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THE CROSS-SECTION

The cross-sections used by the National Opinion Research Center vary from
survey to survey and are adapted to the particular problems and specific
purposes of each research project. The samples employed in the surveys on
which this report is based were miniatures of that portion of the population
of the United States 21 years of age and over, stratified according to a number
of relevant characteristics.

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION: Within each of four regions, interviews were
properly apportioned among metropolitan districts, towns, and rural areas.

AGE AND SEX: Similarly, interviews were apportioned among the different
age and sex segments of the population in accordance with the most recent
reliable estimates available in Census data.

RACE: Within each of the regions, the number of Negro respondents was
proportionate to the Negro population of the area. Negro respondents were
also properly distributed as to urban and rural residence.

ECONOMIC STATUS: The white rural non-farm and urban portions of the
sample were also apportioned according to four standard-of-living categories,
as follows:

A. This group is drawn from among those people who, in their respec-
tive communities, comprise the top 2% of the families, arranged
according to their wealth or economic prosperity.

B. This group is drawn from the next 14 % of families.

C. This group is drawn from the next lower 52% of families.

D. This group is drawn from the lowest 32% of families.

For purposes of tabulation the two upper categories (A and B) were combined;
this joint group is referred to in the report as the wealthy and prosperous:'
The C and D groups are referred to as the middle class and the poor
respectively.

SIZE OF SAMPLES: The March , 1946, survey included 1 285 interviews; the
August, 1946 504.

Interviewers' assignments were made , on a quota basis, in such way as to
secure a sample of the foregoing design.
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The importance of United States trade and tariff policy
not only to the natiOnal economy but 1: the welfare

of the world as a whole would be difficult to exaggerate
partcularly today, when the economic interdependence
of nations is becoming more fully understood and
recognized. How far and how fully can this country
be counted upon to cooperate with the International
Trade Orga.tion-the United Nations body which
is undertakig the Herculean task of bringing order
out of the chaos of international trade and organizing
world resources toward constructive ends? A partial
answer to this qtlestion may be suggested in an analysis
of public attitudes and information in this all,important
area.

This analysis might almost bear the sub,title "A Study
of Ignorance and Indiference," so noticeable is the
degree of confusion and misunderstanding, so wide.

spread the misiformation and lack of inform tion
about tari and trade questions. Popular attitudes
toward specific trade and tariff policies must be evalu,
ated in the light of the limited understanding of their
implicati9ns on the par of a majority of the public.
Most of the data is drawn from two nation'wide SUf'
veys made by the National Opinion Research Center

one in the spring and one in the fall of 1946. While
attitudes toward trade problems closely connected with
the United Nations and possible international regula- .
tion in certain specific areas may have shifted during
the interim, there is no reason to believe that popular
information and understanding have increased ma'
terially. Neither is it likely that the myth of the
favorable balance of trade-with its profound influence
cOn American thinking-has been dispelled.

WHAT IS A TARIFF?
As part of the study of attitudes and information ;)11

trade and tariff problems made last fall, the National
Opinion Research Center asked people to explain what
the term "tariff" meant to them-their ideas of what
a tariff is. Less than half. the public, NaRC found
had a reanably dear idea of what tariffs are or how
they work. About a third of the nation'wide sample
of adults interviewed on the survey answered "I don
know." The remainder of the answers included a

range of .a few vague but partially correct notions, a
number of indefinite and confused explanations, and
some replies which could only be classified as com'
pletely incorrect.

Evaluation of popular conceptions of tariffs was based
on answers to the following question:

Do you happen to k.now what a tariff is? (What
is it?)"

42% indicated a reasonably clear understad,
ing of what tariffs are or how they work.
gave vague explanations, but gave some
evidence of a correct understanding.

indicated some confusion in that they be'

lieved that tariffs are commonly ' levied on
exports as well as import.
knew that a tari is a tax, but. could not
differentiate between taris and other
kids of taxes.
gave defiitely wrong or irrational ex'
planations, or vague explanations evi,
dencing incorrect understanding.

answered "I don t know.

100%

Information Differentials
reasonably clear un rstanding of "what tariffs are

was evidenced by people with some coIlege education
three times as often as by those with no more than an
eighth,grade education, NORC analysis showed. Re'
publicans were somewhat better informed than Demo'
crats, and residents of the Mountain and Pacific states
and of the New England and Middle Atlantic areas
were bettr informed than people living in the Midwest
and South. Answers evidencing a REAstNABLY CLEAR

UNDERSTANDING . were given by the various groups as .
folIows:

An adults interviewed......--.--.--.

..------. .-- --.

..... 42%
Attended college '-""'-"--....'--"''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' 64
Attended high schooL..........

.......

....--................ 50
Eighth grade or less.....-..............--.......--......... ... 22
Republican voters, 1944.........

...................... 

Democratic voters, 1944,

"'"","'--

'.....n.............. 37
Did not vote, 1944.....................

...................... 

Residents of:
Mountain and Pacific stateS.....--................--.... 49
New England and Middle Atlantic states....-... ,. 47
Midwest .... 

..-....... ."" "" "'"'''''' .... .... .-. ........ .

,.... ... 39
South ................. ...... ......"",,,,,,,, '"'''''''''''''''''''''''' 36
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IN THEIR OWN WORDS

The qualitative as well as the quantitative aspects of
popular understanding of tariffs can be shown only
by a consideration of some of the actual verbatim

answers given to the question by people interviewed.
These answers were chosen carefully to show the types
of understanding or misunderstanding most frequently

found as well as the range of ideas and means of ex-
pressing them.

Com ct Explanations

Some people answered in terms of ,-hat a tariff is,

others in terms of what a tariff does. Many of the 42%
of answers considered CORRECT were simple defitions
such as these:

tariff is . tax our government puts on goods com-
ing in from foreign countries. (Automobile me-
chanic, Rutland, Massachusetts)

What we charge a foreign nation for selling goods in
this country." (Editor, West Orange, New Jersey)

s a charge they have on material they bring
in from other countries." (Production manager
Kansas City, Missouri)

farmer near Clarion, Iowa, remarked somewhat
caustically: "A tariff is a rake-off the government col-
lects on anytng imported." A California school

teacher pointed out: "The people we trade with pay
a tax on the goods we send them.

Respondents who answered in terms of what the pur-

pose of a tariff is or how it works often laid emphasis
on the protectionist aspect of tariff policy. Very com-
mon were such answers as the following:

tariff is a tax used to eep foreign competition
down, because of low cost labor and wages-and by
that eep our standard of living up high. (Jewelry
appraiser, Brooklyn)
It' s a ta on foreign goods coming into this country,
to protect our mar ets from cheap goods at lower
prices. (Housewife, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania)

It's a charge added to goods brought to this country
to enable our own industries to compete with goods
made in foreign countries; it s also a sov:rce of re-
venue." (Civil service worker, Hot Springs, Virginia)

tariff is a law passed by Congress whereby certain
articles that come into our country carry a tax, the

idea being to protect our w07 men from being under-
sold." (Co!lege instructor, Pennsylvania)

Others said: "A tariff is primarily a tax on imports for
vested interests.

" "

It's a duty on foreign goods to
encourage using our own products.

" "

It's to keep the
price of foreign goods up.

The political context in which the discussion of tariff
usua!ly takes place was reflected in replies like: "Re-
publicans put taxes on foreign goods to keep them out
of the countlY," or "The Republicans wanted prote.:-

tive tari; the Democrats wante producer revenue.
Tarffs prevent certain thin s from coming in.

Less precise, but AT LEAST PARTIALLY CORRCT, under-

standing was revealed by answers like these: "A tariff
is a charge on trade for the support of the government. "
A tariff is a tax for the ostensible regulation of our

foreign trade.

" "

It's control over different commodities
coming into this country.

Confused Definitions

The Constitution of the United States expresly forbids
the levying of export duties, . and such duties are found
only rarely anywhere in the world today. Because of
this fact, answers that are apparently based on the

assumption that exports as well as imports are com'

monly covered by tariffs are WRONG IN FACT, although
they may be correct in an abstract sense. One of the
CONFUSED, a Butte, Montana, houswife, thought:
A tari is a tax on everyhig brought into th coun'

try or going out of this country." An Endicott, Ne'
braska, woman explained: "A tar is a law raiing
the price of material going in or out of a country.

Other answers of this sort were: "A tariff is a tax on
imports and exports,

" "

It's a trade barrier, either export
or import," or "It's a law governg the import or
export of goods." An occasional respondent limted
the meaning to exports alone: "A tariff is about the
same as a tax on exported goods.

Incorrect Answers

Some of the answers which had to be c1asiied as

INCORRECT evidenced. faint inklings of understading
-associated tariffs with taxes, with trade or movement
of goods, with politics and legislation, or with high

- prices.

So unprecise as to be unacceptable as definitions were
statements recognizing that a tariff is a tax but show-

ing no further definite understanding. For example:
A tariff is some kind of tax, what kind I am not sure,
I should know; it's a tax but I don t know on what.
Taxes of some kind , all kinds of taxes, just taxes.

Among the incorrect answers, some indicated at least
a faint recognition of the fact that tarifs have some-
thing to do with trade or movement of goods: It's a
trade treaty,

" "

It' s some kind of term connected with
shipping,

" "

It' s used in getting trade between the differ-
ent countries

" "

It has something to do with freedom
of the seas." A Justice of the Peace in Raleigh, North
Carolina, answered: "Tariff is a type of commerce. It
seems to have political implications.

( 6 J
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Other people, although unable to defie the term, evi-

denced an awareness of its political and legislative

connotations by such statements as these: "It's some-

thing to do with politics.

" "

A tariff is what the Re-
publicans stand for.

" "

It's a plank in a political plat-
form.

" "

It's rules and regulations on something.

" "

bil that Congress signs.

Still others connected tariffs with high prices: It means

high prices. " "A tariff is putting too large a price on
everything, everywhere.

" "

I know what it is generally,

but I can t explain it. It has something to do with

higher prices.

" "

That's the difference in the price that

the manufacturer gets and what we pay.
few of the incorrect answers bordered on the

ridiculous: A tariff is the same thing as the old OPA."
A tariff is something that's imposed on debts. It' s a

penalty.

" "

Isn t it something like a depression?"

Change of money.

" "

A quarrel or being terrified.

HOW DO HIGH TARFFS AFFECT TRADE?
One of the most immediate and obvious results of a
high tariff policy which may be practiced by the United
States or any other country is the tendency to ' decrease

foreign trade, which is then inclined to seek more

profitable markets. This relationship between tariff
policy and volume of trade is reasonably clear to pa::t

of the public, but by no means all, according to results
of two questions asked by the National Opinion Re.
search Center. In the fall, 1946, study, people who had
previously indicated an incomplete or inadequate un-
derstanding of what a tariff is were told: Well, a
tariff is just another name for a tax on foreign goods

coming into a country. The entire sample was thenasked: 
In your opinion, would high American tariffs
on foreign goods coming into this country in-
crease our foreign trade, decrease it, or maTte
n9 difference?"
66 % had correct understanding that high tariffs

decrease foreign trade.
34% lacked a correct understanding; specifically:

12% thought high tariffs made no difference
in foreign trade;

said that high tarifs increase foreign
trade; and

17 answered frankly, " don t Ttnow.

