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ABSf RACT 
I 

One of t h e  a o s t  i n t r i g u i n g  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  way i n  which w e  

f o r  E i m ~ r e s s i o n s  o f  o t h e r s  is t h e  role p l a y e d  by  the o r d e r  of 

p r e s e n t a t i o n  of p e r s o n a l i t y  t r a i t  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  I t  h a s  been 

c o n s i s t e n t l y  f o u n d  t h a t  t h e  i n f  o r n a t i o n  p r e s e n t e d  first h a s  a  

g r e a t e r  i m p a c t  on t h e  o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  formed t h a n  i n f o r m a t i o n  

g i v e n  later i n  t h e  s a n e  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  T h i s  ove ruhe lming  i n f l u e n c e  

o f  f i r s t - p r e s e  n t e d  i n f  o f ~ a  t i o n  h a s  b e e n  c a l l e d  t h e  pr imacy  

e f f e c t ,  A l t h o u g h  t h e  pr imacy  e f fec t  h a s  b e e n  shown t o  b e  a  

r o b u s t  phenomenon, l i t t l e  h a s  b e e n  done  t o  examine  p o s s i b l e  

i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  d e g r e e  of its e x p r e s s i o n .  

A s  w e l l ,  s e v e r a l  r e c e n t  s t u d i e s  have  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  

d i m e n s i o n s  p e o p l e  use a s  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  e v a l u a t i n g  o the r s  a r e  

those  which t h e y  select i n  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e m s e l v e s ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  

p r o d u c t  o f  s u c h  e v a l u a t i o n s  may reflect a s  much about t h e  

p e r c e i v e r  a s  t h e  p e r c e i v e d ,  The  p r e s e n t  s t u d 1  l o o k s  a t  how t h e  

o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r imacy  e f f e c t  is i n f l u e n c e d  by t h e  way i n  

w h i c h  p e o p l e  see t b e m s e l v e s .  

2 4 4  f e m a l e  u n d e r g r a d u a t e  s t u d e n t s  were a s k e d  t o  c o m p l e t e  

s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  f o r m s  c o n t a i n i n g  f i v e  d i m e n s i o n s  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  

c o n c e p t s  o f  I n t r o v e r s i o n  and  E x t r a v e r s i o n -  73 of t h e s e  s u b j e c t s  

d e s c r i b e d  t h e m s e l v e s  e x t r e m e l y  and  c o n s i s t e n t l y  i n  e i ther  a n  

i n t r o v e r t e d  o r  e x t f a v e r t e d  manner, (These  were d e s i g n a t e d ,  

r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  I n t r o v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s  o r  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s , )  F o r  

a n  a d d i t r o n a l  59  s u b j e c t s ,  n e i t h e r  E x t r a v e r s i o n  n o r  I n t r o v e r s i o n  

w a s  p r e s e n t  t o  any l a r g e  o r  c o n s i s t e n t  e x t e n t  i n  t h e  way t h e y  

iii 



d e s c r i b e d  t h e m s e l v e s .  ( T h e s e  s u k j e c t c  were d e s i g n a t e d  

A s c h e m a t i c s , )  T h e  r e m a i n i n g  1112 s u b j e c t s  v e r e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  

t h e  a m l y s e s .  

It was h y p o t h e s i z e d  t h a t  a) t h e  p r i m a c y  effect w o u l d  be 

w e a k e n e d  f o r  s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s  when t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  o t h e r  

p e r s o n s  w h i c h  were g i v e n  t o  t h e m  c o n t a i n e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n g r u e n t  

w i t h  t h e i r  own s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n ,  a n d  t h a t  b) t h e  c o n t e n t  of t h e  

i m p r e s s i o n s  f o r m e d  by t h e  s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s  would be p o f a r i z e d  

i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of t h e i r  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  [ I n t r o v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s  

e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  p e r s o n s  d e s c r i b e d  t o  t h e m  a s  b e i n g  g e n e r a l l y  more  

I n t r o v e r t e d ,  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e a a  t ics  e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  p e r s o n s  

d e s c r i b e d  t o  t h e n  a s  b e i s g  g e n e r a l l y  more  E x t r a v e r t e d ) ,  

S u b j e c t s  v e r e  a s k e d  t o  f o r m  g e n e r a l  i m p r e s s i o n s  o f  t h r e e  

p e o p l e  d e s c r i b e d  t o  t h e m  o n  a n  a u d i o  t a p e  ( t a r g e t - p e r s o n s )  a n d  

e x p r e s s  t h o s e  i m p r e s s i o n s  i n  terms oE  t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of t h e  

t a r  g e t -  p e r s o n s  p e r f o r m i n g  b e h a v i o r s  r e l a t e d  t o  the t a p e d  

d e s c r i p t i o ~ s ,  A n a l y s e s  0 2  t h e  b e h a v i o r a l .  p r e d i c t i o n s  r e v e a l e d  

t h a t  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r e s e n t e d  f i r s t  d i d  i n f l u e n c e  t h e  i m p r e s s i o n s  

f o r m e d  b y  A s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s  w h i l e  t h e  i m p r e s s i o n s  f o r m e d  b y  

