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ABSTRACT

This doctoral dissertation is dedicated to the study of political party identification in Puerto Rico. Political party identification is one of the central phenomena of Puerto Rican life. It obviously affects voting behavior, but it also closely related to the distribution of attitudes and expectations concerning the future political status of the island, which today is still unresolved. Political parties in Puerto Rico are defined I terms of the political status positions they support, not in terms of their social or economic programs. Therefore, political status preference determines politics in Puerto Rico. 
The study is based on a survey of 828 persons among the voting population. The predictors of party identification, which are operating within a quasi-colonial setting, were analyzed from different clusters of variables using inferential statistics depending on each variable scale of measurement. The independent variable clusters were grouped depending on their main characteristics, for example: “demographic”, “socio-economic”, “socio-attitudinal”, and “political”. Each variable was analyzed by referring to other cross-national and national studies of party identification and comparing them to the Puerto Rican findings.

Since this Caribbean nation has not finally decided its political status, and has an industrialized economy, but one that is dependent on the United States of America, the findings sometimes did not coincide with those of the post-industrial and independent states of the West. The results supported the theoretical argument that the political status question dominates all other cleavage dimensions. 

From 17 predictors tested, 12 proved to have a significant bivariate relationship with party identification. The variables ranked from top to bottom were political status preference, nationalist feeling, mother’s I.D., political ideology, father’s I.D., value properties, dependency sentiment, education, religious denomination, age, occupation, and race. (See Table 8.2 in Chapter 8). The conclusions of this study indicated that the main predictor of party identification is the political status issue. Until a final political status is established for Puerto Rico, status preference will continue to be the strongest cleavage affecting party identification. Finally, the study intends to explain the field of party I.D. from a scientific point of view using survey research, hypotheses testing, and inferential statistics rather than speculative analysis and conclusions. 
                                                                                          Richard Manuel Blanco

                                                                                          583-46-2658

CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION


This is a study of alignment patterns and party support in Puerto Rico. It is based on a survey of the Puerto Rican population conducted under the author’s supervision in December of 1979. Trough and analysis of the 828 completed interviews; I will clarify the basis of party support in this island nation. This will enable us to identify the major political cleavages, which define political competition in Puerto Rico.

The key dependent variable that the study will focus on, therefore, is party identification – i.e., the political party that the respondent feels attached to, allegiant to, or a part of. The study is organized around a systematic analysis of the association between four clusters of different types of independent variables and party identification. By investigating these clusters of demographic, socio-economic, socio-attitudinal, and political independent variables, we will be testing the extent to which the typical segmental, class, and value cleavages found in Western democracies are represented in patterns of party identification in Puerto Rico. What we shall find is that because the political status of this quasi-colonial island nation is still unresolved, the “political status cleavage dimension “largely dominates and overwhelms other bases of political competition in defining the party system and patterns of mass alignment. This finding will suggest that the peculiar and prolonged dependent relationship that Puerto Rico has with the United States has inhibited the emergence of more domestically meaningful dimensions of political competition and the development of the Puerto Rico party system.

The above-mentioned four clusters of independent variables are presented in Chapter 4 trough 7 respectively. In each case, data and statistical presentations are employed, running from frequencies and cross-tabulations through correlations and regression coefficients, to evaluate the association and contribution of each of the independent variables to the respondent’s party identifications.  This analysis of the data is preceded by Chapter 2, in which an historical background discussion of Puerto Rico is presented to acquaint the reader with the historical and political context of the study, and Chapter 3, in which the techniques used in the data collection process are discussed to provide the reader with an opportunity to judge the reliability of the methods employed as well as some insight into how to conduct survey research in Puerto Rico.
 Chapter 8, which concludes the study, provides a theoretical discussion in the context of reviewing the findings and summarizing them in terms of how well they fit the theoretical expectations.

An important purpose of this dissertation is to stimulate the employment of testable research designs in the study of mass political behavior in Puerto Rico. Most previous studies have aimed at creating typologies for the Puerto Rican population and clearly objective and scientific analyses are sadly lacking. We hope to break from this tradition.  It is hoped that native politicians and political scientists may use this approach to analyze party identification and past events in this area with greater accuracy and dependability. Having briefly explained the context, significance, and purposes of this dissertation, we will now turn to the next segment of this introductory chapter, which reviews cleavage theory and elaborates the theoretical argument of this study.

Cleavage Structure and Party Identification

Throughout the history of government in the Western Hemisphere, the political party has stood for division, conflict, and opposition within the body politic.1

Political and sociological studies of western European voting behavior have demonstrated the importance of social cleavages in inducing the party identifications of voting populations. The cleavage dimensions are of central concern in current research on the comparative sociology of political parties. Scott Flanagan defines cleavage theory as that one which assumes that a society’s political system is essentially derived from its pattern of social stratification and cleavage. Major transformations in the society cause dislocation and conflicts, which produce new social cleavages that, in turn, alter the political system.”2
Lipset and Rokkan have detailed the historical associations between social cleavages and party systems.3 Their analysis centered on two consecutive revolutions in the modernization of Western Europe – The National Revolution and the Industrial Revolution. Regional, ethnic, and religious cleavages arose as modernizing elites pressed for centralization in the National Revolution. This transformation gave rise to a number of segmental/cleavages such as race, language, religion and ethnicity.

Major social cleavages appeared in the European setting because of crucial social-structural modifications. Because of the National Revolution, differences in culture and values emerged that affected economic and political power. Two main cleavages are direct products of the National Revolution: 1) the conflict between the central nation-building culture and the increasing resistance of the ethnically, linguistically, or religiously distinct subject populations in the provinces and the peripheries; 2) the conflict between the centralizing, standardizing, and mobilizing Nation-State and the historically established corporate privileges of the Church.4
A second transformation, the Industrial Revolution, gave rise to a number of economic/functional cleavages, which were mainly class cleavages. When political parties appeared in Western Europe, many of them represented some of the segmental cleavages, and it has been found that some of these differences have been reflected in voting patterns, with variables such as urban residence, region, religion, and, in some occasions, ethnicity bring linked to patterns of party identification. The two main cleavages generated by the Industrial Revolutions were the conflict between the landed interests and the rising class of industrial entrepreneurs, and the conflict between owners and employers on the one side, and tenants, laborers, and workers on the other.

Since World War II, it has been found that in most of these western European countries the class cleavages have been most important in explaining patterns of party identification. However, most recently it has been argued that a third type of cleavage, a value cleavage which is related to age and education, has been emerging in the advance industrial societies and is having the effect of realigning the electorates and patterns of party identification in these countries.5 “The Silent Revolution”, as Ronald Inglehart has labeled this phenomenon, is changing political orientations, specially among the younger generation in advanced industrial societies and giving rise to new demands for equality and participatory democracy.6 This third revolution is developing a “generation gap” between younger and older age cohorts on value preferences, establishing a cleavage which affects political party identification.

This “normal” pattern of political party identification development or evolution, as one set of cleavages declines and is eclipsed by a rising new set of cleavages, did not take place in Puerto Rico because all political cleavages and issues in that society have been overwhelmed or restrained by the political status question, that is the question of Puerto Rico’s relationship with the United states. For colonial or quasi-colonial countries, the issues that define a continuum, which runs from assimilation on one end to full independence on the other, overshadow all other political issues and in many ways prevent other social group cleavages from finding a meaningful political expression.

The political status cleavage has been institutionalized trough the establishment of quasi-colonial institutions and the organization of interest groups and political parties, which represent different status solutions (commonwealth, statehood, and independence). This cleavage has contributed to a great dependency on the United States, and it inhibits the development of a practical party system, which could represent significant domestic socio-economic cleavages. As a result, no party really represents the poor and the workers. These groups and their issue preferences largely go unrepresented. This suggests that until the political status question is resolved, the development of the party system in Puerto Rico will remain at a very low level. Once a permanent solution is achieved for the political status question (i.e., either statehood or independence), new and latent domestic cleavages will emerge and a realignment of the Puerto Rican party system will occur.

        The theoretical argument of this dissertation is that the political status cleavage dimension is the dominant and unresolved cleavage, which defines politics and political competition because of the continuation of the quasi-colonial relationship between Puerto Rico and the United States. As a result, this cleavage has been translated into Puerto Rico’s party system and patterns of political party identification. The data chapters in the study (Chapters 4-7) will test the extent to which the typical segmental, class, and value cleavages found in Western Europe are represented in patterns of mass alignment and party identification in Puerto Rico. I will compare those findings with the political status cleavage, which I expect to find will dominate the other cleavage dimensions. Finally, in the conclusion chapter, I will reiterate this theoretical argument regarding the political status cleavage dimension, in the context of reviewing the findings and summarizing them in regard to how well they fit the theoretical expectations. 

Having briefly explained the context, theoretical argument, significance, and purposes of this dissertation, we will now turn to Chapter 2, an introduction to the historical and socio-political context of Puerto Rico. The historical introduction will analyze the socio-political setting from the Spanish colonial years to the present.
Chapter 1 – Notes
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CHAPTER 2

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND ANALYSIS OF PUERTO RICO

I. Spanish Conquest and Colonization



The history of Puerto Rico can be divided into two main periods: the organic era, which is comprised of the 16th, 17th, and 18th centuries, and the critical era, beginning with the end of the 18th century and continuing to the present. The island, which is known today as Puerto Rico, was first discovered to the Europeans by Christopher Columbus during his second voyage to the New World in 1943. The island was inhabited by the Arawak and Taino Indians, who lived in a highly developed agricultural society and called the island “Borinquen”, meaning “land of the great lord”.


In 1508, Juan Ponce de León was sent to conquer Borinquen for the Spanish Crown.  By royal decree, the Indians were to be considered free people and respected as such. However, as so often happened throughout history, passion proved stronger that righteousness and lust for wealth and the prejudiced belief in racial superiority led the settlers to judge the natives as pagan, irrational and barbarian.  The Spanish colonists used the royal order in Puerto Rico to separate the Indians from their natural environment. The natives were subject to countless abuses and injuries. They were forced to do labor beyond their physical strength, were malnourished, poorly clothed, ill housed, and isolated from their wives and children. Unwilling to sacrifice their birthright, the Indians turned to warfare in an attempt to preserve their rightful culture.  The settlers, armed with more sophisticated weapons, dominated the situation.1 The king decreed the death penalty for the principal Indian rebels and those captured were made slaves to be auctioned. This triumph of the conquerors destroyed the political and social organization of the Indians, but the Indian population did not disappear. The native blood mixed with the Spanish, to form a generation of mestizos. The shortage of Indians to work in the mines and farms led the Spanish settlers to request authorization to import slaves from Africa. This created a third ethnic group in the island, which in time, also mixed with the Indians, Europeans and mestizos.


The initial period of colonization in Puerto Rico reflected the powerful impact of Spanish mercantilism on its colonial possessions. This strict control exercised by Spain, however, served to create a common setting within which a conscious awareness of a Puerto Rican identity began to emerge, especially among those born on the island. During the 17th century, the English, French, Dutch, and Portuguese established colonies in the Caribbean and North and South America. Protected by the Britain navy, the English settlements in North America developed and expanded. The Americans colonies war of independence against England suddenly changed the balance of power between Spain and England in the Americas. The United States independence not only produced a sense of American nationalism and national destiny, but also meant a new contender for territories and natural resources in the Americas. In Puerto Rico, the mestizos, blacks, and Spaniards had already begun to combine and fuse into a distinct people, with a unique culture and way of life.


The fight for freedom from European domination was not limited to England’s thirteen colonies. As Spain’s power declined, colonies throughout South and Central America began their struggles for independence. Led by José de San Martín, Simón Bolivar, Bernardo O’Higgins, and Antonio José de Sucre, rebellions ignited from Mexico to Chile. Simón Bolivar, leader of independence efforts in Venezuela, Colombia, and Perú, hoped to gain freedom for Puerto Rico and Cuba by 1827, but his efforts were blocked by strong Spanish military settlements in the islands and the United States expansionist interests in the area. 


By the early and mid-19th century, Puerto Ricans were already divided into several political camps. These were: the conservatives, which were for Spanish rules; the liberals, which were pro-reforms and greater autonomy; and the separatist, who believed in independence.2 In 1868, a pro-independence insurrection, brook out in the town of Lares. The separatists proclaimed the “Fist Republic of Puerto Rico”and a catholic service were celebrated. The revolt, led by Ramón E. Betances, was crushed by the Spanish militia within a day. It was a signal; however, that resistance to Spain’s absolutist rule in the island was growing. Following the revolt, Puerto Ricans were granted some reforms including the abolition of slavery, which occurred five years later, in 1873.3 In addition to this, insular elections ere, conducted for local legislative positions and a representation to the conservative3 Spanish Inconditional. Because of strong Spanish repression, the separatist movement did not have a legal political party of its own but this did not stop pro-independence advocates from defending the separatist ideal. 


In 1897 Spain offered substantial autonomy to Cuba and Puerto Rico, but the Cubans were already committed to total independence, so under the leadership of José Martí, they fought for nothing less than full independence. In Puerto Rico, on the other hand, the Liberal autonomist union Party, Luis Muñoz Rivera’s pro-home rule party, welcomed Spain’s offer, and on November 9, 1987, the new government of Madrid established a home rule government on the island. With respect to the future, the charter of Autonomy left all roads open, since from the hierarchical association between unequal, which it embodied, Puerto Rico could move towards egalitarian association or even towards independence. Luis Muñoz Rivera was elected as president of the home rule parliament. The home rule government, although not fully independent, received international recognition as a separate legal entity by its admission to the Universal Postal Union. Under home rule, Puerto Ricans were allowed to elect voting members to the Spanish Provincial Assembly. The Puerto Rican legislature could legislate all internal matters, fix the budget, determine tariffs and taxes, and accept or reject any commercial treaty concluded by Spain affecting the island. Therefore Puerto Rico had gained home rule after decades of struggle.         
II. From Spanish Colony to U.S. Possession

Once the Spanish-American War was declared on April 25, 1898, the U.S. saw it necessary to gain the island before peace was declared, in order to avoid disputes about its possession. Therefore, on July 24, 1898, they invaded Puerto Rico through Guanica. On October 18, 1898, Spain surrendered Puerto Rico, Cuba, the Philippines, and Guam, and in the treaty of Paris signed on December 10, 1898, Cuba was granted independence from Spain; the United States purchased the Philippines for $20 million, and Guam and Puerto Rico were ceded to the United States.4 

The American military occupation reduced Puerto Rico from an autonomous self-government to a non-incorporated territory were Congress was authorized (Article IV, Section 2, paragraph 2) to dictate rules and regulations without limitation. When the Americans invaded, Puerto Rico had three legal political parties, the Spanish Inconditional Party, which was conservative; the Liberal Autonomist Party headed by Luis Muñoz Rivera; and the Orthodox Party, which was another liberal party, but was headed by José Celso Barbosa. The Liberals had divided into two parties because of differences between Muñoz Rivera and Barbosa about hot to conduct the new home rule government of 1897. The leaders of the different political parties reacted immediately. The Unconditional Party dissolved, the two liberal parties under Spanish rule became conservative pro-American parties in the first two years of American occupation.5 Barbosa transformed the Orthodox Party into the Puerto Rican Republican Party, and Muñoz Rivera changed the Liberal Autonomist Party into the American Federal Party.6 The separatists contemplated the situation in a cautious manner, waiting to see if independence would be offered.


In 1900 the U.S. military control over Puerto Rico. The Foraker Act was the legal framework for the organization of a temporary U.S. colonial government, which lasted 17 years. Signed into law by President McKinley on April 12, 1900, the Foraker Act established an Executive Council of 11 members appointed by the U.S. President, only 5 of whom had to be Puerto Rican; and a 35 member Chamber of Delegates elected by the Puerto Ricans, which jurisdiction restricted to minor local manners. An American governor was appointed by the President, while the people elected a Resident Commissioner who had voice, nut no vote, in the U.S. Congress. 


At the beginning of the American occupation, the Liberal political leaders of the island believed that the Americans were going to give them statehood and equal rights. After two years, some leaders started to perceive U.S. indifference to their petitions. This moved the American federal Party to change its name to Puerto Rico’s union Party in 1904. The new Union Party would be in favor of either statehood or independence for Puerto Rico as long as they could get a final definition of its political status. The Puerto Rican Republican Party advocated total annexation to the U.S. and affiliated itself with the National Republican Party of the United States.


By 1906 the union Party had strong pro-independence advocates among its leaders, José de Diego and Rosendo Matienzo Cintrón, but they did not take actions in favor of independence before the U.S. Congress. The Puerto Rican Republican Party advocated the “Americanization” of Puerto Rico so it could become a state of them. In the elections of 1906 the Union Party won all the delegate seats.


After the 1910 election year, the union Party became a liberal party that struggled for the Puerto Rican citizenship as opposed to U.S. citizenship, and home rule or independence for the island.7 On the other hand, the Puerto Rican republic Party kept its conservative pro-American program and the Union Party again swept the delegate positions. During the 1912 elections a small pro-independence groups left the Union Party and formed the Independence Party of Puerto Rico, but it lacked electoral support, therefore, the group reunited with the Union Party. 


On March 21, 1914, the Puerto Rican House of Delegates unanimously approved a memorandum sent to the U.S. congress making clear their opposition to U.S. citizenship for Puerto Ricans. However, the Jones Act with amendments was, nonetheless, signed into law on March 2, 1917, and the Puerto Ricans became U.S. citizens without once having the right to vote on the question. Those who chose to reject U.S. citizenship lost all political rights. Therefore, U.S. citizenship was practically imposed on Puerto Ricans, over the opposition of the island’s major political party. Conveniently, men between ages of 21 and 31 ere immediately eligible for recruitment into the U.S. armed services one month before the U.S. entered World war I. the Jones Act provided for a Bill of Rights and a popularity-elected bicameral Legislature in Puerto Rico, but the U.S. retained control over immigration, postal service, defense, trade, and diplomatic relations.


In the 1917 elections, a new political party, the socialist Party, participated and advocated better economical conditions for the workers and statehood for Puerto Rico.8 this Party was affiliated with the American federation of Labor, which gave political support to it. However, it was only able to elect one senator and one representative to the insular legislature. The Union Party and the Republican gained most legislative posts.


By 1932 the conservative sector of the Union Party formed a coalition with the Puerto Rican Republican Party and the Socialist Party to form the Republican Union Socialist Party, which remained pro-statehood. The Liberal Party, while the radical separatist established the nationalist Party, which has determined to fight against American rule in Puerto Rico. The leaders of this period were: Antonio Barceló and Luis Muñoz Marín, the son of Luis Muñoz Rivera, for the Liberal Party; Rafael Martínez Nadal for the republican Union Party; Pedro Albizu Campus for the nationalist Party and Santiago Iglesias Pantín for the Socialist Party.


The 1932 election was bitterly contested. The republicans, although urging statehood, emphasized a demand for reforms including a popularly elected governor. The Liberals declared that Puerto Rico was morally sovereign, and portrayed the U.S. authorities on the island as members of a “de facto” regime. They claimed that they would cooperate with this “de facto” government solely to seek reforms, which would pave them, way to recognition of Puerto Rico’s inherent right to independence. Although the socialists continued to label all status debates as sterile, they made the demand for an elected governor the first plank of their platforms. The Nationalists intended to participate in elections, and their president, Albizu Campus, was running for a Senate position, but their program was a revolutionary one destined to use armed force against the “colonial rule”. The results of the elections were that the Republican Union Party-Socialist Party obtained 54.2 percent of the votes, the Liberal Party goy 44.4 percent, and the nationalist Party received 1.4 percent. Since the nationalist Party did not succeed in the polls, it used violence as its next tool. Several acts of violence occurred in the following years, creating even more tension in an island that was already suffering from a weakened economy.


The elections of 1940 brought new political parties and alliances. The Republican union-Socialist coalition did not make any changes, but from the Liberal Party emerged the Popular Democratic Party with Luis Muñoz Marín as its leader. This party concentrated its efforts among rural workers, the “jíbaros”. Then, a new coalition took place with three small parties. These were the Pure Laborist, the Liberal, and the Progressive republican Union Party. This last coalition was named the Tri-Partite Puerto Rican Unification. When the final results were tabulated, the Popular Democratic Party had made amazing showing for a new party. They polled 49 percent of the votes compared to 51 percent received by the coalition of Republicans and Socialists.9                                          
In the 1940 elections, the Popular Democratic Party won the election and gained full power over the Puerto Rican Legislature. The Popular Democratic Party faced a nation still 70 percent agricultural and an unemployment rate nearing 15 percent. The new government felt tremendous pressure to find quick solutions to the worsening economic situation. Muñoz Marín began to side step the question of independence, turning instead to the practical issues promised in this party’s popular slogan of “pan, tierra y libertad” (bread, land, liberty). The 1944 elections were won by the Popular Democratic Party, paving the road for their economic reforms to succeed. By 1944 exports such as sugar, rum, tobacco, and fruits brought $144,523 in revenue to the island, while Puerto Rico’s total imports cost $171,431, and payments to maritime companies added another $18, 676.10 A significant trade imbalance in favor of the U.S. had become an annual reality, which quickly diminished the island’s few economic reserves and caused business to stagnate. Unemployment was not too high because thousands of young men were recruited to fight in World War II. The U.S. companies had almost a monopoly of Puerto Rico’s sugar cane industry. This disastrous economic situation caused a major immigration to the United States of 249, 918 people between 1942 and 1952.11 

Muñoz Marín’s negative attitude towards independence sparked the withdrawal of the pro-independence wing of the popular Democratic Party, giving birth to the Puerto Rican Independence Party, with Gilberto Concepción de Gracia as its leader. Muñoz Marín leaned towards a home rule position, giving priority to the economic crisis of the island. In the meantime, the Republican Union Party changed its name to the Republican Statehood Party. In 1946, President Truman made a move in the direction of greater home rule by nominating Jesús T. Piñero, a Puerto Rican and resident Commissioner in Washington, as the first Puerto Rican governor.

Later, on May 1947, Congress proposed giving Puerto Ricans the right to elect their own governor.12 This was approved on August 1948 and also was a considerable gain for the Popular Democratic Party. In 1948 it swept the election, and Luis Muñoz Marín became the first governor elected by Puerto Ricans in the history of the island.13
The year 1948 also was the return of Puerto Rico’s old Nationalist Party leader, Pedro Albizu Campos, after 10 years in a Georgia Federal Penitentiary. Albizu arrived to find angry students of the University of Puerto Rico participating in a strike against university officials. Some participants, like Juan Mari Bras, joined various pro-independence movements such as the Pro-Independence university Federation (FUPI in Spanish) and later, the Puerto Rican Independence Party. Therefore, in these years, pro-independence sectors were starting to organize into political parties and movements; some with liberal ideologies, as the Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP), which had a center left orientation; others had radical tendencies as the FUPI, the Nationalist Party, and the MPI that were Marxist-Leninist.

