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Peflootions on a Formal Thoopy of Pouow Bpiaow Raroy
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not in print is incowpect. They aze 3in the
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dealt «ith in the rest of the mmalysiz the macdiazn lswon pami- smation
countias with 0~1, 1.1-10, 10.3-20, 20,
/60,370, F0.1~6C, and §0.1-90% Kegroos.
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it becomes appavent that a lavge povt of the comvelafisn hotwasn. The
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proporilcn of Hegroos wezlutered is & sov: of 2 supt off

< .

becavse it iz not aseddantal.) Hissis ;p}i Hggre wag in countics

N * o . 2o P~ TS e
vith all thw proportices of Negros fuend iu

‘the rroportion of total cases copstituled by Hissiesinogl bas o hig effect

geXoe

on Iha avazrags for that bend of cousniies. Thus, of the smariisn lockes

at heoye with mora than 1% of Toat MiseSaslsnd cowatice
czm:x cituts two~thizds of thaca cas thivd of Ehosg wath
Hogze, ena Tifth of thosa with 5‘-:"'60%: Nagpee, oue @iuth of thons

with 24~59% Megm., one wwedlh ef thows with 20~40%
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of uhoze 10-20% Magro and cnly one hwadvdZh of theas
ara ouly tarse cases altogetber in the 10-$C0% wend, In Alsosun, and
tha sedizn registes ioa 8 only 3% Hatthews and Peollwe do wmob give the'
nunhers of esges ou vhich thair arash of oawntinn fu bazed, rot fop 20—

80% it can hardly be more thon these thaves,)
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that thare is velarively livile deciine in Hegre varistrations un tha
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&t Tz other cutzoema, in Misalaeippl, with tho sost Hegroes, mopgs
isrwaticn levels ave almost equally loy in coumtior with vamvizg
" proportions of lNegress. This of courae indicates massive disevivinaticn
theoughout the stata. Iv hotwess, we bave MNosth Coroline, Alabaue and
Loulsiona. (¥a muy surmies that Georgla would ra wather like this
geoep.  South Carolina is probably a crosg haitwean Lowlsizns and
- Miesiseippl - somos verdatlion but all at yatizy low sbsolute levels of
vegiztration.) In these thrao states we have whal tha Civil Rights
Coriispion chawmingly ealls "local option” iap diserimination.
Lovisizna, with the wost Nogpxoes in the group, shows this with aluost
sany elavity, ranging from ths mecond highast zeglstretioen lavel fer
10-20% Hegro (0, basad on foun casesl), but Alzbuus and Mozdhk Cavoiiua sbod
a wreguliop and guite sharp desline as tha proportion of Negeoes »lizes
ebove 20%. It is vorth moting that all thrae states have litersay tsete,

axd Iswisiana has an "wnderctandiag the coastitution” ¢est whleh in

ity - prestics gives total discretion to the registoation officar.
R Tas conclusion wo might dvaw is that diserdeizetion ot the omal

laval taquires poms cozbinacion of Hegeoes in ths ciate and the county.
At The Miesissippi level (%2%) the threshold is vesched pursly s &
result of the proportion of Hegroes in the atatz; at the other and .
{ths five states balow 22% Nogro) no obsawvad ymportiozs oF Hezroas

in & county pushas locsl hostility over the threshold; beltwesn 25% and
32% {wo den't know about tho one casa betwasn 323 and 42%, numely South
Carslins) ths local threshold is crosged when tre proportion of Negroes
rizey above 20% and hostility locresses stazdliy beyond that. This

ig of course highly mhesatic, but it peems Lwwsdly reasonabiv &il the
8axmB. -

‘One f£ianl veomavk: Idalock remarks somevhers in his beok that ome
would normally expect & group to be moye sclid the larger ths proportion
of the population they form {the so~called “hreakage effeet™); h:
then points cut that the Matthaws and Prothro dzte contradict sush aw
expectation. But for 2 manson pover mads publie, Motthews snd Peothyo
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excluded counties with less than 1% of Negroes. If wo evamine thzse
geparately we note that in wost states precisely what tends to huppaen
i3 that of tha few hundred Negroas in a county mone at all registers.
.. The point is simply that this effact of numbars giviag comfidence N _
increasing the probability of the groups contalning somsone with leades-
ship potential, etec., appavently starts operating at abosut 1% of lagrosc
in ths population. ’



