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D1v151on _ Clothlng and‘Textlles o e '

1 : : ' p
The purpose of thls study ‘was.- to determlne if a relatlonshlp (/

eﬁlsts among the varlables of perceptuel style, selected personallty

-

‘ scales, and clothing usage factors.

Wltkln s theory of field- dependence 1ndependence prov1ded the

dheoretical framework for this study. Dress;ngﬂfor self/others and_'

»

interest in clothing, as well as specific personality'scaleS;Weregj
. * . N ,\.] o
1ncorporated into the marn theory. From the theoretical. framework

A e : ({\
1t was hypotheSLZed that 1nd1v1duals who dress for others. would expres

a hlgh 1nterest in clothlng, would be fleld dependent would be
» 'female; and would score hlgh on the personallty scales of domlnance,

: soc1ab111ty, self-acceptance, social- presence, achlevement via

’1ndependence,'1nte11ectua1 eff1c1ency, psychologlcalﬂnlndedness and

-

flexibility.

The sﬁgple consisted of 80 university studenty, 41 males and

39 females, from the University.of'Alberta campus Mafch} 1973.

-+ The instruments'used were: Witkin's Rod and Fr Test.measuring

N

iv



field-dependence; -Gough's California Psychological'lnventory'measuring
personality, and Waisman s Modified Clothing Consequence Scale measur-

ing clothing usage. All tests were adminlstered in one ‘session by the

researcher. =~ ) S
[d : ,’

' Pearson product -moment coﬁrelation and multiple linear regression
* e

analy51s were, COmputed.,’Results of the statistical analyses indicated

I /“ ,/

that nomen and‘fieid‘dependert persons tend to dress for others and
have a high interest in clothing.r Personality scales aSSOC1ated with
these'characteristics were nigh socialization, commnnality and
fehininity. Those who dress for self tended to be fleld 1ndependent
- to have a iow interest in-dress’ and were characterized by ‘high
aispac1ty for status, high soc1al presence, tolerance, 1ntellectual
efficiency und psycholog1cal~mindedness.
. ReSults of the multlple regre531on analysis 1ndicated that

‘dominance best predicted dressing‘for self/others and that interest
.in clothing was best predicted By sex andipsYChological-migdedness;

On the ba31s of these Elndings the theoretlcal framework was

supported, suggestlng that & relatlonshlp ex1$ts among perception,

xpersonality and clothing'use.
' : (80 pages)
1
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-in comstant intetaction'with the physical and sodial'envifonment. ~It is

L
s

. CHAPTFR I -

INTRODUCTION

The late 1940's marked a turning bointvin'the field of clothing

aid textiles. At this timé it was fealized bhat an‘important area in‘

vthis field was being o¥erlooked: - the study of social- psychologlcal

o

influences in clothing—oriented'behavior.' Most\studles can best be

termed explotatotyfeslthere is a dearth of'empitical reseatch in this ).
relatively»nenvarea. Whet eppearsntg_be needed is'the nse‘of_sonndf.k,i
theories'ftom older diseiplines in the behaviorel sciences to provide?
guldance in developlng and testlng hypotheses that w111 better deflné
the fleld and - a1d in pﬁegiitlon of behav1ora1 aspects in tlothlng
| ‘An. 1nd1v1dual s behavior patterns ere not 1nherent but are ac-
ouired, Man is born into a world where he lives, from birth to death,'il
. . : {

through thls 1nteract10n with the env1ronment and throuOh hls resulting

experiences that he matures. His behavior becomes modlfled into’ pon—'

’ 51stent responses, responses whlch contrlbute to ego enhancement and

L9
ego defense, a ‘ieh are\als\/representatlve of hlS overall pattern of

adjustment in answer to the demands and expectations of the phys1cal,

-and particularly, social environment.

s

Theoretical Framework

If human belngs were not reacting to other human beings in . .
social situations, then there would be no felt need for clothing

beyond, perhaps, the protectlon it offers from cold. (Rya?/ 966
P 2) .
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How sensitive and how dependent'an xndimiddal‘is Upon tlie social
. Ny R
4‘ N

. ’ . - s
environment, how one percelves h1mself 1n a- cral manher; w111 de-

termine how he will behave.i Clothlng may*take on dlfferent meanxngs,

+ .

depending upon an indiVidual's'mode of perCeiving,“which‘would reflect

how-deoendent he is on the env1fonment for support : ,
One of the leadlng theories of perceptl?p is GosLalt psychologv
1:Its‘main contribution is that it brjﬁght "reality' into the foreground

as an 1mportant element to be con51dered in psychologlcal theory.
N . ., . At

-To some extentathe Gestalt rormwkatlons about perceptlon were a reactron

if'that timef The keynote of

structural psyéhology was that all psychologlcal organlzatlon was
S ;
determlned exclu51vely by the' content of consc1ous states and past

»

experience. In contrast, the Gestaltlsts empha51zed the role of f1eld

. r
factors "1t is the strucLared orderly world outside thé 1nd1y1dua1

-

{
that decﬂdés the organlzed constltutlon of hlS perceptual experlences.

' \,‘ v,*"

More recent studles have shown that the 11d1v1dua1 s’c1aracterlst1c

pattern of adJustment carries w1th it dlStlnCt and endurlnO ‘sets

R

tnat 1nfluence his manner of orggnizing the fleld The 1nd1v1dual
i

is not a‘paSsive 'unimpressiona le recorder of the field but an active
agent who selectively contrlbutes to’ the act and outcome of ptrceiviﬁ@i
ﬂaSince indiViduaLS'perCeivevin certain'distinct stable and predlctable
ways dne to the operatlon of perspnal sets,” it is necessary to modify

the Gestalt theory of perceptlon. ‘The p0551b111t1es of individual

Ay
varlatlon in organlzlng perceptual experlence are greater than tfat - "

o

expected o the basis of field factors alone.

- In Gestalt pyschology the structure of the f1eld is 1nvest1gated
with inadequate regard for the perceiver. Personal factors are in fact
, _ ‘ - ) & .
important since they relate perception and adjustment. Inherent

. - . A

P



v ] : =™ ZoL -
- , . . . . ‘. '19 { K ’_ N I

/ . ’ . - N '} . .

is differential select1v1ty, the extent one adheres to the pattern of

\the prevalling field dnd how one organlzes a. poorly structured fleld

. : A
1 b/«gharacteristlc manneﬁt (W1tk1nfyl954) ‘
It is in/W1tk1n s theory of perception that the subject1v1ty ‘
o/ 'r-j ’
of structural psychology and the obJectlvity of Gestalt psychology are .

' combined#to explain perceptlon. For, it is not the personal char-

1) . L
acteristics of the perceiver alone, nor the sttucture of the field)

~ alone, butththvthat produce organized perceptual experiences. In. -

studying the act of perceiving we must consider the active, integrated

purposeful agent equipped with his own nature.of coping and adJustment.

{\ What and how he perceives depends on his characterlstlc coplng mechanisms

- v
together with hlS current motlvations and the nature of‘the real-world
,4’-\
J', .
e .
In some cases fleld derived factors dominate, as when envi onmental
b
pressures become too strong, 1n other cases ego-derived fa torsk

v
%

termine the'perceptuél outcome.- (Witkin,. 1964)

W1tx1n 's theory of field dependence, "the body as perceived "

categorizes 18d1v1duals as to whether:they are highly sen31t1ve to

= e —

st1mq§1 from their bodies regardless of out31de env1ronmenta1 stimuli‘

(fleld-independent),or are highly sensitive to outside environmental.

' o

stimuli (field dependent&h Psychologlcal systems are open in the o

sense that they are in continuous 1nteract10n with the env1ronment.

With respgst to the environment or "field," a high}degree of differ-
* entiation implies a distinct separation of.what is identified as Belong-
v"s, iing to the self andwh" t"is identified as eélernal to the self wherz
‘the self &sAexperienced as_having definite bOundaries.' Secregation

of ‘the self makes p0851b1e greater determinatlon of functioning from

| w1thin (field-independence) ..The behavior involved delineates a conP

e



tlnuum with opp051te tendenc1es in perceptual performance.

’
i

W

/Bhis theory states that perceptlon is only one subsystem of: the

‘total psythologieal functloﬂang or personallty of an_ 1ndiv1dual '?enal

» [ -

P S

sonality pertains to the mode
his enﬁiroﬁméntxwﬁich,id“turp

action.” Because F...clothlng

e e
in'whtch one. copes with and adapts to

kL - -
determlnes his degree of social 1nter-

serves a soc1a1 functlon prlmarlky M

.S IJ . \1

.,CRyan, 1966, p. 121), ‘how dgpendent one is soc1a11y, or in te of ¢

: pereeption,,how depe. lent ‘one

v

guidan¢%“léﬁuld influence his
AR : 5 '

for social interaction. .S

.
is -onh the env1ronment foxé”support»add
w w

use’ of clothingnih relation to. his need,

S B

™
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\  CHAPTER II

- .
,R;LATED RESEARCH —r

. . Ll
\.

g The follow1ng rev1ew 01 11terature pertalns to the relatlonshlps

found to ex1st between clotWing and personallty, field- dependence is,

v

™~

- surveyed in a similar manne . Where studies were relevant to ‘sex dlﬁ

’
ferences 1nﬁthese areasy they are also noted This chapter is orgar-

4

'iized.under the following headlngs: motives for clothing-orlented

.‘behavior; clothing interest and personallty, fleld-dependence and

»

personality, field-dependence and sex differences, and summary:

iMotives'for élothingeorienEEd‘Behavior

Manyvof_the earlier studies in'the area of’clothing dealt with
motives‘and théir influence.in Clothing selection."Nystrom’(1928)
put Torth. the contentlon that apparel'ls one of the most potent1a1

N -

means of galnlng the respect and favor of other people

Hurlock (1929) malled a questlonnarre on motlvatlon in’ fashlon to
1400 people ranging in age 1 ~. 6 to r-years. From the 452 (32. 24)
questionnaires r;turned “clothing selectron was found to be related to
conformlty, economy, modesty, and self—expre881on. Admlnlsterlng
a questronnalre to a sample of 350 women, Barr (1934) found conformlty

\

to’ be the most: dlffused and 51gnficant motive in psychologlcal dec151on

: ‘ )
ghowever, the wish to. achieve self—expre331on in dres# appeared to be

" more 1mportant than the desire for expressron of other personallty

tralts.: This flndlng recelved support in a more recent study by .
"‘

Alexander (1961), 1nv01ving adult and hlgh school men and womern . The ~

..motive underlylngcthe-desire to feel well-dressed was the expre331on

- . . . . . ; . )

W
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© of individuaiity or personality.

Evans (1964). found four metivational forces influencing avsubject's

’

ciothing‘use:

\\\ 1. To depend on and be like others

2. To be independentvof and different'fron others
3. To coﬁpensate for blocking elsewhere

‘4. To be recognized by, and as superior to, others

Xlothing Interest and Personality

‘Machover (1949) and Ryan (1966) used projective techniques that
emphasized clothing in drawing tests. Women who overclothed the figUre,
had a high interest in clothing,bwere more‘sociabie andbgore.motivated.

toward social approval and erenoenCe:on others. Those who underclothed

the figure, were uninterested in clothing, were.morehintroverted, depend

ing on fantasy and not on others for adjustment.

Roéencranz (1949; 1962);‘Vener (1953)' Katz and’LazarSEeld (1955)
d Baumgartner (1961) all related a high interest in or concern for‘
_crothlng with a hlgh degree of soc1a1 partlcipatlon chks (1970)'re—
sults 1nd1cated a SLgnlflcant dlfference between the rate,of fashion-

I3

acceptance by the 3001a11y-or1ented 1nd1v1duaﬁ~\hq the 1nd1v1dual with
~, ,
low soc1a1 orlentatlon Those low-in social orlentatlon,would experienc

little motivation to engage in4behavior inteﬁded to gain'the attention

andVapproQalnof others. Ryan hypothe51zed that the more boc1ally—

"'orlented person has greater 1nterest 1n anything related to people, clot

belng one of these interésts. . (Ryan 1966, p. 114) R “

Vener and Hoffer (1959) stated ‘that by early adolescence the 1nd1—

vidual has already become consc1ous of the importance of clothlng in

social llfe



VA .

‘Interest in clothing and the felt need for clothing varles
inversely with the general feellng of adequacy or self-confidence
.in. the social.situation. That is, the more secure the 1nd1v1dua1
feels in the sacial situation the less importance he attaches

to clothing and the less it will affect him.

(Ryan, 1966, P- 126)

4

U51ng adolescent populatlons, Stepat (1949), Dickens (1944), Sllverman
(1945), and Ryan (1952~ 1954) found that an 1nterest in clothlng appears

to @ymbollze poorradJustment, and individuals possibly part1c1pate

{

more in an ankious desire for social :approval, tending to bd dependent
upon and sensitive to others' oninions-and feelings. The cues derived

from clo*hing may well have more importance to some personalities than

_to othq;s : ‘ o ! ‘

!

Creekmore (1963) hypothe51zed, on the ba31s of Maslow s (1954)

theory of);;tlvat1on, that there would be p051t1ve relatlonshlps among
one s‘general values, basic needs, and clothing behavxor. Genetal
values were,measured b§ the(Allport—Vernon-Lindzey test of values.
‘Basic reeds wete measured éy 56 étatements in which the subjéct indicate
to what degree she nould do the same thlng.in«that or a similafc

-

situation. The needs measured were those delineatedaby‘Maslow. aClothin
,behayior was measured by:-a 130 iten clothiné-intereét‘inVentory of 14
claésificationé.; from a?sample of 300'col1ege5women, it was‘fodnd
that the oSe‘of:clothlnébas a-statnsbs;nbol Wasdrelated to the need
fot self;esteem; hSelf-esteem;naS further related to the-use‘of‘clothing
.as a tool to ach&eve the.goala of the lndividual- through social man-

_ . , T

1pulat10n o ‘ ‘ . : . » ' jg!>:51

Pasnak (1968) found that 25 college women" selected as fashion
1nnovators enJoyed dre531ng just for the self alone and were p051t1ve

in their feelings about using clothing to achieve desxred goals The

innovators, in contrast to the non-innovators, were 1nner-d1rected,



reacting mére to themselves than to others.
From axhumber of studies, Aiken (1963) took statements concetning
clothing behavior and interest. A sample of 300 college students checked

. . - . o L \\
the statements as either true or false. Item intercorrelations grouped

~
arllimny

33:statements into fivye ”dreésuclusters" of similar item;:' decoration,
comfort interest conformlty, and economy | A group of 160 studehts‘-
from the orlglnal sample were glven the new llst of 33 statements with
the California1Psychological lnventory (CPI) and}the Allpprt—Vernon—
Lindzey values.tesqf(AVL). 'High;"interest'in drese”-related“to high

_ scoree'in conventiohal,iconeeTentious, etereotyped thinking ene'tO'a
'tendency to be pereietent, teHSe;'suspicious, and insecere, Those,cheek-
ing'"conformity ih dress” wefe conscientious,-moral; seciable,
‘,tradltlonal‘and subm1331ve on’ the CPI test. These results may be
'blased in that the subJects tested were qigher in religlous values than
the'populatlonxas a whele.

