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Ansrract This paper challenges the widely accepted notion than peasints
are more distrustful than webanites by suggesting that the leeranoe has
been flawed by a luck of rural-urban comparisons, by the failure w wilize
reliable measures of trust wnd o distinguish between political and inter-
personmad trust, and by the kack ol convinang empirical evidence for the
existence of distrust among peasants. The paper emplovs two samples (N
rural = 531 N urban = 202) trom Costa Rica and finds higher fevels of
terpersonmd trust i the peasand sample and lower devels of interpersonal
trust among urbanites. In contrast, political trust is Touad w be higher in
the city. Environmental tuctors ave proposed as the explanaton for these
findings, and dida from a snple of ind reform beneficiaries (N = 753)
are wsedd as evidence of the importanee of environment in explaining oust,

“Peasunts throughout the world are exuemely individualistic and
suspicious of others.”
(Fromm and Maccoby, [U70:205)

Peasant society is frequently characterized as exhibiting high levels of
distrust and suspicion, The consensus 1s so widespread thar Krich
Fromm and his collaborator Michael Maccoby were prompred to as-
sert the universality of peasant distrust, as the above-cited quotation
implies. Only a few researchers have taken issue with the dominant
view,

This paper is designed m hopes of sharpening understanding of
prasant society with cegard to the question of truse It will first review
bricfly the hwrature on peasant distrost and will then indicate some
reasons why the consensus on peasant distrust might be faulty. The

P Colleation ol the peasant dat sel reported inchis papey was supported an various
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Minoru Yamagilushi tos sheie helplol comments on the earlior version.

“Political and Interpersonal Trust Among Peasants: A Reevaluation,” with
José Manuel Salazar X. Rural Sociology, 44 (Fall, 1979), pp. 505-524.



Seligson Lab
Text Box
“Political and Interpersonal Trust Among Peasants:  A Reevaluation,” with José Manuel Salazar X.  Rural Sociology, 44 (Fall, 1979), pp. 505-524. 


36 Rured Socivdagy, Vol 44, No, 3, Fall 1979

paper will then turn to an empirical examination of trust in Costa
Rica using survey reseatch data. The dimensionality of trust will e
explored and levels of vust between peasant and wrbanite will he
compared. Finally, an attempt will be made to explain the findings.

Peasant distrust: the literature

Interesungly coough, the early views of peasant life strongly empha-
sized harmony, trust, and openness. Caro Baroja's (1463) review ol
the work ol ancient historians {Aristophanes, Caesar, Tacitus, and so
on) tound that it was the city rather than the countryside that was
characterized by a poor quality of interpersonal relations. Such views
were echoed by Robert Redfield's now-classic study of Tepoztlin, Mex-
ico (1930). After Redfield, however, a steady, almost unbroken stream
of critics attempted to dismamte this pleasant image of vural life,

Certainly the major ligure (o have set the tone for the predominanm
image of trust amonyg peasants is Oscar Lewis. In his landmark re-
study of Tepozlin, Lewis (1951} painted a picture dramatically dif-
terent [rom that of his mentor, Lewis's view, reemphasized in’ later
works, was that “T'epaztecans view people ... as potendally hostile
and dangerous, and their typical reaction is a delensive one™ (Lewis,
1960:87). Lewis went on to add that trust in government wus almost
nonexistent: “Honest government or |c;1dersh"ip 15 considered un in-
Possibility™ (1960:90),

Lewis's observations regarding political and interpersonal distrust
among peasanes have been echoed by nmumerous scholars in their
rescarch on Litin America, Europe, and other parts of the world.
Fosters (1967b:91) research in Tzintzuntzan, Mexico, led him o con-
clude that the villagers held a deep “suspicion and mistrust of others.”
Waork in yet another Mexican village by Maccoby (1967:947) reveuled
that “There is little deep fricudship among villagers. Few feel trust
or fellowship outside their own families.” Fromm and Maccoby's
(1970) definiuve monograph on that village came to the sume con-
clusion. In terms of interpersonal distrust, they reported an "extreme
distrust and fear of others” (1970:38) and found that “they are selfish,
[and] suspicious of each others’ motives” (1970:37). Fromm and Mac-
coby are quite clear in their emphasis that villager distrust is not
confined to neighbors, but 1s a more general phenomenon: “the peas-
ants distrust cach other and are afraid tha both fellow villagers and
outsiders will steal from them if they have the vpportunity”
(1970:208). Furthermore, distrust of politicians runs quite deep: “the
vitlugers distrust all leaders und suspect them ol using their positions
to get what they can from others™ (1970:209), Apparently the distrast
found smong Mexican villagers s seen as being carried with them
when they migrate o United States border wwns along the Rio
Corande. “"Human velations,” finds Rubel (1970:261), “are acted owt
incan ambient of generalized disorast and detensiveness,”
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Additional work in Latin America further emphasizes the theme
of distrusr, One study of o village in Colombi (Reichel-Dolmatolt,
1961) concuded that suspicion was rampant among the peasants.
Rogers's (1969:26) study of Colombian peasants, based on a sample
drawn from a wide range of villages, came o wdentical conclusions:
“peasant communities are characterized by a mentality of mutual dis-
trust, suspiciousness and evasiveness in interpersonal redations.” Rog-
ers (1969:26) gues on to conclude that interpersonal distruse is di-
recily related o polivcal distrust: “The interpersonal distrust of
peasants carried over into their aultedes wward government.”

