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on a b o r t i o n  (A ppend ix  B) was g i v e n  t o  a l l  Sa a f t e r  c o m p le t in g  

t h e  e x p e r i m e n t .  Q u e s t i o n s  1 t h r o u g h  5 were t h e  i t e m s  u s e d  i n  

t h i s  s t u d y  to  m e asu re  t h e  i n t e r v i e w e r 1s a t t i t u d e s .  F o r  e x ­

am ple ,  i f  a  S i n t e r a c t i n g  i n  a c o n f l i c t  i n t e r a c t i o n  p e r c e i v e d  

t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  a s  one o f  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t ,  

q u e s t i o n s  1 , 2 f 3 , 5 and 9 would r e c e i v e  a  s c o r e  o f  4 o r  5 

i n d i c a t i n g  d i s a g r e e m e n t  w i t h  t h e  s t a t e m e n t .  Q u e s t i o n  4 would 

be g i v e n  a  s c o r e  1 o r  2 i n d i c a t i n g  a g r e e m e n t .  However, i f  

t h e  S. was i n t e r a c t i n g  i n  a  c o n d i t i o n  o f  low p o t e n t i a l  f o r  

c o n f l i c t ,  t h e  S would g i v e  q u e s t i o n s  1 ,  2 , 3 S 5 and 9 a 

s c o r e  o f  1 o r  2 i n d i c a t i n g  a g r e e m e n t .  Q u e s t i o n s  11 and 12 

p r o v i d e d  t h e  i n t e r v i e w e r  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  to  s t a t e  i n  h e r  own 

w ords  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  t h i s  e x p e r i m e n t  and h e r  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  

t h e  i n t e r v i e w e e .  S t a t e m e n t s  1 t h r o u g h  5 and 9 o f  t h e  q u e s t i o n ­

n a i r e  were t e s t e d  and r e t e s t e d  on a g ro u p  o f  15 f e m a l e s  w i t h  

a  .86  Spearman Rho r e s u l t i n g .  Q u e s t i o n s  6 , 7 and 8 were 

m e r e l y  f i l l e r  i t e m s  and were  n o t  u s e d  i n  t h e  m easurem en t  o f  

p e r c e i v e d  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t .

S e t t i n g

The e x p e r i m e n t a l  s e t t i n g ,  eq u ip m en t  and p r o c e d u r e s  were 

s i m i l a r  t o  t h o s e  o u t l i n e d  by A rg y le  and Bean (1965)  i n  an 

e x p e r i m e n t  d e s i g n e d  t o  m easu re  eye c o n t a c t ,  d i s t a n c e  and 

a f f i l i a t i o n .  The e x p e r i m e n t  t o o k  p l a c e  i n  a  room a p p r o x i ­

m a t e l y  8 f e e t  s q u a r e ,  e q u ip p e d  w i t h  a c e i l i n g ■m ic ro p h o n e ,  

and  a  one-w ay  window w i t h  an  a d j o i n i n g  o b s e r v a t i o n  room.

The room was u n f u r n i s h e d  e x c e p t  f o r  a  t a b l e  and. two c h a i r s .
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The s u b j e c t  and c o n f e d e r a t e  werfe s e a t e d  5 f e e t  a p a r t  mea­

s u r e d  f rom  c h a i r  c u s h i o n  to  c h a i r  c u s h i o n .  They were s e a t e d  

a t  an  90° a n g l e .  T h i s  was done so t h a t  t h e  g a z i n g  o f  t h e  

c o n f e d e r a t e  was l e s s  a p p a r e n t  to  t h e  S s .  The c h a i r s  were 

l o c a t e d  n e a r  a  c o r n e r  o f  t h e  w a l l  o p p o s i t e  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n  

window. P r i o r  t o  t h e  a r r i v a l  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t *  t h e  f em a le  

c o n f e d e r a t e  was s e a t e d  i n  t h e  c h a i r  f a r t h e s t  from t h e  e n t r a ­

n ce  to  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  room. The £>s were t h e n r e q u i r e d  to  

t a k e  t h e  r e m a in i n g  c h a i r  a s  shown i n  F i g u r e  1 ,

An o b s e r v e r  p l a c e d  on t h e  o p p o s i t e  s i d e  o f  t h e  one-way 

m i r r o r  m easu red  f r e q u e n c y  and d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  u s i n g  

c u m u l a t i v e  s t o p  w a tc h e s  an s  s c o r i n g  s h e e t s  (A ppend ix  C)«, 

