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JEAN G. GRAUBERT and LEONORE LOEB ADLER
Adelphi University

group (V' =72) was composed of students who responded
to a Companion Program enrollment drive on campus via
flyers, newspaper, and psychology class announcements.
The Ss were mostly sophomore psychology majors. Control
Group 1 (V=74) was composed of students from three
psychology classes who had been solicited for the
Companion Program but who did not enroll. Control Group
2 (V=33) was composed of science or business majors in
two mathematics classes. These students were exposed to
the general publicity for the Companion Program but were
not solicited in class.

Task and Procedure

A figure-placement task, modeled after Kleck et al.
(1968) and Iverson and Adler (1971), was used to measure
projected social distance. Colored stickers, 19 mm. (3/4 in.)
in diameter, were placed in the center of 21.6 X 28 cm. (8
1/2 X 11 in.) pages of white paper. At the top of the page a
brief sentence identified the sticker (e.g., “The sticker
below represents your car.”). All Ss were given a test
booklet of 10 items and an instruction face sheet. Attached
to the booklet was a card containing 10 removable stickers
of the same type and color, which were identified in the
instructions as “your self.” Ss were instructed to place the
“self” sticker “anywhere on the page.” Except for the first
two sample items (“car” and “dog”), all items were
randomized for order in the test booklets. Ss were
instructed not to leaf back or change answers. The task
took about 10 min. to complete.

RESULTS

There were ¢ test comparisons made for each item
between Experimental group and Control Group 1,
Experimental group and Control Group 2, and Control
Groups 1 and 2.

Stimulus items were divided into three categories: (a)
Sample items—*car” and “dog” served as practice items. No
differences were found between any groups. (b) Anchor
items—"‘peer” and “‘stranger” served as a base for
nonexperimental distances. No significant differences were
found for “stranger.” “Peer” differed at the p < .05 level
between the Experimental group and Control Group 2. (¢)
Experimental items—*“volunteer” (V), “psychologist” (P),
“attendant” (A), “mental patient” (M), “retardate” (R),
and “mental hospital” (H).

All items increased significantly in distance from the
Experimental group to Control Group 1, from the
Experimental group to Control Group 2, and from Control
Group 1 to Control Group 2, except for Item V in which
the Experimental group did not differ from Control Group
L.

Withi Experimental group, P and M were
approximately equidistant with “peer” (see Fig. 1). A
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Fig. 1. Mean distances on 2 figure-placement task for one

volunteer and two nonvolunteer groups. (V = volunteer, P = psy-
chologist, A= attendant, M = mental patient, H = menta! hospital.)

was about halfway between “peer” and “stranger.” Within
Control Group 1, M and A were approximately equidistant
with “stranger”; P was about halfway between “peer” and
“stranger.” Within Control Group 2, P, A, and M were all
far beyond «“stranger.” For all groups H was the farthest

and V the closest items.
Item “retardate” was omitted from Fig. 1; R was

identical with M in the Experimental group, and slightly
closer than M in Control Groups 1 and 2.

DISCUSSION

The present study found clear support for its hypothesis
that the major difference between students who did
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