
¶1- —

AD—A 061 765 DELAWARE UNIV NEWARK DEPT OF PSYCHOLOGY F/G 5/11 N !THE SUBTLETY OF WHITE RACISM. (U)
OCT 78 S L GAERTNER . J F DOVIDIO N00014—7O—A—0113

UNCLASSIFIED NL

J9~ FJ9iL _E
DUE__

p -
~~ 

_ _



LEVEV
I Th~ Subtlety of White Racism: A Final Report.

I Samuel L. Gaertner

• John F. Dovidio

J Department of Psychology

~~~ University of Delaware
Newark, Delaware

H
H

~~ oEC 4 t91e~~~
j

a

H
This research was funded by the Office of Naval Research, Organizational

Effectiveness Research Programs, under Contract Numbers N00014—70—A-.0113—0003
and N00014-76—C—0062. Reproduction in whole or in part is permitted for any
purpos, of the United States Government. This document has been approved for
public r.lease and sale; its distribution is unlimited.

ii 
~~

•

‘0 I~k h,.~.)



% t C U M l t~y CLA~ SIrR AflON UP THIS P’*(.r ~$7i.~ tI •1• IP, .~~~f)

REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE 
__________ _______

$~~PO M T  N U M n r n  (, ()V1 ~~~CtS&IØN P40. 3 M E C I P I t P 4 V %  (AT A L O ( . NU M A P N

_ _ _  I. _ _

4 T(TL~ ~~~ So(. f(t I ,J ~~~~~ . I Y V P  f~~~~~~~~~~~ P~~~ Q~) ç9vV nr()

Suht li ’t ~ of W hi t  ‘ R:i~ A V t u ~t l  R ’port 
/ )

S. •lAPo~~M*wG oAe. ~ (POW NUWS~~~

~~~~~T~~~~*-o~~~ s*sT •~uMIt *.&L-~~ .I
(

~~

t

~~ 

Ut I’ • . 1. . . HId ‘V  Iii I ~ • N C~ I L_. 7 — 
—

S P~~~PØ~~MINO O~~QANIZ A 1IUN N AMP ANO ADO~~tIS 4ê• 
APISA W~~~~~ t~~~~~ NUMSI1NII 

T_*•~~~

I
— 

1111 I~~~~ I t y  ~~_j ~~~~j~w: ir l 5  
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Nil 170-8/ i

II lO N T N O I t J N U  OPPICI NAUS AND ADfl~~I~~ ~~ 3 & L ~~ ftLJMJ

(f t L.~$~~ - *VM~~I~~ OP ~~~U S

11 MON1~~C~~PN 0 AO1~~~~~NANI a A~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Z’ 
J N T ~~~~~~~~~ AI.~~~~~~)

v;:’ T~T
- I iS~ t. A I P I C A T P U N  I~O*P4~~~~At I INU- - 

~. ..., —~~~~~~~~ ‘ S(’14 P 1111 I I

IS tTII1 P~U~ ITtON ST ATtMYN I (i1 fbi. ~~~~~~

A lT IIt i lI. . tI I iTt i t i l i l ii i%( l ( . t ,f • i)i. ,t Ihut It Tli Ilt i l  itti l I (( 1

I?. OI41 PIP~~ iPT ION SI A t P Mt NT ~..f lb. •b.t,~ I nIel.•I In N1..A 20. if •fIff.,~~ l tn.m, R.p.~tfI

/ ~‘ 1 l•~ -‘ t i ~~’’ ~~~~~~~~~ !•~ ~ .‘v % ( )

II SUPPLVMWNTAPI~~ N0TP5

IS kI ~ W0PI~IS ( C.wi(ln.,a .wi ~•~~øra~ •ld. Il ~~~~~~~~~ d Id.,,fOñ. Ir Nø.~~ noS,b..)

R:;i 1:t I At ( I I ~iili~ ; , 1k’ ~~ I ~~ ll ’II:l~’ 1 ’ r  • ~~~~‘ ~ ~ ‘~ ‘~‘k I it~ ‘1t:t~’ b r  St  t ’t ‘ot v;’ I
At ouH,I I • t ’on I o in~ It  v • i~~T I ‘ l’xp ’e I :~t I oti~~ I~~’ ’ndt ’n~’v NOrIUH • ~~~ I • l~,i I ~% I
I) IHL ’V IIlIIIT:%( tOn .

A’$I RAC I (C~~la ln•.. .~ .~ .e.. .Id. II n• ’..wy .,.i#.M.sfltp Ap Ih.PI nuii.b.il

~.i A Hf ’1 t 4 ’! o f  oxpi’t III%(’IT t S .‘X ~Ill% I III II In’ •I,I( I —il lit~ k :11 1 it  tnh’s ill W hi t  ( S  SO ns
I 0 1 i ’~~f ~t t~iipITfl.’iI, SHill II’ • I tnt I UOt’ t t i  I i t  t u b  (IHI I t ’ i’~~~~ ITV WhiUli b l~it ’k~ and

• iT I 1t19’ tU I flO r i t  Ii’s nntv itt’ V It ’ I I nt I .‘~‘~I wh iii’ .t I I OW I ~~~ wI~ I (os I o .uv o Iii a sonsi’ ot
~~4’1• iTt T~t I rospon!; I IT I L I  I V I or I Iti’si’ t tI lt iH’t~UOtTt

’ 05 .ti~d t’Vi ’t~ IU.I I i t t  a In an t ’~’•a III. at ’ I an
SI’ LI  i~ t~t~~t ’ .. ( i ’I~i’ t a I I\’~ ~ tt ’It ox pt ’ rfmi ’nt l t t t l l i ’.it I ’S I m u  wIt i  it ’s ato inoto I ikt ’ iv
[IT iii • ‘ I i f l) iILu f o .i~~.i Inst h l i’ks Itt w lu t t ’It I a I Itu~ t’ t o  i i ’5)T1TttTtI’ 110511 lvol~ oouu td he

