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"an 00 erefeed is an attitud-L (lo, p. a1). while his

statenent apgelred to he a ¢ood deal overdrann to man?

sociolcgiwt (3), a nuibnr “f invest'gators were stixulatad

to exani:e the usefulness of the cancept as an ennlanation

for a Wide variety of social behavior. tnce the concept

UGO;e e:Molished, r. 4. hi port, Shurntone, DO‘ard‘n,

likert, Droba, and others ”evelOped procedures for geasur-

'n;;ttitufe At the sane ixe, d. T. and r. f. nllport,

Janiel natz, Bain, iaris, and l:-s:-\r did a great deal

toward forning a sustematic theoretical interpretation of
II

r .
‘
I

the concept (13, “. ll}. Lheir conclusions in gen ral agree
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’fie corcegt of attitude is p b- 1v the goat

' 9

:3 c

ristlnct1¢c anu inisceisil conc pt 1:1 cuteorary

ameiican social 3s cnolO3y. Lo ot1e1 ter‘ eludil

nore frequently ill Ageliicntal and theoretice-l

literature (2, p. VQQ).

according to gore recent Uritings, the concept has grow

in interest and has continued to naintein its i;tortanc=

up to tne gresent daV. etrauss, however,

"the COUICGt oesgite its ke3 igportance, is narkei by

1.1oer1bl“ confusion” (16, p. 329). fie reuarks that a

great deal of the lisunderstrndin

come from a t*1uoncy to use the concept as a ”common sense

ex; anation" rather than as a “general causel ex:lanetion .

4fter Iv’lcin3 tie reerese :2ttive centerporary

usees of the tern ettituie, onerif and Cantril have con-

.L. < 3

eluded tnat the characteristic oi attitudes which is intenuea

most freoue ly is ” a functional stauaof reauizieas” of tne

CT?&H184 (lo, 9. 17). we srlall aunere to th s general

neaning in our discussien.

ine Leasurenent of attitudes has been of such wide

(
0

preafi interest that by the present tine, measurenent of

been undertaken. Murphy (10) writes that a large part of

this nterest seens to Le based on the nope of findin;

general attitudes thic “ can be related to general Zehavior

traits. This inelies that once such connections have been



estaslishei, the tas: of pro ictin; behavior becogg

gerely the task 01 geasurin; the attitude.

in tse past few years a unber of feneral attituae-

trait connections of th's sort ;.ve been isolatea, and

sone of these hive been submitted to con-iierable investi-

gation. outstanaing exa plea of general attituces, union

aggea"-r to h re i;mtoitance in the organizing and directing

of tenavior, can be seen in herif and Cantril's w rk on

ego attitudes (lo), aLd the work of Adorno, levinson,

frenaol-Brunswik, and others on tile attitude of ethno -

centris: (l).

Laerif and Cantril have denonstrateo that with the

possession of certain stron: attituaes, there are persist-

ent tendencies toward omission of details from the percep-

tual field contrastin:a with the attitude, and tendencies

for the perceptual field to actively con::ron'se with the

attitude (15). LL.1jor conclusions 1'nic1 they nave drawn

from their find n3s are that social attitudes Clay a part

in detHr;inmgchat is Ecrce ived, and that the ancunt of

-‘

this influence is ueepeendezlt u1on two things: the axount

of ambiguity present in the situation, and the degree to

vhich accurate perception is a threat to seli-esteen

(15, p. £7).

The work of adorns, Lrenkel-Lrunstik, and Levinson

on the attitude of ethnocentrism (1} has developed as flirt
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deleted to the influence of attitudes on regiession

is a stuiy of the effect of failure upon recall of tasks

by hosenzwe'g and mason (lb). They sresen‘ed each of

forty children with s'np e ji sax puzzles. lac: child was

given a tine period for the nuszles wnich allowed him to

finish only half of the totl nuzsber. at tde end of each

uncongleted puzzle, it vas suggested that the subject had

faile' the task. After the series, the child Was asked

to recall the nanes of the puzzles. Although the Zei;arnik

effect Lvould favor recall of the uncompleted puzzles, these

were renembered less requen y than the oncleted ones.

Another study with similar findings was en enterinent

by Levine and “urchy on tie learning and for

written material corresponding and conflicting with

attitudes (9). They chose groups of five individuals of

Opposing strong politics attitudes, and presented th-

L
sassajes, one conform n3 with theirgroups with written

group political attitude, and the other antagonistic to it.