F r e q u e n c y  o f  eye c o n t a c t  was m easu red  by t h e  number o f  t i m e s  

t h e  Ss l o o k e d  away f rom  and b ac k  t o  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e . A 

■ P earscn -P ro& uc t  Moment c o r r e l a t i o n  u s e d  to  m e asu re  t h e  

r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  two o b s e r v e r s  f o r  d u r a t i o n  i n  t h e  p i l o t  

s t u d y  y i e l d e d  a c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  . 9 7 .  The r e l i a b i l i t y  mea­

s u re m e n t  f o r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye c o n t a c t  b e tw een  t h e  o b s e r v e r s  

r e s u l t e d  i n  a  Spearman Rho c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  . 8 4 .  S in c e  r e l i a ­

b i l i t y  was so h i g h ,  o n l y  one o b s e r v e r  was u sed  i n  t h e  a c t u a l  

e x p e r i m e n t .

D a ta  G a t h e r i n g  P r o c e d u r e s

S u b j e c t s  who e x p r e s s e d  e x t r e m e l y  p o s i t i v e  (+1)  o r  

e x t r e m e l y  n e g a t i v e  (+ 5 ) a t t i t u d e  p o s i t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  

e x p e r i m e n t a l  were r a n d o m ly  a s s i g n e d  to  1 o r  4 e x p e r i m e n t a l  

c o n d i t i o n s ;  B la c k  Ss w i t h  B la c k  c o n f e d e r a t e  w i t h  low
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p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  (LPC) ahd high, p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  

(HPG); B lack  Ss w i t h  White c o n f e d e r a t e  low and h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  

f o r  c o n f l i c t ;  White Ss w i t h  White c o n f e d e r a t e  w i th  low and 

h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t ;  White Ss w i t h  B lack  c o n f e d e r a t e  

w i t h  low  and h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t .  T h i s  p r o c e s s  was 

r e p e a t e d  u n t i l  20 £>s p e r  c e l l  were a v a i l a b l e  to  p a r t i c i p a t e  

i n  t h e  s t u d y .

A l l  s u b j e c t s  r e c e i v e d  t h e  same s e t  o f  i n s t r u c t i o n s  

p r i o r  to  c o n d u c t i n g  t h e i r  i n t e r v i e w s  (A ppendix  D ) .  These 

i n s t r u c t i o n s  e x p l a i n e d  t h a t  e a c h  s u b j e c t  would c o n d u c t  an 

i n t e r v i e w  w i t h  a n o t h e r  s t u d e n t ,  a  c o n f e d e r a t e  o f  t h e  r e s e a r c h e r  

on t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  t o p i c .  S u b j e c t s  r e c e i v e d  a l i s t  o f  i t e m s  

to  i n c l u d e  i n  t h e i r  i n t e r v i e w s .  Each s e t  o f  i n s t r u c t i o n s  

c o n t a i n e d  a  p r a c t i c e  s h e e t  f o r  s u b j e c t s  to  become f a m i l i a r  

w i t h  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  t o p i c .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  s u b j e c t s  w ro te  down 

t h e s e  i t e m s  p r i o r  t o  conduc t ing ;  t h e i r  i n t e r v i e w s .

A f t e r  t h e  c o m p l e t i o n  o f  t h e  p r a c t i c e  and b a s i c  p r o ­

c e d u re  i n s t r u c t i o n  o n e - h a l f  o f  t h e  Ss r e c e i v e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g
•UK-

i n f o r m a t i o n ,  a b o u t  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e ;

The p e r s o n  you a r e  a b o u t  to  i n t e r v i e w  d i s a g r e e s  
w i t h  y o u r  a t t i t u d e  on a b o r t i o n .  She v iew s  any  p e r s o n  
t h a t  h o l d s  y o u r  a t t i t u d e  a s  b e in g  m i s in fo r m e d ,  and 
unaw are  o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  s o c i a l  p ro b le m s  f a c i n g  t h e  
w o r l d .  The r e s u l t s  o f  a P e r s o n a l i t y  t e s t  she t o o k  
s t r o n g l y  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  she i s  a  c l o s e d - m in d e d  i n d i ­
v i d u a l  and n o t  v e r y  r i g i d  i n  h e r  o p i n i o n s .