In Eaglin;s (1968) stﬁdy of college girls,~the high fashion pre-
'ference group had the highest score%ﬂgn the 'CPL scales of soc1ab111ty,
.tolerance, self-control, 1ntellectua1 eﬁflc1ency, and achlevement via
,confofmity. o 3

| Untll very recently, llttle research has been’ concerned:w1th sex
differences in clothing-oriented“behav1or. Alexander (1961) 1nvest—
igated the underlylng motives to feel well-dressed for a mlxed sample
" at various age levels; Men, partlcularly hlgh school boys,‘stated
that it»is important to dreselwell because.yohlafe '"'judged by the way
you 1oqk"; it creates a faVoreble impressien on others.v'Self;confidence
a sehse of‘ﬁell—belng and.e boost to morale were reaeons given hy

'cdllege girls and adult women; but seldom'hentioned_by adult men. .

.- . IR



Adult men alone stressed the need to be well-dressed because it was an

indication of status.
. BN “

Field-depandence and Pérsonalggx,

Evidence from subsequent. studies in fact showed as we see
later, that people with a relatively field-dependent way of
.perc iving have a less developed sense of their identity
and of their separateness from others than do more field-
independent perceivers. A self which is only limjtedly segre-

. gated from the field-or which, in experience, easily "loses" itself
in the field-is characteristic of people who tend to experience
the body or any object as "fused" with its surroundings. 1f we
think of the self as corresponding to a segment of experience,
we may -consider that greater or more limited articulation represent
'a common quality running through much of a person's experience.
(Witkin, 1962, pp. 5-6) ‘ - ' '

Gordon (1953) ﬁsed the Rod and Frame Teét (RFT) to measure
fieidédependencé and develoged a modified Thurstone-type scale to

test‘social.depgndéhce. Ten psychiatrists.ordered adjectives and ;%

~

phrases along a dependenge—independencebcontinuum. A final scale in-
cluded all items in which there was consistent agreement. This self-
rating scale'was found to be significantly related to measures of

. field-dependence on the RFT for normal subjects and neurotic patients;

and has gﬁownithat "fieldrdependént persons tend both to'view‘themseLVe
‘éﬁd to be viewed by others, as socially_dependent.”_ (Witkiﬁ, 1962,
e 162) . | R

) Crutchfield, et al. (1958), in a study with Arﬁy:Aif Forcg 
captéins, fqund certain che;k list and Q-Sort.itemS'wefe significéntly
vrelaped to the mode of field approacﬁ_én the RFT.’ Tﬁese yére:
v(é) field-dependent - concerned withfgdod‘iﬁpression, gtegariqus,
éfféctionate’vconsiderate, tactfﬁl; (b)‘ intermediate - ?Pergetic,'\
‘adventurous,_social poise énd presence, héﬁ-cdnforming; }gﬁ moderztely

-4

field-independenﬁ ~ demandihg,-effective'leadér, takes ascendant
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role, manipulates people; self-rellant;‘(d) extremely Eield-in—
dependent - cold distant with othere, unaware of social stlmulus value,
’ concerned with phllosophlcal problems, 1nd1v1duallst1c; strong. The
fleld dependent group generally depends upon others for ”guidance and
- support, " hence take an interest in securing the approval of those on
whom they rely. The extreme fleld-lndependent group ''impresses others-
with their 1ack of 1nterest in people . (Witiin,ll962 pp. 143444)
A further study by Crutchfleld, et al. (1958), with a sample
of Air-Force . captalns, dealt with how well they were able to recall
and recognize plctures of ‘men with whom they had spent several days
at the assessment center, The number of plctures correctly 1dent1f1ed
: was’signlficantly related. to the degree»of'field-dependence. 1he‘more
field—dependent the ?ubject, the more faces he was able to remember.
In other words, the dore dependent the subject;lthe more he would |

focus on the human environment and the less oriented he was toward

| the physical enviropment. - : o S -
In a factor—a alytic study, Pemberton (1952) administered_tests _
on“Thurstone's-fl. ibllity—of-closurepfactor with the Thurstone
-‘uGottschaldt to ¢ 11ege students Results similar to Crutchfield, et
.al. were found.A Fleld-lndependent 1nd1v1duals were mqre 1ncllned to
be "ambitious nd persevering " "logical andhtheoretlcal.” Fleld-
. dependent sub'ects wete more inclined to be ”dependent on the. good
vopinion of o hers,; socially outg01ng and." systematlc (a‘need for
‘tidiness, routine, and dependence'upon superticial, rigid rules).
?
. Bell (1955) conflrmed her hypothe51s based on Rlesman s (1950)

- concept -of other%and 1nner—d1rected attitudes. In a sample of college

students, fleld-dependent individuaks tended toward belng other- =

%
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failure threatened Werthelm and’ Mednick (1958) . also found a 81gn1f1cant

11

dlrected (cooperatixe, with a need for security, group adjustment, so-

vcial approval and contact with others), just as field-independent subjects

tended to be innpr-directed (1ndependent-of social restrictions, concerned
with the self, with‘control, competence.and striviné for creatlve
achrevement).

Linton and Graham (1959) used an autokinetic situation whlch measured
the amount one changed one;s jndgements‘to conform with those of a con-

federate, a. Sylloglsm test which measured the impairment in syllogistic

'reasonlng as a functlon of conflict between the subJect s attltudes and

_ the’ loglcal conclu31on, and three tests of field-dependence namely

e

RFT, EFT (Embedded Flgures Test) and BAT (Body AdJustment Test) igThe re-.
sults clearly showed‘that fleld-lndependent 1nd1viduals‘act1vely planncd
in order that they couldvarrlwe at thelr,own decisions, nninfluenced by
others‘llln‘the case of the field-dependent subjects,‘conformitylrather
than an 1ndependent effort was the usual method of coplng with a 31tuat10n

,lf Gardner Jackson and Me551ck (1960) . focused on the relation between -

‘ fleld-dependence as measured by the RFT and achlevement as measured by

the Edwards Personal Preference Schedule and establlshed that a- s1gn1ficant

relatlonshlp ex1sted <although the relatlonshlp dld not hold for EFT scores.

_McClelland, et al (1953) reported that need-achlevement was greater for

women, but not for men, when a lose of acceptablllty was fearedi3 liowever

"

need-achlevement was greater for men, but not for women, when intellectual
.

correlatlon between need achievement motivatlon as developed by Mc—

Clelland et al (1953) and perceptual field- dependence (EFT)  for )

college students.

Witkin (l954)'admini3tered the Rorschach Test individually to a

I



college group of 52 men and 51 women. All protocols were convention-

ally scored .and the Rorschach records of six field-dependent and six

. » _ . \
field-independent performers on the RFT and tiling-room-tilting-chair

test were examinéd'for.striking differences. Rorschach scores were

then developed based on seven aspecté)of response, and d1v1ded 1nto

<

two main but not mutua&ly exc1u51ve groups: the coping group,

‘involving Rorschach responses that- reflect organlzlng ability, act1v1ty

level-and capac1ty for controltofllmpulses, and the 1ntrospect1vc

'group whlch reflects the inner. 11fe of the person, ‘being related to

self -awareness, - fantasy and’ self-acceptance ' N

Ana1y51s of’ the Rorschach score““among‘the flglg_dependent group .

———
Y ———

demonstrated a hlgh 1nadequacy in both - the coplng and 1ntrospect1ve

areas. Self-awarenes$s and self acceptance were 1ack1ng as was the

capac1ty for actlon in relatlon to the external world Wltkln con-

cluded that the prevalllng fleldwls accepted by such people because
N |
in the'absence of self—dlrected, self-propelled activity they_have

no standard to rely on. It was also suggested that field-independence

depends upon more than awareness of oneself or of one's body.

”Rather, the factors, that seem to be 1mportanﬁ>1n malntalnlng 1ndepend-
'T——-ence of the'field are the abilityyto act, to assert oneself to organ-
: L o , . ‘ . 3

ize, to make use of relevant factors in the'field, and to control

dlsrupt;ve forces in oneself in’ follow1ng a goal.

: . . .
U31ng the same group of 52 men and 51 women, two sets of draw1ngs,

of a male and female figure were obtalned from each subJect the
. . -
'flrst set in a group 31tuat10n, the second set in an 1nd1v1dua1

settlng. Results showed that field -déependence persons produce draw1ngs_

reflectlng a low evaluatlon of thelr hodles, infantile defenses .7
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against anxiety;.lack of self-assurance, pass&nity coupLedeith un—'
controlled'expression of hostiiity and difficulty rn\accepting'an
adult role. Fleld 1ndependent persons produce draw1ngs expresslng
a hlgh degree of narc1551st1c 1nvestment in the ‘body, sophisticated
defenses agalnst anxiety, self- -assurance, 1dent1f1o7tlon w1tH:)de—

sirable characteristics'" of both sexes, str&ngﬂdrlve and manipulative

tendencies in controliing their drives.

Field-dependence'and Sex Differences.

| , N
A consjistent finding in the investigation of individual dif-

ferences was the tendency for women to be more field- dependent than men.
Female subjects take-a ‘more global fleld approach 1g§§%e1r perceptual
‘and 1ntellectua1 functlonlng, whereas men are inclined to* take an
analytical approach. In general, women are more dependent on othersz

more concerned with people and the impressions they make than men.- y

.
.

Women are more likely to depend on and achere to-external standards

for a deflnltlon of their own Judgements and attltudes, (Janls, et al.

’

1959 Felnberg, 1951; Crutchfield, 1955, 1957; Nakamura 1958) .
Kernaleguen (1973) 1nvest1gated the clothlng oriemtation of 56

-college women and men selected ‘on the basis of sex and extreme

scores on the. RFT The sample consisted of four groupS" f1e1d-

dependent and fleld—lndependent women, field- dependent and fleld-

~

71ndependent men. The results conflrmed prev1ous studles in thdt
women were moréiﬁield-dependent than men. ’ In dress, women sought

praise and recognition whereas men tended to'dress to avoid criticism
o N ’ .

and rldlcule. S

AY

o . B . . ) b

JWhlte (1970) and Larsen (1972), in similar- but separate studles,




/ y

o

AN R ’ .
- selected samples from deviant and nph-deviant populations. It was

-found that those who conformed to rmative apnearance were more
field-dependent as meaSured by the RFT, Furthermore, Larsen found that
among deviant college men, the more field-independent individuals

.placed lower values on conformlty, on being "soctlally correct, " on .
N ‘)
recognition, on belng able to attract favorable notice,' and -on

dependence, in contrast to non—deviant‘éubjeets. ‘ ’;,———~\

~Summary
The research reviewed has been that of s udi2s pertaining

directly or indirectly to the theoretical framework. An investi-

gation of related reSearch suggests a cerrelation hetween clothing’

use, personality and perceptual style. -

In clothlng, two factors have repeatedly emerged as . motives in

clothlng selectlon and use, these are aﬁneans of conformlty and a

3’45 .
»;means of self-expression. Furthermor35 personality and clotnlng inter-

4

est are also. 81gn1f1cant1y related f%Apparent}y_through clothing

.a means of adJustment is avallab particularly where adjustment is
' . bt ' '

s

-dependent on the human env:&ogﬁﬁ&t The need for ”guldance and support

from others is one dqn ;

J4f1eld dependence, a. perceptual index .

which-reflects'degree of g al dependence. Within_all'three.areas:

. “'\rk%“
personallty, perceptlon“a&@”.lothlng use, a 31m11ar contlnuum is evident
+

w1th dependence on self at one end and dependence on others at the

%

QPPosite end. R - , , B
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METHODS

The topics which will be discussed'in'this_chapter are: statement

-

of the problem, objectives, ﬁypotheses,‘assumptions; and definitions.

v

©

Statement of the Problem

From the research reviewed, there is a>need for studying-p@réQh—

.

- : J M ~ .
ality, perception and clothing use as an aggregate of interacting

components that décide an individual's eventual- pattern of adjustment.-

-

The human personaiity with its values and needs determines one's:

perception of the‘physical'apd\sﬂhial environmeﬁt.‘ Ultimately,

this perceptual frame of refereqce géyerﬁs one's adaptive.beﬁavior

to his enyironment.> How.an individuai adjusts to the wdrld around'him-
v N : o

may'bexreflected in his use of clothing. Clothing may be ‘used to gain

approval_frqm gtﬁers or:aé a means of'éelf-expressign. -The extent.to

which a person uses clothing for one or the other of these reasons
may depend on his particular needs and perceptions. Peonle who are

field-depéndentvtend to be characterized by a need for guidanée and 

. support from others, a need for continuous reference.to external

standards in developing and maintaining attitudes, sentimeuts,v

“and judgements, and by a shifting self-view depending upoh variétions

in social contéxt. On the other hand, field-independent peréeptual

-»yig?érformance involves the ability to function with relatively little

support from the enviromment, a capacity for initiating and organizing,

- and the power to struggle for mastery over social and othér environ-

mental factors. Consideration of individual variations in perception
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and of the relation_between a petson's perception and his persounality

makes the basic problem one of how different people deal with the

field in which they are operating and to which they must adjust.
(Witkin, 195%) o L o

Objectives

1. To examine the relationships among the dependent variables,
> ?\r . |

the -clothing usage factors:: h : . g

AL Dressing for self/others -

subdivided into: ‘importance placed on clothlng

. . . &  dressing for other® with a need for acceptance
‘ © dressing for self with an awareness of others

“

B. General interest _ : ‘ S -

subdivided %nto: awareness and enjoyment in clothing
active involvement with clothing

2. To investigate the relationships among”the indenendent variables:

sex, selected personality factors and field-dependencc..’
) :

B

3. To investigate the relationships' among the dependent and independ-

o ‘ U
ent varlables, and the power of predlctlonzpﬁqtht depeudent

varlables by the 1ndependent varlables

HxéetheSes
1. There will be a signficant corpelation,between sex and
v '-‘(a)"clbthing:usége factors -

(b) _field-dependence”

(c) personélity/factdré

\

More spec1f1cally, it is expected that women wlll tend to be

- more fleld dependent and express a hlgher 1nterest in clothing- than meri.

a
-~
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) ) X
- 2. There wikl be a significant coérelation between clothing usage
. , € i ‘ -

.

. . ; . ‘\
factors and T '

(a) field-dependence

(B) personality factors ‘ I
! . -3 . . . . .
More specifically, it is suggested that field-dependence wili

correlate significantly with dressing for self/others, dressing for
others-acceptance and dressing for self-awareness of others in a pos-

itive direction,vandwwith all other factors of clothing usage in a.

’
’

negative direction.

‘3. There will be a Significant correlation“between field—dependence

Il

:_ « - and personality‘factors.
« .

On the baéis of ithe related research, it is predicted that high
scores oﬁ'field-dependcnce wlll be related to low scores on the,

scales ‘of dominancél sociability, self-acceptance, social presence,

-
a

i K R - : . .
" achievement-via independence, intellectual efficiency, psychological-

' . . -

mindedness anﬁbflexibility. Low scores on fieid-depgndence (field-

indépendencé) will Be rélatéd'toilbw scoresyqn'tﬁééscaygé_of good
;mpre;sion”ahd feﬁininity{' | | | |

- 6' : St T : . .‘.‘  ¢7

Assumgtions oo

QtéLy measured gy a:Like:t-typg

-

1. }Cibthing usage can be adequ
scale in the form of a‘self-rating questionnaire.'f

2. The subjects for this study do pqssess the qualities Being
i v . ’ \ . ‘( 2
) . ' . . . N . . V&
measured, and have answered honestly and sincerely.

3. The generai information (sex, year in university, faculty and
' L L, T ; .
age) can be considered nominal data; all other-variables (field=
dependence, clothing usage and personality factors) cart be con-

sidered. ordinal data for purpqiig of 'analysis.
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‘. Definitions
' The following terms are defined for reference within this

‘study.