The naterials were presented for five consecutive Lieeks

and neasures oi‘ both le'rning and forgetting were obtained.

‘, .- L ”- . ' ‘, --.n. ,4--1 ' .m. ",-\- ‘5'». '-- -‘ ‘«~. ‘, ‘L‘ . 'I W L._‘ +-‘ __‘_"

-1drca Lita nateii l defuldl_; 11th thlthQEQ, theys
.

U
)

(
D

(
1

found are receive decrease; in learnin: and inc;easc-s

in forgetting for the material csnflictin: tith attitud s.

This difference reached si nificanc_, in one ;rouu, onlv
4. U‘

for forgeztin; and this in the later gart of the e:{:eri-



nent, but was significant both for learning and f rgettin;

throughout the trials of te ot1er croup.

a stu y 1‘y Eruner and oOOdnan (1) dononstrnted the

influence of value azir need ugon perception. five groups

cnildren Lere cnosen from "Rich” and ‘:oor” economicO H
)

"rouse, and were asked to stirate the sizes of coins fron

one cent to a half dollar with an adjustable soot of light.

rheir results shofied that the estimations of the floor

sroup consistently exceeded those of tne Iich groug, both

in the remembered condition was the 5re1tsst.

An excerinent shouiL; nerce:

fornsnce with expectition was conircted hr Brunor and

Postman (5). oubje C's were tecnittoscouically shown

incongruous trick cards rith color reversals sucn as a

— ‘3 W . ‘ '5‘ -‘~ 5 I ‘~ ‘7“ r ‘-¢ 4‘ "“ " L" 1‘. I .- ' "‘ fl“ 6

red sir o1 sLad s. 1n a l r1e nunoer of c1ses, the per—

-\— " .' w . -- \ 'w ‘- 1 L' r t . (1 r 17' f' ' I" "7‘1“ . ' 1 ‘ 'L. 1‘. P 1‘ . '1’ a

Cast was a c111ron se. 1or Cudwgls, the red 511 O1

7" u K: (W ‘ 1 ~ '| ‘ I? '3 . ‘ " 'fl ('1 ‘-\ ‘l 'r. 'q l .3 r: ' - ". ‘F‘ (f! ‘1" .’ 'Q C, "V W1 “4 ' -V i

'v“ \A ‘ \A-L .4. - uh “I 5- ‘ \J N! \J ‘ ~/'Lr\ —r .l ..A—813 es cec« 6 title , ;u 1 c ~11 s_1uc o- a 1urp e

r ‘ .C' _“." L -~_ /

u ..x OJ. 118v~rt~a (d, J." .1i) 0

L.) ‘ " ) 1 ‘\ C -‘ ‘ 1. 1 'fr‘. . ‘~1 I " d, ‘f1*'f~r\ ‘31:) C 1‘

‘\01L‘\1Cil bauea 451.50 6 L‘b‘ 1....vn On .1611 aLdfo LI-J.V \l

pen are the results of rartia l renressions that form a
.L .-

. " "r “'1 g I“! 3‘ f: . a I """ ‘L 1‘ ‘L' “I ‘

connronis“ betueon an ebo-tn eatenin 1n1ulse and the

. ,— \ r ... , ,1 4- . ‘ L \ _ ' r- .1 -~-'~ , vr r‘ r~ +- :3

tendency to perform an alternate seeially dJurOVeg ct (a).
~-.

.-- .3. ‘ ,1 4. ' .. 1. 1.. 1-. 1 ‘.

a quantitative g1en01enonH
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according to Freud,
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45Icn 5c55 not unly u‘on t c re.5555e5 153Ll5e t5el 5ut

also urin all ‘5scci tio5 with it ’11 invvree prepcrtion

incivi

C1wL-..~ri;_)

U ('7 ).sed'

(
1
:
:

to recall material

:uels log in prejueice.

1.. 4 ,5, +5 ,5 3; -.

