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THE PERCEPTION OF INGROUP AND OQUTGROUP 0BJECLS
AS A FUNCTIONR OF GROUP IDERTIFICATION

CHAPTZR I
INTRODUCTION

Much of human behavior can be understood in terms
of 7w objects and events appear to people. Foy hov one re-
nets to an object, event, or situation depenis largsly on
how it is perceived. Lewin (195k) cogently omphasizes this
point by giving a2 hypothetlcal example of 2 human subject
vho was locked in a laboratory room when smoke began to seep
under the door, Whether the subject would panic, shout for
help and engage in frantic behavior, or whathsr he would re-
main calm and generally polsed would be a function of the
~way in wvhich he perceived the situation., UWas 1t a situation
of resl threat or was it merely an experimental hoax?

Beginning with Gestalt psychology and carrying
through the more recent phenomonclogical trend, there has
bean & growing realization by many psychologists that be-
havior is determined by our perceptions. Rogers (1947) sug-
gests, along this vein, that under certain psychologlcal
conditions, the Individual has the capacity to redrganize
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2
hils perceptual fields and once having done so, it 1s logical
to sxpect a concommitant reorganization or alteration in the
bshavior of that individual. But not only are perceptions a
mzjor determinant of an individuel's behavior, they are also
crucial to the bshavior of a grouwp and to the reciprocities
ﬁnd interaction among several grouns. This behavior reci-
procity and interaction can be prrily understood from a cone
sideration of how members of interacting groups percelve the
objects of thelr ingroups and outgroups.

In the main, perception can be said to be dstarmined
by two groups of factors; peripheral factors, which belong
to the stimulus world and refer to the qualitlies and char-
acteristics of particular stimuli, and functlonal factors
waich refer o the individual, his motlves; needs, person-
ality composition, attitudes, values, and momentary set.

The role of functionalyractors in perception was polgnantly
11lustrated by Bruner and Goodman (1941) who dichotomized e
group of chilldren into a *"rich® subgroup, coming from =
prospercus business and professional commmity, and into o

" “poor"” subgroup, coming from a settlement house in the slums
of Boston. Each subject was given the task of adjusting a
circular patch of light uniil 1t wvas equal in size to
various coins, ranging in size from a penny to a half dollar.
Through this procedure, the investigators were able to demon~
strate that “poor® children over-estimated the size of the
coins as comparsd to the "rich” children. Other telling
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examples of the role of fﬁnctional factors in perception
have heen reported (Ansbacker, 19373 Bruner & Postman, 1943;
Levine, Chein & Murphy, 1942; MeGinnies, 1949; Shafer &
Murphy, 19433 Wispe & Drambarean, 1953).

thile these studles lend credence to the commonly
held notion that an individual sees vhat he wants to see, 1t
should be noted that the role of functional factors is
limited both by the nature of the stimulus chéracteristics
snd by the situational context in vhich the percept occurs.
To concretely illustrate this generalization, Thrasher
(195%) varied the degree of stimulus structure of three
vhosphorescent circles which were to be Judged for lecation
by a group of student subjects. It was found that as the
degree of stimdus structure decreased, the correspondsnce
between the objective location of the lighis and the accuracy
of sublect judgments as to their locatioﬁ, alsoc decreased.
In a word, the more concrete the stimulus or stimulus situ~-
ation, the less important are the role of functional factors

in perception.

Socla) Pepception
Social perception, as distinguished from perception
in general, is ths porception of soclally significent per-
sons, objects, and situations. while soclal perception is
significantly infiuerced by functional factors, that in-
fluence is similarly limited by the degree of stimulue struc-
ture (Lunchins, 1950), Illustrating the rols of functionel
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factors in social perception, Scodel and Mussen (1953) fo-
cused upon the personality trait of authoriturianism. After
having divided subjects into pairs of high and high, high
and low, and low and low authoritarian personalitles, the
experimenters instructed each palr to participate in a
twventy minute discussion on the topic radlo, television, and
the movies. vhen the discusslions were terminated, each sub-
ject vas asked to £111 out a quéstionnaire as he thought his
partner would, vhich itself was a measure of autheritarian-
ism. Not only did the high authoritarians rate thelr part-
ners as beling high authoritarlans, but they alsoc belleved
that the average student was high on that dimension.
Similerly, the low authoritarians judged thelr partners to
be either low or in the middle of the authoritarlan dimen-
“glon. A whols sst of experiments point to the salient ef-
fect of functional factors on social perception (Allport &
Postman, 19583 Bears, 19363 Gordon, 19573 Horowitz &
Horowitz, 1937; Leventhal, 19573 Luft, 19573 Pepitone,
1950).

In particular, another broad area of studies, both
field and laboratory, have addressed themselves to the in~
fluence of socio~cultural o& group factors on percaption.
Bartlett (1958), for ezample, writes of the occasion vhen
the Chief of the Swazl people visited fngland for the pur-
pose of settling a long standing dispute. Vhen the Chlef



5

and his poarty rsturned home, Britich settlers were most
anxious i< learn of his nemorzable impressions of thelr native
land. For ail the scenes of beauty and for all the monuments
and impressive bulldings, the Chief recalled most vividly,
his being touched by the sight of an Inglish pclicemzn di~
recting traffic with an upstretched arm. Among tha Swazi,

an upstretched arm is the wvarmest greeting that a man can
give to o friend and here was that same warm snd familiar
geature in a foreign land,

¥While studying visual perception among the
Trobriandsr natives, HMalinowski (1927) found stringent growp
norms surrounding the perceived resemblances between parents
and their offspring. That is, the resemblance of the ¢hild
to the father was congidered to be the only natural re-
semblance, and it was always racognized by membhars of the
tribe regardless of how comsirusd or how farfetched that
reosemblance night have been, To tell a Trobrisnder native
that his child favored his wife's appeerance would be re-
ggrded as the grestest affront.

In a laboratory study, &herif investigated the ef~
fects of group factors on Judgments of a relatively un-
structured stimulus by adsvting the sutokinstic illusion to
an experimental situation. Subjects were asked to judge the
gspurious movement of light under the condiiion of being alone
in a room and under the conditions of being accompanied by

several other subjects, who were also called upon to make
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judgments as to the light movement. Analysis of the data in-
dicated that while many subjects reported that thelr Judg-
ments were not influenced dy the judgments of others, =2
common norm emerged around vhich the Jjudgments of subjects
in sma2ll group situetions clustered. Many other studies
have pointed to the effects of group factors on perception
(Junker, 1890; Lin Yo Ttang, 1935; Mead, 1933).

Although group factors appear to be bsripheral to
the individual, they act peripherally only at the socio-
cultural or group level of analysis. At the psychologlcal
level of analysis, they serve in the capacity of functional
factors. For it is not the mere existsace of norme, as in
the Bartlett or Malinowski studles, nor is it emergence of
group norms, as in the Sherif study, but rather the ac~
ceptance and internalization of thess norms that act func-
tionally on the Individualts perception.

Further, it can be shown that the mere categoriza-
tion of objects as belonging to one specific group or another
can differentially affect and influence perceptions of those
6bjects. Having validated photographs of female faces for
being ethnically non specific, Razran (1950) showed thirty
such photographs to a group of college students. The sub~
Jects were then asked to rate each photograph on a five
point scale indiceting the degree of liking for the face, 1its
beauty, intelligence, character, ambltion, and entertaining-

ness. Two months later, the same subjects were again shown
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identical photographs but with surnames added, ldentifying

the faces as belonging to verious ethnlic groups. By label-
ing faces with surnames, the investigator was able to show

that the mere categorization of group objects had a definite
and striking effect on the way in which the photographs were

parcelved,

£ial o -. - Fact

Not only do group factbrs influence one's percep-
tions in R general way, they also exert a differential ef~-
fect on the perception of ingroup and outgroup objects. It
is 8 common day observation that objects belonging to one's
own groupAsuch as values, beliefs, emotions, actions, pos~
seasions, and symbols, ars typleally overevaluated in one's
perceptions as compared to objects belonging to cutgroups.
Walkine home with grimy hands, tattered trousers, and a
solled shirt, a Negro factory worker, for example, might be
perceived by a southern vhite man as a "dirty nilgger.”

Thot same factory worker, ware he white, might very well be
percaeived as a "hard working, family minded man.”

