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It will be ‘voot1*3zed tiat IflCiVlCdalS' belief re"

forsnts will varr on s‘eeral dimc51sions, all derived

‘3 Ch“roe too H C
t
.

o W 6
7from no foxeacn model, accor

which tneir pCToU'alibJ oranizot

Overall Plan
 

In Chapter II, a UFVQPJ review 01' tnc empirical

and tncorLtial mats ial on the reference grodp con-

cept is presented, followed by ar e aldation and re-.
—

formdlation of this concept. Chaotcr III presents a

(
:
J

ricf 31-3 l'si s of lokoacn's model of Open—to~closod—

oliei—distolioi svstoms, the oorLticcl dedictions

irom n1s MOuUl, a» the sLLcific nJgotanLs 01 LAG

‘\(‘. " r‘~ - T r\ ' ‘fir\~ *- ' W \ \ '3 ‘f‘ "y 7" \ ‘w V .: I' ' (V V: A '7'.

C(mfigth’ J, cmil t1nudtc“ Jl CCAytai.g3 two (gisc.Jsior1131

(
v

h
t
)

tnoS’ indin s. Ins invcstigation s s nwarizod in

Chapter VII.

on is oper or closed.
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\ 1-3 ' 4 f], V:— ~ -2. - . , ..

(J ,‘\.1 CI. Llr ‘3 VIKJK.) .. (Ll-.21.}. Ix}; bs,1-‘\7kl'—I—JI— NJ JILL (.: (Kl C,:L 1"}:; DC.) (Aka I“.

) 4‘— ' \v ‘ fl E‘ e -- 1 ‘fi « ~ A w -'

90 -L; lui’ C- c, J '(‘Lu uuk‘d Oi QJL-t LI? 101‘ .1 LLM '7 11 5113 1L“

evalLation is tnat of tLe refererce :rooo. The theo—

retical oeuuotations of this term will as elaborated

later in this cnapter. Tue refere c“ fireap concept

. r- n - ' '5‘ ,« - ‘1 1' ’1 " .1 ‘ ”" ‘ ~ I i O. ‘2" " ~ \ t ' “I“ '3 " . . r‘ v

Lotally Peicl‘b LA.) ‘L,1_()‘Lv.3 “£01.95 W.LL.l1 Whithz p.11; l.-L1.1V...Cl..1Lll

, ..1-V _ . ~, 1 . "i - 1—, r- . , “1-?- 0-, ,-.,,. ,1- .v 7 1. a, —' . .. ' L

CoLpares himfioll, or bug _roeos isom LLicu Le ostaiLs Lis

- _ ' . ‘. , .: 21,, -‘ , .‘g , ,, -j .l L ' . _. 1- -

(ChutLJ LL58, LJClLCLL‘), EL;.U Vale‘S CL..C4 LILLL'C” 1.5} SSS DO La:>‘

1‘1 1 J—‘ - . ‘ , - , r. ',L L 1 ,, 'W ' ., - A. A

LLULM ULLKIU‘I O [IJrL‘L “(1L)(D::3U:|S to A-QVU U‘\-;'\;li U-Lc I Lr‘bt.’ LII

ese tLis term, ranir the ecucert is lvsa in a staoy of

:oividal pCPCuptiOg of self~states. Tni” cxperireutal

~sis cemo1stratCo tLat Go’so1* shifted tLeir ow; sta~

tis evaliatio s according to tee groap wits wl vich tncy comm

It is oossisle to trace i'mscutat roots for this con—
4.

P

cept iL two i'ai:*l" diver;e1t realms of soczal science.

The first of these lies in tee thinkip, of sach theorists

as G. H. Head (27), who early noted that the idividaal

eXperienced himself as a person 0111v thro;;n the commaLi—

Gated evaluatiOAS of the other members of tse groups to

which he belou;ed. Head iailied to realise, however, that

groeps and ieoividaals other than these “memoership ,rolps"

were importa 1t refereLc e p01nts for tee inoivieal.

Anotmer, and possibly more significaat, basis for the

refereLce ,roop concept as later elao rated by figmau ago

otsers, lies in the researcn on llames of referesce. As

an example of this trend, tee investi ation of Chapman aLo
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1ere ce ‘r01p 0040603 is ased to pOiHC to a; assocLa—

ion of natau bole s amou_ wgom ope see’as to _ain, mala-

taiu, or e Laece his statas...a refere ce ;rolp is that

5r0uo in whica One desires to “rticipate...a 4rolp whose

P
r

<

K
}

5
1
‘

claims are paramoaht in sitaatio. reqairid;
‘1

U
)

snoice (5

p. 363)". Sherif (30) uses tne studies of social class

enters, to illustrate

this fchtion. Here, tue reference group for a ineu

i dividdal may se a other social class tnax the one to

which he obgectively belongs.

Turner ar;ues that this third usage is really _ot a

usage at all, ci in; l;er.atare i. wnich “the desire to be

accepted is depicted as the me hanism which leads to

adoption of tne values azd perspe0tives oi t:1e reierw“ce

- -2 .-- ' '- I: . .. . ...~, -, .:\ v a; , ..
qrocp (3(, p. 52{). me woald rather retain tue Iirst two

usages as “defiflitiOLS‘ o1 tee concept in terms of tee ef—

iects of reference grodp oe benavior, aid use tge third

IdmCCiOH LOCEG above as the mechanism by whicn the refer-

eace CFOup acts Oh the individaal.

A Lreakdown quite similar to that of Shitataui has

In its evaluation function,

\
(
J

been faruished by Kelle (k

"the reference group ismerely a sta':dard or check—point

J1.: 2.2 v *2 : ‘ ,. ,1-, -2 2.. an. , . 2-H . “M _ If in ,4,” M

WfiiCd he izclleaal moth 1d maul“ use p» ts cl himself

. It - A .- C" - I A ‘ W .1 ., u ,_ v w .. . ,

agd others (lo, p. 31;). SuLOleJ, the raiereuce ”rocp is

1 ‘_ ._ o ._ ,‘ O C “‘ '. I ‘_ ‘ 1‘" __ 1‘ 5 '3‘ - ' 7 '1‘

tne source of an lgUlVlQaal'S valaes . Ase lg Keller s

H

third usa;e, a refe euce rop is a groap in which the

indiv ica1 is motivated to gain or maintain acceptance.
 



V ,_,. ‘ a T 4‘ " ,_ ,p t 1‘ 1, f - f 4 ; (- -_ ..-< ._

tne ,ronp renxczs. lrpllcit here is the icea bhdb the

1" r ,f'» . . 1 '(\ , ‘ o \ \ ..4 ~ . - ‘1 _ o” _

Per/hrs of the reierence ,rodp otServe the person and

1v 1 r‘x "I" -/‘ 41~.~ "‘ 1'" ‘ ‘3 " "’3' '3’ «~11. 1- !' ~’ 4'
6. ~13 1at... hill, aIuJ L1..ch one I‘cioremce {,1 01.11;) 18 111 a

position to award reco,nition or withhold it (it, p.411,

Turner (5]) has attempted to inte ra te the first two

i ons of reference groups of Shioatani and Kelley with

the socioloic :11 concept oi “role taking.” When a refer-

ence group is the source of a person's values or perspec~

tives, Turner sees an immediate identity 01' meanih with

the role—taking cohr Mp.A ”One takes the role of a mem-

ter of the group, which is synonymous with having a 'psy-

chologically functioning memoership' (newcomo's term)

in the group, nd one adopts the ;roup's standpoint as

ehe's own (57, p. 327).“ According to Turner, a refer—

ence group as a point of comparison corresponds only

partially to ”certain meanings" of role—taking, namely,

taking the role of another from a ”third—party stand—

point (57, p. 327). ” Turrer s1rrarizes his position as

follows:

In g:r1eral, then, it appears that the con-

cepts of reierrence group ar1d role- taLir; re close-

ly related...Ihe terms 'rem'ere ce :roup' and 'rele—

.aht othe ' refer to essentially the same phenomena.

The re1erence group is a generalized other which is

viewed as having member roles aud'attribites inde—

' ly oi the individuals who compose it. (37,

 

What, we may reaS1aoly ask, is the theory or con—

ceptualization of personality underlyitg these varioas

theorized fanctioxs of the reference group concept? Why
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a» investigator 's able to define exactly the carre t

'ego attitaoes' o: the person, prediction of preseat or

Fatdre reference Wroaas is indeed difficalt. In additi 1-,
L

. ,, . u L A ,.-,W.n «a y. 3,. 3- )

tne proolem of ego attitace celineatiou is also qoi tc

An evaluation of tnese theoretical notions of the

referexce group comcept and its ;,sycholo;ical order—

pi:*irgs will be attempted followim; a sarvey of the re—

:
J

Review of the Literatlre on reference Groap Research
 

The first to use this concept to interoret experi—
‘-

l 32) who reanalyzed

(
U

\
omental findings was Hewconb (30,

his Ecsningtos Collee data izi teirs of refererce groups.

In essence, fis res lts indicated that individals, while

belortiu; to some membeisLip 4roap, did not gecessarily use

that ;r0ap as a point of reference in the formation or con~

firvatio; of attitdes, but often Lsed some other groap (s)

as refereatial points. In addition, he posited the o‘—

1stence of both positive and ne;ative reference
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behavior. To a considerable extent individpals rs"

invest different firo p with relevsrce for different

chh of the work dare on the reference frowp concept

appears to have been accorplishec by the soc oleists.

' o

Stern ard Keller (54), uszcg the reference fro p concept

f
.
)

3 sh explanatory variable in corpar1r; the Urxited Stetes

and tee French societies, taplltcd thef2e1*encv of in-

.-,.r« - 1M? 1 --.

d1vi i.e1 reierences to coth memuersh1p sd honomunbersrip

L
.
)

groups in a French secple. They dcfin refsresce grepps

‘ ‘ " ‘- ‘ /' '1‘ A . r’ '

as \POupS PGpFCSdhtat1Vn of 800'a }
-
_
J

4- :3 .

u cc of one'sM5: ts 01.;ts"
S

soc :1 environment." Tirtr—Ohe per cent of the total re?

