








Table §

Images of Groups Compared to Whites?
(1990 GSS)

Now I have some questions about different groups in our society. 'm
going to show you a seven-point scale on which the characteristics of
people in a group can be rated. In the first statement a score of 1
means that you think almost all of the people in that group are "rich.”
A score of 7 means that you think almost all of the people in the
group are "poor.” A score of 4 means you think that the group is not
toward one end or another, and of course you may choose any number
in between that comes closest to where you think people in the group
stand.

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Rich Poor
1. Where would you rate Whites in general on this scale?
2. Jews?
3. Blacks?

4. Asian Americans?
5. Hispanic Americans?
6. Southern Whites?

B.  The second set of characteristics asks if people in the group
tend to be hardworking or if they tend to be lazy.
C.  The next set asks if people in each group tend to be violence-
prone or if they tend not to be violence-prone.
D. Do people in these groups tend to be unintelligent or tend to be
intelligent?
E. Do people in these groups tend to prefer to be self-supporting
or do they tend to prefer to live off welfare?
F. Do people in these groups tend to be patriotic or do they tend
to be unpatriotic?
CHARAC-
TERISTIC GROUP MEAN  DISTRIBUTION? MISSING
-0+
Rich/Poor Jews +0.58 128 374 498 9.1
Blacks -1.60 832 130 38 53
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Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

Hardworking/
Lazy Jews
Blacks
Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

Violence-prone/
Not violence-
prone Jews
Blacks
Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

Unintelligent/
Intelligent Jews
Blacks
Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

Self-supporting/
Live off wel-
fare Jews
Blacks
Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

Unpatriotic/
Patriotic Jews
Blacks
Asians
Hisps.
So.Whts.

The scores are based on subtracting the rate assigned to Jews, Blacks, Asian Americans,
Hispanic Americans, and Southern Whites from the White rate. All scales are scored
so that negative means closer to the unfavorable characterization (poor, lazy, violence-
prone, unintelligent, preferring to live off welfare, and unpatriotic). Thus, if Whites were
scored 4 on Rich/Poor and Blacks 5, the score on the Rich/Poor scale for Blacks above

would be -1.0.

ese percentages are based on the exclusion of missing responses. The % missing is

given in the last column.
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-0.77
-1.64
-0.56

+0.38

0.19
-0.99
-0.52

+0.36
-1.00
-0.15
-0.75
0.23

+0.15
-0.93

-0.96
-0.54

+0.40
-2.08
-0.75
-1.72
-0.711

-0.57
-1.03
-1.16
-1.34
-0.31

528
834
46.6

12.5
62.2
342
541
38.8

12.0
56.1
29.8
49.5
283

11.8
53.2

535
8.4

9.1
71.7
46.4
72.4

309
10.6
41.2

47.6
319
358
372
521

76.3
40.5
44.6
40.1
55.4

532
204
374
23.7

44.5 49.1

344
50.6
55.2
60.4
274

35.6
61.2

16.3

122

399

30.3
8.7
91

329
13.9
25.1
16.5
15.7

6.9
6.3
19.1

6.2

377
1.9

16.2
39

6.5

54
27
6.2
4.0
113

10.6

9.0

9.0

114
10.0
10.1

111

133
108
116

9.3

123
10.6
104

84
SS
122
10.4

113

9.6
14.5
12.9
11.3



Table 6

Summary Group Difference Scores!

(GSS 1990)

GROUP MEAN DISTRIBUTION
- 0 +

Jews +0.75 254 504 351

Blacks -6.29 84.7 114 4.0

Asian Americans -2.65 60.1 145 254

Hispanic Americans -5.70 83.0 126 44

Southern Whites 232 61.2 257 131

ISum of group difference on hardworking/lazy, violence, intelligence, self-supporting/
welfare, and patriotism.
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Table 7

Achievement Images of Jews and Influence

IMAGES

Rich/Poor
Richer than Whites

Equally wealthy
Poorer than Whites

Hardworking/Lazy
Harder working than Whites

Equally hardworking/Lazy
Lazier than Whites

Self-supporting/Prefer welfare
More self-supporting
Equally self-supporting
Prefer welfare

Intelligent/Unintelligent

More intelligent than Whites
Equally intelligent

Less intelligent than Whites
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(GSS 1990)

% TOO MUCH
INFLUENCE

73

17

13
(1148)

GAMMA/PROB.