On the other hand, Muñoz Marín was faced with the failure of two attempts al local economic development. Seeing no indigenous alternative, between 1948 and 1950 he initiated a powerful publicity campaign to bring U.S. industries into Puerto Rico on a tax-free basis. Muñoz Marín chose an old phrase, “Operation Bootstrap”, as a name for his U.S.-oriented program which depended on the input of the Puerto Rican labor movement, just as “Operation Bootstrap” was getting underway, the program proved to be a fortuitous means of reducing labor problems for the incoming United States business, especially in the manufacturing sector. For Muñoz Marín, the issue of Puerto Rico’s political status became secondary to the goal of economic development. He reasoned that statehood and independence threatened to impair full U.S. industrial establishment on the island. He became convinced that “Operation Bootstrap” represented a total solution to Puerto Rico’s problems, offering it as means of creating a new type of state. His goal became the definition of a king of autonomy that was not statehood or independence, but one which would grant Puerto Rico the greatest degree of self-government. Thus, from a once radical-socialist, Muñoz Marín had moved to a moderate political position. 14
On July 4, 1950, President Truman signed Law 600, allowing Puerto Ricans the right to draft their own constitution. Once drafted and plebiscite approved, it remained subject to the vote of the U.S. congress, with most functions left under U.S. control.15 The passage of Law 600 added one more factor to the growing discontent in Puerto Rico over the issue of political status, especially among pro-independence sector, and on October, 1950, the “Nationalist Insurrection” erupted. Member of the Nationalist Party were arrested for illegally transporting arms. Later, a group of them attacked La Fortaleza, the Puerto Rican governor’s mansion, and took over a police station in the town of Arecibo. The National Guard was mobilized, and all of Puerto Rico was declared under a state of emergency. While the guard took over the campus of the University or Puerto Rico, nationalists engaged in confrontations with the military in the towns of Jajuya, Utuado, Arecibo, and Mayaguez. The insurrection resulted in 25 deaths, hundreds of injured, and thousands of arrests. On October 30, the Puerto Rican police surrounded the home of Nationalist leader Albizu Campos. Following an intense shootout, the old leader and his followers, overcome by tear-gas bombs, were removed from the house unconscious.16 The following day, two nationalists attacked President Harry S. Truman’s residence in Blair House, Washington D.C. A guard was killed and the killers were detained.17
Despite the unrest that produced some abstentions, the Commonwealth constitution was approved in the March, 1952 plebiscite and was sent to the U.S. Congress.18 Two amendments were added which limited the new constitution and, as amended, it was not returned to Puerto Rico for approval.

In reaction to the Constitution, pro-statehooders indicated that only by annexation to the U.S. would Puerto Ricans achieve equality to main leaders and that only such a political act would establish a permanent union with the United States. On the other hand, pro-independence leader condemned the Commonwealth Constitution as a continuation of American colonial rule over Puerto Rico and that only total independence, not just advantages in home rule, would finally solve the problem of Puerto Rican political status. The Commonwealth Constitution really gives more administrative, legislative, and judicial powers to the island, but federal regulations and laws concerning customs, tax, regular services, military services, and commerce limit its powers.      
After the confirmation of the new constitution, the 1952 elections were won by the Popular Democratic Party. The Puerto Rican Independence Party came in second, followed by the Statehood Republican Party. It was the first time that the pro-independence party made an important electoral demonstration, acquiring 15 legislative seats. Meanwhile, the United Nations voted in 1952 that Puerto Rico was indeed no longer a colony of the United States. To his date, the Puerto Rican political status case is under the consideration of the Decolonization Committee of the United Nations, therefore indicating that the final political status of the island has not been clearly established. 

After the confirmation of the Constitution and the 1952 election, the Nationalist party made one last attempt to bring to the attention of the American people and the world that Puerto Rico was not “free”. On March 2, 1954, four members of the Nationalist Party made headlines around the world by opening fire in the halls of the U.S. Congress, wounding 5 congressional representatives, one seriously. These violent acts were condemned by liberal sector of the pro-independence movement that believed in the electoral process and peaceful means. At this time the Statehood Republican Party had a conservative tendency, the Popular Democratic Party a moderate stand, the Puerto Rican Independence Party a liberal ideology, and the Nationalist Party and the Communist arty had radical, revolutionary tendencies. 

During the 1956 election, for the first time in a couple of decades, a calmer political arena was obtained. This could have been the result of the jailing of the leaders of the Nationalist Party, causing party disorganization and inactivity. Secondly, a constitution with some home rule gains had been established, giving security to the unresolved “status” question; and also, the party in power was so strong on the island that it created practically a one party system with the minority parties having scarce representation in the legislature. The 1956 electorate gave the Popular Democratic Party 67 percent of the vote, 27 percent to the Statehood Republican Party, and 6 percent to the Puerto Rican Independence Party.19  Most followers of the Puerto Rican Independence Party did not vote or joined the Popular Democratic Party since they did not consider their party a winner. The Puerto Rican Independence Party had received 18 percent of the vote in 1952. In addition, the revolutionary acts of the Nationalist Party harmed the image of independence followers. The Statehood Republican Party doubled their votes from 14 percent in 1952 to 27 percent in 1956. This was a conservative, pro-american, well-organized political party with charismatic leaders such as Miguel García Méndez and Luis A. Ferré. 
Looking at the economic period of the time, U.S. non-agricultural economic development in Puerto Rico occurred in three phases. First came commercial expansion during and after World War II with the arrival of supermarkets and Chain stores such as Grand Union and Pueblo Supermarkets. Then, under Operation Bootstrap, numerous American light industries began operations on the island, taking advantage of the 10 to 12 years tax-free status and the disorganized labor movement. Finally, the 1960’s witnessed the arrival of advanced technological industries, many of which were highly mechanized. At the same time, the sugar industry slowly declined. In response to the highly technical jobs and the reduction of the sugar industry, many Puerto Ricans migrated in great numbers from the island to U.S. mainland. Even when the island developed economically, Muñoz Marín did not change his moderate home rule tendency and persistently refused to consider independence as Puerto Rico’s final political status. Governor Muño’z Operation Bootstrap was working, and Puerto Rico was developing economically, and, the new constitution established in 1952 gave the island some autonomy. This satisfied Muñoz and his followers, but some of his best friends and one-time followers resented his moderate position because Muñoz had promised independence for Puerto Rico in 1940 once economic stability was established. 

Once again, in 1960, the Popular Democratic Party reigned supreme, but the Statehood Republican Party gained a moderate number of seats in the legislature and practically doubled its vote in comparison to 1956. This resulted from friction between the Catholic Church and the Popular Democratic Party, concerning religious education in public schools and the birth control policy of the gubernational party. The Church threatened to excommunicate those who voted for the Popular Democratic Party and also helped in the participation of the conservative Christian Action Party. This religious party gained only one seat in the House of Representatives, but the church campaign damaged the image of Popular Democratic Party, giving the Statehood Party a chance to win some extra legislative seats.20  The Puerto Rican Independence Party had internal ideological conflicts, and a dissident Marxist-Leninist group left the party, forming the Pro-Independence Movement with Juan Mari Bras in charge. This contributed to a weak showing on their part. Muñoz was re-elected for the fourth time as governor of Puerto Rico with 58 percent of the votes cast. The Statehood Republican Party received 32 percent of the votes, 5 percent more than in the 1956 election.
The Popular Democratic Party persisted as the majority party in the island. During this period “Operation Bootstrap” was slowly creating a pro-American middle class due to the economic gains achieved by the association with U.S. companies. This Americanization process and the friction with the Catholic Church slightly damaged the Popular Democratic Party, to the gain of the Statehood Republican Party. These pro-statehood gains would increase as the pro-American socialization and the economic dependency increased in the following two decades.
Near 1964, Muñoz, tired of 18 years of governorship, looked for a replacement, one who would guarantee to keep his policies functioning. He chose Roberto Sánchez Vilella, a moderate home rule advocate with liberal tendencies.21 With the approach of the 1964 elections, Muñoz designated Sánchez as his successor in the Popular Democratic Party general assembly. Due to rampant discontent concerning this decision, the Statehood Republican Party presented the Popular Democratic Party with their first major electoral opposition in 24 years. The gubernatorial candidate for the Statehood Party was Luis A. Ferré, a millionaire industrialist with strong conservative and pro-American tendencies. Although the Popular Democratic Party defeated the “Statehooders”, the latter gained one third of the votes cast.

Following the election, Sánchez Vilella attempted to institute major government programs to deal with varied and growing problems: continued unemployment, strikes, Cuban immigration, as well as the sharp rise in prostitution. He followed Muñoz’s economic policy of promoting the influx of foreign industry, and established the Commonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO), signing contracts with companies such as Phillips Petrochemical Corporation.22    Phillips planned to use Puerto Rico as a site for “cracking” crude petroleum into its component parts (gasoline and oil). Sánchez was a good administrator, but lacked the charisma of Muñoz Marín.
In the summer of 1966 the U.S.-Puerto Rico Commission on the Status of Puerto Rico, appointed two years before, submitted a report calling for a status plebiscite on the basis that each alternative be given equal dignity and opportunity.23 In December of that same year, the U.N. General Assembly approved the Decolonization Committee’s decision to start discussions the following year on whether or not the case of Puerto Rico should be included in the list of territories with unresolved political status. With the Decolonization Committee’s re-examination of the case of Puerto Rico imminent, the United States started pressing for a plebiscite on the island. In addition, within a few days of the General Assembly decision, Puerto Rico’s Governor Roberto Sánchez Vilella announced plans to hold a plebiscite on the island’s status by mid-1967. The pro-independence parties and organizations actively campaigned against participation in the plebiscite that was held in November 1967 because they thought it was a U.S. tactic to try to justify the status of the island when the actual government had colonial vestiges. Of a total 1, 067, 349 registered voters only 707, 293 actually voted, with 33.73 percent of the electorate abstaining. This was a rather weak turnout because usually only 15 to 25 percent abstain. The results were 60 percent in favor of commonwealth against 38 percent, since all pro-independence political organizations asked for abstention.  
Before the 1968 elections, important changes occurred within the Popular Democratic Party. Senator Luis Negrón López, Resident Commissioner Santiago Polanco Abreu, and Governor Sánchez Vilella all wanted the gubernatorial candidacy of 1968. Sánchez Vilella was also going through some delicate personal problems, which some leaders believed would harm his image as a candidate.24 In addition, he had ideological differences with Muñoz Marín and other top leaders of the Popular Democratic Party.25 Sánchez Vilella was in this period a moderate with liberal inclinations, causing confrontations with the moderate-conservative sector of the Popular Democratic Party, which was in control. Sánchez Vilella asked for primaries in the Popular Democratic Party to choose the gubernatorial candidate, but the party rejected his proposal. The Popular Democratic Party held a General Assembly and selected Senator Luis Negrón López as their candidate for governor. Sánchez Vilella was offended by the arbitrary actions of the Popular Democratic Party leadership and created a pro-commonwealth moderate-liberal party called The People’s Party. This new party was composed of intellectual concerned about more autonomy for Puerto Rico and more liberal approach in administrative affairs. 
On the other hand, the Statehood Republican Party was left practically without support when its vice-president, Luis Ferré, founded the New Progressive Party. This “new” party was the same Statehood Republican Party, but without its president, Miguel García Méndez. Therefore, the statehooders had a new name for and old party with a new president. The Puerto Rican Independence Party suffered the death of its founder, Gilberto Concepción de Gracia, in March 1967. This gave a louder voice to young talented intellectuals in the management of the party. The Christian Action Party and the remains of the old Statehood Republican Party augmented the list to five parties competing in the 1968 elections.
The electorate gave the New Progressive Party, but the Popular Democratic Party controlled most of the municipalities of less population. Sánchez Vilella’s People’s Party did not elect a single person in the legislature, but its participation harmed the Popular Democratic Party. The People’s Party received 89 thousand votes and the New Progressive Party won by 27 thousand votes.

The New Progressive Party governor Luis A. Ferré was born in 1904 to one of Puerto Rico’s wealthiest families. The Ferré family holdings in the island include: cement and glass companies, iron works, banking interests, real estate, hotels, investment corporations, radio stations, and a newspaper. 26 The family’s influence extends to the United States where Ferré’s nephew, Maurice Ferré, is presently the mayor of Miami, Florida. Ferré staunchly advocated statehood for the island. His backing came largely from the middle class, which emerged as the island became increasingly industrialized, urbanized, and Americanized during the “Operation Bootstrap” period. As a step toward statehood, Ferré tried in 1970, to gain Puerto Ricans the right to vote in U.S. presidential elections. Congress, however, tabled the recommendation in favor of a plebiscite in Puerto Rico on the question. Ferré’s push toward statehood brought a great amount of political violence form pro-independence sectors.27 From 1967 to 1970, American companies on the island had received from 25 to 75 million dollars in damages from sabotage.28 In one night 21 bombs exploded in the wealthy El Condado Tourist Hotel district in San Juan. These incidents strongly affected tourism in the San Juan areas. At the same time, university students were organizing themselves against the presence of the U.S. Reserve officer Training Corps (ROTC) on university campuses. The Puerto Rican student protests were influenced by the anti-Vietnam war demonstrations in the U.S. In addition there was a strong statement against the drafting of Puerto Ricans into the U.S. military, and against the pro-statehood government of Luis A. Ferré. On March 1970 a group of five thousand protesting students marched on the University of Puerto Rico, Río Piedras Campus. The manifestation was organized by Student Council and the Pro-Independence University Federation (FUPI). A police Special Tactics Force was called when ROTC and protesting students started throwing rocks at each other. One young girl was killed by gunfire. This incident made things worse at the University’s Río Piedras Campus. On March 1971, a second massive demonstration was carried out by some ten thousand students some armed with guns, pistols and Molotov cocktails. The police squad was called in, and they exchanged fire with the well-prepared students. Two police officers and a ROTC student were killed, and hundreds of students and police officers were wounded. The riot started at 9:00 A.M. and lasted until 11:00 P.M., spreading to the surroundings of the University. Finally, the National Guard was called in and remained on the university campus for several weeks. The ROTC program was removed form the campus.  
Ferré’s administration was plagued by violence and demonstrations; the last was on September 1972.  A massive protest against his administration coincided with the Convention of U.S. Governors on the island. More than 40 thousand people marched in front of the hotel were the U.S. governors were meeting, shouting against their presence in Puerto Rico. A two thousand man peacekeeping force was established by the pro-independence groups to prevent a collision with unfriendly police. Around one, 500 police officers with rifles were in the hotel area, and trucks full of National Guardsmen were nearby. No violence erupted, and Ferré called the march an unimportant event. This so-called “unimportant event” was covered by ABC, CBS, and European broadcasters. They estimated the crowd between 45 and 100 thousand people. The four years of Ferré’s administration were distinguished by a pro-statehood administration, an economic crisis, deficient public administration, high cost of living, political violence, and labor strikes.  These then became the main issues in the 1972 elections.
1972 brought changes to the electoral ballot. Rafael Hernández Colón, a young moderate and president of the Senate (1968-72), became the gubernatorial candidate of the Popular Democratic Party, while Sánchez Vilella’s People’s Party participated in the elections, although many followers returned to the Popular Democratic Party. The Puerto Rican Independence Party selected a new and charismatic leader, Rubén Berrios, to run for senator. Small pro-independence splinter parties, the Puerto Rican Union Party and the Authentic Sovereign Party, formed in response to the Social Democratic ideology adopted by the Puerto Rican Independence Party; these parties had moderate ideology. The incumbent New Progressive Party renominate Luis A. Ferré as their gubernatorial candidate. 
Rafael Hernández Colón was elected governor of Puerto Rico and Jaime Benítez, also of the Popular Democratic Party, was elected Resident Commissioner in Washington D.C. The Popular Democratic Party gained 20 Senate and 37 House seats compared to 8 senate and 15 House seats for the New Progressive Party. Rubén Berrios, Puerto Rican Independence Party president was able to win a Senate seat for the party for the first time since the 1956 election along with 2 House seats. The Popular Democratic Party swept 73 of the 78 municipalities. In short, the 1972 elections were a definite triumph for the Popular Democratic Party and a reappearance of pro-independence advocates in the legislature.29
Hernández Colón inherited the problems left by the Ferré administration and the economic recession that was due, in part, to the increase in the price of oil. As the economic situation worsened and the population rose, the Puerto Rican government continued massive housing programs, raising the public works 20 percent to $600 million.30 The Hernández Colón government had to cut government spending by $94 million and fired 1, 600 government employees, passed retroactive income tax surcharge, and placed a 5 percent excise tax on all imports except food to try to help the economic situation. A 9.5 percent interest rate ceiling was authorized for Puerto Rican borrowing. The incentives to attract new industry was liberalized to include grants for installing new machines, job training, and rents of $7.5 to $1.75 a foot on factory buildings. Hernández Colón even proposed a 25 percent wage subsidy for new plants hiring at least 500 employees.31 Militant strikes by workers became more frequent through 1972 to 1976. Hernández Colón’s four-year term would have been difficult for any incumbent. 
On December 17, 1975, a proposal was submitted to the U.S. Congress for “a new compact of permanent union between Puerto Rico and the United States”. The compact was a result of investigations by the “Ad Hoc” Advisory Group on Puerto Rico appointed two years earlier by Governor Hernández Colón. Under this original compact proposal, Puerto Rico would no longer be subject to minimum wage laws, environmental controls and tariffs, and immigration regulations. The U.S. Congress eliminated the provisions of Puerto Rican control over those federally regulated areas.

The main problem besetting the Hernández Colón administration was the squeeze on employment, caused by the government’s inability to create new jobs to offset those eliminated by the exodus of U.S. industries. Hernández Colón limited borrowing from the mainland and attempted to improve the island’s credit quality, but rising oil prices and inflation wiped out these efforts. Increasing reliance on U.S. federal subsidies and welfare assistance (the food stamp program) revealed the economy’s weakness and contributed to the results of the 1976 elections.
The pro-statehood New Progressive Party candidate, Carlos Romero Barceló, defeated Hernández Colón by a slim 48.2 to 45.8 percent margin, on the campaign issue of government corruption and inefficient management. The Puerto Rican Independence Party received 5.4 percent of the vote, and a new Marxist-Leninist pro-independence party, the Puerto Rican Socialist Party, received 10,00 votes. Along with Romero Barceló as governor, the New Progressive Party elected Baltasar Corrada del Río as Resident Commissioner, 14 senators and 23 House representatives.  On the other hand, the Popular Democratic Party elected 13 senators and only 18 House representatives. That was the year of victory for the New Progressive Party. It was slight but they had control of the executive and legislative branches plus an edge over the municipalities. 
In 1977 Romero Barceló inherited all of the island’s economic woes. Strikes, inflation, and violence by radical terrorists were part of the dilemma of his first four years as governor. In mid-1980 Puerto Rico participated, for the first time, in the U.S. presidential primaries. The New Progressive Party was divided into pro-Republican and pro-Carter groups; the Popular Democratic Party was completely pro-Kennedy. Carter won 41 electors against 40 for Kennedy in the Democratic Party primaries. George Bush won the Republican primaries in Puerto Rico. The pro-independence parties (Puerto Rican Independence Party and Puerto Rican Socialist Party) abstained and condemned such primaries as part of Romero Barceló’s plan to annex Puerto Rico to the U.S. In addition, they stated that the Popular Democratic Party had fallen into Romero Barceló’s trap by participating in the primaries.
In the 1980 elections, the main issues were: criminality, inflation, economic collapse, welfare benefits, corruption, and Romero Barceló’s inability to resolve Puerto Rico’s problems. The four parties participating were the New Progressive Party, the Popular Democratic Party, the Puerto Rican Independence Party and the Puerto Rican Socialist Party.
Romero Barceló was barely re-elected by a minimum margin of 3, 500 votes. Corrada del Río was re-elected as Resident Commissioner at Washington D.C. on the New Progressive Party ticket, but the legislature was under Popular Democratic Party control. Most municipalities, particularly the small towns, were won by the Popular Democratic Party. Therefore, neither the New Progressive Party nor the Popular Democratic Party won full control of the government. The New Progressive Party gained the executive branch and the Popular Democratic Party, the legislative. The Puerto Rican Independence Party and Puerto Rican Socialist Party totaled 5.4 percent of the votes cast.
In the last three elections, the pro-statehood and pro-commonwealth parties usually tried to offer the voting population more federal funds to ease the economic crisis. This dependency program made it extremely difficult for the pro-independence parties since their leaders cannot offer resources to satisfy the dependency-minded masses. Economic dependency typically is started by what is called “development assistance”. This assistance is, in fact, most accurately described as “foreign social change assistance”. The giver (the United States) promotes a transition from an existing society to one more like their own by tampering with the social, cultural, and political fabric of the recipient society (Puerto Rico), in the belief that this constitutes a positive improvement.32 Assistance, whether requested or not, constitutes nothing less than interference in the social evolution and historical self-determination of others.33 Most of the development assistance come with a package of public policies which should be followed by the recipient country in order to keep receiving such assistance. This affects a great sector of the subordinated country, which increases dependency and limits creativity.34
Now, the dependency trend in Puerto Rico has been affected drastically by President Ronald Reagan’s public policies, which favor federal fund reduction. This had an effect on Puerto Rican politics (1984 elections) based on political status preferences and dependency. The incumbent New Progressive Party was affected by: Reagan’s economic policies, a split in 1983, which created the Puerto Rico Renewal Party (PRP), plus the killing of two pro-independence terrorists, when unarmed, by a police squad in 1978 and the possible cover-up of the incident by police, administrative officials, and federal agents (F.B.I.).35
As a consequence, Hernández Colón was elected governor of Puerto Rico and the Popular Democratic Party took control of the Senate, the House, and most municipalities of the island. The Puerto Rican Independence Party was able to elect Rubén Berrios to the Senate again and one additional House seat. The New Progressive Party received around 45 percent of the votes cast. The new Puerto Rican Renewal Party had a poor demonstration at the polls and did not elect a single candidate.  The Popular Democratic Party gained control over most government positions; however, the newly elected Hernández has to deal with a dependent economy and with President Reagan’s federal funds reduction policies. 
III. Main Conclusions
During Spanish rule the establishment of political parties and tendencies in Puerto Rico since mid-nineteenth century have been defined in terms of their social or economic programs, which are derived from their position on political status. This political status preference cleavage dimension forced Spain to concede to Puerto Rico an autonomous government (1987) with sufficient powers to be considered a home rule government and the possibility of the development or more autonomous powers, or independence as the culmination of this process. 
After the Spanish-American War of 1898, Puerto Rico passed to be a possession of the United States of America. All the decades of struggle for a self-government were lost as the Americans established a military government, and the island became a territory and a military base. Therefore, the political status preference cleavage prevailed.
Since 1898 Puerto Rico’s leaders have fought for self-government. A political party’s ideology has been linked to its preference regarding Puerto Rico’s political status. The pro-statehood parties have been conservative and pro-American. The home rule parties (commonwealthers) have been moderate-conservative and moderate-liberal in different periods. Moreover, the pro-independence sector divides itself into Liberals and Radicals.  These political tendencies are similar to those developed under Spanish rule.
Decades of struggle for self-government brought a commonwealth constitution in 1952, but it needs more autonomous powers to be considered a self-government document. Actually, Puerto Rico is considered a commonwealth with colonial vestiges by the United Nations Organization’s Decolonization Committee and General Assembly. Through industrial tax exemption programs (Operation Bootstrap), developed by Muñoz Marín to attract U.S. investment in Puerto Rico, and the dependency upon the federal food stamps program has developed an economic dependency that stimulates political assimilation through a socialization (Americanization) process based on dependency. This has built conservative pro-American middle and low classes.
Socio-economic dependency and the political status question inhibit the development of a mature party system that represents meaningful domestic socio-economic cleavages. As a result, no party really represents the poor working class.  This group and their issue preferences largely go unrepresented. This suggests that until the political status and the economic dependency, which is the product of the status question, are solved, the development of the party system in Puerto Rico will remain at a very low level. Once the political status is solved, domestic cleavages will arise such as class, race, religion, education, sex, age, occupation, political ideology, etc... Then, political parties would represent domestic socio-economic cleavages and not a political status preference. 
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CHAPTER 3