1. Use of Clothing = the basic function of clothing for the in- -
dividual is as a means of sofal interaction < in terms of 'a
. ‘ ) . . _- 2 .
"'_Modified'Clpthing Consequence Scale (MCCS); operationally. de-
fined as:
A; dre551ng for Self/others (Ds/o) --a contlnuum of- clothlng

;usage w1th dressrng to please oneself at one end and dresslnb
to seek approval of others ‘at ‘the opp031te end
Subdivisions: : '

1. importance of dress (I) - the degrée to which an in-

dividual cares about clothing and to which he is sénsitive to
the'use‘of élothing td_please self,pr others.

2. dre551ng for others-acceptance (Do-a) - the degree

v

to which an'indiyidualvdresses for others approval one reason

being to fulfill a.need'for acpeptance.

H

3, dressing for self-awareness of others (Ds-a) - the
degree to which an-indi#idual'dresses to please himself but

w1th an awareness of others standards .

B. general 1nterest (GI) - the w1111ngness to spend time

,

money and energy, to derlve enJoyment to experlmentJ and to notlce

and 1nvest detalls in clothlng w1th spec1a1 meaning.’

1Soc1a1 Interaction - denotes the- reciprocal 1nf1uenc11g of the'acts
of persons and groups, usually mediated through communication. This
definition includes the 1nteract10n fa . person w1th hlmself R

P (Gould and Kolb, 1964) : o :

. “See Data Collectlon Instruments for development of test Q\TG.

N
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‘vbubdivisions
.

1. interest-awareness and en1oymeﬂf (I-ae) - the amount of

awareness and enjoyment experienced from having an interest
G - 4 i . - h

in clothing. 9"
) i A | | o
2. interest-active involvement (I-ai)~- the amount of

activity entailed in having an interest in clothing.

*Perceptual Style - expressed in terms of field-dependence, the

mode of perception with respect to'enVironmentaf field. The

person w1th a more field- 1ndependent way of perce1v1ng tends

to experlence hls surroundlngs analytlcally, with obJects ex-
perlenced as dlscrete from thelr backgrounds. The person w1th

a more field-dependent-way of perce1v1ng,tends to experience his

surroundlngs in a relatlvely global fashion, pass1ve1y conformlng'
to the lnfluence of the prevalllng field or context. (W1tk1n, v ,
&

1962, p..35) Operatlonally deélned field- dependence, as

‘measured by the Rod and Frame Test (RFT ) "evaluates the in-

d1V1dual s perceptlon of the p051t10n,'1n relation to the up-

: right of an 1tem w1th1n a 11m1ted visual f1e1d " (Wltkln,
1962, p. 36) " The mean of the dev1at10ns, in twelve attempts to
-extract- successfully the rod from the tllted frame through re-\
ference to body position in the RFT, 1s the score of fleld—'
dependence for~each‘rndividual;

Pgrsonalltx - "4..the dfnamic crganization within-theﬁindividual

. oﬁ those psychologlcal systems that determlne h1s uzldue |

'F;dJustmenrs to hlS env1ronment"'(A11port 1937, P- 48) ; oper-

h atlonally def1ned b the Callfornla Psycholog1cal Inventorz

(CPI). The aim of this test is to provade a comprehen31ve sur—'



B

21

vey of an individpallfrom a social interactien point of view. " Raw
N 3
scores for each subject will be derived from 18 standard scales.

(Goupgh, 1957)

-

o a

» . e JENEES

_BSee Data Collection Instruments for-é’descriptidﬁ?bf'the.scales,
p. 23. ’ :

N



' CHAPTER IV

PROCEDURE

W ~Within this chapter,'data‘colleétion inpstruments,: sampgja and

.

population, test administration and analysis of data are reviewed.

Data CollectionAIﬁstruments

The fqllowingfinformafionfis”needed-tdﬁtest the'ﬁypoﬁheses:
(a)l pirsbnélity;factqfs
(b) perceptual performance
(c) 'clotﬁing use
il ‘ The‘inéfrﬁments selected tb Obtaiﬁ these data wére;
FE (a) California Psy;hological Inﬁentory

(b) Rod_énd Fraﬁe'Test

: &
. (¢) Modified Clothing Consequence Scale

S

‘:72California PsYchological Invéntory

‘¥ The CPI‘Qas‘selegtéd to:detetmine the persoﬁality fagtors.of
the'subjécts.vahe’test was developed fo% normal poﬁulatidns and Ae;
signed to be largely'self-adminispefiﬁg. It gbnsists of a tesﬁ
booklet with 480 itemé;vyielding<18 scalés designed to:measure

' personality chéracferiéfics‘sigﬁificant in evefyday life and in social

;nt?;aqtlon. (CJ b
A S SRR P N . 7 ‘
" Each scale is intended to cover one important facet of inter-
. ~ personal psyghology, and the total set of ‘18 is intended to
N ) provide a comprehensivéusurvey*of~dh-individual from thi: :
' . social. interaction point of view. The #cales are grouped into four
‘,catégories} seeking to emphasize some of the psthologicalﬂand‘
psychometric clusterings which exist among them, ', : '
(Gough, 1957, p. 5) '

i



. The‘scalesvare as follows:

Class I. Measures of Poise, Ascendency, and Self-Assurange
1. Dominance - To assess factors of leadership abi iLy;
(Do) dominance, persistence and social initiative.
2. Capacity for status - To serve as an index of ‘an individual's -
- (Cs) capacity for status (not his actualior achieved
- status). : '
3. Sociability - To identify persons of outgoing, socialfle,
~(SY) participative temperament. '
4. Social presence - To assess factors such as poise, 3pontanéity,
: (Sp) and self-confidence in personal and socia} inter-
. ~ action. A o \ -
’ '_ . ) - v . ' \\
5. Self-acceptance - To assess factors such as sense of pé;sonal
(sa) worth, self-acceptance, and capacity for in epend -
A\ ent thinking and action. .
6. Sense of well-being - To identify persons who miniwmize their
(Wh). " worcies and complaints, and who are relatively

free from self-doubt and disillusionment.
Class I1.. Measures of Socialization, Maturity and Responsibility

7. Reéponsiﬁility - To identify persons of conscientious,
(Re) responsible, and dependable disposition and
) temperament. ‘

8.  Socialization - To indicate the degree of social matgri;y,
- (80) probity, and rectitude which the individual ... .. ...
has attained. ' ‘ o

9. Self-control - To assess the degree and adequacy of self-
' $Sc) regulation and self-control and freedom from
: " impulsivity and self-centeredness.

10. Tolerance - To identify persons with permissive, accepting
(To) : and non-judgmental social beliefs and attitudes. .
11.. Good impression - To idéntify per$ons capable of creating
(Gi) . a favorable impression, and wWho are concerned
" about how others react to them.

12. Communality. - To indicate the degree to which an individual's
© (Cm) - reactions and responses correspond to the modal
: ("' common') pattern esgablished for the inventory.
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Class I1I. Measures of Achievement Potential and Intellectual
' Efficiency '
. 13, Achievement via conformance - To identify those factors
(Ac) - of interest and motivation which facilitate
achievement in any setting where conformance
is a positive behavior. )

14. Achievement via independence -+To identify those factors of
(Ai) interest and motivation which facilitate achieve-
4 " ment in any setting where.autonomy and. independ-
N : ence are gositive behaﬁiors.

15. Intellectyal eff1c1ency - To 1nd1cate the degree of ptlsonaL
(1Le) _and-intellectual" eff1c1ency which the individual
- * has attained. ' ;

Class 1V. Measures df'Inte}lectuaL and Interest Modes

16. stchologicai~m1ndedﬁess - fo'measufe'the'degret to which

(Py) -~ ' - theindividual is. 1nterested in, and responsive
to, the lnner needs , motlves, and experlenceb of
others.

LY

17. Flexibility - To indicate the degree -of flexibility and
) - (Fx) adaptability of a person s thinking and 5c:ial
: behavior. : :

18.‘ .Femininity,j‘To assess the masculinity or femininity of inter-
' (Fe) ests. (High scores indicate more feminine
interests, low scores more masculine.)
' (Gough, 1957, pp. 10-11)
B Over the past ten years, the CPI has been administered to over
I N 4 _

1,0&0,000 persons ranging in age from.12 to 70 and has been found to
be meaningful and interpretable With these subjects. For vafious pop-
ulatlons test -retest rellabllltles for short term coeff1c1ents are
reasonably'high, ranging from..7l to .91, with a medlan of 83
(Hase and Goidberg, 1967, p. 236) The long term test-retest correlaﬂ-

tions are mostly in the range of .60 to .80 which indicates moderate

-stability over one year, even among édolescents. (Gough, 1969b, p. 19)

:\‘ . . i
@

Estimates of internal consistency by applying Kuder-Richardson Formula

21 to 3572 high school boys and' 4056 high school girls gave poefficients
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.fanéing from .22 to .941 (Megargee, %972, p. 29)

bbugh's‘approach to test comnstruction empbasized the‘devqlopﬁent
of scales.tp'prédict socially rélevapt behavior patterns and there-
fore, thé building and validation of the CPI has aimed at maximizing
predicfive and concurrent vaiidity. Most of the scales were derived
~and cfoéé-vaiidéted using large sampieé’df high school‘aﬁd college
st@denté. While norms;afe available on Qariousvgroups, the pPI is
most épplicable-to studentsband youﬁg adults, not only because of 1§1ger
'sampie.sizes and theréfére, more stable normative data, but also be-".
1cau$etﬁhé.1anguagé anq'content of the items 1is mofeifelevant to younger
‘groups . (Megérgee;‘1§72)’

" Rod and Frame Test

o .
The RFT consists of: a luminous square figure which may be

tilte& to_thefléft‘or‘right. A>1uminogs rod, pivoting at center,
movesiindepenaentIY-offthe ffame. ‘The teét'is“conductéd iﬁ a darkened
robm and thevlﬁminous rod and framé, prééented in tilted directions,
are. the only things confgo;p?ng the subjeét.'

“Wiﬁh the ffame £i1§pd,~theysubiect is required to bring‘fhe rod
: : , : = o
to the position thét.hé perceives as upright." (Witkin, 1954, p. 25)
For suﬁceésful éerformancé, the sgbjéct must extract the rod from the
tilted’fréme in»refereﬁce to his b&dy position.' (Wiﬁkin,]1954)

The mean of thev12 deviations in 12 trials is computed fqr'éach
subjéct. . The hiéher‘the scqfe, the greater the géndgncy toward field-
dependeQCe;; Low scores indicaté fiéld—indepehdent behavior kendencies,

The RFT has a satisfactorily high reliébility. For an intgrval J

of three years, the test -retest correlations obtained were .84 for men -
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and .66 for women. (Witkin, 1962)" Construct validity for the RFT

has been establishedf (Witkin, 1954)

,Modified.Clothing‘Consequence Scale
A clothing instrument, the Modified: Clothing ConsequenC( Scale, was:
. developed - spec1f1ca11y for this study. (Appendix ) Various clothing.
questionnaires were examined to ‘provide statements. ' The two sections:
dre351ng for self/others and general interest are comprised mainly.of
original statements.w1th-sevetal others taken, and/or modifiedﬁ‘from the’

,Pasnak Clothing Consequence Scale‘(l968);‘ The statements from this scale'<

R h «Ad

are numbers:' 2 3,7, 8,.9, lO 13, 15, 20 22 24, 26, 28, 29, 31 and

PN

40.. Items 17 and 19 are taken from Douce's (1969) Questionnaire Mea—
suring Perception of Clothing as a Factor in Role lnterpretation

Face validity for the scale was determined by hav1n5 30 uniVerSity
students and 9 unlver51ty professors, in three consecutivc groups,'
place the statements of the scale under the definition_best explaining
what they were_ekpected to‘measure. All statements misplaced more than

40% of the time were eliminated. The- definitions were reworded for bet -

ter clarity after each groups efforts. A questionnaire was made up

-

~of the statements found to have the greatest face validity Erom this

questionnalre, reliability was. computed by means of a test -retest.,

2

Seventy five first and second year clothing and tektlle StudenLS were

given the: clothing scale once and again two weeks 1ater w1thout bcing

told that it. was the same.questionnaire.;'The reliability coefficient
. . _ . ‘ ‘ P .
of the entire scale was .82 and on: the subscale, dressing for seli/others,

-84 and on the subscale, general interest, 71,

A cluster analysis was then performed on these 150 questionnaires

to determine i1f the 41 statements were measuring two separate subscales:

S T )



analysis yielded five Elusters. Clusﬁer l{ 3'and 4 gﬁre ba81cally

A

»

.subunits of the subscale dressgpg “for self/others, fﬁ@fe s 2.and 5°
%eral ,interest .

AS e"‘g

m‘
B

._~

‘the unifying cgmponent wak¥ .gémat spec1f1cally was being measured

-~
>

Within ‘the subscale, dressing for self/others, clustervl appeaged to vf& I
.measure the relative importance of clothing to the 1ndiv1dual tbe
degree. to which an- 1nd1v1dual “care&' about his dress, the‘degree te o
which he was indifferent to the use of dress to please self or to
please others. This cluster will be.termed importance of dress for
further‘reference uithin this study. Cluster 3-measured dressinélfor:

thers but with an underlying need for acceptance. Forvfuther reference 'yﬁx;
this ‘cluster w1ll be termed dressing for others-acceptance. Cluster 4
meaSured dre381ng for self but with an awareness of oﬁhers reactions. 'i‘,
-This’cluster will be termed dressing for self-awareness of-otbers for

future reference. |

The clusters 1ssu1né from the general 1nterest subscale appeared

to measure a passive versus an active aspect. Cluster 2 appeared to
measure the ‘awareness and enjoyment derived from hav1ng an 1nteresv
,in clothing.' This cluster w1ll be referred to as 1nterest-awareness .
and enjoyment for reference. Cluster 5 measured an action element.
This cluster will be referred to as 1nterest-active 1nvolvement.

Finally the clothing instrument was‘drafted rnto its final form

: retaining_the original 41 statements used in the questionnaire developed‘
dearlier for_face-validity.

General information: séﬁ?'jear in university, faculty and age,
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v

were obtained from IBM computer answer sheets used with the CPI

and MCCS scales.

Sample and Population

The sample consisted of 80 university students, 41 males and.

) .39 females, randomly selected from a populatlon comprising all Univer-

[

51ty of Alberta students 115ted in the 1972 73 Student Directory

The SUbJECtS were recrulted on a voluntary ba31s by means of a
\

telephone conversation:

I am a graduate student at the University of Alberta completing

my Master's degree and require subjects for psychological testing.

The testlng will take about one hour and a half of your time for

which you will be paid two dollars. Is 1t possible for you to
participate? .~ .

-

If the subjectvagreed to come in for testing an appointment was made.

No further explanation about the testing was given at this time.

. 1t was found that of those subjects telephoned 15% refused to-part-

icipate. : B o -
N . | B

Test Administration

- -

Testlng‘was undertaken the flrst two. weeks of March .1973
The Callfornla Psychological Inventory and the Modlfled Clothlng
Consequence Scale were admlnlstered in a group settlng whereas the
Rod and Frame Test was ind1v1dually performed. All»lnstruments‘were.r

taken in one session and together required approximately“90 minutes

: ‘ 4 , v -
- of each subject's time. General instructions, to be read before be -

ginning the teSting, were/gi en/}o each subject as they arrived.

(Appendlx E)
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the relationship between clothing use, perception and behavior,"
' [
and that the results of the study would be posted in th. build%ng\in

. R . : i
September. Each subject was reassured that all tests taken wete for
: AN

R

normal populations, that there were no right or wrong answers, and

that all indiyidual scor=s would be kept strictly confidential.

