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INTERACTION 
InterAction is a broadly based, participatory association of 112 U.S. private and 
voluntary organizations working in international development, relief and recon­
struction, migration and refugee assistance, public policy and federal relations, 
and education on Third World development issues. InterAction was created to 
complement and enhance the effectiveness of its individual member organiza­
tions and to strengthen the capacity of the private and voluntary agency com­
munity as a whole. 
Toward this end, InterAction works to: 

enhance the identity, autonomy, credibility, and diverse perspectives of" 
each member agency; 

" provide a broadly based, participatory forum for professional consultation, 
coordination, and concerted action; 

" foster the effectiveness and recognition of private and voluntary agencies 
both professionally and publicly; and 

* set a standard of the highest ethics incarrying out its mission. 

0"r-op/, 	Membership inInterAction is open to all private voluntary organizations that are 

active in the association's areas of concentration and that comply with gener­
ally accepted professional standards. InterAction is governed by its Board of 
Directors. Peter J. Davies is InterAction's President and Chief Executive Offi­
cer. Nan Borton is Chair of the Board of Directors. 
InterAction, 200 Park Avenue South, New York, N.Y. 10003, Tel. (212) 
777-8210. 

OVERSEAS DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL 
The Overseas Development Council isa private, non-profit organization estab­
lished in 1969 for the purpose of increasing American understanding of the 
economic and social problems confronting the developing countries and of 
how their development progress is related to U.S. interests. Toward this end, 
the Council functions as a center for pouicy research and analysis, a forum for 
the exchange of ideas, and a resource for public education. The Council's cur­
rent program of work encompasses four major issue areas: trade and industrial 
policy, international finance and investment, development strategies and devel­
opment cooperation, and U.S. foreign policy and the developing countries. 
ODC's work is used by policymakers in the Executive Branch and the Con­
gress, journalists, and those concerned about U.S.-Third World relations incor­
porate and bank management, international and non-governmental organiza­
tions, universities, and educational and action groups focusing on specific 
development issues. ODC's program is funded by foundations, corporations, 

S and private individuals; its policies are determined by a governing Board and 

Victor H. Palmieri is Chairman of the ODC, and J.Wayne Fredericks is Vice 
Chairman. The Council's President is John W. Sewell. 
Overseas Development Council, 1717 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C., 	20036, Suite 501. Tel. (202) 234-8701. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The last comprehensive survey of American attitudes on
Third World development and U.S. relations with developing
countries was carried out in 1972.1 Inthe fifteen years since 
that survey, dramatic changes have taken place in the eco-
nomic and political role of the United States in the interna-
tional system, in U.S. relations with the Third World, and
within the developing countries themselves. InterAction and
the Overseas Development Council therefore took on the
task of updating knowledge about an area of public opinion
that had been neglected for many years, while uncovering
baseline data on U.S.-Third World relations and development
issues that had not been explored in depth-for example,
perceptions of economic linkages between the United
States and the Third World, of regional problems, and of the 
effectiveness of aid and aid agencies.

In conducting this important initiative, the Public Opinion
Project, co-sponsored by InterAction and the Overseas De-
velopment Council, has sought to: 

1. Examine U.S. public perceptions of problems facing
the Third World and of efforts to ameliorate povertyand hunger inthose countries;

2. Ascertain public attitudes about U.S. economic rela-tions with the Third World; 
3Idnti w n o pmightit eThrs 

3. Identify American perceptions of personal as well asU.S. national interests relating to international devel-
opment; 

4. Examine factors that may motivate or inhibit public
support of development efforts;

5. Identify the demographic charactaristics of existing
and potential supporters of the international devel-
opment effort; and 

6. Gather information on a) the ways Members of Con-
gress and Congressional staff learn about develop-
ment issues; and on b)information sources that are
perceived to be the most reliable and influential in 
policymaking. 

Word Povertyand Development: A Survey ofAmerican Opinion, areport
prepared by Paul A.Laudicina (Washington, D.C.: Overseas Development
Council, 1973). The survey was conducted by Peter D. Hart Associates,
Inc., for the Overseas Development Council. 

The InterAction/ODC collaborative project included four
distinct research components. These were designed and im­
plemented by the Strategic Information Research Corpora­
tion in consultation with the co-sponsors.2 

0 First, a random sample of 2,400 Americans was inter­
viewed by telephone to provide a "snapshot" of general
American attitudes on arange of issues pertaining to devel­
opment and U.S. relations with the Third World. 

9 Ina second phase of the project, 500 Americans active
in political or social issues (defined as "activists" in the proj­
ect and throughout this report) were interviewed by tele­
phone. While such citizens are not necessarily opinion lead­
ers, they nevertheless are the people who make things
happen in communities around the country, through busi­
ness, religious, political, and community action groups or
through school and college boards, church councils, or politi­
cal campaigns. Although activists as defined inthis study are 
not necessarily involved in Third World issues-or even in 
international affairs generally-they do represent the types
of citizens who are more iikely to either be, or become, in­volved in such efforts. This activist-focused component ofthe research not only tested thisgroup as to their opinions onvarious U.S.-Third World issues, but also probed factors that 

in future motivate them to become more concerned 
about and actively involved in public orprivate efforts to sup­potTidWrd evl mn.port Third World development.En Third, interviews were hold with thirteen Members of
Congress and Congressional staff to gather information as 
to groups that contact them with information or opinions on
U.S.-Third World relations and development issues, as well 
as to ascertain which information sources they consider 
most influential or reliable. Among the interviewees were 
seven Democrats and six Republicans, from both the Sen­
ate and the House. All of the participants were selected be­
cause they-by virtue of their committee assignments and
legislative activities-were important actors in shaping U.S.
foreign policy toward the Third World.w, As a final step, four focus group discussions were held 
in three cities around the country for the purpose of adding
detail and quality to data collected in previous steps of the in­quiry. Through the focus group discussions, ODC and Inter-Action sought to 1) refine our understanding of how Ameri­
cans obtain information or form their opinions on
development issues and of what motivates them to become
involved in development issues, and 2) to identify themes
and messages useful for improving development education. 

'For a fuller explanation of the methodology of each research component,
 
see Appendix 1,"Survey Methodology," p.41.
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Relations between the United States and the developing
countries today necessitate more frequent and complex
policy decisions by leaders in both the public and private
sectors. Yet the emergence of Third World issues that di-
rectly affect Americans-whether relating to trade, aid, in-
vestment, or finance-raises troubling concerns among
policymakers inthe public and private sectors as to whether 
the U.S. public understands what is at stake, has formulated 
opinions or preferences, or will support or oppose given pro-
posals. This study's findings therefore should interest a 
broad audience-including analysts and decisionmakers 
who design and implement U.S. policies toward the Third 
World, journalists who report on international affairs, and,
above all, those responsible for building support for both 
public and private assistance. 

This project has special relevance for the efforts of the de-
velopment community to build-through education and 
information-an American constituency interested in allevi-
ating the sufferings of the poor and in stimulating economic 
growth in the Third World. It is with this community in mind 
that the surveys that make up this project focused not only
3n public attitudes, but also on motivations for becoming
personally involved with efforts to assist Third World devel-
)pment.

For the development community, this study's findings
3ring both good and bad news. The widespread feelings of 
iLimanitarian concern and responsibility toward people in 
)ther countries-as well as the steady support for the con­
,ept of U.S. economic assistance-are positive signs in the 
;urvey results. But there are negatives, too: the extent to 
vhich the public remains uninformed on foreign policy is­
;ues ingeneral and Third World issues in particular; the lack 
)f awareness of U.S.-Third World economic interdepend­
rnce; and the perception of economic assistance as wasted 
ir ineffective. 

We hope that the survey findings-both the good news 
Lnd the bad-will enable those involved in Third World de­
elopment to do a better job of building an informed constitu­
'ncy for U.S. policies to assist the development efforts of 
"birdWorld countries. 

InterAction and the Overseas Development Council wish 
to express their deep appreciation to Nancy Belden, Director 
of Research, and her colleagues at the Strategic Information 
Research Corporation (SIRC) for dedicated and high-quality
work in designing and implementing the research phases of 
this project. We benefited tremendously from SIRC's prelimi­
nary analysis of the data. 

Special thanks are also due to Robert Berg and Christine 
Contee of the Overseas Development Council, co-directors 
of the project; to Thomas Keehn and John Sommer for rep­
resenting InterAction in helping to shape the study; to Barry
Sussman and Carrol Joy, who acted as special consultants 
to the project; and to members of the Survey Advisory
Group, who provided advice and support throughout the last 
year and a half. 

InterAction and the Overseas Development Council grate­
fully acknowledge the financial contributions of the Carnegie
Corporation of New York and of ODC Board member and In­
terAction National Council member Marjorie Benton; their 
concern about American understanding of U.S.-Third World 
and development issues made this project possible. 

Peter J. Davies John W. Sewell 
President President 
American Council for Voluntary Overseas Development Council 
International Action (InterAction) 



WHAT AMERICANS THINK: HIGHLIGHTS
 

Americans In general consider In- 1Americans are aware of the 
ternational development Issues and 
U.S. relations with Third World 
countries to be less important 
than-or even to conflict with-
domestic problems and other U.S. 
foreign policy objectives. Many 
Americans remain uninformed 
about development efforts and U.S.-
Third World relations. A major factor 
Influencing American opinion on 
U.S. trade, debt, and aid policies to-
ward developing countries is con-
cern that U.S. policies to promote 
Third World development imply eco-
nomic losses for Americans. Sup-port for U.S. policies to alleviato 
poverty and stimulate growth in de-
pverpn couate gsrfth liedveloping countries Isfurther limited 

by 	the American public's negative 
perceptions of Third World govern-
ments, as well as by widespread 
skepticism about the effectiveness 
of aid and aid agencies. 

These negative findings, however,
onlhative fst.Thposve
Thse 


views are also strong: While few 

view arealsostrng: hilefew 

Americans are themselves directly 
Involved In helping to promote pov-
erty alleviation and development in 
the Third World, a majority of them 
endorse U.S. policies to provide as-
sistance for these efforts. Public 
support of U.S. economic aid for the 
developing countries is firmly n 
rooted In humanitarian concern and 
a sense of responsibility. 

I problems of poverty and under-
development that face the Third 
World and do not believe that much 
progress has been made in improv-
ing Third World living conditions 
over the past decade. 
w 	 Disease, hunger, poor health care, 

overpopulation, corrupt govern-
ments, and illiteracy were perceived 
to be serious problems by a majority 
of the "activist" ' respondents, with 
the threat of communism, lack of 
adequate resources, and lack of de-
mocracy seen as slightly less criti-
cal. 

m The American public associated 
Africa with hunger, poverty, racial 

discrimination, and lack of know-
how; Asia with overpopulation, hun-
ger, and poverty; and Latin America 
with political problems and poverty. 

m 	 A majority of Americans (56%) be-
lieved that living conditions in the 
Third World have stagnated or dete-
riorated over the last decade; only
32% believed that conditions have 
3 
improved, 

Americans have strong nega-2 tive perceptions of Third World 
governments, but not of the people 
of these countries, 

Among American activists, only one 
in three believed that the policies of 
Third World governments have 

helped improve conditions in devel-
oping countries. 

m 58% of American activists believed 
that corrupt governments are a very 
serious problem in Third World 
countries. 

0 	88% oV the general public believed 
that aid is frequently misused by for­
eign governments. 

m Most Americans did not consider 
Third World people responsible for 
their own poverty; only 18% of the 
activists surveyed said that "people 
who do not work hard enough" was 
a very serious problem in develop­
ing countries. 

A majority of Americans favor 
..-U.S. efforts to assist Third 

World countries with development. 
m Nearly 90% of the U.S. public 

agreed with the statement: "Wher­
ever people are hungry or poor, we 
ought to do what we can to help 
them." 

N A majority of Americans (54%) fa­
vored U.S. economic assistance to 
other countries-a level of support 
that has remained fairly steady for 
over three decades. 

a Over three-quarters of the U.S. pub­
lic (78%) agreed that as a world 
leader, the United States should set 
an example by helping poor nations. 

m A majority of Americans (75%) 
agreed that helping the Third World 
will also benefit the United States in 
the long run. 

Policymakers perceive Ameri­
u can public support for U.S. 
economic assistance to be weak
and fluctuating. 

Policymakers (inthe Congressional 
interviews) consistently observed 
that foreign aid support fluctuates 
with other variables, such as the 
performance of the U.S. economy. 

n 	Policymakers were largely unaware 
of any movements within their Con­
gressional districts to promote U.S. 
development efforts in the Third 
World. 

* 	 Interviewees consistently main­
tained that a demonstrated increase 
in public interest in development is­
sues is needed to stimulate an in­
crease in leaislative interest. 



5 Most Americans are poorly In-
formed about U.S. foreign 

policy in general, about the Third 
World, development Issues, and 
U.S. relations with the developing 
countries, 
0 	 Only one in three Americans cor-

rectly answered all of the three fac-
tual questions in the survey con-
cerning which two countries are 
participants in the SALT or START 
talks, whether the United States or 
the U.S.S.R. belongs to NATO, and 
whether the United States is sup-
porting the Sandinistas or the Con-
tras in Nicaragua. 

• 	 Roughly 30% of those surveyed 
could not name a major problem 
facing Latin American or Asian 
countries, 

" 	 Eight out of ten activists character-
ized themselves as not knowing 
enough about Third World countries 
and their problems. 

Most Americans are aware in 
6 very general terms of the exis-
tence of economic relationships be-
tween the United States and the 
Third World and believe such rela-
tionships to hold potential mutual 
benef its., 
* 	 Nearly three-quarters of the U.S. 

public believed that the economies 
of the Third World affect the U.S. 
economy somewhat or a great deal. 

" 	 Two-thirds of the U.S. public re-
jected the notion that it is against 
U.S. interests to help Third World 
countries because they will com-
pete with us economically and politi-
cally, 

* 	 A majority (55%) of American activ- 
ists agreed that helping Third World 
countries is in the self-interest of the 
United States because as they de-
velop, they will buy American prod-
ucts. 

7 The perceived trade-off be-
7 tween promoting domai,'_, 
well-being and helping those over-
seas limits public support for spe-
cific U.S. trade, aid, and financial 
policies io promote Third World 
growth or alleviate poverty,
* 	 Two out of three Americans strongly 

agreed with the statement: "We 
need to solve our own poverty prob-
lems inthe United States before we 
turn attention to other countries"; 
another 24% agreed somewhat with 
this statement. 

N 	 Two out of three Americans be-
lieved that the United States should 
limit Third World imports until our 
own trade deficit is lowered, 

0 	Two-thirds of the public who op-
posed U.S. economic assistance to 
other countries did so on the 
grounds that domestic welfare and 
economic problems should receive 
priority attention. 

* 	 Four out of five activists believed 
that the United States should take 
care of its own financial problems 
before helping debt-burdened de-
veloping countries, 

A Most Americans recognizethat 
,-the United States has political 

or strategic interests in the Thh1 
World, but many are concerneLl 
about U.S. overinvolvement in 
developing-country affairs. 
E 85% of Americans agreed that "So-

viet aggression inthe Third World is 
a serious problem for the U.S."; 59% 
agreed strongly. 

0 Many Americans believed that it is in 
the U.S. interest to foster political re-
forms within developing countries, 
and supported policies such as link-
ing human-rights reforms to foreign 
assistance (76%), and withholding
assistance from countries that are 
ruled by dictators (66%); 54% of ac-

tivists felt that the United States 
should exert economic and political 
pressure on Mexico to hold fair elec-
tions. 

n 	 However, a plurality (20%) of those 
who opposed military aid did so on 
the grounds that it might lead the 
United States into war; a majority 
(62%) of the public felt that aid pro­
grams get the United States too 
mixed up with other countries' af­
fairs. 

The major reasons for public 
support for economic assist­

ance are humanitarian concern or a 
sense of responsibility; economic 
or political self-interest rationales 
are generally less compelling. 
* 	Amajority of Americans (53%) who 

supported economic assistance did 
so out of feelings of responsibility to­
ward others, or adesire to help the 
less fortunate or alleviate poverty 
and hunger overseas. 

* 	One out of four Americans (28%)
cited U.S. political or strategic inter­
ests as their reason for supporting 
economic assistance. 

N Other reasons mentioned for sup­
porting economic assistance in­
cluded a desire to promote self­
sufficiency in the Third World (8%) 
and to stimulate the world economy 
(65%). 

'U8 Americans consider eco­
1 nomic assistance a legiti­
mate tool to use in pursuing U.S. po­
litical or strategic objectives, but 
they are concerned that this result is 
not always achieved. 
* 	In singling out the most important

countries to receive U.S. aid, a plu­
rality of the public (44%) gave pref­
erence to countries that are imoor­
tant to U.S. security over countries 
with the poorest economies and 
countries that the U.S. needs, as 
trading partners. 
56% believed that U.S. economic 
aid reduces the influence of the So­
viet Union, and 74inf believed that 
such aid helps us make or keep 
other countries as allies. 
otFocoupri pas epres s 

M Focus group participants expressed 
concern about the use of aid for po­litical purposes, saying it is resented 
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by recipients who are "under our 
thumbs," is a form of political "black-
mail" against the United States, or 
does not maintain alliances be-
cause "with two superpowers, it is 
too easy for them to switch sides." 

S OdenceOn some U.S-Third World 
Issues, public preferencesand

about the U.S. aid program appear to 
be at odds with official U.S. policy. 
I Since 1981, U.S. military assistance 

has nearly doubled, but a majorityofstea r ica pblaictcbuin-(51%) of the American public coritin-
ues to oppose the program. 

[ A plurality (39%) of Americans rated 
Africa as a "high priority" region for 
receiving U.S. aid; Africa currently
receives around 11% of total U.S. bi-
lateral economic assistance. 

lank A m er cans ex pr ss a
Americans express a 
strong preference forthose types of U.S. economic aid 

programs that most recognizably
aim to deliver help directly to poor
people. 
" Disaster relief was rated "high prior-

ity" by the largest percentage (74%)
of the public, 

* 	 Assistance programs essential to 
long-term development efforts-
such as health care, education on 
family planning and providing birth 
control, and help for farmers-werealso rated "high priority" by amajor-
ity of the public.o a 

" Relatively lower priority was as-
signed to economic and business-
related programs, large infrastruc-
ture programs, the training of 
foreign nationals in the UnitedStates, and the rental of land over-
seas for U.S. military bases. 

'3 ~) 	 Economic aid is widely
perceived to be ineffective 

or 	wasted; however, this opiniondoes not dissuade many Americans 

from supporting assistance efforts. 
a 85% of Americans believed that a 

large part of aid is wasted by the 
U.S. bureaucracy. 

* 	 94% of American activists felt that a 
lot of foreign aid never gets to the 
people who need it. 

M 74% of the public who had made a 
donation inthe past 12 months to a 
private agency working overseas 
had "just some" or "little" confi-

that money given to those or-
ganizations reaches the needy. 

14 	 The American public14 makes little distinction be-
tween private and official aid efforts.Pa t imost9 Participants in focus group discus-

sions were largely unfamiliar with 
aid agencies-public and private. 

U 	 The public was only slightly more 
trusting about the effectiveness of 
private agencies over public agen-
cies-14%had a great deal of confi-
dence that money given to private 
organizations reaches the needy 
overseas, while only 7% had a great 
deal of confidence that official U.S.aid reaches the needy. 

U 	 Focus group participants did, how-
ever, generally distinguish betweenthe objectives of official and private
economic assistance-seeing offi-
cial aid as meeting U.S. political
objectives overseas and private 
assistance as meeting the humani-
tarian needs of Third World people.
Both objectives are perceived to be 
worthwhile. 

'U 
Only a small-but not in-U o significant-proportion of

Americans have been personally in-
volved in efforts to eliminate pov-
erty and stimulate development in
the Third World; a larger active con-
stituency may, however, exist. 
U 	19% of the public reported making a 

donation in the previous 12 months 
to an organization working on inter-
national issues, including Third 
World development, 

U 	 36% of the activists reported volun­
teering their time or money for a 
group aiding people in por coun­
tries in Asia, Africa, or Latin America 
in the past year. 

U 	 A sizable minority (30%) of Ameri­
cans feel that individuals like them­
selves are doing less than can be 
expected to combat the problem of 

poverty overseas. 

1 Personal experience or 
I6 personal approaches arelikely to motivate Americans tobecome actively involved in efforts 

to promote development or to allevi­
ate poverty in Third World countries. 
U 	 Asked to explain intheir own words 

why they might become involved in 
development efforts, 25%of the ac­
tivists said that personal experi­
e irstand that 
need wr e e inme th as 

sistance,eds or a sense of personal 

connection-such as a friend or rel­
ative living in the Third World-were 
potentially motivating factors.

* 	 Inresponse to a separate question,a majority of activists also said they
might become involved if asked by 
someone they knew; if presented
with an opportunity to work with 
other people with similar interests; 
or ifthey met someone from a devel­
oping country or doing work In the 
Third World. 
ThirduWorld.[ 	 Focus group members emphasized 
television as an important source ofinformation about Third World de­velopment; television programs on 
development efforts were rated by
two-thirds of the activists as one ap­
proach likely to motivate them to be­
come involved.IIR s 	o s sidctdt ag
Responses 	 n rl indicated that, gener­
ally, other approaches-such as di­
rect mail, print advertising, or tele­
phone solicitations-may be useful 
in reaching those who are alreadyinterested, but are not likely to be ef­
fective instimulating initial concern. 
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1.RBSIPR9 ECEPTJONS 

Americans are very aware of the problems of disease, hunger, and poverty ex­
perienced by people inThird World countries. A majority do not believe that 
much progress has been made over the past decade inimproving living condi­
tions inthose countries. 

Where conditions have improved, the largest proportions of Americans 
credit the efforts of private voluntary organizations direct foreign investment, 
and U.S. economic assistance. Few recognize the achievements of Third 
World governments inbringing about improvements in their own countries. 
Negative impressions of Third World governments-as ineffective, corrupt, 
and largely responsible for creating their countries' problems-are widespread 
among the American public. Americans do perceive Third World people as try­
ing hard to improve their own lives. 

Large numbers of interviewees were unable to independently name adevel­
opment problem facing Asia and Latin America-suggesting a significant de­
gree of ignorance about Third World countries and regions. The poor response 
rate to factual questions on U.S. foreign policy posed inthe general population 
survey indicates that Americans are uninformed on a range of foreign policy is­
sues. 



60 

1. 	Growh:.q Public Pessimism About, 
Living Ctnditions in the World 

Question (3B) posed to U.S. public in this survey: 

"Would you say that living conditions Inthe poor countries 
of the world today are better than, about the same, or not as 
good as they were 10 years ago?" 
Question posed In 1972 oOC survey.a 
"How about the general living conditions of most of the 
people Inthe world? Would you say that living conditions in 
the world today are better than, about the same, or not as 
good as they were 10 years ago?" 

Conditions perceived to be: 

7a 50 

c, 40 
Beter-Z+:

'conditions 

": 
30 

About same 
20 -vestments 

10 Worse 
1972 1986 

aPaul A. Laudicina, World Poverty and Development A Survey of 
American Opinion, Overseas Development Council, 1972.:'. 
" 

Third World Progress 
Only 32% of the general public' believed that living condi­
tions in the poor countries of the world are better today than 
they were 10 years ago. More than half of the respondents 
expressed the view that Third World living conditions have 
stagnated or deteriorated over the past decade; 35% said 
that conditions have remained about the same, 21% said 
they have declined. In response to a slightly different ques­
tion posed in the 1972 survey by the Overseas Development 
Council, nearly two-thirds of the respondents thought living 
conditions in the world had improved over the previous dec­
ade. This suggests a growing degree of pessimism about 
progress made in improving the lives of the poor indevelop­
ing countries. 

Americans are more ambivalent about future rather than 
about past economic advances in the Third World-as 
shown in their uncertainty about Africa's future. Although a 
majority (52%) of the general public expressed the opinion 
that, even with outside assistance, there will always be peri­
ods of famine inAfrica, a substantial minority (43%) said that 
Africa will someday be able to raise most of its own food. 

Presented by the interviewers with the proposition that
in Third Word countries have in some instances 

improved, 62% of activist respondents credited the efforts of 
U.S. private voluntary organizations with having helped Third 
World countries a great deal or a fair amount. Also consid­
ered helpful by the majority of these respondents were in­

by corporations from the United States, Japan, 
and Europe (61%) and economic aid from the United States 
government (60%). Activist respondents were, however, 
more ambivalent about the impact of other factors. While a 
plurality of them (49%) considered technological advances 
and favorable world economic conditions to have been help­
ful, 47% and 45%, respectively, felt that technology and 
world economic conditions had been just a little or not at all 
helpful. Forty-seven per cent considered loans from banks 
to have been just a little or not at all helpful, while 46% felt 
they had helped a great deal or a fair amount. Men had more 
favorable impressions than women of the impact of world 
economic conditions,corporate investment, and commercial 
bank loans on the Third World. 