T h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  was d e s i g n e d  to  s u g g e s t  th e  s e t t i n g  c o n t a i n s  

a  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t ( H P C ) .  M eh rab ian  (1968)  i d e n ­

t i f i e d  n o n v e r b a l  b e h a v i o r s  w h ich  s i g n a l e d  l i k i n g  and d i s -
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l i k i n g .  S u b s e q u e n t l y  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e  was i n s t r u c t e d  n o t  to  

g e s t u r e ,  a v o i d  s m i l i n g  and n o t  t o  l e a n  fo rw a r d  i n  i n t e r ­

a c t i o n s  o f  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  c o n f l i c t .

The o t h e r  h a l f  o f  t h e  Ss who to o k  p a r t  i n  t h i s  s t u d y  

r e c e i v e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e  t h a t  was d e s i g n e d  

to  s u g g e s t  t h e  s e t t i n g  was o f  low p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  (1PC):

The p e r s o n  you a r e  a b o u t  to  i n t e r v i e w  a g r e e s  w i t h  
y o u r a t t i t u d e  on a b o r t i o n .  She a l s o  s e e s  any p e r s o n  
h o l d i n g  y o u r  a t t i t u d e  a s a  w e l l - r o u n d e d  and in fo rm e d  
i n d i v i d u a l .  A P e r s o n a l i t y  t e s t  she t o o k  i n d i c a t e s  
t h a t  she i s  an open -m in d ed  p e r s o n  and r i g i d  i n  h e r  
o p i n i o n s .

A i l  Ss t h e n  p r o c e e d e d  to  i n t e r v i e w  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e  f o r  a p ­

p r o x i m a t e l y  t h r e e  m i n u t e s  on t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  t o p i c  w h i l e  an 

o b s e r v e r  r e c o r d e d  t h e  f r e q u e n c y  end d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  

f o r  e a ch  s u b j e c t  on a  s c o r i n g  s h e e t  u s i n g  c u m u l a t i v e  s t o p  

w a t c h e s .  Im m e d i a te ly  a f t e r  c o m p le t i n g  t h e  i n t e r v i e w ,  Ss were 

t h e n  a s k e d  to  c o m p le te  p o s t t e s t  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  c o n c e r n i n g  

t h e i r  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  i n t e r a c t i o n .



S u b j e c t

C o n f e d e r a t e

O b s e r v e r

F i g u r e  1

A rran g e m en t  o f  S u b j e c t s  and O b s e r v e r s



RESULTS

The .05  c r i t e r i o n  was u s e d  to  t e s t  a l l  h y p o t h e s e s  

i n  t h i s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  A n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  and c h i - s q u a r e  

t e s t s  were  u s e d  t o  t e s t  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  d u r ­

a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  and f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  (ES) 

r e s p e c t i v e l y .  A c o m p le te  l i s t  o f  raw  s c o r e s  a p p e a r s  i n  

A ppend ix  E . I n  a d d i t i o n ,  p o s t h o c  a n a l y s e s  were c o n d u c te d  

to  f u r t h e r  examine t h e  d a t a .

