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CriP'-ER 1 

I JTBOWJC IOH 

Since very early times men have asked themselves ques-

tions about what makes man think and behave as he does, and whai 

is there that governs a man's social relationships with 

another parson* 

For quite some time now psychologists have been concerned 

about rigidity and its relationship to ethnooentrism, Most 

studies in this area have bc?n done over the last twenty 

years, and have yielded conflicting results* Many investi-

gators hav.o used '.he clinical interview to assess rigidity. 

Some have tried o measure it in tsnu of ability to handle 

the ffjnstellung or Water Jar Problems, Serious difficulties 

have arisen, however, due to the lack of agreement- over 

what constitutes rigidity, and how it sho 'Id be dfined and 

assessed in both a literal and an opcrationa.1 sense, 

i'hls investigation vrv. s designed to add to And clarify, 

somewhat, the results of previous a udies concerning the 

relationship between rigidity and etfanocentrism. A mani-

fest rigidity renle, based on theory, w&s utilized to clarify 

existing confusion over what constitutes rigidity# 



a 

C o n s i d e r a t i o n s 

j o rdon A l l p o r t $4-# 9* 6 } i n a s tudy of t he e t i o l o g y 

o f p r e j u d i c e , j a a i n t a i n o d that thane in no single adequate 

t h e o r y o f p r e j u d i c e , bu t t h a t Me a r e c o n f r o n t e d w i t h * p r o l -

leia of m i l t i p l o causa t i on^ lie :»ia i n t i d n s t h a t t h e a an* 

thing applies fee e thnoocmt r iam la g w p i i » A l l p o r t H a t s 

Six d i f f e r e n t approaches f r o m w h i c h to s t u d y t h e p rob lem. 

The six approaches are s 1. the stir vulus approaoh, 

Z, tho phono;oeno 1 oglcaJL approach , 3* t h e aoproaeh v i a p a r * 

s o c i a l i t y dynaraies and s t r u c t u r e , !».• t he s i t u a t i o n a l approach , 

S# khe s o c i o « » c u l t u r a l approach and 6. t h e h l o t o r i o a l approaoh• 

I n tb3 s t i r su l uo approach r e s e a r c h c e n t e r s around t h e 

n a t u r e o f %\m s t i m u l u s o b j e c t i t s e l f * I t dea l s w i t h t h e 

b a s i c i s s u e i n the a r c * o f et ; . .nooentr i»m# t h a t I s * t h o na<* 

t u r e o f g roup d i f f e r e n c e s , Acco rd ing t o a l l p o r t , t h e i d e a 

her© i a t h a t the c l o a o r t h e f a s t s e ra t o the s t e r e o t y p e , 

t b » l e s s i r r a t i o n a l is tbs p r e j u d l e * p« 7)» A l l p o r t * 

t h i s i s t ho raoat b a s i c o f a l l s t u d y t ypes i n t h o a rea o f 

s o c i a l psycho logy# 

Tho phonatasnolog iaa l ttppro&eh deaths w i t h s u b j e c t i v e r e « 

a l i t y * * t is a f u ; c t i u n o f the s t i s m l u a s i t u a t i o n , the neods 

and t r a i t s o f the i n d i v i d u a l , and t h e situational c o n t e x t , 

'.Che s i t u a t i o n a l approach I s the s t u d y o f on t a r f o r a y s 

r e s i d i n g t o & g r e a t e r o r l e 3 a o r d e c r e e , beyond t h e i n d i v l d -

t u l and wh ich a c t vryon h im (ij., p# 8)# 



Hao c u l t u r a l Btv-msm t ' m e&m*£ depend&no* 

upon the folfesr&ys of the group# t-b.o cast® ayatarj , of ln*tl«* 

t u t i o a a l l a e d oufclata of a&:;jroai»io&* 

Ilia h i s t o r i c a l approach ojiphoaisod th» naad for hie-» 

toricuX perspec t ive and background whiofc l a sds t o h f u l l e r 

underatimdlii& of tb» actio?© of the probl#J& and how I t s a w 

a b o r t . 

She l a s t approach i a f r o n ttw po in t of viow of p a r -

soouXity dyiuxtlaa arid a t ruo tu ra which InvoXvoa prodlapoill* 

felons of and a t t i t u d e s * i M s %mt apgroaftU I s 

a r e l a t i v e l y rooant on&# bat ov«r th® Xv.st- twa&fcy yo^ra I t 

i s fcho approaoli vatiieh has brought f o r t h tfc@ g*®a1sa*fc mmmfc 

of research In tri.3 area of othaocontrlanu 

This i n v e s t i g a t i o n w..-.a Imsod priraariXy upon p e r s o n a l i t y 

dynanica and a tmotu ro* but tlis thaory mi whioh th ia at udy 

depended could a l s o bo uaod In s tud ie s bantd pri;;i&riXy ©a 

ono of tbss other ffive approaches* 

AlXpog*t trsalntoina t ha t InpXiel t l a a pe r sona l i t y dy» 

n » i © s and sfcraetiif*© appro&<& i s the coneapt of afctltu&»« 

3»i th (6, p , 5X6) agrees but coos f u r t h e r by naintainlJ ig 

t h a t ono oomot go too f«p In tho study of a t t i t u d o a w i t h -

out dolving i n t o t h e i r func t ion l a personal i ty* 3a l th not*# 

sovoral wuye In Which a t t i t u d e s trr© om^oehed In p e r s o n a l i t y ! 

m e y r.iay r o f l o o t or* **p]»aaa tho p«*aent» teats?*! 
va luoa , { tholr vaIuo f u n c t i o n ) , Thoy ;my show ao»ai i~ 
tenoy with h i s char»o tor1s t l e wuya of r e n t i n g , ( t h o l r 
ooaaiotonoy f u n c t i o n ) , or perhaps g r a t i f y , i n d l r o o t l y . 



h i s basie nsoda , ( tha t r sr&fcifio&tlon funct ion)* Thoy 
nay foR's pa: lt of M s attor.5>fc to construct fox8 i&uotXf 
a atablo and sjaimingful wroi*ld wifcMn which he cm 
dor lit9 l i r e , ( the i r aoardn^ funofcioa)* PUu&Xy thoy 
way aorvo to Qxpvaaa M s iclanttf t ac t ion with sad pre* 
xaote lids acceptance by iaiat favored aocia i groupa, 
(theli^ conformity funct ion) C8» P»!?965. 

Busied on theac* con 3 Id j rut ions» then, one would axpoot 

to f i n d a differonoo in ethnocentric a t t i t u d e befciusa thoae 

scoring iiiGto- **n>' t'aoaa scoring low on a sc&le of m n i f e a t 

r i g i d i t y . 