Third World Problems 
A majority of the public (53%) indicated considerable pessi­
mism about the extent of the Third World's problems, 
agreeing with the statement: "The problems in developing 
countries are so overwhelming that anything the United 
States does is just a drop in the bucket." However, nearly 
half (46%) of the. public rejected this statement, with dis­
agreement much higher (59%) among those aged 18 to 24. 
The activists surveyed were also divided on a similar ques­
tion. Reacting to the statement: "I feel the Third World's 
problems are so great that my help can't make any differ­
ence," 48% felt tha; this described them somewhat or very 
well, while 51% said it did not describe them at all. 

The activist respondents perceived Third World poverty to 
be caused by factors beyond the control of poor people in 
those nations. Asked to rate the severity of rame long-term 

'Throughout this report, reference is made to the "general public"-the 

2,427 adults selected at random and interviewed in the general population 
survey-and to "activists"-the 502 interviewed individuals selected for 
their generally active involvement with community, stale, and national is­
sues. For further discussion of the selection procedures and methodology, 
see Appendix 1."Survey Methodology," p.41. 



problems that Third World countries may face, the activists 
considered the proposition that people do not work hard 
enough to be the least important problem of those enumer-
ated; only one-fifth considered this to be a very serious prob­
lem. Nearly three-quarters of the activists rated disease, 
hunger, and poor health care as extremely serious. A major-
ity of these respondents also perceived overpopulation, cor-

rupt governments, and illiteracy to be serious problems. 
eeteat
Problems they cosdrdsihl esciia theconsidered slightly less critical were 

threat of communism, lack of adequate resources such as 

water and fertile land, and the absence of democracy. 

The general public respondents were asked to describe in 

their own words the major problems facing the developing 
regions of Africa, Asia, and Latin America. Roughly one-third 
of them did not offer an opinion inresponse to this question 
with respect to Asia (36%) or Latin America (32%). A signifi-

cantly smaller number (11%) did not respond to the question 
seem to indicate that thein relation to Africa. This would 

1984-85 media coverage of Africa's food and development 
crisis had an impact on American awareness. 

In relation to Africa, nearly one-half (48%) of the public 
named huiger and poverty as the major problem. Those 
aged 18 to 24 named this problem more frequently. A num-
ber of those surveyed (17%) pointed to racial discrimination 

to South Africa; Black Americans-presumably referring 
cited this problem more frequently than others. The general 
public also cited Africa's lack of technical know-how (13%), 

bad leadership (13%), and overpopulation (8%). Lack of 

technical know-how was mentioned more frequently in rela-

tion to Africa than to other regions. 
Asked to focus on Asia, the general public again cited 

hunger and poverty as the most crucial problems (24%), fol­
lowed by overpopulation (17%). Fewer respondents pointed 
to poor or unstable governance (10%) and lack of know-how 
(7%) in discussing Asia than they did in relation to Africa or 
Latin America. 

When considering Latin America, the public cited political 
problems mo.t frequently; 23% pointed to bad leadership, 
unstable govemments, or civil war and revolution. Hunger 
and and poverty were close behind (21%), although these 
problems were less frequently cited in relation to Latin Amer­
ica than in the cases of Africa and Asia. Conflict in Nicaragua 
was specifically mentioned by only 3% of the respondents; 

and debt, unemployment, or poor economies by only 7%. 
Human rights issues were nvintioned in the context of Latin 

America by only two of the 1,246 individuals who were asked 

this question.2 

Third World Governments and People
perceptions of 

Americans have generally negative 

developing-country governments and lay much of the blame 
for these countries' problems at the doors of their govern-
ments. Eighty-one per cent of the public agreed (nearly one­
half of them strongly) with the statement: "Governments in 
Third World countries are largely to blame for creating their 
own problems through poor planning." This sentiment was 
far more pronounced among older, non-professional, and 
less educated subgroups.Only 5% of the activist respon-

dents gave Third World governments a great deal of credit, 
and 24% a fair amount of credit, for contributing to progress 
in their countries, while a majority (64%) felt they were either 
not at all or only slightly helpful. 

2Question asked of split sample. 

2. Public Opinion About What'Has 
Helped the Third World
 

Question (4)posed to U.S. activists: 
"Insome Instances, conditions have Improved InThird 
World countries. As I read you each of the following, 
please tell me Ifyou think that thing has helped those 

countries a great deal, a fair amount, just a little, or notall." 

Percentages of U.S. activists responding: 
U helped agreat deal Uhelped a fair amount 
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Question (15A) posed to U.S. general public: 

"Please tell me whether you think each of the following 
has generally helped or hurt the peop;e In the Third 
World countries in the last few years." 

Percentages of U.S. generalpublic responding: 

U 	helped M hurt 

u.s. economic aid 
M i e n U 
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Investment
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Nearly one-half (48%) of the U.S. general public thought 
that Americans are seen as generous by people indevelop­
ing countries,while 36% felt that Americans are perceived to 

be "stingy." A sizable proportion (42%) said that people of 
the Third World view Americans as enemies, while 37% be­
lieve that Americans are considered to be friends. The age of 
respondents clearly affects their views about how Third 
World people perceive them, with younger respondents 

more frequently believing that Third World people see Amer­

icans as friends.	 11 



3. Seriousness of the Third World's 
Problems-as Seen byU.S. Activists 

Question (3)posed to U.S. activists: 
"I'm going to mention some long-term problems Third 
World countries may have. Using ascale where 1means
'not a problem at all' and 10 means 'the worst possible
problem,' please tell me how serious you think each prob-
lem Is in the Third World." 

Percentages of U.S. activists responding: 
" serious problem (rated 8.10) 
" somewhat of aproblem (rated 4.7) 

not aproblem (rated 1-3) 

Diseaselhunger/poor
health care 


Overpopulation 


Corruptgovernments 

Illiteracy 

Threat of communism 

S Lackof adequateS resourcesNATO, 

Lack of democracy 
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work hardenough 


0 20, 40 60 80 100 
(percentages) 

Note: Response totals may not equal 100% due to 
• "Don't know" answers."N on't os ane% exclusion of 

iCentral America, South America, and the Middle East. 

American Knowledge of the Third World
No analysis of public attitudes toward U.S.-Third World rela­
tions or development efforts can ignore the thinness of the 
American knowledge base on these questions. Yet the U.S. 
public is not particularly uninformed about the Third World; 
evidence abounds that Americans are generally uninformed 
about policy issues-both domestic and foreign. For exam­
pIe, only 22% of the respondents to the 1972 ODC survey
correctly estimated the percentage of the world's people liv­
ing inthe Third World. ' Closer to home, in response to a 
1985 survey by the Los Angeles Times, only 9%of the public
correctly estimated the percentage of Americans living be­
low the poverty line.4 

To most Americans, the developing countries seem physi­
cally and culturally remote. Although a majority of the re­
spondents inthe general population (63%) said that they had 
traveled outside the United States, most had done so primar­
ily within the industrialized West-with the exception of sub­
stantial travel to Mexico and the Caribbean. Of those who re­
ported travel overseas, 48% said they had visited Mexico;
24%, the Caribbean; 13%, Asia; 7%, Africa; and 8%each, 

Eighty per cent of the activists characterized themselves as"not knowing enough about Third World countries and their 
problem&." This lack of personal experience and knowledge
udoubtedly affects American perceptions of the people and 
governments of developing countries, as well as the eco­
nomic, social, and political relationships of those countries 
with the United States. 

To measure the American public's general level of knowl­
edge, respondents to the general population survey were 
asked three factual questions regarding U.S. membership in

U.S.-Soviet participation inthe SALT or START talks, 
and U.S. policy inNicaragua. The responses to the individual 
questions actually reflect an increase inpublic knowledge. In
1978, only one-third of the public responded correctly to the 

on arms negotiations,5 while nearly one-half (47%)
responded correctly now. Inthis survey, 52%-up from 29%in 1983 and 46% in 1985 -knew that the Reagan Adminis­
tration backs the Contras in Nicaragua.

The level of knowledge does appear to make a difference 
to American opinion on Third World issues. For example, in­
dividuals defined in the general population survey as "well 
informed" (by having responded correctly to at least two of 
the three factual questions on the START talks, NATO, and 
U.S. policy in Nicaragua) favored U.S. economic assistance 
more than the general public (63%). They were are also 
more likely than average to believe that the United States 
should give the Third World greater access to U.S. markets 
(46%).

On issues involving basic values, however, individuals' in­
formation levels made less of a difference. For example,"well-informed" individuals did not differ from the general 
public inmost frequently citing humanitarian feelings of con­
cern or responsibility as their reasons for supporting aid. 
They were only slightly less likely than the general public to 
agree with the statement: "We need to solve our own pov­
erty problems inthe United States before we turn attention to 
other countries." 

3 World Poverty and Development, op. cit., p.100.

4Survey by the Los Angeles Times, April 20-25, 1985.
 
"Survey by the Roper Organization, October 28-November 4,1978.

6Surveys by ABC News/Washington Post, August 1983 and June 1985.
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Americans place a far higher priority on domestic well-being than on foreign
policy problems. For most, international issues-with the exception of
terrorsm-rank fairly low among other concerns. When Americans do focus
on foreign relations, they are generally much more concerned about U.S. re~a­tions with traditional allies or adversaries-Great Britain and the Soviet
Union-than about Third World countries. Although Ai aericans do perceive the
United States to have humanitarian, economic, and political and strategic inter­ests inthe Third World, they give these issues relatively low importance amongAmerican interests; other priorities-national and international-conflict with orlimit their concern about U.S.-Third World or development issues. 

Focus on Domestic Problems 
Sixty-four per cent of the general public independently identified domestic"bread and butter" issues-unemployment, the national budget deficit, or thegeneral state of the U.S. economy-to be most pressing.1 When asked to ratethe importance of a number of specific issues confronting the government, re­spondents assigned the lowest priority to lowering the trade deficit and to re­ducing poverty and hunger in other countries, while giving high priority to publiceducation, checking crime, and alleviating domestic poverty. 

'Thirty-five percent cited international terrorism as one of the biggest problems facing the UnitedStates today. Although the April 14, 1986 U.S. attack on Libya occurred during the period the gen­eral population survey was being conducted, there was little difference between responses re­corded before and after the event. Even before the attack on Libya, however, the media were fo­cusing a great deal of attention on international terrorism, no doubt with some impact on the 
responses. 
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4. Perceptions of U.S. National 
Priority of Problems and Countries 

Question (2AJB) posed to U.S. public: 
"Using a scale where 1 means lowest priority and 10 
means top priority, please tell me how you would rate these 
Issues the government has to deal with." 

Percentages responding: 
" 	very Important (rated 8-10) 

"somewhat Important (rated 4 
no t Important(rated -)

*I 	not important (rated 1.3) 

Public education N O N E 
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Question (4,A) posed to U.S. public: 
"Using our scale where 1means not at all important and 
10 means very Important, please tell me how important
you feel each of these countries isto the United States." 

Percentages of U.S. public perceiving country's Importance 
to the United States to be: 

E very important (rated 8-10) 
* somewhat Important (rated 4-7) 
* not Important (rated 1-3) 

Great Britain 
M E N Bveyed 

Soviet Union 

"China 

S,-Mexio 

Nige-la 

India 
40 60 80 1 

Note: 	Response totals may not equal 100% due to exclusion of 
"Don't know" answers. 

This general perception of the larger claim of ddmestic 
problems was highlighted by 84% of the general population" 
agreeing (60% of them strongly) with the statement: "We 
need to solve our own poverty problems in the United States 
before we turn attention to other countries." Older respon­
dents, Black Americans, and those with household incomes 
under $15,000 strongly agreed with this statement more fre­
quently. Among the activists, 63% considered themselves 
well described (and an additional 25% somewhat described) 
by the statement: "Iam more interested inhelping people in 
the United States before people in other countries." 

Such expression of greater concern about domestic well­
being of course is not new. For example, protecting Ameri­

can jobs was consistently rated a very important U.S. foreign 
policy goal by the largest number of respondents to polls 
conducted in 1978 and 1982 by The Chicago Council on For­
eign Relations. U.S. policy goals that rated second and 
third-keeping up the value of the dollar, or securing ade­
quate supplies of energy-were closely related to domestic 
self-interest. In contrast, outward-oriented objectives such 
as promoting ard defending human rights overseas, improv­
ing the standard of living in other countries, protecting 
weaker nations against foreign aggression, or helping to 
bring democratic forms of government to other nations con­
sistently rated lower.2 

Foreign Policy Priorities 
Despite continuing priority for domestic issues, public sup­
port appears to be growing for an active U.S. role in world af­
fairs. In1982, only a bare majority (53%) of the public agreed 
that it would be best for this country's future if the United 
States were active internationally.3Inthis survey,69% of the 
respondents agreed with this statement.

Americans tend to believe that developing countries are 
less important than traditional U.S. allies or adversaries. 
Asked to rank several countries according to their impor­
tance to the United States, approximately two-thirds of the 
general public rated Great Eritain and the U.S.S.R. as very 
important, while less than half (47%) gave this rating to 
China, and only 40% to Mexico. Nigeria and India received 
lower ratings. 

U.S.-Third World Policy Priorities 
Humanitarian Concerns. Most Americans believe that 

the United States has a humanitarian responsibility to help 
developing countries. Eighty-nine per cent of those sur­

inthe general population agreed with the statement: 
"Wherever people are hungry or poor, we ought to do what 
we ,an to help them;" and 78% supported the statement: 
"As aworld leader, the United States should set an example 
for other wealthy nations by helping other poor countries." 
Among the activists surveyed, 73% agreed that: "Because 
we live inone of the richest countries inthe world, Americans 
have 	a responsibility to help improve conditions in poorer 
countries." 

The overall survey results indicate that Americans gener­
ally feel most strongly that the United States should assist 
Third World development on humanitarian grounds. Among 
respondents in some demographic subgroups, feelings of 
2American Public Opinion and U.S. Foreign Policy, 1983, John E.Rielly, 

ed. (Chicago: Chicago Council on Foreign Relations, 1983), pp. 113-14. 
3American Public Opinion and U.S. Foreign Policy, 1983, op. cit., p.11. The 
questions in the 1978 and 1982 Chicago Council surveys and in this 
InterAction/ODC survey differed slightly. See questions inFigure 5. 
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compassion and responsibility accompany concern about 
other perceived interests in U.S.-Third World economic, so-
cial, orpolitical relations. But for the majority of Americans, 
humanitarian concern appears to be the major basis for in­
terest in helping the Third World; other mutual interests are 
not widely perceived or understood. 

Clearly, however, the public perceives the government's 
responsibility for the poor at home to be much greater than 
for the poor overseas. While over one-half of the general 
public rated "helping the poor in the United States" a major 
problem that the government has to deal with, less than one-
fifth gave a high rating to "reducing hunger and poverty in 
other countries." In a 1985 survey by Yankelovich, Skelly 
and White, 77% of the respondents agreed that "the govern­
ment has a basic responsibility to take care of people who 
can't take care of themselves," but only 40% rejected the 
statement that "the government has no special responsibility 
to spend money helping the poor inother countries."4 Inthis 
project's focus groups, participants explained that until they 
perceived a substantial and adequate effort being made to 
combat domestic poverty, they would be unwilling to support 
a greater international effort. Greater concern about provid-
ing assistance to poor Americans thus clearly competes with 
public support for helping the poor overseas. 

Political Interests. Americans tend to view the Third 
World as a dangerous arena of conflict between the Soviet 
Union and the United States. Over one-half (59%) of those 
surveyed in the general population agreed strongly with the 
statement that: "Soviet aggression in the Third World is a 
serious problem for the United States," while 26% agreed
somewhat. Asked to rate on a scale of 1-10 some possible 

4 The Charitable Behavior ofAmericans: A National Survey, Findings pre- 
pared by Virginia Ann Hodgkinson and Murray S.Weitzman (The Rockefel-
ler Brothers Fund, 1986). This survey was conducted by Yankelovich, 
Skelly and White for the Rockefeller Brothers Fund. 

5. Growing Support for an Activei: 
U.S. International Role 

Question (3A) posed to U.S. public In this survey:
 
"Do you think it will be best for the future of the United ,"
 
States Ifwe take an active part inworld affairs or Ifwe stay
 
out of world affairs?"
 
Questionposed inthe 1982, 1978,1974, 1956, and1947suveys;
 
"DOyouthinkltwillbebestforthefutureofthecountryifwe
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Sources: Data for 1947 and 1956 from surveys by National Opin-

Ion Research Center; 1974 data from survey by Louis Harris and 
Associates, Inc.; 1978 and 1982 data by Gallup Organization, 
Inc.-all from John E. Rielly, ed., American Public Opinion and 

'rU.S.Foreign Policy, The Chicago Council on Foreign Relations,. 
1983, p.1 1. 

6., Public Perception of U.S. Interests in the Third World 
Questions (21B, 12B, and 19,4, respectively) posed to U.S. public: . 

"[Do you agree or disagree that]... "From what you have heard or read, "[Do you agree or disagree that) ... 

Soviet aggression Inthe Third World would you say the'economles of Wherever, people arehungry or 
Is a serious problem for the United countries Inthe Third World affect the poor, We ought to do what we canto. 
States?" U.S. economy a great deal, some- help them?" 

what, not very much, or not at all?" 
Strongly disagree 

Strongly disagree 4% 

trongtI1know-3% 
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long-term problems of Third World countries, nearlyone-half 
of the activists rated the threat of communism as very seri-
ous. (Other problems-disease, hunger, illiteracy, overpop-
ulation, and corrupt governments-were, however, given 
greater weight.) 

Many Americans believe that it is in the U.S. interest to 
foster political reforms within developing countries. Three-
quarters of the general population said that it is good policy 
forthe United States to require a foreign government tocarry 
out human rights reforms before it receives U.S. aid. Sixty-
six per cent also agreed that the United States should not 
give any kind of assistance to countries that do not have free 
elections or are ruled by dictators. Fifty-four per cent of the 
activists expressed agreement with the statement: "The 
United States should exert political and economic pressure 
on Mexico to hold fair elections." 

The public is,however, concerned about America's poten-
tial over-involvement in Third World affairs. Among those in 
the general population who opposed U.S. military assistance 
to developing countries, 20% did so on the grounds that 
such assistance could lead the United States to war. Sixty-
two per cent of the respondents agreed with the statement: 
"Aid programs get us too mixed up with other countries' af-
fairs;" and 51% agreed that: "We should give the Third World 
countries less aid and leave them alone so they can develop 
in their own ways." 

American activists display a significant degree of cynicism 
regarding the objectives of industrial-country policiestoward 
the Third World. Fifty-one percent of these respondents said 
that "governments of weathier nations get involved inThird 
World countries mostly to take advantage of them." Incon-
trast, inthe 1972 ODC survey,only one-quarter (24%) of the 
public agreed with a similar statement: "The United States 
exploits poor countries just to get what it needs."5 

5 World Poverty and Development, op. cit., p. 111. 

Economic Interests. At a general level, most Amdricans 
appear to be aware of an economic intarrelationship be- * 
tween the United States and the Third World. When a5ked 
whether "the economies of countries in the Third World af­
fect the U.S. economy," one-quarter of the general public re­
sponded that Third World economies affect the U.S. econ­
omy a great deal and nearly one-half said the U.S. economy 
was affected somewhat. 

Most Americans perceive this interrelationship to hold po­
tential benefits for both the developing countries and the 
United States. Thus three-quarters of the general public 
agreed with the statement: "If the United States helps the 
Third World, we will benefit in the long run;" and two-thirds 
rejected the statement that: "It is against U.S. interests to 
help countries in the Third World because they will com­
pete with us economically and politically." More men than 
women-and more upper-income than lower-income re­
spondents-perceived such long-term benefits and rejected 
the idea that future competition should curtail U.S. efforts. 
Fifty-five per cent of the activist respondents agreed (19% of 
them strongly) that: "Helping Third World countries is in our 
self-interest because as they develop, they will buy Ameri­
can products." 

Yet when questioned about specific U.S. trade, finance, or 
investment policies, Americans tend to perceive interde­
pendence as a "negative sum game" for the United 
States-as inthe case of the relationship of trade to U.S. em­
ployment. Similarly, they do not appear to see much of a rela­
tionship between domestic and international economic prob­
lems or policies; for example, there is little evidence that 
many see the U.S. financial situation and the debt problem of 
developing countries to be related. Thus while Americans do 
see positive benefits to economic interdependence in the 
abstract-or over a longer time frame-they do not appear 
to be aware of economic links in specific terms, or they see 
such links as negative and are concerned about "damage 
control." 

"ThidWorld ielatiohsir6 6IArii tlhe geneal publicand 
activist surveys focused specifically onthe relationship be-
twe~nihe United States'and;Mexico,' ts"oily contiguous 
Third World neighbor7'he esuisirrdicite that Ambricans 
are divided over the proper, U.S. policy toward Mexico in 
terms of both priorities .ndstrategies. : 

This study found that Americans do not consider Mexico 
to be the Third World nation most importantto the United 
States despite-Mexico's geographic proximity, its.strong 
economiclinkswith the UnitedStates, and thegreaterfamil-
larity of Americans with that •country relative to other Third 
Worldnations. (Of the 63% of those Inthe general public' 
"surveywho reported having traveled outside the United 
States, 48% had visited Mexico.) China was rated more im-
portant than Mexico by a larger percentage of the public.a 

Younger and older Americans differed notably intheir as-
sessments of Mexico's importance to the United States. 
Americans over 35 years old considered Mexico to be very 

'important more frequently than did younger respondents. 
Americans living in the Western United States rated Mexico 

living in as very important more frequently than did those 
other regions. Even in the West, however, Mexico was per-
ceived as less important than the Soviet Union, Great Brit-' 
ain,or China. 	 .. 

'The United: states ana Mexico.
 

''T examn~e the percep~ti0"nsof Aeilcans nemnIng U.S.-: '.Over one-third of the U.S. general public rsldered Mex-....
 
I
' '	ican immigration th eUnitbd Statest6'thbii6stf ip'r 
tant issue affecting U.S-Mexican relatlons. Neirl y ne-thIrd. 
gave first place to Mexico's political stabilit, wille 22/ acn-. 
sidered Mexico's debt crsis to be the most Importnt prob-'r 
lem.Activists.firmly agreed that Mexico's economy has an 
impact on the.U.S. economy. Seventy-seven per cent disa­
greed with the statement: "Mexico's economic roblemsdo 

.not affect the U.S. economy very much.", -, 
' On the issue of U.S. involvement InMexican affairs, activ-­
ist sharply divided. A majorityrespondents were more 
(54%) agreed with the statement, that the United .States 
should exert p0 itical and economic pressure on Mexico to 
hold fair elections, but 41% disagreed. And while 52% 
agreed, 45% disagreed that Mexico should be accorded 
highest priority for receiving U.S. help because of its geo­
graphic proximity. 

aA recent survey by Louis Harris and Associates, Inc., found clear 
evidence that Americans believe that U.S.-Mexican relations are 
important to this country. Sixty-nne per cent of those surveyed in 
the Harris poll responded that itwas very important "forthe U.S. to 
have astable, reliable, and friendly neighbor inthe govemment of-
Mexico"; another 24% said it was somewhat important. "Mexico is 
Friendly But Has Serious Problems," Louis Harris The Harris Sur-. 
vev. Auaust 11. 1986. Press Release No: 44. 
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3. VIEWS ON U.S.-THIRD WORLD
 
ECONOMIC ISSUES
 

Most Americans generally agree that the economies of the Third World are im­

portant to the United States. Their acknowledgement of the Third World's eco­

nomic significance does not, however, translate into support for specific trade, 

finance, or labor policies that might contribute to Third World economic growth. 

Americans are concerned about the impact of Third World trade on domestic 

business and employment, and this interest overrides any preference they may 

have for an open, competitive trading system. 
Americans are not very concerned about helping developing countries cver­

come the burdens of their debt problem. This survey found little evidence that 

they make any connection between the Third World's debt crisis and U.S. na­

tional interests or between the debt crisis and alleviating poverty inthe devel­

oping world. 
The public's assessments of the impact of the commercial sector on the 

Third World are somewhat ambiguous: a majority believe that U.S. direct for­

eign investment has generally helped people in the Third World, but most also 

believe that investment has made developing countries dependent on U.S. cor­

porations instead of helping them develop themselves. Opinion is also divided 

as to whether commercial bank loans have helped or hurt the Third World. 

Public reaction to the plight of economic and political refugees isgenerally 

sympathetic, but there is strong support for U.S. immigration restrictions to pro­

tect the jobs of American workers. 
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Questbin(15)posedto U.S.actMsts: 
"[Do you agree or disagree that]...
Helping Third World countries be-
come self-sufficient will cut down on 
the number of immigrants to the Un-
Ited States?" 

7. U.S.-Third World Economic Interdependence Recognized-

Queston (15) posed to U.S.activists: Question (19A) posedto the U.S. public:
"(Do you agree or disagree that]... "[Do you agree or disagree that) ...Helping Third World countries is in It is against U.S. interests to helpour self-interest because as they de- countries in the Third World becausevelop, they will buy American pro- they will compete with us economi­ducts?" cally and politically?" 