(Si ’i ’ ov,’r~

DD 1 JAN 71 1473 ItTItION O? I NCIV SI ,$ OSSOL,Tl

% N (fl iT ,’- II 01-4 
~~~~ S I C U P I P T Y  C~~A t P I C A Y I O N CI~ t HIS PA OS ~~~~~~ ~.. ,.,.Il

,/  (
~ ~~ / , .

~~



~1

SI (UNITY CL A’i~ I P I t  A l  I o N (T~ 1 IIP ~ I’A s.t 1 Wh... I ’M. S,.I•I•J)

-‘0 , AflSI’ItM F ( iTil t I itut 1

It I 1 t l ’ut .uI~ 1,’ t o  I n t or ~~( tn t’ t It tu u , i ~
- t ’ . b i t t ’ nu.i b r  t I uni t tt~’~ ; (lii built ’:

• Wiu l  t o  l ’vs ( iiu~ii’ t ’;  Iii’ 111010 L i  I’~’ Iv 1 Iii ( s i t  It  1I’ut o t ’iItt ’t~~~t tIi v i~t ’iIt r,I( t ’,f
u I i l tiS.t I Ii ’ .i 

~‘ 
l.1 t lIo I ii.tii t o  .I it tutt,utttl’ I t h O u ,; i’tflt ’ u o ,i’Iti V wi tout  t Ii~ v ( ‘ t  t u t u Is hI ,i,- k

iu.uiu wtn ’ uu ( Ito v 1 t  tnt Is w it  I t o , b u m - i’ • h L.u k v 1 t  lIlt: w, ’ t ,  Ito I i’ ’J 1t~~~ re ’a~l I lv

~Iu,’it utu t s i t  I i I litit (t h u  of  I l i l t i S t I %~_ u 5  l’’’~~~ ~Ii  • Wito i t  I v : .t it~ I,’i d id  unit iu ,tV t ’ (1w
‘~‘~‘t’i ( t int iv to  ml s i lt  u i  l’ui o I t i ’ItS ,i I , i’ l n  Is t u t u  w it I t o  v ( u t  (In:; w.’ I ’  Ito 1 po I  oqu.tl L v

.‘, H v s t a i u u l ors  a I otto , Iit 1 
~‘ 

iii tok .tiu i wI t I t o  v i  i t  bti i ~ •‘II II.I I Iv • llowe ’vor , wlu’ii
‘( 1u ’ r t ’ v s t  •uunlou ’ i-; ~IFt ho I t t ~v t l o ho .iv.i I L ab ’  it ’ , i v  t a u d, i ’ ;  t i l t  I t n t ’ t i ’’;j’~ ’it ~; 11111 i t  V
f l U l t ’ t’~’,iii ( I v  ~,tmn ( t b u t ts  b ut ~ I~

, i t ’s:; I i u i h I i ’uu I Lv  t i l l ’ iii .IO L t ILitu wi t  i t  e V l it  titus .
i’ t ’ t i utu ,~,’~; Is t• o b i t  • ‘l  t o  lit i t i I i t t ~ , t t t u l  C lii ’ p u t t  t ’t - ii u ’ t  l i o , t t  I — i t t  o

• . t t . i L  L I,. t Ito tut ’I i’~~’’~ 
lit ’It tV t u T i ’ lihi .I:.II I u S ,

t , W h It  o i’v ’ . ta i t t lot’ :; .1tt ’ titu ’ I t ’ ‘.tt’S i ’t’t iI’I~ ’ t o  iil t u t u ’ t I I t ( t  v PF~~~~s t i t t ’:i t o

0111.1 lit I ti.tc I. Lvi ’ tInt. I tug t ’uni’ u t i i n  ( 0 ’  I tI \ ’ u ’ I ~ t~ ’. f i b  .t~ k I h u h  uuIt It  v l~~t h its .

,t . W bi t  I i ’S . I u u t ’ h ’ t  I t o h ’  I i t t  I,; ‘I I t i  ~d j i:; I rt ’uf t i i t l t Iv I i~~’i:i .1 t ’l. i~ ts b’ , t t t  1101

(5 t (‘0(11 a w h i t .,’ i’.ui t Hot - . lhu~h5 i vi t , ~~~~~ lH’ ii’ t: t t ~~.1 ~ .~~‘t  t~ ’t l v  ‘ : ‘ !  I t ’ ll  ~‘uh

~t I it  i’s S~’ L t~ ’ I t  ito III Los ’ ;  I t • ‘u l u u o t t (  iv  t u~~~in t ’ i  s Is I hu.uiu I Fu ’th wit i t t ’ P~I t (  11015

‘
‘. i/it t t i : ;  uospi ’it L t o  t , i (  l v i  v ut ’17,at  Lvi i v t o  hI ,u, k st tpt ’t’v t Su l t - i; , rog~tt’ tI Li ’s: ;

It t it,’ :5 h’ t ’ lV  I :5’l’:; o’th t It th ot ,‘i h , ’ • hiu ~w , v t i • w i t  I t  ~‘5 t t ’sp iint o p ~’~ LI I Lv t t v , ’ u , t l i  Iv
~T Iii at ’ Iss Lit st uih il i’d I tnt  t o ru to : ;

II.

/4” .

5

. N t h u  ii i~I I c,~,i

A l l  OF fillS ~~A (Wh.fl .1. P d.t.,4I

L ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~



~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

I

• (‘lit’ Subt lety  ~h f W hi t ’ Rac ism: F inu l  Report

• In t roduc t ion

‘rite’ Kern er  Cottun ission ’s inve s t  igat Ion of t im causes of the c iv i l  din-.

* orders , p er p et r a t e d  p r i m a r i ly  by b l ac k s  in several c it i e s  across America  In

the  1 a te  191-if) ‘ 5 , cone I t ided t h a t  , “wlm i t t ’ r ac Sm ” , to a si g n i f i c a n t  degree ,

was responsib le  fo r  I n s t i gat i ng  t h i s  pro tes t  by blacks,  Ind iv idua l ly , however ,

even a f te r  the p u b l i c a t I o n  of t ho se  f i nd ings , w h i t e  Americans did not feel

p r ,~ ona~~,x respons i b l ’ . Pr ob ;ub lv , most whi t i ’s hel  ievu’ tha t  as individuals,

• they have never  behaved in a manner w h i c h  act  ively and/ or  i n ten t i o na l  lv ser—

ved to d isadvantage  a s ingie  b l a c k  person.  Ftur ther , they o f t e n  Pro tes t  agains t
S

being held accoun table  lot ’ t h e  act ions of the i r  ancestors .

A c t u a l l y ,  they  are probably correct , i . e . ,  that  most w h i t e  Americans ,

as i n d i v i d u a l s , have never i n t e n t i o n a l l y  harmed or f u r t h e r  disadvantaged a

black person. At the  in d i v i d u a l  level , howe ver , w h i t e  Amer ica ’s responsibi l i ty

may 1 i~’ in the passive acceptance of Soc io—Pol it l ca l  pol icy  tha t  serves to

hur t  and to fur t h e r  d i sadvantage  blacks as well as o ther  minor i t ies. Perhaps

whi t e  America ’s respons ib i l i ty  at the  individual  level lies not in hur t ing

hut  ra ther  In f a i l i n g  to recognize the n e c e s s i ty  for  assistance or in being

re luc t an t  to hel p those oppressed by i n s t i t u t i o n a l  racism as readil y as they

would i f  these v i c t i m s  were regarded as f a m i ly .

However,  even t h i s  rd uc tan ce to help  disadvantaged min or l  t i e s  may not

he recognized e a s i ly .  Instead t h i s  mot iva t ion  may func t ion  I n d i r e c t ly  in

terms of f a f  1 Ing to recognize the  extent  of b l ack  v i c t i m i z a t i o n  and thus

the necess i ty  for  he lp .  For ex~nmp I e , the  persi s ten t emp has is  on “wel far e

abuses” seems to suggest a m i s per c e p t i o n  r ega rding  the number of b lack

rec l it lent  s who do not act  tu tu l i v  need t h i s  tYpe ’ of a s s i s t ance .  A second poss I —

b i l i t y  by which  t h i s  re luctance  to help m i n o r i t ie s  may fu n c t i o n  Is via an

- - -  - - 
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unwi t t ing p r o pen s i ty  to  r edtuce the  impor tance  of hel l) m G d is~idv antaged  minor  i—

t ies in t im e presence of o the r  n at i o n a l , loca l  or persona l am b i t i o n s .  Tha t Is ,

h e l p i n g  d i sadvan taged  m in o r i t i e s  may he cons idered  to he a r e la t i v e l y  i m p o r t a n t

goal. However , i t s  h i e r a r c h i c a l  p o s i t i o n  may be e a s i l y  d i s p laced . Thus ,

national security, f iscal responsib ili ty or the neighborhood school concept ,

but not racism , become t ime recogn izable justi f icat ions for c urtailing or

opposing programs aimed at am elioratinp t i m e  consequences of i n s t i t u t i o n a l

racism,

The reported research focuses on the a n t i — b l a c k  a t t i t u de s  of w h i t e s  so

as to tC~~t a proposed , sub t l e , indirec t process by which these a tt i t u d e s  func-

t i o n  so as to perpetuate the victimization of blacks and other minorities ,

w h i l e  a l l o w i n g  w h i t e s  to avoid a sense of persona l r e s p o n s i b i l i ty  fo r  these

0 u ’t’i:, eq uuonc ci;

In general , our work is aimed at the  sub t l ety  by wh i ch the racia l  at t i-

tudes of whi tes  (at the ind iv idua l  level of a n a ly s i s )  a f f e c t  t h e i r  behavior

with regard to blacks. Some contemp orary  inves t igators  have accumula ted

evidence t h a t  supports  My r d a l ’ s (1964) conclusion regard ing  the conflicted

nature of white America ’s attitudes toward blacks. Katz and his associates

(Katz , 1970; Ka tz , Class & Cohen, 1973; Katz, Cohen & Class, 1975) charac-

terize the racial attitudes of most whites as neither uniformly favorable nor

all negative, hut as ambivalent. In particular , a high level of ambivalence

was hypothesized to exist among individuals who scored hi gh on prejudice to-

wards blacks and high on sympathy with the black underdog.

in add it ion , it was recently suggested (Caer tner , 1 76) that the racial

att Itudt’s of many people who claim low prejudice may be characterized by a

special tYpe of ambiva lence , t . o. , “aversiveness” (ci. Kove l , 1Q 70) . For t i t e
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aversive t\ ’pt ’ t here is pr esu mtued t o  he a con ii let, between neg zt t [ye f e e l i ng s

toward blacks , which  are not it lw .uvs  ~ousc lously s al i e n t , and a conscience

which  seeks to r e p u d i a t e  or d i s so c  i t t . ’  these f e e l i n g s  f r o m  t he i r  umo npre jud i c e d

st’l f — p r ej  ud iced on at  t. I t mm d e  i n v e n t o r  l e o  • Tin’ res tu I t s  of s tiud it’s by I)ut ton

and Luke (, 1Q 7 3 )  ~~~~ toil ‘tutti i ( ’ f l t ( ) X 
~, 1 q / .

~ 
) , C,ut ’i’( ner (I Q7 3 , I Q 75)  and W eit z

( 1972)  may he i n t e r p r e te d  as suppo r t i ng  the concept  of aversive raci.’um

• (cf. Caer tner , 1976).

The thesis underlying our r e ’ s c a m ’c i i  i s  t hat  low pr e jud  ice scor ing people

would not u s ua l l y  behave in ii mann er  tha t  Is o b v i ou s l y  b igo ted .  Fu r the r , it

asserts tha t even many high pre~ nil ice scor i ng m d  iv idual  s, a I though w i l l i n g  t o

articulate negative feelings toward blacks , do not view themselves as pre—

jud iced to the ex t e n t  that they wou ld  deliberately refuse h e l p  to a v i c t i m  of

an emergency, solol.v on the basis of th e ’ v i ct  Im ’ i; race.  T h e re fo r e , the mm ttri—

bution of racist motives f o r  t a il Lag to  intervene  in behalf  of a black v i c t i m

may be cost iv f~ r many h igh and low p r ej  nil iced wit i te by stand ers . Consequent ly ,

when d i s c r imina t ion  occu r s  it simon id he mediated by a sub t l e , indirect

a t t i t u d i n a l, process which i n su l a tes  these  bys tander ’s  t rom recogniz ing time extent

to which their  r e l u c t a n c e  to intervene was motivated 1-iv antipathy toward blacks.

It appe ’al’ s , then , that In  a soc Let  V ill which  ega l i t a r i an  norms are h igh ly

valued and at ’ t ive Iv pro I essed , btu I in wit icim soc.i a 11 n a t  ion and St ruc t tur a 1 in—

f .luences I’ requent ly lost er p r ej  ud tt~ e , t he  e t C  ec t s of rac Ia 1 a t t I t u de s  may l~t~

very subtle.

• This at t Itud timal f ram ework suiggests  that white bystaneicrs art’ more likely

to d iscr iminate  agains t black v ic t ims in situations where failure to intervene

could be a t t r l h u t ah l e  to fa ct o r s  other than the victim ’s race . When the vic-

t im is b lack , the proposed jilel trec t a t t  It u d i n a l  process is hypothes ized  to

- I differentially increase , withotut. t ime bystander ’s awareness , the saliency and

{
_ _ _  _____ __________ _____
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p~~t e l u t ’\’ ot  I tus ’’;~’ luo n —t ’ a, ’ c ’ i’ ’ L a  •~ l t i c  t ~‘u ’s v im t h m  won Id t c u d  t o  m l i i  m u  I c I i uo

i l t C ’ ~~ I t v  or’ not [vat i t t l u  I or t lie ) ‘v ~~t . i zmc1 , ’ r hec ’cuni i i m g  pt ’m ’s~’ima i i v  I iuv ~ I v t -il • ‘vt ’ iu

i t  t i t i  v i c i  (in was w it i t  ~~. l’Imiio w I t  it ,i li t ,iok v i i ’ t in, h OO t ’ l’vi ; t . i u i d e i  u n i v  bc

more I ikc ’I v  t o  p t m c t  lv ~ t i m e  t tnt ’r~’ t ’i t c v  S I  I c l a t  l o u  as o tt o iii ~.h i o h  t Is ’ ~

s i s t  au~’ o is e it bet’ t l f l h u t ’t ’ t ’ i; S I  1\’  , UulW ~i t t ’ ,tilt ed , 01’ proc 1 uded liv ‘ t lit ’ F ~~T ’ I o u ’ i t  I c’S

i(o wevc r , w h e m u  i to no n —r a t ’ e to l i t  ci 1101  it I ~‘a t b i t  I o ,ivo i~l h i t  e rv, ’nt i on  I

.ev,i i i  .uh ’ Ic , t ii~ wit i t  c ii’s’ ot  au th  t’ won Id ho t ’xp t ’c t oil t o  boIt . i ~’.’ e t f l i t ’ i w i t  b o u t  Fe—

t~artl I or t l t t ’ V i O t  t in ’s r i o t ’ o r  in .1 i i I . In l t c ’i’ t~l u ! ~ ’1t t ,u vt i t ’ s l~ 1.i ck ;; l ’Ot ’. i i IS t ’ o f  I it e

l m i ~~li c o st s  t o t ’  c l i s t ’ u ’ I u n i n t t i n ~’ , i i ~, m i n s t  l~l , i i ’ks ( ml  t h o s t ’ o i ~~t u , u t  f t — u s .

S tud  1: t h e  I- ’ t t e c t  L Anmb ij~~ U v o f  an Fus ’r~~cnoV 1 A t t F ( h U t I t ~lt ot Ar oius , i~~,

.Ult! l~.toe of V i c t i m  out ile l p 1 u~ ht ’l i . t v i o r .  (l’ et ’htn Ic ,t I Rc’por ‘1 ,

M u v , i ’t . ’ (, ,~

[‘he p r i m a ry  purposes  of t i m  i s  r ese,i t ’~’It a re  ~ 1 ~ to (l iv os t I c a t  c t i to ci f o o t  s

o t  arousa l c- in h ’  lj - i  ing l- ic ’hav I or ,und I, ‘1 t o  I est  a no~lo I c on c e r n in g  h o w  tao t a t

a t  i i  t ude~ may af i co t  l - i v s t . m u u ~t e~r t n t  er v e ut  ion.

A model of b v s t a n c i c ’u’ t n t t ’i’vent  iou in  emergelicY Si t c i ~t t  L o f l S  i Ill t’~~Jti~’ c’ci b y

P i t  i.uv in , Rod in , and 1’ i l l  .iv in t, I ‘hu ’) ‘t pr oposes  t h at  t lie pi • Int , i cv mo I iv . t t  ion for

respond l u g  is  not  .tn . i i  t u t u  1st: i c t ’ult ’ , ? ‘ii t I s  f i t s  t1 ’.i~i ~i ii ’d ot m I st  Ic ,ios i t t ’ t o

rid ch est ’ 11 01 an tum p I e.us,in t onto t lena I st at e  gc ’not’ a ted 1-it v i  tness l  ng t i l e’

c ’ln e t t ~t ’ l l t  v • Fur tht’rmot’e , i f  t i m  i i ;  .ussc ’r t ion  is t r u e , nrou5,t  1 is  a net ’ c s s ary  but

not s t i f f  it: i t ’ lu t  c o n d i t i o n  t or e l i c i t  ing  b vs t  antler  t’t ’sp olls [ve i t c ’ss . l’he wi-irk of

Sch.i~’hier  .uu id h i s  many co I t e ,u i~iu e S  Sii ’,t ’ t t i i ; i t  1-it ’ ot  amid ci’s must  no t  ouil  v ho

aroused but must  also at t r ibtu to t h e i r  s t a t e  o 1 a r c—u sa  I t o  t he & ‘unot’geumt ’V

he I ~‘i’e respond I m u g • Thus , i f  p r io r ’  to  an euter gem icy , I’”~’P I t ’ .i~~~ a~luiuitt 1st erect

.u p 1 .tcc’bo desk ’ r i  I- oct as itav j im 1’, s i d e ’ e l f  ec’ t s assoc tat oil wit it mu m ’ot u sa  1 i, t’ • ~
‘, •

(no t o as t ’ I n  i m e.uu’  t — u , i  t e ’) , I bet’ iut , iv fl u I sat t r I b i u t  e the a u o i i s , u l  ~eii , ’ m a  I oil 1’v

- -
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the  emergency to ti lt ’ pill. If immis aitrib utlon occurs , t lueu according to t h e

P11 iavins ’ model , responding  to the emergency would  not be ins t rumenta l  in

reduc tug the unp l easant  eniot iona I, S t ; u t t ’ . Titus , s u b jec t s  g iven the o p p o r t u n i t y

to misat  tn bu t t ’ t he source c - i f  ,u I t -Usa I t o  t h e  p iac t ’t - i o wou ld  he e ’xp& ’c ted to t n t  er—

vene less r ead i l y  than  wou ld  st ih i cu t s  g i v en  a i)l.ICC ’bt) descr ibed  as h av ing  non—

arousing side e f fec t s .

A s tudy  by Har r i s  anti hl u ang 1, 1973)  on by s tander  i n t e rven t ion  obtained

resu l t s  cons i s t en t  w i t h  th i s  reasoning . However , the  f indings  of N ishet t  and

Schachtcr  (1966) stmgg est  tha t the degree of ambigu i ty  of the emergency may be

,u c r i t i c a l  f a c t o r  m ed i a t i ng  time a tt r ib u t i on a i  e f f e c t s .  N lsb e t t  and Schaclmter ’s

results  indicate tha t  tlm ei ’ e are 1 Inu its  to the  extent  that  a person could mis—

a t t r i b u t e  arousal,  to .mn a r t i f i ci a l  source.  The range is apparently ltounded

on the lower eutti by si t ua t  tons wit  ii at least some arousal and a t  time upper

l imit  by s i tua t ions  t lm at  genera te  ext remely  Im ig h levels of arousal .  Since

unambiguous c’mel ’gc ’iuc ie s  are repor ted  to genera te  hi gher levels of arousal

than ambiguous emergencies (Clark & Word , 1972) it is expected tha t m i sat t r i—

hu t ion  of arousal wi l l  he less l ikely in the unambi gtuou s emergency and thus

will l~~ve a less pronounced e f f e c t  on bys tander  responsiveness.

Wi t h  regard to t h e  secouid purp ose of this  res ear cim a number of studies

have shown that whi te  bys tanders  are more prone to help whi t e  vict ims than

[ black vict ims. Gaer tner  ( 1975) suggested that  tim e a t t i t u d i n al process responsible

for this discr imination may be extremely subtle and indirect. According to the

first stage of this indirec t model the white bystander  wi th  black and whi te

vict ims is motivated d i f f e r e n t ia l l y to seek a l ter nat i v e  in terp re t a t ions  of the

emergency which prec l ude the necessity for  his pers ouma l ln te rvcuit ion .  IC how—

ever , this search is f ru i t l e s s, the white  bystander  wi l l  then help regardless

of the v ic t im ’s race so as to avoid act ing in .i way obviously tinged with bigotry.
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[ v i c t i m  was mt~tn i pu 1,1 ted by the p i e  t l i l t ’ OB t l me c o l l e g e  1 .1) . i- r ese’nted to the

Subjec t upon an t’xch ange  to  dc - i t t - i  rm I nc- i i i  the part it ’! pan I s  wore  sI r angers

Al St-i , t i m e  vi.— t o e  was i&l ~ t t t  i f  l ab  1 e as b I so k or  vii i t e . Sub j or Is were  t hem t in-

formed t h a t  one a i m  of t h e  s t t u t l v  wou ld  t~e to d e t e r m i n e  I f  c e r t a i n  subs tances

cou ld  incr ease  recept  I v e lv  to  F .  S. P. Consequent  iv , 3 P lacebo in capsu le  f o r m

was a d m i n i s t e r e d . For i t a l t  the  sub j ec ts  it  was tiese r ib ed  as caus tug  symptoms

of a tu tonomi c  a rousa l  anti f o r  the  o the r  h a l f  t ime  s ide  effects were h-resented as

not rous I n c . .  The expet ’ init ’n t e r  t h e n  it - i f t the stu b oct  al t ) t t t ’ to beg in  the  t a s k .

A f t e r  the  f i r s t  se v e n t e e n  t im i r t v — s c ’cond F P . t r i a l s , t h e  sender got imp

to f i x  it s ta c k  of c h air s , as a p r e lu d e  to  the  emergency .  The s u b j e c t  then

heard the sound of ch.ui  rs f a l l i n g  fo 1 loved by prolonged s i l ence .  As sugges ted

by Clark and Word ( 1072 )  
• in  the  unambiguous  emergency the crash was accom-

panied by screams • vhf  10 in t i m e  anti- i guuou s si t uzt t ion no screams occurred .

Two depend ent  measu res were  employ ed . A he lp ing  response was scored if

the sub j ect l e f t  t ime room w i t i t i n  a s i x — m l n c m t t ’  per iod  from the occurrence of

the emergency .  In a d d i t i o n , t lme l a t en cy  of i m e i p  was recorded . I f . however ,

the subject  d id  not he lp  In t i m a t  pe r iod  a score of s ix  min cu tes  was assi gned .

• R e s ult s  and D i s c u s s i o n

The eff icacy of time amb iguity ntanipu la t ion was suppor ted by suh ,j ec t s ’ post—

experimen tal evaluations of (1) how sure they were that the victim was hurt ,

(2 ’)  how much h e l p  t imey believed the v i c t i m  needed , and (3) how serioum s they

assessed the s i t u a t i o n  to be ( m ult i v ar l i ut e  F(3 , 14 2) = 8 . l2 , p,~ . O Ol ) .  The data

also suggest t ha t  the a t t r i b u t i o n  manipu la t ion  was successful . Al though t i tere

was no d i f f e r e n c e  In the to ta l  number of arousal symptoms reported . su m hj e c t s

receiving th e aroutsal p lacebo descri pt ion att ributed more arousal s~~~ ptoms to

time pill. (F(l,l44)~ 6.O6 ,p,’Z .O2’) and more to a combination of both pill and emer-

gency (F(l ,l44)~ lO.2O ,,~< .Ol), while subjec ts presented with the nonarousal

___________________  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~- - -~~~- - -— .- -~~~~~~~



- I t ’ Va - i ’ I si-i

~ I t c t ’( ’e t u u d u t ’t i - i - t i  .11 ( 1  I’ - i t m t t~d mui t i i ’ c ’ , u u ’ ’ i i ; ’ - t l  ;;~ - ; n t - t ’ r - i ’ ;  t o  I i i ’ t ’ ;- ~~- i  ‘ ; - i  V ( ( ‘ m l , l - - ’~~’—

1. ~~~~
‘ , p— . ~~~~~~ . N - i - i  d l  fterc -iitct ’ In t h ue  t o t  a i m tcumht ’ r of no it: l m - i ou , ou l ‘4v1’ e” - i t -~ mio t ’

. i i l v  - ( i t t  -i ’ r - i -~l t  ha 1- -  i t t  r U - c i t  Ion  O’ t ’ i i l ’ i ‘d d~ u t ’  t ~ t l s ’  p l .~~’ t ’h - i ’ I t ’’S’ u t p t  i - i -u t  f ,~~- t  ci
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2 ( R i o t ’ o t  \ ‘ i e t  i~ -)  x 2 ( Fv p t ’ t t  1- ’:’~ ’ u  ; ‘ o f l t ’\ x . U ’ l , ; ’ t ’ ( - - i  °-i -oo r ( p 1 i - i ui~ x ,~ (i ’ t’ t ’—

t i d  ( C t -i So - i - rc ’ o S i t l - i  ‘t’ t ‘m .un.il t i ;  i s  c-i v ,t  u t  , l t t - i ’ t ’ wa i t  ro u t S -i i nod i- i t t t l i t ’ I a
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t ’in t - i u ’ g t ’ ((-‘(1 . l - ’~’,’).. . ~O l ,p” . O Q ’) . Nt -i main e f f o r t  nor  su it ’  s l - o, i t i  j es u i t  i n t t ’t ’ , t o t  ion s

I n v o l v i n g  time p r e j u d i e c ’ sco re - i - i t  su b j e c t  were  ol- t a I t ’ied

In ord e r  t o  p r o v I de  a t e s t  ot ’ t i l t -i P 1 1  lay  In  et al  . nn — c lt ’l most  ceui~ lo t t ’t i t

ci t h pr ey  lou t’ ; help lu g  hc ’hta v f o r  r e s t -a ro l i  , a I c; t f o r  s Imp to c-i ~
‘ c ot  ~

; was emp I c-it’ci.i

i u t vc- i  lv i  ng on l v  t i1t~5t ’ stub ji -c Is ci lb t it i.’ ciii It ’ V I t ’ I i i i ; . As p r od  Ic I tO) , sift — I  co t  S

li ol pc’d tlio vict u n mort’ qi t  I oh l v  in  t h e  uin , uu i ; l - i  i ruous  -i ’ ;ncu’ e,c it cv  s i  tw i t  Ion t h an  i t t

im e amh 1 to to i m s em er c .c u i i .’v cond I t  Ions (F ( l  , I ‘~4’)~ ~l . ~~~~ •p’.- .001 ’)  , Al so , ts pr ~’d j o t e-i 1

suh i c- i C  t s w i t h  t he  w h i t  c-i v I t ’ t In t’eport c-i ti t lt e unani t— I gc u ou m s as oppo~~etI to  t in’

anuh— I gu i ect s cr ici ’ c .o n oy  i i i  t tu a t f.m as utt ort’ t u p ; c t  t l u t e , (1- ’( 1 , I - i - - i ’ ) - u- i . t) ft , p - i’ .01’) ;t flt i as

c a u s i n g  more symptoms of ,m r ous ;m i ( F ( l  , I ‘- i l - i ’) S •8~~, ~~ 
.0 1’)  . Fur l  ) it’u’moi ’c’ • si u~n i  f 1—

t ’ , I f l t  cot’r elst  ions were oht  .m ( n t - cl such ( h u t :  t i l t ’ mor e svnip t  ems et  art-tusal suml’iec’ts

at t r i h u u t e d  t ti I lie emergency the  faster the spt ’ecl of h e l p i ng  ( i ’~ . 11 • d f~ 7~ .r’—
001) , anti t he  c.rt ’at or t i m e  upset  suul - i l t -ic t S r c’por t ed t i m e  me V t ’ t in I t’k Iv  t I tc ’\’ Itt ’ 1 pt-i c)
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The E f f e c t s  of A m b i g u i t y  ~~t Emergency , A t t r i b u t i o n  of Arousal ,

and \‘ ic I u rn ’s }-hu o e ou t  ( e l  p ( in ’  Bc ’ i t , mv i or

N h ELl’ OF h ELP

t ’NA ’Iii I C(’OUS EMERCI - ’NCY

N C N — A R d I S . -\ l , PLACEBO

WHITE V I C T I M  20 62 . 9 SEC .
NS

BLACK \‘IC l’TM 20 95”~ 63. -i SEC .

ARO L SA I i’I \t , ’F~~0

WHITE VICI’IM 20 lftO~ 50 .1  SEC.
.05

BLACK V I C T I M  20 85 ’.. l1~~.5 SEC .

A1’~ I C1’OUS EMER GENCY

NON-AROUSAL PLACEBO

WHITE VICTIM 20 85”.- 148.1 SEC.
.09

BLACK VICTIM 20 1Q6.1 SEC.

AROUSAl. PLACEBO

WHITE VICTIM 20 55~ 25 3 .8  SEC.
NS

BLACK VICTIM 20 55Z 237.4 SEC.

_ _  _ _ _ _ _ _  ~~~~-
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the v i c t im  (r 28 , d f 78 ,p< .O1) . Thus , as suggested by time a rousal  model , a

signif ican t rela t ionsh ip be tween aro usal and hel p ing  appears to  e x ist .  However ,

a test  of the proposed causal r e l a t l o n s h u f i )  resides  in the  a n a l y si s  of t h u e

e f f e c t s  of a t t r i b u t i o n  of arousal on it e lp in g  behavior.  This  anal y s i s  revealed

a s i g n i f i can t  emergency type by p lacebo  descri p t i o n  i n ter a c t i o n  for  t ime w im i t e

v ic t im (F( 1 , l4 4 ) =4 . 9 7 ,~ ,< . O 5 ) .  Analogous to the f i n d i n g s  of N i s h et t  and

Schachter  (1966) there was no d i f f e r e n ce  due to a t t r i b u t i o n  of arousal  on help-

ing when the situation was unambiguously cri tical. However , in the ambiguous

emergency situation subjects given the opportunity to attribute their arousal

to a placebo helped the v i c t i m  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  slower than d i d  subjects  not  pro-

vided this attrihutional opportunity (t(l44) 2.95,~p,<.Ol , one—tailed). These

results are indeed supportive of the proposed causal relationship between

arousal ~nd he lp ing .  That Is , subjects  hel ped fas te r  when they were more likely

to a t t r i bu t e  the arousal to the emergency. Thus , help ing would be ins t rumenta l

in reduc ing  the unpleasant  s t a te  of arousal.

Al though the manip ula tion of the per ceived source of arousal s i g n i f i c a n t ly

affec ted the amount of help subjects with the white victim exhibi ted , it did

not systematically in f l u e n c e  the subjec ts ’ evaluations of the emergency situa—

as reflected by their post—experimental responses. No emergency type by pil l

induction interaction (F(3 ,70 ) = 0 .7 2 ,p < •50) nor main e f f e c t  for placebo descrip-

tion (F(3,70)=O.50,p < .50) were obtained when a multivariate analys is was Con-

ducted on st thjec ts ’ ra t ings  of the seriousness of the  s i t u a t i o n , amount of help

needed , and certainty that the victim was hurt. Thus, the opportunity to attr l—

bute the -iirousai to the placebo appeared to affec t time perception of the emer-

gency ’s impac t upon the S. rather than influencing the Ss’ percep tion of the

seriousness of the emergency. This tendency too, supports they hypothesized

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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I u • ‘ i at (on l’t’t w, ’t ’um at t ’ i i si I md I l - i ’ l l’ l u t e .

C t ’ u i ’ ;  I th , ’ u a t  I t’ut i — f  h u t ’ m ; u - t of f lit ’ ~‘I l iii ~‘ I, ’ i deti  , t  1t a t  ci it of  • ‘ ‘ ; , i  it i.’hi I t b

m,’ , i ’ ; , ( i i  i c i m , ’ u  . u  • cc i i ’ ;  i : , (  i - i t  m e l t  Ii h i l i i  i t  ( i t t  h u , t ’ u i ’ i ’ uti ,’th , ’l . t~’hi eui I Iii ’ o f  f . ’ ’ t o f

; m u n t ’ I c i t l  t V o f  t L, ’ ‘iiiel ’ , - u i t \- i,- , ’ u ~~’ .t u , u  I v :, ’ - i ( t i m - i f - ’~’- i ’ u t t h t ’u t t  i ’ f  tu i l s i f t  m ti ’m u f I - i - i t t I ~‘t  c o t s

( 1 ..‘ , • t Ii,’ nout - :u m ‘ii i I p h  it - t h e  u’. m o m u i ’ ’ )  • t l i e u ’ ,’ w. i ’ ; , ;us  pu t ’ii tel , ‘ tI , i t , ’  d l  t I c m c i i, ’ , ’

( m m  the auuu -i ’ut ,tt of  I,,~i 
~ 1— 1, - i - k  , u u u ! m,- l u I I c  ~‘ l o t  I uu us u t ’c, ’I  ~‘otI w h m t ’ t t  li t , ’ sI t u u , u t  lo ut W I : ;
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underdog.

In a d d i t i o n , Caer tner  ( 197 6)  suggested t i m a t  the  racial att i tudes of many

peop le who c l a i m  low pr e j ud i ce  unay he cha rac t e r ized  by a special type of

ambivalence , i . e . ,  “avor sive ncss” ( c f .  Kovel , 1970) . For t ime aversive type

there is presumed to  be a con f l i c t  between negat ive  fee l ings  toward b lacks ,

which are not always consciously salient , and a conscience which seeks to re—

- 
- pudiate or dissoc [ate these feelings from their non—prejudiced self—image .

Nevertheless , the  m a g n i t u d e  of negative feelings toward blacks among ave r s ive

types may be equivalent  to that  of peop le who score as hi ghly prejudiced on

a t t i t u d e  inventor ies .

The thesis under ly ing the current  research is tha t  low prej udice scoring

people would not usually behave In a manner tha t  is obviously bigoted . Further ,

it asserts that even many high pre judice scoring individuals , although willing

to a r t icu la te  negative feelings toward blacks , but because of their  amb ivalence

do not view themselves as prejudiced to the extent that they would deliberately

refuse help to a vict im of an emergency , solely on the basis of the victim ’s

race. Therefore , the a t t r i bu t ion  of racist motives for  f a i l ing  to intervene

in behalf of a black v ic t im may he costly for  many high and low prejudiced

white  bystanders.  Consequent ly,  when racial discrimination occurs it should

be media ted by a sub tle , indirec t attitudinal process which insulates these

bys tanders from recognizing the ex ten t  to which their  re luctance to intervene

was motivated by antipathy toward blacks .

This attitudinal framework suggests that whites are more likely to dis-

criminate against blacks in situations where failure to respond favorably

toward blacks could be attributable to factors other than the person ’s race.

In an emergency , when the victim is black , the proposed indirec t attitudinal 
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p r u -iceas is Imypothes ized to Increase , w I t h o u t  t hut ’ wIt  ( t o  hr  at  an t ler  ‘s awareness ,

time sa l i ency  and potency of t h o s e  non—race  r e l a t e d  f a t ’ t or;; wi t 1 d m  would  tend to

m i n i m i z e  th u  n e ces s i t y  or n u o t i v a t l o n  for  t ime by s t a n d e r  becoming  p e r s o n a l l y

involved , even if t he  v i c t i m  were wimite. Timus with a b l a c k  v i c t i m , t i mt t sc

by s t ande r s  may I-ut ’ more l i k e l y  to p e r c e i ve  t -h t e emergency s i t u i a t  ion  as one in

wit 1 d m  t ime  ir persona l as s i st ance  is ci t i t e r  tmn ecesseu rv , u n w ar r an t e d , or pre-

cluded b y ot imer  pr [or! t i e s .  However , wi mea no non—race rd rut ed m is t  I u l c a t i on

to avoid  i um t e r v c n t  ion is av ai l a b l e , t ime wit I te by s t a nd e r  wotu l  ti h - i’ exi -ec ted to

behave e it i t o r  w i t h o u t  regard for  t ime v i c  t im ’ s race or  [tm a maimer wit j o l t  f avors

blacks heca tm se of  the  h igh costs for  d i s c r i m i n a t i n g  a g a i n s t  b l ac k s  in t im ese

s I t i m a t  Ions .

This specific study concerns time li ke- il ihuo o d t h a t  i)y st r und er s  w i l l  d i f f u s e

respons ibi l ity among other bys tanders  more read ily for b l a c k  t i tan  for  w h i t e

v i c t i m s . f lar ley and Latane (1068) have shown t i t at  t i me  ( - r ; ’s ( ’uuoe  of o ther  b y-

s tanders  w i t h  whom bys tanders  cannot connnmnicat e nor observe  may a f f e c t  the

l ike l ihood of In t e r v e n t i o n .  In the present  st u dy ,  the  presence of  o ther  1-t v —

s tanders  w i t h  whom time sub jec t  cannot  c om mu n ic .mte  is introduced so as to pre-

sent the sub jec t  w i t h  a j u s t i f i a b l e , non—race  r e l a t e d , reason to remain inact-

ive ( i .e ,  , the be l ie f  tha t one of t ime o ther  by s t a n d e r s  may in tervene  and he lpl

Thus , I t  is expected that  both high and low pre jud iced subjec t s  w i l l  he lp

whi te  v i c t ims  more r ead i ly  t i tan black v i c t i m s  when they b e l i e v e  other  capable

bys tanders  are av,’m i l a b l e .  However , they w i l l  not d i s c r i m i n a t e  agains t  blacks

when they bel ieve that they are time only witness to time emergency since they

bear 1002 of the rc’sponsibility and the search for justifiable reasons to avoid

intervention is more likely to he ~unsuccessful .

Fur thermore , to avoid  con fot und ing  the  perceived i’. t t ’e of the  v i c t i m  w i t h

_ _ _  __--—
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the v ict i m ’s perceived social  s t a t us , t im e soc ial s t a t u s  of t h e  victims will he

var ied  sy s t e mat i c a l ly .

Ii ‘~o , to p r o v i d e  ium to rumvu t ion relevant to l ime relot l o n s im i p  be tween psy cho—

p lmvs lo log ica l  ;i rou sal  and b y st an der  rc ’spona iveness t im e s ub j ec t s ’ iu*’art rates

w i l l  he m o n i t o r e d  t o n I  inuously v i a  h i o — t e l e nu et r y , wh ich permi t s  the sub ,ject to

be f u l l y  m o b i l e  at. t ime t ime of the It
emcrgem tcy ~

I ,

Method

Sub jec t s

S i x t y — f o u r  w i m i t e  t ’e-inmales were se lec ted to pa r t i c ipa te on the  basis of t h e i r

scoring imi either time upper or lower qu artile of scores on an eleven—item Likert

format questionnaire regarding attitudes toward blacks . This scale for assess-

ing prcjmmdic e corre’l ;ttos h i g h l y  (r=.83) with th ree subscales from time Woodmansee

and Cook (19b7) scale: (1) case of interracial contacts , (2) subtle derogatory

be l i e f s , and (3) prIvate rights.

All subjects were received under the guise of an experimen t in extra—sensory

perception in which subjects were led to believe that timey would be attempting

to receive messages f rom a sender , Brenda Evans , in a cul lcle across time ha l l .

Ac tually , the sender , w h o  as to become time v i c t i m , was a tape—recorded  voice

sent over time Intercom system. Time purpose of time experlmemmt , as exp la ined to

the subjec t , W3~~ to test time “ pi m v st o l o g ical synchrony ” theory  of E . S . P .  whic im

proposed that on trials when a partici pant successfully received a message

from time sender , their autonomlc nervous system would be in greater synchrony

than on trial s on which time message was not successfully received .

Time race of the v i c t i m  was mani p u l a t e d  by the  p i c t u r e  on a co l l ege  1.1) ,

presented to time subject upon an excimange to determine i f  t ime  p a r t i c i p a n t s

were s t rangers . Time vo ice  of thtt sender was a l so  I d e n t  i f l a b l e  as b lack  or w h i t e .

