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The Problem 

Zhe  problen d e a l t  w i t h  i n  t h i s  study w a s  t o  d e t e r -  

xine whether o r  not  e n r o l b e n t  i n  a s e a e s t e r  course deal- 

in; w i t h  t h e  na ture  of pre judice  and t h e  h i s to ry  of Amer- 

ican n i n o r i t i e s  would r e s u l t  i n  a change i n  p r e j u d i c i a l  

a t t i t u d e s  aaong the p a r t i c i p a n t s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  i t  w a s  

hy2othesized t 3 a t  t h e  females i n  t h i s  course wolrld demon- 

s t r a t e  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  s r e a t e r  change i n  t h e i r  pre judi -  

c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  than would t h e  males, 

Procedure 

Seventy-nine 11th and 12th grade s tuden t s  enrol led  

i n  t h e  course under examination. The r e m i n d e r  of the  



juniors  and sen io r s  i n  the  s tudent  body, a t o t a l  of 

eighty-two, were u t i l i z e d  as a cont-01 2roup. Both 

xroups were randomly divided i n t o  two zroups. One half  * 

o h e a c h  g;roun was administered a ques t ionnai re  a t  the  

be- inning OF t h e  snrin,  s e a e s t e r ,  197b-1975, a s  a ore- 

t e s t .  3 e  o tke r  P a l "  of each ,yroup c o ~ n l e t e d  t h e  same 

questior-naire as  postt test at t h e  end of t h e  semester. 

These ques t ionnai res  were scored by assess in?  no in t s  

f o r  each r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  s ta tements  i n  t h e  t e s t  ins t su -  

ment. The l a r g e r  nuzbers indica ted  h ieher  l e v e l s  of 

prejudice.  The scores  were t a l l i e d  f o r  s e v e r a l  d i f f e r e n t  

c z t e g o r i e s  of prejudice.  Zbese d a t a  then were analyzed 

i n  e i g h t  sepa ra te  analyses  of var iance.  Chi-square t e s t s  

were a l s o  run on t h e  response d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each item 

of t h e  ques t ionnai re  as recorded by t h e  expes iaenta l  

group. 

"inding s 

.*'here were no s i s n i f i c a n t  changes i n  any of t h e  ca- 

t e g o r i e s  of p r e j u d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  as a r e s u l t  of the  ex- 

perimental  t r e a t a e n t .  ';he females d i d  no t  demonstrate 

any s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  change i n  t h e i r  pre judice  scores  

than d i d  the  males. However, i n  a number of cases  t h e  

males demonstrated a higber l e v e l  of pre judice  than did 

t h e  females. 



The chi-square tests indicated no significant 

than-e in attitudes between tte pretest and posttest ex- 

perimental :Groups. however, the feaales did exhibit a 

si~nificant shift to less prejudice in their response 

distributions on three itens in the questionnaire where- 

as the males did not. 

Conclusions 

The results of this study seen to suggest that the 

transmission of knowledge h a s  little or no effect upon 

the affective domain. If the instruaent was not defi- 

cient in detectln~ significant changes in attitudes, the 

findings seen to suggest that educators aust search fur- 

ther to determine what factors are effective in changing 

prejudicial attitudes. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCT I QN 

Importance of the Study 

Scores of evaluative studies have been done which 

attempt to tell how effective some type of program has 

been with a specific population on the reduction of 

prejudicial attitudes. Much of this research has been 

based on the premise that the teaching of facts about 

minority groups could do much to reduce prejudice. In 

fact, most Americans have a profound faith in formal 

education as an answer to social problems. Training 

the rational processes or transniting knowledge in the 

co~nitive domain, it has been thought, would cause peo- 

ple to reject the irrational or absurd or to adopt pos- 

itive attitudes in the affective domain. 

Common sense would seem to suggest not only that 

we nay expect differences among people with different 

degrees of education, but also that the more educated 

probably will be less prejudiced. We think of educa- 

tion as liberation, a process of freeing people from 

narrowness and provincialism, and therefore look upon 

the elimination of prejudice as part of the larger 

goals of the educational process. And these surmises 

seem to be borne out by past research. Harding an& 
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his associates, reviewing the literature in 1954, state 
L that "the most consistent finding is a negative corre- 

lation between prejudice of all kinds and the amount of 

formal educationff (p. 1039). Samelson in her analysis 

of a National Opinion Research Center study in 1944 con- 

cludes that ffeducation does diminish prejudiceff (p. 13). 

Allport also tends to agree with this statement (1954, 

p. 434). Williams in his review of the literature in 

1964 states that an lfoverwhelming majority of the stu- 

dies concerned with the relationship between education 

and prejudice show that higher levels of education are 

associated with greater tolerance of ethnic minoritieslf 

(P.  54) .  

If past data bear out common sense, why investigate 

the problem further? May it not be assumed that educa- 

tion inevitably reduces prejudice against minority 

groups? On the contrary, it should be emphasized that 

the influence of education on attitudes toward minori- 

ties is far from being a simple process. The reason for 

further study is that the data at times contradict the 

notion of a simple linear relationship between education 

and positive changes in prejudicial attitudes. Samelson 

states that Ifsome aspects of prejudice....are not af- 

fected by education" (p. 13), Allport disagrees with 

llthose enthusiasts who claim that the whole problem of 

prejudice is a matter of educationff (p, 434). and Wil- 



liams discovers that "a minority of studies find either 

no differences or even a positive association of educa- 

tion and prejudicen (p .  54). The findings are by no 

means unanimous. 

Yet m y  educators today continue to believe that 

the affective domain is subject to change in relation- 

ship to the accumulation of cognitive knowledge. The 

present experimenter shares this belief and for this 

reason, at least in part, developed a course in the his- 

tory of American minorities, A study then of attitudi- 

nal change in students who have taken this course seems 

valid not only because of the new descriptive material 

which it offers but also because this data may prove 

useful in further developing and revising this course 

or other courses designed to change prejudicial atti- 

tudes. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this study was to examine what 

changes in prejudicial attitudes might have taken place 

in junior and senior (11th and 12th grade) high school 

students after they had taken a course which dealt with 

the nature of prejudice and surveyed the history of dif- 

ferent American minorities, Included in this course 

were units of study dealing with the following minority 

groups: Native Americans, Black Americans, Spanish 

Speaking Americans, Asian and European Immigrants, domen, 
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and the Poor. Because of the scope of the course the 

measurenent of attitudinal change covered the broad spec- 

trum of all of these minority groups. 

Since the purpose of this study was to determine 

the effect this course might have had on attitudes, it 

was necessary to utilize an evaluative instruinent. 

This instrument was developed by the experimenter to 

measure attitudes with responses made on a five choice 

Likert scale. Information on the statistical analysis 

of these questionnaire results m y  be found in Chapter 

I V  . 
Statement of the Problem 

The problem of this study was to determine if the 

study of the history and problem of Aaerican minori- 

ties was an effective aeans for changing student atti- 

tudes. A secondary problem was to deternine the effec- 

tiveness of this course on changing different types of 

attitudes amon,z these students. A distinction was 

m d e  between attitudes toward personal involvement or 

relationships with black Americans and those which are 

impersonal. Again a distinction was made between atti- 

tudes toward wonen which would directly affect the in- 

dividual and those which one might hold without having 

direct consequences for the Individual. Finally this 

study was to deteraine whether the course had a greater 
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inf luence  upon t h e  females than it had upon t h e  males i n  

t h e  experimental group. 

The following were t h e  research  hypotheses: 

1. A s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between the  scores  

and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and the  Post-  

t e s t  (Experimental) groups which i s  due t o  t h e  treatment.  

2. A s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  re-  

sponse d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each i tem i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  

f o r  t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and t h e  P o s t t e s t  ( a p e r i -  

mental) groups which is  due t o  t h e  treatment.  

3. No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  

scores  and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control)  and t h e  

P o s t t e s t  (Control)  groups who were not  involved i n  t h e  

experimental  treatment.  

4. No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  re-  

sponse d i s t r i b u t i o n s  O n  each i tem i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  

f o r  t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control)  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Control)  

groups who were not  involved i n  t h e  experimental t r e a t -  

ment. 

5. A s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  fe-  

males than  among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  and 

subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and t h e  P o s t t e s t  

(Experimental) groups which is  due t o  t h e  experimental 

treatment.  

6 ,  A s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  fe-  

m l e s  than  among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  response 
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d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each i tem i n  the  ques t ionnai re  f o r  t h e  

P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) 

groups which i s  due t o  t h e  experimental t reatment .  

7, No s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among the  f e -  

males than among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  and 

subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control)  and t h e  f o s t t e s t  (Con- 

t r o l )  groups who were not  involved i n  t h e  exper inenta l  

t reatment .  

8. No s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  f e -  

males than aaong t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  response 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each i tem i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  f o r  t h e  

P r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Contro l )  groups who 

were no t  involved i n  t h e  experimental  t r e a t a e n t .  

I n  o rde r  t o  t e s t  t h e s e  hypotheses, it was necessary 

t o  r e j e c t  t h e  followinp n u l l  hypotheses: 

1. No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between the  scores  

and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and the  Post- 

t e s t  (Ekperimental) groups which is  due t o  the  treatment.  

2. No s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e m c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  re-  

sponse d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each item i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  

f o r  t h e  P r e t e s t  (Zxperinental)  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experi- 

mental) groups which i s  due t o  the  t reatment .  

3.  A s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  

and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  

(Control)  groups who were not  involved i n  t h e  experimen- 

t a l  treatment.  
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4. A s i s n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  re- 

sponse d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each i tem i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  

f o r  t h e  P r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  ? o s t t e s t  ( c o n t r o l )  

grouPs who were not  involved i n  t h e  exper iaen ta l  t r e a t -  

ment. 

5. No s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  

f e m l e s  than among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  

and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experinental)  and t h e  

P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) groups which i s  due t o  t h e  ex- 

perimental  treatment.  

6. No s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  

females than  anont t h e  males e x i s t s  between the  re -  

sponse d i s t r i b u t i o n s  6n each i t e m  i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  

f o r  t h e  P r e t e s t  (Exper inenta l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experi- 

mental) groups which is due t o  t h e  experimental  t r e a t -  

ment. 

7. A s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  fe -  

males than  among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  and 

subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control)  and the  P o s t t e s t  (Con- 

t r o l )  groups who were not  involved i n  t h e  exper iaen ta l  

t r e a t p e n t .  

8. A s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  anon8 tbe  fe-  

males than  among, the  males e x i s t s  between t h e  response 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each item i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  for t h e  

P r e t e s t  (Control)  and the P o s t t e s t  ( c o n t r o l )  ErouDs who 

were not  involved i n  t h e  experimental t reatment .  



CHAPTER I1 

REVIEW 03 'PEE LITERATURE 

Spec i f i c  Courses 

Sesearch on t h e  e f f e c t s  of s p e c i f i c  school courses 

on pre judice  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  s i g n i f i c a n t  favorable  chanzes 

i n  a t t i t u d e  outnumber t h e  r e p o r t s  of ins icni f ' i cant  

ckan:-es ar no change by about two t o  one (Eardin6 e t  al,, 

1979, p. 45). It  i s  i n t e r e s t i ~ :  t o  note  t h a t  t h e  ma- 

j o r i t y  of these  s t u d i e s  dar ing  t h e  las t  f i f t y  yea r s  were 

done f o r  t h e  most p a r t  d u r i n ,  the  e a r l i e r  ha l f  of t h i s  

tirne period. It seems t h a t  i n  =ore r ecen t  times t h e  re-  

searchers  genera l ly  h a v e  l i m i t e d  t h e i r  s t u d i e s  t o  de te r -  

mining what f a c t o r s  n igh t  be i n t e r a c t i n g  w i t h  t h e  learn-  

ink of c o ~ n i t i v e  knowledge t o  e i t h e r  enhance a p o s i t i v e  

chande i n  attitudes o r  t o  reduce t h e  p o s s i k i l i t y  f o r  such 

chanse. 

Z a r l i e r  s t u d i e s  most o f t e n  found t h a t  i nd iv idua l s  

w i t h  a l a r g e  amount of i n f o r m t i o n  about a p a r t i c u l a r  

group tend t o  have more favorable  a t t i t u d e s  toward t h a t  

group than  ind iv idua l s  w i t h  l i t t l e  i n f o r m t i o n  (8eckless  

and Bringen, 1933, p. 137; N e t t l e r ,  1946, p. 189; and 

Russel l  and Robertson, 1947, p. 212). However, when 

Rose reviewed t h e  l i t e r a t u r e  i n  1948, he repor ted  con- 

f l i c t iny .  evidence as t o  whether courses  dea l in?  w i t h  



r ace  r e l a t i o n s  o r  s o c i a l  problems i n  ;enera1 have any 

e f f e c t  i n  changing studentat a t t i t u d e s .  Summarizin- 

e leven s t u d i e s  i n  t h i s  f i e l d ,  he reported a change i n  

s i x  of these  i n  the  d i r e c t i o n  a n t i c i p a t e d ,  no change i n  

f o u r  s t u d i e s ,  and ambiguous r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  remaining 

one (pp.  5-34). 

Xore recen t  s t u d i e s  have found a n e ~ ~ a t i v e  co r re la -  

t i o n  between t h e  accumulation of knowledge and t h e  re-  

duct ion  of prejudice.  For  example, i n  a s tudy by Green- 

berg and o t h e r s ,  n e i t h e r  a formal debate  on t h e  dese>;re- 

ga t ion  deci,sion of 1954, nor  a l e c t u r e  on t h e  dynamics 

of p re jud ice ,  nor  a s i n g l e  c l a s s  d i scuss ion  of the  lat-  

t e r  l e d  t o  changes i n  t h e  ethnocentrism scores  of Texas 

c o l l e g e  s tuden t s  upon r e t e s t i n ;  i n  t h e  next  c l a s s  period 

(1957, p. 85). Roth found "it i s  q u i t e  evident  t h a t  a 

black s t u d i e s  proGram which i s  aimed pr imar i ly  a t  t h e  

cogn i t ive  domain w i l l  no t  be e f f e c t i v e  w i t h  sezregated 

white c h i l d r e n  w i t h  regards t o  r a c i a l  a t t i t u d e  changerf 

(1970, 2. 331). And Kleg found t h a t  rfwhile r e s u l t s  a r e  

mixed, they  g ive  l i t t l e  support  t o  t h e  hypothesis t h a t  

increased knowledge about r a c i a l  and s o c i a l  groups re- 

duces n e ~ a t i v e  a t t i t u d e s  between such groups1' (1970, p. 

91,. 

On t h e  o t h e r  hand, r ecen t  s t u d i e s  cont inue t o  reach 

t h e  conclusion t h a t  such educat ion w i l l  have such posi-  
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t i v e  r e s u l t s .  L i t c h e r  and Johnson reported t h a t  t h e  

use of mul t ie thnic  r eaders  i n  an  e lenentary  school w i l l  

r e s u l t  i n  nore favorable  a t t i t u d e s  toward Neqroes (19 59, 

p, 1 1 .  And f i n a l l y  2 e c o r a r o r s  s tudy revealed t h a t  

s p e c i a l  l e s sons  concernin:; Indian h i s t o r y  do have a DO- 

s i t i v e  e f f e c t  upon t k e  a t t i t u d e s  of both Indian and non- 

Indian ch i ld ren  (1972, p. 7 1 ; .  zut a r a i n  t h e  evidence 

i s  not  conclusive i n  e i t h e r  d i r e c t i o n .  

Sex Differences 

For t h i s  reason t h e  more recen t  research  h a s  o f t e n  

ained a t  de l inea t in :  t h e  f a c t o r s  which in te r twine  w i t h  

t h e  accumu.lation of knowledye t o  a f f e c t  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  

a t t i t u d e s .  Some s t u d i e s  have found si:,nificant d i f f e r -  

ences I n  genera l  p e r s u a s i k i l i t y  r e l a t e d  t o  sex. A l -  

t!?ou,h Katz, Sarnoff ,  and KcClintoclc found t h a t  a n t i -  

black a t t i t u d e s  i n  anxious,  se l f -defens ive  wbite c o l l e r e  

~ i r l s  were h i f  hly r e s i s t a n t  t o  a11 inf luences  desi,yned 

t o  c h a n ~ e  these  a t t i t u d e s  ( ~ a r d i n g  e t  a l . ,  1939, D. 1451, 

C_ru.tchf i e l d  found t h a t  f enale c o l l e z e  s tuden t s  exhib i ted  

s i ~ n i f i c a n t l y  higher  amounts of conformity behavior than 

male rouns (1945, p. 193). 3ayes and Conklin found that 

ason:> 1 0 t h  ~ r a d e r s  i n  t h e i r  study t h e  " g i r l s  iaproved 

:nose than t h e  boys i n  a t t i t u d e s  toward Xegro proklemsU 

(19:3, PO 2 .  J a n i s  and F i e l d ,  workin? w i t h  h i - ih  school 

s tuden t s ,  found t h a t  t h e  mean p e r s u ~ s i b i l i t y  of female 



sub jec t s  higher than  t h a t  

s u b j e c t s  (1956, p. 59) .  King, a l s o  usin:: high school 

s tuden t s ,  found a -rester over-a l l  s u s c e p t i 5 i l i t y  t o  in-  

f luence  on the  p a r t  of ,;iris than of boys (1956, p?. 

213-2lr$;. 