- But Domestic Problems Considered More Important
:~ ~ ~ .'k.,,~/,, ~ w 

Question (lOB) posed to U.S. public: Queston (21.,A!posed to U.S. public: Question (7) posed to U.S. activists:"Do you agree more that we shoulo "[Do you agree or disagree that... "Which of these two statements dohelp Third World countries by leting Tho U.S. should limit the number of you tend to agree with more: (1)Thethem sell goods to the United States, immigrants entering the country be- United States should actively help re­or more that the United States cause they compete with Americans duce the foreign debt of Third Worldshouldn't allow so many foreign ima- for Jobs?" countries that face economic col­ports from the Third World until the lapse-or (2) The United StatesU.S. trade deficit islowered?" should take care of its own financial 
problems first?" 



uesson (19A)Posed to U.
S.public.-

"[Do you agree or disagree that]...Ifthe United States helps the ThirdWorld, werun?" will benefit Inthe long 

-. 


' ,_ Son"W"tendency.
Activist respondents showed a similar, strong protectionist 

Don'tknow/of 
15 

uestion (8) posed to U.S. activists 
hich of these two statements do 

u tend to agree with more: (1)iericans should buy products from
Ird World countries because theirces are lower and it helps thoseJntries get on their feet-or (2)To 
P U.S. industries and workers,iericans should not buy goodsde inThird World countries even if 
Vhave to pay more for compara-
American products?" 

Trade, Finance, and Jobs 
Strong protectionist sentiment surfaces on the issue of inter­national trade: 60% of the general public said that the United 
States should restrict imports from the developing countriesuntil the U.S. trade deficit islowered, while 32% thought thatimports should be allowed and 8% were not sure. Currentopposition to imports was considerably higher than in the 
1972 survey, in which a similar question found 44% favoring
restrictions, 39% opposing them, and 16% undecided.1 Onthis issue, as on others relating to business and trade policy,there was a notable split among the responses of variousdemographic subgroups. Those from Western states andthe better-educated and more affluent groups tended to takethe position that foreign imports should not be limited andthat Third World countries should be encouraged to sellgoods to the United States. Men held this view more fre­quently than women. 

When asked to choose between a) purchasingimported goods from Third World countries because "theirprices are lower and it helps those countries get on theirfeet," and b) helping U.S. industries and workers by notbuying Third World goods, 54% of the activists opted for thelatter position. Only 31% favored purchasing importedgoods, while 15% were undecided.Yet, as other surveys have shown, protectionist senti­ments do not necessarily imply an underlying preference fora restrictive trade policy. For example, ina 1983 Louis Harrissurvey, 73% of the respondents favored a policy to open uptrade between Europe, Japan, and the United States inorderto correct the U.S. trade balance, while only 27% favored re­stricting foreign imports into the United States. 2 A 1986 sur­vey of attitudes on international trade concluded that Ameri­cans continue to be committed to the concept of free trade,but have turned to protectionism because of "what they be­lieve the trade situation to be: The economy is being hurt byimport competition, jobs are being lost, the United States isbeing treated unfairly by its trading partners, and the benefitsimport competition are not impressive."a3
broader rationale for this "America first" sentiment issuggested in a 1983 study by the Public Agenda Foundation.on American attitudes toward the federal budget crisis. Thisstudy concluded that the public is unwilling to consider more 

'The 1972 question, which read: "Considering the products coming infromothercountries, would you say you strongly appiove, mildlyapprove mildly
disapprove, orstici
 
from underdeveloped countries?" did not mention the U.S. trade deficit.
World Poverty and Development, op. cit., p.107.
2Survey by Louis Harris and Associates, Inc., conducted April20-25,1983,
for Business Week, "Opinion Roundup," Public Opinion, Aprl/May 1985, p.30.


aSurvey by Matthew Greenwald and Associates and the Government Re­search Corporation, March-June 1986, as reported in"Storm Warnings on.nd 
Volume 5, No. 1. 

the Trade Front," Matthew Greenwa1d RuyTeixeira, TheJAMA Forum,
 



painful domestic solutions to the budget problem, inpart due 
to "the belief that largess to foreigners is responsible for our
budget problems": 

"Conservative respondents blamed foreign aid and ex-
penditures on social services for illegal aliens such ao
Mexicans, Cubans, or Haitians. Blue collar respondents 
saw foreign imports and overseas military spending as im-
portant causes of the problem. Underlying both sets of
views is a sense of anger and frustration that we're not
'taking care of home' and that, especially in hard times, we
should put America first."4 

Other surveys have found that Americans are largely un-
aware of the employment benefits of foreign trade for the
United States.5 Among respondents tc the 1972 ODC sur-
vey, 40% said the most important reason to support free
trade between the United States and the Third World was
that it helped developing countries; few cited factors benefi-
cial to the United States, such as lower prices (14%) and 
more export jobs (9%). Inresponse to a separate question in
the same survey, a plurality (49%) cited the loss of American 
jobs as the most important reason to oppose free trade.More recently, in a 1985 New York Times/CBS poll, 69% of
the respondents said foreign trade costthe United States
jobs, while only 19% said foreign trade gained jobs for the
United States.6 

When asked to choose between otner economic priorities,

the activist respondents to this survey consistently chose to 

promote or protect domestic over international well-being. A

large majority (80%) of activists agreed that the United

States should take care of its own financial problems before
actively helping to reduce the foreign debt of economically
unstable Third World countries. Two-thirds of the activists re-
jected the statement that a)American banks should extend 
more credit to developing countries to help them repay their
loans, in favor of a statement that b)U.S. banks should not
offer Third World countries better credit terms than they ex-
tend to American companies. 

'Public Agenda Foundation, "The Federal Budget Crisis: The Public's Re-sponse," Report prepared for the Committee for a Responsible Federal 
Budget, February 1983, p. 8. 
5in 1980, approximately 6 million U.S. jobs were generated by U.S. goodsexports. See Stuart Tucker, "Update: Costs to the United States of the Re-cession inDeveloping Countries," Working Paper No. 10 (Washington, D.C.:
Overseas Development Council, 1986). 
aSurvey by New York TimeslCBS News, conducted May 29-June 2,1985. 

Although 46% of the public agreed that the United States
"needs to do everything in its power to find solutions to the
debt problems of Third World countries," only 13% strongly 
agreed with this idea. 

American perceptions of the impact of the commercial 
sector on the Third World are ambiguous. On the one hand, 
a majority (65%) of those in the public believed that U.S. di­
rect foreign investment has in general helped people inde­
veloping countries. Nonetheless, 69% of the same group
agreed with he statement: "Investment by U.S. corporations
in the Third World has made countries dependent on corpo­
rations rather than helping them develop themselves." Thisapparent contradiction may indicate some confusion of opin­
ion, or a perception that while direct foreign investment has
fostered dependency, it has by and large been beneficial to
developing countries. Nearly one-half of the general public
had a favorable opinion of the impact of commercial bank
loans on Third World people, while one-third said it hurt
them. The activists' view was similar-with 61% and 46%,
respectively, responding that direct investment or commer­
cial bank loans have helped developing countries a great
deal or a fair amount. 

Respondents perceived a specific link between underde-• 
velopment and U.S. immigration. Nearly two-thirds of the ac­
tivists agreed with the statement: "Helping Third World coun­
tries become self-sufficient will cut down on the number of
immigrants to the United States." There is a striking degree
of support among the general public for U.S. immigration re­
strictions to protect American jobs. A large majority (71%) of
the public agreed with the statement: "The United States
should limit the number of immigrants entering the country
because they compete with Americans for jobs"; 43% 
agreed strongly with this view. 

Incontrast, there was substantial division among the gen­
eral public as to whether or not the United States should 
open its borders to refugees, although they did not appear to
make the distinction between political and economic refu­
gees that guides official U.S. policy. Fifty-five per cent saidthat the United States should accept refugees fleeing from 
political oppression; 50% felt that the United States shouldaccept refugees fleeing poverty. The affluent and those inprofessional households voiced stronger support for theprof e o hou s.lds s rtsfof e hoics tetronger o nger 
acceptance of refugees. Catholics tended to show strongercommitment than the general public to helping refugeesfleeing poverty. Black Americans strongly opposed unre­stricted immigration more frequently than did other respon­
dents. 



8. Apparent Differences Between U.S. Public Opinion and U.S. Policy 
Public Opinion: 

Economic Aid 
U.S. giving of economic assistance to other countries 

Favor: 54% 
Oppoe:a 

aa 

Aaos lear thelpnU..sol eapor atins xmlothernations by helping other poor nations. 

Agree: 78% 
Disagree: 20% 

Military Aid 
U.S. ging of military assistance to other nations to buy arms andtrain soldiers 

Favor: 38% 

Oppose: 51% 
.
 

Priorities (High and Low) for Regional Destination of AidAfrca Israel Arab Countrie 
High priority: 39% High prority: 28% High prority: 
Low priority: 11% Low pronty: 23% Low priority: 43% 

Latin America and Asia 
the Caribbean 

High priority: 35% High prirt: 19% 5Low priority: 12% Low priority: 15% 

Government Policy: 

U.S. bilateral economic assistance rose 37% from FYI 981 to 
FY1988. (The budget for U.S. development assistance increased15%, the food aid budget rose 4%, and economic support funds-­program of economic assistance to countries of political or 
strategic Interest to the United States-rose 79%.):..
 
Inabsolute terms, the United States official development assist­
ance program is the largest in the world. However, in relative
terms-that Is, measured as a percentage of national wealth-U.S. official development assistance !slower than that of sixteenother Industrial nations. 

1 From FY1981 to FYI 986, U.S. military assistance to other coun­tries rose 89%, and now comprises nearly one-half of total U.S. 
bilateral foreign assistance. 

InFYI 987, U.S. bilateral economic assistance-that Is,economic
support funds, development assistance, and food aid-is allo­cated as follows: the Middle East (20%); Latin America and the 
Caribbean (19%); Israel (18%); Asia (16%); and Africa (11%). 

Priorities(HighandLow)for Selected Kinds of Aid Programs 
Education on family planning and providing birth ontrol
High priority: •
62% 


Low priority: 10%
Renting land for U.S. military bases 

Rt
High priority: 31% 

Low priority: 18% 


Trade 
rhe United States shouldn't allow so many foreign Imports"fromnthe Third World until the U.S. trade deficit Is lowered, .not 

Agree: 60% 

Disagree: 32% 


-ebt 
rhe United States should take care of its own financial problemsbefore helping reduce foreign debt of Third World). 

Agree: 80% Disagree: 15% 
t: Totals of percentages that agreed and disagreed-and expressedhigh and low pnonty--do not add up to 100% due to the exclusion ofmlddle-range. "don't know." and "no answer" responses. 

"U.S.. funding for population programs overseas has increasedunder the Reagan Administration; however, U.S. fundihg to thetwo International iamily planning organizations m6st actiQe
throughout the developing countries-International Planned-Parenthood Federation and the U.N. Fund for Population Activi­
ties-has been terminated or sharply reduced due to allegationsthat they were Indirectly funding organizations that may have been 
performing abortions. 

In FYI987 the fivecountries that have baserights agreements withthe United States-Spain, Portugal, Turkey, Greece, and the Phi­lippines-will receive $1.1 billion in U.S. military assistance and$440 million in economic aid. 

."Protectionism Isboth dangerous and expensive. Its costs includeonly the waste of resources and higher prices In our own';­
economy but also the flow to poorer nations around the world thatD eare struggling for democracy but vulnerable to antidemocratic 
subversions.'O 

, 
"The resolution of International debt problems is Important to theU.S. economy as a whole, as well as to our intemational trade and 
financial system."b 

'Freedom. Regional Security and Global Peace," A message to the Con­gress from President Reagan, March 14, 1986, U.S. Department ofStateBureau of Public Affairs, Special Report No. 143. 
bStalement ofJames A. Baker Il, Secretary ofthe Treasury, before the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, May 20, 1986. 
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4. VIEWS ON U.S. FOREIGN AID
 
Support for economic assistance by a majority of the American public has re­
mained remarkably steady for nearly 40 years and is not flagging despite cur­
rent pressures on the U.S. budget.

Factors that conflict with or limit support are: afirm persuasion on the part of 
the public that domestic poverty must be addressed before attending to the 
needs of developing countries; and strong negative impressions of the effi­
ciency of aid agencies, the effectiveness of assistance inreaching tho needy in 
poor countries, and the integrity of Third World governments in managing aid 
programs.

The major reasons that most Americans offer for supporting economic as­
sistance are humanitarian values and a sense of responsibility. Economic and
political self-interest reasons-while not unimportant for certain subgroups­
are generally less compelling rationales for support.

Americans have fairly strong preferences for certain types of U.S. economic 
assistance programs. While support for disaster relief isgenerally viewed as 
the most critical type of aid, other programs aimed at long-term development
efforts and self-help are also considered to merit high priority, especially when 
they are perceived to offer benefits to poor people in the developing world. 

Support for military aid has increased in recent years, but a majority of the
American public continues to oppose the program. 



conomic Aid 
e level of public support for economic aid to the Third 

ord has remained fairly steady for nearly four decades. 

ifty-four per cent of the general public favored U.S. giving of 
conomic assistance' to other countries, 39% opposed 
uch programs, and 7% were undecided. With some reser­

'ations due to language and to research design, American 
)pinion on foreign aid appears to have changed little in re-
:ent decades. 

The demographic profile of Americans who supported 
3conomic assistance or foreign aid was not widely different 
from that of the general public,although there were some im-
t.ortant distinctions. Among the general public, those who 
supported aid fell within the highest income levels and were 
.nprofessional, managerial, and other white-collar house­
holds. A majority of those with an education beyond high 
school expressed support for aid. 

Endorsement of U.S. aid to Third World countries was 
strongest among young people. About twice as many people 
aged 18 to 24 supported economic assistance (61%) as op-
posed it (30%). Residents of the Northeastern United States 
registered the most support and the least opposition of any 
geographic group. There was strikingly little difference 
between degrees of support for economic assistance 
9xpressed by women and men, or by Black and white 
Americans. 

Opponents to U.S. giving of economic assistance were 
generally older Americans and those in lower-income 
groups. Respondents with ahigh school or lowereducation, 
retirees, and those in blue-collar households opposed aid 
more frequently. Those living in the South and in the North 
Central states also opposed aid somewhat more frequently 
than others. 

A higher level of involvement in civic or political affairs did 
not translate into a higher level of support for U.S. economic 
assistance. Fifty-two per cent of the activists supported eco-
nomic aid, 33% opposed it, and 15% were undecided. Like 
the general public, American activists who favored economic 
assistance were evenly distributed by gender, age, religion, 
and party affiliation, but were generally in professional posi-
tions or members of higher-income households. 

While a majority of Americans favor aid, there is little sup-
port for an increase in the amount of U.S. aid to developing 
countries. Only asmall percentage (18%) of the public felt 
that the United States is not doing enough to fight poverty in 
ollier parts of the world; a plurality (42%) thought that the 
government is doing about the right amount; and one-third 
(35%) felt that itis doing more than itshould-representing a 
decline since 1972, when a plurality (44%) considered that 
the United States was doing more than it should.2 Activist 
perceptions were virtually identical to those of the general.,-opulation-36% of the activists felt the United States was 
doing more than itshould; 42%, that itwas doing about the 
right amount; and 19%, that itwas doing less than itshoulde 

h amjorit ofdthe1public thatitwasdoingl th Unitd st . 
Amajority of the public (52%)said that the United Statescannot afford overseas economic assistance, but 45%/disa-

greed. Northeasterners, Blacks, and those with a college de-
gree responded more frequently than others that the United 
States can afford the program.
States ___anaffordtheprogram._ 


'inone version of the general population survey, interviewees were asked 
about their opinions on "foreign nid"; in a second version they were ques­
tioned about "economic assistance".The surveyuncovered very littlediffer­
ence between the two sets of responses, although "economic assistance" 
elicited slightly more support (54%) than did "foreign aid" (50%). 
2World Poverty and Development, op. cit., p.97. 

9P blic upport for U.S, Aid 
____,_ _ ______ 

Percentage favoring
Foreign/EconomlcAid 

Percentage oppolng
Forign/EconomicAId 

1986 54% 39% 
1982 50 39 
1978 46 41 
1974 52 38 
1972 28 
1966 53 5 
1965 57 .;33 
1963 58. 

1958 7151 
1956 71 
1952 56 naa 

Question (5B) posed to U.S. public Inthis survey. 
"Are you generally In favor of or opposed to U.S. giving of 
economic assistance to other countries?" 
Question posed Inthe 1982, 1976, and 1974 surveys: 
"Onthe whole, do you favor or oppose our giving economic 
aid to other nations for purposes of economic development 
and technical assistance?" 
Question posedInthe 1972 survey.
 
"Conoseing the United States giving foreign assistance­
would you say you are strongly Infavor, somewhat Infavor, 
somewhat against, or strongly against the United States 
giving assistance to underdeveloped countries?" 
Question posed Inthe 1966,1965, 1963, and 1958 surveys: 
"In
general,how do you feel about foreign aid-areyou for
 
itor against It?"
 

Question posed Inthe 1956 and 1952 surveyp: 
"As things are now, Isit more important to send our allies 
economic aid, likemachinery and supplies, or to send them 
military aid like tanks and guns?" 

'na--not applicable 
Sources: Data for 1982 and 1978 from surveys by the Gallup 
Organization Inc.; 1974 data from survey by Louis Harris and 
Associates,Inc.; 1972datafrom surveyby PeterD. Hart Research 
Associates, Inc., for the Overseas Development Council; data for 
1966,1965,1963, and 1958 from surveys by Gallup; data for 1956 
and 1952from surveys by the National Opinion Research Center. 

This finding is consistent with other studies that have con­
cluded that despite general sympathy for the idea of elimin­
ating poverty and hunger abroad, a majority of Americans 
regularly express the opinion that the United States is 
spending too much on aid. For example, in a series of 10 
polls conducted by the National Opinion Research Center 
(NORC) and General Social Surveys between 1973 and1984, 66% to 75% of the respondents said that theUnited 

14t o 75% of the responden aidt teted 
States was spending too much on foreign aid; between 3% 

and 5%said the government was spending too little.3 

The public's perception that the U.S. aid effort is sufficient 
or excessive is probably based to some degree on igno­
rance of how much the United States actually spends on aid. 

3Surveys by National Opinion Research Center/General Social Surveys, 
conducted InFebruary-April of 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976, 1977, 1978, 1980, 
1982,1983,1984. 
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10. 	Why Americans Support 

Economic Aid-


Questions posed to both U.S. public(58) and U.S. ac~tt(2)
who said they favorad: 
"What is the most Important reason to you for favoring 
economic assistance to other countries?" 


N U.S. general public 

N U.S. activists 


Humanitarian 
concerns ISeventy-eight 

Political/strateglc 

concerns 


Responslbillty of ar 	 onaioaIn 
rich nation 

Promote 

self-sufficiency 


Stimulate world 

economy 3world, 


-total 
Miscellaneous 

Don't know 
-
0 10 20 30 40 5o 60 70 

(percentages) ­

-and Why They Oppose It 
Questions posed to both U.S. public (68) and U.S. actsts (2)
who said they oppose aid: 
"What Is the most important reason to you for opposing
economic assistance to other countries?" 

Domestic poverty 

Other domestic * 
Issues 

Waste, Ineffective 

Not appreciated//
not apr usd

nothing Init for us 0 

They should solve * 

their own problems 0 


Miscellaneous 

Don't know 
i 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 

(percentages) 

Note: Responses do not equal 100% due to multiple answers. 

Past studies have shown that most Americans. are poorly In­
formed about this issue.' In this project's focus group dis­
cusslons, nearly all participants incorrectly stated that the 
United States gives a higher percentage of its GNP in aid 
than do other wealthy nations. One participant, for example, 
objected: "I don't understand. Why does it always have to be 
the United States [that gives]?" The comments of another 
participant also illustrate such widely held, inflated percep­
tions of U.S. foreign assistance: "Ithink ours is probably the 
most remarkable country in the history of the world. The 
mere fact that we can address ourselves to a subject having 
to do with our quality of giving rather than the quantity is in 
itself an incredibly wonderful thing." 

per cent of the general public agreed with 
the statement: "As a world leader, the United States should 
set an example for the other wealthy nations by helping other 
poor nations." Even among those who opposed foreign or 
economic aid, roughly two-thirds agreed with this statement.light of the low support for increasing U.S. efforts to help 
poor countries, this strong belief that the United States 

should "set an example" probably confirms the fact that very
few Americans know the extent of the U.S. aid effort relative 
to that of other nations. Although the U.S. economic assist­ance program is the largest government program in the 

the entire foreign affairs budget is less than 2% of the 

federal budget, and the United States devotes a smaller 
share of its national income to development assistance than 
most other industrial countries (see Figure 16, page 321. 

Americans may have an inflated sense of aid's importance 
to the developing countries. Eighty per cent of the general 
population agreed with the statement: "Aid is essential if 
other countries are to become self-sufficient." In fact, only
around 40% of total resource flows to developing countries 
from all sources between 1980 and 1985 were concessional; 
commercial bank loans, direct foreign investment, and ex­
port credits comprised the bulk of these flows.5 

Rationales for Support or Opposition. The major rea­
sons given by Americans for favoring economic assistance 
reflect a humanitarian desire to help other people. Economic 
and political reasons, while not insignificant to certain sub­
groups, are generally far less important. Opposition to eco­
nomic assistance, in contrast, is grounded largely In national 
self-interest concerns-particularly in the view that people at 
home should be helped first. 

When asked to explain why they support economic assist­
ance intheir own words, 53% of the general public and 64% 
of the activists volunteered reasons such as humanitarian 
concern or a feeling of responsibility. Moreover, nearly three­
quarters of the activists agreed with the statements: "I feel
bad that others have so little when we have so much," and"Because we live in one of the richest countries in the world, 

Americans have a responsibility to help improve conditions 
in poorer countries." 

Economic reasons for supporting aid-such as fostering 
economic stability and growth in the Third World; bringing 

4For example, in the 1972 ODC survey, 69% of respondents said that the 
U.S. economic foreign assistance budget was relatively greater than foreign
assistance programs of other wealthy countries. in fact, American official
development assistance as a share of U.S. GNP ranks lower than thatof six­
teen other OECD DAC countries. 
'The increase inconcessional financing from 35.3% of total resource flows 
in1980 to 60.7% in1985 was due to the sharp drop incommercial bank lend-
Ing rather than to an increase inconcessonal assistance. OECD Develop­
ment Assistance Committee. Development Co-operation: 1986 Report, 
(Pads: OECD, 1987). 
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economic benefits to the United States and the developing
countries; and promoting self-sufficiency in the ThirdWorld-were cited by 14% of the general public. Activists 
were somewhat more likely to mention economic reasons for
supporting aid (20%). Male respondents more frequently
named economic rather than humanitarian motivations forsupporting economic aid, while women favored humanitar-
ian reasons. 

Political and strategic rationales for supporting U.S. eco-
nomic assistance-such as making and keeping allies, dis-couraging communism, fostering democracy,and promoting
world peace-were volunteered by over one-quarter (28%)
o f the public. Activist respondents cited political objectives
slightly less frequently (21%) than the general public,

The finding that a large segment of the public views U.S.
conomic assistance largely interms of its perceived bene-

its fcr other countries rather than on the grounds of its actual 
r potential benefits for the United States has emerged in
ther studies. For example, a 1982 survey by the Gallup Or-

lanization for The Chicago Council on Foreign Relations
ound support to be strongest for statements about eco-iomic aid such as "helps the economy of other countries"
68%), but relatively weak for statements such as "helps our 
conomy at home" (30%), and "helps our national security" 

Public opposition to economic assistance is based princi-
ally on concern that domestic problems deserve higher pri-rity.When those who opposed economic aid were asked to
escribe their reasons for doing so in their own words, two-
iirds of the general public and nearly three-quarters of the
ctivists cited domestic poverty, the U.S. budget deficit, or
eneral U.S. problems as their reasons for opposing aid.
Less than one-tenth of all respondents who opposed aid in

Dth surveys mentioned reasons such as waste, misman-
gement, or failure to get aid to the people that need it.A sim-ir proportion of those opposing aid among the general pop-
ation cited the neutral or negative impact of aid on thenited States-saying for example, that "aid doesn't do us
iy good", or "countries that receive aid turn against us."
Inseparate questions, the public displayed some concern 
at aid programs get the United States excessively involved
developing countries-which benefits neither the donor
irthe recipients. Sixty-two per cent agreed with the state-
nt: "Aid programs get us too mixed up with other coun-
s' affairs." A slim majority (51%) agreed that: "We should 
eThird World countries less aid and leave them alone so 
y can develop in their own ways"; however, only 19%

ongly agreed with this statement, and 47% rejected it. 
Effectiveness of Economic Aid and Aid Agencies.
ie out of ten Americans in the general public believe that
3.aid for such activities as health care, education, and ag-
.iture has generally helped people in the Third World. wever, 58% of the same group agreed with the statement: 
,onomic aid has not been effective in improving poor peo-
's lives in the Third World." This view, which appears to 
itradict the public's overall assessment of aid as more
ieficial than harmful, may be partly explained by the wide­
ead perception that a good deal of aid is mismanaged,sted, or abused. 