S c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s  d i d  n o t  r e v e a i  a n  e f fec t  of the o r d e r  o f  

i n • ’  o r m a t i o ~  p r e s e n t a t i o n .  It was c o n c l u d e d  t h a t  t h e  p r i m a c y  

effect  was i n d e e d  weakened  i n  s u b j e c t s  f o r  whom t h e  e l e m e n t s  o f  

a d e s c r i p t i o n  of a n o t h e r  p e r s o n  were r e l a t e d  t o  t h o s e  d i m e n s i o n s  

c h o s e n  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e m s e l v e s ,  S u ~ p o r t  f o r  t h e  p o l a r i z a t i o n  

h y p o t h e s i s  was n o t  o b t a i n e d ,  
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A, I n t r o d u c t i o n  

I n  r e c e n t  years t h e  work of social p s y c h o l o g i s t s  h a s  t a k e n  

o n  a n  i n c r e a s i n g l y  c o g n i t i v e  o r i e n t a t i o n .  T h e r e  a r e  f e u  

p h e n o m n a  i n  the realm o f  s o c i a l  b e h a v i o r  which  h a v e  n o t  b e e n  

a d d r e s s e d  i n  terms o f  the  individual*^ i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  

e x p e r i e n c e ,  A l t h o u g h  s u b j e c t i v e  e x p e r i e n c e  h a s  f o r  a g e s  been t h e  

c o n c e r n  o f  p h i l o s o p h e r s  a n d  p s y c h o l o g i s t s  a l i k e ,  what  

d i s t i n g u i s h e s  c u r r e n t  t h e o r i s t s v  a t t e m p t s  a t  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h e  

ways i n  which  i n d i v i d u a l s  c o a e  t o  t e r ~ s  w i t h  t h e i r  s o c i a l  

e n v i r o n m e n t  from t h o s e  o f  t h e i r  p r e d e c e s s o r s  is the e x t e n t  t o  

w h i c h  t h e i r  i d e a s  a r e  a m e n a b l e  t o  t e s t i n g .  A good e x a m p l e  is t h e  

d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e  " c o v e r t  soc ia l  actsts o f  G e o r g e  Eieadrs  

S y a b o l i c  I n t e r a c t i o n i s m  (1934) a n d  t h e  "a p r i o r i  c a u s a l  

t h e o r i e s N  d e s c r i b e d  by Nisbet t  a n d  W i l s o n  (1 977)- 

As i n t u i t i v e l y  p l a u s i b l e  a s  t h e  n o t i o n  o f  ' c o v e r t  s o c i a l  

a c t s v  is, n a m e l y  t h a t  we p o s s e s s  p e r s o n a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  or 

v e r s i o n s  of o v e r t ,  p u b l i c  acts ,  l i t t l e  else c a n  be d o n e  beyond  

a c k n o w l e d g i n g  a n d  a p p r e c i a t i n g  the n u m e r o u s  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  t h a t  

c a n  b e  p r e s e n t  i n  a n  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of events, By 

c o n t r a s t ,  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  'a p r i o r i  c a u s a l  t h e o r i e s '  

( b e l i e f s  a b o u t  t h e  n , , , e x t e n t  t o  which a p a r t i c u l a r  s t i m u l u s  is 

a p l a u s i b l e  cause o f  a g i v e n  r e s y o n s e , n )  (Hisbe t t  G Wilson ,  

1977) h a s  b e e n  a b l e  t o  p r e d i c t  hou the presence o f  s u c h  conmon 

b e 1  ief s c a n  r e s u l t  i n  i n d i v i d u a l s g  c o m m i s s i o n  of  i n a c c u r a t e  



c a u  s a l  i n f e r e n c e s ,  

T h e  r a n g e  of i n t e r e s t  i n  wha t  h a s  come t 

s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n  i s  t e l l i n g l y  r e v e a l e d  i n  t h e  t i t les  

own a s  

o f  s e v e r a l  

r e c e n t  t e x t s :  P e ~ o n a l i t y ,  C ~ q n i t i o n ~  S o c i a l  I n t e r a c t L p g ,  

( C a n t o r  E K i h l s t r o m ,  198 1) ; Person_ d e m o r G  us C q q n i t i v e  Bas42 

of Socia l  gerceptiog, ( H a s t i e ,  O s t r o m  e t  a l ,  1980) ; a n d  S o c i a &  