A study by Harvey (1954) lends concreteness to this
evaryday observation. A college dormitory was divided
through ratings of college counselors and sociometric
cholces into sixteen clearly differentiated cliques. Zach
subject was asked to write a 1list of items vhile listening
to recordad music, after which the achievement of each of

the cliques was brifly projected on a screen. When menbers
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of an unfriendly outgroup were present, there was a definite
tendency to overcstimsie the performance of fellow group
mewbers.,
S5imilarly, Sherlf, Harvey, VWhite, Hood, and Gherif

(195%4) in their Robbers Cave Study, manipulated two groups
of campers, the Rattlers and the ZTagles, 80 thatl they were
mitually antagonistic. Both groups were then induced to
participate in a contest providing a prize for the group
vhich had collected the greatest number of beans that had
been thrown out over a demarked field. Collected beans werse
then placed in sacks and the campers called to & large hall
vhere the numbers of beans each member accumulated was pro-
jected on a screen. Unsuspecting to the campers, the sanme
number of beans was projected on the screen for each differ-
ent boy. There was an overall tendency for both the Rattler
and Zagle groups to over-evaluate the number of beans col~-
lected by & boy who belonged to thelr group and depreciated
the number collected by a boy if he belonged to the antag-
onistic group.

| Gskemp (1965) recognized that in recent years the
United States and the Soviet Union had taken many similar,
1f not identical actions; they both increased their military
budgets, they both made disarmament proposals, anda they both
signed joint treaties. Growing out of thils realization, the
experimenter developed two parallel questionnaires dealing

with common belligerent ~nd conciliatory actions on the part
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off the two goverrments. In the firsi instance, a question-
naire attributed the actions to the United States and in the
second instance to the Soviet Unlon., Summarily, 1t was
found that American subjects rated both bellicose and cone-
ciliatory actions taken by the United Gtates as being moder-
ately favorable. Contrastingly, in the event that identical
actione were taken by the 3Soviet Union, they wors regarded
as mildly to moderately unfavorable.

By dividing thelr sublects into a large number of
small groups, each of vhich participated in group formative
and intergroup competitive activitles, Blaske and Houton
(1962) zerced in on the differential effect of categorizing
objects as belonging to one's ingroup or outgroup. 5Spe-
cifically, each group was glven the task of formulating a
solution to a common problem with which all the sublects
ware familiar. They were further told that their solution
would bes accepted or rejected oh a qualitative basls. When
judgments were made in private by growp members as to the
adequacy of their group solution and as to the adequacy of
the solutions of the other competing groups, it was ¢on-
sistently found that members of a group rated thelr own s0-

lutions higher than those of the various outgroups.



CHAPTER II
PROBLIM

In spite of the general finding thaﬁ ingroup ob-
jects tend %o be over-evaluated azs compared to outgroup ob-
Jects; the theory of reference groups ralses some doubts on
the grounds that inferences mede from these studles are over-
simplifications. &herif (1953) suggests that the group from
vhich an individual der’vo- ago attitudes, deflnes his
status and role relations, and formulates his future goals
becomes, for him, a reference group. Hore specifically, a
reference group 1ls not only that group whose norms regulate
the behavior of ar individual, but vhese norms the indi-~
vidual identifies with, internalizes, and calls his own.
Therefore, it 1s probably not enocugh to know that an indi~
vidual is a member of a particular group to be Justified in
predicting that such an individual will over-evaluate ingroup
objects and depreciate outgroup objects. For uvne must know
the degrse to which an individual's membership group 1s also
his reference graup,'ﬁhe extent to which he accopts, identi-
fies and is shaped by the norms of that group. Indeed, 1%t ls
altozether possible that an in@ividual's membership group

10
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and@ reference group are not one and the same, {or an indi-
vidual may very well identlly to a greater extent with the
noyrms of an outgroup.

This may be illustrated by a hypothetical, though
not uncommon example. & young man nay find himselfl a menber
of s Jewish group by virtue of the fact that he was born
Jewish. ©Stlll, he may reject Eeeping Kbsher,~observing the
Sabbath, going to Yeshiva and other norms deeply couched 1in
and baglc te Jewish eulture. On the other hand, he may ac-
cept Christ, Trinity, Communlon and other norms belonging
to the Christian outgroup. For such an Individual, 1t 1s
the Christian outgroup that constitutes a reference group,
in relation to whose central norms his own behavior patterns
are formed and his own perceptioms colored.

It 15 to be sure an extreme happening, vhen an in-
dividual unequivocasbly accepts all the norms of his outgroup
and rejects ali the norms of his membership group or vice
versa. More commonly, 1t is a mattexr of degree. Thus &
relotion might be scught between the degree to which an
individu&l identifies with his ingroup and the manner in
which he perceives group objects. For an individual wvho ac-
cepts and cherishes most norms central to his ethnic group
might be expecied to show a greater overevaluation of in-
group objects as compared to an individual who accepts only
a few of his group's norms.

In the case of Jews, numerous attempts have been
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made to construct tests of ingroup identification. Rothman
(1961) provides a comprehensive reviev and critiqus of
these attempts: Chein and Hurwitz {(1950) developed a ques-
tionnaire geared to draw from Jewish adolescents, thelr
feelings and attitudes concorning several aspects of belng
Jewlsh. Vhile it gave tuch valuable information, the quas-
tionneire was basically qualitative and was l;mited by tech=
nical difficulties. Also iimited by technical difficulties
was the Jewish projective ldentificatrion test developed by
Radke and Lande (1953).

Lazerwitz (1953) utilized a ecale which dealt with
behavioral criteria such as religibus practices, Jewlsh
organization and philoanthropic activity and friendship pat~
terns. However, the instrument was not able to adequately
differentiate the attribute being measured, and the scoring
procedure was too cumbersome and involved.

A four item test of identification was employed by
Sklare and Ringer (1958) including such items as attendance
at temple or synogogue services, membership in Jewish organ-
izations, membership in a synogogue, and whather or not
Yiddish was spoken at home. A subjJect had to quallify on
three of the four test ltemes to be considered highly identi-
fied, and on only one or none of the items to be clessifled
88 being low in identifleation.

In another study Lehrer (1954) assumed that identi~
fication involved the ability to recognize Jewish faces and
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the desire to associate with them. Thus, in order to arrive
at a measure of Jewlsh identification, he presentéd his sub-
jects with a series of elght photographs, four of which were
faces of Jews and four of which were faces of Gentiles.
Subjects were then asked to selesct those faces with vwhom it
would please them most to assoclate., Interestingly enough,
the task was for the most part rojected by subjects on the
grounds that they could not make such qualitaiive Judgments
on: the basls of the photographs alone.

Antonovsky (195€) used an open ended interview to
clagsify his adult subjects into cetegories of identifica-
tlon, taking certain cues from the subjects! conversation.
In particular, he was interested in such references to Jews
as "we", "the Jews" or "they"; in such questions as "is
Jewlshness important for the whole family, only for the
children, or for nelther: Is there much, some, or little
intersct in Jewish ffairsv? After having made a critical
reviev of these studies, Rothman (1961) concludes that none
of the current tests of Jewlsh identification are adequate
from a strict social science point of view.

In traditional psychological literature, Sarup
(1966) suggests that identification was a construct inferred
from an indiviudal's embracing bellefs, values, and attltudes
shared in comnon with a group, whether or not an individusal
had a measure of "we" feeling towards the group, a readiness

to stand up against criticlsm of the group from outsiders,
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and enjoyed an intensify of pride in his group. L single
concept encompassing these various indices of identification,
and most in keeping with the theoretical position estab-
lished by reference group theory, 1s the degree to which an
individuel accepts or rejects the central norms of his group.
In all other known tests of Jewish Identification, this con-
cept was never utiliszed.

Measuring the amount of meaning that.Jewish tradi-~
tional norms hold for members of that ingroup was tackled
by Palkowitz (1964) and by Swartz (1965). Zach investigator
chose the traditional Jewish norms of Bris, iHeaven, Dally
Prayer, Sabbath, fassover, Bar Mitzvah, Yeshlvse, HRashrus,
Igrael, Ten Commandments, God, Judsism, Torah, Confirmation,
Chanukah and Rabbi, and messured their meaning and relevance
for individual subjects through an adaptation of semantic
differential scales developed by Osgood, Suki and Tannenbaunm
(1957) along the evaluntive, activity and potency dimensions.

Both Palkowltz, with adult subjects, and Swariz,
with child subjects, were able to demonstrate that as an
individual moves from Orthodox to Conservative to Reform
Jewery, the evaluative activity and potency dimensions of
traditional Jewish norms decrease, although less so for the
evaluative dimension., These findings were relevant to the
Jewish norms of Heavem, Bris, Dally Prayer, Sabbath, Pass-~
over, Bar Mit=zvash, Yeshiva and Kashrus. lorms such as these

are not only central to the traditional and continuous
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religious practices of the Jewlsh people but would similariy
be expected to influence behavior in more secular areas. In
time of exigency to the group, it is the man vwho cherlshes
most and participates most freely in the referents of these
central norms whe cap be expected to give of himself to the
advantage of the group. Although a Jew vho does not adhere
to these norms may sitate that he iz idontified with his
group, 1t is the individual vho acts ocut theﬁe norms, at
vhatever price, who 1s surely most identified. This notion
has broken through the surfacc of Jewish hiztory repeatedly,
during the Spanish Ingquisition, and as wltnessed by Jewish
cultural life in the Soviet Unilon today.

St Proble

| It 1s generally hypothesized that a relationship
exists betwean the degree to which an individual is identi-
fied with his ingroup and the manner in vhich he will per-
ceive ingroup and ocutgroup objects: Field and laboratory
studies have established that by virtue of their membership
in a particular group, individvals oversvaluate objects be-
longing to that group.

