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| Abstract |

In the f1rst part of the study fema]e students rated ma]es de- E
‘ scr1bed by a first name and three tra1t adJect1ves as to their desir-
t~ab111ty as a date In the second part the subJects rated each person. ~3§ .
'aga1n but th1s t1me based on1y on the name and what they cou]d remem- :
:ber of:;he adJect1ve descr1pt1on Parts I and 41 were used to test ’
the hypotheses that the person S nq and its. frequency of occurrence

in the general populat1on wou]d sﬁgn1f1cant1y affect hts des1rab111ty

'as a date " The de519n'also a]1owed for a comparison of the 1mportance jo

whtch SUbJeCtS attacheduto a’ name Vs an adJectqufdescr1ptlon and for

an 1nd1cat1on of the stereotypes attached to d1fferent names. -

"f - The results ShOWed no effect\for-name frequen&y on.e1ther the
A.f1rst or second date rat1ng, howewerqthere was a s1gn1f1cant effect for

:'f the names themselves on the second‘rat1ng This was 1nterpreted to |

mean that names may take on 1mportance in 1mpress1on formatlon 1n the ff '

absence of other descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on It was also found 1n part II,

that peop]e W1th high’ frequency names tended to be stereotyped as ex- -

"‘traverted and those ‘with 1ow frequency names as 1ntroverted Novdif—

'ference in rated attract1veness or humorousness was. found It was con-~a_"

*cluded genera]]y that f1rst names can effect 1mpressions depending on \

| pthe amount of other 1nformat1on ava11ab1e but that frequency of occur-,

rence alone 15 not enough to exp]atn their effects

’jfv
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Introduction "i'
Person percept1on 1s concerned with 1earn1ng about and knOW1ng

‘sp11t 1nto three 11nes of research (Tag1ur1, 1969) WOrk began w1th
*fresearch on the recogn1t1on of emot1ons in others Interest then

| turned tg the percept1on of persona11ty character1st1cs One aspect

¥

tics of the more and 1ess accurate Judges The other area focused

'{prlmar11y on 1mpress1on format1on how 1nformat1on about another is

- processed In this" thes1s the 11ter ure dea]1ng spec1f1ca11y'w1th

1mpress1on format1on w11] f1rst be rev1ewed The rev1ew Wity 1ead to '

.

- other pe0p1e H1stor1ca]]y, the f1e1d of  person perceptwon has been :

. of this research dealt w1th accuracy of judgment and the character1s-

a rat1ona]e for the present study wh1ch 1nvo]ved compar1ng the rela- -

.t1ve we1ght asstgned to f1rst names and tra1t adject1ves 1n form1ng

f1rst 1mpress1ons

In genera] the processes of impress1on format1on function to i:; -
',‘ s1mp11fy our social Interactlons They organ1ze a comp]ex set of

'stlmull about others into a stable and consistent pattern and thus

"_1mpressions tend to be meaningfu] organized and consistent (Hastorf

3Schne1der and Polefka, 1970)

(f o

/

A1a110w the perceiver to dea] more effective]y w1th others Peop]e wil]

‘form 1mpress1ons of. others fr::;gn}y a br1ef obsenvat1on of them or-

.*from a descr1pt1on of only a fAw of the1r character1st1cs and these



s

‘ Research in the 1mpress1on‘format1on area has fo]]owed severa]

’ s]1ght1y d1fferent paths (Hastorf et. a] o 1970) ‘ One has been con- :
‘f cerned w1th the processes by wh1ch we 1nfer character1st1cs of others S
from 1nformat1on prov1ded by the exper1menter A second ]1ne of |
research has dea]t w1th 1nferr1ng charactér1st1cs of others from their
actua1 behav1or Tn a. soc1a1 settfng “The d1fference is that 1n the
f1rst case the perce1ver bases h1s Judgment on- abstract representations
of the person such as tralt descr1pt1ons or photographs whereas in the ~‘
second case: the Judgment 1s based on the person's act1ons in some S1t- |
uat1on A tuard area of. 1nterest has concentrated not S0 much on the
4, re]at1onsh1p between st1mu1us and response tra1ts as. on how the stimu]i

A

themse]ves are organ1zed how they are comb1ned and processed to form-
.Man 1mpress1on._ Each of these areas of research w111 be exam1ned 1n
’_ turn with the 1ntent of shedd1ng 11ght on. the. poss1b1e 1nf1uence of
first names on f1rst impress1ons ‘ o .
The work of ‘Solomon Asch (]946) focused attention on the processes
't; of 1mpress1on format1on spec1f1ca1]y those processes wh1ch 1nvo]ve ,
draw1ng 1nferences about others from descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on about
' them rather than from the1r behav1or He cons1dered ‘two poss1b1e mode]s
of 1mpress1on formation One was: an add1t1ve mode] wh1ch stated that |

the final impress1on s based on the sum of the var1ous 1ndependent -

1mpress1ons He a]so presented a mod1fied vers1on of th1s model which

1nc1uded a "genera] 1mpre551on" factor which would sh1ft the evaluation : ," é



',of the separate tra1ts in its generaT d1rect1on The second mode]
wh1ch he. preferred asserts that we -form - an 1mpress1on of . the ent1re
:person the tra1ts be1ng 1mmed1ateTy prgan1zed 1nto a gesta]t Th1s |
‘f1mp11es that each tra1t 15 1nf1uenced by each of the others and that
V‘the f1naT 1mpress1on cannot be adequate]y pred1cted by tak1ng ‘each- of
7 the trarts separately | T -
- In Asch s stud1es the Ss were usual]y read a Tist of traits sup-
'vposedTy descr1b1ng a person and then asked to wr1te the1r 1mpress1ons
i:Jn a short paragraph His- maJor f1nd1ngs supported hi's 1dea of an T
: 1mpress1on be1ng formed of the ent1re person He found that separate ff
| tra1ts d1d not have equaT we1ght 1n the 1mpress1on but that some traits:
»‘eare centra]“ 1n that they seem to wmpTy more about the 1nd1V1dua1 than~
)j‘the others, The f1na1 1mpression seems to be organ1zed around the ,
ffcentra] tra1ts. He aTsp found that whether or not a trait was centra]

to- the 1mpression depended on. the context on 1ts reTat1onsh1p to aTT

~ che other st1mu1us tra1ts The bas1c concept of centra] tra1ts the

W

“'1dea that a part1cu1ar d1mens1on is h1gh1y assoe1ated with many other

'2.’tra1t5, 1s stiTT va11d today However, Tt 1s understood that cen-:»<*

tra11ty depends not onTy n: the context but aT%g on the part1cu]ar

"”Vfcharacterfst1cs the Judges are asked to determ1ne, as will be seen

[5'short1y (Freedman CarTsm1thiind Sears, 1970 chapter 2) ,«‘T:1‘<T;:;
o Br”"er and Tag‘“”’ (1954) felt that the 1nferences e draw from .
-Q‘partiaT 1nformation are generated by an "1mp11cit theory of persona-sla

