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ABSTRACT

A representative sample of Lynchburg public school children was
studied in February and March, 1972 to determine their racial attitudes
just as racial balance was instituted throughout the school system.
Children in kindergarten and primary grades were interviewed with a pic-
ture test, and black children were found to be significantly less likely
than white children to prefer and identify with their own race. At the
same time, these in-school blacks were more likely than pre-school blacks
to view their race favorably. Children of ages 12, 14, 16, and 18 were
tested with semantic differential and social distance scales. Whites
consistently showed a favorable rating of their own race and an unfavorable
rating of blacks. As age increased, black respondents moved toward a more
favorable rating of their race and a less favorable rating of whites. The
findings suggested a modification of the normative theory of racial prej-
udice by supporting the presence of multiple rankings of racial-ethnic
groupings, depending on who is doing the ranking. The norm to which all
groupings were hypothesized to conform was the favorable evaluation of
one's own racial-ethnic category. Replication of the study was proposed
to test further the normative theory and to discover what happens to

racial attitudes under racial balance.
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INTRODUCTION

In the fall of 1971 the Lynchburg public schools began the implemen-
tation of a plan to eliminate all traces of racial segregation in the
school system. All pupils in the ninth and tenth grades in the city were
enrolled in one of the two high schools, and those in the eleventh and
twelfth were enrolled in the other. Pupils were assigned to junior high
and elementary schools in such a way that racial balance would result,
and busing was employed to this end. While there had been some racial
integration before the 1971-72 school year throygh a freedom of choice
plan, it was not until the fall of 1971 that full integration was
instituted,

A major objective of the research presented in this report is to
describe the racial attitudes of Lynchburg school children just as
racial balance in the schools is being instituted. Such a description
can serve as a base-line study from which subsequent studies and com~
parisons can be made, Replications of the study can show what happens
to racial attitudes under racial balance and can therefore hawve both
theoretical and practical consequences, According to the normative
theory of racial prejudice, there should be changes in racial attitudes
with changes in social organization (Westie, 1964; Morland, 1969),

Thus, the follow-up studies can reveal whether or not racial attitudes
do become different with the racial reorganization of the schools,
Practical contributions can be made to the school administration and
teachers by showing what happens to racial attitudes over a period of
time under racial balance,

Another objective of the study is to see if the racial attitudes
of pre-school children in Lynchburg differ from those of in-school
children, The chief investigator has studied racial attitudes of pre-
school children over the past fifteen years and has found that black
as well as white children tend to prefer and identify with whites
(Morland, 1958; 1962; 1963a; 1963b; 1966; 1969; Westie and Morland, 1971),
Other studies of pre-school children have shown similar results (Clark
and Clark, 1947; Goodman, 1964; Stevenson and Stewart, 1958; Trager and
Yarrow, 1982; Williams and Roberson, 1967). However, there are some
findings that older blacks, those of school age, do not prefer and
identify with whites (Brigham, 1971; Hraba and Grant, 1970; Paige, 1970).
The study reported in this paper makes a comparison of racial attitudes of
pre-school and in-school Lynchburg children, using the same measuring
instrument during the same pericd of time. Previous studies have used
different kinds of instruments in different parts of the United States,
giving results that are not strictly comparable,

A third objective of the study is to see if there is a difference
in racial attitudes with increased age, Although the study gives a
cross-sectional description of attitudes by age rather than a difference
through time, it can be assumed that differences by age do reflect change.
Furthermore, if there is a convergence of attitudes with increased age,
support for the normative theory of prejudice can be inferred,

The study is divided into two parts; because it was necessary to
measure racial attitudes of the younger chil@ren in a different way from

-1-




that of the older children. The first part deals with pre-school chil-
dren and with children in kindergarten through the third grades in pub-
lic schools. The second part concerns children in the sixth, eighth,
tenth, and twelfth grades of the public schools, or more precisely,
those born in the years 1960, 1958, 1956, and 1954.

. .
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PART I. Racial Attitudes of Younger Children

The Sample

Lists of all the pupils in kindergarten through the third grades
of the Lynchburg public schools were obtained from the Lynchburg school
administration., The names were arranged alphabetically in age categories,
by sex and by race, and random samples were drawn from each of the age
categories for each race and sex. The only two racial categories desig-
nated in the lists of names drawn in the sample were blacks and whites.

The parents of those selected in the sample were written a letter
explaining the project and asking for permission to interview their child.
A card was enclosed so that parents could sign to indicate their approval
for the interview and suggest a time for an interviewer to visit, Copies’
of the letter and the card can be found in Appendix A, From the initial
mailing there was about a 60 percent response from parents, so a second
random sample was drawn, The total in the final sample wi3 153, including
103 white and 50 black chiidren., The final sample reflected very closely
the age, race, and sex distribution of children in kindergarten thrsugh
the third grades in the Lynchburg public' schools, a sample of 5.1 percenmt,

It was originally planned to compare the racial attitudes of the
in-school children with those of pre-school children who had been studied
earlier, However, it was decided that a new study should be made of pre-
school children in order to control the factors of time and alterations
in the measuring instrument. Consequently 113 pre-school children, 58
black and 55 white, of ages 3, L, and 5, were tested in three nursery
schools during the same period of time and with the same measuring
instrument as in the testing of in-school children. Only children
available in the three nursery schools were studied, so there is mo
claim that these are representative of all nursery school children in
the Cityo

The Measuring Instrument

Over s period of fifteen years the chief investigator has developed
a picture-interview with which to test the race awareness of young
children., The set of pictures and the questions asked about them have
gone through several revisions and have been used in various forms with
several thousand children in Virginia, Colorado, Connecticut, Illinois,
Massachusetts, New York, Alabama, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Hong:
Kong, and Malawai, Africa. For purposes of this study a new revision
of the test was made in order to incorporate a number of improvements.
For the first time the pictures were produced in color rather than in
black and white, Models were more carefully matched on non-racial varia-
bles, and surroundings in the pictures were more completely equated,
The six 8-by-10 pictures that resulted included the followings:
Picture 1, Six white children, three boys and three girls, sitting
around a table, eating cookies and drinking punch.
Picture 2, Six black children, three boys and three girls of the
same ages as the white children, sitting around the same table,
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eating cookes and drinking punch,

Picture 3. Six men, three black and three white, in a group,

hoidirg paper cups.

Picture 4. Six women, three black and three white, sitting

toget her, holding cuoffee cups.
Picture 5. Six girls, “hree black and three white, sitting at
a table, playing with gaaes,
Picture 6. Six boys, three black and three white, sitting at
the same table, playing games,
Xeroxed copies of the pictures (not in color) can be found in Appendix B,

The interviewers were studentsl of the chief investigator and had
been taught research methods and carefully trained in the interviewing
of young children, They interviewed the in-school children in their
homes, with black interviewers going to black homes and white inter-
vievers to white homes, In almost every case the interviewer was able
to arrange to be alone with the respondent for the six to ten minutes
required, At the end of the interview, as had been promised in the
letter to parents, the child was given a small gift., Interviews with
the pre-school children were carried ouvt in the nursery schools in
separate rooms. The respondents treated the interview as a picture
game and, for the most part, answered the questions readily, Since
children could respond by pointing to persons in the pictures or by
nodding or shaking their head, the effect of shyness was minimized.