Research in Europe mirrors the lindings on Laun America, In the
field of palitical science no study of peasants Ty been cited mere
ft‘equently than Banfeld's (1958) analysis of a village o southemn
Iraly. While several reviews have been writen challenging Banfield's
interpretation as to the causes and durability of “amoral fumilism,”
few question his finding that the villagers are ighly distusiul, pare-
ticularly of polidcins: 1o a society of amoral familists it will be as-
sumed that whatever group is in power s self=sevving and corrupt

CJhand Uthe voter will place litde confidence in the promises of the
parties” (1958:04), Banfield further asserts that “the amoral famalist
who s an office-holder will take bribes when he cun get away withe 11,
But whether he wkes ribes or not, i will be asswimed by the society
of amoral LGombists tha he does™ (1958:92),

Banfield's view of peisints s supported by Lepreato (1961:586),
who found that in another seuthern Italian vitlage, Stelunconi, “the
peasants ... are given to suspicion, quarrels, vituperation, abuse, vi-
olence and conflicts of all sorts.” Lopreato’s (1967:425) review of me-
terpersoin relations in village Ttaly concluded that “suspicion of one's
fellowmen is rampant in south lalian peasantry. In its purest state
it reveals in the peasant an indwvidual engaged o one nan’s war
against all others,” This Hobbesiun view was turther confirmed hy
Friedmann's study ol southern Laly, which found among peasants a
“mentality of mutual distrust” (1967:382)a mentality that considered
the governmaent to be the peasant’s “worst enemy” and that was re-
Hected by the peasant’s "absolute distrust of the intentions of all gov-
ernments” (1967:330).

Peasant distrust in Europe 15 by no means contined o suuthern
[taly. Rescarch by Wylie ona peasint villiyge in France found that
“all the families were suspicious of each other™ (1964 194) and that
“most people believe that it is wise to keep important things to onesclf,
to avoid involvement with “the others' insobir as it s possible,”™ Distrusg
of government is also found o villuge Frince according 1o Wylie:

The hosulity toward government s veal aud 101 deep oL
Voters of Peyrane say that the hewls of their parties and of
all other political parties, sue o “pite of bandits L 1eis the



duty of the citizen not o cooperate with these men, as the
civics books would have people do, but rather to hinder
thewn, to prevent them in every possible way from increasing
their power over individuals and over Eamnilies (1964:207-
209).

(iher stedies in Europe have detected political disurust among
peasants in Spain (Pit-Rivers, 1961:159) and interpersonal distrust
amaong villagers in Greece (Blum, 1965). Work in other aveas, espe-
ciaily India, has uncovered the same pauern. Garstairs (1958:44),
conmmenting on his experience in India, reports that “From the be.

ginning to the end of my stay, my notebooks record instances of

suspicion and mutual distrust.” Dube (1958:82) and Bailey (197 1:308)
cmphasize distrust In government in village lodia, the later stating
that “the peasant looks upon outsiders (including officials) as his
enemies.”

[ short, the overwhelming thrust of the lerature on peasant so-
cicty cmphasizes both political and interpersonal distrust. Foster
(19672:297), in summartzing this literature, notes that the evidence
strongly shows "much suspicion, criticism, and lack of cooperation.”
Hencee, despite the classical evidence to the contrary and despite Red-
field’s carly report on Mexican peasants, the great bulk of the evi-
dence accumulated since Lewis's rescacclt in the late 1940's has em-
phasized peasant distrust.

Peasant distrust: a critique
Despite the overwhelming evidence presented above, there are at
least four separate probleimns charactenistic of the literature on peasant
distrust that lead one to question the Herature's validity,

Thi central weakness of the literature is that it is not comparative

in scope. Almost without excepion researchers report high levels of

clistrust in a given peasant society without comparing the levels cither
to those found in the society as a whole ov to those present in other
scelors, One important exception is the paper by Lopreato and Saltz-
man (1968). Rethinking Lopreato’s (1961) earlier work, reported on
above, they identify a central problem with previous research:

The hulk of the discussions about peasants has so Far tken
this class of people in solation. As a result, readers have been
encouraged to asswme that the characteristics actributed to
peasants are peculiar to them. That, however, is a faulty
pracedure, for it is entirely possible that the situation as rep-
resented by a class of peasants reflects the social conditions
of the large soviely as a whole (1968:133).