100%
Among people who had evidenced a . correct under-
standing of tariffs when asked to defie the term, a
substantial majority als indicated an understanding

of the effect of tariffs; though a feY" even among this

group did not know that high tariffs 'operate to decrease
foreign trade. Among those who had no such prior
understanding, however, les than half understood the

effect of tarifs on trade, even after they were given
the definition.

People who said they had a good deal 'of interest in
foreign trade were much more likely to know how
tariffs function than were people who said they had
little or no interest in the subject. The correct answer

decrease -was given by 83% of persons who had
attended college and 74% of those who had had some
high school experience, but by only 48% of those with
no more than an eighth grade education.

Seventy-four per cent of Republicans, 63 % of Demo'

crats, and 57% of people who did not vote in the
1944 Presidential election answered that high Amer-
ican tariffs decrease foreign trade. These diferences
appear to be largely the result of differences in educa-
tional background rather than of political leanigs.
In the earlier NORC study, made in the spring of
1946 , a question was asked which approached the prob-
lem of high tariffs and their effect in a somewhat differ-
ent way-by an open question. About one person in
ur frankly admitted confusion and lack of under.

standing, and almost as many indicated by their an-
swers that they did not understand the relationship

between tariff policy and foreign trade. About half of
the public, however, seemed to have some idea at least
of the effects of high import duties, when asked:

From what you ve heard, what ind of an effect
do you thin a high American tax on foreign
goods would have on our trade?"

51 70 had a REASONABLY ACCURATE idea of some

of the effects of a high tariff; among these:
24% stated in rather general terms that a

high tax on foreign imports would
decrease the volume of foreign trade;

22 suggested more specifically that a high
tariff would decrease exports, decrease
imports or result in retaliatory high

tariffs being placed on American goods
by other countries; and
emphasized the international economic

and political implications such as de'
layed reconstruction abroad, or strained
diplomatic relations which might lead
to another war. 

49% were CONFUSED AND MISINFORMED or en-
tirely UNINFORMED regarding the effects of
high tariffs on foreign trade; specifically :

10% thought the United States would lose
all foreign trade;
replied No effect
believed high tariffs would increase
trade; and

29 answered " don now.

.::0

100%
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Group Differences

As on the categorical question in the fall, 1946, sur'
vey, greater knowledge of taiff and the effects of
high tarifs was shown by people in the more privileged
occupational, economic, and educational groups. Best
informed ere professional men and women, 77% of
whom gave answers classified as correct. These and
other variations are shown in the chart opposite.

The open-ended question probably furnishes a more
accurate indication of the degree to which people
understand how tariffs function than does the cate'
gorical question- A categorical question on a little-
understood problem tends to encourage guesswork on

the part of people who actually don t know the answer
while a less firmly structured open-ended question

usually elicits not only a truer proportion of honest
I don t know" responses but also tends to "catch"

the guessers. For example, on the open-ended question
only 1 % volunteered the explanation that high tarifs
increase trade, while on the categorical question 5" %

chose this answer.

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

The actual verbatim answers of respondents to the
open-ended queston put flesh and blo01 on the bare
bones of the statistics. The selected responses presented
in the following section illustrate vividly the various
shades of opinion and points of view . expressed by the
people interviewed in the survey. (Comments. volun-
teered by those answerig the categorical question
tcndE'd to bring out much the same points.

Lessen Trade

Among those people who indicated a REASONABLE

UNDERSTANDING of the effects of a high tariff on trade
some merely suggested in categorical terms that high
tariff lessen foreign trade. A Syracuse, New York
bus driver, for instance, answered: "Our foreign trade
would go down eventually." Others stated simply but
effectively, as did a Flint, Michigan, clerk: "If those
people can t sell to us, they can t buy," or a West

Virginia businessman: "High tariffs would mal
foreign -trade fall off; we d sell less and buy less.

SLill others added the thought that decreased foreign
traJe is a bad thing. According to the wife of a
Pcnnsylvania farmer

, "

If our . tax was high, less coun-
tries would want to trade, and we must have trade.
A comtruction superintendent in Clayton, New Mex-
ico, replied: "High tax on imports would decrease trade
and nUitually hurt us worse." A Manning, South

Carolina, salesman advanced the idea: "It would cause
a general slow down of foreign trade which would be
bad for us and the other countries, too.

II:

IIi

j I

II:

,I,

1'1

Ii:

'j,

Loss of Markets

A stil more specific effect- loss of mark.ets-was em-
phasi ed in answers such as these: "It would cut down
our trade. They wouldn t buy from us. Our markets

would soon be overstocked.

" "

It would limit our foreign
trade. Our customers would buy from other countries
in preference to us.

Retaliation

That high duties on import into the United States
must of necessity be followed by-retaliation--qual
duties imposed on our import into other countries was
pointed out by a number of those interviewed. For
example: "If we put a high tariff on incoming trade, the
other nations wil retaliate and raise their taris so,
that we would not be able to trade with them to our
advantage.

" "

They would charge more foreign tax on
our goods-tit for tat!" "In the long run, it would
decrease our foreign trade. If we have high tariffs, then
other countries will raise barriers against us. Thus

ll get into the old economic friction.

" "

Probably they

would tax us as much as we tax them.

Loss of Imp01.ts-A Bad Thing

Some people further emphasi ed the loss of import
consequent to a high tariff policy from the viewpoint
that such a loss -would be a bad thing for the Unite
States. As a Washington, D. C., grocer put it: "
have to import as well as export; foreign markets create
prosperity in the United States. So we need a low tari
to admit the goods.

" "

Well, I thik if. we keep the
tariff up too high, they won t have money to trade
with us, and we need things from over there " answered
a beauty operator in Kokomo, Indiana. An Oak Park
Ilinois, businessman thought: "If we tax foreign goods
naturally we wil keep them from cornng in. 
should have our tax low enough to give them a chance.

Be BetteT Off

A few of those who reali"ed that a high tariff policy
would mean less foreign trade considered such a result
desimble. An Iowa farm girl, for example, said:

high American tax might scare these foreigners
from trading with us. Who cares? They haven t a

thing to offer us to sell. Let's cut them off our list.
That the United States should strive to become com-
pletely self-suffcient was suggested by a Morristown

( 10 )
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WHO HAVE A REASONABLY ACCURATE IDEA OF SOME EFFECTS OF A HIGH TARIFF?

AI! adults interviewed

Republicans

Democrats

Did not vote, 1944

Attended college

Attended high school

Eighth grade or less

Professional people

White.collar workers

Businessmen

Farmers

M;mu ( and factory workers

Personal , domestic , and protective
service workers

Rocky Mountain and Pacific
Coast states

New England and Middle
. Atlantic states

South

Midwest
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New Jersey, housewife: "Naturally it would lessen
our trade, but I don t think it would do much harm.
We can make everything we need.

More often respondents returned to the theme of
protectionism: "There would be les trade, but it
might beneht the manufacturers here.

" "

It would keep
our standard of living higher than that of other coun-

tries. We wouldn t get a flood of exported sweat-shop
goods, as we did from Japan.

" "

A high tax on imports
would keep out foreign trash, but stil let in the better

merchandise and give our workmen a chariceto make
simple goods. Quality merchandise wil still come in.
It would give the American manufacturer a chance

to sell his products before those of foreign countries
which have cheaper labor.

" "

high tarff would

probably shut off some goods coming in, but that's
what we want, to pay labor s wages in this country.

Well, we d more or less be on our own here and stay
out of foreign entanglements-we d be isolationists,

International 'Tension

That strained diplomatic and economic relations, pos-
sibly leading to another war, might result from a return
by the United States to an uncompromising high. tariff
policy was sometimes suggested:

high tariff always ma/(es for hatred and trouble
with other nations. (Salesman s wife, Norwich, New
Jersey)
We would have the same economic structure we had
in the past-and eventually get into more war.
(Hotel man, Logan, Utah) .
It would be pretty hard on foreign countries if they
couldn t sel! goods here. They have trouble enough
paying their debts now, and would want to borrow
more money, then. (Unemployed man, Kansas City,
Missouri)
At the present time a high tariff would hinder foreign
trade. We are in the position of either having to loan
other countries money or stopPing trade altogether.
(Accountant, Chicago)
If we have too high a ta.x. we won be able to sel! 
otheT co.untries. It would only ma/(e for less trade
a.nd anotheT war. (Farmer, near Amherst, Ohio)

'Jo Effect

Answers of those people who LACKED understanding 
haw tariffs work were equally revealing. The small
group who felt that high import duties would have
no effect on foreign trade seemed to base their thikig
on the belief that the Unites! States does not need
goods from abroad, but other countries do need our
products. For example: "A high import tax wil have
no effect on our trade. W e wil use our own goods

and buy only what we need.

" "

Not too much effect.
Our country can produce far above other countries,
and" if we have to, we can easily do without too much
foretgn trade.

" "

Not much-they need our stuf and
we don t need theirs.

Loss of All Foreign 'Trade

The fear that a high tariff policy would mean the
loss of all foreign trade was sometimes exresed
simply: "A high tax on imports would probably kill
our foreign trade." Some pointed out the reciprocal
nature of international trade. A Negro housewife in
South Carolina, for instance, replied; "A high tariff
might ruin our foreign trade. If it was so high other
countries couldn t sell us goods, they wouldn t be able

to buy from us. , A Connecticut housewife believed:
We would be almost shut out from foreign trade.

If they couldn t sell, they couldn t 'buy.

Others emphasized the importance of foreign trade and
underlined various implications of a high tarif policy,
some of which were mentioned also by the group who
believed that such a policy would lessen trade, but not
necessarily elimiate it: "A high tariff would break
down our own foreign trade and world trade.

" "

If the
tax is too high, it wil force foreign countries to hnd
other markets. We ll lose work and production in our
own country and throw people out of work afld stop
our exports.

" "

It would shut us off from foreign goods,

and of course, that's the only way other countries can
pay us back what they owe us.

1):

fli

Iii

:1:

Who Pays the Import 'Tax?

The few (1 %) who believed that a high tariff increases
trade seemed to belong with the larger group who were
confused to the point of believing that an import duty
or tari is paid by a foreign country for the privilege
of sellng goods in the United States. Thes people
failed utterly to understand that it is the American
businessman and, ultimately, the American consumer
who pays the tax on imported goods-sugar or rubber
or coffee or watches or woolens. Basic confusion and
misinformation lies behind such a comment as this;
A high tax would be good for foreign trade. It would
mean more money for us-less taxes for us to pay," or
this: "It would have a bad effect. It would be hard
for the struggling people on the other side to pay a
high tax " or this: "Foreign countries couldn t afford

to pay such a high tax.