-Llo .‘....C uILQeLM up€3L3

.431 lo ‘51& 541;;i31-5rcayiicemi.55 161E3;3 c-n

3;otc_;5L;5I55I555;tin; ecudl 5 er; cf dale 525

f5;& e unites 5n; .egroee. Lie fullo in 5-555 w‘re

equally istributed b7 race an; 5e: to t-e iaces

8&0531 axit5, grey, 5ree'ne, 5:0 n, 515ch, lynch,

geet, Cole, 55iti,lJone5, LJW, 511 $503. fine as

Jud ed each 3L005 53h for fr encline55 or un:ri5:5-

Le5e. rhen follo ed a t35r fer Incigental reclll.

Ine gigs-frejucicei gr053 recalleq the n5gee 5 5y,

CIe5ne, and 53333 signifiC5zitly xcre often t1.n tLe

lc"-l1judiced frcup to both 5egrc 55d ”hit laces.

fie lo.-3rejucicei gr3u3 recalled the nage aener and

save ”$0 r“““eh5a5” Sign fiCfiuth gore ofte; thgn the

high-3rejuiiced :rcup to both legro and "gite fa es.

Ine freruen07 of recall of the various males to the

Le;ro 5‘; “5i ue f5ce5 was not 5ignificantlv cifferent

fch eech oth5r iIiica , th5t 3re'udic iéifict

gegroes 553 be a 1;anife:t:ticn of a gore perve5ive

5'53nthr03y (1:, 3. 55;).

In 5150553 3; -C.LL

“re5t”r recall of

-. - . .1-- . I u '- «r: L - +3

“eze re5uiL5, “oneeca 3UInt55 out 5i5t

' ‘0" -\ ~rs a (5‘ 4 "’ .' " ‘ " -' V‘ ”N q‘ "‘ ‘ ‘-

t.e n5.55 5r5~ creene 55d 3503 or
J 9 9

to su3port bot: t:

greudii5 hygothe5is tL-t slip actions are 3arti l regression

0" c~53’0515e fOJIltigne, 5;; th= fincin e thet the 35rct3tual

field tends to 5 lietcrte5 in the d°:’ctica o” confer 5nce

with a strum 5ttitule. 5e 5150 r5portee tfi5t the Si aifi-
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3

Moreover, no c1fzcrenc(
'
3

. G 1

'1 x 'H:- 1 "a *r 'n 11 r -

4.4.]- 44V+141 -. .LO- :1_ 3-1uk-

.1

L4

line 3 sAculd occur within prejucice grou33(
’
3

bet een tAe Le;ro and wAite pnotos.

. no differences are exwected in frequency of re-F
!

(
3
‘

call of vurious ertionelly-loxded names or

neuut:;l nA;,s bet een Negro and ”TAite ghctoc for

reuse differing in cegree of grejudice.

11. Since tAe distortions in recall of nine; acre fcuni to

be functicns of

experigent, the general Agpathesis that such distor-

t be _Jrc:crtisnel to cejree of prejudicetions mi“‘
L)

4. . - ‘,- ——~,

taeA AyJo-
A

seeAed artAy of ifv,c.1i'*1cn. It was

tAesized in line 'iti em;lier finii njc tA: :
i
'
b

F
S

(
D

(
1
.
1
.

C ‘
3
1

H O (
7
)

11a. In geneiel, the :rctcr the derree c

the greAter the anticipated freqiency o

of th followin: nAnes, indicative of recall by
‘1'

H
-

eiiilarity or zxzpryg se: lgnnri, .lacg, crown,

I ‘-'A -‘-‘r .‘ . .3 'I" v

9'1 etude , Liflkl Urafo

IIb. Convereely, the less tAe prejudice the greAter

(
D

the enticipmed ireTAUncy of iecall of th

following nAAes, indicative of recall by con-

trAAt or of tolerAnce of enbiguity: Unite,

Lest, AnitA and ther ieutral nznes.
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Asterials

The materials consisted of two sets of thirty-two

photo;IApls, a tilted rack for the photogrApLs, and

record blanks.

The tIO sets of photographs were identical except

that Set 1 had names printed beneath the photos while

set ll had no names. the pictures were cardboard-hacked,

enents of front-face views of individuals

showing head and neck, obtained frOA police files.

The thirty-two photos were conposed of eight female

and eight hale negro
V

s, and eight fenale and eight male(
I
!

whites. Ages were judged to range from twenty to fifty

years of age. After randomly assigning connon first

names to reduce the one value of the surnames, one of

the ei;ht surnames -- Aest, Jhite, Gray, Greene, Brown,

Black, Lynch, and smith -- was assigned to one of the

eight individuals in each of the above four race and sex

groupings. A coxplete list of the names is found in

Table 1.

