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A Research Note:
HOME OWNERSHIP: STUDENT EXPECTATIONS AND ATTITUDES

Sue R. Crull

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research is to test the results of two studies reported
by Hohm (1983a, 1983b). The data are from an availability sample of 1461
/lowa State students surveyed in the fall of 1985. Multiple classification
analysis is used. Results of the replication support most of Hohm’'s research
findings about students’ housing expectations and ownership attitudes. The
majority of San Diego State and /owa State students sampled appear to be
committed to the “American dream” of owning a single-family dwelling.

INTRODUCT |ON

The purpose of this paper is to replicate two studies conducted by Charles F.
Hohm (1983a, 1983b) on expectations and attitudes of students concerning home
ownership. Hohm's studies examine the commitment of college students to the
"American dream” of owning a single—family dwelling. Variables are defined in the
discussion and in the tables that foliow. Muitiple classification analysis is used in
the replication with a 0.05 significance level as the criterion for support. Hohm
surveyed a random sample of 1011 students from San Diego State University
during the fall of 1980. An availability sample of 1461 students from lowa State
University was surveyed during the fall of 1985. Preliminary analysis of the data
show that the student characteristics of the sample match the proportions found
in the undergraduate student body at lowa State University. The major limitation
of the lowa State sample is that it is heavily weighted with freshmen students.

DISCUSS/ION AND EXPECTAT/ONS

In his first paper, Hohm (1983a) relates several socio—economic and
demographic factors to two dependent variables; 1) Do  you think you will
purchase a home sometime in the future? with the response "'no” coded as zero.
"perhaps” coded as one and "definitely yes" coded as two, and 2) What kind of
home do you think you might purchase? with “single-family detached dwelling”
coded as one and ‘other” coded as zero. The grand means for the two
dependent variables are only slightly lower for the San Diego State sample than
for the lowa State sample. The results indicate that the San Diego State sample
is slightly less committed to home ownership and single—family structure than is
the lowa State sample.

Sue R Crull is Assistant Professor, Department of Sociology, lowa State
University, Ames. A version of this paper was presented at the 1986 Annual
Meeting of the Midwest Sociological Society. Des Moines, lowa
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Significant support (see Table 1) is found for the generalizations advanced by
Hohm (1983a, 1983b) that students with larger family—size goals and students
from high-income families are more likely to expect to be home owners than are
students with small family—size goals and students from low-income families.
Hohm's variables of sex, curriculum major and marital status are not significantly
related to home-owner expectations. In the replication (see Table 2), Hohm's
variables of race, predicted family size, home ownership of parents, and student
home ownership are found to be significantly related to expectations of owning a
single—family dwelling. This replication does not find sex, curriculum major, or
marital status of the student significantly related to expectation of home
ownership. These results could be related to the limitations of the availability
sample. Space does not permit detailed discussion of specific deviations, many
of which are marginal and may be due to chance variation.

D/SCUSSION OF ATTITUDES

In his second paper, Hohm (1983b) relates the student characteristics to two
dependent variables; 1) How important do you think it is for every American to
be able to own his/her own home?, and 2) How important is it to you personally
to be able to own your own home? For both dependent variables, "not important
at all" is coded as zero, "quite important” is coded as one, and “very important’ is
coded as two. The replication (see Table 3) reinforces Hohm's findings that a
high proportion of the college students sampted view home ownership as
important, both in general and personal terms with personal home ownership
being more important than general home ownership. When the grand means for
the two dependent variables are compared, San Diego State students average a
slightly higher response to importance to home ownership in general than do lowa
State students, but lowa State students average a slightly higher response to the
importance of personal home ownership than do San Diego State students.

In the replication (see Table 4), Hohm's variable of expecting to become a
home owner in the future is found to be significantly related to the importance to
home ownership in general. However, political stance, race, and marital status are
generally not significantly related to home ownership in the replication although
they are significant in Hohm's study. Also, in the replication (see Table 5), two
variables are found to be significantly related to the importance of personal home
ownership: 1) Predicted family size, and 2) importance of home ownership in
general. Only the latter is found to be significantly related in Hohm's study.