Abelson and Lesser ,  or, t h e  o the r  hand, wi t ! -  f i r s t  

: rade c h i l d r e n  as su\:jects found no si ,  nif'icant d i f f e r -  

ence between t h e  boys and g i r l s  w i t h  respect  t o  ,?enera1 

l e v e l  of p e r s u a s i b i l i t g  ( 1 9 ' 6 ,  -on. 152-1'j3). "ie f a c t  

t h e  sex d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  decree of a e r s u a s i 5 i l i t y  do not 

emerte i n  young c h i l d r e n  is  not  l?ecessar i ly  incoapat ib le  

w i t h  t h e  f i n d i n  s t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  c l ea r -cu t  d i f f e r e n c e s  

between o lde r  ?a les  and females. A developmental fac- 

t o r  aay account f o r  both s e t s  of find.ings. During ear- 

l y  childhood the  s o c i a l  norms and ve rba l  t r a i n i n ,  which 

inf luence  r e s ~ o n s i v e n e s s  t o  commnications xay be essen- 

t i a l l y  t h e  sane f o r  k t h  sexes.  l u t  then ,  a t  a phase of 

c?.evelonment, t h e r e  may be powerful s o c i a l  pressures ,  

associated w i t k  sex-typin; and d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  sex r o l e s ,  

which could g ive  r i s e  t o  somewhat d i f f e r e n t  predisposi-  

t i o n s  i n  younz aen and wornen. The c u l t u r e  seems t o  de- 

mand of z i r l s  g r e a t e r  acquiescence i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  soiurces 

of in fo r .mt ion  and a p a t t e r n  of f r i c t i o n l e s s  s o c i a l  r e -  

l a t i o n s h i s s ,  w i t h  t he  r e s u l t  t h a t  ;:iris on t k e  whole a r e  

aore  susce? t ik le  t o  inf luence.  I n  t h e  prese2t  study a 



12 

d e t e r a i n a t i o n  of d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  r eac t ions  between males 

and females w a s  examined. 

Dimensions of 2re judice  

LJhen t h e  e x i s t i &  d a t a  a r e  examined to -e the r ,  i t  

appears  t h e  inconsis tency o X t e  f i n d i n 7 s  aay r e s u l t  i n  

-9arT; :roz t r e a t i n -  nre judice  aga ins t  a iven minority as 

a u n i t a r y  var iable .  'Ihe usual  assunpt ion h a s  been t h a t  

i t  i s  poss ik le  t o  i s o l a t e  an a b s t r a c t i o n  c a l l e d  "preju-  

d i c e M  without d i s t i n q u i s h i n .  amon$ i t s  com~onents .  T h i s  

i s  no t  t o  sag t k a t  such research h a s  not  ;>een done. 

I!erz and ? e a r l i n  examined pre judice  f r o a  t h e  point of 

v i e w  t h z t  i t  w a s  three-dizensional .  These diaensions 

tkey i d e n t i f i e d  as coc-nit ive,  emotional, and motivat ional  

(1957, n. 347;. I n  S t e z b e r l s  study pre judice  ??as inves- 

t i - a t e d  by d iv id ing  t h e  d a t a  i n t o  t h r e e  cats.-ories: 1) be- 

l i e f s  and ~ e r c e n t i o n s  concernin, n i n o r i t i e s ;  2 )  a t t i t u d e s  

toward d i sc r imina t ion ;  and 31 acce3tance of personal re-  

l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  n i n o r i t y  - roua members (19 ;1, p. X I I I )  . 
- h i s  s tudy w a s  based on t h e  p r e q i s e t h a t t k e r e  a r e  

two separa te  dimensions of pre judice ,  which should be 

measured separa te ly ,  and t h a t  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between 

accu~lu la t ion  of knowledce and change i n  a t t i t u d e s  mi,ht  

be p o s i t i v e  i n  t h e  one dimension but non-effect ive i n  the  

o ther .  In  o t h e r  words, a person aay cont inue t~ hold 

s tereotyped b e l i e f s  and Se ea rnes t ly  i n  favor  of equal 
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treatment of minority grouDs and y e t  d e s i r e  t o  avoid 

personal  a s s o c i a t i o n  w i t h  i t s  members o r  be u n w i l l i n ~  

t o  ? r a n t  e q u a l i t y  when it c o s t s  h i m  zersonal ly .  ?bus a 

d i s t i n c t i o n  w a s  made i n  t h i s  study between those ques- 

t i o n n a i r e  i t e n s  which xi*;ht be desiynated as personal  

and inpersonal  i n  an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  a t t i t u d e s  toward black 

Azericans and sex r o l e s .  



CHAPTER 111 

DESCRIPTION OF PZOCEDURES 

Subjec ts  

The sub jec t s  OF t h i s  study were one hundred s ix ty -  

one s tuden t s  en ro l l ed  i n  t h e  Jun io r  and Senior  ( 1 1 t h  and 

12th grades)  c l a s s e s  a t  Luther ::if:h School i n  Onalaska, 

gisconsin during t h e  second semester of t h e  1974-1975 

school year .  Seventy-nine of these  s tuden t s  en ro l l ed  i n  

the  course e n t i t l e d  H I t i n o r i t i e s  i n  t h e  Land of Equality".  

T h i s  course w a s  an e l e c t i v e  o f fe red  t o  juniors  and se-  

n io r s .  Shey met i n  t h r e e  sec t ions  of t h i r t y ,  twenty-se- 

ven, anCl twenty-two students .  These seventy-nine s tudents  

made up t h e  experimental group. The rerainini ;  e ighty-  

two s tuden t s  served as the  c o n t r o l  !croup. 

Luther Yigh School i s  operated by churches of the 

Wisconsin Evangelical  Lutheran Synod i n  t h e  Lacrosse,  

disconsin area .  I ts s tudent  body during the  school year  

1974-1975 numberedthree hundred t h i r t y - t h r e e .  It  w a s  

composed of s tuden t s  from white middle c l a s s  f ami l i e s .  

It  should be noted t h a t  t h i s  Sroup of' s tuden t s  had a l l  

t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  Xhite Anglo-Saxon 

P r o t e s t a n t s  (uAS?Sj who a r e  seen as t h e  ? r e a t  majori ty  

which d i sc r imina tes  a g a i n s t  American n i n o r i t i e s .  



Sesearch Design 

!'he research design appl ied  was the  Separate-Sam- 

p l e  P re tes t -Zos t t e s t  Control Group Design (des ign  num- 

ber 13) as ou t l ined  by Campbell and Stanley (1963, p. 

55 . T h i s  des ien  can be represented : rapbical ly  i n  t h e  

followinb mnner :  

,a 9 ( X I  

R X 0 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  
R 9 

R 0 

In  t h i s  diagram the  9 ' s  denote random s e l e c t i o n  of two 

subgroups wi th in  bo th  t h e  experimental and. c o n t r o l  Froups, 

t h e  C t s  represent  t h e  t i ~ e s  of observat ion ,  and t h e  X ' s  

s tand  f o r  the  experimental t r e a t a e n t ,  w i t h  t h e  parenthe- 

t i c  X i n d i c a t i n g  i t s  i r r e l evance  t o  t h e  argument. 

,he e x t e r n a l  sources  of v a l i d i t y  a r e  cont ro l led  by 

t h i s  des i ,n ,  however t h e r e  i s  one uncontrol led i n t e r n a l  

source of i n v a l i d i t y .  T h i s  llcomes from t h e  poss i ' c i l i ty  

of mistakin2 f o r  an e f f e c t  or ti-e 2reatment a s p e c i f i c  

l o c a l  trend i n  the  exnerimental croup which i s ,  i n  f a c t ,  

unrelatedlT ( D .  S c j .  

I n  order  t o  apply t h e  se3arate-sanple pre tes t -pos t -  

t e s t  desig.n t o  t h e  exper inenta l  and c o n t r o l  (p,roups i t  

was necessary t o  d iv ide  eack of them i n t o  two -roups. 
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The ? r e t e s t  (Control ;  had forty-one nembers; t h e  P r e t e s t  

( E x p e r i a e n t a l ) ,  t h i r t y - n i n e ;  t h e  P o s t t e s t  ( C o n t r o l ) ,  f o r -  

ty-one; and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Exper iaen ta l ) ,  r c r t y .  T k i s  

was done 2y assi :niny each Eroup member a number f r o n  

one t o  seventy-nine f o r  t h e  experimental roup and w i t k  

a n ~ m b e r  f r o n  one t o  ei-hty- two 'or t h e  c o n t r o l  rroun. 

 hen us ing  a t a b l e  of randon numbers t h e  f i r s t  t h i r t y -  

n ine  numbers from the  experimental group were d e s i ~ n a t e d  

t h e  p r e t e s t  ~ r o u p ;  t h e  f i r s t  forty-one from the  con t ro l  

-roup were a l s o  d e s i p a t e d  t h e  p r e t e s t  group. Sne fe-  - 

naLe sub jec t  w a s  l o s t  f r o a  t h e  p o s t t e s t  c o n t r o l  roup on 

account of i l l n e s s .  

Instrument 

The instument was designed by the  exper inenter  t o  

determine t h e  e f f e c t  of t h e  t reatment  on t h e  a f f e c t i v e  

donain of those i n  t h e  exper iaen ta l  group. -he a a j o r  

~ceakness i n  t h i s  study w a s  t h a t  no t e s t in :  w a s  done on 

t h i s  instrument p r i o r  t o  i t s  use.  It was necessary t o  

develop such a q u e s t i o n ~ a i r e  s ince  t h e r e  seemed t o  be no 

i n s t r u a e n t  developed which covered t h e  broad scope of 

a t t i t u d e s  necessary f o r  t h i s  study. 

' h i s  instrument cons is ted  of s i x t y  s t a t e n e n t s  w i t h  

respo2ses nade on a f i v e  choice Liker t  sca le .  *The de- 

- r e e s  ranged f r o 3  s t rong ly  a- ree  t o  stron." ly d i s a ~ r e e .  .- 

-he t e s t  scores  were computed by ziving f i v e  po in t s  f o r  
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f o r  a s t r o n g l y  s . ' reein:  response ,  pour  p c i n t s  o r  a:rl 

a g r e e i n g  response ,  t h r e e  g o i n t s  for a no opin ion  re- 

sponse ,  two p o i n t s  For a d i sa - ree in ,  res?onse ,  and one 

no in t  "or  a s t ron , ly  d i s a - r e e i n :  response  on t k o s e  i t ems  

trhici-. expreszed n r e  judice .  . - o r  i t e m  ex?ress in;  2. l a c k  

of p r e j !x? i ce ,  p o i n t s  were :ir;en i n  an  i n v e r s e  order.. 

hndomly d i s t r i b u t e d  v i t ' ? i n  t' e quesTionnaire  %:ere 

t h r e e  Lroups o? twenty s t a t e n e n t s .  3ne ~ L F O U  j d e a l r  t h i i t ! ~  

a t t i t u d e s  coward black A ~ e r i c a n s ;  ano tkes  toward sex 

r o l e s ;  and a t h i r d  2easured a t t i t u d e s  which d e a l t  w i t h  

r a i s c e l l a n e o ~ s  z i ~ 1 0 ~ i t y  _TOUDS. :be f i r s t  r;-o,.rp also d i -  

vided i n t o  two croups.  en of t h e s e  s t a t e a e n t s  2easured 

a t t i t u d e s  which inT~31ved ncrsona l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  

Slacks .  The o t h e r  t e n  s t a t e s e n t s  e i t t e r  were s t e r e o t y -  

p i c a l  b e l i e f s  o r  involved soDe form of d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  a -  

a g a i n s t  b lacks .  ' i n a l l y ,  t h e  twenty s t a t e m e n t s  r e g a r d i n ?  

a t t i t u d e s  t o ~ a r d  s ex  r o l e s  were a l s o  d i v i d e d  i n t o  two 

Sroups of t en .  3ne group measured a t t i t u d e s  toward s i t-  

u a t i o n s  w h i c h  d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t e d  i r d i v i d u a l s  i n  tk.e a:e 

:roa? of t h e  s y h j e c t s  bein ,  s t u d i e d .  Ihe  o t k e r  f rou?  of - 
s ~ a t e n e n t s  e i t h e r  d i d  nor m p l y  d i r e c t l y  t o  tkbe a C w e  

: roxp of t h e  s u b j e c t s  bein.; s:udied o r  involved r e l a t i o n -  

s h i p s  between a a l e s  a?d f e a a l e s  whick occur red  ei tF.er  

e a r l i e r  o r  l a t e r  i n  l i f e .  Lhe i n s t r u n e q t  aay 5e seen i n  

A p n e ~ d i x  A. 
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>ihe ques t ionnai res  were adininistered t o  t h e  ? r e t e s t  

(Contro l )  and t h e  P r e t e s t  (Exper inenta l )  groups durinj: 

t h e  homeroom period on Thursday, January 23, 1975. The 

ques t ionnai res  were administered by a homeroom supervi-  

s e r  from each of t h e  two c l a s s e s .  : h i s  w a s  done as p a r t  

of an e f f o r t  t o  k e e ~  t h e  s tuden t s  unaware OF the  f a c t  

t h a t  they  were t a k i n -  p a r t  i n  a study connected w i t h  t h e  

minor i t i e s  course.  A t  t h e  end of the  semester t h e  ques- 

t i o n n a i r e s  were adminis tered i n  a similar manner t o  t h e  

2 o s t t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) grouDs 

on ]Cay 22,  1975. 

_'reat ment 

Research on Comnunication St imul i  

For  t h e  educator  p a r t  of t h e  ~ r o b l e r n  i s  t h e  quest ion 

of w h a t  is t h e  most e f f e c t i v e  rnethodolo~y i n  a course of 

t h i s  na ture .  Xere t h e  research  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  deriree 

of change i n  a t t i t u d e s  toward e thn ic  Zrou'os depends a l s o  

on the  s p e c i f i c  approach taken. ?or  exaaple,  Eayes and 

Conklin used one of t h r e e  methods w i t h  e i c b t h  grade s tu -  

dents .  The f i r s t  was d i r e c t  experience w i t h  minority 

_ roup aembers ; t h e  second, acadeaic i n s t r u c t i o n  on t h e  

p rob lem of pre judice ;  and t h e  t h i r d ,  a v ica r ious  exFer- 

ience agproach i n  which s tuden t s  read ,  a c t e d ,  and l i s t e n e d  

t o  experiences of minority .;roup members. The last  ap- 

proach proved most e f f e c t i v e  (1953, p. 35). In  support 
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of these  find in,.^, DeKock, the  c r e a t o r  of t h e  s imulat ion 

e n t i t l e d  Sunshine, found t h a t  t h e  a t t i t u d e s  of eleventh 

r raders  changed i n  a p o s i t i v e  d i r e c t i o n  a f t e r  engaging .- 

i n  t h i s  a c t i v i t y  (1953, p. 1 8 3 ) .  i h i s  s imulat ion w a s  al- 

s o  used i n  t h e  school co:xrse present ly  under exaalnat ion.  

30th p ieces  of research seem t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  a t t i t u d e s  

a r e  s u s c e p t i b l e  t o  chan3e when t h e  s tudent  becomes more 

d i r e c t l y  involved i n  t h e  l ea rc in ;  of' cogn i t ive  knowledye 

o r  v i c a r i o a s l y  experiences minority ? r o t l e a s .  

Zowever, soae of t h e  research  can be very discon- 

c e r t i n q  f o r  a t eacher  who then at temnts  t o  involve t h e  

s tuden t s  aore  i n  t h e  learn in2  Drocess. ?ye r s8  study of 

d iscuss ion  a s  a nethod i n  t h e  c lassroon sunvorted h i s  

h y ~ o t h e s i s  t h a t  t h i s  a c t i v i t y  would enhance d o ~ i n a n t  

I,-roup values between homogeneously composed croups of h i , - h ,  

medium, and low ~ r e j u d i c e d  hi:h school sen io r s .  I n  an 

e x p e r i ~ e n t a l  condi t ion  . rotlp rnembers xade ind iv idua l  a t -  

t i t u d e  jud-ments, discussed then ,  and reaade jud-nents .  

Control _roups discussed i r r e l e v a n t  ma te r i a l s  before re-  

spondin, aga in  t o  t h e  a t t i t u d e  items. A s  p redic ted ,  

discu.ssion of r a c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  s i  . n i r i c a n t l y  increased 

t h e  93.p ketween !?i,:h and low prejudiced r o u - p s  (1970, D. 

7 7 9 ; .  I n  t h e  course bein: exaained i n  t h i s  study t h e r e  

was only l f z i t e d  d i scuss ion  by s tuden t s  o r  t h e i r  r a c i a l  

biases o r  pre judices .  Xhat d iscuss ions  d i d  occur were 
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s tudent  i n i t i a t e d ,  

:he course d i d ,  however, include a s i c 'n i f i can t  a- 

nount of media: f i lms ,  t a p e s ,  f i l m s t r i g s ,  and vid.eotapes. 

The research  i n  t h i s  a r e a  seems t o  be l i n i t e d  a o s t l y  t o  

s t u d i e s  cn the  e f f e c t s  of f i l a s  on chan-inz r a c i a l  a t t i -  

tudes.  A ~ a i n  t i .e r indin,s  a r e  incons i s t en t .  ; 'or example, 

i n  an e a r l y  study 2eterson and :hurstone repor ted  ne:.a- 

t iT.~e c!-an. es  i n  a t t i t u d e s  toward %acl.rs a f t e r  s tudents  

from s i x t h  t o  twel77th ~ r a d e  had viewed S i r t h  of a Yation, 

t h e  " c l a s s i c  '' f  i l z  t h a t  ronant ic ized  t h e  Xu Klux Klan, 

portrayin; Negroes as apzropr ia t e  t a r y e t s  f o r  ap;.ressions 

(1933, p a .  35-38). Xegative e f f e c t s  wese s t i l l  i n  evi- 

dence a f t e r  f i v e  avld e i z h t  months ( ~ 7 .  l .  Sini1n.r- 

ly ,!osen found diminution i n  a n t i - S e n i t i s a  a f t e r  s tudents  

were shown Gentlemenf s Azreenent (194.8, up. 533-534) . 
Wilsor, reported si t  n f f i c a n t  changes i n  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

Negroes a f t e r  s tuden t s  had l i s tened.  t o  docuzentary radio  

broad.casts (1948, p. 24) .  