In viewing the well-documented disurust characteristic of southern
ftulian peasants in the light of daw obtamed in a national sample,

Lopreato and Saltzman (1968:137) are surprised o find that peas-
ants, more than any other class, conceive class relations in terms of
amity rather than animosity and that peasants are less suspicious than
any other class, M southern Italian peasants are, in comparative per-
spective, less distrustful than other secors of Talian society. then 1t
may well he that peasants elsewhere are similarly less distrustful than
other social groups,

A second faiting of much, but nat all, of the vescardy is the Tnnited
attention to empirical verification. Because much of the research on
peasant soctety has been conducted by cultural anthropologists, hude
of it has employed quantitative techniques to measure social-psycho-
logical attitudes.? Furthermore, if we are to avempt to make any
comparative assesstuent of trust, we must have measures of the con-
cept that are reliable in hoth peasant and nonpeasant society. Con-
sequently, we must not ouly quantify the concept in order to be able
to make comparisons, but we must also be sure that our measures
correctly interpret attitudes in all sectors of the population,

A third problem with the lierature is s Lailure te caretully distin-
guish hetween political and interpersonal trust a distinetion thae has
long been a part of empirical anitude research (Apger of af., 14961),
“Political wuost,” according to Miller (1971:952), "can be thought of
as a busic eviduative or affective orientation toward the government
. The dimension of trust runs from high trost to lagh distrust or
political cynicism.”™ Interpersonal trust, variously measured by “Fiith
in people” or “misanthropy™ scales, 15 an anitade expressing “one's
degree of confidence in the trustworrthiness, honesty, goodness, gen-
erosity, and brotherliness of peaple in general” (Robinson and Shav-
er, 1975:612). In many cases, researchers repont on generalized dis-
trust in all individuals and institutions. In other cases the two Toc
(people versus government) are distinguished, but it is assiumeed tha
they are dosely linked, with interpersonal distruse spilling over into
distrust ol government,

A fal difficulty with the literature is 1he general absence of uny
clear explanation of the cause of the high levels of distrast among
peasants. Some rvesearchers believe that distruse s inherent in the
personality of the peasant and that changes in the envirenment would
have little impact in altering auitudes (Banfield, 1958:166). Others
(Lopreato, 1967) believe that hunger, poverty, exploitation, fear, and
other such eovironmental factors produce distrust.

This paper attempts to remedy the defects in the previons work
by: (1) comparing peasant attitudes to the attitudes of urbanites: {2)
applying measures that are reliable and that appear o have closely

?Oue imporung exception is the Froman and Muccoby study (19701 Howeser, even
though they report high levels ol distrust, rhey did not imcasure this concepa.



similar meaning in both rural and urban contexts; (3) distinguishing
between political and interpersonal trust; and (4) attempting to de-
termine the cause of whatever differences i levels of distrust are
encounterecd.

Data
The dutzt analyzed in this paper are drawn from Costa Rica, o small
Central American country with a population of approximaely two
million. Costa Rica offers two distinet advantages as a setting for the
rescacch, First, it is a country with a relatively large peasant sector,
The 1973 Costa Rican census reports 59 percent of the population
living i rural areas and 35 percent ol the cconomically active pop-
ulition engaged in agriculture (Diveccion General, 1975). Second, in
contrast to much of the rest of Litin America, there is in Costa Rica
4 strong trrlition ol democratie rule (Johnson, 1976). Hence, ques-
Uomatire items commonly used to measure political wast o the
United Stutes and in Europein democracies can be applicd in Costa
Ricit much mwre readily than they might be applied elsewhere in
Latin Americi. The advantage of using standard trust indicators, of
course, is that the method facilitates comparisons with widely avail-
able data bases from other nations.

Additional details deseribing peasants in Costa Rica are reported
on extensively elsewhere (Berk-Scligson and Seligson, 1978; Saluzar
N, ef af., 1978; Seligson, 1972, 1970, 1973b, 1977a, 1977b, 1978a,
19749, fortheoming-a, [ortheoming-b; Seligson and  Berk-Seligson,
1978),

It should be emphasized that research on Costa Rican peasants has
indicated that they, too, are characterized by distrust. Thus, a wmajor
study of the Turrialba area of Costa Rica (Loomis ef af., 1955:200)
has tound evidence of peasant distrust. Sinnlarly, a recent survey of
Costa Rican life finds indications of vural alienation (Booth #f al,
1975 1982003, However, because of the relitive absence of palitical
repression, it is unlikely that levels of politicul distrust among Costa
Rican peasants would approach those found elsewhere in Latin
America, So in countries like Guatenala, El Sabvador, Ecuador, and
Pern, where many peasants are considered by urban groups o be
cthnically inlerior because they are Indian and where peasants have
l'l't:quemly suffered severe repression, one wouldd expect much higher
levels of political cynicism than among Costa Rican peasants. Never-
theiess, according to the literature, within Costa Rica we should expeat
o find that peasants are more distrusting than are urbanites.

