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PROLOGUSR

This research project began in Januvary, 1970 owing

te the wavoidable demise of our two previous research projects,
the one hecause of a fire, the other because of the chaotiec state
of records, both of which causes ruled impossible any research
based on records =~ our primary sources,

We completed our research project - excepting the
statistical interpretations of the dats collected ~ on the date
required, and submitted a detailed abstract of the project, which
was accepted, We were able to show our results pictorially by
mem s of graphs, but these crude methods were of course WNBCeephm
able without statistical analyses, which we confidently expected

to obtain without difficulty, In our search for an acceptable

statistical tool, we contacted those resource people known to uss
our research advisors, statisties experts within the Sociology
Department of the University of Manitoba, two statistics experts
in computers‘from another university - all to no avail, The
‘thoroughness of our questionnaire design and the large size of
- our populations - both of which earﬁed us high praise fronthose
experts.we consulted =~ rendered useless all common statistical
tocls, Our project remained sﬁspanded while we awaited a
possible breakthrough-in our seareh for a statistical toel with '
~which we could extract the needed analyses, To this date, our
Search has remained fruitless,
We frankly admit our Limitations, but we do believe

we are social workers first, researchers second and statisticians

S




a very deeided lasts We can all say we have done our best, but

lack . the one tool we need to successfully complete our project,

In recent years there has b een a growing unrest among
young people in North American society, There appears to be much
confusion as regards the expressed attitudes of t hese youbth whicgh
seem often to be in open revolt apainst their socilety, its instit-—
ubions and its centres of authority, We note other choices being
made by some youth as alternative forms of behaviour to open reballianp
such as inward turning via use and abuse of drugs, through personal
isolation and alienation, and through the setting up of semi-isolated
communes. of one sort or another, All of this in turn seems to
ind;cate that meodern youth find current North Ameriéan society quite
distasteful and unpalatable, that, is, they seem to reject it, its
values, which in turn are manifest in society's laws, moral and
criminal codes; instibutions and patterns of behaviour and perhaps
even in its beliefs,.

It is true that the younger generation has embattled the
parental generation since bime immemorial, but it would appear thaﬁ
periodically there is a "Lhird wave! effect and the strength and
poignancy as well as the determination behind that rebellion, rem
jeétion énd desire to destroy’is stronger than what may be re-
garded as '"normal" youbthful rebellion,

| We were interested to learn whether theve was any
differeﬁee in the expressed attitudes of different, groups of this
youth generation and some of the attitude cabegories already

alluded to in the previous paragraphs, and, therefore, tried to

devise an attitude questiomnaire which could be used to compare bwo
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behaviourally different groups (1) of male youbhs tn determine if the
population was significantly differentiated in accordance with theip
attitudes to certain selected areas of human concern, (2)

We selected one group which exhibited transient behaviour
and one whieh demonstrated stable behavioup, (3 ) We selected
transient youth beeause of the social pariah chavactep which
Yrespectable! soc¢iety has attributeq to them and becanse of the
moral and characterological natures which ave being imputed to them
by spokesmen of the community.,

We do not set out to prove these erities of youth right
Or wrong. We are interested only in learning whether their
attitudes were any different from those other youbh who appeared
to b@‘basically beyond reproach m the stable youth who were living
aceording to plan and routine, approved by the youth eritics, a
behaviour pattern aécepted and expected by middle~class Canadians,,

What, follows is our theory, method, data and conelusions,
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CHAPIRER T

PURPOSE AND DEFINITIONS

This is an exploratory and deseriptive researeh e ject.,
It was conceived of as a means for exploring a subjective dimensien
~of bransient youth at a time when other studies of this group wers .
examining mainly the objective aspeots of this phenomenon, (1)
These studies were being eonducted at a time when th@r@.wqq strong
~and growing public opinien mounting against th@ influx of tranam
ient youth inﬁo Winnipeg, particularly during the warmer months
of the year, ‘Outspoken members of the adult community'cansidered
these young people to be immoral in their attitudes and behaviours@
(2)

We felt that research inte the attitudes of thege youth

S

won]d be aM?Onns and complementary to these other studies, (
However, our original intentions and.expectatiéns had to be
somewhat modified, This was necessary because as the axploration
of attitudes began, we began to discover through oup review of
pertinent literature in particular that what we had @riginaljy
hoped to agcomplish in our study did noh.?eally have too mueh
ﬁmaningvor rele%ance@ In determining the attitudes, we would

not bhe able to say anything about the behaviour of these youth

as perhaps we thought would be possible, Tn fact, our research
indicated that there was very little, if any, known relationship

between attitude responges and behaviour, We continmued with oup
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original plan to administer an attitude questionnaire o these
youth in oxder to try to diseover if it was possible for youth
groups with fundamentally different behaviour patterns to have
the same or similar attitudinal patterns, That is to say, we
wanted to find oubt if it was possible that attitudinally two
groups with different behaviour patterns could constitute the
same population sample, This then; in essence, was the base of
our researech, If our assumptions proved valid, then we felt
our findings would serwve to dispel at Jeast some of the myths
surrounding transient youth in the minds of the members of the
public, (3)

TMwamyahmm@hmmtofwmmibmmmistmwﬁag
the narratbr of ‘that super! movie, "Buteh Cessidy and the Sundance
Kid" stated at the introduction Cf.th@ film, we hoped that the
myths were not, e do not e¢laim infallibility in our subsequent;
pages, but on the other hand, in view of what s been going
on in the field of sméi@l@gical research into attitudes and
behaviour in North American since the midebhirtyts, social
selentists of mueh greater repute thanthe students who have
prepared this paper ean eclaim little more,

Our purpose in this study, then, is to survey the
 verbal attitudes of a transient youth group towards selected
issves a8 expressed through response items on an attitude
questi@nmirej and to compare these responses with those of a
non~transien£ youth group to the same quest ionnaire,

We decided early in the survey that we were not really

. . ) pour
interested in the Comtian adages savnir/prevairz prevoir pour
7
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powrvoir ( L )s As can be seen in our review of lit@ratur@? much
work has been done on the relationship of attitude +o behaviour
gquanbitatively speaking in the m st three decades, It should
alse be apparent that there has been much confusion in this
research mainly because of definition, or perhaps, more
ageurately, lack of clarity as to the definition of the congept,
Jome of the best researeh done in this area was done in the
thirties by Richard Ta LaPiere ( 5 ) but after this decade
progress in this area of ressareh took a decidedly regressive
steps ’

We would like té comment in this chapter on three pfom
blems of definition and use of the term "attituder which we
have eiﬁher noticed ourselves op which has been brovught to our
attention by various writers in this field of social research,
These are:

ls The mechanistie Stimulugmﬁespanﬁe and the
probabilistie definitions

2s  The lack of elarity about the component parts
of the concepty and

3a The debate aboubt the theoretiecal uwsefulness of
the eoncept,

Richard. T, LaPiere essentially laid the machanistia
SR definition of attitude to everlasting peace baeck in 1934

An his now elassical study, "Attitudes ws Actions® ( 6 ) when

he compared the behaviouwr pattens ang attitudinal responses
of American hotel proprietors with vegards to accepbing Chinese
guests inbo theiv mremises, He effectively demonstrated in this

study that attitude is but a "symbolic response to a symbolie
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-siﬁﬁation", and discounts the validity of establishing a theow-
.reﬁicalvrelationship between attitude and behaviour, In a word ,
.he rejects theAmeahanistics causesaffect r@laﬂionship between
attitude and behé&iour@ quortunatelyy though the soul was dead
the body lived on and research whiech was designed specifiecally
to prove what FaPiere had effectively disproved conbinues on

“into the present, Even in 1934 LaPiere anticipated that\this would

T

happen and stated his reasons for believing thigs
% Becawse it is ©a8y, cheap, and
mechanieal, the attitudinal
guestionnaire is rapidly becoming
a major method of sociologieal
and soeio=psychological investies
gationg,® € 7 )
Probably becanse it was noticed that t here was 3 dige
¢repancy between thought and deed in the sueceeding three
decades of attitude researeh, social scienbists began to adopt
a slight modification of their usage of attitude surveys, They
began to spesk of the probability of such and such an action
being carried out as a resulb of such and such an attitude being
expressed in an attitude survey, Tibttle and Hill are essentially
in this camp though they bresent a more sophisticated approach hLo
this, ( 8 ) 30 also do Tausky and Piedmont while simultaneausly
calling instead for more research into behaviour,( 9 ) But recem
ntly Wicker (10) has concluded and reiterated that the correlation

between expresseq attitudes and actual performance is indeed

very lows

"Taken as a whole these studies suggest
that it is considerably more likely that
attitudes will be unrelated or only
.slightly related to overtbehaviour than
that attitudes will pe closely related to
actions, %@Mmb@mmM>WmmﬂMdm1wh
efficients relating the two kinds of re-
-mmmmewermwhrmmweﬁOzmdoﬁmnamz
near zero, Only rarely can as mueh ag 10%

|II é | ) )
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of the variance in behavioural meagupe
accounted for by abtitudinal datag't,