Du r a t i o n  o f  Eye P o n t  a c t  ( EO) A; two -way ‘a n a l y  s i  s ' o f  

v a r i a n c e  was u s e d  to  t e s t  t h e  h y p o t h e s e s  c o n c e r n i n g  d u r ­

a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  i n  dyad  c o n d i t i o n s .  An E t e s t

i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  a l l  v a r i a n c e s  were homogeneous (E „  0 nr-oomax= c.. p o

d f= 1 9 ;  D>*05)# H y p o t h e s i s  1 p r e d i c t e d  a  l o n g e r  d u r a t i o n  

o f  eye c o n t a c t  b e tw e e n  members o f  t h e  same r a c e  d y ad s  

t h a n  b e tw e e n  members o f  d i f f e r e n t  x'ace d y a d s .  The h y p o t -  

t h e s i s  was n o t  s u p p o r t e d .
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T a b le  I  shows t h e  F v a l u e  f o r  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  r a c e  on d u r ­

a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t .  H y p o t h e s i s  2 p r e d i c t e d  a  l o n g e r  d u r ­

a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  i n  a  low p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  i n t e r ­

a c t i o n  t h a n  i n  a  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  i n t e r a c t i o n .  

T h i s  h y p o t h e s i s  was n o t  s u p p o r t e d .  The F v a l u e  f o r  t h e  

e f f e c t  o f  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  on d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  

i s  a l s o  shown i n  T a b le  I .

TABLE I

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR DURATION OF 
EYE CONTACT FOR SUBJECTS IN 

EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS

,1-... ...... . I ------------ ----------- . . .  ... ......... ................................................. .............-■{

S ource  I SS 1 d f r ms r  . L ? ___________

r> v

C o n f l i c t

Race X C o n f l i c t

E r r o r

T o t a l

5 1 5 .1 1 2 7  1 

7 .8 1 2 5  1 

7 0 2 .1 1 2  1 

4 0 4 7 8 .4 4 9 8  76 

4 1 4 7 0 3 .4 8 6 8  | 79

■ v  i  *n U-L z> . * -I-*- -  /

7 .8 1 2 5  

7 0 2 .1 1 2 3  

53 2 .6 1 1 2

•  Zi ^  i -*•

.0147

1 .3 1 8 2

! „  1 
i ± o

n s

n s



F re q u e n c y  o f  Eye S h i f t s  (E S ) .  T ab le  I I  shows t h e  

t o t a l  number o f  o b s e r v e d  f r e q u e n c i e s ;  f o r  same and d i f f e r e n t  

r a c e  d y a d s . C h i - s q u a r e  t e s t s  were u s e d  t o  t e s t  t h e  h y p o th e s e  

c o n c e r n i n g  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s .  H y p o t h e s i s  3 p r e d i c t e d  

a  h i g h e r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  b e tw e en  members o f  d i f ­

f e r e n t  r a c e  d y ad s  t h a n  b e tw e e n  members o f  same r a c e  d y a d s .  

H y p o t h e s i s  3 was n o t  s u p p o r t e d .  The c h i - s q u a r e  v a l u e  was 

n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t  a t  p £ .0 5  ( ^ = . 0 4 1 5 1 d f = l ) .

TABLE I I

OBSERVED FREQUENCIES' OF EYE SHIFTS FOR 
SAME AXTD DIFFERENT 

RACE DYADS

5
» T * * - e » 4 -
tj  a l t  V / r  KX Xjk V

* •

93

86

121

130

T o t a l  = 430

O - V .  - s
O  t X i  - i  o

79

80 

136 

141

T o t a l  = 436



H y p o t h e s i s  4 p r e d i c t e d  a h i g h e r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  i n  

h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  i n t e r a c t i o n  t h a n  i n  a low  p o ­

t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  i n t e r a c t i o n .  The h y p o t h e s i s  was n o t  

s u p p o r t e d .  The c h i - s q u a r e  v a l u e  was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t  a t

o b s e r v e d  f r e q u e n c i e s  f o r  i n t e r a c t i o n s  i n  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  

f o r  c o n f l i c t  and low p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t .

TABLE I I I

OBSERVED FREQUENCIES OP EYE SHIPTS POR 
SUBJECTS IN HIGH VERSUS LOW 

POTENTIAL POR CONFLICT IN 
EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS

T a b le  I I I  shows t h e  t o t a l  number o f

L
High C o n f l i c t Low u o m i i c t

79 80

93

136

86

141

121 130

T o t a l  = 429 T o t a l  -  437



24

A t w e l v e  i t e m  p o s t t e s t  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  was g i v e n  to  a l l  

Ss t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e i r  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  i n t e r v i e w e e  a f t e r  

t h e y  c o m p le t e d  t h e  i n t e r v i e w  i n  1 o f  t h e  4 e x p e r i m e n t a l  

c o n d i t i o n s .  T a b le  IT  shows t h e  mean f o r  e a c h  g r o u p  o f  Ss .