On t h e  o the r  hand, f ind ings  i n  re-arc3 t o  an an t i -  

d i sc r imina t ion  f i l n ,  Don't ;e a Sucker, were repor ted  by 

Cooper and Cinerman on t h e  Sasis of an e l abora te  and a u l -  

ti-;?aceted study v~kich included t h e  t e s t i n g  of approxi- 

na te ly  1,0G9 h i ~ h  sckool s tuden t s  divided i n t o  con t ro l  

and exper inenta l  Group .  The producers of' t h e  f i l a  "ap- 

parent ly  bel ieved t h a t  jood way t o  discourage people 

f r o 3  ~ r e j u d f c e d  a t t i t u d e s  anc? behavior is t o  s h o ~ ,  i a -  
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mination meet d i s a s t e r . "  '2hey a c c o r d i n ~ l y  provided a 

d e t a i l e d  g o r t r a y a l  of how ; , i t l e r  had s e t  one minority 

Yrou? a n a i n s t  another ,  t o  tke  eventual d e t r i n e n t  of all 

and "hoped t k a t  t he  audience would see  t h e  riloral of' 

t h e  t a l e  and reco:nize t h e  pa ra l ' l e l  hetween t h e  German 

scene and t h e  American scene" (1951, p. 2 55). Question- 

n a i r e s  a d z i n i s t e r e d  t o  3 0 t h  grou-os revealed t h a t  "al- 

tboudh a notable  proport ion of t h e  experimental croup 

accepted t h e s e  messages about JSazi Germany, t h e  a t t i -  

tudes  of t h e  group as a whole were apparent ly  not  i n f l u -  

enced" (p .  2 5 5 ) .  Prejudice remained as common among t h e  

t e s t  audiences as arnow t h e  c o n t r o l  I-rour, which had not 

seen the  p i c t u r e ,  and as coanon arnorr; those  who accepted 

t h e  aessabes as amonr those  who d i d  not .  

I n  another  s tudy Goldaer:, used two types  of f i l m  t o  

study t h e i r  e f f e c t s .  he f i r s t  type represented t h e  sen- 

e r a l i z e d  approach t o  pre judice  demonstrated i n  c o l o r ,  

a S s t r a c t  des ign ,  and in tense ly  d r a ~ m t i c  n a r r a t i o n  and mu- 

s i c .  ':'he o the r  type involved r e a l i s t i c  enactments of a 

s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n  which involved minority c o n f l i c t .  h i s  

f i n d i n t s  were t h a t  no s i c n i f i c a n t  reduct ion i n  pre judice  

r e s u l t e d  from t h e  more genera l ized  f i l m  while t h e  r e a l i s -  

t i c  f i l m  achieved s i ~ n i f i c a n t  reduct ion i n  pre judice  

(1957, p. 3 9 0 ) .  Tina l ly  Kraus compared various versions 
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of a movie i n  an at tempt  t o  chanze a t t i t u d e s  of e leventb 

r r a d e  white s tuden t s  toward t h e  Neero. The f i l m s  d e a l t  
.# 

w i t h  t h e  e f f o r t s  of two h i :h  school t eachers  t o  ; e t  a 

black s tudent  i n t o  col leke .  ,he vers ions  d i f f e r e d  only 

i n  1 :a~ in :~  t h e  t eachers  botk white ,  both black, o r  white 

and black, Gnly a f t e r  t h e  b i r a c i a l  version of t h e  f i l m  

were t h e r e  si , ,nif  i c a n t l y  more favorable  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

Negroes (1962, p. 211, 

3esearch on Commnicator Zou~d Fac to r s  

:ut  school courses  involve no t  only t h e  p resen ta t ion  

of in fo r imt ion  but a r e l a t i o n s h i ?  between t h e  s tudents  

and t h e  teacher .  It i s  reasonable t o  suDDose t h a t  a 

course w i l l  produce favorable  chani-es i n  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

e t h n i c  grouns if a p o s i t i v e  r e l a t i o n s k i p  between ins t ruc -  

t o r  and s tuden t s  e x i s t s  t o  t h e  poin t  t h a t  they w i l l  ac- 

cept  his fee1in::s and a c t i o n  o r i e n t a t i o n s  toward t k e  ni-  

n o r i t y  ;youp i n  ques t ion  as well  as t h e  i n f o r a a t i o n  h e  

p resents  (oardin,  e t  a l . ,  1954, 9. 1048).  Yesearch seems 

t o  bear t h i s  out .  C o ~ ~ u n i c a t o r s  r e e a r d e d  by t k e  audience 

as c r e d i b l e  a r e  rtrore e f f e c t i v e  i n  inducin: i ~ m e d i a t e  

c h a n ~ e  than  a r e  untrustworthy coazunicators  (Rhine and 

Severance, 1970, pn. 182-1€?3). ?:owever, !:cCrosky round 

t h a t  h i , - i ?  c r e d i b i l i t y  (as o;??osed t o  low c r e d i b i l i t y )  in- 

c reases  a t t i t u d e  chan-e only when t h e  s t a t e a e n t s  of e i t h e r  

l ack  su?portin.- evidence,  ti-at i s ,  when t h e  only support  
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a y T a i l a b l e  i s  t h e  c r e d i k i l i t y  of t h e  conaunicator (197P, 

?p, 192-194). Evidence can overr ide  t h e  c r e d i b i l i t y  of 

t h e  communicator. 

Yet the advanta,e o" comunica to r s  hi,h i n  c red i -  

b i l i t y  over untrustworthy conrnlmicators tends  t o  disa.p- 

:2ear -f:itk. time. T k i s    he no in en on bas been c a l l e d  t h e  

" s l eeper  e f f e c t " .  Y13us W i l e  a s o u r c e ' s  low c r e d i b i l i -  

t y  can i n t e r f e r e  while he i s  reaernbered, when h e  i s  f o r -  

~ o t t e n ,  h i s  message m y  kave i t s  Intended i m ~ a c t  (Zov- 

land e t  a l . ,  1926, p?. 280-2811. 

' ihe a f f i l i a t i o n  of t ! ~ e  connunicator w i t h  t h e  roup 

nexbershi? of t h e  recipient is  a l s o  an i m o r t a n t  f a c t o r .  

So tke conaunicator who i s  nercei7;ed as be lo:^_ in-  t o  a 

TO-13 w i t h  w ~ I c ~  t h e  r e c i p i e n t  i s  also a f P i l i a t e d  w i l l  

Se aore e f f e c t i - e  than a co~rnunicator  who i s  n e r c e i ~ ~ e d  

e i t h e r  as an o u t s i d e r  o r  as a inember of a r i v a l  , - roup 

(Kelley and "o lka r t ,  1952, ~ p .  451-432;. And comunica-  

t o r s  wk,o are perceived as similar i n  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e s  t o '  

t h e  audiecce a r e  s o r e  e f f e c t i v e  than  c o x n ~ n i c a t o r s  who 

a r e  seen as 6 i s s i a i l a r .  Anytkin; t h a t  t h e  communicator 

can do t o  lessen h i s  audience 's  sense of d i s s i z i l a r i t y  

f r o a  h i 3  w i l l  enhance h i s  e f f ec t1~-eness .  Xeiss h a s  

shown, Ror example, t k a t  a persuasive at tempt  preceded 

by the  expression of' a t t i t u d e s  ( i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  i s s u e  

of persuasion)  t h a t  a r e  1~nor.~~- t o  be similar t o  those of  
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t h e  audience i r c r e a s e s  t h e  axount of ck,ange ic ~ o s i t i v e  

a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e  i s s u e  of persuasion (1957, p. 185).  

T i n a l l y  t h e  i n t e n t  of t h e  com~unica to r  is  nerceived 

d i f f e r e n t l y  by d i f f e r e n t  ne-akers of t h e  audience,  w i t h  

a consequent in f luecce  on the  speaker ' s  efi 'ectiveness.  

A nuaber 07 s t u d i e s  h a v e  shown t h a t  t h e  f a i r n e s s  and in-  

p a r t i a l i t y  of t h e  conrnunicator i s  viewed q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t -  

l y  by ind iv idua l s  w i t h  varyin s tands  on an i s s u e  and 

t h a t  t h i s  ic t u r n  i s  r e l a t e d  t o  the  amount of opinion 

c h a n ~ e  e f f e c t e d  (hovland and o t h e r s ,  1957, p. 2 5 0 ) .  

Course Outl ine 

: ' h i s  course under cons idera t ion  was divided i n t o  se-  

ven u n i t s  oT study. A s  Indica ted  e a r l i e r ,  i g  each u n i t  

a cons iderable  amount of audiovisua l  a a t e r i a l  was used 

t o  supplement t h e  t e x t .  I n  add i t ion  a t  t i y e s  t h e r e  were 

d i s t r i b u t e d  pr in ted  hand ou t s  which were assigned f o r  

.- readin&. 2 o r  exaaple , t h e  pamphlets produced by -'ounda- 

t i o n  Chan,e Inc,  proved u s e f u l ,  Each parn~hle t  exa- 

nined e i t h e r  a s p e c i f i c  minority L-OUP o r  a ileneral m i -  

n o r i t y  proi-le%. ':he t e x t ,  nu.blished by Globe 3ook Com- 

pary,  was . . i n o r i t i e s :  U. S.A. (-?inkeTste.in, Sand i fe r ,  and 

idright, i 971 ) . 
The f i r s t  two week u n i t  centered around the  concept 

of pre judice ,  Soze re levant  terminolocy w a s  d e a l t  w i t h  

here such as e thnocent r i sn ,  stereotyping.,  d i s c r i a i n a -  
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t i o n ,  racism, and sca.pe:oating. T r o a  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  zer- 

spec t ive  the  theme f o r  t h i s  u n i t  K a s  t h a t  p re judice  h a s  

i t s  o r i g i n s  i n  t h e  s i n f u l  na ture  of humns .  Because of 

t h i s  s e l f - love  t h e  conclusion reached w a s  t h a t  t h i s  i s  

a problez t h a t  bunanity w i l l  f ace  u n t i l  t b e  end o" t h e .  

3 ' ed fa  used here included the  fk lms t r ip ,  We Are A 1 1  ?ro- 

t h e r s ,  (1967) produced by t h e  Public A f f a i r s  Committee 

Inc.  It ezphasized t h e  common o r i g i n s  of a l l  human be- 

inzs .  2wo f i l m s t r i p s  from Sunburst Inc.  e n t i t l e d  Stereo- 

typin- (19733 and ):aster aace !<yth (1973) were used as 

well .  Two f i lms  a v a i l a b l e  a t  the  Lacrosse Public Libra- 

ry  were shown. F i c t u r e  i n  Your Lind (1949) symbolically 

~ o r t r a y e d  t h e  r o o t s  of prejudice.  The f i l m ,  Pre judice ,  

(1971) denonstrated i n  a very r e a l i s t i c  fashion  a t t i t u d e s  

which perpetua te  pre judice  and d iscr iminat ion .  

The second u n i t  d e a l t  w i t h  t h e  Native American. It 

a l s o  ran  f o r  two weeks. sere emphasis w a s  placed upon 

t h e  t r a d i t i o n s  and h i s t o r y  of t k e  American Indian and how 

t h e i r  way of l i f e  has been d is rupted  by white Americans. 

Xedia used here included a v i d e o t a ~ e  depictin;< s t e reo-  

types of Indians as they were c rea ted  i n  Eollywood f i l m s  

(1973). 'This w a s  produced by C 3 S  f o r  a S ix ty  ;finutes 

prograa. Another broadcast by CIS on videotape was en- 

t i t l e d  Who awns the  Grand Canyon? (1973). T h i s  chroni- 

c l ed  t h e  problems of the  Havasupai Indians who l i v e  a t  

t h e  bottom of tk:e Canyon. 'lwo f i l m s t r i p s  w i t h  n a r r a t i o n  
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f ro;2 . . ,ult i  ;:led i a  Productions helped por t ray  the  t r a d i -  

t i o n s  of Amer2cats o r i g i n a l  inhab i t an t s .  "Iey were 7he 
Z a r t h  Knowers (1974) and Siiords From the  End of t h e  *-:rail 

(1974). 

The t h i r d  u n i t  ran f o r  f i c e  weeks. It began w i t h  

tke viewin; of the CSS zroduct ion,  O f  b21ack Anerica: 

3lack E i s to ry  Los t ,  S to len ,  o r  S t rayed,  (1968) narrated 

by sill CosSy. T h i s  f i l m  reviewed the  l o s t  h i s t o r y  of 

black Azericans while not ing  t h e  d i s t o r t i o n s  of blacks 

c rea ted  by white Americans e s p e c i a l l y  a2ain i n  I ollywood 

f i l m .  D ~ r i n ~  f o u r  of these  weeks t h e  s tuden t s  engaged 

i n  a  sirnulation e n t i t l e d  Sunshine (1972) produced by In-  
- - t e r a c t  Inc.  :ere s tuden t s  adopted r o l e s  i n  a r a c i a l l y  

mixed comaunity of approxiaately two whites f o r  every 

black. A s  t h e  s imulat ion proceeded c r i s e s  a r o s e  which 

deaanded c o m u n i t y  ac t ion .  Somewhat t o  t h e  s u r p r i s e  of 

t h e  f n s t r u c t o r ,  i n  all t h r e e  s e c t i o n s  t h e  n a j o r i t y  grouqs 

ignored t h e i r  power i n  o rde r  t o  work out comproaises 

with t h e  minority Zroups .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h i s  a c t i v i t y  t h e  s tuden t s  exaained 

simultaneously the  h i s t o r y  of t h e  black man i n  America. 

?art df t h i s  .work was done by viewing t h e  ei;:ht p a r t  

f i las t  riq s e r i e s  -3roduced by %ducat iona l  Audio T,Tisual 

Inc.  e n t i t l e d  Ti:e Z i s to ry  of t h e  Zlack ):an i n  the  United 

S t a t e s  (1971) .  Students s a w  t h e  f i b ,  I Xave a Dreaa, 

(1958) a Dio~raphy of D r .  ; :art in L,uther King. * v h i s  i s  
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a v a i l a b l e  f r o 3  t h e  Lacrosse Public I i b r a r y .  The u n i t  

ended with a t h r e e  day view1,~- of a CBS f i l n  on video- 

tape e n t i t l e d  The Autobio-,raphy of At,isc Jane T i t t a a n  

(1974). l h i s  ~ o v i n ~ ;  s t o r y  reviewed t h e  hardshins of 

blacks i n  Aaericar l i f e  from t h e  days of s lavery  t o  the  

striL"e t o r n  decade of t h e  s i x t i e s  and the  c i v i l  r i e - h t s  

movement throush f lashkacks i n t o  t h e  l i f e  oof a one hun- 

dred. y e a r  o ld  woman. 

poll ow in^ t h e  Zas te r  vacat ion t h e  f o u r t h  q u a r t e r  

of t h e  school year  began w i t l .  a two week u n i t  on Spanish 

Spealsin; Aaericans. :he emphasis w a s  placed on t h e  

l i v e s  of Chicanos and i2uerto 3icans.  here s tuden t s  

ciewed t h e  c l a s s i c  Edward 2. 2 urrow d ocuaentary , s a n e s t  

of Skame, (19,;O) on videotape.  y h i s  f i lm followed m i -  

, _ ran t  workers through a sumnerts  t r a v e l s  f r o a  f i e l d  t o  

f i e l d .  hany of these  people were i~~ex ican  Americans. I n  

a d d i t i o n  another  : I a l t i  .. ed ia  f i l x s t r i p  w a s  used e n t i t l e d  

Z l  3 a r r i o :  '(he Puerto a i can  (1974) .  

'The next u n i t  was e n t i t l e d  "A Kation of Immi&rantsi1. 

It ran f o r  two weeks. It began w i t h  t h e  showing of t h e  

* f i lm based on John 7 .  Kennedy's book. A Nation of Inzli- 

: ;rants,  fron t h e  i,aCrosse Publ ic  Library (1969j .  iiere 

numerous n a t i o n a l i t i e s  were considered along w i t h  Jews 

and Cathol ics  as r e l i 2 i o u s  minor i t i e s  which have suffered 

from d i sc r imina t ion  dur iw-  ou r  h i s to ry .  :he concepts of 
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t h e  ael t in:  pot theory versds t h e  p l u r a l i s t i c  s o c i e t y  

theory received a good d e a l  of a t t e n t i o n .  i4edia used 

during t h i s  u n i t  were i n  t h e  form of f i l a s t r i p  packases. 

rrom ,b!ul t i  .iiedia t h e  i n s t r u c t o r  showed I-he Japanese Aner- 

i cans ,  (1971) The Chinese Americans, (1974) I t a l i a n  

DoesnVk :lean ;i,afia, (1974) and A i'nique ; ;e r i ta , re :  The Eo- 

l i s h  Aaerican (1974). Trom t h e  Anti  Defamation League 

of 3'3ai 3 'Rf th  came another  f f l a s t r i p  e n t i t l e d  Jews i n  -- 
Anerica (1974).  