The interviewer went through the set of pictures twice, The first
time no mention of race was made, for the respondent was asked to indi-
cate which of the children in the pictures he would be willing to play
with; which he looked most like; which he would most like to be; which
was the best looking; which was the best student: and which was the
nicest, He was also asked which man looked most like his father and
which woman looked most like his mother, The second time racial terms
were used, and the respondent was asked whether he saw a white person,
& black person, a N>gro, or a colored person in the pictures, These
questions sought to measure the racial recognition ability of the
respondent, The complete set of questions used in the interview is
found in Appendix C,

Interviewing was carried out in January and February of 1972,

The interview was designed to determine the following aspects of
race awareness: racial acceptance, racial preference, racial self-
identification, racial jZentification of parents, racial bias, and
racial recognition ability, The results of each of these aspects will
be presented in turn, Since this was primarily a study of children in
the Lynchburg schools, the results with in-school children will be em-
phasized while the findings about pre-school children will be employed

lThese students were involved in every step of the research and
the project could not have been carried out without them, The chief
investigator gratefully acknowledges their help, They include:
Peggy Determeyer, Elizabeth Hoag, Katherine Jacobe, Ellen Suthers,
Judy Tomlin, and Patricia Washington of Randolph-Macon Woman's College,
Yolanda Williams of Randolph-Macon and Barbara Waddey of Lynchburg
College helped with the interviewing,
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in a supplementary way.

Racial Acceptance

Respondents were given three chances Lo ssy if they would like to
play with children of their own race and three chances tc say if they
would like to play with children of the other race, They were asked
both about groups and about individuals of both sexes, For Pictures
1 and 2 (groups), Picture 5 {girls), and Picture 6 (boys), the questious
were "Would you like tc play with these cnildren (or this child)?"
followed by "Why?" or "Why not?" The responses were scjffored as
"Acceptance" if respondents indicated a mujority of times that they
would like to play with those in question, "Non-Acceptance" if thay
said most frequently they would not like to play with those¢ in the
pictures for any non-racial reason, and "Rejection" if they said they
would not like to play with those depicted for racisl reasons,

Table 1 shows that over ninety percent of the in-school respondents
accepted members of their own race, The pre=school children were also

Table 1, Acceptance of Own Race by In-School Children, by Race

Racial Category Acceptance Non-Acceptance Rejection
Per Cent

Per Cent Per Cent
Black (N«50) . 92,0 6.0 2,0
White (N=103) 90,3 9.7 0,0

Chi Squarz (with Non-Acceptance and Rejection combined)=0,118; di=1;
PP .70. '

found to accept members of their own race, for in-school blacks did not
differ significantly from pre~school blacks, nor did in-school whites
differ from pre-schoul whites on this measure,

Table 2 shows that while a clear-cut majority of both races of
the in-school children accepted those of the other race, blacks were
significantly more accepting of whites than whites were of blacks.,
Pre-~school whites did not differ significantly from in-school whites
in the acceptance of blacks, However, pre-school blacks were signi-
ficantly more likely to accept whites than were in-school blacks, as
can be seen in Table 3,

2pn answer scored as "Non-Acceptance" was: "Because I don't know
who he is," Answers scored as "Rajection" were: "Because he's white’;
and "I don't like black children,"

~5a




B

R

AT 8 i v St M WA SR KT T 14 g Y SRS R0 S Y e Tig 7

BGEE s b

SRR et Sl T TR

Table 2, Acceptance of Cther Race by In-School Children, by Race

Racial Category Acceptance Non-Acceptance Rejection

- Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Blacks (N=50) 86,0 8.0 6.0
Whites (N=103) 66.0 15.5 18.5

Chi Square = 6,940; df=2; P <,05.

Table 3, Acceptance of Whites by In~-School and Pre-School Blacks

School Level Acceptance Non-Acceptance Rejection
' of Whites of Whites of Whites
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
In-School Blacks (N=50)  86.0 8.0 6.0
Pre-School Blacks (N=58) 96.6 1.7 1.7

Chi Square (with Non-Acceptance and Rejection combined)=4.015; df=1;
p< .05,

Racial Preference

Immediately following the questions about the acceptance cf
children in the pictures, the respondent was asked to say which cnes
in the pictures he would rather play with if he could not play with
all of them, He was asked to choose between the group of white chil-
dren (Picture 1) and the group of black children (Picture 2), between
a black and a white girl (Picture 5), and between a black and a white
boy (Picture 6). Once again, race was not mentioned in the questions,
Replies were scored as "Prefer Own Race," "Prefer Other Race," or
"Preference Not Clear," depending on the most frequent resporse,

Table 4 shows a significant difference between respondents by race,
with whites more likely to prefer their race than blacks to prefer
theirs. It might be noted that this is the same kind of finding about
pre-school children that has been reported in other studies, notably
in the historic study by Clark and Clark (1947), and also in Floyd
(1969), Goodman (1964), Morland (1962; 1966; 1969), Stevenson and
Stewart (1958), Trager and Yarrow (1952), and Williams and Roberson
(1967). However, it is to be noted in Table 5 that in-school blacks
were significantly more likely than pre-school blacks to prefer blacks.
This finding supports that of Hraba and Grant (1970) that older black
children tend to prefer members of their own race., At the same time,
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Table 4, Racial Preference of In-School Children, by Race.

Racial Category Prefer Prefer Preference
Own Race Other Race Not Clear
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Black (N=50) 54,0 26,0 20,0

White (N=103) 78.6 6.8 4.6

Chi Square = 13,112; df=2; P C.OL

Table 5, Racial Preference of In-School and Pre-School Blacks

School Level Prefer Prefer Preference
Blacks Whites Not Clear

) Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

In-School Blacks (N=50) 54,0 26,0 ) 20,0

Pre-School Blacks (N=58) 41.4 55.2 3.4

Chi Square = 12,833; df=2; P .01,

pre-school whites did not differ significantly from in-school whites in
their clear-cut preference for whites, The implication is that some-
thing happens to the self-image of the black child wher he moves from
segregated nursery schools to integrated public schools. This notion
will be pursued in the next section on racial self-identification.

Racial Self-Identification

Two measures were made of racial self-identification. One was
based on answers to questions asking which of the children the respon-
dent looked most like and the other on questions asking which of the
children the respondent would rather be, Girls were shown Picture 5§
and boys were shown Picture 6, Pointing to one of the black and then
to one of the white children the interviewer asked, "Do you look more
like this girl (boy) or that one?" This was done for three racial
pairs in the picture, and then the respondent was asked in regard to
all six in the picture, "Which one do you look most 1like?" Table 6
shows that the great majority of in-school respondents of both races
said they looked most like children of their own race, with no signi-
ficant difference by race, Previous studies of pre-school children,
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Table 6, Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Question,
"Which Child Do You look Most Like?"

Racial Category Most Like Most Like Like Neither,
Child of Child of or Not Sure
Own Race Other Race
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Black (N=50) 82,0 12,0 6,0

White (N=103) 78,6 6.8 14.6

Chi Square = 3.214; df=2; Py ,20.

with few exceptions (Greenwald and Oppenheim, 1968), had shown that blacks
had been significantly less likely than whites to say they looked like a

. member of their own race, Table 7 shows a significant difference between

the in-school blacks and the pre-schcol blacks, for the in-school blacks
were far more likely to identify with those of their own race than were
the pre-school blacks. On the other hand, pre-school and in-school whites
did not differ significantly on this measure, with both groupings clearly
identifying with whites in the pictures,

Table 7. Responses of In-School and Pre-School Blacks to the Quastion,
"Which Child Do You Look Most Like?"