Two sumples are analyzed in this paper: a peasant saple and an
urban simple. The firstsample included a probability sample of 531
e peasants, interviewed ma project cdirected by the sentor author,
The sample was stratified, clustered, and of prohability design, and

the sample included 66 peasant communitics distributed an ve of
Costa Rica's seven provinces, Additional details of this sample are
contained in Seligson (1474). The design of the second simple was
similar to that of the peasant sample, and meluded o total of 815
respondents drawn from urban areas of Costa Rica? Half of the
respondents in the second sample were femaic and were dropped from
the analysis in order to make the sumple comparable o the all-
male peasant sample® In otal, there were 262 segments in this sar-
ple. Every sccond respondent in the wrban sample was asked the
identical battery of wust questions used in the rural questionire,
leaving an N of 202 [or the urban sample.

The questionnaire included two groups of questions relited o the
two dimensions of trust mentioned earher: wust in government and
mterpersona trust. Fhe mlerpersonal trust tems were taken from
the Survey Rescarch Center’s lrust in People Scale™ (Robinson s
Shaver, 1973:615-618) and Rosenberg’s “Faith in People Scale”
(1957). The trust in government questioniiire section is an expanded
version of Olsens' (19649) ~Political Alierauon Scale,” as used in sur-
veys directed by the University of Michigan's Survey Rescarch Center
(Miller, 1974:053). The complete text of the questions 1s contained
in Table 2.

Findings

The dimensionality of triest
The first goal of the analysis is o establish empivically the maldi-
mensional vature of rust in Costa Rica and, furthermore, to show
that the dimensions uncovered ave similir e both the peasant and
the urban samples. In order o accamplish this goal, the trust mdi-
cators in both samples were subjected toa factor analysis (principal
components with unities on the main disgonal), The yesults ave dis-
played i Table 1.

Both hypothesized dimensions (that is, trust in govermuent and
interpersonal trust) are revealed quite clearly in both samiples. I'he
strength of the factors for both samples is almost identical. This anal-
ysis demonstrates that it is inappropriate o lump polineal and inter-
personal trust together, since they are quite clearly two separate di-
mensions. The analysis also hetps demonstrate the validity of the
indicators, since a nearly wentical dimensional seracture is uncovered
in both samples.

8 The urban siample was conducted wider the supervision of the junior auther ansl
Liv. Miguel Gomez B, director of the Unickd e Opinidn Pabica, Olicma de Infor-
macion, Casa Presidencial, Costa Rica. Both authors are pratctul w Lic, Gamee lo
inaking the dlata ser available 1o them.

VThe urbun aveas surveyed incladed metrapolitan San Jose phe capicil of the coun-
wy), the provincial capitals, and other magor populiion concenirations in the central
valley (ualle cential) ol Costa Rica,



Table 1. Varimax rotated factor matriees of trust m goveriument and
interpersonal trust items® urban and rural

Unban loadings Rural loadings
Trust in Inter- Trust in [nter-
) govern-  personal  govern- personal
Variablet* ment trust ment trust
Trast i government
AL Ts govermment interested in
solving problens of the
njority or important faomalies? A Ay Tl 00
B s government interested in
jnohlems of people ke vou? A7 =R b A8
Co Puoes govermmnent help you,
It vou, oy neitherr A3 A7 tits .y
1. Do prablic servanss get jobs
because ol preputation o
kinship ties? A2 16 kY| 07
. Are public servants prepared
Gl e L0 —.H Ad 03
I, Haw olten cin you trust
govermnent? it 13 NH .00
G. Haw nuch tax money does
porvermnent misspendd? 57 —-.42 NN 1
H. Haw many public servants are
lisnest® A .24 Ot 20
Dterprtesenal trust
t. Can vou trust the magoriy of
puople? 02 80 H) b7
1. Do the ingority of people take
avantage ot vou? ) i Nk Tl
K. Do people watch oot for
thenonelvess A2 b .04 T2
.. Doovon know who vou can
count on in times of need? t2 ad 05 B0
Figeovaline 347 1.66G 3.3 1.60
Percent ol variance 28.49 13.8 27.8 1%.3

* For the complete wxt of the questions, see 'Table 2.
*¥ The variables apprar in the order of the loadings in the arban manix.