DATA COLLECTION

I. Survey Design

To obtain the data necessary for this study, the use of survey design was required. A successive design was implemented with the help of a proportional stratified sampling procedure, using community size as the main element of stratification. Successive design, as Frederick Frey defines it, “is a survey design in which a portion of the total set of a nation being investigated is surveyed only after other portions of that set have already been surveyed.1
The successive design lessens the intricate administrative and logistical problems of survey research, allowing the researcher to have greater control by allowing that only a limited number of interviews be conducted at any one time. If three or more field operations are under way concurrently, supervision and authority would have to be delegated and the director of the project could not personally guide each operation. However, if the survey occurs successively, then it would be possible for one or two highly skilled individuals to direct each field operation. Successive surveys also minimize risks because if the project aborts, the loss incurred would be significantly reduced to that if all operations were done simultaneously.
The successive design was combined with a proportional stratified sampling procedure to strengthen the study. The stratified sampling procedure as defined by Babbie “is a method for obtaining a greater degree of representatives that decreases the probable sampling error.”2  Rather than selecting the sample from the total population at large, the researcher ensures that an appropriate number of strata are drawn from homogeneous subsets of the population.
Community size was the subset used in the proportional strata procedure to increase the accuracy of the sample. Three community sizes were sampled and combined to form a heterogeneous sample. The data concerning the community size of the voting population was obtained from the book of General Social and Economic Characteristics of Puerto Rico, 1970 Census – U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
Samples were taken from the following cities, towns, and rural areas of Puerto Rico: various sectors of the metropolitan Area of San Juan (Bayamón, Trujillo Alto, Río Piedras, Hato Rey, Santurce and Carolina), Cayey, Cidra, Toa Baja, Caguas, Guayama, Ponce, Comerío, Arecibo, Mayaguez, Fajardo, Salinas, Naguabo, Añasco, Rincón, Juana Díaz, Villalba, Adjuntas, Utuado, Guánica, Aguadilla and Humacao. All of which were classified as cities, towns or rural villages (barrios).
To achieve the most reliable successive design, the survey was conducted in one month (December, 1979). The period for taking samples was limited because the shorter the time between subsamples the lesser the external factor influencing the survey that may create spurious findings. The survey research was done at random, from house to house. Unlike the quota sample, the interviewer did not choose the stratified parameter nor did he have the freedom to choose arbitrarily selections from the population as many times happens with quota samples.3 The subjects sampled had to be over 18 years old, and the sample was conducted after 6:00 P.M. From one thousand households, 828 answered, a response rate of 82.8 percent. Table 3.1 compares the community size distributions of the sample and population.
This table clearly indicates that community size stratification offers a representative sample of the population. The majority of the Puerto Rican population resides in urban areas because Puerto Ricans have moved from towns and rural “barrios” to cities and their suburbs. To test the representativeness of the sample, three characteristics, age, sex, and occupation of the head of the household, were compared to the general population. The results are shown in Tables 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, and Graphic 3.1. 
The Age-Cohort distribution of the sample is very similar to that of the voting population of Puerto Rico. This is also corroborated by Graphic 3.1 that not only demonstrates the sample and population distributions but also presents statistics that show the great similarity between them
Table 3.1

Sample and Population Community Size Distribution

	Community Size
	Sample
	Population*

	Urban
	53.0
	54.0

	Town
	34.5
	35.0

	Village (barrio)
	12.5
	11.0

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	828
	2,712,033


*Population taken from 1970 Census.
All these tables and the graph indicate that the sample represents the voting population of Puerto Rico. The slight differences between the sample and population sex and occupation distributions are not statistically significant. This give more support to the survey’s statistical validity, reliability, and its representativeness. The survey characteristics closest to that of the population were
Table 3.2

Sample and Population Age Distribution

	Community Size
	Sample
	Population*

	18-24
	29.8
	27.2

	25-34
	25.8
	24.3

	35-44
	20.0
	19.6

	45-54
	15.0
	16.3

	55-64
	9.4
	12.6

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	828
	2,712,033


*Population taken from 1970 Census.
community size and age-cohort. The unit of analysis used for this research was each possible voter surveyed by the interviewers. 

Table 3.3

Sample and Population Sex Distributions

	Sex
	Sample
	Population*

	Men
	45.2
	49.0

	Women
	54.8
	51.0

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	828
	2,712,033


*Population taken from 1970 Census.

The survey interviewers were recruited from the University of Puerto Rico, Cayey Campus. The students had a Social Science concentration with a statistics and survey research-methodology background. These 25 interviewers were trained by the author for about three to four months before conducting the survey. They knew the meaning of the variables, the purposes of the research, its importance, and the techniques of conducting scientific interviews. The interviewers conducted pre-tests of the questionnaire to perfect it and the survey process under the director’s supervision. 
After the data was collected it was coded and processed at the University of Puerto Rico Computer Center, Río Piedras Campus, using the statistical Package for the Social Sciences (S.P.S.S). Some of the statistical techniques used for the research were: cross-tabulations, Kendall’s tau-c, and Cramer’s V. the statistics were chosen depending on the scale that measured the variables in question (See Appendix C – Variable Scale). 
Table 3.4

Sample and Population Occupation of Head of Household Distribution

	Occupation
	Sample
	Working Force**

	Professional
	25.3
	21.8

	White Collar
	20.6
	21.0

	Blue Collar
	21.6
	24.2

	Unemp. /Pensioned
	25.9
	24.0

	Students
	0.6
	0.4

	Other
	6.0
	8.6

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	828
	1,656,410


**Working Force taken from 1970 Census.
The dependent variable of this study was political party identification. In Puerto Rico one can use an ordinal scale of measurement for party identification since the political parties can be arranged using an “association dimension with the United States.” Specifically, the pro-statehood party (New Progressive Party) wants Puerto Rico to be integrated into the United States federal union; a complete association. The pro-commonwealth party (Popular Democratic Party) wants a permanent union with the U.S. but with autonomous powers leading to self-government; moderate
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Table 3.5

Distribution of Political Party Identification

	Political Party
	Percentage

	NPP (pro-statehood)
	43.0

	PDP (pro-commonwealth)
	39.1

	PIP & PSPS (pro-independence) 
	17.9

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	647


association. The pro-independence parties want total separation from the U.S.; no association. If an ordinal scale variable was tested as a predictor of party identification, then a Kendall-tau was the indicated statistic to test such a predictor. Other statistical tests were used, depending on the predictor’s scale of measurement. The distribution of political party identification in Puerto Rico is shown in Table 3.5. 
II. The Questionnaire
The most important tool in studies like this is the questionnaire. The questionnaire is designed to obtain information relevant to the purposes of the survey and to collect his information with maximum reliability and validity.4 To assure that all answers are reliable, all respondents should understand the questionnaire. The questions should be trustworthy, but simple and not time-consuming. A major constraint in questionnaire design is respect for the dignity and privacy of the respondent.
All of these factors were taken into account in developing the questionnaire. The questions were closed (structured responses) and semi-closed (free responses with some classification). These question forms shorten the interview and make it easier for the researcher to code the results (see Appendix B – Questionnaire).5 The questionnaire used for the data collection of this study included Likert scales) see Appendix C – Variables Scales) which are used in measuring attitudinal variables such as “dependency sentiment”, “national feelings”, and “values”. In addition, nominal and ordinal scales were used depending on each variable. To perceive the variable code and order see Appendix A – Variable Index.
III. Summary
Survey research was applied in this political party identification study because it is often used to collect background information, data and opinions, and information on attitudes and reasons for behavior.6 After data collection is completed, data processing is initiated. It involves the transformation of the observations gathered in the field into a system of categories and the translation of these categories into codes amenable to quantitative analysis. The codes were recorded on punchcards and processed mechanically through the computer and unit record equipment. Later the output was analyzed in order to reject or accept hypotheses. Finally, conclusions were derived. 
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CHAPTER 4

DEMOGRAPHIC CORRELATES OF POLITICAL PARTISANSHIP

This chapter details the impact of six demographic variables that have proven to be predictors of political party identification in several cross-national studies: race, community size, religion (both denomination and attendance), sex, and age. Sections of each demographic variable present comparative findings from other countries along with a discussion of a theory, if any, explaining the impact the specific variable has in these countries, and an analysis of what relationship is expected to be found between the variable and party identification in Puerto Rico. The sections also include hypotheses, frequencies, crosstabs tables, statistics, data explanations and main conclusions. 
I. Race

Race has been considered a demographic variable affecting party identification is some countries. For instance, in the United States of America, race plays a key role in political identification, especially for blacks. Blacks in the United States find themselves in the lowest positions in relations to housing, jobs, and income.1 Since the 1930’s blacks have given substantial voter support to the Democratic Party. This is due to the favorable, liberal position of the Democratic Party toward blacks and other ethnic groups.2 
In a cross-national study done by Janowitz and Segal in 1967, it was also demonstrated that for the United States of America, at each level in the socio-economic scale, blacks hold a predominantly Democratic Party affiliation.3 In addition to this, other ethnic groups such a Hispanics and Jews have been mostly Democrats, while in the other hand, a great percentage of all minorities do not exercise their right to vote. The cause for this situation is probably because they perceive themselves as marginal to the American society and therefore, feel their participation would have no effect. This perception is caused by years of racial and ethnic discrimination from the “dominant white establishment”.4 In contrast, whites do not hold a predominant affiliation and rare more inclined to vote depending on issues and candidates. In conclusion, blacks as a voting block have more Democratic Party identification than whites in the United States of America, caused by a domestic racial cleavage. 
Butler and Stokes showed that race has great impact upon political party identification in Great Britain.5 They found that non-whites identify more with the Labour Party largely because it was seen as the working-class party and dark-skinned immigrants were disproportionally working-class, and also because the Conservative Party was regarded by many dark-skinned citizens as the “Imperialist Party” and as the party of the “racist” Enoch Powell.6 The distribution of dark-skinned people by political party identification is around 75 percent Labour and 25 percent Conservative in Great Britain. The term “colored” is used by the white in Great Britain referring to dark-skinned people. This word has racist, imperialist, and prejudiced connotations, which irritate the dark-skinned citizens of Great Britain., therefore, establishing a social cleavage that affects voting behavior. 
In Puerto Rico racial prejudice exists and it’s founded on a “social status” basis.7 The island has a basically mixed population with a racial variations ranging from light-skinned to dark-skinned people. Those who identify with the higher social classes tend to be light-skinned, and those of the working class tend to be dark-skinned. 
To have light shin gives the person better opportunities within the social setting. This situation has historical roots. Blacks and “intermediate” (tan-skinned) people did the hard labor in the coffee, tobacco, and sugar fields from the 17th to the 19th century. On the other hand, whites and light-skinned people were the owners of the plantations and members of the aristocracy. In these periods and until the beginning of the 20th century, people who could not read or write did not have the right to vote. The low level of education among dark-skinned people practically excluded them from the participating in the electoral process. This perspective caused the development of these sentiments among dark-skinned people; some felt ashamed of their skin color and “social status”, others struggled against prejudice and explotation joining labor movements and becoming political activists, and still others believed that annexation to the United States was the solution to their problems. Today, almost light-skinned parents will not be against their children playing with dark-skinned children if the relationship is limited to that, but will object if it might lead to a stronger relationship such as marriage.
Some social scientists who were consulted indicated that racial variations could predict political party identification. They stated that since dark-skinned people come mostly from the lower social level they should identify more with the PIP-PSP who favor the middle and lower class positions. Another factor that should increase their identification with PIP-PSP is that in recent years, the dark-skinned young have had increased access to higher education, and that higher education tends to sway political ideology towards the left. This contradicts studies of the 1950’s and 1960’s, which indicated that dark-skinned people identified more with the pro-statehood parties. The light-skinned people were expected to identify with the pro-statehood NPP because it has a conservative pro-U.S. ideology and not a pro-workers one. The pro-commonwealth PDP evolved as a liberal-pro-peasant mass party in the early 1940’s and should have the support from the intermediate and dark-skinned groups, even when actually this party has a more conservative stand in the 1940’s. 
The historical factors could have stimulated a racial cleavage affecting political party identification in Puerto Rico. However, the racial cleavage was eclipsed by the still unresolved political status cleavage that is considered to dominate all other cleavage dimensions in this dissertation. Therefore, whatever influence race might have a political party identification in Puerto Rico should be relatively mild compared to the high impact it has in the United States of America and in Great Britain. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 4-1: Race affects the political party identification. Table 4.1 demonstrates the racial distribution of the subjects interviewed. 
Table 4.1

Racial Distribution in Puerto Rico

	Race
	Percent

	Light-skinned
	50.6

	Intermediate
	45.2

	Dark-skinned
	4.2

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	828


As one can observe, Table 4.1 says that half of the subjects surveyed were considered light-skinned people. In other studies done in Puerto Rico the percentage of light-skinned people is higher (70 percent) than in this one. The reason for this discrepancy is probably because in these studies the subject answered the question and was not classified by the interviewer. The interviewers trained for this dissertation classified the subjects themselves after receiving instructions about how to place each person. The procedure was used because, when asked about their race, some Puerto Ricans experience feelings of insecurity and inferiority. This insecurity is the product of the racism that existed since Spanish colonial times.8 Table 4.2 illustrates the association between race and party identification. 

Table 4.2

The Association between Race and Party I.D.
	Party
	Light
	Intermediate
	Dark

	NPP
	46.9
	39.5
	29.6

	PDP
	38.1
	40.9
	37.1

	PIP-PSP
	15.0
	19.6
	33.3

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	320
	286
	27


Table 4.2 reveals a slight indication that the lighter the skin, the higher the percentage of NPP identification, and the darker the skin, the higher the percentage of identification with the PIP-PSP. The PDP percentages do not show significant differences among the three classifications. Race seems to have some effect over party I.D.
One major point that Table 4.2 demonstrates is a contradiction of the results of the studies done in the late 1950’s and early 1960’s, which concluded that there was more pro-statehood support among the dark-skinned population than in other national group. In that period, dark-skinned people were probably more pro-statehood because they visualized annexation to the United States of America as the best form to alleviate their deficient economic situation. They viewed the United States as a protector and an economic benefactor. However, in the last two decades, they have obtained better jobs and more opportunities for higher education that have improved their standard for living as a group and affected their political ideology and party identification, especially among the younger generation, where liberal-radical tendencies have been developed.
Now, this table alone cannot test hypothesis 4-1, therefore, a Kendall tau-c was computed. This statistic is presented in Table 4.3, which reports all of the correlations for each demographic independent variable analyzed in this chapter. Table 4.3 illustrates the association between the demographic variables and political party identification.
Table 4.3 demonstrates that the relationship between race and political party identification was a .09 Kendall tau-c significant at the level .05 level of analysis. This statistic demonstrates a weak positive relationship between race and party identification. The cause for this weakness is probably that the PDP did not have significant differences among the race groups. Hypothesis 4-1 is accepted as plausibly true. As expected, race only slightly affects political party identification in Puerto Rico, probably because it is eclipsed by the political status cleavage, which is supposed to dominate all other cleavage dimensions. 

Table 4.3

The Association between the Demographic Variables and Party I.D.

	Variable
	
	Party I.D.
	

	
	Tau-c
	
	Cramer

	Race
	.09
	
	---

	Community Size
	NS
	
	---

	Religious Denomination
	---
	
	.20

	Sex
	---
	
	NS

	Age
	-.10
	
	---


Note: NS indicates that the relationship is not significant at the .05 level.

II. Community Size

Community size is a variable that is accepted as a predictor of party identification in 
some countries were a rural-urban cleavage persists till present. A cross-national study done in 1977 by Ronald Inglehart presents a table of predictors of political party preference, which includes size of town.9 Inglehart’s study illustrates that size of town had a moderate relationship with party preference in Denmark and Belgium, and a weal positive relationship in Germany, but showed no statistical significance in France and Italy. These differences among European countries have a socio-historical explanation. 
In Europe the rural-urban cleavage had continued to assert itself in national politics for into the twentieth century, but the political expressions of the cleavage varied widely. Much depended on the concentration of wealth and political control in the cities and on the ownership structure in the rural economy. In France, Italy, and Spain, the rural-urban cleavage rarely found direct expression in the development of party oppositions. Other cleavages, such as between the state and the church, the center dominant culture and the regional peripheries, and property owners and tenants, had a greater impact on the alignments of the electorates.
By contrast, in Nordic countries like Denmark, cities had traditionally dominated national political life and the struggle for democracy and parliamentary rule was triggered through a broad process of mobilization within the peasantry.10 This was essentially an expression of protest against the central elite and patricians. The peasants felt exploited by the proprietors in the cities. The result was the formation of a broad front of interest organization and agrarian parties. Party alignments emerged in the Nordic countries as a product of the rural-urban cleavage, which contributed to the formation of economic/functional cleavages.   These cleavages gave rise to the formation of political parties and party alignments.

As in the southern European countries such as Spain, France, and Italy, Puerto Rico has a cleavage that has a greater impact over party alignment than the rural-urban cleavage. This cleavage is the unsolved political status of Puerto Rico. This situation should overshadow community size as a valuable predictor of political party identification in Puerto Rico. However, for decades the island politicians, news commentators, and some intellectuals have been making interesting observations about community size predicting party identification. They state that those living in urban cities identify more with the NPP and PIP-PSP than those living in rural areas and small towns. Their opinion is based on the results of past elections and the fact that PDP evolved in the 1940’s as a party for the peasant masses who lived in the rural areas and small towns.
There has been a very marked migration of Puerto Ricans from rural areas and towns to the cities. From a mostly rural population in 1940’s the island has moved toward an urban society. The population distribution in Puerto Rico today is approximately: 55 percent urban (city), 35 percent town, and 10 percent rural “barrios”. This migration also created a “cognitive mobilization” that helped people to leave a politically isolated life, introducing them to more political information. It has created changes in all values: moral, political, sexual, socio-economic, and environmental, among others. 
There is a factor that neutralizes to some degree the differences of lifestyle in these communities: the size of Puerto Rico. It is a small island with a very modern network of highways crossing it. This allows the rapid transmission of “urban values” to outlying areas of the island, especially the towns. In an island like Puerto Rico with modern highways, eight local television stations, Cable T.V. and Home Box Office, five daily newspapers, and island-wide telephone service, and institutions of higher education located in many areas, it is difficult to find a community size cleavage of great impact.11

This research study tested community size to verify the statements about the importance of it and party identification. It is probable that two or three decades ago community size could affected political party identification, however, at present the situation has changed and we should expect a very weak if not absent relationship with party identification. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 4-2: Community size influences party identification. Table 4.4 exhibits a cross-tabulation between party identification and community size.
Differences between the two major parties (NPP and PDP) with respect to community size are minimal. Table 4.4 indicates that the NPP and PDP have more or less the same distribution pattern except for rural areas. The PDP is stronger in rural “barrios”, but this type of community represents a small portion of the voting population (around
Table 4.4

The Association between Community Size and Party I.D.

	Party
	City
	Town
	Rural

	NPP
	43.4
	44.3
	40.8

	PDP
	39.2
	35.1
	44.4

	PIP-PSP
	17.4
	20.6
	14.8

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	265
	228
	142


10 percent), and therefore, will not have an important impact in an electoral process and neither will it strongly affect party identification. The PIP-PSP seems to be more accepted in towns and cities, and the difference with rural barrios is slight.
To test the hypothesis 4-2, a Kendall tau-c was computed (see Table 4.3). The result was not significant at the .05 level of analysis. Table 4.4 and the non-significant Kendall tau-c indicate that community size is not a statistically significant predictor of party identification in Puerto Rico; therefore, hypothesis 4-2 was rejected. Community size does not have the relevance that island reporters and politicians have given to it. The political status issue overwhelms community size as a valuable predictor. Furthermore, the communication of “urban values” to towns and rural barrios and the immigration to the cities has contributed to reduce the power of community size to predict political party identification in Puerto Rico.
III. Religion

Religious denomination and church attendance have been of value predicting political party identification in several studies. The fist has been an important variable predicting political party identification in the United States of America and other countries. In the U.S.A. Protestants tend to be more Republicans and Catholics and Jews, as most minorities, identify with de Democratic Party.12 The opposite occurs in Germany and other European countries. In separate studies, Liepelt (1970) and Urwin (1974) indicate that German Catholics lean towards the CDU Conservative Party, and the Protestants with the Social Democrat Party (SDP).13 In addition, they found out that Catholic and Protestant churchgoers prefer the CDU while the SPD is favored by a plurality of non-church goers of both denominations.14
Catholic churchgoers in Europe have demonstrated to be more supportive of the parties of the right.15 In France, Italy, and Belgium the vast majority of the population is Roman Catholic, however, the differences between practicing Catholics and non-practicing Catholics tend to be impressive.16  A study conducted by Barnes in 1974 illustrated that church attendance is of prime importance when analyzing political decisions. He found that of those who claimed to attend church weekly only 17 percent voted for leftist parties; of those who did not attend church weekly, 58 percent, voted for the leftist parties. Therefore, he concluded that church attendance makes a great difference in predominately Catholic Italy.17 This situation is the result of a secular/religious cleavage that affects party identification in Italy.

All these studies tend to imply that religious denomination and church attendance are important variables affecting political party identification. Puerto Rico lacks of a major that can explain the relationship of these variables with party identification. However, there are several sociological studies that give information about religious denomination. For example, a study done by Eduardo Seda in 1972 explains that poor sectors of Puerto Rico tend to avoid active participation in the Catholic Church.18 He states that this occurs because upper classes participate and poor sector feel ashamed of their clothing and appearance when they attend these services.