"ighty-five per cent of the general public agreed with the 

tement: "Alarge part of aid iswasted by the U.S. bureauc-
y." This low level of confidence in aid has remained 

ierlcan Public Opinion and U.S.Foreign Policy 1983, op. cit., p.25. 

largely unchanged since 1972.7 In the present survey,nearly
nine out of ten Americans (88%) agreed that "aid is fre­quently misused by foreign governments"--showing the fur­ther erosion of the already low level of confidence in 1972,
when 76% of the public agreed with a similar statement.8 
The activist respondents shared this perception of ineffec­
tiveness; 94% considered themselves to be well or some­
what described by the statement: "I feel a lot of foreign aid 
never gets to the people who need it." 

Americans consider the self-reliance of Third World coun­tries to be an important objective of development efforts. Inthe focus group discussions, a number of part-cipantn spoke
of the importance of helping people in the developing coun­
tries help themselves There was frequent allusion to the
saying: "Igive a man v fish, he eats for one day; I teach him
how to fish, he eats for the rest of his life." Survey data, how­
ever, indicates that the public does not believe that self­reliance is being achieved through aid. Three-quarters of the
public agreed-38% of them strongly-with the statement:
"Many aid programs are bad in the long run because they
make other countries too dependent on us."

The public's lackof awareness about aid's successes was
demonstrated in a comment made by one focus group par­
ticipant: "I have a strong suspicion...there's a lot of aid that
does good, even from our own government...But we justdon't hear about it very much. Itgoes into immunization pro­
grams for children, it goes for vocational work and a lot of very dry, dull, apolitical activities, but they don't get publi­
cized." A 1986 survey by Louis Harris highlighted the poten­
tial impact of publicizing aid's success stodes. When asked
their opinion on economic aid, 59% of the Harris respon­
dents favored aid and 36% opposed it. A follow-up question
asked whether they would favor or oppose the program if
they "could be sure that the economic aid we send to coun­
tries ended up helping the people of those countries."
Eighty-nine per cent of the respondents then responded
positively.9

Negative perceptions about aid's impact or the efficacy of
organizations do not necessarily translate into lack of sup­
port for development efforts. Among the general public,
Americans who reported making financial contributions toorganizations working overseas were not much more confi­
dent than others about what happens to those donations.

Twenty per cent of those who had made such donations in
the past 12 months said they had a great deal of confidence,

41% said they had just some confidence, and the remaining

33% that they had little confidence that money given to pri­
vate agencies reaches the needy inother countries. Inaddi­
tion, half of those who said that aid is a waste of money, ismisused by foreign governments, or has not been effective
in improving people's lives in the Third World nonetheless
said they favored U.S. economic assistance. 

In this respect, the public's attitudes about programs to
combat domestic and international poverty are very similar.
Commenting on a 1985 poll on domestic poverty issues con­

7The 1972 statement read: "Too much foreign aid Iswasted inour own bu­
reaucracy and never finds its way abroad." World Poverty and Develop. 
ment, op. cit., p.111. 
8Ib~d. The 1972 statement read: "Too much of our foreign assistance moneyis kept by the leaders of poor countries and does not get to the people In

need."
 
gLouis Harris, "Foreign EconomicAid Has Merit," The Harris Survey,No. 53,
September 29, 1986. 
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11. Strong Endorsement of U.S. Responsibility to Help Others-

Question (19A) posed to U.S. public: 
"(Do you agree or disagree that)... 
Wherever people are hungry or poor, 
we ought to do what we can to help
them?" 

4% SoffiewtStrogly disagre 

Questhn (198) posed to U.S. public: 
"(Do you agree or disagree that] ... 
As a world leader, the United States 
should set an example for other 

.wealthy nations by helping other poor 
nations?" 


Question (15) posed to U.S. activists: 
"(Do you agree or disagree that]...
Because we live in one of the richest 
countries in the world, Americans 
have a responsibility to help Improve 
conditions in the poorer countries?" 

Question 019A) posed to U.S. public:
"(Do you agree or disagree that] ... 
Aid isfrequently misused by foreign
governments?" 

str~tyStrafIgy 
3D Somewhat 

disagree 

2 Somewhat 

It r-., 

Question (19A) posed to U.S. public:
"[Do you agree or disagree that] ... 
Alarge part of aid Iswasted by the 
U.S. bureaucracy?" 

2s
 

2%A
 

... agree
34% 

M. 

Question (19B) posed to U.S& public:­
"[Do you agree or disagree that]... 
Economic aid has not been effective 
InImproving poor people's lives In the 
Third World." 

35%
 



ducted by the Los Angeles Times, I.A. Lewis and WilliamSchneider concluded: 
"...Americans believe that it is proper and necessary forthe federal government to take action to help the poor,even if its record inthis area is not encouraging. That is es-sentially a moral conviction, and it overrides what peopleknow to be the practical difficulties of mounting a war onpover-y. People think that a lot of money we have spent onbehalf of the poor has been wasted or intercepted...Peo-pIe also acknowledge that we really don't know how tosolve the poverty problem...But, neither of these practicalconsiderations reverses the basic moral consensus that itis a primary responsibility of the government to fight pov-erty. The fact that the government doesn't do itparticularly

well does not mean it shouldn't do it at all." 10 

Americans express more positive views about the effec-teness of economic assistance in satisfying U.S. political
objectives. A majority (56%) of the public agreed that U.S.
aid helps to reduce Soviet influence, and 74% agreed that 
our aid helps us to make or keep other countries as allies,
Eighty-three per cent agreed with the statement: "Helpingother countries develop will make them more stable." 
Am ong the activist respondents, 66% agreed with the state-ment: "Aiding Third World countries can keep them fromgoing communist;" and 67% agreed that: "Helping poor
aountries will make the world safer."

Inthe project's focus group discussions, it was clear thatmost of the participants viewed the use of aid to satisfy politi­.al objectives as logical, but their opinions about the effec-
iveness of economic aid in political terms were more coin-)lex than the quantitative results might suggest. There wasairly widespread concern that the use of aid to pursue politi-"al objectives can backfire. The example of the abuse ofJ.S. aid by the family of the former President of the Philip-'ines, Ferdinand Marcos, was cited by numerous individu-is.1" Several participants also referred to politically moti-,ated aid as a kind of blackmail: "We're being blackmailed by
:ountries who say, 'If you don't give us aid, we'll get it from
,omewhere else."' There was also some concern that other:ountries resent the United States for providing aid with polit-
:al strings attached. One participant commented: "When 
,e give them aid, they don't have a chance to speak theirinds; they're under our thumbs." Moreover, the effective­,ss of aid in making and keeping allies was questioned.•Vith two superpowers, it's so easy for them to switch 

es," said one participant. 
Views About Governmental vs. Private Aid. Indifferentiases of this project, it was evident that the public is rela­/ely uninformed about the efforts of the private voluntary

-ganizations overseas and does not perceive a significantstinction between public and private agencies. One-third ofe activists surveyed said that the statement: "I don't know .ry much about the organizations that run programs to helpnird World] countries" described them very well, and an-
her 51% said it described them somewhat. Although mostirticipants in the focus group discussions knew that private
id public programs were separate efforts, they were
gely unfamiliar with specific agencies, and made little dis­ction between the types of assistance delivered by the 
vernment and by private groups. 

A.Lewis and William Schneider, "Hard Times: The Public on Poverty,"

blic Opinion, June/July 1985.
 
'he focus groups were conducted several months after the widespread
dia coverage of the extravagant lifestyle of the Marcos family. 

The public is only somewhat more confident about the ef­fectiveness ofprivate voluntary organizations in meeting the 
needs ofpoor people inthe Third World. Only 7% expresseda great deal of confidence that U.S. governmental assist­ance reaches needy people overseas; 46% expressed littleconfidence, and 45% just some confidence. Of the samegroup, 17% had a great deal of confidence that the moneygiven to private assistance agencies actually reaches theneedy overseas, while 36% had little confidence and 42%just some confidence in the effectiveness of these pro­grams. Older Americans, retirees, and individuals with a highschool education or less most frequently had little confi­dence in both public and private assistance. Activists' opin­ions about the effectiveness of both channels were virtuallyidentical to those of the general public.While Americans do not see much difference betweengovernmental and private programs, they do perceive differ­ences between the reasons why the U.S. government and

private agencies get involved inthe Third World. Inthe focus 
group discussions it was clear that most of the participantsbelieved some or all official U.S. assistance to be motivatedby, and allocated according to, political, strategic, or eco­nomic objectives. In contrast, participants in the focusno ups o uht t np rat aen ci s n te o 
groups thought that private agencies could be expected togo to the neediest countries for humanitarian purposes. 

12. ,6LOW Public Confidence In: Aid Agencies 
A.d Agecie

Questins (28A and 29A) posed to U.S. public:,
"Would you say you have a great deal, just some, or little
confidence that most of the money people give to privateorganizatlons (like CARE and Save the Children) reaches
the needy people Inother countries? How about the money
for assistance that the United States government sends
overseas?" 

N aid handled by prlvate organizations
U aid handled by U.S. government 

Great deal of
 
confidence
 

Little confidence 

Don't know 
! 
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(percentages of respondents) 
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1o Ps 
13. Kinds of Aid Programs Favom

by the Public 
uesdons (I7A and 17B) posed to U.S. public.'

QNolets talkadut what of apu o s aceivedidsed 
"Now let's talk about what kinds of aid progritan dre 
Important. On a uscalewhere 1means lowest pIoty and 10means top priority, using any number between 1and 10, 
where would you place these types of aid?" 

Percentages of respondents givinghigh priority(rate of8-10) to 
enumerated kinds of aldprograms: 

Dsaster re ithat 

Health care 001111401008 

Familyplannlng iii n in 
Aid to farmers 

overseas 
U.S. volunteer 

Rorams 
Reducing Infant 

mtlysometimes 

Food aid ifirm 
Help governments 

Improve national 
Ieconomies 

preects 

MilitarYbases 

Support local small
businesses .: 

EducatlontrainngU.S. 

Enoug UtermEncourage U.S. Uinvestment overseas 

Debt relief m 
m, 

0 10 20 30 40 o0 60 70,80 
(percentages of U.S. publlc) . 

Types of Economic Assistance. Relief for victims of'dis­
asters such as floods, droughts, and earthquakes was given
high priority by the largest percentage (74%) of the general
public. However, longer-term development programs per­

to deliver assistance most directly to needy people­
programs such as health care, education on family planning
and providing birth control, helping farmers, and U.S. volun­te rgaswr lortda ihpirt yamjrt 
teer programs-were also rated as high priorityby a majorityof the respondents. 

Strong support for agricultural assistance-the corner­
stone of long-term development efforts throughout much of 
the Third World-was highlighted in this survey by the fact 

87% of the general publicagreed (54% of them strongly)with the statement: "We should help farmers in other coun­
tries learn to grow their own food, even if itmeans they buy
less food from the United States." American farmers agreed 
with this statement only slightly less frequently.'2 The re­
sponse to this question indicates that the public iswilling to
give domestic interests lower priority if the needs of the Third 
World are clearly perceived to be greater. 

During the focus group discussions, it was evident that 
most of the participants who supported economic aid con­
sidered long-term develfioment assistance equally-and 

more--important than emergency relief. "I'm a 
believer intraining programs. Ican understand the need 

In emergency situations to send relief, but that should be a 
small part of it," said one individual. "I'm all for helping coun­
tries become agriculturally self-supportive," said another. 
One participant portrayed the role of assistance as "... not aweekend drop of food and a month-long amount of money,[but) a one to two-year program like the Peace Corps. If the 

government would support things like that, I'd be all for it."While most focus group participants said they would support 

an increase in the proportion of U.S. aid funds (public and pri­vate) devoted to longer-term programs, the idea that long­

assistance might be provided instead of emergency re­lief met with resistance. 

Prioritizing Regions and Countries. American prefer­ences about how U.S. economic aid should be allocated 
among Third World regions and countries were not clear-cut.Asked to choose which kinds of countries should get U.S.
 
economic aid, a plurality (44%) of the public identified na­

tional security reasons as their most important considera­
tion; 33% cited degrees of poverty as guiding their choices; 
and 19% selected countries that the United States needs as 
trading partners. When asked to rank specific geographic re­
gions, a plurality (39%) of the public named Africa-where 
U.S. security interests are lesser than in other regions-as a 
high priority for receiving U.S. aid for development. 

This apparent contradiction is, however, consistent with 
the finding that-although political or strategic goals are per­
ceived as legitimate objectives for U.S. giving of economic 
aid-humanitarian concerns are the main reasons why a 
large proportion of Americans support such assistance. It 
seems realistic to conjecture that, all other things being 
equal, Americans prefer to target economic assistance for 
countries that are important to U.S. security, but that their 
preferences shift when greater need is clearly perceived 
-as in the case of Africa. (An alternative possibility is that 
Americans perceive greater U.S. security interests in African 
countries than in other regions of the developing world. This 

12Due to the very small base sample size (71 respondents), data on Ameri­
can farmers should be interpreted with caution. 



eems unlikely, although the current attention focused onmouthAfrica by the media may be an influencing factor.)
After Africa, respondents gave priority to Latin America 

nd the Caribbean, Israel, Asia, and the Arab countries.ounger respondents and Black Americans ranked Africaighest more frequently than did the general public; Jewishmeriansgav IsaeltoppriritU.. mrefo ad re-mericans gave Israel top priority for U.S. aid more fre-tently than the public; and men and upper-income respon-
3nts favored Latin America more often than did women and

we-noerespondents. Hispanic respondents tended to
wer-income rsodnsHipncrsodnstdetoa
nk Latin America highest more often than did the general'pulation.'13 

American views about 6pecific countries or regions thatUnited States should target for assistance have shifted,:iderably over the past fifteen years, but the public's
:rerence to assist countries that they acknowledge to be:,i.riencing the greatest need has remained constant. in
1972 ODC study, respondents were given alist of seven-

:n countries and asked which two or three countries on the
they would assist first. India and Bangladesh received the 
hest support. At the time of the survey, the region was re­ivng intersive media attention, and the public was un-
ubtedly very aware of its problems. Of the African coun­
:.; listed in the 1972 survey-Kenya, Nigeria, Tanzania,d South Africa-only South Africa was named by even o of the respondents as a top priority to receive aid.' 4 

ailtary Aid 
nericans are notably less interested in providing military

sistance to Third World countries, with 51% of the general
ilic opposing and 38% favoring military aid. This level of

)port is higher than in some periods in the recent past. In7'!, 22% of the public favored military aid; support rose to
'Yoin 1978, and to 37% in 1981, before dropping to 28% in 
32.1 5 The current high level of support for military aid,.vever,is contrary to American opinion about U.S. budget
,penditureson defense. Aseries of Louis Harris polls found 
it .3upport for increasing the defense budget declined from% to 14% between 1976 and 1985.16 
Aon expressed support for military aid more frequently
inwomen, and individuals aged 18 to 24 also favored such

3istance more often than respondents as a whole. South­iers and Republicans were proportionately stronger

)porters of military aid. Incontrast, there was notable op­sition to military aid among 3lacks and lower-income

icricans, as well as among Democrats and college gradu-
S. 
-he reasons that the publiccited for supporting military aid
 
-e more diverse than the rationales mentioned for sup­ling economic aid. Asked to describe in their own words
ir most important reasons for favoring military assistance
 

ue to the small base sample size, data on Hispanic and Jewish respon­its should be interpreted with caution. (See General Population Ques­
na!re, p.52).
 
lorld Poverty and Development, op. cit., pp. 45-46.
 
atla for 1974, 1978, and 1982 from American Public Opinion and U.S.
oign Policy 1983, op. cit., p.27. Data for 1981 from surveyby Louis Harris
Associates, Inc., conducted July 8-12, 1981. In1974, 1978, and 1982 the
slin was: "On the whole, do you favor or oppose our giving military aid
!hernations? By military aid Imean arms and equipment, but not troops."
1981 question was: "Ingeneral, do you favor or oppose the U.S ... giv­'nilitary supplies to nations friendly to us?"
 
uis Harris, "Criticisms of Defense Spending Run D(,ep," The Harris
 
,ey. No. 59, July 22, 1985.
 

14. American Preferences forDestination of U.S. Aid­
uestyon (16A)rposed to U.S. public:

"Assume you are incharge of aid for development to othercountries. Using any number fromn ito 10on ascale, where
1Is lowest priority and 10 istop priority, please tell me howhigh apriority you would give each of these areas." 

Percentages of respondents giving region or country 
high priority (rate of 8-10) for U.S. aid: 

Africa 
Latin America 

and Caribbean 
Israe 
Asia 

btes 
.s 
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aRgures are budget authority estimates and Include development
assistance, PL-480, and economic support funds. Excludes Asia/Near East Regional Program and local cost support for all re­glons.

Source: FY 1988 Summary Tables, Agency for International Do-.
 
velopment, January 1987. 
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to other nations for buying arms and training soldiers, re-
spondents most frequently (26%) cited stopping commu-
nism. One-fifth (21%) said they favored military aid as part of 
U.S. self-defense, or in order to "keep us from having to do 
it." Seventeen per cent cited the need to make or keep allies. 
Other reasons given included an obligation to help those
who cannot defend themselves (10%), support for democ-
racy and freedom (8%), and the promotion of world peace
and stability (4%).

The survey also revealed a diversity of public rationales 
for opposition to militarl aid, with no single reason standing 
out very strongly. Reasons cited by more than 10% of the re-

spondents included: concern that military aid would lead to 
war or U.S. involvement inwar (20%); belief that national in­
terests are not advanced through U.S. military aid and that 
countries receiving it may turn against us (18%); and a feel­
ing that developing countries should solve their own defense 
problems (15%).

Although 91% of the public expressed the view that eco­
nomic aid has generally helped the people of the Third 
World, they were clearly divided as to the impact of military
aid. Forty-eight per cent said ithas generally hurt the people
in developing countries, while 40% said it has generally 
helped them. 

15. Why Americatis Support Military Aid- and Why They Oppose It 

Question (BA/B) posed to those U.S. public respondents who.-
said theyfavor U.S. military aid: 
"What is the most important reason to you for favoring 
military aid?" 

Stop communism 


For our own security 

Make, keep allies 


They need defense help 

Promote democracy 

Inour national Interest 


Promote world peace 


Miscellaneous 


Don't know 
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(percentagesof respondents)
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Note: Responses do not equal 100% due to multiple answers:... 

Questin(BA/B)posed to those U.S. public respondents
who said they oppose military aid: 
"What Is the most important reason to you for opposing
 
military aid?"
 

. Leadstowar 
Might turn against us/nothing In It for us 

They should solve their 

own problems
 
Help our military first
 

Doesn't solve problem 

Backing wrong people 

Try diplomacy first 

U.S. budget deficit U 
Miscellaneous 
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A Comparison of American and Other Developed-Country Attitudes 

Are the publics of other developed countries more sympa-
thetic toward development efforts than their American 
counterparts? While it is impossibleto draw any firm conclu-
sions on the basis of cross-cultural comparisons of public 
opinion polls, some tentative comparisons can be made. 

First, it is fairly clear that the citizens of other developed
countries share the firm persuasion of Americans that do-
mestic issues take priority over international Issues in na- 
tional policy. Ina 1983 European Omnibus survey, "helping 
poor countries" ranked second to last in policy priority rat-
ings for European Community countries in the aggregate; it 
was last on the list inthe United Kingdom and Greece. Ina 
1980 survey of Canadian adults, domestic economic and fi-
nancial issues were considered to be by far the most impor-
tant problems facing Canada. Among Australians who said 
they opposed assistance for Third World countries in a
1983 survey, 89% cited a need to address domestic welfare 
Issues first. 

There is, however, data indicating that American public 
support for economic assistance may be a good deal 

weaker than it is in other developed countries. The 1983 

European Omnibus survey found that 82% of the respon-

dents supported development aid, while only 13% opposed 

it. Ina 1980 Canadian survey, 65% of the respondents fa-

vored giving aid to underdeveloped countries. And a 1983 

survey of Australians, 65% of the respondents believed that 

Australia should help Third World countries, while 20% 

disagreed. 


Europeans also may be more favorably inclined than 
Americans to increase their countries' aid programs. The 
1983 European Omnibus survey found that 34% of the re-
spondents favored an increase in aid, while 47% wanted to 
keep aid levels the same and 10% preferred a decrease. A 
1981 international poll by the Gallup Organization found 
that Americans were generally less supportive of aid In-
creases than the citizens of Ireland, Switzerland, Canada, 
Japan, Great Britain, and the Federal Republic of Germany.
Only Austrians stood lower than Americans in their readi-
ness to provide more aid.a Ina different 1986 Canadian sur-
vey, 32% of the respondents said their government's
spending on aid should be increased, while 47% wanted it 
to remain the same. And in a 1980 survey in Ireland, even 
after respondents were asked to assume thatthe economic 
situation in their country would not improve over the next 
few years, 25% nevertheless favored an increase in Ire- 
land's aid to the Third World and 58% said aid should con-
tinue at the present level, 

Uke Americans, other developed-country citizens ap-
pear to support aid argely on humanitarian grounds. Inthe 
1983 Australian survey,for example, 50% of those favoring
aid cited humanitarian reasons; important secondary con-
siderations included the promotion of world unity, peace, 
and regional stability. Fifty-nine per cent of the respondents
to the 1980 survey of Canadian opinion named humanitar-
ian reasons for aiding underdeveloped nations, while 29% 
mentioned Canada's relative wealth. The 1983 European
Omnibus survey found that when respondents were asked 
to select the kinds of developing countries their govern-
ments should be helping, 67% chose the poorest countries; 
21% the countries of economic interest; and 5% the coun-
tries of strategic interest for political or defense reasons. 

'In 1981, Austria's disbursements of official development assist-
ance increased 123% over 1980 levels--perhaps accounting for 
the low level of support for a further increase, 

The same survey found that among European respondents

(inaggregate), there was more support for the statement
 
"We have a moral duty to help [Third World countries]" than
 
for the statement, "It is in our interest to help." Infive of the
 
ten European countries surveyed, however-Belgium,

Denmark, Germany, France, and the United Kingdom-the

self-interest statement was supported more strongly than
 
the moral statement. 

Europeans, like Americans, appear to give highest prior­
ity to aid for Africa. The 1983 European Omnibus survey

found that 57% of the respondents favored helping Africa;
 
47%, India and Pakistan; 26%, Southeast Asia; and 27%,

Latin America. Only 12% of those surveyed rated the Mid­
die East-also low inthe American response-a priority re­
gion for receiving assistance.
 

Uke the U.S. public, Europeans tend to prefer assistance 
programs that they perceive to have a direct impact on peo­
pie's well-being in recipient countries. Inthe 1983 European

Omnibus survey, over one-third of the respondents sup­
ported programs that a)provido people with equipment and
 
training so they can become self-reliant; b) promote small
 
projects that involve ordinary people; c) specifically aim to
 
benefit 'he poorest people; and d) provide training In Eu­
rope for Third World people. Respondents to the 1985 Irish
 
survey identified the following types of aid programs as
 
"most useful": education and training In the Third World,
 
self-help programs for the poor, and training of Third World
 
people in Ireland.
 

Citizens of some, but not all,of the otherdeveloped coun­
tries appear to share the American public's concern about
 
aid's effectiveness. The 1980 Canadian survey found 87%
 
of the respondents agreeing with the statement: "Most for­
eign aid never reaches the poor because of bureaucracy
 
and corruption in the recipient country." Incontrast, in the
 
1985 Irish survey, which asked: "How do you think that
 
money collected here and given to Third World countries is
 
spent?" 22% responded that the money was very well
 
spent and 48% that it was well spent, while only 21% said it
 
was badly or very badly spent.
 

There issome evidence that Europeans share the Amen­
can public's negative perception of Third World govern­
ments. In 1985, 65% of Irish adults said that a very impor­
tant factor contributing to poverty inThird World countries 
was that their "governments do not do enough to help their 
own poor", and 54% said that "people suffer because of 
corruption in their own countries." When the 1983 Euro­
pean Omnibus survey respondents were asked to indicate 
their degree of agreement with fifteen statements concern­
ing various images associated with Third World countries, 
the statement "a rich minority exploits the rest of the popu­
lation" placed second highest after "their populations are 
growing too fast." 

Evidence suggests that the citizens of other developed
countries are also generally uninformed about aid issues. 
Shown a list of six possible sources of Third World assist­
ance, 13% of the respondents to the 1983 European Omni­
bus survey did not know whether their own country had an 
aid program; 20% did not know whether international orga­
nizations such as the United Nations provided assistance to 
the Third World; and 27% did not know whether Third World 
countries received help from the European Community. 