~~~~~~~~~~ - - ‘ - -~~~ - - -. - - -~~~- ---—— —— --- . - - ~~-
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hum add It ion , t im e  soc lo— e conom m u Ic st a t u s  of t i m t  v i e  t (mum Wa ;; mum a u m I pu t a t  t ’d by  pre-

sen t 1mg the s u b j e c t  w i t h  ba ck ground in f o rnuru t (on (dent I fving the’ occupation of

t ime st ’mm de ’ r ‘ a t a t  he r as a duc t or or a;; a j a t m  I t o  r . I~ 1 n a i l  v • h a l  f time sub 1 cdt ; ;

were Informed that they woul d he t ime  oni v r e c ei v er , v im l i e  ha l  f we ’re t o l d  t h at

t w o  at  im er r t -ice i vet’;; you Id  at  so ho part let pa t  I ug • (mm st -ip a rat  -i -i c ub Ic It ’s , a ls o

ad j r m c e n t  a th e ’ sender ’s and were sh own t w o  add it lona l  1.1) . cards  of vial te

fenuru I c  “sub je c  t s’’ . ‘h’ime expe l-  intent er tiue’n Ic ft t u e-i stub j ect  a t  ott o to beg in  the

task.

A f t e r  t lt c  f i r s t  1 7 t c i a  is ( t i m e  las t  60 second;; of ’ wit 1 d m  a 1 so sei ’vt ’d as

baseline period for time heart—rate measure)  , time sender got up to f i x  a s tack of

cha i r s , as a p r e lude  to t ime emergency.  Dur ing time emergt ’tm cv s i t u a ti o n , the

sound of cha i r s  f a l l i ng accompanied time viet inms ’ screants . “They ’re f a i l i n g  atm

mmmc , .- .(screrum).. .(scream).”

Three measures of h e l p i n g  were recorded . A h e l p i n g  response was scored i f

the sub l e c t  l o f t  t ime  r e e L ’ Iv 1iit ~ r o o um m w i t h in a t h re e  m i n u t e  p er iod  f rom time occur—

r emmc e of t h ’  t’nmel -gen cv. In a dd it  (on , t ime l a t e n cy  of t ime s u b j e c t  to react by

s t a n d i n g  and t ime  latency for opening t ime door of item’ cu b i c l e  ( l o c a t e d  n i n e  foo t

away) were recorded . if tIm e subject d id  imot h e l p  w i t h i n  a timroe m i n u t e  p e r  lad ,

a la tenc y score of  180 seconds was assi gned .

(1) A Mean Overall Escalation measure was o b t a i n e d  by calcul ating the mean

itcart—rate for each on—second interva l during the 60 second ba se l i ne  period

wit icim precedes time emergency , and subtracting 11mm from time mean huerm rt—u ’rute for

t ’ac i m second followIng the emergency ’s onset. Ti m is  post emergency period Is con—

eluded ei ther one second prior to t he  S s t and ing  fo r  those Ss who hel p,  or at the

i -m i d o t~ time 180 second post emergency period for time n o n — h e l p e r s .

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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(2 )  Time Mean Overall Dcv [at Ion (Hot)) score Is t i m e  abso lute  d i f f e r e n c e

between time mean i m e a r t — r a t e  d u r i n g  time base -i l Inc per (ad and h eart—rate for each

SCCO n (i tol lowIng t ite t un e t’y e t m c ‘‘ ‘ 5 ou t- i t * (nut 11 one st’i’eumd before S he’l ps or

for  a full 1St) seconds) I gumor ( m u g  whether the hue ,u r t —ra t e change ’ Is an at’ceicrat Ion

or deceleration rd - it t ive to base’ iine. ‘t’I ue difference score Is sntuured then

suumned across second s, c l i v  ided l*v the  num umhc r of seconds , fol  lowing whic it  t ime

square root Is c u h t , ’m (ned , .ts Ii md iczuted by time foi mula

~ (X En~~rgcnc~’ - X B a s e l I n e ) ~

This  Mean Overa l l  Dev iat  ion t i men p rovides  an i n d i c a tio n  of variahi I 1t~’ most

c o m p a t i b l e  w i t l t  a s t andard  d e v i :m t  ton score , except  It focumse-is on tite deviation

from time h’msel Inc mu me a um .

• Res u lts amud l)iscuisslo mm

The resu l t s  of the anal~-s Is  of the frequency of hel p ing responses suppor t s

the predictions derived front time Indirect :mtt ituudina l process. Chi Squmare

ana lys is revealed tima t stuh ,i cc t s whit , had t i m e  appo r t un it v to di f fuse u’espe’ums lb t il t y

helped time victim less frequetmt ly titan bystanders vita heat - el t ime  emt ’m ’gencv a lo m me

(56. 3’~ vs. 87. 
5-’,-: , X2(l )“6. 26 with Yates correct (on , p’~ .02) . Ftmt’tlmermore , al—

t imoug im timere was no main e f f e c t for  time race of time v ic t hit nor for  ti m e p r e j u d i c e

score of the subject on the prop ort  Ion of he’ I p i  rug responses , tim e p r e d i c t e d  Race

of Victim X Presence of Others  In t e r act i o n  was ohtaluwd (z 2.88, p< .Ol , set ’

Langer & Abelson , 1~~7?)  , As intl  [cated by F! gmim e I tim is -interact (on revealed

that when bystanders bet leved t imat  they were  time ’  o n ly  w I t n e s s , b l ack  ~‘t ct  Im s

(93.8~) were helped sligh tly more’ often than whl t’e v i c t i m s  (8l . l~ ) .  h owever ,

when subjec ts  be l I eved  t h a t  two ot h er w itnesse s  exis ted , b lack  v i c t ims were

helped less often t han  white victims (37, S’( vs. 7 ~
2 ( l~~~-l l 7  w itim \‘atcs cor—
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rection , p.< .lO). No main effects nor interactions associated with the status

of time victim or prejudice score of the subjec t were obtained . Mumitivariate

anal ysia of the latency measures corroborated the findings associated with the

frequency of helping.