ﬂ?jfplity" that each of us has An implicit theory of personality refe\s to rp
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: the assumptions we. a];\make about'the:nature of other'peop1e assumpl

o t1ons about the assoc1at1ons among d1fferent traits. Some of their -

‘f1nd1ngs were contrary to Asch' s 1nterpretat1ons, however as they
- showed that inferences drawn from two tra1ts taken together can be pre-'d'~
~‘d1cted from the }nferences~$rawn from the . 1nd1v1dua1 tra1ts (Bruner,f
‘Shap1ro and Tag1ur1, 1958) ~Wishner's 1960 study shed some 11ght on
;both the 1mp11c1t theory of persona11ty“ idea of Bruner et. al: and Q
ﬂ Asch S "centra] tra1ts“ . He had»undergraduates rate the1r instructors . -
o on.53'of the tratts:used by_Asch:and-then:he determinedffhe corre1arn.
‘tions’among a]l-of them' He showed that the centraiity of‘a‘trait -

depends more on 1ts corre]at1on w1th the response tra1ts than w1th the'

L st1mu1us tra1ts as was suggested by Asch Th1s study thus showed that ‘

'“an 1mp11c1t persona11ty theory may be v1eWed as a set of correlat1ons
"_among tra1ts wh1ch ‘each of us. possesses - h |
There is a tendency for peop]e ‘to assume that others are s1m11ar
‘.to them Thus, the perce1ver may ass1gn traits to another wh1ch the i
'-perce1ver h1mse1f possesses Th1s means that the nerceptlon of another'
ZFperson may often be 1nf1uenced more® by what the perce1ver 1s 1ike than' ,
i,‘the actua] characterist1cs of the percelved Th1s corresponds w1th
a f1nd1ng by Dornbush Hastorf R1chardson Muzzy and Vree]and (1965)
;-that the dimens1ons used by perce1vers to Judge others d1ffered more

.’among the perce1vers themselves than among the persons being Judged

Th1s supports the not1on of 1mp11c1t persona11ty theories for 1t
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‘ 1mpliesithat each'of us-has hi’s own jdeas about whjCh traits are'impor-r

_ tant for character1zing peop]e | |

o C]ose]y re1ated to the, 1dea of centra] traits. 1s ‘the tendency for

people to make 1nferencesﬁgn terms of a few bas1c d1mens1ons Osgood,.
-‘Suc1 and Tannenbaum (1957) found that the three d1mensJons of evalua-

| t1on (good bad) potency (strong weak) and activityr(acttyeepassiye)-

accounted for practtca]]y a]] the var1at1on in Ss descr1pt1ons of

7

var1ous 1tems, w1th eva]uat1on count1ng for one- ha1f to two th1rds of |

‘the . re]1ab1e rat1ng var1ance Once a person is Jabe]ed "good“A for

»example this tends to influence further 1nferences SO that he 1s seen

J

‘a hav1ng a]] "good” qua11t1es the S0 cal]ed “ha]o effect" (Freedman
et.al. 1970 chapter 2) n {

Imp11c1t theor]es of persona11ty are essent1a11y stereotypes we
!

. .ho]d of. other peop]e (Hastorf et a1 '1970) ‘ They def1ne a. stereotype

'f\as a- set of character1st1cs ‘which is assumed to f1t a category of

"'peop1e L1ke an 1mp]1c1t theory of persona]1ty, ctereotypmg 1nvolves'
‘1dent1fy1ng a person with one or more character1st1cs and then 1n- o

'ferr1ng from the 1dentif1cat1on a host’ of other character1st1cs be-

‘ :QL&eved to go a]ong with 1t ~In genera] 1t has been shown that glven .

i some tra1t 1nformation about a person most peop1e go on ‘to make in-

f ferences about a var1ety of other traitsswhtch were. not g1ven direct]y a

in the information about h1m Assum1ng that peop]e hold stereotypes 8

'_.of d1fferent f1rst names we hope to show that names act1ng through

h»imp11cit theor1es of persona]ity, can sign1f1cant1y affect the first -

EPVES, |
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, 1mpress1ons we form of other people

qp We have 1ooked at the processes of 1mpress1on format1on {n the

'context of 1nferr1ng character1st1cs of peop]e from var1od§ types ‘of

descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on e sha]] now 1ook at the research dea11ng

W1th the process of 1nferr1ng d1spos1t1ona1 propert1es of the person

_ “rom theJr actua] behav1or 1n 30c1a1 s1tuat1ons Fr1tz Helder (1944

- ]958) spurred 1nterest 1n th1s area with his work on phenomena1 causaﬁf

'1ty H1s centra] 1dea 1s that peop]e perce1ve behav1or as be1ng

1'caused and the cause is seen as e1thervthe person (1nterna1 causa11ty)}'
or the env1ronment (externa1'causa11ty) ' He further d1st1ngu1shes

ebetween persona1 and 1mpersona1 causa11ty Impersona] causa11ty in-

c]udes eXterna] causa 1ty plus tfose 1nterna11y caused events not -

.1ntended by the doer. Persona] causallty is that subset -of 1nterna1
;causality wh1ch 1nc1udes only those th1ngs the’ person 1ntended to do
. Heider notes that a person is on]y he]d responsib]e for the persona]ly |

~Tcaused effects and thus it 1s on]y those ffects wh1ch are usefu1 in vl"

a

1nferr1ng the person 's d1sposit1ona1 qua11t1es Thus, if one can

'attribute a few stable daspos1t1ons to a person it enables h1m to
f'better pred1ct his beh vior and to ma1nta1n a constant 1mage of the g

] person desp1te great var1at1on 1n h1s act1ons

He1der s mode] was somewhat refined by Jones and Davis | 1965)\

\

L

'They use the term "correspondence" to descr1be the ertent to wh1ch a \

'particu1ar action of a person can be ascr1bed to a d1spos1t10na]



quality. In other words the greater the degree of certa1nty with

Y L] -

wh1ch we make our 1nferences about another}s d1spos1taons ‘the h1gher

| y'1s the correspondence Jones and. Dav1s Tist. some varwables wh1ch they
‘be11eve shou]d affect correspondence Correspondence is sa1d to. vary
"d1rect}y with: the "hedon1c re]evance" and the 1nferred "persona11sm"
| of the actor s behav1or and 1ts effects And 1t varies 1nverse1y w1th
,; the soc1a1 de51rab1]1ty and- the number of “noncommon" effects of the
behavior. _These var1ables funct1on, essent1a1]y, to he]p the perce1ver e ,
-7determ1ne whether or not the observed behav1or 1s due to persona

- causallty and thus to a stab]e dwsp051t1ona] qua]1ty, a]thoug& the

3

perce1ver id not necessar11y consc:ous of do1ng 50, | For examp]e the

1ess soc1a1]y des1rab1e an act1on, the more it dﬁf?ers from what peop]e

. i
would norma]]y do the more 1nformat1on 1t conta1ns about the actor and

“the greater 1ts correspondence A s1m1]ar argument may be made for
| 'the commona]1ty of a person s f1rst name.. The ]ess frequent]y a name

- appears 1n the popu]at1on the more 1nformat1on 1t may conta1n for thef).