The present study ralses the question of vhether
being a member of a particular group, without allusion to
the degree of identification that a member holds for his
group, is sufficient justification for expecting that in-
group and cutgroup objects will be differentislly perceived.
An applicatlion of reference group theory would suggest that
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such is not the case; that a highly identified group nember,
vho cherishes the norms of his group and in reference to
which his behavioral patiterns are established, would perceive
ingroup objects more positively than a member vho 1s low 1n
identification. Ir an instance where an individual's identi-
Pication is low or negligible, the membership group may not
act simultaneously as a reference grow.

A criticel review of tests of Jewish~identification
have shown a vital disregard £or the relevance of central
Jevish norms, which as a potential nmeasure of ingroup iden~-
tification would be nmost compatible with reference group
theory and its empiricel support. OSubsequently, it has been
proposed that the degree to which an individual is identi~
fied with his ingroup is a function of the degree to which
he accepts or rejects norms vhich are central to the group.
Moreover, it is proposed that semantic differential scal-ss
night be well adapted for discovering the nature of thie re-
lationship.

A correlary question may now be raised as to the
éossibility of sex differences existing in the perception of
group objects beyond anticipated differences, due to varia-
tions in group identification. For if the group objects
chiosen for selectlon are female fuces, & male percelver would
surely view them within a strikingly different frame of refer-
ence than would a female subject. A male, for example, might
view the faces as potential gir; friends being influenced by
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nre-~esgtablishes dating criteria. On the other hand, & fe-
nmale might percelive the {aces as possible friends or as
sources of social competition. Vhether or not such sex dif'-
ferences would mask or compound the effect of group identi~
fication on the perception of female faces 1s uncertain.
8t1l1l, it seems prvdent in the context of the present study

to conslder tho sexes separately.

3 Agl: I3

1. Vhen faces are categorized as being Jewish or
Christisn, Jewish subjects, whother they are highly identi~-
fled or relatively less identified with their ethnic group,
will attribute more desirable characteristics to Jewlsh
faces.

2. Jevish males vwho are highly identified with
their ethnie group will perceive faces categorized as Jewlsh,
as having more de«sirable characteristics than will males who
are relatively less identified.

3., Jewish females who are highly ldentified witlth
thelr ethnlc group will perceive faces categorised as Jewish,
a8 having more desirable characteristics than wlll females
whio are relatively less ldentified.



CHAPTER IIX

u L&IOD

Syblects

Two hundred and thirty-four subjects were drawn
from six greelt houses at the University of Oklahoma. The szix
houses included three Jewish fraternities, Alpha fpsilon ¥i,
Sigma Alpha Mu, and Phi Bets FEpsilon and three Jewlsh soror—
ities, Alpha Fpsilorn Phi, Delte Phi Epsilon and Sigme Delta
Tav. The final testing instrument and procedure was applled
to only two of the fraternities and two of the sororitles.
The remaining fraternity and sorority vere used for photo-

graph vaelidation.

Forty-one photographs of females were selected from
University of Oklahoma yearbooks 1959-1963 by two Jewlsh
psychology graduate students, one male and one female, on the
eriterion of being ethnically ambiguous. That is, the
Judges were not able to reach agreement as to whether the
facés were Jewlsh or Chrisztian., Further care was taken by
the two judges to select only those photographs in vhich as
little clothing as possible was visable, vhere the general

18
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pose of all faces was similar, and vhere all faces were at
least slightly smiling. These photographs wers then en=-
larged to a slze of two and one half inches by two apd one
half inches.

Thirty-six subjects, chosen randomly from one fra-
ternity and one sorority of the original six greek houses
vere shown the 41 photographs. The experimenter met with
each subject individually and gave the following instructions:

and T vorld Like you o Sort then iake oites. “ona
pile for those girls that you think are Jewlish, one
pile for those girls you think are Christian, and if
vou just can't decide, put them in a third plle.
Although a response was to be preferred, the existance of
the third plle was alluded to so that the tsst would not
become one of forced choice. The criterion thatl the photo-
graphs be ethnleally ambiguous was met by only those photo-
graphs that were placed in both the Jewlsh and Christian
pile approximately the same number of times by all subjects.
That is, the difference in placement between the Jewish and

Christian plle would approximate O.

0f the 41 photographs selected by two Jewish grad~
nate students asg being ethnically ambiguous and prepared for
presentation to the final fraternity and sorority for vallda-
tion, 12 came guite close to fulfilling the requirsments of
the criterion, These 12 photographs along with their cor-
responding percentages of the mumber of times placed in the
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three category »iles are shown in Table 1. Table 1 indicates
that photographs 1,4,8,15,18,22.29,32 ard 33 showed a dif-
ference equal to or less than 10 percent in Jew and Christiasn
pile placement, while photographs 6,28 and 37 showed a dif-
ference equal to or leszs then 13 percent in plle placement.
Subsequently, 1t was these 12 photographs that were se-
lected as ethnically ambiguous and chosen for final use in
the test booklets (see Appendix C). N

TABLE 1

SUMMARY OF PHOICGRAPHS WHICH MOBT CLOSTLY APPROXIMATED
THE CRITERION OF ETHNIC AMBIGUIYY

Photo No. % Jewish % I Don't Enow % Cpristilan £ J - C

1 37 2k 39 2
L 31 17 L2 1
6 37 1% 50 13
8 39 14 L7 8
15 L7 8 Lz

18 37 18 %5
22 49 16 37 10
29 32 29 39 7
28 32 23 L5 13
a2 42 11 L7 ]
33 39 16 L5 6

37 3% 19 L7 13




The 12 ethnically ambiguous photographs were varied
under two condltions. In the first, six of the photographs
vere randomly assignad Jewlish female names: Karen Seigel,
Barbera Weiss, Bonnle Goldman, Carol Levine, Linda Abrahan
and Ruthis Kaplan. These names vere chosen from Jewlsh
periodicals, Jewlish parochizl school yearbooks, and Jewlsh
organizational newsletters. The remaining siﬁ photographs
were randomly assigned Christlan female names: Dianne
Winters, Mary Anun Jemnings, theri Rogers, Cathy Boyle, Sandy
Thompson, and Cindy Willlams, Christian names were selaecied
from history books, college yearbooks, and telephone books.
In Condition II, the szame 12 photographs were assigned rmume
bers instead of names, i.e. Phote #1, Photo #2, Photo #3,

- etc. as shown in Appendix C.

Corresponding to each picture under both conditions
were three seven-point scales along the dimension of at-
tractiveness, ranging from extremely attractive to extremely
unattractive; on the dimension of intelllgence, ranging from
eitremely intelligent to extremely unintelligent; and on the
dimension of charactsr, ranging from very strong character
to very weak charscter., For photographs undsr Condition I,
the name under each pleture identified 1ts corresponding
scales. Similarly for photographs under Condition II, the
numbers under each photograph identified 1ts corresponding
scales (see Appendix C).
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Ident on e ==In order to measure the
degree of identification of the subjects with their Jewish
neunbership group, five Jewlish norms were randomly assigned
to five semantic differantial scales for bl-polar ratings.
The five norms were selected for thelr rslevance in Jewizh
culture and from among those norms employed by Palkowitz
(1964) and Swartz (1965) in semantic differential studies.
They were Keeping the Sabbath, Keeping Kosher, Yeshiva, Bar
Mitzveh, and Deily Prayer. A set of eight bi-polar adjec~
tivesy valuable~worthless, deep~shallow, passivs-active,
sharp-dull, good<bad, beneficial-hermful, moving-motionless,
sharp-dull were selected {or thelr relevance along the
evaluative and dynamism dimensions of meanings as was demon-
strated by Klein, (1966) and were randomized by bipolar
order (deep~shallov, shallow~deep) on seven point continuunms.
They were also randomized for order within scales (see Ap~
pendix Cle
Attached to the identification measure were the

following printed irstructions:

If you feel that a given concept is very closely

related to ope snd of the scaley you should place

your check mark at one of the extremes of the scale.

If you feol that the concept is guite closely related

to ome or to the other end of the scale you should

place vour checkmark ~lose to but not at ome of the

scale extremes, If the concept seems only slightly

related to one side as opposed to the other side

(but not really neutral), then you should place

your checkmark next to the central scnle position

reaching in either direction. In general the direc-~

tion towerd which you check, of course, depends

upon vhich of the two ends of the scale seem most
characteristic of the concept which you are Judging.
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If you consider the concept tc be neutral on
the scale, both sldes of the scale equally asscciated
with the canceit or if the scale is completely ir-
relevant, unre a%ad to the concept, then you should
place your checkmark in the center of the scale.

g.-=4 demographic guestion-

naire was developed which elicited responses as to the sub~
Ject's mother's and fathert's preszent Jewish affiliation, and
hls own present and future Jewish affiliation. Fach of
these guestions were accompanied by fowr randomized cholces:
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform, and Lone. The cholcas were
randomized because it was felt that the usual listing of af-
filiation from Or+hodeox o NHone implies a value judgment,
that one 1ls moving away from something generic fto Judaism.
Further fthe subjects were asked for their college classifl-
cation {see Appendix C).

