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Eclloi ng th9 r.nwr Co-i scion r•port nlnsed twnt1 1nrs ago, '1'hoMs 

C-nD&gh reoentl.1 OODDl.wlH. tlaat bl.aolrs u4 wbi.tes are liri.Dg in t.o diffennt 

AMricu. •fhites, • b9 notn (1~: 3), •perceiff a riotor, in a stziJg;le 

agahst raoia tbat bl.aolrs .&el bu cmlJ ~-· Using JCPS/6allup clata 

oolleotH in 1984, :ai. .fo1mlll tbat th9 M.jorit1 of whites f•lt tbat tM sit-.tiOD. 

o1 blacks had iaproffcl Oftr t:b9 put .fift 1Mn1 wbi.l• W1 4# .felt it had 

worHllllCI.. In oontnst, as M.D.J bl.aoJrs thoQ!Jht tbi NJ5 had WIOl'HllllCI. (3a} u had 

iaproftd (m). •t;o-1 Election stwl1 clata nport.H in Paoial ti.tit,US in 

AMriot (1~: 141-3) paint a siailu piotUA. Froa 1964 to 1976, iDOrftsing 

nUl!Mtrs o1 whitn cue to belieft tlaat nbstantial progress hacl been •cl• in t:aa. 

area of oiril rights. Dving tM RM period, growing n.-rs of bl.aoJrs .felt 

tbat 0D11 liaitH gains had been M.cle. both9r national suapl• o1 Black 

AMrious in 1984 fo1mlll tbat 36r o1 bl.aoks felt tbat U.1 woulcl Mffr aob:i.•ft 

f'ull social u4 eocmaaio puitJ with wbi.tes in this OO'QD.Uy. 

'fhlt optiaist:io appnisals of wbi.tes u4 th9 pess:i.aistio UASAents o1 

bl.aolrs are not espeoiall1 nrprisiDq. lb:i.le r...rkabl.• noial strides haft been 

•cl• oftr tM past thirt1 JMl'S, bl.aolrs still r1adn at tM bottoa llOSt nngs of 

tM sooi0900lllDllio laclcl•r. nus, t:aa.n will - dis&gr.••nt OD. wbat wight to 

place on th9 nlatift gains of bl.aoJrs (sa Hpeoiall1, Farl•J 19&&). tforeoftr, 

thHe UASSMD.ts are high11 nbjeotiff. 'fhltf are buecl u aQDh on wblttber the 

iDdi.ricl'a&l peremdallJ sen th9 g:lass as half-eapt1 or half-f'ull as on th9 

social n.ntage - or si. has wbltn newing th9 g:lus. Furtb9non I U.S. 

di.f.&nnt noial outlooks an not without t:aa.ir pot.ntial OOD.HqWllOn. 9iftn 

t:aa.ir different outlooks, bl.aob u4 wbi.tn Mf t.Dll to talk put OM uot:aa.r. 

'fhlt rnul.ting m sccweaioation thRn is lihlJ to 9191111nt. ill-feeliNJS ud 

racial oonfl; ct. 'fhlt t.o different worldrien •1 also lead to diff•r•nt 
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political a~Dlllu, With blacks thus pvsuiJlq policies aiM4 at irlproring tM1r 

condition that wbitn reject as illegitiM.t. (se. ll:m99l, 1 ~). In ord•r to 

better un4erstaDd the dJDllri cs o1 race in AMrican politics, w need to start 

the ecoDDllic condition o1 blacks Offl' time, tl»r• an .tK wbich MUV9 tl»ir 

perc.ption o1 hDtr blacks .fare relati'ff to wbitesl. '1'hl two i.Ddicators an 

distinot, becaus. as :noted Uoft, blacks' eccmmi.c position can iJaproff 

druaticAUJ oYer tille, but still lag behind tbat of whites' . l'e are interested 

whites and blacks. '1'hl 198? llational. Election st'adJ Pilot contaiJIS a singl• 

ecoDIDllic gap Mtwn blacks alllll wbites. ~ respondents wre ashd: 

·on t» Role, tftnJJ.4 JOU say that ti» ecoDOllic position of blacks is 

lMttter, Uout tl» sa.. or wors. tban wbitn? Is that •uch lMttter (worn) 

This qwstion wu asked o1 blacks in a 1984 national nrftJ o1 black AMricus, 

called ti» llational. Black Election St'adJ (DES)2. Thus, COllpU'isoDs "111 be 

•4• l>etWMn wbite respcmsn (act'UallJ DODhlacks) in ti» 198? pilot st'OdJ and 

1ICl."Uegltl ( 198S) re1ernces a 1983 m~ o.f San FraDCi.sco residents by 
lpostl.& and collnps that toad that mites are cognizant o.f tl» fact that 
blacks are less lil•lJ to possns good jobs, housing, ed"UCation, etc. 

