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That the United States is a country of many distinet cultures, and all
too+~cften a setting for culture clashes, 1s obvious from racial situations
whiéh have developed over the years, and in particular the last fifteen ysars,
While culture conscliousness has bsen prominent in the Black, Chicano, and
Native Amerlcan movements, it 1s questionable if each oulture is aware of
tho bellefs and life styles of culturss othor than thelr own, Information
about cultural characteriatics can be provided in any nunder of ways, and can
bs tho tasls for attitudinal changes(Rich, 1974),

The purpose of tho present research was to determinoe the effeact of
varying decreass of cultural information activities on attitudinal chango
among representatives of co-culturas, The term "co-culture" (Smith, 1973)
refera to cultural groups in a country(the U,S,) other than the dominant
culture(Anzlo=Americans), “Co=-culturs” is preferred over the more frequent
lavel of "sub-culture" sinco 1t indicates the existence of different cultural
charactarisiics on an equal basis, rather than the comparison and evaluation
(usually subordination) of cultures to the dominant white cultursl standard,

A simllar distinction has been made by Williams(1970) in his discussion of
the difference and deficit theses as they relate to language of the poor,

In this initial exploratory investigation, two general research queations

wore examined, Flrst, what are the effects of four eultural information
activities on attitudes toward other cultural groups? Sscond, do co-cultures
differ in their amount of attitude change following engagemsnt in co-eultura;.
information activities? Published research on the impaect of co=ecultural
experionces 1s considerable (Iisager, 1949; Kiell, 1951 lambert, 1954} Loonis,



19481 smith, 1955 Tata, 1952} Wallace, 1949; Goff, 1962} Cardner, 1962),
Results, however, are inCon$istant. In a revisw of over thirty studles,

Cook and $e’1tiz (1955} deseribe the dilemmat

seedt loast thrée(studies) have reported no significant differences
In attitude related to the contact experience. Of the remainder, approx=
imately half repocted gensrally favorabla cnanges, The other half reported
qualified rosulte=--findings, for example, that some types of contact led
to favorabls attitude changes, others to unfavorable changes; or that
contact rasultec in favorable changes on the part of some individuals,
in no change on the part of others, and in unfavorable ehangas for atill
othersy or that contact led to changes in some dimensions of attitude
or behav jor tut not in others, Less systematic observations of
practical exporience have led to the same range of eonclusions, plus

8till another== that contact may lead to generally unfavorable attitudes
and even to actual violonce,

The research area s indoed multiefaceted, Selltiz, Hopson, and Cook(1956)
investigated the effects of altuation factoras on personal interaction beivwaeen
individuals from diffenrent eultures, The subjects used in the experiment were
¥ureopean awt non~Furopean studonts attending Amorican universities, The
researchers found that in certaln unlversities the opportunities for Puropean
students to assoclate with Americans was greater, Howover, no differences in
attitude changoe were found between Furopean students having either a hiri or
low dagree of interaction with American students, In an early study,
Metanmon{1936) reyorted favorable reactions by Anglo children toward Mexican=
Americana when thé Anglo pupils attended schools in which MexicaneAmerican
enrollrnunt was hlgncr, Mo Cammon alao found that knowing Moxican-Anericans

porsonally and reading about them in books wore tho tost sourcos of favoradlo
oplnions, while movies and hoarsay wers the chlef sourcaes of unfavorable
opiniens,

studlas lavestirating co-cultural and intorgroup relatlions(Triandis,
Milpass, and Tavidson, 1973) indieate that differences in attitude change are

kikely to ba obssrvad across both activitles and co=cultures,




Hoxever, most research findings in this area stem from studies con-
contrating on general notiona of intergroup relations and interaction, without
consideration of the effects of elther the type of contact between individuals
or tho amount and type of information about the different cultures which is
revealed in the coscultural activity, For example, Smith(1955) attempted %o
determine whether or not certain types of intercultural experiences have a
. ignificAant impact on individual attitudes and behavior, The results of hls
astudy suggest that an unstructured heterogenous intercultural experience does
not have a significant impact on ggggggl soclal attitudes, at least asa
measurod over a relatively brief timo span, However, spocific attltudes have
teen observed to change,