Seda shows that poor sector generally participate in non-Catholic services with people of their same social status. Over 70 percent of these who attend Protestant services and those of other denominations have an annual income of less than $3,000 compared with 50 percent of these who visit the Catholic Church. From these circumstances one can expect that Catholics should be more affiliated with the NPP and Protestants with the PDP. This happens because rural-poor sector tend to identify more with the traditional PDP and persons with a higher social status such as light-skinned people will inclinate towards the NPP. The PIP-PSP should have the highest percentage among those with no religious denomination. These are liberal and radical oriented parties and the literature presented at the beginning of this section demonstrates that supporters of these parties are less active in religion.
Religious denomination and church attendance were expected to have some impact over party identification. These variables are dominated and overshadowed is resolved by the establishment of a final political status for Puerto Rico, the religion would probably play amore important role affecting political party identification. Under this section, two hypotheses were stated: hypothesis 4-3: Religion influences party identification, and hypothesis 4-4: Church attendance predicts party identification. Table 4.5 presents the distribution of religious denomination of the survey’s sample.

The majority o the subjects interviewed selected catholic as their religion. This has been the traditional religious denomination of Puerto Rico since Spanish colonial rule. Before the United States armed invasion of the island, most of the population was Catholic.  The United States influence brought Protestant ministers that established their missions in rural areas of the island. Table 4.5 illustrates that 5.8 percent practices other religions, which are Christian Biblical groups, Jehovah’s Witnesses, and Jews among other. Finally, 7.6 percent do not have a religious denomination. Table 4.6 exhibits the cross-tabulation between religious denomination and party identification. 
This cross-tabulation indicated that the NPP had the highest percentage among Catholics, the PDP was preferred by the Protestants and other denominations, the PIP-PSP parties are strongly supported by those with no religious denomination. The percentage differences between those with a religious denomination and those with none are large, but the non-religious represents only around 7 percent of the sample, which greatly reduces the potential impact of a secular/religious cleavage. 
Table 4.5

Distribution of Religious Denomination

	Religion
	Percentage

	Catholic
	77.3

	Protestant
	9.3

	Other
	5.8

	None
	7.6

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	827


A Cramer’s V was computed (see Table 4.3) to test hypothesis 4-3. The result was a .20 Cramer’s V significant at the .05 level of analysis. This supports hypothesis 4-3, therefore, it’s accepted as plausibly true. Religious denomination does predict party identification in Puerto Rico. The Cramer’s V demonstrated a significant relationship and corroborated the Puerto Ricans literature previously presented in this section. The statistical result confirmed our expectations that religious denomination should not be strongly related to party identification even when it divides Puerto Rican society because it’s overwhelmed by the political status cleavage. 
Table 4.6

The Association between Religious Denomination and Party I.D.

	Party 
	Catholic
	Protestant
	Other 
	None

	NPP
	46.2
	39.3
	28.6
	22.0

	PDP
	38.7
	45.9
	54.3
	19.5

	PIP-PSP
	15.1
	14.8
	17.1
	58.5

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	509
	61
	35
	41


However, it is possible that the religious denomination divisions would be larger if the party system represented primarily domestic cleavages and not the political status division. 
The following hypothesis tested was hypothesis 4-4: Church attendance predicts party identification. The literature previously illustrated clearly indicates that church attendance has an important impact over party identification, especially in Italy, which has predominately-catholic population.19 Table 4.7 illustrates the church attendance of the Puerto Rican sample. 

Table 4.7

Frequency of Church Attendance

	Frequency
	Percentage

	Weekly
	38.5

	Monthly
	14.9

	Infrequently
	46.6

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	825


This distribution demonstrates that 53.4 percent of the subjects interviewed attend a religious service at least monthly. The rest visit a church or temple only once in a while during the year. It seems that a great number of subjects surveyed are not strongly active in church services, 46.6 percent. The cross tabulation of party identification by church attendance is illustrated in Table 4.8.
Table 4.8 shows that there are no significant differences between political party identification and church attendance. To test hypothesis 4-4, a Kendall tau-c and a Cramer’s V were computed. Both statistics were not significant at the .05 level. Therefore, hypothesis 4-4 was rejected. Church attendance does not seem to influence political party identification in Puerto Rico. One possible reason for this result is that church attendance is strongly 
Table 4.8

The Association between Church Attendance and Party I.D.

	Party
	Weekly
	Monthly
	Infrequently

	NPP
	45.6
	42.6
	41.1

	PDP
	35.4
	47.5
	39.2

	PIP-PSP
	19.0
	10.1
	19.7

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	243
	99
	304


put to a side by the political status cleavage dimension. In independent nations, as the ones studied in this section, church attendance has a great impact on party identification. However, Puerto Rico has not achieved a final political status, therefore, developing a political status cleavage that detains the development of a secular/religious division that may affect party identification.

IV. Sex

The next independent variable to be analyzed in this chapter is sex. This variable has been relevant in some studies of political party identification. A cross-national study done by Janowitz and Segal in 1977, which included Germany, Great Britain, and the United States of America, showed that males were found to be slightly more polarized on the basis of socio-economic position in their party identification, while women were less so and more conservative-traditional.20
Inglehart’s study, published in 1977, shows that sex has had a consistent, however, weakened relationship with voting in Western Europe and the United States. In seven of the eight countries analyzed, women were more likely to support the parties on the right than men. However, when all political parties were taken into consideration, sex appears as a very weak predictor of party identification. He explains that one “might expect the magnitude of sex differences to vary according to a country’s level of economic development. In a Pre-Industrial society, economic production depends largely on sheer muscular strength, in respect to which sex differences are relatively large; and the role of women tends to be sharply differentiated from that of men. In Industrial society (and still more in Post-Industrial society), achievement depends largely on intellectual qualities; sex differences are unimportant.”21 Sex differences in politics tend to diminish as a society reaches an advanced Industrial stage as in Western Europe and the United States of America.
Puerto Rico has experienced drastic economic changes in the past four decades. It has moved from a Pre-Industrial nation to a more Industrial one, however, it has not reached the Post-Industrial level. Compared to Third World countries. Puerto Rico has a more technological society with a growth and professionalization of the service sector closely linked to rising educational levels and a shift toward more cosmopolitan communications patterns.
Puerto Rico has experienced considerable changes concerning women’s role in society in the past two decades. Women have achieved high public, political, civic, and private positions due to a higher educational level and changes in sex role stereotypes. Traditional attitudes toward women are being substituted by a more liberal position, especially in urban areas. Women participate a lot more in political activities such as in meetings, party organizations, and in organizing marches, than two decades ago. They are beginning to be recognized through their achievements and intellectual qualities. This study will clarify the importance of sex as a predictor of party identification in Puerto Rico. Sex should be expected to have a weak relationship with party identification since Puerto Rico has the characteristics of being more like an Industrial society than a Pre-Industrial one, since sex differences in party identification are reduced as a society moves from a Pre-Industrial society to a more Industrial one.22 Tested under this section was hypothesis 4-5: Sex predicts party identification. Table 4.9 gives information about the association between sex and party identification. 

Table 4.9

The Association between Sex and Party I.D.

	Party
	Men
	Women

	NPP
	42.0
	43.8

	PDP
	41.6
	37.1

	PIP-PSP
	16.4
	19.1

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	286
	361


Table 4.9 clearly indicates there are no significant differences among sexes regarding political party identification. To test hypothesis 4-5 Cramer’s V was conducted, and the result was not statistically significant at the .05 level of analysis. Therefore, hypothesis 4-5 was rejected. Sex does not predict party identification in Puerto Rico. The statistical results indicate that sex differences in politics have diminished, therefore, one can concluded that Puerto Rico has moved from the Traditional-Agrarian society it was in the 1940’s to a more unconventional-industrial one in the 1980’s.
V. Age

Age is a demographic variable usually included in multivariate analysis of voting behavior; in this case, political party identification. This is so because generation and life cycle differences have proven to be agents of political discrepancies and party alignments. Several political studies indicate the importance of age as a predictor of political identification. One such study, y Abramson (1974), presents evidence that the “generation gap” has an impact on political attitudes and therefore, on political party identification.23 Butler and Stokes (1976) also showed that age is linked to political party identification in Great Britain.24 That particular study indicated that the younger the cohort, the higher the percentage of Liberals and Conservatives. They concluded that the younger the cohort, the higher identification with the leftist parties, and vice-versa: the older the cohort, the more conservatism.
Richard Rose’s study of 1970 demonstrated that age is an important factor in electoral behavior.25 This is corroborated by Ronald Inglehart’s study of 1977.26 Inglehart states that the variable political party identification is affected by political values, which in turn is associated with age. Therefore, age should have some impact on party identification. Analyzing the variable age, Russell Dalton (1977) states that the historic events, which occur during the formative years of an age-cohort’s development, is a powerful explanatory variable of socio-economic and political values.27 This implies that the formative years of generation should affect its socio-economic and political values, and therefore, party identification. This illustrates that party identification can be predicted by age or generation. Since political parties have their own ideologies and value priorities, each age-cohort to some degree, will identify more with the political party that defends the issues and values similar to those assimilated during its formative years.

It seems that in Puerto Rico the “generation gap” has more effect on party identification than the “life cycle”. Those who struggled through the depression years of the 1930’s and the chaotic socio-economic situation of the 1940’s and 50’s evolved with a conservative party identification – i.e., identified with the United States of America. A sense of economic stability resulting from the introduction of U.S. industries (Operation Bootstrap of the 1950’s) also created a more dependent and consevatist attitude among the working class and great part of the middle class. On the contrary, those from the high educated sector of the middle class of the 1960’s which found more economic stability and development during their formative years, tend to be more liberal-pro-independence or in favor of a pro-commonwealth government with strong autonomous powers. The economic stability helped to enhance the appeal of liberal and pro-independence parties among the high-educated middle class sector. This situation and the development of higher education institutions in the last two decades has widened the “generation gap”. Younger people of all social classes tend to be more educated than their parents.
The historic period through which each cohort lived in his or her impressionable years played an important role in party selection, political ideologies and socio-economic values. Thus, the middle class emerged as mainly conservatism-pro-statehood (NPP), or pro-commonwealth (PDP). However, there is within this socio-economic class, a small group of young people, with high educational proficiency whose tendencies are more liberal (“the new middle class”) as a result, the pro-independence party (PIP), under the charismatic leadership of Rubén Berrios and the Socialist party (PSP) receive a much greater support from this group than from the general voting population.
In summary, a group within the younger cohorts tends to identify more with the pro-independence parties (PIP-PSP) than the older ones; it seems that the major line of social cleavage is defined by an intergenerational value change. In other words, it is the young, highly educated, professional and possibly secular (Non-religious) that are developing new value orientations, which are associated with a preference for an independent status for Puerto Rico. Older cohorts tend to identify with the Popular Democratic Party because it industrialized Puerto Rico and gave the economic stability that Puerto Rico needed for decades. Those who identify with the New Progressive Party (pro-statehood) generally come from the middle age and older cohorts, and are grateful to the United States’ industrial presence in the island. They associate annexation to the United States with economic and political stability. Pro-statehooders view annexation as a goal to achieve a permanent union with the United States, political participation in the U.S. Congress, economic stability, and a final political status as the 51st federal state.
Puerto Rico’s “generation gap” has a stronger influence than parental transmission of political ideologies on party identification (see Chapter 7). This, however, does not mean that parental influence does not exist. It does, but to a lesser degree. The economic-historic events during each age cohort’s formative years are crucial in creating the “generation gap”. The economic “recession” of the late 1970’s and early 1980’s has caused a stronger economic dependency on the United States of America and, therefore, more conservative tendencies. This recession depressed the development of the pro-independence parties, especially in the 1980 election.
However, President Ronald Reagan’s policies against federal aid have contributed to increased unemployment, especially among younger cohorts and has caused economic instability. This could have been one of the causes of the defeat suffered by the incumbent NPP from PDP in the elections held in 1984. When economic instability becomes intolerable, people usually want changes in the government. This section has one hypothesis to be tested, hypothesis 4-6: Age affects party identification. Table 4.10 illustrates the cross tabulation of party identification and age.
Table 4.10

The Association between Age and Party I.D.

	Party
	18-24
	25-34
	35-44
	45-54
	55-64

	NPP
	39.8
	42.5
	44.0
	43.6
	48.6

	PDP
	31.9
	37.2
	44.0
	45.5
	41.4

	PIP-PSP
	28.3
	20.3
	12.0
	10.9
	10.0

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	166
	1677
	137
	110
	70


This table shows that the PIP-PSP has a larger number of followers among the Puerto Rican youth compared to the support of older cohorts. In addition, it exhibits that as age increases the NPP and PDP receive a stronger support. A Kendall tau-c was computed to test hypothesis 4-6 and the result was a -.10 significant at the .05 level of analysis. Therefore, hypothesis 4-6 was accepted as plausibly true, age affects party identification in Puerto Rico.
Age does not distinguish significantly along the two major parties (NPP and PDP) as with the PIP-PSP. Because of this, the Kendall tau-c is low (-.10). Age is a predictor of party identification in Puerto Rico, especially of the PIP-PSP. The “generation gap” is a cleavage that affects political party identification, however, the political status cleavage maintains such a dominant position that it eclipses the variable age as a predictor of party identification. Without the political status cleavage, age would probably have a greater influence on party identification.
VI. Conclusion: Demographic Predictors
This section provides the major conclusions of this chapter that are related to six demographic variables tested as possible predictors of party identification in Puerto Rico. At the beginning of this chapter, Table 4.3 indicates the association between the demographic variables and party identification. The variables were tested using a Cramer’s V or a Kendall tau-c. (See Table 4.3).
Age, religious denomination, and race were the three statistical significant demographic variables predicting political party identification. However, neither of the three demonstrated a strong influence. Table 4.3 illustrates the statistical importance of these variables; their respective sections analyzed their relationships with party identification.
Age is one of the most important variables of this section. It becomes apparent to the reader that the major line of social cleavage is defined by an intergenerational value change. In other words, it is the young, highly educated, professional and possibly secular (Non-religious) that are developing new value orientations, which are associated with a preference for an independent status for Puerto Rico. 
Religious denomination and race seem to have a small impact on party identification. In the case of religious denomination the only significant difference is between the none category and the Christians, which makes it look like a kind of secular/religious cleavage. The non-Christians represent a very small percentage of the sample (7 percent), which greatly reduces the potential impact of this cleavage. In Puerto Rico, race is associated with social status, the lighter your skin, the better and the opportunities in all society aspects. Race came out with a weak relationship with party identification. Pre-industrial racial values are being substituted by Industrial (unconventional) ones. Therefore, racial differences have declined, but still prevail, affecting party identification in the island at present.
Community size did not demonstrate a significant relationship with party identification. The island’s technological and educational development has practically eliminated the urban-rural cleavage that existed two decades ago. Puerto Rico’s urbanization has eliminated large rural areas. 

Church attendance did not distinguish along all political parties; therefore, it did not demonstrate a statistical significant relationship with party identification. Sex had no relationship with party identification in Puerto Rico either. This could indicate that Puerto Rico has moved from an Agrarian-Traditional Pre-Industrial society in the 1940’s to an unconventional-Industrial one in the 1980’s. Women have achieved an important role in all areas of the island’s society because sexual role differences have declined drastically, especially in urban cities.
All six variables are overwhelmed by the political status cleavage dimension, which I expect to find to dominate the other cleavage dimensions. Until Puerto Rico develops a final political status, the segmental, class, and value cleavages will be eclipsed. Once the status question is resolved, there is a great probability that the intergenerational value change and the religious/ secular cleavage will have a great impact on party identification than at present.
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CHAPTER 5

SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS

Socio-economic cleavages have been used as independent variables in many party identification studies, as well as American ones, have found socio-economic factors as being important indicators of political party identification. This dissertation analyzed four socio-economic independent variables: occupation of head of household, social class, union membership, and education. The variable income was eliminated because most respondents resisted to answer. 
I. Occupation

Occupation is often related to social status and social class. In this study, occupation for head of household was divided in four categories: professional, white collar (clerical work), blue collar (manual labor), and unemployment/benefit recipient. These classifications were used following the format of other studies and the 1970 Census of Puerto Rico.1 (See Appendix C).

The following information demonstrates the importance of occupation in several studies. Lipset and Rokkan (1967) illustrated that occupation was a significant indicator of party preference in Brazil’s 1960 elections.2 The support given to the conservative UDN increases as socio-economic status increases. Contrary to the UDN, support for the PTB, a labor party, decreases with increasing status and receives a stronger support from the manual workers. Analyzing New Zealand’s political party’s trend, they found that there is a political distinctiveness of the professionals, executives, and farmers who vote mainly for the National Party; and of “blue-collar” workers, both skilled and unskilled, who vote mainly for the Labour Party.3 In addition, Urwin determined in a study conducted in Germany in 1974 that occupation was a very important predictor affecting political party identification in that country.4 This German study showed that workers identified more with the Social Democrat Party (SDP), and the self-employed professionals, with the conservative (CDU) party. Workers in Western Europe ten to identify with Socialist and Communist political parties, and the self-employed sectors with the conservative (pro-free enterprise) parties.5 All of these studies indicate that most of the manual and clerical workers tend to identify with the liberal and left wing political parties, and the professionals and self-employed with the more conservative political parties, establishing an occupational-class cleavage that is associated with political party identification. 
Puerto Rico’s socio-economic dependency towards the United States and its quasi-colonial political status has not created relevant differences among the occupational group that can be related to political party identification. Professionals, especially intellectuals, ten to identify slightly more with the PIP-PSP than the other occupational groups. The lack of strong labor organizations and the dependency of the economy on the United States male’s clerical and manual workers more conservative NPP and PDP. This creates two pro-labor parties (PIP-PSP) without workers to support them. One can expect to find in Puerto Rico a very weak relationship between occupation and party identification. The hypothesis tested in this section was hypothesis 5-1: Occupation affects party identification. Table 5.1 illustrates the association between occupation of head of household and party identification.
Table 5.1

The Association between Occupation of the Head of Household and Party I.D.

	Party
	Prof.
	Clerical
	Manual

	NPP
	41.9
	48.9
	37.2

	PDP
	35.8
	34.4
	46.2

	PIP-PSP
	22.3
	16.8
	16.6

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	148
	131
	145


From this cross tabulation one can make several observations and conclusions. First, the NPP is ahead in support from all groups except from the manual labor one. The PDP is second in all categories except for the manual cohort, which ranks in a secure first position. The PIP-PSP parties rank third and last in al categories with more of their support coming among the professionals. The PIP-PSP are pro-worker parties without worker support. The economic dependency toward the United States experienced by all occupational categories, especially the clerical and manual cohorts, is one of the main reasons why the PIP-PSP lack the endorsement of sectors of the working force. The economic dependency is related to the political relationship between Puerto Rico and the United States. In addition, the political status cleavage eclipses the occupational cleavage in a great manner. Once the political status cleavage is resolved, occupation will probably turn out to be an important variable affecting political party identification. Actually, political parties are practically ruled by the political status issue instead of domestic cleavages.
Table 5.1 alone cannot test hypothesis 5-1, therefore, a Cramer’s V and Kendall tau-c were computed. These statistics appear on Table 5.2, which reports all of the correlations for each socio-economic variable analyzed in this fifth chapter.

Table 5.2 is the association between the socio-economic factors and political party identification. It indicates that the Kendall tau-c between occupation and party identification was significant at the .05 level however a .09 Cramer’s V was significant at the .10 level. Hypothesis 5-1 is accepted. Occupation has a slight influence over party identification.

Table 5.2

The Association between the Socio-Economic Variables and Party I.D.

	Variable
	
	Party I.D.
	

	
	Tau-c
	
	Cramer V

	Occupation
	.090
	
	NS

	Class
	NS
	
	NS

	Union Member in Family
	NS
	
	NS

	Education
	.113
	
	.290


Note: NS indicates that the relationship is not significant at the .05 level.

However, once Puerto Rico achieves a final political status, an occupational cleavage may emerge affecting party identification. The political parties will then look at domestic cleavages instead of a particular political status. 
II. Social Class

Through several studies social class has demonstrated to be an indicator of party identification.6 In some nations the relationship between class and party identification is declining, however, it still maintains an important position in the field of voting behavior.7 The Scandinavian countries, New Zealand, Great Britain, and some Latin American nations show high rates of class voting.

A cross-national study of Northern Europe presented by Wrick Allardt, Pertti Pesonen, and Stein Rokkan (1967) illustrated that in Finland, Sweden, Denmark, and Norway social class demonstrated to be a strong independent variable that influences political party preference.8 Robert Alford (1967) presents a research study, “The English-Speaking Democracies”, were he concludes that “major parties in New Zealand have always been class-based.”9 Butler and Stokes (1976) illustrate that social class is an important variable affecting political party identification in Great Britain.10 Most sectors of the working class in Great Britain identify with the Labour Party and the majority of the middle class and upper classes identify with the Conservative Party.11 Social class is a strong cleavage in these countries because of the absence of competing cleavages.12

Most Latin American nations have not experienced a continuous electoral system; however, intermittent elections within the social system occur frequently in many countries. Vania Bambira and Teotonio Pos Santos in their study “Brasil: Nacionalismo, Populismo y Dictadura” (1982) clearly describe how great sectors of the working class identify with the leftist and liberal parties of Brasil.13 The totalitarian government has tried to change such identification. To stop the advancement of the liberal and leftist parties supported by the workers, the peasants, labor unions, professionals, intellectuals, and student organizations, the military dictatorship in 1974 established a policy violent repression against all the organizations and groups of interest mentioned above plus the press and even the military police.14
This is an example of what has been happening in the last three decades in most Latin American countries. Elections are permitted until the totalitarian government and its interests are threatened. 
A research study done by Cuello, Cassa and Silie (1982) presented and association between social class and party identification in the Dominican Republic.15 The incumbent “Partido Revolucionario Dominicano” (Dominican Revolutionary Party), which has a social democrat ideology, has the support of the urban working class, students, and intellectuals. The more radical “Partido Liberación” (Liberation Party) is backed by leftist students, intellectuals, and radical sectors of the working class. The conservative party of the Dominican Republic is the “Partido Reformista Dominicano” (Dominican Reformist Party), which has the support of the upper-middle classes and the conservative sectors of the rural working class. This shows that social class is a cleavage that defines party identification in the Dominican Republic.
Puerto Rico’s class voting is not as important as in the countries presented above. Historical and institutional evidence show that the association of class and voting exists between class organizations and political parties. These relationships have existed in Puerto Rico, but they have not developed profound class cleavages. Class cleavages have been eclipsed by the political status cleavage, which dominates all the other cleavage dimensions in Puerto Rico. Political parties are inclined to defend a political status instead of representing a social class. The political status issue is more important than the domestic socio-economic cleavages.
The Puerto Rican society can be divided into three major groups: the upper class, the middle class, and the working class. The upper class has considerable influence on the island economy, but almost all its economic transactions are related to American economic interests. This small social class is dependent on the United States and demonstrates a pro-American, conservative position.
The term “middle class” traditionally refers to those who own their own means of production: i.e., small farmers, anglers, artisans, independent merchants, and small manufacturers. This group is disappearing and is in a state of economic crisis. Land is increasingly being taken over by United States corporations or wealthy Puerto Ricans for industrial development and housing projects, so this traditionally middle class group has been eroded. There is another middle class, which is rapidly growing in size.16 This group is composed of federal, state and private clerical employees, technicians (especially in the health and computer fields), functionaries, teachers, sales people, service employees of private industry, and the intellectuals (professors, writers, and artists).17 This “new” middle class, with the exception of the intellectuals, is almost totally dependent upon United States industry, or those Puerto Rican firms linked to it, an on the Puerto Rican an on the Puerto Rican and United States government for employment. Therefore, this sector is mostly pro-American. However, this class is feeling the economic strain of spiraling inflation.
The working class sectors are made up of all wage earners such as manual laborers, service sector employees, industrial workers, agricultural workers, and most unemployed.18 The agricultural farm group, once the backbone of the Puerto Rican economy, has become almost insignificant. Industrial and commercial workers predominate and a significant number are employed in the government. The urban working class has become the largest working group (63 percent) in the Puerto Rican labor force.19
Another group within the working class is those unemployed. The unemployment rate in 1979 was 20 percent and has not dropped until July 1985.20 Now, social scientists state that the unemployment rate fluctuates between 30 to 40 percent and it’s twice the 20 percent informed by governmental agencies. This unemployed group is totally dependent on federal food stamps and unemployment compensations programs. Federal funds are directly maintaining a large percentage of the labor force by creating jobs in the public sector and feeding those who are unemployed. This situation has created a strong dependency sentiment toward the United States and blocks the support to “pro-workers” parties (PIP-PSP) and labor unions.
This is a general view of the social class structure of Puerto Rico. In this study of party identification, the social class of a respondent was classified by the person’s own decision as to which social class he belonged. As a result, 73 percent of the respondents identified with the middle class. It was expected that in Puerto Rico social class would have a weak relationship with party identification because the political status cleavage eclipses any class cleavage dimension. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 5-2: Social class predicts party identification. Table 5.3 exhibits the association between social class and party identification.
Table 5.3
The Association between Social Class and Party Identification

	Party
	Upper
	Middle
	Working

	NPP
	51.2
	41.9
	45.6

	PDP
	41.5
	38.6
	40.0

	PIP-PSP
	7.3
	19.5
	14.4

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	41
	456
	125


Table 5.3 demonstrates that there are not significant differences between social class and political party identification. Two statistics were computed to test hypothesis 5-2; these were Kendall tau-c and Cramer’s V. neither were significant at the .05 level. Social class does not seem to be a variable affecting political party identification in Puerto Rico. Therefore, hypothesis 5-2 was rejected.