TABLE IT

POSTTEST MEAN ATTITOTES FOR BLACK AND WHITE 
SUBJECTS IN HIGH POTENTIAL FOR CONFLICT 

TERSUS LOW POTENTIAL FOR CONFLICT 
CONDITIONS

H igh P o t e n t i a l  C o n f l i c t Low P o t e n t i a l  C o n f l i c t

Dyad C o n d i t i o n

BOT B-W W-W

1 5 .6  17*6.. I S * 2

WOT

Dyad C o n d i t i o n

W-W

11.2 1 5 .2 5 1 1 .7

The f i r s t  l e t t e r  r e p r e s e n t s  r a c e  o f  Ss

The t e s t  t o  t e s t  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  b e tw e en  two i n d e p ­

e n d e n t  means s u g g e s t s  t h a t  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  

b e tw e e n  t h e  means o f  Ss i n t e r a c t i n g  i n  low and h i g h - p o t e n t i a l  

f o r - c o n f l i c t  c o n d i t i o n s  ( t - 5 d 6 6 2 ; d f= 7 8 ; t ^ . O O I ) .
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A d d i t i o n a l  A n a l y s i s . A l th o u g h  t h e  F v a l u e  i n  t h e  tw o -  

way a n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  t e s t  u s e d  to  t e s t  t h e  d u r a t i o n  o f  

eye c o n t a c t  i n  same and d i f f e r e n t  r a c e  d y a d s  p ro v e d  to  he 

n o n - s i g n i f i c a n t ,  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t e r  d e c i d e d  t h a t  b e c a u s e  o f  

t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  means o f  t h e  raw  s c o r e s  and l a r g e  am ounts  

o f  eixcor v a r i a n c e  t h e r e  were  c o n fo u n d in g  e f f e c t s  and t h e  

d a t a  w a r r a n t e d  f u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s .  A t h r e e - w a y  - a n a l y s i s  o f  

v a r i a n c e  t e s t  was t h e n  u s e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  

r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t s ,  r a c e  o f  c o n f e d e r a t e s  and p o t e n t i a l  f o r  

c o n f l i c t  on t h e  d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  by s e p a r a t e  c e l l s .  

The Prna:;r t e s t  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  a l l  v a r i a n c e s  were  s i m i l a r  

(Pmax= 5 .7 8 0 3 ;  d f=9 ;  P?*05)*  f a b l e  V shows t h e  means f o r  

d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  f o r  B lack  and White Ss i n  dyad 

c o n d i t i o n s .

TABLE V

MEANS FOR DURATION OP EYE CONTACT 
POR BLACK AND WHITE SUBJECTS 

IN DYAD CONDITIONS

H igh  P o t e n t i a l  C o n f l i c t  i Low P o t e n t i a l  C o n f l i c t

B-B B-W 1W-B B-B | B-

1 3 0 . 8  I 1 2 0 .2  [ 1 5 9 . 2  ( 1 5 5 . 6  j 1 2 2 .6  ( 1 4 2 . 2  1 5 4 .3  f15<

The f i r s t  l e t t e r  r e p r e s e n t s  r a c e  o f  Ss
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T a b le  VI shows t h e  F v a l u e s  f o r  t h e  t h r e e - w a y  a n a l y s i s  

o f  v a r i a n c e .  The t a b l e  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  main e f f e c t  r a c e  

o f  s u b j e c t  ( P^60*1833; d f = l ;  j){.001) was s i g n i f i c a n t  w h i l e  

r a c e  o f  c o n f e d e r a t e  and c o n f l i c t  were n o t .  The i n t e r a c t i o n  

o f  r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t  and r a c e  o f  c o n f e d e r a t e  was n o t  s i g n i f ­

i c a n t .  However,  t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  r a c e  o f  c o n f e d e r a t e  and 

c o n f l i c t  a p p r o a c h e d  s i g n i f i c a n c e  (P = 3 .3 1 3 9 ;  d f = l ;  £ > * ,0 5 ^ .1 0 ) .  