Heart—Rate and Helping

The findings also indicate that there is a statistically significant

relationship between the cardiac measures of the psychophysiologIcal impact of

the emergency and the speed wi th  which bystanders intervene to hel p.

The two measures ( i . e . ,  the Mean Overall Escalation and the Mean Overall

Deviation) correlate — .61 (p<.OO1) and — .45 (p< .OO1) respectively with the

latency to help (i.e., open door). Thus considering the mean escalation from

basel ine of time absolute deviation , one way or the other from baseline , the

f i nd ings  indica te  tha t  the greater the psycimophysiological impact of the

emergency, the faster the bystander intervenes.

Although the previous correlations were based upon changes in heart—rate

recorded for a reasonably long period a f t e r  the emergency, the relat ionship

between these changes and the speed of intervention was actually in full force

during the initial ten second period following the emergency ’s onse t as indica ted

by the — .56 and — .45 correlations between these measures and the latency to help

(i.e., open the door). Furthermore, baseline heart—rate levels were not related

to the magnitude of heart—rate change induced by the emergency of to the latency

of intervention.

These findings are compatible with and offer strong support for portions of

a model of bystander intervention suggested by Piliavin , Rodin , and Piliavin

(1969). This model proposes that a state of psychophysiological arousal must

precede a bystander ’s intervention and the speed of responsiveness will he a
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100 White victim

90 - - - - Black victim

80

70

Percent of 60 \

Subjects 50

Helping 40 S.

30

20

10

( I I

Alone Together

Figure 1. The percentage of white subjects helping black
and white victims based on whether they believed that they
witnessed the emergency alone or with two other white
bystanders (N=].6 per cell) . 
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i~hi i t t ’ ~~u~’ I sIn

(1

t o n  a t  t iu c u m u .u g m m I t  rud e a I t i m  is ar ou ts .u  I

, \ u u a  I ~-ses of v.i r i ;mm m et -i omm t ime ’ Mt-ian m ’’.-c u - a l l i-se a i - i t t  I en •m im d ml so ou m t hue  ‘t , -i . u t m

OVe ’i ’:t 1 1 hey  i . u t  l o u t  nu- i , t s u u t c ’’~ -i i hte’ . it t — - 1- a t e  c i m , u m m c ,o pt ’ u u t ’ l . u  I I ~ ~~tr,m I i d  i -id t h e ’ p at  i i i u m

i mm d (rugs ali t a i m m e -i ui w i t  im t l it ’ lie - i l  p m  tm ~~ beI m av l e t ’ mo~m suu r es . T h a t  i s  • no m a i n  i - i t  cot

ali t .t t r u e d  t t -i I’ t iu-i v i e  t j un ‘ t i c  c , v i e - i t tnt ’s sl u t  ru m-i , c-i t- s m t i i  ~cc ‘ p u t ’ j i m - i l i ~‘e - i m
~~ -d  r ’

ti-i ll I 1~ -i ,i  u’ t - i nml  m - ; m l ’~ i , ’st hu g  a ma i t t  e f fe c t  ti ’ I h’ t t ’Su,’u tte ’ O V :‘thi, ; ouu~’e e I ~t St - i t S  p .

ant i  ~“ . I t~, t’ t ’Sl ~~’ e ’t  i v e h v )  was r t ’ve ;m hoe l  . i - m i t  l i e r u m o l i -i
, t i t ~-i R .u’ -i \ P t - i ’ ’ ’ t ~~~-i ’ or

:~hst ’um c e at  (~t hi t ’ m’s I rut erat ’ t i i ’ l l  c i  I ( ‘0 t a 1 so t etid eel to e nor  o - i  I or  t h m ~~s c lie -ia m - t — r a t  e

mc -i . I s m u r i ’-; ( p - . i)~ ~m mm ti  p~ . O~~, respec t  ly e ’ 1 ~‘) . \c i m t t l  I c - i t t  ed by F I ~- m m m  -i 
• vim I oh p r o —

Sel i t S  t im , ’ m~vt ’1’~u h  1 Moan Fse :ml ;u t (an  scores , t i m  I s  Rao e’ x P r c s en c~ or :\li i:ou mce ’ at

t~ t ito rs in  t c i a  o t ion  e f f e c t  r t - ivea  1 s t h at  when bvs t am m e l c r s  be I I evc~I t i m i t  t 1mev vi ’ t i ’

t i te aim lv  w i t  m moss , h i  m c k  v i e  hums c i  Ic  I t  ed si I g i mt l v  ~‘ u e : u  I ci’ I i’ve -i Is c t  h eart —r~i I

t -i sc.l Lu t  iou) t baum t~-i hi i t  e v i  k- i t  In s .  h owever , wim en ~ t ui ’  lee  t be 1 i eyed t hi , u t t w o  at h e r

l *v s t : t nd , - i r~; i ’x i s t t ’d , w h i t e ’ V i c t  ins t- i I  Ic! I cci greatem’ l e v e l s  ~~t e - i mc .u  l i t  b u m  t l u au

ci I t i  b l ac k  v i i • t ins . S Int l 1 am ’ f Intl  (ru gs We ’te abt a  (neil an th e s e ’ lue ’ ,m r t  - i t t  0

w ite ’mt an t  v t he  t ’ I rs t tetl sec onels f a l l  ow l u g  t h e  eme rgeumo V a i t ’ comu s I - il ’’ t t -i~

in  t i m  tm - i st muiiv . wheu m vi m I t , ’ iiv ~~t ;mndt ’t ’s lie I l ov ed  t it ems, ’ I ye s  t o  hi ’ t i m e  out I v

W j  t f l e’ss t o  an t ’ui u t -i r g t - i u m c  v t i m e ’ Ii i t t ’ 1 p i f lc ~ behma v i or ~t mmel ps~- i c i m oph~’s I oh t’ c~ I c.j I u - i -i spOilS I \‘e’—

ness were qm m I t o  l i i  gim t a r  bet  ii h i  ;ick an-i v im it e v i ~’ t Ins . Time h~rc~~’ni ’c 0 1 0 1

a p 1i~m r , - i u u t  bv s tande ’r s , however , ra~h ( c z u l 1 v  a l t e - i r e ’ i t i m l s  ~~~ t e r n  ~- f  f i n d  i n e m - ;  l um ,i

n~mnnc ’r vii ic im was of p u  rt len 1 , m m’ d t s :melv ant ztge  t o  t i m e  i i i  zm ck  V I c  t I p 1mm . i-i : I t  ii a s u t i —

Ic  l e n t  ru s t  i t !  c at  Ian to ave tel l t m v o l  v emume nt • no 1 angel ’  d i d  im I g h t  p r o p ar t  t o u t s  a t~

i~ m - ; t nt ervt’n.’ tpm I t- ik I v  (mi lit - i imit  1 f of h i  ack V i e  ( t i n s , mis t hme ’v d id wIut -in Sm ; w ’u - e  m1 one .

t t  ~ p.1 u’ t 1t m u I a r s ign  I f  I t’anc c In t i m  I s  s t m u d ~ i mm t i m e ’ dm m uumpc ’ut ( u t g  a I’ c-a t c i  Lu o

r e spoi ms  I venc-iss f ar  h i  ack vi  e~ t I ins In  It tat ed liv t h e  b e l l e  t~ t 1st t at  her  liv st .u umdt ’rs

a r ’  ;uv ; i  i i  . i ) ~ It ’  t o  I ru t - erv e ’um e . Tim I s  t l anmpe ’ui I m m g d I t i  not  on I v  t -imt ’m ’ge ov - i m t I mc , h u t

_______ - -~~~ -—- ~~~~ ---_ --



-~~~~~-‘---- -- ~~ --- -~~~~~~-‘ -~~~~~~~~~~ _ - -

~~~~~

-

~~~

-

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

--

1~
W i m i t e  R a c i s m

21

+18.... ________  
White victim

+16 
- - - — Black victim

+14 \
S.

Mean +12

Escalation +10

of Heart— + 8 S.
5
’

Rate (bpm) + 6

+ 4
\

+ 2

0 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Alone 
- 

Together

Figure 2. The effects of the victim ’s race and the belief
that others are presen t on Subject ’s change in heart—rate
following the emergency (N=16 per cell) .
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was prom -m t -i ll t . t  I ‘mo-; t I nmmrmts l  1m m t t i  ‘ I c  ‘1 1 os I li~ I i t o  c ’ I i m  I e I I h m ’  i - m I m e ’ I -i e’lic ’\• . I l ’ t t  • t h u

v u  - i t i n i ’ rac -i d i d  not  rr - i r c  I I I I  o ct  t h tt ’ S ’s lee i s  m ’ l i  1 o i U t  e- i l ’ \’e i i t -i o r  t o  rena  In

L t i . i t i ye l i m i t  I t i t l e -i t -id l i m i t ! I’ I t t -i tI l i i i ’ p s v ’ i m c ’p ! v m ;  101 eg I m ’.ul I m ’- ;-~.u - i t  a t  ti m - i ’ o”ro r~~e’Tte ’\’

I t m - I t l t’ , t , m mt  o n l y  m.miut - in t h e  S bt ’l I -ivod othe -ir l ’~’st ai h or s  w e r - i ’ p r e sen t

‘~h~ t I nil i n  -i t h a t  im e ’ I p ium g hc -i h m ;tvhu r arid t O  t’d t a t ’ respond I tu ~~ w e r e  I os’o i’ I ci t-

hi .uc k v i e  t I r m m r ;  c ’ m u i v  wh e im hi i gim and h o w  p r e - mmd l cod sub i cots We ’ I’d t ego I im ~’ t ’ v i th t c it  h mc r

by  st anm h c  rs s ’crmis to support t hue I mid lu- oct am. t It Ui! i na 1 p r a e e s m m  l r ; t n r c -wo u’k mind It s

m mu i d e - i m ’ l ” i n c  a r s smu’m p t  lens ri-ig ar d i l m g  t h e  ‘‘ amb iva  I e’ii ce -i ’’ c ’I r O e ’ Ia 1. at t i t i l e l e s . That

~-h~’n vii i t cm; a re’ 1 OO~. r eop en s  I SIc for t i m e  woll he t u g  of hi ac 1~ , tluo~’ ;;oc’rmm ge n u i n - i-I v

co n c e r n e d  Sot  Ii ps\ ’~’ l m c ’~’u I v s i o I o g i ~’;i l i v  and h e l u m u v  i c i r a l  l v :  h i o w e v o m  , when this re—

S P ot m o ib I i  I t v can he sisi red , t ime  rc- i i s  fle) l onger  c v i  deu ce of  p er sona l  concern .
I,

S t udy  I l l :  T1m~’ S~thtle ~~~~~f \~iuite Rac i sm : l ) i f f c r e n t i . m I__Su m ~~~ j j b i H~ ,y to Can—

I i i rp ’ i t - v  Pressmmr cs to Rena in Juma ct i ve  Pmt r i n g  ru n Emer,~~iicy Tnvo I von

Slack amid Wim (te Victims (Tecimn (ca l  Repor t  ‘i S , (~ct . l07~~i

Time l oomis  of  S t u dy  I I  was tim e ’ vi i i  te Sv striumde ‘s d i f f e r e n t i a l  pr oc l i v  i t  v to

d i  I fuse ’  re spons ib i  l i t - v  for  b l , m c k  and w I m i t o  v i c t i m s . Fur t lm cr n mor c  • as In  t ime

p r e sen t  m m t u d v  if time presence of other b y s t a n d e r s  is  no ted  and I t  is o l ’v i o m u o

that these hvstan dc’rm ; ht ,mv c ’ na intent ion of h e l p ing  th ey  are , In a sense • es t a b —

1 (sit t tmg ml norm of m iami j u t  t- ir v c f l t  ion . A c c or d i n g  to t i me ’ m d  t r e e t  uru o d ol , t h e ’ s-u (t o

by s t a n de r  w o u t l e l  i-ue mare ap t  to  smmcc u unb to group pr t ’ssm m res no ’ to i n ter v e n e  fo r

h Ia ek V l e t  I rrs t h an  f ar  wh i  t o  v l o t  In s . T h mm s vS i t c V l o t  I ms won I d  be ltd peel nmore’

f requent  lv than  black vict im s in time’ face—to— la ce presence’ of other passive by —

standers.

The rese.-m rctm wit (cit w ill ht’ reported Involve two exper  Imen I s  in vS feb  by—

staneler s  w i t n e sse d  an e’nucrgonev l u i v o l v l m i g  e i t h e r  a b l a c k  or m m wh1r~ vi ctim.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - - - - - - - - - -—~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - - - ‘ - - -~~~~~~~~~~ — -~~~~~~-- _ - - -  -- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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hue hvs t r m imete ’  r c i t  u - i  r -i, - I I ’  - - - c c l  t l t e  i ’m mr e’ r g o n c ’’~’ El lo t mo or  In t i m e  f a c e — t o — face

Pros e-nec of t ! r m c - ’  ~ o r m I , - -!. l i t - t ’vst uimdc ’r ; ,  (mm l.a l - i aum t ; m n~ ~-i R o d i n , l h ~ ))

wh o l er-Lu I m u d  ;~;u - ;  ‘ Vt ’ t h rc ’u -htwi t I l c t  - ‘I m e r ~eiicv . rn St mu d y  °t mt ’ , t i me h vs tau -ud e r

r ’me ’ r e 1~ - c’ve r i m e r m  r I  t i m e  o r m o  r ;- c - m S ’ . I ;  S t ud ’, Two , howe ver • t h e  bvs  t ander  over-

heard and m-t i so v i m - m u a l  l v  O i ) m - i e r V t ’d on a I i - i l  e v i s i on  m o n i t o r  t h i s  same emergency

sequ encv p r c s e u m t e d  in St udy &)Itt ’ . Time video p r e s e n t - i-mt ion in S t u dy  B i s  used to

rule-i ou t  time p o s m m  i l i i  i t  tv  t h a t  t ime  pa ss iveness  of t im e  by s t a n d e r s  may he

di  f f t ’r 1- i u t t  i a l  lv  l u l l  u e u m e  in  ‘ t i m e  suh ~~ect s  d e f i n i t i o n  of time s i t u a t ion . W i t h

v i d e o , s u b j e c t s  can mmcc thm o v ic ti m lying unconscious following tim e emergency .

S t I l l  t h o u g h  t h m e v  c e u u i d  he dil l erent jail v i n f l uen c e d  to succumb to the  norm

of no n — j u t  erven t i  ott In  hi e ’ha i f  of  hi  mc k and wit it c v i e  t Ins .

Also , iu m h o t i m  t h e  audio amid video s t u d io s , t ime s u b j e c t s  hear t  r a t e  was

recorded. T i m i s  h e a r t  r a t e ’ d~~t mm was used to i n d i c at e  t u e  u t i l i ty  of the

Pu iavins model of rmrous al effects in help ing  behavior. As men t ioned  ea r l i e r ,

time Piliavins suggest th at help ing i,mm stimulated tu v  a des i re  to reduce an

avers ive  a rousa l  experienced by time by s t ande r .  I t  was hoped tha t  heart  ra te

mi ght tap th is  arou sal , and suggest the u se fu lne s s  of t h e i r  model .  In f a c t ,

Gaert rmer and Dovidlo  ( 1977)  found t hat  hear t  ra te  changes were associa ted

wi th  lm e lp im i g  la tencies  of emergency v ic t ims . Bot h s tudies  were presented to

the S under  t ime gu lches  of be ing  ESP s tud ies , in w h i c h  the  sub b e t  would

e i ther  be sending ESP symbols alone or w i t h  o the r  senders .  It  was exp lained

that previous ES!’ research was confou nded by th e  phys ica l  presence of t u e

sender and receiver , or their ability to counumunicate with each other . TItus

the sender(s) and receiver would be in d i f f e r e nt  rooms for  time experiment ,

and that furtimer so that the exper imen te r  could not i n f l u e n c e  the resul ts , lie

would not he p resen t .  In both  s tud ies , the  subjec t  was e i t he r  alone as the

L 
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only sender , or there were three confederates of time experinmenter present.

The subject  was always the f i r s t  receiver  of time synmbols , spending  t i m e  in a

room witim a precariously balanced stack of chairs . After ten uneventful

t r i a l s  as receiver , the potent ia l  v ic t im become t u e  receiver .  A f t e r  seven

t r ia ls , she mentioned , over the microp hone a v a i l a b l e  to h e r  to con t ro l  the

pace of the ESP task , t ha t  the  stack of cha i r s  was about  to f a l l .  Site moved

to time other s-ide of the  room , on t h i s  p re rocorded  tape , and soon t i t e r e a f t e r

ye l led  t ha t  time chai rs  were f a l l i ng  on her , screamed twice , and fel l s i l e n t .