School Level Most Like Most Like Like Neither, or
Black Child White Child Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
In~School Blacks (N=50) 82,0 12,0 6.0
Pre-School Blacks (N=58) 48.3 58,3 3.4

Chi Square = 15.249; df=2; P<,00L,

In the other measure of racial seif-identification; girls were
shown Picture 5 and boys Picture 6 and asked in regard to each of three
racial pairs in the pictures, "Which girl (boy) would you rather be?"
Then pointing to all of the children in the picture; the interviewer
asked, "Which one would you most rather be?" Answers to this question
by in-scnool children are summarized in Table 8, Although a majority
of in-school children in both races indicated they would most rather be
one of the members of their own race in the pictures, whites were
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Table 8. Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the 7Juestion
"Which Child Would You Most Rather Be?"

Racial Category Rather Be Rather Be Rather Be
Child of Child of Neither; or
Own Race Other Race Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Black (N=50) 64,0 32,0 4L.0

White (N=103) 78,6 12,6 8.7

Chi Square = 8,697; df=2; P< ,02.

significantly more likely to do so than blacks, Once again, pre~school
blacks differed significantly from in-school blacks on this measure; as
seen in Table 9, for pre-school blacks were less likely than in-school

blacks to say they would most rather be one of the blacks depicted,

the other hand; pre-school whites did not differ significantly from in-
school whites in saying in predominant numbers they would most rather be

one of the whites,

Table 9., Responses of In-School and Pre-School Blacks to the Question,

"Which Child Would You Most Rather Be?"

School Level Rather Be Rather Be Rather Be
One of One cf Neither, or
the Blacks the Whites Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

In-School Blacks (N=50) 64,0 32,0 4,0

Pre-School Blacks (N=58) 34.5 58,6 6.9

Chi Square = 9.441; df=2; P ¢.01.

Racial Identification of Parents

For Picture 3, the one showing three white and three black men,
each respondent was asked for each of three racial pairs which one
looked more 1like his father., Then the respondent was asked which of

the six men in the picture looked most like his father, The answers
in Table 10 show that the in-school blacks and in-school whites dif-

fered significantly in their responses, with whites more- fréquently: -~
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Table 10. Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Question,
"Which Man Looks Most Like Your Father?"

Most Like Man Most Like Man Like Neither,

Racial Category of Own Race of Other Race or Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Black (N=50) 76.0 14.0 10.0

White (N=103) 84.5 2.9 12,6

Chi Square = 6.823; df=2; P <.05.

than blacks identifying their father with someone in the picture of
their own race. At the same time, as seen in Table 11, pre-school
blacks were even less likely than in-school blacks to indicate that
their father .ooked like one of the black men in the pictures. As in
most other measures of race awareness, pre-school whites did not differ

- significantly from in-school whites in racial identification of their

fathers.

Table 11. Responses of In-School and Pre-School Blacks to the Question,
"Which Man Looks Most Like Your Father?"

Most Like One Most Like. One - Like Neither,

School Level of the Blacks of the Whites or Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

In-School Blacks (N=50) 76.0 14,0 10.0

Pre-School Blacks (N=58) 46.5 39.7 13.8

Chi Square = 10.554; df=2; P{.0L.

The racial identification of the mother of the respondent was fcund
by showing Picture 4 (three black and three white women) and asking for
each of three racial pairs which one looked more like his mother. Then
came the question asking which of the six women in the picture looked
most like his mother. Table 12 shows that the in-school children dif-
fered by race in their responses. Although a majority in both races
indicated that their mother looked most like one of the women of their
own race, whites were more likely to do this than blacks. Pre-school
blacks were significantly less likely than in-school blacks to identify
their mothers as black. and pre-school whites were significantly more
likely than in-school whites:to.identify fheir mothers as white.
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Table 12, Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Question,
"Which Woman Looks Like Your Mother?"

Most Like Most Like Like Neither,
Racial Category Woman of Woman of or Not Sure

Own Race Other Race

Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Black (N=50) 78.0 16,0 6.0
White (N=103) 86,4 2.9 10.6

Chi Square = 9,109; df=2; P<£,02,

Racial Bias

Three measures were made of what might be termed racial bias or
"positive prejudice." For Picture 5 (three black and three white
girls) and Picture 6 (three black and three white boys), the respon-
dents were asked which of the girls was the prettiest and which of
the boys was the best looking, which of the girls and which of the
boys were the best students, and which of the girls and which of the
boys were the nicest, Tables 13, 14, and 15 summarize the answers;
and they show that in all three cases white respondents were signi-
ficantly more likely to choose children of their own race than black
respondents were to choose children of their race., Pre- school blacks

Table 13, Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Questions,
"Which Girl is the Prettiest?" and "Which Boy is the Best Lcoking?"

] Children of Children of Neither; or
Racial Category Own Race Other Race Not. Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Black (N=50) 46,0 28.0 26,0
White (N=103) 62,1 7.8 30,1

Chi Square = 11.321; df=2; P<.0l,

were even less likely than in-schoocl blacks to choose blacks in the
pictures as the prettiest and best locking, for only 11.8 percent of
the pre-school blacks did so, However, pre-schocl whites did not differ
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significantly from in-school whites in choosing whites in the pictures
as the prettiest and best looking,

As seen in Tables l4. and 15, in-school blacks chose whites more
frequently than blacks as "best students" and "nicest,"” Pre-~school
blacks did not differ significantly from in-school blacks in their
choice by race of "best students" and “nicest," and pre-school whites
did not differ significantly from in-school whites in choosing whites
a majority of times as "best students" and "nicest."

Table 14, Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Questions,
"Which Girl is the Best Student?" and "Which Boy is the Best Student?"

Children of Children of Neither, or
Racial Category Own Race Other Race Not Sure
‘ Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Black (N=50) 36,0 40,0 24,0
White (N=103) 57.3 11,6 31.1

Chi Square = 16,548; df=2; P< ,001,

Table 15, Responses of In-School Children, by Race, to the Question,
"Which Girl is the Nicest" and "Which Boy is the Nicest?"

Children of Children of Neither; or

Racial Category Own Race Other Race Not Sure
Per Cent Per Cent Fer Cent

Black (N=50) 34.0 42,0 24,0

White (N=103) 51,5 13,6 3449

Chi Square = 15,403; df=2; P<,001,

It can be seen that approximately one-third of the white respon-
dents and one-fcurth of the black respondents fell into the "Neither,
or Not S%e" category on each of these cheices, indicating what might be
termed a non-biased or unprejudiced response; i.e., one in which the
respondents refused to use race as the criterion for evaluation,
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Recognition of. Racial Terms

In order to find out which racial terms the respondents knew, the
interviewer began with Picture 6, the one with six boys, three black
and three white, and asked the respondents if they saw a black child in
the picture and, if so, to peint to him. Respondents were asked in the
same way if they gaw a white child, a Negro child; a Caucasian child,
and a Colored child., As a further check of recognition ability, similar
questions were asked about Picture 4, the one with six women, to see
which terms respondents could apply to adults. Usually it was clear with
the two pictures whether the respondent could apply the racial terms
correctly, but if not, the interviewer asked the questions about Picture
5 and then about Picture 3.