The rack was a tilted platform of plywood designed

to give maximum visibility to the pictures.. The record

form was an 8% A ll mimeographed sheet with a five-point



TABLE I

\T - -,‘1 '1 0—1 ‘ ‘.-P‘ 9 W'N .-. . .',.,,~‘ ... .,—\ .—— T... . "‘1 I lWfi .__-,-. . .,'., l' "’1" .‘

.. 1 ‘ I . . :-. -' «U ' ‘ , ~ ' I ’ it -. ’

4.ILs\-s.1~) - ‘44.) H rusty ...-J U--\IIJAo .5-u V4.11 UL‘ L-“ .LLU ..VJ

_ H-'—.'*—.—‘- “—- -.——- -—.—-‘ ‘AHQ---—.--- -‘ - -- -- *‘C. I'ID—--.-.— - ...”- , —‘ - ...—.I a‘dfi—O “—-

7.... ”...—...... _._...---- A-.-.-..._. -.....“-. .- --. ..._. ---..- .-..-. .- u..._»..-...-.._.-_ ”mm—...... .. --.-......

 
 

hale Heiress
 

John Greene

Fred Gray

Charles Lynch

Ralph Blacn

Peter Brown

Robert White

Frank Best

William Shith

kale Uhites
 

Fred Greene

Jillian Gray

Robert Lynch

JaAes Black

Frank Brown

Charles White

John Best.

Walter SAi h

 

Female fiegroes
 

Betty Greene

Mary Gray

Dorothy Lynch

Edith Black

dhirley Br an

Ann Nhite

Helen Best

Joan Smith

..-

Female Whites
 

Ann Greene

\"'T' r. i n,
1.. t- A c

)
H m «
a

Lary Lynch

‘

Baroara Black

Helen Brown

Jean White

Joan Best

Dorothy Snith

. ‘-

 
-- ._ ._..



scale of friendliness at the tOp, and thirty-two spaces

for recording responses to the photographs, an exaiple of

which appears in Appendix A.

. subjects

After adhinistration of Levinson's ten-iteh Athno-

centrism Scale (1, p. lCB-le} to approxihately 250 collefie

s0phomore and junior students, three groups of thirty

subjects each, half male and half female, were selected.

rhese we shall call respectively ”highs,” ”hiddles,” and

”Lows." The highs .ere the thirty students obtaining the

h';hest scale ratings for ethnocentrisn, the Riddles were

those scoring most centrally between the Aighs and Loss,

and the Lens were those having lowest scale ratings.

To guard against connection with the later experi-

ment the h Scales were given in classrooms by instructors.

Also only data from subjects who reported no fore-hnowled e

of the test on guestion 1 (see p. is) or association of

the scale with the experihont mere used.

rrocedure

The subjects were tested individually.

At the beginning of the experiment 3 provided him-

self With four blank mimeographed record forms like those

shown in Appendix A, and Bets 1 and ll of the photographs.
V
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to look at each one carefully, and write down t1e nanes of

C
"

L

Q

’
d

(
D

H 0
’
)

O :
3

m (
D

7 here in these spaces. after you have

for friendliness alongdone that, rate the picture (
2
)

five-point scale you see at the tOp of the page. her ex-

a-ple, if you think the person is very friendly, write

dov.n nunber l he;e; if you think the person is sonewhat

friendly, write number e; if you think he is neither friend-

8

’
J
a

ly nor unfriendly, write down nu ber 3; if you think he

.
.
.

somewhat unfriendly, nuhber a; and if you think he is ver;

unfriendly, put down lumber 5. no you have any QUOStiOHS.

before we be;gin“” set I of the photogrnphs was then pre-

sented in a oresrIln . d rand0:1 order. for all four pre-

sentations of ictures, L began by plac'nj the cards face

down in front of himself, and then settinj the:r C t
5

(
D 3

k
,

one on the ra K so thlt they were clear y visible to the

subject.

Eh Speed of p"esentation was die ta tedby s. it

was never more than ten seconds per card, and showed
J.

little variation from subject to subject.

W”?

ter cogpletion of the presentation, 5 immediately

renove d the response sheet and supplied a fresh one.