This  event was e i ther  overhead onl y in Study One , or bot lm overheard and seen

on television in Stud y Two . If there were otimer bys tanders  ( c o n fed e r a t e s )

presen t they were instruc ted to remain passive , shrug t h e i r  shoulders if

questioned , and appear to be ready to continue the ES!’ task. Suhject~ were

recorded as giving a help ing response if  they l e f t  time sending room w i t h i n

three minutes after the onset of the emergency. Furthermore , time time to

stand from the chair and the time to reach the door were both recorded . During

th i s  ent i re  interva l the subject ’s heart  rate  was recorded . Followitmg the

experimen t, the subject was asked questions abomit the CX T er lence  sime had jus t

gone through , and an extensive debrief ing procedure was g iven.

It was predicted that sublect ’s alone , with no other bystanders present

and timus with  no non—race related reasons to fa il to in tervene on bel m aif  of

the black v~ctii,m , would help the black and wh i t e  v i c t i m s  equa l ly  fa s t .  How—

ever, with other bystanders present , time subjec ts  simould he able to f ind non—

race related reasons not to assist the black , thus helping her less than the

white victim. Furthermore , in the audio study, it was predicted that time

subject ’s prelud-Ice pretest score would not he predictive of her helping of

the black victim. This Is because It Is suggested thu -i-mt both low and h i g h

L  
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scor es i m arb or ant  1—b l ack  at  t i t  uie1e ~ , aimd t hat  e, I ye-tm an opportunit y to heim,’tve

i it ai m ant,  1—hi  ack mm mmt nor  s’ I L i t  mm no n— t’mlce rel mm t e’d just ill czm Lion :mva l i ab l e  both

group s w i l l  Jo ma . ilow~ ve r • in  S t u dy  Two , comm V r ;m ry to  a 1 uumos t a l l  s t mid I e~s of

ito ip I um g b l a ck and w i m I t o  v i o l  h ums , i t  w - i l ; ;  imy p ot  hen i 7,ed I h m a t t ime  b e i m zm v b r  of t i m e

s u bj e c t s  m ig i t t  be pre - id I et od lm v t h e i r  pr o j much ice p re tes t  scores. Tltose vito

score low on t ime  pre’ t en t s won id p robab ly  I mmc l  ude mzmm t y of ti m e aversive rim c i st

t y p o  in d i v i d u a l s .  1 mm S tudy  Two • w i t h  the c oum t lnuo~ s vIdeo image of time ral len

h.h ack v let im p i-icse’nt  , i t  was pn-id I oted that  t i m I  s Image w o u l d  s I mp l y  he too

muc im for  t ime aversive ’ racist to accept , and t hat  time cost for not im e l p i n g

Wou ld become very large for  l m e r — — — t l m u s  it was suggested thma t  i f  ever p r ej u d i c e

pretest scores were go I r ig t o  i’redEc t imel p i rig, I t would be l.n this study , and

timmu t time low scorers woul ci im e i p  t i t e  black v l e t  l umi as fas t as times’ imelped time

w h i t e  v i c t i m .

Study A

Results atm time frequency of im e l p i t m g  simowed t h a t :  (1) vIc t ims are helped

store In time Alone cond i t -  Ion t i tan in t ime Togot imer c o n d i t i o n  (100% in the Alone

cond ition vs. (--i8~ i n  t ime  Toget imer c o m m d l t i o n )  ( 2 )  wim i te v i c t im s  are imelp od

more t itan b i m m e - ik v i ct  h iss (~ 6% vs. 7 1”~) ; ( 3)  tim e expected Interact Ion between

race mind Al one/Togi-itlme’r comid I t  Ion ob ta ined  (b ot im 100% In  t i me ’ A l o m m e c o n d i t i o n ,

hut wlmites q2~: ~mitc1 blacks 47~ t i m t he  Together cond I t  i o n) .  Titus (‘lie r e s u l t s

for  f requency  of I t o h p ing clearly support  t h e’ I n d i r e c t model of r,’mci a I at  t Itueles ,

w i t h  equa l itt - i l p i n g  In  time Al otto cond It I otis , but  wit - h wit It  i -in imt ’l pod more titan

blacks in t i m e -i ‘i-i umgt’~ 
her coitd It ,  ions.

Th(’ ex ;mc t I;8m0 pat t ern  of resu l  1 m m  oh t a t  nod when time I mit  eric” to s ( ‘mind f rom

time dma ft ;mneh t h e  i m i t  t ’ l t cV to re;tcit time’ door m~’et’ e cons I doted us Immg mm mi t I Va m’ l ate ’

techn I

L 

When t in’ l i t  e mu c m o m ;  wer e’ o e i u m m  i tiered st’p;t m a t  c’1 v , omtl  v (h i ’  m m l ot t e— I oget imer

~ — --- ‘ - 
- - -  - -~~~~~~~~~-  

-~ - -  - - - - - -~ - - - -- -~~~~~ ‘— - - ---- - -------—----- ‘----- ,~~.
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I
ma li t  e t  t Oe ’ I Was mm (mIt 1st I c m l  l i v  t ’ e I I  - i i i ’  I c .  ‘liii ’ m i tmi ( I t  e ’ t  oct t at  i i c e  - i ; im~i I it e  I t t  —

e rac ’ l ion a l~ m a c c-i m i n d  A l  O t t o —  I’ c ’gt - i t t ic t I - I l l o~i I t t  I c - i l c ’ l t  m m I gri t I I t a u t  l i C O  i f ;

e - i V O I t  t htougit t h ey We ’ i O  l i t  ( i t o  ~u t  Oct tel ~ cI c i !  t oc ’t  i t u t u , I c ’t i c a t  i i  m l  m u d  t i ii,, ’ and I
- . 

elaom t iu i i e -i . h ’ t ’ab m m b I ~
- t h u - i  Imma m ; t t I t l e ’  i e m ;  t I r ig t i mm ’i I mm g p~~~ e I v  ~m t - i m m I mm~! i p i t c ’ e u , ;  — lit

St ud~’ (t Ilc ’ v-il ,; I OUtlet ts’h t e ’m m t i m  I ;; p m~~ t e m i t  c~t t’ t ’n t i l  t mm I au  I a t  c - i u t e ’\ t~’ . t m m  t i l t - t  1 i t9

mtr mmt . l  v~ o d . l a  I’d ’ ‘c -i . t t  , I I ic’;l mm I e ) ( t m t e i  t h a t  t u e -i h i  m u c k v Ic  t I mm ; ti m t hu t -i I - i  ‘ , c ’ t i t t - i t

were  im e I p c - id less f r e q u e -in i v  ( Im m i m i  t i m e -i wit  I t  c -i ~‘ l c t  i l iu m ;  ( ‘ 1 ’ ’ . m l l m t l  -~ 1’ . l t ’m ; po - i  t vu - l v )

h owever • y in - i t t  oim I v  t i te c l - i t t  ml I i ’ai ’i I ime tm -mc -i • mt u l ’ j  eel mm w i t e ’ t i c -i I pod I I I  t h i  m ; c ’OIl l i t  (a i m

u~’as e -i x m mt mm l lmect • i t  v . i m ;  I ant ic! t lim it t ime ’ h i  : t ck  v j e’ t j u t ; ;  w h i c ’ W c - i t ’ c - i  li e - i l pt -i t1 wet t -i me l pc~-i &l

m a r c -i qet b k  I V t i i m i t m  t i m e  wit ( I c ’ v i e - i t  I t um ; w h o  wt - i m - o  I t c h  I~e -i dl (IS m ;e c ’e’ut e l ; ;  mu le! i ’ - u  m ;ee ’ c ’i m e l  mm ,

r e m m p e -i t ’ t  ly e  I v )  , - i t  st  m m t  1st h e a l  lv  m m I gmu i t te ’m tm m t d l  I I c ’FOIie ’O . Th i t i , ;  , w i t e i t  t he ~‘ f c t  t umi

y a m ;  it l . i e - i k 
• clIme a t  t Wa pmt I t  c’ r l m m ; m t p p m t r e l m t  I v  oc emit ’ i’ ec i i~ i t  hc ’t  ; ; i t c ’ v - i  m~ Itoh l’t -id

q uiie ki v (w I li t a It t  one-il’ t i mm i t  1 m m  m lc m t c l i ?  ¶ e ’I ’ e ’ lm t  [t ~aut t ime \ i c ’ i t ~~ ‘aim h I t  t out I . t t  O I tO

~~r ,;tue m5 -a , ; u m o t  l i e ’1 Il c ’CI m u t m m I I . hlawc ’ve’t- • (hi - i -i wi t  i t  e v i  et  t I : l ,c  we i c -i i t t - i l  f lt -i c! t ile - i t  c~

sh a w l ~
- l i t  l i t  I - ;  ‘h ago t t i c ’ U 0 omt d f t  l ou t , b i t t  1 li e -v u c  m c - .u I n u c u m ;  I .t I i i~ ’ 1 pc -i d .  Ibm ,;,

when t i t t ’ vi et t utu was h i m te k e’ ( t i t e i ’  t i m e ’ nim b I O t t  l c m m p o l m t t e c l  , In  h e l m . t ~ ’ iou . u I  1 - i t  iii: ; •

hi m a wmt v wi t  I cit v .1mm 1 itt! I s  t I t m gt m I mmhi ; mh.h  o t ’c) Ili I h l c ) ; m c -i m~~ii j oe  t mm l i t  t h-i - .\ I o t i s -i c ’ c ’ ums l  I t  i s -u —

or c- i l  : ; t - i  t h u - v  ci [clii ’ t I t o h  p m i t  ml i I . I t  u~’.u~; a, ; i t t I m e  ;ei l ~ I c ’e’ t c - I t  h i ~~t c l i  ‘iii ’ I

r cspomt d t a t im e pI’ c’s. -t m c c of  t i m e ’ e’Oti f e c l c ’ r m m t  o by m t  mmn de -i I’ ;; a m ;  a ‘m - i i I te rm t I c -i . t t  i t u e  a

t i t c mm I V i t a l  ion , anti h elped ejute’ klr , at el  m ; e ’ sit e d I d  t’ c spoim5i I c ’  ( i t t -i p m ’ c -i ; :o m u c t -i c ’ l

oLin’ m’s, and cit tin ’ t in’ l i- i - i t t  a I l  . iioWc’Vu’t’ , wi u c ’mt t li e v I - t l u  I~- ,I ~ ; m ’ l m  i t  e • ( i t t  ; m u u l ’

Ic -id was r e t m m r d e ’ el In h o t  l i t ’i r by t i t o  J’ m ’ o ;m c ’l t e e- i at at  I m c ’ t m ;  • h u t  : m h i e  u,’ .t , ;  -iu l’i e

t - i V e’ f l t U m t  111 ’ to imol P Iii s
~’ 

t I c ’ at  In’r not le  i t m g  t i to I t ’  t - i t d - i ’ ; c - i m m c ’ c ’

I’ I uta I i v  • w hmeit  s t th ~ t c ’c ’ I ;  Wt ’tO m i ; m h e ’eI a t  t i - i t  t i l t ’ c ’iiic ’t ’~~-i i lc ’\ ’ t o  1- ’i t  - - t i l t ’ , ; c -
~~ ’ c ’ I 1(1 ’

a t  1110 ( utle ’ t t ’~( ’I t e \  • • mimcl  L iii ’ i i  stusil Ic ’ b i t  t h at  t h i c  o i t t  t i c ’ c’\’ c ’ i l t  i ’ . l f i  St  , l O O s !  , t l i c ’i  c ’

is’c ’t ’ e tI c) s t ; l t  I m m i  c - i l l  v r i - i l  t.i i - i uc ’ c i i ?  I c - i l  c u u c ’ u ’ m ; h - i d ’,;;; I i t o  i - h -i ’ l i i i !  .- \ i c ’i t c - i /  l’ oc ’c ’(ii, -i t

- ----~~~ - - -  
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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cotmd i t Iorm~~.

‘l’itus time b e-im :iv t o tn  1 atmd quo ;; I bol mn m m i r e  I’esiI I t s I’ runt I Ito aud Ia n tud y  Intl t ea t  e

- t  t im a t  t im e  sub c ’ t ’ t s :  ( 1)  we n ’ c’ not Sic ’ c- i c- pt  ( r ig  response I eum elt ’nc v one of t lte (hte r  trier

and 1)ovld to motle’1 , arid d l i  ft’rc ’tt t ta lly dc-i f i n l n g  t h e se’vc-ii’I ty of the e’nmergeumcy

depending on the  v hot int ’ s race ’, b ut t  (2) they we-ire respond lug to b lacks  and

wit ! ten d i i  t c ’t ~C I i t  iv In t ime Toget lit-it’ cone1 I t  ions , ami d must t i t t - i r e  lore have been

find itm g o t luer  maim— race-i r& 1 a toe! i’t’~t SOtiS  lo t ’  Imo t lmc ’ l p i n g  the  h i  ack victim (re—

spouse tendency two c-i th e’ C a c r t n c -r mmd l)ov.h ci let imto del )

‘rit e-i s u bj e c t s ’ I mitmect I m i t e  h ear t  r a t e  response ( t i l e  hear t  rate cltatmgo in time’

f i r s t t en seconds mm ft e’r t i m e  O r m S c - i t  o f  t ime omer ge -inc y ,  as compared to the  pr o—

emimergene- i y base i t ime)  was cor re la ted  w i t h  t i m e  s tand t lin e (p .  06) and d o o r  t i m e ’

(p.  07) . Thes e c or r o l at  loll; ; i n d [ c ;m t o d  t i m mi t  g r e a t e r  hear t  r a t e  ch anges wore

assoc fa t e d  w i t h  l a st er  itel pod t lines . Ti mI s l i n e 1  lug wm ls not present  when t luc ’

overal l  iteart rate response’ was analvzc’el. (ae’rlner and h)ov!ello ( 1u 177)  found

t ht m t t hetthm of these me’mmsures wore assocIate-id wE Lit itt’ i~’ trig lztteimcv , and fur ther

found much grea ter  amounts of Chimiltg& ’ .

When hme mt rt rmt t c-i c’itmt tmg e’s we -i r e- i exam (n od US 11m g m i i m m m  1 ~‘s is or var lance’ tech-

ni que’s, It was fannie! timat a imm arginal (p ’-O~~
’i rmmce by Alone’/Tagether Interaction

was prese.nt for ovvrmm i i  ht’5’mr t  rate re -spouse , I ntel lent I rig t ha t  In t i t i ’ A lone

condi t 1011 , time’ imt ’;mrt rate re-spouse’ wan time smut le f o r  black mind wii t to v i c t  Isis

but  t h a t  In tim e pre ’sence of o t h e r s , t i m e  heart  rate response for time ’ wit h to

vict  tms was g rea ter  th an  I h a t  fo r  [ l i t ’ b l ack  v i c t i m s  T hi s  In t er a c t  ion was

not fotinch fo r  tIme ’ lmnumeei ( m mt e  it~~m t t ’t  i- m i t e  re sponse.