Control of Awsreness.--The problem of subject
awareness has been raised by Page (1964) that subjects may
frequently aid in the attainment of experimental signifi-
canca. Page demonstrated this by replicating two Staats
anq Staats (1957, 1958) verbal conditioning studles. In the
pieéant social psychological experiment, it iz also thought
prudent to control for this freguently missed and subtle
variable. Subsequently, at the end of sach test beoklet,
two questions were added to discover whether or not the sub-
Jects were consciously aware of what the sxperimenter was
1eok1ng for, and whether such awereness might blas experi~
mental f%ndinga. The questions ware:  "What do you belleve



the purpose of this experiment to be? What do you belleve

the experimenter expected to happen:™
1on.--Two test booklets were

constructed. Hach of the two bookiets began with twalve
identical photographs placed on two pages with corresponding
and identical attractiveness, intelligence, and character
scales placed adjacent to them. However, for Booklet I,
photegraphs with attached Christian and Jewisﬁ names and
scales identified by names werye used. For Booklet I1I,
photographs and scales ldentiflied by numbers were used.

The second section of each booklet provided in-~
structions for taking the semantic differential test of
identification, and then presented the flve norms themselves
with their corresponding scales. In the actuasl construction
of the test booklet, the order of norm presentation was
randomized. ¥inally, the last section, identlcal for Book-
lets I and II, wos made up of a demographic and subject
awvareness questionnaire. Test Booklets I and II may be found
in Appendix C,

Testing Procedure.-~The experimenter vislted each

of the four greek houses within a week's time and divided
the subjects within each house into two separate groups of
epproximately equal number. 7To one group he passed out Test
Booklet I and to the other group he passed out Test Booklet
II. He gave both groups the following set of instructions:

Your test booklet is composed of three parts. In
‘ the first part are 12 plctures of girls that you are to
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match with the scales adjacent to them. After you have
natched them, I want you to rate the photographs Tor
attractiveness, intellipence, and character. For ox-
ample, you can rate a face as being extremely attrac-
tive to extremely unattractive. There would be seven
judgmental aelternatives In all. Part two of your
booklet begins with some instructions about how to
rate various concepts. Read them carefully. If, for
example, the concept is democracy and if youn are look-
ing at the good-bad scale, a mark at the good end or
at the bad end would indicate your fesling about the
concept. Finally, part three of your booklet is com=-
posed of a questionneire toc be filied out. You are to
look oniy at your own test boocklet and at no time
during the session are you to ask a question out loud.
Your name 1s not agked for and there is no way to
identify vour test booklet as belonging to you. Work
through the booklet rapidly and answer all questions
honestly. Alsoy do not discuss this test with anyone
for a pericd of at least one month. Thank you.



CHAPTEZR IV
RASULTS

Of the 196 subjects drawn from 2 sample of two
Jewish fraternities and two Jewish sororities, 80 were se-
lected for representation in the final analysis of the date.
The selection procedure was as follows: The most highly
identified 10 males and 10 femeles in Condition I, the name
condition, were matched with an equal number 0f thelr same
sex in Condition II, the no name condition. ©Similarly, the
least 1ldentified 10 males and 10 females in Condition I were
matched with an equal pumber of their same sex in Condition
II. The judgment as to whother a subject was most or least
;dantified was ascertained on the basis of semantic differ-
ential scores vhich were allowed to vary over a range from
1 through 14,

As can be seen in Appendix C, test booklet scnrlas
ranged from 1 through 7 during the experiment proper. How-
ever, the evaluative scmlesj bemeficial-~harmful, good-bad,
pleasant-unplessant and valuable-worthless were viewed sep-
arately from the dynamism scales, sharp-~-dull, active~passive,

26
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deep~shallow and moving-motionless. DBecause there appeared
to be only a slight ftendency for subjects to judge norms
more highly on the evaluative dimension, individusl nmeans
for both dimenslons vore combined as shown in Table 2, Also,
displayed in Talle 2 are the means and varilances for the
composite scores, which were homogenious with respect to

thelr nzatched pariners.

TABLE 2

SUMMARY OF MBANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF COMPOSITE
SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL SCORES FOR THE 80 BUBJICTS
TISED IN THE ARALYSIS

Males Condition I

¥ales Condition II

Z 8 X 3
High Identifiers L,52 .89 L,62 T
Low Identifiers 8.50 N C 9.37 1.18

Females Condition I Fumales Condition II

X 8 X S
High Idwtifiers 1‘?-07 .L&Z 3 089 » 52
Low Identifiers 8.1% 1.78 7.62 1.0

Hypothesls 1 statgs that when faces are categorized
as belng Jewlish or Christian, Jewlsh subjects, whether they
are highly identified or relatively less identified with
their ethnic group will attribute more desirable character-
istics to Jevish faces. Table 3 displays the summary



TABLY 3

SUMMARY OF MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF DIFFERENCE SCORES ON

ATTRACTIVENESS, INTELLIGERCE AND CHARACTER DIMENSIONS

pes s o e Srr s Vo 110 # e s S wree nerm e 2w~ e oo

High Identifiers Low Identifiers
Hales Females Males Females
X 5 X 8 X 8 X 8 % P
Attractive~ 103.9 3.5% 107.7 2.83 105.6 3.24 107.2 3.52 10.96  .0%
ness t
' Inteiligence 98.2 449  102.2 2,30  100.6 5.08 101.% 1.90 1.0 IS -
Character 101.6 2.88 104.0 k.11 102.,9 L.6% 0

102.9 4.23

3.92




29
results for the throe t tests on difference scores that were
performed in order to evaluate this hypothesis. The hypoth-
esis received partial support. Jewlish faces were judged to
pe significantly more attrective and as having significantly
nore character than Christian faces. loreover, they were
seon as more intelligent but this result did not reach an
acceptable level of aignificsnce (p .1%5).

Hypothesls 2 states that Jewish maleé who are highly
1dentified with thelr ethrndc grouvp will percsive faces cate-
gorlzed as Jewlsh as having more desirable characteristics
than will males who are relatively iess identifled. Three,
three way analyses of varlance were run In cprder to evaluate
this hypothesis rlong the dimensions of attractiveness, in-
telligence and character. Specifically, it was expected
that the difference for the two experimental conditions,
names and no nanes, would be greater for the highly identi-
fied males, as would be tested by the two simple interaction
effects of sex and identification for the two experimental
conditions.

| The three way interaction of sex, identification
and names, which was to be further broken down into simple
interaction effects, yielded significance at the .05 level
for the attractiveness dimension. Thig may be viewed in

Table 4. FHowever, the interaction of sex, identification,
and names was not found to be significant along the dimen-

sions of character or intelllgence as can bdbe viewed in
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TABLF b

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR
ATTRACTIVENESS DIMENSION

Source M8 af E Z
b 9k .61 1 5.26 205
I 35.11 1 1.96 Jefe
< 37.81 1 2,13 N&
SX1I 17.12 1 .96 s
SXH 5.52 1 «31 Rt
I X% 10.52 1 . 58 B 01
SXIXE 8B2.00 1 4,59 05
Seror 17.87 72
8= Sx
I = Identification
H = Names
Tables 5 and 6 respectively.
CABLE &

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR
INTELLIGENCE DIMENSION

Souree

3 27 .61 1 1.57 NS
I 15.31% 1 .8 He
N «31 1 1ok IS
8X1I 25.32 1 02 N8
5X8 30.02 1 1.71 ¥S
I XH .12 1 <01 18
SXIXE L, 50 1 2.58 S
Hrrop 17.5% 72

5 = Sex

I = Identification

N = Hames
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TABLY 6

SUMMARY OF ANMALYSID CF VARIANCE FOR

CHARACTZR DIMENSION

B8 19.1 1 «70 BS
I 2 1 01 8
B3] 69.92 i 3.26 Ke
S X1I .28 1 01 e
S AN 11.8 1 55 s
I XH 23.32 1 1.0 "8
SXI XX g.02 1 2 jota)
rror 17 « 5 72

S = Eex

I = Identificntion

i = Hanes

hnalysle of the simple interaction sffects of sex
and identification for the name and nc nane conditions aslong
the attractiveness dimension ylelded slgnificance at the
01 level as can be seen 1un Table 7. A graphic presentation

of the simple interaction effects can be seen in Pigure 1.

TABLE 7

SUMMARY OF SIMPLE INTERACTION EFFECTS
OF SEX AND IDENTIFICATION FOR
HAMES AND NO NAMES

Source M8 daf by 2

SSa1 for Ho 304 1 17.01 +O1

Trror 17.87 72
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102 . 102 .
103 . 103 .

104 . ' 10% .

105 . 105 .

106 . 106 . \

107 . — 107 . \/
108 . 7 - 108 . \

109 . 109 . \
110 . 110 . \

111 111 .