Spons es were to I'loh—r.*e.ezt;bersh:ip groups, and sixty—1;?re per

cent of the refer<2hces were to membership groups. Their

conclusion is that French vales, beliefs, aid behavior are

not "‘bstlrtally inflzenced by the values of hon—membership

or "reference" froup s. Pointing to the differences betwees

these data and the use of non membership reference groups

1n the American society, they stress the res: of comparative

rather than universal reference iroup concepts.

In another 8001010031 aralvs«s rsih; the reference

group concept as an explanatory variable, Killian (20) theo—

rized that copflictin; group loyalties and cortrsd mtory

roles, res1ltihg from mgltiple fro p membership and/or

‘
4

reference, were signific.a:.t fcmcto s affectihj ihy'vicial

behavior in a crisis or disaster sit atiop. Other
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SCLtCG heretolore, :3 is clear Chat Lhe re rehce group con—

cept has two essehzially different KeauikQS or COLthatiOhS

in carreac research. In she f rs: esa;e, the reference fro-

has a compasatlve f3 COLOR: the person w:es Ihe sahcards or
 

LOFHS of a soclal ;rocp Lo evalaaLe his OWA performahce ago

behazlor. In chls coupexc, the referehce Qro3p is a Woco—

lo;lcal ex‘ce-slon of the f'are oi reference, a.d has the

meamih; originally ascribed *o in by Hymag (14) and the other

early workers in this area. icrher's (:3) receht sc3cy falls

w phi; chls coucepcual framew rk.

As the scarce for &x ihdivjdual's values, perspeczivcs,

atritudes, or beliefs, Lhe rcfere ce group appears so be

serving axoher naSL31. This 10T”fietfal f 3.3ctioh, describec
        

by rewconb (31), Sherlf (50), Shihabahl (bl), and obhers, de~

scrihes the referegce group as coxstlcupin; the WClluSpPihj

of the 'erSOu's modes of Lho3:hL agd belief. The work of

*
(
‘
W

Kewcomb(i2), Rose: (43, 44), and K831§J (l7) ls within Chls
.L

o

A Lhird possible f3 colon of referonce pr 4ps~—as

aspiracloL progps seems go; dlsslmllar no the compaatve
 

ase descrLLec earller, a3d has beeJ described as .‘he mecha—

hism gheerlylhé all referelce gr03p activity 0y Tarher (37).
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derives mos+ of his concepts, oelieis, ago values ‘rom the

social comma ipy l” which he lives, seems to have been ac—
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nag. Mrh la some way, 3.6 for some reason, aeopbs the ways
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mission in terms of their dynamic theory of e;o— or di-

rective—attitudes. the individual accepts the values and

beliefs of his associates in order to promote his psycho-

”some ody” Cy believin, aslogical integrity. He becomes

others do. He is accepted and wanted. Some of the diffi-

culties inherent in this approach have already peen put

forward. It is queStionanle if these ego—attidues can he

specified or pinned—down; even if they could he the pro-

cesses ty which the transmission and acceptance of beliefs

occurs are Still undefined in the Sherif—Cantril model.

An alternate conceptual explanation is availasle in

the models proposed Ly some of the coynitive theorists,

notatly Krech and Crutchfield (22) and Rokeach (3f, 39).

In these approaches, the person views the world in terms

of his acquired beliefs, expectancies, hypotheses, or con-

cepts, all of which describe coynitions or systems of co;-

nitions, in terms of which the external world is comprehended.

A reference group, or more generally, any social referent,

may be interpreted as the authority for these co nitions. As
 

Krech and Crutchfield point odt:

It is inevitacle that in the complex

world in which we live no sin;le individual can

hope to ascertain, at first hand, all the os-

jective facts pertainin; to any piven oeject. He

must necessarily depend, in considerable de;ree,

upon what the 'experts' tell him...For all indi—

viduals, then, facts are frequently mediated ty

other people as authorities, and the amount of

discrepancy between the rea facts and the indi-

vidual's perception of those faCts will he depend-

ent upon the validity of the authorities assertations."

(22, p. 1&1).





1]

Truetlood (55) has stated the case in a similar fashion:

Most of what we oelieve about the externa

world is received at second hand and rests on the

prior telief that some men are more trustworthy

reporte's than others...$he area of immediate ex-

perience open to any individual is extremely slight--

a mere slit in the world's expanse...when we rely

on authority, we are not, for that reason, _uilty

of credulity. There is a reasohmfor"5§rmreliance.

We trust men and institutions presenting the most

reason to te trusted...(cited in 39).

In the present investigation, we will take the

position that other people, individually and colleCtively,

may oe viewed as the authorities for a person's beliefs

about the external world and that the process of eelief

transmission is a edgnitive one. The remainder of the

present investigation will consist of an attempt to elabo—

rate some of the dimensions or parameters of these author-

ities or "belief referents," using an existind theoretical

model.
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li_ef sys

l reierentsIn the pres t formlati01, the socia

tividtal will be viewed in terms of his own

system of expeCtatio s and hipotAeses atoat the world

\ Ix ‘N -. ‘7‘ - , .- V ”3 ~ '- .' r 1 2'. '5' r’, I I’.' ’3 {—1

ihas «my; termtxi by 1mflmaacr1 (do, .3{, 3,3 ‘,;).

x.‘OIn this the ore t_cal model, the pers nality is as

as a co; itiVe system, censistin‘ of interdependent be~

lief and disbelief systems, apd located on a structural

centinuam ranging from open at one extreme to closed at

the other. Rokeacn has elaborated some of the details of

this co:cept/alization of personality structure as follows:

A cognitive system is 001si dered to be

closed to the extent tnat there is (a) isolation

of parts witgin the belief system and between the

belief a1d dis;)elief systems, (b) a discrepancy

in the degree of diffsrertiation be Jeen belief and

the Q10udilLI ~7-tems, (C ) OCULif PC tlauth Withifl

tne disoelief tem, (d) a ii , se of i tere

dip,nct1cr betw en central a1dpe ;pneral beliefs

(e) a low degree of interdeper1denc e amonf peripheral

beliefs, and (f) a 13?? win; of the time perspective.

(36, p. 195).
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To sumtarize hose of the structlral dine; sions of

closed co:itive systems important for tme present analysis

the various parts of the belief system are relatively iso~

rated ifrom the sbparts of tne disbelief systemL
“
!

n a: =. 2,0 ~% 1 »w . ~L
'ne extent t1at te variwo1 disoeliel s s-syste s are part

v x. w- r‘ . -‘ ‘ x ‘ ‘N ’- r\ r~ V

of a closed system, tflcj ere ass .to to )e rcl*thelJ less

7.: . .‘. ..- . -' .‘ ‘ .- - ' ,. .: ,- ," .. N; h 4.. ., ' '1

Uiffcfefltlated tnan the beliei system. Einally, in a rela-
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tively closed system, there is a narrowin , or selective

avoidance of contact with facts, events, and ideas which

are incon ruent or incompatible with the belief system.

Closed counitive systems are seen by Hokcach as ”a

total ideolo ical defense against threat and at the same

time a co nitive framework for satisfying one's need to

know and to comprehend the world one liVes in." Through

the maintenance of a Closed belief—disbelief system, the

individual makes it possicle "to ward off threatening

(
.
0

C
1
"

a pee s of reality and at the same time ,ive one the satis—

faction of feeling that one underStands it." (35 .

Statement of the Proolem: lheoretical Formulations

Henceforth, the term ”oelief referent” shall connote

any individual, group, or anization, institution or other

social collectivity, existent of fictional, which is per-

ceived by the individual as navin, certain teliefs associ-

atcd with it. fhus a cultural ideal or value, a church or

other institution, or a publicly renowned person would all

he considered belief referents in this usa;e. These belief

referents are further assumed to have either positive or

neyative loadings or valences for the individual. (This is,

in many respects, similar to Newcomb's analysis of positive

and negative reference groups; this line of reasoning is

also a function of Rokeach's analysis of beliefs and dis-

teliefs.) lhe positive belief referents of the individual

are those referents which he perceives as havin; celiefs and
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liefs similar to those which he himself holes. They

are the referents to which he refers his own beliefs for

corroboration and suostantiation. In essence, they are

the authorities of his belief system. The n34ative selief

referents are those referents which the individual perceives

as havin; beliefs and disheliefs dissimilar to his own.

These referents are seen to uphold and communicate belief

systems incongruent with those of the individual. They are

the authorities of his discelief systems.

The basic hypothesis of this investiyation is that

persons with relatively closed cognitive systems will also

have relatively closed systems of referents for these he-

liefs. The more closed the cognitive structure, the more

closed should be the configuration of belief referents.

A closed cognitive system will be defined in terms of

a relatively hiyh score on the Dodmatism Scale, which was

designed for the measurement of openness-closedness of co,~

nitive systems. Narrowing, differentiation, and isolation

are three of the structural dimensions of a co;nitive system

measured by this instrument.

These same three conceptual dimensions will be used

in this investigation as the definin: characteristics of

openness-closedness of the belief referent configuration.

An individual will Le said to have a closed belief referent

configuration if (a) there is a narrowin, out of the ne-

gative referents, (c) there is increased differentiation of

the positive referents, with a concomitant decrease in

differentiation of the negative'referents, and (0) there is

a relatively hi;h deqree of isolation cetween the positive





2
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and the nega tive referents. We w:ll examine these di—

mensions of relatively closed belief referent confifurat-

ions, one at a time, in order to elaborate their relations

with the parallel dimensions of relatively closed cognitive

systems.

zarrgl*nff With respect to narrowing, Pokeach asserts

that "the treater the do matism, the more the avoidance of

contact with stimuli—-pco,l events, books, etc.--which

threaten the validity of the belief system or whicn proselyte

for competing disbelief systems " (J6, pp. 190—200). Fellow-

in; this, it is expected that persons with closed cognitive

systems will selectively avoid others who hold beliefs incon-

ruert With their owi This narrowing process may be de-

scribed ii teres of "breadth," referring to the number of

referents or authorities used by the person to uphold his

beliefs and disbeliefs. Implied here is that such avoidance

is a thod of li';.itin; contact with those vho crallene,

and are thus threateniinf, to one's belief.