A f o u r  week u n i t  on women as a minori ty  followed. 

Iiere t h e  basic  3ext na , t e r i a l  w a s  a double i s s u e  of t h e  

magazine, S y n o ~ s i s ,  e n t i t l e d  Equal Rights f o r  -domen 

(1973).  Some time w a s  spent examining w h a t  t h e  S i b l e  

says r e g a r d . i n ~  the r o l e  of women. Once t h i s  was de te r -  

a ined ,  t h e  c l a s s  could then i n v e s t i g a t e  what freed.oms a 

C h ~ i s t i a n  woaan h a s  but f o r  t h e  pressures  and sex-typing 

of soc ie ty .  The c l a s s  viewed por t ions  of the  NBC t h r e e  

hour s 3 e c i a l  f r o 3  the  f a l l  of' 1974 e n t i t l e d  Gf Wonen and 

?.en. I n  add i t ion  a s e r i e s  of four  f i l as t r ips  f 'roa mu-  - 
c a t i  onal  Audio Visual  Inc. e n t i t l e d  ~>~ale/"emale:  Chan3- 

fng L i f e s t y l e s  (1974) w a s  skown. 

A f i n a l  u n i t  of oae week d e a l t  w i t h  America's poor. 

This examination besan with a d i scuss ion  of noverty i n  

t h e  world as a whole. ,:he concept of poverty a s  a r e l a -  

t i r e  a a t t e r  w a s  emphasized.. Thus t h e  problem of d e t e r -  
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ainin, t h e  number of poor Aaericans w a s  d iscussed.  A 

f i l a s t r i p  k i t  'rom Guidance Associates  e n t i t l e d  ?'he Amer- 

ican  2oor: A Self  P o r t r a i t  (1972) f ea tu red  interviews 

with soae of America's noor both i n  rural as well as 

u r b a n  aseas .  The F i f n s t r i p ,  3 v e r t y  i n  3ur C i t i e s ,  (1970) - 
from T J i s u a l  i3ducation Zonsdl tants  covered zone of the  

s t a t i s t i c s  behind t h e  ~ o v e r t y  i n  the  i n n e r  core of 0u.r 

c i t i e s .  



T!~ree-~?ag Analysis o Y 1 a r i a n c e  

-he . -. f i r s t  s t a t i s t i c a l  procedure u t i l i z e d  t o  w o r i d e  

an a n a l y s i s  of t h e  6ata c o l l e c t e d  Tias the three-way ana- 

l y s i s  of var iance unequal c e l l  f requencies  model.. An F- 

r a t i o  of 3.92 was necessary f o r  s i c n i f i c a n c e  a t  t h e  .05 

l e v e l  of confidence i n  analyzing t h e  va r i an t s .  The scores  

an& subscores used i n  t t i s  a n a l y s i s  may be seen i n  Appen- 

d i x  E. 

:"lx?ber of Subjec ts  

e : l e  I l i s t s  t i e  2s-mber of s u b j e c t s  i n  t h i s  analy- 

sis. ':he ques t ionnai re  w a s  c o ~ p l e t e d  by a t o t a l  of 160 

s u b j e c t s ,  79 i n  t h e  exper iaenta l  grouo, who made up t h e  

e n r o l l e e s  i n  t h e  m i n o r i t i e s  course under cons idera t ion ,  

and 81 i n  t h e  c o n t r o l  :roup, who did not  experience t h e  

t rea, taent .  :he control and e x ~ e r i a e n t a l  l roups  .?ere d i -  

v i d e d  i n t o  two _ r o u ? s  w i t h  t k e  use of 3. t a b l e  of random 

nuat?ers i n  order  t o  adminisher t k e  ques t ionnai re  a s  a 

? r e t e s t  t o  half of each :rou:J and a s  n p o s t t e s t  t o  t h e  

o t h e r  half'. h c h  of t h e s e  You? ,,roups was Furtken d i -  

vided accordi.\ t o  sex. 



Srosp Exrjeriaental Control 
:YO+ ..best 130sttest  To ta l s  --yetest- P o s t t e s t  - o t a l s  

.- --- 

- ales 1 7  1 7  3 L  1 9 20 
.;e!?ales 22 23 ". 5 22  20 11.2 

39 

!4Q Totals 39 79 41 43 8 1 
- --- 

' - o t a l  nuaber of sub jec t s  i n  a n a l y s i s  1'19 

Questionnaire as a IJhole 

Tke a n a l y s i s  of responses t o  t h e  ques t ionnai re  was 

dope by f i r s t  o2 a l l  Loolrin; a t  t h e  t e s t  i n s t r u ~ e n t  as z, 

whole. T a b l e  I1 presents  t h e  mean scores .  

A-21:  'V'DES -C;trARD :SINORIi ' IES I N  -TEE 
QUES'I I O X X A I R E  AS A YEOLE 

J T O U ~  3xper iaenta l  Control 
? r e t e s t  T o s t t e s t  2 r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

:,a1 es  lS1.47 
;'emales lQ2.23 
Tota ls  150.32 

X.B.: S igher  scores  r e t l e c t  a higher l e v e l  of pre judice  
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A s  can be seen i n  Table 11 ,  i n  each group t h e r e  was 

a s l i g h t  d i a i n u t i o n  In  t h e  l e v e l  op pre judice  arnonf: the  

~ o s t t e s t  rroups ::.hen comzared t o  t h e  p r e t e s t  Croups. 

'The sumsary of t h e  a n a l y s i s  of var iance r e s u 1 . t ~  follows 

i n  Table 111: 

Source of' Su3 of I), e  an 
' Ja r ia t ion  Squares do  f ,-%* Squares F 
- l r e t e s t s  v s .  
I ' o s t t e s t s  616. ou 1 
.-.ales vs. 
?enales  9921.59 1 
Control Groups v s .  
B p e r i ~ e n t a l  Groups 810.50 1 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of -- ' e s t s  with Sex 190.50 I. 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
T e s t s  w i t h  Groups 0.00 1 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Sex v i t h  Groups 178,i;'O 1 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of Sex, 
tiroups, and l e s t s  99.50 1 
J i t k i r ?  C e l l  

Var ia t ion  78093.02 152 
Totals  89891.52 159 

* s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .05 l e v e l  
+**desrees of ,freedon 

It can be seen i n  Table 111 t*hat  i t  w a s  no t  possi-  

b l e  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypo~heses  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no 
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s i y n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between the  t o t a l  scores  on the  

ques t ionnai re  of t h e  P r e t e s t  ( ~ x > e r i m e n t a l )  and t h e  

P o s t t e s t  (Exper iaenta l )  groups and t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no 

s i ~ n i f i c a n t l y  t r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  amon? t h e  f e a a l e s  than 

azon:: t h e  na les  between t h e  t o t a l  scores  on t h e  ques- 

t i o n n a i r e  of tke  ? r e t e s t  (Experimental, and the  Zos t t e s t  

( ~ p e r i n e n t a l ,  ,;reaps. It was poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  

n u l l  hypotheses t h a t  a s i > , n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  be- 

tween t h e  t o t a l  sco res  on t h e  queszionnaire  O F  t h e  I r e -  

t e s t  (Cont ro l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Contro l )  ;-rouns and 

t h a t  a s i ~ n i f i c a n z L y  :rester d i f f e r e n c e  amon1 t h e  f ena les  

than  amon" t h e  a a l e s  e x i s t s  becween the  t o t a l  scores  on 

$he ques t ionnai re  of' t h e  : r e t e s t  (Control ,  and the  Post- 

t e s t  (Cont ro l )  groups. A s icnil? i c a n t  d i fPerence  can be 

found between t h e  l e v e l  of pre judice  wi th in  t h e  %ales  

and fe-males. The F-ra t io  of 19.31 i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  

rnales were s i p n i r i c a f i t l y  more orejudiced than  t h e  fenales .  

A t t i t u d e s  toward Llacks 

he next  s t e p  w a s  t o  analyze those reponses ta se-  

l e c t e d  ~ o r t i o n s  of the  ques t ionnai re .  :'wenty 0." t h e  

s ta tements  could t e  i d e n t i f i e d  a s  expressin- a t t i t u d e s  

toward Slack Aaericans. These s t a t e n e n t  numbers were 3, 

;, 7 ,  12, 15,  1 7 ,  19 ,  2 2 ,  24, 27, 3% 33, 37 ,  35, ' ~ l r ,  !)6, 

47, 51, 54, and 57. "or exazple s t a t e n e n t  nuaher 33 reads: 

3lacks a r e  aos t  o f t en  except ional ly  chee r fu l  and z u s i c a l  
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people. I n  Table IV i t  may be seen t h a t  t he  c e l l  means 

i n d i c a t e  t h a t  e x c e p t  f o r  t h e  experimental  m l e s  t h e r e  

w a s  a s l i , h t  drop i n  t h e  l e v e l  of pre judice  amon;: t h e  

p o s t t e s t  crouas. 

A? Z Ii 3DES '5 OSARD ELACKS 
CELL ::EAXS 

Group Ex2erimental Control 
? r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

. >ales 49.41 50.18 
3 emales b6.55 45.22 
Tota ls  47 79  117 33 

- - 

:%:.3.: ;:isher scores  r e f l e c t  a higher  l e v e l  of prejudice 

The a n a l y s i s  of var iance produced t h e  r e s u l t s  sum.=- 

r i z e d  i n  Table 7 ,  The  t a b l e  r evea l s  t h a t  t h e  n u l l  hypo- 

theses  t h a t n o  s i q n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between the  

a t t i t u d e s  toward blacks scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimen- 

t a l i  an6 t he  P o s t t e s t  (Exper iaenta l ,  r roups and t h a t  no 

si.;nif i c a n t l y  ~ r e a t e r  diFf  erence amon- t b e  f ena les  than 

arnon*: t h e  m l e s  e x i s t s  between the  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

blacks scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Xxperimental! and t h e  

P o s t t e s t  (Experimental, ; roc-s  coxld  lot be re jec ted .  -'he 

n u l l  hypotheses t h a t  a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  be- 



tween t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward blacks scores  of the  ? r e t e s t  

(Control ;  and t h e  l o s t t e s t  (Cont ro l )  SrouDs and t h a t  a 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ,rester d i f f e r e n c e  amon;. t h e  females than 

amon,. t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  towarc! 

blacks .scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control j  and the  2 o s t t e s t  

(Contro l )  :rouEs were r e j ec ted .  

SUK!IARY 09 AKALYSIS 03' VAJ?IANCi3 
F09 ATTI2UDES 'TOXARD SLACKS 

Source of Sum of Eean 
'Gariation Squares d.?. Squares F 

? r e t e s t s  v s .  
; > o s t t e s t s  15,28 1 
A a l e s  vs. 
r'enales 300.13 1 
Control Groups vs. 
Zx?erimentai Groups 1214.4$ 1 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Tes ts  w i t h  Sex 7.44 1 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
,zes ts  w i t h  tirou-7s '3.03 1 
Xntem,ction of 
Sex t : i th  Grou?>s 41.56 1 
I n t e r ~ c t i o n  of Sex, 
Grouys, and Tests 17.09 1 
:i l thin :e l l  - 8~ar in t  ion  1j~238.38 152 
l , ~ t ~ l ~  1!-~745.63 159  

T h i s  .;rou2 of twenty s tatements  was a l so  divided in- 

t o  t?:o < roi,J?s of t en ,  ;ne yrou-o deal t  w i t h  a t t i t u d e s  
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wkic:: inyrolve personal re1ationsi: i :~s w i t h  blacks. . hese 

s t a t e a e n t  z;:.c'~ers were 3, - , 15, 17, 19, 2 h ,  44, 16, 51, 

and 5b.  -:or exax.)'le, s5atement nuxber I j reads:  I would 

take  a ?:egro t o  ea% w i t h  me i n  a r e s t s ~ r a n t  where I xa,s 

x e l l  known. '?he i n d i - : i d ~ ~ a l  c e l l  2enns can be seen i n  

l a b l e  ,I. ':his table i ~ ~ d i c a t e s  Kqat t he  con t ro l  Zrouos 

exaerienced 3 sli:>!?t drop i n  t h e i r  le:7el or pre judice  a- 

non; ti:e ? o s t t e s t  Lroups. The ex>er iaen ta l  . roups ' l e v e l  

of ? re  judfce showed l i t t l e  chan:e. 

C;rou~ Zxperimental Control 
P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  ? r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

_,:a1 e s 23.71 24,18 25.37 24.16 
;em'Les 23.18 23.09 25.09 24.00 
. o t a l s  23.41 23.55 25.76 24.65 

I:.:..: I . i ~ h e r  scores  r e f l e c t  a h i r h e r  l e v e l  of prejudice 

- he n n ~ l y s i s  of variance coaputat ions a r e  repro- 

duced i n  t?.e followin5 t a b l e :  



Source of 3v.m of Mear! 
% ariat ion  Squares d , f ,  Squares F 

I ' r e t e s t s  VS. 
l o s t t e s t s  
,$-ales v s .  
A 

r e a a l e s  
Control G r o u ~ s  vs, 
Experimental Groups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Tes ts  w i t h  Sex 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Les ts  w i t h  Groups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Sex ~ i t h  Lroups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of Sex, 
Groups, and Tes ts  
~ J i t h i n  Ce l l  
a r i a t i o n  

2o ta l s  

A s  can be seen from Table l;II, it w a s  no t  poss ib le  

t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  t h e r e e x i s t s n o  s i g n l -  

f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t 5 e  a t t i t x d c s  toward personal 

r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  blacks scores  of t h e  r r e t e s t  (Zxperi- 

z e n t a l )  and t h e  2 o s t t e s t  (Exper iaenta l )  qrouns. Ror was 

15 poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n ~ l l  hypothesis t h a t  t h e r e  

e x i s t s  no s i r n i f i c a n t l y  ; r e a t e x  d i f f e r e n c e  among the  fe-  

sales tkan amon: t h e  males between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

~ e r s o n a l  ~ e l a t i o n s ! ; i p s  w i t h  blacks scores  of t h e  F r e t e s t  
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(3xperiaenta1,  and %he T o s t t e s t  (Exner iaenta l ,  ; r o u ~ s .  

It was poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  null h y ~ o t h e s e s  t h a t  a 

s i , ~ n i f  i c e n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  Se5ween t h e  a t t i t u d e s  

toward ~ e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s k i p s  w i t h  blacks scores  of t h e  

? r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  ~ : o s t t e s t  (Control ;  ,;roups and 

t h a t  a s i  a i f i c a n t l y  ,,rester d i f fe rence  aaonJ  t h e  fe- 

males than axon, t k e  na les  e x i s t s  between the  a t t i t u d e s  

to~ ta rd  ?ersons,l relations hi?^ r i i t h  blacks scores  oT" the  

? r e t e s t  ( C o r t r o l ,  and t h e  o s t k e s t  (Contro l )  ZrouDs. 

Impersonal Relat ionships w i t h  Slacks 

;he o t h e r  t e n  s t a t e a e n t s  from anon.: those which ex- 

p r e s s e d a t t i t u d e s t o w a r d  blacks e i t h e r  expressed stexecrBy- 

7icaL 'r;.elief's o r  involved sorne To- I L." diccr i3 i :na t ion  

a z a i n s t  Slacks which does not  personal ly i n v o l ~ ~ e  t h e  in -  

d iv idua l  r e a c t i n g  t o  t h e  s2atement. Yhese s t a t m c n t  

numl:ers were 7 ,  12 ,  22, 27 ,  30, 33, 3 7 ,  3 8 ,  47, an3 59 .  

An example of a statement which expresses  a s f e ~ e o t y n e d  

i e l i e f  would be number 59. It reads: There ~ 7 . '  I ?F~  a few 

excent ions,  kt i n  -enera1 blac!rs a r e  a l l  p r e t t y  inv.ch 

a l i k e .  A n  exaaple of a statement which involves d i s -  

c r i a i n a t i o n  would be nuaber 37. It reads:  A h o t e l  otiTner 

ou,:ht t o  have t h e  r i - h t  t o  decide f o r  h i a s e l f  whether he 

i s  _,oin,_ t o  r e n t  rooms t o  black ~ u e s t s .  ' iable  11111 re- 

vea ls  t h a t  t h e  zean scores  or" the  c o n t r o l  :jroups were 

s l i g h t l y  hi;her for the Dost tes t  :.roups i n d i c a t i n g  a 
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a sti.:htly h i ~ k i e r  l e v e l  of prejudice.  l i t h i n  +,he ex- 

pe r inen ta l  Zroups t h e  males indica ted  a s l i g h t l y  hi,:her 

d e L r e e  of pre judice  while t 5 e  f e n a l e s  were t h e  only 

)rou-s t o  demonstrate a s l i : , h t  d e c l i n e  i n  t h e i r  l e v e l  of 

prejudice.  

AiTIYLJDES '- O j i A 9 D  
IA~iPE,WOiL'AL REi,AP I O K S i I I P S  WIII'-! 31 ACKS 

C%I liZANS 

S roup - 3 x ~ e r i 2 e n t a l  Control 
: r e t e s t  -?ost test  P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

. . ales 25.71 26,017 
-- ernales 23.32 22.13 
. o t a l s  2Q. 36 23.78 

7 7 he:.: d i ~ h e r  scores  r e f l e c t  a higher  l e v e l  oC pre judice  

:he a n a l y s i s  of var iance i s  summarized i n  Table I X .  