It was found that all of the children knew the terms "black" and
"white," and could apply them correctly to those in the pictures. When g4»
asked, "Are you black, or are you white?" all but seven of the in-schooliy
identified themselves correctly, Five of the seven were not sure, while
one of the blacks said he was white and one of the whites said he was
blacks In contrast, about one-fifth of the pre-school blacks who demon-
strated they knew the terms "black" and "white" said they were white,
while ongly one (less than two percent) of the whites who knew the terms
said he was black,

Recognition of the other three racial terms by in~school children
is shown in Table 16, The term "@olored" is better known than the term
"Negro," which is far better known than the term "Caucasian.," However,
it is of interest that "Caucasian' was better known by black than by
white respondents, while "Negro®" and "Colored" were equally well known
by both races., Ability to recognize these terms among whites was
significantly related to the age of the respondent; the older the child
the more likely he was to know the term, However, knowledge of the
terms was not related to age among the black respondents, In fact, tne
variation by age in the ability of in-school whites to recognize these
three racial terms was the only significant variation by age in any of
the measures of racial awareness and attitudes of the children in
kindergarten through the third grades,

”Nh

Table 16, Recognition of the Racial Terms "Colored," "Negro," and
"Caucasian" by In-School Children, by Race, -

Recognition Recognition Recognition
Racial Category of "Colored" of "Negro" of "Caucasian'#
Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
Black (N=50) 88,0 76,0 24,0

#Recognition of "Caucasian" was significantly different for black and
white respondents; chi square = 10,711; df=1; P< 001,
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Summary

There are two findings that stand out in this study of racial
attitudes among the Lynchburg children in kindergarten through the
third grade, First, bilack children in these grades do not show as
favorable an attitude toward their race as white children in these
grades do toward theirs, There was a statistically significant
difference between the responses of black and white children on eight
of the nine measures of attitude: blacks were more likely to accept
whites than whites to accept blacks; compared to whites, blacks were
less likely vo prefer their own race; to say they had rather be chil-
dren of their own race, to identify their fathers and their mothers
with members of their own race, to say that children of their own
race were prettier, better students, and nicer than whites, In these
ways the young black Lynchburg school children are like pre-school
blacks studied in Lynchburg and elsewhere and referred to earlier
in this report, On only one measure, namely on self-identity in
terms of which child the respondents said they looked most like, did
the black children not differ significantly from the white children,

The second major finding concerns the differences in racial
attitudes between the in-school and pre-school children., In-schocl
whites did not differ significantly from pre-school whites on a single
measure, while in-school blacks differed significantly from the pre-
school blacks on seven of nine measures, The pre-school blacks were
even less likely than the in-school blacks to accept members of their
own race;, to prefer members of their own race, to say they looked like
and would rather be members of their own race, to identify their fathers
and mothers as members of their own race, and to say that members of
their own race were prettier and better looking than members of the
white race, On the "best student" and "nicest" measures pre-school
blacks were not significantly different from the in-school blacks
btscause the latter showed as strong a pro-white bias as the pre-school
blacks, This significant difference between pre-school and in-school
blacks is a new finding, at least from a study using the same measuring
instrument, the same time span, and the same community setting., It calls
for an explanation, which must, of course, be in the form of hypotheses
that require testing.

One explanation is that as the in-school blacks enter school they
learn very clearly what racial category they belong to, for under racial
balance they are assigned to schools iargely on the basis of race. As
was hypothesized in pre-schocl studies by the chief investigator
(Morland, 19585 1962; 1963a; 1963b; 19663 1969) there has been little
emphasis on race per se among nursery school children, and the strong
message from American society was that it was preferable to be white
than to be black., Hence there was an unconscious preference for and
identification with the dominant race, However, with the entry into
integrated schovls where racial identity became unequivocal, there was
movement toward greater identity by blacks with members of their own
race and clearer acceptance of their racial identity. It can be
assumed that there is an American norm calling for the acceptance of
one's own racial or ethnic grouping. Evidence of this is found in the
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reaction cf the Supreme Court and the public when it was revealed in
the studies of Clark and Clark (1947) that black American children
were denying their own racial identity. The Supreme Court ruling of
1954 declaring separate tc¢ be inherently unequal was based in part on
the belief that forced separation by race harmed the self-image and
self-respect-of black children, This assumption of an American norm
supporting identification with and acceptance of one's racial or
ethnic category will be explored further in findings about attitudes
of older children in the second part of this report,

The other explanation of the differences between the racial
attitudes of in-school and pre-~school blacks is that the emphasis
on racial pride through such slogans as '"black is beautiful” and the
promotion of black heroes is having an effect on the in-school black
children, At the same time, one might wonder why it is not reaching
the pre-school black children to the same degree, A4lso is to be noted
the continuing lower racial self-acceptance of in-school blacks compared
to in-schocl whites, even with the emphasis on racial pride and identity,
It is also intriguing to note that pre-~school whites do not differ
significantly from in-school whites, indicating that the hypothesized
American norm that it is preferable to identify with one's own racial
category reaches white pre-schoolers. Or could it be that the societal
message to all pre-schoolers is that it is better to be white than
black?
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PART 1I, Racial Attitudes of Older Children

The set of pictures and the interview questions accompanying
them were not appropriate for determining the racial attitudes of
children beyond the third grade, Therefore different measuring
instruments were utilized and different procedures used with the
older children, The chief investigator has had experience in using
the semantic differential as a measwrement of the direction of atti-
tudes (Morland and Williams, 1969; Williams, Morland, and Underwood,
1970) and knew that children in the sixth grade and beyond could
understand it, In order to complement the measure of the direction
of attitudes, a social distance scale was developed to reveal the
content of attitudes, This scale could also be readily used by
those in the sixth grade and older, However, neither of these in-
struments would have been suitable for use with younger children,

Sample

The same kinds of lists of names of students in the Lynchburg
public schools as used with the younger children, namely alphabetical
listings by year of birth, race, and sex, were employed with the
older children, In order to have enough cases in different cate-
gories for the purpose of comparison, random samples were irawn from
those born in 1954, 1956, 1958, and 1960, These students were pri-
marily in the 12¢2, 10th, 8th, and 6th grades, Separate samples
were drawn for white males, white females, black meles, and black
females in each age category, A letter describing the study and
inviting participation was mailed to each student selected, Since
the Iynchburg School Board required that the testing be done outside
of the public schools and after school hours, those in the sample
were asked to come to Randolph-Macon any afternoon during the week
of February 7, 1972, Each participant was promised the sum of four
dollars to compensate for his time: and transportation, A postcard
was enclosed on which the respondent could indicate his willingness
to participate and indicate the day of week and time of day he wished
to come, A place on the card was also provided for the signature of
parent or guardian, A copy of the letter and card is found in

Fifty-five percent of those selected returned cards and actually
appeared to take the questionnaires, Additional random samples were
taken from each of the age, race, and sex categories until the number
in each category was proportionately the same as the total in that
category, The final sample came to 156, a 4,6 percent sample of
Iynchburg school children born in the stated years, by race and by
sex,