Triandis(1944)Y, in an extensive review of published research dealing with
cultural influences upron cognitive processes, concluded that attitudes of
persons of differsnt cultures may be quite different, and that much of the
variance in the culture-specific attitudes can be traced to the culture,
Culture=speciflc factors may influence human experience and perception. Tt
would seem reasonabls then that by processing culturgstound information and
obnervine different 1ife styles, attitudes might bo changed and/or new onos
might be formed,

The present study extended tho findlngs of previous ressarch by
exanining the effect of four different types of activities and interactions

or. attitudes botwoen co~cultures, Specific to the present resvareh was an
examination of a continuum of co-cultursl activitias, representing varying

degrees of exposurs to information about different cultural groups representae

tive of the Southwast United Statess Subjocts were drawn from the Black,

Chicano, Native Amsrican, and Anglo cultures,




The research was conducted in two stages, In the firast stage, °
somantlo differential scales were developed {or the measurement of attitudes

toward co=cultures, In the second stage, attitudinal changes across activities

and cultures were measurod,
TWo spaoifio hypotheses for Stage II werea formulatedg
1, There will be a greator amount of attitude change in a positive
direction as activities increase in degree of involvment(i,e,,
thoro will be more attitude change after the interaction

activity than after the reading, listening, or speaking

activities))
2, Co=cultures will differ in the amount of attitude change

followdng each aultural activity,

STAGE I

In the firat stage, scales were developed for the measuremont of

ettitudes toward co~cultures and of attitude changes in the mecond atage,

METHOD

The ecurrent investigatlion employed as its initlal item pool five aats
of 75 semantic differuntial-type scales roﬂpresanting the dimoenaion of
evaluation in studles reported by Negood (1957),1965), Fulton{1970), Williams,
(1971), and Civikly(1973)s Scales with higl loadings on given factors in
thezo stuales woere included, Thae item pool was composed of 75 semantle
differentinl~type scales for five concapta, Fach of the five sets of scales
was used to measure perceptions of a different cultural group, The specifie
cultui~l groups were; Black, Chicano, Native Amorican, Anglo, and Filipino,

These cultural groups weve chosen since four would bs used in the second



stage of the experimont. The Filipino group was used in the firat stage &z
construction of the scales only, The data in this investigation were coliscted
from 89 atudents entolled in btasic Speech Communication Courses at the
Univeraity of Now Mexico, Albuquerque, The students wera selected at random
and inastructed to indicate their feelings, about each particular cultural

group, as accurately as they could for each scale,

§£§tishlca1 Aralysis

Mrst, compnsite data from tho 89 subjects for the five concepts were
submitted to prineipal components factor amnlysls with varimax rotat’.on,
Second, the data from sach.culture=concept were submitted to principal
components factor analysis with varimax rotation, A total of sik factor
aralyses vers computed,

The eriteria for interpretation of the results included the following,
(a) an eigenvalue of 1,0 was sot for termination of factor extractioni (b)
for an 1tem to be considered loaded on a factor, 1t waa required to havo a
primary loading of at least ,50 on that factor and no secondary loading
above 403 (¢) in order for a factor to bs considered meaningful, it was
required to have at least four items loaded on it, The primary reason for
computing six separate analysos was to determine if the factors held across
all cultures, and if they did not, to locate cultureespacific factors and

sealas to e used in Stage II of the atudy,

Results
factor analyais of the campositve 375 scalss revealed two factors

composod of 28 scales{sco Table 1). These factors ware interpreted as

fcllows) Factor I, corresponding to Charactexr, accounted for 52,5% of the



total variance, Scalos with the heaviest loadings on this factor were;
kind=cruel, rood-bad, eourteous-disccurteous, Factor II measured Sociabllity
and overt behavior, and accounted for 16% of the varlance, It was characterized
by such scales as; extroverted-introverted, talkative~shy, and timid-bold,
Factor analysis of the Filipino scales revealed two factors composed of
13 scalos(seo Table 2), Factor I (Chararter) accounted for 36,1% of the vari=~
ance with representative scales being pleasant-unpleasant, likeadble=not
likeadble, and goodenaturedw=irritable, mctor II (§223ability)
accounted for 9,5% of the variance, Representative scales ineluded
advonturous=cautious, talkative-shy, and extroverted=introverted,
Fetor Analyals of the Anglo scales rovealed two factors conmposed of