More examples include:
Then we d have to pay a high tax, too to get our
products into their countries. (Plumber, Miwaukee)

high tax would lessen foreign tra(1e. By the
time foreigners paid high tariff, they would have no
profit and no incentive to trade." (Housewife, Balti-
more)
\Ve couldn t raise it very much. 'The countries
couldn t afford a high tax now. 'They are just getting
bac/( on their feet. (School teacher, Birmingliam)
'They would probably put a high tax on our goods.
but thin/( we can pay their high tax better than they
can ours. (Laborer, Elmwood, Connecticut)

III
II:

II:

Ii:

ij'

.J,

ij'
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76 de Sta fI?
Several National Opinion Research Center questions

were designed to study popular attitudes toward the
more general aspects of world trade . and the implica-

tions of national trade policy. Opinions in this area
seem less closely associated with pQlitical and sectional
prejudices than do attitudes regarding more specific

taff problems.

majority of the general public agree with most
ecnomic expert that national self'suffciency is un'
realistic-that prosperity knows no national boundaries,
but that the economic welfare of the United States
depends upon the prosperity of the whole world. The
widespread acceptance of the facts of economic inter-
dependence is shown by results of two NORC ques-
tions:

75% of the public believe that the United States
is beer off when other countries are also
enjoying economic prosperity; and

76% reaJ.e that, in order to sell goods abroad
the United States must also buy goods from
foreign countres.

Other findings furnished furer indications of the fact
that people often see little or no relationship between
export and import trade. For instance:

66% of the public conSider it very important to
increase United States exports while only

55% thin it equally importnt to increase United
States imports.

NATIONAL BOUNDARIES FOR PROSPERITY?

On this issue, fundamental to all tariff and trade

problems, Republicans and Democrats thought alike
according to NORC findings:

Generally speak.ing, do you think. the United
States is better off when foreign countries are
well,to,do, or are we just as well off when other
countries are having depressions?" .All Adults Did Not

Interewed Republicans Democrats Vote '
THE UNITED
STATES IS:
Better off when

foreign coun'
tries are well,
to-do .......m.. 75%

Just as well offwhen other
countries are
having depres'
sions ...._m...." 17

Updecided ....-... 8

100%

80% 77% 69'10

100% 100% 100%

Group Differences of Opinion

. It is interesting that group opinion on the general

issue . differed in degree rather than in kind, with
majorities of every population group studied recogni1:'

ing, in theory at least, the interdependence of the

United States and the rest of the world. Educational

background seemed to influence opinion more than any
other single factor. Whether or not people understood

that high tariffs operate to decrease foreign trade also
affected answers to the question somewhat. The most in'
teresting comparisons are shown in the chart on page 15.

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

Interdependence
A few of the 75% who believed that prosperity in the
United States is dependent on prosperity in other

countries made comments explaining or amplifying
their viewpoint. A foreman in a Cleveland automotive

factory, for example, suggested: "We have a ready
market when other countries are not depressed." .l
farmer in the sae state remarked briefly: "The United
States is an exportng countr.

A Virginia photographer believed: "No country can
survive without world trade." A steel foundry worker
in Hammond, Indiana, expressed another viewpoint:
When other countries are prosperous, th y don t have

to come over here for loans." And a small businessman

in Washingtn, D. C. , added the thought: "When peo-
ple are hungry, they become envious and have loose

morals-they tend to thieve and make war.

Self-Sufficiency

A number of the 17%"'minority who could see no
relationship between economic well,being in the United
States and depresions or booms abroad made comments
which revealed a somewhat limted understandig of
world trade problems. For example: "I. have too much

respect for this country to thk we have to depend on
other countries.

" "

Other countries do not affect 

commercially. " "We can cut out that foreign trade.
\Ve can stil get along with less export trade.

Along somewhat simlar lines, an auto repairman in
Denver suggested: "When other countries have nothing
to sell, the United States gets more busness." Others

( 13J
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added such comments as these: " re the only

countr that is self-supportg.

" "

We have plenty in
thi country and now every one has money, yet there
is certaily a depresson most everyhere else.

" "

When
other countries have depressions, they don t have so

much to fight us with.

JvfUST THE UNITED STATES BUY
IN ORDER TO SELL?

Yes" answered a majority of every population group
studied, when asked a question fundamental to all
tariff and trade problems; understanding, as always
increased with educational background and economic
level. Sectional differences are of interest, yet political
leanigs seemed to influence opinion on ths point
not at all. In fact, opinion difered more between ;voters

and non-voters (largely a reflection of education)
than between Republicans and Democrats:

In general do you thinl( we need to buy goods

from foreign countries in order to seJl goods 

foreign countries, or isn it necessary?"All Adults Did Not.
Interviewed RepubJicans Democrats Vote '

Need to buy...._- 76% 78% 77% 73%
Not ne=sary -... 18 19 19 
Undecided .__m"" 

100% 100% 100% 100%

Other. signmcantgroup differences are shown in the
chart on page 17.

When the same question was repeated in the fall , 1946,
stdy, results were almost identica, with 74% of the
general public answerig "Need to buy," 18% replying
Not necessary," and 8% undecided.

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

:Need to Buy

The mutual value of exchange-the basis of all trade
-was explained in a number of different ways by
the many, respondents commenting on their under-
standig that the United States must buy foreign goods
in order to be able to sell in foreign markets. A
Huntington, West Virgia, engineer said: "We must
have reciprocity in all things, particularly trade.

Other comments of this same type include:

We need what other countries have and they need
our goods. If we don t buy from them, they can
or won t buy from us. (Truck farmer, near Blacks-
burg, Virginia)
If We don t buy, naturally ather countries wil not
give us their business." (Insurance adjustor, New
York City)
'There are same things we have to buy from other
countries in order to have them buy from us." (Tool
maker s wife, Elmwood, Connecticut)
'Then foreign countries wil have more money to buy
our goods." (Negro maid, Oklahoma City)

Ii!

':1
;\1

Some people commented chefly in terms of the goods

which the United States needs to import, generally

mentioning "raw materials we need" or "minerals
or specifically naming such items as coffee. . . rice. . .
tea. . . sugar. . . raw rubber... manganese. . . silk. . .
woolens-

The implications of international trade for world peac.;
and prosperity were also suggested:

We can t be isolated. 'The world is gettng much
smaller, and trade is a good method of understanding
each ather." (Housewife, Cape Girardeau, Missouri)
'Trade ma1?es for brotherly love and more work for
us all." (Wife of railr6ad inspector, Lorain, Ohio)
If we didn t sell and buy, that would be basis for
another war." (Truck driver, Chicago) 
'Trade relations help to introduce American ways 

living into ather countries." (Businessman, Clayton
New Mexico)

.. 

Shipments into this country can be applied against
the debts foreign .countres awe us." (Housewife,
Clio, Michigan)

:Not :Necessary

Other countries have nothing we need. We have
everthing they need" the naive belief of a Philadel-

phia shopkeeper-epitomizes the almost unanimous mIs-

conception of those who added a comment to their
Not necesary" replies. Stressing his faith in national

economic self-suffciency, a Houston, Texas, factory
employee said boldly: "I thik we can make our own
stuf." Oters expressed the same idea. in different
words: "We have proved during the war that we have
everthg we need.

" "

I thik our country should make
all our own stuff. I think we could do it, don t you?"

If we keep our stuff at home, we ll have enough of it.
A housewife in Sheffeld Vilage, Ohio, put her faith
in the magic formula: "' Supply and demand' governs
trade. If foreign cOuntries need a thing, they ll buy
regardless." The same inaccurate oversimplification is
the common denominator of such comments as thes:
Other countries have to come to us for most every-

thg.

" "

They d always have to buy certain things

. from us.

" "

We sell other countries what they can
produce." A Kentucky coal miner felt ths way about
it: "If foreign countries want our stuff, let them buy
it. If they don , it don t make no difference to us!"

III

:1,

II:

'ii

HOW IMPORTANT IS FOREIGN TRADE?

That the old question

, "

What is a favorable balance
of trade?" is stil being answered in the traditional
way is suggested by the fact that, on an earlier NORC
survey made a year ago, 66% of the public considered
it ver important to increase United States EXPORTS,
while only 5' 5' considered it very important to in-

crease IMPORTS. NORC asked:
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THE UNITED STATES IS BETTER OFF WHEN FOREIGN COUNTRIES ARE WEll TO-

Attended college

Attended high school

Eighth grade or less

Wealthy and prosperous

Middle class

poor

Professional people

White collar workers

Businessmen

Farmers

Manual and factory workers

Personal , domestic, and protective
service workers

Understand that high tariffs
decrease trade

Confused, misinformed, or
uninformed
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How important do you think. it is for the United
States to SELL more things to foreign countries
(to BUY more things from foreign countries?)
--ery important, only fairly important, or not
important at all?"

To SELL
More Things

Abroad
Very important -.....,.........--... 66%
:Fairly important .........-............. 22
Not important at aIL...__.........- 7
Don t know............................ 5

To BUY
More Things

Abroad
55%

100%100%

On both thes questions, Republicans attached more
importnce to foreign trade than did Democrats-
an apparent reversal of traditional policy. Likewi,
the better educated answered "Very important" oftener
than did those with limted education. Considerig
SELLING more abroad very important were: Repub-
lican5-72%, Democrats66%, attended college--
81 %, atteded high school-69%, eighth grade or les

58%- Judging BUYING more abroad very important

were: Republicans-2%, Democrats54%, attended
ccillege-72%, attended high scool-56%, eighth
grade or les8%. .
Implications to the Individual

Another pair of questions, asked in the fall of 1946

approached perhaps more reastically the problem of
how important foreign trde actually is to the average
American. Despite the general awareness of this coun-
try s need to buy foreign goods, only a minority of the
population feel any personal stak.e in the issue. And a
larger volume of foreign trade would make no difer-
ence at all personally to nearly half the public. The
questions:

Do you think you personally would be better
off or worse ' off if the United States would sell
more things to (buy more things from) foreign
countries, or wouldn t it mak.e any difference to
you personally?"

If We
SOLD

More Abroad

Better off .............................. 35%
Worse off m--.......................... 14
No difference ..........................- 42
Don t know ..m""""""-".....m.. 9

If We
BOUGHT
More Abroad

30%

100% 1000/0

Those who said they would be better off if this country
bought or sold more abroad someties commented in
terms of the general prosperity which would result
sometimes in terms of its effect on eir own jobs, and
sometimes in terms of specific commodities. Those who

saw themselves as worse off with a larger volume of

foreign trade most frequently mentioned the effect of
export on present shortages, and of import on Ameri-
can employment.