Hi Low 7 Low
Males Females

Nanes

.. Ho Rames

WS SWRN S WSS Num G W e e

ot saons i i T L S o Pt of cox
Because the interactions of sex, ldemntification, and namss
were not found to be significant along the intelligence and
character dimensions, no further tests of simple interaction
effects were performed. Inspection of Figure 1 indicates
that the difference between Comdition I and Condition II is
greater for highly identified than for less identified malses.
That 1z, highly identlified mnles gave higher ratings to faces
categorized as Jewish than did less ldentified males.
Bignificance for the main effect of sex was found

along the atitractiveness dimension at the .05 level as can
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be seen in Table %. This would indicate that male and female
subjects differed in their perception of female féces ovar
and above any differences anticipated as being related to
varlations in identification. It must be pointed out howe
ever, that this sex differsnce was not found along the in-

telligence and character dimensions as is shown in Tebleg 5

and &.

Hypothesis 3 siates that Jewish feméles, vho are
highly identifled with thelr ethnic group, will perceive
faces categorized zs Jewish as having more desirable char-
acteristics than will males who are relatively less identi-~
fied. The three, three way analyses of variances, wnich
evaluated Hypothesis 2, are identical in treatment of Hy-
pothesis 3. As in the case of male subjlects, 1t was an-
ticipated that the difference bhetween the two experimental
conditions would be greater for the highly identified female
than for the relatively less identified feomale, as would be
tested by the two simple interaction effects of sex and
identification for the name and no name conditions,

' Significance found for the interaction of sex,
identification, and names may be viewed in Table 4. For the
dimension of attractiveness, significance was realized at
the .05 level, but this was not the case for the dimensions
of intelligence and charscter as is shown in Tables 5 and 6
respectively. Analysis of the two simple interactlon ef-

fects of sex and identification for the name and nc nane
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conditions were found to be significant at the .01 level as
is displayed in Table 7 and Figure 1. This significance vas
found for the attractiveneszs dimension.

Inspection of Figure 1 indicates a fundemental con~
tradiction of Hypothesis 3. In the case of Temale subjects,
there 1s a greater difference in ratings between the name and
no nanme conditions for the less identified subjects then for
the highly identilied subjects. ' That is, higﬁly 1dentified
female subjects depreciated photographs categorized as Jowlsh
as compared to female aubjects who were relatively less
identified.

Analysis of the demographic questionnalre points to
the finding that of ths L0 subjects selected as wmost highly
identified, 3 professed to be (rthodox Jews, 27 to be Con-
servative Jews, 9 to be Reform Jews and 1 to have no Jewlsh
affiliation vhatsoever. Of the 40 subjects who were se-
locted as belng low in identification, 1 professed to be an
Orthodox Jew, 8 to be Conservative Jews, 26 to bes Reform
Jaws, and 5 to have no Jewlsh affiliation. Collapsing cate-
goriee, as in Table 8, reveals that norms central to Judaism
are, in the main, rated highey along the evaluative and
dynamism dimensions of meaning by Orthodox and Comservative
Jews than by Refornm Jews and those who profess no affilis-
tion whatsoever. A chl square performed on high and low
identifiers with their ethnic preferences revealed signirf-
icancs at the .001 level, and generally supports the
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samantic differential test findings of Palkowitz (1964) and
Swartz (1965},

TABLE @8
HIGH AND LOW IDENTIFISRS WITH THEIR
, BETHHIC AFFILIATION CHOICES
[ e
Orthodox and Reform and

Conservative lione Total
Nigh Identifiers 30 10 L0
Low Identifiers 9 31 L0

Chl Square 19.82, p .00t

Also noteworthy is the fact that M of the 8C sub-
Jects ussd in the amalysis reported holding the same affillia-~
tion as their parents and expacted to have that same affiliae-
tion, only seven of the 80 subjects differed from their par-
ents either in terms of present or p»rojected affiliation.
Subject responses to the demographic questlonnaire may dbe
found in Table 10 of Appendix 8.
, Analysiszs of the control for subject awareness,
which could potentisnlly undermine the validity of the present
study, resulted in no serious difficulty. Only one subject
out of the total sample of 196 actually predicted what the
experiment was about and vhat the experimenter expected to
happen. Through extended interview with this subject 1t was
learned that she wag a psychology major vho was familiar

with Razran's (1954) study of ethnlc stereotypss. For that
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reagon she vas renoved from the final analysis of the data,
Other subjects vho had taken an introductory course in psy-
chology tried to couch their answers in psychological vo-
cabulary bul were obviously naive as to experimental purposes
and hypotheses. The vast majority of subjects responded
simply that they did not know or couldn't say.



CHAPTIER V
PISCUGSION

While the procedure employed to valiﬁate photo=
graphs comfortably approximated the criterion of ethnic am~
biguity, several corollary consideratlons may be worthy of
discussion. Not only were one-ngli of the subjecis male,
the other half female, but they represented, in total, widely
different religicus and social subculturses. The effect of
this factor on individual Judgment would no doubt be of
significance, as the role of past experience in perception
has been successfully demonstrated in numerous studies
(Aldport & Postman, 19585 Horowitsz & Horowltz, 1937; Kelman,
19503 Luft, 19573 Perlmutter & Shapiro, 19573 Razran, 1950).

Yot, despite sex and subculture differences, 1t was
léarned through post-validation interviews that certaln cues
of ethnic determination were common to all subjects. MNost
subjects, for example, reported slze of nose, complexion,
straightness and color of hair, darkness of eyes and promi-
nence of chin 2& being primary cuss. In the main, there ap-
peared to be a generally held stereotype that the Jewlsh
female had a relatively large nose, dark curly hair, dark

37
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eyes and a less prominent chin. Noteworthy is the lmpresslon
that each of the 12 photographs chosgen as ethnically an-
biguous reveal ot least one facial cue that contradicts the
verbalized stereotype.

The female face in Photo #2 of Appendix C, for ex-
anple, has a prominent chin and straight halr, but dark seyes
and a relatively large nose. Sirilarly, the female face in
Photo #10 has curly hair and a relatively large nose but a
relatively prominent chin and 1ight eyes. TFor thls reason,
oen "I dontt know" catagory was included ;n the photograph
validatics procedure for as can be seen in Table 1, many

ubjects were simply not able or unwillipg to make ethnle
distinctions on the basis of faclal characteristics. This
suggents that vhen & ﬁamé wes sddsd to a photograph, it
became an identificatlion anchorsg that the photographs really
became for subjects, plctures of Jewish and Christian gilrls.

Bayond its contribution to the formation of the
ethnic stereotype, past experience could be expected to
exert a cogent influence on the category referents of the
stereotype 28 well as on the rigildity with which the stereo-
type was held (HWood, 1962}, Vhen an individual msets a per-
son who reminds him of a close friend, Secord (1964) suge
gests that it is commonplace to attribute characterldstics of
that frilend to the stranger. In this regard, one subject
told the investigator that a partlcular face mst certalaly
be Jewlish because it resembled a2 cousin. Others stated that



39

certein faces were toc unpleasant to be Jewlsh, while still
others stated that some faces were too pretty to be Jewlsh.
It would appear that each subject went through a process of
comparing and contrasting photograph characteristics with the
pattern of characteristics attributable to the stereotype.
This best it notlion of categorization iz already grounded
in experimental work (Kogan and thelton, 1960; Secord, 1964%).

Further, 1t was observed during tha‘photograph
presentation and through poste~validation interviews that
thoze Jews vho came to college from prgﬂsminantly Jewlsh
sactions of New York City more commonly accepted the Jewlish
stereotype, and tended to be more aggresslve and authori-
tarian in their Jjudgments. When the investigetor asked each
of the subjects, "Would you believe me if I (old yiu that
all 41 photographs were actuslly of Jews (Christians), many
of them responded in the negative.

(n the other hand, those Jswlsh subjects vho cane
from suburbs and small citles in the Middle and Southwest
were seenmingly less activeted by thls stereotype. Observa=-
'tians of this nature lend credence to the commonday observa-
tion that there are reel or apparent differences in the be-
havior of Jews from Hew York and Jews who reside in other
perts of the country. ©Such a statement, like the stereo-
type itself, is an oversimplification. &5till, it is alto-
gether poesible that Hew York Jews residing in a ecity of

dense Jewlsh population, find ethnic soclal norms nmore
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compelling, and are placed in & social context vhere oppor-
tunity for interaction with first generation Jews is meximum.
For it is often from interaction with first generation Ameri-
can Jaws that such stereotypes become crystalized. Perhaps
nost interesting is the finding that while each of the 12
photographs were placed in the Jew and Christian pile ap~-
proximately the same number of times, only one of the faces
wvas that of o Jewlsh girl in actuality.

The semantic differential test of ldentiflication
wvag administered to 196 subjects within a Jewlsh organiza-
tional context. An interview with Rabbi Phillip Zpstein
(May, 1966) of the Unlversity of Oklahoma Bfnal Brith Hillel
Foundation revealed that the number of Jowlsh students at
the University approximated 700 and that over 90 percent of
these students affilinted with Jewlsh greek houses at some
time during their college career. For that reason, the six
Jowlsh greek houses were chosen as the most promising source
of Jewlsh subjlects. However, the very fact that the experi-
ment wag conducted in o Jewish organizational context re-
quires special consideration.