3 he

We have also noticed in the various definitions offered

for the coneept of attitude that there is a laek of agreement on

the definition, and a lack of el

arity as to whethep attitude is

that verbal response which is

related to previous behaviowr

and experience, ag

inthe eriteria stipulated by Tittle and Hill

¢

@

"sesthe extent to whiech t he eriterion
behaviour constitutes action within
the range of eommon experience, and
the degree to which the eriterion bes
haviour represents a repetitive behaye
loural configurationg ¢1L)

or, whether it i

$ anticipated as is the case with the studies

of DeFleur and Westie

(12) and T4imm (13) whers attitude

responses were

soughts There has not been a ¢lear differentiation

by soeial seientists in this are

a of research between the econcepts

of attitudes, opinions,

beliefs, or other affects, Ralph Turney

(14) has astutely pointed this oubs

“The coneept of attitude was an effort to
short-eircuit the complexities of mants

subjective organization and of his relate
ionship to 80Ciety e

If, in fact; attitude is simply verbal response to a

aymbolic Situatiang then its usefulness as g predictive coneept

is eertainly questionable as Irving Deutscher (15) and Richard 7,

LaPiere before him points oubs (16)
Herbert Blumer considers the term to be an'”omnibus”

term, or catcheall concept, empirically ambiguous and of very

little practical Usey (17) He is one among a number of authors

including Ralph Turner, Irving Deutscher, Melvin DeFlewr, Allan

IIIII, | .
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Wicker, and Richard‘ﬁaPiere who consider the concept to be
obsolete or at least irrelevant for social researchs

Although we tend to agree with their reasons for this
conclusion, we do not think that the concept is botally irrelew
vé.nt19 If we accept their rejection of the predictive use of
attitude, and look instead at another aspect of attitude, we
may see that it is premature to abandon the concept for at Je ast
two reasons, Firstly, we feel it is premature because it is
still an important concept in the minds of the general publieg
and the least responsibility which social scientists have in
this area is to educate the public as ﬁ@ the uselessness of the
concepts, A person or a socilal group having»ﬁhe wrong attitude(s)
is socially isolated or ostracized or at least is subjected‘to
strong social pressures to conform with the acceptbed abtitudinal
norms of the commmity even though his, or their behaviour in
question in no way differs from that of the group or community .
There appears to be little tolerance on the mrt of the North
American public for variation from the norm of attitudes, and it
is primarily this factor which caused us to bake up this TR rhe
icular study, |

Secondly, it would seem to us to be of paramount, impe
ortance to explore the ®flotsam and Jebsam?® called attitude and
either discard the term entirely, or catagorize and standardize
its various component parts, Let us find out what it is that
motivates behaviour amd not take the indefensible position of
abandoﬁing studies of human motivation for a mere listing of
"symbolic responses to symbolic situationsg" The philosophical
position which holds that there is no connection between human

thought and deed isy in our humble opinion, surely untenable,
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Let, us then admit rather that we know nobhing about, attitudes,

or "human motivations of human behaviour and actions® and begin in

earnest to study these rather than declaring an undefined, unclear,




E DEFINITIONS

For our purpeses we Qre recognizing and using the
definition of attitule given by Richard T, LaPiere as the app-
ropriate one for this swevey, Attitude, then, is a “symbolie
response to a gymbolic situation,®

The definition is based upen t he assumption that the
five attitude objects w work, family, drugs, sex church and
religion « are situations with which respondents from our tobal
population have had previous sontact and experience whieh are
also conditions expressed by Tittle and Hill, This means that
these are ngt areas of experience yhich are foreign to our
group aml, therefore, attitude responses should oecur on the
basis of both recalled action and anticipated action rather
than just on the basis of the labter@

The definition of transient youth which we will be
using is an adapbation of the On@.used by the Canadian Welfare
Counecil®s definition in their brief Transient Youth published
in 1970¢

5.2

"Transient youth are defined as being single
males between fourteen and twenby—five years of
age who are temporarily or permanently living
away from home and whe have no settled residence
or oscupation and no eertain means ol supnort
(nor attending on a regular basis any type of
educational institution such as school or

university), They may be in transit from one
city to another op relatively permanent
visitors to the city from the surrounding
suburbs or from other parts of the Prove
ince, or young people on the move within
their own city, "
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CHAPTER IT

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

In examining the literature on the topie of abtitudes

and youth we found it necessary bo divide the review ints two
gectbions, Th@ Tirst section will be the examination of the litwe
erature that is avallable on atititudes and attitude studies in
North America, The literature extends over a period of thirty
bo forty years starting with Richard T@_LaPi@reo The second
section will deal with some of the available literature on the
Conadian youth seene, literature which is neither extensive nor
particularly rigorous in conceptualization’but it does have
one pertinent attributes 1t deals with both transient and none
transient youthg

In the literature concerned with attitudes it appears
that in the past forty years, sociologists have made little or
ro advance in the definition of the concept of aﬁtitudé or in
the relationship of the concept to behaviour, Richard Ts LaPieretls

Mﬁ%iWJSMMywmsmﬁkmhmiﬂzﬂﬁhamdemﬁm@dtmzmﬂmﬁmw

a

ship between attitudes and behaviour, He intimated that atbitude
is "a sywbolic response to a symbolie situations” (1) In
other words, an attitnde is a verbal or written ragponse to a

purely hypothetieal situation, He travelled with a Chinese-American

couple through the western states and observed the reactions they




received from hobel mainagers when they made accommodations in
the varions hotels on their route, He later asked the managers

and desk clerks to answer a questionnaire which ineluded a

sectlon on their feelings toward Orientals and their feelings
about granting them accommodations, It was found that attitudes
expressed by the hotel managers were not congruent with achtual
reacblons that the Chinese-Americans received, He coneluded that
a questiomaire would only elicit s verbal response which wonld
not necessarily allow prediction as to what action or behaviowr
would be manifest when the respondent was eonfronbed with an actual
situation, Shrewd guesses do not give the results, any more than
do predicﬁions made on the basis of deductions from attitude
questionnaires,

Melvin DeFleur and Frank Wesbie did a study on the
salience of attitudes in respeet to overd acts of behaviour, They
investigated the concept of attitude and its relationship‘to behae
vionr and how the reference groups influence the verbalized
attitudes, Their research dealt with abttitudes that are associabed
.with‘raéial prejudice, They concluded that the attitudes expressed
and the behaviour exhibited had a direction that seemed to be
similar. They were able to say that it appeared that the bear

group involvement made hazy any direct connection b etween attitude

and behaviour, It was a significant variable in making the behave
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jour and attitude relationship nonpredictive, However, the poep
group analysis can lead to some significant possibilities for
the prediction of behaviour, In conclusion they feel t hat
prediction of behaviour from expressed attitudes is not possible
from pure attitude ressarch,

Later in some further research, DeFleur and Westie
attempted to define attitundes as seilentific concepts, Originally
this term was coined by the 19th century philosophers who used the
term in regards to the mental processes of individuals, (
Later it was considered to be one of the elemental aress of ConNgss
clousness, (2 ) Thomas and- Znaniecki at @h@ turn of the century’
defined attitude as s relationsﬁip between an individual and a
socially significant object, ( 3) Tt is indicated by the authors,
DeFleur and Westie, that to conceptualize abtitudes; one must first
define the term, stand by this definition, and eliminéte extranious
variables, Secondly, they state that definitions should be directly
related to the measurement process, The authors eonelude by saying
that in spite of all the research that has-been done, no researeh
to date has been able to concefnalize attibudes scientifically,

-Laurence Iinn attempbed to investigate the r@latieﬁﬁhip
between raecial attitudes and overt behaviour, His reseayrch tested the
attitudes of preople by means of g questionnaire prior to asking

them to perform a specifiec act, that of posing with a Negro, He
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formd that in more than half of the cases studied, overlt bew

haviour and verbalived attitudes were ineconsistent, He coneluded
that the level of involvement socially, together with experience
with the attitudinal object, determines to a great extent the
relationship between attitude and behavioura (J)

Irwin Deubscher in an arbicle directed at the criticism
of Sociology and the failwre to rigorously research valid econcepis,

stated that scocial researchers are interested in overt behaviour

and not in verbalized attitudes, (5 ) He further stated that
since LaPiere®s work in 1934; sociology has built error upon
error in trying to build a case for attitude as a valid pre-
dictor of bhehaviour, Hven more pointed in his comments is a
statement that sociology has.b@en in a moraborium for thirty
yearss

Throughout his paper Degbscher refers to previous
researeh and states these authors have been unablevto prove
the case for predicbabilibty, More important, however, ave the
guestions he raises thab previously have bheen neglecteds What
conditions tend to free people to behave as they say they
would? Whabt conditions bring aboul the reverse? Uhder what
conditions does s change in attitude change behaviowr? Under

what conditions does a change in behaviour change the attitude?