The fact that social class does not predict political party identification is due to the unresolved political status of Puerto Rico and the economic dependency, which inhibits the development of socio-economic cleavages. The class cleavage exists, but it remains dormant as a consequence of the federal funds used to alleviate the crisis of the “commonwealth” dependent economic structure. Without those funds, the conservative party (NPP and PDP) will not have jobs, a food stamp program, and an economic platform to offer to the Puerto Rican middle and working classes. This probably will produce a class polarization. If such a day arrives, the pro-independence parties (PIP-PSP) will have a chance to increase the number of supporters, and social class will probably be an important socio-economic cleavage effecting party identification in Puerto Rico.
III. Union Member in Family

Labor unions not only transmit political and economic information to its members, but also to their families. Several nations have labor unions well attached to political parties, which share common political and socio-economic issues. This makes union members and some members of their family identify with political parties that have common attitudes toward particular issues. Ronald Inglehart’s (1977) cross-national study of Western Europe and the United States illustrates how union membership and having a union member in the family were statistically significant for predicting political party preference in six countries.21 In these nations, (Switzerland, Belgium, Great Britain, Germany, France, and the United States) a class cleavage is present that affects the party identification of union members and their families.22

Taking a look at the history of labor organizations in Puerto Rico, one can clearly establish that most have had economic rather than political goals and motivations. The majority of them were organized and founded upon the same fundamental principles as all labor organizations – attempting to remove the poor wages and working conditions and improve the life and well-being of the worker. The labor organizations in Puerto Rico were fragmented by their leader’s differences on the political status solution of the island. Therefore, the political status cleavage limited the development of strong and well-organized labor organizations. 
After the above analysis, the relationship between having a union member in the family and party identification was expected to be a weak one in this research study. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 5-3: Union member in family affects party identification. Table 5.4 illustrates the association between union member in family and party identification.
This cross-tabulation does not show significant differences among the member and no-member groups. To test hypothesis 5-3, a Cramer’s V and a Kendall tau-c were computed and were not significant at the .05 level. Hypothesis 5-3 was rejected; union member in the family does not predict party identification in Puerto Rico.
Table 5.4

The Association between Union Member in Family and Party I.D.

	Party
	Member in Family
	No-Member

	NPP
	40.2
	43.9

	PDP
	35.1
	39.2

	PIP-PSP
	24.7
	16.9

	Total Percent
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	77
	540


IV. Education Level

Education level was included as a socio-economic variable because income and education are directly related.23 Since income data was difficult to collect, educational level helped to measure the impact of income indirectly. Not too many research studies have this variable included as a factor causing political party identification, but lately it has been used. A study done by Converse (1974), shows that education is a priority variable in comparative electoral research.24 Patrick (1970) states that education has proved to be a political socialization agent affecting political attitudes, and therefore, predicting political party identification.25 
A survey personally conducted during the 1972 electoral campaign on the grounds of the University of Puerto Rico, Rio Piedras Campus, showed that 33 percent of those interviewed identified themselves with the Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP). Comparing the 33 percent of the university survey with the 5 percent that this pro-independence party received in the 1972 election, one can conclude that educational level is affecting political party identification in Puerto Rico. University students demonstrated a different political identification from the Puerto Rican voting population as a whole. Those highly educated should be more liberal or radical (pro-independence) than the general voting population. A value change related to an access to more political information by those with a higher level of education is probably the major cause of this social problem. 
Education is a variable that has been shown in other countries to be related to value change.26 It is the young and highly educated that are developing new value orientations, which are associated with a preference for an independent status for Puerto Rico. Therefore, it is education as it relates to value differences, not education as it relates to political status differences that are associated with party identification. Therefore, it is expected that educational level will predict party identification in Puerto Rico. The hypothesis tested in this section is hypothesis 5-4: Educational level predicts Party Identification. Table 5.5 provides the association between educational level and party identification.
Table 5.5 illustrates that the PDP counts with the support of the less educated. This is probably caused by the support of rural and poor urban areas. The PDP was created in the 1940’s as the political party of the poor and the rural workers. This seems to have prevailed to the present since educational level usually is low among poor and labor sectors. The PIP-PSP support increases as the educational level increases. This is produced by the fact 
Table 5.5

The Association between Educational Level and Party I.D.

	Party
	None-Elem.
	Interm.-H.S.
	College

	NPP
	35.7
	43.5
	43.6

	PDP
	51.8
	44.9
	31.0

	PIP-PSP
	12.5
	11.6
	25.4

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	56
	294
	287


that university students have access to more political information and to peers that serve as political socialization agents. It is also probable that access to literature, ideological currents, and peer pressure erode the political influence of the family. The masses, however, do not have contact with these political socialization agents. Higher education corrodes, to some degree, the dependency sentiment toward the United States to which the masses cling. Thus, those with higher level of education are more likely to support political parties of revolt and dissent.27 On the other hand, educational level differences are not as strong among NPP followers; this group seems to have a higher educational level than the PDP advocates.

Table 5.5 was not sufficient to test hypothesis 5-4, therefore, a .113 Kendall tau-c a .290 Cramer’s V significant at the .05 level were computed. These statistics demonstrate that hypothesis 5-4 is accepted as plausibly true. Education predicts political party identification in Puerto Rico.
V. Conclusion: Socio-Economic Predictors
This section summarizes the impact of four socio-economic variables as predictors of political party identification in Puerto Rico. At the beginning of this chapter (See Section I), Table 5.2 illustrated he association between the socio-economic variables and party identification. The statistics presented in Table 5.2 were a Kendall tau-c a Cramer’s V for each of the four variables.

Occupation, social class, and union member in family were very weak variables affecting political party identification. Here we find that these variables had little or no effect on party identification. This is an important finding and lends a great deal of support to the theoretical arguments of this dissertation, which states that the domination of political status cleavage has not allowed important domestic economic cleavages to find any meaningful political expression.
On the other hand, education resulted to be a predictor of political party identification in Puerto Rico. Education has been shown in other countries and in Puerto Rico to be related to value change (See Chapter 60). So it is education as relates to value differences, not education as it relates to political status differences that is associated with party identification.it is the young, the highly educated and the professionals that are developing new value orientations which are associated with a preference for the pro-independence parties (PIP-PSP). However, the great majority of clerical and manual workers maintain traditional and dependent value orientations that are associated with a preference for the pro-American and conservative parties.
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CHAPTER 6

SOCIO-ATTITUDINAL INFLUENCES ON PARTY IDENTIFICATION

Every nation has a cultural pattern that reflects values and attitudes in the social setting.  Puerto Rico is an exception, and in this chapter, social values and attitudes were analyzed as independent variables affecting political party identification. Although these variables have some political and economic attributes, they are considered socio-attitudinal for research purposes. The three independent variables considered as possible indicators of party identification in Puerto Rico are: Materialist/Post-Materialist Value Priorities, Dependency Sentiment, and Nationalist Feeling. All three are directly related to the political status question; therefore, they should have some impact on party identification. Political status seems to be the main cleavage in Puerto Rican society, so any variable directly related to that cleavage should have a moderate to high relationship with party identification.
I. Materialist/Post-Materialist Value Priorities

For the purposes of this study the independent value priorities were constructed using four of Inglehart’s eight item value priority questions.1 The variable “value priorities” was constructed using a three ordinal category scale which included: Materialist, mixed, and Post-materialist (See Appendix C).
Materialist/Post-materialist value priorities have been shown to play an important or moderate role in some advanced industrial societies. A cross-national study done by Inglehart in 1977 concludes that value priorities predict political party preference in six European countries and the United States.2  Economic stability can contribute to the consideration of non-material goals and value priorities by sectors of a country’s population, which Ronald Inglehart classifies as post-Materialist. These value priorities could be, for example: concern toward others, belonging esteem, intellectual satisfaction, conservation of the natural environment, and self-actualization needs.
On the other hand, most of the elder generations who experienced the 1930’s economic depression should most probably have materialist value priorities, which are those value priorities concentrated on the means of survival; such as: income security, economical-political stability, and law and order. Inglehart illustrates that those with materialist value priorities tend to be more conservative and to identify with political parties with a “rightist” or “centered-right” political ideology. The opposite occurs with the post-materialist, who most identify with the liberal and leftist parties. For example, the Belgium ethnic nationalist parties have a leftist political orientation and a great number of post-materialist supporters. The percentage of most post materialists among the Belgium nationalist parties is quite higher than those in other political parties.
Ronald Inglehart’s theoretical argument states that values are changing from an emphasis on basic economic and security needs to higher-level non-material needs. The socio-economic conditions experienced during the individual’s childhood and adolescent years will determine the type of needs. If one was reared in conditions of affluence, one will develop self-esteem and aesthetic-intellectual (post-materialist) needs. Those reared in difficult economic times will develop physical and security (materialist) needs. They are more dependency and security-minded and are more deferential to stronger, external powers such as the church or other domestic authority figures, while those with post-materialist values are more belonging, and self-actualized. Inglehart’s argument indicates that values in the industrialized societies are changing primarily among the younger and more educated than among the older and less educated. The needs theory predicts that the changes in values assume the form of inter-generational change rather than life cycle or adult change.
Puerto Rico, at present, is considered an industrialized nation. Since the early 1960’s, industrial investment has been concentrated in highly mechanized industries’ i.e., oil refineries, petrochemicals, pharmaceuticals, electronics, and computers. Tourism is another industry important to the Puerto Rican economy. Agriculture has declined drastically in importance. Now Puerto Ricans are paying for this decline.3 Almost all agriculture products come from the United States, which creates a greater economy dependency. The change from an agrarian to an industrial society has caused a change in value priorities. Sectors of the upper and middle class, especially the young and educated, have been experiencing physical and economic security through several decades, even though the situation since 1974 has changed with the inflation rate, unemployment, and economic instability. The working class has also experienced better living conditions, compared to the same social class 20 years ago. Therefore, values priorities should have a considerable impact on party identification.
In Puerto Rico, individuals with mainly materialist value priorities are most likely to identify with the conservative NPP. Those with mixed value priorities will identify with the pro-commonwealth PDP. Moreover, those with post-materialist characteristics are expected to identify basically leftist ideology. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 6-1: Value priorities predict political party identification. Table 6.1 demonstrates the distribution of value priorities in Puerto Rico.  
The majority presented on Table 6.1 has materialist value priorities. This coincides with the moderate-high level of dependency sentiment and with the conservative predominance discussed in Chapter 7. The following table presents the association between value priorities and party identification.

Table 6.1

Distribution of Value Priorities

	Value Priority
	Percentage

	Materialist
	59.8

	Mixed 
	22.6

	Post-Materialist
	19.6

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	828


On Table 6.2 it is demonstrated that the NPP had the highest percentage of Materialists, the PDP had the highest percentage of Mixed, and the PIP-PSP had the highest percentage among the Post-Materialist. Therefore, there are
Table 6.2

The Association between Value Priorities and Party I.D.

	Party
	Materialist
	Mixed
	Post-Materialist

	NPP
	50.1
	31.0
	30.4

	PDP
	37.9
	50.0
	29.5

	PIP-PSP
	11.0
	19.0
	40.1

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	383
	142
	112


differences of value priorities between political parties in Puerto Rico. To test hypothesis 6-1, a Kendall tau-c was computed and is illustrated on Table 6.3.
Table 6.3

The Association between the Social Attitudinal Variables and Party I.D.

	
Variable

	Party I.D.

Tau-c

	Value Priorities
	.20

	Dependency Sentiment
	.12

	Nationalist Feeling
	.56


Note: All relationships were significant at the .05 level.

Table 6.3 indicates that the association between value priorities and party identification was a .20 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level; therefore, hypothesis 6-1 is accepted as plausibly true. Value priorities have a considerable relationship with party identification in Puerto Rico because there is a linkage between value priority and the political status preferences issues. As indicated above (see Table 6.2), those who have a specific value priority tend to identify more with a particular political party, and each political party supports a different political status for Puerto Rico. Therefore, values priorities is an important predictor of party identification in Puerto Rico, and it’s linked to the political status preference dimension, which dominates Puerto Rican politics.
II. Dependency Sentiment
Dependency sentiment means, for the purposes of this study, the psychological dependency of Puerto Ricans toward the United States of America not only as superpower, but as a colonial metropol. Dependency, most of the time, is started by what is called “development assistance”. “Development assistance” is, in fact, more accurately described as foreign social change assistance. The dominant country or giver of this assistance promotes a transition from an existing societal form to one more like their own; tampering with the social, cultural, political and even special fabric of the recipient society, in the belief that this constitutes an absolute improvement. Development assistance can be given with the best intentions or as a tool for neo-colonialism.
Development assistance, whether requested or not, constitutes nothing less than interference in the social evolution and historical self-determination of others.4 Puerto Rico is actually receiving more than four billion dollars from the United States federal Government, a substantial jump from the 3.2 billion it received in 1976.5 Of these funds, 879 million were provided in the form of federal food stamps, with a net benefit of 783 million dollars.6 More than 400,000 Puerto Rican families, around 60 percent of the population, received food stamps in the fiscal year of 1978.7
Development assistance is the worst and perhaps the most common form of external interference, which obstructs a nation’s efforts to overcome their problems by tampering with their creative social process. Development assistance promotes solutions beyond the capabilities of a nation’s own resources, thereby ensuring an erosion of its sovereignty. It also produces feelings of impotency, frustration, and incompetency, causing a dependency sentiment. This dependency sentiment grows as the assistance aid increases, establishing a neo-colonial state that receives metropolis political policies through the development assistance package. 
Puerto Rico has developed in many different socio-economic areas thanks to federal aid. However, during the process of this development, a strong dependency evolved. Federal funds, plus tax exemption program on the Puerto Rican Government, directed to attract United States industries and develop the island’s economy, has established a dependent socio-economic structure. Therefore, federal aid has to be paid in different ways. Economic “progress” has produced enormous earnings to United States industries in the island. It has been proven by local economist that United States industries, protected by the tax exemption laws, acquired more billions of dollars than the island received in the federal aid. Since Puerto Ricans do not pay federal incomes taxes, the American people are sustaining an extremely dependent government that helps to enrich United States corporations through a tax-exemption program. Even though Puerto Ricans do not pay federal income taxes, as citizens of the United States they have obligations to fulfill such as military bases on Puerto Rico are a military bastion in the convulsive Caribbean and Central America. One example of this was the usage of one of the United States bases in Puerto Rico as the operations stations for the invasion of the independent nation-state of Granada on November 1983.
Finally, Puerto Rico is one of the top six nations in buying all types of United States products. Therefore, the island is one of the most important clients of United States corporations (1982 Puerto Rico Government figures). Since federal regulations limit Puerto Rico’s commerce with other countries, it has become an important market for continental United States corporations.

Economic “progress” has been achieved under commonwealth status, but it has been paid with an erosion of sovereignty and the development of a dependent state that produces a dependency sentiment among its population. Puerto Rico’s economic dependency could be considered as an international subordination of a country to another of superior force.8 This subjection encourages the development of political, cultural, and technological dependencies.9 Therefore, the people of the subordinated country, in this case Puerto Rico, will develop a psychological dependency will be named dependency sentiment in this political p0arty identification study.

In a separate study conducted by the author, it was proven that federal funds had an impact on Puerto Rico’s voting behavior. The independent variable was the percentage of federal funds in the Puerto Rican budget, and the dependent variable was the percentage of the pro-statehood vote. The hypothesis tested was: As the percentage of federal funds increases, the percentage of pro-statehood vote increases because of an increase of dependency sentiment toward the United States. Twelve electoral years, from 1932 to 1876, were used, and a time series correlation coefficient was computed. The result was a .72 Pearson’s correlation coefficient significant at the .02 level. This bivariate research study indicated that there is a strong relationship between federal aid and electoral outcomes in Puerto Rico. Federal aid seems to be associated with a growing dependency sentiment that helps the pro-statehood party. In turn, the NPP promotes dependency through propaganda during campaign years.
Looking at the economic structure of the island, the development promulgated by the Government of Puerto Rico has evolved from the political condition of being a territorial dependency of the United States. As a consequence of this political dependency, the economy of Puerto Rico has been assimilated to the economy of the United States. This has caused a great improvement in human conditions on the island, but it also has caused problems that have limited the future of the “self-government” capacity of Puerto Rico and has increased its dependency on the United States of America.10
In conclusion, the economy of Puerto Rico from the 1940’s to the late of 1960’s improved tremendously and sectors such as education, health, and technology grew enormously. However, at present the economy is not growing, inflation is high and almost one fourth of the Puerto Rican working force is unemployed. This is caused by the political and economical structures of the island. Puerto Rico needs more political powers to resolve its economic situation. The time has come for more self-government and less dependency.
The island lacks the political powers necessary to formulate economic policies. There are federal laws that limit the commerce of the island to trade mainly with the United States and the U.S. Islands. Commerce with other countries is extremely limited and insignificant. This situation produces a fragile economic structure completely dependent on the United States. This dependency structure based on federal assistance, the federal trade restrictive laws, and the weak political status of the island provide a favorable political arena for the New Progressive Party, which promotes this type of relationship. It also benefits the Popular Democratic Party that has promoted dependency to a considerable level.
This dependency structure has made the masses to view independence as an illusion and not as viable solution for Puerto Rico’s problems. The PIP-PSP parties have condemned the economic dependency policies of both major political parties. Instead of the economic dependency structure, the PIP promotes a ten-year transition to complete independence, development of abandoned agricultural areas, commerce with several world markets, and a cordial but independent relationship with the United States – but without United States military bases on Puerto Rican territory. Diagram 6-1 illustrates how dependency sentiment has developed in Puerto Rico.
Diagram 6-1: Economic Dependency Sentiment
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Diagram 6-1 demonstrates how the economic-political dependency system establishes dependency policies which create the dependencysentiment. As the feed back loop continues, the dependency persists and will increase by asking the dependency system for more dependency policies and receiving them constantly.1 Dependency sentiment is a societal characteristics. Therefore, each Puerto Rican probably has some degree of this sentiment towards the United States of America, including the PIP-PSP followers. So, even pro-independence advocates probably have a certain lebel of dependency sentiment. Decades of dependency socialization have been strongly rooted in all sectors of Puerto Rican society. This section tested one hypothesis which was hypothesis 6-2: Dependency sentiment influences party identification.
The dependency sentiment scale was constructed from five items (see questions 21-25 in Appendix B). the sample was classified into three categories on this scale – high, moderate, and low.2
Table 6.4

Distribution of Dependency Sentiment

	Dependency Level
	Percentage

	High
	14.5

	Moderate
	75.4

	Low
	13.6

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	670


Table 6.4 demonstrates that the voting population of Puerto Rico has a moderate level of dependency sentiment. In other words, the table shows that a depedent sentiment towards the United States is very pervasive and deep seated. It is expected that dependency sentiment will have a moderate impact over political party identification in Puerto Rico. The association between dependency sentiment and party identifaction is illutrated on Table 6.5.
Table 6.5

The Association between Dependency Sentiment and Party Identification

	Party
	Low
	Moderate
	High

	NPP
	44.3
	40.6
	68.1

	PDP
	27.3
	42.6
	22.3

	PIP-PSP
	28.4
	16.8
	9.6

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	88
	488
	94


Table 6.5 shows that the PIP-PSP received their highest support among the low dependency level; the PDP from the moderates, and the NPP from those with a high level of dependency. There is a relationship between the political parties’ degree of association with the United States of America and dependency sentiment. Therefore, dependency sentiment is related to the political status preference issue. 

To test hypothesis 6-2, a .12 Kendall tau-c was computed significant at the .05 level (see Table 6.3). therefore, hypothesis 6-2 is accepted as plausibly true. Dependency sentiment does predict political party identification in Puerto Rico.
III. Nationalist Feeling

This study presents nationalist feeling as the identification of Puerto Ricans with Puerto Rico as their sole motherland and nation. The scale measuring nationalist feeling was based on questions of the Likert-type format and divided into the ordinal levels of “High”, “Moderate”, and “Low”. To have a better perspective, you may refer to Appendix B (question 8-17) for the questions applied, and to Appendix C to perceive how the scale was constructed.
There have been studies indicating that nationalist regions of Europe (Soain, Great Britain, Belgium, and France) have higher support toward liberal and radical political parties than other regions of the countries involved.13 For example, in Spain during the Franco and Post-Franco eras, most nationalist parties of the Basque Country and Cataluña have been of “Left”, “Center-Left”, and “Center” ideological orientations. In Cataluña Socialist Movement (Movimiento Socialista de Cataluña) and the Anarchists. The nationalist movement in the Basque Country has been more active recently compared to the Catalan movement. The “Euzkadi Ta Az Katasuma” (E.T.A.), which means “Basques and Liberty” is a Marxist-Leninist extremist group which is supported by radical workers and students.14 Also, the Spanish Workers Party (Partido Socialista Obrero Español) has received strong support in these ethnic-cultural regions of Spain.

