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'in &hé purpose.oiithisjstndy vasvtohinvestigate the
ieffect of the attractiveness cf the clothed body,‘and the
~attract1veness of the face and head, in first inpression

i formation. . AS uell the 1nfluence of these factors on

B

r';'_%vicual fixation patternc was exanined., The theoretical

‘.attractiveness associated stereotype the 1nfluence of }7
[clothing on first 1mp;essiops~°and the analysis of eye

N
;fixations to discern high inforlation areas in .a: v1§ua1

<

| baclc for this study involved the Operation of physical ”ff*

Dt



g _ reccrded their inpressions of a number of itinulus personv"ﬁﬁ_f

-fffacial attractiveness to be a cignificant factor in the

_differential person percepticn instrunént,\subjects ‘

analysis of variance and Pekrsonsproduct-nomeht : i

B [y R ) ™ . -\. M
. N ¥

Ihe sanple was~n0n~randbm and consisted of thirty,

‘ female, University of Albertabctudents. Using a senﬁntic 5'

I

'i_pictures. Each stimulus situation represented a f,ﬂvm;

’syctematic pairing of faces of varying levels of

.-

-'attractiveness and clothed bodies of varying levels of }Kﬁﬂf,j/x

hY

.attractiveness.. Eyeumovement data‘vas recordedfusing an"

0culometer =y=ten.
Iy

The data uere analyzed uSing a 3 x 3 Latin ‘Squar ff-

'correlation. Results of the" statfstxcal analyses sboued é

fac1a1 attractiveness to be a significant factor in the:t“

perception of physical attractiveness of the total unit°”

,social and professional happiness' and soc1a1

]

cheSirability.- Attractiveness of the clothed body vas

f'found to exert a Significant effect in the perception of

3

l;bourge01s orientatron. The analyses of variance perforned

=

*on a number of the individual scale ratings indicated

:perception of certain personality dilensions"and

iattractiveness of the clothed body to be a significant

o

factor in the perception of certain personality

'57d1meneions. None of the experinental variables vere found

to be significant in the proportion of time in vhich tbe

Ny

ifhead area was Visually fixated, oL the prcportion of tine ;Q;jj'ggﬁ




o

it}

in which the clothed body wvas v1sua11y f1xated. The
.correlatlon results 1ndicated that as leyel of physlcal
attractlveness 1ncreas;d éo did the perception of SOClal
and professional happlnecigand éoc1a1 desirabillty. o , 'S“

~ .

. : o (1&5 pages)
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v .. . - 7 INTRODUCTION
- i K a
: - - 4
. Sy ‘ o .
. sfatemept of the Problep
. . ‘ , . ; . + ‘c '. ;' , R

First 1mpre351on= are: formed very qu1ckly, and they

<

nay be derived from an extremely restricted amount of

5_ . - .
& . ~

1nformation. Not only are judgnents made 1n the

-

‘iparticular areas where diiect infornaticn 1s available, },'
"'hut 1nferences are draun and predictions and assessnents
'are made in a variety of areas uhere Specific information
may be lacking. The generation of such a conprehensiVe

i pression'frx'

a linited anount of data is lade possibl f:‘ﬁf
y the application ofoimplicit thecries cf personality QY/Z
';stereotypes, which are soc1ally derived concepts"\w‘ |
'concernirg ‘the relaticnchipc E‘t«een perconal
“characteristics. Firet 1mpres=10ns are e‘during. The;}fi‘”
: jinitial judgments which are’ made of cthers tend to be

firetained :even though additional infornation may become Lf

xavailable which contradicts the origindl inpression,

.”Firct impreseions can significantiw influence the ST
:”f:character, as well as the anount of future soeial ' fi_ffé}*ﬁi‘
"inteIaCtion-f;ff»ffffi:A:‘ﬂ:'if}??*-ffit‘hVEv;;fyi_ff7ﬂ‘

| /f Phy51ca1 attractiveness 1$ an importihzr;ti-fﬁue
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source in 1n1tia1 centact situations. Con51stent sets ff

. | (

psychological traits are 1mplicit1y assoc1ated with

ﬁ

different levels of physical attractiveness.‘ Beauty_is

.. not in the eye of the beholder; but rather is a‘culturally

-

Je

‘derived<concept.’ Not egeryone has the attfibutes to" mamch

the socially held deF%ndticn of beaut} and those that _
believe their-appearance to be 1nferior often enert an. -
extensive effort to remedy the situation.v "Conventional
wicdom" holds that thrcugh the use of a varlety of R
' supplemen*ary goods, physiear attractiveness can be - |
enhanced. The 1ndustr1es deallng 1n personal _: ’
accoutrements have encouraged this notion and of course

capitalize on 1t in term= of financial return. Clothing

i ‘is one factor which is believed by many to bé’instrumentgl

‘in upgrading attractiveness level. The fashion indugtry -

.o

has certainly attempted “to sustain and perpetuate this
notion.‘ | : |

<

Clothing has been found to significantly 1nf1uence qu

first 1mpres=ions. SCme fragments cf research have also

1ndicated a Canecticn betueen cloéhing and physical ;

l

attractiveness, but there has been no snbstantial

T
’

empirical 1nvestigation of the role whicb clothing

[

1.» N .

~ In an initial\contact situation vhere stimuluc"’

information is limited, v1su§§ data may be a major source

f 1npu to the 1mpre sion formation process. fThe'5“='*.;'_

.

oL

) actually ﬁlayc in deterlining PhY51ca1 at%ractiveness. o



location and durgtion af eye fixationc can provide

1mportant 1nformatlon about perceptlon. The areas which

/i
;

receive the h{éhest fixation deps1ties are the areas -of

greatest 1nformat1venes-. Whiﬁ‘constltutes an area of

ox

| of the. natUIe and operatlon of first 1mpressi ns to be a

high information value is deqermlned by the informatiqn -

/

which the cbserverkis attempt&ng to extract.. Instructlons

pertalnlng to the requ}rement ‘to form an lmpre551on of the

A3

stlmulus person shourdvcrlent the cbserver to flxate those

~

areas which ‘rrovide i}portant information for first s

»

.impression formatio

The purpose of//;ls study i= to. investlgate the effect

™~ .
Y

of the q{;racxnweéess of the: clothed body, a?ﬂ’tﬁe
attractiveness of the face and head, d4n, flrst 1mpr9551on
~formation. 2s well the 1nf1nence of theee factors on
v1sual filhtlcn pattern< will be examlned This study is
nnlqué in that although growing bodies cf recearch exist
'in the areas of phy51cal attraoglveness, clothlng, and eye

i
movements, only fragmentary empirlcal résearch attelpts;‘

“an ..\

have keen made to 1nvest1gate the poss1b1e relationshlps
I ¥ .
'between these{varlable

P

The exlst;ng soclalfconteXt renders éﬁ"vvvestlgatlon /

purSUIt whlch can potentially have coneeguences of

.9

'practlcal ;nportance. In a society whlch 1s 1ncrea51ngly

becomlng more urbanlzed and organlc, the number of persons

vho- 1nteract wlth one another on a functional“" .



N
interdependent, limited coﬁtaqt basis, is increasing. In
\sqch a context, first imp{ession dat§ cohprises:a large
4-§rdportion cf the ihfoflation cn which important décisions
are based. | o

(
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~Cbiectives

\

To 1nvestlgate Hhether the attractlvenesg.of face and-

head and the attractlveness of the clothed body

affect the-percelved-attractiveness of the'ﬁotal head |

»

and clothed body unit.

To 1nvest1gate whether the attractlveness‘gf fe;é’and'

" head and the attnactlvenecs of the clothedyh6dy

affect ‘the percept1cn of certaln flrst 1mpression
dlmen51ons. o = o b

To 1nvest1gate the percelved attractlveness of the  ’

-total head- and clothed body unit in terms of 1ts

A

~

%

.correlatﬁii wlthAcerta;n.firstaimp:ession dxnensions;g

‘Io investlgate whether the attractiveness of face anﬁ :
'head and the attractivenecs of the clothed body

zaffect v1sua1 flxatlon patteéns. -
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CHAPTER IT

REVIEW OF LITEFATURE

Person Pércertion

The process'lnvolved in the formatlon ofllnpre551ons .
of others is person perception. |
Person perceptlon refers to the processes by uhich
pan comes to know and to think about other
persons, their characterlstlcs, qualltles, and -
inner states. B . »
Taglurl, 1954 Pe 395
‘Many studles have dealt with the formation of inpr9551on€\e
1n 1n1t1a1 contact 51tuat1cns._ Flrst inpressions are
”formed very rapldly and they lay be based on extrenely-
kfillmlted stlmqus data (Allport, 1937, p.500).f First
rlmpre551ons are endurlng. Even though nore infornation :
:about the person may be avallable, the "prrnacy“ effectslffr
.of flrSt imp is have consequences for the manner in'
:whlch persons are 1ater evaluated (anhlns, 1957"Horn,'fﬁ

The judgments uhich are made of others in an initial

.'icontact situation can 51gnif1cant1y influence later soc1a1f'if

dlnteractlon. The amount of sdE1al interactlon can be 5' 3

'<affe°ted 1“ that lfgtheufirst*inpr%sslon-is poor,5a~’f”'

. . ) " : PRGN DT . - v o v K
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. future'meetiné may be avoided. “If the first: impre551on is

good, further encounters may be de51red (Ryan, 1966) . The
@ .

'Jnature of the 1nteractlon which does occur 1s also

"»rﬁinfluenced by the judgnents people make of one another

(Cooley, 1922), -
‘*A Gestalt approadh te the formation of 1mpre551ons has
been favored by a number of person perception theorlsts.

Persons are seen as a unit, and impressimns are formed of

the entire person.- A pe on is not perceived as the ”

..\

3 between tralts 1s learned through the socialization

totality of a number of discrete traits, rather each tra1t5~ o
.

- vhich 1s perceived interacts vith other perceived traits

.and the’ final lmpresclon 1s a dynamlc whole vhlch is nog
Jpredictagle from the sum of the individual traits.fyjﬁ_
| Y number of studies ‘have dealt with the relatlve' T
domlnance of certain traits in determining the final

lmpressm“' “Asch (19“6). Kelley (1950). and rvishner S

;(1960) studied the centrality of the uarn/cold vgriable.;h'it o

t-131shner (1960) concluded that a trait 1s central to the ,"

extent vhich 1t correlates ulth other response traits.; ffi'ib

5The centrality of a trait therefore‘&s dependent on what

~ 4

fother response traits are present.;_.‘,,pi,;.i.ﬂsﬂ;t{ff'; &p;.

;" Bruner and Tagiuri (195“) directed their attentlon to

‘cf,how 1mpressaons are generated from partial cues.h They

. )

-uproposed that 1nferences are derived fron a naive inplicitirﬂfff

:Ltheory of personality. h concept offthe relationship



\
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3 .

. films, etc._ Because less 1nforlatian is availabl

process., Hastorf,‘Schneider and Poleﬁka (1970) have ;;ff:

"] suggested that impllClt personality theories are very o

51m11ar to- stereotypes. Both allou a 1arge amoxnt of
perceptual data to be assinilated efficiently.

e e stereotypes and implicit personality T
theories are inevitable consegnences of our needs
as perceivers to make sense of ‘the world.. There
s&mply is not enough time to treat. every new. ,
 situation in" its full partjcylarity, nor vould we
" be able to store the full uni ueness of each evEnt
*1n eur” memories. : S

gastort, SchﬁeiderfE>Polefhe,;1970,ﬂj"
p'u6 v»._ . . ) » v.." . - .

Wishner' (1960) trait correlaticn vork provides a model -

for the operdtion of implicit personality theories.h Theyi__;

can he conéeived of as a. correlation matrix of traits

,.1 .
e

L

ot
Polefka, 1970) c

Impressions of persons are formed from the data vhicp' ii::
. : A e
?_‘is available.r werr and Knapper (1968) distinguish betweeny

the presence ot absence of an interveningiComiunication. ,p5"¢’

Indirect person perception is mediated by an intervening

COmmunication, and i= more restricted in the’stimulus ?Af

either to the action of human intermediaries, or the

f,p nature of nhe conmunication. Exanples of indirect

"y

-which 1s héld by each person (Hastorf, Schneider, 8]::iﬁ§,7"

L

:L"directu and uindirect" persqn perception on the ba51s of‘i”

Lff 1nformation whiqh 1s available.‘ This restriction is due m;;x

perceptual information are neuspaper stories, photographs,fﬁ[}]f
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1nd1rect person perception situation, the inportance of

o

»;.what 1s present 1s correSpondlngly greater. . ud:.p“

. physical Attractiveness
Y

An inleldual'S phys1ca1 characterlstlcs provide

lmportant stignlustlnformation to those involved‘ln an.
1n1t1a1 contact 51tuatlch '"Our physical appearance is.j,_
*zthe one personal characteristlc uhich 1s obvious and g
'3accessib1e to others 1n almost a11 soc1al intéractions.hhj.;
f(Berscheld and Halster, 197u p.158). Physical | ‘

3 attractiveness 1s one aspect of appearance vhich is iﬂf{f?
;:ancreasingly galning recognition as’ an inportant social

. e e _ r-,»»*'T
;psychologlcal varlable. '“:‘fpeQ~ip-wjdv L - ,g,ﬂ.” !

The folk bellef regarding physicallattractiveness has ﬁfftf_

'"xbeen that "beauty 1s in the eye of the beholder“ | Hith
{‘.

"respect to human phy51ca1 attractlveness hOVever this does-ﬂ“f-}

'fﬁfnot appear to be true._”“

°'~:Despite the freguently heard assertion that

”if':{f'lindividualadlfferences in criteria. for. physical

-attractiveness are impossibly vast, and that
beauty - is entirely ini'thé eye of the: heholder,

'.7fpe ple typically shov-a .good - deal of agreenent in ﬁziff;fl‘-

"',fttheir evalnations of otherS. o - | |
i Berscheld and valster, 197u, p.181
Fairly hlgh inter-judge rellahilities have been found{toﬁjfh

... 4 .‘._-‘



¥
,exist in the rating of physical attracti%b%ess. fThis

‘ reliability is . maintalned even when the judges differ in

o

‘sex. (Hursteln, 1972 Iliffe, 1960),'uhen the judges differ

\ B

"1n ‘age (Cross & Cross, 1971- Illffe, 1960) ; and when the
'judges differ in occupational status (Iliffe,_1960)n

"Inter-judge reliab111t1e= are someuhat louer vhen ratings

/(\/‘]

are made in a naturalistic setting (nodels,appearfin.f{

.person) conpared to a. 1abotatory sitnation whereig‘nv f
._photographs are used as. Sti'°1u°~“ateria1, ',hé’ \\\

. :still acceptably high.L (Berscheid,in;on,»gglgteq_be' S

N -“'j.i.‘

'\Wals'ter, 1971).-3

LA
A

L

The explanation vhicb has been suggested to account
v

»for this conseneus anong raters of phys1cal attractivess

R~

'1nvolves cnltural factors.

"i The high interjudge agreelent on physical P
“attractiveness indicates that ‘beauty js not.in the

nrellabillties in: the naturalistic setting however'arei_<;;ji=

-

B

eye of jthe beholder. ot ther, there are cultural . f”"V oy

: ;1def1nitions of - physica -attractiveness uhich lales
- and”’ females Iearn to use.';“ R R R

.(_r .

cavror 8 Dokecki 1973 p 51

A number of factors have been found to influence thekf ;J

R
!.

"f*nperception of physical attractiveness to sone dedree._ﬁ;.~f

: W1ggins, wiggins and COnger (1968) found that certain

’ifperconality and background factors gerevt

-;”has been shown to influence ratings of physical

’i{fgthe fenale scmatic preferences vhich were'expressed by

un,men. 1The subject's cvn 1evef‘of physiCal attractivenessjfr*

TN BRI

ssociated with - o



o fperson may affect the perception of physical

i(- ) , . e TR

‘“attrdctiveness when a rating scale method is used, cav1or

o (1973\ has reported that the lower the subject's physical

-'attractiveness self ccncept, the mcre freguently the

AN
y B
an attempt to maintain self esteem.‘,“

" The relationship between the Judge, and\iii géimulus

attractiveness. Cavior and Dokecki (1973) found that

-knowing the person being j‘gged influenced the physical

'f‘”attractiveness rating Hhich vas given-p The ratings given

by knowers and non-knowers however vere clo%ely

fcorrelated. | o | _ s .
'rf,Soc1a1 ﬁ@ctors can also influence the rating of |
iphysical attractiveness.: Kopera, uaier and Johnson (1971\
- found that interacting groups gave lover judgnents of

phy51ca1 attractiveness than did coacting groups. Cavior

- ;(1973) uses tbe concept of social conpetltion to explain f‘. ﬂj

-mpthls phenonenon.; In an interactinq group, a notivational

fffactor°of those involved laY be t° have their judgnent 5.w

‘7Qappear "better" than another's judgnent.t They therefcre Q’{

. .,'a.'

“tdownrate physical attractivenes§2

Phys1cal attractiveness is a variahle vhich operatés

-

J:l significantly zn a wide range cf sccial hehaviors.. It has
277been found to be related tc popularity along children _l

s .y
:Q(Dlon,_1973). popularity and dating preferences auong

Tt_adolescents (Cavior 8 Doketki 1973). popularity and

R : . e . v, Ces . 3

"

ST ‘f'jif-'.y;o~l

,,5,, _‘\‘:‘-’ e

. attractive category 1s used. This finding is explained as ..



’ )
datlng among college students (Valster, Aroncon, Abrahams B
& ROttma" 1966; Berscheidq Dion,gwalster & Halster, |
1971)- actual datlng Partners (Hurstein, 1972' Silverman,‘“-
1971). and actual marriage partners (Cav1cr 8 Boblett,_u k...
"1972).:g | - | ‘

'As vell, the 1nteraction betveen the physical

PR}

attractiveness of male psychotherapists\and the physical

attractlveness of female clients has been f;wnd to affect
: the number of therapeutic cescicnc'(Cavior 8 Glogover,"
- 1973). Archer (1973) fcund that physical attra[tivenessv

.vas related signlflcantly, but negatively, to ) aﬂnres of

-

'apouer, dominance and leadershlp for both males and

females - - IR

Us1ng a simulated jury s1tuatlon, Siga11 and Ostrove

(1973) found that subjects gave lcnger sentences of'uuﬂ'

¥

' ';flmprlsonment to unattractive defendants ccmpared to
attractlve defendants._ Hhen the crlﬁe vas attractiveness';,;§.:

'~re1ated however, the attractive defegdant vas given the

‘ .