’

Analysgsis of the Datas

Descriptive
The ranges, mean scores, dnd standard deviations of all variables

_will be reported in tables, and, depending on availability, comparéd

with est;blished nofms.
Statistical

The Eearson Product -Moment Correlationicqefficiént willvbe com-
puted to test hypotheées_l; 2 and 3.

"Multiple Linear Regressiom Analysis will be employed to determine
' iy ' o (PR

which independent variables (sex, field-depeﬁdéﬁéévand personality

factors) best predict the dependent variables (cldthing usage féctofs)

LA
sl

PO it

: Thgglevel_of significance.for the statistical results will be

~.
o : ~ : . ‘
as follows: =~ op <« .10 ~ approaching significance
' *p < 051 "gignificant
*kp < .01 :

#wkp < .00l highly significant



| CHAPTER V

FINDINGS

This chapter w1ll present the descriptive and statistical analyses

. £ 5

of the data collected thrOugh the administration of: Rod and Framé T&M&,‘B

California Psychologlcal Inventory, Modified Clothing Comsequence Scale

4 7
and general information. - Beginnlngxw1th the descriptive analy31s, the -

.-",

follow1ng w1ll H@ discussed: (1) general 1nformat10n about the sample,

Ty

(2) ranges, means, and standard dev1ations forball variables,a\(B)“?com-"

I3

parison of means and- standard dev1at10ns with established norms and/or-

results obtained‘by other researchers. The statistical analysis will in-

cludef (1) resultsvof the t-test; (2) ‘results of the Pearson product - -

; ‘ . I
moment correlatlons, (3) results of the multiple linear regression ;

analysis. The last section of this chapter w1ll be devoted to the \\\

acceptance or reJectlon of hypotheses.
. . : C

?

General Information

The background characteristics 1nvest1gated were : sex, age, year
in university,.and faculty. The frequency and percentage dlstributlon
of the above 1nformat10n 1s given in Table 2. Of the total sample
of 80 students, 51. 25% males and 48 75% females -50% were within
the ages of 17 and 19, 33.75% were .20 to 22 years of. -age, 12. 5/ were
23, to 25 years of age, 3. 75% were 26 or older. The maJority of
sub]ects were in ‘first year, 43. 75%, thh 27 5% in second year,

20% in third year, 6.25% in fourth year, and 2 5%. in fifth year of
' univer91ty The faculties to which the students }elonged were:

Science, 28 75%, Education, 18 75%, Arts, 15%; Engineering,

30
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Table 2. - Frequency and percentage distribution of 80 unlver51ty
students, 41 males and 39 females, by age, year in
university, and faculty

YI' ,Q

» » » Frequency - . Percent
Characteristic -+ Males Females Total =~ ~Total

v o ’ (N=41)Q - (N=39) (N=80) - (N=80)

. Age o a ‘ : . C ° R
79 - T19 o om 40 . 50.00%
- 20-22, — : 15 12 27 . 133.75%
. 23-25 /e 7310 12,500
26 or older 0o - 3. 3 3.75%7}
' Total Q v 39 80 - 100.00% ,
‘Year o : o : \
. First . .- 20 15 35 43.75%
. .Second’ ' 9, 13 22 . 27.50%
" Third 7 9 16 20. 00%
Fourth _ 3 2 5 ‘ 6.25%
_Fifth o 2 o, 2 2.50% .
Total S AT 39 80 . 100.00%
Facultx ‘ . ) _ ﬁ 3. E T
- : . _ f . |
g“Arts ' -5 7 12 15.00% ,
"“fcience 15 7 8 23. 28.75% - E
ducation 5 10 15 18.75% :
ineering 8 - 0 . 8 10.00%
Business Commerce 4 -2 6 7.50%.
Physical Education 2 1 L3 3.75%
Pharmacy 0 3 3 3.75%
Household Economics 0 3 3 3.75%
Nursing- : O 3. 3 3.75%
Rehabilitation Medlcine -0 2 o 2 v 2.50% N
Agrlculture." 2. 0 Tz 2.50%
" Total

~
W
0

80 . 100.00%

10%; Business Commerce, 7. SA, Phy31cal Educatlon Phanmacy, House- -

£

hold Ecoggplcs and Nursing, each 3. 75%, Rehabllitatlon Medicine and :

Agriculture, each 2.5A. - ' ' o o .o

°
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~other scales Gough's norms for males are slightly higher.; In the

32

Ranges4 Means and Standard Dev1at10ns
7 , ) .
The ranges, means and standard deviatiohs are listed in Table

. : '
3 for Rod and Frame Test, Callfornla Psychologlcal Inventory apd .
. < -
Modified Clothlng Consequence Scale for the total sample of 80

‘un1ver51ty students Table &4 glves a breakdown of this same inform~

\

ation for the 41 m%les and 39 females of this sample: ' t

Comparison of Means and Standard Deviations;with Norms

Table 5 reports the means and standard deviations on scales for

Callfornia Psycholog1ca1 Inventory, for males* and females of this o .
u‘ ;

sample, and these are compared w1th ‘nOTMS establlshed for male and

of social : U
e S
femininity are)

female college students b)*ough (l969b) The scakg)
e

presence, psychologlcalﬂmlndedness, flex1b111ty and/
¢

higher for males in this study than the norms reported_but; on all X N

case of females however the saméle in this study was on the average

_2 7 points lower on all. scales except ée%ﬁkacceptance and femin1n1ty

than female norms presented by Gough. 'f} o = . ' . '

The mean and standard‘dev1ation for males on the RFT were compared
with those ot feterson and Sweltzer (1973)q=781m11arly, avcomparison
nas made for female subJects u31ng norms from studles done by Brett .
(1973) and White (1970). Table 6 rep?rts these data.‘ The mean '1", -

and standard dev1at10n of the Peterson and Sweltzer (1973) sample

were higher than those for th1s study. Thls may be explalned by

~
the different procedure used. Peterson and Sweitzer ‘had their sub-

'verticallcues whereas the subjects in.this"study sat on a standard

jects supported by thick foam pillows to,decreasejhorizonta1~and



Table 3. Ranges, means and standard deviations for all varlables
for university students (N=80) ;
B Y ,-‘f—

Vs

Variable : o S Range Mean Standard
o : Deviation
RFT ' 0.75-6.69 2.62 1.21
CPL . . . AN : : _

" “Dominance ' , © 12-37  ° . 26.03 _ ° 6.00
Capacity for status » .o 11-28 18.51 - 3.62
Sociability , 10-35 24,30 7 .5.05 .
‘Sécial presence - - . »22-52 36,71 - 5.97
Self-acceptance - 12-30. 21.44 - - '3.83
Sense of well-being o 21~44 - 34.30 5.06
Responsibility ' 16-38 28.25 4=70
Socialization . - 26-46 36.48 &.74
Self-control ' V 8-43 26.30 ' 7.84

‘Tolerance - 7.3 $20.79 5,23
Good impression E _ 5-30 - 15.09 6.38.
Communality : . 18-28 . 25.1%/ ‘ 2.10
‘Achievement via ‘ L .
~ conformance . . : . 13-35 "25.23 . 4.76
AchieVement'via'*‘ . : ’

independence - -0 8-28 20.53 o 4,55
Intellectual efficiency f*ﬂ" » 27-47 37.71 . '5.03
Psychologicalﬂnlndedness ‘ 4-16 ©10.98 -3.01 R
Flexibility - 3-21 | 11.54 C4.13 ‘
Femininity - 8-30 - 20.45 4.93
Dressing for self/others : 47-103 .--70.84 S 9,45
Importance of dreSS'”' R ©21-66 - 42u6l 9.07
Dressing for othersf- ~ - LT : e

‘acceptance j((ﬁ& L 17-35 7 25.15 _ ;‘3.85
Dressing for self; L w ' ) S .

wareress, . / ) 3-13. - 8.30 2,13

Geheral interef§t’ ‘ 24-64 . 46-96 9.20

Interest ~awa ss and o S ; :

enjoymen f' - 12-39 27.20 .. .6.17.

I?terest—a tive 1nv01vement f S 4-15. 8.81 3 2.42
N

hardwood chair. A further discrepancy in procedurebwas the‘number»of_

.

trials given in the RFT; Peterson and Sweitzer used 8 trials whereas

the standard 12 trials were given for this study.
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, Table 5. Comparlson of means and standard dev1at1ons for male .

and female university students on California Psycholog1ca1
- Inventory . :

Gough (1969b)

Variable Males - . Females Males ‘Females
: (1973) N=41 ~ (1973) N=39. N=1133 N=2120
Mean - S.D. - Mean S.D. Mean® S.D. Mean S.D.
Do . 27.1 - 5.8 24,9 6.0 28.3 6.3 28.5 5.9
Cs 18.9. - 3.6  18.2 3.7 20.9 3.8 22.2 3.6
Sy - 24.9 5.4 23.7 4.7 25.4° 5.0 26.0 . 4.8
Sp 38.1 6.0 35.2 5.7 37.3 5.8 ° 37.0 5.9
Sa ., 21.6 4.1 21.3 .. 3.5 22.3 - 3.8 19.5 8.1
Wb 34.2 5.1 3.4 5.1 36.6- 4.6 37.5 4.4
Re 27.8 4.5 28,7 - 4,9  30.8 4.5 33.3. 4.1 -
So . '35.5 4.6 -37.5 4.7 36.8 5.2 39.5 5.0
Sc - 25.3 7.8 27.4 7.8 27.6 7.5 30.8 7.4
To 21.0 4.8 20.6 5.7 .23.3 4.8  25.0 . 4.2
ci ., 14.9 6.5 15.3 6.4 17.2. 6.2 19.1 - 6.2
Cm 24.9 2.1 25.4 2.1 25.5 2.0 25.5 2.0
Ac 25.0 5.1 . 25.5 4.4 27.4°  4.5. 28.8 A
AL - 20.9 0 4.2 20.2 4.5 . 20.9 4.2 21.9 3.9
le 1 38.2 5.1 37.2 . 5.0  39.8- . 5.0 4l.4 4.8
Py : 11.5 2.6 10.4 3.3 11.4 - 3.0°. 11l.4 2.9
Fx 12.1 4.2 10.9 4.0 T11.1 3.8 11.6:. ; 3.7
Fe 16.9 3.7 2 3.0 16.7 3.7 22.8 3.3

24,

-
‘The female subjects of this study had a conSiderabiy‘higher mean

for fleld dependence than the other three samples. The 1ow mean of e

— e
-

- White's (1970) deviant female sample (deviancy Judged on the ba31s of hemline
can be accounted for by the fact that only extreme subJects were used..

On plau51b1e explanatlon for the dlfference between the mean for femaies

in this study and that of Brett s (1973a) may be the smaller sample’

size, the greater standard devlatlon and the fact ‘that the womea

‘scored’ hrgher on the CPI scale of femlnlnlty in thls study (femln1n1ty

L

',found to be directly related to field-dependence).



Tablef6. ’Comparison .of means and standard dev1at10ns for Rod
and Frame Test for male and female. unizer31ty students

Sex = . Group o R . T " Mean vvv . S.D.
Male. Waisman (1973) N=41 : 2.06 0.84 .

: . ,Peterson and Sweltzer (1973) N= 20 .. 3.36 _ 2.08
“Waisman (1973) ‘N=39 : 3.22 1.26

Female: Brett (1973) N=102 . 2,58 1.14

White (1970) N= 20. Dev1ant C1.74 "1.34

Non-deV1ant 2.78 0.68

THIeat

o
- \
¢ i Ay

A pooledvvariance‘t-test was computed tr determine if there was

a 31gn1f1cant dlfference bet 2en male and female subJects on the Rod

Sy

and Frame Test. TA t—value of -4 .87 (78 daf) ylelded a two-talled

7probab111ty of 0 001, indlcatlng thab there was a hlghly 51gn1f1cant
} ‘
dlfference dependent upon sex

Pearson Product—Moment Correlatlon

,_Modlfied Clothlng Consequence Scale
‘ The first correlational analysis computed was an intercorrelation
'matrlx of the Mbdlfled Clothlng Consequence Scale, Through this method\d

a better understandlng of the scales ‘was attalned. Table’7 gives

N . , I

“

the results of thlS correlatlon. ~The subscale, dress1ng for self/
‘others, correlated 51gn1f1cantly with each cluster w1th1n its com~ "
--v6031t10n but d1d .not correlate 51gn1ficantly w1th the subscale, gen-
eral interest, or 1ts two cldsters. ThlS suggests that dre331ng
ffor self/others is a distinct unit from.general 1nterest w1th1n this jv
vltest.; : o jf o 3‘ k
'Theévariable;vimportance of dres;,“cqrrelated;negatiyelvaith the

\
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variable, dressing for others with a need for acceptance, at.the'.OS
'level of 51gn1f1cance and pOSitively with the three interest variables
atuthe’ 001" level of 51gn1f1cance. DreSSing for others-acceptance was
31gnficant1y related to dreSSing for self-awareness of others, general
1nterest; 1nterest in the forn of awareness and enjoyment, and interest
dependent - upon activity at the .001 level of 51gn1ficance in each case.
Dressingifor'self with an_awareness of others correlated with_general
’interest and 1nterest in the form of awareness and enJoyment of cloth-
1ng at the\ 01 level and w1th ‘interest 1nvolv1ng act1v1ty at the 05
level. he_two_factors of 1nterest, awareness and enJoyment and active

" involvement, correlated at the .001 level of significance.

- Table 8 reports the correlational analy31s of Modified Clothing

PN
e - '

Conseduence Scale w1th general information. There was no s1gn1ficant
relationship found between age and yearland any of the clothing varia-
bles. Sex was significantly related to dressing for others-acceptance
in a positivevdirection at the .00l 1eve1; and'to general interest,
1nterest—awareness and enJoyment and interest ~active inwolvement

in a negative direction at the .00l level an each case. There was

a negative correlation between sex and 1mportance of dress at the .01

level and a p051tive relationship between sex and dressing for self-

awareness of others at the .05 level.

California Psychological Invento Ty : . vﬁ
The scales of the California Psychological Inventory were
R
correlated with the variables of the Modified Clothing Consequence

Scale,‘in.Table 9. This table reports that dominance, capaCity for

status and sensé of well-being correlated with the variables dre331ng



-

Table 7;

w
&y

Intercorrelation matrlx of the Modified Clothlng
Consequence Scale for 80 unlversity students

. Variables I Do-a Ds-a - GI I-ai
Dressing for self/others’ +.79%¥* + 35%% +.54%%% 4,11 +.06 +.13
Importance of dress 1.00 -.22%  +.10 ST L I R S S X e
. Dressing for others- 1.00 ' +.46%¥k -, 50%KF = 48kFK - L4FxET
acceptance - ' : . _
Ihess:.ng £6r self- 1.00 - 31%% -, 33k - 24%
awareness x' K
General Interest 1.00 . +.96%%%k 4, J2x%
Interest awareness and : 1.00 +. 58%%
aioyment
Intdrest-active involve- 1.00
ment :
L op<t .10 r=.185
*p < .05 r=,220
:':,cp < .01 r=._287
*k%p = .. 001 r=.361.