Comparative fevels of trust
The lierature reviewed above would strongly suggest thar higher
levels of both interpersonal and politicat distrust would be found
amaong the peasint seclor when compured to the wrban sector, As
can he seen m Table 20 that expectation iy not conhrmed.

Examining fivst the questions on trust in government, we find that
ol the eight items, six are in the prediced divection (thatis, of greater
trust in the urban sector), although only four of the six ave statistcully
significant. ‘The relatonships are all quite weak. The two questions
that demonstrate higher trust in rural arcas are items 1) and E, both
of which focus on public servants rather than on the abstraction gov-
crnnient.

The data on interpersonl trust reveal precisely the upposite pat-
tern from that predicied. Responses to all four ol the items show that
interpersonal trust s hugher in the countryside thanm the city, al-
though one of the questions does not reveal a statistically significaon
difference and none of the relationships is particularly stroog.

The finding that trust in public servants glems D aned ) is higher
in the countryside than in the city breaks with the overall vural pat-
tern ot political distrast. This anomaly is probably most eusiy ex-
plained by the higher levels of interpersonal trust in the countryside,
That is, since peasants have higher trast mtheir fellow man than do
urbanites, it is probable that the trustin government questions which
persomalice the govermment are subject 10 correction factor: peis-
ants transfer some of teir nterpersonal trust o public servants,
while urbanites transter some ol their interpersonal distrust w public
SCTVIEDLS,

Explanation

Lo is appropriate at this point to attempt o explain the results re-
ported above, In particular, we want 1o know why peasants exhibu
ligher levels ol mterpersoml rust wnd lower levels of politcal tras
thun do urbanites. Ie might be hypothiesized that boch political and
interpersonal trust are rationa] reactions w environmental comditions
rather than characteristics itherent in the personality of peasints and
urbanites. In this section ol the paper an attempt will bhe made to
provide evidence that supports this hypothesis.

We suggest that the lower tevels of poliscal trust among peasants
is a direct result of the marginal position of peasants in terms of their
receipt of governmment services, As in the rest of Latne America, Costa
Rican guvernment experditures are highly uneequally distributed,
with the lion's share going to urban arcas. As a resulr, health services,
transportation, commuonication, and educaton are all inferior m ruval
Costa Rica when compared to urban Costa Rica (Booth, 1974). The
fact that rural deprivaton in Costa Rica is nowhere near ias extreme
as it is i most of the rest of rural Latin America perhaps explains
why political trust fevels o vural Costa Ricaire not dramatically lower
than those found in urban aras. It would not be unreasonable to
suppose it peasants report an acourate pereeption of reality when
they report than the government is uninterestedd in their problems
andd that the government is harwlul rather thin helpinl,
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Table 2.

Tuble 2, Comparisons of trust: peasant and urbanites

Contimited

Trust Among Peasanls — Seligson and Salazar X. 515

Urbanite Peasant

Urhanite

Peasant

Trast in grover nment

A Waould you say that government is interested
in solving the problems of the majority ol
Cuosta Ricuns, or arve (hey interested only in the
problems of sume important funilies?

F. How often do you think that ote can st
govermment 1o do the vight thing? Do you
ink you can frust theon almost idways, almaost
never, or solnetinges?

almost always

majority 43.1% 37T -
bportant families 5G9 (.4 someines
almost never
p=ns
B. Some say that government iso't interested in
the problems of people ke you. Others say . |
R . y . 4 A W .. T . -
thin government is interesied in the problems G. \’\mll_tl you sty thal governmet misspends a
of people like you. What da vou think? ler of the money that the people pay i Laxes.
; - a litte of the money, or past at that money?
interesterd 57.4 448 .
not interesied 2.6 50.9 little o1 nong
scHne
= K5
P a lot

.. Do vou think that what govermnent does helps

vou, lrts vou, or neither helps uor harts tl. Do you think that smong public servants there