2a considering t&a h is tory of t.heory eonoaming the 

rolfetioiisliip between r i g i d i t y and ettmoc©ntriaaaa AXlport 

ag&ia xsuat bo eonal&ored. illipopt (2) f e e l s tltat pre ju« 

die© mr/ tomttems be s&ldly ooafoiiaatlv* and raireX&ted to 

perswsall ty as a. whole# but saoro o f ten i t i« asi ittaepai^blo 

par t of t:»e personal i ty ami tlio l i f e process. jfoa p3i'9oaal» 

i t y open to otlinocentrlaE: unci ethnooontric a t t i t u d e s of ten 

"aaa a t i t a root &n uadj r ly iag problem of insocurit y and 

anxiety*. "?he pe^aoa i s r i g id bo©aw*a he i s forced fco orga* 

niac M s iittifctsdes u:ac his wiioio s ty lo of l iv ing to f i t hi* 

anxious sad insoeure 0 c o i t i o n . In to le ran t irulivldu&Xs af~ 

ton rapraas aejrdncly unresolv&blo c o n f l i c t s and t h i s yields 

such, consequoncea as r i g i d saorwliSEif dlchototftlsatloft* a noed 

f o r daf in i tonoss , c:<ctcmali t ion of tkv conf l i c t^ and au* 

tliordtai'laaiai-? (2, pp» 395*397)* 

'.She ofcijaooonfcrie personal i ty I s r-i-Ia in ois 

because of tmsolved c o n f l i c t s from wi t t i ly &tW fcaTttir to 



fight off impulses in himself, Iherefore, he cannot be 

lenient with others. This moralisa, to Allport, is tense, 

compulsive, and projective. 

x'he rigid person tends to dichotomize because of iall-

ure to accept the presence of both &ood and bad in his own 

nature, a prime consideration of rigidity is seen in the 

need for definiteneas. ihese people cling to past solutions 

and are more given to perseveration which leads to a con-

striction of cognitive processes. lh® person looks for a 

well-defined hierarchy where people are types and where 

groups are not constantly shifting and dissolving, i'his 

rigidity is related to prejudice or ethnocentrist, postulates 

Allport, because of e^o-alien&tion and projection. ffhe 

rifeid person cannot accept fault in himself nor in the 

group with which he identifies. Therefore he must exter-

nalize the conflict. 

Essentially, the rigid person is one who, because of 

his own needs and structure of character, is prone to de-

velop strong prejudices. "Bibotry is a psychological 

crutch" (3, p. 209). i'o Allport, bigotry is a crutch which 

fulfills a protective and sedative function for the individ-

ual . Allport is somewhat confusing, however, in reference 

to causal inferences. In one work he seems to imply that 

rigidity causes ethnocentries. In another, just the opposite 

appears to be inferred. Probably Allport sees the relation-

ship as a vicious circle in whi fn the presence of one factor 



foafcora the gxwfch ol* tho orher» 3?m intorrol&tioaaftlp* of 

couraa, i s lofluenood b j L-umj other faotora Whioh are not 

gowiano to th ia paper# 

Adorno (1) found that; rdgidi ty i s «i# of tho raoat par~ 

ms i¥o porson&llty aspects of tlm ppojudi«*d individual . lie 

ooos t h i s as a oonaaquonce of tho malnter : ncs of r ig id do* 

foaaoa to koop un&oeoptabla impulsos out of oona$touan»sa* 

Any looaaoin*; of %tm defease* brlaga tho throat of a break-

ttirough of reprosised toxidoncioa* Basically uncodified ia~ 

atlnotuai. inpulaoa Iwlx berioath tho ais*fa®a vhleh tend to 

nar ow tlio oa&taat of the sgo no that I t lauat bo oonatantly 

0» tho lookout* Adorno j;mlritaliis that r&tto&aX control 

oxtoado only to a anal l sector of tho personal i ty ( I , pp. 

%?9^80} # ife atatods 

'Hia idea oi' a ahiipp ingroup«<Kmtgroup dlohotoiy 
profidod by our cuXture satoa i t possible fo r the hlgfa 
pcorsi? to »npr>*o»u tho foutred *uap«uM* of tots h o s t i l i t y 
aeolnat the pres t ige f igurea on vjfcdeh ho la dopoudant by 
displacing i t onto weak groupa from wtmi bo v s i s l l a t l a n 
aaed bo foarod* Ttilo .tteohaniam enables hlrt, fmrt-h©mor# 
to r e m i n ro la t ive ly mim&m of hia owa psyohologieal 
woatoioajor, since lie now nay foa l auperlor to tho aool*l» 
ly weaker greiipii*.**. fins ml&tim laok of £odlvidmtl<m 
la Qa&penaatod f o r by taking over oonvefttiozml cl iches 
and vuluea* Kigld aclhorenoo t o erutohea and aubatitutea 
of t h i s kind i s found l a vmrlous epbAass of l i f e . . « « Xa 
ordor to koop tho balance ® i # ? theae condit ions, a a to-
p ic , f i m , of ten atoreotyped cognitive s t ruc ture l a r e -
quired. Sfoero I s no plaao f o r j^ lvaXeaa* » tnablgpl* 
t i e s (1, p» 1|£0). 

I t i s obviouu timt tho theory of Mors® i s very rrnoh 

tho 3i«?» ss thait of .allport« SaaioalXy the r i g i d person 

adopts r ig id defenses in ordar to koop oat of consciousness 



t i ls urutccopiablo I spu l sas# Our cultu*»o a l lows htm t o auppraae 

i h s f a a r o d ^vmronoas of h i# t i o s t i l l t y toy d i s p l a c i n g I t cm w i k 

outgroiips* Ths n&joj* diffa^oaoi* b#fci##sa / A l p o r t and M o m o 

i s /-jdorno1® ia f ta^ tae# o r a ©mis&l x^latioaabJLp between* i*lgtiJI** 

fcy aaa o thnocon t r i su# R i g i d i t y i s I n T e i r . ^ &» pl&yiiag * *ou* 

s&l r o l e by Mors®* though he doao n o t coaaidoj? i t * otiXy 

e&uco n o r evon, t h e :ioat i n t h e develop* 

raont of p r e j u d i c i a l a tv. i iudas* 

Kurt .Lento (7) ©onsidorod j p i ^ id i t y i a t # w » of bmmd-

u r i o a and b&rriai*8 ( ? , p* 123)• Bouxidariaa wi th in t*ao p a r -

son oxf r ib i t di-ffor- jnt daf3r©a® of dynanic p e n e t r a b i l i t y , eay* 

La,;in t and t o t h a s e correspond, d i f r o r o n t dogi«dea of 

dopendenoy of r o ^ i o n s , of d i f f e r e n t da c roc* of dywml* i r a i t y . 

fSi© .rsoro r i ^ i d th© bouadary# tho s r o a t o r thd f o r c a a ne««88Ary 

t o overocwo t'iiessu A bmjwiop I s & boundoj»y sea# Kliloh o f f e r s 

TOSlstsaa© t o p ^ / s h o l a g l o a l C?» PP» l l8wX3S) • 

i t® d&eogaabiXity of a p®mmi a m b# reproadntt td by b«u?jc»iar» 

of d l f f c r ^ e s t s t r e n g t h s botoraon tli# and ©©rfctiix 

lianas* p o t i o n s of tfet® l l f © apitoo (7$ p» 12?)#. 

fa0H2i4.ii (6) draws ttovoi a l l o g i c a l i f ^ l i o a t i o a a fjposa 

.L0t*ri,n*s £1v>©jpy# ?i.r*sfc? a m m r i g i d p t team d m * m t m * 

struetai»& a so r t j a d i i y as- o*® n o t s o r i g i d # Sooon&ly* 

tbo ctoro r i g i d I n d i v i d u a l i s l&s^ l i k e l y t o fe® aismXtimaouaXy 

infXuoucdd by uoro th>&n oas s*§t of ®ftvirotfca«wfc»l i-agion* a t 

«aay »?i>KHat (6» 2?8)» 