Differentiation: In pe'sons with clOSed cognitive sys—
 

tems, "tiie more chfferentiated the belief system will be as

compared with the disbelief system." 36, p. 198). In ad-

dition, " he greater the dogmatism, the ;reater the dis-

crepaicy between dc;rce of knowledge of facts, evets,

ideas, and irteHpre ions stemming from tte beliei system

0 ..o II n0 .

and any one of the disbelief systems. (36, p. 1am . Thus,
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persons with relatively closed coynitive systems should

have more knowled e about their positive refereits than

they have about their nenative referents. Again, the

lack of Knowledge about the authorities for one's disbeliefs

is an indication of reliance on the positive author ties or

referents as a defense 3:31H3t threat or attack.

Moreover, following Hokeach's postulate that ”the

greater the do;matism the more will two or more distelief

sub—systems...be perceived as 'the same'." (3o, pp,l§8-199)

there should be less awareness on the part of the closed

individual of existing differences among his neyative re—.

ferents. In persons with relatively closed cognitive sys-'

tems, the negative referents should be perceived as being

more similar and as having more in common than is the case

for persons with relatively open systems.

Isolation: In Rokeach's analysis of co;nitive struc-
 

ture, the ;reater the do matism, the ;reater is the assumed

degree of isolation or independence between the belief and

disbelief systems." (3o, p. 197). It may be postulated

that one index of this isolation will be the source of the

individual's information and knowled;e about his ne;ative

referents. Since the belief and disbelief systems are per—

ceived by the closed individual as different in content or

aim, he will be less likely to pay heed to the pronounce-

ments of the authorities of his disbelief system (his neg-

ative referents) and will rely, in larye part, on his posi—
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tive referents for infornation abou; the ”distelievepg,”

sy doin; so, he will be spared the threat and anxiety

which could possibly result from closer contact with his

negative reerents.

Specific Hypo::1eses

he will new state these theoretic (
n

l deductions re—

;ardin; the dimensions of the belief referents of indi—

viduals with relatively closed cognitive structures in

terms of specific hypotheses to be tested:

Concernin; Narrowin;:

1. Persons with relatively closed belief—disbelief sys-'

tems should have fewer negative referents than persons

winh relatively open telief—disbelief systt'ms.

Concernin_ Differentiation:

2. There should be a yreater di“orpancy in the deree of

knowled1e about positive referents and negative refer-

ents for persons with relatively closed belief-disbelief

systems than for persons with relatively open belief-

disbelief systems.

3. Persons with relatively closed belief—disbelief systems

should perceive Jreater similarity amen; their negative

referents than persons with relatively open belief—dis-

belief systems.

Concerning Isolation:

4. Persons with relatively closed belief-disbelief systems

should obtain less of their information about their nega—
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CHAPTER 1V

METHODOLOGY

The initial pool of students, from which the experi-

mental srbjects were selected, was composed of one

hundred ninety—seven persons enrolled in two intro-

ductory psychology courses at Michijan State University

dtring the Spring term of 1958.

Measurewert of Open-Closed Eeliei Systems

The 40—item Dijatism Scale (Form E), with six—choice

Likert—type scoring, was used to measure the degree of

openness-closedness of belief systems. This scale was

administered to all persons in the initial pool. No

filler items were utilized. Subjects were asked to give

their names and other biographical information at the end

those reported in prior studies using the Dijatism Scale

(3, 21, 23, 26, 29, 35, 42, RR 59), in which the scale
//1

was administered under anonymous classroom conditions,

and was part of a longer battery with varying numbers of

"filler” items designed to cloak the Dogmatism iters.

Rokeach (38) has elaborated th characteristics ofO

the Dogmatism Scale, and has reported splitahalf relia~

bilities of .73 and .81. Vidulich (59) also reports a

split-half reliability of .73. The corrected split-half

reliability of this scale as used in the present study is

 

K o 1 . ‘2 vns ( (V 4‘ ‘ ' " .

.70, with a sample of 93. Th.s COdePeo iavorably With

1 The Do;matism Scfie-(?brivijnaghused in this investi-

yation is presolted in Appercix A.
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the arlier findin s, and su_ ests that anonyuinity of(
D

administration and "paddin ” are n0t as essential as pre—

viously supposed.

From the preliminary group of 19f students who took

the Do matism Scale, 30 subjects were selected for indi—

vidual interviews on the basis of extremely hi,h scores,

and 30 subjects were chosen on the basis of extremely low

scores, a total of co subjects in all. These subjects were

as C
O

i“ned to the High and Low Lo_matic ,roups by an ac—

quaintance of the experimenter, so that, at the time of the

interview, the do matism score of the subject was unknown

to the experimenter.

Measurement of belief Referent Dimensions
 

The Pilot QueStionnaires. It was the writer‘s ori,inal
 

intent to conduct a correlational study of the relationships

1

between personality structure and belief referents alony tne

otal continuum of Dogmatism. With this end in mind, an at-(
‘
1
‘

tempt was made to construct a questionnaire which would tap

the various referent dimensions growin; out of the theoretical

formulations.

This questionnaire went thr u,h three revisions in an

attempt to evolve a measurin; device which 'as relatively

uncomplicated and which did not require too much effort on

the part of the subjects. The initial version was tested

on twenty-one married students who were neighbors or ac-
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qraintances of the writer. The second and third vers imons

were given :rder anonymogs class oom conditions, to st dents

in the ’ troc ctorr P“rcholo*'r co*rce ”tilisit" a > '- J...” “Li «.J ”JV “L‘, . nD‘.,, |.(1-._ 4-44.1.1]: cph:)r‘OX j.“

mately forty s:hjects for each administration.

Due to the nature of the questionnaire, it turned out

that :rorp adm_fiistraticn cogld not jive as adequate cata.l

(
I
)

I
?

9 H O
.

H
)

«
‘
3

H
.

H 0
“

O

., . A. her. .. .- .

In rost cases, SUbU@Cb A . i answer QuGStiOfiS per—

taining to one or more dimensi is, responding in a h3rr3ied

and sketchy manner.

The Interview_Schen"_ . . Accordin;ly, it was decided to
-—..—_-- —-c—- 

collect the data utilizing an individual interview techniq

with groups of subjects at the d,per and lower extremes on‘

dormatism. It was b;lieved that this interview would mini—

mize the complications arising out of the nee of the imposinj

Questionnaire.
A

An interview schedule, composed of statements and GUES-
J-

tions ve y similar to those in the qu stionraire was con—

structed, and administered to each of the sixty ubjects

individually. This interview took approximately one hovr

for enah soject.

The interview scho‘ale consisted 0 questions designed

to elicit, in as direct a manner as poossible, information

0 1 t V 0

bearing on eacn of the magor nypotheses.¢ The questions in-

cluded in the interview were ordered from general to spe—

cific to avoid directing the sabiect's responses. To

 

2 The cowolete interview schedJle, :ith the verbatim

i str1ctimozs imsd, is presented in Appendix B.
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ensure standardization, the sin le topic of desejregation

in the public schools was used in this stu y. lhis topic

was chosen tecause (l) in the first two pilot administrat-

ions of the questionnaire, the subjects were given a choice

of topics of current social interest from which to choose,

and about which they were to answer questions. Over ei hty

per-cent of these subjects chose dose re_ation in the public

schools as the topic about which they felt most stron;ly;

(2) the use 03 this topic in the interview schedule maxi—

mized the prota.ilify of a susject having stron; beliefs

atout the topic under consideration; (3), Standardization.

of questioning and sutject response was achieved with the

use of one topic.

Every effort was made to Standardize the administra-

tion of the interview schedule. Identical phrasin; of the

queSLions was used with all subjects. Leading questions

were avoided in all cases. When additional inforhation

was required, or when responses needed clarification,

"nondirective" protin; techniques were used. 3

Scorin: of lelief-Referent Dimensions. As will te noted
 

from an inspection of the interview schedule (Appendix E),

the questions utilized are amenable to objective categori-

zation and quantijication. We will now outline the scorin;

scheme for each question cate ory pertaining to the major

hypomheses.

 

3 For an excellent discussion of these techniques, the

reader is referred to Cannell and Kahn (4), and Kahn and

Cannell (lo). Examples of the type of statements made are

shown in Appendix 5.
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Lo sowe aathor, whether he apreed or cisa reed

“with that statement. 11N2:mhns of these names

were used as the indices of posi:ive and he a-

tive "DLdoCxLU " referents.

fetal Lamaer of "Lisz" deferents. Ihe subject

was presented with a list of the names of 54

puelic persons, half of which had been unani-

mously jud;ed by two raters as heing in favor

and half of which had teen Jud ed as opposing

desegreration. fhe sucject was requested to

indicate those persons which he was p0osigive had

made SOme statement for or against dese re ation,'

and to state the direction of the statement made

(for or a ainst). The sums of these usInes were

used as the total of positive and negative "liSt"

referents, dependin; on the su ject's previously-

rated dir ction of telief aaout the topic.

"Adgusted” TOLal Numeer of Heferents. ihis score

was octained sy totaling the names of every person

or Jroup that had been mentioned my the subject on

all of the preceeding four measures. Names were

scored only once; for example, if Fau;us was mention—

ed as a "prose" ne9ative referent, and a¢ain as a

"list" ne ative referent, his name was scored only

once in obtainin; the "adjusted" total number of

ne ative referents. Separate indices were outained

for positive and negative referents.
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and for 4 subjects (all Ei,h Lo;ratic), no ne ative re—

ferent similarity index was obtainalle. In these cases,

only one referent was named by the subject during the

"prohe" section of the interview.

C. Information: The subject was requested to answer a
 

ries of six information questions for each of the

puhlic persOns and ;roups named as either pos Hi or:
3
.

ative referents during the "prope"'portion of the

interview. Personal acquaintances were not used.

Separate lists of questions were used for persons and

for groups (see Appendix E). The answer to each ques-

tion was scored eitner 0,711,0912, according to the

degree of factual accuracy. Questions answered "don't

Know," or questions answered incorrectly were scored

0. Partially correct or incomplete answers were scored

fl. Answers which followed statements of "don't know"

were judqed as uesses and were scored,ll. The cor—

rectness of answers for all questions was checked in

standard bio raphical and historical references

The information score was computed by totallin

the individual question scores for all referents used

and dividin by the total hummer of referents about

which the susject had answered questions. This was done

separately for the ppsitive and the negative referents.