Even those who, on a previous question (see page 14),
had asserted that this country "needs to buy" foreign
goods were generally unable to see any personal ad-
vantage in enlarged purchases from abroad. It seems

apparent that their endorsement of the United States
need to buy" was based rather on acceptance of the

logic of the principle than on any feeling of personal
involvement. The figures:

% of Those
Answerng

We Need to Buy
Better off peTsonally if we bought more........... 3'70/0
Worse. off peTsona!!y if we bought more.......... 12

. No personal difference_..._.................._............. 43
Don t know ....-............................................... 8

100%

Belief in a . personal stake in foreign trade was more
characteristic of the l.pper economic level, the college-
educated, busines and professional people, and those
with an "internationalist" viewpoint on world affairs.
Approximately half these groups .said they believed
they would be better off personally if the United States
bought and sold more abroad. Yet even among thes

. about one person in three said "it wouldn t make any
difference:' to hi personally. In other words, people
are generally far removed from the realization that
foreign trade afects them personally.

Interest in Foreign Trade

The somewhat apathetic atttude toward foreign trade
suggested in answers to other questions may be either
a cause or an effect of the fact that, when asked spe'
cifically, a majority of the public reported little or no
interest in foreign trade:

Do you yourself tak.e a 'good deal of interest,
only a little, or no interest at all in the subject

of our trade with other countries?"

Good deal of interest....................................... 39%
Only a little.................................................._
None at aIL...........--........................................ 21
Don t know .m................

...............................

: 6

100%

Even the 39% is probably somewhat inflated as an
index of interest, since, by and large, opinion polIs
have shown that the public tends to give easy verbal
support to plausible generalities.
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THE UI'UTED STATES MUST BUY ABROAD IN ORDER TO SELL ABROAD

Attended college

Attended high school

Eighth grade Qr less

Wealthy and prosperous

Middle class

Poor

Professiona I people

White collar workers

Businessmen

Farmers

Manual and factory workers

Personal , domestic, and protective
service workers

Rocky Mountain and Pacific
Coast states

Midwest

New England and Mid-Atlantic
states

South

Understand that high tariffs
decrease ttade

Confused, misinformed , or
informed

( 17 J



Part II

ade 4I 7aJ
UNITED STATES TARIFF POLICY
Should the United States' foreign trade policy be based
on high or low tarif? The initial question of the sprig
46 NORC series found the American public almost

equally divided on the issue: 

Out of every 10 civilian adults in the United States:

3 favored a "fairly high" tax on foreign imports,
3 favored "fairly low" duties on foreign goods

and
4 either volunteered the compromise suggestion of

a "medium" tariff or were admittedly undecided.

Although the wording of the actual question was sim.

plified to avoid the term "tariff" (not easily understood
by many of the less educated), there are indications
that a certain amount of confusion and misunderstand-
ing is implicit in almost all popular thinking and dis-
cussion of trade and tariff problems. NaRC asked:

Do you favor a fairly high or a fairly low
American tax on foreign goods coming- into this
country?"

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

i %
None ..m...._m.........m.-

......-...-.

......__.m--._....""--'" 1
Medium m..m...mm"",__----"",,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,----"'-- -m 17
Don t know mm. ...m..___---."'--"""'--"''''----'''''''- --'' 20

100%

When only persons with a clear-cut preference for
fairly high or fairly low import duties are considered
50% want tariffs high and 50% want them low.Party Line?" 
Historically, the Republican Party has been the high
tariff party in the United States, while the Democratic
Par has at least given lip-service to low tariffs. Among
rank-and-file party members; NaRC found Repub-
licans following the "part line" more consistently than
Democrats. Republicans favored a high rather than
a low tariff by almost 2-to- 1, while almost as many
Democrats wanted a high tariff as wanted a low one.
The comparison: 

Republicans
A fairly high tax----.m..--_.m..--.m. 4
A fairly low taL--..-----

.--

.--....-..... 24
None ....---...--_.--__.mm--_--m_..m.... 1

Medium _m_..mm :.__m__m ..............-. 21
Don t know mm--_mm..mm-._m_... 9

Democrats
30%

100% 100%

When "High" and "Low" answers only are compared
66% of Republicans favor a high tari, and 34% a
low one; 47% of Democrats vote for a high tariff and

53% for a low. Persons who did not vote at an in the
1944 Presidential election (basis for political classifica-

tion) seem to feel more strongly in favor of a low
tariff than do Democrats: in the two-way comparison
43% of non-voters favor a high tariff and 57ro a low.

Other Group Differences
Occupation (which also reflects educational and ec-
nomic factors) is an important determinant; of opinion
on the tariff issue. More likely than any other group
to advocate a low tariff were professional people. More
likely to recommend a high tariff than a low one were
white collar workers, businessmen, manual and factory
workers, and farmers. Sectionally, residents of the
South favored a low tariff in preference to a high one
while persons in other parts of the country advocated
high import duties more frequently than low ones.

Distribution of total replies to the question suggests

that possibly people in the more privileged groups
tended, when they wished to compromise between high

and low tariff policy, to suggest, voluntarily, import
duties in the "medium" brackets. Under similar cir-
cumstances, respondents in the less privileged (and less
informed) groups expressed indecision by answering
I don t know.

The table opposite shows both the two-way high-low
division of opinion among various groups . and the
complete distribution of all possible answers.

:i :

.- ,, ,,: '? '- .

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

A study of the comments volunteered by those inter-
viewed in the NaRC survey reveals certain quite
clearly defined lines of thinking regarding "a tax on
foreign goods coming into this country." To summarize:

1. Some people misunderstand the operation of
a tariff; they think that the foreign firms or
foreign countries pay the tax, not the Ameri-
can businessmen who import the goods-and
ultimately, the consumer who buys them.
This misunderstanding was evidenced more
often by those who adv9cated a high tax on
imports than by those . giving other answers.

2. Many supporters of a high tariff wish to
protect American industries, employment
and standard of living; others are franky
isolationist and want to keep foreign trade
to a minimum or do away with it entirely. 
few mentioned their Republican allegiance
as a reason for their advocacy of a high tax
on imports.

I: '
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3. The desirability of stimulating, world trade
either for reasons of "enlightened self-nter,
est"-benefits accruing specifically to national
trade or to consumers in the United States,
or to the end of bringing about world pros'

perity and world peace, seems behind the
thinking of many who want a fairly low or
medium tariff.

4. Others who answered either "Low" or "Me-
dium" commented that duties should be high-
er on luxuries than on necessities, partcularly
food items, that we should tax foreign imports
no more than our goods are taxed when they
enter foreign countrie:;, or that tariff levels
should be designed to give some protection yet
still encourage foreign trade. ' Some who an-
swered "I don t know" made similar com-
ments.

High Tariff
One widely accepted viewpoint expressed by many of
the 31 % who favored a fairly HIGH tax on imports
was the conviction that a hl:gh tariff is essential to 

prosperous domestic economy. For example:

We should protect our industries. The cost of Jiving
in foreign count'ies is different. and they can produce
cheaper. (Contractor, Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania)

Labor on the other side is so cheap they would under-
se!! us on everything. (Wife of munitions worker
Morristown, New Jersey)
Tariffs have to be k.ept high to k.eep foreign goods
on the same level with ours. (Fruit farmer, near
Sturges, Kentuck)

Of the purely isolationist school were comments such
as: "Let other countries dispose of their stuff over there
and we dispose of ours here. I don t believe in sending
back and forth," or "I guess we shouldn' t let too much
foreign stuff come into this country.

More moderate views were suggested by remarks such
as these: "High-just so our own goods get as fair a
chance and our own comes fist.

" "

As far as food is
concerned, low; luxuries, high. I'd say high; we don
import much food.

" "

Only high enough to protect our
own workmen.

" "

I guess I'm a Republican.

Confusion as to who pays tariff charges is suggested
by such reactions as the following: "Tax foreigners
all you want to. We don t need their stuff.

" "

In that

way we could get back some of the money we lent
them foreign countries.

What Tariff Policy for the United States?
HIGH" OR "LOW"

ONLY ALL ANSWERS
Faily Fairly

High Low High Low None Medium Don t Know

All adults intervewedumuu. 50% 50%=100% 31% 31% 17% 20%=100%
Republicas

---. --- ----- --- ....

Democrats

---.---..-..............-..........

Did not vote, 1944.......----.... 43'

Rocky Mountain and
Pacific states 

'-"'--"""''''''''

New England and Mid-
Atlantic states .--....-..-....

Midwest ..................

,.............

South

.....-.....-..---........................-.....

Whte-collar workers ............
Businessmen """"""''''''''''-'
Manual and factory workers
Farmers

..............................................-....-........

Personal and protective
servce workers ..................

Professonal people .-_m-_--..--

Wealthy and prosperous...---
Middle class 

-..-.....-..--.....-......

Poor

...................................................................

Attended college . ....--...........
Attended high schooL.........
Eighth grade or les.............
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Low 'I ariff 
Of the 31 % who advocated a fairly LOW tax on foreign
goods, a number pointed out that such a policy may
benefit the American consumer. A Reading, Pennsyl-
vania, housewife stated succictly: "A big. tax makes
the goods too high priced." A housewife in Van Buren
Arkansas, exclaimed: "Prices are so high now, you

can t hardly buy things!" "\Vith a lower tax, we d get

more and cheaper sugar " a Nashvile, Tennessee

housewife believed. Other comments supporting this
viewpoint included: "If goods come in here high, it
sells for a high dollar. I believe in a low tax for the
American people s benefit.

" "

If it's low, we could buy
more.

" "

Encourage competition, and keep prices in this
country at a fair level."

Stressing the relationship between United States tariff
policy and world trade and prosperity, respondents
made comments such as these:

If foreign countries can sell to , how wi! we build
up a world trade?" (Engineer s wife , Newington
Connecticut)

We can best profit by a fairly low tax because we can
sell more goods to other countries. (Contractor
wife, Carpinteria, California)

The lower the tariff, the more prosperous an nations
wi! be. Free trade would be even better." (Business-
man, Highland Park, Michigan)

fairly low ta wi! help other countries get bac1\
on their feet. (Manager of food shop, Washington
D. C.

We should have a low tax or no tax at all on goods
that need to come in to help our economy. The cause
of the war was attempts at economic domination by
one country over the other. (Electrical engineer,

Oak Park, Ilinois)

Medium
Some of the 17% who voluntarily suggested a MEDIUM

tax on imports made comments similar to those made
by persons answering "Low." For example: "We should
encourage world trade, as it is the best way to get
along with other countries.

" "

There is going to have
to be a world market.

" "

If the tax is too high, lots of

things we need and want would. be kept out-like
rubber from the East Indies.

Others who thought the United States should compro-
mise on a "medium" tarif answered in terms borderig
on indecision. "I favor a sort of'middle course. You
have to let some come in so we can sell our goods,
was the view of a Chicago accountant. "If it s too
high, it's not fair to other countries; if it's too low , it

brigs in too much junk," according. to a Portland

Oregon, hou ewife. "If ,it is too low, our labor wil

have to compete with labor over there " a Kansas

farmer remarked. Of the same type are comments such
as these: "We need protection but others must work

too.