The n u l l  hypotheses t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f -  

fe rence  between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward impersonal r e l a t i o n -  

sh ips  w i t h  blacks scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (2xperirnental) 

and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) groups and t h a t  no s ig -  

n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  dif 'erence anong the  females than a- 

non; t h e  &a les  e x i s t s  between the  a t t i t u d e s  toward i m -  

personal  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  blacks scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  
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(Zxperimental) and the Zosttest (Xxperimentalj goups 

could not be rejected as can be seen in the Table. 

SU>!!LA3Y OP ANALYSIS OF VAAIAKCZ ?09 ATTITUDES 
TO:dARD IXPE2SONA1, 2ELA'TIONSliIPS WIT9 STACKS 

Source of Sum of Mean 
Variation Squares d . f ,  Sauares F 

Iretests vs. 
Posttests 
..ales vs. 
Felnales 
Control Groups vs. 
Experimental Groups 
Interact ion of 
Tests with Sex 
Interaction of 
'Yests with Groups 
Interaction of 
Sex with Groups 
Interaction of Sex, 
Groups, and Tests 
dithin Cell 
Variation 
Totals 

*significant at the .O5 level 

Table IX permits the rejection of the null hypothe- 

ses that there exists a significant difference between 

t.he attitudes toward impersonal relationships with blacks 

scores of the Pretest (Control) and the Posttest (Con- 
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t r o l l  droups and t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a s i ;n i f i can t ly  r:reat- 

e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  females than amon; t h e  males be- 

txeen t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward i m e r s o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  w i t h  

blacks scores  of the  ? r e t e s t  (Control ;  and t k e  P o s t t e s t  

(Control)  srouas.  A s i g n i f i c a n t  F - ra t io  of 11.50 w a s  ob- 

t a ined  which indicated.  t h a t  t he  l e v e l  of ? re judice  amon: 

t h e  xa les  w a s  h i i 'her  than  t h a t  a%onC t h e  FeLnales. 

Attil;:~cies to!*a,_rC Sex iioles 

Another :-roup of twenty s t a t e z e n t s  expressed a t t i -  

tudes toward sex r o l e s .  These statement nunbers were 1 ,  

53, 55, 58, and 60. L'or exaaple ,  stateztent rnixker 8 reads:  

No r e a l  man can accept a wonan as ? i s  boss. Table X pre- 

s e n t s  the  c e l l  neans: 

Group 3 ~ 7 e r i a e n t a L  Control 
P r e t e s t  F o s t t e s t  P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

. a l e s  58-53 A ~6.4 .1  59-16 5 3.. 95 
" 'ezales  52.68 49.30 51.l1k 50.15 
; o t a l s  5b.10 52.33 54.85 52.03 

X.2. : Bigher scores  r e f l e c t  a h~lgher  l e v e l  of pre judice  
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Table X indicates that in all cases there was a 

slight drop in the level of prejudice between the pre- 

test andpasttest -:ro21ps. -The analysis of variance pro- 

duced the follow in,^ coaputat ions: 

SUi.l-ARY 3F ANALYSIS OF VARIASCE FOR 
AI TI7YDES TOWARD SEX 30LES 

Source of Sum of Mean 
:,;ariation Squares d.?. Squares F 

Pretests vs. 
Posttests 211.63 1 
Xales vs. - .enales 1747.38 1 
Control Groups vs. 
Zxperimental Grou~s 2.81 1 
Interaction of 
Tests with Sex 80.94 1 
Interaction of 
rests with Groups 9.88 1 
Interaction of 
Sex with Groups 25.00 1 
Interaction of Sex, 
Groups, and Xest s 31 .h4 1 
Xithin Cell 
Variation 138i;2.?j 152 
Totals 15971.81 159 

*significant at the . 0 j  level 

As can be seen from Table XI, the null hypotheses 

that no significant difference exists between the atti- 

tudes toward sex roles scores of the Pretest (Experi- 
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?en ta l i  and t h e  ' os t tes t  ( ~ x p e r i r n e n t a l )  ;-roups and t h a t  

no s i ~ n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  f e m l e s  

than among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

sex r o l e s  of t h e  F r e t e s t  (Ex~er i rnen ta l ,  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  

( ~ x p e r i m e n t a l j  zroups could not  he r e j ec ted .  It was pos- 

s i b l e  t o  r e j e c t  the  n u l l  hypotheses t h a t  a s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between the  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  

scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Con- 

t r o l )  groups and t h a t  a s ign i f$can t ly  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  

among t h e  f e m l e s  than among t h e  males e x i s t s  between t h e  

a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  scores  of t h e  t h e  ? r e t e s t  

(Control ,  and t h e  " o s t t e s t  (Control)  +;roups. The F-ra t io  

of 19.1 : i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  higher 

l e v e l  of pre judice  i n  t h e  males than t h e r e  w a s  i n  .the 

females. 

Sex Roles with Direc t  Consequences 

-,'his group of twenty s tatements  dea l ing  w i t h  sex 

r o l e s  w a s  then considered as two groups of ten .  The f i r s t  

~:,roup - of t e n  s tatements  d e a l t  w i t h  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex 

r o l e s  which would. d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t  ind iv idua l s  i n  t h e  aEe 

Group bein.: s tudied.  +hese statement numbers were 1, 

18 ,  21, 23, 32, 43, 52, 53, 55, and 58. The c e l l  means 

a r e  c iven  i n  Table X I I .  The t a b l e  denons t ra tes  t h a t  t h e  

experimental groups experienced a s l i g h t  drop i n  t h e  l e -  

v e l  of pre judice  amon[: t h e  g o s t t e s t  s r o u m .  P h e  males 



i n  the  c o n t r o l  sroup r e g i s t e r e d  a diminution i n  preju-  

d i c e  while t h e  females ' indicated a s l i ch t  increase  i n  

t h e i r  l e v e l  of of prejudice.  

A i 1 I I :  GDES YO'VJARD SEX BV?I,ES WITE DIRECT 
CC;?J3EQUZhiCES FC3 T3E  I X D I V I D U A l  

C E L  D'-EA::s 

Group Experiaental  Control 
E r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

Xal e  s 29.29 29.00 30.74 27 . 30 
F e m l e s  26.32 24.74 24.45 26.05 
Tota l s  27-62 26 55 27.37 25.68 

7 - 
i 4 . 3 . :  S igher  scores  r e f l e c t  a higher  l e v e l  of  prejudice 

T h e  sumaary of the  a n a l y s i s  of var iance conputa- 

t i o n s  a r e  found i n  Table X I I I .  The F- ra t io  of  18.70 in -  

d i c a t e s  t h a t  the males were s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more preju- 

diced than t h e  females. It w a s  no t  poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  

the n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no si:nipicant 

d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  w i t h  

d i r e c t  consequences f o r  t h e  ind iv idua l  scores  of the 

P r e t e s t  (,%perinental) and t h e  Z o s t t e s t  (Experinental)  

. roups. Nor w a s  i t  p o s s i t l e  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypo- 

t h e s i s  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no s i ~ n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f -  
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terence azon'. t he  "eaales  than among t h e  lnales between 

t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  w i t h  d i r e c t  oonsequences 

f o r  t h e  indiv idual  scores  of the  P r e t e s t  ( ~ x p e r i m e n t a l )  

and t h e  2 o s t t e s t  (Exper iaenta l )  sroups.  

SUi'~;~~ARY OF ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE 'OR 
AT? ITUDES TOWARD SEX ROLES XITE 

DIRECT CONSEQUENCES T Z B  I !: E IN131TJIDUAL, 

Source of S u m  of Kean 
Var ia t ion  Squares d . f .  Squares F 

P r e t e s t s  v s .  
P o s t t e s t s  30.63 1 30 6 3  1.06 
.*:ales vs .  
?eraales 
Control Groups v s .  
Sxperimental Groups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
T e s t s  with Sex 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Tes t s  with Groups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Sex with Groups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of Sex, 
Groups, and l e s t s  
Within Cel l  
Var ia t ion  
' i o t a l s  

" s i ~ n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  -05 l e v e l  

Table X I 1 1  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  i t  w a s  poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  

the  n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  

between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  with d i r e c t  con- 
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sequences f o r  t h e  ind iv idua l  scores  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Con- 

t r o l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Control)  groups. It w a s  a l s o  

poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypothesis  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  

a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among:, t h e  females than 

a3ong t h e  males between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  

w i t h  d i r e c t  consequences f o r  t h e  ind iv idua l  scores  of 

t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control:  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  ( c o n t r o l )  > roups. 

Sex Roles w i t h  no Direc t  Consequences 

The second group of t e n  s tatements  expressing a t t i -  

tudes toward sex r o l e s  d e a l t  w i t h  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between 

males and females which occur e a r l i e r  o r  l a t e r  i n  l i f e  

than t h a t  of t h e  axe group be in,^ s t u d i e d , o r  w i t h  s t e reo-  

t y p i c a l  b e l i e f s .  These s tatements  q i ~ h t  be s a i d  t o  deaZ 

w i t ?  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  w i t h  no d i r e c t  consequen- 

ces  f o r  t h e  indiv idual .  ,These statement nuabers were 

5 ,  8, 1 0 ,  13, 25, 31, 36,  42, 49, and 6 0 .  For example, 

s ta tement  number 5 reads:  There a r e  too  few wonen workin: 

as a e d i c a l  doctors  and as lawyers. A n  example of a s t e -  

r e o t y p i c a l  be l i e f  i s  f o u n d i n  statement number 25. It 

reads:  A nan who i s  a f r a i d  op snakes l a c k s  n a s c u l i n i t y ,  

Table XIT.; p r e s e ~ t s  t h e  c e l l  aeans. T h i s  t a b l e  dexion- 

s t r a t e s  t h a t  e x c e ~ t  i n  t h e  case of t h e  females i n  the  

experimental group t h e r e  w a s  a s l i z h t  drop i n  t h e  l e v e l  

of pre judice  among t h e  p o s t t e s t  groups. 



ATTITUDES ZOWARD SEX ROLES WITH NG DI3EC'T 
C*JP!SXQUDTCES F O 3  YHE INDIVIDLJAI, 

CELL LEANS 

Group Xxperiaental  Control 
? r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  me 

:<a1 e s  29.24 27.41 
Females 24.36 24.56 
To ta l s  25.49 25.78 

Y.3. :  Hif;her scores  r e f l e c t  a b izhe r  l e v e l  of pre judice  

'The a n a l y s i s  of var iance coaputat ions a r e  yiven i n  

:able XC. -'he F - ra t io  of 12.35 a,ain i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t h e  

l e v e l  of pre judice  anons t h e  na les  w a s  s i z n i f i c a n t l g  

h izher  than t h a t  anon: t h e  females. The n u l l  hypotheses 

. t h a t  no s i  ;nif i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  bettieen the  a t t i -  

tudes  toward sex roles w i t h  no d i r e c t  cofisf?n_~ w c e s  f o r  

t h e  ind iv idua l  scores  of the  P r e t e s t  (Experimental) and 

t h e  i ' o s t t e s t  (Experimental, Zroups and t h a t  no s i  l n i f  i- 

caz t ly  , reafver d i f f e r e n c e  anon-, t h e  reinales than axon: 

t h e  -"ales betweer, t k e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex r o l e s  w i t h  no 

d i r e c t  consequences f o r  the  ind iv idua l  scores  of the  

" r e t e s t  ( ~ x p e r i r n e n t a l ,  aqd t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Exper iaenta l ,  

.?,rou-ns could not  be r e j e c t e d .  



SU;:+;.ZARY OF' ASALYSIS 131 T;ABIAXCE F2.R 
AI T I 1  UDES L GWARD SEX ROLES XITE 

130 DI3ECY CJKSSa3EECZS - 02 2;iE I;$DI',;IDuA? 

So~zrce oz" Sum of Mean 
!/ariat ion  Squares d.?. - Squares F 

"retests v s .  
l o s t t e s t s  
Xales ~ s .  
Females 
Control  Groups v s .  
2xperimental ;roups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
7 e s t s  w i t h  Sex 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Tes ts  w i t h  Grou-ps 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Sex w i t h  , roups 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of Sex, 
Groups, and T e s t s  
, v i t h i n  Ce l l  
Variat ion 
'1 o  tals 

+ * s i z n i f i c a n t  a t  the . O r  l e v e l  I 
! 

The nu21 hypothesis t h a t  a s i ~ n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

between t h e  a t t i t u d e s  toward sex roles w i t h  no d i r e c t  con- 

sequence f o r  the  ind iv idua l  scores  e x i s t s  f o r  the  P r e t e s t  

( c o n t r o l )  and t he  l o s t t e s t  (Control ,  l soups was r e j e c t -  

~ d ,  It w a s  also poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  the  n u l l  hynotkesis 

t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  



among t h e  f e a a l e s  than amon, t h e  males between t h e  a t t i -  
i_/ 

tudes toward sex r o l e s  w i t h  no d i r e c t  consequences f o r  

t h e  Indiv idual  s c o r e s  of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Contro l j  and t h e  

A t t i t u d e s  toward is , inori t ies  excladin2 ?lacks and Sex 
Roles 

b i n a l l y ,  a t h i r d  group of twenty s ta tements  was ana- 

Lyzed t o  d e t e r z i n e  whether the re  w a s  any s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f -  

fe rence  between t h e  scores .  'hese s ta tements  a l l  d e a l t  

w i t h  a t t i t u d e s  toward n i n o r i t e s  exc lus ive  of a t t i t u d e s  

toward blacks and sex r o l e s .  The statement numbers f o r  

t h i s  ;roup were 2 ,  &, 9 ,  11, 14, 16, 20, 26, 28, 29, 34, 

35, 39, 41, 43, 45, 4-8, 5J, 56, and 57. For example, 

s t a t e ~ e n t  number 2 reads:  Jews have too  such Dower i n  

t h i s  country. The c e l l  means a r e  as follows: 

ATTITUDES T0WA.W A ?iARIETY OF YINORITIES 
EXCLUDING A i T i I T i J D ~  TOWAaD ELACKS AND SEX iiQLEX5 

CELL It?EANS 

Croup Experimental Control 
P r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  ? r e t e s t  P o s t t e s t  

;.:a1 e  s - - 5 ~ ~ 9 4  ~.~e~males 
50.94 

45.50 44.26 
Tota l s  48.74 47.10 

-- - 

i3.s. : 3 i g h e r  scores  r e f l e c t  a higher  l e v e l  of pre judice  
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A s  can be seen i n  'Table X'JI, except f o r  t h e  con t ro l  

m l e s  t h e r e  w a s  a s l i g h t  drop i n  t h e  l e v e l  of pre judice  

aaong the  g o s t t e s t  ;;roups. 5he a n a l y s i s  of var iance i s  

summarized i n  ,able XVfI: 

SUi;l$JiRY C F  ANALYSIS OF VABIANCE FOB ATTITUDES 
:OiJAi3D A I J A ~ I S T Y  07 .1,IK351'> I ZS SXCLUDINL 

AbITIliJDm "-,'- L YdARD ZLACKS AND SEX SOLES 

Source of Sum of Mean 
' Jar ia t ion  Squares d.. f .  Squares F 

I r e t e s t s  v s .  
F o s t t e s t s  b1.03 
:{ial,es v s .  
-:exales 1518.50 
Control Groups v s .  
Sxperimental Groups 237.0Q 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Tes ts  w i t h  Sex 29.63 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
7 e s t s  w i t h  ~ r o u p s  14.56 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of 
Sex w i t h  Groups 0.00 
I n t e r a c t i o n  of Sex, 
Groups, and Tes t s  0.00 
, J i th in  C e l l  
':'ariat ion  9949.44 
-. o t a l s  11761.75 

*s ign i f i can t  a t  t h e  .O5 l e v e l  

Again i t  w a s  not  poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypo- 

theses  t h a t  t h e r e  e x i s t s  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be- 
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tween the attitudes toward a variety of minorities ex- 

I cludinz atti tud.es toward blacks and sex roles scores 

I of the ?retest (Experinentall and the Posttest (Experi- 

inental zrou-ps and that no significantly greater differ- 

ence aDon; the females than arnon, the males exists be- 

tween tkle attitudes toward a variety of minorities ex- 

cludin~ attitudes toward blacks and sex roles scores 

of the Iretest (~xperirnental) and the rosttest (~xperi- 

mental) broups. 'The null hypotheses that a significant 

difference exists between the attitudes toward a varie- 

ty of minorities excp~dinc attitudes toward blacks and 

I sex roles scores of the Eretest (Controlj and the Post- 

test (Control, Zrougs and that a siynifica,ntly 2reater 

difference axon& the feaales than aaon: the males exists 

between the attitudes toward a variety of minorities ex- 

cludin; attitudes toward blacks and sex roles scores of 

the Pretest (Control; and the Posttest (control; ,roups 

was rejected. The F-ratio of 23.20 was si;nificant. It 

indicates that the level of prejudice azon- tke males 

was hi;ker than that axon the rexales. 

