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ABSTRACT ' - .

Chazr pl ment was used to determine the'effect‘on

social distanée created ;a person being perceived as homosexual in
r

adnates _subjects,” 80 hale and 40 female, / .

experimenter vho orally administered a specifically designed Axtitude
Tovwards Homosexzuality Scale. In the treatment condition, the .
experimenter wore a ."gay and proud” button and was introdaced- 4s
gorking for the Assaciation of Gay Psychologists; in the control
condition the same experimenter wore Ro button and was introduced as
a graduate student working on a thesis. A 2x2x2 completely randomized .

- -of subject as the three factors. An analysis of variance indicated

significantly greater social distance when the experimenter gas -

design was used with button-no button, sex of experimenter, and sex \<\;\
perceived to be homosezual in orientation. A significant three-factot

.interaction effect was also found (p<.001). The greater distance

resalt was almost eRtirely a function of same sex pairings rather

than different sex pairings of experimenter and subject, Hale .
subjects reacted with greater social—&is%agge in ifteraction with a
male experimenter perceived to be homosexual than did fempadle subjects.
in interaction with 'a female experimenter perceived to be howmosexual.
Results are discussed in terms of Helnberg'®s theory of homophobia.,
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ATTITUDES'TOWABD ﬁOMOSEXUALITY AND SOCTIAL bLSTANCE

- » Ll
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od . Stephen F. Morin, Kathleen E. Taylor, . an&"r‘,"o‘..iwei?fﬁé'“
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— . and Stanley J. Kielman . 1Af5 DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REFRO §
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Chair placement was used to determine the effect on soclal -
H T . - ’ I
distance created by 'a person belng percelived as homosexual 1n
orientation. The in;erection effects of .sex of experimenter-and
| [ sex of subject were also investigated. ' ) !

L

Eighty undergradﬁatebsubjegzs, 40 male and 40 [emale, swere -
o N u‘e
interviewed for 10 minutes by either a male or a female experf-

o

menter wheo orally(adminiétqred a specifically designed Attitude

waaids Homosexuality,Scaie; In the treatment condition, the -
- . -8 L]

experimenter wore a '"gay and proud” button -and was introduced.
. ' . ~ - * '
~ as working for the Asgsociation of Gay Psychologists; in the con-

trol condition the same experimenter wore no butteon and was in-

" lttroddiced as .a graduate student working on a thesis. A 2x2x2
completely réndomized design was used with butfdn—no Eutton, sex

| . .
of experimentér, and sex of subject as the three factofq. Soc}al

. -
LI

distance was measured by distancé Oﬁ chair pThcemeﬁt in inches from

- -

T

-

b experimenter. ' ‘ .
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An analysis of variance indicated significantly gfeaf%r n . ) ;

soical distance whén the experimenter was percelved to be homo-

- . +
-

- T
sexual in orientation. A significant three-factor interactidn ',H'/{‘-

. effect"waé also found (p<.001). ' The gfeater'distance result whas

~ - P . . . .
o - almosttghtirely a function of same sex pairings {ft er tha? o
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different dex palrings of experimenter and subject, Male syb- . . y

jects reacted with greater spcial distance in interaction with

[y

a male experimenter pérceiyéd to be homosexual than did female

subjects in interaction with a female experimenter perceived taq Y

be homosexual. An analysis of varlance on the Attitude Towards-; o
v Homosexuﬁlity Scale schres showed a‘tepdenkj to giv; mo;e proho;b—
sexual respoﬂ;es under the butéan condition, al£hduéh thesé d{f-
- ferenceq'féxléd to reach statistical siénifidance. . | :
Regults are discu;s:a in terms of Weinberg's theory of homo-
phoblia, the irratibnai fear;of.being in close prdximity to homosex-,
ually orlented persons. The problemq of the éay p;rwon dealing with

with-homophobfc attitudes .paricularly 1n;;herapiats_are conaldered.

‘Means of changigg-homobhobic attitudes amd controllfng socjial '

situations are suggested.

6 N b

. . : . " '_\- . (
Paper read at the .83rd Annual Méetiﬂg of the American Psychologica&l e 4

-

Assoclation, Chicago, Lllinois, September, 1975. .
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.\’

vy

5

f‘k

" Bource.. ¢ 85 s MS > F
1. A (Button) 918,013 918.013 cq/aeg = 30.119088°¢
Po hat B, (68.306 - 668,308 (/26 T 21.929144%°
A.7A at B, 288.907 228.907 (3/269: 9.47818332°
. A at c“ 261.121 261.121 '%4/?6)-~ 8.5666,069* .
_'5. A at cp . 766 .336 766 . 336 5/26) (' .25.141016%
C. B (Sex“of E)y 12641049 1264 .09 (6/26) . | 41.469705%*
7: B at'A, 874,226 -, ° 84,204 (7/26) 28.680701°®
8. Bat A 429.,025% 429,025 , £8/26) 14 .07504¢° =,
9. B at c 617 .797 '617.797° 9/26 ) - 20.26809°°
10, 7 at cp . (U6 . 1416 646.416 . 10/20) 21.206995% ¢
S, C (Bex“of 8) ©. . 74:88% ° 74.883% - {(11/26) 2456895 .
12, C &t A, b L7288 .728 1(12/26) . 0236835
1%, C-at A&, 129,599 " *409.599 13/26) 4.254'/595
Wi G oat By 34,040 34 040 N4 /26) 1 .11675%16
15. € at B, 41,007 . 41 .007 (15/26) 1.345%182
6. AB 39.3 " 393 (16/26) / 1.2893166
17. AB at C, 30%.601 303 .601 Eav%za) 9.96075% *
18. AB at C, 19,422 19.427 - 18/26 ) .637178%
19. BE d 00.1640 . 00.1640 ° (19/26) .00%3803%
"0. BC at A, *150.877 160..877 20/26) . 5.277898°
?M. BC at A, - 176.401 176 4N %?17?ﬁ) 5.7871945°
e A VA S4.814 54 814 23/2G) 1.798085
"3. AC st B, 59.781 59.781 (23/26) 1.9610376
. AC at B, %33 .506 - 333,506 g 4/26) 10.941340 2@
", ABC 528,394 238,394 - 5/26) . 11.101059%*
DG, W, Cell D104 651, 30. u84963 - -
P'?. Total 4gsk . 28% npqr-’l 79 ; !
*ne O 3 98 .
. **pel 01 - .04 - ) .
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