(6 ) 1In closing Deubtscher states that social scientists have
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Laken the easy way oub and have done ne really valid research, (7)

Charles Tittle and Richard Hill tried to qualify the
attitude investigation and its reliability in researeh, They say
that it is possible to predict behaviour from attitude if two
measurement criteria are métg The first criterion'ralates to
techniques the instrument of measurement - should be multi~dimen.
sioﬁal@ The second eriterion is that the persons being questionsd
have expérienc@ in the area tested  -and that they have a patterned
behavioural response to this test area, (53) The predictability is
significant according to Tittle and Hill if the test criteria are
“met, | |

Melvin DeFleur in a later raper states that the term
Mattitude® is irrel@vantbto sociology. If the stimilus response
concept is accepbed then a definition is not needed, If it is
coneeived of as a latent process it can be stabed only in hypos
thetical terms and is untestable, Because of the many econceptual
problems that are unresolved; becanse it is nok a predictor of
behaviour to any degrese of aecuracy, indications are that it
has no value as a research tool, (9) and, therefore that
attitude response has no relevancy to soclological research,

Ralph Turner says that attitude as g conceptiis a gross

approximation that has provided only diminishing returns making




it a rathe?-ebsol@té terms  (10) He does admit bthat the concept
as it is has some value in eontrolled situations, He offers 5
use that involves the undersﬁanding of the ccﬁplexity of modern
man and his social organization w that 1t {e valuable if it can
be used to modify the behaviour of a person to make him more
functional in society, The eoncept of attitude can be defined
in many ways but he feels that attitudes are @xternally'imp@s&d$
Turner étates.further thatkresearch whenvused on attitude on g
mass scale, vesults in social action rather than soeial re~
search, (11)

Herbert Blumer holds views similar to a number of
other authors about the eoncept of attitudes, to wit, that.it
is short of being a seientific eoncept ., ."Attitud@", to him,»is
an empiriecally ambiguous term and becausé of this ambiguity is
eliminated from bewming a part of useful knowledge, This places
several restrictions on its development és useful knowledge,
These characteristics leave the concept of attitude as a strictly
omnibus term, (12) Blumer feels as well that these coneeptual
vroblems afe insignifiecant when compared to fhe idea that
attitudes can predict, behaviour, Further in tbe article Blumer
asks for more realistie reéearch and states that the contributing

<

factors influenecing an individual are most important in deteps

mining future behaviour,
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From this investigation into the concept of attitude

+

and its subsequent research we are forced to conclude that
attitude itself has never been clearly defined, that there is
ab best a tenuwous comnection between the verbalized atbitude
and. the actual behaviour and that sociological research has
really been remiss in rigorousvinveatigati@n of this concepts

We feel that there is more than a tenuous connection between

Y

. T R . . may be
behaviour and attitude but that this conmnection 1 the reverse

of the position that attitude determines behaviour, is€4; bhat

it is the behaviour which determines the internalized

perhdps:
conscioué attitude, One result of this investigation is thal one
cannot feel anything but uncertainty as to the validity of the
present state of social,researeha On the‘other hand, one need

not feel intimidated by lack of confidence, knowing that most of
the top research sociologists have been unable to crack the "black
box", (13) And perhéps through the exercise of serendipity, we

may shband as good a chance as the leaders of social research of

finding an heretofore unsuspected fachor linking attitude and

behgviour,

The literature available on the Canadian youth scene as
wasbstated earlier; does not meet the criterion of being extensive
or intensive, and its onl&*claim to validity is its currency

but is relevant because it is current, What there is

available is mainly of a descriptive natwe with some explication

See page 40




of the youth problems, The irmvestigation of the summer of 1969

has been summarized and bhe ideas developed in Transient Youth
(14) published by the Canadian Welfare Couneile
The authors of the brief on behalf of the Canadian

Welfare Couneil have chosen to eall the transient youth those
who ¢

"ageare between 13 amd 22 years of age,

temporarily or rermanently living

away from home and with no settled

residence or occupation and certain

means of supporte" ()
The report that has been published is primarily a ecollection
of observations of people involved with youth and péesented in
such a manner that the recommendations.have some substantiation,

The report seems‘to be‘rather vague, lacking the riger

of a tight piece of research, The reports of each of the
Proving al instituﬁi0n$ that are charged with the responsibility
of administering youth services seem to indicate much the same
lack of adequate services and opportunities for youth across
Ganada. They are a11 unanimous in their expressed feelings
Lhat planﬁing and preparation in relation'be’the needs of
Canada's "now" generation is not anywhere near adequate to
hamdle the situations

The report indicates that many of the transient youth

are students out to see Canada at first hand, The hard core

transients, however, are not students and impress those who work




with them that they are on the vroad for a number of reasons,

.mainLy problem~oriented,

fhese reasons are relabed to family, employment, law,
education and drug problems, and psychological hangmups, as
well as a host of problems having their genesis in the faet of
transiency,

The report makes‘a muwber of recommendations for hande
ling the yéuth questions Among these are the need for increased
medical , legal and social help, hostelling facilities and educ—
mhmm“m@@wm,ymmhpmﬂm%% increased communication
between groups; and a well-developed cémmuhity'reuentry program
available where and when necessary.,

In the research study on. trau%1enﬁ youth done by Robert
Short of Winnipeg in the summer of 1968, the problem is defined
and the envirommental and cultural setting explored and outlined@
It was found that there were youth from rural areas as well as
urban ones and not only from Manitoba, but From all other Canad-
ian Provinces as well, Short noted that the largest percentage
were from the East, Mainly Ontarig and Quebee, The report examines
and briefly describes the provisions for youth that are found
within Winnipegs GoReYePsTa, YoM,Cyha, TalaColy, The Winged-Ox
and otheﬁ church and c@mmuniﬁy drop-in programs, The problems

faced by transient and local youth are enmmerated and some of the
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partial solubions already provided are commented on, In most .
instances it was found that medical, legal, family, food,
accommodations,; harassment by police, lack of organized service (15)
as well as lack of employment were the greatest concerns that

the youth had, These problem areas were substantiated in the
Canadian Welfare Council report of 1970 which presented a few
recommendations as to how the youth may be handled., More services
such as hostelling, counselling, employment, drop-in centres, and
referral centres were thought %o be some of thé most Important
provisions required by the youth who is travelling. {

The appendix indicates that the largest percentage of
transients were boys from the ages‘of 17~20, The girls were
considerably less in number and the largest fercentagé were
between the ages of 15-18, The male‘female ratie was 631, (16)
The section prepared by the Y,M,C.A, explains their experiences
with the youth and gives a fairly comprehensive analysis of the
characteristics of these youth,

D, Vincent and N, Tarasoff (17) did a similar study on the
transient youth of the summer of 1969 and patterned their preser
tation after that of Roger Short of the previous years The study
describes, as well, the youth projects in Winnipeg and some of the
characteristics of the trahsient population, They then explained

the conceptb of the C,R.Y.P.T, which‘ﬁas founded to handle some of the




19e

youth problemss

The transient youth phenomens appeared to start in
April, peaked in August and ended somewhere in the month of
Detobers This study also irdicates that the male~female ratio
was sbtill very high, 5:1 and that the age rarmge of transient
males had remained high, 17-20, The female age range was 1@wer,

simllar to the year previous but no specific figures are glven,

An observation is also made that the younger transient tends to
sbay in one spot longer than his older counterpart, (18)

As»w&s the case in the previous year, the youth came
mainly from the provinces of Ontarie and Quebee; however, B,C,
and the U,S5.A, conﬁribuﬁéd considerably to the increased totel,
The researchers, as well, did expand somewhat on the causes of
transieney, Many of the summaf youth seﬁm'tofbg travelling as a
result of the Prime Ministerts statement ﬁhat "if‘there is no
work then see Canada@". However, from econtact with youth the
researchers seem tc think that this rationale benefitted the
student population who were bravelling, but was of littie
consequence to the hard core transient, (19)

It is impliecit in the research investigations of both
Short and Vincent and Tarasof, that this phenomenon of transiency

will not diminish in the near futurve but will continue to Erovs
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taé nunber and quality of services will be needed to cope with
these numbers, and that more people must become involved, |

Another investigation into the youth situation began
in Torento in 1968 and presented in an interim report by Robert
Byles., A summary of the conclusicns will be given in the
appendices, (20) The basic ideas followed in the book are related
te deviancy and social eontrol and alienation, It is imporbent
to note that the youth examined in this report were not
necessarily transient as in the Canadian Welfare Council studies,
but they exhibited many of the same characteristics, Byles
indicated that they were sbsent from home for m@dicai, familial,
employment and educational reasons, One of his major f@cemmendm
ations for proposed youth services is the egtablishing of an
ombudsman for youbhg

Dr, Js Hobertson Unwin also deals with the alienation
of youth in today's society., He indicates that most youth
activities are only a part of growing up, but that the bizarre
nature of some of these youth are forced upon them, Reaction
to force used to compel conformity to social and familial norms
causes some of the problems of youth and seems to indicate that
the problems of youth do not entirely reside within the individe
val youth, A further and more comprehensive summary will be

found in the appendix, (21)
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CHAPTER IIX

The attitude scales were admirndstered to 90 single

male youths and included representabives of all socle=econcmic
levelss The youths were broken down inﬁO‘Ewe groups = Group A
consisting of 46 transients who used the services of GeRa¥ePoTs
and Group By consisting of 45 non~transiente comprising 25
freshmen in the School of Social Work at the University of
Manitoba and 19 youths in Grade ¥IT envollad in a Motrepolitan
Winndpeg High S@h@@lg Thé averagé age of the tﬁo groups was
1945 years‘and thriy ages ranged b@tween.lé @-25 years inclusiveg
In csﬁclusidn we find our sample size ecompared with those of
several other signifieant studies on attitudes quite

favourably, Although LaPieres sample was 128, DeFleﬁr and Westie's
was only 36, and Linnts was only Lbs With 73 ré&pondenug aftey
elimination, oﬁr sample‘siz@ is a major strength in our 5tudyab
INSTRUMENT ¢ ( Mu;tiadimemsional neasurement instrument )