ATEE ANy \\‘h{) ;ll'L‘llll h()ll(‘.‘ﬂ, nll.'l{.' Are SOy

you? .
’ wha aren’t konest, or there are a few who
s 9y o < . N
helps 22.7 ‘3"]"3 aren’t honest?
neither H8.H 423 .
harts 18.5 RER h'\-._ or mi]]_n_-l fonest
Mot ity disiiopnest
p=.01 dperity
Tau ¢ = .08
11, Do yvou think that the majority ot public
servants get their jobs becanse they have Interfiersonal irust
feressary [i’"f‘i)‘-lm“_'.’_'.h ur d,o ?UL‘! T.'"_k _lhc_}' N [. 1o you think that vouw can s e majestity
et them through friendship and kinship tes? of peaple, or do you think tha one mus
preparation 25.4 33.5 walch himsclt caretully in friendships?
friendship and kinship T (6.5 you cin trust
N 03 one must watch himself
Pau b = .07
k. Do yau [h.mk lh".l_[ amang the [Jlll..lllt.:ﬂ...'l'\.';u'.[_-; ]+ Do you think shat the nuguriey of ihe people
the nujority daes 'mtjl huve the prepa .;uuu wentled try 1o take advantage of you if the
neeessary for the job, o1 the majority docs apportanity presented itsell, or do you belicve
have the prepuration, or there are sone who that the majority wouldo'L ay to Lk
; E d
do and some who dao not have the advantage of vou
preparation? ¢ yaus
- - - not take advantage
majority prepared or soine prepared 617 73.6 wke advantage
- ; . advang
nujoriny unpreparced 3494 9454

p< .00l
Tau b = .10

EE 14.0
46.0 HOLE
RIS GL7
P e
T = 21
3.3 220
11.4 19.6
6lY hH
p= s
Tu. tHia. 4
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p =001

Taub = 13

TNy 17.1
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R ] Mg
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Talle 2. Conunued

Peasant

Urbanite

K. It vou think that most of the time people
watch out Tar themselves, or do you think that
most 6f the time people tey rhelp eacl

atherrs
help cach other 20,0 #4003
walch out Loy themsehves 50.0 70.0

p =003
Taa b - 10

1. Some say that in these times one doesn't know
who one can count en o times of need.
Others say that ooe does know whoe one can
count on o tmnes of nevd. Whar do you say?

One konows Ah.H 777
One doesn’t know 44.2 e
< 001

Tau b = .22

One way to test this explanation for peasant political cynicism
would be w interview a group of peasants who have been singled out
for special government assistance and 1o determine i such peasants
are more vusting of government than are those who have received
no spectal attention. To test this possibility, a third da set will be
analvzed briefly here. A sample of Costa Rican peasants (N = 753)
wits interviewed in a project direeted by the senior author. All of the
respondents were beneheiaries of the country's agrarian reform pro-
gram, and all bad receved land from the govermment. In many cases
the lind was accompanied by agricultural credit, housing loans, wage
subiventions, technical assistinee, and other support. No other sector
of 1the Costa Rican peasantry has veceived such a degree of govern-
ment ssistance,

The data 1‘c:p()l'ted in Table 3 compare this prvileged sector of the
peasantry with the cross-section siunple of peasants reported on in
Tables 1 and 2.5 1t should first be noted that the dimensionality un-
covered in both the urban and peasant sectovs (as reported in Table
13 is also found among the peasant henefciaries of land reform (in
other words, two factors emerge in the benehctary sample). This lind-

S Pl rwa peasant samples did wot demoenstrate signilicast diflerences in backgrousd
charavteristics (for exanple, age, cducation, urban experience, and so on) Uit might
b respansible for differences in attitudes (Seligson, [4H7805), 50 signilicant differences
in political 1ast levels seported on below are viewed as being produced by the peasians
veactions o the reform program,

Table 3. Comparisons of trust: peasiants

ficlaties

and agrarian reform bene-

Peasants

(N =030

Peasint

benebcaries

ol agtiarin
u-’?urm

(N =750

.

. Would vou say that govermiment is interested

i solving the problems of the njority of
Costa Ricans, or are they interested only i the
problems of some importnt fanilies?

HLjority

importing families

L houw say 1hat H()\L'l'!l“]t‘l]l LN il]ll‘.‘[‘.‘.‘\l&'ll i

the probleos of people like you. Others say
that government is interested in the problems
of prople like you. Whik <o you think?

mnterested
not inerested

. Do you think that s hat government does helps

you, hurts you, or neither helps nor bures
you?

helps

neither

bty

Da you think that the majoriey of public
servants get their jubs hecause they have the
necessary prepatittion, or do vou think shey
get thent through friendship and kinship ties?
preparation
tricicdship and kinship

. Do you think that amony the peblic servants

the majority does not have the preparation
nevessary {or the Job, or twe majority does
have the preparation, or there are some wheo
do and some who do nat have the
preparation?
nxijority prepared or some prejured
majority unpregared

3774
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p< 0l

Taun b = .08

i3
a7

Tau

EER
A2

345

IH.A

p A0

ly= .23

RIV
RURY
12,0

p Al

Tuuwe =27

350

3.3

Vi
2k

2R

714
p=ns

gu

10.8
Jp <<

T b= 21




YN Rurad Sociology, Ul 1f, Noo 3. Fall 1979

. Tauble 3. Contnued

Peasamt
bencliciurices
of uprarian

Peasines 1 t.'li\m'm
(N - 03D (N - 7bh%)