perce1ver._ ‘ /“

A person S attr1but1ons may a]so be 1nf]uenced by the 1nter-

: a!t1on between the perte1ver and the perce1ved they are both- s1mu1-
Jtaneously the obserVer and observed In each 1nteract1on then there

is a cyc]e of perce1v1ng and act1ng on each person s part each 1n- _‘

g

f]uenc1ng the other 1n Q. cont1nu1ng process That a name is often ka

the f1rst piece of 1nformat1on a person has about another 1s
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'1mportant in this regard, for not only do our expectat1ons of the U
other's persona11ty affect how We act toward hlm but there is a]so
.-ev1dence CRosentha] & Jacobson 1968) that our expectations of -the
| \\;ther person can influence the other S behav1or in a se]f -fulfilling .
- anner,. thus conf1rm1ng the or1g1na] percept1on |
In summary, we have 1ooked at -some. of the processes.1n 1mpress1on
format1on which dea] with draw1ng inferences about another e1ther from-
some m1n1ma1 descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on about h1m or from his own be-.
hav1or We have seen that these processes function to br1ng ord
‘ and S1mp11fy our soc1a1 env1ronnent by a]]ow1ng for stab111ty in our, ‘»'
‘percept1ons of others Stab1]1ty 1s atta1ned through the use of < o
| 1mp11c1t theor1es of persona]1ty wh1ch allow us to. attend to and use
only a m1n1ma1 number of characteristics of a person and 1nfer the rest
- from those Stabl]]ty a]so resu]ts from attgzbutlonal processes from v
whlch we 1nfer another s d1spos1t10na1 qua11t1es and thus make sense
‘_ of his behav1or 1n sp1te of h]S var1ed act1ons | Q
We can now turn to that Tine of research wh1ch has dea]t with how
‘the descr1pt1ve 1nformat1on the st1mu1us traits themse]ves, are‘com~ dév)"'
-b1ned and processed to form’ an 1mpression Most research on 1nformation
1ntegrat1on seems to. have centered on two prob]ems, order effects and |
. tthe 11near comb1nat1on of 1nformat1on | | |
Asch, (1946) presented ev1dence for a “pr1macy effect", the tendency

A'for the information presented f1rst to rema1n the sa11ent feature of the



" perceiver's descrtptton He found that 1f pos1t1ve 1nformat1on about

/7

a person is. presented before negat1ve 1nformat1on, the overa]] 1mpres-

1

"s1on tends to be more pos1t1ve than if the 1nformat1on is presented in

\reverse order Asch contended that th1s occurred because the first -

terms 1n the set,_set up a "d1rectlon“ wh1ch then exerts a contlnuous

~'effect on-the. latter terms. Each succeed1ng term comes not /

\

separate term but 1s related to the estab]1sﬂed d1rect1on Ev1dence o
for this 1nterpretat10n comes also from Anderson and Lampe] (1965) whose

resu]ts showed that Sst eva]uatlons o£§1nd1v1dual jﬁa1ts chanqed as. a

function of thelr ‘context.,

An a]ternat1ve exp]anat1on for pr1macy effects is that the 1atter

| 1nformatlon is mere]y "d1scounted” in 1mportance Anderson and Jacobson

(]965) found that Ss atbached 1ess we1qht to 1nformat1on wh1ch was in-

COns5stent with the bu]k of prev1ous 1nformat1on about a person ~ And

pr1macy effects have been shown to. d1sappear when: Ss are forced to pay

-attentton to a]] the 1nformat1on as when they are. to]d they will be
asked to remember the descr1pttons (Anderson & Hubert 1963) For the"

‘;g‘present 1t seems that ne1ther the change in mean1ng nor the d1scount1ng

{

>‘1nterpretat1on can be ru]ed out ent1re1y, probably both occur depend1ng ,‘rh

on cond1t1ons
‘ The second quest1on Spncerns the re]at1ve mer1ts of a Summa - '

t1on vs averag1ng mode] to account for the way peop]e comb1ne g1ven
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;o

information A summat1on modeT pred1cts that- ‘the f1naT 1mpress1on wiTT
"be s1mpTy the we1ghted sum of the evaTuat1ons_pf the 1nd1v1dua1 items..
-"Accord1ng to the averag1ng modeT however the f1naT 1mpress;on w111 |
ibe some we1ghted average 1mpress1on of the components The essent1a1
:d1fference 1n the two modeTs is that for a g1ven evaTuation, the |
summat1on modeT pred1cts that the add1t1on of a __x_posxt1ve trait w111
f:resuTt in a h1gher evaTuat1on whereas w1th the averag1ng model only

‘the add1t1on of a trait w1th a vaTue greater than the present averagea

will 1ncrease the eva]uat1on The ev1dence is somewhat mixed. F1shbe1n :

"..and Hunter (1964) showed that a person,1s evaTuated more. p051t1ve1y

when character1zed by f1ve pos1t1ve tra1ts ‘than. when onTy characterized | f"

by two pos1t1ve traits., However, Anderson (1965 1968) seems to. be :

B -able to exp1a1n most of. the resuTts so far w1th a we1ghted average model

He has shown that the add1tion of moderate]y pos1t1ve tra1ts to h1gh1y
| ;pos1t1ve tra1ts resuTts in a Tower1ng of the evaTuatlon contrary to a
'summatlon modeT And he is abTe to account for the F1shbe1n and Hunter
’resuTts by g1v1ng more welght to hlghly poTarized tra1ts A more recent
. study by warr and Sm1th (1970) however, seems to Tessen the 1mportance ’
| of th1s question They compared the two models as we]T as’ four others
“and found that for five of the. s1x, 1ncTud1ng the summat1on and |
'Lvaverag1ng modeTs the corre]at1on between observed and pre icted in- '
"dfferences was > 90 They point out that if onTy one.. of thj'models had Tf'

'<‘been used to pred1ct Ss behavior the resuTts would have been cons1dered



| as strong ev1dence in favor of that mode]
Most of ‘the research dea11ng with comb1n1ng 1nformation in 1m-
press1on format1on tasks has been done us1ng homogeneous st1mu1us 1n-

format1on, usua11y tra1t adJect1ves Anderson and Lampe] (1968) how-_

. ever, report a study 1n whwch Ss'were given both verba1 1nformat10n
:(tra1t adJectives) and photographs of st1mu1us persons whom they were B

to judge for their des1rab111ty as a date. They found that the phOtOf

graphs 1nteracted with- the adgectives such that the adJect1ves had
'-1ess effect on the Ss rat1ngs when comb1ned w1th the ]ess des1rab1e
: photographs

Heterogeneous 1nformat1on 1s common in everydaykj1fe ) Photographs

- often accompany verba] 1nformat1on :n descr1pt1ons There is another o

- type of 1nformat1on wh1ch is d1st1nct from both photographs and tra1t

"adJect1ves but wh1ch has been neg1ected in 1mpress1on format1on re- ;

‘search and that is a person S f1rst name. In everyday s1tuat1ons names
doften occur w1th verba] anformation, 1ndeed they are common to almost
pvia11 descrlpt1ons It wou]d thus seem’ worthwh1]e, in. study1ng the
| :1ntegrat1on'of heterogeneous 1nformation to 1ook at the comb1nation of

Anames and verba] 1nformation

o

F1rst names have been stud1ed before in d1fferent contexts | Besides-v

‘ gthose studies of an anthropo]og1ca1 nature dea11ng w1th the signifi-
”cance of names in. var1ous cu]tures there have been two ma1n areas of

2 interest. One has been concerned W1th the idea that'a name elicits



4var1ous'assoc1at1ons wh1ch evoke. react1ons in the bearer For example,
| F]uge] (1930) thought that if one had the name of a famous person he -
may then emu]ate h1m The other 11ne of 1nterest was that of re-
e]at1ng re]at1ve frequency of names in the genera] popu]at1on to such .
'thtngs as 11k1ng of the name popular1ty -and- behav1or d1sorders For
1nstance both Walton (1937) and A]]en,,Brown D1ckenson and Pratt "

, (1941k,found that co]]ege students preferred common names, those
ﬁ.occurr1ng most,frequent]y 1n the student popu]at1on and 1n the cu]ture,

'