The 1983 European Omnibus survey found that 52% of 
the respondents reported having helped an organization
concemed with the Third World during the previous few 
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years.b Inthe 1985 survey of Irish adults, 96% of the re- SouVOW'Surey dataand citations inthissdon were drawn from
spondents said they had made a financial contribution to European Consortium for Agricultural Development, Europeans
help the Third World in the two previous years. and AidtoDevelopment (Milan, May 1984); Canadian Intemationa 

Development Agency, A Report on Canadians' Attitudes Toward"Average 1985 private contributions on apercapitabasis were as Foreign Aid. (Quebec, November 1980); Australian Council forfollows: Norway, $12.54; Sweden, $9.34; Switzerland, $8.27; Ger- Overseas Aid, Overseas Aid: What Australians Think, Develop­many, $6.95; Netherlands, $6.77; Canada, $6.74; United States, metDossier No. 13 (Canberra, September IF83); Advisory Coun.$6.32; Ireland, $6.18; Australia. $330; Denmark, $3.13; United cil on Development Cooperation, Aid to Thira' WorldCountries: At-Kingdom, $2.98; Finland, $2.65; New Zealand, $2.46; Austria, titudes of a National Sample of Irish People"(Dublin, December$2.38; France,$1.78; Japan, $0.84; Belgium, $0.41; and Italy, $0.14. 1985); Gallup Organization Inc., "Public Opinion in DevelopedComputed from data in OECD Development Assistance Commit- Countries Divided on Aid to Third World," Press Release, Augusttee, Development Co-operation: 1986 Report, (Paris: OECD, 13, 1981; Decima Research, survey of Canadians, conducted in
1987). January 1986. 

16. 	U.S. and International Public Opinion About Increasing Aid-

Compared to Countries' Current Aid
 

Aid to Third World In 1985a 
Question posed in 1981 Gallup poll: 	 (nfonnation notprovided to poll respondents) 
"Do you feel that (respondent's country) should or should Countries polled on Increasing aid 
not increase aid to underdeveloped countries to assist 
them to become more self-sufficient in the future?" 	 CounrIes ranked by old Aid cs Aid 

. por ontop of percentage per capita Aid In 
Gross Nadioa Product: of GNP InSU.S. $mllllons 

Percentages responding: 
N should Increase aid 	 1. Norway 1.03% $138 $ 580 
I should not increase aId 2. Netherlands 0.91 78 1,130 

3. Sweden 0.86 101 840 
Ireland 4. Denmark 0.80 86 440 

5. France 0.78 73 3,990
Switzerland 6. Belgium 0.54 44. 

r Canada Ii Im ll 	 Caaa7.- Canada 0.49 64 1,630 
8. Australia 0.49 , 47 . .750 

Japan 	 9. Germany (Fed. Rep.) 0.47 48 2,940 
10. 	 Finland 0.40 43 210 

United Kingdom 	 11. Austria 0.38 33 25012. 	 United Kingdom 0.34 27 1,530 
Federal Republic _ _ _ _of Germany _ _ _ _ _13. 	 Italy 0.31 '19- v]i 1 00 

--	 ,... ..... ...14. 	 Switzerland 0.31 46 300 
United States ____ Japan 0.29 31 3,800__ __ ___15. 

Austria 	 16. New Zealand 0.25 15 50 
17. Ireland 0.24 11 40 

0 	 10 18. United States 0.24 39 9,400 
(percentages of respondents) 	 '"Aid" here refers to official development assistance (ODA) as 

defined by theDevelopment Assistance Committee (DAC) of the 
Organization for Economic Co-operation and DevelopmentSource: "Public Opinion inDeveloped Countries Divided on Aid to (OECD). "Third World" refers to countries, territories, or otherThird World,'" Gallup Organization Inc., press release dated Au- geopolitical entities that receive ODA or other resource flows:gust 13.1981. from DAC members. 

Source: OECD DAC, Development Co-operation: 1986 Report 
(Pads: OECD, 1987). 
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5. CONGRESSIONAL ATTITUDES
 
AND PERCEPTIONS
 

Congressional interest indevelopment issues and U.S.-Third World relations ismost frequently generated as a result of direct personal experience, such asThird World travel, committee work, or contact with interested individuals.
This project's findings show that a large segment of the American public Issympathetic to both official and private efforts to alleviate poverty and promotedevelopment overseas. This sympathy has not, however, been successfullycommunicated to Congress. The legislators and their aides interviewed do notdetect a strong public interest in,or sympathy for, Third World development is­sues. Moreover, despite the fairly consistent level of public support for U.S.economic aid recorded for nearly four decades, several of the policymakers in­terviewed nonetheless perceive public support for assistance efforts to fluctu­ate greatly, depending on factors such as U.S. economic performance or media 

coverage of disasters.
Policymakers believe that without more demonstrated public support for de­velopment efforts, an increase in legislative interest is unlikely. Most Congres­sional interviewees were familiar with Washington-based organizations inter­ested in promoting development efforts, but they did not perceive a strong,coordinated movement. Nor were Members of Congress or their aides awareof any significant organized movement at the Congressional district level thatthey considered to be important in terms of influencing their own behavior. 
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What Draws Congressional Attention 

to These Issues? 

Direct personal experience isclearly important Inpromoting
Congressional interest in,or expertise on, development and 
the Third World. Travel to the Third World or time spent there 
was cited not only as an important factor leading to greater 
interest indevelopment issues, but also as anecessary pre­
requisite for the shaping of appropriate policy. The policy-
makers interviewed identified Congressional committee 
work as another major factor that strengthens their interestand knowledge aboutthe Third World. Several interviewees 
mentioned the educational impact of being on acommittee 
associated with foreign policy issues. One described his in-
terest indevelopment and Third World issues as "zero, be-
fore I came to Congress," noting that "with committee work, 
you tend to specialize."

A few of the policymakers referred to their own educa-
tional backgrounds or careers prior to entering public life as 
motivating factors. The consensus, however, was that inter-
est was mainly either initiated or developed by taking part in 
policy work related to Third World issues-whether by being 
a committee member, by getting a job with a committee or 
Member involved inThird World issues, or by visiting Third 
World countries. 

Congressional Views on U.S. Aid 

to the Third World 

Among policymakers, concern about the effectiveness of 
aid is clearly evident. One interviewee said: "I personally
think the U.S. role could be encapsulated inthe statement,
'Trade, not aid.' Aid inthe traditional sense isdoomed to fail-
ure." One Congressional aide said, "We're coming to the 
painful realization that the approach hasn't worked and 
we're groping for new answers, approaches." Another, com-
menting on the reasons he felt aid had been ineffective, said,
"The blame ison both sides. As part of the East-West com-
petition, we tried to ... outdo each other. Third World 
leaders-Western educated-spent too much time inivory
towers and urban centers of the Western world. They
adopted abias against agriculture, peasants."

Like the American public, however, not all Congressional
interviewees were pessimistic about the impact of aid. "If 
you look around, you'll see aid has helped-particularly In-
dia, South Korea, Thailand. Those who say ithas done more 
harm than good may be using itas an excusefor otheragen-
das." 

Congressional Perceptions of
Public Attitudes 
Legislators and their aides Interviewed In the project-
regardless of party or Ideological leanings--consistently ex-
pressed tiia viewpoint that there isno real constituency for 

U.S. efforts to assist in Third World development efforts. One 
Congressman said: "We're still basicallytalking to ourselves 
Interms of development issues. We haven't been able to 
break through." "Opinion isessentially not formed interms of 
development policy [among constituents]," said another. 
The American public was generally characterized as naive 

est] was confined to headlines. We hardly ever get anybody 
writing for foreign aid," remarked one Congressman. 

Several policymakers observed that foreign aid isnot anissue that stands on its own merits inthe minds of the public; 
Instead, support for aid fluctuates over time and inrelation to 
other issues. One interviewee commented: "Foreign aid is 
an issue ina tremendous vacuum-a reflector of other is­
sues. Ifthe economy isbad, then people care about money
going overseas. . . It's avictim of other circumstances, or of 
recession." Another Representative said: "Imay be harsh or 
negative, but basically [Third World assistance] serves as a 
catharsis for people's impulses... It is one-shot aid versus 
systematic assistance." 

The Public's Impact on Congress
Even those legislators who are most supportive of U.S. ef­
forts to promote Third World development stressed that a 
demonstrated increase inpublic interest isnecessary to in­
crease legislative interest. One interviewee said: "Organiza­
tions need to realize that until there is a much firmer and 
broader foundation, grassroots [efforts] will continue to have 
little reach and little impact here. It is the typical--not the 
atypical-American we have to reach." Another interviewee 
remarked: "Lobbying has helped on occasion.., but [we still 
hear from] only a tiny percentage of the public."

When asked to describe individuals and organizations
that visit or contact them on Third World-related issues,
Members and their aides named anumber of Washington
and New York-based groups that provide valuable published
information or expert advice. However, no one group ap­
peared to play a major role. "There is really no central 
scheme for promoting Third World issues," said one intervie­
wee. 'Idon't think twenty-five members could name one 
source or organization," said another. When asked which or­
ganizations were influential and helpful on the local level in 
their Congressional districts, respondents mentioned only 
one specific organization. Without the backup of their con­
stituents, some Members are reluctant to take on devel­
opment issues-no matter how well private or public organi­
zations present them. One Representative commented: "A
Congressman's primary motive isto take care of his district.
Publication/lobbying [around Washington] is just an aca­
demic exercise." The Representative noted that such activi­
ties were "absolutely essential" to non-elected policymak­
ers, but could not replace constituent support ininfluencing
Members of Congress. 
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6. THE PUBLIC'S INVOLVEMENT
 
IN DEVELOPMENT EFFORTS
 

One-fifth of the American public and nearly one-half of the activists made chad­table contributions inthe past year to organizations that work on international
issues including Third World development. One-quarter of the activists had at
some time volunteered or worked for organizations aiding people in poor coun­tries. A potentially more active constituency may exist, since one-third of the
general public respondents felt that individuals like themselves are doing less
than can be expected to ccmbat poverty and hunger overseas.Personal experience and personal appeals for participation have a poten­tially powerful effect on public interest in,and involvement with, development
issues. Third World travel and contact with Third World visitors, returned field
workers, and neighbors and friends with knowledge of developing countries
are experiences that activists report may establish a sense of personal con­nection with developing countries. Such contacts also appear to allay the pub­lic's fears about the effectiveness of aid and of aid agencies.
Most Americans report television to be an important source of informationabout the Third World and about development assistance efforts. Television
programs describing the positive impact of development efforts on conditions
in a poor country were identified by activist respondents as one of the appeals
most likely to motivate them. Other media, such as direct mail, print advertising,
or telephone solicitation, may be useful in reaching those who are already inter­ested, but are not likely to be as effective in stirrn.atinq initial concern.
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A slight majority (51%) of the general public said that Individ-
uals like themselves are doing all that they can or asmuch as 
can be expected to solve problems of hunger and poverty in 
the world; 46% said individuals are doing less than can be 
expected or almost nothing at all. This response is virtually
Identical to that of the 1972 survey by the Overseas Devel-
opment Council.1 Age was a factor inthe current response;
older respondents more frequently sad that individuals like 
themselves are doing as much as can be expected. 

Charitable Giving
Among the general population, 81% of those surveyed indi-cated they had personally made a donation to a charitable 

organization within the last 12 months. 2 Among those who 
had donated, rou~ghly equal proportions reported giving less 
than $100 (48%) and givin over $100 (49%).Of the organi-
zations cited by all donors as recipients of their contributions, 
33% were churches or synagogues, 60% were groups work-
Ing in this country on domestic issues, and 27% were organi-
zations working on international issues including Third World 
development, 

Individuals who reported having made large donations 
($500 or more) to charitable organizations in the last 12 
months (14%) were generally married, better educated than 
average, and living in households where the chief wage 
earner was ina professional or managerial occupation. I hey 
were largely Republicans (43%). Jews and Protestants were 
more likely than Catholics to be large donors.3 Nearly three-
quarters of those reporting to be large donors were over P5,
and those aged 35-54 years indicated that they were the 
most apt to make large donations. Twenty-nine per cent of 
those who made large charitable dciations reported giving 
some money to groups working on international issues. 

Nineteen per cent of the general public reported making a 
charitable contribution within the last year to one or more or­
'Word Poverty and Development, op. cit., p.98. 

2This reported ievel of giving isconsistent with the findings of the 1985 sur-

vey by Yankelovich, Skelly and White for the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, In

which 89% of the respondents reported contributing to charities in 1984.

See The Charitable Behavior of Americans, op. cit., p.1. 

3Due to the small base sample size for Jewish Americans, data should be
kterpreted with caution. See Appendix 3, "General Population Question-

y17. 	 U.S. Activists: Contributions to 

Overseas Organizationsa
Ovesa 

Under $M0- $100- $(- Ov Don't know/ 

$50 $99 $499 $99 $1,000 no anwer Total
 

%tet,,Mpl.: 30% 27% 21% 7% 4% 11% ooM, 


SSax
Male 24 27 23 9 5 12 100 

Female 35 27 19 5 2 12 100 

Kouf.hold incom 

ganizations working on an international issue. Those who re­
ported having made suchcontributions were generally older,
living in households headed by professionals, and better ed­
ucated than average. Catholics, those more active than av­
erage in their communities, and those who had traveled 
somewhere in the developing world reported having made 
contributions for international purposes more frequently than 
the public at large. 

Ingeneral, those who contribute to organizations working 
on international issues share the basic values of most other 
Americans. For example, they were much more likely to say
that the biggest problem facing the United States today is adomestic social or econromic issue, such as the budget defi­

cit or unemployment, than to say itis an interational issue. 
They a!so named morn domestic causes than international 
programs as the recipients of their charitable contributions. 

Nearly one-half (48%) of the activists surveyed reported
making financial donations within the last 12 months to orga­
nizations that work overseas.4 When asked to specify the re­
cipients of their contributions, 70% of the donors named a 
church, synagogue, or religious organization; 41% a private
voluntary or international organization; and 32%, a variety of 
programs-such as African relief and relief for children­
without specifying the name of an organization. The amount 
contributed varied only slightly among income brackets of 
respondents. 

One-fifth of the general public claimed to have donated 
money to USA for Africa through the purchase of the record­
ing of "We Are the World"; 7% claimed to have donated or 
pledged ..oney to the Live Aid fundraising event. Young
adults aged 18 to 24 reported having made a purchase or a 
pledge more frequently than the public at largo, and 40% of
 
the Blacks surveyed reported having purchased the "We
 
Are the World" recording.
 

Volunteerism 
Twice as many activists reported having at some time volun­
teered or worked for organizations aiding the poor domestic­
ally (49%) as differentiated from groups aiding the poor over­
seas (25%). Activists who had volunteered for organizations

aiding people in Asia, Africa, or Latin America tended to be
college graduates, to live inthe Northeastern United States, 
and to be professionals between the ages of 35 and 54.This relatively weaker level of volunteerism on behalf of 
Third World development efforts might be a result of the bias 
infavor of domestic concerns, a lack of opportunity to be­come directly involved in such efforts, or a lack of information 
about or confidence in organizations involved in develop­
ment. 

Activist Opinion on Approaches 
that Catalyze Involvement 
Inthe activist survey, respondents were questioned about 
factors that might motivate them to become-or inhibit them 
from becoming-actively involved in U.S. efforts to alleviate 

Under $25K 37 34 20 1 2 100 U K2: Third World poverty and assist in development. The sameauestions were asked of all activists, reaardless of whetherOver$40K 22 28 22 13 3 12 100 	 or not they had a history of coninouting their time or money io 
overseas activities. 

Note: 	Base sample: 240 activist respondents i112 men, 128women) who said they had donated to an overseas orga- 4inaseparate question, activist respondents were asked whether they hadnization In the last 12 months. worked foror donated money to anumber of different kinds of organizations*Answerr to question 19 on activist survey. 	 during the past 12 months. Thirty-six per cent said they had donated to orworked for a group aiding people in poor countries inAsia, Africa, or Latin 

3 6 America inthe last year. 
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Activist respondents were asked to describe in their own
words the main reasons why "aperson like yourself would 
 18. U.S. Activists: Involvement Inbecome involved in efforts to improve conditions in ThirdWorld countries." Forty-eight per cent cited humanitarian 

concerns or a sense of responsibility, religious duty,or moral 

Domestic and Overseas Activities*
obligation. Twelve per cent mentioned reasons related to
promoting economic well-being at home and abroad, such 
 Domestic or 	 Vounteredas opening new trade relations, helping developing countries 	 volunteered Ever Inpost 12OnVIIYbecome self-sufficient, or promoting strong economies. Two 	
o ted to onthsper cent gave political reasons, such as a desire to oppose 

oalpty or 
Apolitical party or.communism, for becoming involved. These motivations forbecoming involved echoed! the rationales indicated by the s foratoal,candidatesame respondents for supporting U.S. economic assist-	

52% 50% " 511%!;ance-although the proportions differed, Agroup helping the
If response to the same question, other activists named poor Inthe United 

more 	 aZo a1dingpersonal reasons 48op-e
that might motivate involvement.Twenty-five per cent mentioned factors such as, "If I felt a 

Aogroungdeoletrong personal need," "If I were affected personally, "If I Asia,Africa, or LatinAmericasaw for myself that needs are being met," or "If I had rela-	
25tives or friends living there." 	 44 38An environmental

anizaUon 25Asked "why a person like yourself might decide not to be-come involved in efforts to improve conditions for people in Agroup involved inIfiird World countries," a large proportion of answers again 
civil rights 20mirrored respondents' reasons for opposing U.S. economic Agroup working for	 

19 .. 7. 
women's htsassistance. Thirt,-eight per cent of the activists cited skepti-	 18 17 "c;,-m about the effectiveness of assistance or the organiza-
abortion 13 12 ""'
tions providing it,and 20% responded that they would prefer 
Agroup favoring legal 

to "
help people at home. Thirty-seven per cent mentioned abortion more personal reasons, such as retirement, lack of time or 
A group trying to stopmoney, family obligations, apathy, or laziness. 	 production of nuclear 
weaponsPersonal Experience. Personal experience or asense of 	

8 8. 6
Other &ctivityersonal connection is clearly 	 16trengthening the likelihood of individual involvement in de-

a very important factor in	 
17- 1 

Aser to question 28 on activist survey.alopment issues. Inthe focus group discussions, numerousarticipants mentioned personal connections or experi­nces 
that had stirred their concern-including knowing mis- gi...
ionaries through their churches, having close relatives whodghtschlarhipprogamhavng 
 een nvovedin 
uch
'ere involved in a program like the Peace Corps or the Ful-
ye inresponse to company drives, advertisements, letters,right scholarship program, having been involved in such 
Personal contact-With aid agencies, aid recipients, or in­or sonecalls.3veloping countries (Particularly in the Korean War), 

dividuals working in the field-appears to help satisfyAmed­rograms themselves, or having had wartime experiences in 
cans' strong concern about the effectiveness of develop-Wenhecutis (partiularly orean
nse eve tyment cn'srnWhen the activists were asked to rank several types of ap-

r). 	 ocr fetvnsagencies and their activities. Twenty-two per cent ofthe activist respondents said they were very likely to respond:dping people in the Third World-such as letters from ce-
favorably to an appeal in which "someone from a poorcoun­3rities, television programs, newspaper advertisements, 
try tells you that efforts by Americans have been very worth­

oaches that might motivate them to become involved in 	
bu h fdvlp 

phone calls-they indicated that they would react most fa-	
while." Infocus group discussions, a number of participantsrably to requests from persons they knew, to meeting 	
indicated support for organizations that have both domesticand international activities because they had witnessed 

'neone from the Third World, to personal visits from indi- these groups working effectively in their own town or state. 
uals doing work in the Third World, and to the prospect of 	 According to the focus group members,these groups offer
rking with other people with similar interests. More thanf(53%) of the activists, however,disagreed with the state-	

an opportunity to become involved inactivities that both 
t:Before Iwould volunteer for an 	

benefit the community and help people overseas-thereby
eo organization, Iwouldto be asked by someone Iknow," Thus, as important as making an important connection between aiding the poor at)roaches also can be successful, 
home and offering assistance to the poor in developingersonal approach may be to a majority, other factors or countries.he importance of personal appeals was also apparent in 

Respondents indicated that they are frequently drawn intocent study by the Rockefeller Brothers Fund on charita-giving inAmerica.5 Among major donors ($500 or more 	

a cause or an activity to fulfill a personal objective in theirown lives. Nineteen per cent of activist respondents saidyear) who contributed to charities because they were 
they were very likely to respond positively to an appeal that)d to do so, 54% reported that the approach most likely 
offered the opportunity to "work with men and women wholicit their donation was being asked by someone they 
have the same interests." This rationale for involvement wasvwell, and 28% felt that way about being asked person-	
echoed in the focus group discussions, where a number ofit home or at the office. Respondents were less likely to 	
participants reported having become active as volunteers ina variety of organizations at a point in their lives where theyCharitable Behavior of Americans, op. cit., pp. 19-22. 	 were seeking a change-for example, after children hadgrown up, or following a divorce. 
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American Activists 19. U.S. Activistsand the Public:More Similarities than Differences 
The "activist" survey was undertaken not only to Identifyany major attitudinal similarities or differences between this 
group and the general public but, more Importantly, to den­tify factors that might motivate these Individuals to activism 
on issues covered in the survey. The definition of activism 
did not necessarily require involvement In International or
development issues-onlyone-third of this group reported
donating time or money to an organization working over­seas within the last year.

Activist respondents tended to be between 35 and 54 
years old, professionally employed, with household In­comes under $25,000. A majority (59%) were college grad­uates or had some college or technical school background.
They were more likely to live in the North Central states. 
Nearly all (91%) of the activists were registered voters, andthey were evenly distributed politically.

As discussed throughout this report, activists differed
little from the general public on most issues covered Inboth 
surveys. Uke the broader public, they were generally more 
concerned with domestic well-being than with alleviatingoverseas poverty. A majority favored the U.S. giving of eco-
nomic assistance, but 42% felt that the United States Is al-
ready doing enough-and 36% believed that it is doing too
much-to alleviate hunger and poverty overseas. Actistswidely perceived aid as being wasted or mismanaged, and
few had a great deal of confidence that either U.S. official orprivate assistance reaches the poor overseas. They
strongly opposed U.S. trade or financial policies to stimulate 
growth inthe Third World whenever they perceived a trade- 
off between domestic or international well-being,

The major attitudinal difference between theactivists and
the general population surfaced in the reasons each group
offered for supporting economic assistance. Whereas one-
half of the general public cited humanitarian concerns or
feelings of responsibility as their reasons for supporting
economic aid, two-thirds of the activists mentioned these
kinds of motivations. The most distinctive characteristic ofthe activists, however, was that they were-by definition-

more involved than the general public in activities related to 

civic, political, or social welfare issues.
 

Sixty-six per cent of the activists surveyed said that thestatement: "Religion is important in my life," described them 

very well. However, only 9% of the activists said that "al-
most all" of their civic or public activities were church or 

synagogue-related. One in five respondents (21%) said thata large part" of their activities were connected with a 
church or synagogue, while an additional 25% said "justsome"; 21% said "none", and 24% said "very little." There 
were no significant demographic differences on this issue.As mentioned earlier, the activists felt relatively ill-
Informed about Third World countries or about the organi-zations that run programs to help those countries. This lack 
of knowledge about the Third World does not indicate a lack
of interest. Only 10% of the activist respondents said thatthe statement: "I'm not really that interested in Third World
countries," described them "very well", while an additional
32% said it described them "somewhat". But the majority
(57%) said that this statement did not describe them at all. 

Percentages responding-
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'Answers to question 5B on the general population survey and
question 1on activist survey. 
bAnswers to 29A on the general population survey and 13 on 
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sur,ey.
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'Answers to 21A on general population survey and 7 on activist 
survey.
 



Television. Activists reported that, after personal ap­proaches, they were most likely to respond to a "television 
program showing how volunteers have improved health, ed-
ucation, or other conditions in a poor country." As was evi­dent in the focus group discussions, many Americans per-ceive television to be closely akin to a personal experienceand to provide proof that assistance is or is not effective inimproving human well-being. When focus group participants
were questioned about how they knew that aid did not reach
the needy, or how they knew that private assistance efforts were successful, they frequently responded that they had
learned this from television. 

Telephone, Direct Mail, and Advertising. The answers 
of the activist respondents indicated that they were far lesslikely to become involved inhelping people inthe Third World 
as a result of newspaper or magazine ads, phone calls fromprivate organizations, or letters from national leaders or ce-lebrities. In the focus group discussions, participants indi-
cated that when they did respond to such a mass appeal, it was usually for acause in which they already had developed
an interest. 

The relatively low potential of generating involvement 
through direct mail appeals isperhaps related to the gener-ally low rating of such materials as trustworthy sources of in­formation. Only 24% of activist respondents rated ads and
mailings from private organizations as a very reliable sourceof information. This finding is consistent with that of the 1972 
ODC survey, which concluded that: "While... special meet­
ings, pamphlets and newsletters ...may be effective in
,.aching those Americans who are already concerned with'oreign policy issues, they will not reach the uninvolved
)ublic ...[Most respondents] stated that special meetings
ind pamphlets are 'biased and prejudiced' sources.., 

nformation Sources 
rhirty per cent of the general public reported reading a na-lonal news magazine almost every week, 62% said theyvatch a national television news program almost every eve-
iing, and 62% also reported reading a daily newspaper
early every day. 
The activists were asked to assess the reliability of various ources of information about the Third World. Major weekly

ews magazines such as Time and Newsweek were rated s very reliable by the highest percentage of the activists-
)lowed by, in order of perceived reliability, the major na-
Dnal newspapers, national television news programs, adsrd mailings from private organizations working overseas,lumbers of Congress, and the Reagan Administration.7 
:he Simmons Study of Media and Markets 8 provides
ne interesting information regarding media habits of the 

,tivist respondents. For example, activists favoring eco­)nic assistance read Newsweek and Business Week at,:e the rate of other Americans; Scientific American at 
ur and a half times the rate of other Americans; and Atlan-
Monthly at eight timeb the average rate. 

odd Poverty and Development, op. cit., p.89. 
ie general public was not asked to assess the reliability of various,icesof information. However, a 1982 survey by the Gallup Organizationed the public on the perceived reliabilityof sources of information on for-1policy and found that television news was rated as very reliable by32%10 public, followed by newspapers (31%), magazines (26%), radio newsY), the Presidency (24%), (he State Department (15%), Members of
igress (8%), friends (6%), and private foreign policy organizations (6%).nAmerican Public Opinion and U.S.Foreign Policy, 1983,op. cit.,p. 34. 
e Appendix 1,"Survey Methodology," p. 41. 