{3greater sentence. Ancther type of behat1or uhich has been

b Qrstudied hsing physrcal attractiveness as aaiiriable has
] T Qv\, R

'ﬁbeen helping behavloI Athanasaou and Grgﬁne~41973) found

r,that attractlve‘"lad s-in-dietress" received nﬁ;z offers

j'--.--_-__-of ass1stance than did unattractlve4"1adies-inwdistress"
Although physmcal attractrveness hac beon feund to he

. fjrelated to a large number of different types of social

:-ifbehavior, there has been little investlgation of‘it as a

"/-‘.,4‘ "D. .- r
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@

A

'causal factor. hn exception 1s the Cavior and Dokeck1‘
r?(1973) study where caueality vas considered. It gas found
that for the. most{dpd 1east attractive categories, causal :
direction seemed to be from physical attractiveness to |
:'1nterpersona1 attra;tion.n For the average attractlveness I
X category, phy51ca1 attractiveness and 1nterpersonal o
ﬁattraction appearea to be 1nteractive. _ |
An explanati%n vhich‘has been used to account for the
' ;potent 1nfluence of phy51ca1 attract;veﬂess is the L
| eexlstence of a pn;51cal attractiveness stereotype

v

gAttractiveness levels may be perceptually related to -

e

oA
;

ncertain psychological traits and tbrough a. process of
a trait inference, physical attractiveness nay evoke ar
”l coneietent set of expectancies (Miller, 1970a). aéT“vv.

'Aphy51ca11y attractive person may be preferred because the'i‘

-personality traits vhich are un¢oncciously associatea with,f.“-’f

i'them have a hlgher revard value for perscns uho may

jpotentially interact vith then (Byrne, Iondon 8 Reeves,

- fIf ve/believe that a beautiful perscn enbodies an’ PR
©... ‘ideal personality,_and that he 'or she is- 1likely to L
'~ qarner-all the world's: material benefzts ‘and :
,_ﬁhappiness, the substantial 1ure of beauty is not
o surprlsing.,*=¢ L RN /ewe",

. .‘.'(

uiller (1970a) found significant effects for physical{

,iattractiveness on fifteen of the seventeen dimensxons of‘,,.v;

ﬁﬂxgthe Jack°on dnd uintcn (1963) Adjective Preference SCale{'t



»

No cex of judge effect vas found, but the sex of the

'stimulus person vas fcund to. exert an 1nfluence, uspally

-

in a manner uhich reflected sex role stereotyplng. ‘The

_ soc1a1 desmrabllity of the dlnensions under consideratlon

s

were not 1ndependent1y determined, but based on 1ntu1t1ve-"‘

: 'judgement, Hiller concluded-- . f«_fﬁ
: A consistent pattern emerges, that of the
unattractive person being associated" with ‘the
negative' or undesirable pcle of the adjectixe S
scales and ‘the highly ‘attractive person_being. .~
judged 51gn1f1cant1y more positively. .“- DR
"e; Hiller, 1970a, p.zuz o T

¢f, )

l' Dlon, Berscheld and ﬂalster (1972) found thatzu
o ttractive people were conszdered to possess nost gf the
*p rsonallty traits hich in a previous study had been b
Fdetermwned to be'"jgcially desirable"i No effects weren

::found for sex of,judge, sex of stinulus person» or their

. -

o 1nteraction. PhYSically attractive people uere also :f}\\: . o

;;gpercelved to ultimately experience happier and nore 3 )

3'5qu1f1111ng social and professional 1ives.~ The only |

3fd1mension *n which the phys1ca11y attractlve vere not

.:g;expected to excel was potentlal parental Compgtgnce.'gf,;.

~ .

Dermer (in press) guasi—replicated the Dion, Berscheid

“f;ana Walster (1972) study to acsess the generality Of the \

.jk"what is beautiful is good" stereotype. The stznuli and
fthe_cubjects used were-sane sex (fenale) peers. jThe;?Qf,fe
ﬁ“{fflndings 1nd1cated that the attribution of favorahility

‘hifuac affected by bhe physical attractiveness of the persons
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L) . .
making the.judgment. ’Unattractive subjeéts‘favored the
- intermediaté‘attractiveness stipuli. perscns over the
unattractive stimuli perscns, however, they did not
reliably favor the attractlve Stlmuli persons over the
1nternediate attractivenFss stimuli persons..lnn o
explanation cffered for this finding is ‘that wonen of both

2
levels can perceive .
e

e

f high and average attractivenesj

themcelves as attractive and t erefore déstined for
j‘ favorable experiences. This however 1s not“the case;for
‘f‘unattractive uomen. Dermer's finding that the _51 :
favorability of personallty attributions increased
| monotonically uith the physical attracti\eness of the
U",stlmuli person supported the Dion,'Berscheid and ialster é'
(1972) findings. Hhile the attribution of favorability |
i for unattractive stinuli vas reliahly less than for _b]‘b
"b 1nternediate attractiveness stimuli (p—.OOOp?),

k)

attributions for attractive stinuli were non however -
reliably more favorable thanvthose fcr intefnediate | . N
. attractiveness stimuli (p—.10).1 This seened to inply that il;}
for females responding to” other‘feuales, unattractive S

perconc are dléﬁdvantaged - "what 15 ugly iS bad"' rather fj””;

than attractive persons being advantaged --"“'
beautiful 1s good" (Dipn, Berscheid 8 ﬂalster,~ ﬂi

//V,results of this study alsc showed the asscciatifn'of some é.e;nﬁ

; soc1a11y undeeirable traits with 1ncrea51ng levels of rj/qfﬁ;f

phycical g%tractiveness.v Those judged high in physical -ffff;;f

jﬁerfjiiu
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-
attractiveness were conc1dered to be more vain and\

egotistical, more 11kely to experlence mar1ta1 disaster,

v

and more likely to be bourge01s. Dermer suggests that’ the
_stereotyping of attract1ve females as hcldlng soc1ally

_undesirable bourgeois crientations may ‘be a conseguence of
their.perceived ability to attract high status males, as

;well as %he adornlng advertlsements appearing ln the masé
‘ medla which feature highly attractive models.

Hiller (1970b) studied the effect of physical

attractiveness on the perce;tlon of 1nternal and external

h control. Tt was found that person= 1ow in physical ¢

attractiveness uere percelveé’to be more‘thernal.
v e e physically attractive 1ndividuals are’
likely to be perceived as masters of - their fate, o
as ifdividuals who behave with'a sense of. purpose o
and out of their ovn voliticr, whereas ‘ L .
unattractive 1ndividuals are more .likely to be
seen as coerced and gen gally influenced by others
or. by enflronmental condltiops. o

miller, 1°70b, p. 108 Ve

There is indication that the =tereotype 1s etrongest
. e
at hlgh levels of physical attractiveness., uiller (1970a)s_

found that the number of dlfferences perceived betueen'
stimulus persons of dlfferent sex vas greater at louer‘

(
levels of attractiveness. The inference uhich Hiller

7ﬁfgmakes from this flndlng 1is that as attractlveness level

decreases, other facters,»such a’s sex, may play aalarger i R
‘ role 1n 1nfluenc1ng interpersonal perceptlon.’,g

b-"

It has been found that the phyéicdu attractiveness

,éﬂﬁ[Tf‘ﬂ :‘la;:f?f
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stereotYpevis learned very early. ' Dion (1973);found that
thevbehavioral'expectancies held_by~pre;schocl;children.(3
years to 6.5 years old) of unknown_ﬁeers diffeainé-in: |
~ physical attaactiveness vere consiStent vith adult

stgieotypes; The attractlve chlldren uere perce1Ved to
behave more prosoc1aliy, and to exhlblt less antlsoc1al
behaV1or than were the.unattraetive chlldren. |

The inflaence of physical atfracfiveness>may decrease

as more informatienfbeccmec available..*Byrne;‘ionGOn &

‘

Reeves (1968) found’tha§ phy51ca1 attractlveness exerted

. less 1nfluence cn- 1nterperscnal attractlon vhen

attltudlnal data concernlng the stimulus person was made
available. But as Berscheld and walster (197“) point out

. +» o it is clear that, even if the stereotype

influences only -#nitial reactions, it probably

- will have some endurlng 1mpact upon the.
1ndlv1dua1._ , Coe _
Berscheld 8 walster, 1974 pe 205

.Physical attractlvenees as - a very 1nfluentia1 factor in
1nterpersonal behaVJOI is perhaps beconing more evident |
‘.due to the fact that cur soc1ety is 1ncreasingly becoming_

' m0re functlonally 1nterdependent thus necessitating a

"~greater number of linited contacﬁ;mlal 1nteract10ns.

-8
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A
- Ip fact, cne mlght gc so far as to speculate that
- the apparent increase-in the importance of
-physical attractiveness as evidenced by the
proliferation of cosmetic and bodily hyglene
- products, its emphasis in the media and in
advertisements, is not on)}y a result of our
affluent society, but a ccnsequence of the fact
that we are all experiencing more one~-time and -
few-time social contacts than ‘ever before in the
history cf man. . “

Berscheid & Walster, 197“, p.206 -

Clothing 2nd Eizst Inpzession\pormation - .
‘Clothlng can provlde sensory.data for“person ’
percept1on. Ryan (1966) refers to clothlng as one of the
-"clues" whlch are used in flrst 1mpress1cn formatlon.ﬁ
‘Clothlng 1s‘an 1nt1mate and 1nseparable part of the |
w_perceptual fleld Hlthln which an 1ndiv1dual rs located v

P

(Douty, 1963). hrnheim (1959) has classifled the nanner

in thch a. person dresses ‘as a type of expressive behavlor;:”

?1n that it prov1des 1nformaticn to others that 1ets then

ﬂdrav conc1u51ons about personality and temporary states of

i /_ﬂ,v,-“ E

fmlnd. The 1nf1uence Of clothing on a nnlber of different
. P .
:jaspecte of person perception/have been 1nvestlgated.,

" chlt (19‘“) photographrcally exchanged head'g

'bodies so that the sane head appeare& cn dlffer

clothed bodies. When theﬁferson was unkncwn to the o
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. ';‘
Jd .
‘ subjects, it was found that dlfferences in clothlng oo

&
Lresulted in dlfferences 1n the judgments Hhich vere made

regardlng certaln personal characterlstlcs. Hamid (196&{ N

had subjects rank photographs of fenale fﬁgures'selected
. - ,
from magazlnes on ten ccncept The fac1al expre551on and

halr color were s;milar, but dress var1ab1es>w re
"systematically varied to cover the uide range of female o
dress" (p. 90&).; Slgnlflcant agreement vas found for both -
male ;nd female judges on f1ve of the concepts. hgreeuentfl,’
on an addltional three ccncepts vas - found to be ? , ‘
s1gn1f1capt for male ‘Judges only.- Another set of judges o
"was asked to rank order only the faces on‘the same set of

O

'concepts._ No 51gn1fmcant agreenent vas fcund. Hamid
.concluded from these findlngs that coh51stent stereotypes '
;orlginate'prlmarily ftom dress cue= rather than from |
fac1a1 characteristlcs.':‘h n-pj'lf p Tt?i;:" l“

Rosencranz (1962), u51ng a nodlfied Thenatic
) .

dh.thpperception Test found that respondents noted and

"commgpted on- 1nc0n9ru1ties 1n dress 1n the stimulus :
"f;plctures. It was found that clcthing auareness uas higher uJ“

among subjects 1n higher socio-economic groups, and that
they used’ the variahle of clothing more in their
descrlptions of the pecple in the stimulus pictures than
'jldld subjects 1n louer soc1o-econom1c groups; _ | o
| Douty (1963) 1nv%stigated the 1nf1ueuce of clothing
imﬁ_whach varled in affectlve tone on percept;onc of personaf
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- N ' X . -
traits based on the Yang-Yin clacslficatloh Significant"

differences vere found in the ratings of s c1al status and :

perccnal traits vhich vere given to three of the four
Stimulus persons.. Mahannah (1968) studied he influence'
of dress and hair colcr ‘cn the perception o] Yang-Yin o
perconality traits. Differences in halr col'r,;'
'differences in dress colcr, and the 1nteract on of these
"tuo vere found to have a 51gn1f1cant effect. Sorenson
»f(1°66) found that.in a =1nulated employment i tervieu, .
neatness of ClCthlng ccntributed tc a- fevcrah e 1mpression:
',and 1nappropriateness of clothing contributed_to an'f; -
.,Unfavorable 1mpression._ HcGhee (1968) found a :.f
rgrelationship L\:veen the defined nood of a coet:_gj

i.mood rating,ae51gned to the per=qn vearing the

The influence of clothing on pre-echool chi dren syf

firet imprescion of vhether an adult fenaie vas "happy" or'Ui

'"unhappy" was studied by LaToush (1969)._ The contrasting b .

x.J

ff clothing types uere silple/detailed, casual/forlal, out-f_l‘V
-moded/fashionahle.' The cho;ces which the children nade

B betueen the clothing types qid not 1ndicate that clothing

. va= a factor 1n their percepticn., Houever, they did refer ”"

“,7to clothing Hhen guestioned abcut the reasoning involved -
;”131n their choices.}"' » | - 1;=~

Hamid (1969) had subjects rate photos of adolescents;‘:

-1under four dress conditicns, high school uniforn, casual

*'”tclcthes, working clothe and evening clothes..on a set of7'7ﬁ

o _v



 out by Jones (1969).

'v;vimpcrtance to fashion than did those uith lou fashion

“rﬁjlold female subjects rated pictures ot currently

~i”f'agreement Hes found.1 Gibhins concluded

concerts.\ Semantic differential ratings vere found to be
h'narkedly influenced by the dress condition.‘ f; a later-
:study, Hamid (1972) used stimuli 1n uhich twe’ dress '»c -
variables, nake-up and glasses, uere systenatically
manipulated.. Trait ratings were found to be\narkedly
;1nf1uenced by these variables. Houever, uhen asked to»ﬁ
‘11ndicate ﬁhat had 1nfluenced their 1npression only a few .
'mentioned glasses, and ncne referred ‘to -ake-up._ii

A study uhich 1n€estigated the influence ‘of
Jafachionableness of clothing on esteen ratings waslcerried

t wae found that in-fashien figures

.
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‘.,~‘

Vreceived higher e: een ratings than out-of-fashion figuresﬂ

- in five of the six stinuli conditions., Subjects having

,

“Jhigh fashion 1nterest were ﬁound to accord greater ,f rg?7

linterest. Values and social security/inseburity were not
‘ found to 1nf1uence the ratings.S‘Gibbins (1969) P

?1nve=tigated the connunicative aspects of uonen's clothing

h‘iln relatlon to fashionability.\ Fifteen and sixteen year \u;? E

1

ljfashionable clothing 1n terls of the attributes of the

"person vho would uear then.- A high degree of inter-judge



22

Y e e not only are judges prepared to- make N
, judgment= about the.kind of person whc wculd wear
. given clothes, .but , -, "they agree to a very.

-large extent indeed, both on. the céaracteristics

'0f the vwearer of a particular outfit and upon the
. differences’ hetween the wearers of different o
~voutf1ts. . - oo

Glbbinsy 1969 p.306 »

The 1nfluence of Clothlng =ty1e on the perception of
" perconality was cons1dered by Thones (1971). Subjectsf'
Co LB

: and rated them on a runher cf personality t;aits. The
“f‘procedure vas: repeated one ueek later. In this secqnd
b
The results 1ndicated that clothing did influence the

perception of personality treits. Thonas also found thatg

\

o vieued pictures of models in clothing of different stglesg"-?

~

teet, some of the models appeared in ditferent clothing.}fo'

perception of personality traits in the etinulus personsej)?r

Ccnner (197“) investigated the degree to vhich\

clothingnaffects impre sion fornatmon.}’lhree dinensions*“

‘u'.

of 1mpression uere considared athletic, social and

,pfizintellectual. It was found thet the person varieble

exgited the-strongest influence on the athletic f}f.rwa:

inpression? consaderably 1ess influence Dn social

impression{ and mininal influence on intellectuel 7:

5‘ the cubjecte own personality characteristios affected theﬁﬁff

impreSSion.i Ihe costuee,variahle exerted the strongest_ffvﬁﬁf_fA

h

infludnce on socialness, end considerably less 1nf1uenc35}

‘»ﬂj on athletic and intellectual,iIPSGSSiOB-: Thﬂ int°“°ti°" ”

of costune and person exerted the strengest effect on

S



g . . . . . S

N soc1al impreselon, and less on athletlc and intellectual
‘ 1mpre 51on¢ ~Conner’ concluded that the degree to which.
clothing influences 1npre°sion g,rmat;on depends on the ‘

_dlnen51on belng cons;dered. . ~i'_ i | |

There are growing bcdles of research concerning the\

ﬁihlnfluence of physical attractlveness on person perceptlon,

L

"and the 1nfluence of clo?hing on person perceptlon.. There o

»has been 11tt1e emplrica uork hovever uhich has exploredl g

"'.the relationshlp betﬁeen these tvo. Perrin (1921)

;4reported ‘a, +.83 relatlonshlp hetween "gof“

taste" in dress

. dland physical attractlvenes Q Spiegel (19‘0) studied

ST / R
f._gﬂperson uas bad. The suhjects~nsed in this study uere o

.tfhichlldren in a psychiatriq setting. Itvis not knoun if

" chlldren's concept of hunan beauty. Although the nunber

of esthetic elenents lentioned by the chLJdren vere feh,:;_77ﬁ°'

“fthose nost frequently referred to uere the profusion of 3ngﬁ,,f
&d¢61°thln9: harr and eyes.; Spiegelrconcruded S

- The enphasis on’ the envelope oi.the Body is sor . Rl

o overhhelming one has ‘the impression that childrem '

~.consider beauty . scmething one :puts.on and tages ‘
off with clothes and. cosnetics, and nct an

Ee {_~inherently intrlnsic part of the body.ie;3”fnj::ff;fsy““;hf
B piegel, 1950, p.1u j?z'f<~fff€5';ﬁ¥;f’l o
'.fﬂSplege;/also found thnt the child*s concept involved T“ﬂ;&;ffﬁv

;l}perceptions that a. beautiful pdrson wes good and an’uglj

T4

H*f;these flndlngs vould be suPP°rted if a sa.ple,of\childrén -.;i

"771;fr°ﬂ a 1955 SPecial PoPulntion vere hsed., fi‘*fﬁ?ﬁ];"dt‘
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[

: physical”attractineness'ievel of'their subjects;"h_panel

}
of judges was used to validate the adeguacy of this

LIS

In the study by Hoult (19‘0). the heads of unknown

_male =t1n01u° persons uere rated’ for attractiveness. A

.nunher of outfits of clothing uere Lodependently rated for

"_ "appropriateness“ for college students., The most

Ton attractiveness.;

B

attractive head was then phctographically placed over the

."1east appropriate clothing. the second 1ost attractive f‘ i

T

fhead vas placed over the second least appropriate
'JCIothing, and so on, until the least attractive head
‘ ”}tappeared uith the mcst appropriate clgthing.. These .le#

-pictures were then rated on a nunber of dinensions, ,fﬁ

IRy

1nc1ud1ng PhY81cal attractivene554 by the bollege student f77:jf
. [suhjects who had originally rated the heads. The nesults :f}g
‘L 1ndicated that the change in ratings were positively l

}‘fassoc1ated Hith the clothing ranking This neant that

'7.;hwhc rose in attrac+iVenes=\rating.e The louer ranked ?j ~§?x

;‘,clothing was associated vith persons who uere rated lover

M‘.‘\'«— \ "

i:the higher ranked clothing vas associated vith the persons }f_}f
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"Eye Hovemepts .
-lnformation concerning rhe;locatidufﬂirhinja'stinulus
| field '‘vhere visual data is%acQuired nay'be'a useful»‘/
varlable to consider in investigatlcns of flrst 1mpre551on
. formation.' Yarbus (1967 p 3) states that "Records of eye &

movements 111ustrate the coursé of the process of

4

N . Jperceptlon" - a ‘.:: "‘:": . “ \ ) - | 7 - . L . ‘ . '.:.A.- » .\

~In the vlevlng of complex objects it has been found

that the eye faxations are not random but are related to -

the conflguration whzch 1s being vleued (Baker & Loeb,

k

,on other elements.: Eye flxations have been llnked to

perception. o L'-

j,t...m -

since little om/ﬁo perception occurs betveen ,
points of flxat1Cn, ‘the eye novenent paraneters
- relevant -for visual- ‘perception are nnnber,e—.-.