The o v e r a l l  i n t e r a c t i o n  o f  r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t ,  r a c e  o f  c o n f e d ­

e r a t e  and  c o n f l i c t  was s i g n i f i c a n t  (F = 5 .9 4 6 7 ;  d f - 7 2 ;  jo ^ .0 2 ) .

TABLE VI

THREE WAY ANALYSIS OP VARIANCE POR DURATION 
OP EYE CONTACT POR SUBJECTS IN 

EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS

Source SS
1

d f ras
h  -

Race o f  S u b j e c t  (A) 1 5 2 6 2 .8 1 2 5 1 15 2 6 2 .8 1 2 5 6 0 .1 8 3 3 * * *

Race o f  C o n f e d e r a t e  
(B) 1 0 3 .1 1 2 5 1 1 0 3 ,8 1 2 5 .4066

C o n f l i c t  (C) 1 3 7 .1 1 2 5 1 1 3 7 .1 1 2 5 .5434

A X B 7 9 .6 1 2 5 1 7 9 .6 1 2 5 .3139

A X C 3 6 5 .5 1 2 5 1 3 65 ,5125 1 .4 4 1 3

B X C 8 0 2 .6 1 2 5 1 8 0 2 .6 1 2 5 3 .3 1 3 9

A X B X C■ 1 5 0 8 .1 1 2 5 1 1 5 0 8 .1 1 2 5 5 .9 4 6 7 * *

E r r o r 1 8 2 5 9 .5 8 7 5 72

I

253 .6064

* * *  2  .001

* *  n  . 0 2
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S in c e  r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t  seemed to  have  a  v e r y  l a r g e  

s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t ,  t h e  F t e s t  

f o r  s im p le  e f f e c t s  was computed  f o r  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  r a c e  o f  

s u b j e c t s .  T ab le  V I I  shows t h e  F v a l u e s  f o r  r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t  

i n  e a c h  dyad c o n d i t i o n .  A l l  F v a l u e s  w ere  s i g n i f i c a n t ,

TABLE V II

ANALYSIS OP VARIANCE TESTS 
POR SIMPLE EFFECTS 

DYAD CONDITIONS

Dyad C o n d i t i o n SS ms d f P

Subj e c t C onfed ­
e r a t e C o n f l i c t !?

B lack B lack y e s |

. : r r t ~  * 4 -  ^  
J f t f r 'A X X  U  w Til■IJ J u . J. i . <?*

•' ° 107 1. ?'  - . -  - -
107 S „2 1 /7 2* 1 2 .1 2 5 9 ! ro ^#  U - u  |

...... „  J
B lack B lack

......._.......
no i

s..... ....... . _T_. n... .

'White B lack no 5814 5814 22 .92 2 2 ,9 2 .01  I
I

B lack White y es
. ... j

I

White White y es 7605 7605 1 / 7 2 2.9.9875 , 0 1  j

B lac k White no i

White J White no 7 9 3 .8 7 9 3 .8 1 /7 2 3 .1 3 0 0^ 1 • ^  ✓  1

1

B lac k  and White r e p r e s e n t  r a c e  o f  i n t e r a c t a n t s *



. T a b le  Y I I I  shows t h e  t o t a l  o b s e r v e d  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye 

s h i f t s  f o r  r a c e  o f  i n t e r a c t a n t s .  The c h i - s q u a r e  v a l u e  i n ­

d i c a t e s  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  o f  r a c e  o f  i n t e r a c t a n t s  o f  

f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  ( £ 2= 4 5 .8 8 7 8 ;  d f = l ;  £ < * 0 0 1 )«

TABLE V I I I

OBSERVED FREQUENCIES OF EYE SHIFTS 
FOR BLACK AND WHITE SUBJECTS

B la c k  Subj e c t s White S u b j e c t s

136

12.1

141

130

T o t a l  = 528 T o t a l

79

80

93

86

328



DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

D oth  t h e  . a n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  and c h i - s q u a r e  t e s t s  

showed t h a t  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t e d  i n  d u r a t i o n  

o f  eye c o n t a c t  and f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  i n  same and d i f ­

f e r e n t  r a c e  d y a d s  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  These  t e s t s  a l s o  showed no 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t e d  i n  d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  

o r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  i n  i n t e r a c t i o n s  o f  h i g h  and low 

p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t .  A number o f  p o s s i b l e  r e a s o n s  m ig h t  

have  a c c o u n t e d  f o r  t h e s e  r e s u l t s .