Table 8. Correlation between MCCS, general information and RFT
' - for 80 university students ’
Variables: Age: Year Sex RFT
Ds/o -.19° +.12 +.02 -.03
I ‘ -.13 +.11 =, 33%* -.23%
Do-a - -.10 +.02 + o 4 5FF +.21°
Ds-a -.08_ +.03 . +.26% +.18
G S+,12 +.02 = 49FFE -, 36%%x
I-ae +.14 +.00 - 4QFFx = 4Q%F%*
1-ai +.06 ~ +.08 o VAL -.10
ope= .10 r=.185
*p .05 o . r=,220-
Ckkp << L0l r=.287
*EKD 001 r=,361
1

- 1nd1cates male +<1ndicates.fema1e




39

19¢ "= L1000 = dae
187" = g : S 10" > dyx
02’ = 60" = dy
81’ = o1° =>do
2xx%68 - xxhe - yexIf =" wxxl€74 »xx6€°+ - xxxbE- S0°- . - AL3TuTUTURY
90"+ €1+ €1+ #9¢°~ #xGE - Lo°+ - 917~ . i AITTIQTXRTL
»x0€ "+ rxx1¥ 4 D YA rxxi7y w9 - 91°+ 061" mmwcvwvcﬂsmamoawoaono%mm
91°+ ST+ LT+ wxxl€ - W€ - G0°- 2x1€° - ,\l//Aocmaoawmm TENIIVTIS3U]
81"+ %S+ EIRAR ERTALRENEFTY 11°+ ¢1°- . aouspuadapur -
: . ‘ : . . - BTA JUSWDAITYDY
€0’ - 80°+ 60°- "90°- 60°- LO°~ L1°- o 9OUEBWIOJUOD
. . . v . BIA JUSWBAITYDY -
Py AL EYAA © ¥8C°- o617+ 262+ N 80"+ : : £311RUNLIOD
01°- 80° 90~ 01°- 19 S 71°- ¥¢C' = - : _ cOMmmwuaEﬂ pood.
A o617+ 9T - 7T~ 90°- %lT'- Coe - eouedator
10°- LO"+ G0°- 60°~ €17~ - Q0T - , C ‘1013u09-3]9S
80"~ 10~ L1+ B XA 91°- . W0°'- uotjeZTIRIO0S
€1 - €0°+ €0~ 0"+ AR *82°-  A3111qFsuodsay
00°- 10°+ ¥xGE7 - - 81°= 81 - #xEE€ "~ 3utaq-TI2M JO 9susg
, 90"+ 80°= 91°- 60°~ "0+ £0°~ ~ ©oue3dadde-313§
’ 60"+ 10°~ P YA %xx9€°=-  €0"+ N A B - 99uassiad JRIDOS
GO*- S1°- #xx98° - (4% . 01°- RPN S A S 7 £3T119BTO0S
01°- 70" - R A b1 - A S AL mSumpm 103 A31oeded
70+ €0+ xx306%° - o oyT- 0 81°- CoaxGE - ouruTWO( .
Te- T 2e-1 19 - B-5( ‘g-0q - 1 “o/sq . g . S9TqRTABA

sjuapnis A3TSISATUN Qg 103 -SODW Y3ITM pa3e[a110d TdD 6 219¥L

- 3



f 40

for self)others_ano dreseing for self-awareness of.others in a negative‘
direction in each case.f Dressing for self/others correlated with
‘dominance_and with sengevof well—being‘at the f01 level,ﬁand with

capacity for status at“the .05 level of significance. Dress}ng for
self-awareness of others correlated with dominance -at the 001 level \\
with capacity-for status at. the .05 1eve1 <auﬁ with sense of welL-

heing at the .01 level. An inverse relatlonshlp was found between
sociability and‘dressing for self—awareness of others;\significant at

.001 level. Both at the .001 level, dressing for self-awareness

of others and dressing for others—acceotance were negatlvely related
”tovsocial presence. Respon51bllity was found to be assoc1ated with dress—
rng for self/otheré (.05) and with 1mportance‘of dress (lOS) in a v
negative directioﬁzv Only.dressing forfothers-acceptance eorrelated

w1th soc1allzat10n; a p051t1ve correlatlon.at the .05 level of sig-
nifrcance. ‘There was a reciprocal relatlonshlp between tolerance and
dreseing for self/others, all at the .05 1eve1 of s;gnlflcance. Good
impression was“i'Versely related to'dressing'for-self/Others (.05).

The degree‘of eommunalrty ahowed a positive relationship ﬁith dressing
. for others-acceptance (.01), and a negative re}ationship with general
‘interest, interest-awareness and enjoyment,'andkintereet*active £§>\~
volvement,-significant at the ;05;1eyel in each Caéef vThe reverée.
was.found true for achierenent_via_independence. It correlated
negatlvely with dre581ng for others-acceptance (.01) and with dressing
for self- awareness of others ( 05) , but- p051t1ve1y with general 1nterest )
(.05) and with interest—awareness and enjoyment (.05). Intellectual
eff1c1enc§ was found to.be inversely correlated’w1th dre351ng for
self/others (. 01), dre351ng for others—acceptance ( 01) ‘and drestlng éor o

self-awareness of others (.,001). A h1gh1y 31gn1f1cant negative relat10n- ‘

A,
s

e e L e e
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ship was found betweénipsYchologicalﬂnindedness and dressing for self-
awareness of others (.061) and dressing for others-acceptance (.001).

On the ocher hand, psycnological-mindednees correlated posltively with gen-
eral interest and interesc;awareness'and enjoyment, at the .00l level in
both cases, and w1th lnterest-actlve 1nvolvement at the .01 level of
significance. Flex1bllity correlated only w1th the varlables dressing
 for others-acceptance and‘dre551ng for self—awareness of others in a neg-
ative direction, at the .0l and .05 levels respectively Femininity was
related to all clothing varlables except dre331ng for self/others at the
.bOl level of significance but fer interest -awareness and enjoyment which
was”significant'atvthe'.Ol level:f.lmportance of dress and the chree in-
terest viriables were negatively associated; thebfemaining cwq clething

- variables were poeitively relate&'ﬁolfeninlnity} Three CP1 scales were
ndt‘fdund tpbbe related to any of the‘clothlng;factOrs;chese were self-
acceptance, self-contfol.and'achlenementlvia ccnfefﬁance.

General informatlon and California Psychological Inventory were
correlated md the results reported‘in Table 10. Age.was positively
relaced to sense cf well belng and self-control both at the'.65 leQel
of signlficqnvc. Year in unlver51ty d1d not correlate 51gn1f1cantly

. with any of the personality scales. A negative correlat1on was found

between sex and social ﬁresence at the .05 level. Sex was po§itively <;

related to'femininicy at the .001-leﬁel of significance. ’ i

; Rod and Frame Test .

The assoc1atlon between the Rod- and Frame Test and sex was
r=+. 48 (78df),vsignificant‘at the 001 level. ‘Table 8 has in—
: corporated RFT with general 1nformat10n to prov1de correlations w1th

_the clothing variableg. F1eld-dependence was negatively related to
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Table 10. Correlation between CPI, general information and RFT
for 80 university students '

JVariables Age Year Sex ~ . ' RFT
Dominance ' +.04 - -.19° -.19© _p321o
Capacity for status +.11 =09 -.10. -.08
Sociability : -.05 -.16 -.11 - =037
Social presence ' : +.02 ~  -.07 -.24%  -.09
Self-acceptance -.16 -.14 $-.03 -.18
Sense of well-being +022% - +.02 +.02 +.04
Responsibility +.21° -.03 4.09 . +.06
" Socialization -.03 +.09 . +.20° +.24%
Self-control +.,25% +.21° +.13 +.17
Tolerance - +.17 +.15 -.04 +.03
Good impression . +420° . +.03 C+.04 +.09
Communality o -.04, +.06 +.14 +.,11

Achievement via ' .
conformahce _ +.19° +.06 . +.05 :+,06
Achievement via . : ' o '
~ independence , +.18 o +.21° -.07 . -.01
Intellectual efficiency +.07 +.09 -.10 - .00
Psychological -mindedness +.02 +.02 -.20° -.22%
Flexibility © =04 . +.10 -.15 -.03 .
Femininity . =01 +.06 +. TlxFkE o LOkE
Op < .10° . ' C . r=.185
*p << .05 ‘ : ' . o - r=.220
wekp < LOL r=.287

wiokp < .001 S | _. r=.361

importance of dréss_aththé .05 level of significance, to general
interest,vat the'.0dl level of significance, and to interest-awafeness
and‘enjéyment at fhe'.OOl lével. From'Tablé 10 results indica;éd
a'nggative’éorrelation BetWeen field—dependenee and ésychological-
mindednes; (QQ?XZ The RFT was‘positively associated'with:sogialization
gnd with feﬁininity,,at;the .05 and ,001 levels respectiQely.

| The'relationships that approached'significance; at the .10 level,
were not diécussed,but';re reported in the tables and wili be ;séd

. in the interpretation which follows in the next chapter.
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Multiple Linear Regression Analysis

A multipie linear regression analysis was conducted to determine
efficient prediction. The pxedlctlon of the dependent varlablee
4.was accompllsned by examining only those varlables which 31gn1f1cant-
.1y add to the prediction equation as,. dec1ded by stepw1se multlple
regre531on ‘For the purposesdof this study, clothlng varlables
were considered to be dependent\and sex, field-dependence and CPT
scales were deemed independent varlables. Table 11 shows the results
of this analysis. Tbe dependent variables, in eaeh’case, is bredicted

by a minimum number of independentﬁbariables such that no others

make 4 significant addition to the prediction. Significance in this

" case is equal to, or greater.than the .05 tevel.r / P
The first dependent variabie, dreSsing for eelf/others, was i\

best predicted by dominance at the .0l level and seeondly, by
;responsigility at'the .Qiiaevel Importance of dress was best

predlcted by femlnlnlty ( 001) and by dominance (.05). -Psychological-
- mlndedness, then sex, and then achlevement via 1ndependence wete_theb
best’ predlctors of dressing for others-acceptance Dressing for self-"
awareness of others was best predlcted by domlnance (.001), psfchologlcal-
‘ mlndedness (.01), femininity (.05), capa01ty for status (. 05) and sense

of well-being (.05), in that order.

When looking at the 1nterest varlables’-sex and psycholog;cal-

‘{ables for prediction. General interest was. best

at the‘.001 level and by soc1abillty, flex1b111ty; and achlevément vxa

1ndependence respectlvely, all at the .05 1evel of 31gn1f1cance

-l
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(1,74)=3.98
(1,72)=3.98

AN

(1,74)=7.02
(1,72)=7.03

(1,74)=11.86 .

(1,72)=11.88
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Table 11. Multiple linear regression analysis for MCCS (dependent
variables) and CPI RFT and sex (1ndependent varlables)
.N 80 /
Dependent Df - . F Independent variables Cop
 Variables o that best predict the
dependent variable
Dressing 1,77 8.95 Domlnapce p <.01
for self/ : : 4.97 Resporibility p < -05
others '
Importance 1,77 17.10 Femininity p £ .001
of dress$ 26.41 Dominance p < -05
Dressing 1,75 7.70 Psychologic¢al -mind- p < .01
for others- ' - edness '
.acceptance 15.26 Sex _ p < 001
- »-35 Achievement via P .05
independence .
Y : .
Dréssing 1,74 15.38 Dominance p < .001
for self- 9.52 Psychologlcal-mlnd— p< 01
~awareness .of ' edness
others 6.64 . Femininity - p < .05
6.53  Capacity for status p< -05
6.50 Sense of well-being P« .05
General 1,72 25.33 Sex p< .001
Interest '16.08 Psychologlcal mind- p< .001
edness : '
6.07 Sociability "pe 05T
6.57 Flexibility pe< .05 r
4.30 Achievement via . p= .05
' independence v -
Interest- 1,74 19.12 Psychological-mind- p << .001
awareness and ’ edness
enjoyment - 7.69 " Sex p< .01
’ ' 13.22 Sociability p< -001
. Interest- 1,76 14.28 Sex - pP< .001-
active 9.63 Psychologica’ mind-. pe< -01
involvement o " edness ‘
‘ 6.47 Capacity for status p< .01
F:-(1,77)=3.98 F (1¢77)=7.01 _ F (1 77)=11.83
. (1,76)=3.98 . _ (1,76)=7.02 o (1,76)=11.84
(1,75)=3.98 p<T .05 (1,75)=7.02 p<C.01 (1,75)=11.85 p<z..001



e 45

\
. \ .
The second variable of interest, interesh-awareness and enjoyment,

a f

was best predicted by psychological-mindedness (.0@&}, then by sex
(.01), and finally by sociability (.0l). Sex (.00l1), psycnological-

mindedness, and capacity for status (both at the .01 1éve1) best

-
[N

.2
predicted interest-active involvement.

. ‘ » Hypotheses and Results

The hypotheseé formulated, now‘statéd in null m fof‘purf
poses of statistical analysis,.are as follows:
1. There will be no significant correlation betweén se# and

(a) ‘élotﬁiﬁg usagé factors ’

(b) field#dépendence _ N - | ' ' - 3

(c) ipe;sonélity féctofs

No éignificant relationship was established between dressing for ‘\4
self/othgrs and sex, but all othef ciotﬁing variables did qorrelate
sigpificéntly with sex. A significant positive‘felationship"was found .
between sex énd field;depéndence. There were significantwdorrelations
between sex and the personality factors: social pregéﬁcé and fem-
'inigity. Thefeéore Hyﬁdtheéis 1(a) was rejected for éll factors -
. exXcept dfeséiﬁg far self/others, Hypothesis 1(b) was rejected,‘and
ﬁypothesis:l(c) was rejected éxcept for the C?I’scaies: dominéncé,
caéacity for status, sociability, sélf-accéptancé; sénsé of'we1145eing,‘
réspoﬁsibility, socializaﬁion,'self-é@ﬁtrol, ﬁsycholégi;al-mindedﬁess, y
tblefancq,jgood imp:eésioh, communaliﬁi; achievement via cohformance,

achievement Qia‘inﬂependence, intellectual efficiency and flexibility.

2. There will be no significant correlation betweéh‘clotbhng‘

usage factors(and ' , ,//

-



general interest, and interest-awareness and enjoyment, and accepted

46

(a) field—dependence : | N | éﬁ
(b) personality.factors :

Table 12 shows the correlatlon of clothing usage factors with %'
fleld.dependence and personallty scales for the total sample. Only

significant relatlonshlps.are shown. ‘From the flndlngs, Hypothe51s

2(a) was rejected for clothing usage factors: 1mportance‘of dress,

for factors: dre581ng for self/others, and interest -active 1nvolvement

Hypothe31s 2(b) was rejected except for the personallty factors

self—acceptance, self—control, and achlevement via conformance; scales

which did not correlate significantly with any‘clothing usageifactors.

3. There will be no.significant correlation betweensfield—dependence
and selected personallty factors.i . . “4 ' 4
Field-dependence was found to correlate s1gn1f1cantly w1th the . f

CPI scales for‘soc1allzatlbn,.psychologlcal-mlndedness and feminlnlty.' TR

Therefore, Hypothe31s 3 was reJected except for the personallty factors
domlnance, capac1ty for status, sociability, soelal presence, self—

acceptance, sense of well-belng, responsrbility, self-control toler- - .

/

" ance, good 1mpre581on, communality, achie%ément via conformance, dachiéve-

P

- ment vna 1ndependence, 1nte11ectua1 efflclency and flex1b111ty

‘ \

.
L]
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CHAPTER VI

INTERPRETATION

The dlscussﬂon which follows will conCLder the flndlngs of this
' research, as well asthat of other studles whlch may contribute to the'

interpretation, in light of -the theoretical framework and the obJectlves
y ; ’ '
delineated for. this study.