343 (.0000)

193 (.0000)

233 (.0000)

208 (.0000)



Table 8
Power and Influence Comparisons

A

Roper: Of course, the job of running the country is given to the
President and the Congress. However, there are those who say that
other groups ir our society also have power and influence over how
our country is run. Here is a list of groups and institutions in our
society.

First, would you call off the groups on that list that you feel have too
much power and influence over our country’s policies?

1979 1982

The Arab oil nations 66% 46%
The wealthy 58 63
Large business corporations 53 52
Organized crime 53 36
The labor unions 51 39
The press (newspaper and television) 39 41
Government departments and bureaus 34 31
The CIA (Central Intelligence Agency)

and the FBI (Federal Bureau of

Investigation) 25 19
The banks 22 22
The courts 22 21
The blacks 21 12
Environmentalists 20 12
State governments 18 18
The Jews! 12 14
Israet! - 18
The Catholic church 10 8
The military 10 14
The public opinion polls 10 8
The Eastern establishment 9 10
The Spanish-speaking (Chicanos, Puerto

Ricans, Cubans) 9 8
The WASPS (White Anglo-Saxon Prots.) 8 8
Consumer groups 8 7
Scientists 7 6
The poor 4 3
None 1 2
Don’t know 4 4

(2009) (2000)

*The Jews" and "Israel” were asked on split samples in 1982.
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B.

Roper: Which, if any, of the groups listed on this card do you believe
have too much power in the United States? Just call off the letter in
front of the groups.

1/1984 4/1985 5/1986 2/1987 4/1988 4/1989

Business

corporations 51% 49% 44% 42% 44% 47%
News media 50 42 40 38 39 45
Labor unions 50 45 44 33 20 34
Arab interests 30 30 28 20 20 23
Orientals - 11 12 12 15 23
Blacks 13 13 11 11 14 14
The Catholic

church 10 11 10 9 9 8
Jews 8 8 8 7 8 8
Hispanics 4 - 6 5 6 6
None 6 7 7 9 11 8
Don’t know 6 6 7 8 8 7

(2000) (1988)  (1994)  (1996)  (1982)  (1986)
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A

Power and Influence of Ethnic Groups

Table 9

SRC: Some people think that certain groups have too much influence
in American life and politics, while other people feel that certain
groups don’t have as much influence as they deserve. Here are three
statements about how much influence a group might have. For each
group I read to you, just tell me the number of the statement that best
says how you feel. The first group is...

Catholics
Jews

Blacks
Southerners

Jews

Blacks

Catholics

Whites

Protestants

Southerners

Chicanos, Mexi-
can-Americans

TOO
MUCH

8.0%
12.9%
27.2%

6.9%

TOO
MUCH

16.8%
30.6%
10.1%
141%
9.2%
6.8%

8.5%

66.6
50.5
33.2
60.9

46.7
36.3
61.0
64.2
70.4
56.3

324

1972

ABOUT TOO
RIGHT

LITTLE
74
137
26
151
(2153-2161)

1976

ABOUT TOO
RIGHT

LITTLE

104
253
72
154
6.6
18.7

324

(2384-2393)

DON'T
KNOW

18.0
229

7.0
171

DON'T
KNOW

26.0
21.7

6.3
19.1
183

26.7

TOO MUCH-
TOO LITTLE

+ 0.6
-1.2
-54
-82

TOO MUCH-
TOO LITTLE

+ 64
+ 53
+ 2.9
-13
-27
-11.9

-23.9
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B.

GSS-NORC: Some people think that certain groups have too much
influence in American life and politics, while other people feel that
certain groups don’t have as much influence as they deserve. On this
card are three statements about how much influence a group might
have. For each group I read to you, just tell me the number of the
statement that best says how you feel.