Time o f  m e a s u r e m e n t . The t o t a l  t im e  u s e d  f o r  t h e  

m easu rem en t  o f  eye  b e h a v i o r  was t h r e e  m i n u t e s .  T h i s  amount 

o f  t im e  may n o t  have  b ee n  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  t h e  m easu rem en t  

o f  t h e  two v a r i a b l e s .  Also* o n l y  t h e  t o t a l  l e n g t h  o f  t im e  

t h e  Ss lo o k e d  a t  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e  was m e a s u re d .  I t  m ig h t  

have  b e e n  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  comjjare t h e  r a t i o  o f  t im e  s p e n t  

n o t  l o o k i n g  a t  t h e  c o n f e d e r a t e  and t h e  t im e  s p e n t  l o o k i n g  

t o  d e t e r m i n e  i f  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t e d  b e tw e e n  

same and  d i f f e r e n t  d y a d s .

D e f i n i t i o n  o f  r a c i a l  c o n d i t i o n s ;  Same v s .  D i f f e r e n t  

I n  t h i s  s t u d y  same r a c e  d y ad s  were  d e f i n e d  a s  White t o  White 

and  B la c k  t o  B lack  and d i f f e r e n t  r a c e  d yads  were  d e f i n e d  a s  

White  t o  B la c k  and B la c k  t o  W h i te .  S p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  two 

r a c e s  were  com pared  t o g e t h e r .  I n  a  r e c e n t  s t u d y  LaBrance  

& Mayo (1 9 7 3 )  found  t h a t  when com par ing  t o t a l  t im e  f o r  

o t h e r  d i r e c t e d  g a z e  t h e r e  was no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

b e tw e e n  t h e  two r a c e s  b u t  a  r e v e r s a l  o f  p a t t e r n  o f  g a z e -
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d i r e c t i o n  e x i s t e d  b e tw e e n  t h e  two r a c e s  when t h e y  were 

com pared s e p a r a t e l y .  I n  t h e  l a t e r  p o s t  hoc  a n a l y s i s  when 

t h e  d a t a  ?/ere a n a l y s e d  by s e p a r a t e  c e l l s ,  i t  became e v i d e n t  

t h a t  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  

and  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye  s h i f t s  e x i s t e d  b e tw e e n  t h e  two r a c e s .

Com m unica t ion  r o l e s  o f  s u b j e c t s . Kendon (1 9 6 ? )  t h e o r i s e d  

t h a t  a d i s t i n c t  p a t t e r n  o f  g a z e - d i r e c t i o n  e x i s t e d  f o r  W hi tes  

when ta lc in g  p a r t  i n  a  c o n v e r s a t i o n .  H is  t h e o r y  on g a z e -  

d i r e c t  i o n  says ,  t h a t  p e o p l e  l o o k  l e s s  when t h e y  a r e  s p e a k e r s  

and more when t h e y  a r e  l i s t e n e r s .  L a f r a n c e  & Mayo1s (19 7 3 )  

s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e  r e v e r s e  o f  K e n d o n 's  p a t t e r n  i s  a p p a r e n t  

i n  B l a c k s :  B l a c k s  l o o k e d  more w h i l e  t h e y  spoke and l e s s

w h i l e  t h e y  l i s t e n e d . .  I n  t h i s  a l l  3 s  were i n t e r y i e w e r s  making 

them b o t h  s p e a k e r s  and l i s t e n e r s .  A s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  

i n  eye b e h a v i o r  may hav e  e x i s t e d  i f  i t  were  d e t e r m i n e d  by 

w h e th e r  Ss were  s p e a k e r s  o r  l i s t e n e r s .