Chi-Square Analysis 

A second statistical procedure was utilized to de- 

termine whether there was a sisnificant difference he- 

tween the response distributions of the Iretest (Ex~eri- 

aental) and tke 2osttest (3xperiinentalj groups on each 
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ind.ividua1 s t a t e a e n t  i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re .  T h i s  was the  
U 

chi-square t e s t .  A f i g u r e  of 9,488 o r  g r e a t e r  w a s  ne- 

cessary  f o r  s ign i f i cance  a t  t h e  .05 l e v e l  of confidence 

w i t k  Four d e ~ r e e s  of freedom. X i t k  t h r e e  degrees of 

freedorn t h e  smal les t  fi. ,ure possible  f o r  s i ~ n i f l c a n c e  

w a s  ?.,31:. W i t h  two de--rees of freedoa t k e  f i - u r e  need- 

ed f o r  s i ~ n i f i c a n c e  w a s  5.991. The observed response 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s  of t h e  males and females i n  t h e  experinen- 

t a l  group may be seen i n  Appendix C. Chi-square values 

f o r  each of tke  s i x t y  i tems i n  t h e  ques t ionna i re  a r e  

found i n  ,Table =iIII: 

X2 VALUES F-'Oa IF4L9S AK'D i;*ETrLAT,ES 
I?: ZRE 3.Xi=EdII~EN?'AI, GRGUP 

value value 
females d . f ,  males d.f.* 

1. It i s  p e r f e c t l y  acceptable  1.455 4 1.809 4 
f o r  a z i r l  t o  a s k  a boy f o r  
a da te .  

2. Jews have too auch power i n  1.090 2 1.091 3 
t h i s  country. 

3. I f ind  i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see  2.238 4 2.583 4 
mucl! d i f f e r e n c e  azton~ black 
people. They a r e  a l l  p r e t t y  
much a l i k e .  

4. The t e l l i n g  of t lpolackff 
jokes h a s  harziful e f f e c t s  
on t h e  l i v e s  of Anericans 
of Pol ish descent .  
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Xa VALUES F'CR I;LALES AnTD FEYALES 
Ih' TEE mlERIII"IEh'TAf~ GROUP 

X Z  X* 
value value 

f+males d.f .  males d . f .  - - 
:. There a r e  too few women 5.709 4 1 4 

workin,; as medical doc to r s  
and as lawyers. 

5. I f  I were unat tached,  I 
would have no ob jec t ion  
t o  da t ing  a black. 

7. Althoush s o c i a l  e q u a l i t y  of 2.337 3 1.485 3 
t h e  races  may be t h e  deao- 
c r a t i c  way, a sood many 
blacks a r e  n o t  ready t o  
~ r a c t i c e  t h e  s e l f - c o n t r o l  
t h a t  Zoes w i t h  it. 

8. No r e a l  man can accept  a wo- 2.431 4 4.119 4 
nan ass h i s  boss. 

9. I would not  mind l i v i n r  next  2.938 3 0.343 3 
door t o  a Chinese family. 

10. L i t t l e  g i r l s  sPol~.ld be 2.190 4 3.333 4 
taught  t o  be d e l i c a t e  and 
da in ty .  

11. If  I were i n  love ,  I would 2. <!;I 3 2.500 3 
have no ob jec t ions  t o  marry- 
in2 an Indian. 

12. ,Yo end pre judice  a5,ainst  
black A ~ e s i  cans t h e  f i r s t  
s t e ~  i s  f o r  black Americans 
t o  t r y  s i n c e r e l y  t o  g e t  r i d  
of t h e i r  i r r i t a t i r q  f a u l t s ,  

13. I f  awoman can e a r n a  b e t t e r  5.447 3 3.975 4 
wage t h a n  h e r  husband, she 
should be t h e  breadwinner; 
he should t ake  c a r e  of t h e  
house and chi ldren .  
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X2 VALUES FCR i f i ' E S  AND FEI'CiALm 
IN 1-52 EXFERI?~XI!JTAL GBOU3 

valxe vaiue 
females - d..f.  males clef. 

14. Give t h e  poor xore money, 1.890 4 3.587 4 
and t h e y ' l l  spend i t  on 
beer and ca r s .  

15. I would t ake  a Negro t o  e a t  3.679 3 3.922 4 
w i t h  me i n  a r e s t a u r a n t  
where I was wel l  known. 

1,). Jews usua l ly  l i k e  t o  be a t  2.437 4 3.232 4 
t h e  head of th ings .  

17. I would jus t  as r e a d i l y  have 4.847 4 0.838 4 
a black f a a i l v  doc to r  as a 
tTl.;ite family doct'or. 

18. 307s i n  a family should be 7.927 4 14.042 3 
~ i v e n  t h e  job of shovelin: 
snow while girls should make 
the  beds. 

19. If I were i n  love ,  I would. 2.188 4.363 4 
h a T ~ e  no ob jec t ions  t o  aar- 
r y i n ~  a Negro. 

20. Aaerican Indians see3  t o  1.093 2 2.862 5 
have  l i t t l e  o r  no respec t  
f o r  the  lapi. 

21. 3ogs a n d  - . i rLs  should ke 10.79-5* LL 2,:?/3 4 
k r ~ u - ~ h t  u- i n  3uck t h e  s a x  
tcay . 

22. A yerson ?;?LO places  on h i s  5.357 4 3.474 4 
lawn a s t a t u e  of a black 
boy with a f i s h i n g  pole i s  
d e ~ r a d i n g  black people. 

23. :,y not!:erfs r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  6.111 3 1.331 4 
a r e  of l e s s e r  impost->. l c r  

. a  :-.e-V: $3;. f a t h e r 1  s. 
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value value 
h a a l e s  d.", m l e s  d . f .  - - 

29. I r~ould  a2grove of my sis- 0.565 b 0.567 4 
t e r  o r  kro ther  ~ a r r p i n ,  a 
5Lack. 

25. A nan who i s  a f r a i d  of 
snakes l a c k s  m s c u l i n i t y .  

25, Jews a r e  j u s t  as honest as 
o the r  businessaen. 

27, ::lost ? i e ~ ~ o e s  r.rould become 
overhearin.; and d i saxreeab le  
i f '  no t  k e p t  i n  t h e i r  ?lzce.  

28. Lost poor people on wel fare  17.C27* 4 2.172 3 
c a n ' t  g e t  jobs d e s ~ i t e  
t h e i r  wi l l ingness  t o  work. 

29. Indian  dances demonstrate 2.598 3 3.b22 3 
t h a t  aos t  n a t i v e  Americans 
were war-like savazes. 

30. f r i v a t e  c lubs  sk:ould no t  be 4.583 4 3.333 1; 
allowed t o  exclude blacks 
20% menbership. 

31. biornen w i t h  ch i ld ren  belon:; 6.716 4 4.043 3 
a t  home, 

32 Girls shou-ld be e lec ted  more 5.587 2.222 3 
o f t e n  as p res iden t s  and v ice  
p res iden t s  of c l a s s e s  a t  
Luther  ~ i g h .  

33. Blacks are most o f t e n  ex- 5,044 4 3.886 4 
c e p t i o n a l l y  chee r fu l  and 
musical people. 

34. I a2 off ended when I hear  0,234 3 2.611 4 
people use such words as 
s? ick ,  dago, o r  wop. 
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va lue  va lue  
females  d . . f .  rnales d . f .  - - 

35. % e l f a r e  a o t h e r s  u s u a l l y  have 6.228 4 2.572 3 
many c h i l d r e n  i n  o r d e r  t o  
s e t  more aoney. 

36. .:here r e a l l y  a r e n l  t many 2.832 3 1.758 4 
jobs t h a t  a woman won't  do 
as w e l l  as a aan. 

37. A h o t e l  owner ougzht t o  have 3.339 3 1.291 3 
t h e  r i x h t  t o  dec ide  whether 
he is so ing  t o  r e n t  rooas  t o  
black gues t s .  

38. Nhite people  should  n o t  have 7.070 4 9.925 4 
t h e  r i g h t  t o  keep b lacks  o u t  
of  t h e ' i r  neizhborhoods.  

39. There may be a few excep- 4.933 4 1.352 4 
t i o n s ,  but i n  g e n e r a l  Jews 
a r e  a l l  p r e t t y  mxch a l i k e .  

4 ~ .  3 0 ~ s  a t  Luther  Bizh should  2.192 3 3.OQO 3 
be pe rmi t t ed  a l o n -  w i t h  t h e  
:iris t o  t a k e  t h e  bus iness  
pro: raa (:ynintcl: 1L1, Steno- 
~ r a p h y  11, C f f i c e  I r a c t i c e  
1 2 ) .  

41. C t~ inese  s e e n  t o  have a s l y ,  1.7.34 3 7.567 4 
mys te r ious  l ook  i n  t h e i r  
eyes.  

42. Yomen should  hold  more of 3.61.5 4 3.647 3 
t h e  ? o l i t i c a l  o f f i c e s  t h a t  
i nvo lve  g r e a t e r  r e spons ib i -  
l i t v  such as S e c r e t a r y  of 
S t a t e  o r  P re s iden t .  



TA3LE XVIII (Continued) 

X' :BLUES i ' C 3  ![ALES AND PEXALES 
IN THE EX?EaIIrENS'AL G3C)UP 

value value 
females d . f .  .mles  d.?. - - 

43, I h e  e l i n i n a t i o n  of t h e  cox- 0.921 3  3.133 4 
mercial  f e a t u r i n g  t h e  " F r i t o  
.3anditon w a s  an example of a 
a i n o r i t y  ( i n  t h i s  case  i e x i -  
can-Aaerf cans ) bein<, over ly  
s e n s i t i v e .  

44. If I were being interviewed 2.252 3  1.325 3  
f o r  a job, I would not  xind 
bein!: evaluated by a biaclr 
l e r s o n n e l  Director .  

45. I f  I were unat tached,  I 2.013 3 2.658 4 
would have no ob jec t ion  t o  
d a t i n g  an Indian. 

4.j. I would probably f e e l  some- 4.853 4 2.743 3  
wha t  self-conscious bein= 
w i t h  a Negro i n  a publ ic  
p lace . ,  

47. %he Neyro should be af forded 2.056 3 1.483 4 
equal r i g h t s  through i n t e -  
a r a t i o n  (mixing of blacks 
and whites i n  s o c i e t y ) .  

48. I wouldn't mind l i v i q :  i n a  3.913 4 2.702 3  
neighborhood where iiexican 
Anericans a l s o  l ived .  

b9. >lorkin; woaen should g e t  t h e  1.25b 3 5.206 4 
sane pay as men doin;, t h e  
sane job. 

f J .  If' Indians  earned h i ~ k e r  1.199 2 1.311 4 
wa:es, they would only buy 
aore  l iquor .  



TALL3 XVIII (cont inued)  
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7X2 x2 
value value 

females d.f .  na les  d.!', - 
, . I would f e e l  uneasy conpet- 3.983 4 2.536 4 

in:, a y a i n s t  blacks i n  an 
a t h l e t i c  contes t .  

;2. ' i eena-e  g i r l s  slhoulc! be more 2.305 k 2.104 3 
emotional whereas boys should 
be more c o n t r o l l e d  about 
t h e i r  f e e l i n g s .  

53. I f e e l  a boyfriend should 12.;44* 4 1.967 3 
dominate i n  h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
with h i s  , ; i r l f r iend .  

54. I would be q u i t e  comfortable 1.312 4 8.674 4 
i f  ay parents  i n v i t e d  blacks 
t o  our  house f o r  d inner .  

5 %  A t h l e t i c  budzets at  Luther  - - 2.269 3 9 . o W  4 
L < i g ~  School should Se equal- 
l y  divided 1:etween t h e  xirls' 
and t h e  Soys1 pro :rams. 

56. The Aeerican Indians '  prob- k .  550 4 5.778 3 
l e a s  would be minimized i f  
tkey would only accept  t h e  
s tandards  and ways followed 
by xos t  Aaericans. 

I' ,7. -.ost ck~ i ld ren  i n  fa- G.:11 3 0.622 3 
n i l i e s  are i l l e : - i t ima te .  

1:s. '_he r e s ~ o n s i b i l i k i e s  f o r  1.445 4 3.'307 3 
boys and 3 i r l s  i n  z family 
should be d i f f e r e n t .  

59. There nay be a few excep- 5.025 4 2.095 3 
t i o n s ,  bu t  i n  genera l  blacks 
a r e  lazy .  



TA2Z.E Xi' I11 (Continued) 

VALUES 222 ::ALES A N 3  FEKAI,XS 
114 2 k E  SX ?ERI;EXTAl .  I . 3OUP 

value -I al~n e  
females dd.. a a l e s  d . f .  - 

$3, The f a t h e r  should play an 1 . 9  3 4.591 3 
equal  r o l e  w i t h  t h e  mother 
i n  r a i s i n  chi ldren .  

" s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  t h e  .35 l e v e l  
**d e.;rees o f f r e e d o m  

A n  examination of t h e s e  data revealed t h a t  s i - ~ i - i -  

cant  d i f f e r e n c e s  were found i n  only t h r e e  of t k e  s i x t y  

i t e a s  i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re .  *These statement numbers 

were 21, 28, and 53. It w a s  noted t h a t  t h e  s i ~ n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  response d i s t r i b u t i o n s  occurred only anon: 

t h e  fe Imles .  I n  o rde r  t o  de te rn ine  whetker t h i s  d i f f e r -  

e - c e  could be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  t r e a t a e n t  r a t h e r  than 

t o  h i s t o r y  o r  mat3- ration a chi-square t e s t  was run on 

these  three s t a t e x e n t s  from the  response d i s t r i i x t i o n s  

of the  f e x a l e  " r e t e s t  (Contro l )  and T o s t t e s t  (Control ,  

-,rou?s. The observed response d i s t r f  but ions  of t h e  Fe- 

males i n  t h e  c a n t r o l  sou3 .my be seen i n  A p ~ e n d i x  D. 

The cki-square values a r e  presented i n  Table XIX: 



7C* value 

21. 3oys and. ;iris should be 3 355 b 
Srou:.ht up i n  auch t h e  same 
way. 

28. $lost poor people on weIcare 
c a n ' t  get jobs despite  
t h e i r  willingness to work. 

53. 1 f e e l  a boyfriend skould 
doaina te  i n  k i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  
x i t h  h i s  g i r l f r i e n d .  

s d e  : rees  of freedom 

A s  can be seen i l r l  Table X I X ,  t h e r e  w a s  no s i z n i f i -  

can t  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  response d i s t r i S u t i o n s  of 

t h e  females i n  t h e  c o n t r o l  group on these  t h r e e  s t a t e -  

ments. Thus it could be concluded t h a t  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  P r e t e s t  (Experimental)  +'emales 

and the  P o s t t e s t  (Xxperinental j  f ena les  w a s  a t t r i b u t a b l e  

t o  t h e  t r e a t a e n t  r a t h e r  than soae o t h e r  f a c t o r .  3y 

exanining Tables FYI11 and X I X  t o s e t h e r  i t  was poss ib le  

t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  no s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
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;:rezter d i f f e r e n c e  aTong the  f ena les  than anon; t h e  males 

e x i s t s  between the  response d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on these  t h r e e  

i t e m  i n  t h e  ques t ionna i re  f o r  t h e  I r e t e s t  (Experimental) 

and t h e  F o s t t e s t  (Experimental) yroups which i s  due t o  

t k e  experimental  treatment.  However, i t  was no t  poss ib le  

t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypothesis  t h a t  no s i z n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r -  

ence e x i s t s  between t h e  response d i s t r i k u t i o n s  on each 

i t e z  i n  t h e  ques t ionna i re  f o r  t h e  ? r e t e s t  (Experimental) 

and t h e  l o s t t e s t  (Experimentalj 2roups which i s  due t o  

t h e  t r e a t a e n t .  



Suzmary 

" h i s  study w a s  performed t o  d iscover  whether o r  not  

enrol lnent  i n  a course d e a l i n s  w i t h  t h e  na tu re  of preju- 

d i c e  and t h e  h i s t o r y  of American n i n o r i t i e s  would be a 

use fu l  educat ional  t o o l  f o r  changing p r e j u d i c i a l  a t t i -  

tudes.  The course was taken by seventy-nine s tuden t s  i n  

t h e  1 1 t h  and 12th  grades at  Luther High School i n  Ona- 

l a s k a ,  Wisconsin d u r i n ~  t h e  1974-1975 school year.  ':he 

r e s t  of t h e  juniors  and s e n i o r s  served as a con t ro l  

roup. -ch &roup was randomly divided i n t o  two Zroups. .- 

A t e s t i n s  instrument designed t o  measure pre judice  w a s  

a d a i n i s t e r e d  t o  t h e  one half  of the  c o n t r o l  and of t h e  

experimental Eroups as a p r e t e s t  a t  t h e  beginning of the  

senes te r .  It was administered a t  t h e  end of the  semes- 

t e r  t o  t h e  o the r  two groups as a p o s t t e s t .  

An a n a l y s i s  of var iance coaputat ion w a s  obtained on 

t h e  scores  and subscores accuaulated by a l l  four  groups, 

An examination of t h e  d a t a  showed t h a t  t h e  n u l l  hypothe- 

s e s  t h a t  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  

scores  and subscores of t h e  P r e s t e s t  (Experimental) and 

t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) ;roups which i s  due t o  t h e  
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t reatment  o.nd t h a t  no s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  

aaong t h e  f e m l e s  than among tbe  na les  e x i s t s  between 

the  scores  and subscores of t h e  l r e t e s t  (Experinental l  

and the  P o s t t e s t  (Exnerimental) g o u p s  which i s  due t o  

t h e  t r e a t a e n t  could not  be r e j ec ted .  It  was poss ib le  

t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypotheses t h a t  a s i , n i f i c n n t  d i f -  

ference e x i s t s  between t h e  scores  and subscores of the  

? r e t e s t  (Control j  and t h e  2 3 s t t e s t  ( 2 o n t r o l )  Groups who 

were not  involved i n  the  experimental t r e a t n e n t  and 

t h a t  a s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  among t h e  fe-  

m l e s  than aaonp the  a a l e s  e x i s t s  between the  scores  

and subscores of t h e  P r e t e s t  (Control)  and the 2-'osttest 

(Cont ro l )  Zrou?s wko were not  involved i n  t h e  experi-  

mental treatmeqt.  Powever, i n  a nueber of cases  t h e  

males were found t o  be uore prejudiced than  the  f ena les .  