10 scales(see Table 3), Factor I was identifled as Attractiveness and

aceountedl for 337 of Lho variance, Scales {inecluded with the factor weres
respactful-disrespesctful, falreunfalr, attractive~repulsive, factor II
fﬂhﬁf?fﬁgi) appreared to measure interporsonal tralts, accounted for 10,1% of
thae variance, and included auch scales asi concerned-indifferent, selfishe=
unselfish, honest-dishonest,

Factor analysis of the Dlack scales revealed two factors composed of

17 acales(sec Table 4), The factors were Interpreted as follows; Factor I
(Yalue) appeared to measure significance and accounted for 38.,7% of the
varlance, Scales included with this factor were; significant-insignificant,

valuable~worthless, important-unimportant, Faetor II (Sociabilitz) was
concerned with interpersonal behaviors and accounted for 8,1% of the variance.
Roprosontative scales wored agroeable-~disagreeadbls, friendly-unfriendly, and

sociable-unsociabdblo,




Factor analysis of the Chicano scales revealed two factors composed of

19 scales(see Tadble 5)s Factor I (Soclability) was concerned with interw

personal bshavioras and accounted for 48,4% of the variance, Scales leading
heavily on this factor were; safe=dangerous, good«bad, and sweet~sour,
Factor IT was interpreted to measure Compatonca and accounted for 9,0%

of the variances, '~ ' ! Scales characterizing this factor were; expsrte
inexpert, experienced=inexpereinced, and educatsd-uneducated,

Factor analysis of the Mative Ameriecan ccales revealed two factors

composed of 28 scales(ses Table66)s Factor I measured Soclability and

accountod for 37.9% of the variance, with such scales as secretive-candid,

enthusiaatle~hesitant, and intimate-~romote, Tactor II was ldentifiable as

Charactor and accounted for 15.9% of the varlance., Represontative scales

for this factor were; pleasant-unpleasant, sweot-sour, and peactful«belligorent,
A summary chart of the six factor analyses and the variance accounted

for by each lfactor follows

Analysis actor Y Factor IX
Composite Cnaracter (52.5%) Soclability (16,0%)
Filipino Character (36,1%) Sociability (9.5%)
Anglo Attractiveness (33,0%) Character (10,1%)
Black value (38,7%) Sociability (8,1%)
Chicano Sociability (48,4%) competence (9,0%)
Mtive Ameriean Sociability (37.9%) Character (15,97%)




Diacussion

The findings of the first study indlcate that similar factor structures
wero found when measuring tne perceptions of coc=cultures together or separately,
Howover, although the factors were interpreted simi arly across cultures, the
scalus loading highost were culture-bound, In other words, it appears that the
sealas resulting from each culturs would be more sallient overall predictors
of attitudes and attitude change for that oculture than the acales resulting

from the original 375 scales taken togather,

STAGE II

The secbnd astage of the research was planned to anawer two rescarch
quastions, Firat, is there a difference in the effects of certain co~cultural
information activities on attitude changus toward other cultures? Ssecond, are
thera differences batween co-cultures in the amount of attitude change following
engagonent in spocific co-cultural actliviels,

Por tho first question, four co-cultural activities were investigated;

(1) a reading activity in which subjects wore exposed to information describing

three cultures in addttion to their oun|i

(2) a listening activity in which
subjects listened to audio tapes approximately thirty minutes in length,
deseribing throe cultures in addition to their own;z (3) a speaking activity

in whieh subjects gave spoechoes in support of three cultures other than their

owny and (4) an interacting activity in which subjects interacted personally
with a spacifie culture othor than their own.3

msed upon the results of Stage I, the attitude measures used wore
speeific to each co-culture, and were measured across the two seaparate faectors

for cach eulture, Four scales were used for the measurement of each factor,



A total of eight scalos‘for each culture were used in the protesteposttest
measurements, For each activity, the scales were randomly roflecfed and
scrambleds All subjects read the same material, heard the same tapes and
received identical instruction forms and obaervation forms for the speaking

and lntoracting activities respoctively,

Subjocts

To answer the first question (1,e,, whether a difference existed in the
effacts of cortain coecultural activities on attitude changes towxad other
cultures), six Anglo and six Chicano studentsa enrolled in tasie Spesch
Communicatlon classos at the Unlveraity of New Moxico, Albuquernue
were used, Dlfferance scores for both Angler and Chicanos were computed
from protest-posttest measuremanta of the three cultures other than their own
for each activity, excepting the interacting activity.5 No comparisons could
be made between co-cultures bocavse of a possible order effact resulting from
having the same subjects participate in all of the activities and all of the
testing sessions, FRowaver, differences across activities acould be observed,