Hohm's studies and this study show that San Diego State and lowa State
college students are very committed to the "American dream’ of owning a single-
family dwelling. In both samples, well over 90 percent of the respondents
answered “perhaps” or "definitely yes” to the question "Do you think you will
purchase a home sometime in the future?” About three—fourths of the students
in each sample expect to purchase a single-family detached dwelling.  High
proportions of both student samples view home ownership as important in
general and in personal terms. Although the replication does not find significant
relationships for all the independent variables that Hohm's finds significant, the
comparative analyses do show general support for Hohm's research findings. The
San Diego State and lowa State students appear to be similar in their views on
home ownership.

71



69°1

vS°1 = U3 puean

000" 000" S¥0°0 201°0 Nx sLdiinpy
000" 100" v1°0 81°0 yi°0 12°0
v0°0 [2°0 €0°0 82°C 19 1t +5
01°0 90°0 01°0 (0°0 vst 9 14
¥0°0 v0°0 $0°0 £0°0 00y  S01 €
20°0- €0°0 20°0- v0°0 09 (1€ 4
21°0- 90°0- €1°0- 80°0- 18 £ 1
€2°0- 62°0- ¥2°0- 62°0- 19 74 0
9z1g A|lwey pa3a|dwo) pa3oLpadd
000° €¥0° vI°0 2170 v1°0 91°0
I1°0 6070 10 210 682 pET +000° 6§
€0°0 90°0 €0°0 #0°0 11E €el 666 °v5-000°0p
20°0- 10°0- 20°0- 10°0- 9ty 14T 666 ‘6€-000° 52
10-0- 01°0- 80°0- €1°0- 882 291 666°2-000° 01
2r-o- 1t-o- 601 666‘6-0%
SWOdU] ,Sjuddey
£€56° 092" 10°0 (0°0 20°0 60°0
00°0 00°0 00°0 00°0 1961 £25 patddey
Jaasy ‘sl butg
10°0- 21°0- 20°0- $2°0- 81 0c padJoaLg
20°0- 11°0 ¥0°0- 60°0 14 137 patduen
snje3g [ejidey
st L10° 80°0 SI°0 80°0 (1°0
£0°0~- 60°0 90°0- 60°0 wr 1s paJel 3spun
10°0 ST1°0- 20°0 L1°0- 282 1¢ 43430
90°0 20°0 £0°0 S0°0 LS SSI satpmig
LeuoLSSaji0ad
€0°0- 60°0- ¥0°0- 11°0- €82 161 $IJUILIS
LeLo0s siay
‘SatjLurLNy
20°0- 20°0- €0°0- 90°0- 2¥E /9 Butaaauibug
pue sS32ulLdS
900 21°0 ©°0 2I1'0 8, S 100y2§ ssauisng
d0fley
00€”  $00° €0°0 21°0 20°0 €1°0
20°0- 60°0- 10°0- 60°0- 20L (€2 alen
10°0 90°0 10°0 90°0 €L €% Sleway
X35
9861/£861 9861/€861 9661/€861 9861/€861 9861/€861 9861/£861
4 30 *b1g elag *a3q “fpy 233 uotieLasg N Kaobaie)/arqetaep