2ne 1984 llat;tonal llack Election st'ady is a pn- and post-.lection st'adf 
o.f black political attitudes am electoral heha'ri.or, carried. out bf U. Prograa 
for lemrch cm Black 6-ricus, tlw Institw for Social lemrch at tlw 
11Di.ffl'Si.t1 o1 tti.chi.gu. TM sup].• for tlw pn-4lection Rft IU d•riftd ai.n; 
a disproporticmate ltudoa Digit Dial procedun. 1150 -.otinq eligible blaclrs 
wre inteniewd in tlw ~lection and 810 wn ninteniewcl uwr tlw 
election. '1'hl ~rc.ntagn nportecl are wighted. BecaQR this qwstion "• 
asked o.f respcmHnts in tlw post-.lection sane1 u wll, its nliaMlitJ can M 
estaated. 
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blacks in the 1984 stud.1. In addition, .factors that infl•DI» ti.s. respcmsn 

"1ll:. assessed. F1nall.1 1 ti.. polic1illplicationsoftblt11Mnr• "1ll M 

detenWlecl. !hit liaited nUO.rs of ftrial>les in the pilot data and nbsection 

of tlMP 1~ stud.1 COD5tn.1Ded tm depth of ualfsis. As a ccmsecrm11ee, tln5 

report "1ll pres.nt gemral f1 nd1 ngs. 

u prnnted in Table 1, a slight •jorit1 of whitn (M. ~ t.lt that 

blacks as a group are econoeimill1 worn oU than W'hitn. 0D111.9 f•lt that 

blacks wre JMttter O.U than whitn. TM black-nit. rnponsn to tld.s question 

di.U.r onl.1 sligb.tl1. lb:i.tes are onl.1 slightl1 .ore lil•l1 than blacks to SM 

tm groups as i.&rtDq eo11paran. ecoDDllic positions, &114 onl.1 slightl1 lns 

lil•l1 to ~rcfiff blacks as •'UDh worR O.U. Indicators of white ~ptions of 

black progress Oft!' t1M wre not uailal>l•, so a direct COllparison MtWMa 

these two tnn of ecoDallic asASAmts camiot • •d•. But tblt fj Mings ... 

to saggnt that nil• whitn &114 blacks DarpJ.1 clisagrM oftr tM uo'Unt of 

ecoDOllic gains blacks Mft •d•, •jorities of each group aclmotrledge the 

preseDI» of racial stratUicatiOD. in the 'UJd.ted States. tsost Allericus see 

blacks as i.&ring a nbordinate 9CODDldc position to whites, although blacks and 

whites clisagrM SCl•lwbat Oft!' tblt degrM of that intq11al.1t1. 

Although, in .fact, tbt uerage .tu:il.1 iDCOMS o.f blacks .fall behi.Dd those 

of whites, tblt ~rceptions of racial ineqiJal1t1 are subjectifflJ based. '1'o 

detenWle 'l'hat .factors •1 infl~ whites' perceptions, Tables 2 and 3 pres.nt 

the eo11paratiff econcmc 1m1cator regrnsed on dROgrapltic nrial>ln, partisan 

ties, .feelings tonrd blacks and ln•l of COlllai.trMnt to egalitarian princ1pln. 

Sel.f-identUied mddh-cl.ass whites wre .ore anre of blacks being worse O.U 

than working-class W'hi.tes. The sa.. ns tr. of better ed'UC&ted whites as 
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coaparecl to less ed"UC&ted n:itn. Education also sened as a strong predictor 

; mcwe, ag1P, geDll.r, partisan • tt111 ations and l.i])eral/ccmsenatiYe orientations 

wre not related to n:ites' respoDAS. lleitlm' do W'bite eftl.uations HN to be 

based on nnth or cool.Dess tonrd blacks (SM Table 3). This finding makes 

question. Th1J5, perceptions o1 racial imq-1it1 Rell scaenat class-based and 

deYOid o1 strong racial &Hect. 1iDall.1, W'bites no stroDgJ.1 support egalitarian 

relatiYe to W'bites'. 