% gawpls taken

{in1)

at

{3)

Do ooy P, tees (24 )
Yo N.Dzj. ey e ﬂ13t»a.«k9-'c/

State 3 Nagro 0-1 j1.1-10 10,1~20'F 20.1-30 | 30.i-30 | 40.1-50 | 50.1-60 60.1~70 | 70.2-€0 £0.1-90
Tax 12 [asesard aw (76] 2822y | sstad | asam | -~ | 3@ | @ | -¢0 | -0 .
Temn 17 0(10)] 88 (31) 62028) | 543 | 60(3) -0 | =t | - (2

Fla 18 | -0y | we(z) {uazsy| sstamy | ssced) f ey | -2 | - | - | - @
Va 2 13(7) | 2u(38) | 27(18) 26(22) 18(1%) 19(12) | 25(10) 18(4) - {0) - (0
Ark 22 |o (99| s2aamy | wate) | axte3 | ms(a2) wn | 7@ | - | -~ | <
Ne 25 |e7(s) | 56(20) | se(16) | 37028) 33Q28) 22(18) ‘w(a_) @ |- | -m |
Ga | s fow|-w|-@ | - |-a]l-w| @@ | - |-©
Mla g0 |- |25t {2san| 2o 17012} 7 () | 8¢ | - (2)'. 11w |3
La 22 |-t |- [eumn | wsamy | 2sas) | 120 | a6y 0wy | ~@ |-
8¢ s |- |-@ | -@] - 0 |- |-@ |- |26 | -© |-w©
Mes 82 |- (@ |- (2) |2.600) 1.8012) [1.5016) | 1.8€13)[0.220) | e.8(10) | 0.5(8) | - (0)

(92) ~(202) €135) (209) ST CO R CO R 2 (959)



B ORI

17

- —— .~ ———— - A ——— . - ~ o o e om— T S e Mot A D J_i:

= e PO P SR A R R 0N TR 1 .’
22 ~0.92073E 7y 0,17460 01 |
e ===U 481640 Tﬁ;? ©0ATeaT | 05
- 23 0.63202E 9. "-11 09 0.u1.n.c 01 5. 30356F=01

ETA G S E e 2 L A

32 0, 180%9EF_22 3. fgzan.

O 2I124F 22 Jea 233

I8 0054 £R 04
7397""41

2
1. 0334858 01 | ~0.65975E-01  9.3420R601
22,35 _26"“01_._9 Q8037E=012 _ ) _3AB6GE=04__
!3""03_. =0 P8 A EE A A0 AT R 0=
1) 0.,1720532E 9p = g, 2"'_?2?.'.-01__

0L726250R04E VT

-u~u423&5;41~==v;:- S36EE &%ﬁ10?73%3355ﬂ1"::3,34?6gt'0$¢1EZQ.
700 | 0.23436E 00 0.315726=01 | 1

T TR St b -»:ﬂ:-"-sr.iiﬂ""“ NT==

= PR e e (e E oAy et R e
0 2435°1E "2 G.27%617 01 | 0,27927E 00« (344215701

KA B Rid
T N N

SEASESIES R TR ~i25¢nﬁiﬁa==:n=.3@32£nﬁ$=;§§1é

E%%%;ﬂzzﬁgav(;

&
G -

0 4
== — = =
PR
PR




i /?“ri_fw"--;POE?‘“”f GROT ST
|- ACTS OF VIOLECE.,, -
= LAY ERAC T S84 7 Geas
1 ALasana T T @3-
{0.362080=01 | ARKANSAS . - o
22.34866E=04___[ _FLORIDA____ L

S AS0A S0 TS E0ENRGINESSEE Y=

—D..2907222=01_|__LUUSIANA_____

EORATAS LRSI S S 1SS A==
—0.315725201 L M. CAROLLINA 2

== Er IR SO e et )

CARDELR A=

| 0.34121F=04 | TEMNESSEE )

k3082 En GiEE[ ST A SE VS5

V-4 T
- v ' '




Notes on the Use of the Matthews and Prothro D&ta in 'Reflections
on a2 Formal Treatment of Power'.