20. Potential Success of Various
Appeals for Personal Involvement 

Question (16) posedto U.S. activists:
"Now I'm going to mention different ways organizations
appeal to people to get them involved Inhelping people Inthe Third World. Please tell me ifyou would be very likely,
somewhat likely, not very likely, or not at all likely to re­spond to such an appeal." 
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21. Trust InVarious Information Sources
 
Question (14) posed to U.S. activists:
"Here are some groups that provide information about
Third World countries. Using any number from 1to 10, with
1 meaning "not at all reliable" and 10 meaning "totally
reliable", please tell me how reliable you think each poup
is in providing information on the Third World." 
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Appendix 1 

Survey Methodology 
InterAction and the Overseas Development Council commissionedStrategic Information Research Corporation (SIRC) to conduct thesurvey of the general population, the survey of activists, the focusgroup sessions, and the interviews with Members of Congress andtheir aides. The design and content of the various questionnaires
were prepared by Director of Research Nancy Belden and her col-leagues at SIRC-in consultation with InterAction and ODC repre-sentatives; Barry Sussman, special consultant to the Public Opin-ion Project; and members of the Survey Advisory Group. 

General Population Survey 
The data for this portion of the research study were collected bymeans of telephone interviews with a representative sample of theadult population of the United States. Inall, 2,427 interviews wereconducted. This unusually large sample size permitted close analy-sis of certain demographic groups. 

Sample Design. The frame for this sample was all adults 18years of age and older living inthe United States. The sample was arandom probability sample, based on all telephone-equippedhouseholds in the United States. 
To ensure that every household with a telephone in the countryhad an equal chance of being included in the sample, a random-digit-dialing (RDD) technique was utilized, which selected tele-phone numbers at random from all potentially available telephonenumbers in the United States. 
Interviewing. The quostionnaire used in this study was sepa-rated into two versions. This split sample method-meaning certainquestions were asked of only half the sample-made possible the

inclusion of more questions on a wider array of topics. The ques­tionnaire was field tested prior to final approval by ODC representa­tives. The field work took place at the National Telephone ResearchCenter from April 7 to May 6, 1986. 
All interviewing was monitored from a central control booth by aninterviewing supervisor, who was responsible for validating ques-ionnaire responses. Interviews were administered during the eve-ning and on weekends, when the incidence of adults at home has
been found to be highest. Once a household was reached, the re-
spondent was selected at random from the adult residents living
available, asmn streatmt er ael albc h e 

vl.cted respondent. 

there, according to the sampling plan. If the respondent was not 

During the interviewing process, the sample was monitored to,i sure that the appropriate proportion of respondents was repre-
sented according to sex and geographical area. 

Weighting. The data were weighted by race and age to corre-
spond to U.S. Census estimates.

Margin of Error. Version I of the questionnaire was administeredto 1,218 adults and Version IIto 1,209 adults. For results based onsamples of this size, one can saywith 95% confidence that the error 
due to sampling and other random effects could be plus or minus2.8 percentage points. For results based on the combined sample
2lus or minus 2.0 percentage points,f 2,427 adults, the margin of error at the 95% confidence level is 

Activist Survey 
Data for this portion of the research were collected by means ofelephone interviews with 502 American adults who met the criteria 
or "activism" as outlined below.Sample Design. The sample of activist respondents was drawn'or Simmons Market Research Bureau's (SMRB) comprehensive
ational database, the 1985 Study of Media and Markets. This 

study is the result of personal Interviews on consumption and pur­chasing patterns with a national probability sample of U.S. adults (18years and older) in 19,000 different households.Using the Simmons survey as a sample frame, potential respon­dents were selected on the basis of ever having done two or more
of the following activities:

E written to the editor of a magazine or newspaper
N written to or telephoned a radio or television stationn written toa public official about some matterof public business 
a written something that has been published
mpersonally visited a public official to express a point of viewa addressed a public meeting 
N taken an active part in some local civic issue
 
a engaged in fund raising
 
n 
actively worked as a volunteer tnon-political)

The mean number of activities undertaken by the respondents tothe InterAction/ODfactivist survey was 2.5. 

Interviewing. Telephone interviewing was conducted by Market­ing, Inc., a nationwide WATS telephone center located in Long Is­land, New York, from August 22 to September 2, 1986. Trained in­terviewers, working under the close supervision of Marketing, Inc.professionals, conducted the interviews in the early evening hours.A total of 502 telephone interviews were completed. All respon­dents were individuals previously interviewed by SMRB, and hadbeen selected as part of a random probability sample of Americans. 
Margin of Error. For results based on a sample of 502, one cansay with 95% confidence that the error due to sampling and otherrandom effects could be plus or minus 4.4 percentage points. 

Congressional Interviews
In-depth discussions were held with thirteen members of theHouse, the Senate, and their staffs.

Members and their aides who were asked to participate Inthesediscussions were identified by ODC representatives as importantplayers in the development of U.S. policy toward the Third World byvirtue of their committee assignments, their legislative activity, andtheir expressed interest in issues. We included seven Democrats
and six Republicans. Five were staff members, eight were mem­
approximately one-half hour by Nancy Belden, SIRC's Director of
Research, in Washington, D.C., between July 15 and August 7,
1986. The responses were compiled in a written summary.
 

bers of the Senate or House. They were interviewed individually for 

Focus Groups 
On September 16, 17, and 22,1986, four focus groups were held in
Atlanta, Georgia; Petaluma, California; and Chicago, Illinois. The
purpose of the groups was to add detail and quality to data col­lected in previous steps in the inquiry into Americans' attitudes, in­volvement, and knowledge in the area of international develop­
ment. The groups were designed to 
 te hemes for increasingpent. Thr Wr deeoptet emforicpublic support for Third World development efforts. nMembers of two groups (one inAtlanta and one of the two con­vened inChicago) were recruited from among the general public.
The members of the second Chicago group and the California
group were recruited from among people identified as active volun­teers in their communities. The discussions were led by the SIRCDirector of Research, and sessions were audiotaped to facilitate 
accuracy in report writing. The participants-or an organization oftheir choice-received a monetary incentive for taking part. Audio­tapes of the discussion were reviewed and summarized ina written 
report. 
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Appendix 2 

A Closer Look at Some Subgroups of the Public 

To identify demographic orattitudinal characteristics that appear to 
differentiate the opinions of certain segments of the American pub-
lic, the InterAction/ODC Public Opinion Project separated out from 
the general population several subgroups of respondents and their 
opinions on the issues examined in the survey. Insome cases the 
subgroups examined are readily identifiable by socio-economic or
demographic characteristics-for example, Black Americans, 
young Americans, orthose with acollege education. Inothercases,
subgroups were statistically created by separating out from the 
general public those respondents who provided specific answers to 
selected questions-for example, those who answered that they
strongly supported the nuclear freeze movement. The project then 

examined the responses of these subgroups to the otherquestions
asked In the survey. 

Attitudinal Subgroups 

The attitudinal subgroups created in the general population 
survey-on the basis of their "humanitarian", "political/strategic", 
or "economic" emphasis-were designed to cluster individuals 
who-according to criteria selected by the pollsters-feel most 
strongly about certain objectives or rationales related to U.S. policy
toward the developing countries. 

Definitions of Attitudinal Subg!'oUps 

The Public Opinion Project's attitudinal subgroups were 

created to test the hypothesis that certain U.S.-Third World 

policyobjectivesare more Important than others to different 

subgroups of the public. The subgoups were formed by

separating out those interviewees among the general pub:

tic who provided cditain responses to selec"ted questiohs

(see below). Different criteria of course might have yield6d

different results--'particulay with respect to the'relative 


"
sizeof certain subgroups.'Nonetheless, the three reponse
clusters separated out as part of this project usefully high-
light both the perceptions and the demographic character ­
istics of certain subgroups of the public whose opinions on 
U.S.-Third. World relations and development 'seem to be 
guided relativelymore byone oranotherofthethreeobjec-
tives or rationales. .. '4 

Those in any one subgroup did not necessadly reject the,
objectives or rationales that define.fh otr twogroups.
For example, theimajor reasons offered by the"p!oitical,,
strategic emphasis" subgroul for supporting economic aso 
sistance were humanitarian concemand a sense of re-, 
sponsibility,And,the .'ihumaritad.ne"mphasi ';group.feiu,
almost as strongly asdid the ,;'econmorncmphasisg',rou., 
that the United States-should play an active role in esolVing
the debt crisis .- , -. i n-. 

6) 	Agreed that the United States should accept refugees 
fleeing'from poverty. 

' * ­
'The "econon ic emphasis" subgroup was defined as. 

those who satisfied at least three of the following criteria:"* 
1) Gave as a§reason for supporting foreign'aid or eco.' 

nomiq assistance the alo of helping other countries 
become s'elf-sufficient ,ar promoting strong econo­
mies; 

2) Said that the economies of the Third World affect the
 
"United States a great deal;

MChose countnes that the United States needs as trad-"
 

3) ers the most important ones foi the U.S. to
 
i.arstes 	 ' " 

o imnyt norg
Gave hest pririty usin 
'...inesses to invest intheThird World;' 

5)AgArbedthatweshould notresitctimports buthelp de- . 
,-1 .vekiplpn inations -by, letting them sell goods to ,thei. 

"4""' 
6) 	Disagrebed that it Is contrary to U.S. interests to help
,'ountrles'in the -Third World because they will com-. 
.ptwith us; , ; , 

witso, 	 e u.Aot allo f thinid=,)dua'is sUr.eyed u iljed.:.the
,cfi-ierln.'a!o,: ....
.	 ...... ...
. ..e.. . as s......eyed...ulfilled.......th'e.. te - ,eedthat.hep:, JielSae- n h..ong ('un;",nE'''.':..;: -,-.,.:
theThidWorlddw il benefit.the', 
even one subgroup.'Moreover,. s!nc 
not defined to bemutualy exclie respondentscld
long to more thanone cluster.Thiss'acilitated atrde pi 

'of the demographics and attitudes:(',f..th0, suppo0o'sp
various objectives or rationales tnr'er:.ln.'tte sense tht 
most Americans probably do slmultane6 d l °bld conflia:!;" 
Ing and congruent perceptions and opinions on'th ecomplex-
issues and policies surrounding U.S relations with the Third", 

'The "humanitarian emphasls" subgroup was defined as': 
,those who satisfied at least three?.0f.the following criteria:;.

1) Rated reducing hungerandpovertyInothercountries, 
as a very important problem for the U.S. government; 

2) Chose the poorest countries as the top priorities for" 
U.S. aid (over countries important to U.S. security and"-
over those needed as trading partners); 

3) Gave high priority to helping countries lower infant. 
death rates; ''S' 

4) Gave highest priority among aid programs to disaster ­
relief; - .'i- ' 

5) Agreed strongly that we ought to do what wecan'to 
help wherever people are hungry or poo and. 

. Jthe,ns'iuro". a'ss 	 id- .'e....r, t h e . .. 
8) Agredthatthe United States should doWWvIrthln in ,'P,! , tso thedebt problem'of the Third Wdld 
,..h. 	 ;,.-.,:,,
 

.asthosewihbo'tisfiedatleasttwoof the following criterl.'i 
-:- Favored ,ilitary ai to tc re . .. , 

, F -avoremihtaryaid to ether.coudes;, :
 
2)-sGave U.S'se rity as the reason for their suppr ofrtf 

3) 	Choseicountries Important to :u.S. security as the' 
-


' most important ones for the United States to assist;',
 
'4)Gave high priority to'using aid money to rent land for
 
;' U.S. military bases in other countries; and '
 

3) Agreed strongly that helping 'other countries tode­
velop will make them more stable.
 

Some of the definitional questions were posed to all respondents.
 
and some only toone half or the other of the split sample. Itcan be
 
IInferred that the responsesof most of those Ineach attitudinal 
gioup'4Would-ha,Vemet'amost all of ihe 'criteria,' had all of the 
defin!aoal-qes!ibison putto them. 

http:define.fh


Respondefts Who Emphasized Humanitarian ObjectivesRespSidents falling within this subgroup according to the defini-tional criteria used in this survey were evenly distributed across 
most socio-economic and demographic lines. However, women,Black Americans and those living in Northeastern states more fre-quently expressed a humanitarian emphasis, and more Democratsthan Republicans fell into this category.

The "humanitarian emphasis" subgroup responded very simi-larly to the population as a whole in giving priority to domestic over international well-being. For example, 79% of this group (compared 
ton4eonhegeal pull-bic) greampe withfthstement:("Weeedto 84% of the general public) agreed with the statement: "Weneedother countries." When not presented with a choice between do-to solve U.S.domestic poverty problems before
e eturn attention to
mestic and international well-being, however, respondents in thissubgroup were very sympathetic to the idea that the United States 
subgouepwe versympas.Seventy-three per cent (compared toshould help those overseas, Swere 
54% of the public) favored U.S. giving of economic assistance. Al-bedoin le st
the ovenme tt 
 an ts ouldto igh poertin
though only 35% of the respondents in this subgroup consideredthe goverment to be doing less than it should to fight poverty inother parts of the world, this proportion represented double the rateof the general public. Moreover, 69% of the subgroup stronglyagreed with the statement: "As a world leader, the United Statesshould set an example for other wealthy nations by helping otherpoor nations"; this response rate, too, was nearly twice that of the 

pi alree n
pressions of the aid program than did the public as a whole. TheyIngeneral,respondents inthis Subgroup had more favorable Im
felt that economic assistance to other countries was cost-effective
(74% compared to 52% of the general public) and that the UnitedStates can afford it (67% compared to 45%). They were somewhatmore confident than the general public that money given to charita-
ble private organizations reaches needy people (although only

24%-compared to 18% of the public-had a great deal of confi-

encthat 
 thid so). %thewerehowever, as sketical as oher,Americansthat U.S. official assistance ever reaches its intended re-Aence that this isso). They were,however, as skeptical as othercipients, and as persuaded as the general public that aid is wastedby the U.S. and foreign governments, 
On U.S. trade policy toward developing countries, the "humani-larian emphasis" subgroup was-unlike the general public-split:46% (compared to 36% of the public) believed the United Statesshould allow Third World goods into the United States, while 47%(compared to 60%) believed that it should not. This subgroup was

also sympatheticto the conceptof asignificant U.S.role in resolvingthe debt crisis, with 61% agreeing that the United States "should doeverything in its power to find solutions to the debt problems ofThird World countries." Incontrast, 52% of the public disagreedhat the United States should actively work to solve the debt crisis.The responses of the individuals in this subgroup indicated theyvere about as likely as the general public-but less likely thanhose in the other two attitudinal subgroups-to be very active in:ivic affairs.1 Moreover, while 78% of those in this subgroupJkrned to be contributors to charitable organizations, their re--,,nsesindicated they were less liKely than members of other atti-idinal groups to be major donors ($500 or more) or to contribute torganizations working on international issues includinr Third Worldevelopment. This lower level of activism and giving may be due toiofact that more respondents in this subgroup than in the other at-wdinal subgroups had household incomes below $15,000. 

Respondents Who Emphasized Economic Objectives. Re-pondents who met the criteria for this subgroup were found to beirguly from the upper socio-economic segments of American soci-!y.One-fourth had annual household incomes over $40,000. They,ere highly educated and tended to belong to professional house-
olds.They also reported a higher than average incidence of travel; 

lespondents to the general population survey were asked whether theyiad ever done any of ten activities, such as written to a newspaper ornagazine editor, written toan electedofficial, orworked forapoliticalparty,rcandidate (see 0.41). Those who responded affirmatively to six ormoreems on the list were termed "very active." 

moreover, of the three-quarters who reported having traveled out­side the United States, one-half had visited a Third World country.The subgroup's political-party affiliations approximated the national 
average.


Individuals in the "economic emphasis" subgroup tended to bebetter informed than the public as a whole about current events. Alarger infortiontha this colespout
a 
 t evenera
larger proportion of this group correctly responded to the generalpopulation survey's three factual questions concerning U.S. policyinNicaragua, the START talks, and U.S. membership inNATO, and 
they were more likely to read a national magazine or daily newspa­per or to watch the news on television. Respondents in this sub­cent of this subgroup (compared to 20% of the general public) re­group were also more involved in community affairs. Thirty-two perce ot s om ared to 2 ote n pubicported at some time having been very active incivic affairs. re-

The "economic emphasis" subgroup's opinions on military aidvirtually identical to those of the general population, but re­spondents inthis group were ar more supportive (81%)than the
 
ents i this oU were mor

general public (54%) of U.S. givingf of economic assistance to othersi tan thecountries. Sixty-three per cent (compared to 52% of the public)rated economic assistance to other countries as cost-effective
rather than a waste of money-and the same proportion (com­pared to 45% of the public) believed that the United States can af­ford such assistance. Like the "humanitarian emphasis, group, the"economic emphasis" group was also somewhat more confident 
than most Americans that money given to private organizationsquarter had a great deal of confidence that this is so. reaches needy people in other countries-although only one-Rerphad a gredeconoicemthasis so 

Respondents in the "economic emphasis" subgroup believedisdoing less than itshould (28%) to fight poveU.S.overneparts of
isdor anlethantshoual(28%)wto ht oven oether atn othe world and that individual Americans are doing less than can beexpected (41%) or nothing at all (16%). 
The charitable giving habits of respondents inthe "economic em­lic, although these subgroup respondents reported somewhat 

mic,althoughlthesesubgrouerespondentshreportedhsomeht 
more frequently (25% compared to 19%) that they had contributed 
to organizations working overseas. 

phasis" subgroup were roughly in line with those of the entire pub-

Respondents Who Emphasized Political/Strategic Objec­tives. According to the definition used in this survey, this was thelargest subgroup, comprising 27% of the general public. Individualsin this subgroup tended to be white males, Republicans,and people
who live in the South.

The "political/strategic emphasis" subgroup favored economicaid less than did the other attitudinal subgroups, falling in line withthe public as a whole. Respondents in this subgroup felt somewhatmore strongly,however, that the United States is doing more than itshould or about the right amount (84% compared to 77% of the
public) to fight poverty and hunger overseas.
While it is not surprising that this subgroup cited political or stra­tegic reasons for favoring economic assistance more frequently
than the general public (38% compared to 28%) in response to an
open-ended question, it is noteworthy that a plurality (43%) of this
subgroup named humanitarian concern or a sense of responsibility
as their reason for supporting the program. Ina separate question,
92% of this subgroup agreed with the statement: "Wherever people
are hungry or poor, we ought to do what we can to help them."
By definition, the "political/strategic emphasis" subgroup fa­
vored military aid more frequently than did the general public (85%compared to 38%). Moreover, these individuals responded morefrequently than the public as a whole (65% compared to 40%) that
they believed military aid had generally helped the people in the
Third World. Like the general public, however, a greater proportion
said that economic aid (93%) and direct foreign investment (70%)
had been beneficial. 

On the issue of allowing Third World imports into the UnitedStates, two-thirds of the "political/strategic emphasis" subgroupwere opposed-a response virtually identical to that of the generalpublic. This subgroup was, however, somewhat more sympatheticthan the public on the debt issue: 57% (compared to 47%) agreedthat the United States should do everything inits power to find a so­lution to the debt problems of developing countries. 
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Comparison of the General Public's Responses to Those of its SubgroUps 

On U.S. economic aid: 

Opinions of the general public and of its "political/strategic
emphasis" subgroup were very similar. In contrast, the 
"humanitarian emphasis" and "economic emphasis"
subgroups were both relatively more supportive of the program. 

"Are you generally in favor of ,. opposed to U.S. giving of 
economic assistance to other countries?" 

U favor U oppose 

General public 

"Humanitarian 
.'emphasis" subgroup 

"Economic
emphasis" subgroup 

"Political/strategic 101111. 
emphasis" subgroup 

0 20 40 60 80 
(percentages) 

OnU.S.-Thlrd World trade: 

TwO out of three Americans in both the general public and 
its !'political/strategic emphasis" subgroup favored restrict-
ing Third World imports to the United States, while the 
"humanitarian emphasis" subgroup was split betweenallowing and restricting imports. 

."Do you agree more that we should help Third World 
countries by letting them sell gooas to the United States, or 
more that the United States shouldn't allow so many fore­
ign Imports from the Third World until the U.S. trade deficit 
Is lowered?"' 

N should allow U should not allow 

General public 

"Humanitarian 
.,emphasis" subgroup _emphasis" 

"Political/strategic
emphasis" subgroup -_- _- _ 

o 20 40(percentages) 60 80
2The 

.iThe "economic emphasis" subgroup ishere excluded because 
this question was part of that group's definitional criteria. 

On U.S. military aid: 

The public as a whole and its "economic emphasis" sub­
group held similar views, while individuals in the "human­
itarian emphasis" subgroup more frequently opposed the 
program. 

.. "Are ou generally in favor of or opposed tn U.S. giving ofmilita,' Rssistance to other nations to buy arms and train 
soldlers 

N favor U oppose 

General public 

"Humanitarian : m
 
emphasis" subgroup
 

"Economic 
emphasis" subgroup 

0 20 40 60 80 
(percentages) 

aThe "political/strategic emphasis" subgroup is here excluded 
becausethis question was part of that group's definitional criteria. 

On the debt crisis: 

Both the "political/strategic emphasis" and the "humanita­
dan emphasis" subgroups favored a strong U.S. effort to 
solve the problem more frequently than the public as a 
whole. 
"[Do you agree or disagree that] the United States needs to 
do everything in its power to find solutions to the debt 
problems of Third World countries?"' 

Magree U disagree 

General public . .. . . 

"Humanitarian 

emphasis" subgroup 
6-Political/strategic 

subgroup 

0 20 40 60 80 

(percentages) 
"economic emphasis" subgroup is here excluded becausethis question was part of that group's definitional criteria. 



...... " :' Demographics of Attitudinal Subgroups" : lca 

Political/ Political/ 
Percentage of Total Humanitarian Strategic Economic Percentage of Total Humanitarian Strategic Economic 
Who Met Subgroup Emphasis Emphasis Emphasis Who Met Subgroup Emphasis Emphasis Emphasis 
Definition Criteria: 18% 27% 18% Definition Criteria 18% 27% 18% 

Sex 
Male 43% 58% 55% Region 
Female 57 42 45 West 17 15 .20 

Age North 25 28 ..25 
AeNortheast 29 17 28

18-24 years 17 17 14 South 29 39 26 
25-34 26 25) k 2835-54 . 33 31.. 35 Political Affiliations . 
55+ 25 27'.1 . 23 Republican 21 36 ;,-31 

Democrat 41 32 32Race 
87r Independent 25 22 .:27White 79 88. 

Black 16 8 Giving
Religion Donorsb 78 84 87Catholic 25 21 23 Large donorse 12 16 18Protestant 50 2 23 Overseas donorsd 24 20 25 

Household Income , Affinity Groups
 
Less than $15,000 28 22. 19 . Strongly supports

$15,000-40,000 45 49,'4 nuclear freeze
 

5 28 movement 49 26 4.1..More than $40,000 18 20 28,.,", Strongly supports
Occupation of Chief family planning

Wage Earner 57 53 59.,movement 

Professional 36 34. 49 _. Strongly supports
White Collar 15 16 4:. 16 environmental 
Blue Collar 35 36':' 25 movement 45 41 51 

Education ... Strongly supports 
College + 24 a1 41 equal rights 
Some college/trade . movement 67 46 60 

school 22 28 25 Highly Active6 19 21 32 
High school or less 52 50: 32',", 

bCharitablecontribution inthe last 12 months. 
*Totals may not equal 100% due to exclusion of smaller cChadtable contribution of $500 or more Inlast 12 months. 
categories, exclusion of "don't know" responses, and refusals.• dhartable or ace in st° Charitable contributioncontribution toto organization active overseas Inpast 

12 months. 
*Respondents who reported at some time having done six or 
more of the activities listed InQ41. 