Measuring Instruments

The semantic ditferential provides a means of determining the
connotation of words, Much of the research on the semantic differen-
tial has been done by Charles Osgood and his associates (1957), who
through factor analysis produced a list of polar adjectives with the
kind of connotation the adjectives carry, Research has shown that
those adjectives with factor loadings on the evaluative dimension of
the semantic differential measure the direction of attitudes (Osgood,
ot, al, 195732 194=195; Williams and Roberson, 1967), Ten pairs of
evaluative adjectives were chosen from Osgood's list, and from theam
a semantic differential test of attitudes was constructed, Righteen
different concepts were evaluated by the test, First were five race-
related color names: red, black, brown, white, and yellow, Next
came two reference terms, friend and enemy, which were used to check
the validity of the measure, Finally came eight racialeethnic con-
ceptss American, Chinese American, Black American, Mexican American,
Japanese American, White American, Puerto Rican American, and American
Indian, Although the chief purpose of the research was to find out
how black Americans and white Americans felt about each other, it would
have been too obvious if only these two concepts had been included,
Also, adding the color names, the reference concepts, and the other
racial-ethnic concepts provided information on whether the black and
white students reacted in the same way to Americans of other racial
and ethnic backgrounds, A copy of the semantic differential test,
along with the sheet of directions, is found in Appendix E,

The second measure of the attitudes of older children was a
modification of the social distance test, I, S, Bogardus was the
originator of the test and has used it to measure rasial attitudes
in America for more than thirty years (1958), However, the test
used by Bogardus was not suitable for the purposes of this project,
since some of the questions were not applicable and some not appro-
priate for the age group, Therefore, questions that were considered
appropriste were devised and rated in terms of social distance by
Randolph=Macon college students, Seven revisions of the test were
required before consistent ratings were given, The form of the
questionnaire used asked the respondent to indicate if he would be
v to have a membey of the particular group (e.g., American
Indian) go to a party he was attending, live in his neighborhood,
be a member of his team, live next door, go to a party as Lis date,
marry his brother or sister, be a closs, personal friend, marry
him, These questions were asked for the following seven groupss
American Indians, Black Americans, Chinese Americans, Japanese
Anericans, Mexican Americans, Puerto Rican Americans, and White
Amoricans, A copy of the social distance test can be found in
Appoxv’.;ix F,

This second test was added for two reasons, First, it dealt
more directly with the content of attitudes; i,e,, what specific
vehaviors were acceptable and which were not (Woodmansee and Cook,
1967), The semantic differential gives only the direction of stti-
tude, Second, the social distance scale provided the opportunity




for seeing if scores on the semantic differential were similar to
those on the social distance scale, If both are measuring racial
attitudes, they should give similar results, Future studies of the
racial attitudes of Iynchburg school children could be compared with
the present scores to see to what degree there was change in the
direction of attitude and to what degree there was change in the
content of attitude,

Results of the Semantic Differential Test

The particular color, reference group, or racial-ethnic category
reacted to in the semantic differential test received a score based
on the assignment of the digits 1 through 7 to the positions on each
paired set of adjectives, The digit 1 was assigned the most favorable
and 7 the least favorable, Thus there were ten numerical assigmments
fer each of the concepts rated, and the mean score was calculated for
each concept for each respondent, These scores are summarized for
black students, white students, and all students in Table 1.

Table 17. Mean Semantic Differential Evaluative Scores Assigned to
Concepts by Older Lynchburg School Children, by Race* :

Concepts Evaluated Black Students VWhite Students All Students

(N=50) - (N=206) (N=156)
Red 3.12 3.15 3.4
Black 2.& 16071 Lon
Browm 30[06 [0007 3088
White 3.08 2021 20‘09
Yellow 2,57 2,78 2,7
Friend 2.12 105“ 1.73
&xcny 5066 5.88 5.81
American 3.07 2,42 2,6
Chinese American 2,93 3,00 2.98
Black American 2,40 3.57 3.20
Mexican American 3.26 3.12 3 17
Japanese American 3.16 2,8 2,93
White American 3.32 2052 2.78
Puerto Rican American 2,98 3.17 3.1
American Indian 2,88 2,57 2,67

¥The lower the score, the more favorable the evaluation, The possible
range is from 1,00 (most favorable) to 7,00 (least favorabls),




First to be noted in Table 17 are the evaluationsof "friend"
and "enemy," For both black and white respondents, "friend" is the
. most favorably evaluated of all the terms, while "enemy" is the least
favorably evaluated, Such results support the validity of the seman-
tic differential test, i,e,, it appears to be measuring what it
purports to measure, namely favorable and unfavorable attitudes,

Among the race-related color names, "red" and "yellow* were
evaluated in similar ways by the two races, However, "black," "white,"
and to a lesser extent "brown," were evaluated quite differently,

The black respondents rated the color black in a favorable way, while
it was rated least favorably of all the colors by the white respon-
dents, In contrast, the white respondents rated the color whitc
most favorably of all the colors, Black respondents rated the ceclor
brown the least favorably of all the colors, but white respondents
rated it even less favorably than black respondents did, although
whites rated the color black even less favorably than the color
brown,

Table 18 shows mean differential scores by race according to
yoar of birth, It can be seen that there is a clear-cut change among
black respondents in their evaluations of the colors black and white,
The youngest black respondents rated "white" the most favorable of all
the colore, with "black" next to the least favorable, However, “white"
was rated less and less favorably and "olack" more and more favorably
by age until among those born in 1954 "biack* is the most favorably
rated color and “white" the least favorably rated, In contrast, the
white repondents tended to rate all five colors in similar ways through-
out the age categories,

Table 16, Mean Semantic Differential Evaluative Scores Assigned to
Color Names by Older Children, by Race and Yeqr of Birtim

Race and Year of Birth Color Name Evaluated —

of Regpondent Red BaAck Brown White Yellow
Black, 1960 3.17 3.33 3047 2, 2,76
Black, 1958 2,32 2,61 4,07 2,79 2,26
thk, 1956 3443 2,84 3427 3.27 2,56
Black, 1954 3.32 2,57 3.21 3.40 2,67
mt.’ 1960 2063 ‘6073 30% 2.21 2.50
mt.’ 1958 3.20 ‘0.33 3.86 2.16 2.58
mt.’ 1956 3005 ‘0067 4,01 2025 3008
White, 1954 3,68  5.15 L6l 2,25 2,98

#Me lower the score, the more favorable the evaluation. The possible
range is from 1,00 (most favorable) to 7,00 (least favorable),
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Among the seven racialeethnic categories of Americans, the black

and white respondents evaluated "Chinese American," "Mexican American,"
" Japanese American," *Puerto Rican American," and "American Indian"

in similar ways, However, as was the case wirh the color names, black
reaspondents rated "Black American" most favorably and *White American"
least favorably, while white respondents did the opposite, rating
"white American" most favorably and "Black American" least favorably,
It can be noted that when all students are considered this difference
is largely blurred, since white students make up two-thirds of the
sample, "Black American" was evaluated least favorably by the entire
sample and "White American" nexi to the most favorably rated "American
Indian,"