In Great Britain, the Northern Ireland nationalist parties and political movements tend to be leftist and radical. The same tendency is observed in Corsica, a French island in the Mediterranean Sea. Finally, a cross-national study done by Ronald Inglehart indicated that value priorities had a very important impact in deciding whether  one votes for a traditional party or for one of the Belgian ethnic-natioanlist parties which has liberal and radical political tendencies.15 Most of the European ethnic-nationalist parties advocate an autonomous or independent government, and strong political, social, and economic reforms.

Before discussing the Puerto Rican political  party identification relationship with nationalist feeling, it should be clear that a state is considered an organization controlling the principal means of coercion within a given territory. A state is independent, autonomous, centralized, and formally coordinated.16 Puerto Rico to the present, has not fully obtained the characteristics neccesary to be considered an independent, autonomous state. On the other hand, a nation is a political entity that has developed a cultural unification and has a unique identification.17 Puerto Rico has clearly acquired these qualities, therefore, it is considered a nation although it mght not be considered a state. The island has its own cultural-linguistic heritage and identity, but lacks an independent, autonomous state with self-government characteristics and without colonial vestiges. This explanantion illustrates the political and cultural situation of Puerto Rico.
It is obvious that pro-independence party (PIP-PSP) supporters should hold a stronger nationalist feeling than other party supporters in Puerto Rico. But, the pro-statehood (NPP) and pro-commonwelath (PDP) parties insist that they are as nationalist as the pro-independence parties (PIP-PSP). The research study will try to clarify this divergence.

The PIP-PSP parties claim Puerto Rico as their nation, and, like most modern nationalist parties, they espouse a liberal-radical ideology.18 As was said, in neo-colonial states and ethnic-cultural regions, the center-left and left political ideologies are predominant, as is perceived in Northern Ireland, the Basque Vountry, Cataluña, belgium, and Corsica. This does not mean that all neo-colonial states and ethnic-cultural regions have nationalist parties with left and center-left tendencies. Still, there is strong support for these left and center-left nationalist parties in these regions. However, this is not the case of Puerto Rico. In the political arena of Puerto Rico, there are peculiar situatons in relation to nationalist feeling. For example, the pro-commonwealth (PDP) leaders prodess to possess nationalist sentiments toward Puerto Rico, but they also wish to maintain a strong relation ship with the United States and participate in the United States presidential primary campaigns. This is an ambivalent claim; on one side they are Puerto Ricans, but they want to maintain United States citizenship. This opportuistic position confuses the masses about what country is their nation, the PDP proclaims that Puerto Ricans are United States and Puerto Rican citizens. The proble here is that, internationally, all Puerto Ricans have to use a United States passport outside of Puerto Rico, meaning that in the United States and abroad Puerto Rican citizenship is noexistent. To imply that islanders are North Americans and Puerto Ricans (Hispanic Americans) at the same time erodes the Puerto Rican cultural identity already established by the centuries. Trying to belong to two cultures at the same time can erode the identity of the powerless, in this case the Puerto Rican.
Even the pro-statehood leaders, who want the annezation of Puerto Rico to the United States as the 51st state of the American Union, state that they have nationalist sentiments for Puerto Rico. But, when talking about “the nation”, they mean the United States of America – referring to Puerto Rican news and activities as “local;” and to United States news as “national”. These contradictions of the NPP leadership are used to catch voters with a nationalist sentiment. They use nationalist propaganda to lure voters from the common-wealth party and from confused pro-independence sectors.
The NPP indicates that if Puerto Rico becomes a state of the United States Federal Union, it will maintain its Hispanic culture and identity, and Spanish will be the is;and’s official language along with English. From a sociological and political point of view, these NPP statements are not possible, and they are mere political instruments to catch votes in a general election. Only a small percentage of Puerto Rican society can manage English. A larger number supporting the NPP do not understand English, but feel a moral oblugation and a great sympathy towards the United States. If annexation (statehood) wins in a plebiscite and is submitted to the United States Congress for consideration, the Congress will have to contemplate carefully the inclusion of a nation with a strong Hispanic culture, without an English speaking population, and a large group of pro-commonwealth (self-government) and militant pro-independence advocates against statehood. The day that members of the Congress vote to admit Puerto Rico, they will be buying a situation like Northern Ireland.19
Pro-independence and pro-commonwealth leaders state that Puerto Rico will lose its national identity and its Hispanic culture if it becomes the 51st state of the Federal Union. Also, under statehood independence parties will be illegalized, any active movement toward independence would be sedition. These situations will produce a very unstable and violent Puerto Rico. However, these remarks are strongly refuted by pro-statehood leaders who indicate that Puerto Rico will remain as present, and no cultural erosion will occur. These statements of the pro-statehood leadership have been questioned by social scientists and intellectuals of diverse sectors. A great number of social scientists call the whole NPP argument as the “political and cultural fallacy of the NPP”. They state that it is obvious that a small nation integrated into a huge dominant superpower will eventually eliminate the national and cultural identity of the first, therefore, the smaller nation will set aside its national and cultural identity to be accepted and integrated into the dominant nation’s political, social, and cultural structures.20 Therefore, if Puerto Rico becomes a United States federal state, its Hispanic cultural and ethnic identity will disappear. Similar situations occurred in Louisiana, Texas, New Mexico, and California. These states have practically lost their Latin Cultural heritage.

The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 6-3: Nationalist feeling affects party identification. The nationalist feeling scale permitted the uses of ordinal levels (high, moderate, and low) of nationalist feeling and helped in testing their relationship with political party identification. It was expected that the PIP-PSP would have the highest nationalist level, the PDP a moderate level. And the NPP a moderate-low level. The variable nationalist feeling is related to the status preference issue, therefore,  a strong relationship was expected between nationalist feeling and party identification. Pro-statehooders are expected to have a low to moderate nationalist feeling since they want the annexation of Puerto Rico to the United States, the pro-commonwealth should have a moderate level, and the independence advocates a high level. Table 6.6 shows the distribution of nationalist feeling.
The majority of the persons sampled had a moderate nationalist consensus with some polarization on the extremes (high, moderate, and low) as demosntrates by Table 6.6. one can conclude that statehood will be very difficult to establish 

Table 6.6

Distribution of Nationalist Feeling

	Level
	Percentage

	High
	15.9

	Moderate
	67.1

	Low
	17.0

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases 
	825


with the level of Puerto Rican nationalist feeling in the island. The distribution favors the commonwealth leaders’ moderate nationalist feeling position. A nation with  a moderate nationalist feeling cannot easily be integrated into a dominant country, and if it occurs, violence ans instability are likely to prevail. The only means by which statehood leaders could reduce or eliminate Puerto Rican nationalist feeling would be to destroy the Hispanic culture and ethnic identity that maintains the island’s national identity. Trough the government’s Department of Education, this could be done once in power; enforcing English. American cultural attitudes, and a pro-American political-economic position. Only through a very strong “Americanization” program could statehood have a chance. This type of tactics has been used by past pro-American goverments, but Puerto Rico has retained its Hispanic culture and national identity. Table 6.7 provides the cross-tabulation of party identification by nationalist feeling/

Table 6.7
the Association between Nationalist Feeling and Party I.D.

	Party 
	Low
	Moderate
	High

	NPP
	91.3
	38.7
	0.9

	PDP
	8.7
	55.5
	10.6

	PIP-PSP
	0.0
	5.8
	88.5

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	104
	416
	104


Table 6.7 illustrates that those with a low nationalist feeling are more inclined to identify with the NPP pro-statehood party. Also, it demonstrates that those with a moderate level of nationalist feeling are more attached to the pro-commonwealth party (PDP). Finally, it is clear that subjects with a high level are likely to support the PIP-PSP pro-independence parties. Table 6-7 shows a relationship between nationalist feeling and party identification. To test hypothesis 6-3, a .56 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level (see Table 6.3) was computed. With this statistic hypothesis 6-3 is accepted and considered as plausibly true. Nationalist feeling plays a key role in predicting political party identification. This is so because it is related to the political status preference issue, which is the most important cleavage affecting party identification in Puerto Rico.
IV. Conclusions: Socio-Attitudinal Predictors
All three socio-attitudinal variables were good predictors of political party identification in Puerto Rico, especially nationalist feeling. Materialist/post-materialist value priorities, dependency sentiment, and nationalist feeling are all related to the political status issue, which is the major cleavage affecting political party identification in Puerto Rico. The value priorities variable illustrated that those with materialist values are security-minded and pro-statehood (NPP), while those with post-materialist values are more intellectual, pro-independence, and aesthetic. Secondly, the dependendecy sentiment variable demonstrated that those with a high dependency sentiment identified themselves with the pro-statehood party (NPP), and as Puero Rico becomes more dependent of the United States, the NPP increases its vote percentage. Finally, the nationalist feeling variable showed that those with a high nationalist level identified with the pro-independence [arties (PIP-PSP), those with a moderate feeling were more attached to the pro-commonwealth party (PDP), and those with a low identification of Puerto Rico as their sole motherlandd and nation are the supporters of the pro-statehood party (NPP).
V. Value Priorities, Natioanlist Feelings and Dependency Sentiment.

Value priorities, Nationalist Feelings, and Dependency Sentiment clearly demonstrated to be strong predictors of political party identification in this chapter. The reason to this is that all are related to the political status preference which is the cleavage that defines politics in Puerto Rico. However, its important to know were these attitudes come from and who is more likely to have them. Using Pearson’s simple (R) correlation matrixes above questions are properly clarified.
1. Value Priorities – Those variables related to value priorities are: social class (.10), age (.15), religion (.11), political status (.26), nationalist feelings (-.26), dependency sentiment (.11), and political ideology (-.14).
a. The professional, the young, the non-religious, the pro-independence, those with high nationalist feelings, those with a low dependency sentiment and those with a radical or liberal political ideology are more inclined to have Post-Materialist value priorities. 

b. The clerical workers, the middle age and old, the Catholic, the pro-statehood, those with low nationalist feelings (pro-American), those with a high dependency sentiment toward the U.S., and those with a conservative ideology are more predisposed to have Materialist value priorities.

c. The pro-commonwealth voters mostly fall in the moderate level of each variable except for the manual workers and the Protestants.

2. Nationalist Feelings   - The variables associated with nationalist feelings are:               

age (-.21), religion (.14), church attendance (-.14), education (.13), political status (.50), dependency sentiment (-.45), value priorities (-.26), and political ideology (.44).

a. These  correlations indicate that the young, the non-religious, the non-churchgoer, the highly educated, the pro-independence, those with a low dependency sentiment, those with a radical or liberal political ideology are ore inclined to have high level of nationalist feelings towards Puerto Rico as their sole motherland and nation.
b. Also, the correlations demosntrate tha the middle age and old, the catholic, the churchgoer, the moderately educated, the pro-statehood, those with a high dependency sentiment level, those with materialist value priorities, those with a conservative political ideology are more likely to have a low natioanlist feeling toward Puerto Rico because, they feel that the United States is their motherland and sole nation.
c. Pro-commonwelath mostly feel in the moderate level of the variables except for the protestant, the low eduacted, and those with a moderate-conservative political ideology.
3. Dependency Sentiment – Those variables associated with dependency sentiment are: age (.11), eduaction (-.10), political status (-.31), natioanlist feelings (-.45), value priorities (.11), and political ideology (-.23).
a. the young, the highly eduacted, the pro-independence, those with a high nationalist feeling, those with  Post-Materialist feeling, those with Post-Materialist value priorities, and those with a radical or liberal political ideology are inclined to have a low dependency sentiment toward the United States of America.
b. The moddle age and old, the moderately eduacted, the pro-statehood, those with a low nationalist feeling toward Puerto Rico, those with materialist value priorities, and those with a conservative political ideology are more predisposed to have a high dependency sentiment towards the United States.
c. Pro-commonwealthers mostly fell in the moderate level of the variables except for the low educated and those with  a moderate-conservative political ideology.
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CHAPTER 7

IMPACT OF POLITICAL VARIABLES ON PARTY IDENTIFICATION

This chapter will concentrate on the analysis of four independent variables as predictor of party identification in Puerto Rico. These variables are: mother’s party I.D., father’s party I.D., political ideology, and political status preference.  In Puerto Rico studies of these variables affecting political party identification are not variable. This dissertation can be considered as a pioneer in this area and in the use of inferential statistic to test hypothesis related to this topic. This chapter will test the extent to which the political issues and cleavages found in Western Europe are represented in patterns of mass alignment and party identification in Puerto Rico. Those findings will be compared to the political status preference cleavage dimension, which is expected to dominate all the the other politcal variables.

I. Mother’s Party Identification
     The definition of mother’s party identification is the political party affiliation of the mother of the subjects interviewed. This section analyzed the impact of mother’s party identification as a predictor of the subject’s party identificataion. Several studies have demonstrated that family, especially the mother’s, is still an important independent variable influencing political party identification. One is the Butler and Stokes study of party identification (1976) which illustrates that British families’ influence in politics is relevant.1 Children absorb a party preference from their parents and maintain it through adolescence and adulthood. This phenomenon has also been illustrated by Inglehart (1977), who states that political preferences transmitted from one’s parents may play a key role in shaping electoral choice in the United States and Western Europe.2
Another research study conducted by Jennings and Niemi (1974) demonstrated that in the United States parents have moderately strong impact on the political knowledge and party identification held by their children.3 Finally, they implied that transmission of political party identification is weak from fathers to their children, but mothers had a noticeable influence on their children. Party politics may be a man’s game in some respect, but mothers appeared to have an important role in shaping party images as well ass party preferences in the United States of America.4

These studies clearly determine that parents, especially mothers, have an important role in transmitting political party identification. A moderate to high relationship has been maintained according to recent research studies. Therefore, family still plays a role shaping party preferences in most countries.5
Mother’s party identification was expected to have moderate to high relationship with political party identification in Puerto Rico. The island has gone through a rapid social and industrial development in the past 40 years, producing transformations of the family as an institution. Value priorities, in general, have changed dramatically establishing a “generation gap”. Younger cohorts have different orientations and attitudes toward distinct aspects of life which collide with the traditional value priorities of their parents. Another situation that has severely affected the Puerto Rican family institution is divorce. The most recent study on the subject demonstrated that Puerto Rico supposedly has the world’s second highest divorce rate following the United States of America. The statistics indicate that 52 percent of relatively recent marriages end in divorce.6 Since the divorce rate has been high and is increasing, mothers were expected to have a higher party transmission rate than fathers because they are usually granted custody of the children, therefore, spending more time with them. If this trend continues, it is suspected that the mother’s role transmitting party identification to their children will increase in the next couple of decades, and fathers will have a lesser influence. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 7-1: Those with a knowledge of their mother’s party identification will identify with the same political party. Table 7.1 exhibits the association between mother’s and the subject’s party identification.
By observing Table 7.1 one can infer that there is a strong association between one’s mother’s party identification and one’s party identification in Puerto Rico. However, this table alone cannot test hypothesis 7-1,
Table 7.1

The Association Between Mother’s and Subject’s Party Identification

	Subject’s Identification
NPP

PDP

PIP-PSP

Total Percent

N of Cases


	Mother’s Identification
NPP

PDP

PIP-PSP

74.8
22.0
11.1
10.4
62.4
3.7
14.8
15.6
85.2
100

100

100

265

228

142




therefore, a Kendall tau-c was computed. This statistic is illustrated in Table 7.2, which reports all the correlations for each political independent variable anayzed in this chapter. Table 7.2 exhibits the association between the political variables and political party identification.
Table 7.2
The Association Between the Political variables and Party Identification

	Variable
	Party I.D.

Tau-c

	Mother’s I.D.
	.39

	Father’s I.D.
	.31

	Political Ideology
	.31*

	Political Status Preference
	.80


Note: All correlations were significant at the .05 level.

*There is a slight disparity among the percentages, therefore, a non-liner relationship is probable, so a .49 Cramer’s V was computed, significant at the .05 level.

This table concludes that the correlation between mother’s identification and party identification was a .39 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level. This statistic supports hypothesis 7-1 as plausibly true. Mother’s party identification affects political party identification in Puerto Rico. Also, Table 7.2 demonstrates that mother’s identification has a stronger relationship with party identification than father’s identification, which confirms our expectations. Mother’s party identification neither supports nor disproves the theoretical arguments of this dissertation.
II. Father’s Party Identification
Father’s party identification is the political party affiliation of the father of the subjects interviewed. Numerous research studies have illustrated that a person’s family plays an important role transmitting political attitudes such as party loyalty and party identification. One is the Converse-Dupeaux study of party identification which shows that the American family has a more prominent role in the transmission of political orientattions than in other countries.7 This cross-national study revealed that there is a higher party loyalty and, consequently, party identification, in the United States of America due to a higher family transmission of political beliefs. In France the adult population tends to give more importance to the left-right political spectrum. This phenomenon is transmitted to the French children by their parents. Therefore, French children identify more with a political ideology than with a specific political party.

A study done by Dennis and McCrone (1970) showed that  pre-adult learning of partisan orientations is a factor contributing to rising or falling levels of mass commitment to political parties.8 They revealed that the stability of the party system and the level of party identification is profoundly affected by the political socialization processes in which family plays an important role. These scholars studied Italy, France, Great Britain, and the United States of America; their evidence suggests a general consistent pattern of growth of partisan feeling well before voting age in all these countries. Those who knew the political belief of their parents were inclined to identify with their parent’s political party preference. Finally, a study conducted by Jennings and Niemi (1974) demonstrated that in the United States of America the transmission of political party identification is weak from fathers to their children, but the mothers had a noticeable influence on their children.9 These studies have determined that parents have an important role transmitting political party identification in most countries.

Father’s party identification is expected to have a lower impact over party identification than mother’s in Puerto Rico. The divorce rate in Puerto Rico is very high and has contributed to negatively affect the father’s transmission of political party identification to their children. This occurs because during a divorce the mothers are usually granted custody of their children, spending more time with them. If this divorce trand continues, the mother’s role transmitting party identification to their children may increase in the next couple of decades. The hupothesis tested in this section was hypothesis 7-2: Those with a knowledge of their father’s party identification will identify with the same political party. Table 7.3 illustrates the association of father’s  party identfication and the subject’s party identification.
Table 7.3

The Association Between Father’s I.D. and the Subject’s Party I.D.

	Subject’s Identification

NPP

PDP

PIP-PSP

Total Percent

N of Cases


	Father’s Identification

NPP

PDP

PIP-PSP

68.5

25.3

17.2

16.2

58.5

11.4

15.3

16.2

71.4

100

100

100

229

316

35





Table 7.3 indicates that the father’s party identification influences the subject’s party identification, but not as strong as mother’s party identification. Hypothesis 7-2 was tested by computing a .31 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level (see Table 7.2). therefore, the correlation between father’s party identification supports 7-2 plausibly true. Father’s party identificationinfluences the subject’s party identification. This variable neither supports nor disapproves the theoretical argument of this dissertation, which implies, that for colonial or quasi-colonial countries without a final political status the issues which define a continum which runs from asssimiliation on one end to full independence on the other overshadow most other political issues and in many ways prevent other social group cleavages from finding a meaningful political expression.
IV. Political Ideology

This study refers to political ideology as the tendency or inclination the subjects surveyed hold on the left-right political spectrum. Five political ideologies were used to classify the subjects; these were: “Right”, “Center-Right”, “Center”, “Center-Left”, and “Left”. For the rationale of this dissertation )see question 33 in Appendix B and Appendix C) those individuals who classified themselves as “rightists” were those who believe in the elimination of political participation of the people, and in the imposition of a dictator or an oligarchy. The “center-right” position represents those in favor of “law and order”, free-enterprise, this establishment, and no or small changes in the social setting. Moderates represent the “center” stand, accpeting slight reforms within the political party system. The “center-left” classification is founded in fundamental changes within the political system using peaceful means (Social Democrats and Liberals). The “left” is represented by those with a Marxist-Leninist ideology, believing in a violent revolution of the people.10

The meaning given to left and right has varied widely. Indeed, much of the usefulness of the terms comes from the openess of possible interpretations. Left and right have been general labels under which a welter of political matters could readily be classified. However, the basic picture that Butler and Stokes provide is a “spectrum” or scale along which electors and parties can be placed from communist on the left to reactionary-neo-fascist on the right.11 Broadly speaking, in the Western Hemisphere, scholars use the term “left” for radical change-oriented political forces, and “right” for those who seek to preserve the existing socio-political pattern at any cost.

Analysis of data collected from seven European countries and the United States of America demonstrated that, in most areas, the individual’s political party preference was closely related to where one placed oneself on the left-right scale.12 This Inglehart and Kingemann study (1976) indicates that people’s political values and inclinations are strongly related to the political party with which they identify.13 If one’s position toward several issues is similar to those of a political party, it is likely that one will identify with such a party. This relationship was also found in a study conducted by Samuel Barnes in Italy in the year 1971.14 Finally, a cross-national study of Latin-America, edited by Pablo Gónzalez (1982), demosntrates how political ideology influences party identification in Costa Rica, Venezuela, and the Dominican Republic.15 These studies suggest that political ideology is an important independent variable that affects political party identification in several nations.

This dissertation presents the political ideology of the four political parties who participated in the 1980 elections; these were, The New Progressive Party (NPP), The Popular Democratic Party (PDP), The Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP), and the Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP). The political parties were classified by a Left-Right Political Ideology spectrum. Left for the radical change-oriented parties, as in the case of the PSP; center-Left for the parties that want strong reforms through peaceful means which fits the PIP. Center for those parties that want to maintain the system but also accpet slight reforms, such as the PDP. And finally, Center-Right for those who want to preserve and extend the existing socio-political pattern (Americanization), like the NPP. There is a possibility that a great number of supporters of the PDP tend to be center-right because they want to preserve the existing political status (Commonwealth). So, the PDP could have a large amount of advocates with a center-right orientation, even when a considerable number of this party’s leadership has a center (Moderate) political ideology.

The NPP has a center-right ideology because it wants to extend the relationship with United States converting Puerto Rico into its 51th state. It would be the culmination of the “Americanization” process in Puerto Rico. Once Puerto Rico is admitted as a state of the United States federal union, the “permanent union” with the United States will be consolidated. Under the Commonwealth the relationship with the United States can be modified. Independence through the PIP program would eliminate the commonwealth relationship, establishing an independent nation with a friendly relationship with the United States ans a social democratic society. As analyzed above, political status preference and political ideology are related. Puerto Rican’s political ideology is influenced by their political status preference; this phenomenon occurs in neo-colonial countries without a final political status. Therefore, political ideology is expected to have a high correlation with political party identification. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 7-3: Political Ideology Influences Party Identification. Table 7.4 shows the distribution of political ideology in Puerto Rico.