&?a©» (5) further* davelop&d tim theory t o «bov t b a t Lat in*a 
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frigidity cwswtofc oeu bo §uit3 useful tor iiwostigstlug 

differ0iaoe3 is & tmmn&l adult group* 

concept of tlie XLfo spaeo «sa»Xop#s tho totality of faster# 

which dctaK'tiriS th« feahavior of th«> iotfiYidual at a gifta 

£<ia©ntt Rigidity refers to % property q? the hypot&stic.il 

boundary boi;i?cso» i&e inaosr personal regions of the Xifa 

ftpoca* and oorisequoatly* to regions of the p*y<*h&legi«fll 

^•ifomant C5< r>P* 7^-76}* X«fis, -maintains that ia Um 

hi&sly vk$£ llf® apw* tiio boua&ftrios *p$ iiigMf 

a£>Xo m fctmi tfe» iamv* personal mgloat «w> x"»Xet;:Woly W® 

3o,::;PGf-;ated tarn la a Xaaa Ufa apaa*. &X80* $h& mm 

rl£i& tka bom<hj?7§ fch® slc^a? 1$ $b« mt* ot t$»»lon. dls-

sue %m geM.$*v is tfwi foroe t© produo* 

a L̂;;,ngs# 

"Ms theory of boundary rigidity can tot >ogst halpful 

in, interripetiag tb» peXrileasMp b®fcw«»» **i$UIity mad otteaa* 

tomtvism* in tsm first pX&ea tfce Xifo apae* oS tho mdiYl-

#asl is & sutojeotiv© thing. I t Is %h& envlroa-sant, m p*v« 

©@iimd along 'siitti tb© poraon* that coast! mfc©# tb» UUPa apaat*. 

fat-tiii-j i/a# pi*ablo:i of t&a raX^ioasUip fe^ta^aa j»i3XUlty 

feiic «tl»K*ocrotri3x into tapolQ&io&l sarsa* tasti, i t ana 09 said 

t&at <-l:io ei&W j&raon him tailb op ow&lom at a t ta in bound* 

of tao Xifo spaa©, $© Xoacaaata tham la 

ext,.̂ >n«X;/ OilTieaXt. :ftm rigidity will &lm tmd to kmp tfc* 

&i£'tm*ant mslonu jfrolatively aoi?# asparat# w& mtem oaf ahiiiK* 

i50P0 atfl'ieult# i%0 baxwior tsfw-oiita fch© rola&aa of fcenaloa 
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thims*#* on psui a p^rtlaulsx* "aQvmdixvy of fctw tif& 

Bpz-x-̂  teemia© of mtprvwlmi of guilt, hostility, m InaSo-

c«i.,ser idlings* Bat aooiety placae m toarcto? against Vm 

of th&ss hostilities tp:.?d ofclwr ethnic gFomps# 

!3»iHjfop© tfe© rIgi-5 pavaca oan la**® th® m it \mm, 

i?o »«cx>vos UimoXf feai.i, tho aanfllet ait*«ifcim In which t» 

£t»ds i t xteoQ&i.asy to iki<$ of f&oXSngB of tofartcwtty# 

guilt# or hostility, "aut i>$ emwt *p£<t iito©l£ af thco, 

through aoaaal eUaaaola* Hop can h* o&olt to thssi or* inta» 

uO Cu6,: i t l t O l'ii.0 &QQC.-/{.iX Qj* *ti« l i f t ) U'p&Cft $ #0 ; l f t 

loaves th» fiald *».»*! ga&sw metms, to ^Kjtijlibriara by takirng 

m >*.ltoi*aato routo* M s islt̂ pmnt* pe>tit© is p?c>i?idoe. by 

t-h© noeioty vjliick .fails to e*o#t tMuvior's against; the dls~ 

er&tiaa&iogi of on» ethaio group by another* 

iwpoflc of the Study 

It** |WW8» this Btmdj m.9 to ifw©st?ig.<to t!» re* 

l&tionship botwoon rigidity md Athnoaentriaft* Pmrlam 

atutliaa in this area have tcmtiod to yield aonflictin# jpo*» 

suits* pMsmFily bse&usa of a Imk of theory to whioh shj-» 

suit# ciui £>0 rolutad* /inothoi* factor ooniributiz.^ to tli© 

confusion h*s boon, the 1'act that thoro ima boon lack of 

&fp?©«3s&mt as to wimt constitutor s-igldity* 

Therefore the -pwrpo&o of this inyastigftfcion wus to a«M 

to «x*d e'.Us*tffr 500#what previous $tu&lft3 In IM# «?e* through 

the uso of ft. ts^rotio»lly basod acais of m&rlfost frigidity* 
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It folfc that, elthough conflict ftxtetA* ttmm apj^wwt 

to too s«ri© sfciiila2?I,tf among bohaviora ife©4 by vaMoua 

writers m ahowijig rigidity, utile in tfii# toot of behavioral 

llgldtty sight I» <u$«afe*& to cl.iri.fy through tb* « « of a 

consistent thsorotioal o$pro«<&. 

Is I 3m>&« indivtdiuals s*!» ara Mgli in *thx»~ 
owxb&Lm. villi to© fctmid to tea aigcdileujatly litgtei* in 

rigidity than tho»$ ia&vidualjt WUo m m low la Qlilmoesatriaa. 

Itnxitli&sia XI >2h@m will be no aigaifio.yat diffaroae* 

botWGon m.%& mui t®males subjects and thoir u#oiws of m&nt-

foot rigidity* 

anK»t«o»i» IXI :*»ra vrf.ll bo no algnitieoat infe©***®* 

tion botweon tlio uexoa and ^thaooontpisa# 
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CHAPTSH II 

3SL&TSD KSSSARCxI 

&» ?osearch «f Bok&aeh. (13) is probably tba bent to 

iate wbdoh U&3 ©«©#«»$ itaolf *ololy with. jgtaAvaltstd mm* 

tal x»isiclity as a factor in ofcbnooentriasu In o»® Btudty 

Koke&eii jfots&d * Ai&ilfloaat ?o*itivo imlfttitnshlip t»tw©#& 

ma rigidity, as is*>aau*ad by fee ability to 

handle tho itaat»llit&g.t w J*o* Froblarca. Khtah fa* i®-* 

mrlbm m m asporiiaont with problem, 11® foimd 

that tho so hi£$h m cri anooontrifsa ©oattenoi, to una the f»tgi4 

aaitod or aolutioa m four out ox* fiv# aritlaal ps»#fel©»* 

naother »e,@mr© &£ i?itdt«llty was conoretoaoaa» sMMumPod 

% tin® of acrâ cti paper and vorbaJ.ixe.tica of reaporiaoa. 

Hor»f too, ai(5airioaat (&£fd*eafte* woro fowsd \diioh aupportad 

tho tiypot^nis* 1© sex diff«v«aMft w»i* found CU* PP# 2*>9"»266). 

la another ejEp9?istent in vliioh subject* voro t© get 

ftfon one loo&tioc to anothar on imps# ftva problems voro 

iflsfX&M ia which a sot j*us to b© ©atubliahad WoX&h would 

not allow tho us# of diagonal pathway*# "• ftmm w&m fellm&d 

by five critical probleua solvable by usiag ox* not using 

di&̂ otMl, shortouta# Again Rokonah found that those aeoring 

high oxx othaoooatriaia toaded to be nove> rigid by not uaiag 

tho diagorx&l shortout* i*a*» not ©haaagiiig thair aet a* of tarn 

12 
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aa those scoring Xoyr on ctlinocontrtaa* Hok»&©h ooaoXude>d 

th&t r i g id i t y in $tlano©or«kri3?>i i s aisipiy *apoot of a 

gaaeml r i g i d i t y fac to r , lie also ooa&Xu&od tVw.t tba fcioda 

Of fclwagtii -of fcbs GthnocoutHc poraoa Is esera e@j3G»ta# wad 

tho *»d® of the *Mtt**©t;moc©atrt© p^rsea i s xmm *b*tp&at i® 

nature Ci3# PP« Z$>9-£b0). 