To answer tho sacond questlon (i,e., whether a difference existed between
cortaln co-cultures in the amount of attitude change followlng engagement in
four co-cuttural activities), twclve Anglo and twelve Chicano students enrolled
at the same unlversity woro used, In order to determine whether c¢co~culturaes
differed Ln attitude changes toward culturaes other than their own.‘separate
samples were used in each activity, MHowever, tocause of the limited number of
subjects avallable, it was necessary at the present time to randomly select two
activities as a sample of the original four, Twelve Anglo and Twelve Chicano
subjects participated in tho reading activity; twelve Anglo and twelve Chicano

subjocts partictpated in the listening activity,
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Dependent Measures

Somantic differontial=type scales developed in Swago T of the study were
usud to measure attitude changes. For Anpglos, Fuctor I, tho scales used ware;
respectful-disrespectful (455)1 fair-unfalr(,56)1 happy~sad(,?75), and attractivee
repulsive(,71). For Factor II, tho ascales used were; unaelfish~selfish{,69),;
concerned-indifferent(,64); honeat~dishonest(,53); and kind-cruel(,52),

The ecales used to measure Factor I for Mative Amoricans wores candlide
secrotive (482} timid«bold(s75)1 talkative=-shy(.74)1 and open=closed (.67),

For Ffctor IT, the ocales uscd were: agrecable-disapgreeable(.76); beautifule
ugly(.71)1 pleasant-unpleasant{,69); and sweet=sour(,66),

The scales used to measure Factor I for Blacks were: important-unimportant
(176)y significant-insignificant{,71); valuable=worthless(.69); and attractive-
repulsive(.67)s For Factor II, the scdes used were; good=natured=-irritadle
(s73)1 sweet-sour(,69); soclable~unsocladble(,69)1 and agroeable~disagrecable{,64),

The scfales used to measuro factor I for Chicanos wore: sweet-sour(,76);
safe=dlangerous (,76)3 good=tad (475)3 and courtecus-discourteous(,69), for Factor
11, the scales used were: educatedsuneducated(474); experte=inegxpert(.66),
suceassful-unsuccessful {,64), and advantaged~-disadvantaged (459),

Seale scoras wervae summed only acroas thelr ropresantative factor,
Mifference ccoraes were computed from pretest-posttest measurements on the two
soparata factors for each of the four cultures, Differonces secores we. . uesd

to in anilysca computod to teat the two hypothuses,

Progeiure

To anawer the first question, a group of six anglo and si¥ chlecano
subjects engaged in a serles of four co~cultural activitles over a four-month
perlod.6 Prior to and following each activity, subjects rosponded to attitude

scalos noted previously. Subjects wore participating in activities naturally




alie

occurring in thelr Speech Communication course in Iftercultural Communication,
Testing and activity times were held constant for all subjects,

Answering the second question involved having individual co=cultural
subjects come to an assigned room and engage in a single activity, Prior to
and following the activity, each subject responded to attitude scalea\describod
earlier, The completion of the total number of individual activities took

four months, Testing and activity timaes were held constant for all subjects,

Statistical Anal/sés

Twalve ono~way analyses of variance wero computed to answer the first
research question, 3Six wore computed on each of the two factors examined,
The analyses were computed as follows;
i. The attltude changes of Anglos toward Chicanos across all four
activities(ractors I and IX)g

2, ThHe attitude changes of Anglos toward Blacks across the reading,
listening and speaking activities(Factors I and II)}

3, The attitude changes of Anglos toward Mative Americans across the
reading, listening, and speaking activities(Factors I and II)

L4, The attitude changos of Chicanos toward Anglos across all four
activitiea(factors I and II)}

S¢ The attitude changes of Chicanos toward Blacks across the readlng,
listening, and speaking activities(Factors I and II)

6, The attitude changes of Chicanos toward Matlve Ampricans across the

reading, listening, and speaking activities(metors I and II),

To answor the sacond research question, twelve indfependent t-tests
were computed, The computation of theso tesis was justified since all
comparisons were orthogonals Six wero computed on each of the two factors

, oxamineds The anrlyses wore computcd as follows,
<




1, The attltudo changea of Anglos toward Chicanos between reading and
listening activitles{Factors I and I1)y