Whethar such a large percentage of Jewish students
affiliste with greek organizations for prestige purposes, to
secure an instant identity, to blunt apprehensions of college
matriculation, to more adequately define vhere they stand in
terms of dating possibilities, to respond to parental or
poer group pressurs, is beyond the scope of this study.
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5till, it seems clear that siuch prevalent membership does
not simply imply a devotion to Judaism, 1ts norms and tradi-
tions. ©Subsequently it was belleved that a specifiable
amount of variation in respect to Jewish iLidentification
could be expected, though it was never thought that Jews
with very low identification would be found., ©Such persons
often tend to chenge thelr names, hide their ethnic back-
ground, and would generally have a low probability Joining
& vowisn Iraternilty or sorority.

The dichotonazation of subjects into high and low
identifiers was further complicated by the fact that in all
six houses thore were norms concerning Judalsm or related
to Judaismy norms that were well structured and often times
compelling, A femals subjaect,; for exammle, who belonged to
the sorority purperted to maintain the greatest numbepr of
Jevish norms, related the following incldent. Having re-
cently dated 2 Christian boy for a period of tirme, she ac-
capted his fraternity pin and was under obligation to wear
it. At tbout this same time, the sorority bhegan to prepare
for its anmual rushing functions, The sorority executive
~ board met and decided that 1t was not in the group's best
interest to have the subject meet prospective rushees vear~
ing a Christian fraternity pin and issued an ultimatum to
the girl; either she cease to wear the pin or she would be
barred from participation in the coming activities.

Iwen that fraternity, credited as being most
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assiniletive in interactiopn with a primsrily Christian uni-
versity setting, had norms surrounding its participation in
Jewish 1llife, UNct only did rules eaizt involving necphite
member participation in religious services, but each evenlng
merl was begun with the blessing over the bread, and a
Hebrew prayver sald by all members.

From post-~experimental interviews, the investigator
found that the questlon of identification with Judaism was
of sallent copcern to the subjects, though such concern d4id
not lie in the arvea of Jewish tradition, and religlous per=-
cepts, The subjects, it appeared, were not ege involyed
vith questiong of observing the Sabbath or whether or not
there was a Diety. The following questions bast represent
their immediats and most compelling concerns: “Doas inter-
faith dating lead to interfaith marrisge? Can sexual rela~
tions with Christlan students be enjoyed without reprisals,
if ipterfeith marriage i1s unthinkable? ¥Why do I feel like a
Jew even though I an not religlous? How does the Christian
outgroup feel about ust? How can we gain more prestige in
thelr estimationi"

This would suggest that future adaptation of se~
mentlic differential scales, as g test of identification,
should not restrict itself to besically religious norms, but
ought to include more subtle norms as a8 Jew might refer in
daily soecial interaction. The possibility of Jewish ldenti-

fication in a more secular sense, that is, Jeve without
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Judaism was pointed to by Shapiro (1958) at the psychologlcal
level of analysis:

Ho one has been able to define Jew, 2and in es-
sence, this defiance of Qefinition is cantral tc the
maaning of Jewlsh consclousness. For to be a Jew
1s to be in a certain state of consciousness which
is inesecapsble. As everyone knows, a Jew vho becones
an athoelst remains a Jew. A Jew who becomes a Catholic
remains a Jew. Bs a Jew 1s the consclousness of

being & Jow and the Jewish identitv: with or without
religion, with or without history, s a significant
fact, The Jow is5 unique amo, mankind in that oncse he
accapts hia identity, the vord Jew retains 1ts eternal
ghock, a shoek that has nothing to do with Christ ox
the Crucifixion.

The confirmation of Hypothesls 1 along the dimensions
of attractiveness and character lndicated that not only did
categorization by namas result in a differential perception
of faces, but that thé direction of dlstortion was toward
more positive ratings of the Jowlsh faces. This supports the
experimental work of Harvey (1954) vho found that achievenment
scores of individuals belonging to a dormitory clique were
overevaluated by fellow clique members, and the field work
of Sherif, Harvey, White, Hood and Sherif (1954) who Pound
that aefter two groups had been made mutually antagonistic
and ingroup solidarity wes achieved, group meubers, in the
main, overevaluated the number of beans collected by indi-
viduals belonging to that group., It must be stressed, how=
ever, that there is no evidence to suggest that in the pres-
ent study Jewish subjects were antagonistic to the Christian
outgroup, nor that the converse was trus, only that there

é¢id exlst betwoen the two groups definable soclocultural
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distinctions that could be verbalized by individual growp
membors, and which upor coceasion found expression through
hostllitles or tension.

urthermore, the confirmation of Hypothesis 1 sup-~
ports the work of Oskamp (1965) vho found that American sub-
Jects overevaluated foreign policy decisions attributed o
the American govermment and depreclated identlecal actions
when attributed to the government of the Soviet Union.
Finally, the results lend credence to the work of Blake and
Houton (1962) who found that vhen groups wers formed and pre-
sented with the task of solving a common problem, lngroup
solutions were overevaluated by ingrowy nembers and do-
preclated by members of experimental cutgroups. Here it must
be polnted cut that the groups formed in the Blake and Mouton
study vere transient and without structure asz compared to the
historical permenence of the Jewish subculture.

Hoteworthy is the finding that while Jewish subjJects,
as a vhole, overevaluatoed Jewish faces along the attractive-
ness and character dimension, the effect was much less pro- .
nounced for the characteristic of intelligence, vhich did not
attain statistlcal significance at the .05 level: Most un«
usual 1s the fact that thls resull contradicts a widely held
stereotype that Jews are, for the most part, known for thelr
intelligence (Katz and Braly, 19333 Razran, 1950).

By way of explanation, two possibilities are offerocd.
FPirgtly, it is concelvsble that the stereotype ls not born
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out by subject experience at the University of Oklehomaj that
Jews themselves may not believe that they receive a dispro-
portionate number of high marks and academic honorsj; that
the stereotype, if 1t exists, 1z a Christian sterectype and
not necessarily accepted by Jews. More convincing however,
could be the fact that the photographs employed Iin the pres-~
ent study were photographs of femamles and that there is a
general tendency to degrade the intelligence of the female
sax. This may be mosit compelling for the Jewish male vho
could be threatened by female abllities.

Hypotheses 2 and 3 queries the nature and applica-
billty of reference grouvp theory. It hes been demonstrated
in this study and in previous efforts that vhen an individual
belongs to a group; he will overevaluate oblects belonging
to that group and depreciate obJects belonging to ocutgroups.
However, referonce group theory suggests that an Individual
may be & member of one group and yet psychologleally aspire
to be part of another (&herif, 1953). Subsequently, it was
postulated in the present study that it is not encugh to
“know that an individual belongs to a particular group in
ordsr to predict that he will differentially perceive ingroup
and outgroup objectsy that the degree to which he ldentifies
with that group must also be known.

Hypothesls 2, confirmed along the attractiveness
dimension, supports this contention, Hale subjects vho were
highly identified with their ingroup gave higher ratings to
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female faces when they were categorized, as compared tc male
subjects vho were less identified. Hypothesis 3, however,
yielded contradictory results. Highly identifled fenmele
subjects gave lowver ratings to ingroup faces as compared to
female sublects vho were relatively less identified. While
this result at first seems puzzling, it may also be reveal-
ing. VFleld observations within each sorority suggested that
the female subjects were keenly aware of soclal experlence
and especlially sensitive to thg possibilities and anticipa-~
tion of marriage. Thus, it mey be meanlngful to ask, "Who
presents the greatiest source of soclal competition for the
highly i1dentified female?" It is another Jewish female.
"W¥ho might feel less competitive toward Jewlsh femnles in
goneraly* It is the female vho has little identification
with her ingroup. Thus, 1t 1z suggested that a measure of
competitiveness and Jealously affected the perceptions of
the female sample.

The finding that no difference existed dbetween high
and low identifiers along the dimensionz of character snd
intelligence raises the queation of vhat other functional
fectors may have been effective in influencing subject per-
ception beyond those suggested by the experimental hypoth-
ezes? Fleld observation supports the empirical finding that
the Jewish subject was concerned with his being Jowish and
further that the sterecfyped image of the Jew was very real
to him. It was expected that this awareness would influence
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his perceptions in soecial situations where his ethnic back-
ground was of consequence. Morecver, vhen the question of
Jewish attractiveness was raised, 1t was believed and con~-
- firmed that highly identified Jews would rate Jewish females
higher than Christian females. Highly identified Jewiszh
subjects supported thelr group by rating Jewish female faces
more favorably than less identified sublects against the
background of an essentielly negative stereotype; that Jewish
females are less attractive then their Christian counter-
parts. But this was not the case for the characteristics of
intelligence and charactery here the stereotype became some-
vhat reversed. For the Jew is often portraysd as belng in-
tellligent, shrewd and cunning. His character 1s supposedly
better defined because of the strength of the Jewlszh femily
unlty that Jewish teenazgers commit fewer crimes, that there
are fewer alcocholics ameng them. But in the minds eye of
many Jews, has not thia notion acted at the core of Jewish
persecutiong that they were som&hoﬁvdifferent, an unwelcome
distinction, Thus, a highly identified Jew may actually
want to down play Jewlsh characterlstics as they serve to
alienate and separate him from the larger commmity. For
even 1f they are objectively favorable, they may be degrad-
ing in a larger sense. Perhaps the highly identified Jew
is in point of fact overevaluating objlects belonging to his
ethnic group by proclaiming thet he is the same as everyone

else and that he wants to be accepted as such.