‘over less common names. - S ,
“More recent]y, K1e1nke Stanesk1 and Weaver (1972) found that 1
Ean 1nterV1ew 51tuat1on, a person who cons1stent1y used the other
:person S f1rst name 1n an 1ngrat1at1ng s1tuat1on was rated more nega-
jft1ve1y than the non-name user But 1n a non 1ngrat1at1ng s1tuat1on
'vthe nameauser was rated more posit1ve1y than the non- name user ‘

?McDav1d and Harrar1 (1966) report ‘a h1gh corre]at1on between rated

.soc1a1 desirab111ty of f1rst names and soc1ometr1c popu]ar1ty in ele-e o

'mentary school ch11dren :),
. In most of these studies f1rst names provxde some 1nformat1on about

;a person Buchanan and Bruning (197]) had undergraduates rate over 1000

'names on’ three d1men510ns act1ve passivg} mascu]1ne fem1n1ne and like- f; -

'd1slike 0vera11 they found cons1derab1e agreement between male and
fema]e raters for male names a]though less for female names. They;

_d1d not attempt to determ1ne the factors 1nvolved 1n the different

12
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: rat1ngs of the names In a subsequent study (Bruning and Husa, ‘1972)
_;1t was found that names prev1ou51y rated as "act1ve" e11c1ted corres- ;,a
"pond1ngly appropr1ate behav1ora1 descr1pt1ons from grade schoo] ch11-
dren | Y

These stud1es on1x serve to po1nt up the obv1ous, that we a]] ; .x'
have stereotypes about different names. Certa1n1y 1f we exam1ne mov1es y
hand te]ev1s1on we can see that d1fferent characters cons1stent1y have y. .
‘ certa1n types of names And parents have def1n1te 1deas about wh1ch
'names are. su1tab1e or. unsu1tab1e for the1r newborn ch11dren._' l}

G1ven fhat peop1e do hold stereotypes of names what does this l
'ampr for. 1mpress1on format10n7 Ne know from person perceptwon S
h11terature that peop1e,can arr1ve at an eva]uat1on of another from f
aimost any p1ece of 1nformat10n. So‘ g1ven just 2 name our 1mp11c1t ' =;';
,theor1es of - persona]1ty funct1on to assoc1ate W1th 1t a host of. other '
character1st1cs» It 1s 1mportant to rea11ze here how names are used
'uin everyday situattons For one th1ng, they occur with a]most every |
descr1pt1on of a person And second]y, they are usual]y the first item :
‘of 1nformat1on that one sees 1n a g1ven descr1pt1on we have seen from _]'ﬂ;,]_,
tthe research on pr1macy effects that there is ev1dence for some- change }__f
:-1n mean1ng for the 1atter 1tems 1n the descr1pt1on dependlng on the
- context set up by the 1n1t1a1 1nformat1on Thus names cou1d 1nf1uen¢e
_h the impress1on in this. manner.v.;;_, . - N

Names are not only the f1rst 1tem given 1n any descr1pt1on but often

'.i -
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they are the on]y 1nformat1on a person has In this respect"names

m1ght be. compared to race as a var1ab1e Tt has been shown (Ste1n, ‘ .

yHardyck and Sm1th 1965) that when compared w1th a cons1derab1e amount
.'of other 1nformatlon a- person S race 1sn t g1ven much we1ght 1n the
,overa]] 1mpre4s1on But it does account for much of the var1ance 1n \

H

1mpre551ons when there is 11§t1e other 1nformat1on ava11ab1e cAnd;v

‘.as may often happen,,1f that 1s the. 0n1y p1ece of information: ava11ab1e. '

a person may avo1d exp051ng h1mse1f to more. So names may get the1r ’ -

:1mportance 1n 1mpress1on format1on not on]y from the1r part1cu1ar
lil'stereotypes but- also from their un1que pos1t1on 1n the 1nformat1onal
sequence | : o } | h :

Re]ated to order etfects is the not1on of the se]f fu1f1111ng
prophecy ment1oned ear11er If a person has expectat1ons about another
:5tbecause of that person s name he may behave toward h1m 50 as to cause.
those expectatlons to be fu1f111ed Harar1 and McDav1d (1973) had

'}elementary school teachers grade compos1t1ons which actua]]y d1ffered
t-e[only in the name attached He found that papers supposed]y wr1tten by
.vi,students w1th names of E1mer and Hﬂbert rec1eved scores con51stent1y
‘t_fa fu11 grade 1ower than those wr1tten by Mtchael and David

It was ment1oned ear11er that Anderson and Lampe] (1968) found an

’

1nteract1on between photographs and verba] 1nformat1on In the1r studyl

| the adJectives had more effect with the more des1rab1e photps than withvi . "4

those rated as 1ess des1rab}e Shou\d certain names resu]t 1n -

.

Voo
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' s1gn1f1cant1y better f1rst 1mpress1ons we m1ght expect the same type

=»of 1nteract1on in the present study Tra1t adJect1ves m1ght have more

effect W1th the more popu]ar names If such an 1nteract1on occurs we

\

| m1ght then ask what character1$t1cs of names are 1mportant in th1s »

regard

' F1rst names d1ffer on a number of d1mens1ons 1nc1ud1ng frequency

flf n the cu]ture ethn1c1ty, popular1ty, age and soc1oeconom1c c]ass

Z'Prevmous stud1es have emp]oyed fréquency (Wa1ton, 1937 Al]en et a]

1941) and popu]ar1ty (McDav1d & Harar1, 1966 Harar1 & McDav1d 1973).

'.AIn 1ook1ng for character1st1cs of names whfch are 1mportant for 1mpres-

-

- sion format1on, we wou1d be. 1nterested in those wh1ch have some . genera11ty
'and can be ob3ect1ve1y app11ed Ethn1c age and class d1fferences '

,are ‘more. spec1f1c in their app11cat1on and popu]arlty is very subJective

/

‘l_and var1ab1e ﬁrequency, however, 1s both eas11y ob3ect1f1ed and is a :

g jvery genera1 character1st1c Moreover frequency has a1ready been shown '

‘to be correlated w1th popu1ar1ty of names wh1ch has in turn been shown .

‘o

'E.to bé correfﬁted w1th soc1ometr1c ratings of peop]e w1th those names

44There 1s a]so much ev1dence in the person percept1on 11terature that

| ’fam111ar1ty has a pos1t1ve effect on 11k1ng More spec1f1ca11y, Harrison yff
‘;i'(1969) found a strong pos1tive c0rre1?t1on between Ss< est1mates of . fam1liar1ty
ff,and ]1kab111ty rat1ngs for names Th1s would suggest that the more com- y7
;.mon the person s name the more favorab1y he wou]d be Judged So of any
»:jis1ngle character1st1c, frequency seems the most worthwh11e to study 1n 1ts

l",relat1on to. 1mpress1on formation.; ‘f'_-

s



On the’hegat1ve s1de Tesser (1970) showed that the greater,

number of people that could be descr1bed by a. part1cu1ar tra1t the L

N\

.~1ess 1nformat1om it conveyed Th1s m1ght suggest that the effect of
" a more frequent name may be 1essened because of the 11tt1e 1n£0rma- .