AffInity Groups sistance closely matched that of the general population. However, a 
Fespondents in the general population survey were questioned larger majority of these individuals were opposed to military assist­
3bout their level of support for the environmental, equal rights, nu- ance to other nations (65%) and believed that military assistance 
-;ear freeze and family planning movements Inthe United States to has hurt foreign countries (58%). They were split over the issue of 
lest the affinity of the supporters of these movements for U.S. de- whether U.S. aid should be targeted to favor countries with the poor­
velopment efforts in the Third World. est economies (40%) or countries that are important to U.S. security 

(39%).
Supporters of the Environmental Movement. Forty percent of 

lhose surveyed reported strong support for the efforts of environ- Supporters of Family Planning Groups. Fifty-one per cent of 
rnentalists inthis country. These individuals were more strongly in those polled said they strongly support organizations working to 
avor of economic assistance (60%) than the general public. They promote family planning inthe United States and overseas. Overall, 
were split on the issue of targeting U.S. aid to favor countries with their opinions about economic assistance deviated little from the 
he poorest economies (41%) or countries that are important to U.S. opinions of the general population. However, individuals inthis sub­
3ecurity (39%). group were more likely (76%) than the general public (62%) to give 

ahigh priority rating to aid programs that provide education on fam-Equal Rights Supporters. Fifty-two per cent of those polled re- ily planning and birth control. 
3orted that they strongly support groups promoting equal rights for 
Nomen and minorities. Equal rights supporters favored economic 
3ssistance only slightly more than did the general public (57%). Other Key Subgroups 
,mong those within the subgroup who opposed economic assist- Young Adults. Young Americans aged 18 to 24 were more likely
ince (36%), seven out of ten said they were opposed because peo- than any other age group to favor economic aid (61% compared to: 
Ae at home should be helped first. 56% of those aged 25-34, 55% of those aged 35-54, and 46% of 

those 55 and over) as well as military aid (44% compared to: 40% of 
Supporters of the Nuclear Freeze. Thirty-five per cent of the re- those aged 25-34, 37% of those aged 35-54, and 32% of those 55 

spondents identified themselves as strong supporters of the nu- and over). Incomparison to other age groups, they were also more 
:lear freeze movement. This subgroup's position on economic as- likely to rate dealing with hunger and poverty inother countries as 
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very Important (24%) and more likely to perceive aid as cos! effec-
tive (69%). 

This group believed more frequently than all other age groups 
that individuals (39%) and the U.S. government (28%) are doing 
less than can be expected to combat hunger and poverty overseas. 

Although younger Americans were relatively more sympathetic 
to development efforts, they were less frequently personally In-
volved in such activities. At a time when most are busy establishing 
a family or career, they have less time and less disposable income 
than other age groups. Only 8%of this age group reported under-
taking six or more civic activities in the past year-compared to 
16% of those aged 25-34 and 27% of those aged 35-54. Only 58% 
reported making a charitable contribution inthe previous 12 months 
(compared to 81% of the general population) and their annual con-
tributions were far more likely to total less than $100. A further rea-
son for the relative inactivity of young adults may be that they are 
less likely to have encountered the experiences that motivate 
involvement-such as Third World travel, or meeting people from 
developing nations. 

Black Americans. The responses of Black Americans were very
similar to those of the public as a whole on the Issue of support for 
economic assistance; 58% compared to 54% were in favor. How-
ever, they opposed military assistance considerably more fre-
quently than did the public--65% compared to 51%. 

Sixty-five per cent of the Black Americans (compared to 45% of 
the general public) strongly -11pported the statement: "Wherever 
people are hungry or poor, we ought to do what we can to help 
them." They were more likely than the general public (34% coin-
pared to 18%) to believe that the government is doing less than it 
should to fight hunger and poverty overseas, and they were more 
likely than the public (61% compared to 46%) to believe that individ- 
uals are doing less than expected or almost nothing to combat hun-
ger and poverty overseas. However, compared to 60% of the public 
as a whole, 70% of the Black Americans felt strongly that domestic 
poverty problems should be addressed before the United States 

turns its attention to other countries. 
Seventy per cent of the Black Americans felt that the United 

States should not allow so many Third World imports until the U.S. 
trade deficit is lowered-a stronger degree of protectionist senti­
ment than that exhibited by the general population. Black Ameri­
cans showed more Inclination than the general public to reject the 
notion that the United States should accept political refugees (60%
compared to 42%) and to strongly favor restrictions on U.S. immi­
gration (53% compared to 43%). 

College Education. Inthe focus group discussionsand the Con­
gressional interviews, formal education was not generally thought 
to make a major contribution to understanding of U.S. relations with 
Third World countries. Nevertheless, thequantitative data collected 
inthe surveys does indicate that education levels-like information 
levels-do make a difference to American opinion. Economic as­
sistance was favored by 67% of college graduates compared to 
49% of those with no college education. Sixty-two per cent of col­
lege graduates, compared to 40% of those with less education, be­
lieved that the United States can afford aid. College graduates also 

tended to be less protectionist: 51% (compared to 25% with less ed­
ucation) believed the United States should give the Third World 
greater access to its markets. College graduates were also slightly 
more supportive than those with less education of U.S. efforts to re­
solve the Third World debt crisis. 
Uke information levels, however, education levels do not clearly 

affect responses to questions that are more indicative of basic 
values than of knowledge. Although their relative degree of agree­
ment varied on some issues, college graduates (like those with no 
college education) generally placed a greater emphasis on domes­
tic over international problems; believed the United States must ad­
dress domestic poverty before it turns its attention overseas; sup­
ported economic assistance on humanitarian, rather than 
self-interest, grounds and preferred to target U.S. assistance to 
countries that are important to American security rather than to 
countries with the poorest economies. 



Appendix 3 
General Population Questionnaire 

and Response Totals 
(sample: 2,427 respondents) 

12 Version A questions of the survey, posed to 1,218 adults 
Responses to some questions may not equal 

Version I questions of the survey, posed to 1,209 adults 100% due to multiple responses or rounding.
0 Questions part of both the A and B versions of the survey, posed to 2,427 adults 

*denotes responses of tess than .5%-denotes no response. 

1. 	First, what do you think are Ubya/acts of terrorism/Qaddafi ...................... 34% World peace/threat of nuclear war/arms race .......... 13
the one or two biggest U.S. economy/miscellaneous economic problems ..... Pollutionlnuclear waste
18 ..............................4
problems facing the United Unemployment/welfare/poor peoplelhomeless/ Crime/drugs ........................................4
Stateshunger/poverty/jobs
.............................. 17 Russia/communist aggression ........ .........4
Other foreign policy problems ........... ......
15 
 Trade deficit ........................................ 

Federal budget deficit/the budget/federal spending ....15 

3
 
No answer .......................................


Other domestic problems .......................... 14	 
7
 

2. 	Using a scale where 1 means lowest priority and 10 means top priority, how would you rate these Issues the government
has to deal with? Using any number between 1 and 10, where would you put: 

Don't No

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 know answer Mean
 

(percentages) 

a. Dealing with crime ................ .... .. , . ...
 2 .2. 1. Z- 25 
 * 7.5b. Unemployment ........ 
 ..... .... 3112 2.4 	 18 11 21 2

. I,...1.48. 
 ' 7.1 

c. 	 Helping the poor in U.S ............................................... 
 4 2 4 
 5 11 7 10 15 11 30 1 7.3
d Reducing the trade deficit ............................................ 
 3 2 
 4 6 19 12 14 15 8 11 6 " 6.5
 e Reducing poverty and hunger in other countries......................... 10 6 '11 13 21 9 9 4 8 2 5.2
7 	 " I. Reducing the national budget deficit................................... 3 
 3 4 4 12 8 11 17 13 23 2 * 7.2
AfDoy th tt enpart"nw Td 
 38.Would you say that living Better. ' " . .% 

wt!l01- be best,for, . Stay'oitlforbld affairs: 'V 
.
, 
. , 

25 -conditions in the poor Aboutthesame...."' .35
.
.;".thedfut ote ons6i o,,..Dont 6 I countries of the world today Not as good;.. ... 21
U ted States if No answer,... .. 

. 

. .are'better 
.
 

than, about the Don't know..: ......... 12
; :!, we:: .' ..;:;:''i::;! rsame as, or not as good as No answer...........
 
"______.. ___"___._______"______,___"__""_ 	 ere 10 years ago?. . "they-w

41A.- Uslng ourimportant and 10 means very important, pleaseteii me how Importniyufeel ;
 

~f ahof
these countries is to the U.S.::p 

Don't No1' 
'1 2 3 4 :.5 .6 7 8 9 '10 .kioi.answer-Me.7
 

The Sviet nion 	 percentages)
Mhexio ..	 ' .
 11 3"non3 2. 4 : 13 "938": 2 " "-" .2.-
Mexic° .... ...:........... ...... 5 3,.5 .1710 12,.17 15 2 "
8 	 '6.5:India 	 ........... 
 11 12 12 23 10 7:7 2 4 4 - ,4.7.
 

. ret .ain.... . ..
 .. ... 	 3 .
 .	 . ., 2...... 3 ' 16 .27 
 2 .8 .
 

5A tr you generally, in fayor of;.. In favor"~ 50%'' 56. Are you generally Infavor of Favor ............... 54%
:or opposed toUS. glvingiing of Oppose ................ 39
foreign a . ,, .... Don' know 8 economic assistance to Don't know........... 7
 
N.oanswer . other countries? No answer ................ 

6A. oWhat ISthemost , Favoring 66. What Is the mostImportant reason, . '39% , Should help/they need it/alleviate poverty, hunger...................... .. 38% Important reason
 
.to you for . ?1 We might make them allies/good relations............................... 17 to you for
(favoring) -10, Responsibility of rich nation ............................................ .- 15 (favoring)
(opposing) 9 Stimulate world economy/raise standard of living ........................ ' (opposing)
foreign aid? 6 World peace/stability ......................:................. 
 economic4 Help countries become self-sufficient.................................. 
 " assistance to

4 Keep communists out ..................................................
 other nations? 
3 Promote democracy/freedom/justice ... ............................. 3

8 Miscellaneous ...................................................... 
 10
 
8 No answer .......................................................... 
 8
 

Opposing 
7 	 Domestic poverty concerns.......................................... 
 .	 63%


12 - Doesn't do any good/right people don't get it/poorly handled .... 9
 
'j0 .
 Don't appreciate it/turn against us/nothing in it for us ..................... 8,,
 
:6:; U.S. budget deficit.......................................... 
......... 3
 

'.6:' They should solve their own problems ...................... ...... 5.
 
Miscellaneous .......................................................
' 
No answer ..........................................................10''
 

47
 

http:I,...1.48


7. Are you generally in favor of or opposed to U.S. giving Favor................................................................ 38%
of military assistance to other nations to buy arms and Oppose.............................................................. 
51train soldiers? Don't know ........... .................................. 10
 
No answer .............................................................I
 

8. 	 What is the most Favoring Opposing

Important reason to Stop communism/if we don't help communists will ......
26% I'm against war/it will lead to war/Vietnam ............. 20%
 you for (favoring) Keep us from having to do it/our own security, defense...21 They might turn against us/nothing in it for us .......... 18
(opposing) military Allies/one day we might need them ................... 17 
 They should solve their own problems ................. 15
aid? They need our help/can't do it alone/to help them .......
10 Help our own military first ............................. 9
 

Promote democracy/freedom/justice ................... 8 
 Doesn't solve problems .............................. 9

U.S. national interest................................. 6 
 Backing the wrong people............................ 7

World peace, stability................................ 4 
 Try diplomatic means first............................. 5
 
Miscellaneous ....................................... 
9 U.S. budget deficit ................................... 4

No answer ..........................................9 
 Miscellaneous ....................................... 
8


1 No answer ..........................................8
 
9. Do you think the U.S. government is doing more than It More than it should ....................................... 
 35%should, about the right amount, or less than it should About the right amount ..............................
42to fight poverty in other parts of the world? Less than it should .................. .....................18
 

Don't know .................................... 
 ..................... 5
 
No answer .............................................................
 

10. 	Concerning the problem of hunger and poverty outside Doing all they can ..................................................... 10%
of the United States, do you feel that people like As much as expected ..................................................
41yourself are doing all they can to solve it, as much as Less than expected .................................................... 30
 can be expected, less than expected, or almost nothing Almost nothing ........................................................ 16

at all? Don't know ........................................................... 3
 

No answer ..............................................................
 

..'Thinking now Bad leaders6lp/unstabl'govem : . 11B. Ingeneral, do you think that thepeople inAsia,Africa,specifically 	 civil and Latin America view Americans as:,

:about Latin Pove hun"er/maltriion
. .. . 'si a1 	 b. G'America, what Lack of know-how/educaton. ..-. a. Friends-or enemies? b. Generous-or stingy? 

.... ::.. ,
do you think Is 	 Expoi'on byohercountries ' Friends ....................... 37% Generous .................48%
the ine 	 Poor economies/unemployment/dob ,'..7.. Enemies................. 42 Stingy..................

Nicaragua conflict................. .3
biggest re 	 Miscellaneous Depends/both ................. 10 Depends/both ..................5
. 11 Don'know .................... I1 Don't know .................... 11
 

of the countries Don't know....................22 
 No answer .................... 
 No answer ....................
there? 
 No answer.............. 
10 
12A7 What would you Poverty/hunger/malnutrition.... 024,m_ 12B. The term Third World Is used to mean those countries 

say lsthe single 	 Overpopulation'.. .... ....... 17 in Africa, Asia, and Latin America whose economiesbiggestd s 	 and standard of living are lagging behind. The termof the countries wars........ ........... .1 developed nations is used to mean the United StatesInAsia? Lckfun edas..h/m / ion and Eutupean and other countries that are richer, aniPoor economies/unemplyment/debt ...
,4 whose economies are fully Industrialized. 
Miscellaneous. I ................8 From what you have heard or 
 Great deal .............. 26%

Don't know............... 	 read, would you say the 
 Somewhat ........ : ...48
 
No answer.....................11 
 economies of countries in the Not very much........18
 

Third World affect the U.S. Not at all ...............5 
economy a great deal,somewhat, Don't know .... ...... 
not very much, or not all? N ............ 

13A. What would you say is the single biggest problem of 13B. As I read these pairs of words, tell me which comes
the countries ofAfrica? . .. . closer to your feelings about economic assistance to other, 
Poverty/hunger/malnutrition ................................ ....48% countries?
 
Racial discrimination/segregation/apartheid ....................... 
17 a. Is it cost-effective-or a Cost effective.... .............52%

Bad leadership/unstable governments/wars .......
:. .......... 13 waste of money? 
 Wasto of money ........40Lack of know-how/techno~ogy/education. ...................... 13 
 Don't know .......... 8.
 
Overpopulation ......................................8 
 "
 
Communism ......................... 
 .......1 
 N 	 n..............
 
Miscellaneous ............. .........................12 b. The United States can Can afford................ 45%
 
Don't know ......... ..... ...................... 7 afford it-or cannot Cannot afford.,.' .....
52,.-
No answer.................... ........... 4 r 	 Don't know..... . ..
. . 

No answer .... 
14A. Do you think that with help Raise most of its food....43% 	

.. 

14B. Sometimes when the Good policy............ 73%
from the outside, Africa will Always famine .......... 52 United States gives aid to Bad policy. *.... ...20
be able someday to raise Don't know .............. 5 foreign countries, it 
 Don't know..... 7most of the food it needs, No answer .............. requires that the aid money No answer .............
 
or will there always be be used to buy American
periods of famine in Africa? products. Do you think that
 

is agoed policy-or abad
 
8policy? 
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o's ':
15#. ThermnThird World is usedio mean'th1, " : ;e r TrrdssosecoUnt 15B. Sometimes the United States requires aforeign-InAfrica, Asia, and Latin America whose ec nomle8:: government to make human rights reforms before itand standard of living are lagging behind. The~term .gets U.S. aid. Do you think that Isa good policy-or a'developednations Is used to mean the United Statei - bad policy?and European and other countries that are riche',and *' 	 Good policy............. 76%
whose economies are fully Industrialized. Pleate tell, Bad policy ................... I8
me whether you think each of the following has Don't kow..................... 6
generally helped or hurt people In Third World .' 
 No answer .....................

countries in the last few years: 

Helped Hurt know answer 
a. How about military assistance-to buy 

arms and train soldiers-that the United ...... 
Stites gives to foreign countries? Inyour -,'4. 
opinion, has Ithelped or huit them?_,... 40% 48%. 12% 

b. How about economic aid for things such 
as health.care, education, and agriculture ,

that the US. gives?.................... 91 5,- 4
 

c. 	Investments by American corporations In 
the Third World?......................65 21 14 

. 

d 	 Loans made by commercial banks to 
Third World governments? ..........47 1134 

16A. Assume you are Incharge of aid for developm'6It to Pt' 16B. Ifyou had to choose which countriescountries. Using any numberfrom .1to 10 oii e 	 should get U.S. aid, which of these wouldlowtstpriority and1 stop'priority, pleasetell 6 h .priority you would give eachOfteeaas :/ ,"';	 you select as most Important:these areas ;:.of . , a. Countries that are important to U.S. security ........
44% 
.•on't :o '. b.Countries with the poorest economies ........331-,2 3, 4 5 6 7.8 9,10 knC,1.64nW6 c. CountresthattheU.S.needsastradlngpartners... 19 

(perc~ntages' .- , d. Don't know ............. ...... ...... 4
a. African countries .......4 5 10 13 16
2 7 16 10! ,3 4 6 46 e. No answer ..................................
 
b,Arab countries ......... 21 9 13,11:15 8 8 5 2:,2:, 6
 
c. Asian countries...... 5 3 7 9 24 14 15 t1:-4:4 4 5

~.tsrael............ 9 02 8 1 ,111,i:
.11A .

C e, Latin Aihrlcaq and ~. , : 

17. We've talked about which countries should have highest priority. Now, let's talk about what kinds of aidprograms areimportant. On a scale where 1 means lowest priority and 10 means top priority, using any number between 1 and 10,
where would you place these types of aid: 

Don't No 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 know answer Mean 

a ef lev victims of dIsasters like flood O 
b.Giving money to Thidrid to0 06yrldtespy thel foreign debts': ?-: : 

cBuilding ,large projects such as rodad s,aend hospitals............. 4 
f. Uslng aid to holp farmers In those countries 6uy seeds and basic equlpment 3 

'4' 
-2 

5~' 
3 4' 

' 

16 
9 

9 15 
0.12 

.18 
. 19 

, 2'.' 
.... 

-8 "IS 
15, 2 

1 
1 

"':; 

-

.3 j . 

6.5 ' 
. 

a: Helpingforeign gqvarnmeris analyze their economic systems'and improve'
them. ......... . ... 

1.-Sending American volunteers, like those in the Peace Corps, to work In other 
6 4 4 4 13 9 14 16 10 18 2 . 7.7 

:countries,,....... ,............ ..,-
gProviding healthcare; , . ;-

... ...., 
. 

. ,. 4
3 

2 ' 3 
, 2 2 

5
3 

8 
"9 

7
7 

11
11 .19 

1.28 . 130 .. 1 .20 
. 71 

B. a. Providing other countries with surplus feed................. 
4 2 3 5 14 8 11 19 11 21 2 7.1b. Programs that help countries lower infant death rates ...................... 2 2 4 4 12 8 11 17 12 25 3 " 
c. Giving people from other countries university or other training in the U.S ......10 5 7 7 	
7.3 

22 11 11 12 5 8 2 " 5.6 
d. Programs to support small businesses started by local people in those

countries ........................................ 6 4 5 9 20 11 12 14 6 
e. 	

9 3 1 5.9Using aid to rent land for U.S. military bases Inthose countries ............. 7 4 7 7 18 10 13 14 6 
 11 3 " 6.0f. Education on family planning and providing birth control ................... 
 5 2 3 4 9 5 9 16 14 32 1 * 7.5 g. Using aid money to encourage U.S. businesses to Invest in those countries... 8 6 8 9 21 12 12 12 3 6 3 * 5.4 

18B. Do you agree more that we should help Third World countries by letting them sell Should help sell .............. 32%
goods to the United States, or more that the United States shouldn't allow so Shouldn't allow .................. ..60
many foreign imports from the Third World until the U.S. trade deficit is lowered? Don't know ............................8
 
No answer....................
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3.2 

19. As I read some statements about economic aid for development, please tell me Ifyou tend to strongly agree, somewhat 
agree, somewhat disagree, strongly disagree: 

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly Don't No 
agree agree disagree disagree know answer Mean 

v:~~'4iA ircd(ewnfages)
A. a. Aid is essential If other countries are to become self-sufficient 	 3'....... ' 13 5 2 3
 

b. Wherever people are hungry or poor, we ought to do what we can'to help them... -. 45, ) .44' 6 4 1 .3
 
c. Aid programs get us too mixed up with other countries' affairs ........... 27 35 22 12 
 3 : 2.8 
d. Helping other countries develop will make them more stable ................ '38 ; "45 111 ' 4 2 

e.It is against U.S. interests to help countries In the Third World because they will ' 	 " ''i'' ­

compete with us economically and politically............................ 
 12 20 33' 32 3 9:21

1. We need to solve our own poverty problems Inthe U.S. before we turn attention .*,
 

to other countries ................................................ ."60 24 11 4 .. , 3
 
"
g.Aid Isfrequently misused by foreign governments ..................... .. 25 6 3
 

h. A large part of aid is wasted by the U.S. bureaucracy.................... 51 34 ,3­, 


1. Ifthe U.S. helps the Third World, we will benefit Inthe long run.... 	 ~41-4 ~~~~ 
B. 	 a. Economic aid has not been effective in improving poor people's lives in the Third
 

World ................................................................... 
 22 36 25 14 
 3 2.7 
b. 	As a world leader, the U.S. should set an example for other wealthy nations by
 

helping other poor nations ................................................. 37 
 41 12 8 2 " 3i
 
U.S. aid reduces the influence of the Soviet Union ............................ 21 35 23
c. 	 16 5 " 2.7
 

d. U.S. aid helps us make or keep other countries as allies ....................... 31 43 14 
 9 3 ° 3.0
 
e. 	The problems in developing countries are so overwhelming that anything the U.S.
 

does is just adrop in the brcket ............................................ 
 22 31 27 19 1 - 2.6
 

20B. 	Which of these do you think Is the most Important Issue affecting our relationship with Mexico... and which is the
 
second most Important?
 

Most Second most
 
Important Important 

a. Immigration from Mexico to the U.S.......................................... 35% 23%
 
b. Mexico's debt crisis........................................................ 
 22 32
 
c. Political stability in Mexico .................................................. 32 30
 
d. Don't know............................................... 
 10 12
 
e. No answer ................................................................ 
 1 3
 

21. Do you tend to strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree with these statements: 
Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly Don't No 
agree agree disagree disagree know answer Mean 

,. . .'A-The U.S. needs to do everyhog666n its power to find solutions to the debt I'r 	 . . . 2,:.v i2'
ProblemsofThirdWorldcountries..................................... 
 13 33 30 22 2 ,. .
 

b. The U.S. should limit the number of immigrants entering the country because they . 
compete with Americans for jobs..... ................................ 43 28 16 11 
 2 3 1­

c. 	Investment by U.S. corporations in the Third World has made these countries
 
dependent on corporations rather than helping them develop themselves ........ 27 42 19 7 
 5 	 - 3.0, 

d. 	We should help farmers in other countries learn to grow their own food, even if it
 
means they buy loss food from the U,S.. .................................... 
 54 33 6 5 2 34A 


. 'rheU.S. should not give any kind of assistance to countries that do not have free , 
electonsorthatarruledryudclato eds.y.. ........
....	 41 25
41.... 2.............., 4 .
 
The U.S. should accept refugees fleeing poverty...................... 11 39 27 19
 

1.-Weshould give the Third World countries less aid and leave them alone so they 19 
 32 " ,, L
 
.. can develop in their own ways.... . .. ,....... 19 0 ' -32
.
 2 2........$................. 


B. 	 a. Governments in Third World countries are largely to blame for creating their own
 
problems through poor planning ............................................ 46 35 10 
 7 2 " 3.2
 

b. 	The U.S. should not give any kind of assistance to countries that do not vote with
 
us in the U.N ............................................................. 
 26 21 32 17 4 
 2.6 

c. 	 °The U.S. should accept refugees fleeing from political oppression .............. 21 34 21 21 3 
 2.6 
d. 	Many aN'programs are bad in the long run because they make other countries
 

too dependent on us ...................................................... 
 38 37 17 6 2 ° 3.1
 
Soviet aggression in the Third World is a ierious problem for the U.S ............ 59 26 9
e. 	 4 2 " 3.4
 

,,:22A. Thinking about the Issues we have discussed, can you 225. Thinking about the Issues we have discussed, can youtell me whether you tend to favor or oppose U.S. -. tell me whether you tend to favor or oppose U.S.
giving of foreign aid for development projects such as giving of economic assistance for development
health care, education, and agriculture to countries In projects such as health care, education, and
Asia, Africa, and Latin America? 	 agriculture to countries in Asia, Africa, and Latin 

Favor......................... 79% 	 America?
 
Oppose ..................17 Favor......................... 78%
 
Don't know .............. 4 
 Oppose....................... 19
 
No answer Opose............... 3
 

No answer ...................­
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23. 	Do y0p strongly support, support somewhat, oppose somewhat, or are you strongly opposed to: 

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly Don't No 
support support oppose oppose know answer Mean 

[percentages) 
a. 	 The nuclear freeze movement ............................................ 
 35 21 17 20 7 - 2.8
 
b. 	 Organizations working to promote family planning in the United States and
 

overseas .............................................................. 
 51 31 8 7 3 
 " 	 3.3 
c. 	 Efforts of environmentalists inthis country ................................. 40 
 38 11 5 6 * 3.2
 
d. 	 Groups promoting equal rights for women and minorities .................... 52 31 9 
 7 2 - 3.3
 

24. 	Do you happen to recall if you made any donation of money in the Yes, donated ............ 81% Don't know................ I
last 12 months to any charitable organizations? No.................... 18 No answer ................
 

