion allowed to public
officials. NASA has of courue not encountered the kinds of contro-
versies and disasters that some other areas of public policy have
and thus considerable Jiscretion remains. In this regard it may be
worthwhile to note the May 1961 space exploration poll quoted in page
66 which indicates that even in 1961 an almost two to one majority of
the American people opnosed the idea of spending $40 billion to send a
man to the moon; The program went ahead rapidly and successfully despite
public opposition because of suppcrt by key groups and key agencies, and
also because of a linkage to the Cold War.

As mentioned earlier, linkages between the space program and other
areas of national concurn provide key bases of support for NASA. As
mentioned previously in this report and as argued on page 65, war and
the fear of war have reomained paramount concerns of the American people.
One of the great sources of support for U.S. space progréms in the past
has been the linkage butween the space program and the Cold War. The
three polls quoted on page 66 demonstrate this dramatically. When
questions were asked about the value of space programs in isolation
from other issues, the public overwhelmingly opposed continuation of

the space program, However, as indicated by rhe March 1960 pall on

ORIGINAL PAGE IS
OF POOR QUALITY]
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science and missile development, the public was overwhelmingly willing
to support science and missile programs devoted to helping the country
catch up with the Russians in a period of intense Cold War. That
catching up with the Russians was perccived as being necessary and as
being directly rclated to the space program is demonstrated dramatically
by the polls quoted on page 68. The turn-around by 1961 illustrated on
page 69 is quite dramatic. Perceptions were similar in most other
countries, as indfcated by some of the polls cited on page 70 Page71
reveals the possibility that at least in other countries a perceived
need for the United States to catch up with the Soviet Union could once
again develop, and the reversss in American foreign policy going on as
this report is written In early 1975 could demonstrate the possibility
of a revival of a fear of hostile countries getting ahead of the United
States. HWonetheless, for the time being at least, the era of detente
has effectively severed the previous :inkage between rapid advances in
space and the military position of the United States. |t goes without
saying that so long as there is no revival of serious threats to the
United States the spirit of detente is likely to persist, and the
couhtry will make vigorous efforts to enable detente to persist.

Are there other issue areas with which the space program is suffi-
ciently identified to bring broad public support? One’possib!lity is
promotion of international cooperation and conceivably NASA will
receive continued support because of executive interest in using the
space program to promote continued detente with the Soviet Union and
perhaps to promote enhanced cooperation with countries '‘*ke Japan.

However, support in these cases will come from the executl  or other
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parts of the government rather than from the public at large. The public's
willingness to push for larg: expenditures of money is much greater in the
face of o pércoived threat of war than for the positive purpose of margin-
ally enhancing international cooperatinn., A second possible issue area

is national pride, The rating of scientific progress as a contributor to
the greatness of America is very high aind NASA is, of course, identified
closely with scientific progress. Despite the current nadir of national
pride and the current decline in enthuniasm for scientific progress, it
could wel) ge that the bicentennial year will revive pational pride and

that some resurgence of enthusiasm for scientific progress will accompany

improving economic conditions (as:umip. that economic conditions actually

do improve).
The pages beginning with number 74 dealing with attitudes towards
science reinforce this view of science as a key contributor to the
American way of !ife. Page 75 indicates, however, that the kinds of
science meant by the public include primarily near-term technological bene-
fits such as medical research and major appliances. Thus support for space
science will come either from rather mild interest in general scientific
progress, or from more immediate benefits which are either positive like
those of weather forecasting and medical research or which facilitate the
solution of the most severe negative problems as indicated on page 76.
Finally, pages 77 and 78 suggest that, contrary to what one might
have thought, there is considerable and growing support for the proposi-
tion that "UF0's are real' and ''there are people somewhat 1ike ourselves

liviné on other planeti.'" Surprisingly, these beliefs tend to be stronger

among younger, more affluent, more urban, and better-educated Americans.

ORIGINAL; paGR
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Though one wishes the Gallup organization had put £he questions more
sensibly, the answers do suggest at least a latent reservoir of support
for the search for extra-terrestrinl life.

It may be useful to add some comments on how these public perceptions
may change as the space program continues during the 1980-2000 pefiod:

It scems likely that there will be a positive impact on national
morale of being at the leading edge of an expanding horizon of tech-
nology and knowledge. | K

It seems likely that there will be changes in man's view of the
world. There may be an expanding global outlook. There may be an
increasingly international perspective on problems of world-wide concern.
Evidence of such effects is difficult or impossible to obtain, but there
are reasons to expect such effects, if not now, then as the years go by.

increased knowledge of rhe dynamics of the solar system and their
terrestrial impact Increases our daily awareness of being part of that
system. As man ''masters' the solar system, he can regain, in a sense,
the geocentric position lost in the Copernican revolution. There is a
possibility of enhanéement of aesthetic, romantic, adventurous and
religious aspects of world-views as a result of increased awareness of
areas outside the world of every-day experience, i.e., increased aware-
ness of the relatively unknown areas beyond the familiar terrestrial
surface. -

Quality of life may be improved as terrestrial applications signifi~
cantly increase man's ability to deal with terrestrial problems on a

b4

global 'basis. Particularly important will be the development of

QREgHV
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adequate empirical data for reasonable and effective international
environmental protection.

It is not only the space program which will have an impact, but
having a space program. That is, the space program does not arrive from
space, as an 'independent variable,' and then “impact' upun society,
attitudes, and world-views. There is a difference between the kind of
socicty that 1) develops and continues a space program, with its
associated commitments of money and skilled manpower, and manageriél
and technological inf}astructures, as well as ‘technological spin-offs
and attitudinal consequences, on the one hand, and 2) the kind of
socicty that cuts back or discontinues a space program, writing it off
as a detour, an experiment, or even a mistake. The analogy was spelled

out in the NASA-sponsored book, The Railroad and‘thu Space Proqram,

where it was pointed out that the issue was not simply what was the
impact of the railroad on American life, but also, what did It mean
that we were the kind of socizty that built a nation-wide system of

railroads? Clearly, the decision (nr failure of decision) to abandon

the railroad system, in part, has conseguences, as well as the abandon-

¢

ment itself.
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11, METHODOLOGICAL COMMENT

AMERICAN PUBLIC OPINION

"THE GENERAL PUBLIC RARELY, IF EVER, IS FULLY ENOUGH
INFORMED TO REACT LOGICALLY TO PROPOSALS OR ALTERNATIVES
THAT INVOLVE A COMPLEX WEB OF ARGUMFNTS. DETAILS OF
ELIGIBILITY AHD FUNDING AND NATIONAL FISCAL IMPLICATIONS
ARE, MOST OF THE TIME, BEYOND THE RANGE OF THE MATERIALS

THROUGH WHICH THE AVERAGE CITIZEN REACTS TO PUBLIC |ISSUES.

"THIS POINT 15 NOT MADE TO DEPRECATE THE AMERICAN PUBLIC
OR THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS. THAT PROCESS HAS SURVIVED
NEARLY TWO CENTURIES OF CRISES IN AN IMPRESSIVE MANNER
THAT DEFICS BOTH EXFECTATION AND ANALYSIS. AND TIME AND
TIME AGAIN IN PERIOCS OF STRESS THE AMERICAN ELECTORATE
HAS MADE WHAT HISTORY EVENTUALLY CAME TO REGARD AS A WISE
AND PRUDENT CHOICE. THE POINT IS MADE RATHER TO PLACE
THE RESPOHSIBILITY FOR PUBLIC OPINION ANALYSIS WHERE IT
BELONGS: ON SHURVEY RESEARCH ANALYSTS AND ELECTED PUBLIC
OFFICIALS, WHO MUST LEARN TG READ BEYOND SUPERFICIAL POLL
DATA TO DISCOVER THE CORE OF PUBLIC SENTIMENT AND THE
TOLERABLE LIMITS OF PUBLIC POLICY....

MA TESTING OF PUBLIC OPINION ON ANY COMPLEX ISSUE MUST
PROBE NOT ONLY THE PUBLIC'S REACTION TO A SIMPLISTICALLY
STATED POLICY, BUT ALSO THE DEGREE TO WHICH THE PUBLIC
WILL ACCEPT VARIOUS ALTERNATIVE SOLUTIONS TO THE PROBLEM.
IT MUST ATTEMPT TO LEARN WHETHER THERE 1S A CONSENSUS AS
TO PURPOSE THAT TRANSCENDS SPECIFIC PROPOSALS, AND WHAT
IS THE LIMIT OF THAT CONSENSUS. AND IT MUST ATTEMPT TO
GAUGE THE DEGKREE TO WHICH PUBLIC MISUNDERSTANDING, OR
PART IAL UNDERSTANDING, OBSCURES 1TS OWN BEST REACTION TO
THE PROPOSAL."™

*MICHAEL E. SCHILTZ, PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARD SOCIAL
SECURITY 1935-1965, U.S. DEPARTHMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION

AND WELFARE, SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION, OFFICE OF
RESEARCH AND STATISTICS, RESEARCH REPORT NO. 33, P. 181.
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PUBLIC ATTITUDES FOLLOWING ORBITING
OF SPUTNIK | (GCTOLLR &, 1957)

"IN SUMMARY, THE CPINIONS HELD BY MANY AMERICANS
REGARDING THIS FIRST STEP INTO SPACE WERE SOMETIMES INCON-
SISTENT, OCCASIONALLY FICH IN NOM SEQUITURS, AND FREQUENTLY
ILLOGICAL ALSO, THESE OPINIONS DD HOY lNDICATE UNANITMOUS
PSYCHOLOGICAL SHG.CK OR NATIONAL LOIN GIRBING, AS THE PRESS
AND MANY [SSUE MiKERS HAVE INSISTED.... .