2. The attitude changes of Anglos toward Blacks between reading and
listening activities (Factors I and IT)s

3. The attitude changes'of Anglos toward Native Americans bvetweea reading
and listoning activities(foctors I and II)s

¢ The attitude changes of Chicanos toward Anglos bewteen reading and
listoning activities(Mmectors I and II); |

5« The attitude changes of Chicanos toward Rlacks between reading and
listening éotivlties(ﬂactors I and I1);

6, The attitude changes of Chicanos toward Naitive Americans between

reading and listening activitles(Factors I and II),

Comparisons (t-tests for related measures) were made betwaen pratests and
poettasts for each cultural group, for each actlivity, and for each of the

two factors, The ,05 level of confidence was set for all anmalyseos,

Results
refore computing any of the primary analyses, it was nesessary to ensure
that the protest means for all conditions did not differ, Simple analyses
of vartlance indicated that no significant differences existed on any group
of pretost scores,
On each of tho three types of analyses computed, no slgnificant differences
were fourd, All one-way analyess of variance resulted in F<1, All independent

t-tosts resulted in t<i, All correlated t-tests resulted in t'<1.7




Discussion

Hypotheses 1 and 2 were not s.-ported for the study, FPFlrst, findings
indicate that thre is no difference in the effects of certsin co-cultural
information activities on attitude changes toward other cultures, [t is
important to nots that not only were no differences observed acroas any group
of activities for any of the cultures observed, but also that no significant
changea In pretest«postteust attitudes resulted for any eulture on any
activity, Second, findings indicate that thore is no differance bvetwsen
cortain co-cultures(l,e., Anglos and Chicanos) in the amount of attitude change
following engagement in apscifle co-cultural activities, Also, both of the
co~cultures used to answer the second research queation indicated no pretest-
posttest attitude changes or difference score changes between any pair of
co-cultures or any ppalr of co-cultural activities,

The lack of confirmatlon of the two hypothesas does agree in part with
past rescareh that also rePorts no differences in cultural activities and no
obaervable attltude changes except on very specific attitudes and for long~term

personal interactions(MC Cammon, 1936y Cook and Selltiz, 1955), ' |

N 1

e bt e 4R Bm bu s i et e ama 4

Howéver, the résﬁi¥§‘df»the preé;ﬁéuﬁtudy may be the conssquance of
several factors, First, the fact that such small n's were used in the
computation of all statlistical analyses made it a much more rigorous test,
More data is in the process of being collected and all analyses will be
recomputed with the larger 5'3.8 Second, it may wvery well be that the
activities investigated in this study were not sufficlently realistic or
representative of each culture, However, judges did agree that the material
for the reading and 1llstening satlvitles discussed similar tppies for each

wWere
culture, Although the activltiea/choaen to represent the cognitivs,



affective, and psychomotor dimensions of the learning oxperience, post interviews
Wwith with subjects in the fnteracting activity (subjects interacted in the

home environment of a member of a cultnre other than theiy own), indicated

that soveral home situations wero no different from the participant-observer's,
and to oxpect change in such cases would be misleading,

Third, the procedure used may have been ineffective, countering any
effect on attitude change, However, the attitude ceales used were scrambled
and reflected for each testing, and time was held constant for subjects and
activities, Flnally, issues regarding the sample and population should be
roviewed, In retrospect, the use of college students is most probabdbly a
blased sample, one which tends to have more liberal attitudes to begin with,
particularly on soecial issuos, suéh as that considered in this study, There
is also the possibllity that college students are quite sensitive to measures
of attitudes to a culture in general, (rather than a particular indivudal who
happens to be a member of a specific culture), resulting in a reluctance to
make a more definite resp_onse for each scale., It is also suggested that
factors other than culiure may bte operating, notably eduecational
attalnment and socio-economie status(Rich, 1974), A regression analysis of
on imcoming dats will determine if this is so, Another matter relating to
population is that the New Mexico area offers a unique place for eross-cultural
relationshipss The co=ocxistonca of different cultures appears to be widely
accepted and more supported than in many arcas of the country, Pretest means

{gonerally § or 6 on a 7 point scale) indicate that co-cultures were initially
favoratle toward culfures other than their own, making it harder to achlieve any

noticeabls attitude change, It should be noted that the results also
indicate that therewas no slgnificant decrease in attitude,
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Whatever the reason, whother any or a combination of the above, the
present study suggests further research investigating different samples,
activities, and co=cultures in different areas of the country, Undoubtedly,
the nature of this initial research has been exploratory, The findings of
the firat atage of the study(scale construction) should offer assiastance
to future investigateras, The cvlitural faotora identified and ths scalea
developed can bo used to retest the same questions posed in this study,

