









































































































































4=11

a photograph of a Negro, another by a photograph of a Japanese
American and the third by a photograph of a white person. If
the personality descriptions are equivalent, any differences in
the assessments of the personalities within each trio should be
a function of the accompanying photograph.

Our first task was to equate the members of each trio of
descriptions. We decided to have evaluations made both in terms
of social acceptance as indicated by social distance items, and
in terms of adjective ratings of the sort used in the semantic
differential. Accordingly, two rating forms for each personality
description were developed. The semantic differential version
contained nine adjectives loading on the evaluative factor, two
adjectives loading on the potency factor, and two adjectives
loading on the activity factor. The social distance version
contained 12 social distance items.

Photographs were taken of persons posed against a grid
showing height and breadth. Our hope was that this would give
the impression that the photograph was an idenctification photo-
graph giving information about the individual's height and
weight. Two photographs are obtained of each individual; a
standing full face picture and a standing profile.

Data Collection. The semantic differential form (without
photographs) was given to 101 students enrolled in an introductory
psychology course. The social distance version (without photo-
graphs) was given to 102 students enrolled in the same course.

Data Analysis and Results. Means and standard deviations
for each persomality description were obtained on each adjective
and social distance item. Means and standard deviations were
also obtained for each of the three factors of the semantic
differential and for the total of the 12 social distance items.
The rewults clearly show that the ratings of the person described
are strongly influenced by the number of factors that are "high"
in the personality sketch. Reactions toward different members
of the trios we created were very similar. However, differences
were found in some cases; here we attempted revision in order
to increase similarity within the trio. Subsequent ratings by
75 new subjects indicated that these revisions had been successful.

Another aspect of this preliminary analysis was directed to
the selection of items from the pool of social distance and
semantic differential items with which we started. We correlated
the evaluative, potency, and activity mean values obtained on the
semantic differential version with the mean social distance values
obtained for the identical descriptions. This resulted in Pearson
correlation coefficients of: .93 between social distance and the
evaluative factor; .59 between social distance and potency; 91
between social distance and activity. This result would indicate
a fair amount of interchangeability between social distance items
and semantic differential adjectives.

























































































































































































































































