""CONSIDER, FINALLY, THE WORCS OF B. R. FISHER AND
G, BUELKNAP REGARLING THEIR STUDIES OF AMERICAN ATTITUDES
TOWARD FOREIGN Af FAIRS (AND SUBSTITUTE 'SPACE AGE' FOR
'FOREIGN AFFAIRS'):

INOT ONLY ARE,FOREIGN AFFAIRS QUESTIONS ORDINARILY
LESS IMMEDI/ TELY CONSEQJENTIAL FOR THE INDIVIDUAL
THAN SUCH QUESTIONS AS SMPLOYMENT, RECREATION,
AND FAMILY L IFE, BUT THEY ARE ALSO LESS RCAL....
THIS SITUATION MAKES THE USUAL ROLE OF THE ORDI-
NARY CITIZEN MORE ONE OF A CUSTOMER THAN A
PROCESS PARTICIPANT. HE CAN "BUY" A POINT OF
VIEW, OR SEVERAL OF THEM; AND IF THESE VIEWPOINTS
ARE LOGICALLY IN CONFLICT, HE NEED ONLY AVOLD
USING THEM $IMULTANEOUSLY.,..BECAUSE IT 1S NOT

" FUNCTIONALLY NECESSARY FOR MOST PEOPLE TO DEVELOP
A COMPLETE AND CONSISTENT PHILOSOPHY OF FOREIGN
AFFAIRS (SINCE THEY ARE NOT A PART OF THE IMMEDIATE
ENVIROHMENT WHICH THE INDIVIOUAL MUST CRGANIZE OR
ADJUST TO), THE GRISS PICTURES OFFERED THE CITIZEN
CAN BE ACCEPTED PIECEMEAL, AND WE SHOULD NOT BE
SURPRISED TG FIND THEM SOMETIMES CONTRADICTORY. '

“8.R. FISHER, AND G. BELKNAP, AMERICA'S ROLE IN WORLD
AFFALRS, ANN ARBOR, MIC+l., UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN, SURVEY
RESEARCH CENTER, 1952, 2. 42, QUOTED IN DONALD N. MICHAEL,
MTHE BEGINNING OF THE SACE AGE AYD AMERICAN PUBLIC OPINION,"

THE PUBLIC OPINION QUARFERLY, NO. 24, P. 582 (1960).
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I1l. THE PUBLIC SALIENCE OF NASA AND OTHER ISSUES

THE MOST IMPORTANT PROBLEM

GALLUP POLL QUESTION, "WHAT DO YOU THINK IS THE MOST
IMPORTANT PROBLEM FACING THIS COUNTRY TODAY?'' WAS ASKED
48 TIMES FROM 1947 TO 1974,

"WAR'' AND ''"THREAT OF WAR'' NAMED 26 TIMES AS MOST IMPORTANY
ISSUE AND 31 TIMES AS ONE OF TOP THREE.

YKEEPING PEACE" NAMED TOP PROBLEM 4 TIMES AND ONE OF TOP
THREE & TIMES.

WINTERNAT IONAL PROBLEMS'' WAS MGST IMPORTANT JSSUE 2 TIMES
AND ONE OF THREE MOST IMPORTANT 8 TIMES.

AS A GROUP THIS WAS MOST IMPORTANT PROBLEM 32 TIMES AND ONE
OF TOP THREE 45 TIMES,

INFLATION WAS TOP PROBLFEM & TIMES AND ONE OF MOST IMPORTANT
THREE 27 TIMES.

FEAR OF WAR AND ANXIETY ABOUT INFLATION TOGETHER OCCUPIED
THE TOP POSITION 4O TIMES OUT OF THE 48 THE QUESTION WAS
ASKED AND WERE AMONG THE TOP THREE 72 TIMES.
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THE MOST IMPOSTAR] b SOBLEN -
ChLUF, POLLY
"what do you thinx i« the mast important
problem “acing this country today?"
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September 1972

-y Inf ation, High ‘s Crime, Domestic ™) Drugs, Drug
@ Cost of Living @ Violence Lala pfyyse

‘ . Watergate, Corrup- 7 International
@ Other Protlems @ tion in Government m Problems

Fz;j Discontent with, lack Bz{ﬁ International
L4 of trust in govarnment Problems

swy War, Threat of
@j Unenployment War, Vietnam

*The percentages Indicate the combined responses to the following
questiors: ''What do you think is the most important problem
facing this country today?'! and 'What do you think is the NEXT
most Important problem facing thils country today?"
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War, Threat of
War, Vietnam

Othey Problems

Inflation, High
Cost of Living
Crime, Domestic
Violence
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YA IR IR 1553 111115 I i
November 1971 May 197¢ January 1969

Race, Racial
Problems

Campus Unrest

International
Problems
Drugs, Drug
Abuse



THE_MOST |MPORTANT PROBLEM_(CONT.)

IN 1958 SPUTNIKS AND SPACE PROBLEMS WERE TWICE ON THE LIST,
IN FOURTH AND FIFTH PLACE. OTHERWISE, SPACE DOES NOT
APFEAR ON ANY CF THE LISTS OF THE TO® FIVE PROBLEMS.

23




24

100 -

90 —

70 —

50 =

4o —
30 —
20 —

10 -~

- —— e

oWk
e 2y
o &

(W

N, ic

0

October 1957

E;ﬂ Keeping the Peace
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Race, Racial
Problems
Sputniks, Space
Probiems

No Opsnion,
Lon't Know
Cefenue
Froparcdness



25

SALIENCY OF SPACE |S5UE

SPACE 1S NOT A SALIENT ISSUE, NOT BEING OF DOMINANT
INTEREST 4 THE LIVES QF AMERICANS,

THE PUBLIC REACTS TO EVENTG OF OELP PERSONAL CONCERN,
HEIGHTENED NATIONAL INTERESLT, CURRENT PROMINENCE IN
THE MEDIA OR GOVERHMENT, OF A PERCEIVED CRISIS,
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NATIONAL AND PERGINAL HOPES AND FEARS™

1972

.. EVEN WHEN THE CONTEXT WAS EXPLICITLY NATIONAL, THE HURIZONS
OF THE PEOPLE IN VIEWING THEIR COUNTRY'S SITUAT!ON WERE DIS-
TINCTLY LIMITED. UNLESS PRCODED BY INTERVIEWERS, ONLY SMALL
MINORITIES OF AMERICANS IN MID=1972 SEEMED PREOCCUPIED WITH
MOST OF THE MAJOR PROBLEMS THAT CONFRONTED THE NATION.
SIGNIFICANTLY, OUR SURVEY FAILED TO UNCOVER ANY TOPIC OF
INTENSELY CONCENTRATED CONCERN AMONG AMERICANS, WITH THE POS-
SIBLE EXCEPTION OF THE WAR/PEACE THEME.*™

1974

.+.PUBLIC CONCERN FOR INTERNATIONAL AND DEFENSE MATTERS WAS
MUCH LOWER THAN FOR MOST DOMESTIC PROBLEMS; AND INTEANATIONAL
AND DEFENSE ‘TEMS WERE GIVEN THE VERY LOWEST PUBLIC SPEND-
ING PRIORITY....

-IN THE DOMESTIC ARENA, THE PUBLIC INDICATED SUBSTANTIAL
WILLINGNESS TO SPEND TAX MONEY TO ALLEVIATE (AND HOPEFULLY
SOLVE} MANY OF VHE DOMESTIC PROBLEMS FACING THIS COUNTRY.
EVEN WHEN REMINDED THAT SUCH OUTLAYS EVENTUALLY COME OUT OF
THEIR OWN AND OTHER TAXPAYERS' POCKETS, OUR CITIZENS LEAN
TOWARD INCREASING SPENDING ON THOSE ISSUES THEY ARE CONCERNED
OR WORRIED ABOUT, AND THIS FEELING EMERGED EVEN THOUGH,..THE
PUBLIC EXPRESSED A DISTINCT LOSS OF CONFIDENCE IN THE EFFICACY
OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENTAL INSTITUTIONS THAT HANDLE THIS
SPENDING. IN THIS SENSE THE GREAT MAJORITY OF THE PUBLIC IS
WHAT MIGHT BE CALLED, IN A SHORT-HAND BUT VERY REALISTIC
SENSE, LIBERAL...

., ..WHEN...WE PROBED DEEPLY INTO THE |TEMS AMERICANS MENTIONED
AS PERSONAL HOPES AND FEARS, WE FOUND THAT SIGHIFICANT BREAK-
THROUGHS HAD OCCURRED IN THE DISTINCTION THEY NORMALLY DREW
BETWEEN THEIR OWN SITUATIONS AND THE STATE OF THE NATION.
NATIONAL, POLITICAL, SOCIAL, AND ECONOMIC PROBLEMS HAD INFIL-
TRATED INTO THEIR PERSONAL PREOCCUPATIONS TO AN UNPRECEDENTED
DEGREE~-PARTICULARLY CONCEKNS ABOUT SUCH MATTERS AS INFLATION,
WATERGATE AND ALL IT STOOD FOR, AND EVEN THE DANGER OF POLIT-
ICAL INSTABILITY, THERE WAS A PREVAILING MOOD OF UNCERTAINTY
AND SKEPTICISM, *%*

*FROM THE WORK OF HADLEY CANTRIL, LLOYD A. FREE, WILLIAM
WATTS, ALBERT H. CANTRIL AND CHARLES W. ROLL, JR.

*JILLIAM WATTS AND LLOYD A. FREE, EDS., STATE OF THE
NATION (NEW YORK: UNIVERSE BOOKS, 1973), P. 257.

®EAWILLIAM WATTS AND LLOYD A. FREE, STATE OF THE NATION
1974 (WASHINGTON, D.C.: POTOMAC ASSOCIATES, 197k), PP, 297,

THE TABLES FOLLOWING WERE TAKEN FROM WATTS AND FREE 1973
AND 1974, A DASH (--) ON EACH OF THESE FOUR TABLES INDICATES

MENTION BY LESS THAN § PERCENT OF THE SAMPLE. A SHIFT OF 4

PERCENTAGE POINTS BETWEEN STUDIES IS CONSIDERED STATISTICALLY
SIGNIFICANT.
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"WHAT ARE YOUR WISHES AND HOPES
PICTURE THE FUTURE OF THE U.S.

FOR THE FUTURE OF THE UNITED STATES? IF YOU
IN THE BEST POSSIBLE LIGHT, HOW WOULD THINGS

LOOK, LET US S5AY, ABOUT TIN YEAFS FROM NOW?"

"AND WHAT ABOUT YOUR FEARL

AND WORRIES FOR THE FUTURE OF OUR COUNTRY?

IF YOU

PICTURE THE FUTURE OF THE U.S.
LOOK ABOUT TEN YEARS FROM NOW?"