The theoretical fra;ework masﬁoased on Witkin's theory. of field-

PERR Y “

dependencegindependence and'its”relationship'to personality and clothing

use. Certain personality'charaeteristics are associated with a per-

&

son's'perceptual performance. Theoretically, - field-dependence denotes
a dependence on the environment, particularly the social environment :
a need for guidance, support and approval from others. Field-independ-

ence denotes a need for self-rellance' power to struggle for mastery

vj . &

¥E -over env1roqmental forces. Clothing use appears to relate'to Witkin's

theory of field-dependence-independenceu Empirical'research»has ‘ _" 3;5

empha51zed its soc1al-psycholog1ca1 function. Depending npon a person's S
o e m?y, S T E

needs and perceptlons, clothlng may be one méans of adJustlng to the ' C

’

environment. | o oo ' : S RCRRTR

) . I . . T *

The first objective was to det¢#i¥ne the relationships5among{tbe;]fi”jrcf}
dependent variables, namely the clothing usage factors: dressing’ *® .= =~
. ‘e . ) . . 0 - et PR
: ' - f ‘ L e e e T
. . ) ot ;“' o . &« e
for self/others, with the Subvariables of importance of dress, badnf13 S
. v.,, s oq.j - PR
dreSSLng for others w1th a need for acceptance, dre551ngifor self with Mod
an awareness of others, and general 1nterest w1th subvar;ables of T
[ Cow C—f\_\ A e ‘. B
1nterest-awareness agé en{—?ment and 1nterest actlve 1nvolvement o R
The statlstlcal ana1y51s 1nd1cated that low scores 1n dress1ng T
. L8 a4 R . R ,/ ’ .
o | v}
a 48 N ‘ : ’
. :gﬁ* i "

: : : vx,.-
b . !"w‘
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y .

for self/others, in other*wqrds, dressing for‘self, was related to high

"1mportance placed on clothing, to Tow__ need for dre351ng for others for
: L L
acceptance, and to low awareness of others in dresslng for the self.

— .

~—

e

Dre331ng for self/othens did not correlate significantly with the 1nterest
variables,' On the,bther hand, dressing for self-awareness of others

correlated significartly with all interest variables. -This suggests

-rthat an individual dressing'for self would not be concerned about others

‘and their reactions;.clothing would be important for the sake of pleasing'

self'alone, howeverrwhen others are influential, interest in dress

-

attalns 31gn1f1cance.
. .- r . .
A hlgh 1mportance placed on dress was associated w1th dre531ng for

others-acceptance, and with- hlgh interest as measured by the three in-

T
terest. varlables. 1t may be that a hlgh interest was shown . in clothlngv

' féEAusei?ln thls case, clothing was important to the 1nd1v1dua1 and .

seen a 'one means of ga1n1ng the acceptance of others. This explana-

‘/ ,."'\\/A, H
tlon is supported by the hrggly significant relatlonshlps found between

.7,4 B

‘iﬁdre351ng for others-acceptance and dressing for self- -awareness of others
L : ’ . ) .

'%f*%éand'high interest in clothing, Again, it is concluded on the basis

- of these results that interest and aWareness_of and/or acceptance by otliers
direétly affect each other. This finding confirms the research of Ryan
(1952 1954), Vener (1953), Rosencranz (1962). and HLCkS (1970) which pro-

vf.posed that Flgh 1nterest in clothlng was associated w1th\h1gh soc1a1
orientation. ,

‘The- 1nterest factors correlated 81gn1f1cant1y among themselves sug-
”gestlng that general 1nterest usually is accompanied by a hlgh degree

jfof enjoyment, awareness and act1v1ty, and vice versa, ' A -

In fulfilllng the second obJectlve, the relationshlps among the
. ‘. -,
,independent variables, sex, selected personaﬁity factors and field-

W Tt
2 i N
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depéndence, were investigated. Women were found to be'definitelyi
- moreé field-dependent than men. The majority of studies;involving sex

and'fieldﬁdependence sustain this result.l'Witkin suggested:
Our finding/pﬁat women tend to be more field- dependent e
than men ig certainly congruent with the difference
in roles that men and women are: pressed to assume during
their development in our culture...whereas, in men, the’ B
acceptance of a dependent role carries with it a- negative

. cultural stigma, in women passiVity is often rewarded

“(Witkin, 1954” p. 487) :

o

_—

¢

The correlations between field dependence and - selected personality

.
Mau

factors resulted in field-independence being Significantly related f

E

to high psychologicalﬂnindedness and to approach Significance with ‘s

' high_dominance.i High scorers in psychologica1~mindedness are char—.
. . . e P L' . B

flacterized‘as:' outhing, spontaneous, qUICk resourceful, changeable;
. S - i

verbally fluentiand socially ascendant; rebellious toward rules,

hrestriqtions ahd constraints}_ High scorers_inldominance are charrl

acteriZed as:’ aggressive, c nfident, outgoing, planful, haying'initia-‘

P

tive, verbally fluent self—reliant These characteristics support‘the

: findings of Witkin. Witkin~s correlations ofqperceptual test scores
with the indiv1dua1 and total interView scores 1ndicated a tendency

ko)

for field—independent perceptual performers ‘to show self awareness,
to enpressltheir impulses directly, to be active, to assert themselves,
to organize, to make userof relevant factors in the field .to show
.self—assurance, to be less influenced by authority, tending to be guided‘
by values, standards,'needs of their own; and to deal with inferiority
feelings in'a compensatory manneri (Witkin, 1954)

Fiel; dependence ‘was . assoc1ated ‘with high soc1alization and high

fe%ininity. High scorers in soc1alization are: honest industrious,.

6bliging,~sincere,:modest, steady, cquCientious, and responSible,

“
‘
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self-denying and conforming. .High scores in femininity are associated
with: appreciation, patience, helpfulness, gentleness, moderation,

perseverance, wund sincerity; respect and acceptance of others; ﬁﬂ;

’

behaving in a conscientious and sympaﬁhetie way. The related research
revealed that fieldfdependence was associated with a concern forAgood
impression, with Being affectionate, considerate, tactfnl, Systematic,
.cooperative‘and with seeking the good Opinion; appr0vai and guidance
of others. The theoretical framework is therefore7supported by the
data, o

The.findrpgs from the relationships between sex and selected
personhllty factors follow the tenden61es preV1ously stated between
. : : R
personallty and fleld:dependence. Men tended to be more dominant,
’ o

and to possess greater soc1al preseng; and psychologlcal-mlndedness
: : f
“than women,' Women, formerly found to be more field- dependent scored

higher on the scales of socialization and ﬁgmininity than men.

4

Objective 3. entalled an 1nvest1gation of the relatlonshlps among
the dependent and 1ndependent varlables, and the power - of predlctlon

"of the dependent variables by the independent varlables
Beglnnlng w1th the correlatlons of the- clothlng usage factors w1th

the 1ndependent varlables, the relatlonshlps between sex and clothlng

use showed that men’ had less 1nterest and placed less’ importance: on

’

-clothlng when compared to ‘the women of thlS sample. On the other hand,

-

{
women.dressed for others acce?i:nce and to a 1esser degree, dressed

for self w1th an awareness of ers,more S0 than men. Alexander‘s

(1961) finding that adult men dressed to 1mp1y status was . n\t sub—
- . _ ~

~
»

stant1ated in this study. ’ . ) + - DR

\“.
\~.

-

. Ryan (1966) hypotheSLZed that people more socially-oriented. have h



Yo : ‘_ o , B , 52
a greater interest in anything related to people, and é%ithlng may be
@@ one of'these interests. A field-dependent individual, consldered ‘.’
soc1ally-or1ented did express a hlgh 1nterest and importance in clothing
and a tendency to dress for others for acceptance giving'support to this
) hypothesis.

Many significant relationships were found betmeen clothing nsage
andApersonalit;. Dressing for others, from the subscale dressing for
self/others, correlated with low scores in dominance,»capacity'for
status, sense of well-being, tolerance, intellectual_efficiency, respon-

'sibility andggood impreSSion. Sociability,:social presence, self;
control and psychologlcalﬂnlndedness approached s1gn1f1cance with
dre551ng for others. Of these, dre331ng for self w1th hlgh awareness
of others also correlated significantly w1th low scores in the first
five scales mentioned and xﬁ sociability, soc1al presence, achievement

4
via 1ndependence, psychologlcal-mlndedness and flex1b111ty, and w1th

l-st(}’« a ¢
PAeaAs

high scores in femlnlnlty. Dre531ng for self/others and dressing for
selfrawareness of others appear to be closely telated in terms of
personality chatacteristics. Tne_fact that "others" are important

.may explain this:connection. Low scores in dominanCe,‘capacity’for
status, sociability? social presence, and sense of well-being indicate

a lack of poise, ascendancy and self-assurance ' Low scores in 1nte11ectual

\

eff1c1ency 1nd1cate conventlonal and stereotyped thlnklng, lack of

self dlrectlon and self- dlsc1p11ne. .Psychologicalﬂnindedness, when
1om,ﬂlndicates a slow, deliberate tempo and an overly conforming and

- conventional characte;.' From these definitions, both dressing for othets
and dressingvfor self with a high awareness'of‘others typify field- -

dependent behavior and hence, confirm the expectations of this study.
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Cel dI‘hose individuals who scored high on 1mportance of dress were

:aLSO high in responsibility and,femininity. Bothvpersonality scales
tend to imply adherence to cultural norms; Responsibility, involving
obligations and ‘duties and being able to thi ﬂ.and act reasonably;
is defined in terms of the standards set by the society in which- one
lives. Clothing is generally more 1mportant to women than men in
this culture, and in thlS case, women may place more 1mportance on
dress because . 1t prov1des one means of meetlng the expectations of the
society.-

6haracteristics oflthosei@ho dress for others but have a low need
for acceptance also depict those'ofofield-independent perceptual per-
formers. Such individuals were found to have highv social presence,
high achievement via 1ndependence, hlgh 1nte11ectua1 eff1c1ency, psycho—h
logical-mindedness, tolerance and flexibility. From these scales it
appeared that they were self-reliant, often assertive and socially

ascendent.
Low femininity, communality and socialization also represented

/

e. Here such

those who dress for olhers with a low need for accep

\

traits as being,manipulative,-guileful; deceitfnl,:réﬁ, ious and

.given to excess in behavxor, are expressed Perhaps because ther

is no felt need to be accepted and therefore, be conscious of tmfi.
reactions of others, the only thing constricting one' s behav1our 1s
'_oneselfl R o K ‘f o o t

‘ nghiinterest con31stently correlated with high communality and
vfemininity and low psychologlcalﬂnindedness for all three 1nterest

variables. Those with a hlgh 1nterest in clothlng tended to be moderate,

tactful, reliable, conscientious, helpful; overlylconfOrming and com



highly aware of othe;s_aﬁd/or whovgaVe a

high interest shown ip clothing-may be

the outcome of-a need fo othing may be one means of identi-
i/ 4 B v T
éXerence groups and obtaining their guidance,

3

'

\ ¢ )
fyihg with importa
' . . v o
approval and support. '% high general interest and high interest-
involving enjoyment and ‘awareness correlated with low scores in achieve-

ment via independence. From these results the typical characteristics

are: inhibited, anxieus, cautious, dissatisfied, dull, submissive

and'compliant b%ﬁé&e authority; lacking'seLfrinsfght and self-

“understanding. The need for others to give direction,. and consequently,

the high interest taken in clothing, poésibly for identjification with
I o ,

—m————, .

reference groups, may explain these relationships. Aiken‘(1963) also ’

]

using the CPI, found similaf.reédlts; ‘High_”in}erést in dress' was 2

r

associated'with‘persistent, tense, suspicious and insecure behavior

and with conscientious, stereotyped thinking.i .

The final sectioﬁ of Objective 3, the_iqdepende;t variables that
best predict»thevdependent.va:iablés, w11; now bé discussed. Psychologi_
cél~mindedness; the ‘degree td‘which the'individual is interesfed in;
and résponsiye to, the inﬁe# needs, motivés, aqd'éxperiences of éthefs;

appears to be the best overall S%rsonality scale to predict'signi—

ficantly five of the seven'cloth:ﬁg factors. Table 11 giveg)this data.

As proposed by the related resear ,'where there is a need for others

\

one is very attentive to their reactions and clothing may become impor-

. ) 5
tant as a visual cue. In examining the factor,; dressing for self/others
and its three subvariables, dominance and femininity were personality

scales that effeqtiVetz/ﬁéedicted their occurrence. Femininity appeared



s e

”,varlables psychologic-

' best p%edlctors of 1ﬁterest

’ g o . ‘ o (
t&edlct the 1mportance aott bu

4»»°‘13

;v1dua

Ked tofdfess, but dominance may be
~ﬂneeda§gto all 1ol ivi ‘

o dress for §§lf.A Within the interest

R repeatedly the two

’

.‘ . a

d1ctor of general interest and of 1nterest 1nvolv1ng awareness and en--

o,
joyment, wherea§vpapacity for statusvadded.to.the prediction of the degree

of interest manifested in active involvement ih clothing. This may

imply that a passive elg&ent accounted for‘sociability and interest’

but that an ‘active component in interestlmay be related to a capacity
for status.

L ' L " o ' -~ . 15
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CHAPTER VII -

. . : . , rb,
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS B

‘ I , .

Summary

The purpose of this research was to investigate the clothing usage
. behavior of a sample of 80 university students, and to examine the per-

v

ceptual performance and bersonality characteristics that are associated
with this behavior. ’ ._ | ' _ : o 15
The-théofetieal framework ﬁgdeflying this study is the view that‘

cla%%ing basicélly serﬁeé a social func;ion énd}the adjustment of the
individual to tﬁe enQironment involvgs-thé use of clothing»in one fotm
or another. Empiriéal regearch suggeét; a'cbntinuum; the,userﬁ clzthing
to'please'oneself atvone>6nd and the use of ciothing to seek the apéfoval
of others at éhe opposite end. It is‘also propdsed that interest is
related to éocial orientation. Witkin's.theory of fiéld—dependeﬁce;
independeﬁcevalso é;rgssés the implications of adjustment to the ¢
»vironment but, in this case éerqéption'reflécts ﬁhe‘mode of ac ;;ation{
Field-dependgnt individuals apﬁear:té re1y on otﬁefs for gu’ -ance
" approval énd sﬁppbft,bbeing highly socially dependent; wh ceas field-
independent individuais afe>Se1fvfe1iant, héying iittle o for and
" interest in others.  If persoﬁalfﬁy'is def;ned as the u _jue adjust-
ments of aﬁ individual to'the.enyixonmgnt?:then bdth cl. ... usage
andlfercepﬁionumust bé reflegted‘in'pe:sonality characteristics.

'The sémple of 41 male éndj39‘fema1e qoilegg stgdenEs'Wasiselecfo4
randpmly from the 1972-73 Uni&ersityjqf Alberta Students' Union Directory.

" Subjects were recruitéd'vdtuntarily on the basis of a_telephone'con-'

56
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versation and werevpaid $2.00 each for their participation.