Table 7.4

The Political Ideology Distribution

	                             Ideology 

Right 

2.1

Center-Right

71.9

Center

11.3

Center-Left

13.3

Left

1.4

Total Percent

100

N of Cases

828




The supporters of the center-right ideology (71.9 percent) probably come from NPP advocates which desire a more secure “ permanent union” through statehood, and from PDP followers who want the preservation of the present commonwealth system with little or no reforms. The subsequent table (Table 7.5) indicates the association between political ideology and party identification.
Table 7.5
The Association Between Political Ideology nad Party Identification

	Party
	L
	C-L
	C
	C-R
	R

	NPP
	9.1
	5.1
	44.4
	43.6
	46.2

	PDP
	0.0
	14.3
	37.0
	50.8
	38.5

	PIP-PSP
	90.9
	80.6
	18.6
	5.6
	15.3

	Total Percent
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100

	N of Cases
	11
	98
	81
	522
	13


This cross-tabulation (Table 7.5) illustrates that there is a center-right consensus among the majority of the subjects sampled. The political ideology responses, however, are very interesting. Here both the NPP, ehich represents most of the manual workers, emergea as center-right parties, based on the self-ideological positioning of their supporters, while the independence parties advocates (who tend to be more eduacted and professional) identify themselves as leftist. Clearly it is not the traditional class cleavage that is defining this ideological continum, in Puerto Rico. Rather it is precisely the political status issue that is defining what left and right mean in Puerto Rican politics. Here is further proof of my theoretical argument, that all political cleavages and issues have been overwhelmed by the political status preference question that is the question of Puerto Rico’s relationship with the United States.
Hypothesis 7-3 was tested and accepted as plausibly true afeter .31 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level was computed (See Table 7.2). political ideology influences political party identification in Puerto Rico. However, political ideology in Puerto Rico is not defined by the traditional class cleavage but by the political status cleavage dimension. This fact should be considered in further studies comparing Puerto Rico with dependent nations.
V. Political Status Preference

Puerto Rico’s lack of a final political status has a great impact upon its political parties. Each political party has a “political status” to offer. The New Progressive Party (NPP) proposes a plan to move the island toward “statehood” (annexation to the United States as the 51st state of the Union).16 The Popular Demoicratic Party (PDP) states that a “commonwelath” (home rule) status is either independence nor statehood but rather a development of its own with a strong relationship with the United States while maintaining the island’s Hispanic culture.17
The Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP) calls for independence from the United States of America through a gradual economic transformation directed by a spocial democratic government that will allow elections and a democratic society.18 Finally, the Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP) struggles for total independence under a Marxist-Leninist government that will lead a communist republic.19

Puerto Rico, to the present, has not decided on a final political status; statehood (NPP), commonwealth (PDP), and independence (PIP or PSP) are the solutions under consideration. Actually, comonwealth is and has been the political status in Puerto Rico since the 1950’s, however, it is not considered to be the final one by many Puerto Ricans. This political formula can be modified into a more autonomous government, or a more dependent one, and provides the tools necessary for the celebration of a “status” referendum among the three political status alternatives. The lastest referendu, was held on 1967 and the results were an overwhelming support to the commnonwealth status.
Any change in the political status of Puerto Rico, whether it be in the commonwealth as it stands today or to statehood or to independence (as a result of a referendum), will have to be revised and finally approved by the United States Congress since it has the final voice in deciding the general will of the Puerto Rican people. Therefore, Puerto Rico’s “commonwealth” is actually a homerule government with colonial vestiges.
Since the Americans invaded Puerto Rico in 1898, the political status of Puerto Rico has not been finally defined; this inconlcusive historical situation is still oresent today. After the Soanish-American War of 1898, Puerto Rico became a territory of the United States and the international society is much concerned about this neo=colonialist relationship. The Puerto Rican commonwealth relationship with the United States has been considered one with colonial vestiges by several international organizations, such as: The General Assembly of the United Nations, the Non-Aligned Countries, The Socialist International, and the Latin American Permanent Conference of Political Parties (COPPAL).
This international pressure has caused the leaders of the PDP (pro-commonwealth) to consider a future modification of the commonwealth government, asking the U.S. Congress for more autonomous powers.20 The PDP not make a campaign during the 1980 elections for the reconstruction of the Commonwealth Constitution because the immediate goals was to win in 1984, which they did, and to discuss possible revisions later. On the other hand, the statehood supporters have been asking for a “status” referendum. However, if statehood does not receive convincing support, the U.S. Congress will not accept Puerto Rico as the 51st state of Union. In the referendum conducted in 1967, the commonwealth status alternative won with 60 percent of the vote. Since then, no other referendum has taken place.
The third political status possibility  in is independence, amd it has been represented electorally by the PIP and the PSP. The PIP follows a peaceful road toward independence under a social democratic ideology and has the support of around 90 percent of all independence followers. On the othe rhand, the PSP considers a revolutionary program toward independence and communism, using the electoral campaign as a tool of propanganda. The PSP is a splinter party with less than 10 percent of the pro-independence forces, however, it is very militant and organized. Both parties have not received more than 19 percent in a general election (the PIP received 18 percent in 1952).
Numerous surveys done in Puerto Rico show that the pro-independence parties have the support of 10 to 16 percent of the total voting population, but a voting time, more than half of them vote for the Popular Democratic Party (PDP) or just abstain. In adittion, many pro-independence supoorters cast what is called a “mixed ballot”, splitting their vote between the PDP and PIP-PSP candidates. This happens because presently the pro-independence parties do not have a chance to win in a general election. Therefore, most pro-independence advocates vote for the PDP to try blocking the possibility of a NPP gubernatorial victory and in some of the other cases vote for the PIP ans PSPS candidates that have some opportunity to be elected in the Legislature or municpal goverments. Others just abstain because they do not believe in the electoral process sustained by a colonial or neo-colonial government. In the 1984 elections, the PSP abstained from participating, the PIP was able to get two candidates elected to seat in the Legislature, the PDP gained the gubernatorial race and maintained its supremacy in the Legislature, and the NPP finished as a strong minority party (45 percent).
This dissertation expected political “status” preference to be the most important variable affecting party identification. In Puerto Rico, all political parties represent a specific political status preference. For the purposes of this study, political status preference was an independent variable with categories that were ranked using the “association with the U.S. dimension” (see Appendix C- scale construction). Statehood was considered as “High”, commonwealth as “Moderate”, and independence as “Low”. This is the same type of ordinal scale as that which has been used for the dependent variable (party identification) throughout this study. The hypothesis tested under this section was hypothesis 7-4: Political status preference influences party identification. Table 7.6 illustrates the political status preference distribution.
Table 7.6

Political Status Preference

	Statehood
	38.2

	Commonwealth
	43.0

	Independence
	18.8

	Total Percent
	100

	N of Cases
	738


Once again commonwealth status remains as the political status most accepted by Puerto Ricans, even though support for the commonwealth alternative has declined in the past twelve years. Statehood has increased considerably, and the increase of federal aid is related to this support. Independence status received almost 19 percent, a lot more than what the pro-indpendence parties have acquired in the past eight general elections.
Table 7.7 illustrates that political status preference

Table 7.7

The Association Between Political Status Preference and Party I.D.

	Party

NPP

PDP

PIP-PSP

Total Percent

N of Cases


	Political Status Preference

Statehood

Commonwealth

Independence

93.4

8.6

4.3

6.2

89.5

1.7

0.4

1.9

94.0

100

100

100

259

257

115




influences one’s choice od which political party to support. Over 89 percent of all party sipporters selected the party that coincided with their preference on the political status item. To verify and test hypothesis 7-4, a .80 Kendall tau-c significant at the .05 level was computed. Therefore, hypothesis 7-4 is accpeted as plausibly true; political status preference influences party identification. The extremely high correlation, one that is very unusual in survey research, between party identification and status preference demosntrates clearly that this is the issue and the political cleavage that defines politics in Puerto Rico. The theoretical argument of this dissertation has been sustained by the results of this section. Political status  is the cleavage that dominates Puerto Rico’s political issues.
VI. Conclusions: Political Predictors
All four political variables presented in this chapter resulted to be predictors of political party identification in Puerto Rico, especially political status preference. Each variable was tested in its eespective section and specific conclusions were derived through statistics computed to verify their significance. Mother’s party identification, father’s party identification, political ideology, and political status preference were the political variables analyzed in this chapter.
Mother’s party identification and father’s party identification neither support or disprove my theoretical argument. The correlations are not especially strong, as I suspected, because of substantial intergenerational value change leading to different preferences on the status question. Still moderate parental transmission is going on, so the fairly sizable correlations found (See Table 7.2) were not unexpected. As in the United States, mother’s identification had a moderate to high correlation with party identification, and it was stronger than father’s identification, therefore, confirming my expectations. The mother’s role in transmitting party identification to their children is importanr in Puerto Rico. Father’s identification is also transmitted, however, to a lesser degree. This is due to the fact that Puerto Rico suffers a very high divorce rate, and mothers usually obtain the custody of the children, therefore, spending more time with them. This gives the mothers a better chance to transmit party identification.
The political ideology variable resulted to be very interesting. Both the NPP and PDP (which represent the clerical and manual workers) proceed as center-right parties, based on the self-ideological positioning of their followers, while the independence parties advocates (who tend to be more eduacted and professioanl) identify themselves as leftist. Clearly, it is not the traditional class cleavage that defines this  ideological continum in Puerto Rico. Rather, it is precisely the political status issue that is defining what left and right mean in Puerto Rican politics. Political ideology in Puerto Rico is not the same traditional one developed in independent countries without a quasi-colonial government and an undetermined political status.
Finally, political status preference clearly demonstrates that this is the issue and the cleavage that defines politics in Puerto Rico. The extremely high corrleation between party identification and political status preference was one very unusual in survey research (See Table 7.2). political status preference has an intense infliuence on party identification in Puerto Rico. Until Puerto Rico does not establish a final political status, this independent variable will continue to predict party identification and eclipse all other political and social predictors. This, fundamentally, is the theoretical argument of this dissertation, and it has been sustained.
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CHAPTER 8

CONCLUSION: PREDICTORS  OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION IN 
A  QUASI-COLONIAL COUNTRY

I. Comparative Perspectives

Although this study is about party identification in a single country, there is much here of interest to the student of comparative politics as well. First of all,  Puerto Rico is an example of a nation in a quasi-colonial dependent relationship, similar to others found throughout much of the third world. Puerto Rico’s undecided final political stats, its quasi-colonial relationship with the United States of America, and other aspects of its political life, makes it comparable to a number of third world nation-states that have gained “independence” recently and/or have a neo-colonial relationship. Therefore, a study of electoral behavior in Puerto Rico may tell us something about politics in this type of state.
At times, intensive work within one political system may contribute more to the comparative study of party identification than work that is explicitly comparative in scope. Two main points can be made in support of this paradoxical suggestion. First, intensive work within an individual political system can more easily focus on change. Secondly, intensive work within a particular system can more easily treat the complexity of the sources of change that affect political party identification.
The first chapter of this dissertation presented the theoretical political status argument which established certain expectations towards what should be bound in the data chapters (4 to 7) and is referred to throughout the discussion of those chapters. The second chapter briefly indicated the political, economical, and social changes in Puerto Rico through many decades. The third chapter illustrated the data collection processes that were used for empirical and scientific purposes, and the following chapters analyzed the specific independent variables that were considered as predictors of political party identification and the complexity of the sources that affect those variables, especially the undecided political status of Puerto Rico.
This survey research, dedicated to the study of political party identification in the Caribbean island of Puerto Rico, has been an attempt to search for significant independent variables and to stimulate further research. The main purposes of this study were: to demosntrate that the political status issue is the most imortant cleavage in Puerto Rico because it eclipse all other political issues, and many ways prevents other social group cleavages from finding a meaningful political expression; to identify a group of significant independent variables and  observe their impact upon party identification in Puerto Rico; also, using the literature on studies done in other countries, to compare the Puerto Rican findings to those derived from other contexts. Another goal was to stimulate other scholars and students to continue this type of research in Puerto Rico and other dependent states, using a scientific-empirical approach in the important study of party identification.
A comparative approach was used in each data chapter. The Puerto Rican results were compared with those of single nation and cross-national studies, most of which focus on the post-industrial nations of the Western Hemisphere. Also, some studies of Latin American nations with an electoral tradition were used. Now, Puerto Rico has several unique characteristics which make it different from other nation-states, especially the post-industrial ones. The island lacks a final political status and experiences an extreme economic, political status and social dependency upon the United States of America. These characteristics which apply  specifically in Puerto Rico have contributed to a number of differences between the results of this dissertation and those of cross-national and single nation studies of independent states have attained a post-industrial level of development.
II. The  Undecided Political Status
Most studies of party identification have focused on independent nation-states that were approaching a post-industrial level of development and had experienced a long, extended modernization process. Puerto Rico has moved from an agrarian-rural nation to an industrial-urban one, but it has not achieved “self-government”. Rather its finds itself in a subordinate “commonwealth” relationship with the United States of America, a relationship that has definite “colonial vestiges”. Since the end of the 19th and beginning of the 20th centuries, the United States of America has proclaimed no interest in a colonial empire. Nevertheless, it acquired colonial-like control in The Philippines, Guam, Hawaii, Alaska, Cuba, The Marianne Islands, The Virgin Islands, The Caroline Islands, The Marshall Islands, and Puerto Rico. The United States gave independence (self-government) to Cuba, The Philippines, and the Marshall Islands. It granted statehood to Hawaii and Alaska, and “commonwealth” status to Puerto Rico. The rest are territories (colonies) with some self-rule for local administrative puroposes.
Puerto Rican politicians struggled for self-government for decades and the United States Congress approved the Commonwealth Constitution, while nevertheless restricting saw itself as a benefactor while it no longer feared any Puerto Rican instability which could threaten its economic, political, anad military interests. Whether or not the United States intended this domination is unclear, but federal aid and a restrictive trade with the United States have contributed to this colonial pattern.  Still, the United States has generallly failed to realize this. It has seen itself as generously striving to improve life in Puerto Rico, and encouraging its economic development through the economic investements of private American businesses. However, instead of appreciation, more voices are increasingly heard advocating more autonomy while pro-independence supporters, resenting the current relationship, have claimed it to be a new form of imperialism – thus insulting their American neighbor. Consenquently, a strong current of  resentment toward Puerto Rico’s dissident groups is frequently  expressed by conservative Puerto Ricans and American politicians. 
The present (Commonwealth” status is  a unilateral quasi-colonial relationship that permits Puerto Ricans some self-rule powers, but the United States Congress and Federal Government have the central authority. This undecided status (commonwealth) can be transformed into statehood, full home-rule, or independence, and these three options here given rise to a deep cleavage among Puerto Ricans. Indeed, it is this domestic division which has inhibited a permanent solution to the status question. Such cleavages are typically found among colonial and quasi-colonial states. As Fannon argues, “the division among the people is essential for a “colonial rule”.
The economic struxture of the “commonwealth” status depends almost totally on trade with the United States, the U.S. companies on the island, and U.S. Federal Aid. This affects the political structure drastically. The Puerto Rican government has to support dependent political policies which rely on federal aid to finance those policies. Political and and economic dependency causes a social dependency sentiment among Puerto Ricans toward the United States. Therefore, the lack of a final political status with powers to make important, autonomous political, economic, and social policies has created a dependent sentiment toward the United States. Dependency also has inhibited the development of a mature party system that represents meningful domestic cleavages, and political parties have concentrated on championing a particular political status formula to solve Puerto Rico’s problems.
In a quasi-colonial statke like Puerto Rico where self-government has not been completely defined, the political status question results in the deepest societal cleavage. It is not surprising, then, that political status has emerged as the best predictor of political party identification in this study. Each political party in Puerto Rico offers a political status solution to the voting population. Statehood, a new commonwealth with strong autnomous powers, or independence each could be considered as a final solution for the political status dilemma. This study has identified the NPP as the statehood party, the PDP as the commonwealth defender, and the PIP and PSP as the independence supporters. 
All three political status formulas under consideration have encountered many obstacles in attaining realization. First, it is difficult for Puerto Rico to be accepeted as a federal state by the U.S. Congress because the island, unlike Hawaii and Alaska, has a deeply rooted hispanic culture and is considered a Latin American nation. In addition to this, statehood could create a violent reaction from pro-independence and pro-commonwealth sectors resulting in great instability. On the other hand, the present commonwealth formula is not considered a final political status because strong reforms could be created to establish a “new” commonwealth without a colonial-like government, such as those that would be designed to decrease and eliminate some federal laws and regulations which now limit home rule. However, commonwealth leaders have not pushed toward these reforms because some sectors of the voting population would not accept them, fearing them to be a step towards independence.
Finallly, independence at present is practically impossible. Over 90 percent of the voting population probably would vote against independence in a referendum. The Puerto Rican population’s fear of independence is due to decades of colonial socialization against this status, which has installed the belief that without association with the United States, it would be impossible for Puerto Ricans to govern themselves effectively. This fear creates a general feeling of impotence, lack of creativity and self-esteem, and a strong dependency sentiment. All of these characteristics are present in colonial and neo-colonial states. Therefore, a solution to the status dilemma is not seen in the near future, and until the political status is definitely solved, it will remain as the strongest cleavage affecting party identification as demonstrated in this study.
III. The 1984 Elections and the “Status” Issue

The 1984 elections were won by the Popular Democratic Party (PDP) with a platform dedicated to restore Puerto Rico’s economy and to eliminate govermental corruption. Status was not an issue in the 1984 electoral campaign, therefore, no changes are expected in the near future. However, if the PDP wins again in the 1988 elections, pressure groups within the PDP, like the PDP youth organization, “Pro-ELA”, are likely to push strongly the PDP leadership to change the present commonwealth into a home-rule government with authentic autonomous powers without colonial vestiges. Such groups have been advocating for a change in the Constitution and in the relationship with the United States since the 1984 PDP electoral victory. This “new” commonwealth would have to be approved by a status referendum and then await final acceptance by the U.S. Congress, which could take years.
IV. Main Conslusions

We will now turn to a general overview of the relationship between party identification and various independent variables in the study. So far, our analysis has found strong support for the political status theoretical argument. All political and social cleavages have been ovwewhelved or eclipsed by the political status question. For colonial or quasi-colonial countries, the issues which define a continum ehich runs from assimiliation on one end to full independence on the other overshadow all other political, economic, and social issues, and prevents the development of group cleavages from finding a meaningful political expression.
To  demosntrate the importance of the political status preference variable and the statistical significance of other independent variables, a summary table (Table 8.1) illustrates the partial standarized Beta coefficients that were significant and a bivariate correlation table (Table 8.2) show the bivariate relationships of all the predictors ranked form the largest on down. In table 8.1 the predictor variables are ranked from top to bottom according to the relative strenght of their Beta coeffciients. No Beta lower than .075 was reported. The difference between the bivariate correlations and the Beta coefficients is often substantial. Thus, although certain predictors have a reasonably strong bivariate relationship with political party identification, the relationship may largely dissapear when we take other variables into account, especially political status preference. 
Our principal interest here is that political status preference overwhelms all other variables. Our theory implies that this variable domiantes all other politcal and social cleavages in Puerto Rico, therefore, determining
Table 8.1

Summary Table

	Variable
	Beta

	Political Status Preference
	.423

	Age
	-.153

	Mother’s I.D.
	.143

	Occupation
	-.099

	Dependency Sentiment
	.089


Notes: All betas are significant at the .05 level.
political party identification.  Thus variables such as nationalist sentiment, political ideology and value priorities have strong bivariate relationships with party identification, as shown in Table 8.2, but drop out of the regression equation. This is because these variables also have strong relationships with the political status preference variable. In fact, we may view them as antecedent  predictors pf political status preference. Respondents with strong nationalist sentiment, leftist ideologies and post-materialist value priorities are likely to support the independence status solution, which, in turn, leads them to support one of the pro-independence parties. Conversely,  respondents with low levels of nationalist sentiment, rightist ideologies and materialist values are drawn to support the statehood solution, and hencee the NPP. In the case of the nationalist sentiment and value variables, the association, it has been argued that in the Puerto Rican political context, left and right are defined by the political status question.
Naturally, Table 8.1 demonstrates that the political status variable  is not the only independentpredictor of party identification. In addition, there appears to be a somewhat independent intergenerational cleavage, as age emerges as the second strongest predictor in the table. This is probably caused by the “generation gap” created by the change from an agrarian-rural country in the 1940’s to an industrial-urban one in the 1980’s.  as expected, parent’s party identification, here represented by mother’s identification, also has an independent effect. Twho other significant but rather small effects are associated with occupation and dependency sentiment. In the case of occupation, however, the negative sign indicates that the professional and more eduacted ten to support the parties further to the Left, while the manualand clerical workers tend to support the Center-Right parties. As previously noted, therefore, the occupation variable does not represented the typical have/have-not cleavage associated with party politics in independent industrial democracies. Finally, the dependency sentiment variable also has a weak independent relationship, but again this is clearly related to the political and economic relationship between Puerto Rico and the United States. Federal aid and federal trade restrictions have produced a dependent nation in which the people have developed a dependency sentiment that, in turn, affects their political party identification.
So dominant is the role of political status preference that we can argue that virtually all of the variables in Table 8.2 with a bivariate Tau-c or Cramer’s V of .10 or above are significantly related to party identification because they are predictors of the political status cleavage and not any other existing or potential socio-economic cleavage in Puerto Rican society. The obvious exceptions here are mother’s and father’s party identification, which could clearly be passed down without reference to the political status question. But if we exclude these two variables, we find Tau-c’s of .80 for political status preference, .56 for nationalist sentiment, .31 for political ideology and .20 for value priorities. The extremely high correlation between political status preference and party identification, of an order of magnitude rarely found in survey research, indicates that the two variables are virtually synonymous with each other. Moreover, for the remaining four variables with correlations of .10 or above, it can be argued that those with low dependency sentiments, high educations, low age and no religious faiths are drawn to the pro-independence position. Again, the linkage to party identification appears to be through the political status preference variable.
The conclusion that is to be drawn fom these findings would seem to be that a politically dependent system inhibits the development of a mature party system capable of representing meaningful somestic socio-economic cleavages. As a result, no party really represents the poor, the racially discriminated, the worker, the unemployed, the farmer, the environmentalist, etc… These  groups and their issue preferences go largely unrepresented. This suggests that until the political status question is solved, the development and maturity of a political party system in Puerto Rico will remain at a fairly low level. Once the political status question is permanently resolved, the 
Table 8.2

The Association Between the Independent Variables and Party I.D.