A chi-square a n a l y s i s  w a s  then run  on the  resnonse 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s  on each of t he  Indiv idual  s ta tements  by 

the  exper iaenta l  p r e t e s t  and p o s t t e s t  grouys. No sic- 

n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  w a s  found i n  f i f ty - seven  of of the  

s i x t y  items. 'or th ree  i tems, numbers 21 ,  2 5 ,  and 53, 

t h e  f ena les  dezons t ra ted  a  s i & n i 0 i c a n t  d e c l i n e  i n  t h e i r  

l e v e l  of pre judice  wherea.~ t h e  a a l e s  d i d  n o t ,  7 h i s  mde 

i t  poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  t h e  n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  no s i s n i -  

f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  d i f f e r e n c e  amon, t h e  f e n a l e s  than 

amon, t h e  na les  e x i s t s  between t h e  response d i s t r i b u -  
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t i o n s  on these  t h r e e  i t e n s  i n  t h e  ques t ionnai re  f o r  the  

? r e t e s t  (Experimental)  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) 

:.roups - which i s  due t o  t h e  exper iaen ta l  t s e a t a e n t .  It 

was no t  poss ib le  t o  r e j e c t  the  n u l l  hypothesis t h a t  no 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  between t h e  response d i s -  

t r i b u t i o n s  on each i t e a  i n  t h e  ques t ionna i re  f o r  t h e  

P r e t e s t  (Exper iaentn l )  and t h e  P o s t t e s t  (Experimental) 

groups which i s  due t o  t h e  t reatment .  

Conclusions 

T h i s  s tudy l eads  t o  t h e  conclusion t h a t  t h i s  course 

dea l ing  w i t h  t h e  na tu re  of pre judice  and t h e  h i s t o r y  of 

Azeriean minor i t i e s  had l i t t l e  o r  even no e f f e c t  i n  

changing t h e  p r e j u d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  of those s tuden t s  who 

pa r t i c ipa ted .  T h i s  seems t r u e  d e s p i t e  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i n  

t h e  case of t h r e e  ques t ionnai re  i t e x s  t h e  females exhi- 

b i ted  a s i g n i f i c a n t  d e c l i n e  i n  t h e i r  l e v e l  of pre judice  

whereas t h e  males d id  not .  The i rony i n  t h i s  seeaingly 

obvious change i n  a t t i t u d e s  i s  t h a t  i t  may well  have re-  

s u l t e d   fro^ t h e i r  own sex r o l e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  r a t h e r  than 

f r o a  t h e  t r e a t a e n t .  A s  h a s  been assumed i n  some of t h e  

previous research ,  because our c u l t u r e  demands of fe -  

m l e s  s r e a t e r  acquiescence t o  sources of information,  i t  

would be n a t u r a l  t o  assume t h a t  they would d i s p l a y  a t  

l e a s t  ve rba l ly  more change than would males. 3ut  i n  t h e  
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process  of d isp layin-  these  changes i n  a t t i t u d e  they 

x ich t  have been only re inforc in i -  t h e  sex-typed r o l e  they 

have been taught  t o  p lay .  Secause t h e  changes t h a t  d i d  

occur were only a i n i m l ,  i t  s e e m  t h a t  t h i s  observat ion 

;21i,ht n e u t r a l i z e  t h e  change i n  p r e j u d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  

which a c t u a l l y  d i d  take  place.  

Yet the  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a s i g n i f i c a n t  s h i f t  i n  

t h e  l e v e l  of pre judice  anong t h e  females cannot be is- 

nored. It should be noted. t h a t  two of these  items d e a l t  

w i t h  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between nen and women while t h e  

o t h e r  statement concerned an a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  poor, 

It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  note  t h a t  these  were the  last  two 

t o p i c s  covered i n  t h e  course.  "ere may be here some 

evidence of a recency e f f e c t .  In o t h e r  words t h e  inpact  

on p r e j u d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  nay well  be g r e a t e r  immediately 

following t h e  t r a n s a i s s i o n  of knowledge but diminishes 

w i t h  time. 

I h e  experimenter h a s  concluded t h a t  the  f a i l u r e  t o  

f i n d  change i n  a t t i t u d e s  nay have r e s u l t e d  f r o n  an in-  

e f f e c t i v e  t e s t i n g  ins t ruaen t .  Its m j o r  weakness w a s  

t h a t  i t  was not  t e s t e d  before i t s  u t i l i z a t i o n .  I n  a d d i -  

t i o n  i t  should be noted t h a t  s i n c e  t k e r e  was such a 

broad spectrum of a t t i t u d e s  beins measured, i t  was not  

poss ib le  t o  cover properly t h e  numerous a t t i t u d e s  t h a t  

a i ~ h t  e x i s t  over  aga ins t  a c e r t a i n  minority group. The 
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ques t ionna i re  seens t o  l a c k  t h e  depth needed t o  examine 

t h e  complexi t ies  of pre judice ,  

Recomnendati ons 

If educators  a r e  soinz, t o  c0ntinu.e t o  accept t h e  

thoucht t h a t  education h a s  a l i b e r a t i n ;  e f f e c t  upon nar- 

row-minded o r  i r r a t i o n a l  a t t i t u d e s ,  nore research 3as t o  

be done i n  order  t o  determine w h a t  change a c t u a l l y  does 

take p lace  and more i r n ~ o r t a n t l y  why, The ~ r e s e n t  study 

f a i l e d  t o  examine the  l a t t e r  quest ion.  Soae pas t  re -  

searchers  have found t h a t  mny p r e d i s p o s i t i o n a l  f a c t o r s  

have a n  in f  lu-ence on t h e  p e r s u a s i b i l i t y  of an indiv idual .  

J a n i s  and iiovland have observed t h a t  i nd iv idua l  d i f f e r -  

ences i n  responses t o  i d e n t i c a l  communications s t i z u l i  

m y  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  s p e c i f i c  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  pe r sona l i ty  

s t r u c t u r e  (1956, pp. . > - l l j .  Zovland ar,d o t h e r s  found 

t h a t  h o s t i l e  o r  aggress ive  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  a r e  l e s s  suscep- 

t i b l e  t o  persuasive communications (19 'I~.;, p, 201 ) , Other 

r e sea rcher s  have c o r r e l a t e d  a t t i t u d i n a l  c h n n ~ e  t o  t h e  

f a c t o r s  of i n t e l l i c e n c e ,  c!:ildrearing p r a c t i c e s ,  p a r e n t a l  

domination, and educat ional  l e v e l  of t3e  ~ a r e n t s .  :'or 

examnle, ' -oabardi "oznd t h a t  the  change i n  a t t i t l ades  

anonc t en th  s r a d e r s  toward Keqroes was s i - n i f i c a n t l y  re-  

l a t e d  t o  t h e  educat ional  l e v e l  of t h e  mother. The h igher  

l e v e l  of education meant t h a t  f'avorable c h a n ~ e  w a s  Bore 
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l i k e l y .  I h e  opposi te  a l s o  ?roved t o  be t r u e .  Students  

~rhose mothers had lower l e v e l s  of education were more 

l i k e l y  t o  sbow no attit31c!inal change (1962, p. 1414). 

Future s t u d i e s  skould loolr a t  s tuden t s  as bein:- hetero-  

;eneous r a t h e r  than l-ono-eneous i n  nature, 

' ; h i s  s tudy a l s o  sucges ts  t h a t  t e s t i n 2  s h o r t l y  af-  

t e r  t h e  in f luence  of t h e  t reatment  nay prod7.xce more elii- 

dence of a t t i t u d i n a l  c h a n ~ e .  ? 'uture s t u d i e s  might t e s t  

t h e  s u b j e c t s  a t  two o r  t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  times. ?his 

would g ive  some i n d i c a t i o n  of both t h e  s h o r t  range and 

l o n : ~  ranAe e f f e c t s  of such courses  on t h e  p r e j u d i c i a l  

a t t i t u d e s  of s tudents .  A aore d e t a i l e d  s tudy of nettod- 

0 x 0 - y  and i t s  e f f e c t s  i s  a l s o  i n  place.  

It s e e m  ivise t o  l i a i t  f u t u r e  s t u d i e s  t o  smal ler  

time spans. Snless  t h e  t e s t in ;  i n s t r u a e n t  i s  thorou:k 

i n  cover inr  t h e  broad range and complexi t ies  of preju-  

d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  over  a g a i n s t  n i n o r i t i e s ,  which ai:;ht 

nake  t h e  i n s t r u a e n t  too lonFz, f u t u r e  s t u d i e s  should be 

l i a i t e d  t o  s x a l l e r  u n i t s  than a semester course.  L i m i t -  

ing t h e  study t o  a t t i t u d e s  over a g a i n s t  one ~ i n o r i t y  

r a t h e r  than zany a l s o  seems prudent. 'he  u t i l i z a t i o n  

of a va l ida ted  t e s t i n t  instrument xould then  be poss ib le  

as well .  

A s  w a s  observed e a r l i e r ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  f r o n  s t u d i e s  

s ia i lar  t o  t h i s  one a r e  arnbi:;uous. This study adds l it- 
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t l e  t o  su:.;est t h a t  know1ed:e n e c e s s a r i l y  changes a t t i -  

tudes.  i?ut i f  i t  doesn ' t ,  what does? Educators must 

cont inue t h e  research which w i l l  l ead  t o  a b e t t e r  under- 

standin;: of w h a t  f a c t o r s  have t h e  g r e a t e s t  in l luence  on 

t h e  a f f e c t i v e  domain. Without t h i s  information t h e  

process of education l acks  d i r e c t i o n  and a t  l e a s t  i n  

t h i s  regard may be doomed t o  "a i lu re .  
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Do not place your name on this questionnaire. You are being 

iv asked to complete this questionnaire as part of a study being con- 

ducted here at Luther High. Try to be as honest as possible in 

completing this questionnaire. Only with your cooperation can the 

study be valid. No one will know who has filled out any specific 

questionnaire. 

Seact to each statement by determining whether you strongly 

agree, agree, have no opinion, disagree, or strongly disagree. 

Circle the abbreviation (SA, A, NO, D, SD) that best fits your re- 

action. Then place an X within the circle you make around the let- 

ter(~). Do not think about or study any of these statements. 

Please record your first or immediate reaction. 



SA A NO 2 SD 1, It is  p e r f e c t l y  acceptable  f o r  a g i r l  t o  ask 
a boy f o r  a date .  

u 
SA A G D SD 2, Jews have too  much power i n  t h i s  country. 

SA A NO D S D  3. I f i n d  i t  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see  much d i f fe rence  
among black people. They a r e  a l l  p r e t t y  much 
a l i k e .  

SA' A :;C D SD 4. The t e l l i n g  of t tpolackn Jokes has harmful ef-  
f e c t s  on t h e  l i v e s  of Americans of Pol ish de- 
scent .  

SA A KO D S D  5.  There a r e  too  few women working as medical 
doctom and as lawyers. 

SA A KO D S D  6. I f  I were unattached, I would have no obJec- 
t i o n  t o  d a t i n g  a black, 

SA A KO D SD 7, Although s o c i a l  e q u a l i t y  of t h e  ra,ces may be 
t h e  democratic way, a good many blacks a r e  not  
ready t o  p r a c t i c e  t h e  se l f - con t ro l  t h a t  goes 
with i t .  

SA A 110 D SD 8. No r e a l  man can accept  a woman as h i s  boss. 

SA A NO D SD 9, I would no t  mind l i v i n g  next  door t o  a Chinese 
4 family. 

SA A XO D 39 l C ,  L i t t l e  g i r l s  should be taught  t o  be d e l i c a t e  
and da in ty .  

SA A NO D SD 11. I f  I were i n  love ,  I would have no objec t ions  
t o  marrying an Indian. 

SA A h O  D SD 12. To end prejudice aga ins t  black Americans t h e  
f i r s t  s t e p  is  f o r  black Americans t o  t r y  s in-  
ce re ly  t o  g e t  r i d  of t h e i r  i r r i t a t i n g  f a u l t s .  

SA A KO D S D  13. I f  a womn can earn  a b e t t e r  wage than her  hus- 
band, she should be the  breadwinner; he should 
take c a r e  of the  house and chi ldren .  

SA A 29 D SD 14. Give the  poor more money, and t h e y ' l l  spend i t  
on beer and ca r s .  

SA A NO D SD 15. I would take a Negro t o  e a t  w i t h  me i n  a res-  * 
t au ran t  where I was well  known. 

SA A 170 D SD 16. Jews usua l ly  l i k e  t o  be a t  the  head of  things.  

SA A N 3  D SD 17. I would j u s t  as r e a d i l y  have a black family doc- , 
t o r  as a white f a a i l y  doctor .  

b' 



SA A !?;O D S D  18. 3oys i n  a f a n i l ~  should be ~ i o e n  t h e  job of 
L shoveling snow while , i r l s  should nake t h e  

beds. 

$A A N G  D S D  19. I f  I were i n  love ,  I would have no ob jec t ions  
t o  m r r y i n g  a Xegro. 

S A  A XO D SD 20. American Indians seem t o  have l i t t l e  o r  no 
respec t  f o r  the  l a w .  

SA A it0 D SD 21. 3oys and g i r l s  should be brought up i n  much 
the  same way. 

SA A NO D SD 22. A person who p laces  on h i s  lawn a s t a t u e  of a 
black boy w i t h  a f i s h i n g  pole i s  degrading 
black people, 

SA A :,:.;3 D SD 23. Ily mother's r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  a r e  of l e s s e r  
importame than my f a t h e r ' s .  

SA A l?S D SD 24. I would approve of my s i s t e r  o r  brother  marry- 
ing  a black. 

SA A !iO D S3 25. A man who i s  a f r a i d  of snakes l a c k s  masculinity.  

SA A I:S D S D  25.  Jews a r e  j u s t  as honest as o t h e r  businessmen. 
V 

SA A 1\:0 D SD 27. ;*;ost Fegroes would becoxe overbearing and d . i s -  
agreeable  if not  kept i n  t h e i r  place.  

SA A :I0 D SD 28. L~Aos t  poor people on welfare  can1 t g e t  Jobs de-  
s p i t e  t h e i r  wi l l ingness  t o  work. 

SA A ;YO D SD 29. Indian dances denons t ra te  t h a t  a o s t  n a t i v e  
Americans were war-like savages. 

SA A 1:3 3 SD 30, Pr iva te  c lubs  should not  be allowed t o  exclude 
blacks f r o n  meabership. 

SA A :G D SD 31. Nomen w i t h  ch i ld ren  belong a t  home. 

sn A IT3 2 SD 32. G i r l s  should be e l ec ted  xore o f t en  as pres idents  
and v ice  p res iden t s  of c l a s s e s  a t  Luther L i ~ h .  

3A A T,?U D SD 33. 2laclrs a r e  most o f t e n  except ional ly  chee r fu l  
and a u s i c a l  people, 

SA ,A YO D SD 3 4 .  I a m  offended when I hear  people use such words 
as spiclc, dago, o r  wop. 

SA A ;id D SD 35. de l fa re  nothers  usua l ly  have many ch i ld ren  i n  
order  t o  s e t  aore aoney. 

u 



3A A i D SD 36, There really a r e n ' t  amy jobs t h a t  a u:oaan 
won't do as well  as a mn. 

L' 

S,A A 30 D SD 37. A h o t e l  owner ought t o  have t h e  r i g h t  t o  de- 
c i d e  whether he i s  goins  t o  r e n t  r o o m  t o  
black gues ts ,  

3 A  A SO 3 S D  38. Yhite people should n o t  have the  r i g h t  t o  
Beep blac!cs out of t h e i r  neighborhoods. 

SA A !:O 9 SD 39. There my be s fev; except ions,  but i n  cenera l  
Jews a r e  a.11 p r e t t y  much a l i k e .  

SA A :;a D SD 40. Boys a t  Luther E i ~ h  should be permitted along 
w i t h  t h e  g i r l s  t o  take  t h e  business program 
(Typing 1 0 ,  Stenography 11, Off ice  3 r a c t i c e  1 2 ) .  

SA A i ;O D S D  41. Chinese seem t o  have a s l y ,  ays te r ious  look i n  
t h e i r  eyes. 

SA A K0 D SD 42. idoaen should hold aore  of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  o f f i c e s  
t h a t  involve g r e a t e r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  such as 
Secre tary  of S t a t e  o r  Pres ident .  

SA A ;TO D SD 43. The e l i a i n a t i o n  of t h e  cozmercial f ea tu r inq  
t h e  "Fr i to  - and i to f f  w a s  an example of a minori- 
t y  ( i n  t h i s  case . exican-Americans) being 
over ly  sens i t ive .  

SA A :TG D S D  44. I f  I were being interviewed f o r  a job, I would 
not  mind being evaluated by a black Personnel 
Direc tor ,  

SA A 20 D S D  45. I f  I were unat tached,  I would have no objec- 
t i o n  t o  d a t i n g  a n  Indian,  

SA A 3 9 SD 45. I would probably f e e l  somewhat self-conscious 
being w i t h  a Sesro i n  a publ ic  place.  

3 A  A N 3  D SD h 7 ,  The rqegro should be af forded equal r i g h t s  
through i n t e g r a t i o n  (mixing of blacks and whites 
i n  s o c i e t y ) .  

3A A MO D SD 48. I wouldn't mind l i v i n g  i n  a neighborhood where 
liexican Americans a l s o  l i v e d .  