tion it carries about the person : BTN

The present study 1nvo]ved f1rst present1ng fema]e Ss w1th a /\_., -

N number of descr1pt1ons’of un1vers1ty ma]es con51st1ng of a f1rst name
fand three: adJect1ves Ss. then rated each- st1mu1us person in tenns of |

h1s de51rab111ty as a date Th1s sca]e was chosen because, though

; measur1ng about the same th1ng as "11k1ng", it was fe]t that it wou]d

~ be a more mean1anu1 quest1on ‘to ask. In the second part of the

'f_:exper1ment Ss were presented w1th the person s name by 1tse1f and asked; |

'\

' to reproduce 1ts or1g1nal accompany1ng descr1pt1on of 1nterest here '

was: the nature of the errors made G1ven that the descr1pt1ons for

o a]] of the names would be very d1ff1cu1t ta remember 1t was . fe]t that

.the Ss rat1ngs wou]d be 1nf1uenced by the name and wou]d g1ve some
'17.1nformat1on about the1r stereotypes and how frequency was :mportant in |
| th]S regard Th1s hypothes1s was based on the Ste1n et al. (1965)
.‘vf1nd1ng that- a person S: race bacomes s1gn1f1cant in 1mpress1on formation

vffwhen there is ]1tt1e other 1nformat1on about the person ava11ab1e o

’.gto the perce1ver Ss weﬁg a]so asked to rate each person aga1n on data-" ’

b111ty Th1s enab]ed a comparwson to be made w1th the f1rst rating to

‘tshed some 1ighthon the rélat1ve we1ght attached to the name vs adJect1ve
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descr1pt1on Both date rat1ngs were a]so used to test the hypo- S

x thes1s that there wou]d be s1gn1f1cant d1fferences amoqg the names

. .»themse]ves regard]ess of the1r frequency In the th1rd part of .

= ACE]VEd commona11ty of the names corresponded t

the- exper1ment the Ss rated each name “on how often they thought 1t

occurred in the genera1 popu1at1on Th1s 's a check to see 1f per-

hat from the obtaIned

d1str1but1on



Methodt

(_‘ubjeCt“- The Ss were 24 femaTes who were fu1f1111ng a. course requ1re- '

74_ment for Introductory Psycho]ogy Three were~random1y a551gned to
' >

' neach of the e1ght d1fferent name- adgect1ve pa1r1ngs necessary for a

.baTanced design.

St1mu1us Persons - fach st1muTus person cons1sted of a maTe f1rst name

’lpa1red w1th a unlque comb1nat1on of three tra1t adJect1ves The 24

, names appear 1n TabTe T There Were 8. names in each category of h1gh.

_med1um and Tow frequency of occurrence, as determ1ned from a d1str1-1

bution of the names of aTT f1rst year students at the Un1vers1ty of

| 7ATberta The h1gh group cons1sted of the 8 names wh1ch occurred most o

often.(from 90 - 135 t1mes out of. the sampTe of 6520) the med1um -

"those cTuster1ng around the med1an frequency (33) and the Tow - those

“~'random1y chosen from names wh1ch occurred once in’ the sampTe

”l es1gn There were 6 d1fferent ad3ect1ves cons1st1ng of the palrs _Jf
"attract1ve - unattract1ve, 1ntroverted - extraverted and humorous --y" .
dser1ous They were chosen because they had been shown in prev1ous work

| (Thorngate and Housch 1972) to eT1c1t s1gn1f1cant1y d1fferent data- _'-

bllity rat1ngs frOm Ss There were 8 dlfferent comb1nat1ons of 3

| V'adJect1ves when chosen from these pa1rs Each of these comb1nat1ons was

'm‘ithen pa1red w1th a name from each of the 3 frequency groups of names 1n
‘a 3 (name frequency) X 2 X 2 X 2 des1gn Each st1muTus thus consisted

] of a f1rst name (w1th randomly chosen 1n1t1a1 represent1ng last name)

18«



' folloWed by,3'adjecttuest The stimu]i‘were dreﬁentedxto Ss on slides
vprogected on a white background | o ) R
In the exper1menta] task, each S was presented wlth 24 st1mu11

L

Each of the 24 names appeared once and each of the 8 adJect1ve com-"

binations appeared 3 times, once w1th a h1gh frequency name, once w1th -

a med1um and once. w1th ‘a low To control for name- adJect1ve confounds,

veach of the 8 names in. each frequency group was re- pa1red with each of

'the 8 adJect1ve comb1nat1ons for d1fferent Ss For examp1e one N would”'

‘be shown the name Robert patred w1th the ad3ect1ves unattract1ve, ex--

&

:'traverted and “humorous ; another S wou]d be shown Robert re pa1red w1th

1-attract1ve extraverted and humorous etc Thus there were 8 d1fferent t

.'name adJect1ve re pa1r1nqs makinq for a. ha]anced des1gn Three Ss were

.;'randomly ass1gned to each of the 8 pa1r1ngs “For each of the 8

’ ’d1fferent pa1r1ngs the st1mu11 were presented 1n a d1fferent random ,-}
‘~{order for each S. '_ ;ff . ‘j, - '; 4

Procedure Ss were to]d that th1s was an exper1ment 1n 1mpre551on

| formatlon studying how Judgments are made of others on the ba51s of

':-sma11 amounts of 1nformat1on ;bout them For part 1 of the exper1ment

' _they were told they wou]d be p\ sented w1th a number of descr1pt1ons

E of un1vers1ty males each consisting of the person 'S f1rst name and
‘ _3 adJectives descr1bing h1m It would be the1r JOb to rate each one
- as to h1s des1rab111ty as. a date The sca]e had 7 po1nts rang1ng from

'_] = "def1n1te]y not date" to 7 = "def1n1te1y date" | The Ss ‘were to]d

19
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B
A

to’ gIance back up at the screen’after each rat1ng when a new des—

Icr1pt1on wouId be shown. ‘ S , |
After the Sg‘had rated-all 24 descr1pt1ons they were ton that

vthe exper1menter was a]so 1nterested in how well they couId remember oo

E,how each personlwas descr1bed; For the second part of the exper1ment

§§3werevthen‘preSented.WIth each name by 1tseIf (1n a dlfferent random

' order? and asked to check off on forms prov1ded the adjectlves wh1ch

.or1g1naIIy accompan1ed it. At the same t1me they were aga1n asked to

rate the person on datab1]1ty In part III of the exper1ment aII 24

'_;names were aga1n presented to the Ss, one at a t1me in a d1fferent -

order and th1s time they were isfed to rate each one on how oftenv

they- thought it occurred in the generaI popuIat1on, from 1= "very»”

.,
LA

eﬁ1nfrequent1y" to 7 -'“very frequent]y"
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‘Results

" The - resu]ts o the compar1son between percelved and actuaT com-

(

I monaT]ty of the nanes used T““?he study is g1ven 1n TabTe 2 There

'.was no over]ap among the groups and the d1fference among means was

highly s1gn1f1cant (p 001)

In order to test for ‘the effects of name frequency, a. 3IX 2 X 2 X'ﬁ

2 w1th1n subJect anaTysws of variance was performed on the datab111ty
rat1ngs for part . I of the exper1ment TabTe 3 conta1ns a summary of_

this ana]ys1s The mean datab111ty rat1ngs for each name and fre-

quency,gr0up-are g1ven 1n Tab]e;T There was essentlaTTy no d1fferenceqv

| Q1n mean datab111ty rat1ngs fqr the three frequency groups 1nd1cat1ng

that, averaged over aTT adJect1ve comb1nat10ns, frequency of the name

| 'made no°d1fference 1n datab1T1ty Judgments | |

TabTe 4 conta1ns the mean rat]ngs for each frequency group across
ceach adJectlve pa1r The d1fferences in rat1ngs, for each pa1r pooTed
'A:over aTT nanes, is h1ghTy sfgn1f1cant The person descr1bed as attrace.
v“t1ve, extraverted or humorous was cons1stent1y rated more deS1rabTe as;;‘

a date regardTess of h1s first name The onTy s1gn1f1cant 1nteract1on‘.