JBeUMO BwWoy e 3woddq 03 Ssidadxe



8L 0 00 = Uuedy pueuy

000° 200° Y1170 0070 24 aLdLILnw
w0~ L01° S°0 (070 01’0 60°0
10°0 10°0 1070 1070 ¥£2189% S8j
90°0- 01°0- 2U°0- €170~ Syl Ly ON
QWOH UMJ Jlayjf
UMQ SIUSJRJ JBYISUM
000" 140" $1°0 11°0 91°0 €1°0
€0°0 ¥0°0 $0°0 S0°0 €201451¢ S94
Ae3tuLyag
60°0- 90°0- 01°0- 80°0- 06E (61 sdeyuaq
A3UMOBWOH B aw0d3g 03
SPUIIU] JUSPUOTSIY 4BYIIYM
000" 861" 91°0 21°0 81°0 €1°0
€0°0~ 92°0 90°0- 0£°0 9 6 +5
20°0- 60°0 00°0- (0°0 28T vy ¥
€0°0 1070~ ¥0°0 10°0- 86¢€ 26 £
€0°0 00°0 €0°0 10°0 G99 £82 2
£€2°0- 20°0 92°0- G0°0 08 2 1
11°0- 60°0- €1°0- 21°0- 85 €9 0
921§ Aiwey pa3a|dwo) pa3dLpaud
000" 1217 €2°0 21°0 $2°0 SI°0
21°0- t1°0- $1°0- 91°0- ST €€ 43430
T1€°0- 00°0 82°0- ¢0°0 2l 62 Jtuedsiy
€0°0 20°0 €0°0 €0°0 6.2110Y uotseone)
£2°0- 9170~ £€€°0~ (T°0- 65 82 3oelg
€€°0- S0°0- 2€°0- 21°0- ¥s 92 LejuataQ
T-RIWENY]
ERLN
290" 9/0° 80°0 €1°0 L0°0 €1°0
$1°0 0170 20°0 (0°0 S 8p 48y30
/3u3pnis peuy
20°0- S0°0- €0°0- v0°0- 0L €€l 401l uag
90°0 S0°0 90°0 90°0 6T 591 JoLunp
€0°0 10°0 €0°0 00°0 v2e 8¢ a.ouwoydog
20°0- 80°0- 20°0- 60°0- 8 16 URWYS 344
w:umum Jdlwapely
9861/€861 9861/£861 9861/€861 9861/€861 9861/£861 9861/£861
4 30 *b1g el9g “A3Q “fpy e33 uoLjeLAaag N Ka0633e3/3 | qeLaep

aSeyddng 03 Sue|d IUIPUOASIY BY3 SWOH 4O PuLly

9y3 40 sisA|euy uoLyRDLLSSRL) B dLY(NK

‘¢ alqel



Housing and Society, Vol. 15, No. 1, 1988

Table 3. Importance of home ownership

"How important do you "How important
think it is for every is it to you
American to be able to personally to
able to own his/her to be able to
own home? own your own

1983/1986 1983/1986 1983/1986 1983/1986

"Not important at all 29% 27% (255) (385) 14% 8% (134) (116)
"Quite important" 45 57 (433) (835) 36 43 (357) (624)
“Very important" 26 16 (281) (234) 50 49 (489) (716)

100% 100% (969) (1454)100% 100%(980)(1456)

CONCLUSIONS
CRITIQUE

This replication was undertaken to verify Hohm's results and to compare two
samples. No attempt was made to alter the format of Hohm's survey questions
or his method of analysis. However, future research in this area should strive to
improve both measurement and analysis. Hohm's questions yield nominal, ordinal
and interval unidimensional variables which limit the type of analysis techniques
that can be used. His choice of multi—classification analysis is appropriate for his
level of measurement, but each analysis is limited to only five independent
variables. An attempt should be made to improve the survey questions so that
more sophisticated variables can be constructed and higher level multivariate
analysis can be used.

A more specific concern centers around the conceptualization of the three
questions about tenure and structure—type: "Do you think you will purchase a
home sometime in the future?”, "What kind of home do you think you might
purchase?’, and "Do your parents own their own home?” In today's society,
residential mobility and migration are very likely. Respondents’ parents could have
both owned and rented dwellings at sometime in their life cycle. Also, parents
could have divorced and the respondents may not know which parent to
reference. As for the respondents’ expectations, they may expect to first rent
dwellings, then own a mobile home or condominium, eventually own a single—-
family home and finally rent a retirement apartment. Questions on tenure and
structure—type need to clarify the referents for the respondent.

Finally, the R’ for three of the four analyses is very small, less than 0.12.

Additional variables need to be included in future studies to better explain the
variation in student expectations and attitudes about home ownership.
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