/
GOﬁld & SChaffeF’ 1965, po317

‘ el

There are relatlvely feu areas within pictures vhich

\\,

‘ area of the stlmulus plctures uhich they used received

4 -

-

Yarbus (1%37) found that when subjects' cye lovelents are

recorded for a nunber cf nlnutes, the extra tine 15 used

RV L AR

1973) ' *he eye tends to rest longerron sone elements than S

recelve a high concentratlcn of the gaze.v uaakubrth and,;”fl

'f¢3'~uf,=i-

e

: Horandl (1967) found that one-half tc two-thirds of the f‘i}y;mﬁf

e very fev fixations, and that tuo-thirds of all fixatiohs;ﬁg?:“§7‘

;iff‘occurred 1n one-tenth of the total area of the pictures.ffjeh"“



not to exanlne other aspects of the picture, but to re- .

-

exapine the sane area

py fundanental prcblem in the study of perception is to i ‘

.find adequate vays to spec1fy stimuli {Schiseler, 1969).

!

Mnch of the vork which has been dope 1n visual perception ‘

where the variable of eae rovelent iefconcidered, has usede

A

stimulus figures whlch can he repres;{.ed as~an outline.

s Deccription of these nonsense figures 1ny°lve§\f3§ﬁ o

.o N

parameters as’ the nunher of angles and directional change

RN

zﬁ
1n contours. Techniques of psychophy51cal analysis have -

N

been developed 1argely fron the use of these guite sinple,
objectlve stimuli.- In dealing v1th visual perception in
thé real vorld hovever, very complex,\suhjective stinuli

‘ g

must he con51dered._ The\descfiptive terninology deve10ped

s to deal with sinpler ctinuli is often not adeguate ¢o

deecribe this type of v1sual naterial. But, if real worlds

(

v1sual stimuli cannot be prec1sely defineﬂ, conproiises

should be \ade 1n the area of spec1fication rather than in

the stimulus naterial,hhich 1s used, .:?igtﬁi'”?ﬂifppglﬁle_faii

N

.. perception of real visual materials. are inpatient

L With Testrictions to fandonJehapes. -If the real .
:visual world is complicated, 50 let it be. If

. ccmpromises.are to b® made;: such investigators o

.would rather: compronise in teras of -depth |of :vlj‘.}gﬁfltf:

ﬂfhspec1ficat10n than upon subject natter.,ﬁi-

"~ugInvestigators interested in “the study of. o

Pollack 5 Spence, 1968, p.41

Ihe features 1n a visual fleld uhich are fixated nore

than other features have been studied by a nu.her of
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/

investigators;v uackvorth and Horandi (1967) found that in
dan unstructured v1eving 51tuat10n doninant flxatlon
‘reglons always contained unpredictable contours or unusual
deta:ls.‘ Areas of texture, especially uhen they vere
=mooth and therefore predictable } Here seldomly fixated.
'pollack and Spence (1968) L although they did’ not carry |

out such an exten51ve content analy51s of flxation areas,, o

dld conclude that\sharp ccntour< recelved a hlgh degree of

‘4«\*f1xat10n and unlforu colcr ma's ses recelved a low degree of

K flxatlon., Yarbus-(1967) liéted a- nunber of factors which

in h1s studles had not been found to account for visual

fiiatlon of Certaln areas- Theee factors uere the degree?"'

. vof . deta11 the brightnecs or darkness of ceftain elenents-'
acq}cr dlstrlhutlon. and the m:terial of the stinulus' |
faplcture or hou it was. nade, providlng that it was flat or .
s';nearly flat-:ufa:;u,tt‘=,'v .*>.-f‘;-~ u;f. o ,  | |
‘ t'n number”of investigators have concluded that it is
",the degree of actual cr potentlal 1nfornation content of
'7;*certa1n areas 1n a: v;sual field uhich acccunts'for ‘ |
.17d1£fer1ng degrees of fixatlon (Busuell, 1935- Yarbus, _
"1967 Hackworth & norandi, 1967; SChissler, 1969). . .an*'“”"‘"

nganprocess 1nvolved 1n the 1dentification of high infornaticn

””df;areas withln a visual field doee not reguire scanning, but

lfﬁ \?ather 1s gulded by peripheral vision.

v
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“ e e objects providing essent1a1 1nformat10n
are by‘'no means uniformly distributéd.” Usually.
they are localized in small areas of the field of
vision. . In these circumstances the peripheral
" portion of the retina usually finds the cbject or:

element of an object which contains or may contain
essential- 1nforuation, and consequently a process
resembling reconnaisgance takes. lace; this

’1nformatioﬁ is perceived and anilyzed in greater
detail by means of the -fove - part of the retina,

- when directed towards the - ect.,‘ :

: . Yarhus, 1967, p 2
'Hackworth and uorandi (1967) prov1ded support for the

- position that the pIOCESSlng of informaticn content 1s

)

mediated by peripheral viszon ulth their finding that two~"'

e

J

ithirds to three-quarters of their stimulus pictures vere

'scarcely fixated. fJ'f ;;1 ~,;.Qc,~ D i & »
Although there is'agreement that it is the relative

*Linformation value of certain areas of a visual stinulus :

vbich'p051tively accounts for v1sual fixation, there is o

.ton in. the definition of uhat constitutes ;14;"5-?

ftivenees., Buswell (1935) and Ya:bus (1967)

_fficance uhich certain element= contributed to the

17v;perception.: Yerbus (1967) noted tmat attention mayiei

}}ortant 1nformatlen, but Hhich 1n the oplnlon of the

'vifjiﬂthe PartJCular circulstance, unfamiliar or7
i':iincomprehen51ble.f”?t et | e |
| e e S e g
Heckworth and Horandi (1957)rdeﬁéloped,avnore-ej"
R T

:/,...»_

jered infornativeness as referring tc the meaning oerVfﬁ

;drawn to certain elenents that do not necessarily givefigj"

'bject nay.h This cou;d be elelents uhich are’unusual in_fft:'



- systenatic ard objective'prOCedure to'assess.f
'informatiueness. They divided pictures 1nto one inch

squares and had subjectchrate them on a ten p01nt scale of”
informativeness, or how, aasy it uould be to recognize on- ;
another]occa51on. The total picture was then shown to

-another group of subjects. It was found that fixation

ch01ces were primarily confined tc the parts of the

picture which had been rated as high infcrnation areas. '/53\\ #
Pollack and Spence (1968) used a,similar technigue of’ :
hav1ng subjec‘s rate small cquares of the stimulus picture

on a scale of 1nfornat1veness., Iheir criterion of  _: ‘

T 1nfornat1veness vas the extent to which the information of ‘J
the picture would be. altered if pieces uere removed fron‘:

_it.h The 1nd1vidua11y rated squares were then used in::‘

'uicual seatch tasks by another group of subjects.ﬁ It vas S
found that errors and search times uere lcwest for the S
highest 1nformation rated segnents.4 Schissler (1969y had
subjects rate snall =quares of a picture on ‘their '
1mportance 1n contributing to the meaning or inlerest of

the picture. Hoderate correlations vere found between the

1nformativenecs ratinge and eye fixations for one inch

v o

. ;sguares.\ Larger correlations uere found uhen larger units

‘\\

than a One inch square were considered. | .
‘ The reliability of this nethod of rating ‘sggi3ild.'j

infornativeness has heen established to =one deéree?;;{f;;

5chissler (1°69l found high corr’elationc betueen different ;;,”*

)

B fﬂ"'g -’f"i'ﬁ.'?'fkf
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L ‘
subjects performlng the same ratlng task. A hlgn)

. \
correlatlon vas also fcund betueeu group= uclnf dlfferent

scallng procedures. dchdssler-used only cne plcture in
hie study but rellablllty vith nore than one plcture has’

. been established by Mackworth and Horandl (1967). |
.Another concept of informativeness has,been usedeby
V‘Fgudand Nunnelly (d967). “Théi‘sev infornation-vaiuejes
being determlned hy the dlfflculty encountered by a |
'subject in asszmllatlng the ccntenf~oi\3_v1sua1 dlsplay,v.
Complexity and novélty were considefed to: be dlmencions of'

it. The hypotheses of theAFaw an&DNunnally (1967) study

’ ﬂwere also based on the assumptlon that affectlve tone, or S

pocltlon on a pleasant-unpleasant continuum vas.
“_1nctrumental in deterﬁining eye flxation yxﬁPalrs of
stimull, 1nc1ud1ngia nuuber of real 1lfe sdenes, differlng‘
.1n 1nformation valde or affectlve tone uere used. ‘ihep;

frequency with whlch each menber of the pair vas fixated

. was then deternined. Both affective tone and 1nfornataon.*f“

.value, or structure, vere found to be Jnfluentdal in :

d'dlrecting eye moveueuts. The morervaluable stiluli

'dominated the less valuable stinuli.1 The more conplex and}w”,j[‘

;mmore novel stinuli dcm1nated the less ccnplex and novel

o stlmﬂll.» Affective tone was found to be a pore potent'”p ;iffv_f

wtdetermlnant of flxation than novelty or conplexitylunder . i

e

most conditlons.dj’
The informat1Ve parts of a picture nay vary depending

co. ,'..\\ -: a



tay
-—t .

C e
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on the 1nformation vhich the observer 1S attempting to
« extract. Mackworth and Morandi (1967) and Schissler
(1969) used unstructured v1ewing s;tuations Hhere the
subjecfifreely examined the stiuu1us picture, Buswell
(1935) and Yarbus (1C67) found that instructiens giveu'>
: prior to the Vieuing dramatically influenced the details
and. pattern of" fixation.. |
‘Depending on the task in which a person is
engaged, i.e,, depending cn the character of the
information which he must obtain, the. distribution,
of the points of fixation on an object will vary
. correspondingly, because different gtems of.. L

information are- usuafly 1oca1ized in different
‘ parts of. an object. P

Yarbus, 1967;‘p 192

The results- cf scme research have lead to the - ._ii&/fl'f

suggestion that the lccation and drderzng of major | '

_.fixations is a more meaningful eye levelent paraleter‘than _awrit

is- the actual number of fixations.. Noton and Stark (1971) |
have found that different paths are folléued by the sa;e

subjeCt when viewing dlfferent patterns,wand by different

subjects when v1ew1ng the sane pattern. The tern scanpath ;Lv‘,

e
il

was. adOpted to refer to this fixed peth o: eye loveneut SIS

A

:vhich was characteristic ¢f a given suﬁjegtéviewing a'
‘ggiven pattern._ The results of the Noten and Stark (1971)
| tudy show that the scanpath is fcllowed intermittentiy,

but repeatedly, during the 1earn1ng of a novel pattern.t}

B .

"The first feu eye movelents during recognition of the

.pattern follow the same path. Ihese researchers postulate
o S S ot T

a
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; attract nare attenticn than do figures.‘ uunn (1961,

32

memory on uhich recognition'is based._ A sensory
t, a feature of the pattern, may ke alternately
recorded vith a motor componentr the eye movenent reguired

to reach the next feature.‘ The appearance of the scanpath

.l
* A

in 1n1tial eye novements durlng recognition may represent

the - matchlng of the pattern uith an 1nternal

representation. L
studiesvof,eye'movelents”uheredhunan~forns‘haveiheen, SRR
used as. stimuli are feu._ Yarbus (1967) foung that faces~j‘

s

5 p.570) studied the eye :ovenents of uonen when they 'eref*

v1eving male ctinuluc‘persons.- It was found that 325 of
the total of fixations vas on the face.; Hithin the face,aoiéfn
fixations are predoninantly on the eyes, louth and nose |
(Yarbus, 1967). One of the stinulus pictures used in the e

uackuorth and Horandi (1967) study uas a pair of eyes oy

\

behind a. nask. The eyes were the only areas receivin’ an

f'1nforlativeness gating greater than eight on the ten-point

i scale, and they had fixation readings of S-8$ of the 'étﬂ;ﬂfQ*fo

total. (A fixation rating greater than 2! of the total

-was’cqnsidered te be =ignificant) '“'JJHC";ﬁflgi’fdffi“gf >\¥f

"'Epe movements 1n relation to clothing/have received
ver¥{11ttle attention in elpirical studies. defrey ;di;ﬁ B
(19?0) investigated the color fabric preferences of

o

1ntfoverts and extraverts. One of the va;iables.ft"

,r' Al




- -time spent looklng at the uarm and the cccl colored

33

'considered wvas eye lovenent. Pa;red stinull cf plctures

of warm and copl colored fahric samples were used. The

:Hconponents of the sblmuli, and the choice and non-ch01ce
' components of the stlnull nere then conputed. ‘No'fr' )
-YS1gn1f1cant differences were found betueen the 1ntrovert
and the extravert groups when con51dered separately._'
Houever, when 1ntroVerts and extraverts uere taken :,
1together as one group,‘clgnlflcant differences vere found
ibetween tlme spent lcoklng at choice and non-cholce .
" stlmulus elements. _,"_'_ ,'tf_ ‘, }~‘;l4d‘ |

®

N



‘ fﬂ}stereotypes (Bastorf, Schneider 8 Polefka, 1970).1

K

~ CHAPTER IIT

'METHODS AND PROCEDURE -~ { °

| . {

Included 1n this chapter are the theoretical
.frameuork, hypotheses, selection of the sa.ple,;'\
V'sdescription of the 1nstruments, preparation of thef
»stimulus material, description of the experinental.ifi"f .
procedure, operational definitions, directional rating of f“f

'”variables and the methods used to analyze the data.;‘."
L fgéjll-.illff‘%_iff'fi k'y';ff“f';*“,:lﬁh.l :

4Impressions of others arelforned very rapidly,_and
they may be based on extrelely linited stinulus data.} The
“,anferences fron which an impression originates nay be
derived frou a naive inplicit theory of personality |
'rl(Bruner & Tagiuri, 19‘&) The nature and function of :
';'inplicit personality theories are sinilar to those of _i
g .
Phys:cal attractiveness is one aspect of appearance
'ﬁi;fuhich S1gn1ficant1y 1nf1uences a vide range of social
. {behavior, including firet inpressions.}\Interjraterf '

S R T T e R
g CE PR . . I Wt e Sy
’ § A : : I AU ' SO yo ¥
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e»reliabllity in the rat1ng cf physical attractlveness 1s'
©high. The varlables of sex, age and occupat10na1 status\ :
: of judge have generally not been found to influence»v.z

'

.physlcal attractiveness rat;ngs significantly._ The potent

. 1nf1uence of phy51cal attractlveness has been attributed

;ﬁto the exlstence of a phy51cal attractiveness stereotype'adti}f'?
.‘.f(Mlller, 1970a' Dlon, Eerscheadus éalster, 1972'Aberner:_f;d‘i}
in PreSS) Attrac*lveness levels are perceptually related
";to certaln psycholchcal traixg' and thrcugh a proces ot i
tra1t 1nference, physical attractlveness nay evoke a j'qj;;fw
:fcon=1=tent set of expectancies (ulller, 1970a)-‘f,,.77“ﬂ“'

Clothlng i= a variable vhich has been found to

1,{”5;9,"' antly 1nf1uence first inpression Clothing haS'i

'fﬁ also been 1dentified as a factor which is ihfluentlal inliﬁﬂ5“l\
ff'determlning the level of physical attractdveness (Hoult,“iqff“'“

A T e e

Hie19=a Athanhsiou 8 Greene 1973).‘5_if7f.¢;2;: o
V1sual infornation can be a #ery significant'source of '
‘HVdata in 1nit1a1 contaCt person percepticn. Bye fixationsffiﬁf“ -
ds;are relevant paraleters for the etudy of visual perqeption ~<n ,
.:[d(chld € Schaffer, 1965). Hithin a sti.ulus field,—thege“-'h}
'd are relatively fev areas vhich receive a high ‘\
fi”concentration of the gaze (uackvorth 8 uorandi, 1967).,_;ffyi:;

fffThe areas vhicb do receive|a highfdensity of eye fiiations .igfﬁf

L

;3aare those uhich are high in infornativenese (Busvell, #fa7uV”":

3y Yarbus, 1957. aackvorth € uorandi 1967- Schissler.

'3;1969). lteas of highest infornativeness nay vary



. ‘. . F.A oo . o . K ,’ o, a

g depending on the 1nfcrmaticn uhich the cb=erver 1s

attempting to extract (Buswell 1935y-¥arhu5,v1967), | .‘J-?

I . L

S :
v ]
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{f 1.ifThe attractiveness\of face and head uill‘~ £ f:f
T 51gn1f1cant1y influence the physical attractiveness

.:1irat1ng of tﬁe tctal head and clothed boay unit.,._[i‘fﬁ SR

< . . o
T T

PRI Y L e
K ST Cele ;‘ .

