












TABLE 1. Sample Characteristics

• Age Mean in years
46

• Years in the Legislature
Mean in years

8
Male Female

• Gendera 85% 15%
House Senate

• Chamberb 80% 20%
BA or More Less than BA

• Education 76% 24%
Rural Urban

• Rural or Urban Legislative Districtc 24% 76%
Republican Democrat

• Party Affiliationd 52% 48%

a Actual legislature is split 77% (male) to 23% (female)
b Actual legislature is split 75% (House) to 25% (Senate)
c This is consistent with Florida districts which are predominantly urban and suburban
d Actual legislature is split 64% (Republican) to 36% (Democrat)





TABLE 2. Attitudes of Legislators About the Propriety of Contracting IMHT
Services to Private Organizations

Answer to question: To what extent do you feel it is proper for state governments to con-
tract with private for-profit and not-for-profit organizations for the involuntary care and treat-
ment of that small minority of the mentally ill who are a danger to themselves or to others?

• Not appropriate 29.2%

• Neither appropriate nor inappropriate 23.6%

• Appropriate 47.2%

(N = 72, Za = 1.77, p < 0.004)
a Kolmogorov-Smirnov single sample test

TABLE 3. Relationship of Selected Variables to Legislative Perceptions of the
Proprietary Contracting for the Involuntary Care and Treatment of the Men-
tally Ill

Relationship Significant?a

Personal Characteristics

• Age No

• Education No

• Gender No

Political Characteristics

• Years in the Legislature No

• Chamber No

• Rural or Urban District No

• Concern About Public Employee Union Opposition
to Contracting for Services

No

• Party Affiliation Yesb

Attitudes About Accountability and Use of Coercion
by Private Organizations

• Accountabilityc No

• Appropriateness of Delegating Coercive Powers
to Non-Governmental Organizations

No

Belief About the Improvements in Efficiency and
Effectiveness when IMHT Is Contracted to Private Sector

• Efficiency Yesd

• Effectiveness Yesd

a Significance levels for dichotomous variables (Chamber, District, Party, Coercion and Gender) were determined
by using a Kolmogorov-Smirnov two-sample test which is comparable to a T-test, but more appropriate when the
test variables are measured by ordered categories (Blalock, 1979, pp. 266-267). All other significance levels were
determined using the Spearman Rho statistic (Siegel & Castellan, 1988, pp. 235-244)
b p < 0.01
c All respondents felt that accountability to the legislature was very important, so there was essentially no variance
on this variable
d p < 0.001
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TABLE 4. Hierarchical Regression Results

Block 1 Block 2 Block 3

Standardized Standard
Error

Standardized Standard
Error

Standardized Standard
Error

• Education 0.301 0.169 0.317 0.150 0.238 0.133

• District
(rural/urban) �0.003 0.403 �0.041 0.358 �0.113 0.319

• Age 0.190 0.018 0.246 0.016 0.269 0.014

• Gender 0.052 0.521 �0.087 0.479 �0.068 0.421

• Years in
Legislature 0.007 0.038 0.087 0.034 0.033 0.030

• Party 0.485a 0.317 0.310b 0.300

• Efficiency 0.458a 0.129

R2

R2 Change
F
P

0.096
0.096
1.046
0.402

0.305
0.208
3.508
0.006

0.476
0.171
6.087
0.001

a Significant at p < 0.001
b Significant at p < 0.02