In 1m Autfaoyitftyiaii ff»irepaaX,l.iy the mjoi4 txypothaai* 

ifas that t4ie p o l i t i c a l , economic, t&ad aoclal ooav l e t leas of 

tiio i&C&viduai fo.m a broad and aohoiMat and tha t 

th i s pa t tom i s an e g r e s s i o n of cls.®p Xyiag t r i ads in the 

porsoauiifcy* !£&la hypot&usis w&c goHor->liy aap jwted j 

pscia i ly In the- uroa oi' r i g i d i t y t'tu4our..li fclio im& of bXlnd 

r t t i a g s of liiio-*?ia%i3 &21& quostionnair* a, fch© Cttliforagdu J> 

Scalo Jiaci xfoa (Mif<ymiB ** Scale* i t »;*.? ®«wlMd#d that 

tea high. aooror& o» tho seals of ofciiaoeoatriaia also teadod 

to rsproas nors (1, p. kl3l* 

fiie r igid bron*# botwooa ooasciou* ana. trw ua* 
ooncoiou* 1 ay#M of the porstoa&lity of the M,s# aeor®r»»f 
as oociparod with tao gr*eafcor f l \ i i4 i ty o~ t rans i t ion m& 
of lntaroc««aiaioati<ia batuofim tlio dlff•stoat poi»»oaalifcy 
s t r a t a i a tlie low scorers, agy>aar® to hav* tha gr«»fc#®fe 
isiDlto-atinaff fox- tusii? .pospoa^im) porsoaaiifcv- patt©«*» 
( i ; p. 479). 

I t mi a »tiao fouatl thai pi Rid dofanaoa was?© bui l t tip 

against fconclsocles twwjpd f#ar» woakafcaaos, passivi ty f s#a 

iiapiiXB.;̂  f and &-.. ;raaaive fmliuir against authori tar ian 

flgriva** Si© laost important of tlm r i g id dofoasKia was Una 

steOfcaalara of promotion tia»ouf$i «&ioU f-h# individual. &x» 

fco.-TUilisod what could not Uo aocepteu as purt tlm •©•» 
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She high ethnocentric person was found to possess a rigid» 

simple, stereotyped, cognitive structure in which there was 

no place for ambivalence or ambiguity. Strong evidence of 

the rigidity of mental aet was found, and tills seeaed to 

pervade throughout the personality. 

It was noted that whereas the extremely prejudiced indi-

vidual often exhibits a rigid form of superficial adjustment, 

interspersed with some measure of psychotic mechanism© due 

to the necessity of distorting reality, the extremely un-

prejudiced individual gives evidence of a more flexible kind 

of adjustment (1, pp. 460-481)« 

She highly ethnocentric person also tends to develop 

highly restrictive and conventionalised conceptions of parents, 

social status, sex roles, religion, and so forth. I'hese 

ideas are rigid and not open to change (1, p. 475). 

It was concluded that ethnic prejudice and its opposite 

emerged as two distinct patterns of life* Siese were the 

flexible iind the authoritarian, overrun with rigidity. 

In a study of Harvard, ii»dcliffe, and Dartmouth students, 

Allport and Kramer (2) found a rather large difference be-

tween the sexes and their degree of prejudice. Males were 

notably more ethnocentric in attitude than were females. It 

was also found that the more prejudiced pereon tended to view 

the world as a jungle, had a fear of swindlers, and tended to 

be authoritarian in his outlook (2, p. 30), He is unable or 



1$ 

unwilling to oynpathi*o with tho un£*P&0£« s c o o t s los£s~ 

l a t i v e a t t e s t # to protoet M s a r i t y groups, m i i« not 

®Slm«34 of a ls « pttojurtioo (2, p« 3U-) • 

to & study ©a the x»oot» of prejuaioo patt-ewecl afto*» 

tfimt of Allpopt, ftoseabllth i lk) &fcu«;ipt#d to 

the f e a s i b i l i t y of- ®»a<sx'<aisi»s Ailpert *s jvsu l t# by * *fP~ 

l ioa t ion of tb* study in a s t r ik ing ly 4 i f f © m i i subculture. 

&# £&m& oxoollattt oooJPinaattoa of woat %t tb® Allport 

and ftrasao? i'india&a, JSsdontlally, r e su l t s aacnped tha t tti® 

pro judlcod poraon toa&ou to tttifik of tha world its toaAtealty 

©vll» flisi?e m also * tondcmcy to f#ol that wo uao - r i g id 

diaclpUno, mm tha t tlmm I s ®ot enougb discipl ine in oil* 

Mmvl&m way of l i f e# othar taadenciao or tho pi*# judieod 

4»01vl<»«kl woj?o ,-:©aj? or f m s i and t#tekd#yf oa Inab i l i t y to 

f a o l tho^e of aytopathiae Hlfch the undar&og, and a atrong 

teito»y to stick. pt&Ldly to paror«tAl taaoMsg* (34* p&.k&Ml®*)* 

Botolotioln asel Jaiiowita (3), l a tho i r book, Tho j^awl»8 

6f pga ittdioo.» do aofe doa-1 vrlfcli r i g i d i t y as auck, but tboy do 

pois&fc oat ttiat ono of tho outstanding Qbar>.LOt®rlati«Mi of t l * 

pro Judlood personali ty I s lilo fcsifoionoy to projoct outward or 

oat&ox'nftllsQ M s ou» "loatilifcy fooling?* pointed out 

that tUaso ai'o usually ox -srautlisocl of pi'ojooteu upon grwpa 

WUoja aooioty c ,riDi<iox,a Infer lo# (3* PP* 139~l<iO)* 

l«S»8®ii (11) jBOiiijufi'Oti t&o i ^ e i a l attifcudoa of 106 whit© 

boya* boforo and a f to? £rJ;i?aatt3- contact wit'n Isgi»o®a at m 
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interracial camp for a period of four weeics. Mussen felt 

that the results of the experiment clearly showed that in-

timate contact with Negroes, in and of itself, did not bring 

about a decrease in prejudice. Evidence in this study seemed 

to indicate that an increase or decrease in hostility wag 

related to personality structure* primarily the suscepti-

bility to change. Mussen also found that those high in prej-

udice had more hostility and more aggression and dominance 

needs (11, pp. 440-441). 

Cowen and fhoupson (4), in a study of psychological ri-

gidity and personality structure, using the Einstellung teat 

to asses® rigidity and the Rorschach to assess personality, 

found that the rigid group had a significantly poorer adjust-

ment. Personality factor® which seemed to be related to 

Elnstellung rigidity included * 

.••limited productivity and imagination, diminished 
resuorcefulness, inability to perceive complex relation-
ship® and to integrate constructively; a generalised 
suppression of emotional expression of both rich inner 
creativity and interraction with the outer environmental 
reality; an inability and hesitancy to enter psychologi-
cally new situations combined with uncertainty and leth-
argy when actually in such situations} a tendency to 
leave the field when the going get® difficult; a restrict-
ed range of interests and narrower spheres of function; 
and a poorer adjustment to society (4, p. 175). 

In an investigation conducted during World War II and 

designed to study the relationship between personality traita 

and Hational Socialist ideology, Dicks (5) found an extremely 

high degree of feelings of inferiority and guilt, and strong 

tendencies to project among Nasi German prisoner® of war. 
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IChese finding® seemed particularly apropos since the Nasi 

party was on® of the sore ethnocentric groups of recorded 

history. According to Dicks* 

This trait category, (Projection), included para-
noid mechanisms from the upper limit of gross clinical 
systematized persecution symptom® and suspicion to ©mo-
tionally charged, extrapunitive scapegoat devices, self-
exculpation, bitterness, innuendo, and touchiness (5, p.132). 