25. 	Which group or groups are they?
 
My church/synagogue .......... 33% OXFAM ........................1% 
 Save the Children ............... 2% YMCAIYWCA .................. 1%

Catholic Relief Services .......... 2 Peace Corps ................... UNICEF/UN ....................3 Other: Domestic ...............60
CARE .........................2 Planned Parenthood/another family 
 United Way ....................18 Other: International.............. 7

Church World Service ...........1 planning group ............... I A U.S. corporation ...............1 Not sure.......................8

National Council of Churches ......' Red Cross .....................9 World Bank ..................... No answer .................... 10
 

26. Was your total donation to all such groups in the last 12 months:
 
Under$50 .................... 26% Over $100/Under $500 .......... 31% 
 Over $1,000 .................... 9% Don't know.....................1%
Over $50/Under $100 ........... 22 Over $500/Undor $1,000 ......... 9 
 Refused to answer ..............2 No answer ......................
 

e :::  '
 :27Ai-Did'o hpe ob y .;:: 

., 2 ~. happen ,to a :
.""O' ..	 ..buy'.	 :,,i 27B. Did you donate or pledge Yes donated..;V ...7%record or tapeof ar . . No . 9, any money to the, No.............92


recording called,"We Are Don't know ':; s.. t';. international rock star Don't know...... 1
The World'"? ... . No answer..',,. i,;,effort called "Live Aid"? No answer. . "
 

.28A. 	 Would you saj you have a Great deal, . . 17% 28B. How frequently do you get Never.... ....... 11%
great deal, just some, or Just some ..... .... 42 something In the mall Onceayearortess. 22

little confidence that most Little confidence...36 asking for a donation for a Severaltimes ayear..1.. 32
 
Iof the money people give to Dontknow . 5 social or political cause? At least once amonti;..18
privateorganizations(like No answer ............. 
 Would you say never, once More often.... .. 16

CARE and Save the 	 Refused to answer...'a year or less, several times Ro 'wtnow... ......Don't know ......... ....
Children) reaches needy a year, at least once a No answer
people In other countries? 	 month, or more often? 

29A. 	How about the money for .;7%'"Great doal ..........r...' 296. Have you ever responded Yes. donated.......;;.41%

assistance thathe United. Justsome .5 
 to one of these mailings by No ..................58
;taresgovernment sends Little confidence, 46 donating money? Refused to answer........ .
 
overseas? Would you say Don't know 2
you have agreat deal, Just. No answer,,,..:.. ,	 Don't know .............. I
 
sYouhve, grtledel just, 306. 	 How many times have you '..12%some, or little confidence 	 . .Neverdone so in the last 12 Once or twice.......60


tcmonths? Never, once or More often .......... ;.25

people in other countries?::.. .. .Refused ,,;.: 	 , :,,twice, or more often? to..answe,,...... -­

31. 	 Do you happen to recall whether the Reagan Sandinistas.............. 8% 
Administration is backing the Sandinistas or the Contras ................ 52
 
Contras in Nicaragua? Don't know............. 40
 

No answer .............. ­

32. 	Do you recall which two nations took part In the U.S.S.R..................2% Other nation(s)........... 1%

SALT talks, now known as the START talks? U.S...................I Don't know.............49
 

U.S. and U.S.S.R .........47 No answer................
 

33. 	Do you happen to recall whether the U.S. or the U.S....................56% Neither.................. 1%

U.S.S.R. is in NATO-that is, the North Atlantic U.S.S.R ..................4 Other ....................
 
Treaty Organization? Both .................... 9 Don't know............. 30
 

No answer................
 

34. 	As I read you this list, please tell me which, if any, you belong to: 
a. Achurch or synagogue ............................................ 74% 
 g.Alaborunion .....................................................15%
b. School board or college board of directors ........................... 4 
 h. Fraternal orders, like Elks, Masons, or Eastern Star.................... 13
 c. Civic clubs like Kiwanis or Rotary ...................................
11 i. Religious clubs like Hadassah or Knights of Columbus ..................

d. A hospital board ...................................................2 	

5
 
J.Veterans organizations, like VFW or American Legion ................. 13
 

e. A church board ................................................... 16 k. Don't know ........................................................7

f. A business club like the Chamber of Commerce or Jaycees ............ 10 1. No answer ........................................................9
 

35. 	Would you say that you read or look at a news 30%Almost every week ...... Never.................. 15%
 
magazine, like Time or Newsweek, almost every Once or twice a month... .31 Don'tknow .............. *
 
week, once or twice a month, less often, or never? Less often .............. 24 No answer................
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36. Would you say that you watch a national television Almost every evening .... 62% Never.................. 3%
 
news program almost every evening, a few times a Afew times a week ...... 26 Don't know ..............
 
week, less often than that, or never? I.s often ............... 9 No answer ............... *
 

37. Do you read a daily newspaper Nearly every day........... 62% Less often ................. 11% Don't know .................... 
nearly every day, afew times a Afew times a week ......... 23 Never ...................... 4 No answer .................... 
week, less often than that, or 
never? 

38. 	Do you think of yourself as a Republican ................ 29% Independent .............. 24% Don't know ................. 4% 
Republican, Democrat, Indepen. Democrat .................. 35 Something else .............. 8 No answer .................. 
dent, or something else? 

39. Did you happen to vote for Yes ....................... 76% Don't know ..............
 
President in 1984? No........................ 24 No answer ....................
 

40. 	For whom did you vote- Walter Mondale............ 30% Other ...................... 6% No answer ....................
 
Walter Mondale, Ronald Ronald Reagan ............. 59 Don' know .................. 5
 
Reagan, or someone else?
 

41. 	 Please tell me which of the following you can recall ever having done. Did you happen to have done that in the last 12 
months? 

Last 12 	 Last 12 
Ever months 	 Ever months 

a. Written to the editor of amagazine or newspaper ....... 30% 9% f. Addressed apublic meeting......................... 26% 15%

b. Written or telephoned a radio or television station ....... 33 20 g. Taken an active part insome local civic Issue .......... 34 21
 
c. 	 Written to an elected official ......................... 43 24 h. Actively worked for a political party or candidate ........ 22 8
 
d. 	Written something that was published (other than aletter I. Engaged in fund raising ............................. 38 22
 

to the editor) ....................................... 13 6 J. Actively worked as avolunteer in something
 
e. Personally visited an elected official to express a point non-political ....................................... 58 36
 

of view ............................................ 24 14 k. No answer ........................................ 15 
 35 

42. 	Was that organization Involved primarily In your loCeil Local community ........... 83% Internationally ............... 3%
 
community, your state, nationally, or internationally? (Asked of State ...................... 11 Don't know .................. 2
 
those who answered "Yes" to question 41(j).) Nationally ................... 9 No answer ..................
 

43. 	Have you ever trave!ad otside Yes ....................... 63% Don't know .................... *
 
the United States? No........................ 37 No answer ....................
 

44. 	Which of these parts of the Afric ....................... 7% South America .............. 8% Far East................... 12%
 
world have you ever visited: Asia ....................... 13 Caribbean ................. 24 Other...................... 2
 

Canada ................... 69 Western Europe ............ 37 No answer ..................
 
Mexico.................... 48 Eastern Europe ............. 13
 
Central America ............. 8 Middle East ................. 8
 

45. 	Was your travelling mostly Business ................... 6% Military .................... 21% Don't know ................. 1% 
for business, for education, Education ................... 8 Pleasure .................. 70 No answer .................. 1 
to work abroad, for military Work abroad ................ 2 Other ....................... 
service, or for pleasure? 

46. What kind of work did you do Government work............ 3% Commercial work ........... 41% Don't know ................. ­
overseas? 	 Church-related work ......... 4 Other ...................... 4 No answer................. 45
 

Non-profit work .............. 3
 

Demographic Profile of Generl Populition Respon eots,7!
(sample: 2,427) !. -

Sex 
Male 
Female 

48% 
52 

Income 
Under $15,000 
$15,000-$40,000 

'25% 
47 

Region 
West ,60/ 
Northeast ,22 

Age 
18-24 years 
25-34 
35-54 
55 or older 

16 
-24 

32 
27 

$40,000+ 19 
Education 

High school or less . 50 
Some college/technical school 24 
College graduate or more _24 

North Central 
South 

Religion 
Protestant 
Catholic 

.291 
2, 

57,­
24 

Occupation of chief wage 
earner 

Professional ,._1 

White collar 
Blue collar 

15 
36 .... 

Jewish 
Other 

White 
Black 
HsacHispanic ,,: 

2 
13 

84 
11 
.2!, 

Other 2 
52 



Activist Population Questionnaire 
(sample: 502 respondents) 

1. First of all, are you generally in favor of or opposed to 
U.S. giving of economic assistance to other countries? 
Favor ............................................ ........... 52% 

Oppose .......................................... ......... 33 

Don't k.iow (skip to question 3)..................................... 15 

No answer ........................................................ 


2. 	What is the most Important reason to you for (favoring)

(opposing) economic assistance to other countries?
Favoinga.
Favoring 
People should help each other/end hunger/poverty .................. 50% 
Responsibility of a rich nation...................................... 14 
Stimulate world economy/raise standard of living ..................... 12 
Maintain balance of power/peace/good relations/other political 

mentions ...................................................... 12 

Promote self-sufficiency ............................. 8d.
Prmoe............................. 8
el-sffcinc 
We may get something inreturn/need their help....................... 5echolo 
Discourage communism .......................................... 
Miscellaneous................................................... 14
Don't know/no answer ............................................. 8 
Opposing 
Domestic poverty concerns .......................... 70%
Other domestic concerns ....................................... 4 

Doesn't go to people who need it/waste ............................. 9
Miscellaneous.. =. . . . . ...................................
 13Mcknowno answer............................................. 
 9Don't ato 

3. 	The term Third World is used to mean those 
countries in Africa, Asia, and Latin America whose 
economies and standard of living are lagging behind. 
I'm going to mention some long-term problems Third 

World countries may have. Using a scale where 1 

means "not a problem at all" and 10 means "the worst 

possible problem," please tell me how serious you

think each problem Is in the Third World. 


Don't know/ 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 no answer Man 

(percentages)
Overpopulation . 311 6 111611 37 

Corrupt governments... 1 1 2 3 13 7 14 20 10 28 1 7.7 

Lack of adequate 

resources such as 

water and fertile land 2 3 4 6 22 8 10 16 6 21 2 6.8 

The threat of

communism..........4 3 6 516 6 10111027 2 7.0 

poorhealth.........-
 2 	2 4 513221734 " 83People who do not 
work hard enough ..... 14 13101020 5 6 8 4 6 4 4.6 

Illiteracy .............. 2 2 4 4 10 8 12 19 14 24 1 7.4

Lack of democracy ..... 5 2 5 7 16 8 14 17 6 18 2 6.6 


4. 	In some Instances, conditions have Improved In Third 
World countries. As I read you each of the following, 
please tell me if you think that thing has helped those 
countries a great deal, a fair amount, just a little,or not 
at all. 

G 
Great Fair Justa Not at Don't No
deal amount ltte all know answer 

(percentages)Economic aid from the 
United States government 13 47 33 5 2 ­

b.Efforts of private voluntary 
organizations in the United 
States .................. 18 44 29 6 3 ­

c. The policies of the Third 

d 

World governments 
themselves .............Technological advances ... 

ladvnc 
514 2435 4034 2413 6

3 1
1 

e. Favorable world economicconditions............ 10 39 34 11 5 1 
f. 	Investments by

corporations from the 
United States, Japan, and 
Europe ................. 20 41 28 7 3 1 g.Loans from banks........ 12 34 32 15 7
 

5. 	Do you think the U.S. government is doing more than it 
should, about the right amount, or less than it shouldfight poverty in other parts of the world? 
More than it should ............................................... 36% 
About the right amount ............................................ 42 
Less than itshould .............................................. 19 
Don't know ....................................................... 
 3 
No answer ........................................................ 

6. 	Generally speaking, do you think governments of 
wealthier nations are trying to improve conditions in 
Third World countries, or do they get involved in Third 
World countries mostly to take advantage of them? 

Trying to improve .................................................39%

Take n ................................................. 
 51 
Don't nw ...................................................... 10

No answer .....................................
 

7. 	Which of these two statements do you tend to agree
Wih ore
with more: 
a. The United States should actively help reduce the foreign debt of 

Third World countries that face economic collapse, or.............. 15%
b.The United States should lake care of Its own financial 
problemslr ................ 80fir................................. 


c. Don't swe..................................................... 4

d. No answer .................................... 1
 

8. 	Which of these two.statements do you tend to agree 
with more: 
a.Americans should buy products from Third World countries because their

prices are lower and ithelps those courtries get on their feet, or..... 31% 
b.To help U.S. industries and workers, Americans should not buy goods 

made inThird World countries even ifthey have to pay more for 
comparable American products................................. 54 

c.Don't know ................................................... 
 14
d.No answer ...... ................................. 
 1 

9. 	And which of these two statements do you tend to 
agree with more: 
a.American banks should give Third World countries more financial 

credit and make iteasier for them to repay their loans,or ........... 27% 
b.Third World countries should not get better terms than any American 

company that borrows from the bank ............................. 66 
c.Don't know ..................................................... 
7

d.No answer .................................. 
 .. 
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f.­

10. Mexico is the only Third World country bordering the 14. Here are some groups that provide information about 
United States. As I read you these statements about Third World countries. Using any number irm 1 to 10,
U.S.-Mexican relations, please tell me Ifyou tend to with 1 meaning "not at all reliable" and 10 meaning
agree or disagree with each one. "totally reliable," please tell me how reliable you think 

Don't No each group is In providing information on the Third 
Agree Disagree know answer World. 

(percentages) Don't know/ 
a, Mexico's economic problems do not 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 no answer Mean

affect the U.S. economy very much .... 19 77 4 (percentages)
b. The United States should exert a. Members of the U.S. 

political and economic pressure on House of Represen-

Mexico to hold fair elections .......... 54 41 4 1 tatlives or the U.S.
 

c. Because Mexico is our neighbor, it 	 Senate............ 5 3 9 83212 1210 1 5 3 
 5.4
should get priority over other needy b. Ads and mailings

countries for help from the U.S........ 52 45 2 1 from groups such as
 

CARE and Save the11. 	 As I read some statements, please tell me whether each Children ........... 3 4 8 6 24 12 17 14 4 6 2 5.9
 
one describes you very well, describes you somewhat, c.The national TV
 
or does not describe you at all. news programs (that


is: ABC, CBS, and 
Very Some- Not at Don't No NBC networks) ...... 3 3 5 8 21 14 16 17 6 6 1 6.2
well what all know answer d. The Reagan 

fpercentages) 	 Administration ...... 11 7 9 7 21 11 12 13 4 4 1 5.2 
a. Idon't know enough about Third 	 e. The major nationalWorld countries and their newspapers (suchas the New Yorkproblems ...................... 21 59 20 - - imes, the Washing­
b. I feel a lot of foreign aid never gets ton Post, and the 

to the people who need it........ 67 27 5 1 - Los Angeles Times) 4 2 4 720131419 7 4 6 6.2 
c. 	It0an't have enough free time for 1. The major weekly


volunteer work ................. 37 27 35 11 news magazines

d. I don't know very much about the (like ime and 

organizations that run programs to Newsweek) ........ 3 2 2 4 15 14 18 22 9 7 4 6.7 
help those countries ............ 30 51 18 1 N31 e. I would like to have been in the 	 15. AS I read you the following statements, please tell me if
Peace Corps................... 30 20 50 " 	 t
 

f. 	I'm not really that interested in you agree strongly, agree somewhat, disagree
Third World countries ........... 10 32 57 1 somewhat, or disagree strongly with each of them: 

g. Before Iwould volunteer for an Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Don't No 
organization, I would have to be strongly somewhat somewhat strongly know answer 
asked by someone I know ........ 21 25 53 1 oewr ongyn s 

h. Religion is im portant in my life .... 66 24 9 1 a Bec use weliesi 
i. 	 I feel the Third World's problems a. Becaue we live in
 

are so great that my help can't one of the richest
 
make any difference ............ 17 31 51 1 	 countries inthe
 

j. 	 The work I do for a living is world, Americans 
personally rewarding to me ....... 74 17 7 2 " have a responsibility


to help improve con­k. Iam more interested in helping ditions in poorer
people in the United States before countries ........... 26 47 17 10 ­
people in other countries ......... 63 25 11 1 - b.Aiding Third World
 

countries can keep
12. 	Would you say you have a great deal, just some, or them from going
little confidence that most of the money people give to communist ......... 21 45 20 13 1 
private organizations (like CARE and Save the Children) c. Helping poor coun­
reaches needy eople in other countries? tries will make theworld safer ......... 23 
 44 21 10 2
 
Great deal of confidence .......................................... 16% d. I feel bad that others
 
Just some confidence ............................................ 42 have so little when
 
Little confidence ................................................. 37 
 we have so much.... 40 33 17 9 1
 
Don't know ....................................................... 4 e. Helping Third World
 
No answer........................................................ I countries is In our
 

self-interest becauseas they develop, they
13. 	 How about the money for assistance that the United wi buy American 

States government sends overseas? Would you say products ........... 19 36 29 14 1 1 
you have a great deal, just some, or little confidence it f. Helping Third World 
reaches the needy in other countries? 	 countries become 

self-sufficient will cut
 
Great deal of confidence ........................................... 6% down on the number
 
Just some confidence ............................................. 41 of immigrants to the
 
Little confidence ................................................. 49 United States ....... 25 36 25 12 2
 
Don't know ....................................................... 3 g. My religion teaches
 
No answer....................................................... 
 me that Ishould doall I cantIo help peo­

ple in need ......... 61 26 7 4 2 
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6. Now I'm going to mention different ways organizations 20. Can you tell me In a few words what you think are theappeal to people to get them involved in helping people main reasons a peron like yourself would becomein the Third World. Please tell me if you would be very Involved in efforts to Improve conditions in Third Worldlikely, somewhat likely, not very likely, or not at all countries?likely to respond to such an appeal. Humanitarian concerns ........................................... 
 32% 
Not Not Responsibility/moral obligation/religious duty ........................ 16
Very Somewhat very at all Don't No Economic concerns ................................ 
 . ........ 12
likely likely likely likely know answer Political concerns ................................................. 
 2
 

(percentages) If I were involved/felt strong personal need/were personally affected ...a. You get a letter seeking 9

If I saw it first hand/saw evidence needs being met ................... 13
help from a national Other personal concerns .......................................... 
 3
leader or celebrity you Miscellaneous ....................................................
respect ................ 30 7
5 34 
 29 2 * Don't know/no answer . ......... ........... ...... 29


b. You happen to see a TV program showing howvolunteers have 21. And can you tell me in a few words why a person like
improved health, educa- :
 
lion, or other conditions in yourself might decide not to become involved in efforts
to Improve conditions for people in Third Worlda poor country .......... 13
c. Someone you know per. 

48 24 14 1 - countries?
 
sonally asks you to gel 

Skepticism about aid/aid organizations .............................involved ............... 38%
30 47 12 10 1 
 Prefer to help people in U.S ....................................... 
 20
d. You see a newspaper or Time constraints .................................................
magazine ad that as 27
 
Apathy/laziness ................................................... 
 3
"before and after" type

pictures showing how an Lack of money.. .................................
 
Miscellaneous............ 
 ........................
organization has been 13

Don know/no answer........................................... 
19
able to help improveconditions .............. 7 34 33 25 1 
 - 22. Do you happen to be currently regisered to vote at the e. You get a phone call from someone at an organiza- address where you are now living?tion doing work in the Yes, registerd..........91% 
 Don't kncw............


Third World asking for N, registered ............. 8 o n sw .................. I
 
your help .............. 
 3 27 36 31 2 1 No,notreistered.........8 Noanswar............. 1
I. You gel a personal visit 23. Do you generally consider yourself to be afrom someone doing aDemocrat,work in the Third World... 14 37 27 20 2 • Republican, or an Independent?


g. Someone from a poor Democrat.............33% 
 Other ................
 
m n Oth ercou n try te lls yo u th at e oc a .................. 3 2 ................... I


such efforts by Ameri- Republican............32 Don't know.............1
 cans have been very 
 Independent ................. 32 No answer .................... 1
worthwhile ............. 22 47 19
h. You are told you could 
10 2
 

24. Iam going to read you a list of activities that somework with other men and people take part in. As I mention each one, please tellwomen who have the me If you recall ever having volunteered or worked forsame interests........19 43 22 14 2 it.
 
17. Have you made any donations of money in the last 12 
 25. Now, regardless of whether or not you've worked formonths to any charitable organization that works any of these, which have you ever donated money to? 

overseas? 
Yes, donated ................................................ 

26. Which, if any, have you worked for or given a donation
48% to in the last 12 months? 
No ........................................................ 

Don't know (skip to question 20) .................................... 46
 

5 
 024: 025: 026: 
No answei .................
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . workedEver Everdonated 12
Past 

18. Which group or groups were they? for money months 
Church/religious organization (percentages)...................................... 
 70% a. A political party or campaign for a local,CARE ........................................
 14 
 state, or national candidate.......... 52 50 35
American Red Cross ............................................... 
 7 b. A group working for women's rights ..... 18 17 8
Africa relief/related to Africa ....................................... 
 6 c. A group Involved in civil rights ........ 20 19 7
UNICEF/U.N........ 
 ................ 
 ............. 5 
 d. A group aiding people in poor countriesRelief for children ................................................. 
 5 in Asia, Africa, or Latin America ........ 25 44 36
Rock aid overseas ................................................. 
 4 e. A group trying to stop production ofUnited Way ....................................................... 
 4 nuclear weapons .................... 8 8 6
Amnesty International .............................................. 
 3 f. A group against abortion .............. 13 12 10
World Vision ...................................................... 
 3 g. A group favoring legal abortion ........ 9 9 5
Save the Children ................................................. 
 2 h. A group helping the poor in the UnitedOxfam ........................................................... 
 2 States....................... 
 49 56 48
Greenpeace .... ................................ 
 i. An environmental organization ......... 25 30 23
Other........ 
 .. .............................. 
 17 j. Any other activity .................... 16 17 17
Don't know/no answer ............................................ 
1 
 27. How much of your civic or public activities are 

19. What was your total donation to all such groups in the connected with a church or synagogue? Would you saylast 12 months? almost all, a large part, just some of them, very little, or 
Under $50 ................... 30% Over S1,000 .................. 4% 
 none?
Over $50/Under $100 ......... 27 Refused to answer ............. 2 Almost all .................... 
 9% Very little .................... 24%
Over $100/Under $500 ........ 
21 Don't know ................... 2 
 A large part .................. 21 None ....................... 21
Over $500/Under $1,000 ....... 
7 No answer .................... 7 
 Just some ................... 25 
 Don't know/no answer..........
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ODemgraphicpirofeof Activist Population.Repondents : , . 
(sample 502) • '. 

Sex 
Male 
Female 

Age 
Under 35 years
35-54 
55 or older 

Occupation 
Professional 
White collar 
Blue collar 

48% 
52 

28 
42 
29 

31 
'19 
22 

Registered voter 
Yes 
No 

Party Affiliation 
(among registered voters)

Democratic 
Republican 
Independent 
Other 
Don't know/no answer 

*Education 

91% 
8 

33 
.. 32 

32 
. 

2 

Region
West 
Northeast 
North Central 
South 

Religion 
Protestant 
Catholic 
Jewish 
Other 

Race 

14% 
25 
39 
22 

62 
26 
3 

-

Income 
Under $25,000

-$25,000-$40,000 
$40,000+ 

37 
33 
3 

High school or less . 41 
Some college/technical sch0qi. 23
College graduate or more _-. '36 

White 
-Black 
Other 

93 
-6, 

, 



Inthis comprehensive survey of American views on development and 
U.S.-Third World relations, InterAction and the Overseas Development
Council probe an area of public opinion that has not been tested for 
over a decade. The following are a few of the important questions ex­
plored: 

* 	Just how strong or weak isAmerican support for U.S. aid to Third 
World countries? 

* 	What motivates Americans to volunteer their time or money to
help with poverty alleviation and development in the Third World? 

* 	What do Americans know about and think of aid agencies and 
programs? 

* 	What links do Americans perceive between Third World develop­
ment and the state of the U.S. economy?
 

* 
What images do Americans have of the developing countries, of 
their governments, and of their people? 

[ What sources of information about development and the Third 
World do Americans trust? 

Copies of this report are available from both co-sponsoring organizations for $8.95 (withenclosed check made out to InterAction/ODC Report): InterAction, 200 Park Avenue
South, New York, N.Y. 10003, Tel. (212) 777-8210, or Overseas Development Council,1717 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, Suite 501, Tel. (202)
234-8701. 