IN THE WORST POSSIBLE LIGHT, HOW WOULD THINGS

NATIONA\ HOPES

“{PERCENTAGES)
13 CHANGE
1959 | 1964 | 1971] 1972 N 1974
PEACE..... . R, Creereeeens .| - 48 51 51 56 27
EMPLOYMENT . . v vvne v e rreanesa s 13 15 16 17 10
LAW AND ORDER........ St e e reeer s iaeesans -- - 1 L] N
ECONOMIC STABILITY; NO INFLATION....... R 12 5 18 13 24
SOLUTION OF POLLUTION PROBLEMS...... e e -- -- 10 12 5
NATIONAL UNITY AND POLITICAL STABILITY (IN-
TERNAL PEACE AND ORDER; ABSENCE OF UNREST
TENSIONS, ANTAGONISMS)...,.. ............ . -- 9 15 1 15
IMPROVED STANDARD OF LIVING; GREATER NA-
TIONAL PROSPERITY,..... et eraeneneeees . 20 28 11 10 1
SOCIAL JUSTICE (GREATER EQUALITY FOR ALL
ELEMENTS OF THE POPULATION)....... Ceveane -- -- -- 8 n.a.
SOLUTION OF DRUG PROBLEM. v.ivevieverroonses -- - 6 7 n.a.
EFFICIENT GOVERNMENT; COMPETENT LEADERSHlP -- -~ - 6 1
EDUCATION........ e reerens e et ee s -- -—- - 6 6
HONEST GOVERNMENT . v e eeneennanoevsvansas - - - 5 25
ELIMINATION OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION AND
PREJUDICE . vt esiennneeronrneenases e 14 15 10 5 n.a
PUBLIC MORALITY (ETHICAL STANDARDS
RELIGION) ¢t v et ee e enrvensonnnnasennnans 7 10 8 5 10
BETTER WORLD (MORE INTEPNATIONAL UNDER-
STANDING AND COOPERATION) v vveevrevrensans 17 6 7 5 n.a.
NATIONAL FEARS
(FERCENTAGES)
CHANGE
1959 1964 ] 1971} 1972 (N 1974
WAR (ESPECIALLY NUCLEAR WARY........... e 64 50 30 35 24
LACK OF LAW AND ORDER..ueuvevvoenesroasanns -- 5 11 16 13
ECONOMIC INSTABILITY; lHFLATION RECESSlON 18 13 17 13 28
NATIONAL DISUNITY AND POLITICAL INSTABILITY
(UNREST, TENSIONS, ANTAGONISMS, CIVIL WAR)  -- 8 26 13 12
DRUG PROBLEM ..t vivesearnnronnnnasnsaccnans -- -- 7 9 n.a.
COMMUNISM. -« ot veeeervenneanannenenronansanss 12 29 12 8 8
POLLUTION. . it ve s tneeensanecoasoneansosansns -- - 9 8 6
LACK OF PUBLIC MORALITY (ETHICALLY
RELIGIOUSLY ) vv e ieriaevranereonnacnnans = 5 6 6 6
LOSS OF DEMOCRATIC SYSTEM; TOTALITARlANISM -- 5 5 5 1 n.a.
UNEMPLOYMENT .t i e v eeevronerecanaseonnnsans 7 6 7 5 n.a.
POPULATION GROWTH. . v v ivuvavacnnerunoanans -- -- -- 5 | n.a.
THREAT, AGGRESSION, DOMINATION BY A
COMMUNIST POWER. v vverveossnnnasesarncsnae -- -- -- 5 - 5




28 PERSONAL HOP’ES AND FEARS

"ALL OF US WANT CERTAIN THINGS OUT OF LIFE, WHEN YOU THINK ABOUT WHAT REALLY
MATTERS IN YOUR OWN LIFE, WHAT ARE YOUR WISHES AND HOPES FOR THE FUTURE? IN
OTHER WORDS, IF YOU IMAGINE YOUR FUTURE IN THE BEST POSSIBLE LIGHT, WHAT WOULD
YOUR LIFE LOOK LIKE THEN IF YOU ARE T} BE HAPPY?"

"TAKING THE OTHER SIDE OF THE PICTURE, WHAT ARE YOUR FEARS AND WORRIES FOR THE
FUTURE? IN OTHER WORDS, |F YOU IMAGINE YOUR FUTURE IN THE WORST POSSIBLE
LIGHT, WHAT WOULD YOUR LIFE LOOK LIKE THEN?'

PERSONAL HOPES

(PERCENTAGES)
CHANGE
1959 | 1964 | 1971 1972 | 0,
PEACE IN THE WORLD; NO WARS..evvvienrnvens 9 17 19 32 16
BETTER STANDARD OF LIVIHNG. Cereeereaes 38 4o 27 29 29
GOOD HEALTH FOR SELF......... . Lo 29 29 27 28
ASPIRATIONS FOR CHILDREHN (OPPORTUNITIES

ESPECIALLY EDUCATION; SUCCESS;

HAPPINESS) ot v irininerennonnnannnanes . 29 35 17 23 24
HAPPY FAMILY LIFE .................... cee 18 18 14 18 15
OWN HOUSE OR LIVE IN BETTFR ONE,'ivrnnnnne 24 12 1 12 1
GOOD HEALTH FOR FAMILY....vvvrnvunn feeenee 16 25 13 12 1
GOOD JOB; CONGENIAL WORK...vvueusnns Ceeren 7 9 6 10 1
WEALTH. e o v eeve v nnnoeranonsnse Cereenees - 5 7 8 8
LE I SURE TIME RECREAT!ON TRAVEL .......... 11 5 6 8 g9
PEACE OF MIND EMOT 1 ONAL STABILlTY AND

MATUR ITY . v vt vnenenrnorarosnanosnonsns 5 9 8 7 9
ECONOMIC STABILITY IN GENEKAL; NOINFLATION -- -- 6 7 15
SAFETY FROM CRIME.. v eerveneanss Ceerieaaen - -- -- 7 6
EMPLOYMENT. ...... et e e eeerer e aeaen 5 8 6 6 6
SOCIAL JUSTICE (GREATER EQUALITY, ELIMINA-

TION OF DISCRIMINATION) cvvrvvennernnsnna - -- .- 6 7
HAPPY OLD AGE ... 't veesinunsornenonoeonnns 10 8§ 6 6 8
SELF~ IMPROVEMENT OR DEVELOPMENT.....v.vven -- -- -- 5 5
CHRISTIAN REVIVAL. v vt ivrnennenennn cevene .- -- -- 5 5

PERSOMAL FEARS
(PERCENTAGES)
’ — TCHANGE
1959 | 1964 [ 1971 | 1972 YN 1974
WAR. . s tsteneeacnaeosanonnns Ceeeseresesennes 2) 29 17 28 18
ILL HEALTH FOR SELFe.vv-veucaossnencnnas .o Lo 25 28 21 25
LOWER STANDARD OF LIVING....... Ceecresenen 23 19 18 18 16
© ILL HEALTH FOR FAMILY........... Ceereeseas 25 27 16 12 12 .
UNEMPLOYMENT oo v v v evseerenesensracnsnnsnns 10 14 13 10 12
ECONOMIC INSTABILITY IN GENERAL; INFLATION -- -- R 9 26
DRUG PROBLEM IN FAMILY. . uuvenvnneeronnsos - -~ -7 9 5 .
INADEQUATE OPPORTUNITIES OR UNHAPPINESS

FOR CHILDREN. cvevvnerennnnns Ceraeeenas 12 10 8 8 10
CRIME . sttt teeernveaneensacsasancsnasasns -- -- 5 8 9
BOLLUTION. st e e s iersreovocnsnennansssasses - -- 7 6 n.d.
POLITICAL INSTABILITY (DISSENSION, UNREST,

TURMOTL) « v e v eeneemieeeneneneeanssnassnss -- -- 5 5 6
SOCIAL DECAY (SPIRITUAL, ETHICAL, ,

RELIGIOUS)..... et ieneaeretee i - -- -- 5 9




HOPES AND PROSPECTS FOR THE FUTURE®

HLET ME READ YCU SOME THINGS SOME PEOPLE HAVE SAID THEY WuULD
LIKE TO SEE HAPPEN. WOULD YOU LIKE TO SEE (READ LIST) HAPPEN
Ok NOT?'' AND ''NOW LET ME ASK YOU IF YOU THINK EACH OF THESE
THINGS WILL HAFPEN IN YOUR LIFETIME."

1972 1968
% %
AN END TO ALL WARS
WANT ' a9 96
WILL HAPPEN 1 32
A DECLINE IN VIOLENCE [N U,S.
WANT 99 97
, WILL BAPPEN 33 31
AGREEMENT WITH RUSS1A TO END WARS
WANT 97 92
WILL HAPPEN 4s 4
AGREEMENT WITH CHINA TO END WAFS
WANT 97 X
WILL HAPPEN Lo X
AN END TO UNEMPLOYMENT
WANT ; 95 89
WiLL HAPPEN 12 39
A DECLINE IN PREJUDICE .
WANT ' , 95 85
WiLL HAPPEN iy b1
LIFE WITHOUT CONSTANT TENS|ONS
WANT 93 86
WILL HAPPEN 9 16
EQUALITY FOR Bi.ACKS
WANT 89 74
WiLL HAPPEN , 51 45
DESEGREGATION )F SCHOOLS
WANT ) 73 X
WILL HAPPEN 55 X
DESEGREGATION )F HOUSING
T WANT ' 71 X
WILL HAPPEN 52 X

X - NOT ASKED IN 1968

*THE HARRIS SURVEY, RELEASE OF.DEGEMBER 25, 1972,
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CRIME
CRIME 1S SEEN AS OUR MOST IMPORTANT URBAN 1SSUE TODAY.
ACCORDING TO GALLUP:

"'SURVEY EVIDENCE INDICATES THAT THE PROPORTION OF VOTERS
WHO SAY THEY ARE AFRAID TO G0 OUT AISWE AT NIGHT IN THEIR OWN
NE)GHBORHOODS HAS 5HOWN A DRAMATIC INGREASE IN RECENT YEARS.
IT 1S ESPECIALLY HIGH IN CITIES OVER ONE MILLION IN POPULATION
AND EVEN IN SMALLER CITIES T HAS REACHEDL AN ASTOUNDING LEVEL.