1990

TOO ABOUT TOO DON'T TOO MUCH-

MUCH RIGHT LITTLE KNOW TOO LITTLE
‘Whites 25.2% 64.2 58 48 +19.4
Jews 21.2% 54.5 12.6 11.7 + 8.6
Southern Whites 10.4% 61.6 14.7 133 -43
Asian Americans 6.3% 41.0 373 15.4 -31.0
Blacks 14.2% 314 46.9 75 -32.7
Hispanic
Americans 4.7% 36.9 45.5 129 -40.6

(1348-1351)

C

CCD: Are there any religious groups in America that you think have
too much power and influence? IF YES: Which ones? Any others?

12/1987
% MENTIONING
Catholics 12
Evangelicals/Fundamentalists 12
Jews 4
Mormons 2
"Moonies" 1
Cults and sects 1
Other groups 4
Unspecified groups 2
None, no groups 59
Don’t know 10
Total 107 (1889)

(Adds to more than 100% because of multiple mentions)
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Table

10

Voting for a Jewish President

A

Gallup: If your party nominated a generally well-qualified man for
President and he happened to be a Jew would you vote for him?!

7-8/1958
Yes 62.0%
No 27.6
Don’t know 10.4
(1610)
4/1967
Yes 81.9%
No 12.8
Don’t know 53
(3519)
B.
7-8/1958  9/1958
Atheist 179 183
Black® 373 37.7
Mormon
Quaker
Jew 62.0 63.4
Catholic 68.7 66.9
Baptist 92.2 92.9
3/1969 71978
Atheist 393
Black 67.1 75.8
Jew 86.9 81.0
Catholic 88.6 91.1

91958 121959
634% T1.8%
292 221
7.4 6.1
(1498)  (1522)
3/1969 771978
86.9%  81.0%
74 125
5.7 6.4
(1630)  (1555)
% YES
12/1959  8/1961
21.6
487 50.5
718 682
703 821
94.4 95.4
41983 /1987
42 44
77 79
88 89
92

'Wording varies slightly across surveys.

2ccp
3Negro used until 1978.

8/1961

68.2%

232
8.6

(3156)

4-5/1983
88.9%
6.9

42

(1517)

8/1963

478

76.9
83.6

8/1963

76.9%

16.8
6.2

(3551)

1/1987%

82%
10
7

(1889)

7/1965

59.1

79.7
86.7

711965

79.7%

152
50

(3524)

711987

89%
6
5

(1607)

41967

53.0
751
78.0
81.9
90.1
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C.

AP/MG: I'm going to read a few attributes that might be found in a
candidate for president. Tell me if each would make you more likely
to vote for that candidate for president, or less likely to vote for that
candidate, or if it wouldn’t matter?

4/1988

MORE NOT LESS DON'T NET
LIKELY MATTER LIKELY KNOW VOTE FOR

A Protestant 9% 86 3 2 + 6
A Catholic 6% 86 5 1 +1
A Jew 5% 82 11 2 -6
A Born-Again

Christian 13% 62 23 2 -10
A Black 5% 65 27 3 -22

(1204)

D

LAT: I’d like to read you the descriptions of two imaginary men--call
them Mr. A and Mr. B. Suppose for a moment that both are running
for President and you have to vote for one of them. Here are their
descriptions: Mr. A is about 55 years old, he was born and raised in
Portland, Oregon, he is Jewish, is married with two children and is a
businessman. Mr. B is about 60 years old, he was born and raised in
Cleveland, Ohio, he is married with one child, and his career has been
as an attorney. Which man would you vote for, Mr. A or Mr. B?

3/1988
Mr. A 26%
Mr. B 44
Not sure 23
Refused 7

(2090)



Table 11

Approval of Ethnoreligious Groups
A
NORC-GSS: I'd like to get your feelings toward groups that are in
the news these days. I will use something we call the feeling
thermometer, and here is how it works.
I'll read the names of a group and I’d like you to rate that group using
the feeling thermometer. Ratings between 50 degrees and 100 degrees
mean that you feel favorable and warm toward the group. Ratings
between 0 and 50 degrees mean that you don’t feel favorable toward
the group and that you don’t care too much for that group.
If we come to a group whose name you don’t recognize, you don’t need
to rate that group. Just tell me and we’ll move on to the next one.
If you do recognize the name, but don'’t feel particularly warm or cold
toward the group, you would rate the group at the 50 degree mark.