In those cases where no referents Jere named in the

"prose" section; the information score was based on
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total n‘mme: of so “ces RR tio ed hy the s g.ect was com-

puted, aid each cate or; gas assl .ed a fraction 01 the

total member of 31 rces in ter s of a fierce ta e. Th 3,

for a s; ject With two re ative refere;ts, Fauc1s afid Joh*

Kati» :, 1113,1ac .nEJ Lip! 13 sgxg1; o' (has; 1~e a1'1; o 113-c—

v-3 o , rno ward a_o.t hasge- o a ?¢t o awe—‘yotdcas a d

had ta‘aed ate 2 Fa»L1s With a rev3red pcofassor, the scorin_
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E2r80“1 Co ’act Kass Kwdfa Pcs'tive Re°ere ts Tot“7
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ratic Geo p a‘d 1a 1 of the Low Do matfc Gro p were asked

to respond to e: ht statewe»*s attr*%uted to Orval Fatefis

in terns of their a_reere t or disafreere t. Tte other

han of each Do matic grogp resjo-‘ed Lo idertical state—

we is, with ide.tical i str.ct30us, attrit ted to Th1v;ood

Likert—ty
.I

.it’

(see AppenC x 3).

The respo se to ea0u statemezt

to the form ]a (—1,-2, a;2 -3 = 1,2,

 

ratin: scale was usec

ied accordi-

1,2, and

acceptaece-re—

 

jection sc re for each sxhject as the sum

5 At the time of tzis invest1.atio , Orval Faubos was the

Governor f Arka sas and tFe womi a] letCer of fife sejrvjatior

se;tfirert is the SoytTere States; TE7T300d Narshall was tke

Chief Lefa‘ Courcil for the Yatioxal A.sociatioe for the

Advanceme t of Colored Pn p1e a/d played a: active role in the

atterpt to irie.rate the P Ylfc Schools of tre South.
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CHAPTER V
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Depaatisr, A;e, and Intellijehce. The mean DO'ratism
 

score for the total initial pool of 197 students was 145.21,

with a standard deviation of 22.71. From this pool, ap-

proximately the upper and lower fifteen per—cent were se—

lected for use as experimental sntjects. Table 1 presents

the data for these hijh and Low Lo natic hroups on Do;—

rt, afie, and ixrnjlli once as estlyafiaxlfflxnh the Ameri-P
‘
<

'1
) A l

i

.0 (...

.l. Q

can Council on Erucation Psycholo ical Examination (ACE).

TA LE 1.

DOGMATISM, Ads, AHD INTELLIGENCE OF THE TWO

EX‘EHIFENTAL GROUPS

(3 L. 30 in each ;ronp)
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*Not computed tecaase of the otvious difference between

the two groups.
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addition, the correlation Iain 11 a_u arc App 7s'+.£;,

whicn is not ti nificant. Lhus, the data for the major

hypotheses could conceivably be a function of either ape,

or intelligence, or both of these variables operating

simultaneously, in addition to Dogmatism. In lipht of

these findinps, it was deemed necessary to partial out

statistical(
D

the effects of these two variaeles in th

analysis of the main hypotheses. The procedures of this

statistical analysis will be elaborated shortly.

Other Variatles. Data were also collected on several
 

other variables, includin; socio—economic status, college

class, reported college grade point average, sex, marital

status, religious affiliation, frequency of church attend—

ance, political preference, and intensity of attitude about

desegregation in the public schools., These data are pre—

sented in Tables 2 throu;h 10.

Two indices of socio—economic status were employed:

estimated yearly parental income as reported by the subject,

and the North—Hatt rating of reported parental occupation.

The former measure was scaled on a lO~category dimension





(see Appendix 5). She latter measure used the reported

paternal occupation and was lased on the occupational

ratin s reported in the literature (a, 34), in which the

hijher ratin s are indicative of hi her prestige occu—

pation. The obtained correlation between these two measures

in the present study is /.s5.

Ihe colle e class index was scaled on a four—category

dimension, with l: freshman at the lower limit, and 4 Z

senior at the upper extreme. There were no graduate stu-

dents in the sample.

The colle4e ;rade-point average was oetained from the

sutgect to at least one decimal place, and the mean is

presented.

The categories for religious affiliation were collaps—

ed into Catholic, Protestant, and Other to allow a Chi—

square analysis. The exact reported denominational pre—

ferences are presented in the footnote to Table 5.

A nine—category scale was used to rate the reperted

4
4

frequency of church atten_ance, with lZ-attendance more

than once a WEEK: t0 9 =never attends church.

-‘

Two indices of political preference were obtainc'

presidential choice in the 195o election, and political

party preference.

The intensity of attitude toward dese;re;ation in the

putlic schools was indicated, by the subject, on a 15—point

vertical ratin; scale, on which 1 = very much opposed to
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IA LE b

PucSiCenLial Poliyical Preference of ni_n axd Lcw

Do;matic groups

(R 3 BC in each group)
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Political Party Preference of High and Low Dogmacic firoups
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iAiLA lQ

Intensity of Attitude Toward Deseprepation of Ei;h and

Low Dogmatic aroups

(N : 30 in each group)

 

Mean S.D. t p

Hijh Dormatic 11.80 3.54 A v
olj 11.8.

Low Dogmatic 11.97 3.29

 

Of the several variables on which data has been pre—

sented in Tables 2 throu;h 10, only two are significant or

approach significance at the .05 level. One of these,

college class, is very likely a concomitant of the age

differences previously noted between the High and Low

Dogmatic proups, with the older, Low Doymatic group being

more advanced in college.

The other difference--that the High Doymatic group re—

ports a significantly Hreater frequency of church atten—

dance-—cou1d also be a function of the age differences of

the two groups. In support of this hypothesis, a small but

significant inverse relationship was found between age and

church—attendance frequency (r=.27, significant at .05).

The difference may also be due to the fact that the High

Dogmatic group is more predominately Catholic than the Low

Dogmatic group (Chi2 significant at approximately .15).

To test this latter interpretation, the church atten-

dance data was reanalyzed with the Catholic subjects ex—

cluded. The results of this analysis is presented in

Table 11.
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TAiLE ll

1

Frequency of Church Attendance of Hi;n and Low

toymatic Groups with the Catholic Supyects Excluded

 

N Kean S.D. t p

31! -1" i;K)irHCl‘L_1.C (‘0 3.3Cv
1.\)

2.13 .CE

Low Dogmatic 26 4.54 2.04

 

C
D

It i apparent that, even with the Catholic portion

of the sample excluded, a sizeatle difference still exists

between the two Dogmatic groups on frequency of church

attendance. It thus cmains unclear what the main factor.

contributing to this difference is.

Treatment of the ‘ata~— Statistical Methodology
 

As was noted earlier in regard to iable l, the Hiph

nd Low Dopmatic groups are si;nificant1y different on{
1
3

both age and intelligence as measured by the ACE.

In order to eliminate, or partial—out, the effects of

these two variables simultaneously, the procedures known

as multiple analysis of covariance were employed in se;er~

a1 instances. Multiple covariance is an extension of the

more widely—used methods of the analysis of variance and

simple analysis of covariance. In the case of two con—

comitant uncontrolled variables (as in the present investi—

gation), the adjuStment of the variance is made in terms
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ses. tnder the confoundin_ conditions of the aje and

intelliJence variations noced auove, it was felt that di-

rectional Stati“;ical tests were not Uustified.





 

 

 

  
 

 

  

ELQEE._LL;§UEZQI‘ tin: Efi;,x>tttssc3s

____~2__:_;' 3T1: or w t‘n Tlalgal it:

dfsbelief systems “h9:ld_have fewer nepztiye PC?”P8¢lS

that parsors with relatively open belief~disbelief svstchs.

Table lLA freSents the unadj s ad (t :ratin) analysis

for the "adestej“ total number of ne;auive referents for

the HiTh and Low Do.matio groips. It i" clear from these

results tLat the High Dogmatic group has significantly

fewer negative referents than the Law ~*‘C matic pro 9.

Tarps 12A

“Rd; S ed' Total n ;ber of Hegative fiQf“PChtS for

hiwh and Low no matte Crowds

(N = SC for each ro; )

Kean S.D. t p

hi;h Dopmatlc 5.43 2.3;

1.19 .Cl

 

ine dign Dogmati

.eqative referen

total negatLVe r

intelligenceand

V‘i‘ ' 1" ‘~r1,/

c s btects name

ts, wkile the Low DOQKPtIC a"era;e o.+O

eferents. To partial out the ’ffects of awe

lancecovar‘

analysis was employed, the results of which are shown in

Table -3.

mhe hypothesis that the two corps differ on the ”un~

gdgusted ” total iamber of ne;ative referents is supported
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even with tie contributin; effects of aye and intelli-

gence held constant. It will be noted, however, that

the level of significance is lowered iy controlling the

latter eiiects, from less than .01 on the unadjusted

analysis to .05 on the covariance analvsis.
d

TALLE 123

Analysis of Covariance of the “AdlUSt*

A

e

se and Intelli-5
1

L
.

l (
—
f

n
“

y
.fetal Number of Negative Referents v’

~ence Held Constant
\_.

 

'g “ ‘ J" ‘ ‘ d w t - I". ‘

Acgasted or Reduced
 

Source of Sum of Kean F p

Variation D.F. y squares Square

Within 5o 710.93 12.70

_ : , _ . 4-5C .05

oetween l 3b.26 5t.;o

 

Total 5"

\
1

C
L

C
}

O I
'
D

b
—
‘

 

It seems clear that the remainin; difference oe—

tween the two groxps is a real difference, and is a function

e ree of closcdhess of the co nitive systems of tmeQ
,

Of the

Hi,n and Low Dogmatics, and not of the differences in a;e

or intelligence.

We need not rely on this one index of the breadth of

the ne9ative referential sgstem for substantiation of tne

first hypothesis, however. fine foar measures of breadth

’asted ne ative tonal were ana-
- .z ' ..- 1. - 0 - ... _- 'l,. ‘

vngicn cfiiter JJIUO ifh) any

lgzed separately. The results of these analgses—-of the

n , n n n - n ., n . .n 1 -l.

salient, proie, statement, and liSt nesative re—
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TA LE 13A

‘v'1r 1 r‘ ‘ O 'l ‘f 4 v\ " \v’ ; "

ii‘4L411|...V31' i. ball al.1u MCQatlJG

rents for Hiwn and Low

cognatic groups

eacn ¥rosp)

 

Kijn Logmatic

Low Logmatic
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iAlLE 13A

.... t- ,. ll _ -- ~

Esta J-gocr of stateaent” He;at;ve

Referents for High and Low Do matic Cro.ps

(N ; 30 for each grO‘p)

1"1‘I'3QI‘1 s Q L . t p

Hi;n Do ratio 1.70 1.22

1.0c) .1"

Low LOQLatLC 2.30 1.4;

YAQLE 133

Analysis of Covariance of the Total
.. _. h n. __ _|; ”fl _'_ . ’ - _ __ ,.. _"

HLLUCP bf Stateme;t “egotlve deferents

with Age and 1ntelli;ence Held Constant

 

7‘~ “.1... ,,.. t,\ C“?