The attitwile questionnaire consisted of 49 stabements
constructed on the bagls ,Of the Protestant Fihie with whieh the
subject was asked to indicate his degree of agreement on 2
six point scale, » strongly disagree, dissgree, mildly disagree,
agree, strongly agree, The statements combined to:farm,S‘séales

eonsisting of 59 items each grouped in a Cubtman type set, The




items on each scale were presented consecubively, Iie statenents
were also included in the questionnaire, for example, qu%stionﬂy
were periodically re-stated that would verify the response, The
titles and descriptive inferﬁati@n-of the 5 scales afe given in
Table I, TFor example of the questionnaire see Appendix A.( )
The scales were decided upon by knowledge gleaned from
a review of literature on attitudes and transience, by experience
in working with youths of this age group, by direct participant
-Observation with transients as volunteer CoRe¥4PsTye staff and
by consensus of the four researchers involved, Periodically
welghted scoring was reversed so as to help eliminate acquiesw
eénce of response sebey, that is the tendeney of some people to
Sa&_"yes"‘ to anything. Finally the level of motivation and intell-
igence of our sample of sib jects would make it unlikely for
acqﬁiescence response set to play mueh of a role in determining
theiriresponseg For these reasong we believe that acguiescence
respongse set would not be a factor in ocur resulbs,
PROCEDURES |
fhe attituvde scales were administered (prewt@sted) to
a small pilot sample of subjects ( 10 CollaYaPe Ty staff members
who had been bransients) who were questioned in order to make
sure that the meaning of each statement was clears They were

then administered to the 46 transients usin local “erash pads?
g P
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?ﬁtween February.23’and Mareh 10, 1970, énd to the two student
subegroups between Mareh 10 and 25, 1970,

Before embarking on the research projeet we obtazined bhe
co~operation of the Committee Representing Youth Prohlems Today
(CQR&YQPng) as CaRuYuPuT provided the neeessary contacts with
the transient half of the study,

The questionnaires were adwinistered to the mdbiié
youbh at GgR@YngT@ and crash pads (Billets) secured through or
" known to CeRaYsPyTe They were administered individually by one
‘pﬁrson to establish consistency in approach and an element of
"standardization@ He intrbduced himself as a CyRyYuP.T, staff
member who had made the initial contact but otherwise eontact was
méde by the one researcher by visiting known erash pads after 9:00
P@M@ when the transients were most liable to be there,

| The sw jeets were thanked for their co=~operation and
weralgiven a general idea of the purpcse and importanece of the
study’ in understanding youth. ~ It was pointed out that the'néed
for more extensive services for youth, particularly of the
tranéiénts, could only be m@t by a more enlightened publie, and
that this research project was expected to provide some relevant
information@ They were alsc told that their answers were

private and that only the researchers would see their questionnaires,




They did nobt receive payment in return for filling out the
guestionnaireg

Prior to filling out the attitude scales, the subjects
were asked to complebte a questiommaire asking for identifying
informations This information was of a non-threatening nature
and mainly served the function of establishing rapport and
gradually prepariﬁg the youth for more pevsonal debails
requested in the attitude scales, It also determined eligibility
in terms of transiéney@ An explanation 5f the six point rating
and alsc the five scales was then msde for them, Stress was pub
~on the faet that there was no right or wrong answer and that
all that was required was their attitudes towards eertain subjects
aﬁd also that it was necessary to answer every questiong

A total of L6 respondents were collected, twelve of
whieh were eliminated because they did not meet the full
requirements of transients, = being employed full or partétim@
in either CuRsYPsTs itselfl or in other areas, Some tr&nsients
expressed disdain for the questiomnaire as a whele and some
objected to the wording of certain questions, however; only two
potential respondents are known to have refused to participate
in the survey, The researchers assumed that the subjects were
well intentioned to respond meaningfully since they were interested

in the resulis of the studys




The. use of the twe stuwdent subegroups was necezsitabed

by the age range available in the easily accessible nom~transient
youth econcenbtrations, The first group of volunbeer first year
students, aged between 18 and 23, were enrolled in a Bachelor

of Social Work program at the University of Manitobas The
researchers went to two classes and explained the method of anse
wering the questiomnaire, They were also on hand in the event
that any probiems should ocecur which might require explanations
These questionnaires were collected over a period of two weeksa
Of the 25 eompleted questionnaires 5 had to be discarded as
ineligible as the respondents were over 25 years of ages, The
second subegroup were male high school studevbs ranging in age
between 16 and 19 years who were in Grade 12 of a Metropolitan Winnipeg
high schocl, The questionnaires were administered by a teacher
'with the permission of the principal, The teacher had been
given precise instructions in order %o keep eanﬁisteﬁcy and
standardization, The classes that were tested submibted to the
guestionnaire voluntarily and it was administered to them all

on the same day, All the 19 questionnaires obtained from this
group were accepted for the researeh projects Both sub-groups

in Group By also completed an identifying questionnaire before

proceeding to the attitude scalesy
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DATA ANALYSISg

The final number of questionnaires used in the research
project was '73; 34 from Group &, transients and 39 from Group B,
non=uransient s,

The attibudes scales were scored according to procedures
of the Likert method of summated ratings. The meaning of a Likert
secore can best be represented by the following formulag (number
of favourable responses X intensity of response) =~ (nmumber of
unfavourable vesy ases X intensity of response,) A Likert scale
position is thus dnfluenced by the number or range, or favourable
and unfavourable responses, by the consistency of favourable or
uﬁfavou?able responses, and by their intensity, This is why it
may_b@ considered a multiple dimension scaleg

As our interest was in comparing the mean attitude scores
of tﬁb groups as well as to compare one respondent with another,
weights were given to each response depending on which one of the
-Likart;resp@nses were chosen relevant to each attitude statements,
The scoring of the responses was simple, It was axbit?arily degm
ided to givé-high scores to responses that were favourable towards
the values of the Protestant Ethie, The ¢loser the adhersnce to
the protestant Ethic the higher the score « therefore a maximum
seore of 6 could be obtained, Conversely if the respondent strongly

.

disagreed with the Probestant Fthie he would be given a score




of 1. (one) which is the lowest possible score that could be ebbtained,
L seore of 1 does not imply anybhing in the nature of a wrong
answer or deviance or any other judgemental deeision on the part
of the researchers of the respondents It is merely a means to
discbver the attitudes of the individual and the group to which
he belongs, in certain areass |

Once the scores for each ibem have been ealeulated the
total for the atbtitwle scales are caleulated, For example the
abtitude scale bowards family had seven items: therefore i
would be possible to seore a maximum of 42 ( an answer of 6 for
each of the 7 items or a minimum of 7 (an answer of 1 for =ach
éf the 7 itemﬁ)%é see Table I in Instrument, So all scores wounld
be between a low of 7 and a high of 42, The point of this weighting
waﬁlto be able to compare the scores of one group against those
of the other to debermine whether the attitude responses of the

two groups are different, the same; or containing some degree of

~gimilarity,

An internal conaistency test was run to find oub if each
scale or area of the questionnalre was testing the same thing or
things which were related to the Protestant Ethic, The items

analyzed were chosen from those which had a minimuw of 3.3 disere

iminatory power between the high and low score on a scale, (see

.
AT

Table II) Periodically weighted scoring was reversed so as to

%  See Table 1T in Instrument

=0 See Table 1T in Instrument.
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help eliminate acquiescence of response sets (that is the bends
ency of some peépl@ to sgy "yes" to anybhing). Finally the lewvel
of motivation and intelligence of ocur sample of subjeets would
@ake it unlikely for aequiescence response set to play much of
a role in determining their responses, For these reasons we
believe that aequieseence response set would not be avfactﬁr in
our results, (see Table IT)
Deutseher defines the eoncept of validiiy as the trubth
of an assertion that is made about something in the empirvieal
worlds The concept of reliability he defines as coneentrabing -
on the dégree of consistency in the observations obtained from
the devices employed, (1) :
Newcomb
Swith, (2) Dresh, Crutehfield, Bollackey, (3 )/ Turner
and Converse {J ) have all stated that the validity of a technique
is dependent in an intimate way upon its reliability, i, e, the
extent to which it yields consistent measures, However, more
recgnﬁly Irwin Deutscher states w quoting Gulliksen and Cronback
and Meehl « that
W we may be content with the validity of

an instrument if the items of which it

is composed appear reasonably to repres

sent the object of our interest, % {5 )

Richard LaPiere adds to this when he states thab

" the ultimate test of the validity of
any social deviee or procedure is how
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well it serves the special interests of
those who use it," (6 )

In the case of our research projeet thisz constitubed the values
of the Protestont Fthie,

We recognized after our final questionnaire was admine
istered that there were certain weaknesses in our qﬁegtiennair@
apart from the general limitations of the techniques wsed and
the eontroversy over the validity of the measurement of attitudes,
In looking at the question of validity many persons feel that
validity in questiomnaires cannot be proven. Also scientifically
pre~teéted questionnaires were not found with which’te measure the
validity or reliability of owr questionnaire. We weve restricted
TO our own practicél clinical experiences as a source from which
to formglate what we believe to be significant questiéns to
méasure the attitude in the scales chosen.