Kart II. Set ll of the pictures was couposed of
 

the same 52 photOjr phs prearranged in a random order
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reii inarv consideratupns. ine dif-cr ences :et een

the groups in IBCJll of the hi; s do not appear to be due

, ~o..- -i--

to any uiilerenCes in "Jlllof

j ' _, .H I. 1 .1 p: .L.‘.

n1 ns .ecnileu le.o o. the negro and 17.;

to learn the na es. ghe

-, ,. .11 _‘- ‘

per cent or the

white faces correctly. -hc -iddles recalled rospe tiv el'r

ls.b and l5.0 per cent, 1nd the rows 1;.0 and 1..; per cent

correctly. since there

11th the faces with

CHI-3.11108 1'53 e‘
('7

NJ

eight differe

egual freque

I --. ..J ~L- n.‘ ,3 x y“..-‘ 4\ 1v- . ~\ .- '+ '51-'7-

J‘IL/‘toC bel apql ux.l...-:i LIL 3

3 +' .21 '. fi CW

A1 U iA-.-e t.) LA JEE‘G"I'lI1-.

ncy, correct recall

once

1L.o per cent of the tine. T4 indicate tie <r=sence of a

learning factor which .‘ulu -e l us_y bias the resul. ,

correit :eCall

frequertly tnan this.

hypothesis predicted

friendliness of

of prejudice

be no differences within the

,q

u?.ju :xnrts'bet.een the

that ratin~

would

Mi

" m ,. -..1, '4. 1. .. .

negro and “Albe photos.

to occur considerably n

.-

of elative

SI‘Sbe inv e to the degree

that there would

jh, ineroucs
La .0.

ypothesis

 

was tested by first finding the means for each subiect of

the sivteen friendliness juc'lents to the negro photos,

and the sixteen friendliness ignents to the White photos.
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TABLE II

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE MEAN UNFRIENDLINESS SCORES FOR

THE HIGH, MIDDLE, AND LOW GROUPS

AND NEGRO VS. WHITE PHOTOS

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source of variation df F p

Between:

High, Middle, and Low groups 2 .70 NS

Between:

Negro vs. white photos 1 12.26 (.01

Interaction 3 .01 NS

TABLE III

MEANS OF THE FRIENDLINESS RATINGS GIVEN BY HIGH,.MIDDLE, AND LOW

GROUPS TO NEGRO AND WHITE PHOTOS,

AND T RATIOS BETWEEN THE MEANS OF THE NEGRO AND WHITE PHOTOS

W

  

Negro White df t 1)

High 2.9 3.2 59 2.76 < .01

Middle 2.8 3.1 59 2.62 < .05

Low 2.8 3.0 59 1.34 ms

 

 

' The values represent group means of ratings along the fivedpoint

scale:

1, very friendly; 2. friendly; 3, neither friendly nor

unfriendly; 1!, imftiendly; and 5, very unfriendly.
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TmE V

CHI SQUARE ANALYSIS OF OVER-ALL DIFFERENCES IN

FREQUENCY OF RECALL or mums

 

 

Source Chi square

 
 

Total Chi square

A. High—Middle -Low

B. Negro vs. white

Interaction A B

P

80.37 35 < .01

26.22 11+ < .05

38.97 7 < .01

15.18 14 NS
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As i’or hypothesis lla predicttin5 greater recall of the

nanes Lynch, Black, BrOWn, Greene, and Gray, Table VI shows

that only the names Lynch and Black reached a satisfactory

level of si5nificInce for tile 2e5ro photos. Of these nanes,

Lynch reached the 5 per cent level and was recalled hos

frequently by the middle group. Black apyroached the 5 per

cent level, and Was recsIledi ost freequently by the IOWs.

Both of these results run counter to our predictions in

hypothesis Ila. The only nahes concerni: 5'H3gothesis Ila

to be recalled With significant differences for the White

photos Were the names Black, and Greene, Which eached

the 2 per cent and l per cent levels respectively. Black,

as for the fiegro photos, was recalled most frequently by

the Lows. Greene Was recalled rm st frequently by the

Middles. Both of these results give evidence a3ains t

Hypothesis Ila.