Otller nonracial ansures o1 ec:oDClld.c coDditions wre i.Dcluded in the 

model to SM if tbe1 wre tied to Rites' assesaents o.t the group's position 

relati•• to blacks (SM Tabl• 4)3. lb:l.tes' assnSMnts o1 President Jngan's 

per~ wn also a4494 as a control nnc. prior work bas sbotm tbat YOter 

assessaents o1 econoaic patterns are sW>ject to partisan intlunces. 

significant predictors o1 nit. attitudn. Perc.pticms o.t ti.~ 

oU iMn Rites. It is poss:l.l>l• tMt tMA rnpondnts do not :Mline tbat 

3It is us-...4 tbat nit. rnpomn to tllllt racial econoaic coaparison 
qllKtion are fairlJ stahl.e OYK & short span o1 tiM. h tha 1984 •tional 
Black nect.ioD St1lll1, t!d.s ~ ns asked iA both tllllt pre- and post-election 
sarY.,s. Tl» corr•lation hetwn tl» two is .40. Black rnpcmsn howYer wre 
iDflwDOeCl bf stnmgth o1 pu-1;1 iunt; fioation (SM !ul• 2) . u a resULt, the 
ei.otion •1 bl.•• intl~ post-4tleotion responses, riolating test-retest 
ass•ptions. lb:Lt. rnpon:sn ar• cl.us-based, aDll ccmAqUtntl'f might be 110re 
relit.n. OYK tiM. 
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~ ~ pnsnts ti. illpact o.t black/nit. ecoDCld.c c!U1erncn cm racial 

policf opinions. fte measure is wakl.J associated rith n:t.te poliCf positions. 

lhites no .t..l tm.t blacks an econcwtcen1 worse oU tban n:Ltn are not 

sig:t 11 cutlf .on liDlf to support .1:ecleral ~ to )lacks, Uld sc:bool 

q1IOtu 1or )lacks". This MDfl nd1 WJ carriH Mftl'al interntiDg explanations. 

First o.t all, in ccm.tra41ct10D. to ll.11191tl 's (1_,) UAl'tatiOD., MDf n:t.tn ar• 

group in societf don not _.. to llOff ti. •joritf to support progrw to 

aproff ti. group· s pligllt. On ti. ccm.trarr, nit. support or opposition to 

Ufiraatift act10D. progrw Uld oti.r policin a1Md at redrHsiDq racial 

discr11W1aticm. 5MllS to M l>asec1 cm a Yarietf o.1: oti.r s.nti.Mnts, such as 

racial ,,..ju41c9 Uld ti. Mli•.1: in equal opportunitf .1:or all, to DaM a .1:K 

(l':l.Ddn' Uld Sanders, 1987). Ti. ~ o.1: racial iDl'q.utf, Uld in tld.s 

positions t.or n:Ltes. 

Concl:u51on 

ne racial ecoDOllic diUerences itell sbould be carried in tlw 1988 and 

~ lational. neotion Studin under certain ccmditions. Dnpite Ue 

.1:ailure o.t tld.s itea to dir.ctl.J accoQILt .i:or nites' opposition to racial 

policies, it reM.i.Ds an iaportant addition to the racial llH51Jl'es. :U a nl>set 

"'s...ral oa•1nts nst b9 ...U about ti. ualfsis proons 1-r•. :s.ca .. 
n:Ltn (and blacks ior that •tt.r) no percnff blacks to i,. ecoDOld.callJ 
superior to Rites ..- nspioio'as, to Rf ti. lnst, soatterpl.ots ol tbrir 
responses wr• scumed to SM U t»J constituted outliers in thH4P lllOdels. 
'!'hey did not. Several other steps wre tabn, includinq Yertiyillq the measure's 
ordimlitf. 
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o1 tbe 1986 IES llMSVH are carr1H in tbe 1988 st'Udf, this~ smuld ])ti 

addH as wll, particularlf, if tbe racial attril>ution MU1D"es are repeated, 

W'bich wre DOt aftilal>l• in tblt pilot. 'fbt nonN m1 ngs presented in Table ~ 

carry illportant political implications as wll. Egalitarians an .on 

perceptiYe o1 racial iDeq'Ualities, but appnr to support progrus a1Md at 

correcting racial iDeq'Ualities out o1 priDcipa rat:btr than .fact. ir.n, ideol.091 

Sftll5 to tri'U9ph Offr Rat MericaDS CODSider to M realitf. ~ largatr supl• 

with :blitt.r l'&C4t IMUUl'es would all.otr a .tul.ln' ual.J'SiS. 