The concept "American" requires special attention, since it is
more general than the racial-sthnic groupings, and presumably acts
as a sort of sumary term for all Americans, However, it can be seen
in Table 17 chat "American" was evaluated more favorably by white
than by black respondents. In fact, it was svaluated more favorably
than any of the racial-ethnic categories by white respondents and by
the «m.le as a whole, Also to be noted is the similar way in which
white respondents evaluated "American® and "White American," Biack
respondents did not place "American® as close to thelr own racial
category as did whites, It can be assumed that the respondents tended
to think of "American" as "White Amerlcan,”

Variations in evaiuation of racial-ethnic groups by race and age
categories are shown in Table 19. The youngest blacks, those born in
1960, gave a relatively low ranking to "Black American;" in fact,
"White American" was rated hig However, among the oidest biacks;
those born in 1954, "Black American" had the most favorable ranking
and "White American® the least favorable, Likewlse; blacks in the
older age categories tended to rate "American" less and less favo-
rably and clsser to "White American,® At the same time, black respon-
dente vended to rate "Black American® lsas and less like “American,*
It might be noted that the major shift in the evaluation of *Black
American" by black respondents came in the 1958 age category, a time
when most in that category would have left elsmentary school for
Junior high school,

White respondents tended to rate "Black American" less favorably
in the older age categories, but the differences were not great, and
in every age category "Black American® was ranked lswest by whites,
Throughout the four age categories, white respondents evaluated -
"American" very much like they evaluated *White American;® in fact,
"American" was more favorably evaluated in three of the four age
categories, As was the case in Table 17, there is support for the
notion that both black and white respondents thought of “Amerisan®
as "White American,” and that this notion increased with age.
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Table 19. Mean Semantic Differential Evaluative Scores Assigned to
American and to Racial~Ethnic Categories of Americans by Older Children,
by Race and Year of Birth#®

Race and
Year of __Maejal-cconic CategOry Of american
Birth of Ameri- Chi=- Black xi- Japa~ White Puerto Indian
Respondent can nese can nese Rican
Black, 1960 2,65 2,70 3,22 3,06 3,01 2,8 2,66 3,28
Black, 1958 2,22 2,73 2,08 3,22 2,55 2,85 2,68 2,27
Black, 1956 3,39 3,02 2,08 3,17 3.36 3,48 3,00 3,01
Black, 1954 3,68 3,18 2,37 3,42 3,56 3,91 354 2,82
Hhite, 1960 2,29 2,93 ki 2,76 2,69 2,39 2.9 2,58
te, 1958 2,40 2,70 3.41 2,72 2,51 2,31 2,81 2,28
White, 1956 2,11 3,10 3,56 3,31 2,98 2,33 3.2 2,35
white, 1954 2,91 3.36 3.89 3,74 3,15 3,10 3,74 3.12

#Fhe lower the scors, the more favorable the evaluation, The possible
range is from 1,00 (mcst favorabie) to 7,00 (least favorable).

Racial-Fthnic Categories and Social Distance

The social distance scale was designed to determine two aspects
of racial attitwde: the nearness of relationship accorded members of
the category and the kind of relationship that the respondent would be
willing to grant, The responses and scoring ofjfuestionnaire were
different from those used by Bogardus and others who have employed the
scale, For each of the eight questions expressing acceptance (see
Appendix F), the respondent could indicate "Yes," "Not Sure,” or "No,"
Bach "Yes" was scorsd 1, each “Not Sure" 4.5, and each "No® 8, The
replies for each raclal-ethnic category were added and divided by 8
80 that the range of respsnses wouid be from 1,00 (complete acceptance)
to 8,00 (complete rejection), Mean social distante scores for black,
white, and all respondents are shown in Tabls 20,

One striking difference in the scores is vhe way in which black
and white students responded in regard to the two races, They showed
greatest nearness to their own race and greatest or next to greatest
distance from the cther race, It is of significance that this differ-
ence is obscured when the mean scores of all students are compared,
for in over-all averages, "White American® had the least distance and
"Black American" the greatest, However, when race is controlled, the
differences already noted appear,

There is no clear-cut pattern that emerges in the way in which
black and white respondents rank the other racial-ethnic groupings,
Both place the American Indian next to themselves in nearness, White
respondents placed "Japanese American' closer to their own racial
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Table 20, Mean Sccial Distance Scores Assigned to Concspts by Older
Lynchburg Schosi Children, by Race#

Concept Evaluated Black “tudsnbs White Students  All Students
; (N=50) (N=106) (N=356)
Arerican Indian 2,92 2,33 2,52
Black American 1,76 kol 3,38
Chinese Amarican 3,28 2,55 2,78
Japanese American 3,70 2,51 2,89
Mexican American 3021 2059 2,79
Puerto Rican American 3,28 2,72 2,90
White Ameriszan 3,69 3015 1,96

¥#The lower the scors, the less the social distance, The possible
range is from 1,06 {no distance) tz 8,00 (greatest distance),

category than blaci respondents did to theirs,

Table 2! gives the mean social distance score for age categories
within the two races, As might have been anticipated, the lowest social
istanca at each age level was for the respondent?s own race, However,
for black respondents there was a significant decrease in soclal distance

for "Black American" from the youngest respondents=, thnoss born in 1960,

Tabis 24, Mean Social Distance Scores Assigned to American Racial-
Bthnic Categories by Older Students, by Racs and Year of Birth#

Race, . American Racial-Ethnic Cabegory -
Year of Ine Biask Chle- Japa= Msxi~ Puertc Whits
Birth dian nese nese can  PRican
Black, 196C Lolh 2,75 3690 hoki2 3490 3094 3,97
Black, 1958 3019  1.65 36076 3497 3435 3627 ldeid
Black, 1956 2,67 1,72 3034 3,93 3050 3,31 4037
Black, 1954 1,90 1,00 2,2, 2,48 2,02 2,60 2,68
White, 1960 3,06 4,60 3,30 3429 3,18 3,23 1,26
White, 1958 2,14 408 2,46 2:54 2,67 2.7h 1,04
White, 1956 20,43 413 2,25 2,21 2,43 2,61 1,18
White, 1954 2,01 3,76 2,16 1,99 2,07 2.32 1l.14

#The lowar the score, the less the soclal distance, The possible
range is from 1,00 (no distancs) to 8,00 (gresatest distance),
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to the older respsndente, In fach, there tended to be a reduction in
soclal distance for all racisi~ebhnic categories oa the part of beoth
white and black respondents wiith an increase in ages Also tc be noted
was the placing by white respomdents of *Black Amerlsan® at the
greatest social distance in every age category, While black respone
dents did not place "White Americzsn® at the greatest soclal dlstancs
of all the racialeethnis categoriess in the twos youngsr ags sabegories,
they did put ¥Whiie Amsrican® at the grsatest soclal dlstancs in the
tws vider age cavegerliesz,