None of the results shown in Table VI reach d si5nifi-

canoe for H3pothesis IIb, namely that the nanes White, Bes ,

and Neutral nanes tend to be recalled most frequently by

those low in prejudice. The nahe Best, Which shOWed the

5reatest diflerenccs betneen prejudice groups to both Hegro

and White photos, Was given most frequently to the Negro

photos by the LOWS, and most frequently to the White photos

by the highs. The trend was toward sugport of the hypothesis

for Kegro photos, and toward rejection for the White photos.
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DISCUQQIQI

The general hypothesis that differences in attitude ‘

tend to produce differences in structurization of the per-

ceptual field (1, 4, 6, 9, 12, 13, 14) was uplield in the

present study. Diff ences in attitude between group

were found to produce significant differences in recall of

nanes to Kegro and White photos.

Our results concerning nisanthrOpy show that both

Hypothesis Ia,oredict ing that friendliness judgments

would be functions of misanthrony, and Hypothesis lb, re-
‘ *

0

dieting that recall of nanes would be functions of misan-

thrOpy, Were rejected beyond the l per cent level by both the

analysis of variance of friendliness judgnents an the Chi

square analysis of frequencies of recall of the nanes.

t nisanthrogiy sgiven by indi-

“mud.

vidual analyses of group differences \TableQJV) between

(
0

1‘11‘
1
'
)

Additional evidence a
a

J

photos for the three orejudice rrouio. Friendliness judg-

3

4 nts were found to be significant betWeen the photos of

the High and Middle groups , and the differences between

photos in recall of nanes were found to be significant for

the Highs only. Althouh these andlyses show no significant

dii‘f er ences between 1e.jro and W1ite photos for the LOW group,

the Keutral names show significant differences between



photos for this group beyond the 1 per cent level. Thus

we find that Hypothesis Ia has been rejected for the high

and hiddle groups, and hypothesis lb has been rejected for

every group.

The rejection of flypthesis lb seems to be contradic-

tory to hokeach's findings in an earlier study. Une of our

finding noted in Table 1V suggested at least a partial ex-

planation of why this has occurred. in Table 1V it was seen

that the dighs were the only group which showed a signifi-

cant total Chi square for recall of all the names between

the Negro and white faces. This difference for the High

group was significant considerably beyond the 1 per cent

level. The fact that differences in recall to the negro

and white photos given by both the Low and hiddle groups

were not significant suggests that there is a range of pre-

judice extending well into the high end of‘the prejudice

continuum, which does not respond to differences between

Negro and white photos with any consistency. It appears

possible that at least some of Rokeach's high-prejudiced

subjects might have fallen within this range, and thus

failed to produce any significant group differ noes in

recall between the photos.

It is interesting that of the four nanes shown in

Table IV for which differences between the Kegro and White

photos were found for the High group, the nanes Brown and

Greene were recalled more frequently to Negro photos,



while the name Best and Len a1 na1e were recalled nore

frequently by the High group to white ph tos. This sujjests

that for the High group names given to Ee3ro photos are

given in line wi.h a 3wr judiced attitude, and converselv

that .aa';es relatively less su33estive of prejudice are more

likely to be given to white photos. Althou3h this findinr

adds further weii3ht a3ainst the nisanthropy hy3> thesis, it

c
+

vs to substantiate the broad 3:renis e underlyin3 Hypothes{
.
5

{
.
1
4

8

I

lie nd IIb, nanely, that attitudes tend to produce distor-{1
3‘

tions in recall such that what is recalled is consistent

with the attitude.

Turning to our hypotheses re3ardin3 recall of nanes as

functions of de3ree of prejudice, we fi 11d that-for Hypothesis

11a, predicting greater recall of the na es Lynch, Black,

Greene, and Gray by the High group, that there is no 513.1fi-

cant evidence (Table VI) in favor of the hypothesis, and

that significant evidence against it occurs for the na es

Lynch, Blacr, and Greene. The two of these nanes which

Hoheach found were recalled significantly more often by the

Hi3hs, Lynch and Greene, were recalled more

the present study by the Middle L-Ioh

.1..

group. t should be p inted out that these firdin3s do not

necessarily conflict with those of Boreach, who enployed

only a high and low group in contrast to the present study

wherein High, hiddle, and Low 3roups were used. Our



7

_\ ~Y~" a o

eneral n;notnes1s
Q 9 ..L'

findin3.s, furthermore, contradict our

II, which predicted that differences in recall are propor-

tional to the degree of attitude manifested. while the

nane Black was recalled to both negro and white photos

7

most often by the highs, next most often by the Liddles,

and least often by the Lows, the other names, Lynch and

Greene, did not follow this pattern.