PROTESTANTS

1986 1988 1989

Mean temperature 70.6 68.6 69.6
% don’t know 37 4.6 6.1
(1451) (1463) (992)

CATHOLICS

1986 1988 1989

Mean temperature 67.8 65.9 66.3
% don’t know 29 45 54
(1452) (1462) (995)

JEWS

1986 1988 1989

Mean temperature 62.7 60.5 61.4
% don’t know 4.5 57 77
(1451) (1461) (992)
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B.

SRC: There are many groups in America that try to get the
government or the American people to see things their way. We would
like to get your feelings toward some of these groups -- our first group
is . Where would you put them on the thermometer??

MEAN TEMPERATURE?

1964 1966 1968 1970 1972 1974 1976 1980 1982

Hisps.? 555 578
Jews 625 651 64.5 66.4 5713

Blacks* 638 632 647 618 640 655 608 642 638
Southerners 64.1 61.3 65.9 62.2 66.2
Easterners 65.7

Catholics 667 657 653 68.2 632

Protestants 804 782 790 74.3 66.1

Whites 847 844 811 771 782 791 73.7 774 128

1984 1986 1988

Illegal aliens 35.7
Palestinians 374
Christian

Fundamentalists 515
Hispanics 59.4 57.0
Jews 62.9
Blacks 642 666 617
Catholics 63.5 64.2
Whites 74.2 73.1

'Wording varies. Consult American National Election Studies codebooks.

The highest nonmissing value for the surveys 1964-76 was recoded to 100 since a "100"
category was not coded in those years.

3Negroes used until 1972.

4Chicanos used in 1976.



C.
Gallup: You will notice that the 10 boxes on this card go from the

highest position of plus five--for someone or something you have a
very favorable opinion of--all the way down to the lowest position of
minus five--for someone or something you have a very unfavorable
opinion of. How far up or how far down the scale would you rate the
following . . . ?

JEWS

111975 6/1977 3/1981 7/1987
+5 24% 23% 28% 12%
+4 10 11 12 13
+3 19 17 18 23
+3 12 7 11 14
+1 16 12 12 15
-1 4 4 4 2
-2 2 2 1 1
-3 1 2 1 1
-4 1 1 ol 1
-5 3 3 2 1
Don’t know 8 18 11 17

(1515) (1513) (1601) (1607)

111975 6/1977 371981 71987
Protestants/

Jews 1.35:1 1.56:1 1.45:1 1.36:1
Prot. - Jews + 12 + 19 + 18 + 9
Catholics/

Jews 1.24:1 1.32:1 1.15:1 1.20:1
Cath. - Jews + 8 + 11 + 6 + 5
I ess than 0.5%.
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D.
Gallup: Now, using the same card that you used before, with the

highest position of plus five indicating a person or group you have a
very favorable opinion of, and the lowest position of minus five
indicating a person or group you have a very unfavorable opinion of
--how far up the scale or how far down the scale would you rate the
following. . . ?

71987
POPE JOHN PROTES- ROMAN VATICAN
PAUL I TANTS CATHOLICS IJEWS OFFICIALS
+5 30% 19% 16% 12% 8%
+4 18 15 14 13 10
+3 18 23 20 23 13
+2 10 12 13 14 12
+1 9 14 15 15 14
-1 2 2 3 2 4
2 1 1 1 1 2
-3 1 1 1 1 2
-4 1 hd 1 1 1
-5 2 1 2 1 3
Don’t know 9 14 15 17 31
(1607)
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Table 12

Warmth Toward Religious Group By In/Out Group Membership
(1986-1989 GSS)

MEAN TEMPERATURE IN DEGREES

RELIGIOUS GROUPS DOING RATINGS

RELIGIOUS GROUPS In-group Out-group’
BEING RATED
Protestants 742 661.9
(2333) (1386)
Catholics 80.4 619
(982) (2761)
Jews 79.9 612
( 75) (3601)

!The in-group is the same as the group being rated. For example, Jews rating Jews. The
out-group are all nonmembers of the particular religion, including those with no religion
and some other religion not listed.
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Table 13