Swmary

There is additional evidence from the scores on the semantic
differential and social distancs questionnaires for the presence of
an American nerm cailing for identification with and preference for
one's vwn racial-sthnls categnry, Wnise respondents in every age
grouping consistently scored their own raclal categery < "White
Amerizan' most favorably and with the least soclal distance, Ib might
be assumed, as evidentiy has been done by Bogardus (1958) and Westis
and Morland (1971), that such sccring reflects the generally accepted
high status of white Amerisans by all Amerl- ans, Using summary scores
of all students, as seen in Tables 17 and W, this ciaim for the nomm
that white Americans are viewad most favorably by all raclal-ethnic
categories can be made, But, as we have ssen; onse the raclal cate-
gory of the respondent is controlled, we have a dlfferent resulf,
Indeed, clder black respondents piaced "Whits American" inm the lsast
favorable position and at the greabest soclal distance of all the
categories, Therefore i* 1s probable that Bogardus and those using
Iia test have been demonstrating the attituds of the large majority,
namely white Americans, rather than the gensrallized attitude of all
Americans,

Further light on this norm of piacing ons's own raclal=ethnic
category in the most favorable position is found in Tables iR, 39,
and 21, These tables shaw that as the age of black respundents in-
crease, from about 12 to 18 ysars of age, they teni 12 evaiuave
"hblask® more favorably and "whiie" lees favorably, and t» evaluate
#Black American' more favorably and "White Amerisan® less faverabiy,
Also; in the cldest age category, they move 1o no social distance
with "Black American," and although the soclal dlstancs scorea of
"White American" tend to decreass with age, the oldsst black respon=
dents rate '"White American® below all other racial~ethni~ groupings.
While the pisture {3 a complex cne, it appears that with age the
black respondents moved toward the assumed American norm of preferencs
for one's own raclal-~ethnic grouping and away from a favoring of the
dominant white grouping, It would be instructive to find out if scmew
thing similar is followed by thecss in the other raclal-ethnlc cate-
gories, namely the Chinese; Indlan, Japaness, Mexican, and Puerts
Rican Americans,
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CONCLUSION

A major finding of this study of racial attitudes in Lynchburg school
children is support for the existence of an American norm that each racial-
ethnic grouping of Americans should have a favorable view of itself. The
movement toward this assumed norm was seen in a clear-cut way among the
black American children studied. Pre-school black respondents preferred,
identified with, and had a strong bias for whites. However, such preference,
identification, and bias were significantly less among blacks in kindergarten
and primary grades, and by the end of high school black Americans showed
a highly favorable evaluation of and no social distance from "Black American."3
These findings tend to corroborate the reports of Brigham (1971), Hraba and
Grant (1970), and Paige (1970) of a favorable self-concept by older black
children. However, for the first time this study revealed the developmental
pattern of this attitude from pre-school to the final year in high school.

Another significant finding concerns the evaluation of "American" and
"White American" by the older respondents. Blacks evaluated both of these
terms less and less favorably by age, until among the oldest blacks they
were the least favorably evaluated of all the racial-ethnic categories.
Whites evaluated these two terms very favorably in every age category,
while they evaluated "Black American" in an unfavorable way. It is evident
that both races were associating "American" with "White American."

It might appear that these two findings conflict with the normative
theory of prejudice in so far as it has been assumed that there is one,
general racial-ethnic ranking (Bogardus, 1958; Westie and Morland, 1971).
Obviously, the black and white respondents had quite different rankings,
at least by the time there were around 18 years of age. These findings
suggest that the general norm is that of high evaluation of one's own
racial~-ethnic category, with the possibility of different rankings of other
recial-ethnic categories. There was no evidence of a single ranking on
which black and white Americans agreed.

The next step in research is to replicate the study after two years
to see if there have been changes in attitudes. According to the normative
theory, there should be changes in attitudes with changes in social struc-
ture (Morland, 1969). Furthermore, racial balance should promote a con~
dition of equal~status contact under which it can be hypothesized that
greater racial acceptance will take place. Finally, the replication can
throw light on conflicting assumptions of what happens to black American
children under extensive integration (Asher and Allen, 1969). One assumption
is that feelings of self-acceptance and competence are enhanced {Erikson, 1950;
White, 1959); the other is that these feelings will decrease because of more
frequent comparisons with advantaged children (Pettigrew, 1967). Practical
use of the replication can be to inform the administration of the Lynchburg
public schools what is happening to racial attitudes under racial balance.

3A Spearman rank-order correlation test showed greater and greater
similarity in ranking in both the semantic differential and social distance
scores by age. The rank-order of racial-ethnic groupings of blacks born in
1960, 1958, and 1956 were compared with those born in 1954. For the semantic
differential scores, the results were -.571, .571, .750; for social dis-~
tance rankings the results were .286, .607, .750. Further tests of the
normative theory are being made with measures of standard deviation and
analysis of variance within each age~race category.

_Zh.




APPENDIX A

Letter and Carda Sent to Younger Children

Dear

I am in charge of a research project being conducted by Randolph-
Macen on children's atiitudes, Five college students are assisting
me, Your chilgd, s 1s among thcse chosen el random te be
interviewed, and ws weuld like to have your permissicn to come to
your home vo do so. The interview takes abcut ten minutes and con-
sists of asking your child some questions aprut a set of pictures,

The name of your child will not te used in any way in the study, fcr
all of these interviewsd are to remain anonymous,

One of my students would like to visit your noms to conduct the
interview on a day and at a time of your chcesing., She will bring a
ift for your child as a way of showlng cour apprzciation for your help
with the research projest,

Enclosed is a postcard with places for you to indicate the day
of the week and the hour of the day that would usually be most con-
venient for the visit of one ¢f our students., When we receive your
reply, we shall sither telephnene you or comes oy yewr home tc seb up
a definite date and hour for the interview, We hope to hear from you
8001,

Sincerely yours,

‘ J. Kenneth Morland
\ Professor

-—c P = s

[E

I am willing for my child tc be interviewed: Yes__ 5 No_

e e o

— - ru e

(signature of parent or guardian)

Name of child e
{please print)

P R e

gy

Day of week preferred__

—r ;

ATy

Time of day preferrsd

- Doryas B

Telephones Yes s No

R BT ] e

e

If yes, Number ) . :

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eric:
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APPENDIX B

Xersoxed Copies of Colsred Pictures Used in
Interview Test with Younger Children
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APPENDIX C

RACE AWARENESS PICTURE--INTERVIEW

General Explanation

The picture-interview is designed %o measure racial acceptance, preference,
self-identification, bias, and recognition ability of young black and white
children, -

There are two parts to the interview, The first makes no mention of race
and is designed to find out if the respondent accepts, prefers, and
identifies with his own or with the other racs, The second part attempts
to measure the ability of the respondent to apply racial terms correctly
to the persons ia the pictures, to the interviewer, and to himself,

Interview Questions

Part I,

1. First {or Sesond) Picture (six wnite children, three boys and three
girls). [/ Tiis is the first picturs for white resnondents, the

sesond for black /

1, What do rou ses in tids picture?
[ Thig iy the initial warm-up question for eacn of the pictures
in the first part of the test, It is also designed tc see if
there ie spontaneous racial awareness, which is indicated if
the respondent employs any raclal term in his answer,

2, Would you: like to play with these children? Why or why not?
This is a measure of Acceptance—if the respondent replies,
"Yes*:; Nor~Acceptance—-if the respondent regplies,“No," and
answers the *Why nct?" with a non-racial reason; Rejectlione.-
if the respondent replies, "No," and answers the *Why not?*
with a racial reason

Second (or First) Picture (six black children, three boys and thres
girls)s JFirst picture for black respondents, second for white,/
1, What do you see in this picture?
2, Would you like to play with these children? Why or why not?
3, (Pointing to the first and second pictures) Would you like to
play with these children, or with these?
/[ This is the first measure of preference,/

Third Picture (six men, three black and three white)

1, What do you see in this picture?