" "

ve tried high and low both, and ii: didn
work either way.

;J'

; :

) I

j I

"!I:
j i

. '

1 ,

'II
;ll

'0.

' '

i1t

, .0

; ,

Don t Know
Even more obvious indecision-and reali4ation of the
complexity of the problem-was evidenced in some
of the comments from the 20% who admit they
DON T KNOW what our tariff policy should be. A
retired businessman in Birmingham, Alabama, for
example, answered: "I can t answer that in general.
It depends on what goods and how bad we need them
and it also depends on what country it is and what
we are sellig them.

" "

On some things there should
be a high tax and 'on some low. It should be flexible
said a sheet metal annealer in Milwaukee. If we

produce the commodity, the tax should be high; 

we don t have it, it should be low " according to a

Chicago vegetable dealer.

N.one
The 1% advocatig no tax at all on foreign imports
sometimes answered: "I believe in free trade or "Free
trade should be encouraged between countries." Others
suggested: "We do not need to tax goods coming into
this country. It just raises prices for our own people.
Misunderstanding as to who pays the tax was again
indicated, this time by a trck farmer near Blacksburg,
Virginia, who answered: "There s no reason for a tax

trading is trading. Why should a country pay tax to
sell goods to a country? There s no sense to that.

THE RECIPROCAL TRADE PROGRAM

Although Democrats and Republicans in Congress

appeared to be rather sharply divided on the question of
continuing the reciprocal tariff program, no such divi-
sion appears among the people generally, according

to results of an NORC survey completd last faIL
Differences beteen rank-and-file supporters of the
two parties were infinitesimal, with 74% of Democrats
and 72 % of Republicans in favor of reduction-on
a reciprocal basis-f taris placed on goods imported
into the United States.

Among the public as a whole, 73 endorsed the
contiued lowering of tariff barriers under a reciprocal
trade program. Not quite half of these-35%-
thought tariff reduction, even without reciprocity,
would be a good thing for the United States." An

equal 35%, however, thought general tariff reduction
would be a bad thing. Democrats were only slightly
more in favor than against (36%-32%). Republicans
leaned somewhat more in the opposite direction: for
33%; against, 43%.
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The two NORC questions found a clear majority
of every populat:ion group studied supporting--
cheoreticaIly, at least--the priciple of reciprocal tariff
reduction:

Do you think. it would be a good thing for the
United States, a bad thing, if we reduced our
tariffs on the goods that we buy from other
countries?" .

(If "Bad thing" or "Undecided"

) "

Do you
think. the United States should reduce its tariffs
on goods that other countries want to sell here,
providing they reduce their tariffs on goods we
want to sell to them?" All Democrats Re blicans

Adults (F. D. R. (Dewey
Interviewed Voters) Voters)

Approve general tariff
reduction -_............,..... 35% 36% 33%

Approve reduction if
reciprocal "''''--'''''''' 38 

Total approving recip-
rocal reduction............ 73%

Oppose reciprocal reduc-
tion .......................... 10

Undecided "'.""""""""" 17

74% 72%

100% 100% 100%

Information and Attitudes

When people who understood that high tariffs decreace
foreign trade (see question on page 8) and people who
did not have this understanding were compared with
respect to their attitudes on tarif reduction significant
differences in opinion as to general and/or reciprocal
tariff reduction were found betwee. the two . groups

the "informed" and the "uninformed." This is the
exact . distribution of opinion on the two questions
combined:

Informed

(Understand
that high
tariffs de-

crease trade)

Uninformed
(Do not

understad
that high
taris de-

crease trade)

25%Approve general tariff reduction 40%
Approve reduction if reciprocal 40

'Total aPProving reciprocal
reduction 

.....................,.

Oppose reciprocal reduction
Undecided .......

.... ,..........

80'70

100%

61%

100%

. i
B()t RepublicaQ. qhc:. Qertmc;rats. Fav()r Reciprocal IQ.riff. RequdiQn

.:1

POLL QUESTIONS:
Do you think it would be a good thing for the United States, or a

bad thing, if we reduced our hriffs on the goods we buy from other
countries?"
(If uBad or Undecided") uDo you think the United States should
reduce its tariffs on gOl)ds that otner countries want to seU here,

, :

they reduce their tariffs on goods we . want to sel to

Approve general tedudjon 3 S 0/.Approve reduction if reciproca1 38 %
TOTAL APPROVING RECIPROCAL REDUCTION 13%
Oppose rec;procal reduction 10%Undecided 17 %

Nat; n31 Opinion Rcscarch Centc(, Vnivcfs.ity of Denver 100%

Copyright, 1947, by Field Publications. Reprinted by permission of the newspaper PM.

It is signifcant that people who, even when the
term "tariff" has been explained to them, do not under-
stad that high tarffs operate to decrease foreign trade
are much more likely than others to be undecided aboutta reduction. Among those who understand that
high tariffs decrease trade, only 19% were undecided
whether tari reduction in general is a good thig or
a bad thing. Among the uniformed, 51 % were unde-
cided. As to reciprocal. reducton, more than three
times as many of the uninformed are undecided.

Findings From Other Polls

An American Institute of Public Opinion study, pub-
lished in May, 1945, found only about one person in
10 familiar with the Reciprocal. Trade Agreements

Act. Among this small informed group, 75% favored
continuing the trade agreements program, and 57%
approved of "using thi program to get further reduc-
tions of tariffs in both the United States and other
countries. "
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In March, 1947, the Fortune Survey reported results
of a question which presented some of the arguments

for and against reciprocal trade agreements, without
mentionig the program by name. Clear majorities of
people of various political persuasions endorsed the
program in principle. . The question:

What do you thinl( we should do about tariffs
and our foreign trade-l(eep competition from

other countries by raising our tariffs, even 

this means we don t have as much foreign trade
, try to increase our trade with other countries

by agreeing with them to lower our tariffs 

they lower theirs, even if this meam some com'
petition from foreign goods?"

Raise
All those interviewed... 19%
Consistent Democrats .. 16

Converted Republicans* 18
Consistent Republicans* 25

Don
Know

24%=100%
Lower

57%

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

For General Reduction

Those who said that general reduction of United
States tariffs would be a GOOD thng commented chiefly
in terms of the advantages of a larger wo?ld trade
(often implying that the reductions should be redp'

rocal), and of the larger volume of foreign goods
which would help relieve shortages in ths country.

Representative of the range of comments NaRC
. interviewers recorded are the following:

Lower tariffs would create a free flow of goods.
(Bank manager, Binnngham)
That would give us a lot of trade and the life blood
of the country is trade. (Teacher, Melrose, Massa-
chusetts)
I thin at the present time it would help to build up
world trade, which is necessary to world prosperity."
(Steel worker, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania)

Everybody should get rid of tariffs for the next five
years until the whole world gets part way caught up
on essential needs." (Housewife, Minneapolis)

It would cause more trade-in fact, thin/( free trade
would be a good thing. (Odd job man, PortlandOregon) 

. "

It might encourage other countries to do the same
thing for us." (Painter, Decatur, Georgia)

Right now it would be a good thing-foreign COIlW
tries are not financiaUy able to pay high tariffs, and 

we really want them to get bac/( on their feet finaw
cia!!y and industrUy, 

!! 

have to help them by re'
ducing our tariffs." (Laboter s wife, .Minneapolis)

For the time being-a long as other countres don
flood our marJtet with cheap foreign merchandise."
(Businessman, Falmouth Foreside, Maine)

Fortune considered uconsistent Democrats" and "consistent Repub-
licans to be those who had. vote for their respective parties in both
the 1944 and 1946 elections. "Converted Republicans," who might
also have been termed Hdisgruntled Democrats " were those who
voted Democratic in 1944 and Re1?ublican in 1946. It is obvious from
the percentages shown that the 'non-voter" group was more unde..
cided and less in favor of lowered tariffs than voters in any of the
thre.. "ategories.

d get m01'e goods to help relieve our shortages.

(Factory foreman, Hartford , Connecticut)
It would be especially good to reduce tariffs on St(ga1'
and rubber and things we need and haven t enough
of." (Farmer, near Van Buren, Arkansas)
Lower tariffs would reduce retail prices to cow
sumers. (Businessman, Clinton, Oklahoma)

Against General Reduction

Comments of those OPPOSED to tariff reduction usually
reflected a fear of cheap foreign goods flooding the
mar et. For example: " d get too much foreign
goods of a poor quality.

" "

If we reduce tariffs, we get
a lot of junk from Japan and Czechoslovakia and our
own industry suffers.

" "

We can t permit cheap mer'

chandise to come into our country and destroy our
standards.

" "

Other countries can manufacture so much
cheaper, it would ruin our business here.

" "

It would
throw people out of work.

" "

Goods can be manufac'
tured so much cheaper in China and the Philippines
and those other places where people work for such a
small wage that it would run our business here-
especiaIIy dresses and clothig and weaving of cloth
and rug-makig.

Approve Reciprocal Reduction

Among those who said they would like to see
RECIPROCAL tariff reduction comments like that of 
Butte, Montani! housewife Reciprocal trade agree'

ments are the only way," or a Chicago porter If 

were a 50 proposition I'd say ' Yes,''' were mpst

common.

A Texas postmaster remarked: "Argentina could put
meat in this country now cheaper than we could raise
it. If it's not already changed, it should be;

" "

get . a better exchange of goods which would improve
production and eventually improve the qualty of the

goods " was the viewpoint of an offce manager hI
Minneapolis. A San Francisco salesman believed: "
would lower the cost of Jivig in both countries.
I think that if we took eaCh country individually, it

could be worked out all right " remarked a service
station manager on the Maine coast.

Other scattered reactions included: "Lowered tariffs
might create a better feeling between countries.

" "

always get hooked, but if it was certai that they
reduce their tariffs, too, I'd say go ahead.

" "

They
really should have free trade both ways.

( 22 J
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Disappyove Reciprocal Reduction

The comments of the 10% who were AGAINST even
reciprocal reduction of tariff levels followed a pattern
very similar to the comments of those opposed to a
general tariff reduction. Comments like "Foreign
countries would flood our country with cheap things
and "There tab much difference in labor standards
were made most frequently. A retired Massachusetts
businessman believed: "High tariffs always mean good
business for us.

" "

We can do better without their stuff
than they can do without ours " was the viewpoint of

an Elyria, Ohio, taxi driver. A Wichta architect
stated; somewhat ambiguously: "We should buy their
raw materials and sell them our manufactured goods.

THE CASE FOR PROTECTIVE TARIFFS

As indicated by answers and comments to many 0f
the questions on the two NORC surveys, the convic-
tion that high tarifs (or at least some tariffs) are
essential to protect American industry, the American
workingman, and the Amercan standard of living is
deeply ingrained in popular thinking. Two questions
on the spring, 1946, survey endeavored to explore
certain apparent inconsistencies in American thinking
on the tariff question. The first NORC question found
a majority of every population group studied against
allowing the importation of foreign goods that would
sell at a lower market price than similar domestic prod-
ucts. Differences between Republicans and Democrats

on this point were negligible. Even among the college-
educated-the most " liberal-minded" on the issue-.
only 299'0 favored giving foreign competition free rein

The question:

Would you be in fav01' of or would you be
against letting goods come into this country
which would sell for less than our goods?"