Conc lusion  to St tidy

Ft m t lv , (lie- i ex t uc ’c t i -id 1- i m i t - i t ’  by cctnd i t  ion l i t  t c ’r ;mt ’t l aim d Id abE a I n .  III ;it’ks

and wit It en are hue’ I pod c-qua liv Iii tlm~ Al one commch It Iou • but hi ;tcks are itt’ 1 pod



l ) I t  t 1  I~ i t ’ i ; ;uim

‘
, ‘~

lc- i m-i~ c u t  t t’nl ~tu t ei I e’SS qut  ic’k I v  t i t mi m i wit  I t  on I It t ile ‘I’o~’,ot  ine -i m’ c- cur i e! I t I cl i i . ‘Il i um;

it .l~’~m t - i 1  ts I I t m i I 5e)uttt’ l i l t !  I i’et’ t e - i X p  I a r i a  t I e tu t  5)~~ t i l t -i o t  I s O t  a t  tSc t a l  i t t  I t  u cIe ’ mm u ’im

l it - i l  p I ii~~ I,; m I p I t t t t i - i I  I S I c , . 1 m m  It 1mm not t l i t ’  ‘ , i  - i ; c  t li m i t  1) 1 , iOIc ; ;  i t ’ t 51 w ay , ;  li e - i l  P ’ ~1

len, ; t l tmtn  wit i t  i’m ; . h i t t - i t -i c -i I m m cv I c l e l t c -i e ’ m i  m ; a  .titemui t w itm u t m ; p c - i c ’ I I I c ’ p r o s t -i ; ; m ;  iu ue -i - il t a t  c m i

t h I s  a f f t e-i t . F I r m ; t  l v , st ub _ I c -i c-i t ; ;  m i t t -i h o t  i l l  I t  e l i - nt  1s t  I v  I h ’ t s ’ c -i i~ - i i i e  t h e  m ; t - i vc - i i ’ i t  \‘

cml t ito e’tlmer gc ’ite - i v , a t  I c -i - i ; ;  t m u m ;  c i t - i t - i -i c - i t  oct by t m ; k  I img ;;un i - i c -i c ’ 1  0 t ci i t t  e t h u s ’ ~‘c - i l’d ’ i ’ I veel

;;t’Vt’ r I t - v  a I I he e’nte’rgone -iv ;it ter t I m e - i  I - t o t . Viii’  t l i e  i nto u ’ , I l i t ’ ~ ; ui - i  I c -i c ’ I m ; sb  t u d ’  I

di f ft - i t en t  I a 1 l v  rmi I o I he ’ i r  m m c l i i i )  I c -i t o r i  i i )  t h e -i e-iint-i l’~~0ile ’ V , N o t  c i s ’c ‘;; it ma -em po~m;; I —

~ it ’ t it~ t ~i(i!) b e - c t m ;  ar e  us I tic t ci i  I I llS I aim a t  t O ; ;  p alm ;; l b  I i  i t  v t e ’ . t  ,;oum to t t m i t  ii ’ it

I he it — l i t ’ I p t  imo ~——~ t h i s t 1 m m  — mm Ilte -i c’ t i l t ’ s ’i t  Iv  a 1 - hue ’ I’S wh et c - i O U  ii i lit ’1 P , 1 l ie ooit  t c _ c l - i -i i . i  t 0

b~’m ; t m un c Ie - i  i,; , ts’ct -i e -i c l i t i  n m g ito l i t  I t i c ,  t u e  sub e’o 1 c -i OUts ! 110 I m ; t  V ;m ot iuc -i t t i t - i  ~ tm - ic imi l lu I

chit It rmm (tie -i r t It~ ni ifli’ — .lItcl I l i t i s  0 I ye ’ t i m e ’ a t  h i - i t-i ;m mi pt) r’t tOi l ciI I lie i’Os I mo it ; m l b  i i  I t  V

A I (I l m ì  I e-i Xp I m int S t (aim uii t g u t  itt’ t it ;m t t l i e ’ e ’t lid- i t ’S , In I Ito Toci ’t It t ’ ! c ’e) ilsi It I Oh

wore ti e’ f l u  11mg - ii I mar il t  of noim (lit e-rveumt ion wh i t cii m;ub b c -i c - i t  m m  1-imo n c -i n -o~ cl l i v  v I o l  at  eel

whi t-tm t lie’ vI c- i t (itt w m t s  w it it e’ . ‘t’hi e ’rc’ Is  c l - i t t  a CetiTh I s i t -u I u, ( t h u  t h  i- i ;  oxp I ;m it m u I ott ,

h-i t i s t  St ilt i c c t  re ’spoIm eIecI t e l  I lit ’ i t !  mi e’ k v t ~- i t  h u m ;  Il l t ile I ’ s~~’ e tilt ’!’ comic! f t  I atm , 0 I t h e r ’

by hue I p ing qmni e’k I v  or not it t ’ I p I i i V ,  a t  a l l  . S h um ; ! l a u - i l t , I hi d  I u ;multc ’i! I mit o hu c - i a rt l’s It ’

r e-isp oitse In n t  is coti t i  I t  I out slt owe ’cl I t s ’ c i i i  I c ’ ri-inc-i c he’ I i,’e -i e - i l l  t i l e -i i- i I m i s -i k . l t t e l  i,’ht i t  t’

but  t i l t 1  sitow t h at  w it e ’it i to  i,’Sm; I’ I - i i c k  i-i’in um O V c - i i , l  1 1 iu c - i m i t  m i t e  was ~w a l  v e51 . Tltt m ;;

imt ’so t W c) 
~ 

Ic -i c -i em ; of  t - i V  I t ic - t i c -i s -i ‘ ; t t y t ’ e ’ m ;  t t h t 5 t  t i t e r , ’ .1 tO I i,-io p t ’ ac ’ 0 m ;m ;e 0 c)h’ c’i ’.l t I t i c ’,

In onto of timc’Se’, t ime ’ b l a c k  v l e ~t hum I i ;  i u o i p t -i st i~mu i ’k I ’- a t m - i l  t i m - i -i siil ’ b e- i c t  ;m m i n ’ c ’ t i m ; . m  I

iS t i n —  ;m m mnu t - i mis for t ime wit I t o  v j e t  I in— — i p p . i  tc tt L i  ~‘ I hu c stil t c ’s ’ 1; ;  ,u io h o  1 
~

-i trig wIt it—

eitl t t ile ’ ~~i c ; i 0 t t e ’O a t  I i t t ’ a t i i c - i l m i  I - i c ’! r t g ,i - i ; . i l  i t - i t t  I • - . t  I ul ’ e’ o t time ’ mi t t  n u t  i - i - i l , ; iUs !

thus  mmiii ’ coti I el not be am , ,  I r e - i  a t  t itt’ I r im e t i m I ni t  c-i m’vt’ul t ion ito iun . hiawt’v e’t’ , wh it - in t lit ’

; ; m i i t ) t ’t’ I s i t iOS not li e - i l P Iflt ~ti ’d ( :1 t c’ II’ , mdii- It t ’Vt ’ n’ tm c 1 i - i~ t i t t -i hi mtck vi ott in , dot- i s

h i ol  p t h e  wit I t t -i V I c ’t  l iii , SIte !  it -i S iie,ti ’ t u i t  i -i I’ c ’S i ’ a t t s i - i m m  w iu I cii . 1 1 * ’ c u t  t oi- i c9 mt I c ’ l ’

lit h i  - ii~’k aim - i l wit t i c ’  vii ’ I l iii ;; . ‘ lii I , ;  w c u i h  c i  hi ’ d a i S m  I- ; 1 , -at w i t  it  I imt  u ma t  I out I h i i i

~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ , ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~



Wit it ~ I~, i v  I , ;uiu

t h e ’ nmo rtmt de I I lie -it! L’t ’c’ t i t t ’ a l i i e - i I 0  W i:;  - i h t by I m c ’ m;tub l oc ’ I • m lu c i  i r i -i c- i l UtIt’tl hit -i t

lie I pi n g of I li e -i b l a c k  v i t t  tumi; ;  , u~’~- i i l e ’ti l i v  m~’ it 11 I it l i e - i  ~u l’OUSm i  I . l ! t ) Wt - i Ve -i r , whtc ’rt

t ime V I e ’t kiul w;is ~-~ t t I c ’ , ilk’ s c ’ s u tm , - -iiW ,iI ’c ’ e ’ t  I t t f m  fls ’l ’i ’ i , c X c ’t  I c U s -i c -i c i  mi r e ’t i s mt i is

Irid Ic-mu Lee ! by gt  -i - - i l l i t ’  i u t -i . i r - t  i - i c  t 0 t s ’O j ’ - i S t S c -i , - i ;  I i- i - i : ;  i ’v i ’tl  I ht ml ! I V mth le ’ to 0\’t ’Fd ’OillO

l i i i s narrit atm l lI e ’ ft t I to  ‘ ,‘~ i I t e  V ic t I ;mi . l I t u; t h e ’ to m u pp omi rs t o  bc~ a it ! el-ia t’clmv of

vum i ut’s p r e’se ’r m t • l i te ’ 1 ttsl I tmg waim t lug to  i t t -i I p -ii 
~ 

retbab I v I n il tire -id I rid Iv I CIUmI 1 such

- i i i  set Imot wmitit i ri~-, t o  t p p o t i ’ d c v  i m i u m  I I i-i c,- i uu t t ime ’ a I l tc ~ n’s j u t  t i m e  g1’ c)u~-i . W iue t m t it o

“ i c -i t liii j a wI t i t t ’ • t ito h i l t ’ 1- mu u ’ e’huv m u p h i c -i mI n - m m t o  bc ’c’oi nc’ t i t m i t  Sli t ’ Wa t u l i i  i m I t hot’ elt ’V i ate’

f r o nt  t h e ’ group I I im in nit ) t l i e ’ I p  t i l e ’ v I o t t  iii . h lowt ’v~-i r , when time- ’ v i e  t tnt  Is h i  ack ,

w lm i i i’ ~~t Il l  w m lnl t  t r i g ci itt - ft i’ emmp ot td to t ito it cit _ m m I n ’o to mmot app e ’a r cleW i ant

St t~~IV g , w i t  Ii i (~~~i V IciOe) p re ’m-k -ilm 1m m t Ion of t i m e ’ c’uiue ’ i’gc’lie -i v , ~~~ tie ’;; i gmm e d to

it I l i u m  lU S t e -i numt nuv  s - i t  I he :nuib I gi u aum ; e’ 1 eutuettt mm J u t thtt ’ ~ t id io ant i y ltrc ’st’li t a t  Ion of t he ’

emc~rge’nc v . l’s t- .m Ih ~’ Ii tmg C l m l r’k mm mtd  Wom - i d ( l i i  7:’ ) who foun d  t h m m l t  f e ’we -ir stub (guoums

c’lt-nuteim t i t t  an e ’ u ;t c ’r gc ’uil ’ v le ’mu t t ; ;  I c -i c-t I uSl I’ !-i c’q t u e ’ncv at  he’ I i t u g  mit ’ ross :\lOilt’/

Toge’t hm e ’r c-iotmeI it tolls , t ime ’ I r t ’qm u encv  i t t  l ie ’1 p 1 it e ’, luIe ’m m ; mt t  r e -i ~h mawe ’el imo d l  f I t ’ ro~mcc ’s for

l’ , I t e’ , Al t t t t e ’  / 10 ce t i n - i t  • al t ito I l i t  0 t ac t  iou  h- i t ’ t wc’t - i lm I i t c - i as - ,i r I mit - i It -i;; 
• m l;; ,i I lut ist

u I I , : l t i - i  I cc ’ 1,; hue ’ I I’ e’sI

I t s  i,’ i ”s’ e ’ i . u ,- i Iie- i um t but ’ 1 mi t cI t e -i v to  (lilt ’ l’Vcne’ wSm ; c -iXiiiii I mit- cl , I lie’ prod Id e’ei of fcc-i Is

wi-re -i p m  c ’ ;m c ’il t . Wi t i li -i t l i i ’ i’o We ’ l e m ;onu e i t t  f~’ te ui s ’ t; ; wl te -i ri titu I t I var  1 m m  It ’  m in is l~ -i mm 1 mm

of hO I t t  i - i t  i - i ri s -i I i’m ; , a mi d tuit i vm l I’ 1mm 1c ; t i tm l  I v ; ;  1;; at t i m e ’ I m i t  cite I os wt ’i’e clatw hot It

~h~~ t-icl I Its t v Ic  I I Jim we -i re ’ It t- i l ~ Osl numo ma’ qu Ic-i k 11’ i t  : 1 ~ t Itt’ oine -i u ’ gt ’ u tc -i v was l m t ’-i arct

mt t ici set-itt icy t lit ’ suIt bc-ic t i m  ml 1 t nlo , ;tnm d ( - i  ‘1 th e  v I e~t l iii y mmn wIt i tt - i . i” c m r t i m t ’i’more’

the’ pred Ic toti Int l i’r8c t lout s~i I nau e ’e ;uu t l  Al c - i l l - i  / ‘I ’o ’ , e’t l i t - i t  w i ; ;  I ound • w [tim it lack

and wit Itt ’ v IcE (inn lie _ h  p~~ci u ’qu m i I I v I mum ; t Ill I l i t ’ A I c - t ic ’ c ane ! I I I a n t  , hunt w it ii wIt it e

victims hue’! p~ci t m i S t  c’t in  I l ie ’ l’ a~-i, c - I hu t ’ r  i- ionit! I t  b i t .  t ’ ( u i t i I  v , I I i s t ’ c’ w~t ; m 1115m g 1 its I

t’vj de ’iic’e’ t hat  the  n e il- i l c-i c - i t  ‘ a p t o  I lIt ! I c e ’ pu’ c -i ( ~‘s I Se ’o l  c ’ W - i l m ;  h I l t -i tt ic - i t t  Vt’ t -i I lie I p lug



t--i’Iu i t t -i I~;lc -i I am

Ia te’nc Los in t h i s  s t m l e l y ( p .  09), with t i t t -i t - i i c - t -i b y A l o r m e ’ / l c t g e ’ t  t i e r t I  ( O C t  more

Pronounced for it! gim I i t m m n i  i ow p cci uel iC e ’ a tibj oct

‘i ’ i t e- i n e - i  fo  to , t i me v Ide - i c c  mm I tId y mi ’ i-mo ~iiow ’cI t i m e  prod t e t ~ - 5i be i i zt v  it) r ml 1 ci ft-ic t s

when hit’ ft liii ’ , I m i t  e liC V W’m u ; ;  c OltS ids ’rcel - ( m i ce spa lii , t i t t-  re ’ mu pjte-ia ra to he smuppo r I

for tIme -i in c h i re’;’ t mos!c’ I i t t  t h a t  b l a c k s  mit - i c  not a l w ay s  ht ’ l p~~ei 1 em ; i - ;  t h an  wii I to;;,

h tu t  0111—’ ii) c c ’ttml ru m s I luSt i arm S

Once -i ag’i In , t ime qu es t  ion  is  whmt  t is t t ue” ~
l rot-ioss by wIt I cit th1 -si ’ rae Imu l

m i t t  I t uicie ’S o f  It -ct lie i p imi g he lm:u v lot ’ . St tid y Two I ; ;  ; ;anue whi:m t more- e - i om ;s 1  ox t b aum

St udy One’ in lii i s rags tel , mis I t appears t I mm u t h it- su ibj  c;’ t S we re - i LIS fri g a ~‘a rlc ’tv

of non—rac e ’ r e l at e s !  reasons fo r  not a s s i s t l rm p the ’  b l a c k s .

‘rime V i e 1  cc) St tidy ~ imt i wc - itl  cvi  thence tii;u t sill - i l cc t s we’ r- cii ffercn t I m m li v sm uim —

p Ic t om u ; ;  t I ii t I It c’ e ’n u t - i r gol m c - i  v wm ms i-i tmt ge’ei , dt ’pouiei I rm g upon I lie r :mc -i 0 a I I lie e’iure’rgencv

v i e  t ( tit . 11 i m; c-i c’ r tml  l i i i  v c’e’ lt;~ 1st out w i t  Ii t i t c ’ Caert  n mer m u riel  flay I d  I a model t hat

nub l cc Is coul ci d i  f fer en t  t a l l y  foc i  susp i claus , andi t I n t s  have  a non—race rd a teti

reason not to i u e i  p t i me  b l ack  v i c t - i m .  ‘[‘I t e-r efor e , to determine tim e I mpo r t a n c e’

of time subject ’s susp ic ion ratings , anal VSe ’S cii vmm rianc e aim l i Ol  p i n g  I a ton e  ion

were rcd oime wi tim susp icion covar u- i d  om u t . Time p a t t e r n  of i’i- i s tu l ts rem-us Inc ’d l iii’

same wi lit t hu  Is pat t e rn  cov mmri e’d ou t’ , and in  i’m uc -i t t It e  marg i  rim u 1 p r e m j m n e l  l o t ’ by

race by Alone/Togotimer cernd i t  Ion now appeared statist icall y rc’I l ab i  e.

CHART Th REE. Titus t ime prod icted pat t e rn  of reacil ts , wi t im ci f i f e  r c ’m m t i a l  help-

ing of black antI whit e vi c tints in the Together comici it ion , rc mm u Int ’ cl even mu f t e r

t h e  e’f fec t S of t he s u b j ec t ’s stnsp l e ton scores wet -ic remove-id .

Another  reason fo r  not a s s i s t i n g  t h e  b l a c k  v i c t i m  would  be 1 t I me s e v e r i ty

of the emergency was pe r ce ived  as less.  In f a c t , th ere was a uma r g in a l  e-t f eet

for ra ce (p. 09), indIcati ng th at bl acks were seen mis be ing  I nvolved in iess

severe cute rgene los t h u - i-un whu I ti’s. Timeis , I I It we re- I Ito emisi’ I h mm i t I m I t  c ’ u m e ’ \‘ to

-—  ~~~~~~~~~~~~_
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lie u ’ cirt el  ;;cve -t  t y  t , s ’t  c ’ c i m m ’ ,~ ce, ’ t  .110,1 - is’ t I l t  t ~~.‘ m  Ic i  hu e - i l  ~ ‘C l i s J  l i i  l ik ’l e . ’ m ; -y , - i z t -i er r i er —

e l e ’ h ’  i c ; ; , I l i i  ; m Ws ‘ ‘ . t  [ 1  i - i ’ ci er I I i~~I c- i t t  i i c J l i  I cit -i d -i 1 e ’ lci I c-il Ct~im ,-iOri nei l to - i t ; ; ; ;  i m i t  t i t t_ -i

L ’I - i ic k  .; ,i~ -i q i u t s .  k l v . ! 1 ; Lmt  , e , 1t ;s s -v , - i r  , c l-i -i ric ’l ;- i uu I ’ I Icc t I I l i u m ’  Cc l u C I l u a j e ) r t . Fe) ! ’

IX)t.lu [‘c151 ’k - i mu i .f is- l u  u ‘ t ’ 01 II ; . lu  11cc ’ t\ I ,s t i  - ~
-i
~~’ l i s f  i I 1(111 , sri - it I c ’i  W it t t~~ V c,- i t I lit;;

iii tue “Ios-iJ e’t lu - i -i s. - s. ’;u , I i t  t o r i , I - im; - it c t  h t s ’I i s i  i i ;  is’S: : c : ; ; : c I s. ’j  a t  c -i - i t  w i t h  0111( 1 clone -i t o;;

pc - i c c -i t ’ tve ,’e,i as tuto r e ’ ;‘ ‘Vo i c ’ . Lto ~5’ s .’\.’ e ’ n , W t t t ’r l  t ii, ,  v i s. - t  l i i i  WS; ; i s !  ac -k arts ! jim I h u e

Tosit’ttiet ,‘s u c l c  I ion ’s, (iii ;; r t - i m t 1011: 1 1 1  w -i im ; t io1  j n - i m - i t - i r l t  , S i l c I  j i t  I is - i t , ;m lOwe ~ ’

l a t e - t i e - m t - i ;;  ~~I me swc ’d I m i t  ic l i t  , l ; , : , c ’e -i t t t  i c ’ i (  W I  t i~ , ,-V, - i i s ’l y  Pc - i n 001  vt -i d eniuc-iuqt-i riei.en.