A refinement of the questionnairve with a possible re-test
to @fove reliability is recommended as this is a definite weakness
in our investigations Perhaps a split-half test could also be made
on the questionnaire to back up its reliabiljiya An internal
consistency test should have been done on the pilot sanqﬂﬁ in
order to refine our questionnaire. Instead this test was made
on the final questionnaire with a fortunate result of only losing
6 items in omr drug scale. We should also have separabted our drug
sectbion into two catagories = hard drugs or clearly dangerous
onés“and those less so,

- We féel that the transient population which we studied

15 not the same as that studied by Vincent and Tarasoff, Short
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and bhe CeWellemsall of whom studied a summer transient
population which manifested different characteristics,.
Therefore, the information collected from these surveys
is not strictly applicable to our population samples
Insufficient time was lefh to complete the study
analysis and in particular, to complete the statistical
research - test for Guttman uni~dimensionality a,nd’ the use
of eta = ( correlation ratio) for more precise comparison
of the mean responses of the two sub=groupings in our
total population. As a result we are using a vision means

comparisen in ouwr analysis.
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OBSERVATIONS FROM DATA

A closer examination of the responses to individual
questions in the five attitude scales showed that certain of the
attitude statements cbtained responses thab were grossly out
of line with the mean of the remaining statements for that PATE-
icular scale, These questions were then eliminated in ealeule
ation for the grand mean responses for the individual scales on
the basis that they were measuring some other factor and were
not, therefore; vnidimensional with the remaining statements
inthat scales Thus for example, statement 5 of the werk‘
scale was eliminated following caleulation of the resvlbs and
means and observing that it was out of line with the responses
of the remaining statements if the discriminatory power were
set at 1.2, When we re-examined ﬁhat statement for its
actual wording, we then discovered that what was likely
haﬁpening was that we were measuring a different dimension,
nanely, attitude of the respond@ﬁts to occupational status
rath@rfthan their attitude to work and work ethie. Therefore,
we eliminated this dimension from the scale even though it
would be of interest to inveétigatezth@ attitudes in this
area as well,

Similarly when the results were pe eessed for the drug
scale, and with the discriminatory power still set at 1,2,
we found we would havg to eliminate six meore guestions, namely

I, b, £ and g and IT, a, £ and ge
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When Q@ did eliminate these six questions ard processed
the results, we found thét what we had was in fact two separate
scales, cne composed of those drugs considered non~harmful
by owr transient population and the other of the harmful drugﬁgé
() "his gave a scale of fifteen and six statements respectively

which could then be compared bstween the two behaviowral groupss

#* See pp 3b=5 for explanation of distinction here,
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CHAPIER IV
CONGLUSIONS FROM ANAIYSIS OF THE DATA

Due to reasons which are more fully explained in Chapter V

gL, discussion of statistieal results and econclusions do

Ry
not promise us any Significant information, In summary, the
reasons for this are due to errors in carrying out our data
cdlléction, inexperience in compiling our questionnaire, problems
stemming from the questionnaire itself; sueh as what appears to be
a lack of any statistical tool to apply to our data to determine
if there are or are not any significant differences between our
two behavioural subsgroups which would distinguish them into
two attitudinally distinet subwgroups, |
Without s uch a tool, no real conclusions about our data
are really possible but from a straight wvisual comparison of
resulﬁg obtained from our two subegroups, as depicted in
graphs I-VI ¥ ) we see only one scale which actually appears
to distinguish our transient and non~transient populatioﬁs
attitudinally into two separate pobulaﬁions@ This is the
scale which we will refer to hereafter as the "non=harmful
drug"scale and which was separated out from the drug scale in
generél énly after tabulation and examination of results snd the
application of‘the criterion of diseriminatory power which was
set at the weight of 1,2 (1) The remaining drugs in the d rug
scale have similarly been labelled "harmful drugs", ( J
Although our non-transient population was composed ,

like the transient group, of a wide age range, and unlike our




Bho

trausient group, of two subwsub-groups, one composed of high
sehool students and the other of university students; yet these
two sub=sub groups appear to have responded as a singl@.unit
with respect to each other, as comparad with the transient
group with regards to the non-harmful drug scale, Apart from
this one striking scale, we see only minor differences of
intensity or emphasis between the two behavioural groups with
respect to the remaining scales in our questionnaire, Note in
IIT ‘

Table [ that the grand mean differences between the two behavioural
groups ranges betwesn ,398 and @7h6 if we exclude the drug scale .,
The grand means for thedrug scale could also be recaleulated on
the basis of the new separation we have inbtroduced but since
there seemed no purpose could be served in doing this since
we are only using a visvdl comparison, which soys very little
indeed, if anything, we have not done thisg

In viewing the graph labelled non~harmful drug scale,
we see that the scale clearly distinguishes cuf two behavioural

populations into two distinet attitudinal populations as well,( )

The authors borrowed the terms "harmful" and 'norneharmful" drugs
from our transient population whom we feel, on the basis of oup
participatory observation and discussions with them, have demon—
strated to us thabthey were aware of some differences between
drugs along these lines, Upon completion of our data o llection
and commencement of analyses of this data, we deduced that this

observed distinction was brought out by the responses which we
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obtained in the drug scale data, The drugs considered to be
in the non-harmful category were Marijuanns, hashish, LaSaDay
gpeed® or mescaline (benzadrine, crystal, ete), Heroin, solvents
ond the unknowns were in the harmful eategory for the winter
transient population,

This group tended to regard informetion in the mass media
which attempted to discourage the use of cannabis derivabives, L,S4D,
and its derivatives in particular, as "establishmert " propagandsa
based on the use of scare tactics and the use of doctored or pseudo~
scientific reports on the alleged harmful nature of these popular
drugse It became, in the opinion of the authors, something of an
act of defiance and almost a "eanse"to defend, use and support
the use of these drugs by this transient population, It was
certainly argued that tobacco and aleohol were just as dengerous,
if not more dangerous, to the user than these halucinozenic
drugs were,

In swmary then it sceme it can be saild that thers
are ng_significah% differences in the expressed attitudes of
our transient and our nen~transiemt group with the exception
of their response to the non~harmful drug scale, The strength
of the subegroup responses to each of these scales was only
vminimal by standards of visusl comparison whereas their response
to the non-harmful drug scale polarized the two subepopulations
almost completely,

Further it can be concluied that behaviourally

different patterns among contemporary youbth studied by us do nob
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seemn Lo b@.significant in producing different attitude
patterns as borne out by our results. Tittle and Hill (2)
point out that the strength of the response to attitude
questi@ﬁnair@s by respondents is proportional to the degree
of experience they happen to have with the attitude object
being measured. If this be sop it would then appear as

have
though the experiences which our two behavioural groups/with
the various attitﬁde objects being measured in each of our
original attitude scales is approximately equale. Only in
the scale on nonsharnful drogs do we nete what seems to be a
different degree of personal experience. We would be led te

conclude from our results that the transient gronp seems to

have had considerably greater experience with the use of th

Les

so=called non-harmful, drugs than the nonetransient group did,

or that for some reasém the non~transient group did not diste
’ drugs

inguish between harmful and non-barmful/as did our transient

groups.

A second set of conclusions that we are able to come
te at this time relating back to the criticism by members of
the CGovernment and public ef transient youth attitudes, and
of their behaviour and the allusion that they were “goo lazy
to work™, and that they were merely "middle class elowns™
also seems to have undergone some modifications. This change
is t@ﬁéy witnessed in the fact that all levels of government,

from the mimisipal 1o the federal,; have in fact recogniszed
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that there is a real need to be met for transient youth,

that the needs are legitimate, and that they have heen
legitimate all along. This is seen in the fact that the
legitimacy of youth on eity welfare roles has become
established, imposing a heavy financial burden and is to he
placed on the agenda of the federalsprovincial welfare wministers
meeting taking place at the end of May, 1971, A second example
of this recognition is the eurrent discussion taking place in
the province between the city govermment and the nrovincial
government concerning who is to carry out and administer the
aid to transient youth program carried out wntil recently by

a youth inspired and youth administered ﬁhough~ provincially
financed program run by the Comwittee Representing Youth
Problems Today or more popularly called CRYPT. These facts
undermine the previous attitgdes which regarded transiency as
simply the product of lazy and shiftless winds and recognives
the. real problems underlying transiency in our seonemy Loday

with all its unemployment,
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CHAPTER V

Further discussion

One of the major weaknesses in our project was the
absence of a tried and tested ethical code against which we
conld eompare the expressed attivudes of our current pop-
wlation to determine its degree of shift from the atbtitudes

of previous generations, We realized teo late that we could
not actually find a elearly formulsted and tested set of
soncepts éuch as that popularly called the Protestant ethic,
for though sueh a formulation could probably be derived from
the writings of Max Weber, we have no idea whatsoever to what
degres they are actusally adhered to by Canadian people and how
this adherence changes and varies from sub-culture to sub
caltur@g age-grouping to age-grouping, region to region and
from generatioh to generation. This study wmﬁld be con-
siderably more meaningful ;bherefore ,if further surveys could
be ecompleted whiech would éxamine the expressed attitudes to
the samescales we have developed of both male and female
respondents, both suwnmer and winter transient populations and
with further investigation eof the responses of the 28=45 year
olds and ﬁh@ 1665 year olds. Speeulating that we wowld,in
faecty, find that there is a mueh different degree of response
of our current population to the scales than that of our

older generations for examples we might then be able to

demonstrate an attitude shift, or establish the relative

position of the Protestant ethic in Canada, or Winnipeg




39
vhen eemparing ewrrent youth with older generations, and thereby
determine if there is in fact any significant differencs between
our transient and non~transient populations. We may very well
find that there is even less of a difference between these two
sub-populations than appears to be the ease now,

A second major weakness is to be found in the attitude
guestiomnaire itself. Several weaknesses in fact are outstanding.
Firstlys we have used a scale which we devised owrsslves and
which we did‘no% test out properly. As later independent
research showed us, each of our five attitude scales measured (3)
net one but at least three different dimensions, that is, they
wexre nob unidimensionalo Therefore, we do not really know
what any of our responses mean although it is nossible te
demonstrate that 90% ef the responses of each of the scales can
bé agcounted for by three dimensions each.