‘WOMEN PARTICULARLY ARE FEARFUL OF PERSONAL ATTACKS WHEN
THEY LEAVE THEIR HOMES IN THEIR OWN DISTRICT3. AS MANY AS
THREE 'WOMEN IN FOUR AMONG WOMEN OVER THE AGE OF 50 SAY THEY
ARE AFRAID TO GO OUT ALONE IN THEIR NEIGHBORHOODS.

‘'FEAR OF PERSONAL ASSAULTS IS BY NO MEANS LIMITED TO THE
LARGER CITIES. NOTWITHSTANDING GOVERNMENT CRIME STATISTICS,
VOTERS THROUGHOUT THE NATION SAY THAT CRIME HAS INCREASED
DURING THE LAST YEAR IN COMMUNIT!ES WHERE THEY LIVE.''*

*GALLUP OPINION INDEX, NOVEMBER 1972, P. 5.
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.
MOST IMPORTANT COMMUNITY PROBLEM

"What is the mast important problem
facing this community today?" (1968)

'"Whav do you regard as your community's
worst problem?' (1972)

12.

13.

Crime and lawlessness
(#2 nationally)

Education: crowded schools,
poor quality of education

Transportation: parking,
tratfic

High taxes
Unemployment

Lack of community service
programs

High cost of living
(#4 nationally)

Racial problems
(/3 nationally)

Slums, overcrowded housing
Poor local government

Sanitation: garbage,
sewage

Lack of cultural, recreation.l
facilities

Lack of religion, ethics

P

2 .

Crime
Transportation
Drugs

Juvenite delinquency
Taxes

Sanitation
Unemployment
Community service problems

Education
Pollution

Racial problems
Recreational needs

Slums and housing

“GALLUP POLLS.
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IV. SOME SOURCES OF GENERAL BUDGET PRESSURE

A RAPID DEEPENING OF ANXIETY ABOUT THE ECONDMY
TOOK PLACE BETWEEN 1973 AND 1974:

ECONOMIC OUTLOOK »*

Question: 'Which of these do you think is likely to be true of 1974:
A year of ccononic prosperity or a year of economic difficuity?

Prosperity Difficulty Don't Know
ro73 4oz 473 13%
1974 7 85 8

EMPLOYMENT QUTLOOK™

Question: "Which o’ thesc do you think is likely to Qe true of 1974:
A year o full emplevment or a vear of rising unemployment?"

Full Rising
Employment - Unempl oyment Bon't Know
1973 425 43% : 15%
1974 8 84 - ‘ 8

ACCORDING TO A GALLUP REPORT, ''NEVER IN THE FOUR~
DECADE HISTORY JF GALLUP AUDITS OF THE PUBLIC'S TOP WORRIES
HAS CONCERN OVER THE L.CONOMY BEEN SO PROMINENT.'' THE RESULTS
OF A SERIES OF QUESTIONS ASKED BY GALLUP N AUGUST 1974 ON
ECONOMIC EXPECTATIONS, INFLATION RESPONSIBILITY, FAMILY
ECONOMIC SITUATION AND SPENDING REVEAL, ACCORDING TC GALLUP,
"A PROFOUNDLY PESSIMISTIC OUTLOOK, "™

*GALLUP OPINION INDEX, NO. 103, JANUARY 1974, PP. 6-7.

*%GALLUP OPINION INDEX, NO. 112, OCTOBER 1974, P. 1.

ORIGINAL, PAGE IS
‘O POOR QUALITY
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LIKEL fHOOD OF A 1930, DEPRESSION

Question: ''Some economists think the U.S. economy is he?ding
toward a depression, such as the nation gxperlenced
in the 1930s. Do you agree or disagree? *

Auqust P)H{

AGKEE DISAGREE NO OPINION

3 3 2

NATIONAL L6 44 10
Professional & business 34 57 9
Clerical and sales 39 52 9
Manual workers 52 Lo 8
Skilled 51 42 7
Unskilled 53 38 9
$20,000 and over 28 63 9
$15,000-519,999 39 57 b
€10,000-514,999 - 43 49 8
$ 5,000-$ 9,999 54 34 12
Under  $ 5,000 56 32 12
College : 34 59 7
High School 48 42 10
Grade 5choo! 55 32 13
Republicans 33 60 7
Democrats 53 38 9
Independents ks 4s 10
18-29 years L9 . 39 12
30-49 years us 48 7
50 and over 4s 45 10
Whi te Ls L6 9
Non-white 54 32 14

*GALLUP POLL

-



RESPONSIEILITY FOR INFLATION

Question: 'In your opinion, which is most responsible for
inflation ~ governnent, business, or labor?

GOVERNME NT | EUSINLSS LABOR | NO OPINION
July 19/4 L8 16 19 17
July 1973 6 19 25 10
July 1972 39 20 29 4
July 1968 L6 17 2 16
October 1959 L I 15 hj 30

(Total for 1972 column e¢dds to more than 100 per cent
because some gave more than one answer.)

ALTHOUGH THERE WAS LITTLE AGREEMENT AS TO REMEDIES FOR INFLA-
TION, THE ANSWERS GIVEN MOST FREQUENTLY IN THE ABOVE POLL WERE
WAGE-PRICE CONTROLS AND REDUCED FEDERAL SPENDING

*GALLUP POLLS, REPORTED IN CURRENT CPINION, WOLUME |1,
ISSUE 9, SEPTEMBER 1974, p. 97.

[y
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CONFIDENCE_IN THE FUTURE OF THE UNITED STATES®

QUESTION: '"'HOW MUCH CONFINENCE DO YOU HAVE IN THE FUTURE OF
THE UNITED STATES: QUITE A LOT, SOME, VERY LITTLE,
OR NONE AT ALL?" ’

APRIL 1974

QUITE VERY NONE NO
A LOT SOME LITTLE AT ALL OPINION
% % 3 3 %
NATIONAL 68 19 10 2 |
RACE
WHITE 72 17 9 | |
NON-WHI TE hs 30 18 5 2
EDUCAT 10N
COILLLEGE 77 V7 4 ] }
HIGH SCHOOL 66 20 1] 2 )
GRADE SCHOOL 63 18 13 i 2
AGE
TOTAL UNDER 30 53 .30 14 2 i
18~24 YEARS L8 34 14 3 1
25-29 YEARS 62 24 i3 ] ¥
30-49 YEARS 72 15 19 2 2
50 AND OLDER 75 15 8 ) |
INCOME
$20,000 AND GVER 82 15 2 ¥ 1
$15,000~%16,000 77 15 6 | |
$10,000-514,999 67 17 13 2 1
$ 7,000-% 9,499 71 14 il 2 2
$ 5,000-% 6,999 69 21 8 2 +
$ 3,000-$ 4,999 53 27 14 4 2
UNDER 63,000 46 35 12 4 3
OCCUPATION ,
PROF. AND BUS. 77 15 7 i +
CLERICAL AND SALES 67 23 7 ] 2
MANUAL WORKERS 65 19 11 3 2
NON-LABOR FORCE 71 17 9 2 ]

*GALLUP POLL,
TLESS THAN ! PERCENT.



RATING OF THE UNITED STATES™

QUESTION: YHERE 1S AN INTERESTING EXPERIMENT., YOU WILL
NOTICE THAT THE BOXES ON THIS CARD GO FROM THE
HIGHEST POSITION OF PLUS 5, OR SOMETHING YOU LIKE
VERY MUCH, TO THE LGWEST POSITION OF MINUS 5, OR
SOMETHING YOU DISLIKE VERY MUCH. HOW FAR UP THE
SCALE OR HOW FAR DOWN THE SCALE WOULD YOU RATE THE
UNITED STATES?"

JULY 1973
¥ooth
T g
NAT 1 ONAL | ' 62 12 12
RACE
WHITC 64 12
NON-WHITE L6 14
EDUCAT |ON
COLLEGE 48 17 17
HIGH SCHOOL 65 12 R
GRADE SCHOUL \ 69 8 7
OCCUPATON .
PROF. AND BUS. 58 14 14
WHITE COLLAR 67 (L] 9
FARMERS 65 10 9
MANUAL WORKERS 62 12 12
AGE
18-24 YEARS s 14 20
25-29 YEARS 57 16 11
TOTAL UNDER 30 YEARS 49 15 17
30-49 YEARS . 62 14 1
50 AND OLDER 70 9 8
INCOME :
$15,000 AND OVER 60 15 L]
$10,000-514,999 62 12 13
$ 7,000-5 9,999 60 15 1
$ 5,000-% 6,499 62 12 LR
UNDER $3,000 62 9 9

*GALLUP PCLL
NOTE: OMNLY THE THREE HIGHEST POSITIONS ARE LISTED HERE.
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Great DeEAL oF Conripence iN Leaners oF huy U.S. IsstiTyutions*®
NATIONAL RESPONSE, 1966-1974 (HARRIS AND NORC SURVEYS)

MAJOR EXECUTIVE PRESS SCIENTIFIC CONERESS MILITARY
COMPANIES BRANCH OF COMMUNITY

j GOVERNMENT
80 1 - 30
70 - =70
o =
bl - by

— B
50 - 50
40 - B — - 40

o — .

20 - o~ r._[ - — - 30
20) - B - 20
10 7 - 10
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ProsraMs To BE Cut LeAST IN FEDERAL SeeupING

A Aid to Education
B Pollution Control
C Poverty Program
A60_1 D Aid to Cities
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING--SELECTED IssyEs--1963-1974--NaT1onAL Response

SPEND EXPAND SHOULD BE SPENDING TOO LITTLE
MORE INCREASED

N Haliing . 707:

Crime Rate

- . Py 2 d
Eduiat'?" Aid Child fir Polluti Ileproving & Prote:izvg
- ? n v .
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Solving Problers
of Big Citles

- “Meering Oyerall =145
Problems of
Cities
- 2N
= -t iy
\\ ............. Welfare
2 e 20
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Help to Other - - -~
- Countries \-'~\~.. Space‘-—.—‘ .].O
...Foreign Aid
] ! L L 1
may 1963 aprIL 1967 Juxe 1972 SPRING 1973 sprine 1974
. <+ » *
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“From Watts & Free, pp. 294-297. ,
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INCREASED AND KEPT THE SAME

JoNAL RESPONSE
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SUPFORT. FOR_AND AGAINST. THE. SPACE PRGGRAM:
FEpERAL SPENDING 1969, 1973_anD 1974--By LDUCATION
GALLUP. HORC
1965~~ I969~- 1973 and l97ﬁft

"Would you like to
see the amount of
money being spent
on space explora-
tion increased,
decreased, or kept
about the same as

UThe U.S. is now
spending many bil-
liors of dollars on
space research, Do
you think we should
in¢rease these
funcs, keep them

"We are faced with many prob=
lems 1n this country, nene of
which can hie sclved easily or
inexpensively,
name wome of these problems,

and fur cach one 1'd like you
to tell me whether you think

money on it, too little money,

I'm going to

now?" the same, or reduce |we're spending too much
these funds?"
 or about the right amount,"
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Grade Schoolr--
“"decrease funds,"
spending too much.
Ty

Grade School=--"keep
funds the same,"
“spending about
right."