In the main, Jewish students vere found to attribute
more @esirable characteristics to female faces vhen cate-
gorized as Jewish, as compared to when they were categorized
as Christian. This £inding supports previocus research done
in the area of the differential perception of ingroup and
outgroup objects. The guestion as to vhether one who is
highly identified with his ingroup will perceive group ob-
Jects differently than a person vho is less identified with
his ingroup received partial support that was most con-
clusive for male subjects. A number of factors such &3 sex,
rivalry, and aversion to negative group stereotyping were
offered in explsanation of this result.

Possibllities for future research appear both
myriad and promising. Several suggestlions are offered. IT
night be well in testing Jewlish identification tc include
group norns that are secular as well as religious in nature.
This coupled with a consideration of subject participation
in Jewish life would provide, in light of the present study,
2 most useful index of ingroup identification., PFurther it
seems clear that if variations of ingroup 1dentificatlion do
effect perception, this phenomenon would not be restricted
to an evalustion of ethnic grouwps. Thus, for example, the
question might be raised as to wvhether an individual vho is
hizhly identified with his country would percelve objeects or
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actions taken by that country differently than those who are
less identified.
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TABLE 9

DIFFERENCE SCORES BETWEER JEWISH AND CHRISTIAR
PHOTOGRAPHES FOR ATTRACTIVENESS, INTELLIGENCE
ARD CHARACTER

s

Attractiveness

Subject Intelligence Character
1 102 100 9g
2 102 97 9
E 107 102 99

99 88 101
] 109 101 13&
6 ] 97 1
7 1 101 103
8 99 ok 101
9 102 103 105
10 108 99 105
11 110 101 101
12 11k 101 106
i 102 99 106
1 105 a7 10%
15 11 100 96
16 10 99 103
1 110 103 9
1 100 26 9
19 109 95 9%
20 102 106 102
21 101 101 102
22 100 99 107
2 100 9: 102
2 10% 10 107
25 108 58 102
26 106 o8 100
2 106 104 109
2 110 9 100
29 10¢ 105 100
30 107 106 111
31 114 109 112
32 9 97 95
3 1 10 101
3 10% 10 10
35 109 102 1
36 141 1C 103
3 106 102 1
39 I '
1
go 102 ok ol
1 108 102 106
42 108 100 110



TABLE 9-~Continued

Sub;jem; ﬁ ttract:!.veress Inte_ligence Cha.racter

za 107 105 104
102 107 99
45 110 102 103
L6 1 102 10
vh 106 "o "5
L9 105 102 gg
50 111 101 1
51 106 103 103
50 111 99 99
g& 11h oL 10
101 100 11
g 104 10% 106
56 100 1ol 102
53 103 100 99
5 102 162 10
59 108 98 1
60 101 98 109
61 111 102 105
62 105 101 112
2& 106 104 108
107 29 96
65 106 103 102
66 112 100 10
gg 105 98 9
11 102 103
69 1 102 102
70 103 103 100
1 109 99 108
22 106 107 100
7E 108 100 95
111 100 109
75 103 96 96
76 112 92 100
?g 116 9 95
? 124 11 107
9 111 104 | 103
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TABLE 10
SUBJECT RESPONSES TO DEMOGRAPHIC QUESTIONNAIRE

= Quastian 1
(2) = tuastion 2:
o

tuastion 3: What affilistion do you expect to have
in later life?
(4) = cuestion 4%: What affilistion do you have now?

0O =

what affiliatien does your father have’
What affiliation does your mother have?

Orthodox; C = Conservative; R = Reformg N =

Righly Identified
ehly ten () (2) (3) )

lione

mowonaaowcmnnomnoowﬂ
momoaooomQMQanaQOMO
Oﬂwozooomﬁwnnawoanwo
Nowozonmwnwnuowonnwn

Highly Identified
Females (1)

(2) (3) (%)
R C C c
0 0 C c
c C c R
R R R R
0 C C C
R R R R
R R C R
0 0 c R
c C C R
C R c c
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TABLZ 10mm

t

(2) (3) (&)

(1)

Highly Identified
Females

OLOImEmOLLLL

VLLOEMmLLOLY

VooomovovuoL

DUOOOLMOLVLOLL

Low Identifled

(3) (&)

(2)

Males

(1)

MEOLVAEMERLMEMMO oS0

ZplcommpmEmROogEmUOREEN MR

REmOoDmMmOMOMKO MM e o

EROUDOMMBOKOA OMA MM

Low Identified

(&)

(2) (3)

(1)

Females

0 et oo o 1l o

Melme e

oy s o F

O &g
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Low Identifiled
Temales (1) (

2) (3) (%)
¢ G > N
C c R C
¢ ¢ i i
R R C R
! 2 i %
ko R R R
R ¢ R n
R R T 7
A R N R
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ha'a
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O
pyY

JUS
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Photo 2

Fhoto 3

Photo 4

Photo 5

Photo 6

LT TTENING
KT LEE

INHOTTTadNINO

LNADITTaLNINA
ATIHOTTS

dOVHLAY

INEDT TTabNT
ATLHOLIS

INaOI'TTHINT

INADITTALNI
ATEEULY

\CHE

G‘,"

)

INTHLT

e e+ et i <ty

Photo 1

Photo 2

Photo 3

Photo 4

Fhoto 5

Photo 6

MELOVHVHD
XYEM
XA

HALOYUYHO
AVEM

YHLOVYYHO
AVEM
XILHDITIS

HOVHHAY

YALOVAVHO
ONOYLS
XILHOITS

YALLOVYYHO
ONOYLS

YRLOYYVHO
DNOYLS
pRicH\

Photo 1

JUDGE FOR
CHARACTFR

Photo 2

Photo 3

Photo 4

Photo 5




MATCH THE PHOTOGRAPHS ON TH® OFPOSITT PAGE WITH THRIR CORRESPONDING NUMBWRS RTLOW
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AATLOTULL Vi
A TalEHIX s

HALLOVYLLYNA

IATuOTHLLY NN
XATLHOI'IS

HOVUaAY

JATLOVHLLY
XILHOTIS

4L LLOVULLY

JATLOVHLILY
ATHRaELLH

Photo 2
Photo 3
Photo 4
Photo 5
Photo 6

LHaDTTTALNINA
ATHRAELXH

LN OTT T NINO

INaDITTalNIND
ATIHDITS

JOVELAY

LNGDI TTaliT
XTLHDITS

LNa DI TIHINT

JINUDITTALNT
Py I CIRANS

Photo 2
Photo 3
Photo 4
Fhoto 5
Photo 6

YELIVYYHO
b i)
- KT

H4LOVUYHO
ATEM

44LOYYYHO
Ayam
ATIHOITS

IOTHHAY

YALOVUYHO
ONOYLS
XTIHOI'IS

H4LOVYYHO
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dul.07dVHO
ONOYULS
A=A

R

CHALAC

JUDGE FOR
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Photo 2
Photo 3
Photo 4
Photo 5
FPhoto 6




page 1

PHOTO #1 PHOTO #2

PHOTO #3 PHOTO #4

PHOTO #5
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L1 o30yg
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6 ojoyg
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yod HEHanse

VERY
STRONG
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STRONG
CHLRACTER

SLIGHTLY
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INSTRUCTIONS

The purpose of this study is to.meaS're the meanings of certain concepts
to various people by having them judge them against a series of descriptive
scales. In taking this test, please make your judgments on the basis of what
these concepts mean to you. On each page of this booklet you will find a dif-
ferent concept to be judged and beneath it a set of scales. You are to rate
the concept on each of these scales in order.

Here is .how you are to use these scales:

If you feel that the concept at the top of the page is very closely related

to one end of the scale, you should place your check-mark as follows:

FAIR: X 3 : : : H : «UNFAIR
FAIR: : : : : : : X :UNFAIR

If you feel that the concept is gquite closely related to one or to the other

end of the scale (but not extremely), you should place yocur check-mark as

follows:

FAIR: : X : : H : : +UNFAIR
or
FAIR: : : : : : : :UNFAIR

If the concept seems only slightly related to one side as opposed to the other

side (but not really neutral), then you should place your check-mark as follows:

FAIR: s : X : H : : sUNFAIR
or
FAIR: : : : s X : :UNFAIR

The direction toward which you check, of course, depends upon which of the
two ends of the scale seem most characteristic of the concept which you are
Jjudging.