Secondly, and in retrespect, we can now see thot we
ghould have concentrated on only one area of attitudes instead
of five or six. We would then have been able to ask many more
questions about one area and get a much fuller pleture at least
of that one area, Instead we dissipated our efforts with the
net result that we know very little more than we knew upon

commencement of the resa@rch'proj@ctg

And for our final eonclusion relating our literary

research with our field study and questionnaire, we can now
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conclude th&t if attitudes do not predict behaviour, (see
earlier eonclusion in library research section), then neither
does it appear as though behaviour ean predict attitudes,

In our response to the nonsharmful drug seetion, we belicve
that what entered the picture besides greater or lesser
experience with drugs themselves and greater or lesser disting-
.uishing between harmful and non-harmful drugs, was a multitude
not only of other attitudes but of beliefs and values,
ideclogics,"eauses"and myths and that this whole eonstellation
of ideas and feelings, together determines how a psrson reacts
to an attitude questionnaire. The behaviour in itself is not

suffieiently important as to be significant in determining the

strength or nature of the response to the scales
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At the time of enquiry owr status was not that of
social workers or soclal work graduate students but merely
that of volunteer CeleYaPeTs staffy a relationship we were
gareful to preserve during the seveh months that we worked
there., Through this participant obssrvatien ef four to five
nights each week, in discussions and easual conversations at
crash pads,; eoffee drop-ins and C.ReYaPaTs 1tsell, we were
able to fill in many of the gaps in our knowledge as to the
attitudes of the transient youth. This informal relationship
and the exigencies of long "rap™ sessions opened up many
invaluable conversations and the volunteering of a great deal
of intefestimg information by these youth,

Many of these young pe0pl@ expressed quite openly
‘that. they only intended to remain transient for a couple ef
yearé and would then seﬁtle down to buying homes and to raising
families. Many of them also seemed to want to ﬁalk t0o older
reople net so mueh for advice but rather tossound them out Copr
their opinioﬁs and comments about their families, their
relationships with their parents anq their feelings of 1ife

in general. A few of them differed in their stated attitudes

vhen these were discussed both at drop=in centres end in
private homes whish seemed to indicate that there were expechs

ations to be met by conforming to the stated values of their

peer groups. We also found that if an argument was stated
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strongly enough they could eften be influenced towards a
different opinion espeeially on a onc to one basis, However,
a small population of these young people were emotionally
disturbed and they found it difficult to rvelate ration2lly or
in a coherent fashion,

Many of the attitudes towards harmful drugs definitely

seemed more liberal and less conservative than with the none
t?ansient group, However, surprisingly, in both groups there
seemed to be a general lsck of knowledge concerning drugs ameng
the majority of the kids ~ many seemed to make up what they thought
various forms of drugs wonld leok like = experts © being few

and far between among the youth with whom we talked,

Most of the youth seemed to know what they wanted ftrom

o but
- the future, hOwever,;%eem@d very uneertain as to the likelihood

of ever reaching aspirations which realistically speak for the
'cﬁrrent ee@nbmie and social situation ef our country and times,
The results of this enquirys however incomplete and
imperfeet, sugeest a certain inescapable conclusion = that, in
our opinion, the verbally expressed attitudes of transient
youth and non-transient youth do not seem to be significantly

different,
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TABIR T

ATTITUDE QUESTIONNATIRE DESCRIPIIVE INFORMATION

Scale Maximum Vindom Neseription
feores Seores

Aptibudes to ’ Concerned with general

work L% 7 rather thon specific aspecis
of worke

Abtitudes bo v Coneerned with general

$amily L2 7 rather than with specifiec
aspects of family.

Attitudes to Concerned with more spccific

drugs 126. 21, aspects of drugs and their
N3 a

Abbitudes to Concerned with speeifie

Sex 5l -9 asrects of sex.

Abtitudes to : Concerned with general

Religion 30 5 rather than specific ag.

pects of religion and the

chureho




TABIE IX

SOALR MAX MM MINIMUM

SCORE, SCORE,

Attitudes to

Work L2 ’ 7
Attitudes to

Family ’ he ‘ f
Attitudes bo

Drugs it 20 15
At .

Abtitudes Lo

Sex . 5!4, 9
Attitudes o

Religion 30 ' 5

2,
E

Tbems By Fs Ge in Question L, and itews As Fe Go dn

was administered as tliey did not meeb the discriminatory
power that was seb ab 3.3, See Appendix for compubation

and tables of discriminstory power scores of insbrument .
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TABLE IITL

ATTITUNE TR@NS JENT NQ@&'RANSIEN@ GRAND BIFE
CBJECT MEANS MEANS MVEANS B
HORK 34580 ho326 30978 6
YAMITY 34857 lheli98 4e120 W6LL
DRUGS 26555 56226 3982 2,671,
SEX. 24709 Lolls3 3475 Lol3l,
CHURCH & L0012 Lol10 ha225 0398

RELIGION
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APPENDIX A

'fﬁeaﬁ@ answer the following questions which eonstitute background data for the
'réseafﬁb projects Do not write your name on this questionnaire. All gquestionnaires
will be treated with the utwost of confidentiality and your anonymity will be totally
served by the researchers.

pre
. 1. Age CHBex M P Marital Stabtuse Married ey, 3ngle _ Sepbe R
’ : Divorced . Widowed
: 9, Residence ("family Home") town or city Province
. 3, How long have you been awasy from home? (Please state in Months _
n L, How long have you been living in this city?
o 5, Do you plan to remsin in Winnipeg for more than three months?
L 6. Are you presently working at some job? Yes . No o

7. Af you are presently working, please indicate which of the following categories
of work it iss
as Permanent job (steady work five days per week or more )
b. Temporary work {lasting only a short while) B
e, Part time (either only once or twice per week or only a few hours per
week)
de Other (please specify.)

s cmmpasigmenat

OR—

8s Are you eligible to draw Unemployment Insurance?

9» Do you have a trade? (ecarpenter, pipefitter, stenographer) Yes MO

10. What was your last completed year of formal education?
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The following is a list of statements wibth which you may either agree or disagree,

e}
please indicate your feelings by marking ope of the spaces provided under sach

statements Flease answer all of the questions.,

1, Bveryone sapahle of working should work {should get a job)

disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agree
shrongly mildly mildly strongly

2, One should not need to have a job (work) to get by in this society.
disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agres
strongly mildly mildly gstronglye

3, One should have to have a paying job to be Musefully” in this society,
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
atrongly mildly mildly strongly

Lo If a person doesn't want to work (get & job) then society should support him.
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

5. A man's real worth should be debermined by the kind of job he holds,
disagree  disagree dizagree agree agree agree
sbrongly mildly mildly strongly

6e People should work only when they need money.
disagree disagree disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

7. Pay should only be based upon a personis needs.
disagree  disagree disagree agree agree agree
stbrongly mildly mildly strongly

8. Jociety should provide a person work on a day to day basis if he wants.it,
disagree disagrse disagree agree agree agree

strongly mildly mildly strongly

The following is a list of statements with which you may either agree or disagree,
Please indicate your feelings by merking one of the spaces provided under each
statement. Please answer all of the questionse

1o The family shonld be a major source of happiness for a young porson.

disagree disagree disagree agree agree - agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

2, A person should want to spend special holidays sueh as birthdays, Thanksgiving,
and Christmas at home with his (her) family,

disagree disagree disagres agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

3. No matter where a person may be he (she) should attempt to maintain contact
of some kind with his (her) home snd family if he (she) has one.
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
stpongly mildly mildly strongly
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When & person is in need, he (she) should expect to be able to get help From
nis (her) family.

disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

Tt is the responsibility of the family to prepare a young person to manage his
e

1ife on his (her) own for when they decide to leave homes
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
The family should be the main source of a child's education.
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree v
strongly nildly mildly strongly

A young person should be responsible to his family until he is ready to leave howe

disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

The following is a list of statements with which you may either agree or disagree.
Please indicate your feelings by marking one of the spaces provided under each
statement. Please answer all of the questions.

le  There is no harm in a DPersoteas

20

disagree disagree - disagree agree agree agree
strongly v mildly mildly strongly
Bs Weniffing® solvents (glue, nail polish remover, gasoline, etc.)
disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly - mildly mildly strongly
C. using LSD (Macid")

disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Do using hashish (hash)

disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Lo using "speed® (methadrine (crystal), dexadrine; ete,)
disagree disagree disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
F. using heroin (Wsmack! "H% "hoprse)

disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly " mildly mildly sbtrongly
G. using a drug which he {she) knews nothing about,.