'1;2;f The attractiveness of the clpthed bohy uill

:Vf;51gnificantly 1nfluence3the‘physical attracti#bness

g "F.ﬁrating of the tctal head and clothed hody unit.,i;ﬁ;u~ﬂ;*=

\- o TR

”72: 3;ijhe attraciiveness of face and hf

K ‘_v.{.-




”e”51gn1ficant1y

.ifsft
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: ihe attractiveness of face and\head vill

o T 2L DR
‘ilu nce the social desirability

o

"rating of the tctal head andvclothed body unit.,mﬂ_ R

L *

tmhe attractiveness of the clcthed body vill
:_?s1gnificant1y influence the social desirability
o rating of the total head and clothed boay unit. “,,j

s »,.i,:: .

‘ﬁlhe attractiveness of face and head vill H,,’wéf _;ﬁﬁf”l
.‘:s1gnificantly imfluence the social and professional

J-happiness rating of the total head and clothed body

S Hu_-_ Cor ke T P e e
7 IR USSR T S L P AR D I SRR

'~{Qfsi

”f?ThI attractiveness of the clothed body vill ip:;{;};a.;h:{

,,,,,

nificantly influence the social and professionalﬂ}f*}ff*“

"i{;happiness rating cf the total head and clothed hodyﬂfvﬁff;fé

- 53_1fsignificant1y fnfluenée the bourgeoisforientation

The attractiveness of fnce and head vill

’»frating of the total head and clothed boﬂy unit.:g'




10,

.:Jhapplness rating of the total head and Clothed body;:fﬁ'*>”'

ff;*clothed hody unit, and the bourgeois orientition S

e

":clothed quy unit, and the SOCial desirability rating

”_of the total head and clothed body unit.-

Tt

The attractivenecs of the clothed bcdy will B

" .

"rating of “the tctal head and clothed body unit. f'

Tely o

“5Ihere will be a significant correlation between the

,_;phys1cal attractiveness rating cf the total head and

Y
CE

e, ;f‘-',' R

UThere will be a significant correaation between the
';-prhyslcal attractiveness rating of the total head;and

,:!ffclothed body unit, and the social and professional

There will be a eignificant correlation betueen the

.38

3significant1y influence the bourgeois orientation;'.

R ,.~

V”5}physica1 attractiveness rating Qﬁ the total head andif!#fwgs7;




- §>“I“tuhiqh the head aréa is visually fixated,

J39.

’ : -
' .

'rl15,.rThe attractiveness of the clothed body uill . 1;
L .signrfrcantly influence the proportion of trme in
rwhlch the head area is. vrsually fixated., .'e _'% :oif 'féﬂ

R

B

"ﬁﬁchIhe attractiveness of face and head u111 .
.i"51gn1ficant1y rrfluence the proportion of tiue 1n figfff«
ng’vhich the clothed body is visually fixated.

"*.f e e :;~?

Isj,jﬁj.f;rhe attractiveness of the clothed body vlll §
g ‘_'.signrficantly 1nfluence the pr0portion of tine in
"'twhich the clothed body is visually fixated .

University of Alberta <tudents.:;k non-randon salplin
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iilling_tg participafe'ih‘a stbdy cohééinédfwiéhifirsti
inpreSSion fornatibn.; It was explalned that thq testlng
) i/

vould regulre dbout thlrty ninhtes and they Mould be. paid o~
o e ) s

T two dcllars. It an affirnat1ve recponse uas received a

i;.1;uziAge;,,;f,;s f}ffgf,f;‘%uj;;f;;;«{:[<j?i;[=;ﬁf}f

: scheduled testlng tile vas arranged.,f'

| 2' 'Ygai:»-:_"ip :“ivé?‘?i“y ‘ S

Univer31ty of Alberta (Petrnk 8 Bnnka, 197uf.g‘gh@§sy5t,!.;i* £

’, .



fn vas desmgned for the study of visual response 1n learning.:.t
\The data uhlch 1s monitored and recorded is eye p01nt1ng
.-co-ordinates and pupil dilaticn.‘ The principle of i,ﬂd.fr,3§
_operation is based on the corneal reflectlon nethod of o
Tr;oculography.. Infrared llght is used to 1lluninate thd "';d dd_a
'lx.eye. The 1mage of the eye is projected to an infrared o
) =

}Vtelev1sion camera whjch is ccnnected to a snall dzgital :
j:icomputer through the use of ‘a special interface unit. The;;rh;t
l:bconputer analyzes the displace;ent of t;e corneal T
gtd”reflectlon relatlve to whe pupil center.i It is this 5
»Nn;dlsplacepent of the ccrnégl reflection fron the ceuter.pf
: iithe pupil which is functionally‘related to the '1“”dy' .
'?jfdisplacenent of the pcint cf fixaticn from the source of
lg,lnfrared light (Petruk 6 Hunka, 197#, p.19), and thus is
%'ithe iﬁﬁormation uhich is used to calculate the eye L
~J%p01nt1gg co-ordinates._ Ihe corneal disPlacenent, as vell
'raas a measure of pupll dilatlon is recorded approxilately
t"once every thirtieth cf a seccnd.feifj{*ffi’ff;d ‘ Ee

The Petruk and Bunka infrﬁred cOuputer based R R
”2;ioculometer system poscesses a nulber of features‘uhich R

vtzfnakes 1t an appropriate choice for use in

'I;keye novement studies. It vill operate etfectively under

:'Limost nornal lighting ccnditious., Through"ﬁe use of'*;f;_ff;fiig}

”;{lnfrared liggi, the neasuring and recording"epperetus is nf;ﬁff_

.{fmade relatively unobtrusiVe.., linildefof,unnaturel

ﬁpltrestraint is 1nposed on the subject through.'\df””’” ¢




- onlyfe‘chio reet.‘ The oonpntet‘and”its-periphefal‘deiioes}'p

c;n "4]{hysic311y icolated in a roon vhich i85 separate !

. w5:1n vhich the cubject is located.v Data is
:ine-track lagnetic tape and‘thus:is easily
gfconputer analysis..ppii-;. o ; "‘rff?

giability, valiﬂlty and accuracy of tpe infrated T
k%iased cculoueter have heen established and | -
;ed (Petruk 6 Hunka, 197&) Proof of peqforlance
5 ;ablished by asseesing the perfornance of the systel
ieries of sinple, definabIe sub-tasks vhich vere ~ lLi;,:;

ito comprise the OVerall task. These findings uere

v

5§neralized to descrihe the perfbrnance of the tote

A;,é;;-ﬂupy; r - :
’ 7' ". “ ‘l. . R "» ‘__: .... l: '
‘ S i K 1
op Instrument - e
Lo e

. fsuhjects' perception of the personality | :

57" characteristics of the sti-uluSrperscns uas recorded using
| an adaptatlon of the instrulent developed by Dion, :;ff;@;pizeﬁJ 

Berscheid and Walster (1972). Ihis instrulent uses.a 5

senantic differential‘

. Chnig“e to ‘ssess the Pe:ce ;1bn R

e of tuenty-seven personality dinensions " Rart

(1968) dzscuss the selantichdpfferentiaf:technigue in

considerahle éetail.. They~conclude»that as}an index of

Person perception, the selantic differentialeinstrulent }?ﬂf?5355

T




_appears to be both reiiable anﬁ‘valid; A

43

Ty

NI .

Ihe senantic differential ratings were nade on a six

'point scale. The adverbial guantifiers chosen to -

i'frepresent the scale positions uere “extrenely":~"quite"‘ .

Ji and "ﬁaightly" These adverbs uere chosen becahse they

vequidistantly SPeced (Helse, 1969).:-

’i,ioriginal instrﬁment. These vere derived from another 7ﬂ" Ifj
) nc;section of the Dign, Berscheid and Ralster (1972) stndy B

'where suhjects vere asked to rank the stilnlus persons in bii

hawe been found to define rating po51t1cn= which are about

°

A number of additicnel scales were added to the

,'.

terms of friendliness, enthusiasn. Physical

-attractiveness, social poise, and trustvorfhiness._ iﬁj&b‘j.';a*‘

Ny

"effort to naxe the response node as consistent as '~{j7}ffﬁ;fit5;

' ’ﬂpossible, these dimensionSbwere altered to appear in six

'r!poised—avkward scale alteady appearing in the instrunent.

3 frour additional scales uere therefkre included.; They

’“*»phrsically attractive-physml\ unatmcun./

f]fgtrustuorthy-untrustﬁorthl-‘%._ 5

SO

1”“fsoc1a11y desirable perﬂon of either sox. A set of

p01nt semantic differential forn ) Perception of social glﬁqffi

\

iop01se vas considered to be aaequately 93CClpassed by theﬁv**'“,“

”’fﬁwere° friendly-unfriendly. enthusiastic-nnenthusiastic.

"J

“;ff(1972) had subjects denote the polar terl of each scale;f}fﬂj"}”

'ffgwhich they considered ﬁgibe nost representative of a ffff;if“@ff

P

hy

Lk T .
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socially desirable trait=~ua5‘then foraulated‘based-on the -

| criteria that jwo-thirdc of tbe male'smbjects,anditwoe

thirds of the. female subjects ehoued agreelentTin'their
ratings. Seventeen traits met these standards;; They vere

BN R ‘ i

poised, modest, strOng, 1nterefting, self-assertive,

N Ry

[ <

socmable, 1ndependent, varn, genulue, kind, exc1t1ng, ,;g}a"

"sen51t1ve, sexually varl, sinceje, enthueiastic, .

-ftrustuorthy, friendly., To obtain 'n index of social

i

”deeirability, the responses to these scales uere sunued.

‘o A

ln 1ntercorrelat1ng experinental cells Derner (in

vprecs) found epbstantial negative Correlations betveen the_;ff

"‘modest—vain 1tem and oiher scales.g Sinil@r findings of

LN

another researcher are referenced in the De;ner study« fﬁfgiﬁ'

‘lBased on: these results, the lcdest-vain iten was

.',eliminated fron the soci(l de51rability‘1ndex to be
'L,analyzed separatély. ;..O_Ejﬁgf:gg‘wf;”fﬂjjgf;f?;i"\1ﬂ

The complete set of thirty-one scales appeared in one,ff}'

of three random orders.v A seccnd =et Of itens was

included to assess Perception of social and profesiional

"=fhapp1ness and hourgecis orientation.» These itens uere ;ff'7

derived from Dion,_Berscheid and Halster (1972) and Derner“,j~ﬁ*~

(1“ press) Sﬁbjects 'were asked to ?:omnent on the

DE RS

‘thprobability that certaiu stateneqts uere-representative °fft:5hl€

'ffthe person they had just seen.- Probabilityitas recorded

-'using a szx p01nt scale of likelihood‘ extrenely unlikely, n;Jff;

vffivery unlikely, somevbat unlikely, sonewhat likely, very ;ﬁ .
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likely, ex+reme1y likely.

The 1tems dealing with social and profe551onal ‘
happiness vere: &;kely te lead .an- exc1ting 1ife. likely to
experignce personal ﬁulfillment"likely tc be successful
1n chcsen occupation._ Those items assesslng bourgeois
. orientation uere- likely to synpathi;e with oppressed
people (reversed), belief in loney and vealth as prinary :
1ngred1ents for a happy life' likely to be snohbish and a.
<soc1al statue seeker. The comphete person perception ‘

" 1nstrument and the accompanying instructicns appear in

- . Appendix I,

".§1i' " j't ,..p .

The stinulus naterial con81sted of =1ides shovinq;g;
syctenatic arrangenents of heads of varying 1e~'1s of-‘
' attractiveness paired uith clcthed bodies of vary'ng‘~

¥

1eve1= of attractiveness._ Decisions regarding the ,
particular heads and clothed bodies to be nsed were based(;'g,'
on the attractiveness rankiﬁbs chtained fcr a nunber of '*_di'
pictures of. faces and clcthed bodies.~ The facial ‘V Hl
photographs were obtained fron a recent college yearbook.,A;::

They vere standard front~v19v head and shoglder poses

taken by a professional photographer.. The instituticn



distance from the Univetsity cf Alherta uhere the testing
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,/‘

from which the‘yearbook vas ohtained7uas a considerahl

- was done, and the probahllmty that the judges uho uere‘ .

o

ranklng the plctures chld know the stinu1u= persons was

coneldered to be snall. However, a guestlon asklng the

: / :
subject 1f they knev any of the stlnulus persons vas

t

A'1ncluded on the ranklng forn., An afflrnative response to

%

"this guestion resulted in cne response forn berng

ellmlnated from cons1deration./ Of the set of fac1al

'photographs chosen to be ranked, there uere ‘o instances/

.from recent fashlon nagazines.. The criteria involved in

frepresentative of the 'G‘Clorph body type. ; {jfl-‘

. iy
uhere the person wore glasses cr Hould generally be o
| 'consldered phy51cally groteséue or extrelely ugly..~,

Slnllarly,'%he facial photdgraphs vere unrepresentatlve of

[

Seventeen clothed bodies (headc reloved) were selected

k

‘ selectlng the clothing was that it be a short length dress

: or hlouse/sklrt ensenhle and that the garnent be aodelled

Cou

)

in a front-fac1ng pcsiticn. A standard adhered to An the

selectlon of the photographs of both the faces and clothed

¥ i
: .

The set of twenty-one facial pictures,and the set of

a

'::sevehteen plctures of clothed hodies uere sepa ately

-franked for attractlveness by thirty students enrolled in

7,'

~,bod1es to be ranked, uae that they appear te be :Jf;ﬁ>?9‘3 S

'an 1ntroductory clothing cqurse. }ll;plctures-eere=ln;the .

~an attractlveness level of unguectionable extreme beauty.z,i..i

S
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forn .of black and vhite phctographs.{ The ranking method
Epwas chosen because it is influenced by feuer perceiver

“variables than is the method of rating on a - scale (Cavior
& Dokecki, 1973)._ All subjects uere instructed separatelvt_‘
_and ranked the: pictures in iselation fron others.»'

Kendall's coefficient cf conccrdance (w) was used to. test-

B

T o .
o the agreenent in ra:kings. Inter-judge agreeient uas

‘-highly significant S indicated 1n Table 1. Based on
._ these rankings, a. s t of. three pictures of faces and a set
~of three pictures of clothing were selected such that

. three 1evels of attractiveness- 1ov, high and nediua, uere

erepresented by each set.' The high attractiveness picture -piff

wvas the one having the greatest positive deviation fron

the nean of the tot 1 snnned ranks. The lou

i attractiveness pict‘re vas' the one having the greatest

R R
B . ”4 ~

' negative deviation rou the lean.l The lediul

"-attractiveness pictu‘e uas the one having the snallest

deviatlon (positive

: 7 o
: procedure of selectivn vas carried out for hoth faces and

'cclothing in all but ihe facial lediun attractiveness

fr negative) froa the nean. This.;”[-f;“'

'category. In this instance it uas necessary to select theff;fr

'{Mthird smallest deviation frcn the nean_tc represent the

nedium attractiveness category. or the tvo pictures uhichfr?e

had smaller deviations, one. had an unusual posture and the:;n‘

other a hair style which would present difficulties in v.p;{;}n

naintaining a natural appearance uhen they uerepx

Ty
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t

photographically palred Hlth the var10u= clothed bodies. ‘
| Using a photographlc process, each face uas paired

*ulth each. clothed body. This resulted in a total of qine =
'separate pictures The flnal forn of the stinulus '

dpictures vas ‘as black and vhite =11des.

T



"Tabie 1. Kendall's ¢oeff1cients cf ccnccrdance for
B attractiveness ranklngs of faces and clothed

bodies

“,bhi?ﬂ{ginis

Aaf

Clothimg . - 109

| 2 9.3,-,59;7: '\
sz

20,




,;1f clothed body appeared lore than once in each set. ”ihehaﬂi”“

‘.l,_stinuli viewed by Grcup n were lediul facial

JFaeattractiveness.. Group B vieved high facial

N gattractiveness/ nediul clcthed body attractiveness- lovriify

 5‘0.

,’-E;'Bs;.;i' ental “g: gcgg,g‘;g' S

ogp" Ihe nine stinulus photographs were divided into three ..
b.fsets of three photographs each.g The phctcgraphs were " .
'-‘idivided n such a way that each set included vie‘vs of all o

‘,pthree faces and all three clothed bodies. No face or

-jgsuhjects were sequentially assigned to three groups, A,- |

“f‘and c.» Each group viewed one set of the stiluli.;,hie :T :

nﬁiattractiveness/uediul clcthed body attractiveness-,IOH S
f;faClal attractiveneSS/high clcthed body attractiveness-i;ﬂ.v e

'"d:high facial attractiveneSS/lov clothed body ::f,ifﬂfj;

}"hffacial attractiveness/lou clothed body attractiVeness:

¥

”ﬂfmediun facial attractiveneSS/high clothed body

5attractiveness.] The stinulus categories viewed by Group c;mf~

'h;jwere high facial attractiveness/high clothed hody

.-'fattractiveness‘ nediun facial attractiveneSS/low clothed

L ibody attractiveness. lcw facial attractiveness/lediul o ]l;~"w

‘i;clothed body attractiveness.hf» ﬂfi"

o

Ihe viewing procedure included the recording of eye

“'; movement deta by the infrared conputer based oculoneter.,;

1ipf\st1mulus naterial appeared in the forn of slides displayedj;ﬂphf

'lusing a Singer Caranate.f The subjecﬁ vas positioned in



',_5such a manner that their v1eving of the stinulus nateriel

"jvas recorded by the cculcneter.A During the testing period

{,the subject vas alone in the testing rocn. The changing

‘“fof slides uas renotely controlled fron the adjoining roon .
W hich also contained the nini conputer and peripheral
(tdevices reguired by the oculoneter systen._hfﬁ;it“b v

The first three slides viewed by each subject vere

“'calibration slides. The suhject vas asked to visually

)

'ffixate a series of three tuo-letter uords appenring in

-'Vﬁﬂlfferent positions in the visunl field fcr npproxinately

‘7.ffive‘seconds eech., This data vas used to calculate

flreference points. These reference points allowed the eyejg’;g,d
ifpointing co-ordinates to be neaningfu11y interpreted 1n'dtf?fff
:;terms of the pictorial field.;: f‘jtiivffifrfj”'Afi}ﬁfbudfgi:"
| The three stinulus slides of the eppropriate set vere}f L

‘°g_shoun consecutively for tﬂenty seconds each.t A blank

’:tﬁ slide aPpeared for five,seconds. Then each of the three f{%asii

s'::stinulus slides vere shovn for five seconds ench as a

//

| *}fbrief reminder. At the conpletion of each of these five ;;jfigf

‘=S§second~v1eving periods, the subject responded to the

”?;The list of slide seguence uhich uas used es an

%*;f’Appendix II._=._'7

’fperson Perception ratlng Scales for that stinulus person.fgilfff

li”}dexplanatory guide for the test subjects is included-in“?ffi'f*'f

g Ihe decision to use an experinental design involving‘gef?*fﬁ
:f_5an initial twentg second vieving of the stilulus slides e



.{.‘

folloved by a five seccnd "reninder" vieuing period vas ~

based on the results of a pre-test.v %he nethod used in

'ﬁeffthe initial stages of the pre-test reguired the subject toi7.”