;e

- was that between humorous -serious. and‘attract1ve unattractlve _TThe '

. effect was such that the humorous ser1ous d1mens1on ‘was. more 1mportant,

L ApparentTy 1f\\ﬁe\pepson was descr1bed as attract1ve, it mattered Tess

_Awhether he was humorous.or ser1ous If, however,'he-was descr1bed as,

x' .

e

21

in Judg1ng an. unattract1ve person than in 3udg1ng an’ attract1ve person.""'
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'unattract1ve other qua11t1es became more 1mportant, in th1s case h1s

degree of humor, The same type of 1nteract1on between attract1veness o
and humorousness was found by Thorngate and Housch in theiy 1972 study

In the second part-of the exper1ment the Ss were g1ven‘the per-

‘son s name, .alone and asked to reproduce h1s descrtpt1on They were

also asked to rate him on datab1]1ty Table 5 conta1ns the ana]ysis :
of varianCe mmary fOr'this second rat1ng Table 6 conta1ns:the

mean datab111ty rat1ngs for each name and frequency group The

‘group ‘means show a greater spread on thls rat1ng than on the first

‘ rat1ng Overa11 however, the d14¥erences were still not s1gn1f1cant

,The means for each frequency group across the d1fferent adJect1ve

-
cpa1rs for the second rat1ng are g1ven 1n Tab]e 7 Th1s t1me there

-.were no s1gn1f1cant dxfferences in the rat1ngs for any of the pa1rs, o

’..v.1nd1cat1ng that, for th1s rat1ng, 1t made no- d1fference how. the

"jperson was.. descr1bed or1g1na11y There were no s1gn1f1cant 1nter-

zact1ons in this case. For th1s second ratlng, then the Ss did not

"f appear to base thelr Judgments on the or1g1na1 descr1ptive 1nformation

TT_Name frequency may have had more 1nf1uente 1:i;$ﬂptuation like th1s :

w

v’fwhere there was 11tt1e e]se to base one s op1nibn on. ," “

s o _
A correlation coeff1c1ent of + 0. 15 was obta1ned between rated

| datab111ty (part II) and rated frequency of the names and was . s1gn1- L

*;Qwelght can be attached(}o the stat15t1ca1 s1gn1f1cance of the resu]t

'f1cant at the 001 1eve1 w1th 574 d. f . ;Th1s shows, however, that on]y

2% of the variance was accounted for by frequency 1n th1s case SO 11tt1e
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Thefnumber‘and'type of errors commtttedtby the'Ss in at;empting
to reproduce the or1g1na1 descript1ons that accompan1ed the names .
m1ght give.some 1nformat1on about the stereotypes attached to the
different names and how the1r frequency of occurrence 1nf1uences th1s
hTabTe 8 conta1ns the tdta] number of errors committed by the Ss in.
i}reproduc1ng the descr1pt1ons for each comb1nat1on of frequency and
‘-adJect1ve-pa1r There were no essent1a1 d1fferences 1n the amount of
h errors across e1ther frequency or d1mens1on
| Tab]e 9 is a summary of the reproduced descr1pt1ons and shows. B
the type of err0rs comm1tted by the Ss For each adJective pa1r under }I,‘i :
each frequency cond1t1on there were 192 responses 24 Ss respondlng
:._i.to~8 dlfferent names An anaTys1s of” var1ance was performed compar1np
',each adJect1ve pa1r across a]] three frequency groups The resuTts i
_:;‘showed a s1gn1f1cant d1fference in the rat1ngs on the. 1ntroverted--:.r‘
'extraverted dimens1on There was a tendency for the Ss to attach the o
”_Tabel "extraverted" to the h1gh and med1um frequency names and “1ntro- !T .
verted" to the Tow-frequency names There was aTso a tendency, thoughd }
ns1gnif1cant to attach "attract1ve" to the h1gh frequency names more ,"
T often than med1um or Tow frequency names._g_ -
| Ss made two separate/rat1ngs of desinab111ty as a date, oﬁé based
on the person s name a]ong with ar three adJective descript1on the other |

| ':based on just the name and whatever they could recall about him, It was ‘

~~yseen that there was a greater spread among the mean ratings in the

*8
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‘second part poss1ny 1nd1cat1ng a tendency to rely more heav1Iy on.
_ the name for the Judgment if recaI] was doubtful Another way to
est1mate the reIat1ve we1ght g1ven to the name vs the adJect1ve des—,
: .cr1pt1on is. to Took at the corre]at1on between the two rat1ngs when -

ythe names Were 1dent1ca1 and agaln when the descr1pt1ons were 1den-

E t1caI for both part 1 and part II For examp]e, 1n part I a S may
_w;have_made a rating-based on. John: Tattract1ve 1ntroverted humorous.

f and tn pahteII on John: . (recaIIed) attract1ve extraverted ser1ous

_ These two rat1ngs were used in one set of correTat1ons The second

- set of correIat1ons was based on the ratwngs made when the recaIIed

"_ descr1pt1ons exactIy matched the or1g1naI descr1pt1on regardIess of

'~l, 'f1rst interpretation.

v:whether or not the name was the same TabIe TO conta1ns these corre- fh
Iat1ons | There 1s an obv1ous d1fference between the correIat!ons of

.'the rat1ngs for these two cases The h1gh correIat1on for the case. |

; when the reca]]ed descr1pt1on matched the or1g1na] 1nd1cates that |

'when mak1ng the rat1ngs the Ss paid attentwon pr1mar11y to the adJec- -h."
i. t1ve descr1pt1ons they recal]ed The Iow correIat1ons between the N
| ?names does not teIl us as much for g1ven that the f1rst rat1ngs were »_,
f,tbased prfmar1Ty on the descriptions even Af the second rating had been .
'i(based on names the corre]at1ons couId st1II have been Tow The fact -
h._that the correlat1ons by dimens1on were so hlgh however, Lpports the
f’: It was aIso hypothes1zed xhat there woqu be a signif1cant dif-;-

- ference in the rat1ngs based Qn the names themseres In'order t°”?§5t Q(h |

) \ .



'.for th1s al X 24 ana]y51s of var1ance was performed over all the. names‘

- for both datab111ty rat1ngs For the f1rst rat1ng there was no essen-'

. t1a] d1fference but for the second ratlng the ana]ysis y1e1ded an F
wh1ch reached s1gn1f1cance at the 05 1eve1 (F =1, 53 df = 23 §52).
So d15regard1ng the1r group1ng by frequency, the f1rst names them-

’-:se1ves d1d have a s1gn1f1cant effect on the Judgment

25
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DiS¢USSion o

v

The first part of the experiment compared the infiuence of names

"and name frequency with the 1nf1uence of trait adJectives 1n an im— e

"pre551on formation task There was no effect from. the names them—r

| - selves and the prediction that the frequency of occurrence of the :

- first names wouid have an effect was aisp not upheid It was seen

that the greater part 0 the variance was accounted for by the three
';:adJective dimen31ons Epparentiy when Ss have this type of trait
.information avaiiabie they don t use the name 1n making their Judg-
Coments. - / | E
In the second part of the experiment, however, the Ss foundfthe':}y

task somewhat different This time they were given no 1nformat10n

_,be51des the person s name and had to base their judgments on that

“‘fpius whatever they couid remember about him In this case 1t was seen

/

‘”_fthat the originai trait information had no effect on. the ratings, but :.