disagree disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly

There is

no harm in one

drugss

bo solvents (sniffing"
disagres disagree  dilsagree
strongly mildly
Bo mariguana ("pot®, Rgragst)
disagree disagree  disagree
strongly mildly
Co 1LSD (Macid")

disagree disagree  disagree
strongly mildly

"A. using marijuana ( " pot™, Mgrassh)

agree

- mildly

agree
wildly

agree
wildly

agree

agree

agree

person advising another perscn to try the following

#lug,y nail polish removers gasoline, etﬁm,)

agree
strongly

agree
strongly

agree
strongly
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n, Hashish ("Hash®) - - : :
disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
€, "speed® (methadrine MerystalY, dexadrine)

disagree disagree disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Fs hercin (”Smackﬁ; THY, 'Mhoprse!) :

agree  disagree  disagree agree agrae agree

dis:

r . strongly mildly mildly strongly
o Gs 2 drug about which neither person knows anything,
disagree  disagree  disagree agreo agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Y kP There is no sueh thing as a safe drug s
disagree 4 groo tigagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
RO b
I The following is a list of statements with which you may either agree or disagree,
J Pleags indicate your feelings by marking one of the spaces provided vnder each stateow
ment, Please answer all of the gquestions,
o
) hs A person can have o happy life witheut ever boking the following drugse
. Ay solvents (sniffing" glue, nail polish remover, gasoline, ebe,)
disagree  disagree disagree agree agree agree
. strongly mildly - wildly strongly

By Marijuana (Wpoth, "grasah)

disagree  disagree dissgree agree agree Agree

N . strongly mildly mildly strongly
v ' Cy LSD (Macian) -

disagree  disagree  disagree agrae agree agree
strongly mildly - omildly strongly
Dy Mspeed" (methadrine "erystal®, dexdrine)

disagree disagree disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
L Fs hashish (Mhash")

ok disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Fs heroin (”smq@k”, HHA S MHorge!)

disafree  disagree disagree  agree agree agree
strongly mildly mildly strongly
Ga withouh taking any kind of stimulant drugs,

disagree  disagree  disagree agree agree agres
strongly mildly mildly strongly

N The following is a list of statements with which you may either agree or disagree,

Please indicate your feelings by marking one of the spaces nrovided under each
statement, Pleass answer all of the questions,

1, ngle person should marry n partner who is
Alsagre disagree  disagroe B agroee

W &) .
strongly mildly

Z2¢ 2 single person should have sexusl relationships (iﬂt@rcoursﬁ) only with
persons over eightteen years of ags,
disagres - disagre disagres agren agree agree

sbrongly mildly strongly
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Sa

Considering the changing morals of our modern zocisty, the chureh susasesssasss

50

g wrong in a single person partieipabing in homosex

T 4 YRED €
.xc Sa

$ di«u ¥ f)rr:(; ﬁ.’»“ ‘lé’ ron
SLI0 ﬂglif wmild 1

O

w““f Tee "-‘(7’1*):?’.31”»

S

Lhs A porson showld only have sexual relationships with ar Quh“” person in
disagree  disagree  dlsagree agroe agree : 3

strongly 11dly mildly
5+ Th is nobhing wreong with indulging in QﬁﬁMWWnstwl ERvhgate

with a person under ngh*‘fﬁ years of ag

dlsagree  disagree :

stronglt d shro
5 Th”w“ is nolhing wr qng war»iczpdllwﬁ in sexusl dnborcourss in public

vlacas (parks, (pubjlc), eomnon rovims or publie lownges, ehe,,

disagrec  disasgrec  disagree 281! agree agTren

gstrongly mildly m1ldly strongly

Ts There is nothing wrong with having sexual rﬁlntﬁam_“w‘ (intercourse)

with anctheyr son when you ave a ty marvicd,
M sagres ﬁigmgrﬂﬁ disagres 24 2 AT

sbrongly mildly 161; sbrongly

8s There is nobhing wrong with Alaro shing in 2 public plage (publlc parks,

ptblic buildings, outeide on the street, eics)

disagres lisagree  disagres agree agres agros

stbrongly wildly mildly gtrﬁ“”lj

o There is nothing wrong with i ;l"1ﬂ5 in homosexual achts with o poroon ur

zightoen years of age 50 desire,

disagres  disagree  disagree - agroe agree 21
strongly mildly mildly strongly

]

lowing is a list of statements with which you may elther
dlcat@ yau? feelings hy marking one of the spacss provi

sment,  Please answer oll of the questionsg

» 623(“\ :‘d
ued und@f Jwﬁh

should provide morsl leadership in our socieby,
disagree  disagree  disagres agree ag agres
trongly

strongly nlldly mildly st
should meet bthe spleitual needs of the communiby
disagree disagree disagree agfoe agree ngren
styongly mildly mildly strongly
ghould meel the needs of the peopls in the cammUﬂihV who need halp,
disagree  disagree disagree ngres agYe
strongly - mildly mildly sbrongly
gshould be an important institutlion in the community for yvoung people even
though they may not be golng to church,

isagree disagres  disagres agrae agree agreoe
st rongly mildly mildly strongly
should help pbopl? to realize the true meaning of 1ife,
disagree disagree  disagree agree agres agree

2 /yf 2o

o list of stabementbs with which you may :
your feelings by marking one of the spaces provided und

i f=3
sbatement, Please answer 211 of the questions,

Tvren though a person may disagree

.-\I’j th them, there are certain things in a
2 £
woel "?J}" which he (bhﬁ) cannot ch ang




o e
agree agree

mildly

£ ;Fbld“WlﬂN 4h0 vio! ﬂ‘mlWioﬁ one encounters sonlety
. a d@m@ﬂﬁfdtiﬁ political system is still #
<A\
e ; disagree  disagree agree agres
N AtLonvly mildly mildly
) Demoeracy is muﬁwfu'df@
2 disagree  disagree  disagrec agres agres agrea
L strongly mildly mildly strongly
. fhat Canada needs now is a new, strong leader,
tq disagree  disagres  disagrse agree agree LETER
- strongly mildly mildly Lrongly
. Considering all the abuse they t take, Winnipeg paligaman do o good in
L mzinbaining low and ordoer,
:% dizagree  disagree  disagree agree agRres agres
strongly mildly miladly , L strongly

Zomething should be done to sbop all the unnecessar
of suspects by the Winnipeg Police,
disagree  disagree disagres agren agree spreo
shrongly mildly mildly strongly
When a person has a problem or worry, 1t is best for him not Lo think about
1%, but to keep busy with more ch“ﬁwfu1 things,
disagree  disagree  disagrec agree agree
trongly mildly mildly
Please list the fo!low1ng in the order and degree of
in your 1life. If two or more have the same
numbar,
education your family worl drugs raligion aex
freedom to travel e Iriends marriage  freedom of speech

Y

law and order____ stylish clothing Jgmoney health privacy_

hassling (roughing upd

D S HRAr S
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Mean agess

Trangients 60000 VUDO0RC0 B0 R 19%7
NonﬁTI‘&ﬂﬁi@ﬁtS CBPOHVBO0B 0D 194&3

- Tetal group (73) ssssesenss 19.5

The mean length of time spent by the transient growpon

Plans with respect to travellings (transient youth)

. . " s N
the 1000 WAS sue800200080k06000000200085880000HE06s0R00B0a0BRsG0000s 161371. monbhs

26,5% of the transient youth group planned to remain in Winnipeg more than

three months. 58,8% planned to move on within threg monthse 14aT% were

undecided,

Fmployments (btransient)

1% of the transient youth population wers unemployed,

The remainder were employed part-time in casual labor jobs,

14,7% were eligible for unemployment insuranceg

Education: (transient)

Transients Grade % Nonsbransients Grade %
7 249 12 1641
8 8,8 Bady I 5349
9 2046
10 11,8
1 29,4
12 1746
13 229
Trade 5.8
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Provinece of origing

Ontario BOPLBEVBOOARCIDNOODDOBLBS l&l&&l%
QUEDEC 5000000000 esoncmsansesan 25:8
Mandtoba, QUBOEEOTDONC OSBRI ABAED :26@5
Mb@l‘ta DADBVOLONBPESOCOOORBONDD 11}127
British Columbia BDBBOEHVOEEBHID 3@9
Nova Seotia HODOOBAVBOEHLIDE DR R giﬁ?
UsSals

2808488 &’aﬂaa»&aonaea»@&@@a@&oﬂe&wmm
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HORKE ATTITUDRS

Questions from Section 1

HESPONDENT NUMRER

o ~3 Sy o
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T PTUNGS TO FAMITY

Questions from Section 2
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Question #1

ATTITUDES TO DRUGS

12 A3 34 15 16

10

~H

™

wny

™

6

ke

Wy

GROUP B

16

15

132 13 14

10

I

6

4

™

oy

LA

ki

6

\“1




a1

ATTITUDES TO DRUGS
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QUESTION #1.
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3 _TO DRUGS
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DRUGS 3¢ SCALE ITT
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SCATE TV « Questions from Sechion on Sex Abttitudes
SCALE IV « Ques
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Attitudes to Church and Relision
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Attibudes to Ghurch and Belig
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AOUP A SCALR ¥ Atitudes Lo Church and Religion

B34 35 36 37 .38 39 A0 AL 42

1 14 2 3 2 2 L,
2 L 4 2 3 2 2 5
¢ 3 b b 2 3 2 5 5
A I L b 5 3 b 3 5
5 L 2 2 5 2 2 5

3334 35 3637 38 39 40 KL A2

+ 1 2 5 4 6 L 5 5 2 2
: 2 b 5 4 5 L 5. 5 2 6
- 3 6 5 5 5 5 6 5 1 6
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DETERMINING DISCRIMINATORY POWER (DePo)