P e r c e p t i o n  o f  c o n f l i c t . The r e s u l t s  a l s o  showed no 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  e x i s t e d  f o r  d u r a t i o n  o f  eye c o n t a c t  

o r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye  s h i f t s  b e tw e e n  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  con ­

f l i c t  and low p o t e n t i a l  i n t e r a c t i o n .  A l th o u g h ,  a  nt M t e s t  

f o r  d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  means p e r fo rm e d  on t h e  p o s t t e s t  

s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  a  d i f f e r e n c e  d i d  e x i s t  b e tw e e n  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n s  

o f  Ss i n  h i g h  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  d y a d s  and  Ss i n  low 

p o t e n t i a l  f o r  c o n f l i c t  dyad c o n d i t i o n s ;  t h i s  d i s c r e p a n c y  

m ig h t  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  m ake-up  o f  t h e  t e s t .  I t e m s  c o n ­

t a i n e d  i n  t h e  t e s t  were  n o t  a n a l y z e d  t o  d e t e r m i n e  i f  t h e
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t e s t  was a  v a l i d  m e asu rem en t  o f  p e r c e i v e d  o r  a c t u a l  co n ­

f l i c t  .

D i s c u s s i o n  o f  P o s t  Roc A n a l y s e s .
----------- — - ............. ...................  ........... , , , - T — ■ 7 1 11 _ f-- ^  U__ | ___

The B v a l u e  f o r  t h e  t h r e e - w a y  a n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  

s u g g e s t s  t h a t  r a c e  o f  s u b j e c t s  had  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on 

t h e  d u r a t i o n - o f  eye c o n t a c t .  B l a c k s  had  a  s h o r t e r  d u r a t i o n  

o f  eye c o n t a c t .  C o n f l i c t  and  r a c e  on c o n f e d e r a t e  seemed to  

be l e s s  i m p o r t a n t .  The c h i - s q u a r e  t e s t  com p ar in g  d i f f e r e n c e s  

i n  f r e q u e n c y  c f  eye s h i f t s  was s i g n i f i c a n t .  B l a c k s  h ad  a  

h i g h e r  f r e q u e n c y  o f  eye s h i f t s  t h a n  d i d  W h i t e s .  I t  may be 

p o s s i b l e  t h e n  t h a t  members o f  t h e  two r a c e s  may o p e r a t e  

u n d e r  d i f f e r e n t  norms o f  eye b e h a v i o r .  The p o s t  hoc  a n a l y s e s  

o f  t h i s  s t u d y  seem t o  e s t a b l i s h  d i f f e r e n c e s  eye b e h a v i o r  

c r o  s s - c u l t u r a l l y *

I m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  f u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h .

N o n v e rb a l  c o m m u n ic a t io n  h a s  been  shown to  be a  m ost  

i m p o r t a n t  mode o f  c o m m u n ic a t io n .  Com m unicat ion  r e s e a r c h e r s  

a g r e e  t h a t  j u s t  a s  v e r b a l  l a n g u a g e  i s  c u l t u r a l l y  d e f i n e d ,  

so i s  n o n v e r b a l  b e h a v i o r .  T h e re  a p p e a r s  to  be a  n eed  f o r  

ex a m in in g  n o n v e r b a l  a s p e c t s  o f  c o m m u n ic a t io n .  I t  v/ould a l s o  

be b e n e f i c i a l  t o  f o r m u l a t e  q u e s t i o n s  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  i n  t h i s  

s t u d y .  How would t h e  e f f e c t  o f  s ex  o f  i n t e r a c t a n t  i n  same 

and d i f f e r e n t  r a c e  d y a d s  a f f e c t  eye c o n t a c t ?  Would, p e o p l e  

i n t e r a c t i n g  w i t h  an  a u t h o r i t y  f i g u r e  have  t h e  same d u r a t i o n  

o f  eye  c o n t a c t  i n  d y a d s  o f  same and d i f f e r e n t  r a c e ?  Do p r e ­

j u d i c i a l  a t t i t u d e s  a f f e c t  eye c o n t a c t  d u r a t i o n ?  Would t h e r e