Religion of Confidants and Friends
(GSS 1985, 1988)

% JEWISH
RELIGION OF RESPONDENTS CONFIDANTS FRIENDS
Protestant 0.7 0.5
Catholic 1.6 0.7
Jewish 67.9 733
No religion 31 1.7
Other religion 0.8 0.8
All 25 2.4
Non-Jews 11 0.9
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Table 14

% Intermarried Compared to Expected Levels!
(GSS 1984-1990)

IN-GROUP VS. ALL OTHERS

SELECTED RELIGIONS:

Jews 26.5
Catholics 54.7
Protestants 52.4
Southern Baptists 50.8
United Methodists 76.3
Evangelical Lutherans 65.9
Missouri-Synod Lutherans 70.7
Episcopalians 76.8

SELECTED ETHNICITIES:

Jews? 244
British 75.6
Germans 77.3
Poles 76.5
Italians 68.5
Puerto Ricans 40.0

The number of in-group members married to out-group members divided by the number
of expected intergroup marriages assuming random mating.
*The Jews' percentages differ slightly because of differing number of missing cases.

51



Table 15
Acceptance of Residential Integration

A

NORC-GSS: Now I'm going to ask you about different types of contact
with various groups of people. In each situation would you please tell
me whether you would be very much in favor of it happening,
somewhat in favor, neither in favor nor opposed to it happening,
somewhat opposed, or very much opposed to it happening?

Living in a neighborhood where half of your neighbors were

3/1990
ASIAN  HISP. so.! NO?
JEWS BLACKS AMERS. AMERS. WHITES WHITES
Strongly favor 6.2% 4.9% 3.4% 3.8% 8.4% 5.0%
Favor 174 109 10.3 9.6 20.6 16.1
Neither favor
nor oppose 614 417 48.7 429 5717 59.0
Oppose 109 287 26.3 29.5 93 14.5
Strongly oppose 28 131 9.4 123 18 3.6
Don’t know 14 0.7 20 18 22 1.9
(1362) (1362) (1362) (1361) (452) ( 909)

'Whites raised in the South. Asked of people living outside the South.
IWhites raised in the North. Asked of people living in the South.

B.

Gallup: I am going to read you a list of various groups of people. As
I read each one, please tell me whether you would or would not like
to have them as neighbors . . .

1/1989
YES NO NOT SURE

Catholics 94% 3% 3%
Jews 91 5 4
Protestants 92 5 3
Blacks 83 12 5
Koreans 79 14 7
Indians,

Pakistanis 78 15 7
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Hispanics
Vietnamese
Russians
Religious
sects, cults

78
75
74

31

16
19
62

(1001)

NN
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Table 16
Acceptance of Intermarriage

NORC-GSS: What about having a close relative marrya __ person?
Would you be very in favor of it happening, somewhat in favor, neither
in favor nor opposed to it happening, somewhat opposed, or very much
opposed to it happening?

3/1990
ASIAN  HISP. so.! NO.2
JEWS BLACKS AMERS. AMERS. WHITES WHITES
Strongly favor 72% 1.0% 2.9% 4.4% 11.3% 6.8%
Favor 123 4.5 6.6 6.9 17.0 13.7
Neither favor
nor oppose 631 299 46.4 46.4 592 65.7
Oppose 113 251 274 252 77 8.6
Strongly oppose 50 324 150 153 35 37
Don’t know 1.2 1.1 1.8 14 1.3 14
(1362) (1362) (1363) (1362) ( 453) ( 910)

LA white raised in the South. Asked of people living outside the South.
A white raised in the North. Asked of people living in the South.
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Table 17

% Objecting to Residential Integration and Intermarriage
by Members of Out-Groups

REFERENCE
GROUP

Northern Whites
Jews

Southern Whites
Asians

Hispanics

Blacks

(GSS 1990)

OUT- NEIGHBOR-

GROUP HOOD
Southern Whites 108
Non-Jews 14.1
Northern Whites 175
Non-Asians 346
Non-Hispanics 432
Non-Blacks 46.8

RELATIVE
MARRYING

8.2
16.8
10.9
41.7
41.2
65.3
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Table 18

Approval of Jewish/Non-Jewish Marriages

Gallup: Do you approve or disapprove of marriage between Jews and
non-Jews?