.- that name frequency d1d show such a tendency, though not strong enough
’ ffor statisticai 51gn1ficance Moreover, by disregarding ‘the frequency

”_of the name, it was seen that, over aii 24 names there was a. marginai]y

o 51gnificant difference 1n the ratings This tends to show that when a -f:

- f,person has 1ess information to go on or that information is doubtful

v(e g. recai]ed 1nformation) then the person s name may take on some
f51gnificance ' R _ e ',_ |
How this influence of firstrwmesmay be brought to bear is suggested

'f'by the correiation between the two databiiity ratings we saw that when
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_the ratlngs were corre]ated by d1mens1on when the reca11ed descr1bt1on.
| matched the or1g1na1 descr1pt1on that the coeff1c1ents were quite

h h1gh from g2 to .93. We can conc]ude from th1s that the Ss based
the1r rat1ngs essent1ale on the1r dwn reca11ed descr1pt1ons a]though ’
| as we Saw. 1n Tab]es 8 and 9 they bore no. s1gn1f1cant resemb]ance to

‘ the or1g1na] desCr1pt1ons From thlS we. m1ght 1nfer that the Ss,'

_ ﬁflnd1ng 1t extremely d1ff1cu1t to remember how each person was des-

| ;cr1bed based the1r descr1pt1ons on the person*s name on the1r own |

name stereotypes Indeed, th1s is what the vast ma30r1ty of Ss

«

reported after the exper’ment was over. In response to the debr1ef1nguf

:: they remarked that f1nd1ng it 1mposs1b1e to. remember how a11 24

fyf_"peop]e" were descr1bed they checked off- the adJect1ves based on the1r-'

' 1mpress1ons of the person s name

This f1nding is’ in 11ne with an 1mp11c1t persona11ty theory of

‘ 1mpre551on format1on wh1ch assumes that the name stereotypes wou]d be-l\f -
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,eresponswble for the datab111ty rat1ngs act1ng through the reca]]ed | L

._'descrlpt1ons For 1nstance, a s1gn1f1cant difference among frequency' ;

'groups was found in. the recaI]ed 1nformat1on on the 1ntroverted - :
. extraverted d1mens1on o :

CIf the Ss* 1mp11c1t theories of personality were respons1b]e for_j-f’.f'
. the s1gn1f1cant dlfference 1n reca11ed 1nformat1on on the 1ntr0vertedt- R S

“1-extraverted d1men51on, we m1ght ask why there were no d1fferences on the ;?ff":;”“"

i“lother two dimens1ons The answer m1ght 11e in the fact that in the :.-"

R

-~



initial databi]ity rating; thése twofdimensions; attracttVef- unattrac? _

| »t1ve and humorous - ser1ous, accounted for most of the var1ance in the ;

‘rat1ngs nhereas the introverted o extraverted d1mens1on accounted for "

proport1onate1y much 1ess If the Ss pTaced greater we1ght on these

two d1mens1ons they were 11ke1y to. haVe attended more to them, w1th

'c the opp051te be1ng true of the 1ntroverted - extraverted d1men51on

”"Because they were less we]] attended to and thus: Tess we]] remembered
'there wou]d be more opportun1ty for an. 1mp11c1t persona11ty theory to

fdoperate in the 1ntroverted - extraverted case wh1ch wou]d result in

-j greater d1fferent1at1on of “reca]]ed" descr1pt1ons A]ternattvely,

}i;1t may be that the 1ntroverted - extraverted d1men51on is a maJor :

Edgcomponent of name steregtypes and that the ad3ect1ves attract1ve -.‘:

'. unattract1ve and humorous —.ser1ous are 1ess read11y ca11ed to: m1nd

, That frequency of occurrance of f1rst names d1d not s1gn1f1- )

" Lgcantly affect Sst ratings of datab111ty does not 1mp1y that names
“'themselves are not 1mportant 1n th1s regard Frequency 1s on]y one - J

'fcharacter1st1c of names,‘ they a]so d1ffer for examp]e, in age, ._i‘f ff‘”'

':'f_ethntc1ty and 1n. sound" bes1des the1r 1nd1v1dua] stereotypes from |

"gassoc1at1ons w1th popu]ar f1gures and so on HararT and McDav1d (1973)

" 'f’found s1gn1f1cant d1fferences 1n grades aSSIQHGd to papers d1ffer1ng

.,‘Only 1n the name attached In two of these cases the name assoc1ated ;,
: - with: the h1gh1y graded paper was a frequent and “soc1a11y desirable"‘.‘

"F'name (Dav1d & L1sa) whereas 1n another case, the name "Adelle"; wh1ch

b
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was 1ow 1n frequency and had been rated as less des1rab1e was asso:
c1ated wrth-the h1gher grade In the present study we. Saw that wh11el
ﬂfrequency d1d not have a s1gn1f1cant effect there was a s1gn1f1cant t
d1fference for the names themselves It seems most reasonable to |
:_conc1ude then ‘that there 1s more than one character1st1c of names
r.‘operat1ng to produce the1r effects |

s The resu1ts of part IT of th1s study a]so suggest that- when-
~:mak1ng a Judgment about another person the name beglns to have some
1mportance on]y when the Judge has very 11tt1e else to go. on - 1In such

v a case the person does appear to use; the name. Perhaps one’ reason the ‘

1'_present resu]ts were 1ess than def1n1te 1s that the rat1ng task was-

1 too art1fic1a11y obJect1ve for the Ss in that they wou]d be 11ke1y to -

‘;Econsc1ously avo1d us1ng the name in th% datab111ty rat1ng because .
:obJect1ve1y 1t shou]dn t count"' In everyday,lless structured be- ‘

| f‘hav1or the tendency to use stereotypes is more 11ke1y to show 1tse1f

| The quest1on of wh1ch character1st1cs of f1rst names are 1nvo]ved
:in name effects has yet to be answered adequate1y V-The p(ssent study

} has not shOWn name frequency, act1ng alone, to be a s1gn1f1cant \

"‘tfactor in mpre551on format1on As ment1oned above, it 1s 11ke1y

'”f:that a numier of factors Gomb1ne to account for the effects of names.s;t

' hStereotypes of 1nd1v1dua1 names most 11ke1y have a number of components B

“;'l‘;'and wh1ch ones become sa11ent probab]y depe"dS on the type of Judgment o

e vthat,1s.be1ng made.v W1th a datab111ty Judgment as 1n the present study,'Qi’

S S
L)



‘the introversion - extraversion dimension seemed to-be important.,

E u.'In~the Harari'&'McDavid'(1973)"study; an “academic" comp0nent'may

:-hayepbeenfimportant for-the Ss task of a551gn1ng grades to papers
Ne'know from Osgood‘et”at (1957) that the evaluat1ve component

_ accounts for most of the var1ance 1n peop]es Judgments 50 we
"may 1nfer that 1t is a]so a strong component of name stereotypes
S1nce name frequency has been shown to be h1gh1y corre1ated w1th
.J1k1ng or popu]arwty of names 1t is st11] fe]t that frequency