[Ar]

Grade School--
"increase funds,"
"spending too
little,"

i8i

High School=-~
"decrease funds,"
"spending too much,'
i8s:

High School--

"keep funds the
same,' ''spending
about right."

(881

High School--
“"increase funds,"
Yspending too
little."

‘G
College--'"decrease
funds," ''spending
too much."

ect

College--''keep funds
the same,"” ''spending
about right.”

fec
College--'"increase
funds,' "spending
too little."
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SUPPORT_EOR. TH...SPACE PROGRAM:
FEDERAL._SPENDING 1969, 1973 anp 1374-~BY. AGE

GALLUP-~1669
"The U.S. is now spencing many Lillions of dellars on space research,
Do you think we shoule increase tnese funds, keep them the same, or
reduce these funds?"

NORC--1973 and 1974
"We are faced with mary problems in this courtry, none of which can be
solved easily or inexpensively, |'m going te rame some of these
problems, and fer each one 1'd like you to tell me vhether you think
we're spending too much money on it, too littie money, or about the
right amount."

- . ‘ -

A IR HEN
o ‘.v.:. it

1969 [l Keep the 1973 About
" $3Me l9710 l‘igh.’. -
[] Increasc E‘ Spending
: - too little
| 21-29 Years 30-49 Years 50 & Over -

/0
60
50

40

20
10

1969 73 74

ORIGINAT} PAGHYY’
OF POOR QUALITY]



SupPORT _FOR AND AGAINST THE SpAcE PROGRAM:

/3 aup 1974--Bvy Age v
GALLUP-- 1969 KORC--1973 and 1974
"The U.S. is now spending {We are faced with many problems in this country, none of
many billions of dollars j}which can be solved easily or irexpensively. 1'm going

on space research. Do to name some of these probiems, and for each one 1'd like
you think we should in- you to tell me whether you think we're spending toc much
crease these funds, keep {money on it, too little money, or about the right amount."

them the same, or reduce {1 About ' Spending g—r’;hout £l Spending

these funds?' L! right too much .i right too much
Keep the o == Spending =y Spending

B came ﬂnenuce Li too little g too little
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SUPPORT_FOR THE_SPACE PROG

FEDERAL_SPENDING, 1973 Arp 1974--pY

CUPATLON*
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NORC--1973 and 1974
"We are faced with many pronlems in this country, none of which can be

I'm going to name some of these

problems, and for each one 1'd like vou to tel) me whether you think

we're spending too much meney on it, too little money, or about the

solved easlly or inexpensively.
right amount.,"

[j Spending too little
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SUPPQRT FOR AND AGAINST THE SPACE PROGRAM:

FeperaL Seenping, 18973 anp 1874--By Occupation®

NORC--1973 and 1374
"We are faced with many problems in this cocuniry, ncne of which can be solved easily or inexpensively.
1'm going to name some of these problems, and for each oae 1'd like you tc tell me whether you thiak»
we're spending too much money on it, too litile money, or about the right amount.™
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SupporT For anND AcaAInNST THE Space ProsrAM:
FEDERAL SPENDIN 3608, 187% anp 1974--3Y 1NCOM

GALLUP--19692 NORLC--1973 and 1974
“*'The U.S. is now spending many "We are faced with many problems in this country, none of which
billions of dollars on space can be so*ved easily or inexpensively. 1'm going to name some cf
research. Do you think we should} these problems, and for each one |'d like you to tell me whether
increase these funds, keep them you think we're spending too mech money on it, too little money,
the same. or reduce these funds?"{ or about the right amount.”
o NUCNUNY A - . -
n Keep the aboat Spending About . Spending
8U - Reduce right right -80
same ghL too much ~ too much
ﬂ Increase >penaing Spencing
70 too little too little ~70
— 7
60 B 60
peim-eany
50 B - 59
g — - pu—
o | pme -
40 - 4= 1 - -40
) O o
o o
[e] BW% Roat N So
o - o ol o -
GO 1\0 o Qf Cy O [sa% k=Y
30 —4slilne — S} o Dl ate ~30
ol ~1O oY = o—c—} -.c\o c:o:g\\?
~O < o S F I B=ot Reat L) THIo METIOVO N
oy -y T [33] Faq VIO —f OV~ GuioH — g L= f*a) Real
: N 11 >ul fONVION IO (=3 Bx =30 QITHINIOI O 1 11723 e O YOO C -—20
20— o] olw S S N Y 1) it ool ot - -l 1o ololi ho ol -t -lnle
(@] Wan JoO Ohionhio ol -8 O3t O ICVDO [oF fod el tipy k=2 [221 B 1oAY { =
o= W ~f -t - Slunjolole ~l—j—1 -] - ojolo -f—i1—1 -1
e =4 W NO T N Ot — ~ Ot =h 3 | 1 I O e B £ =4 (o} ¥ 1 FONRD
o O 1 t I rEOICOIO NIOICit INjoy -~ NIO O
_ e clofofo i P apd wnioicio —t—to wlolojo _10
10 IO IOJO ja WO ED OIOC O o Turion jen ojoto]x
SO{O1o jw i of = ~}O fua 3 el -l ~joOfu
o} -~} -~ ~lo e wimngo ] ~io whnlo] -l
—ir~funjoniz " >i—j—~ho = >i—]—fol=
< RO 27 R0 3 75 O e} 2 Ol jurin D [N (7.8 B3 2708 jum]

F—
Ok
~J
£

aARCH 1969 e sPrRING 1973

%9



qu
=

30

20

10

ProGRAM PRIORITIES

"Bearing in mind that our
problem is to build the
strongest nation possible
in order to meet any Situa“
tion, on which of these 4
aroups of things do you
think the government is
~arranted in spending the
most money--increasing
ar—aments, dealing with ag
ricultural prohlems, reduc:
ling poverty & unemplovment
or public__ construction?"
(Roper-Fortune]

FIRST CHOICE

—

Lew

Which three of the seventeen

individual things we have

just been talking about do
you think are, or might be,
the ones justifying the ex-
pendi ture of the moOST mopey
and effort?"

TOP TEN
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(Roper-Fortune)

"Spre people say that there will be some dis-
armament and therefore our goveranent will
spand less on arms arnd defense. Suppose this
is the case, what would you say should be

done wirh the money saved?  (SRC-Michigan;
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COST OF THE PAST SPACE PROGRAM
HARRIS SURVEY--APRIL 1970

MGETTING TO THE MOON COST FOUR BILLION DOLLARS A YEAR FOR
NINE YEARS, DO YOU FEEL LANDING A MAN ON THE MOON WAS WORTH
SPENDING THAT AMOUNT OF MONEY, OR WASN'T IT WORTH 177"

WORTH IT NOT WORTH IT NOT SURE

4 3 S
NAT1ONW I DE. 39 56
RACE
WHITE 42 53 5
BLACK 13 78 9
AGE
UNDER 30 46 50 4
(30 70 49 49 L7 b}
50 AND OVER 22 71 7
EDUCATION
[COLLEDRE 58 39 31
HIGH SCHOOL 35 60 5
8TH GRADE CR LESS 15 75 10
INCOME )
[ 510,000 AND OVER 5h I3 3]
$ 5,000-%9.999 37 59 4
UNDER $5,000 17 73 10
S1ZE OF COMMUNITY
“CITIES 33 60 7
[ 'SUBURBS 51 L6 3|
TOWNS 43 55 2
RURAL 32 61 7
PARTY IDENTIFICATION .
REPUBL I CAN L2 53 5
DEMOCRAT 35 60 5
4

INDEPENDENT ’ Ly - 52
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COST OF "HE FUTURE SPACE PROGRAM

HARR!S SURVEY-=APRIL 1970

"§T COULD COST THE UNITED STATES FOUR BILLION DOLLARS A YEAR
FOR THE NEXT TEN YEARYH TO EXPLORE THE MOON AND OTHER PLANETS
IN OUTER SPACE. ALL IN ALL, DO YOU FEEL THIS SPACE PROGRAM

IS WORTH SPENDING THAT AMOUNT OF MONEY, OR DO YOU THINK IT

ISN'T WORTH 177"

NAT 1ONW | DE.

RACE
WHITE
BLACK

‘AGE

T . T S B ]

U A s Te s e e e w3

TR s e ke -

B T

HIGH SCHOOL
8TH GRADE OR LESS

INCOME

——

TINTEET  aem e wies a4 ad e s

O il

UNDER $5,000

S1ZE OF COMMUNITY
CITIES

TOWNS
RURAL

PARTY IDEMTIFICATION

REPUBL 1 CAN
DEMOCRAT

WORTH T NOT WORTH 1T NOT SURE

% 2 2
30 64 6
32 63 5 -
12 81 7
37 67°-7 T T 7 6
_____ 3 58 _ &
15 78 7
R N7 A
28 67 5
1 79 10
""""" Wy T T By T
TTT TR T T T TR T T 5
12 78 10
__________________ 25 _ ___68 7.
____________________ 39 _ T _ 5 W)
33 63 4
25 69 6
31 63 6
_________________ 28 67 - ___ 5
.................. L LN
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RaTING OF Four GovERNMENT PROGRAMS

Ho question quoted, '
People were asked o rate L government progroms comparing 2 at a time as to
which "it Is more important to spend money on,'  (CBS News)
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OUTSTANDING EVENT OF 1959
GALL JP POL.L~~JANUARY 1960

ASKED IN TEN NATIONS: OF nlLlL THE THINGS THAT HAVE HAPPENED
ANYWHERE (N THE WORLD DURING 1959, WHICH IS THE MOST OUT-
STANDING?