If you consider the concept to be neutral on the scale, both sides of the
scale equally associated with the concept, or if the scale is completely irrel-

evant, unrelated to the concept, then you should place your check-mark in the



middle space:

FATR: : : : X : : :UNFAIR
IMPORTANT:
1) Place your check-mark in the middle of the spaces, not on the boundaries:
THIS NOT THIS '
s X : : : : X :

2) Be sure you check every scale for every concept. DO NOT OMIT ANY!

3) Never put more than one check-mark on a single scale.

Do not.try to remember how you checked similar items earlier in the test,

Make each item a separate and independent judement. Work at a fairly high

speed throughout this test. Do not worry or puzzle over individual items. It
is your first impressions, the immediate "feelings" about the items, that we
want. On the other hand, please do not be careless, because we want your true

impressionsa



SHARP:

BAD:

WORTHLESS ¢

SHALLOW:

PLEASANT:

PASSIVE:

MOVING:

HARMFUL:

YESHIVA

(Y3

GO ON TO THE NTXT PAGE

:DULL

:GOOD

: VALUABLE

+:DEEP

:UNPLWASANT

¢tACTIVE

: MOTTIONLFSS

:BENEFICIAL



MOVING:

PASSIVE:

PLEASANT':

SHARP:

HARMFUL:

WORTHLESS :

SHALLOW:

GOOD:

KEEFPING KOSHER

.o

MOTIONLESS

tACTIVE

s UNPLTASANT

(13

+DULL

:BENEFICIAL

:VALUABLE

:DEEP

¢+BAD

GO ON

TO TH® N%XT PAGE



BAR MITZVAH

BENEFICIAL: : ¢HARMFUL

DULL: : : : : : : :+SHARP
GOQD: s : : : +BAD

ACTIVE: : : : : : +PASSIVE

SHALLOW: s s : : : +DEEP

: : : s UNPLEASANT

PLEASANT: : s
MOTIONLESS: : : H : : sMOVING
WORTHLESS ¢ : s : : H H sVALUABLE

GO ON TO THE NEXT PAGE



DAILY PRAYER

DEEP: : : : : : : +SHALLOW

BAD: : : : : : : :GOOD

WORTHLESS ¢ : : : : : : :VALUABLE

HARMFUL: : : : : : : +BENEFICIAL

SHARP: :DULL

MOTIONLESS: : : : : : :MOVING

PLEASANT: : : : : : : +UNPLEASENT

ACTIVE: : : : s : s :PASSIVE

GO ON TO TH% MuXT PAGE



KEEPING THE SABBATH

VALUABLE: : : : : : :WORTHLESS
SHALLOW: : : : : : : +DEEP

PASSIVE: : : : : : tACTIVE

SHARP: : : : : H : DULL
BAD: : : : : : : :GOOD
HARMFUL: : : : : : ¢BENEFICIAL
MOVING : : : : : : :MOTIONLYTSS
DULL: : : : : : : :SHARP

GO ON TO THE N=XT PAGE



YOUR N/ME H..S NOT BEEN .SKED FOR ~AND YOUR IDENTITY WILL REM.IN UNKNOWN.

WCULD YOU PL%.SE PROVIDE THE EXPERIMENTER WITH THE FOLLOWING INFORM. TION:

1. Your Classification:

Graduate Senior Junior Sophomore Freshman

2. What Affiliation does your father have:

Conservative None Orthodox Reform

3. What affiliation does your mother have:

Reform Conservative Orthodox None

L. What affiliation do you expect to have in later life:

None Reform Conservative Orthodox

5. What affiliation do you now have:

Crthodox Reform Conservative None

WH.T DO YOU BELIEVE THE PURPOSE OF THIS EXPPRIMENT TO BE?



WHLT DO YOU BELIEVE THE EXPSRIMENTER EXPECTED TO HAPPEN:
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AND .

JUDGE FOR
i TTRACTIVENESS

Karen Siegel

Barbara Weiss
Mary Ann Jennings
Bonnie Goldman
Carcl Levine

Sheri Rogers
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Barbara Weiss
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JUDGE FOR
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Karen Siegel
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BARBARA WEISS

MARY ANN JENNINGS BONNIE GOLDMAN

CAROL LEVINE SHERI ROGERS
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INSTRUCTIONS

The purpose of this study is to-measure the meanings of certain concepts
to various people by having them judge them against a series of descriptive
scales.b In taking this test, please make your judgments on the basis of what
these concepts mean to you. On each page of this booklet you will find a dif-
ferent concept to be judged and beneath it a set of scales. You are to rate
the concept on each of these scales in order,

Here is how you are to use these scales:

If you feel that the concept at the top of the page is very closely related

to one end of the scale, you should place your check-mark as follows:

FAIR: X ¢ : : H H : sUNFATIR
FAIR: : : : s : X :UNFAIR

If you feel that the concept is guite closely related to one or to the other

end of the scale (but not extremely), you should place your check-mark as

follows:

: : : :UNFATR

or
FAIR: : : : s : : +UNFAIR

FAIR: : X

..

If the concept seems only slightly related to one side as opposed to the other

side (but not really neutral), then you should place your check-mark as follows:

FAIR: : : X : : : : :UNFAIR
or
FAIR: : : H s X : sUNFAIR

The direction toward which you check, of course, depends upon which of the
two ends of the scale seem most characteristic of the concept which you are
Judging.

If you consider the concept to be neutral on the scale, both sides of the
scale equally associated with the concent, or if the scale is completely irrel-

evant, unrelated to the concept, then you should place your check-mark in the



middle space:

FAIR: : : i X ¢ : : :UNFAIR
IMPORTANT:
1) Place your check-mark in the middle of the spaces, not on the boundaries:
THIS NOT THIS
s X @ : : H : X H

2) Be sure you check every scale for every concept, DO NOT OMIT ANY!

3) Never put more than one check-mark on a single scale.

Do not. try to remember how you checked similar items earlier in the test,

Make each item a separate and independent judgment. Work at a fairly high

speed throughout this test. Do not worry or puzzle over individual items. It
is your first impressions, the immediate '"feelings" about the items, that we
want. On the other hand, please do not be careless, because we want your true

impressions.



KEEPING KOSHER

MOVING: : : : : : MOTIONLESS
PASSIVE: : : : : : : tACTIVE
PLEASANT: 2 : : : sUNPLTASANT
SHARP: : : : 3 : : :DULL
HARMFUL: : : : : s : :BENEFICTAL
WORTHLESS : : : : : : :VALUABLE
SHALLOW: : : : : : : : DEEP
GOOD: : : : : : : :BAD

GO ON TO TH® N&=XT PAGE



DEEP:

BAD:

WORTHLESS

HARMFUL:

SHARP:

MOTIONLESS:

PLEASANT:

ACTIVE:

DAILY PRAYER

o

..

GO ON TO TH% M%GXT PAGE

+SHALLOW

:GOOD

:VALUABLE

:BENEFICIAL

:DULL

:MOVING

:UNPLEASANT

:PASSIVE



YESHIVA

SHARP: : : : : : : +DULL
BAD: : : : : : +:GOOD
WORTHLESS 2 : : : : : : :+ VALUABLE

SHALLOW: : : : H : H +DTEP

PLEASANT: : : : : : : s UNPLRASANT
PASSIVE: : : : : : : +ACTIVE
MOVING: : : : : : : +MOTIONLFESS

HARMFUL: : : : : sBENEFICIAL

GO ON TO THE N%ZXT PAGE



BENEFICIAL:

DULL:

GOOD:

BAR MITZVAH

ACTIVE:

SHALLOW:

PLEASANT:

MOTIONLESS:

WORTHLESS ¢

. . . .
. . .
. . . . . -
. . . » e
. . - N
. . . .
. . . . .
. . . . .
[ . . . »
. . . . .
. 3 . .
. . . .
- . . .
. . . . .
. . . - . .
. . . . a 3

GO ON TO THE NEXT PAGE

sHATMFUL

:SHARP

+BAD

+PASSTVE

+:DEEP

: UNPLEASANT

sMOVING

:VALUABLE



KEEPING THE SABBATH

¢WORTHLESS

VALUABLE: : : : : :
SHALLOW: : : : H s :DEEP

PASSIVE: : H : ¢ACTIVE

“o”
[

SHARP: : : : H : +DULL

BAD: : : : : 2 : :GOOD

:BENEFICIAL

HARMFUL: : : : : H H
MOVING : : : : - : : ¢ MOTIONLESS
DULL: : : : : s : ¢+SHARP

GO ON TO THE NEXT PAGE



YOUR N/ME H.S NOT BEEN .SKED FOR ~ND YOUR IDENTITY WILL REM.IN UNKNOWN.

WOULD YOU PL%.SE FROVIDE THE EXPERIMENTER WITH THE FOLLOWING INFORM. TION:

1. Your Classification:

Graduate Senior Junior Sophomore Freshman

2. What Affiliation does your father have:

Conservative None Orthodox Reform

3. What affiliation does your mother have:

Reform Conservative Orthodox None

4o What affiliation do you expect to have in later life:

None Reform Conservative Orthodox

5. What affiliation do you now have:

Orthodox Reform Conservative None

WH.T DO YOU BELIEVE THE PURPOSE OF THIS EXPFRIMENT TO BE?