‘h’k’Uli'it/J‘3Il 1 o‘fl) \
f
‘
a

L
'
)

L
A
)

0 U
“

 pTot'l \
_
)
l

.
\
‘

99.11

  
 

 



Let us now attempt to sumnarize this series of

findin,s about the number of negative referents cited

by the High and Low Dogmatic groups. Three of the in—

dices of breadth of the negative referential system——

"adjusted" total, total "probe", and total "list" re—

ferents-~indicate a significantly greater number of

negative referents for the Low Dogmatic group, when aje

and intellifence differences tetween the twog;roups are

not held constant. These differences are all signifi-

 

cant at less than .01.

When a,e and intelli ence are eliminated as con-

tricuting variacles, however, throu h the use of co-

variance techniques, only two of the five negative re-

ferent creadth indices indicate significant differences

oetween the two Donatic ;roups. the Hi,h Dobmatic sub—

jects haye fewer "adjusted" total referents and fewer

total "118:” referents than the Low Dogmatics. The di-

fferences on the "statement" and "prone" breadth indices

fall below an acceptatle significance level, although the

latter comparison approaches significance in the hypo-

thesized direccion with a;e and intelli;ence partialled-

out.

It seems clear from these results that the breadth of

the negative referential syStem may, to some extent, be

prediczed from a knowledge of the degree of openness-

closedness of the cognitive,sy8tem. Some limitations of

this conclusion will he presented shortly.
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gence upon the former index reduced the si;nificance level

V ,,._ 53.. ,._" _.- . ,~ " ' (‘Lfi 1

even luIdeC (aO‘UooCU F = l.u 2 . It was impossisle to use

\
.
J

R
)

covariance methods with the "list” positive referents com—

parison hecause of hetero;eneity of variance of the two

suh-;ronps.

Although no siunificant differences are appirent be-

tween the two Dopmatic proups on the positive referent com—

parisons, it is of interest to note that a highly signifi-

cant correlation exists between the " adjusted" total num-

ters of positive and ne;ative referents for the total

sample (r = /.gt).

An additional comparison would appear to be of interest

in lirht of the findings reported thus far. For both the

positive and ne;ative referential comparisons, the largest

differences (aside from those for the "adjusted" total

numOer of referents) are found between the two Lo;matic

.4.

groups on the total number of “list" referents. In order

to ascertain if the differences between the two Do;matic

vroups on the numter of persons known or recognized on the

list was contrisutin; to these findings, two comparisons

were made. The first of these was between the numser of

i ,
names reco nized that had been previously 'ated Ly inde-

pendent Judues sein; in favor of desepregation; the second
a

was tetween the numter of names mentioned that had teen

independently rated as Opposing dese;re;ation. fhese com-





--)

DD

parisons are snown in Taole 1o.

TALLE 18

humter of Persons heco nized on a List of 54 Names

(half itn71138d_I£ £1iOrl, lfi.i a air ’

(H : 30 for each troop)

 

INC/(in SOD. t p

Persons High Dogmatic 14.t3 2.83

for

1'} . C‘

DBSGJTBQathU 'U4 “'Q'

Low Do matic 15.43 4.1C

Persons High Do natic 11.50 3.98

a 'ainst 1 0'2 v n
" . 0C. lilob

Dese;repation “ °

Low Lo;natic 13.0] 5.03

 

On the basis of these results, it is difficult to attri—

rute the "list rcf'trent diiferences beween the two Lo;-\

matic groups to the general factor of greater reco;nition

of the rames of public persons on the part of the Low Do:—

matics. For, while the Low Do,matic subjects do recopnize

more names of public persons, ooth for and aJainst desegre-

;ation, these differences do not approach significance.

Still another index of 5roup differences in the type of

referent used is available from the ”prone” portion of the

m,io(
D

U
)

interview, where the sutjec:s were asked separate on

about their use of personal acquainta.c es, putlic persons,

and puolic ;roups and organizations as the referents for

their heliefs aoout dese re ation. An analysis of these

‘—

cate,ories for the two Do matic groups for potn the positiVe

:‘r‘ r \r - .. . L . 0 _' -. - ..s, ., ' _. ,i 0 , 1." ,

zinc In: atiAh; IE LcL’Wito 113 prknmeattnl in iii.le r).





 

 

TA'LE 19

Use of Three Typesof h,1erents

pyl1;L1 and Low Do_ matic GLOL“““

(h 3 30 for each proup)

Personal Poplic Puelic

cguaintanees Persons dropps

11:63.11 3. 113E111 SOL. I'lk:a{1 SOD.

Po sitive Hi:h D 1.73 1.01 2.07 1.1‘ 1.4! 1.33

fieferents Low D 1.73 1.14 2.13 1.31 1.03 1.32

t 0.00 .19 1.05

p 13‘s. ligS. bios.

Negative Hidn D . 3 .05 1.47 .9 1.0? .91

Referents Low D 1.17 .79 2.3? 1.47 1.17 1.05

t l.{0
201/ .3;

 

As we would be expected on the Lasis of the previously—

reported findinps concerning the type of referent used, the

only significant comparison is that between the Hiih and Low

Logmatic groups on the number of public persons used as nea-

H
.

tive re“e rents. Once a a
v

n we find tkat the High Depmatic

suojects report sinificantly fewer pu131ic persons surpnort—

ing their disLelieLs than are reported by C118 Loow Domatic

subects. A covariance analysis could not be applied to this

comparison because of the sipnifiant OlffcfanP between the

variances for the two groups. Thes e res ults tend to cor-

roborate the earlier findinH(acles 12 and lo) which

indicated tia; the main difference cetween the two ;roups

lies in usage of public authorities as hepative referents.





An adcitional findin: which is of interes* is that the

high LoIatic sutjects ale0 repor‘; knowin; fewer personal

acqgizaintances than the Low Loratics who discree with

them about deseprcwation. ihis difference does not reach

. ’

an acceptable level of confidence, however (p : .10).

To suhmarize the ifndciz‘s witli respect to the first

hgpvthssis: With a;e and intellipence differences be—

tween the two Lo;naticwrou s removed by multiple covari-

'

ance techniQLes, the Li‘h PO natic group is found to have

significantly fever negative referents than the Low Dog-

matic group on two he ative referent indices—-"adjusted"

Q
.

C
“

b O (
' ’(
Z

"
3

total and total "list"--of the five analyze

index—-tota1 ”probe” ne ative referents-—approaches sif-

rific cs. Further analyses of these results indicate that

the main differentiating Comparison between the Hi h and

Low Lo;natic groups is on the numter of putlic persons

perceived as disa reein; with the subject's beliefs. This

findinf is apparent throu9hout the analyses, and does not

appear to be a function of a discrepancy in the number of

puelic persons known or recognized by the Iii and Low

Logmatic surjects.

Hrrofre is 11. “here should he a greater

the de;ree of Lh,.leo e about pos ‘ HlV and he ative refer-

ents for persons wigh relatively closed 1(11CL-C11elie“
 

systems than for persons with relatively Open belief-dis—
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groups on Positive and her

COF-‘rOtp

:sults presented

and Low

:itive Referents

Scores for hifh

 

 

M Khan S.L. t p

Positive

Referents 29 4.53 l.”b

Ki9h Do matic

., L. 5-05 .Cl
hi2 fa cive

Referents 29 2.59 l.;’

POSlthO

Reforents 30 $.32 1.34

Low Lognatic
fir“

20;!C’ .01

he“ative

Heferents 30 3.20 1.5;)

As mat ce seen from Table 20, the hiya Dogmatic sub-

jects attain a mean information score of 4.”3 for their po-

itivc refere(
D

T

or tleir nF
a

w7
'

0
.

I

-
4

v0 means is 1.94, and is

tifil .01.

r!

art

For 8 Low Lo ratic
L—‘.

ofl

information score is 4.32

formation score is 3.20.

"en the means is 1.12,

.01 level ofthan the

nts but a mean

;ative referer

1“roup,

information score of only 2.

in

its. The difference between these

significant at considerably less

the mean positive referent

and the meaz he ative renercnt in-

In this case, the difference te—

MTh ".9
AL...—ch is also si;hificant at less

confidence.





It will he noted that the distri: iors are hi n1;
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s»ewec lxiti FOSJLJlKBCJLDJCLlOU, dhfl tdmfll'nflf ran e «E
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r
3

r
3

C
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r
—
a
l
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scores range from .33 t ;.So tor the me atiVe relerente,
—.¢

’

A V r‘ 'x\ 4‘. ‘3' fl" \- wir ‘3 o, .4.,. .l .3 2' -

and from d.b0 to o.c{ for tme pos tive referents. nor the

Low no matic Qroups, the he ative referent s ores rem e

scores I‘Eifl '8C
f
‘

from .5? to Y.CC, and the positive referen

,
_
A
.

cse f’ndim s will‘
\

r
—
r
"

\
.
J

from 1.50 to c.75. The importazce of

0

cussed in Chapter VI.(
V

(
I
)

we di

A a test of "he si;nificence of the discrep3ncy Le-C
D

tween the two ;roup ojtchequ“, an lthLM”LLOI index has

‘

computed for each subjzct incividually. This index con—

sisted of the difference between ositive an negative re—

’
7
3

“
3

Q ‘ _I ~ _ O _ /I-

erezfi;iuiforr3t11ni scores, t£)\VlLCh a.cxm3st3mt (Hi/“o was

idded to render all indices positive. As was hypothesized,

toe avera e (1'-scxm”pared betWeen the emoUnt of information
~—

he positive and negative referents for the Low Do;—{
1
)

O f
—
‘

p C
T

C
T
”

p
p
.