Dicks concluded that hate and rebellion against the 

super-ego had to he warded off in order to maintain the 

self and authority as blameless and loveworthy, fhie was 

done by displacing all negative aspect® away fro® the per-

son and the in-group authority, and attributing it to 

.the greedy Jew or the blood thirsty .Bolshevikn (5, p.143). 

Dicks also found that rigidity, guilt projection, self-

Justification, and naroiesisstio bitterness were often nec-

essary to preserve the personality (5* p. 144)• 

fhese studies would see© to be rather definitive, but 

some serious questions have been raised concerning the valid-

ity of the aforementioned studies in the area of rigidity 

and its relationship to ethnooentrisa. 

In a repeat study of the work of Kokeach, luohins (10) 

east some rather serious doubts on the validity of the 

Einstelluma* or later Jar Problems. as a measure of rigidity, 

luehins found that emotional and social factors influenced 

the results. He also found that, while some subjects did 

perseverate on the SinsteHuns problems, other's scores 

could be attributed to the generalisation of a previous 
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jroXo or mi fcfcu-fc tins t»^odi d^-ionetratod hj fcho 

oaperimtitor- w«.s titc; oao to h& nmd* Ottso* 

£®efcox»s mu'ld h&vo homi that acm subject® asswml that a l l 

thvo. jtu?3 fctaci to too u t i l i s e d In the solution vftami iR faofc* 

sort© oolut-.lcK.aa p;qulrod t&a uao of only two j a r a j a cm «S»-' 

J#et« nlgbt aimply riot havo suspeotod trloka m trioky pi*ob-

lem. 'loot isssovtmtlf $ Xu&Mnft questions Hoka«sli*s ololm 

ttiiit ttw ISlag'^Xlwia was a papti©slai? aspect of a 

f m t o r * ito poini^i out that Kokoach Im© no ovidoaoo 

to back up th i s olSLfa* I«oMes soohs to haw gossonstimtod 

mfchsir eXaarly tlmt til® Sjiiat#llmns fcaot, a& eaployod 

Qo&o&e&» had p&taoi? aabitms m l » as a vsotmam «3f r i g i d i t y 

(1G| P;'t ) * 

Iievifct aa.4 &»Xo» (?# 8} east fu r the r dotfet o» fcbo w 

lidifcy of fee 'Anotolluag problem as a jaoustire oi* a lg id i ty 

in few difX^r-Qitt exporissont*. (jxi the busia of tha i* roault# 

they eoael'afleci that tharo was so s l r^ i f l emi t re la t ionship fea-

immm rigldij>y scows bused on behavior tdtii vtos? j « #pq>» 

M e w mxC oti3soQ©oti?*jiK (8. p0 i?80). Hop wm t&ore mw kind 

of* sigBifioaEit p&lai3io-rk3i'il|> hstPumn scores an oxt inot iaa 

p q ^ I o m uud iaos*sapa» of othuoaentrisn C?* p«332t)* 

l a Z9$3 <k>owtBin. (6) <to#ifp»»c a at-mly to invostigoto 

tti© ^anoml hypothesis thut x*igl<2 pmpls w i l l h&m tmm s«a-

slsfcont $gad ssoore <wcfcj?e«® aoeial attiiimieo. tiisya paopl# who tfdNi 

not ;*±gid* ItupOo asoauuraa of r i g i d i t y wa?» oaad, tho 3|iif>l»y 



aagycywt Batawrt. 3gg&, mmsm SXto&SBU '•*•-

pf*oM«iis% 3ooiaH Atrtlfcttdsi# M&TM tmcuMPQik by fcua 

Ayfe£t»dp. -3e.»X̂ 8.f Goociafciu-ia £o*an& iw &tatiaivloalXy aigjaifi"* 

e « t relationships ssorig fcfo© fc»»fca o£ s'i^iditf Atul a© 

G0x*i*©1&v!©» betvom i*i&l&lfcgr arui ®xtp;:rdt5* of 990i«l atfci*» 

fcml&s, lie also tomd no s*&%&tiimatoip totwaan 4an*lst6iu»y ©f 

social attiUi&e axtd r ig id i ty <6# p# 3525# Good* to la «£* 

pl&inofi that? 

Aft-ai? considering tiio various isaplle^tiatia of' th&ttft 
x*© su i t e , i t was cdsieiudacl fcfaat, at t t o p » s « i t tlraa, 
r i g id i t y sioas not ««oa t© \m * va&ttik iatarvsaiog v w i a -
bl© i a £i©cu»slft;j; ^ la t to i i s i i ips tetwm. fcfc# aa ta-
o$0&nt odnditiorid *m<l tho ooa«aqu«mt bt lmvlw of nxmufiL 
individual®* ifeiX# sool&l a t t i tudes aM i n t e l l e c t u a l 

bme both boo-n cksfised i » t#i?sa of bebavlofal 
cwslsteiiey# t h i s aieillcpifcy in def ini t ion# a aouM not 
be tulain Ws**o<>f or s imi lar i ty l a preeess (6* p# 352). 

lit a 1951-52 study of Gutholta ooll«go »-bud«mta» 

O^Bsil l j CIS) f a i l e d to e o a f i m no*c»ly a l l oJf Urn atu&Ua 

on po^aoiw4i."ty sad ebhiiocjaatriss# H© £wm& no ^©latlmslilp 

batman ctlmiae^atFlss ma reoling victiiuisac; w «• mafKjp of 

a Minority &vv&9 a junclo phlloaopb;r of l i fo» autlm^ita-rimi* 

i*4* f e a r of iVe&wi* or & iidrx^fivsg of paj*.-;afc&X att.lfeu/l#s 

( l a , p« 30?)* 

A atuuy by LXvbou. as?id Kleaola 19) o» t l» ganar>«ilisttbtll*y 

<* ^ & a :-d H i a®*1** l m a **«*» «•• 

m l i u l t y ©Is" thm& aealas oa» dlffai? dapandiug m Um m t w e 

of feiiB r^ypoiidsia-ba in Ptw saapl# (9# p» <;1?). Sidy feavo a l i o 

siioisi tliat itoi'io of bl»as »e«i©ii b,air@ Ua'.'. 

t a t ioaa l a diiXe^ant loaat ioas &x\4 &tt£<&x&n% 
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.sample gpoops* fteum m m fch& sealer utilise i» fcto® 

studies oa tii© p^aan&llty by Â ofwô  and 

Mvson and 4il«hola ̂taintaitt fcttsit fchotr msnXtB «««t 

seel© doubt on tho ̂ iorali sabll ity of j?©n*t> of tho»a studies! 

{$» i>p* 43.7̂ 20)* 
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pfiocswms 

'Fas population wmti, in this tmmiti&tfiltm waa soloct&l 

Iwi a gpoup or sftitte tv*atos*m aa& »v&hamm oolIs. © atudant* 

enrolled in introductory education neact payohology coursas at 

fforth. Toxoo Stato Ifaivor-sity* population totaled nin»ty-

aix rabbets of whow forty-eight w?c wcsa&a and itopfcy-sigkt 

» K ES0R# 

%© soold aelooted to d̂ tsî ilacj tfe-i cfogre® &£ othnooon-

4;i*»Iari ia the sublets w«s fch# 'Iwon'aoĝ  <|i' Balialte (1). St 

w-s tteviiwul under- t&o sponsorohi? of'̂ Ls# Aaapiean CSouneiX mi 

Selaeatioa lay tho Cooperative 3fc«siy of Evaluation in 3tMrmX 

idmoaiiwa* iiiO invonfcopy Is conpoaad of 120 stat distant ® tt 

xtilcii ara atik-od to roopond acoordisig to a four point 

aocl$s ata^igly *&?&<*# «cf*oo, of stzmiglj diaafiraa. 

r̂ iaô imtrisis na« assessed fey giving on© point for ««oh «$i*#0 

or» ot-'oncl-/ &(5reo answer'# *?aa Inventory stund«yr*clia#«l alt** 

aojt o&tij*oly mi oolî i'ys students# «n<i w.ai fchawsfotfa 

to Iks j>«j*U,©ulaply ap -ropaplteto for this s * u.Uy. 