C w n i t i o n -  The O n t a r i o  S y m ~ a s i u a  on M r s o n a l i t p  g& S o c i a l  - - - A  --- -- 
C x n i t i o n  ( H i g g i n s  e t  a l ,  1980) -  S c h n e i d e r ,  H a s t o r f  a n d  - -- 
E l l s u o r t h ' s  g z a q  Peecgptitg, aov i n  its s e c o n d  e d i t i o n ,  is , 
e s s e n t i a l l y ,  a c o m p i l a t i o n  of t h e  work d o n e  i n  t h e  n u m e r o u s  

areas now b r o a c h e d  by t h e  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n  a p g r o a c h ,  T h e  

i n t e r e s t s  of t h e s e  r e s e a r c h e r s  i n  g e n e r a l  i n c l u d e  c o n c e r n s  w i t h  

t h e  effects o f  i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e  factors  i n  t h e  e n c o d i n g ,  

ret r e i v a l ,  a n d  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  s o c i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  O f  c e n t r a l  

c o n c e r n  t o  a number o f  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  h a s  b e e n  t h e  manner  i n  

w h i c h  w e  f o r m  i s p r e s s i o n s  o f  o t h e r s *  i n t e n t i o n s ,  a t t i t u d e s  a n d  

d i s p o s i t i o n s ,  S u c h  s t u d i e s  h a v e  b e e n  g r o u p e d  u n d e r  t h e  g e n e r a l  

h e a d i n g  o f  p e r s o n  p e r c e p t i o n ,  

One a s p e c t  of p e r s o n  p e r c e p t i o n  which  h a s  b e e n  of 

l o n g s t a n d i n g  i n t e r e s t  t o  socia l  p s y c h o l o g i s t s ,  i s  t h e  effect 

w h i c h  o r d e r  of p r e s e n t a t i o n  h a s  o n  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  of i ~ p r e s s i o n s  

of o t h e r s ,  The  i n o r d i n a t e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  f i r s t - p r e s e n t e d  

i n f o r m a t i o n  o n  i m p r e s s i o n  f o r m a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  c a l l ed  t h e  p r i m a c y  

e f f e c t .  



I 

Knowledge of  o t h e r s  comes t o  u s  i n  many forms a n d  o v e r  t h e  

course of  n u a e r o u s  o c c a s i o n s ,  R a r e l y  a t  f i rs t  n e e t i n g  d o  we h a v e  

a c c e s s  t o  a l l  we need  t o  know a b o u t  someone i n  o r d e r  t o  make 

r e l i a b l e  e v a l u a t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  p e r s o n a l i t y -  l e v e r t h l e s s ,  we d o  

n o t  u s u a l l y  h o l d  o u r  i n i t i a l  judgments  i n  abeyance.  P a r  from it;  

we more o f t e n  t h a n  n o t  make d e c i s i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  o t h e r s *  

i n t e n t i o n s ,  d i s p o s i t i o n s  and  p e r s o n a l i t y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  on t h e  

b a s i s  of minimal  amounts  of i n f o r m a t i o n  (a i l l er  E P o r t e r ,  i n  

press; Bisbet t  E Ross, 1980; S c h n e i d e r ,  e t  a l ,  1979). 

I n  1925 F r e d e r i c k  Lund p o s i t e d  t h e  HLau of Pr imacy i n  

P e r ~ u a s i o n * ~ ,  b a s e d  on h i s  o b s e r v a t i o n  t h a t  w...the s i d e  of  t h e  

q u e s t i o n  f i r s t  p r e s e n t e d  t o  us,  a n d  t h e  first i n f l u e n c e s  b r o u g h t  

t o  b e a r  upon u s ,  a re  aost e f f e c t i v e  i n  d e t e r a i n i n g  our 

 belief^,.,^, Twenty-one y e a r s  l a t e r ,  Solomon Asch c o n d u c t e d  a 

now c l a s s i c  series cf e x p e r i m e n t s  i n  u h i c h  h e  i n v e s t i g a t e d  t h e  

e f f e c t  t h a t  o r d e r  o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  had on  t h e  

o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  formed of a t a r g e t  p e r s o n ,  P a r a l l e l i n g  Lund*s  

r e s u l t s ,  &sch found  t h a t  t r a i t  items p r e s e n t e d  f i r s t  i n  a  list 

had a g r e a t e r  e f f e c t  on d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  

formed t h a n  t h o s e  items p r e s e n t e d  later  i n  t h e  same list. 