" The ins:ruments used in this study were:, Witkin's Rod and Frame lé‘
- 28
Test (measurlng field—dependence), Gough s California Psychological »

e .
Inventory (measuring personality), and Waisman's Modified Clothing Con-

«~

sequence Scale (measuring chothing usage). All instruments were.ad-

~

ministered by the researcher to each subject in one session during - £}

March, 1973. " Descriptive analysis and statistical analyses, consisting

of Pearson productﬂnoment correlation and multiple linear regression,
- wer done at the University of Alberta computer center;'
Descriptivevresults indicated that the majority.of'subjects were
between the ages'of 17 and 22, were in fiﬁgﬁ_or second3year ofAnni-
versity, and were in the faculties of Science, Edncation, Afts‘and
Engineering. Statistical results indieated that within the depen-.

dent variables,'tﬁefclot ing usage factors, sensitivity to others in

’

clothing-oriented Behayi x'relatedytaqa high interest in clotning/and
approached significance with field?dependent perceptual performance.
In terﬁs of sex, women were more field dependent placed more.importance
on and had a higher interest in clothing than men, and showed a higher

need for using dress with an awareness of and'acceptance by,,others.

w5

It was found that individuals dre351ng for self tended to be high 1n

the personality scales:, dom1nance,,capac1ty for status, soc1ab111ty,

v

social preeence,nsense of well-being, tolerance, 1ntellectua1.efficiency,

~psychological-mindedness, self-control, responsibility, good imoression,
achievement via independence:and flexibility, and low in-the scal'e"s;,v
soc1a11zat1on, communality and femininity 1n,terms of. dre351ng to please
oneself dre551ng for self, ;ith a low awared%ss of and need’ for.acceptance

by others,n Those who'placed.a high importance on dress were also high
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in responsibility and femininity ' High 1ntere$t in clothing correlated
w1eh low scores in echlevement via 1ndependence, psycholog1ca1~m1nd—
"edness, anddﬁigh‘high scores iﬁ communality and:femininity. In keeping
;with the results previously delineated field-dependeﬁt perceptual per-
4former§ and females tended to be iower in dominance, éociai preseﬁce

and psychologibal~mindedness and higher in socialization and femininity
than males. A S
: 5 ;

."Multiple 1inear‘regression was coéputed‘wifh the clothing esage
factors as the depen&ent vafiables&and sex, selected personality factors
~and field-dependence as the independentvvariables. The results indf
cated tbat,interest in clothing”was.besp predicted by sex and'psyeho-'

logical ~-mindedpess; the use of clothing to please self or for others

was best p:edicted by dominance. . ' /

On the basis of'thisfﬁtudy, it ié.broposed that whenever other

_people are influential in a subject's use of clothing, the subject

will show a high interest in.and attribute a high importance to clo

Wt

"and will tend to be fieldrdependent>in his perceptual orientation.

“Personality» scales. associated with these ,characteristgs. are high

" socializatb@a, communallty and femlninity However, dressing for self

A
).

was ;e&ated to hlgh scores in capaclty for status,'soc1a1 presence,'

{-‘ .-

tolerance, 1nte11ectual eff1c1ency and psgchologxcal-mlndedness

‘o

The findings of this study. support the theoretlcal.framework and
it is therefore cdncluﬂed that within this Sample-perceﬁtion, per- -

sonality and clothing use are related.

" Recommendations

The following recommendations for‘fufther reseérch are made on the
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basis of this study.
1. The theoretical framework, suggesting a relationship among per-

sonality, perception and clothing use, was supported; thexefore,

i

-, more research into this area could prove to be fruitful.
Perception, personality‘and clothing use apoear to measure a similar
_entity and from this study it appears to be a‘form of soc1a1 dependence.
The evidence for thlS finding conflrms the theory that clothlng satisfles

a social function primarily, both in terms of usage and interest.

'

Whenever a sensitivity to others was #ound to influence clothing usage
a high interest in dress. generally followed.-

2. Different theoretical frameworks using_Simifar variables are

4
a
b

-

needed to explore further the‘dimensiOns of~the relationships found.
- - The theoretical framewoﬁk forming the basis of this study streSSed

- perception, more spec1f1ca11y fleld dependence with its social impliz .

r

.cations. A simllar concept body-lmage, could be used as a theoretical

. 4 .
framework wherein " feelings about the body"' may give additional insight’

into clothing-oriented behavior and its social connotations.

There appears to be specific personality characteristics related

. g - tb hdgh—scores in cauacity fbr status, social presence, tolerance,
1nte11ectua1‘eff1c1ency and psychologlcal-mlndedness, characterlstlcs
hat deplct social poise and 1nterpersonal effectlveness as well as

independenceﬂof thought and action; (Megargee, 1972, p. 142)‘vVarious

psychological tests may c¢larify such tendencies.

3. Repeatedpuse of the clothing:soale would aid in evaiuating and
s L . - .

\ O
refiniﬁg@the.instrument. o

Larger samples w1th varlous populatlons are needed to determlne

u"

:ﬁthe 11m1tat10ns of theascale. Although the Modlfled Clothing Consequence

Y
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\ o
Scale was found to have a high test-retest réliability, different
: :

types of reliability'should Be-computed. Validity, particularly con-

- struct validity, should also be éalculated. ;

S ]

5 The cluster analysis resulted in some very &ignif}eant findings

;/
and appears to cathdrize'individuals fairly well. The questions need

to be refined being originally drafted for two broad headings rather -
: - - L
than‘five. Factor analyéis to establish the relative independence of

-,

the factors deriﬁed from cluster analysis is élso necessary.
4. The cqherepcé between expressed clothing usage and actual be-
 havioral manifé;tétioné shbuld be investigaﬁéd.
B What is.needed is a,means of classifying clothing-oriegted

‘behavior manifestations. Such entities as'fashion and conformity have
been difficult to study because it is hard to categorize individuéls

t‘\’o\, . « - h

on ‘the basis of what they wear in terms of the criteria used. It
appears that from previous studies the'érfteria used to group individuals

on the basis'of_dress are inadequate.. ‘Furthermore, once individuals

have Beenfgrouped their'behavior,‘although'similgr, may be for different

. ¢

e/ . L . . .
reasons. Another concern is whether a questionnaire, and in this case

the MCCS, acéu;atély'confirms the actual behavior of the individual

answering it. ) -‘\\g;\; . L
o L T~ ‘ ' o , L
T 5. Since it has been“indicated\thgp‘men and women differ in' their use
- . v . : e .

of'clothingvfurther‘study in this area would be informative.
:Ih,view‘of the changing'sex roles in:our sddiety will differencés

‘in c10thing interest and usage between the sexes persist? . More work

s s g

in this area is needed: 'S;udies involving both mén and women are

" uncommon inkclothing}‘

In summary this study has attempted to obtain;some broad classi-
T - : o T
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fications to encompass the numerous variables within clothing and
2 . ’

)

therebx'attempt some' unification within this area. Previously studies

have measured c10thing-oriénted behavior but: have failed to get at thg
. - H . -

underlying &eESOns for such behavior. Furthermore, there has been a

lack of theo}y framing their research. 1In this research the theory

that clothing serves a social purpose. implles a breakdown w1th1n a -
~ ¥

social context. The support recelved for thls theory appears to glve

___x' o

dlrectlon for further investigation. , .
f | i

After rev1ew1ng ‘related research two broad categorles within clothing
usage'oere-chosen to explaiﬁ such béhavior. ‘It is felt that whether
,“one is 1ndependent soc1a11y and in term7 of dress, dresses for self
or wﬁé%her one is soc1a11y dependent aod dresses for others, when
combinedﬁwith interest provided two broad categorieé that tave glveﬁ

some indication of the "why' behind clothing usage.
qme s ) : .

-

. -+ -
\ T .

o " : e
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Appendlx A N »

Callfornla Psycholog;cal Invéntory

) ‘ . ; }3»- ‘.. ‘1. ‘. ) ﬁ m,sél '.A ’:.;" . )
! R vr m . LI i
CLASS 1. AMEASURES OF POISE ASCENDENCY AND’ séLF ASSURANCE |
v | . T S v * To -bssess fccfors of |ec&orsh|p Q.bphty, domlnoncc persis#cncc;
‘I,- Dommunce P N © -, ‘and’social mmo'hve THIGH SCORERS: aggressive, confldenf out-
o Do . ——— — going, plonful hovmg initiative; verbclly fluent, sclf-reliant, LOW

SCORERS: retiting; Inhibiied, commonpiace, indifferént, silent, slow
-in thought and action; avoiding ..IfUGhOnS of tension and dec:suon
lockmqmn ‘self- confldence’

To servt as an index, of an mdmduols ccpccrfy for, shﬁt’rus not his
-actual or .achieved status). The scale attempts to medsure the per-

2. oy far e - sondlity qualities and‘attributes which. underlie and lead to status.
2 CGP\GCI"Y fqr_status : : - HIGH SCORERS: detiveyafnbitious ferceful, InSIthu# Fesourceful,
o CYS 7 N . and versatile: osce‘ncfcnf nd self-seeking? effective ingcommunida-

/ Sl "+tion; having pPersonal soepe and breadth of intefésts. LOW
N B SCORERS apofhohc “shy,/conventional, dull,. simple, and slow;.

_ stereotyped in thinking: rc stricted it sutlook and interests; uneusy
- ‘and awkward intiew or unfomxlmr social situations,

To identify persons-of outqoing. sociable, pmhcnpnhvc femporo-

3v. SOCiOb“i'y . ' ment.” HIGH SCORERS: - canfiaent; enterprising, mgenlous ‘dnd
B Sy ’ — outgoing; competitive and forward; ariginal and fluent in thought.

o . LOW SCORERS: awl\wmd convertional, qumf submissive; de-

Lo | . tached and passive in" attitude: sugae xhhl. and nnr|y lnfluenced

by ofhms o (uhons nnd npmmn. )

4. SOCIal presence o~ ' in personal and social interaction. MIGH SCORERS: clever, ‘en-

v S : iastic |mog|nohvo quud informal, spontdneous, active, and”
P vigorou; ~an expressive, vbullient nature. LOW SCORERS: y
delibefate, moddraté, paticnt, scli-restrained, and smwpl( vaccil->"

i lating and uncertain in dvu:lon‘ Aiteral and unnrvqmal in fhmlunq

and judging. _ :

_ e : _ To assoss factors such as. sense of pvrsonol worth, self. occep*onca
_ 5. Self-acceptance .~ ‘and capacity for independent thinking and action. .HIGH:

SN ' .SCORERS: intelligent, outspoken, cool, versatile, witty, aggressive,

N gq , g p y. 099

. and self-centered: possessing self-confidence and self- assurance.

. oW SCORERS: methodical, conservative, di- p-*ndublo conven-
o tional, .casy-going and quiet; seli- cbasing andd qiven to tfeelings of -

quilt and self-blame; passive in action and narrow in interests.

S . To identify porsons who minimize their worrics and complaints, and
6. Sense of well-being ‘ who are relatively free from self doubtuand disillusionment, HIGH
: . : b - o SCORERS: ambitious, alert, end versatile; productive and. octwe.'
‘ P

valiing work and effort for its own sake! {OW SCORERS: unam= ¢
bitious, leisurely, cautious, apoihohc -and ‘conventional; self- defen-

sive and opologehc consfncied in thought and action.

R

CLASS 11, MEASURES OF SOCIALIZATION MATURITY, AND RESPONSIBILITY TR
. ' To identify persons of conscientious, responsible,  and dependcble', .
2 Responsibility o L . disposition and temperament. HIGH SCORERS: responsible, .
. . L “thorough, progressive, capable, dignified, and mdependen+ coh-
' SN Re . . o scientious and dependable; alert to cthicgl and moral issues. LOW
* g G SCORERS: -awkward, changeable, immature, moody, lazy, and dis~
~

beligving; influenced by personal bias; spite, énd dogmatism; under-
_ con*rollcd and nmpulswe in behavior.

Ty

To assess factors suth as poise, spontancity, and | self confidonce

R
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" Yo indicate the degree of soc.al maturity, probity, and rectitude

8. Socialization
So -

9. Self-control
: Sc

10. Tolerance

To

“11. Good impression

. Gi

~

12, Communality

which the individual has attsined. HIGH SCORERS: honest, indus-
trious, obliging, sincere, modest, steady, conscientious, and
rcsponsiblo; self-denying and conforming. LOW SCORERS: defen-
sive, demanding, opinionated, resantful, headstrong, rebelliaus, and
undependable; guirefu| and. deceitful; given to cxcess, ostentation,
and evhibition in behavior.

To assess the degree and adequacy of se]f—feguloﬁbn and self-
control and freedom from impulsivity and self-centeredness. HIGH
SCORERS: calm, patient, practical, self-approving, thoughtful and

“deliberate: strict and thorough in their own. work and in their

expectations for others; honest and conscientious. LOW SCORERS:
impulsive, shrewd, excitable, icritable, solf-contered, and uninhibited;
O?ressivo and assertiva; overamphasizing personal ploasure and
wit-gain. i e

To identify persons whb pereliiive, dccepting and non-judgmental

" social belisfs and atitudes, HIGH SCORERS: entetprising, informal,

quick, tolerant, clear-thinking, Fasoircedul; intellectually able; having

broad and varied interests: LOW SCORERS: inhibited, aloof, wary

and retiring; passive and overly judgmental in attitude; disbelievin

and distrustful in personal and social outlook. SO

To identify persons capable of creating a favorable impression, and ;'; "
who are concerned about how others react to them. HIGH -

SCORERS: cooperative, enterprising, outgoing, warm and helpful;
diligent and persistent. LOW SCQRERS: inhibited, shrewd, wary,
and resentful: cool and distant in their relationships; self-centered
and too little concerned with the needs and wants o? others.

To indicate the degree to which an individual's reactions and re-

_sponses correspond ‘to the modal “common'') pattern ostablished

for the inventory. HIGH SCORERS: modorate, tactful, reliable, -

sincere, patient, steady, ond realistic; honest and conscientious;

having common sense and. good judgment. LOW SCORERS: im-

patient, changeable, complicated, nervous, ‘restless, ‘and confused;
guileful and deceitful; inattentive and forgetful; having internal
conflicts. ' : g :

CLASS IIi. MEASURES OF ACHIEVEMENT POTENTIAL AND INTELLECTUAL EFFICIENCY

- 7. 13. Achievement via conformance

o Ae. T

0
e

' 14 'l(fcl‘hicve:mént via independence |

. Ai "‘.".ﬁ,v"-;'.'“”' ' - ,. t

A
¥

_ 15. lnteil_e’étﬁul’ 'éfficiené'y
el e

To identify those factors of interest and motivation which facilitate
achievement in any setting where conformance is a positive behavior.

HIGH SCORERS: capable, ‘cooperative, organized, responsible,
" ¢lable, and sincere; persistent and industrious: valuing intellectual
" activity and achievement, LOW SCORERS: coarse, stubborn, awk- .
“ward, insecure, and opinionated; eaily disorganized under stressor .
pressures to conform: pessimistic avout {-nir occupational futures. -

~ Toidentify thase factors of int. -cst and mectivation which facilitate

achicvement in any sotting whe s au! nor, and ihd(\{pvndoncu are

positive bohaviers. HIGH SCC2ER - mature, forcetul, dominant,
Jomanding, and foresighted; independent and self-reliant; having®

siperior intellectual ability and judgment. LOW SCORERS: in
hibited, anidus, caulious, dissatisfiod, dull; submissive and compliant
before authority; lacking in self-insight and self-understanding.