23 
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Measures of ikmiiimt aiariditT 

The scale selected to determine the degree of manifest 

rigidity was the Self Description Inventory (2). Shis In-

ventory was developed by iiraen In 1955 at Syracuse Univer-

sity. It consists of forty-nine true-false items, measuring 

four item sets derived from the Lewinian rigidity construct. 

Interspersed among the rigidity items are the fifteen items 

in the 1 scale of the MMPI. S3ie higher the score on the test, 

the more rigid the person is considered to be* 

Braen deduoed four theoretical statement® froa the 

Lewinian topological definition of rigidity. She questions 

in the inventory were developed from these statements. HI 

order to control for any true-false tendency on the part of 

the subjects, about one half of the items were keyed true, 

and about on® half were keyed false. 

The first theoretical deduotion was that the more rigid 

the person, the slower he would be to change In relation to 

the goal region* Questions derived from this statement were 

said to measure Homogeneity-Heterogeneity because they were 

designed to measure variations in the traits of fixation, 

endurance, persistence, and consistency. It was postulated 

that the rigid person would mark the Homogeneity item® true 

and the Heterogeneity items false. 

The second deauction inferred that the more rigid the 

person, the greater would be the stability of the inner 

personal regions of the life space. Questions devised froa 
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ttiiu woz-o label loci Ooiidroiico-InookarQncd to&eaua# 

FCTOEY W»3?« said to & VARIATION in TH« TRAIT# of «WP* 

diaatlovi, oî aaiiSteviaaa «r*ci y.on#M»««>* Tue pi; lu :mrmu « ® M 

ia-a o^ected to- anawor- it..® iJoliô cnieo Item is*t» asul fcfc* X»~ 

COIITFR̂ NCA Itma FALSE, 

Iti© tliiax; d&duatlart. was tts*t fch* «©*« frigid pomcm 

Mould ka.irs» sope highly clils6us#iit:lat#e. atabl© innoi* personal 

S^SLAUS* JFC&PFTFOXTO* PA^AAOLUGIE&I LOCOMOTION TOWARD A GOAL 

will t-aka lo&̂ oz* •zinao tuex»e ***« & grs&tar JWIIOOP of sutto** 

patios t'apougii which th© pe?3o& met j»3?ogress* Ousstiooa 

D&DUCEC; HO#.* V.W*E sudd TO AAMAIREA VAI'I&TION IN th& TRAITS 

o£ ini.ii0l-,;ionj> rofXaotion* aad and w«i?©t the;?©* 

FOP©# LABOILOD JX&UMNNM^OI&IPTTXALIFIFCY* HI# J?IgM PERSON 

wald be o«j»ot#c. to as3»ep %:m Deli bast ion lt#as t m tad 

fcho JagmXaivifcy i versa *als®. 

IU suae alao poufulutod tu&t fch© rigid the parson, 

FCH© GR̂ AFCOR THE REL&TIV® POT4>UEY OR AND PMSONT LOVEL® 

OL1 T!\O XII'A AP4I.OA# ?̂ EI*£II*OR<I, QJUOA VLOAS tmsv DESIGNED FCO 

MES.S'VTIV VARIATION IN THE OBJAUTIVITY-MAB^OCFCIVITIY DIYAMAION 

AND IN SIR;® PEPAPO-I&LVE. K#YEU IR-U® FOX- SHE RIGID 

pop&esi it to js&ilecv a;<eui£loity# objectivity, ao»~ 

amt&nv&u, md A VIA© PERSPECTIVE ST^TIA.HLSI;V.; THE pma&nt, 

ITENA Sails,® E.NPLMUL&ED GENERALISATION, SUFCJEATIVLTFF 

abstraction^ texts. a tine perspective eaneerrieel vifcU. the future, 

'Bits f.a£otW7 was re for -*ed vo *& 3Sst-#;;-aali.z«.t.loii'-»Iattjr'ae«.llE&-

tion* 
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*oui' i tou waro approximtoly ev«&2.y divided 

into true and f a l s e Iteraa* and timm wm an approximately 

t<jml amtbor of quo&tl^ns to sao&auro each itera 8«t, fti® 

questions m m rundoeily diotributod I s the t#»t, iatofraparaad 

with tba I3WPX X# scale* 

IJhoygPa iOKie question night bo raised Maasmin5: th» 

approprlatoaosa of th« noma assigned ®mh of trie i%m »•$»# 

the t ra i t vari^tiona immwmd mmtmtl to oovor very wall that 

which antii^fltias oonaidox* to constitute r i g i d i t y . Ssa 

grout summtsjje i s that a l l these t r a i t s &fo by oil# 

t o s t , and are a l l basoci an on© thoory. 

Ill© t03t mm d^aigacs^ to bo itmd. to study differeneoa 

in a noraal adult &roup ana whs standardised o» mtdergpAiiu-

at a coiloge atudonts* 

rtothod 

At ilia f i r at of tho ola*& period voi*bal infract ion® 

w®m s i von to tho sub/octa, assuring ttmi that thoy woro to 

bo gi¥®n. quesfctomutlros* not tosta , «nd that t lid re woi»3 no 

right or wroJiG answer's* St Mus axplainaci that tho queation-

naii*ea# in no m y , v«ro to bo thought of m mi agasaisaaat of 

Intell igence* bat wore designed to m®m& how di f ferent people 

fait about; dlfforeafc tilings, tmd how well tho eubjecte could 

doscrllje t'.jeaasolvas* Asimrjaaoos were alao given that acwes 

h*d aottdos to do -with eourse gr dos. 
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lo tin© U n i t a woro aasifsoad, but sublocts urg«d 

to proooed as rapidly as poayiblo on tim Mir#Kto.t*y of Bellefa 

fry rocording t t » i r f i r # I: inprniaalons. 

Subjects w»j?a pj*@3o.<s.tcd f i^a t with tb» Sail1 i^aorlptioft 

Inventory. After a l l subjaeta tiad ttniahod, tbe XnyeotcHfy 

of wr&a anted. 

o ta t ie t lcu l Sreatwont 

rfcus batweon x=«iif@3t r ig id i ty and athaooaa* 

t r i e afcUtudo, a* xaeaauved by trie M f Daaagjatlofl "immitom., 

and tha of wao 4etsr*s&nod by tiio Pa arson 

rfotoct ijgumit iSaxvol&tiOtt.. 