Against ......

................--......

.----.....m..............."'" 74%
Favor .............--..........m............m..""""" --""'''' 20
Don t know --......mm..mm..m........""--"''''''''' 6

100%

The implications of the issue were clarified in a further
question, asked of those against allowing competitive
goods to enter the United States.

D() you thin any foreign countries COULD
ship ve1'Y much into the United States if their
goods sold for more than American goods?"

55. answered "Could not.12 replied "Could"-somewhat inconsistently.
said "Don t know.

74%

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

The 74% majority OPPOSED to allowing foreign com;
petition often repeated the familiar arguments: "
have to close our factories hel'

" "

It would lower our
standard of living.

" "

It would bring down prices of
things we make, and that would cut wages.

" "

I don

want competition with our products here.

" "

If their

standards of labor were up to ours it would be all
right, but they re not." A Kentucky farmer answered:
I'm against it-but we sure ought to get our prices

down some.

Among the 20% in FAVOR of admitting foreign goods
which would sell for less than domestic products, a
number commented: "It would help bring prices
down." A Negro farm woman near Sumter, South
Carolina, asked: "It would make things cheaper for

, wouldn t it?" A public school caretaker in eastern
fennsylvania remarked: "Then we poor people could
buy goods." And the wife of a Utah accountat
thought: "If other countries sent them . in, it would
force our prices down and be a blessing.

A few believed th'1t " a little competition would not
hurt." Others suggested that "the quality is usually
inferior, so we need not really fear foreign goods.
The wife of a Virginia college professor commented:
The stuff that CDmes in to sell at lower prices is lower
quality so it wouldn t affect our market.

" "

I .
thinking of the Jap competition before the war. It

didn t hurt us any, and it gave us lots of cheap things
to buy. It really made the 'ten cent' stores " remarked

a Californa ranch woman.

On the subsidiary question persons replying Could"
as well as those replying Could not considered cer-
tain foreign specialties and "luxury goods --amonds
perfumes, Paris fashions, silks, woolens, oriental rugs
art goods, and the like-nan-competitive. Some of those
saying that foreign countries could continue to import
goods selling for more than the American product
insisted that low labor and production costs abroad
make this possible!

THE QUOTA SY,STEM

Approaching the protective tariff problem in a different
way, NORC posed a question in terms of a specific
application pf the quota system-the degree to which
the importation of shoes from. abroad should be re-
stricted. Because many imported products are seldom
the center of intense and bitter wrangling, the target
of high pressure lobbying activities, the subject of wide
and often inaccurate publicity, shoes-in preference
to wool or beef-was selected as a relatively non-
controversial test item.

(23 )



When presented with a three-point attitude scale,
more than half of the people with opinons chose the

middle position-that quota import of Shoes are prefer'
able to either complete exclusion of the product 

importation without any restriction. The question read:

Which one of these three ideas comes closest
to what 'YOU think.?

A. Our government should not allow
any shoes from foreign countries
to be sold in the United States. 26%

B. Ow' government should put a
,limit on the number of shoes from
foreign countries which are sold

in this country.

0. Our government should allow
foreign countries to sell as many
shoes in the United States as they

can

5"4

Don t Know
100%

Whle a pluralty or majority of every population
group studied chose the quota system as the most

desirable of the thee possibilties presented, some dif-
ferences in response are observed from group to group.
The more privileged, educationally, economically, and
occupationally, were more likely than the less priv-
ileged to choose the second alternative. Although in
most population groups the percentage suggestig that

no imported shoes at al be allowed to enter this coun-
try was larger tha the percentage advocatig no re-
striction on shoes, the reverse was true of the college-
educated and of Southerners. Democrats were more
likely than Republicans to favor allowig foreign
countries to sell as many shoes in the United States
as they can.

Some of the interesting comparins are shown in the
chart on the opposite page.

SAUCE FOR THE GANDER?

After securig respondents' opinions on how the
United States should handle the tariff problems, NORC
turner! the quesqon about and asked:

W"uld you consider it fair or unfair if foreign
countries put such a high tax or tariff on Amer-
ican goods that we couldn t sell our goods to
these countries?"

Unfair ............................................................... 73%
Pair .. ,............................................................... 15
Don t know* ""'''''................."........................... 12

100%
Grouped with other "Don t know" anSwers are a few (30/) .who
would judge other countries in terms of United States policy at
any ven time: "It would depend on how high or how low the
AmerIcan tariff is at the time/'

Twice as many Republicans as Democrats would con-
cede foreign countries the right to levy prohibitive
tariffs against American goods. Perhaps the traditional
high tariff preference of Republicans sometimes carries
with it an acceptance of high taiffs on the part of
other countries as equitable. The comparison:

'I,.

,ti

' ;.

, I

Democrats Republicans

63%Unfair "'.m....''''''-,'''''''',''''''",,, 80%
Pair """',m,'.mm.... .................... 11
Don t know .......m.u................... 9

100% 100%

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

Of the 73% majority who answered Unfair, a num-
ber made comments like these: " s unfair, especially
if we allow their goods in at a low tax-what's fair for
the goose is fai for the gander.

" "

It's not fair if we do
it or they do it:" "We shouldn t put a high tax on

their goods either " admitted the wife of a California

contractor. "It would be unfair if we had a free trade
policy," a governent statistician living in Maryland
believed.

Scattered comments touch upon other aspects of the
issue: "Damned if I know what you mean by fair or
unfair. It would be a very shortsighted, detrimental

policy.

" "

It would stop trde altogether.

" "

You can
maintain a trade balance and do that.

" "

It would

create war.

" "

If foreign countries expect us to feed

them, it looks like they d not make us pay tax.

The 15" % minority who believed other countries
would be justified in placing sky-high tarffs on Amer-
ican goods sometimes commented: "They have the sae
rights that we have

" "

Turn about is fair play-it's
what we have to do " or "They have a right to put
taxes on just as we do." A New York City housewife
suggested, with a shrug, "If they don t want our stuff,
that's their worry." And the wife of a Philadelphia
booking agent remarked: "If they did that, we would
know they didn t want our goods very bad.

A slightly different sort of confusion is suggested by
answers such as these:

It might cut down our trade a little, but foreign coun-
tries need goods so much they ll pay the tax, (Shear-
ing worker, Philadelphia)

It would raise the price of goods so high that foreign
countries couldn t afford to buy them. (Laborer
wife, Oklahoma City)
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SHOES? Undecided

AI! adults interviewed

Republican voters, 1944 3%0

Democralic voters, 1944

ttended college
3%0

Attended high se;hool 3%0

Eighth grade or less

MidW€3t 4%0

New England and
Atlantic states

Rocky Mountain . and

Pad!ie; Coast states

South
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Part IV

7ie te 1taa
7'Z etedatH,

Findings on both National Opinion Research Center

surveys suggest that there is litte opposition in any

population grQUp to the establishment of an interna-
tional organization to promote world trade. People
taking a great deal of interest in trade problems, feeling
a personal stake in foreign trade, or regarding tariffs
as an important cause of war were most favorable to
the idea of the establishment of such a . body as. the
International Trade Organization: But the general
level of answers in terms of the importance of such
an organizatiQn is probably considerably inflated.

These questions and others, particularly those on more
specic aspects of trade and tariff problems, offer sub-

stantial evidence that, even when a point of national
sovereignty is at issue, people are often more wiling
to make concessions in the political sphere than in the
economic sphere.

TRADE PROBLEMS AS A CAUSE OF WARS

Attitudes regarding the international regulation ot

world trade are undoubtedly influenced by the fact

that, according to findings on the fall ' 46 survey, only
28 % of the population regard "high taris and other

restrictions on trade between countries" as an impor-
tant cause of wars. The majority believe that trade
restrictions have "little or nothing" to do with starting
wars. The National Opinion Research Center asked:

Do you thin high tariffs and other restrictions
on trade between countries are an important
cause of wars

, .

or do they have little or nothing
to do with stm.ting wars?"

Important cause of wars. --................................ 28%
Little or nothing to do with it.--.........--........... 57
Don t know ............................--..................... 

100%

Those who considered trade restrictions an important
cause of wars usually Commented to the effect that
wars are often fought for economic reasons or that
trade wars lead to political wars. Those who felt that
trade restrictions have little or nothing to do with start-
ing wars usually attributed wars to other causes which
they regarded as much more important- political

arguments,

" "

political greed and power

" "

jealousies
and wanting land " and many more.

In no population group did a majority see tariffs as
an important cause of wars, though twice as many of
the college-educated as of those with no more than an
eighth-grade education held that view.

. However, an earlier NORC. question, phrased more
broadly, found that three out of four saw "problems
of trade between countries" as having something to do
with starting Wars. In September, 1943, the Center
asked:

Do you thin problems of tmde between coun-
tries have anything to do with starting wars?"

Yes .................

...........--.. ...... 

u"""""'",'''' ............ 73%
No .... ...,.................--........... """"""'''''''''''''''''u,,, 19
Don t know """"""U

"''''--'--''''''''''''''''''''''''''

100%

THE IMPORTANCE OF A WORLD
TRADE ORGANIZATION

In the fall of 1946, the National Opinion Resarch
Center found a majority of every population group
studied giving lip-service at least to the belief that a
world trade organization is "very important

How important do you thin it would be for
all nations to get together and set up a special
oTganization to increase world trade-very im-
portant, only fairly important, or not impor-
tant at all"

ifJ

~~~~ ;:;' ;:_;;::;::;:: ;;.. :::. :.. ;:..::..

. :1%

100%

When persons who said a world trade organization is
not at al1 importnt" were asked why they took this

view, almost half felt that such a body "just wouldn
work " because of jealousies between countries, too
much talk, or failure to live up to agreements. About
a fourth said that such an organization was not needed.
Others said that foreign trade was unimportant, or
gave stil other reasons,

(26 J
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Should each country make its own
laws under which foreign goods cdn be
shipped into its own country, OR do you
think the United Nations Organization
should make such laws?" 

UNITED NATIONS

EACH COUNTRY

UNDECIDED

i47%

i 42%

11%

National Opinion Research Center, University of Denver.

Copyright, 1946, by Field Publications. Reprinted by permission of the newspaper PM.

UNITED NATIONS AUTHORITY

On the spring, 1946, study, the issue was put up to
the public somewhat more squarely:

Should each country ma e its own laws under
which foreign goods can be shiPped into its own
country, or do you thin the United Nations

O1'ganization should ma e such laws?"