;s (D =1.12) is less than the similar mean dis—
‘~‘|~.‘.r_.\

k8‘v‘bl‘dgU
}

laticH >
-
"

crepancy for the Hl;h Lo;matics (D =l.§4). The difference

o-tween the two mean idices is .t2, and is si Lii‘

the .10 level of confidence (t =l.?j) when cifference in

.

a;e and inielli erce between the two :rou"s are i mored.

The results after these differences fire partiellei-out with

multiple covariance techlnioues are preserctEd in Tatle Cl.
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TABLE 21

f Covari3rce of Informatitn lamii 3s

rd Trt;e'lliferce llecl Corstarfi:

1
1
>

3 m ,
_
J

‘
3
1

7
)

,
J
.

\
J

C
1
)

#
3

_
O

—-—.——___..MHV_-.—q---.f_ ___-.3,_...‘, r...- ...—— 
 

Adjusted or Rednced
 

Source of Sam of W3an

Variation D.F. y sq ares Sq.are F p

A

Within 55 183.20 3.«
..J

(
b

C
f

t-
I

(
u

(
J

vn l 4.11 4.11

 

Total \
h

0 F
.
.
.
‘

N L
t

\

H

 

It will be noted that, when a:e and irtellijence dif~

ferences between the two Do fit 0 frozps are removed as

sources of variation, the remaininr difference between the

two fro US on differential irfornation is Lon—si;nificaant.

Th 8, the second hypothesis is rot srbstantiated.

Yvnothesis lll: P‘rso,s with relatively closed belief-dis
 

belief systems shold p‘WP31V‘ treater 81171~Pltv aron their
  

re ative referents thvnpersons with relatively open belief—
  

 

 

Table 22 presents the rnaoiflsted t - ratio analyses of

the similarity ratings of positive and he ative referents for
‘

the PM h ard Low Do"3t0 gro ps. In this table, the lower

the mean score, the ;rcater the average reported sinilarity

of‘ th \
0

rcfererts. It will be recalled that a 15—point rating

scale was used in this analysis, with one, equalin; htih sini-
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larity. .d? s ;)3t.. both Fi,h 'rd Tow Do KfltlQ, one

ti htly “ro sad at the low, o3 si3ilgr, ehd 0” th: scale.

The oossihle 3t‘ects of this oelarizatior oa the res lts

t”lll luv r4:izo1: ted ’n Cfiv1eteqé‘Vl.

mast? 99

S;ri1ari;y Ra ti: of Positive ard Ve'ative

R3farehts for H"h a*d Low Defsatic Croros

Eiflh Do ratio a? 5.69 1.6&

Positive

Referer.ts .35 N.S.

IJOEV DO_—'~1':~t :‘LC 2') 5.:\O .62

’ ,. . .n‘ ° W \

leh Do natic 2o 4.71 3.00

fixative

Refererts 1.09 N.S.
c f ,

Low Dijatic 30 5.00 3.C4

 

Table L2, it 18 aprarert that for neither

her the he_3tive reierect comparisons do the

Do ratio rowps di Fer si'rificahtly. On the

ecert “Halysis (that in which we are naioly

*etereste ) we fird that the wear ssrilarity ratio for

the Hijh Do‘ratic s bjects is 4.7l, Ihlle t‘at for the

Low De“

into

the

analysis for

onted.

H
.

{'1

T3e adgf

Table

ererce is hot sigleicaht. I3 order

acco rt the age ard 4Ytelli ere differerces

two Do,ratic :roqps, a malt‘ole covariahc

this ehue_ative refel t corpari son was com—

res lts of this are pre—

23.
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“tflellin5—o t e"e and intelngenee reg ces the dif—

betue“1 the ;rosps to such an extent thet the S13-

levnl is lowered fgom its alrcaCy non-31;“;ficaht

u the basis of these analyses, we nay conclxde that

ts between the two Do;matic groups on the

'nilarity of the negative PBLQTGUtS.H
d

C

.3
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P
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sis l”: rersoas with reletvily cLos3d belief01$"
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JStCKS 330510 obtain less of tie Ir Lilmrltion ebcst
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CO..L;_Jd. ..UJ-- l FLV )JLL -leS 01’. LL V'LL..1u;’ 1 93.41LLLL Il‘QI‘l

‘;PCCS for the positiVe and he;etive referents of the

BLh and Low Domatic pro ps is presertd in Table 24.
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This table may be read in the following way: for

the UC;3tiVG referents, the hiflh Logmatic group obtains
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iaro tuJ two LO_m3LlC troops separatvl¢ hloJ rewird to
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tain an average of 20S of their information about their
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OS_tLV3 refore ts from pe°soral cortact" w to these

r*forerts (i.e., sozih‘ or hearihj them speak on the

topic, readfrf their statemerts, etc.), only 31% of the

Hijh Doiratic *rops' rforratoo abo t their negative

3
:
4
.

referents is ohtawed d:roctly frow these reerewts.

other positive referents as information sources for their

pp a+wvo ref3regts by the High Do matics (from lflfi for

mass media as an indirect soorce of itmformatiOh about

their he ative referents is reported by the Hih Do.itatic

swbjects (from 6’ for the positive referents to 80% for

the heative referents.) In the case of th- Low Do tratic

sahiects, practically no Chan es in tne so rce of infor—

mation aho t their positive ayd hc;ative referents are

The data on the sources of informatics used by the

High and Low Do matic troups was separately analyzed by

mears of White's t, a rank—order statistic (9, pp.fll7-

422). For all comparisons, these aralyses are hon—Si;—

hificaht: for the comparison between Hijh and Low Do;-

matic groxps or the rse of the poreoral cotact so rce

for reative referents, z :l.33; for the comparison be;

tween Hijh and Low Do ratio groups on the use of the

mass media source for he ative refererts, z : 1.2fl; for

the comparison between the use of the pe sonal contact

source for positive ard for negative refsrezts by the

O

Hi;h Do;matic subjects, 2:1.42; for the compar sor be—L
.
“

L
)

3
‘
0

tween the ase of the m ss r dia source for positive and
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re ative referents by Hifih Dogmatic abbiects 2:1.93.

To briefly stmharize these findings: The Hijh Doe-

ratic srbjects do not obtain significantly less of their

information abolt their negative referents directly from

these rz.’ nere'--~1ts than is the case for the Low Doynatic\

Csubje1ts. for are the chan es in the usage of the vari-

oas sources of inforration from the positive to the nega-

tive referent si;nificantly different. Thus, we may con—

sider the fourth hypothesis unsubstantiated.

Hypothesis V. Persons with relatively closed belief—dis~

.
J

belief systces sho 1d show :reater acceptance of the pro—

norncements of their po U
) itive referents and greater re-

 

 

;ection of the pronouncements of their negative referents
 

than persons with relatively open belief-disbelief systems.
 

To test this hypothesis, half of each Degmatic :ronp

reSponded to eight statements attributed to Orval Fanbus,

while the remainin: half of each Dogmatic group responded

to the same eight statements attributed to Thur;ood Marshall.

Only those subjects in each sub—group for whom these men

were either positive or negative referents were used in the

statistical analysis, the results of which are presented

in Tables 25 and 26. In these tables, the hi;her the mean

score, the ;reater the acceptance, and conversely, the lower

the wean score, the greater the rejection of the statements.



 



 
 

TAHL; 25

Response to Statshemts Attributed to 3 Pos tive

héféreit (Ha '1'11 by Hljh and Low Do;matle 4ro Us

Y ”11r S.D. t o

H‘ h Do ratio 13 C 1.23

10:35 1703.

low Do atlo 11 37.50 5.77
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High Do:hatic 12 30.67 5 28

LCw Do:atlc l? 35.62 6.21
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The hypothesis that the di;h Do matic s biects will
_ U

Show freater acceptance than the Low Dogratics of positive

referent statements is ziot borne 01:.t by the results in

Table 25. Alth01h the mean aooeptan score for the H1h

Dogratie :roup is £0.77 and that for the Low Dijatic “romp

is 37.50, this Cifferehce is clearly not si:nifiaaht (b¥1.35).

H
o

Contrary to our expectat 0.3, the Hljh Do.atic :roap

(
D180 shows greater acceptahce (or less rejection) than the

Low Dogmatic group of the hejative referent statements

"' ‘1-) ".'T - 1,. x - -. -. n. ,V .

(Table.2o). Th1s olffere1oe~—oatmeeh a mega acceotaaoe
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compariSOH“. "Hun ; e aru iuttlli ence differeuces are

r~"ovk as souwees o" viriation, the Higd Lo “dbic ,roup

r-uvon . with consicd3va'lj:reater ace:pteuce to state—

mengs “trILmtrd to both a positive and a newative re-

ferent. The aciqsted W. in each case is non— Sinific ant

"V \r. 1 ‘ n» ._ _ _ I _ _‘n_ 4”"

(b:3.0( for the he shall stademwnuv° F-3.04 for the bLabC-

An a .enpt to interdret teese unexpected findings will

0e made in Cnanter V1. At present, we may state thet the

fifth hvootne"1 is clearly not vautantirte" by the gate.





CHAPTER Vl

In this chapter, we shall review the findings of

.
.
.
J
.

fiation, noting which of CUP hypo—the present invest 4

theses have been upheld by the data, and commentin;

on the obtained discrepancies between hypothesis and

results. An attempt will be made to relate these re-

sults back to their theoretical roots and to ascortsin

if the conceptual position taken earlier is fruitful

for furtrer research.

Let us look first at the significant discrepancies

between the High and Low Do;matic groups on intelli-

gence and a;e.

To this writer's knowledge, this investilation

marxs the first occasion where such differences have

appeared in research utilizin; Rokeach's Dogmatism

measure. In fact, in only one previous study has ate

been a variable, and in only six (21, 23, 41, #2, 55,

OHSH
o

59) of the many previously—completed investi;at

With this scale Pave intelli;ence differences between

dotmatic groups been analyzed. In each of the four

studies where intelli;erce diifg‘

and Low Do;matics were analyzed by t-ratio techniques

29, 41, 55, 50), the High Dogmatic subjects were found

to score lower than the Low Do;matics on the AC: or the

Wonderlic intelli;ence tests. These differences were

in the same direction as that found in the present stuiy,

but were non»si;nificant.