Th u s , wt ’s.i I s .’ ; ; t t l ’ i  t O  t O  cie ’ I e -Rst  to UO 
~~~ 

‘ C l  c ’ s ’ C V - i ’ ( i s  SOy. - I I I y c i t  I he ’ Ol tie ’ t s. l t ’liCy

titce c hit ’l ii L r l c ;  h u t c ’ti e ’l ‘sa u ’  r iot  ,i ; . , : ;c s c ’j , i t t - i i W i t  ii t ! m i m  r t i is l ’ c’r ’ c ’e p t  i e ) r r — — I h m c t s ,

t e ’ must is , - m ;at l l t ’ I lii lid e ’ iso whm c - i tt i t’ t I e - i t ;  r u - i ;  I l i t ’ i t  hi t - i l~ ’i. ncj of t im e blcic,y,k

Vt  ct j ilt S lut  t h e ’ ‘t’~~sJ e- i t t i c i c o u i c t  i t  t e a m .

‘I’imen ; I h ue ’ h,-ic -t t . tv iou i.i, t c - s e t  i t  mm t ni ( tue -i v i  eie~~ m ’ ttiely ; ; t i - i h je -; ; t (list. I tic ,’ in ch reel,

Immo~Icl t a once ’ - i t s i Ci i  pr  c ’- i i t c t  t t i - i~ I i t ’ ’ s ’s - i  i -i -i c - i t .  i’ - i u t  t e ’u l ’ s ot  hie - i l p i n ’ s~; 1st , -ti c it ’;; .

1-i’uu _- Ih i cu  t t ~at  c’ , wit u i - i ’ t In ’  i c ’ 1: ;  soiit-i -i ‘V t  - (e ’l l t t t Ot ’  ; ; u l s  c -i c f , ;; -ilCc -i c ’Is( I t i c i t e ’; ; i ’ Ou i ; ;e - i

tc)r iclermcy e’ilC , simcl s.h i, t I c - i c - u t i- i l  I I y l i i  c ’ e ’ I V  t n - i t  ( In ’  se - i V c ’i .i t y c ’ t  I tie’ t’nut’rcjeu’se-iy

111,1. 5 clOt -i-, n i cm t - i l t c,’o lu i i t ’  t a t  t i l t ’ - i t  c’~s’ c ’i lie -i I i ’ i  t i - i  at  I h n c -i I-i 1st -i k v i e - i t  j uts . t- -i t u r t _ i t c t ’ —

mo i’e -i , ;; , l imc -i 0 tlu e stub jc ’c - i t : -  sic) I i i  I ~~e ’t 1 c ’;;~’e .ntcI to timt ’ htcie ,’-ik u  cI~ t I e’rc ’i it iy  I ruin

t h e  ~-i,’ h t t  t c’;. , t Imt -i ’~’ uuue1 ~;t be 1 m i l s . ( i  I t s i  s ’t t i c i l t e ’t t ’ i - i 1 0 c ’ i t ’ Lit  eel t e -i5;matii; nut I o -ii mn ; i;;t

hit’ black ,i : -i1ui ckl y - WIt i  it ’ ci i  I I s ’; e ’ i ; t  t ‘sl ot t ; ; 1’  c c ;  aim I ; ;  one’ iso;; ; ;  I hi I t y  , t hm .i a

dot’s riot. ,‘ippc’cit - Ic -i .ice,oUitt, I on cii I ot  t he- c i t  I I e - i l t ’ris.’e’m ; m m  t I m e’ it t ’1I’i um q l t t  c lndi  c’S

e’it her -

it was I otinmel t i m - i t t  bci~~c ’ I i  t ’ s c h u t -i -i u u ’ t . iSle’ m,;ltowe’d -ii si ciu li I i  Ocit it ,  u,’ -i ica’ by Aioime’/

Te-ie ic - i t  ln’t  I i m t c ,’c m c t  i c -i n ;  t l m o n ’ c ’t s - i  c -i , t ime t a l low  i i u ~u im e ’ s.m n.’t r c i t c - i  ,-i’s t mc ’s I \’ ’;o’; h m,wo

removed t .Itc ’ , -i t i c e - i t ; ;  at  [‘as, ’ i i  i t s ’ i t c\uu t l a t e - , t ine set  cii I i ntl inI ’J ;; t en hue sut I

r a t  c -i watt I -s i t I s. ’uu l s i -  I y j u t  c l i ’;; I m i n i  i i i  l iii ’ v is . lc ’s.’ ; ;t tidy . I i ’ s  I h it ’ \ Louis ’ c’oiichi ( l o u t ; ; ,
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greater inrunediate and overall heart rate response was associated with faster

helping for both time black and white vic t ims , with fas te r  helping being associated

wi th greater  hear t  rate citanqes , However , in the together condition , gre-ater

heart rate responses wer e no longer associmited wi th fas ter  he lp ing , but if any-

thing , tended to be associated w i t h  slower help ing .

Conclusions to Study Two

Paralleling the results in the audio study ,  the video study found an

e f f ec t  for race of the victim , the absence or presence of  others , and an

interaction between these two variables. However , th e difference was not

found in the frequency of helping , but rather in the latency to help. In

thi s study , white victims were helped more quickly than black victims , and vie-
I
’
,

tims in’s the Alone condition were helped more quickly than victims in the Together

condition . Also , black and white victims were helped equally quickly in the

Alone conditions , but whites were helped more quickly than black s in the Together

conditions.

Furthermore , there is also evidence as to how racial attitudes mediate

thi s process of helping . Firstly, while subjects tend to see emergencies with

white victims as more severe than those with black victims , there appear to be

other processes operating which reduce the helping of black victims , as even

those black victims seen as involved in severe emergencies when others are pre-

sent are riot hel ped quickly- i  Secondly, while  subjects are more suspicious that

the emergency was staged wimen the victim was black , this  does not appear to

account entirely for the d i f fe rence  in behavior toward the black and white

victims—-when this variable is covaried out in further analyses, there continue

to be the same differences in behavior toward the black and white victims.

Furthermore , as in Study One , there does not appear Lo be the opportunity to

- 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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di (fuse the responsi hili t \ t o  ot t u e’r h - 5 , t m ;  ~ubj e ’c t  s iii the video study

could set,’ that the ot I ts - c,  icy : : t a i i ’i e m n : ;  wet C not l’te’lpinicj , and reported la ter that

t. !tc -v ~~ ci 501 c X j  Os.’ I 0i\’U r t ; ’  c i i  SO I s ’ h i c l j ’  . As in ~ tus.ly ~J’st i e ’ , we seem to he left

wi ti’s t t ie cx~’l a n t a t i o i t  tha t L I t c -i ; ;u i i  t - i o t  mm We us’ ie  f f t - r c n m t i  all y respondinig to the

imp lies.I  norm of t ;o i u n i t e r v c i i t i o n i — — t t i e y  we - u s  more w i l l in g  to violate th is  norm

when the V ic t i m  was w h i t e , ~iI ’seI less wi l l ing  to vio l a t e  it whet’s s tu c  was black .

Both t t i e ’ ~it t -  I io st uclv . in i - i t  t 1;. ’ ~
-i i , l s ’c-i t . t ;~I - i1-i showed t l t t ’ pr e ’cI is .’t c -i~i ~ I t ’e-i ct.s of

rae -i t’ on J mcl i ’ .t ui- i ;  bel ’saviur  . l’s I - iu~-~¼ v . 101 C ;s;; we t o  lie I ped le sS 0 fteni arid less gui ckly

i~ the audio stcidy , arid less qui e -i.kiy iii the video s tudy .  This e f f e c t  occurred

only when oths~t ; ;  w e r e  present , stud not when ’s the subject  experienced tim e emer —

tJe’rtcy by htorsel I . I t  has been 5t ; ’ - i j ’ sr t-d t b - i tt  the  s u b jec t s  found , i i i  d i f fer e n t i a l

conformity to the implicit tiortut of niottiiit,,-rvs’ntion’s, a non—race related reason

for fa i l ing  to assist  the black victim. It would appear that f i n d i n g  this nor ’s—

race related rc,’asoum for not help ing is ~~ st ’itlial for the whi te  bystanders to

discr iminate against the b lack victim . There appears to be a very high cost

associated wi ll’s riot help ing the i.’Lie.-ik v ic t im w imei m this riot help ing is attr ibut-

able to racial ant~ipaty . I I  , Iuewt,’vor , the b~’Ei t szkIe ’- i r  can find some non—race

related reason ’s for  riot assist ing the black victim , so th i s  racial ant i paty cost

is avoided , she wi l l  tend to help the black victim less th an’s the white victim .

This cost analysis , coming from the Piliavirm ’s model , is’as e’Xtt’c’niic’ly important

in predicting a prejudice pretest SCOre ’ o t t i e ’ct in th i s’ video study . Prejudice

pretest scores have been notably useless in pre dict imtq  d i f f e r e n t i a l  beh avior

toward blacks arid wlmies .  However , i t  was i ’re ’ d i c t t ’el that  h i s ,’ continued vi sual

presence of the black victim lyinmej or’s the grot un id woculd be so cos t ly  to the

low prejudice scorers (i .O.~~ time ’ aversive r - i - i c i  s t i - ; ) that  they could not tolerate

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

*
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i t  — I t  l u - i t I I t o  m’ t - s ;n h  I : ;  l u sh  I s ,’ m i t  c s - it  t h a t  I !mesm t ’ itmJ iv lehtil s iut ’i 1’ 5-d the’ hLi~-i k

v i e t  i r s  lu ’s t h e  t o e ,etluei’ coum s.i i t f e s n i  w i t t u  - i m p p i ’ox I n n a t e ’ I v  t I t e  mimi nu c ’ I , t t  t ’l iO’s’ t i ;  t hue

wit I t s  ‘-i ’ I s. - i t  tunis .

I i : ; 
• I t k t ’ni n ‘s m ’  I l l s  n ’ • b ’ o t i u  - ‘ 1 Iut ’se - :; ( c d l 0 0  h O u i d  :51 n ail - ‘~ 0~l~~ O n t  t - , t h i t ’

i’ i t  i.t\’ h i S  ea S t n c ’s ’tid mOeIe I — Iie ’wt ’ve’r , I t  S mI p ~i I 1 , 1 1  1011 I i ’  i’Je-i I I I  e C f ee - i t s  l i t

i ue l  ~i it i i ~ b~’h ’ s.u~ ’ t ar  o t i s !  100 ~t p p s ’.t n’ :; riot to work t in t eon t h u s . ’ ~ ,t t ’ t t  t i t r m u n i c h  t ’soV h e l l o

Intel I I’oot mo del  of t t~ - e f t ’ es.’t of I’m u s.- t a t  m u t t  I t  t t de ’:; on ho t p I i i ;~ be’lntv ion ’ i m u l  so

-i i ;’p t i e d .

S t t r d v  IV : The S u h t l ~’tv  a t  W h i t e  R i e - l o n u : Th e 1 i k l I h ~ oel of W b t ( t e ’ii t

or to Aee’oFt hi~- i ui ’ t n ’oni mi lUzuek or Whu N’ Fe l l- i on ’kon’ . & ‘t ’oe -i b un t  1 e 1  I

Rep o r t  :‘ 
~~, Je tl v t~~~~ .

S’i’ c ’ s.’en’t t e’illL’ s,’ l’_ t (‘V I n ivos t i t’~mm tot’s h ave’ as.- cutlet 1 a t  os.1 -i ’~ I den s.- e I h at  ot t pps.~ r t o

~Iv r dmu1 ‘s ( 1 t )_ ~4)  conic I ins h~ nm regard luig t he s.-i e)ni I I ~ted n u m l t i r r t ’ of  wit I t o  Amen- i t - ia ’ s

ow .ur s.h h i  micks . Rat: and hi s ;a5u’soc I at t,’s (Km ’st - ‘170 Ra t  , Cohue nm & ~1 miss - iL l 7

Km ut • t 1 ,nss; & Cohue’nm , 1Q 7 1 ) e l u m i r a c t e r  I zech the  r .u c I mu 1 mm U I t  i telt ’s ~~t ;‘iast wi n I t es

.t :; n it -i It tue- i t uni t t o r u u l v t av an snb  i t ’ n o n - a l l  n it ’s~m i t  I vc’-i h u t  - i t s  mu nib  I va I o mit  - lu ’s p . u u  —

t Len  h mit , ml Ii 1gb 1 OVC 1 of muu ih~ I vmm I cue e’ was foj it id 1 - i l e x t o l  -iumon ’so pt-op t o  who 1; eo t, etl

h igh on’s pi’e’ hu d  tt’ e’ toward hi  muc - ik s  -i’it md ‘s i so i i i  gh t ont s \ - i n i l p i t i u V wI  t i u  t i l e ’ t ’l u e ’k unt-il~~n’—

dog. In ~te id It lent , It lu - in s be’eii sugge’s to-il l’v t t o r t  tier ( 1 ti 7t ~ ‘I uu id Cm ie’i’ t t ie -i ’s’ m i n i - i l

Dcv Id to (in I 7) t l ij i ,  t i le’  r ;me -i I .il at t It tueles of uutmtum v low p i e ’ tit! I0t ’tl soot  i ti~ h ’L’~ P le

mmmv h~’ - i i umm n ’. u - t  or I:  ed by ,m spes.’ is! I vpe’ of mimb t v - i n I one o . t o  t ine -il ,tvo r S I ~0mtt’ 1;

(ci. Ktivt-i I , i~ 70) . h -o r  thus ’ ave i ’~~t ye’ type tlne’rc Ii ; j’n ’.’stutllt’eI to be -it eon I t - i’

between nt ’ir ;t t Eve t e’e-i l t nmgs  t eward hi mme’k~ - w h t l c h i  are’ utet ,u twavo eonsc ~OtlS lv

smm I tent - and ml COt ’sSC i cf lc’e’ wit (cli seeks to rc’ptnd la te ’  or di ssoe’ i~~t e ’ I im e’sc’ f eel  I n ’ ss~s

I u’am a flout—pr o i u t h l c e ’eh Sc ’l t — i m i g s ’ . l ’ltt m~ • t hi t ’  .ivorsi Vt ’ I vpc wou nid not bt- e-X —

I

T1T~
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pe’ctcd to di sc r  i nt i m a t e  aga In st b l a s .- i k s  i n si  Ic u at  tons in whicim wrong—doing wotni ci

he’ ob~’ i ac t s  (t’ • - , m u ~ It cna t Ion wi tim c-i I c -iS n rwi-imna t I ‘ - ‘ - oso r i i,~t I out; ) 
- Tb i i ;

would b~’ it’s c o t i t r a d i c t i o m ’s  w i t h thm e’ir t’ga l i t a r l a t m  sc’lf—f unage-i . I n’s fmie - i t , h ere

SVOI’S I Ve ’’— t \-i
~’e’ r~m c lo t ‘; mm iv ri ’~mpoui~i mnu ore I mu vor ab  l v  to a b l a ck  than to ml win (h e

g iven the  ;idde’d moi -ii1 pressure’ to avo Ith  w r o t m g— d o l n ’ sg w i t  ii re gard  to a b l a c k

person. Thus , reverse d i sc r  i r n i t m a t  ion i s  1 Ikc ’l v I di be maul f e s t t ’d . h owever ,

time avers u ye t vpe mmiv he e’X pe ’C t Cs.l to d i s c - i n n  m ate’ zu g m t (its t h i  ae’ks wht cu t iorm s

d Ic tat tr ig mmpp r e ip r  I m i t e ’ belwi v los m m F e ’ mmm ii I ~ in oi i i ;  or n o r m — o x  1st 1 ng . In ’s t i nts of t cu a—

t lot’s, the ega I I tar ! au ’s Sc’ I I — I nni mt gi,’ I l l  i m e i t  tm e ’ t’ c -ott f r o n t e d  t ilt !’ C-i ha I t  e’ntged

For t h e’ p ro se - n i t  s t ’s u t l~’ , a sul-i v e’v a d m n u l i m i s  t e -r ed to cnn ivers  it v st tteh~~u ’st s re-

vealed tha t L u ’ s n ou m—c m er ge n e’v s l t c n a t  b ums the ’ ac t  of ae’ce,pt th,a ;m solo tam ice t h a t

is of fer ed Is re’ga ‘s-dod as for m at Ivel  v app r opr  ( a t e ’ , vii h i t ’  t h e  i ippropr  Iii teflt ’SS

of a c t i v e ly  s o Uc 1 t hmj~ a s s i s t ance  was c ’on s i d er z m b h v  le’SS cie ’mt r.

Tbt ’ present s tuel y invest  1g.-it es the  will Imigniess of hi  ghi and low pre l tid ice

scoring people to accept assist,uim ~-i&’ , and t itus subordin a te ttiernse- iv es  to a b l ack

or a white partimer. Thtls parttw r io z’svmi i labic to assist time subject complete

a task unmder coti d it  ions in ’s w h i c h :  is)  t h .  p a r t n o t - i  sp ot i t ;mn eous lv  o f f c t -i s h i s

uimsol Ic ited ass i s t an v- c’ , or (b) the’ sub I ce - i t ,  must  ac t  ive lv  sol to  I t  the  pa r t im e ’r  ~~ii

assistance i f  hel p is to he ’ fei i’ th ’sce ’ smin g .  lii p a r t  l cu I ;m r , i t  w m l s  expe ’e- i t eel t h a t

the  extent to wim i c-h it 1gb and espoc I a l l  v low pro je nd le’eel umeo r lm m g sub jec t s  would

accep t assist ance from a black relativ e’ to a w h i t e  p m u r t n e r  wotni d he greater In

a situation in which help was o f f e r e d  thai’s In mm s i t u a t i o n  in whl chm ite’ip must

he ac t ive ly  so l ic i t e d . Thus , ;‘s Race x Offer in teraction Is predict ed .

Subjects

Eigh ty  w h i t e ’ rn5t i e ’s who scored at t h e  hot torn  em - i top ( h I  rds of an e leven

i t em l imvet t tory  regard lug a t t i t u d e s  t ow.trui h i  m ic ks  We ’i’ e’ Sc ’ 1 t’O t e’ti 5tti~l We ’re’ m isS  i gne’ti

- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ _ _  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - i -  .44
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to one’ of  the  c o n d i t i o n s  In ’ s the  ex pe ’r f m e n t  wit ich man 1 pu1a t~’d rmu e - i e ot  the  part-

ner ( w h i t e  or b l a c k )  arid w h e t h e r  h e l p  was o f f e r e d  or b uad to be s o l i c i t e d .

P roe ed cure’

S i t h n j e - O t S  • hnm forme’d t h a t  t ine  t ’xp &’r l rn e’nt i n iv e s t l g - i’mted group p e r f o r m a n c e ,

were  p r e sen t ed  v i  t i m a t a p e — r e c o r d e d  j u t  roduct  ion wh ic h  exp l  a im ed t ha t  they

would be pa r t  of a two—person group w i t h ’ s  l i m i t e d  comu ’sun icat i on ’s. Th ey would

work alone for the f i r s t  f i v e  m inu t e s  and then  t hey  w o u l d  have t u e  o p p o r t u n i t y

to work w i t h  t h e i r  p a r t n e r — — i f  they  so des i red . The e x p e r i m e n t e r  next  demon-

s t r a ted  a sy s t e m  of sw i t ch e s  and l i g l u t s  t ha t  the  s u b j e c t  cotn id  use to commun i-

cate  to  i m i s  p a r t n e r  In the  othmer  room the in ten t ion  of work ing  toge the r  (see

Figure  3 ) .

In t ine c o n d i t i o n  in which  the  subj ec t  had t h e  o p p o r tu n I ty  to accept mu—

sojicited h e l p ,  a li ght on the subject ’s panel was i l l umina ted af ter the Ini t ial

f ive  m i n u t e s  wh ich  ind ica ted  tha t  h i s  pa rtne r  had successfully comp leted the

task and was o f f e r i n g  he lp .  In the condi t ion  In which t ime sub jec t  would have

to solicit help actively,  the light indicated  only that the partner had success-

fu l ly  comp leted the task. In both ’s conditions , the subject could communicate

his desire for help by activating a swi tch  and t a l k i n g  in to  a microphone . It’s

add i t ion , upon an exchange of I . D .  cards “ to determine i f the par t icipan ts

were strangers”, the subject was presented with a picture of one of two black

or two whi te confederates. This was the race m a n i p u l a t i o n .

F ina l l y ,  s u bj e c t s  were gIven a “pa tt ern recogn it ion” task for which they

received a booklet containing six pages of random letters. They were Instructed

to circle a specified number of target letters (e.g., 24 l’s) on each page .

After completing the task or signalling the desire for help, the subject was

asked to complete semantic differential descri p tions of h i s  par tn er and then

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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~‘es - i ir’-i ~
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Figu re  3 .  The appar a -t~us the s-~~~ ect emp loyed to

commun ica te  w i t h  h i s  r,lm’ti~er e ’ i  wI the e x p c r im en t e r .
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of himself.

Resul ts

T h e  analys is  of the frequency of ac tion s to ob tain help revea l ed no main

effects for the type of offer (i.e., offer or no offer), race of partner , or

prejudice of the subject. h owever , as expec ted , a signif icant race of par tner

x type of o f f e r  i n te rac t ion , i l l u s t rat ed  in F igure  4 , was obtained (X2(l)=4.18 ,

p< .O5). This pattern emerged for high and particularly for low prejudice scoring

subjects (see Table 2). As presented in Figure !~ , s u b j e c t s  who rece ived  an un-

solicited o f f e r  of assistance accep ted hme l p more of ten from a bl ack par tner

(80%) than from a w h i t e  par tner  (5 5%) .  However , subjects were less likely to

sol icit  help , when i t  was not o f f e red , from a black (40%) tim mm n a white (60%)

r
par tner .  A similar race x o f f e r  interact ion was ob ta ined  for  the la tency of

asking (F(l , 72)=3 .75 , p .057) .

Two sets of impression formation indices were also employed in the study:

(1) the subject ’s direc t semantic differential evaluations of their partner ,

and (2) a relative score which was simply the subject ’s ra t in g of his  par tner

minus his self—evaluation-i

The analysis of variance performed on subjects ’ evaluation factor scores

(based on factor analysis) of the direct partner ratings revealed a race by

offer interaction (F(l,72)=6.23,p< .02 that paralleled the findings of the

asking for help measures. As illustrated in Figure 5 , blacks who o f f e r e d

assistance were evaluated more favorably than were wimites , while in the no

offer conditions, blacks were described less favorably th an whites.

When subjects ’ ratings of their partner relative to their self—rating

was analyzed , a very different pattern of results emerged . For this more sub-

tle measure , using time self as a referent , no race x o f f e r  i n t e rac t i o n  was
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~‘1hite Partner
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t obtained (p<.8O), but rather a significant main effect for race w:s demonstrated

(F(l ,72)=ll.7l, p< .Ol). As presented in Figure 6~ 
blacks were not only evaluated /

less favorably than whites in the No Offer condition (p< .O4), but also when they

actively offered assistance (p< .O7).

Implications and Conclusions

In general, the pattern of asking for help was consistent with the theoretical

framework provided by the concepts of ambivalence and aversive racism. As pre-

dicted , when the partner actively offered assistance, high and low scoring sub-

jects accepted help more from black partners than from white partners. Neverthe—

• less, when the partner was available, but did not spontaneously offer assistance,

subjects solicited help less from black partners than from white partners. In

this situation, participants could justifiably choose to work alone since the

norms governing actively solicting task assistance are relatively ambiguous.

In addition, the apparently contradictary patterns of results for the direct

and relative impression measures may also be interpreted within this framework.

Completing a semantic differential description of a partner, especially a black

partner, may be a rather threatening and thus reactive measure. Thus, when a

partner offers assistance, an apparently charitable act, the appropriate response

for direct evaluation is clearly implied , and white subjects exhibit reverse

discrimination. Furthermore, describing a black partner favorably on the direct

measures may allow an individual to reinforce an egalitarian image. However,

these same subjects appear unwilling to admit that the black is better , or even

as good, as themselves. Consequently , they manifest their prejudice on the more

indirect and subtle relative measure.

:t
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- Whi te  Farther

-F lack  Par tner

+ .4 o -

+ .30  —
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of Their 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~
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Ac L ive  No
O f f e r  O f f e r

Figure  5 . E v a lu a t iv e  fac to r  score desc r ip t ions  of

black and white par tners in the  ?~c t i v e  O f f e r  and the

No Offer condi tions. 
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White Partner 
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of Their
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1 Figure 6. Evaluative factor score descriptions of

partnet-is relative to subjects ’ self ratings for black

and white partners in the Active Offer and No Offer

condition s.
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Stud y V : ihe Subtlety of White Racisin :_ Help ing Behavior and Stereotyping by