SA A NO D S D  49. idorking women should g e t  t h e  same pay as men 
doing t h e  same job. 

SA A NO D S D  5 0 ,  I f  Indians earned higher  wages, they would only 
buy more l iquor .  



SA A lbU 3 SD -71. I would, f e e l  uneasy cornpetin$ aga ins t  blacks 
i n  an  athletic con tes t .  

SA A XO D SD 52.  Teenage g i r l s  should be more emotional where- 
as boys should be more con t ro l l ed  about t h e i r  
f e e l i n ~ s .  

SA A XO D S D  53. I f e e l  a boyfriend should dominate i n  his re- 
l a t i o n s h i p  with h i s  g i r l f r i e n d .  

SA A ?iC. D S D  5.4. I would. be q u i t e  cozlfortable i f  ny parents  
i n v i t e d  blaclcs t o  our house f o r  dinner .  

SA A X3 I2 SD 55. A t h l e t i c  budgets a t  Luther Zigh School should 
be equal ly d iv ided  between t h e  g i r l s t  and t h e  
boy8 pro:,rams. 

SA A 33 S S3 55. The American Indians '  problems would be mini- 
a ized  i f  they would only accept  t h e  s tandards 
and ways followed by rnost Americans. 

SA R :>:3 r) SD 57. Lost ch i ld ren  i n  welfare  f a m i l i e s  a r e  i l l e g i -  
t i n a t e ,  

SA A 2:s B SD -58, The r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  boys and z i r l s  i n  a 
f a a i l y  should be d i f f e r e n t .  

3A A 2 S 3  59. There m y  be a few except ions,  but i n  genera l  
blacks a r e  lazy. 

SA A ItiO D S D  60.  The f a t h e r  should play an equal r o l e  w i t h  t h e  
zother  i n  r a i s i n g  chi ldren .  



APPEXDIX S 

SCORES ASD SL'tSCCBES O F  THE CONTROL AND 



PRM'EST - PALES - EXPER1i:ENTAL 

- 
Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
3lacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles K ~ s c ~ ~ ~ R ~ ~ o u s  &uestlonnalre 

23 21 44 29 28 57 51 152 



PREi'EST - YiLES - EXPERIMENTAL (~ontinued) 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Blacks Elacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles ?iiscellaneous Questionnaire 

22 20 42 18  27 45 44 131 

PRETEST - FEMALES - EXPERIME2JTAL 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal -I o t a1 Total Total 
E l a c  ks Blacks Elacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles i'/liscellaneous Questionnaire 

30 29 59  28 25 5 3  62 174 





Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Yotal Total 
Blacks Blacks Ellacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Eioles Ic,iscellaneous Questionnaire 

26 27 53 25 28 53 59 155 



PdSl  TEST - PlALES - EXPERIi%ENPAL (Continued ) 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Elacks Elac ks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Xiscellaneous Questionnaire 
15 26 41 40 28 68 38 147 

PGSTTEST - FWALES - EXPERIMENTAL 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Zotal 
Blacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Roles sex-~oles Sex-Roles Miscellaneous Questionnaire 

30 19 49 33 30 63 4 3  155 





PRETESrI - :(:ALES - CONTROL 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Zlacks Ulacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Fiiscellaneous Questionnaire 

20 23 43 34 25 59 , c 152 



P3E;'ESl' - PLALES - CONTRCI., (Continued) 

----.- -- 
i2ersonal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Slacks slacks Slacks Sex-Roles s&-~oles Sex-Roles 15iscellaneous Questionnaire 

25 23 48 36 -77 b r  193 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Pilacks dlacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles !~iscellaneous Questionnaire 

27 26 53 25 28 J CQ, 51 158 



PRETEST - FEi!!lALES - COhTBOL (Continued) 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Blacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Holes Sex-Roles Sex-Roles iviiscellaneous Questionnaire 

34 25 59  23 27 50 -7 175 



POSLTEST - i:'ALES - CONTROL 
-- 

Personal  lapersonal  Tota l  Personal  Impersonal Tota l  To ta l  To ta l  
Blacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Boles Sex-Roles Sex-Boles Plriscellaneous Questionnaire 

34 29 63 3 1 40 71 63 197 



POS'TSEST - IULES - CONTROL (Continued) 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal ~mperso%%l '1'0 tal Total Total 
Blacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Holes Sex-Roles !4iscellaneous Questionnaire 

30 23 53 38 32 70 62 185 

Personal Impersonal Total Personal Impersonal Total Total Total 
Blacks Blacks Blacks Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Sex-Roles Miscellaneous Questionnair- 

28 28 56 25 27 52  49 157 





AFPEXDIX C 

CON'! II\JG EMCY TAELES t+\O B 

..A:. 2S AKD 'E?LALES IN '; ES 

EXPERIi2W:'A.L L; RCUP 



SA A KO D SD SA 
1. It is  p e r f e c t l y  ac- 1 11 0 7 

ceptable  f o r  a g i r l  t o  0 8 5 7 
t o  ask  a boy f o r  a 
da te .  

2. Jews have too much PO- 0 0  10 9 
wer i n  t h i s  country. 0  0 9 

3. I f i n d  it d i f f i c u l t  t o  2 3 2 7 8 
see much d i f f e r e n c e  a- 1 5 
mong black people. 
They a r e  a l l  p r e t t y  
auch a l i k e .  

4. ',he t e l l i n g  of "po- 1 3 3 13 2 
lack1' jokes has harm- 1 7 3 11 1 
ful e f f e c t s  on t h e  
l i v e s  of Americans of 
Pol ish d.escent. 

5. There a r e  too few wo- 2 9 8 3 0 
aen wor l r in~ as ~ e d i c a l  3 12  2 5 1 
doctors  and as l a w -  
yers.  

L.  If I were u ~ a t t a c h e d ,  2 1 3  4 0 2 7 4 1 3 
I would have no ob- 3 1 3  1 3 2 3 5 3 I 
j ec t ion  t o  d a t i n g  a 
black. 

7 . A l t h o u ~ h s o c i a l e q u a l -  0 1 5 12 4 0  4 7 2 
i t y  of t h e  r aces   my 0  3 4 9 7 0  4 7 5 1 
5e the  democratic way, 
a good nany blacks a r e  
not  ready t o  p r a c t i c e  
t h e  se l f - con t ro l  t h a t  
Goes w i t h  it. 

8. 210 r e a l  nan can accept  1 3 b 6 8 2  3 5 5 1 
a tiozan as his boss. 2 5 4 8 4 1 1 8 2 

9. I would no t  mind l i v -  8 13 0 1 0  3 10 3 0 I 
i n s  next door t o  a 9 1 3  1 0  0 2 1 0  4 0 1 
Chinese family. 

t a u ~ h t  t o  be d e l i c a t e  2 
and da in ty .  



If I xere i n  l o ~ c ,  1 
would have no objec- 
t i o n s  t o  m r r y i n z  an 
Indian. 

12. To end prejudice a- 0 2 6 6 8  
ga ins t  black A m e r i -  0 0 2 1 2  9 
cans t h e  f i r s t  s t e p  
i s  f o r  black Ameri- 
cans t o  t r y  s incere-  
l y  t o  g e t  r i d  of t h e i r  
i r r i t a t i n g  f a u l t s .  

13. I f a w o m a n c a n e a r n a  1 2 0 11 8 
b e t t e r  wage than her  2 8 0 9 4 
husband, s h e  should be 
the  breadwinner ; he 
shozld take  c a r e  of 
t h e  house and chi ldren.  

14. Give the  poor more mo- 0 2 5 11 4 
ney, and t h e y ' l l  spend 1 3 4 9 6 
it  on beer and c a r s .  

15. I would take  a Megro 4 15 2 1 0  
t o  e a t  w i t h  me i n  a 4 14  4 1 0  
r e s t a u r a n t  where I w a s  
w e l l  known. 

16. Jews usual ly  l i k e  t o  1 1 17 2 1 
be a t  the  head of 0 2 15 4 
things.  

17.  I would j u s t  as read- 1 10 2 5 3 
i l y  have a black fami- 3 14  3 2 1 
l y  doc to r  as a white 
doctor.  

18. Loys i n  a family 2 3 1 12 4 
should be given the  0 5 5 5 7 
job of shoveling snow 
while g i r l s  should 
make t h e  beds. 

19. I f  I were i n  love ,  I 4 9 4 1 4  
would have no objec- h 3 3 2 
t i o n s  t o  marrying a 
Negro. 

20. American Indians seem o o 4 9 
t o  have l i t t l e  o r  no 

2 
0 0 3 1 3  

respec t  f o r  the  l a w .  



21. &:oys and g i r l s  should 0 7 0 9 6 
be brou* up i n  inuch 2 11 4 2 
t he  same way. 

22, A person who p laces  on 0 1 3 15  3 
h i s  lawn a s t a t u e  of a 1 5 2 11 2 
black boy w i t h  a f i s h -  
ing pole i s  degradin[; 
black people. 

23. ~y a o t h e r t s  responsi-  0 1 0 4 15 
b i l i t i e s  a r e  of l e s s e r  0 3 2 10  
inportance than my 
f a t h e r ' s .  

24. I would approve of my 
s i s t e r  o r  bro ther  nar- 
rying a black, 

25. A man who i s  a f r a i d  of 1 1 1 8 11 
snakes l acks  masculi- 1 2 3 10 ? 
n i t y .  

26. Jews a r e  j u s t  as ho- 3 1 0  8 0 1 
n e s t  as o t h e r  busi- 5 15 1 1  0 
nessmen. 

27. i:iost Kegroes would be- 0 0 6 6 10  
come overbearing and 0 0 2 1 2  2 
disagreeable  i f  not  
kept i n  t h e i r  place. 

28. Most poor people on 2 4 2 1 2  2 
welfare  c a n ' t  g e t  jobs 2 16 3 1 
d e s p i t e  t h e i r  wi l l ing-  
ness  t o  work. 

29. Indian dances denon- 0 0 1 1 3  8 
s t r a t e  t h a t  a o s t  na- 0 2 2 1 3  6 
t i v e  Americans were 
war-like savages. 

30. P r iva te  c lubs  sh.ould 8 8 1  3 2 
not  be allowed t o  ex- 7 14  0 0 
clude blacks from 
membership. 

31. !domen with ch i ld ren  2 3 \ I  10 6 
belong a t  home. 2 8 4 4 5 



32. G i r l s  should be e l e c t -  4 9 1 7 1 0  3 1 1  1 2 
ed more of t e n  as pre- 6 1 2  3 2 0 9 6 ' 7 2 2  
s i d e n t s  and v ice  pre- 
s i d e n t s  of c l a s s e s  a t  
Luther High. 

3 3 . 3 l a c k s a r e m o s t o f t e n  1 12 2 1 1 6 9 0 1 
except ional ly  chee r fu l  1 5 8 7 1 0  8 L) 2 1 
and musical people. 

34. I a m  offended when I r: 7 6 4 0 i b G  3 3 
hear people use such r: 7 3 0 0 5 :  I 

? ' 1 
"J 

words as sp ick ,  dago, 
o r  wop. 

35. Yelfare  mothers usual-  0  . 4 9 3 1 b 1 0  2 0 
l y  have many ch i ld ren  1 3 7 1 2  0 1 3 7 5 0 
i n  order  t o  g e t  more 

I 
money. 

36. There r e a l l y  a r e n ' t  2  11 3 5 0 0 8 1 5 2  
many jobs t h a t  a wornan 5 13 1 4 0 1 8 2 5 1 
won't do as well  as a 
man. 

37. A ho te l  owner ousht t o  0 3 1 7 11 0 3 2 7 5 
have the  ri:-,ht t o  de- 0  3 3 1 1  2 0 1 3 
c ide  whether he i s  co- 
in2 t o  r e n t  rooms t o  
black ~ u e s t s  . 

i 38, 'Jhite people should 1 2  5 1 3 1 3 8 2 1  2 
not  have t h e  r i g h t  t o  h 13  0 2 2  2 9 1 2  
keep blacks out of 
t h e i r  neighborhoods. 

39. There may be a few ex- 0 1 10 5 5 2 2 6 6 1  
cept ions ,  but i n  zene- 1 3 10 8 1 1 2  4 8 2 
ral Jews a r e  a l l  p re t -  
t y  much a l i k e .  

40. Zoys a t  Luther  Iiigh 8 1 2  1 0  1 1 1 1  4 0  1 
should b e p e r m i t t e d a - 9  14 3 0 9 4 @ 0 
long w i t h  t h e  ~ i r l s  t o  

1 take  the  business pro- 

1 gram (Typinz 10 ,  Ste-  
I - nography 11, Office 

I Prac t i ce  1 2 ) .  
I 

1 41. Chinese seem t o  have a Q 2 6 9 2 0 5 8 2  
I s l y ,  mysterious look 0 5 3 9 0 5 3 7 2 
I 

i n  t h e i r  eyes. 



42. ?Joaen should hold aore  2 3 7 d r: 5 0 1 0  IL 2 
of t h e  p o l i t i c a l  of- 2 3 3- 0 5 ,') & 
f i c e s  t h a t  involve 
g r e a t e r  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
such as Secre tary  of 
S t a t e  o r  Pres ident .  

43. ' he e l i l l ina t ion  of the  - O b 5 9 3 0 :I 7 4 0 
co.mercia1 f e a t u r i q  0 9 1 4 "5 1 
the  "'rite 2anditoT1 
iTas an exnnple o?' a 
n i n o r i t y  ( i n  t h i s  case 
lcexican-Anericans) be- 
inL; over ly  s e n s i t i v e .  

4 4 . I f I w e r e b e i n e i n t e r -  4 1 5  1 2 0 4 1 0  2 0 1 
viewed f o r  a Job, I 4 18 $ 0  3 1 2  2 0 !! 
would no t  mind being 
evaluated by a black 
Personnel Director .  

45. I f  I vrere unattached, 7 1 4  0 0 1 3 1 9  2 1 1  
I would have no objec- 7 15 0 1 0  4 1 2  1 0  0 
t i o n  t o  da t ing  an  In- 
dian.  

4,. I would probably f e e l  1 4 0 12  5 I\ L, 3 2 j 7 
somewhat s e l f  -con- 0 19 2 3 0 2 9 
sc ious  bein;: w i t h  a 
:,Tesro i n  a publ ic  
? lace . 
The 14egro should be 
afforded equal  r i g h t s  
t h r o u ~ h  i n t e g r a t i o n  
(nixin: of blacks and 
whites i n  s o c i e t y ) .  

48. I wouldn't mind l i v i n g  .: 15 0 O 1  3 9 3 0 2 
i n  a neighborhood 9 1 2  1 0  0 9 
where iIexican Aneri- 
cans a l s o  l ived .  

49. 'dorkim wonen should 1 4  5 1 1  0 2 11 3 0 1 
r e t  the  same pay as 1 4  8 1 0  3 9 1 l Q  

r 

aen doins t h e  same 
job. 

50. I f  Indians earned '3 0 1 7 1 4  I & , <  5 
higher wages, they 0 Ci 3 8 12 0 1 3 7 6 
would only buy more 
l iquor .  



3 1 2 1 3  51. I would f e e l  uneasy ) 

compet in~  aca ins  t 1 0  4 I r C -  4 
blacks i n  an a t h l e -  
t i c  contes t .  

52. Teenage g i r l s  should 2 6 9 1 4  
be more emotional 1 9 7 2 
whereas boys should be 
more con t ro l l ed  about 
t h e i r  f e e l i n g s .  

53. I f e e l  a boyfriend 1 14 0 5 2 
s h o u l d d o m i n a t e i n h i s  6 4 3 7 3 
r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  h i s  
g i r l f r i e n d .  

54. I would be q u i t e  corn- 5 12 2 1 1 
f o r t a b l e  i f  my parents  6 12 1 3 1 
i n v i t e d  blacks t o  our  
house f o r  dinner .  

55. A t h l e t i c  budgets a t  7 1 2  1 0  2 
Luther 3igh School 9 1 3  0 0  
should be equal ly d i -  
vided between t h e  
g , i r l s l  and t h e  boyst 
prograns. 

5 :. T h e  American Indians 2 3 7 5 4 
probleas  would be m i -  0 1 11 
nimized i f  they would 

2 
only accept  th'k s tan-  
dards and ways f o l -  
lowed by most Ameri- 
cans. 

57. :g;ost c h i l d r e n  i n  wel- 0 2 7 9 4 
f a r e  f a m i l i e s  a r e  il- 0 1 7 11 4 
l eg i t ima te .  

58 The r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  2 11 2 7 0 
for boys and g i r l s  i n  3 9 2 1 
a family should be 
dif f e r e ~ t .  

59. There may be a few ex- 0 4 4 7 7 
cept ions ,  but i n  gene- 1 1 5 12 
ral blacks a r e  lazy .  

5C. ,he  f a t h e r  should p l a y 1 2  8 0 2 0 
an equal r o l e  w i t h  t he  11 9 1 2 0  
mother i n  r a i s i n g  
chi ldren.  



APPENDIX D 

COiW I N G B i C Y  7 A3LES 

3 3  FEiQiLES I N  S::E 

COKTROL GROUP 



SA A 30 D SD 
21. aoys 2nd g i r l s  should be broucht Q 8 1 7 2' 

C up i n  nuch t h e  saae way. 1 9 0 1 

28. Xost poor people on welfare can't 2 5 5  7 2 
- e t  jobs d e s p i t e  t h e i r  will in,ness L' 0 10 2 0 
t o  work. 

5 3 .  I feel a boyfriend should dominate 4 7 1 2 b  
in h i s  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with his ,- irl- 3 1 7 1 
friend. 