THE FOLLOWING ARE LISTCD IN ORDER OF FREQUENCY OF MENTION:
SPACE ACTIVITY
FORTHCOMING EXCHANGE OF VISITS BETWEEN PRESIDENT
E1SENHOWER AND PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV.

THERE WERE ONLY TWO NATIONS OF THE TEN PARTICIPATING IN THIS
SURVEY WHERE SPACE ACTIVITY AND THE FORTHCOMING EXCHANGE OF
VISITS WERE NOT EITHER FIRGT OR SECOND CHOICES. SWEDEN'S
FIRST CHOICE WAS THE {iGH-1EVEL EXCHANGE OF VISITS AND THEIR
SECOND CHOICE WAS INGZMAR JOHANNSON'S VICTORY OVER FLOYD
PATTERSON FOR THE HEAVYWEIGHT BOXING CHAMPIONSHIP OF THE
WORLD. IN GREAT BRITAIN, THE CONSERVATIVE PARTY'S VICTORY
AT THE POLLS IN QCTOBER RECEJVED THE SECOND GREATEST NUMBER
OF CHOICES AFTER SPACE ACTIVITY,

THE TEN NATIONS PARTICIPATING IN THIS SURVEY WERE: AUSTRIA,
CANADA, FRANCE, GREAT BRITAIN, GREECE, NETHERLANDS, SWEDEN,
SWITZERLAND, URUGUAY, AND WEST GERMANY.

59



60

PUBLIC OPINION'S LOCATION OF BLAME FOR SPUTNIK'S TRIUMPH
' (Gallup Polls)

RUSS AN SPACE PROGRAM
October 1957

Why do you think Russia was able to
launch the ecarth satellite befoare
the United States did?

The reasons are listed in order of
frequency of mention:

Russ ians worked harder and
longer at It; concentrated
on it.

Russia has better scientists:
got scientists {rom Germany
after World War 1. ’

United States proaram wos
badly organized; inter=service
rivalry slowed our program
down,

Russians made more money avail-~
able for their satellite
program,

ORIGINAL PAGE
OF POOR QuaLITY

MISSILE GAP
December 1959

Where, specifically, would you put
the blame, if anywhere, for letting
the Russians get ahead of us in
developing rockets and missiles?

The replies are listed in order of
frequency of mention:

Eisenhower administration, the
Repubiicans, our leaders in
Washington.,

Inter-service rivalry, poor
management of racket program.

Not enough emphasis on training
scientists, not enough good
scientists in United States.

Congressional cut-back in
defense budget, Congress
generally,

General complacency, smugness,
overconfidence by Americans.

Security leaks, espionage by
Russia, United States too
trusting in past,

Former administrations~--Truman,
Roosevel t administrations.

About one person in three (31%) said
they would not know where to place
the blame at present.

"One thing that | found especially striking was how
closely the public's reactions corresponded to the explanatory
"line' which was coming from the White House. Relatively few
persons repeated the criticisms which were being printed in
newspaper editorials or were being made by members of fLongress
or by scientists.'" In talking about Sputnik, most people tended
to paraphrase what Eisenhower himself had said. “In no community
did | find any tendency on the part of the public to look for
leadership to anyone else--to their newspapers or radio commen-
tators, to Congressmen, or to men of science. Nor, with some
exceptions, could people be said to be in advance of the Presi-
dent or to be demanding more action than he was.'"”

*Samuel Lubell, “'Sputnik and American Public Opinion," Columbia Uni-
versity Forum, Winter 1957, pp. 12-21, quoted in Michael, The Public

Opinion Quarterly, No. 24, p. 582.

IR iaded
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VI, TEMPORARY PRESIDENTIAL LEVERAGE dVER POLICIES

PRESIDENTIAL POPULARITY AND SUPPORT
FOR_PRES [ DENTIAL ACTION
(GALLUP POLLS)

EISENHOWER--U.S. TROOPS LAND IN LEBANON, JULY 15, 1958,

"'00 YOU APPROVE OR DISAPPROVE OF THE U.S. ACTIOM OF SENDING
TROOPS INTO LEBANONT!*

APPROVE  DISAPPROVE UNDEC|DED

NEW YORK, CHICAGO
AND SAN FRANCISCO 59% 27% 1h%

THE PREVIOUS YEAR, EISENHOWER'S POPULARITY HAD FALLEN OVER
20% FROM THE HIGH AFTER HIS SECOND-TERM INAUGURATION IN
JANUARY T0 THE END OF THE YEAR AFTER THE RACIAL TURMOIL IN
LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS HAD TAKEN PLACE. FROM THE BEGINNING
OF 1958 TO JULY, EISENHOWS ('S POPULARITY DROPPED STILL
ANOTHER 8 PERCENTAGE POINIS. AFTER THE TROOP DISPATCH TO
LEBANON, EISENHOWER'S APPROVAL ROSE 6%, BUT DROPPED THAT
AMOUNT BY THE END OF THE YEAR AFTER THE CONGRESSIONAL ELEC-
TION, WHICH THE DEMOCRATS WON.

EfSENHOWER APPROVAL (%)
JULY 1958 52
(U.S. TROOPS LAND IN LEBANON)
AUGUST 58
SEPTEMBER 56
OCTOBER 57
(CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION)
NOVEMBER ‘ 52

*GALLUP POLL RELEASE, JULY 23, 1958,

e L
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PRESIDENT IAL POPULARITY AND SUPPORT
FOR PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
{GALLUP POLLS)

KENNEDY--BAY OF PIGS, APRIL 17, 1961

"DO YOU APPROVE OR DISAPPROVE OF THE WAY KENNEDY IS HANDLING
THE SITUATION IN CUBAZ"™®

APPROVE  DISAPPROVE NO OPINION
NATIONAL 61% 15% 247

YET THE PUBLIC BARELY AGREED THAT THE U.S. SHOULD GET INVOLVED
TO THE POINT OF GIVING ECONOMIC AND MILITARY AID TO ANTI-
CASTRO FORCES, AND IT STRONGLY DISAPPROVED OF U.S., ARMED
INTERVENTION IN CUBA.

VSOME PEOPLE SAY THAT THE U.S. SHOULD AID THE ANTI-CASTRO
FORCES WITH MONEY AND WAR MATERIALS. DO YOU AGREE OR DS~
AGREE?'™¥

APPROVE DISAPPROVE NO OPINION

NAT IONAL Wb % 15%

USOME PEOPLE SAY THAT THE U.S. SHOULD SEND OUR ARMED FORCES
INTO CUBA TO HELP OVERTHROW CASTRO. DO YOU AGREE OR DISAGREE?''™*

AGREE DISAGREE ~ NO OPINION

NAT 1ONAL 24% 65% 1%
KENNEDY APPROVAL (%)

LATE MARCH 1961 ' 73

. (BAY OF PIGS--APRIL 17)
APRIL 83
MAY ' 76

(KENNEDY AND KHRUSHCHEV MEET IN VIENNA)

JUNE 74

“GALLUP POLL RELEASE, MAY 5, 1961,
**GALLUP POLL RELEASES, MAY 7 AND MAY 10, 1961.



63

PRESIDENTIAL POPULARITY AND SUPPORT
FOR PRESIDENTYAL ACTION
(GALLUP POLLS)

JOHNSON=-~SANTO DOMINGO CRISIS-~APRIL 28, 1965

YHOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT PRESIDENT JOHNSON'S SENDING TROOPS
INTO THE DOMINJCAN REPUBLICT''

FAVORABLE UNFAVORAELE NO OPINION
76% 174 7%

PRESIDENT JOHNSON'S PIPULARITY OROPPED 3 PERCENTAGE POINTS
AFTER THE SANTO DOMINZO CRISIS, BUT IT IS DIFFICULT TO KNOW
WHETHER THIS WAS CAUSED BY THE CRISIS OR NOT; AFTER ALL,
THE PUBLIC WAS STRONGLY IN FAVOR OF HIS ACTION. AS THE
CRISIS DID NOT DRAW ON, THE DOMINICAN REPUBLIC ISSUE HAD

NO LASTING EFFECT ONE WAY OR ANOTHER ON PRESIDENT JOHNSON'S
APPROVAL (WHICH INCREASED 6 PERCENTAGE POINTS IH THE NEXT
MONTH) . N THE WORLD OF ISSUES IN JUNE 1965, TWO MONTHS
AFTER THE INTERVERTION, THL DOMINICARN REPUBLIC CRISIS SEEMED
TO HAVE HAD LITTLE (MPACT ON THE FEARS AND WORRIES OF THE
AMERICAN PUBLIC.

JOHNSON FAVORABLE (%)
APRIL 1965 67

(SANTO DOMINGO CRISIS--APRIL 28)
MAY 64

(U.S. TROOP BUILD-UP IN VIETNAM.
U.S. TROOPS IN VIETNAM AUTHORIZED TO
ENGAGE IN OFFENSIVE OPERATIONS, MAY-JUNE)

JUNE 70

*GALLUP POLL RELEASE, JUNE 2, 1965,
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PRESIDENTIAL POPULARITY AND SUPPORT
FOR PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
(GALLUP POLLS)

NIXON-~CAMBODIAN INTERVENTION, MAY 1, 1970

THE U.S. TROOP INTERVENTION IN CAMBODIA ON MAY ), 1970 IS
OF PARTICULAR INTEREST, AS IT CAME AS AN EXTENSION OF A WAR
THAT THE GREAT MAJORITY OF THE PUBLIC ALREADY FELT WE HAD
MADE A MISTAKE GETTING INTD. JT ALSO WAS DEEPLY RELATED TO
THE DOMESTIC TFAGEDY OF THE SHOOTING AT KENT STATE UNIVER-
SITY ON MAY LTH, AND WAS THE TARGET OF NATIONWIDE STUDENT
DEMONSTRATIONS AND INTENSE OPPOSITION FROM THE U.S. SENATE.
THE PUBLIC'S AWAREMESS OF THE CAMBODIAN SITUATION WAS
EXTRAORDINARILY HIGH. ITS REACTION TO THE INTERVENTION
SEEMED PARADOXICAL.™

DO YOU APPROVI OR DISAPPROVE OF THE VAY PRESIDENT NIXON
1S HANDLING THU CAMBODIAN SITUATIONTY

APPROVE ~ DISAPPROVE NO OPINION

NAT FONAL 50% 35% 15%

"DO YOU THINK WE SHOULD SEND U.S. TROOPS TO HELP CAMBODIA,
OR NOT?" :

MAY 1-4, 1970

SHOULD  SHOULD NOT WUALIFIED NG OPIHICH
NAT IONAL 25% 59% 7% 9%

APPROVAL OF NIXON'S HANDLING OF HIS JOB AS PRESIDENT ROSE 3
PERCENTAGE POINTS NATIONWIDE AFTER THE BEGINNING OF THE CAM-
BODIAN INTERVENTION.