A two by two fac to r i a l duo I n w.e turn aeb up to t e s t 

fcho mlsitimiBliXp befcwaon -mmxli'mt, r ig id i ty and othnooenti»ia>a, 

and to tes t t l» betvem tho tuana and raunifast 

r ig id i ty . -7ti& design ma also vm£ to for lntejp2» ctlan 

botVQ&n ;MX ^xnl ^ihnoeontPim* 

i4.$i und low ©tbnocentrie groups voiv. constituted on 

the basis o£ a nodian ap l l t . 
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CJAPi'SE IV 

S33ULT3 

fvowftntation of Data 

Tfio Pearson Product - .o..;©nt of oorr-alfttiao waa u*a<i to 

t e s t the re l t t t lonaaip bcttfoon. sumifust rigl&ifcy and ethno-

©aat;ri«04 <3cmx*® »as no slgniflo&nfc twtwafm *t« 

g ldt ty* as 2»a&ur©d by tho dolf ^ a e r l M l g i ^wnteis; .* «aft 

ottmoceaipiaa, an iaosumi?®^ by tli® lavootopy .gf SeXIegs.., !3» 

Poiu-jou Product isxmit of aopr^ii&tioB. was HIT «&£ t&© t 

scope wua 

Rigidi ty soopa.; wc?re thon nl«co<3 i» a two two f a c -

t o r i a l des i s c o p e s WCJ?9 divided Into m l o sum! feauftlo 

and ami low ®t"^no«©atrio groups# 3w> «o*RS "̂wi sta®.* 

dart d©d.&fci®iis foj? oac firou;* <upo prodoato^ in Tabla X* 

TASfcg I 

IS£U3 ^1) ST.-'.iimRt) ©3VX.TOli3 *0?: ISS ''JIB 
imMMs nrm iixmi aij.q tdM s w i s 

OF 3t?mO<J:5:;fai3H 

S t&i i s i i e " 

M W . n T .1-.-W1 uUgij 

S t&i i s i i e " :i2ti J£oif jlSgps 

Sloans £3£#?H5 22# (7 :"'•' ''SS.SS 

iitOXiUiXVCi 
9#0l|. 6.92 8.32 Deviations S;»66 9#0l|. 6.92 8.32 

29 
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All tiypotheaos ŷ r& by taoauas of ftfi analyaia of 

variance* a sisRtfie«tf»e 1 >vol of #05 w®* wiabl iohad *» 

tn© cr i t er ion for accoptin^ Hfpottiasis I M& for r e a c t i n g 

iSypotasals IX axid ^ p o t b t a i # 1X1, 

A mm/up? of to# analysis of variaxie® for Ui# 

donfcriau o;:porli»aafc la shov® in fafcls XI. 

?ABtS IX 

smh-J^ or AaAi^oi-i •;? m.m;;cs por TJB 

Sourcea of 
fariat io i i 

3m§ of 
fkjiisj?Q8 

d£ ITEAJI 
Aquriir© 

F 
of P. 

3ati.:af>i?, oth-
nocentriaBn 

i2«Gi£ 1 12,01*2 : ©•21% 

F&KMIM 
8QX03 

112*666 ! 1 112,666 2,656 ; '1 
t * J •% 

Xnter-
» c t i c m 

0,000 ! 1 > 0.000 i ;0»Q00 15.3, 

tftfciila i 3902»2S2 ; 9a . i{-2»i$10 ? # # • 

Totals ij.026,959 95 42*390 * * # * # # 

Satol© II ijidiOvitsc, t-ci&t THM*E no algriifieunt 

difrareaee fcafctfosm the -jeans of tb© uj?p0P and lawsr halves 

oT t-ho popular:-!on. uaO. that tlio high. and low ©thnoaeritrlfc 

groups Aid not differ* s i gn i f i cant ly i a thair 4a,gi*e© of 

»« i i f©st r ig idi ty* Tlis f i r s t hypotbjeisia thafcs iTao#« 

ItvUvtdiAltt uta> ai*e ladgti ia. othnoeoutrisiu wi l l be fouad t o 
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too significantly higher in manifest rigidity than those in-

dividuals who are low iii atimocentrisia, is therefore reject-

ed in favor of the null hypothesis# 

Tabid II also allows that no significant differences 

wore evidenced between m&lo and fera&le subjects and th«ir 

scores of icianifoat rigidity# The differences did approach 

statistical significance, however. The level of V waaulO. 

I?urtber study might provido aoim insight into the meaning 

and value of tha differences sasasured* nevertheless. 

Hypothesis II which states that there will be no signifi~ 

cant difference between male and female subjects and their 

3cores of manifest rigidity is aocepted. 

Tho last results to be reviewed are those concerning 

Hypothesis III: There will be no significant interaction 

botwoon the bqxqu and et hnoce m tr iam. Tha results shown in 

Table II reveal that no Interi-action existed betwe-sn ethno-

contrism and tho sexas, and Hypothesis III Is, therefore, 

accepted* 

Discussion of Data 

The results of tlxia investigation ars soxnawhat unclear 

aad aro not entirely consistent with previous studies in the 

aroa» Besults of investigations of tho relationship between 

rigidity and a t hnoc ent r isir* in general have failed to show 

any consistent pattern from social group to social group and 

froia one geographical location to another. The results of 



this «#Ki otli-js? afcu'iiei niglit to 03^1*lne<l# theJKtfove* fey 

«fc&optiaw. th» l£a« ili&i etbalo attliudoa fK-y la dlffarsmt 

gpoups# tlDp-oading <m tba contest in which fci&ay nape f©«a4* 

m%, (lifferent p-utifc'i'ns of diserl-aia^tito <md> th**o»* 

foi*o# patterning of towa^j athnio groups ml£&t 

dif ;':#£*• Teds eaa boar b* explain©*! ia tbl& study by 

aiig.;".Q«it*: 11̂  that norson&livy fuctors do not, In t î<i80Xv09* 

oauao ooruil» attitudaa to os&pg&i, but p&thoi? i t ia tho 

p0i?a;,-nuiity tosdsiasiea# In intorsaet-ion with eormoalj 

\>mvv&lin& sseifel t&sm iMeb. e&mio uUtltmOou to omr&i* 

Sthaocontriss'i in tb© S&at, 3ortU, >m'' >l#st ami ho ajspeoted 

t':iorofopo, to differ r,o- ©Mbrtt froa p:?ajiidiQ0 la tUo Seutb 

m& ux). ^utkwo»t* 

itotlwy and Hartley (1) mig-jeat that *fmt l» aood*4 

i s a iioeial ooitmco analysis* iat«i*«il»®l|?llaary uppyoaalfc 

ratlis** than tho analysis of * «lngXa discipline* Taay *tas*» 

gast th«rt tha mtivewpoXQ&atii ti» sociologist, the •eosoxof.st* 

jBid ttw poi l i lee l if5la;ifcir,i work to,.;ot'^r wit:* t;:a gsiyeli^l©* 

ijifift to f i a i t:;s naturo of thsae ciiffopoucoa U , fu 71?)# 

iSeC&nclloos <2) a»&;.,ostitf tha*; tim*a um tuo typee of 

pspotufilodf botVl havisio fc.iij iW-1© tPOU&ldSO&tt •ffOOt#,, out 

di.f-rop.las; In 0*>i£i&. 'fto f i r s t tyt«* i s thz natUolosioal 

typo Of pi*0 judjt©»3 dlisOUSSOti itl «.'*.!;> '©J?* 2il this typO 

tfce ir̂ lv-'dual dl»j>X.*.cos agpoasivo faaXln/ii ;*ml pj?oj#@ta 
Me omi liostilo en<a a t t i tude onto minority nTOupft 

oip •vcapâ ato (2, p*3SO» Sils typo of •thnooeufctflav* would 

sJS 
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bo expected to correlate putt.©** highly witfc rigidity# 2 » 

other type of prejudice is U» typo uliieli night be oallod n 

rmym xxokoaI type oi" prstu&iee a& opposed to the nor© patho* 

logical vui*iety» If & poison grow tip la a eulture that 

views qqiso ethaie group3 -uith gpe&t dladain, even though he 

say be happy ar*d eomj>arativ©ly well adjusts# he leprae the 

aeggatlve aapoeto of M s oulturo as weXX as the positive ones* 

M i portion eari bo described, therefor®, an norimlly preju-* 

diced. 