~~~~

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1 

Undecided ........ ..onm.... """""W"""""""""on..''' 11

100%

Group Differences of Opinion

As might be expected on a question where the public
as a whole is almost evenly divided, some population

groups studied leaned toward one of the possibilities

suggested and some toward the other. Republicans
(51%) and farmers (51%) were the only groups to

register even bare majorities in favor of national regu-
lation of trade. The differences between Republicans
and Democrats, however, amounted only to a 5 -to-4

Republican preference for national regulation as com-

pared to a 4.to-5 Democratic ratio against it.

Education was a more important opinion-determining

factor, with United Nations regulation the choice of
53% of persons with high school or college training
but only 37.% of those with no more than an eighth
grade education. The most interesting comparisons

follow;
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ADE: SHOULb
BB "EGULATED BY

United Each
Nations Countr Undecided

All adults interviewed.. 47% 42% 11%=100%

Democrats

""" ~~~

'''h ..

....

Republicans """"..U'..."

Attended college ........ 53
Attended high schooL.. 53
Eighth grade or less.... 37

Adults 21-9 .......

.........

Adults 40 and over.....

Women U..U.

."..

-.H--...
Men .............................

Midwest ..U-.""...- ....h.
Rocky Mountain and

Pacific Coast states..
New England and Mid-

Atlantic states --....... 48
South ---.'h_-.n._.... _...u.

IN THEIR OWN WORDS

United J'ations Regulation

ExceptionaIly revealing of popular thinkig on . this
issue were comments volunteered by respondents. Some
of the 47% who thought the UNITED NATIONS should
establish regulations to govern international trade
suggested that such action is an accepted and expectec
function of the . organization: That's what we have
the United Nations for.

" "

Isn t that the purpose of the
United Nations-to make such agreements?" "That
the idea of a world union.

Many people said they believed the United J'ations
. would ma e fairer and more satisfactory laws than

individual countries. To cite a few such comments:

The United :Nations would be more just in its de-
cisions, (Mechanic' s wife, Newington, Connecticut)
Then every country could get an even chance.
(Guard , Morristown , New Jersey)

After all it would be fair; what s good for the dog is
good for the goose. (Mortcian, Chicago)

'They probably would malte a fairer price for all
nations concerned. (Housewife, Reading, Pennsyl-vania) 
If all nations get together, the laws wil be more satis-
factory to all." (Wife of gas station attendant, De-
troit)

A few suggested that one UNIFORM set of regulations

ought to be better than so many different laws,
would stop conflict among present laws." An Ohio

farmer believed that the law "should be enforced partly

by the United Nations arid parly by each country.

That's a prerogative that nations wil give up reluc-
tantly," commented an Iowa housewife.

Others tended to qualify their answers by adding such
remarks as: " ... if the . nations could get together

" . . . 

if it could be worked out " " . . . if ALL countries
are represented " or " ... if it comes under United
Nations jurisdiction, and if the United States has a
good representation.

J'ational Regulation

Of the 42% who believed that " EACH COUNTRY should
make its own laws under which foreign goods can be
shipped into its own country," the most common
reaction, to judge by the comments recorded, was that
to allow the United J'ations to regulate trade would
be an infringement of national sovereignty. I think

each country should have the right to make their own
laws.

" "

That's outside of the range of the UN:'
Each countr should take care of itself.

" "

Each coun-
try should govern its own imports.

" "

s presuming
too much to say that three countres can dictate to the
who!€ world.

A related line of thought was expressed by those who
feared that the United J'ations could not make regula-

tions which would handle fairly all different iocal trade
problems:

The United :Nations doesn t ltnow enough about con-
ditions in each country. (Wife of steel mil worker
Amherst, Ohio)

Each country ltnows its own conditions better than
the United "Nations. 'They know the prices they need
for their goods. (Cigar maker, Penp.sylvania)

Each country ltnows how imports wil affect their otUn
manufacturing. (Clerk, Flint, Michigan)
The United "Nations couldn t do that because of themany different loca! laws. (Printer, Hackensack
New Jersey)

All nations do not belong to the United Nations, so
each should decide its own problems. (Housewife,
near Santa Barbara, California)

That trade regulation might eventually become a legiti-
mate function of the United Nations organization was

sometimes suggested: "At Present each country should

make its own laws; eventually the United Nations
should.

" "

The United Nations is too young now-
maybe later it would work." "It's too soon for the
United Nations to do that.

" "

The United Nations
have enough to do now without bothering with trade.
Another idea was that "Each country should make its
own laws, and squabbles between countries should be
submitted to the United Nations for adjusent.
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Oters had no confidence whatsoever in the future 

the United Nations: The United Nations is only a
flash in the pan; it wil soon be over.

" "

United Nations

will be busted up sooner or later.

" "

Right now each

nation should make its own-I think the. United
Nations is going to flop.

EARUER FINDINGS

A series of questions asked by the National Opinon
Reserch Center in September, 1943, found almost

thredour of the public (as cited above) expressing
the belief that problems of trade between countries

have somethg to do with starting wars. Smaller ma.
jorities, however, thought that a world organization
should be concerned with trade problems or that the

United States should surrender any meaure of its
economic sovereignty.

The second 1943 question and the 1946 question on
whether the United Nations or each separate country
should regulate trade were both designed to study
opinion on the same basic issue-the degree to which
the America public will accept placing under the
jurisdiction of an international organization trade prob'
lems heretofore considered .matters of national economic
sovereignty. Because the later question named a
tangible and specific organization-the United Nations
and because "make. . . law" suggests a more immediate
violation of national sovereignty than "to decide " only

a 47% plurality said they thought the United Nations
should make laws to reguate trade, in contrast!to the

65% wiling to let a "union of nations decide how

trade between countries should be handled. 

The 1943 question read:
Do you think. it wOt ld be a good idea for coun-
tries to get together in a union of nations 

decide how trade between countries should be
handled, or do you think. each country should
handle trade any way it wants?"

Union of nations......-

---_ ................ ......... .......--- 

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2

100%

Fortune Surey quesion, reportd in March '
explored opinon on the possibilty of having . a world
organization regulate tariffs. While tariff regulation
might be implied by the NORC question, the isue
was not raised directly. According to Fortune a plu-
rality of 45'% of the public thought that

, "

if a general
international organization should be set up," it should
be organized"-among other functions-to "decide

*The order in which the two possible alternatives were presented and
the lapse of time may also have influenced opinion.

what tariff rates should be charged by member nations.
Against the idea were 23%, and undecided 32%.

The thd question the NORC survey asked in Sep-
tember '43 read:

If the United States could not become a mem'
ber of the union of nations unless we were
wiling to trade according to ways decided 'Upon

by ALL MEMBERS of the union, would you
want to join or stay out?"

Join ............................................................. m.." 57 

Stay out ................................................m........""" 31
Undecided ......................................................... 12

100%

On all three of the NORC questions, persons with a
college background indicated stronger "internationalist
leanings than any other population group studied. The
spread of opinion among respondents of varyng edu'
cational experience is partcularly revealing:

Attended
College

Yes-Itlternation41 trade . problems
ma.y cause W41S. ......nm... ..m'''. 87 %

Attended Eighth Grade

High School or Less

73% 63%

100% 100%

65% 59%

100% 100%

No .......

................................

....... 10

Undecided ....................... .......... 3
100%

Yes- wO'fld o'lgauization should
make ded,)ions on trade problems 7; %

No .................................................

Undecided ......................

.............

". 4

100%

Yes-The United States should join
a world organization with will..
1ngness to accept trade 1'cgula..
tion as a prerequisite to mem..
benhip ",,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 71 %

No :..............................................

\7% 47%

100% 100%

Undecided ,,,,,,,"""""'"'''''''''''''''''''' 
100%

It is obvious from a study of the several questions

discussed that, the more specific the terms in which
international regulation of trade is broached, the more

reluctant the people of the United States are to endorse
such a policy, even in theory, A cqnsideration of
opinion research findings is particularly significant in
view of the degree of misunderstanding and misinfor-

mation which exists in the United States in regard to
international trade policy. At a time when the United
States Congress has under consideration tariff measures
which have a direct bearig on the success of the

World Economic Conference and the International
Trade Organization, information and atttudes held by
the people of the United States give pause for thought.
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Every year the National Opinion Research Center issues several research reports, each of which
public opinion in a given area as revealed by one or more NORC surveys, often supplemented
research organizations. The complete roster of reports follows:

1. One Week before Pearl Harbor. Attitudes toward
the war in Europe. December, 1941.........._.nOut of Print

2. National Opinion on Current and Post-War Prob-
lems. March, 1942. (32 pages)...,....._......,....,......

$ .

3. Regional Opinion on Vital Economic and Political
Questions. Rocky Mountain attitudes toward post-
war problems; April, 1942. (32 pages with map)n

3S. (Supplement to Report No.
Regional Opinion toward Federal Regulation. Federal
vs. state control of utilities, services, etc. May, 1942.
(8 pages) ..........--. .... n,--.. 

"..........."...,........ ...,...".

4. Anti-Inflation Measures. National opinion on tax
proposals, wartime regulation of .prices, incomes
and profits. June, 1942. (24 pages with map).m

4S. (Supplement to Report No.
JIational Opinion toward Federal Regulation. June.
1942. (8 pages)..--...--.m.,......--......"..................

5. A Nation-Wide Survey of Post-War and Current
Problefts. August, 1942. (32 pages with map)..--.

6. Current and Post-War Problems. Special graphic
supplement. October, 1942. (J 6 poges with 
cha rts) ._.,...,. """" ..n..., .......--....... 

........... ....-.....,....

7. Testing Opinion Surveys at the Polls. Report of an
election experiment on economic issues and candi-
dates. January, 1943. (32 pages with 4 charts)...

8. War and Peace-1943 Edition. Report of a nation-
wide survey largely devoted to a study of what sacri-
fices the American people may be willing to make to
help establish a world union. March, 1943. (40
pages) .n...,.m..n......m"'...,..m.--,.n.....m.--..,..,..."

9. The Reconversion Period from War to Peace. Na-
tion-wide opiniol1s regarding employment, social se-
curity, and other economic issues involved in the re-
conversion from a wartime to a. peacetime economy.
June, 1943. (24 pages with 12 charts)..m--........

10. Should the Churches Plan for Peace? A nationa I
opinion survey. July, 1943. (9 pages) * ,.m...,.....

11. Lend-Lease to England: What Are We Getting?
What Should We Get? August, 1943. . (11 pages)..

12. Attitudes toward the Axis Peoples. Trend report
based on three nation-wide surveys. August, 1943.
(4 pages with chart)._.,....----...--...,...,...,...--.,..n

13. Has the United States Any Territorial Ambitions?
Trend report. September, 1943. (4 pages with chart)

14. The American People and the War Effort. Trend r
port. September, 1943. (4 pages with chart)....m.

1 S. Public Opinion on Gasoline Rationing. Trend report.
October, 1943. (4 pages with chart)...._......,..........,.

16. Are Wars Inevitable? A concensus of American
opinion. December, 1943..,..........,...--.oo

.....