"5respond to the person perception instrunent after the ”'.
. initial vieving of each stilulus slide.- Thic involved thef'

.'subject removing their head fron the support vhich

| f:naintained it in. the proper P°sition Vhile oculoneter dataf{;fif

"',Euas being recorded, responding to the person perception

fitlnstrument and then tepcsiticning their head in the

’Vfr-support to allov eye lovenent data to be recorded uhile

‘thhey v1ewed the next stimulus slide. It vas found that

ﬁtﬂfsubjects encountered difficulty in correctly repositioning?’;ﬁf

..o:;their heads 1n the support.. This resultea in theiﬂb“

“ffffcollection of invalid data.aﬁl revise stiuulus

"7‘presentation method was considered preferable to having an;-(

. "fexperinenter intervene to ensure correct repositioning of

T the head for each stilulus slide.,53'j§:_~ﬁhﬁh*‘ﬁ“3”ff”'i'}'H

A

N v“

o fyl Attraétiveness of face and head - relative rankéd

p°5it1°° °f Sti“l“s facial Photographs.‘. Cateqorized LT

as high, nediun or lov._Qj13_;5_j3ﬁ}1¢5fe*7'f”'=?
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Attractiveness of clcthed body - relative ranked

:m posit1on of stinulus clothed b dePh°t°9raPhs'ﬁ

" ‘to each. stindlus cenditicn on the physically f?

:‘ﬁﬂattrective-- physically unattractiveg’cale of the '

1;stinn1ns condition, on each pQDSOnality dinension

: included in the person perception instrilent. .i,i

"Categorized as- high, nediun or lou., _“‘ALZ. 3"3 3“2;

’AIPerceived attractiveness of totad unit'- rating given';;;;

..

7‘”; person percepticn instrunent.::_ijl_%

_JPerceived personality traits-- rating given to each

ifiperceived 5001a1 desirabiiity - sqn of the ratings Of'fi”f

ng}the appropriate itens on the person perception

"3j'1nstrunent for each stinulus condition._ The scales -51 R

L}

| ‘ffffrom vhich this 1ndex was derived, balanced for

S = ) e
jfdirectionality were- poieed -lavkuard' strong - veak,;;f{@
s°i{1nteresting - boring self assertive - sub.issive.gffyfffij

' fsociab1e - unsoc1ah1e independent - dependent, uarl

A\—‘

"ﬂi*- cold-;gennine —:artificial kind-- cruel"exciting

Jl'5n5- dull' sexually uarn - sexually ccld' sincere - *gfﬁ;}'¥?é

‘ocinSincere. sensitive - insensitive. enthnsihstic -75;3““”“




"tlperception instrunent. The particuler 1tels involved

 :are the perceptlon of likelihood that the stilulus

LT

;~Q\

'unenthuclastlc- trustvorthy -‘untructvorthy.,friendly, .

o

"_-'unfriendly.

S i,
. A

oy s

’ 'Perceived social and. professional happlness‘- sun of -

_the ratings of the app:opriete 1teus on the person ;ié,_ﬂ

W

’faperson vill lead an exciting life experience jl;i/*7‘“

'"]personal fulfllllent- be successful in their chosen

'ffoccupation., lef»,f

Perceived bourgeois orientation --sun of the ra ings f;QT;

'?f€°f the eppropriate itels cn the person perception

"’fj;nstrunent. The particular itels involved a e the

‘_;:perception of likelihood that the sti.ulus person is,

dfffnot synpathetic tovard qppressed peoples, believes

fononey and uealth axe prilary ing:edlents for 8. happy

7-le5f§&lf

”"vpﬁﬁj}conputer based cculoaete:

”vfflife- is snohbish and L social status seeker.g;~iﬁ'-l’ﬂ”':

NEEE



/
infrared conputer hased oculoneter.

: ) . S
B

"Visuél fixaélon of the clothed body - pIOportlon of
i .tlme Spent vleving the clothed body of the stimulus

~person as determined fron data recorded by the ;‘

o .
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e
© bizecticnal Batiso of yamiables |

‘Table 2.  Dpirectional rétinglbf ﬁariab1es7'

Variable. - - Range . Low Sccre - High Score

~ Pérscnality
.Dllencions,‘ o ' R T A
o ~altruistic L-”.egoistic jﬂ~“ :
. 'bold . . shy - B
'%f_coﬁpetitive . cooperative
' :_conventional zj'unconventional
.. emotional - - rational - ~
: _;enthusiastic . ~{unenthusiastic
.~ ‘exciting. .
© o friemdly- - -
. ‘genuine ;;f
. independent
-t},finteresting
. 'kind- .
-;Jnodest
obvious

ST - :

i

“-iunftienaly

’fﬁdependent
}gﬂhoring N
. cruel - _’-' -
i ovakn b‘ ‘
..subtle.

©.4ull ,-,-~;v,,.-f
- artificial {. ;? S

_;*gFontgoinq &
. 'physically . -
-‘attractive =

1 :
NANNANARANNANNANNARARNNON TS

]

-t D hh b
’ . . ! LA B e
OOV O RO NOVOVON

ok

;_;4sinp1e

'”*g.sincere

|nf?{sociah1e R

gn.fsophisticated‘g,f
. .stable . i

+ - stromg.. o
.;trustuorthy

‘ *safe

uv,;self-assertivea.

;g;-sensitive

..~ serious -

L sexually’

-ffg,prohibitive
“Vsaxnally

_Narm -

: ﬁuarl‘ :

. S

,*;gjreserved
*Vphysically
_{funattractive
- awkvard
'Ajdangerons
_ ;suhnissive
:;..insensitive ‘
“'r3[hulorous S
. sexually. L @;_ﬁiﬁjf‘
,;jperlissivev S
'sﬁisexuallj
»*/Eaccld
}f;complex
*,finsincere
‘._unsociable

naive -

{,”changeable S
-'Hweak T
untrustworthy;}iyj;;
v;cold ST I



- - Perceived -

S sy

\%

—

: Va;iablé .

._-Range

Lcw - Sccre

-
'

N

Bigh Score =

_ Social \ -
- -Desirability

Perceived -

Social and ¥
Professional
Happiness .

v f 3*18

‘Perceived o 3#18

Orientation

 16-96 ‘high

A

social -

desirability

low

social and

~ -.professional
- -happiness.
low |
" bourgeois .

. orientation .

: lov‘L

social

‘desirability -

high
. social and

professional

happiness
high -
~bourgeois -
- qrientation -
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2nalysis of Data
. IlThe purpose of this study was to investlgate the f'
effect of the attractlveness cf face and head and the
éttractlveness of the.clcthed body in inftial‘contact
person perceptlon.' Due tortheﬁexpesure of’non;independent
groupc tc the varlous Stllull condltions‘h?wever, the |
po=51b11itq that subject varlables couﬂd influence the
| recults to a greater degree than vculd'ctheruase be the
case, could not be 1gnored.f To test for subject-group
effect as. vell as for the effect of the variables under d\>g
| fnvestigatlon, a 3 x 3 Latin Square design fractional
replication of a 3 x 3 x 3 factorial experlnent vas used. _a'

The experinental design is diagrannatically represented in- .

Plgure 1. The three levels of attractiveness of the face‘

.u o

and héad constltute the rovs._ The colunns refer to th%_"nff”“
three levels of: attractiveness of th%,clothed body. ffh;:f“fcggﬂ
letters uithin the cells represent ‘the ‘greup of subjéctsvr'“';
who rated each stlnulus condltion._,.‘ev._v{f.f f.f; ‘ |
The use: °f a Latln SQuare design involves the le L

| aseumptlon of an addltive model.f Tuo-factor and three-i ff;e.:'
factor 1nteract10ns are assumed to be negligible relativef_;;;*m
to main orde% effects. .Ihe residual includes all sources :
of variatlon uhlch cannot be accounted for by the ~€;f;*f:"
add1€§v1ty of the maln effects (Hlner, 1962). ;t_ff;ff?”

lnteractrons are indeed negliglble, the Vatiance due to o
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i
. v - ;

- . ; / - .f .
’ ' {

_residualcgources can.-be considered to be an eSt}mate of

the variance due tc-experimental‘errcr. A partﬁal test of

whether 1nteractlons are negllglble is the. ratlo of the\
" hmean square of the re51dual to the uithin cell mean

square. If thls is 51gn1f1cant the hypothesls that all

1nteractlons are negllgible cannot be accepted. In such a '

A,51tuatlon, main- effects may be confounded by 1nteract10n ’
. effects. “h %_-’“_ ) |

| The proportlon of tlle in: Hhich ‘the face and head vere
visuvally flxated and the proportlon of time in whlch the
clcthed body was v1sually flxated were computed from the
data recorded by the infrared ccnputer based oculoneter.
1fThe use of the oqulometer system at th1= point in :imet'

muct 1nvolve the recognitlon that 1t is ap experlmental

,system. Due to a possrhle varlety of suhject related and

.vsystem related vardable it vas not po:sible to collect a o

complete set of eye novement data for each subject
1nvolved 1n the study.. Vlsual fixation 1nformation vas.
therefore computed using the f1ve lost conplete sets of

"data in: eacb subject categcry.j Analysrs of the eye

v‘movement data f1rst involved a change of format from that

of the PDP 8/E computer which was used to record the datap
.to a form which was acceptable to the IEu 360 computer :

thCh vas used to analyze the data.: To compute the

flxataon 1nformation, a progran uhich ccndensed the data L

"'1nto a 20 x 20_matrlx waswused, Informatlon'gained from;«j :

"
S {
(l
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'_meashring theffelativéqusition of the éalibration.édiﬂts
_iﬁ_terms’of the étihﬁlus'pictUrés vas‘useh to interﬁre§ |
lthe'matrix, | | | _ | |

A 3 x é.Latin'squaﬁe.ahglys&ﬁ‘g* variance was used to
test hypothesesd, 2, 3, &, 5, 6, 7,4, 9,'1"0, 1u-' 15, 16,
 f7, Hypofheses 11, 12, 13 uere tested using Pearson .
product-moment correlatlon. For statlstlcal results,A
levels of 51gn1f1cance are. p < .001 1&&mlghly
51gn1f1cant-‘p < +01. is 51gnificant"p <"05 is

'approachlng 51gnif1cance.
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Figure 1. . .2 x 3 Latin Sq@éfe experimental design
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 CHAFTER.IV -~

FINDINGS

This chapter precents ‘the results of the analyses
: performed on the data obtained from subject background fip'7
: 1nfornation, the person perception instrument, and the.k»

‘infrared computer based oculometer. Tbe presentation of

‘-:findings is crganized as follous. characteristics of the B

sample; analysis of variance. Pearson prcduct-nolent

74cqrre1ation. The final section of this chapter denls vith ff% h

/
‘,_the acceptance or- rejection of the hypotheses.

The sample consisted of thirty, fenale, University of

ERTE

’ﬁAlberta students., Prospective subjects vere ngproached at s7.ﬂ'

~Tvarious locations on canpus and aSked if they vonld be VTif*

 -Hi111ng to participnte in a study concexning first

c”impressions ' Background 1nfornation collected included

&Ujage,)year in university, and faculty.j Ilble 3 presents
'the freguency distribution of this data broken down in J:HTV

”;:fterms of the three subject grcup
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- -,'_Anél!ais sis of Sarissce o s

Data wvas collected for the nine conditfbns of. the *-"‘

_3 x 3 Latin Square experimental deslgn.‘ This data vas "

' ,ianalyzed for variance vith respect to perceived social ;\j

desirability. perceived SOClal and profeseiona% happiness-

..'perceived bourgeois crientation- the individual scales of .7
lg.the person perception instrument (Part I). proportion of R

1t1me in vhich the head area .was visually fixated-55'

'Cproportion of tine in vhich the clothed bcdy was visually

. 7fixated.--

o N
R
o

' f nedium attractive face/head paired vigh high attractive

- Ts P »'J-JJ":_ o

Ihe analysis of variance results are presented 1n thf'

'pi;Tables u to 10 inclusive.- All of these tables, except

“;iTable 8, are 1n the forn of & sun of sccres aatrix i#nfhgiﬁ~**7

‘~.:folloned by an analyeis of variance tabie for the varlable;:;isip,
jcunder conSideration.‘ Table 8 presents a suaaary of the -

analyces of variance carried out on the individual scales:ejkﬁff"

of the person percepticn instrument. A conplete

presentation of the sua of sccre= natrices and the resultsisz:fﬁi

i? °f *h¢ ana1YSiS of variance for each of these personalitY_ﬁﬁf“”':'

0

diaensions ic 1nc1uded in Appendix III. 5:;;;; fjagljf,;«-tu

ihe sun natrix of Tahle u indicates that vhen the highfﬁ?p:7‘“

attractive face/head vas paired with the high attractive

clothed body, this conbination vas considered to be Iore

K

PhYsically attractive than vas the stinulus condition of“foir"“d
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.;rciothed'hody} This latter combination in turn was‘

. considered to be nore physically attractive than vas the
i_conhination of low attractiveness face/head uith high\.
‘ﬂ.attractiveness clothed hody. Ihis type of relationship

o held in- thT low attractiveness clothed body category as

the high facial attractiveness condition being

}. rated higher than was>the nedium facial attrhctiveness
- condition, which vas rated higher than the low fac1al
".}viattractiveness condition. Hithin the nediun S
| ;attractiveness clcthed body stilnlus group, no, cleerlgiififi”i{*-f
; igjpattern was.evident. The nediul face/head condition N
}?aiireceived the highest physical attractiveneSs rating uhile e

| fithe hlgh and 10' face/head conditions uere rated at the.a'

*ﬂ?sane level of phySical attractiveness. The analysis of

v,sf[the nediun attractiveness clothed bedy vas considered to 5?**"if

Jl“_fvariance tahle shows the face/head attractiveness effect
'Hfto be significant in the perception of physical e

| fﬂattractiveness of the total head and clothed body unit.‘bgiif$ffi

As indicated in Table 5, each head when paired uith

;;pfxbe more - bourgeois than when 1t appeared Hith either of the,ffiih:ﬁ
}i'hZOther CIOthed b°di°5" The high and lediul face uhen .vl..
,5;Paired with the low attractivenese clotdl% body received
.;;the lowest hourgeoiskgrientation ratings in their S

'ffjcategories._ Ihe lov attractiveness face received equal

'ft[;bourgdgis‘ihtings in the low and high attractivness

. ifclothed hody conditions. Attractiveness of the ijt??ﬂéf,f&'lg”

TR
RS
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fclothed hody<fas highly significant in the perception of
_ bourgeois orientation. ' ' .' 1
In the perception of social and profeSSicnal happiness"

o (Tahle 6), fac1a1 attractiveness exerted a highly

""s1gnificant effect The sum natrix shows that vithin the

"5high and iow attractivene ss clothed hody categories, the ffﬂ:i

.;high face/head ccnditicn was expected to experience the
iifigreatest amount of social and professional happiness.« In ?‘5:'
‘f'the nediun atractiVeness clothed body category, the mediun ﬁfifi:

vghfacial condition was rated slightly higher than the high

tﬁf'jface/head | This difference in ratings hcwever, was nuch 7ff77‘

"l.xsmaller than the ahsclute value cf the range hetveen

ﬁ'_dadjacent ratings in all categories._ The analysis of

irjvariance shows the residnal effect to be approaching _
7QESignificance, which indicates scme interaction effects._g'{fdgiff'

As shown in Table 7, the effect of facial

.:”’ettractiveness vas. found to he highly significant in thejtjff“““'

' ffev1dent in the sun matrix.“ﬂithin all clcthed hody

*ﬂ:percepticn of oc1e1 desiragility., X definite Pattern isaf;l"z;‘

,f]_attractiveness categories, the high attractiveness face “fi?ri'

f,"";:i‘}'-'_vsocial desirahility ratinq. and ‘the 10' f“ial °°“dit1°

'ff.vwac perceived to be lonest in social desirahility.;;”f7
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Tdble 6. Analyszs of variance for perceptaon of soc1al
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| Iable 8 shovs the re51dual effect to be 51gn1f1cant
for f1ve of the 1ndiv1dua1 personallty dimen51on scales.
simple-complex; outgoing-reserved~ modest-valn- bold-shy;«
- self ecsertiVe-subhissiie. Because of the p0551b111ty of
'-Serloue confcundlng of the na1n effects by 1nteract10n |
'feffects, these scalea were’ renoved frg: further ana1y51s;
There uas ev;dence of 1nteract10n effects in an add1tional'=
=1x ccales.- The re51dua1 approached 51gn1f1cance 1n the ”
cperceptlon of the followlng dimen51ons' obv1ous-subtle-~
:convent1onal-unconvent1cnal' frlendly-unfrlendly.p
itrustuorthy-untrustuorthy. 51ncere-1nsinCere. p01$ed- |
.?awkward.-. | j E “_ |
Ihe subject group shoued a. signlflcant effect 1n the l,'
.ratlng of the emotlonal-ratlonal and the obvrous-subtle |
*idlmenclons. Ihls varlable approached sﬁbniflcance in the}“
'&fpercepthn of 1ndependence~dependence and altrulsm-e901sm;i
t Facial att;actlveness was found to exhlbit an effect

"’1n the perception of nine perconality diuensions.,

t;[vfriendly-unfriendly. p01sed-aukuard sophisticated-naive.v‘]o'hWTW

'5ﬂ1ntere=t1ng-borlng. enthusiastic-unenthusiastic,.strong-

'ftueak (approachlng signiflcance) excit1ng-du11* sexually p:ffhhﬁ“7

'Gliuarm-sexually cold (approachlng significance) soc1ab1e-':'

: f,unsoc1ahle. The effect of the attractivenecs of the

7,7’clothed body approached signlficance/in three of these»h?afa}

r{same =ca1es.d These are the first three llsted.