1968 1972 1978 1983
% approve 59 69 70 77
(1536) (1516) (1555) (1517)
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Table 19
Ratings of Israel and Egypt

NORC-GSS: You will notice that the boxes on this card go from the
highest position of "plus 5" for a country which you like very much, to
the lowest position of "minus 5" for a country you dislike very much.
How far up the scale cr how far down the scale would you rate the
following countries?

ISRAEL
1974 1975 1977 1982 1983

+5 13.3% 9.8% 11.8% 10.8% 93%
+4 95 83 99 8.0 7.7
+3 15.6 138 133 137 10.6
+2 11.8 113 113 11.4 10.8
+1 17.4 185 17.6 15.9 17.8
-1 8.6 11.0 9.7 12.1 131
2 38 55 46 6.9 6.6
3 45 5.2 42 53 6.9
4 22 32 27 3.5 42
5 6.0 5.1 45 5.0 6.4
Don’t know 7.2 84 103 15 6.6
Mean! 6.6 63 6.6 63 6.0

(1484) (1490) (1530) (1506) (1599)
1985 1986 1988 1989 1990

+5 11.0% 11.2% 9.7% 8.6% 81%
+4 8.1 8.7 6.1 5.6 52
+3 13.8 11.9 10.2 106 93
+2 13.1 12.2 92 9.4 10.0
+1 16.6 19.4 15.7 17.6 19.6
-1 10.4 98 132 10.3 138
2 6.1 5.7 7.8 7.0 7.4
3 53 5.0 78 59 48
4 31 36 30 43 3.2
5 4.9 71 95 11.7 10.0
Don’t know 1.6 5.4 78 89 8.5
Mean! 6.4 6.2 5.7 5.6 5.7

(1534) (1470) ( 988) (1006) (928)
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EGYPT

1974 1975 1977 1982 1983

+5 3.8% 2.9% 4.7% 5.0% 53%
+4 55 3.2 4.1 8.4 6.6
+3 9.4 7.6 9.7 14.7 12,6
+2 10.4 10.1 11.0 132 129
+1 19.1 20.7 21.9 224 242
-1 133 15.0 16.6 10.5 128
2 8.4 8.4 6.0 44 6.1
3 6.8 8.1 49 49 5.6
4 53 5.4 36 25 2.7
5 9.4 8.7 5.4 41 34
Don’t Know 8.6 10.0 12.2 99 7.8
Mean! 54 5.2 5.7 63 6.1

(1484) (1490) (1530) (1506) (1599)
1985 1986 1988 1989 1990

+5 4.6% 4.2% 5.9% 3.6% 5.0%
+4 63 53 5.1 52 38
+3 13.0 9.7 10.8 8.7 10.7
+2 13.1 143 99 11.7 117
+1 252 24.4 23.1 22.7 26.5
-1 113 143 139 14.6 119
2 6.2 6.7 6.4 7.6 6.5
3 53 6.0 5.9 45 41
4 23 2.7 2.0 24 25
5 36 6.1 6.1 7.6 63
Don’t know 9.1 6.4 7.8 115 112
Mean! 6.1 5.8 59 5.6 5.8
(1534) (1470) ( 988) (1006) (928

!The mean is calculated with the Don’t Knows excluded and the following values
assigned: +5=10, +4=9, +3=8, +2=7, +1=6, -1=5, -2=4, -3=3, 4=2, -5=1 5.5
represents a neutral position, higher means a positive leaning, and lower means a negative
leaning.
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Table 20

Attitude toward Israel and Egypt and Jewish Patriotism

(GSS 1990)
% BELIEVING JEWS LESS PATRIOTIC THAN WHITES
Those liking Israel 29
Those disliking Israel 45
(773)
Those liking Egypt more than Israel 43
Liking Egypt and Israel equally 37
Those liking Egypt less than Israel 25
(752)
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Table 21

Summary of Multivariate Regressions of Anti-Semitism Items!