Select bten high‘m@ans of the Group (y) and caleulate the mean of the
means (¥)g then the ten low means of the group (x)s ecaleulate their
means Ci). The discriminabory power is then determined by subbracting

the mean of the Low means from the mean of the high meanse y=x = D,Po

Upon caleuwlating the discriminatory power for each set of responses,
the follcwiﬁg responses were eliminated because they tell below the
arbibtrarily chosen discriminatory power weight of 3e3:

Work ethic = = Statement 5

Section 1 by £ & g

Drugs ethic - Section 2 a; £&¢g
On the basis of the diseriminatory power caleculationss iblwas cone luded
that the questions eliminated in the drug séction actually constituted
a group unbto themselves which we then labled Harmful Drugs to distinguish
them from the rest which we now refer to as the Non-Harmful drugs.
Please note the visual comparison of these two drug sections in the

accompanying graphic representation on pages
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Mean low = X
Mean hi = ¥y
Discrimine

atory power =
JiX.
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- WORK FTHIC

NO OF RESPONDENTS PER WEIGHTED SCALR

ATTITUDE RESPONSE STATEMENT

L 2 3 L 5 6 7 8
5 5 3 3 10 2 7 9
5 5 6 3 1 8 3 1
| 1 Lo b
1
3 7
10 1 10 10 1 10 10 3
1o5 15  1e8 2.1 1s0 1.8 1.3 L.l
650 640 6s0 640 309 660 6.0 563
ho5  he5  he2 360 209  he?  heT  Lo2




10 ten = X%

HiL ten = ¥

yex. = Discriminatory
Power

[ NRC
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FAMILY

L 2 3 A 5 b 1

2 1 2 3 3 2 1

5 9 3 7 3 8 9

2 5 L

1

3

1 10 10 10 10 7 10
2922 lq9 ' 2@3 107 20.1. 108 l@? .
600 6@0 600 6@0 ()oo )97 f) eO
308 Lhel 307 Lo3 349 39 Lol




Question 1

o wm o W N

I;owlo =

Hi 1O = vy

y=x = Discriminatory
Power

Guestion 2

o wm W SIS

Low 10 = x

High 10 =y

y=x = Discriminatory
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DRUGS

a, b (¢] d & g o
10 2 2 10 2 2 2

0 8 3 0 0

2 5 2 1

1 3 5
8 5 3 3 2
2 10 10 7 10 10 10
Le0 307  1o8 10 203 3.5 3.5
5.2 60 6.0 567 600 660 660
ho2 203 he2 ko7 307 245 205
a b e d e £ g
2 10 6 8 2 1 2
0) L 2 1 0 2.
1 5 2 1
2 2 2 A
5 5 1
10 10 10 10 10 10 10
368 140 Lebh  Lo2 2.7 Lo 340
600 600 640 640 640 6:0 640
202 560 hob  he8 3.3 2,0 3.0




ion -
gectiion 3

question A
1
2
3
4
5
6

Low ten = x
Hi ten =y

y — % = Discriminatory
Power
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BRUGS
& b c . d e I
10 1O 10 10 10 10
10 10 10 10 10 10
1.0 1.0 1e0 L0 1.0 1.0
600 600 6.0 60 6,0 640
560 560 560 500 560 500




Section b

Queéticm |

| 1
2
3
by
b
)

Tow ten = X
High ten =y

yeit = Discrime
inatory power

XL 2 3 4
07 & 4
3 2 6
5
4 b
L 6 10 10
Lo0 1e3 1o 1e6
h,oé 5@6 600 600
3 eé /4-03 L}ng !«3;9!{;
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ROLE OF THEL CHURGH

Question L 2 3 l;« 5
1 T 3 2 2 3
2 3 7 5 6 7
3 1 2
A 2
5 I
6 6 10 10 10 10
- Low ten = x. 1e3 108 2.3 2.0 1.7
High ten =y 506 6.0 600 6.0 600

¥y = X = Discriminatory
‘ POW@Q;‘." 14, 03 l{» QQ’. 3 @ 7 14, o0 1+ 03




P

APFENDIRA € = uisuAL Conranison

r T T T T T 7 T 7 3
% = b Iy F = g =~ 5
< S & o LY B ™ L4 &%
LIORK aTTiTUDES SCALE
!r:@
N ‘s 38 : W s e san 8 Wity g (R i ¢ 7
.4 ~y €
Wr -k ! i T O T TR T RO KL SR
FTAMILY aTTiTudes &soaLe
+
. & H [ 111 IR Y 54 §4s 343 i3 IR i,
* %
e T TR i 4 U IR i *“_f* Whowo i i 3
SEX- ATTITURES <SCALE
v
; ! : Wy ovo 3 pewer we we BE TR y il 3
£ av - . 33 3 vy Rlu geee I 1 gﬁg? GO T F B R T
cetBRLH - RELIGIOH ATTITUDES SCALE
? | (V3
E § ¥ k! 3] ) a8t it §eé gt Wl & 8 HK B L2 , f
N i : 5 Y ] H % we W v Wi Wiy g g
¥ ranusient ns 3%
wol “ TEANSIENT w339




;‘ v 3 ¥ L] v v £} 13 v 1] ¥ A v 14 L [ L4 - ’ L v
Q:s @ k G % b F) 6: ¥ g. v ¥ ) h Qi L] ¥ [} 3
NOoN-HARMFUL DRULS ¢eaLE
?’s
i § R *
— IR Y B bel fRUERY g 3 i I 3
$ 8 UFETINT T v
ay i o ey v g WO e
ARVMIFUL ©RUWGE f<auE
b
; u i 3 ) fn ; R R
Hﬂf&“
oy "oy LIRS LU LTI L L AR
ki 4;
_: : ‘ & 4
o 2 3 = 2 3 b x 3
A & 3 H [ | 4 ;3 i 2 3 ? i T 1 1 b
3 | N S N A N W Y W W T U S
& o
TRARSISHIS & BY

Won ~TRAVEISNIS 289




1o

2o

9o

10,

11

82
FOOTNOTES

PROLOCUR

For definition of behaviourally different groups see page S,

For exposition of YAthitudes to certain selected areas of human
concernt', See Definitions page 8,

Jbid page 8

See Wransient Youbhe Report _of an inoguiry in the summer of 1969 hy
Lhe Canadian Welfare Council" = The publisher The Ganadian Welfare
Council, Obtawa, February, 1970, This study does include a brief
abtitude study which sets oub +to enquire into the youbhst! Mattitudes
bo self and society®; as well as to ask them to speculate about
their own and Canadian society?s future. W“Research Report of Summer
Lrapsient Youbh"s Vincent, David and Tarasoff, Nayda, Winnipega
Community Welfare Planning Gouncily October, 1969, M“Research Report
of Summer Transient Youbh Projectst Short s Res Winnipegs Community
Welfare Planning Councils 1968 (mineographed),

For attitudes of the commmity to transient youth see the following
articles appearing in “"The Tribme" of Winnipeg "I am sick of cee
Yippiles, militants and nonsense't, April 18, 1970, po 17 and "Borowski
eriticizes planned youth hostel®, April 25, 1970s  In this article
the Provincial Minister of Highways and Transportation, Ve, Joseph
Borowski declared of transient youth Itts wrong o build vouth
hostels for middle class clowns who sre too lazy 10 works ose

it is disgraceful to see our parks littered with kidsh,

Mrs. Wassel and others who complained on Te.Ve and radio aboud
immoral behaviour of teenagers in public places,

"o know is to predicts Lo predict is to controlM,

Lapiere, Richard T, MAttitudes vs Actions", Social Porces Vole 13, 1934
i 2

Ihid
Thid
Tittle, Charles and Hill, Richard Je. "Abtitnde measurement and

Prediction of Behaviours an Fveluation of Conditions and Measurement
Techniguest, Sociometry, Jme 1967 pp 199213

Tavsky & Piedment ~ Career Anchorages Managerial Mobility ., Motivations -
1

.
:
American Sociological Review, Oct. 1965

Wicker, Allan. Unpublished mimeograph which was to have been
published in January-February, 1970 bub wasnth., Socisl Forces 1970

Ope eite Tittle & Hill
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pical Review, Vol 23, Dec. 1958 oD 667673

Linn, Tawrence 8

a shtudy of racial Jisev
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in 1968»5

Beutschery, Irvin
Poliey %, Social

lapiere = op eit

Blumer, Herbert
Vol 3 Noe 2 Oct

"Transient Youbh

Peby

lapiere, Richard
Defleur, Melvin

Thomas, William

CHAFT

at a Sociology Conference in San Franeisco

geo '"Words & Deeds: Social Science and Secial
Problems, Vol 13 #3 winter 1966 P 235-25),
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ober 1955 e 5965
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Linn, Tawrence
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Ibid
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Short, Robert = Community Welfare Planmning Councils Winnipeg 1968

Transient Youbh op. cite

Vincent, David and Tdrdqoffg Nadya = Brief for Commuwity WelTaye
Planning Couneil, W Winnipegs 1969,

Ihid

Ibid

Byles; Roberth, ngxapoy, Soeial Control & Alienation
Inﬁor¢m_?en0whg Toronto, 1968

Unwins J. Robertson.
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Brech, David Individual in society, a Texthook of Soeial
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Newcomb, Theodore M. Social Psycholopys The Study of Human
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