. r .
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Table 8. slgnlficance of exper1nenta1 varlables in the:
’ perceptlon of certaln personallty dlmen51on& v

| i
Dimepsiops =

~ Face/
Head

Altrulstic - E901st1c .. 0217

Bold - Shy © . .0005

]

- Competltlve - Cooperatlve - L0489

Emotional - Ratlonal o _;26513

Enthusiastlc - Unenthu=1astic,[;0000

Excitlng - Dull - e .ﬁ' 'j¢0000;:

Prlendly - Unfrlendly i:\”5: ".0099;.

s
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C‘.
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Dipepsions

F

Sensitive =~ Insensitive

Serious - Humorous

Sexuaili’?rohititive.-
Sexually Permissive.

: Sexually warm = Sexually Cold

Y

51xp1e - Complex

'Slncere - In51ncere

50c1ab1e'- Unsoc1able

:,Trustworthy - Untrustworthy

Strong - Weak .

Sophlst1Cated - Nalve

Stable - changeable

-

Varm - Cold

Face/

. Bead
7176
.0603

.0003
40179

. €190

" .5554
0001
0000

- {6906»
0284

L5435
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The attractiveness of the clothed body wvas a
.51gn1f1cant factor in.the tating given on tuelveiof,the-l
‘scales. These scales uere' altrulstic-egoistic.
competitive~cooperative; conventional-unconventiona1

1ndependentedependent. varm-cold genuine-artificial-
-sen=1t1ve-1nsen=itive- =afe-dangerous"cbvrouc-subtle,
kind-cruel sincere‘in51ncere' trustuorthy-untrustuorthy.
the first four of these scalee also shoued the facial
attractiveness effect to be approaching 51gn1f1cance.

l

of the main effects facial attractiveness and clothed. :
;body attr&ctiveness, although there Here instances uhere
one showed approaching 51gnificance uhen the other vas
_51gnaf1cant, 'on only one scale were thexrhoth found to
-exert a. 51gn1f1cant effect. This vas on the scale |

'-sexually prohibitive-sexually pernissive uhere both uere

found- to have hlghly significant prohability levels..

Tables 9 and 10" present the results of the analysis ofal"

L variance carried out on the visual fixation data.. None ofs'

;.hthe main effects uere found to Oﬁerdteaﬁignlficantly in
'“the prcportion of time in vhich the face/head area was'd;.
,;Lvlsually fixated, or the proportion of- tine in vhich the-

i‘clothed body was visually fixated.ufd.“'
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,*1 _
Tablé 9. ":Analysis of variance for visual flxation of the
- faces/head area. (Elements of the sunm matrix

are percentage of total eye- ncvement readings,-
summed for five subject=). _
. v

" SuB Matrix

- Attractiveness of Clothed Body

| T ‘High' .Hédiup - Low T  .
R | . High'~-2ib‘30 293.80 265.60
~ Attractiveness . . _ o ST
. of Face/Head - Medium 220 60 & 2“3.“0 .»L- 293‘10",'
S | 'a‘tov-i,197,9o 206,70 273,000

: jrace/aeaa R V-2 1 2 ,]Aé;25?}"f9;195'5~;8656‘

"*ifc1othed Eody g -1500;17fg112?f'W;75°§°97  '??2°7u1 1207

, ¢fsubject Groupi .:.2i6;31;f:f2“f‘_5165.15 f 0. 318;  .729u

‘l1 _Error ;7_:__ ji1223u uof‘ 35""f 339 ea-

.ufRGSid“‘l 0 13seee 20 e, 931v wo.2ooff:.8197_ o

‘ﬂ'iotal_-_'.'f’]u 1a1as 30: w
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Taktle 10 Analysis of variance for visual fixation: of the
' clcthed body.. (Flements of the sum matrix are

percentage cf total eye movenent .readings, -
.summed for five subjects) , T N

FAtt:@dtivéﬁéss‘of.éibthed'Bbdj B E
fﬂighq‘{ uediun,.‘ ‘;Lowi.”' |
) Aﬁ .o

Aftractiiehessﬁ R L N
of Face/Head -~  Medium 279, QO 255.60f,;,:_206;90v“,

1;['#§i:37302.1o?5 253,30 227,00

R ' ¢<j ]”} B
| u9 ea{ff‘o.%yskf;.asaz
752 47 :21271..12u1

'Face/Head e 99 69
Clothed Eody ”  1sou 95[;;

2
'vfisubject Group 210,88 i; j» 105, au<jf o.319f”f,735a,ﬂfoi
:’Besidual ~ j,gﬂ. 133 11f;ﬁ 2  0,196 .8232 -
' -2

3uo 1§i R
“ Tota1k PR 1u195.sofffu¢i*ﬂi_};Q:ﬂ_f‘<

nigh 28970 ;;zoe o aag

e aase e



- Peazson Product-boment:Sorrelation

4

Association betveen the variables physical .

.attractiveness, perceived soc1a1 desirability, perceived

‘V.social and professional happiness and perceived hourge01s.-”

2 @
:drientation, vere analyzed using Pearscn product-nonent v

hicorrelation. Tahle 11 present= the results of this
’ixlcomputation in the ﬁorn of an intercorrelaticn matrix |
v.shcving the correlation of- all variables and the levels of,”
i ;significance associated vith then.;f :iifa-ff]; f7"i
. The intercorrelation natrix shovs a highly significanti?]?
'Vcorrelation betveen physical attractiveness and social and:‘

‘r'professional happiness.» Hhen the directionality of these ﬂf'

,variables va= considered, this indicated that as level of-fii'

C

'fflrperceived physical attractiveness increased, perception ofif:

"Tffuture soc1al and professional haPPinﬁss 1ncreased- Y

N e

7dhigh1? Sigﬂificant P0=itiveﬁcorre1ation vas found betveenj e

"phyeical attractiveness and social desirahility.. This S
'hfmeant that as the 1evel of perceived psysical |
: a ‘;

v“fatractiveness increased thére vas an aCConpanying increase;;'

galn the perception of degree of social desirahilityo-' he;,,.t

“=Lother highly significant correlaticn found vas hetveen

1i~‘socia1 and professional happiness and social desirability.v,v
7fThis correlation vas negative, and when it vas interpreted
‘3;in terms of directionality, itvindicated that as ;efgﬁ“"'
ldiiperception of degree of social desirability increased,‘so:?fpf

e

e



;\ -did per‘c‘épfii‘oh of '.pot-'ential-‘_so‘c:iél A'anvd, ‘_ p»;'dfessi_o'n'a‘l :

~ happiness, .t

78
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. Table 11.‘vIntercorrelation matrix for perception of
e Qphysical attractiveness," perce;tlon of - . .~
»  bourgeois. orientation, perception” of social and
. professional happipess, and perception.of
“social desirability T

Gy e TffSocial o
~ .. Physical ‘. Bourgeois. & Prof. Social
o u:,Att;i:gv-1§Qrienti_3}'nappiness Desir._

,,,;jaourgeois S e T A e
o ordemt.  '-040546  1.0000 ~  0,0328 - 0,1942 .

H':Social-'»'

- Happiness

2 social ¢

“TfBourgeois'fl°"

.?Sociél

 pesir. - 0.6106° 0.1942 -0.6856 .. 1.0000 -

| ti3?9?39?1;¥¥3§.Afﬁgsiéisﬂf!iiﬁ“7!34395if:ha‘~"‘“'“

) ) R S _ .C.fSOCial el
'-1‘,_physica1 Bourgeois B Prpf._- Social ST
PR ”,gI};Lttr.;;;ﬁx_orient.,:;aHappiness jDe§1:¢v A
nffPhyéieal S ;;,’"i S ':>{ f;f’;'f'j‘1»;frtiﬂifvf-;;,g S

© g Prof. .+ .0000. 27590
‘,Happiness;g e T R e !

‘;§i50¥ial PR TN R e e L T T
) *ﬂDeeir°r'g"5sf *OQQQ;ﬁIV“.?Q§5§[EfE5{f" .




'?i;Edesirability

“4fEased on the results of the analysis of variance

80

: sag;msns Bewidisg Hypetheses

:gperforned on "data chtained frou the phy51cally
‘f'attractive --physically unattractive scale ratings,
o ¥y -

Hypothe51s 1 uas accepted and Hypothesis 2 uas

frejected.- L

'WBased on the results of the analyses of variance
”wfperformed on. data chtained fron the 1nd1vidual scales f‘iﬁ
tfof the person perception instruaent (Part I), 5<337 : .,
Q@fﬂypothesis 3 and Bypothesis 4 were hoth accepted in a-fVl
};enumber of instances, and rejectea in a nunber of '
"ﬁfinstances. Facial attractiveness was found to be
'%significant n the perceptlon of certain scale
"fdinensions -and attractiveness of the clothed body
‘Fﬁtwas found to be signiflcant in the ﬁerception of
iacertaln scale diaensions. The analysis of a nuaber ffiwn
-l'of the scale ratings shoved both variables to be non-fa5*?

~fi=ign1ficant-ﬁ3flffﬂf”ijvf?fffftf‘f'lh?fiiiﬁufiiif153~“’“3ﬁ

s



e

iaoceptedeaoatﬂypcthesis 8 uae rejected.;,-,1

8

3‘*\‘f.i

‘Hypothesis 6 wvas rejécted}',”

SV

o

Based on‘the_results of the analysis of variance :”*
;performedion the data obtained from social and

liwﬂﬁrofessioﬁai}hap;iness ratings, Hypothesis 7 uas ST

. _.‘.

Based~on»the}resu1ts of the analysis of varianceri,g;

’v

i{,perforned on- the data obtained frcn bourgeois 'nf‘ﬂVﬁ'N;‘
‘17orientation ratinqs, Hypothesis 9 uas rejected and

":Hypothesis 10 vas accepted. ”jl{ﬁlgf:ff;?ffE,..?{jf?gfnﬁ7

o '~¢ ‘ :;

)

.;Based'on the results of the Pearson FroauCt-lonent

.{'t?}correlations perforned on the data Cbtained fron ;;_
_.-i'_.-physical attractiveness ratings, social d@irabilith
wr;ratings, socia}band professicnal happingss ratings, ;5,_
":fand bourgeois orientation ratinqS: HYPOthesis 11 wes ‘”:.
: ;accepted Hypothesis 12 uas accepted, ana HYPOthesis(_g %

ig1% vas- rejected.}.‘154.,;ﬁvgﬂ5,,




'tlme in uhich the head area was . v1sua11y fixated and
the proportlon cf tiue in uhich the clothed body uas

“;visually flxated Hypothesis 14, Hypcthesis 15

 Hypothe§1s11§, apd Hypgthesis ]7,uere.rejgctqd.‘ «*7



" CHAPTER Vv

‘:'rumznpnzrnrriu_

~The findings u111 he interpreted 1n terne of the‘l.;‘

"ftheoretical fraheuork. The objectives of the study uill

"fthe tctal head and clothed body unit.e The findings

e_thrm the organizational basis-of the discussion. :
| The first objective was to investigate 1f the ;f;ff-7 o

&A.attractiveneSS’of face and head, and the attractiveness offﬁgf_

f

Qnthe clothed body affected the perceived attractiveness cf

6

A 1ndicated facial attractiveness to be the only significant

}factor in the perception of physical attractiveness.”fThe{cfffﬂ
t?importance of the face in providing person perception cues -

fvvhen pictures are used as stinmlus naterial, can perhaps

1 the explained as an extension of the behavior practiced in " -

"Q’:real life situations vhere the fade is attended to because

';f[;it can present a wide range of infornation of a highly

i'f'expres51ve nature. Ihe lack ofrsignificance of clothing

':gas a perceptual cue is perhaps due to'fhe existence, and

“,}facceptance, of a large variation in clothing behavior in L

3f;our culture. Another possible explanation of thes ;,"hﬁ
_gf;cfindings is that there could be 1ess Consensus regarding

vffthe interpretation of clothing characteristicsc.

conpared

;'th° fac1a1 characteristics. The results of this,study
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v ~support this 11ne of reasoning tc =one degree.. Although

/

41nter-judge agreement in the ranking of facec and clothed
wbodies in terms of attractiveness vere both highly

'significant, the coeffic1ent of concordance (H) and therd,

chi2 value a=soc1ated Hith it, were considerably snaller

for the ranking of the clothed béﬁies than they uere for

-
St

the ranking cf the face In ternc of the present study,A

r[the range in attractiveness of the clothed bodies could'f
"i,have been 1e s than the range in attractiveness of the

1ﬁaces. The faces vould then have accounted for the

g

- greatest amount of variance betueen stinulus conditions.

Perhapc the use of more ex‘reme exanples ‘of clothing i“”

v

behav1or 'C“1d yield scmewhat different results.u/,:agl'b

Hamid (1968) also found judgnents of physical

i'attractiveness to be unaffected by clothing., This sane NI
ij'study as well did nct reveal a significant effect for |
';f?faces ln the perception of the physxcal attractiveness
‘??;dimension. No systenatic stinulus clascification uas used
.}l@;in Hamid's study hovever and it is possible that his_J?"'

‘ﬁstimulus perscns represented only a very restricted range'

:;fffin phySical attractiveness.-y},;ffetmgj,_fﬁjﬂljrfﬁffﬂ;;"""

! f

In the perception of phySical attractiveness, it vas

"dffvithin the medium attractiveness Cl°th°a h°dY category
“afthat there vas 1ack cf ccnfornity to the difectional-—ﬁf.”
v'"itendencies ub.chvvere apparent i? the °th°r olothed body

‘”;fgroups.» It is possible that some factor related to,this

\ .“




clothed body, other than attractiveness vas cperative and -

| asrconfoundirg.the main effects. The aseumption of.a

confounding characteristic houever is a, normative.-‘

}judgment. Thls line cf reasoning is explained more fully

‘1n the dlSCﬂ=$10n of perception of bourge01s orientation.’ -
| Ihe second objective was to investigate 1r~the

g_attractiveness of face and head, and the attractiveness of

fthe clothed body affected the perception cf certain first

llfimpression dimen51ons“ Ihe major aimensicns consideredv

;‘:,(1962) connentc on the influence of clothing in

'were soc1a1 de51rahi11ty, future social and professional

""V'.happinessy qnd bourgeoié orientatlop-g Bc uell, the .

“;1ndiv1dual scales of the person percepticn instrunent :

(Part 1) were analyzed separately.v;-.ffgfnr‘ o
The attractiveness of the face and head\nere found to ;”;-*

a

'?be highly significant in the perc;ption cf future social

h*fand profeSSional happiness. Chothing perhaps does not L;fofj;
.rQ’roperate in the perception of this di-ension because duefto ;#ft
'];'ithe effects of nass production and d&stribu(ipn in the Een
;;‘Hfashion inductry, clothing no longer acts as a clear

3f:indicator of social and occupational status. Harrington vii;

SR o -';.*;i*}:;g.
';f’obliterating socio-econcmic appearance differe"ps. R

Vi
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Clothes make the Foor 1nv151ble tco. America has
the best-dressed poverty the world has ever known..
For a variety of reasons, the benefits of mass
,production have teen =pread much more evenly in _
this area than in many others. It is much easier
in the .United States to be: decenttxadressed than
it is to be decemtly housed, fed or dcctored.
Fven with terribly depressed ;u:come'= people can
.+ lcck pProsperous. . e

.
.

Harrington, 1962, Pe5

©

. The results of percé§¢1on of scc1al and professional

i

significance. In Latin sguare designs, separate main

effect 1nteraction= cannct be 1dent1fied._ This type of

Afinding however 1ndicates that experimental de81gns uhich oo

f;allov the measurenent of spec1fic interaction effects nay

s

provide additional infcrnation in this area. 5i"g;'5

Fac1a1 attractiveness vas found to be- highly A

'srgnificant in the perception cf soc1a1 desirabilfiy. 'It'{f;

" seenms reasonable to suggest that the explanations offered

B B

'for the the eignificant effect of face/head attractivenessjf"
‘f,in the perception of physical attractiveness could also be‘; 37

'tapplicable to the perceptlon of socia1 desirability.}ifﬁe.iffa

'ieobvious. In ali clothing categOIiGS, the high facial

attractiveness conditicn was considered lost socially

desirable, the medium face condltion uasfrated second, and'"'

the lov face condition was rated 1

3 happiness show the. regivpal effect to be approachntg ‘ ;e7

a.&y desirable.‘f

apparent in the ;esu;ts of the percepticn of physical ';*‘°

7i;;d1rection of the facial attractiveness effect vas quitelf”"“w
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attractiveness. A pcssible relationshifp is thus

: \ > .
suggegted. This possibility was investigated using
\Rearson product-moment correlation. .

5 . - <
In the pervepticn cf bcurgeois orientaticn, %he

results showed a highly significant effect for clothed
~’ ) A i
boéy attractiveness, Within each fagial category, it was

the mediug c{ptﬁed body ,attractiveness condition which -
* . ‘

3 L . . . .
received the highest rating on this 8imension. A variable
N .
. ' |
which was ngt completely controlled in«tbe se€lection cf
stimulus material was that of stance. It was the medium

attractivenegs clpthed bcdy category which deviated most

- -

markedly:in Bhis resgrect. The qﬁéstion)which suggests
/ [ N
\itself is whethér such characteristics are confounded with

attractiveness or are aspects of it. In reference to

. 5

. N Wt
human physicalkattractivenegs, Dermer (in press) has noted
" - AN K
that reasons for_consideri?g one characteristic a,
confourd, and another an aspect of attractiveness

'presuppgses a theory cf beautyrfrln the absénse of such a
theory, only 3orma$ive judgments of attgécﬁ}venss can be

AN
made, ?

Ano#f€r possible reason why facial attractiveness was

-

‘not fcund to operate significantly in the percéption of
’ . . A

bourgeois orientation could.be that thé mcst attractive.

stimulus face was not representative of a pa:ticularly>'

« , . [
-high level of physical attractiveness. Dermer (in press)
]
. LS .

‘~’suggests that physically attractjve females mgy be
. B . p . \

- L : N a

t
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- . - \ » . . L. )
considered bourgeois due to their perceived ability to
¢ .

N

attract highestatus males who ccntroi many of the rewards

\

ip our scciety, as well as the use of highly at%rggXive

odels in mass media advertisements. Perhaps none of the

-~

~ .