{2





With the sanplcs we have emoloy ed, our

findin S show that irtfilli‘snce is neiglijiblj

related to the de3ree of 0penxess——closedess

of cognitive or anisations... t seems to us

that we are dealing here with intelliarc whicn

is measuFEd by current intelli__jence tests. Ap—

parently, intelli3ence tests do not tap the so

called 'non-intellective' personality d t:rn7—

nants of CO3nitive functioning... (33, n55 p.

4.1).

he calls for a re—appraisal of the present concepttali-

zations of intelli3nce, su3cstin: that these are not

trorid enouh to include all asspec ts of 003nitive func-

tionin3.

We mi4ht su33est here an alternate w:y of looking

at this problem. In the previous research with the

D03matism Scale, relatively crude measures of intelli—

ence have been used, such as the ACE, the Wonderlic,

and the Ohio State Psycholo3 ica 1 Examination. All of

these are group—administered examinations with less

precision than individual tests. The tsasure of intelli—

ewployed in these investiations -~the(
D
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ACE—«is used with a decile scorir; system at this uni~

versity, a system wnich has reoeatedly been criticized

as bein3 insensitive to sli3t variaHi0 ‘ in ability.

Lhese intellectual i ndic cs do not appear to be precise

l_

or sensitive eaou3h to provide an adequate test of the

'5

reml tion betwen ooeincs -closeoness OI co nitive or—

" ' H. "'u' 1‘— ‘. f‘ \ ~‘ .2 ‘1'. 1" -' A - ~ . —- 7.“; 1‘ :-~ r~ ~. -~ I (V ~ ‘- "

33ni¢ati0n ahd intelli3ence. what appear- to so IO-





quired is some enoir ca] r‘0*iroh U313; the :weat avail-

 

able measures of "intellience, ” as usually conceptualis-

eéi, {)0 'ta4) txii.3 ru_le.tic>vs: i1}. anl r if in it. vnxy'<3ar1 tine

need for a total re—aphrlisal of the ”intellionce" cor—

cept be ascertained. The present investigation points

Up the fact t at some relationship does Seem to exist

between Dogmatism and intelligence, even when the A32 is

sstd as an index 0? Jne latter variable.

With re3ard to the relation between Do3matism and

a; there is cowlidrably less prior work8.

base our interpretations. Only Mikel (29)

1y measured the a; extreme in

althou h hoons (21) matched his dosatic

upon which to

has previous-

.1 .. , _.0 n,”

oonmatism,

Lif)53 (>r1 tsiiea

basis of age computed in unit years . The [orn1er writer

Count his Low D03natic subjects to be nonsLnificantlJ

older than the Ii"h Dognatic subjects, with differences

of arproxizately a half-year reported. In

strdy, a ciLfcrenct of tWentV montrs (1.69

been noted, with the Lo.v Lomatic subj cts

cantly older.

Two alternative

10‘ the large age d‘lff‘rence between Hi3h and LO." Do;—

ratic 3roups in the orescnt sa‘vle. It is pos siblz,

shat, as the colle'c student rows clue and is in

1y exposed to the s‘cotiCism ar1d SOpListicltion oi

(including t:at associated IJit

and.;igicnolxiiiccl cszacrininn13t10h), WI

uni—

V3
b1- test—takin'

becomes increasin3—

.. ,- 9 ,l‘
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ly ”‘est—wise." ha terds to agree less with any state-

ment or oosition tresehted to him, being wore crLtical

.Jlied con3eht. The 0t}er altcmrx tive

concerns the possibility of a L3Hlfii%3(hmrrise in the

defiree of closed ess of comLtive on 111.ltioh with in-

c:%;1;L3o :L‘e zn'd moH j713i 131 *n3r*e3d usaixior . Uiuis

writer would presgue that this is one of the desired ef—

instruotor's classroom quLulkhU"

L' .

Lotn of L Lese alter3Lives wosld result in a lower score

on the D Scale for the older, more advanced, student.

Burning now to the main body of results, we find

s :.p1OLt ior only one of the five proposed hypotheses

-out the dLmehsions of belief referents of p<wrons with

Open and closed coLtive or anizatiors.

dmaace :01 the theoretical deduction1—
f-

There is some ev

of reduced breadth of hejative referents for persons

with relatively closed cognitive organizations (Hypo—

thesis 1). A gezm3ralised statenent about incr ased UGT*

rowing—out of n<3 Ltive re Lerehts is not possible, how—

ever; the obtained data stron;ly su;gest that the nar-

‘-

rowing ULocess occurs mainly with regard to the awareness

’3

0L p blic persons opposing one‘s beliefs. There is an
 

indication hat iewcr personal ecquslitsnces w'th op—

posing belieLs are also perceived by the High Do;matic

ssojccts, but this renaius a non—si;hificent “rend.

breadth of the closed person‘s he;ative reLerehts is not
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oL pdolic persons. It Ls ddSUmCQ LL;at tne OP_aflinfltiOfl—

al dcternirants ssipcsted Ly Bo} eacw1-—auielv, that the

ruizwro131:13roces
x...

A

3 serves as a proc‘ctLv3 d3 ice for rela-

- . r ~ Vru -‘ . 3A ' -. '. " ‘LI .1 Iv I " ’3. q" ' W ‘ ' ‘3‘ r. v '-‘ - -

tivelj closed indLVdeaLs--arc the Lactors prodLCLn: the
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urhypothesized, firidin; is of lite?-C
.

A related, bu‘

est here inasmuch as it furhishes indirect evidence for

the hzoretical ESSdhptiOhS just noted. From the theory

of belief-disbelief systems, we should expect the nar—

rowing process to be in operation only in the disbelief

sac—systems. That is, it is assumed that open and closed

persons will not differ in the breadth of positive refer—
 

ents or authorities. This is borne out by the present

data; no sijnificant differences between he two Dijatic

groups were found on this dimersion. The obtained cor-

rel ion of .56 between breadth of positive and ne;ativeE
u

n..—

referent confijurations strongly UfgeStS that some nar-

rowing occurs irrespective of the open—closed dimension,

however.

The findints for Udootlnsis V are in conplete contra—

diction to what was predicted. As a test of the isolation

dimension, it was expected that persons with relatively

closod co;nitive or;anizations would-show reater accept—

ance of the proLOanlncts of positive refer nts and

greater rejection of statemeits er‘rzaratin: from he ative
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efe - nts. The Cat3 ir.dicated that tiese closed indi-

viduals tend to accept the statenerts of both positive
_.-—.—_

  

1
—
1and n2 ative refe W:e1ts m233_than pe‘sons with re

tively open systems. Contrary to expectations, it was

the Hi h Do matics who responded to the staterrerts

withoat re:ard to their source; the Low Dogmatic sub-

jects appeared to utilize the source as the basis for

judgment to a ,reater extent. While these data are

not statistically sirificant, they demand some ex-

planation.

It is possible that a methodological oversight

may have contribtted to these neative results. From

the work of Asch on prestife SUjjestion (1, pp. 419-

442), it is evident that no person is considered an

authority in all areas. Stateme ts are evaluated within

he context of their authorship and the interpretation

placed on any statement is a result of the joint effect

of statement and imputed author. Statements with dubious

authorship are rejected. Followin; this, the use of

D

statements ogtside the two referents' area or authority

may have been unfortUhate. More H.eaninful data niht

have resulted from the use of statentnts within the segre—

gation issue.

It is also possible that some variable exHtramo3

to the stimilds situation, such as a form of acquies—
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for the Low Dc;.__;-1~atic siziflacts (tables 25 and. a6). The

former subjects appear to aree with the statements

0! any authority, whether or not they a;rcc with this

authority. It may be said that they are upsel :ctive;

the pronouncements of any actloritcy elicits a”(theft
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of cortert. In tiis usa;e,acr‘_€Cerce is merely a

specific fo*m of the general concept of response set,

which descr'bes any consistency in teS' behavior. De-

scribed in tlis wtg, acquiesce c: is equated with

agreaucn , as indeed the lipc stic definition denards.

‘

t

c bghavior of the closed 81)bjects in the present

stm‘.‘r may be illustrative of acquiescence used in a

second way. Acquiescehce here is with reference to

authority; it is an act of submission, of givin; in to

soyeone who is viewed as wiser than the person himself.

Rather than referring to the habit of agreeih; with

StatOLCNtS or test items, acquiescence in this usa
 

in reference to the act of agreeing with authorities.P
.
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occnrirf when an anthoritative sorrce is perceived and

hritted to by an ineiv

C
f

(
'
1
‘

71’] 8.3301"Hokeach ray”911 he CCFL”? in; (33, V38

no. u7d-H8C) that the differential re spo*.is3 on the DOI-

natism scale cannot be accounted for in terns of jeneral

response set or acq ieHoece. The present findir‘s when.1._ L),

interpreted in the above manner, in no way contradict

he3e assertio: s.

The findin s for Hypotheses 11, 111, and 1V are also

Sin;;larly u::rpressive. There is no significant izdi—

cation that the relatively closed individuals know less

(
D

FYI‘ 0
’
]

about their nejative referents (HVpothesis ll). Tn t

of the Rokeachean model, there is ro less differerltiati

between belief and disbelief eferehts by these persons.

with respect to Hypothesis 111, there are no differences

apparent in the data re ardin; the so rce of infornation

A-. ~ . -\ -‘l‘ —' - H.‘ "'5 ‘N 3 - . ‘- ’\ fl L—‘r ’ ‘1'

their more oi3n co iterparts “d tne wtilizabiOh of tag ne_w

cant differences between the open and closed 3 b acts are

the ne ative referents. Th3re is no evidence for tile op3r—

ation of reduced differentiation (or de ifferehtiation)

anon; the ne,at1ve referents ( Hypothesis 1V ).
§
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Our caution in irterpretihg the firdihfs for the

proposed hypotheses has been dictated by several con—

siderations. The masking effects of age ard intelli-

gence have been previously roted. Peihaps it world

have been desirable to have corducted the present analy—

sis with relatively "pure" experinehtal sub—:roups; i.e.,

Hijh and Low Defeatic gro ps matched on age and intelli-

rence. There are two arjmnents ajainst this position,

re:.pected discovery of the relationChowever. First, the

0
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)

t
—
I
o

C 1
5
'

O C
“

.
_
I

Qiable w.th defeatism’
3

of age and intellifence va

e he ixpetns for clarifyir; research in this area.ILL9
-
1

rovic

"
O

ecord, the comparisons resultih: from the multiple co—C
”
)

variance procedures, which removed the effects of age ard

int”,lli ice variability, are as pure as ary which could

have bsen acc upliHh3d by ratchin, technioues, if not more

so. It will also be noted that several of the comparisons

(e. ., those on similarity, infornation, ah: source 0

iforration), are not sigr.‘fic a:t p““jr to the 1urtialligp—

.J- ~-1 '.,1 :.VA,, '- .. ° ,.

oft 0L a e ant intelli_euce difLererces. It is t“

’
5

-,2

parent that the 00baided lack of si rifieence must be sonyht

ovt elsewhere; it cannot be attriQtod to the operation of

extraneous Wriability.