It m& felt th^i it was prejudice o£ i&& latter variety 

ulilo u coiifueed the results of this inveatigatiort <md ofehor 

ia^jiitisationa XUso it* It «ou34 seesi that pftthplo£le%l 

p»jixdi©Q arid novtsal ptfejuOies* though they ore of dlffe8»eat 

ofrlglaa, would yield relatively equivalent on p»s©»t 

dc/ scales of ©tsmoaeatrisau 

It can &leo ba postulate that the xi®re th'. culture sojcI 

tli© £eogr«iphieal location tmtm-- the gronth of ethiiocantrie 

attitudes, the i-iiw?o oouplex the factors related to eth»o*eii-

triaa -.sould be. 'Ilms it would become xswfe <ti££le«lt to as* 

tubileh tfcut ity i.i rels.;ted to ethnocentric aa ameh he* 

ea«s© not only oik find rigid people ia his prejudiced 

hut also tho&o individuals whose prejudice wi^ht he 

torsaed aorcml, 2hls pro^udie© is uau&lly related laor® to 

outer foreoe reslalac beyond the iadividuaJL which not upon 

alia. la this ease we rinct tlufc situational ©eaateaite, depcm-

de&ee upon v':;.-- folkways of U» gpoup, and oultural footer® 



Sir 

'mm laa^ortunt; iti t.io dwaiopimfe of proiwllo® Minn %v# 

p©raoi:»lity £uofcors# 

ffcius, i t oagri *09 said fc&'.-fc febo gre î&r* tiio <to£pe<9 of 

wm-*l>»3r3-oaa.li'i"/ fuofcosra affactln?: fch® ps«&jtidlco* %'m tmmt 

aifrieuJ.t ti uili hawsm to isalat# tm poroonullty mri*bX©3» 

aewsh ay tfVJU&tgr* whiou alToet otimooentpie attltTudft* 

h quojtiaa Blight also be E»ai8@it oa»e»H&£z3& tlx® of 

feo ;-^aaar» &£ stlmoemitrie attitudes used |JI fehta study. 

Igy^Myy of. liftltsfs mu oraployod in this ftturityr bawMwt 

i t amwiec! to bo tfto best quo^tionriaire available. 1*50 val id-

i i,y of saX£»i»a-port q^stlocmalred rd£?it be sariously (goes* 

tiorai©<l whoa ¥har. i s bair% racasu»<I i s oo obvious and oontro-

WPSlal ^ topio* Its© m3.i<;.it"; of this ucale 5»y have had «B 

{Bffjt'ijQQ OU t;"«i X̂ UiSt'i C - OÔ  - ilO SStiSiiQ Ufci6l«iS,cl tjO t5M9 

tho beat ^Yaailfeblo &i; tU« i"i:».># 
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SUMMARY AMD COKCLUSIOHS 

Shis researoh was undertaken to investigate the rela-

tionship between manifest rigidity and ethnoeentrlsm. She 

purpose of the investigation was to add to and clarify 

somewhat previous studies in this area through the use of a 

theoretically baaed soale of manifest rigidity* A two by 

two factorial design and a Peurson Product Moment of Corre-

lation were used to analyse th© data* She following hypoth-

eses were investigated) 

Hypothesis JC Those individuals who are hl^h in ethno-

oentriam will be found to be significantly higher in manifest 

rigidity than those individuals who are low in ethnooentrlsm* 

Hypothesis II There will be no significant difference 

between male and f est ale subjects <«M ti»@ir scores of mani-

fest rigidity* 

Hypothesis III There will be no significant interaction 

between the sexes and ethnooentrloaou 

Subjects were ninety-six freshmen and sophomore college 

students) enrolled in introductory education and psychology 

courses at Berth Texas State University. there were 

forty-eight men and forty-eight women in th« population* 

The Self Description Inventory was administered to sub-

jects as a measure of rigiaity *md the Inventory of Beliefs 

3S 
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wu.3 usoii to aaaoas iS&o»d imm dividod in to 

mis mA tma&ls ami liigii and low ethnooontrie grcwp»» a tern 

by two faosor l c l da»is& wm vmd to isw»#fcigata t'm faypath®*-

999$ iuvd t\m Pwu?«ori Pymluet Ho;io&t of GmMhxttmi a l so 

eouptitexl to tost; tiiQ reX&frionahip botwMKk aaii3X#ett r i g i d i t y 

*ad otLaocwitrlo 

I t m a fewand fcrmfc fchorss was too s iga i f l su i i t jralfttiooaUtp 

fc©twocn r i g i d i t y aad &t:;aoeoafcrSsa l a tfoa population mad* 

Mo digodflcuat dllTcranooa war© itound o#tw##a aal©a and £*• 

m l o a oiwl sooroc o£ amifosfc r i g i d i t y nor was fctiaro any 

i»t©rraut iq» between t?® 90x2s mC othnocoatriam. n u l l 

hBP?ottioa0S "mm iiocoptad In a l l casaa. 

Pi?®'S tfee jposislts of ti l ls atudy i t was postmlatod tha t 

the rcjlution^lii; of a personal i ty var iable imoh. aa r i g i d i t y 

to etb&oesistric a t t i t u d e <Hff©ra in tSlfi'srenfc cu l tu ra l 

aefctia&a and in di^a^-am.; 2#oempliiQ^l l e c t i o n s * l a ucMi* 

ticm* i t mi# postulated tte&% tlie *-jor© tb© cul ture •mad goo* 

grapuic- l loca t ion ia#oeeu attooconfcria a t t i tude# fcfco saor® 

eas^Xox v.ho factor. : rolut^d to otla«iodjifcri«-i.t would bacons* 

Swjrsfore * I t would be ;noro ui f i ' i sml t to f ind 

relationship*; beisnaca v. portion ; l i t y varittfolo and ath»oc<mtrt«ra 

stnco t'uo pat^:0.1o.i;;,iaiil p::-0;|?idic# ami tb© norrmi p re jud ice , 

though iil'iO/ uro oT di f fo i 'oa t Of ig ins , yiold aquivulmfe soowmi 

on pmtumx so&lo* of otJwsooowtrisiu 
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I t WiAn eoDoXudot! that otudles of tlie mX^ii&aaktp bo-

tmnMt pauaoaulity fac tors a»t! ©timocseati»issi should b$ biroaxt 

octtapi?9lw»alv0 studies uttlisinc le-Fgo gswwip® fK»i glfffopont 

eub-cul w u l aroua. StuvULoa should us# th* dl inJoal l a t e r -

wtm tks isuch &s £>034lbl« to ivy to d©t#n«Izi© that laVdx*s»-.atlaEl 

of i m t o m InfluoncloG tho individual to adopt othacweritria 

a t t i tudes* Ac auciy of . U p o r t ' a s ix approveha3 as 

ghoul-' bo u t i l i s e d fco dets^nina rol^tianaHlpa* 

pj^tboi» iiw^atlgatloau or th i s tyoo s ight u t i l i s e 

d i f i # p « t sooft$t£p9fi of 3t;m,oceatrisii to datomlna 

tti© raaulta of t . i ls iavoatljg.,tl<»i could bo ctupliaatscl, Jror* 

hupa s«i# aafcood other thrni s s l lM^por t could bo dairi3#d to 

moasuro ^UxaQmnt^tsm, Fattu?# studios s igh t als# oon&orti 

tfom&*ilv&Q with tj?grln$ to f ind &if r©i*onooa aoiaml 

prajxuileo t;?M prajwlio© of tho pathologies! w«i*iefcy« If 

d^Tto-mums could bo found, the* rela t ionship botwoon otl$ae-» 

oewtris.-; wad personali ty £astozv oould b© xmm eas i ly mod 

uOouiMtaly saaasascl# 
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