It would also bo interesting to determine whether the same culture«specifie
ncales and factors emerge In othor populationa in the U,3,=-a task
similar to Osgood’'s(4971) research on the international lsvel, and one

which could miko similar analogles within the U.S,
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FOOTNOTES

The reading selection was entitled "Communication in Traiisracial Situations, "
by Arte Johnson, The artiecle discusses positive and negative stereotypes
for Anglos, Blacks, Chicanos, and Native Amoricans, and difforences in life

orientations (time, relational aspects, man=nature peresptions, and aetivity)

for each culture,

The audio tapes were recorded by known individuals in the University of
New Mexico community, Inch individual was introduced as a reprasentative

from a spneffie eo~culture,

Fach of the activities was chosen to represent one of Pophan's (1965)
dimensions of learning:; ecognitive, affective, psychomotor, or a eombine

ation of any two or all thres,

Tnta were collected for additional subjects, but these subjects cited were
the pairs that had similar interactions and therefore could be analyzed for

all four activities,

For the interacting activity, each subjeet interacted with only ons other

culture, i,e8,, Anglos with chicanos and vice versa,,

Black and Native American subjects were alao used but due to the extremsely
low numbers, they were not ineluded in this part of the analysis, Ffforts

are belng made to procure more respoases from representatives of these two

ecultures,

The Critical *F" value necded was 3,10, df = 3/20; the eritical "t” valus

for indepondent measures Was 2,23, df = 10 the critical "t” value for

' _'ngrélgteqvméqns was 2,20.‘d£:é411._._1,;‘




8, Bacause all of the statiatical anilyses proved to be aon-slgnifiecant, and
because the researchers are still collecting data to re-analyze the research
questions, no tables were included in this convention report, Resulting

moans, t's, and F's, can be obtained by contacting either of the authors

at the Univeraity of New Mexico.
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TABLE 1

Rotatcd Factor Matrix of Perceptiona of all Cultures

Variables Factors
I 11
1. Respeetful - Disrespectful .58% -.05
2. Xiad - Cruel L 70% -.01
3. lonest - Dishonest G0% -.10
4. Talr - Unfair 59% .00
5. [Extroverted -~ Introverted -.Nn3 + 554
6. Pcaceful - Belligerant LG5* =23
7. Aprceable - Disagrccable LO01% -,00
8. Adventuroua ~ Cautious -.01 »56%
9 Sweet - Sour W1 .15
10, Good-natured - Irrf{table \59% 01
11. Friendly - Unfriendly 64k .23
12, Beautiful - Uply S50% .09
13. Talkative -~ Shy ~.12 74
14. Courtcous - Dlacourtcous GO % -, 06
15. Responsible - Trresnonsible 506% .02
16, Candfd - Secretive -.10 LS4
17. Safe - Danperous LGO* -.00
18. Smooth -~ Bough W 57% -.00
19, Good - Bad J60O* .05
20, Open - Closed .22 L 52%
21, Sincere - Insincere ' L62% .01
22, Likeable - Not Likeable 62% 13
23. FEathusiastie ~ lesitant .05 “53%
24, Active - Passive .03 ) L534
25, Virtuous - Sinful R . 55% .14
26, Nice - Awful JO6* 07
3. Timtd - Bold | - 22 L63%
28, Pleasant - Uapdeasant . 68*% =00
% Total Variadce Gy e 52,5 . 16 | |
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TABLE 2

Ratated TFactor Matrix of Perception of TFi{lipinos

S — —

- Y -

Factnrs
Variables I I

1. Attractive - Repulsive 61k .06
2. Ixtroverted - Introverted 07 6T
3. Peaceful - Belliperent ShR -.13
h.  Adventurous - Cautious .06 ' L2k
5. Good natured - TIrritable 53k .15
6. Beautiful ~ Ugly .G6* .23
7. Shy -~ Talkattve .12 GO*
8. Responsible - Trresponsible '.55* N}
9.  Seccretive - Candid .00 .53%
13. Likealle - Yot likeable L70% .05
11. Comfortable - uncomfortable ' S50% N6
12, Nice ~ Awful 3% 07
13.  Pleasant - Unpleasant . 75% .02
% Total Variance 36.1 9.5

*
Items Loading Ufghest on Factor Indicated.