*GALLUP OPINION INDEX, NO. 60, JUNE 1970, PP. 3-7.




VII, SOME LINKAGES TO OTHZR I[SSUE-AREAS

WAR

.+ +AMERIC/ANS HAVE [SHIWNJA STRONG AND PERSISTENT FEAR
AND DISLIKE OF WAR AND THLIR WISHES AFE FOR PEACEFUL SOLU~-
TIONS A5 LONG AhS THEY ARE 205SIBLE, HOWLVER, WHEN THE
PRESIDENT HAS TAKEN ACTION, THE INITIAL PUBLIC REGPONSE HAS
BEEN SUPPORT FUGR THE PRESIJENT, {F, HOWEVER, THE ENGAGEMENT
WAS EXTENDED AND CASUALTIES BEGAN TO MOUNT, PUBLIC SUPPORT
DROPPED, WARS AS A RULE DD NOT BENEFIT PRESIDENTIAL POPY-
LARITY,

DESIRE NOT TO BECOME INVOLVED IN MILITARY ENGAGEMENTS
15 NOT A NEW PHASE OF PUBLIC OPINION, THROUGHOUT THE LAST

THREE DECADES, IN EVERY (NSTANCE THAT THE GUESTIOQN WAS ASKED.

AMERICANS PREFERRED ECONOMIC AMD TECHNWICAL AID ©%of MILITARY
INVOLVEMENT OF ANY SCRT, THEY MAIHTAINED THIS ATTITUDE
THROUGHOUT THIS PERICD OF STRONG INTL¢HATIONALISM, DURING
WHICH TIME YHEY FAVOKED FOREIGK IHVOLVEMENTS, COLLECTIVE
SECURITY PACTS, THE STRENGTYHENING OF THE U.N, AHD THE
CONTAINMENT OF COMMUNIST INFLUENCE,™

SUBSEQUUNT DATA ANALYSES... HAVE INDICATED THAT “DIF-
FERENCES BY SOCIAL STATUS AND AGE...SEEM MORE VISIBLE, WITH
THOSE OF HIGHER STATUS AND MIDDLE AGE MOST IN FAVOR OF VAR
POLICIES,' N ADDIT!IN, TWO OTHER NATIONAL STUDIES FOUND
THAT LOWER~-CLASS PERGINS WERE MORE LIKELY THAN MIDDLE- OK
UPPER-STATUS RESPONDENTS TO SUPPORT 'MODERATE' OR 'CONCILIA-
TORY' POLICIES IN BOT4 THE VIETNAM AND KOREAN CONFLICTS AS
WELL AS TD FAVOR A DE-ESCAIATION OF THE VIETNAM WAR,™™

“DORIS YOKELSON, PUBLIC ATTITUDES TOWARD WAR, THE
PRESIDENT AND FOREIGN RELAYIONS, HI-16L3~D, MAY 2%, 1972,
PP. 58-59,

SEHARLAN HAHN, YCORRELATES OF PUBLIC SENTIMENTS ABOUT
WAR: LOCAL REFERENDA ON THE VIETNAM ISSUE,' THE AMERICAN
POLITICAL SCIENCE REVIEW, VOL. LXIV, NO. 4 (DECEMBER 1970),
P. 1187, ‘
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U,5. PUBLIC'S WILLINCNES'. TO PAY FOR SPACE PROGHAMS--DEPENDFNCE ON COLD WAR

(671Tup Polls)

SPACE_EXPLORAT 10N
May 1961

It has been estimated that it would
cost the United States $40 billion
~-=or an averacde of about $225 per
person--to send a man to the moon,
Would you like to see thls amunt
spent for this purpose, or not?

Yes 33%
No 53
No Opinion 9

SCIENCE AND MlSiLLE OFVELOPMINT
Harch 14960

Suppose that one of this year's
presidential candidntes said that
America is falling behind Russia
in such fields as scicnce and
missile developmaent, and that to
catch up, the American people will
have to pay more taxes, Would
this statement hurt him or help
him in your eyes?

Would help him 50%

Would hurt him 23

No differerce, no opin, 22

By Political Affiliation:
Republicans

Would help him g%
Would hurt him 27
No difference, no opin, 23
Demncrats
Would help him 49%
Would hurt him 30
No difference, no opin. 21
Independents
Would help him 55%
Would hurt him 25

No difference, no opin. 20

SPACE PROGKAM
July 1969

There has been much discussion about
attempting to land a man on the
planet tMars. How would you fceel
about such an attempt--would you
favor or oppose the United States
setting aside money for such a
project?

Favor 397
Oppose 53
No Opinion 8
By Age:
2129 Years
Favor 547
Oppose 4
No Opinion 5
50-49 Years
Favor Loy,
Oppose 53
No Opinion 7
50 Years & Qver
Favor 28%
Oppose 60
No Opinion 12
By Education:
College
Favor 52%
Oppose L
No Opinion 3
High School
Favor 39%
Oppose 52
No Opinion 3
Grade School
Favor 25%
Oppose 63
No Opinion 12

Negroes are opposed to the Government
setting aside money for an eventual
Mars landing by the ratio of 3 to 1.

Por -




U.S. PUBLIC'S WILLINGNESS TO PAY FOR SPACE PROGRAMS. .. (cont'd)

ENTHUS IASH _FOR SPACE EXPOLORATION
WANES IN MINHES)TA

1969

Do you agree or disagree with this
statement? s it important for the
United States to push on in space,
exploring mars and othar planaets?

Push on farther Lg%
Do not push on farther L0
Undecidod

1972
Space exploration in the future
should be done by nations working

together rather than by separate
nations, Do you agrec or disagree?

Countries
~ Furthker should
exploration work

important tagether

Agree b, 84,
Disagree 6k 9

Other answers

or no opinion 2 7

(Minnesota Poll, July, 1972, Copy-
right 1972, Minneapolis Tribune.
State adult sample of 600.)

DRRHNAB
O Fook g5
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U,S. PRESTIGE I SPACE ANC 175 EFFECTS ON RELATED AREAS

Gatiup Polis)

SPACE FLIGHTS
December 19=7

Which country-~tha United States or
Russia-~do you think will he first
to send a man into outer space?

United States 345
Russia Ly
No Opinion 22

MISSILES AND ROCKETS
December 1959

Which country-~the United States or
Russia--do you think is farth.
ahead in the field of long range
missiles and rockets?

SPACE RESEARCH
May 1961

Which country=-the United States or
Ruszia-~do you think is farther
ahead in the field of space rescarch?

Russia 38%
United States 38
No Opinion 24

Which country-=-the United States or
Russia-+do you think will be the
first to send a mar to the moon?

Russia '3h%
United States 33
No Opinion® 33

*Includes some persons who felt that
man will never be able to get to the
moon.

MILITARY POWER
February 1923

Some people say that we are dropping
behind the Russians in our military
power. Others say that we are keeping
ahead. From what you have heard or
read, how do you feel--do you think we
are dropping behind or keeping ahead?

United States 33%
Russia L7
No Opinion 20
By Education:
College
United States 30%
Russia 59
No Opinion A
High School
United States 32%
Russia 51
No Opinion 17
Grade School
United States 32%
Russia 33
No Opinion 31

SPACE TRAVEL

December 1960

Which country--the Unirted States or

Russia--do you think wi]l be first

to send a man into outer space?

Russia L0%

United States 35

No Opinion ?5
College Only

Russia 5 4%

United States 27

No Opinion 19

Dropping behind 34%
Keeping ahead 24
Staying even 25
No Opinion 17
By Education:
College
Dropping behind 38%
Keeping ahead 24
Staying even 2z
No Opinion 16
High School
Oropping behind 34%
Keeping ahead 24
Staying even 28
No Opinion 14
Grade School
Dropping behind 31%
Keeping ahead 24
Staying even 23
No Cpinion 22



U.S. PRESTIGE IN SPACE AND ITS EFFECTS... (cont'd)

ARMAMENTS
May 1961

Which country-~-the United States or
Russia-~-do you think is farther
ahead in the field of long-range
missiles and rockets?

United States 5h%
Russia 20
No Opinion 26
By Political Affiliations:
Democrats
United States 57% '
Russia 18
No Opinion 25
Republicans
United States 52%
Russia ' 21
No Opinion 27
Independents
United States L8%
Russ ia 23
No Opinion 29
SPACE 5&9&
June 1965

Which country--the United States or
, Russia~-do you think is farther
ahead in the field of space

research?
United States ' 47%
Russia 24
No Opinion 29
0
OR;} ;ﬁf@gﬂwau

oF
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SPACE PROGRAMS' IMPACT ON PRESTIGE OF U.S, SCIENCE

(Gatiup Pollis)

SPACE EXPLORAT!QN
October 1957

The Russians have just launchad an
earth satellite. Were you surpri.cd
that the Russians were able to do
this before the United States?

No
Yes No Opin
New Delhi 63% 34y 3%
Helsinki 61 35 4
Oslo 61 36 3
Washington-Chicago §1 Al 5
Copenhagen 50 38 12
Paris e 32 22
Toronto 48 50 2
Do you feel that the Russian
satellite is a serious blow to
United States prestige?
No
Yes HNo Opin
New Delhi 68% 21% 1%
Torecnto 66 33 ]
Paris 63 24 13
Oslo 60 32 8
Helsinki 56 4] 3
Copenhagen ky 39 17
Washington-Chicago 43 L6 it

The United States was first to
develop the atomic bomb. Russia was
fFirst to develop the earth satellite.
In your opinion, which country do you
think will come out with the next
great advancement of this nature-~-
the United States or Russia?