I.t, bowffr, DO significant Ht o1 racial aeanrn will :bli repeated in 

1988 st'Udf, tblt it. lllght :bli add-4 as a llOl'e specific indicator o.f racial 

change. The tfPical IES racial progress q1»5tion, in .fact, reads: •tn tblt past 

.few 1ears w haft hMrd a lot about aprorillg tblt position o1 black people in 

this country. Botr •uch real cbengp do fOU th:i.Dk tllere has l>Nn in tbe position 

o1 black people in tbe past .fetr f"!'S?. n. .tir5t hal.t o1 tblt ~on suUers 

.from an &eqUesce1111» bias. In addition, tbe qwstion is .far too ngm. lhat 

t:rpe ot progress haft blacks .u eccmomc, social or political? SWts in 

W'bite opiD:Lon on racial issun haft undergone druatic changH oYer the past two 

decadn. In addition, nearlf two-thirds o.f trh:i.te Meri.cans .feel that blacks 

haft •d• tr...Dlloa progress Oftr tblt fftJ'S. Perhaps in t1M, like qwstions 

o.f integrating public a.CC090dations, eYen greater percentages of trh:i.tes will 

feel that blacks an •Jd ng progress. TM qwstion will los. its un.hl.ness as 

a predictor. u a rHult, w 111.1 neH nK mnsvn o.f the pol>lic's perception 

of tbe type and depth o1 racial iDeq'Ualitin as perceiYH bf t:be pul>li.c. 'fbt 

proposed it. is one step toward b'Oilding DK MHSurn. 
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Table 1 
B/W Economic Position Responses 

"On the whole, would you say that the economic position of blacks is better, about the same, 
or worse than whites? Is that much better (worse) or somewhat better (worse)?" 

87 NES Whites 84 NBES Blacks* 87 NES Blacks 

Much Better 2.3 2.9 0.0 

Somewhat Better 5.2 4.0 6.4 

About the Same 37.8 26.2 36.2 

Somewhat Worse 35.5 30.7 27.7 

Much Worse 19.2 36.2 29.8 

N 307 1215 47 

*weighted data 



Table 2 
Regression of B/W Economic Position on Demographic Variables and Partisan Measures 

87 NES Whites 84 NBES Blacks 

Beta T-ratio Beta T-ratio 

Social Class-Middle .20 3.47 -.07 1.78 

Gender-Male .10 1.74 .07 1.73 

Age .02 0.38 .09 2.33 

Family Income .09 1.36 .05 1.02 

Years of Schooling .27 4.08 .14 2.91 

Lib/Con Id -.06 1.01 -.04 0.88 

Party Id .00 0.06 -.09 2.19 

N 281 607 

A-squared (adj) .16 .04 



Table 3 
Regression of B/W Economic Position on Demographic Variables, Partisan Measures, 

Black Feeling Thermometer and Egalitarian Scale 

87 NES Whites Only 

Beta T-ratio 

Social Class-Middle .19 3.18 

Gender-Male . 11 1.88 

Age .06 1.03 

Family Income .12 1.81 

Years of Schooling .25 3.96 

Lib/Con Id -.03 0.49 

Party Id .02 0.48 

Black Thermometer .07 1.26 

Egalitarianism .12 2.02 

N 269 

A-squared (adj) .18 



Table 4 
Regression of B/W Economic Position Including Reagan Performance and Economic Assessments 

87 NES Whites Only 

Beta T-ratio 

Gender-Male .09 1.50 

Social Class-Middle .13 2.01 

Age .10 1.55 

Family Income .10 1.45 

Years of Schooling .22 3.27 

Lib/Con Id -.04 0.58 

Party Id -.04 0.52 

Black Thermometer .02 0.35 

Egalitarianism .14 2.15 

Reagan Approval .06 0.78 

Nation's Economy -.08 1.01 

Federal Impact on Economy .01 0.15 

Unemployment Level -.26 3.54 

Inflation Rate .01 0.21 

N 229 

A-squared (adj) .23 



Table 5 
Regression of Racial Programs on Demographic Variables, Black Feeling Thermometer, 

Egalitarian Scale and B/W Economic Position 

87 NES Whites Only 

Decrease Fed. Spending Oppose Preferential Hiring Oppose Student Quotas 
on Black Assistance for Blacks for Blacks 

Beta T~ratios Beta T-ratios Beta T-ratios 

Gender-Male -.09 1.42 -.08 1.24 .05 0.81 

Social Class-Middle .08 1.27 -.00 0.04 -.03 0.52 

Age .03 0.47 .04 0.70 .10 1.52 

Family Income .05 0.75 .10 1.47 .05 0.74 

Years of Schooling -.02 0.27 -.08 1.09 .05 0.65 

Lib/Con Id .03 0.51 .05 0.80 .16 2.37 

Party Id .04 0.67 .01 0.07 -.00 0.02 

Black Thermometer -.18 2.93 -.15 2.50 -.18 2.82 

Egalitarianism -.24 3.80 -.20 3.07 -.08 1.14 

B/W Economic Position -.10 1.49 .01 0.18 -.08 1.05 

N 259 256 251 

A-squared (adj) .12 .08 .07 