(GSS)

DEPENDENT VARIABLES?
INDEPENDENT? In- Inter- Patriot- Israel/
VARIABLES Success fluence Nghbs. marri. Ratings ism Egypt
Income (high) . -.09 * * (-.04) * *
Finances (better) * * - - - - -
Education (more) .09 -09 -07) * -.07 .09 *
Happy (very) ~ (.08)  * - - - - -
Financial sat. (yes) * * - - - - -
Alienated (no) * * - - - ( .08) -
Authoritarian (no) * * - - - - -
Religion (Jewish) * -13 19 23 -20 d -21
Religion (liberal) * * * * * * -.05
Att. church (less) * * (--06) 09 06 * 07
Race (not Black)  -.10 * * * * 09
Party id. (Dem.) * .03 * * * *
Pol. ideology (lib.) .08 * * * * * 06
Age (younger)* 17 .17 * . (-04) .10 07
Jewish area (no)’ * -19 * * * * *

1Standardized regression coefficients. * = not statistically significant at the .05 level; ( )=
significant at .05, but not .01 level;, -- = omitted from regression.

Meaning and scoring of dependent variables are explained on p. 21.

3Category in parentheses is the high category. This is the category hypothesized to show
less anti-Semitism.

4Younger adults or adults from more recent cohorts are expected to be the less anti-
Semitic under hypothesis m, but not under hypothesis 1.

SThose from areas with few Jews are expected to be less anti-Semitic under hypothesis
o, but not under hypothesis n.



Table 22

Anti-Semitism Measures by Age Groups
(GSS)

1829 30-39 4049 50-64 65+ MODEL!

Jewish influence (% too much) 137 253 240 344 246 LC
Jewish success (% greater

than Whites) 482 606 707 680 732 LC
Jewish neighbors (% opposed) 155 126 85 156 172 LC
Close relative marrying Jew

(% opposed) 147 129 164 192 205 C
Feelings toward Jews

(% less warm than toward

Protestants/Catholics) 483 367 346 463 522 NL
Rating of Israel (% rating Egypt

above Israel) 330 258 230 247 225 LC
Jewish patriotism (% less

than Whites) 447 357 304 284 297 L

!Based on an analysis of variance of the full, uncollapsed scales. C=constant (no
statistically significant variation by age groups); L=linear (no statistically significant
variation from a linear relationship with age groups; LC=linear component (linear trend
with age groups, but with statistically significant deviation from linearity); NL=nonlinear
(statistical significant variation with age groups, but deviation from linearity accounts for
most of the variation).
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Table 23
Perceived Intergroup Conflict

A
PSRA: We hear a lot these days about the tensions between various

groups in this country. Look at this list of groups on this card. In your
opinion which, in any, of these groups don’t particularly like ...

5/1990
DISLIKED BY...
REF. Amer.
GROUP Whites Asians Blacks Jews Caths. Inds.  Hisps.
Whites 1% 13 56 4 2 16 19
Asians 29% 1 17 8 5 4 10
Blacks 53% 10 2 11 6 7 18
Jews 14% 9 7 2 16 4 8
Catholics 3% 8 7 24 1 3 2
Amer. Ind. 24% 4 8 4 3 1 4
Hispanics 36% 6 26 7 3 4 2
(3004)

B.

Roper: From time to time we hear discussions about how well different
groups in society get along with each other. I'd like to get your
opinion. For each of the groups listed on this card, please tell me if
you think they generally get along very well, fairly well, or not well at
all?

5/1987
VERY FAIRLY NOT WELL DON'T
WELL WELL AT ALL KNOW
Christians
and Jews 16% 60 13 10
Blacks and
Whites 11% 70 16 2
Blacks and
Hispanics 8% 45 27 21
Hispanics
and Anglos 5% 55 19 20
(1998)
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C.
LAT: Is there any one denomination you feel is least compatible with
your feelings about religious doctrine and teachings?

8/1987

All compatible 42%
Other Christian 8
Catholic 7
Other non-Christian 5
Baptist 3
Jewish 3
Pentecostal 3
Mormon 3
Other Protestant 1
Not sure 20
Refused 5

(2040)
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