. How ohien do you think that one can trust
govermnent t o the vighe thing? Do you
think vou can trust tiem almost always. atmost
never, or sauetimes?

almaost alwayy 1:3.0 1.5
sometintes 2,3 ")'{‘:?
almaost bever [i()“'f' :¥:’)‘(-)
jpo= <0t

Tau ¢ = 22

LES

Would vou say that government misspends a
ful of the maney Ut ahe prople pay in taxes,
a izt ol the money, or et of that money?

littke or none Q) 133

SO 14.0 ‘_’;i:;’

PR hH.1 SR -I
P=ons

HL e vou think tit among public servans there
e many who aven's honest, there are some
who aven honest, or there are o tew who
aren’t honest?
ﬁ.'h; or Spme honest [SER G643
majority dishonest 4.0 .'N‘)..:?

P=ons

my further increases our confidence in the two-dimensional structure
of trust andl in the intersample reliability of the questions used.

Scr(m_d, it should be noted that levels of interpersonal trust {not
shown i “lable 8) are nearly identical in both peasant sanples
Henee, ;.igruriun retorm did nouaffect imerpersonal trust levels, Thi'sj
In.]c_iu_lg is to be expected, since the refurm has Little or no c'cmm_'ctiut;
with interpersomal relations. Rather, as expected, the impact of re-
form is seen in 1 effect on political trust. On seven ot the cighi
varibles, the reform peasants demonstrate greater levels of ust in
government. OF particular mterest wre questions B and C, in which
government interest in and asststance to the individual is measured.
i is on lhs'sc ariables that the strongest dilference between the cross-
section of peasints s the agravian velorm benehiciaries is noted
Uhe findings provide strong support for the hypothesis tha pcus;ml.
distrust in govermunent is related not w peasant personality but o the
cnviropment,

Evidence supporting the contention that interpersonal distrust is
a result of environmental factors comes from a comparison of anne
rates in rural and urban Costa Rica. A 1976 sarvey conducted 1n
Costa Rica tound that within the metropolitan region of San Josc,
Costa Rica, 30.1 pereent of the respondents statedd that they or some-
one in their family had been i victim aof a crime within the previons
two years, Obviously, when nearly one-thivd of the metropolitan pop-
ulation reports being victimized by crime, interpersonal 1irust levels
must be aflected. In towns and smaller cities outside metropolitan
San Jos¢ (uuncly, Cartago, Heredia, and Alajeel), the Ligure tell to
13.6 pereent. Unfortumuely this question was not asked rurl
arcas, but the striking decline from the metropolitan region w the
much less congested snaller owns suggests even lower rates probubly
exist 11 rural zonces.

Further evidence of the impact of envivonment comes from a eom-
parison of political participation rates. Elsewhere (Scligson and
Booth, 19760 Booth wicl Seligson, LO78) it lus been shown that voler
wurnout is significantly lower amony peasants than it s among ur-
banites, whereas local-level conmmunal participation (in projects, or-
ganizations, commitiees, and so on) s significanthy higher among
peasants. We interpret this data as tending o suppart our view that
peasints are cynical about national politics, and hence that they vole
less often in elections (although other factors may be vesponsible for
the lower wrnowt). At the swne tme, peasants find It casier o gl
along with their neighbors than do the urbanites, and consequently
the peasants participate more often in communal activities.® A similar

# Ay anonymous reviewer of this paper suggesied tha the raval-aehan artittde dit-
ferences may be more readily explamable by individual soaocrenomic aned deno-
graphic churacteristics e by contextual actors. 1o orcler Lo teat this possibality, sum-
mutted scales of palitical and inerpersonal rust were compnited for bothr the vural and
urbun samples, and these scales were correlaed witl age. incame, and cducition. Ape
hadd ner significant reluionship o either variable in the urban sunplecoklonlya slighi
negative cortelaion (= =11 sig. 008) o interpersonad trost in the rutd sample.
That is, the older residents were stightly less trosting inerpersonalls. Sice the urban
sample hadd a mean age somewhat bmer than the rarad sample (378 versus 12,51 1he
negative associution between age and interpensonal st would appear result in
lower interpersanal trust amony the peasants ratler than the igher st tha s
actually Tound. Educarion wis positively conelated with Botly interpersonal ated polit-
tcul trust o the urban sample (0= 30, sig. <0001 v o s = 04) ek pasitived
correkued with interpersonal trust in e raal sample (0 = 08 sg AR Sitee ed
wention Jevels are miuc highe in the wrbun swnple G ey were methe rural sample
{the average wrban dwetler reponied some se utliry sclool conrpletesd, whierens the
rural dweller hacd an average of 28 vewrs of sobool completedis we shoulid expect 1o
linsed higher politicad aad interpersonal trust i Tie wban semple, which we et
Finully, ingome was positively assocsated with both political ad Snterpersonal s
G, sip. = 020 ¢ = 16, sig 02 0 the cing, but il wis not correlined with ciher
attituele in e vurad e Again, these sorrelations would Lol us 1o expoece higher
politicad e inerpersanal 1rust i the urban area, sinee the income for thase vespon-
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finding is reported by Stanficld (1968} in his survey of rural Brazil.
He reports that farmers in the most remote aveds expressed higher
levels of trust in their neighbors than did people who lived in more
developed regions.