' s{émuli persons in the preseht study were considered to be
of ‘an attractiveness level which wculd make the

identification of. then with sﬁch‘images Larticularly
;ilgél'y. | \
The subject-groué eﬁfect wvas found tc be approaching
significance in thé percegption cf bourgecis orientation.’
.This‘i£dicates that scome sgbject EhaFacteréétics may have
';beeq rlaying ; role in the on:Qeois orientation ratings.
‘Né!perceiver varigbles were systemé{ically'cgpsidered in~’
‘ tﬁe ;résentxétudy; althchgh t:e experimenter exerciged.
subjécf%ve caution to prei?nt ghe selection cf a sample
‘which was skewed in terms of extrepe 1evels,6f physical
attractivenéss. It seems likely that the controlled study
of certain.perceiver vaéiables may prove tc-be
particularlf useful in the understanding ofnperson
péf&eption and the role which physical attractiveness and °
the cléthed bcdy play im that frocess.
fhe separate scales coﬁprising Part I?of the person

A

percerticr instrument wvere analyzed separately. An o~
individual interpretationlof each scale was not deemed to
te particularly fruitful sc 'discussion on a somewhat

broader scale is presented. Facial attractiveness was



”
found té exert a signifﬁcant éffect on the perception o{ a
numbter of the scale dimensions; attractivepess of the
clcthed body was foundﬁfo ﬁpgrgée significantly in the

4y R N R
peféepticn of certainnﬁimqnsicns. Theﬁe were also
‘occurrencesAHhefe nfitﬁer cf these main effects ﬁere f@und
tO-be significant. In some instances ap additive model
seened adeguate to account for the cogplned effect of both

\\u.fac1a1 and clcthed body attractiveness. However, in other
cases, the residual Ieached significance, wvhich was an-
1nJHCatlon that 1nteract10n effects require conslderatlon
as well. The sub]ectiktoup/étfect was apparent in the

ratings. cf a number of the scales., This suggests that

certain perceiver)variables merit’in&estigation. The
conclusion reached regardingﬁthe results cf the analysis

of the various individual scales is that the influence

which the experimental variables exerted was depenQent

-

-

upen which dirension was belng ccn¢1dered.. Th;s deduction
L ~ P

is, analogous to that arrlved at by Ccnner (1974) 1n\(//A
re]atlon to the effect cf clothing in the perceptlon of
certain characteristics.' ‘

The thlrd objective: was to 1nvestlgate percelved
- physical attractlvenees of the total" unlt in terms of 1ts
correlation Hlth certain first 1mpress%on dlme551ons._ The
~dimersions considered were social désirability, sécig}fand
prof9551onal happ1ne~-, and bop;geois orienfétion. }The

. cor;elatlon results 1ndiéated.that as the physical
. N N . (/

-—
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attractiveness level of the stimulus perscns increased,
they were considered to be more socially desifable and

7o . °
were expected to experience mcre social and frofessicnal

. '/ ) . N .
< harppiness, f;is finding was yn strong agreement with the

. . B \
. . . Y. . : : . -~
"what is beautiful is gocg" stereotyre (Dion, Berscheid, &

Walster, 1572)..
/

The correlation tetween perception cf bcurgeois
° .

orientatior andephysical attractiveness was not

s e . : : . '
significant. A possible reascn for this result could be

.that the range in stigulus physical‘attractiveness_in'thfs

~study was not as greéf’as that in Dermer's (in press)
stu@y'whereﬁphys%caliy‘attracyive femaléAstimulus persons
were perceived to be bourgeois. <~ "

fﬁe fourth objebtive of ;he study vas to investigate
if the atfractiveness of face and head, and thé
\éttractiveﬂess of the clcthed body affected visual
fixati#n p;tté;ns.\ The dperationalization of this~—“

~ © A \ .
objectiveg involved a calculaticn of the propcrtion of time

-

in which the face/head area -was fixated, apd thefw!
' ‘ ' ) ,
. propertion of time in which the clothed body was visually

fixated., This infcrmaticn was then analyzed for variance
. . . .

w;th\respecﬁ to the experimental variables. - No

eignificant effects were fcund.‘/It vas ncted hovever that

the mean square c¢f the error, which formed.fhe denominator(

M -

of the F ratio, was guité large. In an attempt to

invegtigate. possible reasons for this high degree. of

[ | ~
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exrerimental error, a calculation using a measure of
. . - ® ’

@

“dispersior of within subject fixation behavior, and ‘ }:‘
between subject fixation behavior?ﬁas carried ocut. - It Has
fourd that the méan ctandard deviaticp cf th!'same subject

v1eu1ng d;fferent Stimulus persons was 14,2, whereas thev*

5 .
mean%standard devratlon cf different subjects viewing the .
y ' . ‘ ..
~same stimulus was 35.3. This seem¢ tc ipdicate that
- S e § ! -

individual factors perhaps represent a mcre meaningful
apprqach tc thke study c¥ eye HCVementQ than doec group

1nformatlon. The indjvidual characterlctlcs of eye
) ke
noverents could be considered "in a number of vays, It is ?‘
. . . . ) B L
possible that an-analysis of fixationidensities using a

qfmore refired stimudus fpartiticn than that emPIOYed in the .

. ) : ) .
present study would yield meaningful results. . Another
apprpach could be an investdgatién-or‘individual scanpeths .

(Ngron'andAStarkp‘1971).
| The results of this study generally show that first

f;mpres51ons can be fcrmed very rapldly and be derived frcm
'very 11m ted stimulus 1nformat1cn. Extrene cautlon must
be exerdlced however 1n generallzlng these flﬁdlnge to any

\

'wlder context. It is necessqry-to‘note that the sample
~N

usedain this srgdy vas not random. Ancother factor thaf‘

o

must Le remembered is that an extremely llmlted stlmulus
1nformatlon situatiorn Has;employed, Duefto this

 Tegtrictionyand the presence of an'interVening
comnunication mediun. (frojected photographeLy/itlvas »

I, ’ e .
!“‘,‘1\“: Emen. b
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921y

indirect person percepticn vﬂicb was being studied rather

-~ than the djrett\process which operates in actual

« interpéJsonaIASituaticns (Rarr and Knapper, 1968). In

real life direct person perception situations much more

SN

"informatidn is usually évgi}able,‘ Body mcvements, facial

expressionsf.thé sound and content cf speecqf all of_these

provide additional input data tc the perscn perception

n
o

process; There are instances in real life however where ’

indirect perscn perception cccurs, Appearance is one of
" ' . . h . ‘
the main sources- from which impressions ¢f persons

"precerted 1n the mase nedia are derlved. Sqme'job'

w : : ‘ ’

appllcatlor forms reguest photographs and thesé arg

P

4’

considered in assessing the candldate fcr poc51ble

_in impres§§§n formation, Ve cannot however conclude that

Voo
.

emglcyment,. ' o .  - ,

In sitqaﬁfcns where\appearancélrépfesents o§ﬂ} part ;f
the infbrmaticn which is available .about a perébn, it is :
hlghly llkely that physlcal attractiveness and crbthlng |

varlatles would play a proportlonateyy much smaller role

J‘Q _‘2'

A,
v
|

tﬁkif éffécﬁ'wou{d higinconseguentlal. »
i
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A ~ SUMMARY AND. RECCMMENDATIONS

-, Sumpary

. The purpose of this study was to investigate the

~

effect of the attractiveness of the face and head, and~the
ait:activengss;ofAthe clcthed body in first impression

iy . SUIDPR . ol
formatlon. ks well,vthe influence cf thecse variables on

-

: v1sual fixation patternc was examlned
The theoretlcal fréme%ork for this study involved thé/

‘ operatjon of naive implicit theories ot)/personallty

(Pruner & Tagiuri, 1954), or stereotypes (Hastorf,
. ‘ - .

) Sghngidér & Polefka, 157C) in initiél contact person

-

perception. Physical attractiveness. has teen found to bev

a =ignificant’factor in.a wide range of social pehavior,
: P\
1nc1ud1pg fl;\f {Tprescﬁon It has been suggested that

'« the potent influence df this varlablezcan be attrlhuted to

the ;:1stence of a phy51ca1 attractlvenecs -stereotype

(nlller, 1 70a. Dlon, Berscheld 8 Walster, 1972; Def;er:'
in'press) Clothlng is anctler varlable which h3s’ bqena
fOund to 1rf1uence flrst 1mpre551ogé’(ﬁéult 195%: Douty,v 1
Niﬁ 1963; Hemid, 1968; Hamid, 1969; Thomas,_1971;f¢o§%§f, |

1978) - L o Y



/4\ - ’ [
. { . . L
Wrisual informaﬁifn is a very important scurce of 644a

ir iritial ccntact person perception. Eye fixationg are

televant parameters for the study of visua perception’

(chld & Sgpaffer, 1965).\‘Eye fixations are not evenly
distributed cver the total visual f1eld< The areas which

receive a h;@h denSJty cf eye fixations are those uhlch

» - ,

are high in 1nformat1veness (Buswell, 1935; Yarbus, 1967;

Mackwcrtt & rForandi, 19€7; Schissler, 1969).
The sample Vas non randcm and consisted of thirty,
female, Uriversity of Alberta students. Participants

" recorded their.impressions-of a number of stimulus person

-

'plctures, each repretentlng a =yctematic‘pair’ng of faces
of varying levels of attractlvene and clothed bodies of

varying levels Qi attractivenesQ lmpreselons were:

]

recorded using a\qulfled form of the semantic
differential instruments develcped by Dicn, Berscheid.&

Waister (1972) and Dermer. (in press). - Eye mcvementvdata

-

was recorded as the subjects viewed the stimulus persons
. . 3

"uclng the Petruk and Hunka (197&) infrared ccmputer bas N
oculcmet‘igﬁ The data Were analyzed u51ng a 2 x 3 @atln

Square analysis of variance and Pedrson product-moment
~ correlation,,

/

Ihe staffZ?}bal resulte shoued facial attracg}veness

to be éms1gn1f1cant factor in the. perceptlon of, physlcal
s
attractiveness ©f the total unit, social and professional

. - - . e ] . ’
appiness, and social.desirability. Attractiveness of the

v
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clctled body was found to exert’a significant effect in

[ .
.

the rercepticn of bcurgeois orjentation.. The analyses of
. J ’ ) “. .

variancesperformed or a number of the individual scale °

ratings indicated facial attractivepess™to be &

A
significant factor in the. percepticn of certain
perccnallty dimensions ; and éftractiveness of the clotﬂed{
boéw to be a significant\factor‘in the perception of
certain perscnalityAdimenSions. 'he‘operation’of

perceiver variables‘;Es\' €d 1n a number of 1n=tances

‘by the s*gnlflqence of the subject-group effect. In some

_ cases an additive mnodel seemed adequate to explaln

*comblned main crder effects »In'other instances howevyer,

'there\wac evidence of 1nter§ct10n.. None of‘the

"professibnal-happiness andusocialﬁdeSinability}

he 47

A
experlmental variables wvere fcund to be significant in the
¥

prcpcrtion of time in whichr%he head~area vas visually

fixated, or the propertion of time in which the ;lothed

2 ad

boéy was visually fixated. The ccrrelation resdlts

Y
indicHted theé%as level of physical attract1$eness

p

increased, so did the fperreption of .sccial and
(¥ £

¢

~

PN

14
.

.L
-
o

S S S e
- '\ ”;/
Eecommendations -~ T
- R /

) : -
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recommendaticns for. further research were formulated:
] 7 “ . A .

L »>
\

7

1. The expetimentali QGSign of. this gtudy;did not allow

A

é . e

~spec¢ific main effect interactichs tc be identified.

: . ‘ . Ay . . . K .
Ir the perceptian cf a number of first impression
F i - , .
dimensions however, the residual was found to be
. '\ - . . ) ! .
"significant, indicating that igtefadtion effects wvere

-

opergting. Tt is suggested that these effects'be

thorougb]y gnvestlgatedt . e

l

: \ . ’ - :
M . . L N
g

2o Pertelver varlahles were not =ystemat1cally

considered in thls study. ‘Ihe findings show,that°in—~)/

. 7 .
a’n berfof 1nstances the subject-group_varia%le vie

“

~

studies where related experimentalfvariable§juere

" considered (Jomnes, 1969; Thomas, 1971; Dermer,.in ' ¢

© -~

N . ~
press).have inﬁicéted that subject charac{eristicc
s
can 1nfluence the perceptlon of certaln personallty

d&men¢1ons. .Based on these flrdlngt, it is Quggested
b}
that the effect of percelver va 1ables be.-

5
»

1ca1~conte;t_ofvthe

1nyest19ated withkin the theo?

‘pteéent stpdk;,_

v .

3. The results of the analjsié of the eye govement data
. . . | ) - A‘A = R a - .

e

érting.é significant effect, Thé :esults'bf,othér *ﬁ/

-
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~

\

- ey

¢

suggest that an area Jhiégomeﬁaﬁ; study is that

: - R A X
concerned with the individual subjett factors
- : ’ . .

irvclved im visualvgssgonsewr@@humag forns,

\\ - . [3 v
C . . .
- LR} -
. P .
B .

b, It is suégested that thé operatlon of thé

experimental vailables concldered iD the present

'ctudy ‘be 1nvestlgated using a fleld study approach.‘

¥ ]

’

Th’s uould permli a greater éegree of generallzatﬂon

~

te real llfe_51tuat10ns.
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" head be positioned in a certain manner when you loog/at///ﬁ;

' y >\ 107

his study is &oncerned with first impression
formdtion. You will be shown.a picturé of a person

fér a short period.of time. You will then be asked to

'”record'your impression of that person using a set of

descriptive scales. Respond to all scales. Once you

LN

have made a 'decision about any single scale, go on to

the next. Make each item a separate and independent

judgment. Do not look back at previous resporses, n
‘change any answers once you have made a decision.. Work
at a fairly high speed Do not WOrry or puzzle ver
individual items. It is your- flrst 1mpre551ons \xhe
immediate "feellngs" that we want. On the other hahd,
please do not be careless, because we want your ‘trué

impressions.
P

= . The scales which yol:;Zill be usihg are included
for you to look at. A copy of the instructiong -
will aopear‘with tpe_scales each time you are.asked JP
use them. .
. L V A- i
In this study we are also interested in the way .\
in which'peop&e.look at pictures of other people. As
you look at each plcture, a camera w1ll be takfhg '
pictures of your eye You w1ll be almost unaware that

this is. going on, however it is important that your - - _e—

[

each picture. Your head will not be restralqed in -

~any way but it will be pos;tloned sO that 1t 1s leanlngcw_

against ‘a supporting structure//;E%easeatry to malntaln - . \
this p051tlon while you are looklng ét the stlmulus

pictures. ) v

/\ 2
f 3
&

4 ' W ) Lk o



107

»n

This study is concerned with first impression
formation.® You will be shown a picture of a person
- for a short period of time. You will then be asked to

‘record your impression of that person using a set of

“\-descriptive scales. Respond to all scales.. Once you

have made a decisjion about any single scale, go on to
) )

the next. Make each item a separate: and indepegdent

‘/

judgment. Do not look back at previous responSSZT“hor
chapge any.answers once you have made a decision. Work
at a fairly.high speed. 'Do not worry or puzzle over
individual itemg. It is.your #irst impressions, the
immediate “f_ellngs" that we want. On the‘other hand,
4please do not bé\gareless, because we want your true

impressions. , , ¢

The scales which you will be. ugsing are inc¢luded
for you to look at. A copy of the instructions
will appear w1th the scales each time you are asked to

use them.

2 - -

- In thlS study we are also interested in the way
which people - ‘look at pictures of other people. As
Tj:% look at each picture, a camera will be taking .
pictures of your eye. You will be almost unaware that -
_this is gorng on, however it is 1mportant that your

. head beuposltloned in a certain manner when you look at
each(plcture. ‘Your head will not Bgyrestralned in

any way but it will be positioned so that it is leaning
against ‘a supporting structure. Please try to maintain -
this position- while you are looklng at the stlmulus

pictures. ¢« . *



bold
sensitive

physically
attractive

dependent
enthﬁsiastic

sexually
prohibitive

exciting
" sociable

self-assertive

(
sophisticated

[N .
-

obvious-

serious

[

interesting

safe

trustworthy-

genuine
sincere

warm
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shy
insensitive

physically t
unattractive

-,

independent

~ : ;
unenthusiastic

5

sexually
permissive
&

-

dull .

. T .

w

unsociable

submissive

naive.

,

e~

_subfle-

.humorous -

* ¢ boring -

Ty e

. F
I f

' dangerous

4

e

! 4
untrustworthy

. .
artificial

insincere

,cdid



«competitive

"

sexually

Bl warm
ral

stable
/“

sérong
/

conventional

outéoing

friendly”

kind
simple

, poised

altruistic

nmodest

emotional

110

cooperative

\

sexually
cold :

{

changeable
2
weak
uncanventional
reserved
unfriendly )
cruel
complex ,

awkward

. egoistic

vain

rational

i
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PART II
'

on the scales on 'the following page, comment on
the probability_ﬁhat the' statement given is representative
of the person you have'qut seen. Check the degree of

likelihood which most adequately expresses your feelings.

/A
5:5 - . ~ ]
EXAMPLE: y . o P \
Is kﬁndrto animals - T h .
— i NS i \x .
extremely very omewhat somewhat very . extremely
unlikely unlikely likely -likely = 1likely likely

RESPOND TO ALL ITEMS °. . N
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1. 1Is sympathetic toward oppressed peoples (the poox,

the dlsadv%ptaged, etc.)

extiemely very somewhat , .somewhat Very
unlikely  unlikely unggkely likely likely
: N

“

2. Will lead an exciting .life

) \

tremely
ikely

N .

exfremely very somewhat somewhat. very
unlikely unlikely wunlikely., likely = likely

‘
{

3. Will experience per;onal fg}filment

L3 - "’ .
Vi .

gxXtremely
Qﬁlkely

\

\ éﬁtremely very ) somewhat sdémewhat very ex reﬁely '
unlikely unllkely unlikely likely likely ‘likely
: b
. : 4
' . elieves that money and wealth are prlmar ingredients
(t 4. Beli h d 1th y ingred
~7 . for a happy life : .
/J;extremely very ' somewhat somewhat ‘very extremely
unlikely unlikely wunlikely likely likely likely
" s, Is snobbish and is-a sdcial status seeker
extremely very somewhat ' somewhat very extremely
unlikely ° unllkely unlikely 1likely likely likely |
. O . - "" .
5, 6. Will be successful\in.her“choseh occupatidn}
/PQ_ extremely very sdﬁewﬁat somewhat very extremely,’
»‘ likely

unlikely = unlikely unllkely llkely likely

»



Ve

Q

ARPENDIX II

~

113



o

10.

11.

12.

13.

1l4. * 3 - remove head from support and record
- your impression of Person ‘3 by
resporiding to the scales in Folder 3.

" Person 3 (20 seconds)

’ SEQUENCE OF SLIDES

 §1ank

Ca;ibration 1 (5 seconds)
Calibratioh 2 (5 seconds)
Calibration 3 (5 seconds)
Person 1 (20 ggbondé)
Person 2 (20 seconhds)s

-

Blank (5 seconds) .