	Variable

Political Status Preference
Nationalist Sentiment
Mother’s I.D.
Political Ideology
Father’s I.D.
Value Priorities
Dependency
Education

Religious Denomination

Age

Occupation

Race

Community Size

Church Attendance
Sex

Union Membership


	Party I.D.
Tau-c

Cramer’s V

.80

.56

.39

.31

.49

.31

.20
.12
.11
.29
.20

-.10

.13

.09

NS

.09

NS

NS

NS

NS

NS

NS

NS

NS

NS




Note: NS indicates that the relationship is not significant at the .05 level.

political  parties will re-align themselves around important domestic cleavages. This has occurred in Latin American countries such as Costa Rica, venezuela, and the Dominican Republic. It was only after independence was obtained that these nations began to develop mature political party system where different sectors of the society are represented by the political parties.
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Variable Index

Variable Number





Variable Name
Var. 01







Sex (question #1)

Var. 02







Community Size (q. #2)

Var. 03







Social Class (q. #3)
Var. 04







Age (q. #4)

Var. 05







Mother’s party I.D. (q. #5)

Var. 06







Father’s party I.D. (q. #6)

Var. 07 
Occupation of head of household (q. #8-17)

Var. 08







Natioanlist inclinations (q. #8-17)
Var. 09







Religion (q. #18)

Var. 10







Church attendance (q. #19)

Var. 11







Union Membership (q. #20)

Var. 12







Dependency Sentiment (q. #21-25)

Var. 13







Education Level (q. #26)

Var. 14







Party I.D. (q. # 27)

Var. 15







Values (q. #28-31)

Var. 16 






Political Status Preference (q. #32)


Var. 17







Political Ideology (q. #33)

Var. 18







Candidate Image (q. #34)
Var. 19 






Party Image (q. #35)

Var. 20







Voting Choice (q. #35)

Var. 21







Race (q. #37)

Appendix B – Questionnaries (In English and original Spanish version)

Questionnaire – Puerto Rico Survey, Dec. 1979

The following questionnaire was administrated to representative samples of the voting population of Puerto Rico in december 1979. The questionnaire was designed with suggestions of various political scientists. The following questionnaire was translated from the Spanish original.
1. The interviewer marks the sex of the respondent.

2. What kind of community do you live in?

a. City

b. Town

c. Rural barrio

3. To what social class do you belong?

a. Upper

b. Middle

c. Lower

4. In what year were you born? _______________

5. Could you tell me what political party your mother identifies with?

a. New Progressive Party (NPP)

b. Popular Democratic Party (PDP)

c. Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP)

d. Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP)

e. Other (Indicate) _____________

f. Don’t know/No affilliation/No answer
6. Could you tell me what political party your father identifies with?

a. New Progressive Party (NPP)

b. Popular Democratic Party (PDP)

c. Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP)

d. Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP)

e. Other (Indicate) _____________

f. Don’t know/No affilliation/No answer

7. What is the occupation of the head of household? (the interviewer has a classification chart)

Indicate occupation ________________________

Classification

1. Professional

2. White Collar

3. Blue Collar

4. Beneficiary recipients and unemployed

5. Students

6. Others (specify) ________________
Here I will present you with a series of statements so you can choose wheter you strongly agree, agree, are undecided, disagree, or strongly disagree with them.
8. Puerto Rico is your only nation:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

9. Puerto Ricans can do everything without the help of the (U.S.) Federal Government:
1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

10. Puerto Rican culture sould be defended over many other one:

1.  Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

11. Puerto Rico has the capability and neccesary resources to become a completely independent nation:
1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

12. If the island receives more power and less influence from the U.S., it will be better for Puerto Rico:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

13. The United States of America is our nation:
1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

14. We are both Puerto Rican and North America:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

15. Puerto Rico should always be part of the United States:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

16. Puerto Ricans are greatly indebted to the American Government:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

17. Puerto Ricans should form part of the great American family (U.S.A.) through federal statehood:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

18. Which is your religion?

1. Catholic

2. Protestant

3. Other, ________________

4. None 

19. How often do you go tu church?

1. Weekly

2. Once every two or three weeks

3. Once every month

4. A few times a year

5. Never

6. No answer

20. Is someone in your house a member of a labor union or syndicate?

1. Yes

2. No

3. Don’t know/No Answer

21. Puerto Rico needs economic assistance from the United States?
1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

22. The federal food stamps program is extremely neccesary for Puerto Rico now and in the future:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

23. Puerto Rico strongly needs foreign industries to develop its economy:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

24. Does your family receive federal food stamps?

1. Yes

2. No

3. Don’t know/No Answer

25. Puerto Rico has enough resources and does not need federal food stamps:

1. Strongly Agree

2. Agree

3. Undecided

4. Disagree

5. Strongly Disagree

6. Don’t know/No Answer

26. What is the highest level of education you have attained? __________________

27. Which of these political parties do you identify with?
1. New Progressove Party (NPP)
2. Popular Democratic Party (PDP)

3. Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP)

4. Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP)

5. None (mixed vote)

6. Don’t know/No Answer 

28. which of these two do you feel is most important?

1. maintain an increased economic growth

2. give the people more participation in government decisions.

29. which of these two do you feel is most important?

1. have a strong national guard

2. try to keep our cities clean and beautiful
30. which of these two do you feel is most important?

1. maintain economic stability

2. create a more friendly society

31. which of these two do you feel is most important?

1. fight crime

2. the ideas of a society are important than money

32. which of the following political status do you prefer for Puerto Rico?

1. Fedral statehood (Annexation to the U.S.)

2. Commonwealth (free association state)
3. Independence

4. Undecided

5. Don’t know

33. which of these descriptions reflect your political ideology?

1. a person that favors the imposition of a dictator or a group of persons that will make all decisions for the people.
2. A person that favors law, democracy, order, and social-economic stability.

3. A moderate that accpets some reforms within the social system.

4. A social democrat that believes in fundamental changes without the use of violence.

5. A Marxist-Leninist that believes in the people’s revolution.
6. Don’t know/No Answer.

34. which of the following gentlemen do you believe is the most capable of solving Puerto Rico’s problems?

1. Carlos Romero Barceló (PNP)

2. Rafael Hernández Colón (PDP)

3. Rubén Berrios Martínez (PIP)

4. Juan Mari Bras (PSP)

5. None 

6. Don’t know/No Answer

35. which of the following political parties do you believe is best able to solve Puerto Rico’s problems?

1. New Progressove Party (NPP)

2. Popular Democratic Party (PDP)

3. Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP)

4. Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP)

5. None/Undecided 

6. Don’t know/No Answer 

36. if elecetions were held today, which party would you select?

1. New Progressove Party (NPP)

2. Popular Democratic Party (PDP)

3. Puerto Rican Independence Party (PIP)

4. Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP)

5. None/Undecided/Mixed Vote 

6. Don’t know/No Answer 

37. what is your race? (Interviewer makes selection)
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CUESTIONARIO PARA LA PRACTICA DE UNA ENCUESTA

Esta encuesta tiene solamente un propósito científico. Las personas entrevistadas no deben dar su nombre, ni dirección. Las preguntas son de índole social; económico y político. Las contestaciones que se hagan irán a una computadora que las analizará para un estudio de suma importancia para Puerto Rico. Se les pide a las personas entrevistadas que no sientan temor alguno en sus contestaciones y que éstas deben ser honestas y precisas. Su cooperación será para el beneficio de Puerto Rico. 
Gracias, Prof. Richard Blanco Peck
  Coordinador de Area: Ciencias Políticas

  Colegio Universitario de Cayey

  Universidad de Puerto Rico

Cuestioanrio de la investigación científica

1. Anote el sexo de la persona entrevistada.

______1. masculino

______2. Femenino

2. En qué comunidad vive:

______1. Una comunidad

______2. Un pueblo 

______3. Un barrio

3. ¿A que clase social pertence el entrevistado?

______1. Clase social alta

______2. Clase social media

______3. Clase social baja

4. ¿En qué año nació usted? ___________________

5. ¿Podría usted decirme a qué partido político pertence (perteneció, si murió) su madre?
______1. Partido Nuevo Progresista – Republicano

______2. Partido Popular Democrático 

______3. Partido Independentista Puertorriqueño

______4. Partido Socialista Puertorriqueño

______5. Otro, indique ______________________

______6. No sé – ninguna contestación – ninguna afiliación

6. ¿Podría usted decirme a qué partido político pertenece (perteneció, si murió) su padre?

______1. Partido Nuevo Progresista – Republicano

______2. Partido Popular Democrático 

______3. Partido Independentista Puertorriqueño

______4. Partido Socialista Puertorriqueño

______5. Otro, indique ______________________

______6. No sé – ninguna contestación – ninguna afiliación

7. ¿Qué ocupación tiene el jefe de la familia? Indique ocupación ________________________

Clasificación: 

1. Profesionales y dueños de negocios (gerentes, doctores, ingenieros, abogados, profesores, administradores, propietarios y gerentes de fincas.)

2. Empleado asalariado – (clreicales de oficina, contables, secretarias, vendedores, dependientes, enferemeras, técnicos, policías).
3. Trabajadores-obreros – (artesanos, capataces, operadores de máquinas, trabajadores de construcción, doméstico, guardias privados, trabajadores agrícolas, obreros).

4. Pensionados-desempleados – (recibientes de seguro social, cupones de alimentos, compensación, desempleo, etc.).

5. Estudiantes de escuela superior y universitarios.
6. Otra, ___________________________________.

Aquí les presento unas oraciones para uq usted ,e diga si está totalmente de acuerdo, de acuerdo, indeciso, en desacuerdo, o en total desacuerdo con ellas.

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

8. los puertorriqueños podemos hacerlo todo sin ninguna ayuda del gobierno federal de Estados Unidos:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

9. la cultura puertorriqueña debe ser definida por encima de cualquier otra cultura:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

10. Puerto Rico tiene la capacidad y los recursos necesarios para convertirse en una nación completamente independiente:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

11. Mientras más poderes tenga Puerto Rico y menos influencia tenga Estados Unidos mejor para la isla:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

12. Los Estados Unidos de América es nuestra nación:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

13. Somos las dos cosas, norteamericanos y puertorriqueños:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

14. Puerto Rico siempre debe formar parte de Estados Unidos:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

15. Los puertorriqueños le debemos mucho al gobierno americano:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

16. Nosotros debemos integrarnos a la gran familia de los Estados Unidos de América a través de la estadidad federada:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema
17. A qué religión usted pertenece:

______1. Católica

______2. Protestante

______3. Otra,

______4. Ninguna 

18. Me puede decir con qué frecuencia usted va a la iglesia:

______1. Todas las semanas

______2. Una vez cada dos o tres semanas

______3. Una vez al año

______4. Nunca 

19. ¿Alguien de su casa pertenece a una unión obrera o sindicato? ¿Quién? ___________
______1. Sí

______2. No 

______3. No sé

20. Puerto Rico necesita ayuda económica de Estados Unidos:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

21. Los cupones de aliemtno son muy necesarios para Puerto Rico en el presente y en el futuro:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

22. Puerto Rico necesita mucho de las industrias extranjeras para desarrollar su economía:

______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

23. Su familia recibe los cupones de alimento:

______1. Sí

______2. No

______3. No sé

24. Puerto Rico tiene recursos suficientes y no necesita de los cupones para nada:
______1. Totalmente de acuerdo

______2. De acuerdo

______3. Indeciso (a)

______4. En desacuerdo

______5. Totalemente en desacuerdo

______6. No sé sobre el tema

25. ¿Hasta qué grado escolar llegó usted? ____________________________

26. ¿Con cuál partido político usted se identifica?

______1. Partido Nuevo Progresista – Republicano

______2. Partido Popular Democrático

______3. Partido Independentista Puertorriqueño

______4. Partido Socialista Puertorriqueño

______5. Ninguno (voto mixto)
______6. No sé todavía

27. ¿Cuál de estas dos posiciones usted encuentra como la más importante?

______1. Mantener un alto crecimiento económico.

______2. Dar más participación al pueblo en las decisiones del gobierno.

28. ¿Cuál de estas dos posiciones usted encuentra más importante?

______1. Tener una buena guardia nacional.

______2. Tratar de embellecer ciudades.

29. ¿Cuál de estas dos posiciones usted encuentra más importante?

––––––1. Mantener una estabilidad económica.
______2. Crear una sociedad más amistosa.

30. ¿Cuál de estas dos posiciones usted encuentra más importante?

______1. Comabtir el crimen.

______2. Las ideas de una sociedad son más importantes que el dinero.

31. ¿Cuál “status” político usted prefiere para Puerto Rico?

______1. Estadidad federada

______2. Autonomismo (Estado Libre Asociado)

______3. Independencia

______4. (Indeciso)

______5. No sé sobre el tema

32. ¿Cuál de estas descripciones refleja su tendencia política?

______1. Una persona que favorece que se imponga un dictador, o, un grupo de personas que tomen decisiones por el pueblo.

______2. Una persona que favorece la ley, la democracia, el orden y la estabilidad social y económica.

______3. Una persona moderada que acepta algunas reformas dentro del sistema.
______4. Una persona socialista democrática, que cree en cambios fundamentales, pero sin la utilización de la violencia.

______5. Una marxista-leninista que cree en la revolución del pueblo.

33. ¿Cuál de estos caballeros usted considera como el más capaz para resolver los problemas de Puerto Rico?

______1. Carlos Romero Barceló 

______2. Rafael Hernández Colón

______3. Ruben Berrios Martínez

______4. Juan Mari Bras

______5. Ninguno

______6. No sé sobre el tema

34. ¿Cuál de estos partidos políticos usted cree es el más capaz de resolver los problemas de Puerto Rico?

______1. Partido Nuevo Progresista

______2. Partido Popular Democrático

______3. Partido Independentista Puertorriqueño

______4. Partido Socialista Puertorriqueño

______5. Ninguno – indeciso – voto mixto

______6. No sé sobre el tema

35. ¿De qué raza es usted?:

______1. Blanco

______2. Mulato, grifo, trigueño (intermedio)

______3. Negro 

36. En cuáles de estas actividades usted participa y en qué grado:

	
	Mucho
	A Veces
	Poco
	Nunca
	No Sé

	a. Sigue las noticias políticas por radio y televisión
	
	
	
	
	

	b. Lee sobre política en los periódicos.
	
	
	
	
	

	c. Discute sobre política son otros.
	
	
	
	
	

	d. Trata de convencer amigos de votar como usted.
	
	
	
	
	

	e. Trabaja con otras personas de su comunidad resolviendo problemas políticos.
	
	
	
	
	

	f. Va a mítines políticos.
	
	
	
	
	

	g. Hace contratos con políticos y oficiales públicos.
	
	
	
	
	

	h. Usted trabaja para un partido político o candidato.
	
	
	
	
	


Appendix C – Variable Scale

Variable Name 





Variable Scale

1. Sex (01)






Nominal: 1. Male









    2. Female 

2. Community Size (02)




Ordinal: 1. City










   2. Town










   3. Village

City (over 100,000 inhabitants), Town (over 5,000), Village (under 5,000).

3. Social class (03)





Ordinal: 1. Upper










   2. Middle










   3. Lower

The respondent identified with one of the three ordinal classifications.

4. Age (04)






Ordinal-internal: 1. 18-24











    2. 25-34











    3. 35-44











       45-54











       55-64+

5. Mother’s Party I.D. 




Ordinal: 1. NPP










   2. PDP










   3. PIP-PSP

The “Association with the U.S. dimension” gives a criteria to rank political party identification into an ordinal scales of measurement. The Pro-statehood NPP wants Puerto Rico’s annexation to the U.S., this is the highest association level. The PIP and PSP want separation or a low association level.
Variable Name 





Variable Scale

6. Father’s Party I.D.





Ordinal: 1. NPP










   2. PDP










   3. PIP-PSP

7. Occupation of head of household



Ordinal: 1. Professional










   2. Clerical










   3. Manual










   4. Unemployed/Pensioned

Classification:

1. Professional – owners of a shop, high level managers, doctors, lawyers, professors, administrators, and farm propietors and administrators.
2. Clerical – officinists, clerks, secretaries, sales-persons, nurses, general technicians, and policeman.

3. Manual – craft workers, machine operators, construction workers, domestic, and farm workers.

4. Unemployed-pensioned: receiving social security, disabled, unemployed.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

8. Nationalist inclinations (08)



Ordinal: 1. High









   2. Moderate










   3. Low

A Likert scale was constructed to measure the 10 questions (8-17) corresponding to Nationalist inclination. Each item calls for checking one of five alternative expressions such as :strongly agree”, “agree”, “undecided”, “disagree”, and “strongly disagree”. In this five-point continum, weights of 1,2,3,4,5 or 5,4,3,2,1 are assigned, the direction of weighting being determined by the favorableness or unfavirableness of the item. The scale was scored by assigning weights for response alternatives to positive or negative items. For the positive items (acceptance of nationalist inclinations), the weights were assigned as follow: Strongly agree= 5; Agree= 4; Undecided= 3; Disagree= 2; Strongly disagree= 1. The negative items (items indicating rejection of nationalist inclinations) had their weights reversed. A total score for each respondent was calculated by adding the value of each item. Then, from the highest score possibly obtained (50), the upper and lower quartiles were calculated (38-13). These were the High and Low ranks of the scale. The Moderate (middle) category is the .50 percentile between the upper and lower quartiles. The High category fluctuated between 50 and 37 points, the Moderate between 30 and 14 points, and the Low between 13 and 0 points. The Likert scale is widely used in the professional literature.
Variable Name





Variable Scale

9. Religion (09)





Nominal: 1. Catholic










    2. Protestant











    3. Other










    4. None 

10. Church attendance (10)




Ordinal: 1. Frequntly










   2. Monthly










   3. Unfrequently

11. Union Membership in Family



Nominal: 1. Member










    2. No Member

12. Dependency Sentiment (12) 



Ordinal: 1. High










   2. Moderate










   3. Low


A Likert scale was used on questions 21-25. Five items measured dependency. This scale had three ordinal categories: High, Moderate, and Low.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

13. Educational Level (13)




Ordinal-interval:

Low

1. None



   Elementary

Middle

2. Intermediate



    High School


High

3. College- Graduate

For research purposes this scale was converted into a Low - Middle – High ordinal scale. None- Elementary was the Low category, Intermediate-High School was the Middle one,
and College-Graduate formed the High category.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

14. Political Party I.D.





Ordinal: 1. NPP










   2. PDP










   3. PIP-PSP

The “association with the U.S.” dimension gives a criteria to rank Political I.D. into an ordinal scale of measurement. The NPP wants the higest association with the U.S. (statehood). The PDP favors moderate association with the U.S. (commonwealth), and the PIP-PSP want independence or the lowest association with the U.S. . this gives an ordinal scale for the dependent varisble of this study. The PIP and PSP have been joined because most PSP followers vote (mixed-ballot) PIP and for PSP legislative candidates. Also, the Secretary General of the PSP, Juan Mari Bras, asked (Oct. 1983) the General Committee of the Party to abstain from the 1984 elections. Instead of participating, the PSP leader suggested followers to vote PIP.
Variable Name





Variable Scale

15. Values (15)





Ordinal: 1. Materialist










   2. Moderate










   3. Post. Mat.

The scale was constructed in the following way: four questions used in Inglehart’s Silent Revolution were adapted to Puerto Rico. The selection of a materialist statement was given a 2 point value and the post-materialist selection a 1 point value. A total score for each respondent was calculated by adding the value of each item. Then a High – Middle – Low scale eas constructed. Those scoring between 7-8 had Materialist values, those from 5-6 had Moderate val;ues, and those who had 4 or less were classfied as Post-Materialist. If a person answered all four questions, 4 was the least total score.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

16. Political Status Preference (16)



Ordinal: 1. Statehood










   2. Commonwealth










   3. Independence
The same “association to the U.S.” dimension used with party I.D. was practical here.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

17. Political Ideology (17)




Ordinal: 1. Right-Center Right










   2. Center










   3. Center Left-Left

The Left-Right continum dimension was used to form this ordinal scale.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

18. Candidate Image (18)




Nominal: 1. Romero










    2. Hernández










    3. Berrios

19. Party Image (19)





Ordinal: 1. NPP










   2. PDP










   3. PIP-PSP

The association to the U.S. dimension was used in constructing this scale.

Variable Name





Variable Scale

20. Voting Choice (20)




Ordinal: 1. NPP










   2. PDP









   3. PIP-PSP

21. Race (21)






Nominal: 1. Light-colored










    2. Intermediate










    3. Dark-colored

Note: In this calculations of descriptive and inferential statistics the Undecided, Don’t know, and No answers categories were eliminated.

Appendix D: Survey Research Methodology
I. Survey Steps

a. Survey Researcg Design
i. A successive research design was elaborated taking into consideration the eight electoral districts of Puerto Rico (eight portions of the total set of Puerto Rico) (See Chapter 3 pags. 45-47).

ii. The successive design was combined with a proportional stratified sampling procedure is a method for obtaining a greater degree of representatives that decreases the probable sampling error. Rather than selecting the sample from the total population at large, the researcher ensures than a appropiate number of strata are drawn from homogeneous subsets of the population. The most important subset used in this study was the community size of the island (54% urban cities, 35% owns, and 11% villages or “barrios”).
iii. The population studied was the Voting Population of Puerto Rico

iv. The unit of analysis was the subject who answered that was registered to vote and lived in that house.

v. The questionnaire was written in Spanish. The questions were closed (structured responses) and semi-closed (free responses with some classification). See Appendix B and C.

vi. The interviewers were recruited from the University of Puerto Rico. The students had a social Science concentration with a statistics and survey research methodology background. The twenty five students were trained by the author for about three to four months before conducting the survey.

vii. The interviewers conducted pre-tests of the questionnarie to observe the operationality of it (in the classroom and at the University grounds).

viii. The interviewers were scheduled at 6:00 P.M. (house to house).

b. Survey sample

i. One thousand subjects were considered as the sample drawn from the population.

ii. Each of the twenty five students interviewed forty persons under supervision.

iii. After 6:00 P.M. a house to house survey sample was conducted in each area visited.

iv. Samples were taken from urban cities, towns and rural areas of the eight electoral districts of Puerto Rico, taking into account the distribution of the voting population of each district and the distribution of the community size.

v. From the district of San Juan (capitol of Puerto Rico), urban, toens and rural areas of San Juan and its suburbs (Hato Rey, Santurce, and Río Piedras) were interviewed.

vi. From the district of Bayamón, urban, town and rural areas of Bayamón and Toa Baja were interviewed.

vii. From the district of Arecibo, urban, town and rural areas of Arecibo were interviewed.
viii. From the district of Mayaguez, urban, town and rural areas of Mayaguez, Aguadilla, Rincón and Añasco were interviewed.

ix. From the district of Ponce, urban, town and rural areas of Ponce, Guánica, Utuado and Adjuntas were interviewed.

x. From the district area of Humacao, urban, town and rural areas of Humacao, Caguas, and Naguabo were interviewed.

xi. From the district area of Guayama, urban, town and rural areas of Guayama, Juana Díaz, Villalba, Comerio, Cidra, Cayey, and Salinas were interviewed.
xii. From the district area of Carolina, urban,town and rural areas of Carolina, Fajardo, and Trujillo Alto were interviewed.

xiii. The survey was conducted in the month of December of 1979.

xiv. From one thousand persons interviewed 828 answered, a response rate of 82.8 percent.
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