The absence of any si3niiicant findin.s bearing upon

Hypothesis Ilb, namely that tlie nanes fihite and Best and

leutral nahes will be recalled nore fr eouently by those

lower in prejudice, is difficult to explain adequately.

Perllaps the most cautious expla1nation is that the relative-

ly Keutral nanes retained in the present experiment, namely

Snith, names other than those presented with the photos,

and "no resspor1se", were less salient for the characteristic

of "neutrality" tha1 the Leutral esponses showing signifi-

ant differences in Rokeach's experim nt.

Our findin3s, in general, regardi13 differential

recall of names produced for Negro and white photos by

groups high, middle, and low in prejudice, show that signi-

ficant recall differences occur, but that they occur con-

siderably differently between the three 3roups than they

did between the hi3h- and low-prejudi ced 3roups in Roheach's

earlier study. While other factors can be seen to partially

-.

account for specific points of difference between this and
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Rokeacn‘s study, Levinson's suggestion that the middle

group tends t ward more erratic and conflicting ehavior

than either the high or low group (1, p. 968) may, in a

general way, account for the surgrising amount of differ-

ence in the findings.
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. .

_ _ . ) h _l-- ,

1 \ ,- -.. A --- ~'--' - ~ -" ‘
middle, a-d 101 in 5: Judice Jere eloyed. Tiese sub-

. A 4. q \ 1‘ ..L, ~ 1" 5 . j J a .5 , .-, ’ \ ..

JVCbS d”r3 330d} gxotoéra_ls oi unirtl-LJO faces. of

u ‘. .-. ‘ _ a _ .1 A! ... ’2‘ ",- .. ‘ : a .‘--?" .L- ‘ ,_‘. - '. -. o -‘

tnese, eivnt Jere negro Males, eiwnt ncho Lemalcs, eiJht

white nales, and ei,h‘ W1ite fe-ales

The Moll .113 nages \:'ere dis riouted to these gnoto-

;rap:s equally by race and Six: Lynch, Black, Brown,

Greene, Gray, inite, Best, and Sniti. Tue subjects judged

each of the gnotoreens on a five-yoint s ale ior de ree
.,_I

,-.. ,3 H“, r ..L‘- d, . -. u, .- 4. . .. ., .., . V

of Lrlbuullue . Luefl tne sane :40u0wrggis were slow;

-. '. 1 , .. ' n .z..: , ' ..-! ..4. 4—2, ...,-. .- . r, 1-,- +‘.

again, out tlis time niunout tne “ales a ,ed, and cue

subjects were tested for incidental reca'll of the names.

one iygotnes 3 tested was to the ei:ec t that distor-

O

tions in recall are a fun tion or neral nieamtgropy

D

(
[
1

factor rather tha: nostility to 35301110 ni1orit" 5‘0ups.

It was found, however, that tie sub ects in :eneral res-

,onded with Sifllific;tly nostility towa d Lejro

pnotos than tOWar' waits photos. Furthergore, it was

found that tne white yhotos were in general judged signlli-

i “.1.. - .fiq 5. - . ‘. 1 - ‘.,.,,. '3, r: ,. , --‘-. 4- -. e. .14-

cantlj less iriendl; tnan tne negro globes. inese results



(
:
1

h
)

are contrar3 to Roheach's findin3s that hi3h-p1ejudiced

subjects respond with greater hostility than low-

prejudiced subjects to white as well as Negro photos.

Thus, {okeach's misanthropy hygothesis is rejected at

a significant level of confidence.

A second :ypotiesis was to the ei‘fect that with

increases in prejudice there should be increases in the

7"

frequency of recall of the names Lynch, Black, arown,

Greene, and Gray. Conversely, wiuh decreases in preju-

dice there should be increases in the recall of th

names White and Best and heutral names. n general,

these expectations were not confirmed.

However, it was found that in general, attitude was

an important factor in deternin' n3 recall. The nanes

Lynch and Greene were recalled with significantly greater

frequency by the hiddle 3roup than by the :i3h and Low

groups, and the na1e Black was found to be recalled with

significantly greater frequency by the Low group than by

the Hi3h and Liddle groups. It was also found that the

hi:3h group recalled four of the names with significant

differences between hegro and white photos whereas the

hiddle and Lev groups showed significant Re3ro-white

differences for only one name.
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