Other,
Don't
U.S. Russia Know

Wash.-Chicago 6172  18% 21%

Toronto 50 24 26
Helsinki 48 15 37
Copenhagen 4o 28 32
Paris 24 20 56
Oslo 33 L6 21
New Delhi 21 65 14

ORIGINAL PAGE I8
OF POOR QUALITY

SPACE_EXPLORATION (. nt'd)
October 1957

All things considered, do you think
the earth satellite is more likely
to be used for good purposes or for
bad purposes?

No
Good Bad Opin,

Wash.-Chicago 61% 16%  23%

Toronto 50 17 33

Helsinki n 19 Lo

New Delhi ho 36 24

Copenhagen 31 30 49

Oslo 17 39 Ly
SCIENCE

February 1959

Asked in Great Britain: Looking
ahead ten years, which country do you
think will have the leading position
in the field of science?

Russia 43
United States 13
Britain 11
Germany 6
Others W
Don't Know 27

*Less than 1%

LEADING NATION IN SCIENCE BY 1970
February 1960

Asked in ten nations: Looking ahead
ten years, which countries do you
think will have the leading position
in the field of science!

No
S.U. U.S. Others Opin.

France £59% 18% 14% 9%
G. Britain 48 17 21 14
India ke 8 7 39
Holland 43 22 9 26
Uruguay 42 27 16 15
Switzerland 40 34 19 7
Norway 38 22 9 31
W. Germany 36 29 14 21
Greece 27 29 27 17
U.S. 16 70 2 12

~
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SPACE PROGRAMS' IMPACT ON PRESTIGE OF U.S. SCIENCE (cont'd)

LEADING NATION IN SCIENCE AND
MILITARY STRENGTH EY 198C
January 1970

To gain insight into the current This question was also asked:
worid image of America, the Gallup Which country do you think will
Poll requested its foreign counter- have the strongest military
parts to ask the following question: forces?

Looking ahead ten years, which

country do you think will have the U.S. S.U. China Others

Views in:

;i?2$22'posution in the field of Isracl 61% 15% 9% 15%
o W. Others, Canada Le 16 14 24
Ger- No Greece b2 3 17 38
U.S. S.U. many Opin. Japan Ly 23 15 22
, \ Colombia 35 22 20 23
Views in: . :
tsracl  80% A% 7% 9% W.Germany 32 25 23 23
Canada 67 1 %23 ?r:guay 32 21 8 39
Finland 62 14 10 1k nota 30 20 3119
India 6l 19 & 16 Brazi] 3117 9 b3
o * G.Britain 29 37 13 23
Brazil 59 8 3 30 Spain
Japa 55 8 10 27 P 27 16 8 A9
apan Finland 27 43 16 15
Greece 53 - 5 '2 3?2 12-nation
Colombia 62 11 2 |2 e .
G.Britain 51 | N 27 consensus 36 22 15 28

8
W.Germany 43 L 8 48
Uruguay 36 7 22 36
Spain 28 9 52
12-nation
consensus 54 10

*Less than 1%)

16 27

"(Note: totals for certain coun-
tries add to slightly more than
100%, since some people named
more than one country.)



72 MAKING AMERICA GREAT"

"HERE 1S A L1ST OF THINGS SOME PEOPLE THINK MADE AMERICA
GREAT.  (HAND RESPONDCNT CARD) FOR EACH ITEM, DO YOU FEEL
THIS WAS A MAJOR CONTRIBUTOR TO MAKING AMERICA GREAT, A
MINOR CONTRIBUTOR, OR HARDLY A CONTRIBUTOR AT ALL?'' AND

"IN THE NEXT 10 YEARS, DO YOU THINK EACH OF THESE ITEMS WILL
BE A MAJOR CONTRIBUTOR TO MAKING THE COUNTRY GREAT, A MINOR
CONTRIBUTOR, OR HARDLY A CONTRIBUTOR AT ALL?Y

1973
IN IN RANKING
PAST FUTURE CHANGE  OF
] 3 FUTURE
A MAJOR CONTRIBUTOR '
INDUSTRIAL KNOW-HOW AND SCIENTIFIC
PRUGRESS 30 87 -3 |
HARU-WORKING PEOPLE 80 74 -16 9
RICH, NATURAL RESOURCES 88 65 -23
ALLOWING PEOPLE TO OWN PRIVATE
PROPERTY 88 84 -4 2
LIVING IN SYSTEM OF GUARANTEED
INDIV. FREEDOM 85 81 -4 3
CHANCE TO MOVE FREELY FROM ONE
PLACE TO ANOTHER 83 79 -4 4
MILITARY STRENGTH TO KEEP THE
COUNTRY FRUM BEING INVADED 80 73 -7 10
FREE, UNCONTROLLED NEWS MEDIA 8o 77 -3 6
PEOPLE RESPECTING RIGHTS OF
OTHERS 76 73 -3 10
ALLOWING MASSES TO SHARE HIGH
STD. OF LIVING 74 75 + 8
FREE EDUCATION FOR ALL QUALIFIED 74 78 . o+ 4 5
LIVING IN HEALTHY PHYSICAL ‘
ENVIRONMENT 73 70 -3
ABLE TO GET ALONG WITH OTHER
NAT IONS 71 76 + 5 7
EQUAL CHANCE TO ALL RACES 70 77 + 7 6
INDUSTRY UNDER PRIVATE CONTROL 70 66 . -4
SUCCESS IN FIGHTING WARS < 69 55 -14
HIGH QUALITY PRODUCTS AND
SERVICES 59 66 -3
GOV'T. REGULATION OF BUSINESS
ABUSES 65 69 + 4
OUTSTANDING POLITICAL LEADERS 63 60 -3
UNTONS RAISING LIVING STANDARDS 63 49 -14
PEOPLE OF DIFFERENT RACES,
REL{GIONS 62 57 -5
A GOV'T. THAT LOOKS AFTER LESS -
FORTUNATE 52 58 + 6
INTERESTING, CREATIVE CULTURAL
LIFE ' 49 53 + 4

THIS MAY NOT ONLY REFLECT PREFERENCES FOR THE FUTURE, BUT ALSO
* MAY BE A REALISTIC APPRAISAL OF WHAT WILL BE AVAILABLE.

ORI N S
oF glNAL PAGE g  *HARRIS SURVEY, RELEASE OF AUGUST 23, 1973.
CKMR‘QILALJQQ( |
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SUPPORT. FOR UL TENTE-ZIN 1957}

AMER) CAN-SOV |1 T RELATIONS
December 1967

Following are some plansy that have
been suqgested for the purposc of
creating better understinding
between the United States and Russia,
Which, if any, of these plans do you
favor: A plan to permit Russian and
American lcaders to speak directly
and without censorship to the people
of each other's country?

Favor 60%
Oppose 26
N¢ Opinion 14

A Plan to permit Russia and Uaited
States to send students to each
other's country?

Favor 60%
Oppose 31
No Opinion 9

A plan to permit Russian and
American tourists to travel wherever
they please in cach other's country®

Favor ‘ L7%
Oppose 42
No Opinion 1

Should the United States and Russia
work out a business arrangement to
buy and sell more goods to each

other? : ‘
Should uisg ,
Should not 33
No Opinion 21

On all four counts, a majoritv of
college-trained pzrsons are in favor,
ranging from 83% who approve the

student exchange to 51% who are in ORIGINAIL PAGE IS
favor of the two countries working OF POO
out & trade agreement with each K QLM{LRF&

other.
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VIII. ATTITUDES TOWARD SCIENCE

ATTITUDES_TOWARD 3CIENCE AND SCIENTISTS®

PLET ME READ YCU SOME STATEMENTS SGME PEOPLE HAVE MADE ABOUT
SCIENCE AND SCIENTISTS, FuOR EACH, TELL ME IF YOU TEND TO
AGREE OR DISAGKEE." (READ STATEMENTS)

1972
72 DIS-  NOT
AGREE AGREE  SURE
4 4 4

POSITIVE

AMERICA  COULD NEVER HAVE ACHILVED ITS
HIGH STANDARD OF LIVING WITHOUT
SCIENTIFIC PROGRESS 89 6 5

AS THE WORLD USES UP 1TSS NATURAL
RESOURCES, SCIENCE HAS THE JOB OF

COMING UP WITH SUBSTITUTES FOR THOSE
THINGS WHICH ARE BLING USED UP, 86

WITHOUT A STRONG SCIENTIFIC EFFORT,
THE U.S. WOULD BECOME A SECOND-RATE
POWER. 81 8 1

MODERN LIFE IS MUCH BETTIR OFF DUE T2
THE WONDERS THAT SCIENTITIC PROGRESS
HAS BROUGHT . 81 10 9

AS2 1
(o)

NEGATIVE

OUR SCIENTIFIC PROGKESS HAS GONE FAR
BEYOND OUR PROGRESS IH MANAGING OUR
HUMAN PROBLEMS AMD IT'S TIME WE CON-
.CENTRATED ON THE HUMAN SIDE. 76 13 1]

SCIENCE 1S MAKING PLOPLE %0 DCPENDENT
ON GADGETS AND MACHINES, PEOPLE DON'T
KNOW WHAT NATURE |5 ANY MORE. 72 22 6

SCIENTISTS HAJE THOUGHT T00 MUCH ABOUY

WHAT WILL WORX AND NOT ENOUGH ABOUT

HOW THEIR DISCOVERILS WILL AFFECT THE

LIVES OF PEOPLE. 62 27 1

SCIENCE HAS PUT SO MANY ARTIFIC!AL
ADDITIVES INTH FOOD PRODUCTS THAT MANY
FOODS ARE NOW UNSAFE TO EAT. 54 36 10

"{THE] FEELING OF INADEQUACY ON THE HUMAN SI1DE HAS LED SOME
CRITICS OF SCIENCE TO CONCLUDE THAT THIS COUNTRY |5 RIDING
A WAVE OF REACTION AGAINST TECHNOLOGY QOF ALL KINDS. THIS
SPECIAL SURVEY ON SCIENCE AND SCIENTISTS WOULD BELIE THAT
CONCLUSION."

'BY A MARGIN OF 78 TO 9 PERCENT, MOST PERSONS STILL HOLD T0O
THE VIEW THAT 'MOST SCIENTIFIC DISCOVERIES HAVE DONE ME MORE
PERSONAL GOOD THAN HARM.'"

*THE HARRIS SURVEY, RELEASE OF FEBRUARY 17, 1972.
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