Conclusions

This paper has atempted to demonstrile that the current state of

knowledge on peasant attitudes needs reevaluation. It has been
shown that as a result of a number ot failings of previous research,
the earlier findings of high political and interpersonal distrust iimong
peasants must be called into question. It has been found, using data
{rom Costa Rica, that while political distrust among peasants is higher
than political distrust found among wrbanites, interpersonal distrust
is sigmficantly lower. The explanation for these findings is cast in
terms ol environmental factors that stimulate trust and distrust; some
evidence is provided to support the valiclity of this conclusion.

11 would appear, based on the evidence presented above, that at-
uwades are, at least o some extenl, 4 rational response 1o caviron-
mental factors, Considerable recent research on both urban andl rural
Latin Amevica has demounstrated that political behavior (especially
political participation) is Lugely a response to contextl factors
(Booth and Seligson, 1078; Cornelius, 1973: Diete, forthcoming;
Moore, 1978; Seligson, 1978a; Seligson and Booth, 197%a).

Kesearch among the poor 1u the United States has demonstrated
cimilar conchusions. As vne investigator put it, "the dominant theme
[mong the poor] is the sense of being cheated. One's government is
not concerned enough with one's well-being ... and fails to mecat
theie own deeply felt day-to-day necds” (Lipsitz, 1969), "The "war on
poverty” in the United States was in part an attempt Lo mitigate feel-
ings of cynicisim among the poor. Governients in Latin America
concerned about the passibility ol peasant insurrection should ree-
ogitize that peasant pelitical cynicism is 1ot simply a function of being
a peasant, but rather a function of being deprived of government
SCTVICES.
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Family L.and and Developmental Cycles
Among Hlinois Farmers!

Sonya Salamon and Shirley M. O’Reilly
Department of Human Development and Family Ecology,
University of Hlinois at Urbane-Champaign

AnsTRACT A field stady cirmied out ameng an ethnic community ot
Caemers braught o light Towr types of Gamily developmental eydes relating
to the Turm enterprise. Eilmographic data are presenied to delineate -
acteristic trails ol cach type focusing on tamily tarming goals and the
timing of retirement, iilergencrationil kind tansters, and purchases of
land. Survey data demonstrate a relationship between the age of an op-
erator’s liest purchise of land and a family developmenteyele tvpe.

It is commonly accepted that successive generations of a family are
linked in u variety ol ways, Physical resemblances are obvious in most
familics, but psychological and cmotional trais of individuals appear
to eranscend generations and have been widely explored. In urban
Familics where residence and occupation are generatly distunet, family
members may each separate family preoccupations from a profes-
sional career. However, in farm {amilies, wheve family social rela-
tionships merge with those of work, these preoccupations are fully
expressed in cconomic dedsions. Nowhere are thiese matters more
crucial tun in the decisions regarding timing of retirement, land
transfer, amd purchase of additional acreage, Tois our intent here to
demonstrate that these decisions are less matters of individual chowce
than the product of the family socialization process modulated in due
course by significant family and external events.

Agricultural folklove says that to enter frming one muast inheril
land, marry land, or become a wnant. Grassroot wisdom thereby
acknowledges that a farm family business is not the product of a
single generation, bt rather is intimately tied o the intergenerational
land transter process, Fach farm household is regurded as being m
some phase of a developmentad cyele of the Targer fauily group of which
it is a part. The members and their activities mevitably change, but
the form of the unit is reproduced ina regular, ovelical process in
which lund wranster plays a crucial role (Fortes, 1966).

*

T Thix wark sars conducted as pant of Project 60302 of the Agricultunal Expetiment
Station, University of Winois al Crlima-Champaign. 10 was supparted i past by funds
frem the Hateh Actand Prom the University of Wineis Research Board. The auihors
would like 1o thank Vieki Locklontond Amy Keim, who aided i collection ot dasa,
We are indebted ter Froderick £ Flicgel and Myvon Salamon oy reading and naking
vy usclul conents o caelicn dheadis of this nanuseript.