Page 9.

If this graph is repeated for county level data, we get

4

the graph shown in the printout, which is once more elearely

non-ligar,

However, as with the Sta te-level graph, it can be split

into two halves, a-division ocurring at 15 - 25% Negro. For

figures higher than this we get 2 very weak negative relationship
below
which looks linear, if anything; =kmx=z this a sttonger non-

linear negative relationship, to give an overall picture =

Loy(%)
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This would indicate a Breakage effect, if we regard log(V/N)

as a valid indicator of discrimination.

(1)



Note also that scatter occurs more on the uppewyside of
the curve....thich would be consistent with the hypothesis that
whites do not nearly exploit 2ll of the potential that is open
to them to exploit this relationship, while blacks are working
much nezrer their limit, Thus their capacity to improve thier
"score" is in some senses bounded, leading to the consistent

shape of the hower side of the curve.

(2)



Page 15.

(I8} T%e only operationalisation of the variable 'Extra-
legal pressures' in the M&P data is the variable 'Acta of Violence!,
This, however, is not much good as only a total of 162 of these
were noted for all of the 1136 counties over a period not stip-
ulated in the code book. Nore of the correlations or other work
involviqgéguzariable are at all impressive, but of course it is
impossible to tell if this because it is zero for nearly evwky

county or mmkx because the theory or (more likely) its operation-

alisation were wrong.

(2)e If we regard Poll Tax and Literacy Tesgs as binary
variables, we can use product moment correlations invdving them,
yemembering that the values which can be regarded as significant

will tend to be lower,

(3)e Wnile there is a strong correlation between %ZNegros
in the state and Literacy tests (0.72),that with Poll Tax is
weak and negative (-0.25)....This can ezsily be senn from the
table on pl3, There does not seem to be a link between Poll Tax

and ZNegros in the state.

(4)¢ The other relationships in the model can be tested

with a simple multivariate regression, the equation of which is:=~

(3)



Where

r =

Xy =

% Negro Population of Voting Age Registered

% Negro in the county

Literacy test dummy variable., (The interaction term
bLX‘XZFhus shows the difference in the relatiomship
between Xl & Y between counties where there is a

liEracy test, and those wheréf?gn't.)

Acts of violence

Dummy (binary) variazbles to indicate vhich state th e
county belonged to. (These are needalbecause the

inclusion of any variables operating at a purely

State level, such as Poll Tax and % Negro in the State,
along with county data could easily let the statqe variables
act merely as "tags" for inter state cultural differences. )
Regression coeficients B =~ b,swill give us the size

of the overall influence of the different states on

the relationship, relative to the étate which left

out (VIrginia), and we can then compare the ordering
achieved by this with the ordering on the state level

variables,

(5) The standardised regression coeficients are used (Betas),

as is usual, and these can be seen in Table A in the printout.

(4)



(6). Interpretation of the Regression Coefficients (Betas)

Not significent (Other varizbles in the model are absorbing

nearly all of the "raw" effect of thé#s variable.

Highly significznt, both in itself, snd relative to b; ,
o+eso thus the effect of literacy tests on the relationship
between % Negro 2nd negro voting registration at county

is pretty conclusively proved.

Not significant....(Bad variable¥?...see (1) above)

Gives an ordering of total State effect shown in Table B
in the printout, When we compare this with the two state-
level variables we see -

(i) That Poll Tax fits this ordering very well,
from which we can infer that this makes up a considerable
part of the variation.

(ii) That % Negro dosn't, i.e. our intervening wr-

iables seem to be doing their job effectively.

(7) This regression model would thus seem to furnish evidence

in support of all parts of the model, except those invoking

"exka-legal presures".