" may be a "general" component wh1ch is part]y respons1b1e for the

" *. name. effects What is m1ss1ng is the "spec1f1c" component of the

stereotype the one most reIevent to the Judgment task It may be "' L

that the comb1nat1on of the "genera]"’and "spec1f1c“ component( )

| ,_,;15 what was respon51b1e for the name effect in the present study

rand also “in- Harar1 & McDav1d 'S (1973) work A cons1derat1on for

j‘: further research 1n thls area wou]d be to do a pre11m1nary rat1ng
"of a poo] of names based on this re]event spec1f1c factor and o ;
_.then select the names for the study based on these rat1ngs 1n com-

) . il -
'f,?b1nat10n w1th frequency One could then compare the "genera]"'and o

":-“spec1f1c" component both in 1so]atlon and in comb1nat1on to get a.

c]earer understand1ng of what character1st1cs of names are 1mportant ‘

‘-for fwrst 1mpress1ons L

s
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Mean'Databi]ity Ratings¢by,Name and_Frequency Gqup;(part I) »

Y

‘.Ta51e 1f

~ Appendix A

P

.

b

|

- Frequency

‘Jﬂigh

~ Medium’

: wa

f‘John'i'
_Rdbert

‘-Q3David

~ William

_ Richard

’ James

- Brian -

B _fDon§1d -

o

43
5.0 . | ‘
45
a1
4.4
s
4.2 o

| 39 -

0.

Raymond
Hayne

~ Patrick
 Paul

‘”-Frank};

'Gregory

“Gerald

~ Joseph

41"
4.8

4,5
4.1

4.7
4.7
43

3.9

'Desmohdﬂ

Morris

E1i0t

"‘A191n

~ Arron

- Owen -

Lowell

f Ty1er} 

‘0.7

4.2

2

3.9
4.5

45

Ce2
T a0
3.8 g

4.4 .

42

35
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| Table 2
‘Rated Frequency of Occwrence of Nameﬂ\sm\p

| :“'.(1 = "very mfrequent" 7 = "very frequent”). .

| 'FkéQUe‘ﬁcj

High - Medium - Llow

| Jfoh'n‘ 9 Raymond’ 40 '» “ .. Desmond

—

o

Cwayne 416 . Moreis 2.3
David 7 . Patrick 4.7 CCElldott 2.

0 ﬂ" Paul =~ 5.5 T‘Owe'n«:-_ 1.9

e

William
Richard 5.8 Frank 4.7 - Lowell - 1.5

“James | Gregory 4.9 . Alvin 1.9

(= N = IS U
"

~Brian 2 - Gerald 4.3 -' '-A.rroh' ‘ v1;._’3" |

Donald = 5.8 Joseph 4.7 . Ty1ef 15

¥ 63 a1t s

‘Note: ' Group means significantly different, at .00l ]evleﬂ,.ﬁ,\ 8
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: Table 3

Analysis of Variance First Datab111ty Rat1ng

° N

) 'SourceA . '.:‘v df | _MS o Foo-

Frequency (F) - o 2 11 . 1.42 .i' N 1.29
Attractwe Unattractwe (A)  "1v 7675 _133."33#*%. -
._;Introverted-Extraverted (I),i.‘ f . 59.42h;nh f.' S.Xzf*h oy
‘:. Humorous Ser1ous (H) o \',_,’_ 1-3'_-;z§1.96'",ﬂ | “83:33***»'»1

g .

Cexrs 0z am M

\-

AXH. '-8-.27'-,." B

.-Note Only 1nteract1on sources whose F reached or approached 51gn1_ 5 " 

o f1cance are 1nc1uded ' ot

| '**p < O'I o !
oy s&.ooi:



Table 4. |

Hean Datah111ty Rat1ngs by Frequency  }

o and D1mension (part I) -

1 3 .

Dimension

| ’:Attracg}--Unattract;-'Inffb'4ﬁgxtra; “Humorous - Serious.

e
 Medium

. -.'Low'ﬂ

Lss 32 42 46

5.5 3.2 39 o4

s3 a1 39 < 46

5.1 - |
5.0

_. I
.3:.’s~

. Pooled -

5.0
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, ‘ | Tab]e 5 _
- Ana]ysis of Var1ance Second Datab111ty Rat1ng a

Source . d% o F

'_Frequency ;- R Y R L

—

-.Attract1ve Unattract1ve (A) . f 9.51- B 1.69
,p,.Introverted Extraverted (I) ] .'.0.69' "-~,0.27l
. n g ‘ | ;.O:.;56 .' | 'l | .0'..;' ] R : .

5-'H‘A_x ;,x-H,’ ‘_,_'ﬁ3__. f".:~‘:-:].‘ “if10f03f L3

HumorOus Ser1ous (H)

‘, ;Noté Only 1nteract1on sources whose F approached 51gn1f1cance

: 1nc]uded none reached s1gn1f1cance



: Mean.Datability'Rétings.by“Namegénd Fréquehcyiefoup-(p;ﬁt )

Table 6.

7Frequén;y o

) H'igh

. Medium

e

. John

~~Rober£
‘David .-

- Ni1liam:
" Richard

James

~

~ Brian’

o Déné]d

5.00
46
54
1.2
4;2'i.‘
.49
4.3\

A f . Rayﬁohd'A 4;5 -"
R ylayjne. o 42~
..Patrigk"_5.0  B
 "PaqT‘ I 4,3 i_;-._

| FrahE  3.7
" Gregory 4;5A  1»
CoGerald a4
A'AQ§$épﬁ"; f4;0 ﬁff -

"DeSmondf‘

CENdot

. Arron

;_7Ty1ér”*1

© Morris .

Owen -

 Alvin

'4.y'<

e
3.8
12
3.4
: 4}0 ;; ;°
Z;4fé v

4,0

Lo X

TR0

40



 Table 7

- o -'Méa'n_;;[)'at.abﬂ'ji,ty Ratings by Frequency and Dimension. (par}‘t_ 1)

. Dimension R T ¥

Attract - Unattract - Intro - Ext'ra‘ Humorous - Serjous -

Cdigh 47 44 46 w6 4T Cas
Medium 44 4.3 43 44 48 a3
Clw a2 38 40 40 &0 40

 Pooled | 44 w2 03 44 44 43
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Table 8'

o Errors 4n Reproduced Descr1pt1ons. ’.

b

Tota] Number of T1mes Ss Desr1pt1ons d1d not. match or1g1na]

erquéncy'.

Dimension . High  Medim low Sun

Attract - Unattract 85 . 97 - 83 265
- Intrb-—‘Extra” g ‘,ff 95 7“ ':;97' P.Hr - 95 - 287
. Wuorous - Serfous 93 - 106 . % 295

Csm o e300 o8

-N@téél;Neitheruﬂimensibh'nor.freduehcx éffe¢t'i$~§ignificént.



Tab]é'9.z
© Subjects". Reproduced Descriptions by Frequency and Dimension’

“Total Number of Times each Adjective was Checked.

[

. Frequency - '  R

High . - Medim o Low

CAttractive . M5 g9 . 01
Unattractive - B /AR 93 9
ﬁIntrbvertedjf- _ffW 3 77§ h ‘:.‘fi, 87 fﬁj 109,
.- Extraverted - - N R [ N -

Humorous - . . 96 PR R 93

Y

zl\Serjo‘us' S . .-_96” T ]02 - b 99

‘Note: *indicates dimension -whose differences across frequency were:

'h.signifitantfat ¢05iTéYe14;, :
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| f Tab]e 10 |
Corre1étien ( ) Between F1rst and Second Datab111ty Ratlngs by Name

' and by D1mens1on for each Frequency Group

‘_”[Fﬁ‘enu_ency' S J

Wigh = Medium . Low