2, Does this man look more like your father (pvint to one of the
blacks), <r does this one look more like your father (point to ;
one of the whites)? Repeat for the other two racial pairs,

=33

(LW~;N




E
N

P P R 2]

pr N e

TSGR - g et ey

2

-0

(Pcipzing te all of the men) Which one looks most like your
father? Wny?

[ These questions form & measure of racial ldentification of
the parsni, -

Fourth Pleture (six women, thrzs white and vhree black)

“{Repeat the questions for the Third Picture, using *mcther®
inshead of "father%,)

Fifth Picturs {=ix girls, three black and three whize)

2
<0

What da you ses in this picture?

{Pointing tc cne of the blacks) Would you liks to play with

this gi»i? Wny cr why not? an aggsptancs measurg/

{Psinting to one of the whites) Would you liks 4 play with

this giri? Why or why ret? an accephance measurg

{Painting t2 all of the chiidren) Which one would you most

iike to piay with? Wny? /_P a preference question/

Wnish of these girls de you think is the prettiest? [ a racial
bias Questiog

Which of thsse girls do you think is the bsxt stujent? [/ a racial
bias quest-icg:? o
Wrich of these girls ds you think is the nicest? / a racial blas
quasiion

{If the respendsnt is a girl, ask the fcilewing questiasns
about the Fifth Picture; if the respendent is a boy, ask
the following questions about the Sixth Pizture,)

(Poiming to one of the blacks and to cne of the whitea)

Ds you losk mora like this giri or like that ons? [ identity
questicn

{(Poimeing to all of the girls) Wrich one de you lack most like?
[ identity question/

(Pointing to one of the whites and tc one of the biacks) .
Would you rathsr be this girl or that ons? [ identity ques't-iog?
(Pointing to all of the girls) Whish one would you mest like To
be? /[ ldemtity questiagf

Sixth Picture {six boys, thres white and three black)
-'(Repeat the first seven questions under tke Fiftn Plcturs, If

the respondent is a boy, repeat the remaining questions under
tne Fifth Picturs),

Part B, (Tell the subject that you want him to lock at the pictures once
more, Beginning with the Sixth Picture, and continuing through the
remaining pictures, ask him):

1,
2,
3.

Do you see a black child in this picturs? Polnt to him,
Do you see a white child in this picture? Point to him, :
Do you see a Negre child in this picture? Paint to him, :
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Do you see a Caucasian child in this picture? Point to him,

be
Do you see a Colored child in this pisture? Point te him,

5¢

(Por each of the above terms corrsctly identified, ask the fcllowing,
without using the pictures)s

1, Are you black, or are you whits?

2, Are you a Negr>?

3. Are you a Caucasian?

Le Are you Cglored?
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Desr

15 conducting a study of abhitadss of yeung people
as ,;ar‘\' aof a seripr ressarch project, Teu zrs spong twoze who have
basn rardordy chossn 51 purbielpate Lr the stwdy,  We need your help
in answering two questiommaliras requiring sbous thizty minuwbes of
your time, You will be given $4.,00 to coupsensats for your time and

transportation,

Randoich Macon

The gqusstiomnairss will ve given ths wesk of Fsbrusxy 7h through
February 12th, Monday through Friday at 4300 and &% 5:00 and Saturday
morning at 10:00 and st 11300 gt Randolph-Macon, Coms to Main Hall
lobby of the College, Thers a Randolph-Macon student will show you
where the questionnairzs are to be given, This is a study in which you
will not be identified in any wuy, for all responses are ¢ be ancnymous,

Enciosed is a postoard on whish you should indlcstes whether or not

you are willing to participste, which of the days and timss you plan to
coms, and 3 pl- 4 for your parest 2or guardlen to indicste approval,

1 bnpe very much that you can halp us In bhdls rsasarch project,

Jo Kennmehhn Moriand
Professor
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APPENDIX B

QUESTIONNAIRE I.

Directionss

The purpose of this study is to find cut how students feel about certain
words, On each page that follows you will find a different word and
beneath it a set of adjectives,

For example, assume that the word at the top of the page is PURPIE. If
you feel that this word is very clesely related to one of the two pairs
of adjectives found on each line, place your check-mark as follows:

beautiful X 2 H H 3 2 2 _ugly
or
beautiful g ¢ 2 S g ¢ X ugly

If you feel that this word is quite closely relatved to one of the iwe
pairs of adjectives found on each line, place your check-mark as followss

beaubifui s X 3 s g g . g ugly

beavtiful g s $ g s X s ugly

. "

If you feel that this word is only slightly reiated to one of the two
pairs of adjectives found on each line, place your check-mark as fellows:

beautiful g s X 3 R $ vgly
or
beantiful s $ .3 8 X s 3 ugly

If you feel that this word is no closer to one adjective than it is to
the other, or if the adjectives are unrelated to the word, place your
check-mark in the middls space, as followss

beautiful H s s X 8 s g uzly

< . L3 - ». >

Do nob sign your name, but give the foliowing information about yourself:

Date of your birth

(Month) (Day)  (fear)

Your race

Your ge,

Your school

Your grads in school

—3 7.-

e -
|




beautiful S s g s 3 g ugly
clean 2 g . 3 . 3 ¢ s dirty
sad 8 8 8 2 St .. happy
fair 8 g 8 8 g 8 unfair
dishcnest 2 8 S .3 § 3 honest
unpizasant. g 8 8 ¢ 4 § pleasant
brave 3 H 3 8 2 3 cowardly :
: awful g 8 3 g 8 8 nice
;' o
: cruel s 3 3 H R K kind
}
goed 8 2 K 8 8 § bad

(The remainder of the pages of the questionnaire contained the abovs

ad jectives with the following terms evaluated: Black; Brown; White;
Yellow; Red; Friend; Enemy; American; Chinese American; Black American;
5 Mexican American; Japanese American; White American; Puerto Rican
American; and American Indian,)
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APPENDIX F

. QUESTIONMAIRE II,

Directions:
This study is an attempt to find out how Americans feel about each other,

Do not sign your name, but please give the following information about
yourself':

Date of your birth

(Month) (Day) (Year)

Your race

Your sex

When answering questions about the following groups, try to think of the
group in general instead of any specific individual, It is your first,
quick impression that is wanted, .

American Indians, I would be willing to have a member of this group:

1, go to a party I'm attending, Yes 3 No ; Not sure_ .
2, 1live in my neighborhocd, Yes ¢ Ne ; Not sure *
3. be a member of my team, Yes s No 3 Not sure_ .
4o live next door to me, Yes 3 No 5 Not sure .
5. go to a party as my date, Yes ; No ; Not sure

6, marry my brother or my sister Yes 3 No_____s Not sure

7. be a close, personal friend of mine, Yes ; No s Not sure
8, marry me, Yes s No 3 Not sure__

{The remainder of the questionnaire contained the above statements to be
used with the following racial-ethnic categories: Black Americans;
Chinese Americans; Japanese Americans; Mexican Americans; Puerto Rican
Americans; and White Americans,)
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