TABLE 3

Rotated Factor Matrix of Perceptions of Anglos

Variables Factors
1 I1
1. Respectful - Disrespectful ' 55% .28
2. Kind - Cruel .38 324
3. llonest - Dishonest . 35 520
4, Palr ~ Unfair .S6% .38
5. MNappy - Sad +75% 02
6. Attractive - Repulaive W71k .05
7. Artistic - Unartistic .05 s S0R
8. Courteous - Discourteous 02 S1%
9. Concerned - Indifforent 07 4%
10.  Unselfish - Selfish .10 »69%
% Total Variance 33 10,1

%
Items Loading Highest on Factor Indicated.




TABLE 4

Rolated Factor Matrix of Perceptions of Blacks

-— —_—

Variables Factors
I 11

1. Attractive - Repulsive H69% W15
2. Sipnificant - Insignificant W 71% ..16
3. Artistic - Unartistic .64 % .07
4. Valuable - Worthless «6O% .33
5. TPcaceful - Belligerant W11 L S0%
6.  Sharp - Dull WS1% .02
7. Important - Unimportant . 76% .25
8. Aprceable - Disaprceable .13 o0
9., Swecet - Sour W20 L
10. Good-Naturcd - Irritable W16 ' 53%
11, Friendly - Unfriendly .19 W 73%
12, Beautiful - Ugly O1% .17
13. Admirable ~ Contemptible 317 .23
14, Concerned - Indifferent .20 «53%
15. Smooth = Rough .25 «S4%
16, Seciable - Unsociable .21 . 69%
17. Stronp - Weak «51% .22

% Total Vatiance 38.7 8.1

*
Items Loading Highest on Factor Indicated




Table 5

Rotated Tactor Matrix of Perceptions of Chicanos

T e e e e e e e o e et it et ot - e e o T e et s e s e e e o ettt s

Variables Factors
1 11
1, sipgnificant-{nafpnificant . 50 05
2. peaceful-belliperent +55% . .13
3. aprecable-digsabrecable S1% .07
4. experienced-inexpericaced .22 .54k
5. sweet-aour LT6% .17
6. fricndly-unfricndly 60K W15
“. courteous-discourteous GO .20
8. advantaged-disadvantaged .07 .50k
9. safe-dangerous LT6% .07
100 syooth-rough LG5 .16
11. good-bad ' L75% .16
2. sincere=insincere .53% .28
13, ronfovtalle-uncemfercable ST .12
14, nice-awful 0% A1
15, competent-incompetent .28 .54 %
16. expert-incxpert .07 L66%
17. pleasant-unpleasant .53% .10
.18. educated-uncducatod .11 . CTh%
19. successful-unsuceessful .16 NTX.
% Total Variance 48.4 1,0

*Items loading hiphest on factor indicated




Table 6

Rotnted TFactor Matrix of Perceptions of Native Americans

o e e o o o e et el =t e = w8 o - e = > 4 it~ o e, e s

Variables Factors
I I
1. Falr-unfair .03 L56%
2, attractive-repulsive 31 LH1*
3. dintimate-remote 63*% .16
4. peaceful-belligerent .23 .50%
5. aprecahle-disagrecable .10 V764
6. sweet-sour .20 LO6%
7. good-naturcd--irritable NS LG4k
8. friendly-unfriendly .19 634
9. beautiful-uply .19 L71%
10, shy-talkative Th% .07
11,  sceretive-candid L 82w .02
12, advuntaped-digadvantaged LJG2R 11
13.  smooth-rough .20 .51%
14, pooad-bad .26 . 51%
15. open-closed .68% .25
16. “likcable-uot lihkeable 1t J53%
17. enthusiastic-hesitant .50% .06
18, comforiable~uicomfortable .34 .51*
19, passive-active ; JO5% 04
20, energetic-tired V51 .13
21, nice-avful .04 65%
22, timid-hold L75% N1
23.  pleasant-unpleasant .05 v O9%
24, positiviscic-nenatlvistic L60% .28
25, soclable-unsociable LG1% .29
26. responsive-unresponsive . 50% .25
27. confldent-undonfident 65% .16
28. veak-strong «53% .09
% Total Var{ance 37.9 15‘%
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*Itema loading higliest on factor indicated -
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