~

Person 1 (5 seconds)

1 - remove head from support and record
your impressiam of Person 1 by

responding to the scales:in Folder' 1.

.When you have completed this, put
your head back in the rest to
ready for the

indicate that you are
next slide.

Person 2 (5 seconds)

S /
2 - remove head from support and record
your impression of Person 2 by

responding to the scales in Folder 2.

When you have completed this, put your
. head back in the rest to
you are ready for the nex

Person 3 (5 seconds)

te that

114
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Altruksfic - Egoistic

Attractiveness
of Face/Head

AY

Face/Head
Clcthed Body
Subject‘Group\
éesidual
Error‘Q

Total

4]

116 .

E Attractiveness of Clothed Body
High Mediup Low
High . 40 , 46 29
Medium 39 36 24
Low 24 ou2 } 26
Analysis of Variance
== a8 s £ P

9.27 2 (. 4,63 4.018  .0217

33.80 2 16,90 14.656 0000
8.87 2 4.43  3.845 0254
4.27 2 2.13  1.850  .163¢

93.40 81 1.15

' 149.60 89



117

Bold - Shy

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

High Mediup Low
High 28 19 25

Attractiveness s ‘ ‘ .
of Face/Head Medium 27, 26 46
" low 46. 21 - 43

|

ss-  af 1s E P
Facé/Head 2549 2 12,74 8.239° 0005
"Ciothedondy 41.09 2 20.54  13.281  ,0000
Sukject Group ' 1.8 2 .58 0.374 . 6804
Residual. - 24.62 2 12.31 7.958  .0007
Erzer , 1280300 81 ¢ 1.55

Total 217,65 89
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Sum Matrix
Attractiveness of clothed Body
, Righ ' Medium Low
&
High 31 19 .39
Attractiveness _
of Face/BHead . Mediup o 33 24 45
. N _

Low 48 21 45

=S af s E D
Pacg/ﬁeaa BB P L0489
‘Clcthed Body 4 78.7¢ 2 '.0000
Subject Group 4,35 2 .2756':
Eesidual . - 6.15 ; 2 .1637

Frror : ‘ 134.70 81

Total - 231,3¢. 89



Conventional - Unconventicnal

At tractiveness
of Face/Head

. #
Face/Head

Clcthed Body

" Sukiject Gr_quprE
Résidual |
E:;or

3

' Total

o
High

Medium

low

"J 20é5 .

14,15

125.50

198.12

~

r

116
)

Attractiveness of Clcthed Body

N N

89

High
36
34

18

Mediup

43

.37

42

4.676
13.561
C.954
4.568

L=,

Low
32

18

.0120
1.0000
.389€
- .0132
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Fmotigonal - Fratijonal

™~
' Sum Matrix \
~ AMttractiveness of Clothed Body
Bigh Medium low
z_ . .
High 25 36/ 37
Attractiveress &7 )
of Face/Head Medium 33 36 24
. low - 42 32 38
,,r//
A
\ —
Apalysis 6f Variance - |
_ 4 , | |
23 as BS . E -« P
FacesHead 5,75 2 2,88  1.605  .2071
Clothed Fody 29 2 .14 0,081 - .922€
‘Subject Group - 16.62 . 2 "9.81 . 5.473  .0059
‘Residual . 422 .21 0.118  .8890
Prrer . 145.2C + 81 1.79 '

Total - 171.29 89



. EFnthusiastic - Unenthusiastic

-~Attractiveness
cf Face/Head

v

~Face/Head

‘ Clqtheq Eod}
Subject Group
Eeéidu?l
Err@f

Total

121

-

Low
14
28

24

P
.0000

. 8094

. 8094

- .2326

- Sup Matrix
: - //////// ‘
. At;raffgg;;ess of Clothed Body
T
" High Medium
High 13 18
Medium 24 23
Low 28 29
Apalysis of Variance
S§ af us I
24.80 72 12.40 11,273
47 2 .23 0.212
JU47 2 .23 0.212 |
3.27 2~ 1.63 1.485
89.1C €1 110
118.10 89 '
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Fxciting - Dull °

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

T

High Medium Lcw
High 23 . 20 22
Attractiveness , .
of Face/Head . Mediurn 29 29 36
Low by 30 37
\//
14 —

~r
f B ' "
* ss af Bs E P

, . Face/Head 3€.07 2 18.03 18,168  .0000
Clothed Eody ©6.07 . 2 0.03 2,056  .0525

Sutject Group 1,400 2 7€ 0.705 = .487¢C

- Residual 6.07 2 3,03 3.056  .0525

Error 80.40 8% .99

Total®y ¢ 130.00 89



Friendly - Urnfriendly

Attractiveness
of FacesHead

AR

‘Face/Head
Cigthed Eody?

Sukbject Groug

.. Pesidual

Frror

Total

P2 Y

A
{

Attractivenes

High

High 16
Mediunm 28
Law 18

L}

SEREE
E.u7.: 2
5.60 2
4.07 R
6.07 2
70,20 81

S4.40 89

Sum EQE\LH

P

Hediuq

£

4.88u
3,231

3.500

123

jgif Clothed Rody

Lou'

15



Genuine - Artificial

Attractiverness
of Face/Head

Face/Head

Clcthed FPody

Sutjggt Group

Residual
Error ©

Total

Sum Matrix

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

High
Mediurm
iow
N
Analysis of
ss df
3.82 2
29.42 2
.02 C 2
t.3€e 2
159,50 81

205.12° 89

High Mediup
27 34
30 26
26 - | 43
Yariance
s £
1.91 0.970
14,71 7;&71
4,01 2,037
2.18 * 1,106
1.97

Low
18
21

22

B
. 3832

“. 0010

.1370

«3358
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Independent - Depeqdént

Sbo Matrix -
-
~ N
4
Attractiveness of Clothed Body
High Medium Low
. - "High 16 23 . 40
Attractiveness , .
.0f Face/Head - Mediur  3C 35 43
Lcw 39 23 : 46

S8 df Bs £ P
18,69 2 9.36 3813 L0261
47.29 2. 23.64 9.648  .0002
17,06 . 2 [ e}ﬁy 3.487  .0353
2,46 2 1.£ﬁ\ vd;éoé“l”;eoam-,”,
198,50 ei Lz.ns \\ L
284,06 89 N
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126

Interesting - Boring

—

S

S

- Attractiveress’
of Faces/Head

Face/Head
Clothed ﬁody
Sut ject Group 
Pesidual -
Error
Total\

4

1 AN
\>§§; ‘
/ Pl
3
’\;V’s p
Sup Matrix |
Y
Aitractiveness of Clothed Body
.- /'-’\ :
High Medium  Low
High 18 724 22
v Mediun 31 . 26 3%

Low 36 29 28

Apalysis of Variange

SS df MS F
16.47 2 8.23 6.847
.60 z .30 0.249
U7 ‘ 2 .23 | 0.194
6.67 2 3.33 - 2,772
97.4C 81 | 1.201
121.60 89 .



Kipd - Cruel °

>

Attractiveness
of Face/Head

Face/Head
Clothéd Eody
Sukject Group
Recgjidual
Error |

Total

127

9

; o Attractiveness of Clothed Body

‘ High Mediunm ~ Lcw

S, High 22 2é 15
Mediur . 3( : 24  18

Lov 22 32 21

SS af us E b
2.60 . 2 1.30  1.738  .1824
13.87 2 6.93  9.267  .0002
447 2 2,23 2.985  .056]
2,47 2. . 1.23 1.649 L7986
60.6¢ 81 . .75
8i.00 89 |
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Modest - Vain

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

Bigh © Mediunm Llow
- High 37 46 27
Attractiveness 5 ,
of Face/Head Mediunm 37y 39 15
4.
‘ Low 14" 47 22

€S, af MS F P

Face/Head 12,82 2 6.41  6.317 .0028
Clcthed Body 79.2¢ 2 39,64 595%%; .0000
subject Group 11.35 2 5.68 5,595  ,0053
Residual 22015 2 11.08  10.916  .0000
Error . 82.2¢ 81 1.01 -

Total 207. €2 89



Obvious - Subtle

Attractiveness
of Face/Head

Face/Head
Clcthed Body
Sukject Group
Residual
Error

~“Total

High
Mediunm

lcw

129 -

Attractivehess of Clothed Body

High Mediunm
26 "28
3N ' ¢2u
44 17
//(
of Eggiggsgf
af s F
2 .34 0,243
2 19.91 14,061
2 8.54 6.034 .
2 4,74  3.350
81 1.42
89

Low

by
37
36

B
. 7846

.0000
. 0036
L0400
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Qutgoing - Reserved ~

Sup ﬂgﬁziz : Vahs

Attractiveness of Clocthed Body

High Mediup Low
High 17 14 23
Attractiveness .
of Face/Head Medium 28 22 43
. low 43 21 38"
Anglysis of Variance
ss . at BS I @
Face/Head | 43,40 2 21.70 16,200 ,0000
Clcthed Body 2 19,03 14.209 = .0000
Subject Group ) 2 .63 6.473 . +6250
Residual 14,87 2 7.43 §{su9, .0055

_Error ~ 1ce.50 . 81 1.34

Total ® 20€.10 89
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Poised‘- Awkward

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

High Mediup Low
High 15 19 16
Attractiveness ' _
of Face/Head Medium 24 "1y 31
low 33 21 29
o
Analysis of Varlance
| .ss 4t T | P
Face/Head 18,29 2 9,14 6.309  .0028
Clothéd Body 5.15 2 4.58  3.158 0478
Subject Group . 1,35 2 - .68  0.468  .6282
Residual 12,82 2 6.21  4.285 .0170
Frror 117.4C 81 1.45

Total 158,62 89



Safe - langercus

Ittractiveness
of Faces/Head

Face/Head

. Clethed Body
Subject Group
Residual
Errof-

Total

132

Attractiveness .of Clothed Body

High Mediup Low

High 22 29 19

Medium 27 ' 0 19'
Low 21 38 16 -
, A\

Apalysis of Variance
§_~ af ¥ F B
69 2 .38 0.287 7515
31.49 2 AS.7% 13,107 .0000
1.49 2 .74 0,620 L5407
5.36 2 - 2.68  2.229 1141
97.30 81 1.20 . "

13€.32 89



4

Self-assertive - Submiscive

Attractiveness
of Face/Head'

face/Héad

 Clcthed Body

Subject Group.
Residpgi -

EFrror

133
Sup Matrix .
Mttractiveness of‘Clothed.Body
High - Mediup Low
High 15 15 24
Medium 26 22 ¢9359‘
© Tow 43 17 . 40
Analysis of Yariance
~
. ' /v . ) & . .
=5 - df — 88 E R
39.62. 27 19,81 16,425  .0000
47,08 2 7 23,54  19.520  .0000
3.29 2 1.64 ° 1.363. L2616
'20.35- 2 10.18 ~ 8.438 .0005 -
97.70 2/ w21 A
R P P
208,06/ 89 e b
’ / _ . , . /,/

J . e P
S A - S0 A
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Sensitive ~ Irnsensitive

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

High " Medium . Low
» High 24 33 19
Attractiveness . "
of Face/Head Medium 34 . L S 16
Low 27 35 . 20
¢
Apnalysis of Variance

ss as s E P
FacesHead , ;ss 2 34 0,333 L7176
clothed Body i 33.65 2 16.84, ©16.301 0000
ASupjecf Gioﬁp ‘ 2,75 2 A'13§e 1,333 .2693
‘Residual 3.49 . 2 © 1.74 1,688 1912
'Erforv P - 83.7C - 81 . 1.03 o |

 Total 120.32° 89



Sericus - Humoropus

Sum
. High
Attractiveness ‘
of Face/Head . Mediunm
| Low
Analysis
/ » -
B
Face/Head 6.75
Clothed Body . 1.09

Sutject Group  , 6.6

Fesidual 4,35

Error o 94,1¢ .

Total 112,99

Attractiveness of clothead Bq&y

High

fa"
1=

[\

[ 38

Medium
36 36
35 36
20 25
PR
vapiance
Bs E
"3.38 2.907
.54 . 0,469
3,34 2.879
2.18 1.875

81 -

89

1.16

chv

35

;24

33/

.0603
6278
.0620

«1600
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’Sexuali Prohibitive - Sexually Permisc<ive
41y Y

Total

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

High ‘Medium Low
| High 3 46 38
Attractiveress _
_ of Face/Head ~Mediunm 35 . .38 23
Low 25 38 28 -
— | //
Analysis of Variance
- £ 4t 1S E P
Face/Head 19.75 2 9.88  8.812  .0003
¢1cthéa-sody 19.09 2 9.54  8.514  ,0004
Sukject Group 1.62 2 .81 0.724  ,u4881
Fesidual 455 2 2,48 2.210 _ .1162
Errer _90;86 81 1.12 |
13€.22 89



]

Sexually Warm - Sexually Cold

Sup Matrjx

137

4

Attractiveness of Clothed Body.

- High
Attractiveness .
. of Face/Head Medium
Low
- Apalysim of
o S5 af
Pace/Heqd. ' 11;35 2
Clothed Eody 1,35 2
Sutject Group" | .15 2
Pesidual J 1249 2
Efrcr 1(8.80 81
fotal 89

High Medium
23 - 26
28 3
34 32
Yariance
.§§ E
5.68 4,227
l.6§ 10,505
.08 0.058
.74 0.554
1.34 |

N

‘Low

21

30
29

.0178

. 6056

.9437



Simple - Complex

3

Attractiveness of Clothed Body
High Medium Low
| Bigh ~ 42 47 46
Attractiveness L i - '
of Face/Head Medium fﬁi 42 .41 28
- Low. 29 - 47 36
‘“
Apalysis of Varidnce
T L
. n‘.".:%;.’
- ss  af B B P
Face/Head 12.29 2 6.14 4,161 .0190
Clcthed Body 12,42 . 2 6.21 4,206 .0183
Sutject Group . . 1.62 2 .81 0.549  .5795
Residual . 16,02 2 ©8.01 5,426  ,0061
Frrer - - 119.60 81 1.48 | |
- & ‘ S
Total " 161.96 89 |
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Sincere - Irsincere

At-tractiveness of Clothed Body

High ‘Medium ‘Low
 High 23 , - Y . 20
Medium - 32 29 , 17

low 19 34 19

,

Apalysis of Variance

ss 4t Es E P

'face/ﬁéad . 1.15 = 2-- .58 | 0.592 %5554
Clcthed Body  19.29 2 9,64 9,888 . .0001
subject Group 169 2 0 .84 0.866 4246
Fesidual . '.‘é.oe,_ iz 'ldasu-‘ 4.660 .o12i_ ‘o
;rfor | "’_ ‘79;ocrh 81 M' ,Z 97 | '

‘Total 110,22 89
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-

Sociabkle - Upsociable

‘ Sum Matrix
Attractiveness of Clothed Body
High Mediug Low
| High . 10 16 17
Attractiveness .
of Face/Head Medium 27 : 18 28
low 27 23 27
N ‘ -
Analysis of Variance
ss af s E P
Face/Head 17.69 2 8.84  10.773  .0001
Clothed' Body - s.02 20 % 2,01 ‘fz.uso' .0927
- . LN . | -
Subject Group 1.0 2 - .su“/ 70.663  .5179
— ,Residual 2.4 , 2 . 1.24 " 1,516 .2258
Errer 66,50 81 82 |
Total - 91.79 89 < o



<
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Sophisticated - Naive

N Sum Matrix
“Attractiveness of Clothed Body
High Medium Low
. Bigh - 17" 2000 . 20
Attractiveness : '
of Face/Head Medium 32 24 "33
“Tow . 40 24 T 37 -
: 9
‘Apalysis of Yarjance
sS 4f I R z D
FacesHead - °  34.45 2 17,24 : 11.384 . .0000
Clcthed Eody -  16.25 2 izxu 3,396 ' .0383
Subject Group - 3.89, 2 .9  1.283 .2826 .
Residual 576 2 2.88 - 1.900 1562
ErTor - - 122,70 . 81 1,51 %
T ’ ] . - ’ - ] * e \\\.
"Total ©177.12 89 ‘ ‘ﬂt. N



<

Stable - Changeable

- Attractiveness
of Face/Head

Face/Head
Clothed pody
“gubject Group

fEResidugl,

Error

Total

v
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Attractiveness of Clothed Body

4

ﬁeb‘

High Mediup
High 31 39
Medium 34 30
low 26 42
Analysis of Variance
Ss daf MS F
1.75 - 2 .88 0.372
10,42 2 5.21  2.208
4,62 . 2 " 2.41 1,021
5.3¢ 2 4 é.ss' 1.134
191,20 81 2.36 -
213.56 7 89A,' 

Low
31
27

30

.6906

«116¢

+3267
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1/’
Strcng - Weak
/
Sump Mgtrix
. -
Attractiveness of Clothed Body
) High - Mediup Low
High 23 24 23
Attractiveness . : ' ,
of Face/Head Mediunm .31 , 22 - 35
Lov 34 28 36
B
Apalysis of Yariance
' s af I P
Face/Head 13,42 2 6.71  3.723 o284
 Clcthed Body 7.02 2 3.51 1.948  .1492
Subject Group 2,42 2 1.21  0.672  .5135
Residual 2.95 2 1.48 0,820 L4441

 Frrer © 146.00 81 1.80

Total 171.82 89
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RN
N

Trustworthy - Untrustworthy

b

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

. - ’//
High Mediup Low
 High 22 26 20
Attractiveness )
of Face/Head Medium 31 28 18
- Low 21 34 19
//
Apalysis of Variance
SS af s ° L D
Face /Head - . 1.40 = 2 .70 0.614 © L5435
- N B
Clothed Body 16,07 2 . 8.03 7.050  .0015S
Sutject Group 87 2 .43 0.380  .6850
kesidual 7007 . 2 3.73°  3.276  .0428

Error ° | 192,30 81 1.4

Total ” 118.10 89
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Warm - Coid ’

"D

Attractiveness of Clothed Body

. . : "j’ High Medium low
; _— © High 20 . 30 19
_ Attractiveneéss £ - '
" of Face/Head Mediur .30 27 23
; low 21 38 © 22
v " ”
)
Analysis of Variance (
\ {
Ss at Bs E P
Face/Head Coz.98 2 1.48  1.117  .3324
Clothed Body ~ 17.62 ~ 2 .8.81  6.658 .0021
B 4 .o :
Subject Group 4.69 .2 2,34 1.771  .1766
Residual 5.75 2., 2,88 2,175  .1202
Error . 107.20 81 1.32 | \

Total 136.22 89