Out of Print
17. Public Attitudes toward Subsidies... Prices. . .

Wages and Salaries. December, J 943. * ........OuLof Print
18. Should Soldiers Vote? A report of a special spot-

check survey. January, 1944. * .....m.--..--...Out of Print

* Mimeographed

presents 0 detailed anolysis of
by findings from ther opinion

19. The Public Looks at World Orgonization. consen-
sus of American opinion, expressed in vorious na-
tional polls, regarding the functions and powers of
a post-wor world union and the possible responsi-
bilties entailed in United Stotes' membership. April
1944. (32 pages with 9 charts).. :.....m................._.

$ .

20. The Public Looks at Politics and Politicians. Nation-
al opinions regarding politics as a career, the men 
politics, and the way they do their jobs. March1944. 09 pages) * "'''''''--'m'--','''''--------'''--''--

21. The Public Looks at Education. What Americans
think of education today-the public schools, what
they teach, and federal finoncial aid for education.
August, 1944. (40 pages).........n..._.......--.........

22. Do Negroes Have Equal Economic Opportunities? .
Why? An analysis of nation-wide opinion, including
bath white and Negro respondents in every section
af the United States. April, 1944. (11 pages)*m.u.,

23. Compulsory Miltary Training in Peacetime? Nation-
wide attitudes on compulsory military training after
the war. December, 1944. (18 pages) * .m...............

24. Germany and the Post-War World. An analysis of
opinion in the United States (with comparisons
from Great Britain, Canada, and Austrolia) as to the
economic and political disposition of Germany after
the war and what treatment should be accorded the
German people. January, 1945. (64 pages with 
charts) """""""'..,..-......m"'..........m_--...........

25. Public Opinion on World Organization up to the San
Francisco Conference. A summary of public opinion
up to the time of the world conference. April, 1945. *
(32 pages) """""...........m....n""""""..........m..m

26. Public Opinion on Control of Prices... Wages. . 
Salaries. .. during War and Reconversion. A . sum-
mary of national opinion 1941 1945. June, 1945.
(25 pages) ".......,.........m""--....n..'......--m...----.

I 27. For the Record. . . Public Opinion Misses on Russia
. . . But Scores on World Organization. September
J 945. (4 pages) ''''''''''''''''''...--....,m.....----mnm

28. What... Where. . . Why. . . Do People Read? Re-
port of a J 7,city survey made by personal interview
for the American Library Association and cooperating
libraries. The study presents data on people s reading
preferences and hobits, their attitudes toward public
libraries, their use of the library, and their knowledge
of library services and financing. Jonuary, 1946. (32
pages . with map ond charts).....,...,..........,..........

29. Can the UNO Prevent Wars? A summary of public
informotion about the UNO and nationol opinion
regarding the ability of the organization to prevent
wars between big or small nations, the veto vote in
the Security Council , and ather vital issues. Febru-
ary, J 946. * (20 pages with map and chartsLm.,...

30. Should Price and Rent Control Be Continued? April
J 946. 08 pages with charts) * """"""'--'''_moom....

31. Should We Return to Rationing? Notional opinion on
this and other aspects . of the world food problem.
May, 1946. (25 pages with charts)....--.........u ._._oo.
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32. Japan ,and the Post War World. An analysis of opin-
ion in the United States as to the economic and
political disposition of Japan, the treatment accorded
to the Japanese people, and Allied occupation policy

to date. July, 1946. (50 pages with charts)...........

$ .

33. Attitudes toward "The Japanese in Our Midst." An

analysis of public and expert opinion regarding the
loyalty of people of Japanese extraction living in the
United States, their employment opportunities, and
the extension of citizenship to all. December, 1946. *
(29 pages with chartsL--.....----

------..--....... ....--

34. Where UNESCO Begins: The Climate of Opinion
in the United States and Other Countries. A sum-
mary of information and attitudes bearing on the
work of UNESCO- including pertinent findings from
public opinion research organizations in the United

Stotes and a number of other countries. July, 1947.
(67 pages)* ........oooo..--oom.....""

''''''''''''''''''''''-'''-'

35. UNESCO and Public Opinion Today. An intensive
study of attitudes in tJ!e United States indicating
the degree of public acceptance of basic UNESCO

philosophy and methods and of specific program
proposals. October, 1947. (74 pages with charts)

36. The Public Looks at Trade and Tariff Problems. 
analysis of popular information and attitudes on
United States trade and tariff policy as related to
questions of domestic and international prosperity

and world peoce. November, 1947. (32 pages
with charts) ...... .oo.....m......... ....m

........

oo....... .m.

SPECIAL REPORTS

What Do the American People Think About Federal
Health Insurance? Analysis of a survey conducted

for the Physicians ' Committee on Research , Inc., to

determine opinions regarding certain aspects of med-
ical care, especially the United States government's
responsibility for the health of the nation. Novem-

ber, 1944. (66 pages) .....m.--......mn...--..".......m

Now Let's Look at the Reol Problem: Validity. A limited
study of question wordings and interpretations in the
evaluation of the results of public opinion research.

Reprinted from The Public Opinion Quarterly, Vol.
, No. l.....................m.--.. :.m..--......,.,...oo._..

How NORC Builds its Cross-Section. A memorandum, pre-

pared by the NORC Statistical Department, describ-
ing the sampling process and statistical methods fol-
lowed by NORC in designing and perfecting the
cross-section used on its nation-wide surveys. The
longuage is clear and the material sufficiently nan-
technical for the use of laymen and students as well
as public opinion specialists. July, 1946. * m.m.""''''

Interviewer Bias Involved in Certain Types of Survey

Questions. Reprinted from the International Journal
of Opinion and Attitude Research, Vol. 1 , No.

.......

World'Surveys-The Japanese Angle. Reprinted from the
International Journal of Opinion and Attitude Re-
arch, Vol. 1 , No. 2. ....,m....

,.--..........""""""'"

* Mimeographed

NORC 

(Revised) Population 21 Years of Age and Over-
1940. Outline map of the . United States showing size.
of states if area were proportional to the population
according to revised census figures. (8 V2 by 
inches) ......................................,......................

(Revised) Total United States Population. Outline

map of the United States . showing size of states if
area were proportional to the population, according

to revised census figures. (8% by 11 inches)............ .

Distribution of Population, 21 Years of Age and Over
States and Metropolitan Districts. In two co lors. (No.

(11 by 15 inches)........................,.......,.--....

,....,... .

Distribution of World Population. Map of the world
showing countries of over 100,000 population as they
would appear if their area were proportional to their
population. (11 by 15 inchesL.......-......,................... .
22 by 34 inches, bond paper (for framingL.......-.-n. 1.

G SERIES (1944 Presidential Election)

Base Map. Outline map of the United States showing states as
they would appear if their area were proportional to the
popular vote for President in 1944.

Roosevelt and Dewey States-1944 Election.

2 Voters and Treaty-Making Power.

3 How the 531 Electoral Votes Represented American Voters
in 1944.

Percentage of Citizens Voting in 1944 Presidential Election.

United States Senate: Part Membership in the 79th Con-
gress by States.

6 U. S. House of Representatives: Party Membership in the
79th Congress by States.

Democratic and Republican Governors-194S.

8 State-by-State Majorities-1944 Presidential Election.

9 How Each State Voted in 4 Roosevelt Elections.

10 Part Membership in the 80th Congress by States: United
States Senate.

Party Membership in the 80th Congress by States: United
Stotes House of Representatives.

12 Democratic and Republican Governors-1947....--..

All maps 8 Y2 by 11 inches. $ . 10 each. Set of 13........$1.

H. State-by-state Distribution of College and Uni-
versity Students in the United States-1940......

.. .

SPECIAL INTRODUCTORY OFFER

Reports 2 through 15, 19 through 35

Maps A, B, D, H , Large Map E

G Series Complete, Special Reports

! $10.
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What Is It?
Opinion News is the only semimonthly digest of polls and surveys availabl to businessmen; government offcials
educators, librarians, and others who must follow closely the trends of public opinion. Opinion News brings
together in an easy-to-read summary the most significant findings of all the leading public opinion research
organizations. Analyses ore based on findings of the National Opinion Research Center

, the Fortune Poll (Elmo
Roper); Gallup Polls in the United States, Australia, Brazil, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Great Britain, theNetherlands, Norway, and Sweden; independent polling organizations in Czechoslovakia, France, Italy, Hungary,
Mexico, and the Netherlands; state and local polls in the United States; and certain more specialized organiza-
tions. Opinion News also reports news of research developments and notes on publications of interest to students
of ottitude and opinion research. A complete index is published every six months.

What Subjects Are Covered?
Opinion News tells its subscribers what the public thinks on vital issues of the day, national and international

political, social, and economic. Recent numbers have included these articles among others:

International National

III

Iii

II'

nil

ijli

Relief for Europe and Asia?

The USSR-An American Appraisal

The Security Council and the Veta

How Insure Security in on Atomic Age?

Toward World Government

Americans and Britons Appraise Each Other

De Gaulle-As the French See Him

Labor Unions and the Right to Strike

The Public Looks at Radio

Jobs and Occupatio"s: A Popular Evaluation

Presidential Prospects: The Polls Look to 1948

Trade and Tariff Problems

Freedom of Speech ond Press

Negroes and Whites Look at Negro Problems

Research News

Toward on International Association for Public
Opinion Research

Public Opinion esearch in Japan
Personnel Clearing House Established

Continuing File of Public Opinion Questions

Soon to be Available

SJ4
REPORTS AND MAPS OP./NION NEWS(Yearly Membership) (24 Issues a Year)

Sustaining Member 

.............--..----.............--.....

$25.00 One year 

........--............................................

$10.
Contributing Member 

......--.......--..--... ,............ 

00 Six months 

""'--""''''-'''--'--'--'''''''--''-- '''''''''''' 

Subscribing Member """""""""''''''''''''h'

",,---- 

50 Single issues, each""'----"--''''''''''''--.--.--......m. 
Special Library Membership, Three Years for........ 00 Indexes, I. I, II, 11, IV, V, VI, VII, VII, each.... 

A membership includes all reports and maps published by the Center for a period of twelve months. A Sustaining
Membership also includes press releases and Opinion News.

A sample copy of Opinion News will be sent on request.

INTERVIEWING FOR NORC:
This only complete manual of interviewing techniques and methodology is based upon the experience gained as a result of
some 30a 000 personal interviews made by NORC's interviewing staff during the past five years. Tl)e book is a "mus"for advertising agencies, instructors and students of public opinion, libraries, polBng and research organizations psychologists,sociologists, and all others interested in "How polls are made. Interviewing for NORC is "Inspiring and helpfu ,

" "

well worthwaiting for " and "fils a great need"-experts comment.
168 pages with iUustrations, bibliography, and a complete index'''''''''''''''''""",,,,,,, '...mm'''''''''''''''''''''''......m..............

:...

.$2.
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