" To indicate the degree of personal and intellectual efficiency which
the individual ho;,offuined. HIGH SCORERS: efficient, clear-think-
“ing, intelligent, prog'ressIVe,'fhorough. and resourceful; alert and -
wellinformed: placing o high value on intellectual matters, LOW
- SCORERS: confused, cautious, easygoing, defensive, shallow, and
“unambitious; conventional-and stereotyped in thinking; lacking in -

T " . &sﬂf-d'i:o:ﬁon and seﬁ-diﬁpﬁno.

o
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CLASS IV BrEASCKES 8 11001 ECTHAL AND. INTEREST MODES

16, “Psychologicqlg;ﬁinde
. Py

~17. Flexibility
R Fx

dness

To meaqsure the deaiee to which the individual is interested in, ond
jesponsive to, the inner needs, motives, and experiences of others:
"HIGH - SCORERS: outgoing, spontaneous, quick, resourceful, change-
able; verbally fluent and Iso?iclly ascendant: rebellious toward rules,
_réstrictions, ond constraints. LOW SCORERS: apathetic, serious,

" and unassuming; slow and deliberate in tempo; overly conforming

and’conventional.

To'indicate the,degrea of flexibility and adaptability of a person's

* thinking and sctial behavior. HIGH SCORERS: insightful, informal,

adventurous, humorous, rebellious, idealistic, assertive, and egotistic;

" . ,

'/ - ‘ . /'
/8. Femininity

“sarcastic and cynical; concerned with personal pleasure and di-
version-LOW SCORERS: deliberate, worrying, industrious, guarded,
mannerly, Thethodical, and rigid; formal and pedantic in thought;

deferential to authority, custom, and tradition.

To assess the masculinity or femininity of interests. (High scores in-
Jicate mope feminine interosts, low scores moro masculine) HIGH:
SCORERS: appreciative, patient, helpful, ‘gentle, moderate, per-
severing, and sincere; respectful and accepting of others: behaving
in a conscientious and sympathetic way. LOW SCORERS: hard-
"headed, ambitious, mdsculine, active, robust, and restless; monipu-
iative and opportunistic in dealing with others; blunt and direct in
thinking and action; impatient with delay, indecision, and reflection.
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Appendix B:

Scoring Sheet and Conditions for Rod and Frame Test

Number - Sex i L Project
Position : “Position Position of Rod
Trials of Frame » of Rod ‘Set by Subject
' . . 'iO
1 28° Left 28 Left
(o} o o .
2 28 Left . 28" Right
3 - 28%Right 28 Right
4 " 28° Right - 28° Left
¥ " 28% pest 0 28° Left
6 - 28° Lett ~ 28° Right
7 ' 28° Right ~ 28° Right
8 28° Right 28° Left
9 | - 28%Left - 28° Left
0 28° Left ~ 28%Right
11 287 Right. - 28%° Right
12 - 28° Right . 28° Left’
Total

- Mean
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Appendix Ct\
MODLFIED CLOTHING CONSEQUENCE SCALE
. (MCCS)

QUESTION BOC 'LET
DIRECTIONS:

@

Choose one of the answers given after each statement that best
expresgses your feeling most of the time. There are no\right
OT Wrong answers.

R
P A

A

On the answer -sheet provided blacken the spaée of the answer
you have selected with a pencil (ink cannot be. scored

mechanically). Make no marks on the test booklet.

"y,

PLEASE DO NOT LEAVE OUT ANY QUESTIONS.

Example 1.

I will not wear garments that fit pobrly.

Strdngly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree , Disagree
I1f your answer is'Agree, thgn you will biacken out thevspace‘
on the answer sheet<ﬁhat'has."A" over it. Make your marks
darEfaLd bet&éeh ﬁhegguideiines as shown.
E 8= == N= =B= '=s?% ‘

5?;;_‘.‘:{[?‘ S

- &
ot



1.

72
. page 2
1 try to create a good impression by the way I dress.
Strong ..y Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree ’ Disagree

—I enjoy attempting something mew in clothfhg more than 1 enjoy

wearing the old favorites.

Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree _ ‘ ' Disagree

I'believe'a person should always strive to wear clothing which
makes them as attractive as possible to others.

Strongly Agfee Neutral Disgagree’ Strongly -
Agree. : : Disagree

I do not feel uncomfortable in the presence of others when
1 am wearing clothes,that are different from what I usually wear.

Stronglyf ~ Agree ﬁ Neutral - Disagree Strongly
“Agree ' ; : ‘ : Disagree

.When I have a chance I will glance over or read advertise-

ments for clothing ip newspapers, pattern books and/gr magazines.

. . X
Strongly - Agree Neutral -  Disagree Strongly .

Agree ‘. Disagree

An individual should attempt to usé»his clothing to appear inca

\
manner which is acceptable to others.

5

'Strqﬁgly“v Agree " Neutral ° Disagrce ' Strongly

Agree Disagree
I tfyvto be. alert: to all new clothing ideas and possibilities.

Strongly  ‘Agree Neutral Disagree . Strongly
Agree : ' Disagree

1f you are -concerned about what others think of your appearance,

" you should try to wear clothes which accent your good features.

Strongly Agree ~ Neutral — Disagree Strongly .
‘Agree L . o Disagree

)



9.

10.-

11,

<12,

13,

14.

“15.

16.

~very high above average - below ' Verx}low

Agree

page 3

\

1 feel slovenly if I am dressed sloppily when 1 am alone.

Strongly Agree Neutral =  Disagree Strongly
Agree ¥ ’ o . Disagree

Slnce wearing clothes whlch are pleasing to me personally gives

:me a good feellng, 1 try to dress well even when 1 w111 not be

. seen by others that day.

Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree L - ° Disagree

Much of my time is spent on clothing - planning, buying, caring

for, etc. in comparison to other students my age.

«

“Strongly Agree . Ngﬁtral - Disagree ’ Strongly

Agree - : ) Disagree

My general, iﬁterest,in elothing is % ‘
SA . A N D ‘ SD

A

average o ~average

In spite of the fact that I know no one else will see me, T

-

Strongly Agree Neutral DisagreéA - Strongly
. = . Disagree -

\"V

1 would rather wear something old but pleasing than‘something_ﬁew.

Strongly " Agree ~ Neutral Disegree Strongly
Agree e ' S ‘ . Disagree

Even when no one else will see me, I prefet to wear fiattering‘

styles because they make me 1ook and feel better‘

Strongly Agree Neutral - - Disagree St ongly
Agree : ' - ' " - Disagree

I often‘try several storesvbefore buyingia garment to get-the
best fit, style, and price.

Strongly Agree ‘ Neutral Disagree’ : Strongly
Agree - . : " Disagree

L

re

feel better when 1 amsdreseed in deeigns that T -consider becoming.



19.

21,

22.

23,

24,

74
page 4

Sometimes when people stare at me curiously, I wonder if

- something-is.wrong with my clothing.

Strongly Agree Neutral Diségree Strongly
Agree : » Disagree.

One of the first things I notice about a person is whether thuir

P

clothing is fashionable. - R
Stfongly, Agree Neutral Disagree ' Strongly ’
Agree . . . " Disagree

i
. a oy

I think in terms of how I dress as compared with others. ™ .-

Strongly Agree Ngutfal Disagree Strongfy‘“
Agree . Disagree

iI am alone, I could care less what I wear.

ngly Agree  Neutral " Disagree’ Strongly

gree , . o . Disagree

v

It is not wbrtﬂ’the bother of spending alot of -time dressing “

carefully when that time could be put to better use.

Strongly. Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree - : . Disagree .

I am eager to try new'cldthing?ideas.

. v
4

' Strongly - Agree Neutral - Disagree Strongly
, Agree : : ) Disagree

I wear clothes when by myself thdat 1 would not wear jif others

. were around. - C : , @
Strongly Agree Neutral ' 'Disagree 'Strongly
. Agree ‘ : . Disagree

Planning and wearing clothes are necessities which are seldom

enjoyable.
Strongly Agree,:‘ Neutral - Disagree Strongly -
Agree R : S . Disagree °



25.

a

26,

31.

3
‘- page 5

.\“’A . B

I iy

1 lrke tqQ wear new clothes equally as much as I- llke to wear v

- 4 { L "-.- [

~old favorites.: . , . Y
Strongly ° Agree v:,Neptral Disagree §trong1y e
Agree - o T K Disagree

IWhen I am by myself I do not get enough personal satlsfactlon

-

7

v

’ Stroﬂgly Agree A Ngutqu tDisagree" Strohgly

Strongly  Agree . ¥ Neutral ) Disagree

‘Strongly

R
from belng dressed attractlvely to make it worth the effort

A

ree . Neutral  Disagree- ., Strongly S
Agree o oo o ‘ Disagree

~ N ! hd X
P . , \

I think the stlmulatlon of wearlng somethlng new makes 1t

)&\:Vorthwhlleiuaggﬁ%\a chance on something unusual and untried,

e ' wp Pag
. ’ . i 0

ng matter what others may thlnk b-

- . , : _ C o
Strongly Agree- . Neutral' - Disagree Strongly
Agree ' ' T _ Disagree .
: - 0 et~

I do not thlnk it 1s worth the bother o /ﬁfsp@ﬁdlng time dre531ng-up

Just for myself alonexr‘

..

Agree’ . Disagteéo .
< J/

If I do not: 11ke a.é?yle whlch all my friends wear T will not”

i wear 1t‘ even though I may be con51dered out of fashlon

Tl
It 1s°no% -wotrth the rlsk to exgeriment with untrled clothlng 1deasu

“ o
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree ' Strongly
Agree - S - P Dlsagree

'Strongly Egrge; . 'Neutra} Disagree ~ Strongly

Agree . L .-Disagree ’ v

N : R



v

32.

@*34,

e~

“36.

s

-~

page 6 !

bl

1 wear "odds and ends'" when I am not going to be seen\b others.
becauée I do nouﬁghink‘ic ié worthwhile to spend time or thought

on dre331ng just. for myself
Strongly Agree Neutral . Disagree Strongly
Agree : ‘ T ' T - Disagree

. : . i - ‘ )
F try to avoid making many changes in my clothing practices

because changes make me uncertain of what others me&\think.

.

Stfongly.. -Agree ) Neutr@l Disagree vStrongly"
Agree o Disagree

. , ¢ - S
When 1 heet someone 1 am immediately aware of theit clothlng
Strongly  Agree: ' Neutral ‘ Dlsagree Strongly L
\Agree . o - o .Disagree . 3

‘To be looked upon as. hav1ng dlfferent taste }n clothlng onlyﬂ

< reassures ‘my feellng of. 1nd1v1dua11ty. 1. dress to please myseﬁf v

-~ B

Strongly v Agree o, Neutral “ ,Dlsagree.v St?qnglyj IR
pgree . .~ L . . N .Disagree * ct e
Cee Ty o

1 enjoy wearlng somethlng dlfferent everyday'%y mlxrng ‘and mafchlng
s . \
r'achleving new looks'with dlfferent\accessories A S

et R R S LI Lt
. ’U .\- oL g ¢ o,
L.'Sproﬁg?;ﬁi Agree . Neutral <1Dlsagree - Strongly \\f b
' Agree , NP L Dlsagree T
K R ' . ' ) : J

"Even if my ﬁriendsfdo not l;ke‘m§ clqthes;

but I do, I will*still

‘continoe to wear them. - , L

‘Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree : Strongly

Agree . ’ B I ‘Disagree
- o

Slnce different styles of clothes greatly change a person s

' appearence, I thinksit is worthwhlle to experlment w1th the

use of clothingy b o a - \\
;St:odgly Agree ~°  Neutral - Disagree . Strongly
Agree o R .~ Disagree

>

R



77
g - 4 . o page 7

39. When by myself, I do not notice what.d lbok like because it

i

makes no-difference whatever ﬁ$ me. - s S
.Sﬁfoﬁgly ﬁgrge ‘ Ne;tral | Disagree StFQngly :
Agree. S I Disagree
40. If clpthes please the Qearer, then they should not. be concerné&
~ about what other people thlnk of gﬂélr appearance ‘ 'i
‘Sh Strongly Agrge ’ .vﬁeutr5$>;\\;?isagree . Strdngly,’$'

Agree. .- Disagree '

91. I try to express my individuality in the wax } dress thgreforg,
I do not}nécessarily wear what everyone else does.

Sﬂfongly'_' Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
. Agree _ e a : T _ cDQ$égree

-
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Results of
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Appendix D:

Clustet Analysis for MCCS

" Cluster 1, 3 and &4 were
for self/others.

Cluster 1 includes

¢ @
CIUSQSF 3 includes

—_ '
v

Cluster 4 includes

[

essentially subunits of the subscale dressing

statements: 26, 29, 32, 20, 39, 10, 15, 9,
- 13, 33, 35, 28, 41, 31 and 12
(31 and 12 were statements origi-
nally in the*subscale general ‘
Lo . "interest) : < , ;
statements: 1; 3, 6, 40, 8, 4 19 and 27
(27 origlnally in general 1nterest)

statements: 23, 37' and 17.

Llusters 2 ?nd 5 were mainly’ gbmprlsed of items taken from the subscale

t\gEneral'interest.
‘Cluster 2 ineludes
i

. CLuster 5 includes

W

.

ﬁ B @5«/

-statements: 18, 34, 7, 22, 14 2, lL‘,36

and 21

i o . . 2

statements: 16, *38,,5 and 30 Lo

-

SR S (30 originally in subscale dressing
oo . for self/othe;stfk i

~

Statements 24 and 25 were ‘not found to cluster within any group

o= e v

ind therefore, were cen51dered flllers whenever clusters were

A} ‘ 2

iﬁi". ‘ﬁsedofor anélys1sﬂ-'v B
> - PO

. AN

. o *
. . - .
R T . o /—’ IS
.'\‘, ot C o . S N
L% : .
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Appendix E: General Instructjons

.

1N§TRUCTIONS: TO BE READ EEFORE BEGINNINC
We want to flnd out to what degree perceptlon and behav1or are related
There are no right or wrong answers' for any part “6f ‘this exper1dent"
you are only required to answer in a manner that expresses your feelings
most of the time.

All answers will be.coded and therefore no narmés will be used in the
analysis of the data; in this way all results will be anonymousfand

. conf1dent1a1
You will be required to answer two wrltten tests and partfc1pate in one
experlment Please do not leave before you have completed all three . B
parts or, your data will be useless. After doing the final portlon of

i
‘thls experlment 'you will be paid.for your time and cooperatlon .

= ; — — SR ‘ R
PARTS ONE AND TWO: CALIFORNIA PSYCHOLOGICAL INVENTORY (CPI) Tt o
: MODIFIED CLOTHING CONSEQUENCE SCALE (MCCS) =, o e

- > . I

READ: Please read the dlregtlons before beglnnlng the test
i Use only ‘the penails prov1ded for completlng the answer sheets R
. Fill in your aée, sex, ID numberj faculty, etc. "(For pdgés -,x!-}%ﬁ%ny

. 2 and 3 of the. CPI test your ID ‘number isvonly necessary) . Tt
s “ - Answer all questlons, even if this meahs guessing; and make

. & sure yon;/péﬁtil marks are dark and between the guldellnes.

_ ‘ . When comp eting the CPL test be sure your answer and. question .

DN ) - . number ‘are the same ) . . e

U o v ¢ :
. Fl h Ly » . “s . . .
REREIR . K > SR -

. I
N - - g s s > A LR P
o o R T T S R B : AT

 PART THREE: EXPERIMENTAL TTEST- ~ +- = ' - _ .~ % o=

P e L0 B DR N . “ e ' N v . > ST
~ [ T N, . . ‘e .
- B R . . I

"~

1

i -'APpkoxiMATE>TIME FOR EACH TEST: - CPI B NP .. 1 hour
‘ o o MCCS +vvvevionesessesn. s L3 minutes
 (EXPERIMENTAL) ... .. RFT vveviavenancenss ... IS minutes T~
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