~~~ tes Toward Black and White  Supervisors and Subordinates.

(Technical Report 114, Jul y 1977)

Given over 200 years of cul tural , institutional , and ind iv idua l  racism ,

white America is apparently accustomed to the dependency, subord ina t ion , and

assumed inferiority of blacks. Furthermore , large scale attemp ts to remed y

the consequences of racism have by and large perpe tuated this depe ndency and

subordination.

Recen tly,  however , affirmative action as well as less forma l pres sures

for change seem to have initiated black—white relationships which may not be

bound by stereotypic role expectations . Increasingly, whites may f ind them—

selves in school , job , or other situations in which they are subordinate to

blacks possessing greater competence than themselves. Since i t  is believed

that one of the major causes of individual racism is related to needs for self—

esteem and relative status, any attempts to reverse stereotypic role relation-

ships would present a severe threat to many whites, who then could be expected

to respond negatively to blacks in these nontraditional roles . In addition ,

whites interacting with black subordinates may initially be expec ted to respond

quite favorably to this relationship because it serves to reinforce previous

relative~status expectations.

For example , •f~ the sex—role literature , ilagen and Kahn (1975) demonstrated

the importance of steretypic expectations on responses to males and females.

They found that male subjects responded less favorably to competent females

than they did to competent males. However, males also responded more favorably

to incompetent females than they did to incompetent males.

The purpose of the portion of the research to be presented Is to lnvestipate 

--~~~~~ ~~~ - - - - --- -~~~~~~~~ --~~~ - --~~~~~~ - - -~~~~~
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the manner in which whites Initiall y confront these nontraditional and tradi-

t ional role re1ationships with black supervisors .ind subordinates , respectively.

Given the f i n d i n g s  of Hagen and Kahn (1975)  as w e l l  as the  appar en t threa t

engendered by revers ing  the t r a d it i o n a l  role r e l a t ionsh ip tha t  has charac te r ized

black—whi te  i n t e r ac t i ons, i t  Is expected that  in a non—emergency he lp ing  si tua-

t ion whi te  subjects  wi l l  respond less fav orab ly  to b l ack  than  to whi te super-

visors. In addition , whi tes are expec ted to respond more fav orabl y to black

than to w h i t e  subord ina tes .  Thus , a Race x Role interaction is hypothesized .

Subjec ts

Forty—eight white male sub ects  were selected for participation In partial

ful fulimen t of their introductory psychology course requirements. All subjects

were administered an eleven Item Likert f o r m a t  questionnaire at the beg inning

of the semester regarding their attitudes toward blacks. Subjects were assigned

to one of eight experimental  c o n d i t i o ns  In  a 2 (race of partner) x 2 (relative

role of partner) x 2 (Prejudice score of sub ject, i.e., above or below median)

fact orial design .

Procedure

The subject and his partner (one of two white or two black confederates)

were informed that the purpose of the experiment was to study the effects of

the In te l lec tua l composition and group s tru cture on group performance. Con-

sequently. one person would be a supervisor and the other a worker.

In addition , subjects were led to believe that  they scored about average

on a test of abstract Intelligence , a capacity related to performance on the

group tasks. Furthermore , their partner was described as scoring well above

average when the par tner  was to become the supervisor , whi le  he was described

as scoring well below average when he was to become the worker.  
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After comp le t ing a br ief questionnaire w h i l e  the experimenter was not

present , t h e  confederate , w h i l e  reach ing  to repla ce h i s  p e n c i l , “acc iden t l y ”

knocked a c o n t a i n e r  of 75 penci l s  to the f l o o r. He leaned ov ’i - , mumb l ed , and

proceeded around the table  to pick UI) th~ p e n c i l s  a t  a c o n s t a n t  r a t e .  This

provided the su b j e c t  w i t h  an unsolicited opportunity to he of a~;si s t ance .

P r i o r  to beg i n n i n g  the  tasks , t i lO sub lec t  was asked to comp lete six—point

semantic d i f f e r e n t i a l  desc r i p t ions  of h is  p er t ner , and then of h i m se l f .

Resul ts

Two measures of h e l p i n g  were emp loy ed : (1) whether  or not the  sub j ec t

he lped , and ( 2) the number of pencils  the s u bj e c t  ass is ted  in p i c k i n g  up.  An

anal ysis of the f requency of hel p ing responses revealed no m a i n  e f f e c t  for  race

of the partne r nor any ma in e f f e ct or in te rac t ion  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  the pre judice

score of the subject. However , as i l l u s t rat e d  in Table 3 , the p r ed i c t ed  race

of partner x role of partner Interaction was obtained (X2(l)=7.06 , p< .Ol).

Although black partners of superior status were helped less than white super-

visors (p = n s ).  subordinate  blacks received h e l p  s i g n i f i c a n t ly  more o f t e n  than

did white workers (X 2(l)=6.04, p < .0 2) .  The analysis of the mimber of pencils

picked up yielded a nearly identical pattern of results (F(lnteraction)=4 .09,

p<.OS). It appears , then , that subjects did respond relatively more favorably

to blacks when interacting in a manner consistent with stereotyp ic expectations .

In addition , subjects’ semantic differential ratings of their partners ,

relative to themselves , suggest that b l ack supervisors were responded to less

favorably than were white supervisorsl. Actually, two sets of semantic differ-

ential descri ptions were employed during the study. Subjects were first asked

to rate their partner , and then later In the session they were asked to rate

themselves . The resu l t s  to fo l low are based on the d i f f erenc e between the 

-~~~~~~~~ —~~~-~~~~~
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subject ’s pa r tner ra t i n g and his self desc r ipt ion.  In general , the par tner

rat i ngs y ielded a similar hut  much less pronounced pat tern  of resul ts .

Dur ing the Introdu ct ion  to the study , all sub jec t s  were to ld  tha t  they

had scored about average in abs t rac t  cognit ive In te l l igence  and tha t the i r

pa r tner  had scored very high when the i r  partner  was t he i r  supervisor , or that

their  partner had scored very low In abs t rac t  inte l l igence when the par tner

was to be the subo rd inat e .  As i l lus t rated  in Fi gure 7 , however , subjects

evaluated hi gh abil ity blacks as being si gn i f i c a n t ly  less i n t e l l i gen t than

white  sup ervisors (p < .O4 ) .  Fur thermor e , al though subjects  we re w i l l i n g  to

admi t that  hi gh a b i l i t y  whi tes were sl igh t ly more i n t e l l i gen t  than themselves ,

they desc r ibed high abi l i ty  blac ks as b eing much less i n t e l l igent than them—

selves (p< .O 5) .  That Is , whi tes  we re not only unwi l l ing  to admit that blacks

were more i n t e l l i gen t tha n the mse lves , hut  they were even unw i l l i n g  to admi t

t hat blacks were equal in i n t e llec tua l a b i l i t y .

For s u b j e c t s  who interacted w i t h  blacks w i t h i n  the st e r eo typ ic  role

re l a t i onsh ip ( I . e . , wi th subordinate  pa r tners ) ,  black and whi te  wo rke rs wer e

evaluated e q u a l ly  low In inte l l igence.  Both were rated as s i g n i f i c a n t ly

(p < .OS) less in t e l l i gent than the subject .

In a d d i t i on , ~ising the re la t ive  to se l f  measure , black superviso rs as

compa red to white supervisors were described not only as less Intelli gent ,

but also as less kind (p< .O3). less important (p< .05), less good (p< .l2’~.

less reputable (p< .O7), less reliable (p<.O07), and less responsible (p<.l3).

Again , when the pa r tne r  was s u b o r d i n a t e , b l a c k  and w h i t e  w or k e r s were  eva l u at ed

no d i f f e r e n t l y  on any of these dimensions.

imp lications and Conclusions

As expected , whi te  subjects responded d i ff e r e n t i a l l y  to the role re la t ion—
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ship as a function of their partner ’s race. Based on the subject ’s help ing

behavior and personal evaluations , black supervisors were responded to less

favorabl y t h an were w h i t e  supervisors , wh i le  black subord ina tes  were responded

to more favorably  than were whi te  subord ina tes .  In other  words , wh i tes r espon ded

nega t ive ly  to b lacks  who assumed nontraditional roles , whereas whites responded

p o s i t i v e ly to b lacks assuming traditional subordinate and dependent  pos i t ions .

Thus, based upon s t e r e o t y p i c  expec ta t ions , whites may continue to foster the

perpe t ua t  I on of  t h e  suh ord in a t  ion of blacks . 
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Table 3

The e f f e c t s  o f the  role and the race of the pa r t ne r  on
th e f r equenc y of help ing behavior and the mean number of penci ls
assisted .

Numbe r
Pe rcen t of Penc ils

N 
- 

He lp Assisted

Supervisor Partner

White Partner 12 75 .0% 27.8

Black Partner 12 58.3% 26.3

Subordinate Partner

White Partner 12 25 .0% 10.0

Black Partner 12 83.3% 32.2

I
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F i~ :ure 7

—W h i t e  Par tner  

Black Partner

+0 . 40

+0 . 20

R a t i ng  of 0 .00  - equal
to self

Partner ’s -0.20 -

In t e l l igence  -0 .40 - N
R el ati ve to -0 .60  -

S u b j e c t ’ s -0.80 -

Self -1.00 -

Evalua t ion  -1.20 - 
-- ‘S - .

- 1.40 -

-l.t~0 
-

H igh  A b i l i t y  Low Abi l i t y
C o n f e d e r a t e  C on f e de r ~~te
Supervi sor Subordinate

Subjects ’ relative ra t ing of intelligence

( par tner  minus  self ra t ing)  for  black and white partners. 
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