To acco nt for the findings of the present investi—

gation, we must look at both the theory from which the

trpotnesee were deriveci and at the methodology of th



El

s*tdy itswlf. The former holds few clues for our pur-

poses. The present stady is tze first atteipt to aha-

lyza the different atLOh, isolation, and narrowing di-

me“siovs. It is difficelt to ascertain the empirical

ctility of these theoretical dimOnSiOfS, siece thace

are to prior findin s with which to cor are oar re-

salts. in liynt of this, the present strdy must be

considered exploratory in nature

With regard to methodolo,y, the use of the de-

searegation issue as the focal topic of this izvesti—

gation may be criticized. It will be noted fi"st that

the desegre;ation issue is str0h5ly polarized for all

‘ .

0V V '1

LJK. OU‘of our ects (Table 10). 20th high and Low Do;-

matic subjects rate them"elves s trougly in favor of in-

tegrating the public schools; only ten of the sixty sab—

iects used were opposed to inteyration. It may be arQu—

ed that this positive polarization to the topic and the

high intensity of attitude about the issue served to

mask the differences between the two 5rorps on the dog—

matism dimension. We may hypothesize that beliefs about

desegre;ation, because of the intensity with which they

are held by most Northern collepe students (anon; others),

constitute a closed system irrespective of coihitive struc-

ture variations. We shoald expect similar

any other intensely polarized is see, e.;.,

should not expect this masking effect with

belief areas, each as politics or reliyiOh.

results for

Commdnism, but

- l

less "loaced'
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theoretical QlKCuSLOUS tSed in oils sttdy are system
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variables an ylates of a theory of belief-dis-C
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> Care po

belief svstets. It is possible that an adequate ana-

lysis of these dimensions could not be accomplished

regatiox issae.
...4‘ .-.

}
_Scue wocld ar;;e that a person's belie"s aLo t

school se re ation are unitary, that the; stand in iso-

. 1.. .. n. ,4. l_‘., 1. 4. .- 40,. .. - H . 1-. .. .1 .~-_, .- 2,-

ldblOn ime all OLLSP beliels. It is ra ted tha. the

belief-disbelief system of which beliefs aboat desegre-

gation are part is relatively restricted; that is, that

it does not hec ssarily inclade a Treat marker of re-

lated beliefs about other areas or that it ooes not al—

low for shadings of disbelief. It is t-is writer's ob-

servation that for rost individuals, school desegreyati

is a polarized issre; they are eitier for Cesejre;ation

or opposed to it. There are only disbelievers; ho sys-

t,1 o dl5721l‘v“” secvs to exist.

 





89+

'1 D

..one's belie s about s c-1001 ihteration are irtitaely

I
}
.
.
.

tied to beliefs aboct law, state's ri;hts, reli: on,

ecouor ics, tradition, democracy, and even sex. And

Southerners Opposind irteratios are able to differ-

entiate those who oppose their views into several

categories. The acCOahts of our subjects also point

to these co cllsioxs.

The crucial point at issue here is not whether be-

liefs about dese,re;ation are isolated or systematic,

however. At issue is the question of whether this be-

lief area is as_systematic as some other which coald

conceivably have been used. Did the belief area of

school desegregation allow for a suffi
"I

cieht rah;e 01

beliefs and disbeliefs to adequately test the theo-

retical dimensions? Would some other belief system

have provided a more adeqLaate test? In retrospect,

an affirmative answer to the latter qtHQSCiOl seems to

be in order. It is quite possible that the cse of an—

other belief system (scch as beliefs about religion

would have allowed greater freedom for the operation

of the theoretical dinLe sions. What is required in

analyses of tris type is the use of ai area where the

exist‘hce of disbelief sub-systems is assured, and

where the authorities for these seb~systeus (the ne;a-

tive referents) are assumed to be more discrepant than

in the present case.
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Sc'L‘ evl;znice 11:0 tit: gel Ln“ >cf~r’* t ct>L3ept ‘Ls aL-

parent fCOL tie pres: t data. Contrary to tfe socio—

lo Zeal ho.Lo of _“o 2 1-51 e cos 0. att;t Le~foru~t u:

11d we LtULQLCB, we have ~.ot.-:d the repeated tse of lidi“

13d als as raferential points by o r s L;ects. lhdecc,

U.e -se of the el.efs rf a refere.ce " re p" appears to

e relatively frcouxo_ (Tarle 13). her are the gro_ps

thed as referents alwa"s seen as unitirv or'ahizatiors;

the fro n more often seems to be the

its ialividgal members. A renark mace by ore of the s eject
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posed to Segre ation...l remember readihj about that Catholic

bishop in Loaisiada who ordered his people to otey the co rt

ted) referents are, in mostC
T I

OThe most salient (firs

cases, parents or siblih s, followed by personal acqwainta ces,-

' 0 , 1 , . U ..1

iszally peers. These are sometimes fro pee; e.;., 'All the

guys in my fraterrity feel the way I do." More often, how—

'I 0 - _ '1 - . ll -

ever, they are treated as isolated referents; e. ., My

mother is fr.m the SOuth and feels strongly a aihst inte-
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gration, bit I apree with my father tha

treat the Keyroes the way ther are tr ated."(
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The proposed notion of the use of both positive and

nefative referents is also strongly supported by the data

(Tables 12 through 19). Most subjects could readily cite

persons who afreed and persons who disagreed with their

own beliefs.

In conclusion, individuals are aware of the social ref-

erence points for their beliefs and disbeliefs, and this

awareness is tempered by divergences in the extent to which

persons are relatively open or closed in cognitive organi-

zation, and by a:e and intellectual factors. The theoretical

assunption of idegtity_between the cognitive awareness of
 

others who agree of disagree with one's beliefs, and the

utilization of these others as the authorities_for one's
 

beliefs remains an assumption, however. It has been given

no direct test in the present investigation. An adequate

experimental attack on this problem would require an analy-

sis of the change§_in beliefs and disbeliefs followinj ex—

po ure to the beliefs or new referents or authorities.
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,ros) conCept was 1‘OIRU1At€HMJVthn a cognitive—theo-

retical framework. Lalief fer1ncs were conceptual-

ized as the authori,ies used by the individual to sub—
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which belie~i referents could very—- narrow’ng, eifierentia—‘1‘

tion, and isolation—— were derived from Hokea;h's cot-

ritive theory, whi3n deals with Open—to—closed co;nitive

(belief)systems. It was ;enerally h"potkoised that

persons with relatively closed coynitive systems would

manifest increased narrowin;, decressed dii

and inc1eased isolation of their belie: :ei‘erents, in com-

parison with indiViduals with relativelr open eoqnitive

S; 8 terms o

One-hundred ninety~seV3n introdimcrory Psychology sto—

dents were fiven the Do;matisn scale, the index of Openness“

c o dness of conitive systems. The obtained s>lit-halfU
)

(
7
)

o

p
.
)

MJil“y of .76, using a si ed scale with no filleri
r
-
«
o

wre]-'

items, is comparable to previously-obtained reliabilitie

J

s

with padded scales administered under a10hwuob COHdltiOhs.

From the total pool, extreme :ronps of thirty Hieh and

thirty Low Doymatic subjects ware selected and tested wit:
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Vects were :iven information tests amo t Vie p1olic persons

and fretps who served as positive or nejative belief reier-

erts. The findinf that subjects with relatively closed coi-

riuivc systems had no less knowledfe abo t their negative

telief referents relative to their positive refereuts ttzn

lid persons with relat’vely open co;nitive systems did not

8 pport the proposed hypothesis. (2) All s bJECtS rated

the ne ative belief referents on de ree of simflarity.s

Jo sifrificant differerces were for.d between the two fro ps

in the extent to which :e;ative efererts are perceived as

similar, or 1rdifferehtiated.
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Two indices were also obtained for the isolat1on

dimension: (1) All su jects cited the sour.es f info-

rmation about their negative belief referenus. Three

source—cate40ries were used: ”personal contact” with

the neatch referent or his statements, mass media,

or other positive referents. Tnere was no s’nific nt

support for the hypothesis that persons with relatively

closed co;nitive systems should obtain less information

about their ne;ativ: referents directly from th1se re-

ferents than persons with r1latively open co;nitive sys-

tems. The results, however, indicaled that the rela—

tively closed subjects tended to use direct sources less

for negative belief referents than for positive refer-

ents. (2) One—half of each group rated identical state-

ments, at‘c1‘utcd to either a positive or a negative be—

lief referent, on an acceptance—rejection scale. It was

hypothesized that persons with relatively closed co;-

nitive systems would show greater acceptance of pro-

nouncements of a positive referent and .treatcr rejecction

tive referent than subjects:1
5

of pronouncements of a ne;

with relatively open conitive systems. Findings in the

opposite direction from that anticipated were obtained.

‘

Relatively closed suogects showed greater acceptance of

statements attributed to both positive and negative re—

ferents.

‘

or only onet
-
fi

Thus, sirnificant evidence was obtained





oi‘ LEng il‘rrnz gncogngsaml C(Mucigpt111l (Llnmnzsixurzs. li’si1

polsr1zatf on of 3cl1ef on tie desc5reo.t:or: issue

evidcrt in thc s rplc used; this tended to con-.
4

‘
3

L
)

wfound v1 iations on the co nltivo dime: sion 0 open-

so ss--clos:doc 3” uses to isolate the cro'erowts

firovps. lfiTile the lack:cu 111*lor a'mlflxfi of the
A

' t J

torso conccpttal d1nensi1ons used also 1t1ts the

generslisation of those results, the investi;ation

provides inferential evidence for the utility of the

plouosod rsOcuccptualizst1Cn oi‘ referc<nco groups as

co;nitivc belicf referents.
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There are two kinds of people ih t-zis world;
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