Since Aschvs s t u d i e s ,  a nunber  of i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  have been 

c o n d u c t e d  which, by a n d  l a r g e ,  have  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  e a r l y  f i n d i n g s  

(Hendr i ck  & C o s t a n t i n i ,  1970; J o n e s  e t  a l ,  1968; 1972; S t e w a r t ,  

1965). F o r  example,  i n  a  series of e x p e r i m e n t s  by J o n e s  e t  a1 



(1968) s u b j e c t s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  r a t e d  c o n • ’  e d e r a  tes who h a d  

d i s p l a y e d  e a r l y  s u c c e s s  i n  a  ,series of t a s k s  a s  h a v i n g  d o n e  

better t h a n  t h e y  a c t u a l l y  d i d ,  a n d  a s  h a v i n g  a g r e a t e r  

p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  s u c c e s s  i n  a  s e c o n d  series of t a s k s  t h a n  d i d  a 

c o m p a r a b l y  s u c c e s s f u l  c o n f e d e r a t e  who h a d  a number of f a i l u r e s  

e a r l y  o n  i n  t h e  t a s k  series. S u b j e c t s  a l s o  ra ted  t h e  " e a r l y  

s u c c e s s e s n  a s  b e i n g  Inore i n t e l l i g e n t  t h a n  t h e i r  " la te  b l o o m i n g w  

c o u n t e r p a r t s ,  T h e s e  f i n d i n g s  l e d  J o n e s  e t  d l  t o  s u g g e s t ,  a s  h a d  

Lund a n d  Asch b e f o r e  them, t h a t  e a r l y  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  ( i n  t h i s  case 

a b o u t  a b i l i t y )  n,*.is o v e r w e i g h t e d  a n d  l e a d s  t o  p r e a a t u r e  a n d  

p e r s i s t e n t   attribution^,^ (1958,  p.336) .  

The p r i m a c y  ef fect  prompted  L u c h i n s  (1958 ;  1960) t o  s e e k  

ways  of r e d u c i n g  t h e  * , , , r i g i d  a d h e r e n c e  t o  first i m p r e s s i o n s  i n  

everyday l i f e ,  i n  r a t i n g  s i t u a t i o n s  a n d  i n  the c l i n i c o n  (1958, 

p-289)- I n  o n e  s t u d y  h e  d i d  s u c c e e d  i n  e l i m i n a t i n g  t h e  p r i m a c y  

effect,  a n d  i n  f a c t ,  a c t u a l l y  o b t a i n e d  a r e c e n c y  effect i n  t h e  

rating of h i s  t a r g e t  p e r s o n s  ( e v a l u a t i o n s  t h a t  a p p e a r e d  t o  b e  

a o r e  i n f l u e n c e d  by t h e  l a s t  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e c e i v e d  r a the r  t h a n  t h e  

f i r s t ) ,  However,  comments  made by h i s  s u b j e c t s  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  

t h e  i n s t r u c t i o n s  t h e m s e l v e s  may h a v e  b e e n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  

more  t h a n  L u c h i n s  had a n t i c i p a t e d ,  

I t  seems t h a t  s u b j e c t s  who were g i v e n  a d i s t r a c t i n g  t a s k  

bet ween c o n t r a d i c t o r y  b e h a v i o r a l  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  t a r g e t  

( d e s c r i b e d  first of a l l  a s  b e h a v i n g  i n  a c o n s i s t e n t l y  

I n t r o v e r t e d  manner ,  l a t e r  a s  b e h a v i n g  i n  a c o n s i s t e n t l y  

E x t r a v e r t e d  manner ,  o r  v i c e  v e r s a )  d i d  n o t  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e  two 



d e s c r i p t i o n s  were o f  t h e  same person .  Some n o t e s  L u c h i n s  made on 

t h e s e  comments are p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t i n g .  Fo r  i n s t a n c e ,  he  

s t a t e s  t h a t ,  

nBany s u b j e c t s  who r e c e i v e d  t h e  i n t e r ~ o l a t e d  
q u e s t i o n n a i r e  comaented on t h e  i n c c n s i s t e n c i e s ;  some 
w r o t e  i n  t h e i r  b o o k l e t s  o r  s t a t e d  a f t e r  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t  
t h a t  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s - . . w e r e  so  d i f f e r e n t  t h a t  t h e y  
c o u l d  n o t  refer t o  t h e  same p e r s o n  and  t h e y  c o n c l n d e d  
t h a t  "two d i s t i n c t  J i m s m  had been  d e s ~ r i b e d . , . ~  

an2 t h a t  

n,,,plost s u b j e c t s  who had r e c e i v e d  t h e  i n t e r v e n i n g  
q u e s t i o n n a i r e  r e s i s t e d  t h e  i d e a  ( t h a t  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  
were o f  t h e  same p e r s o n )  and found  i t  d i f f i c u l t ,  o r  were 
n o t  a t  a l l  a b l e  t o  r e c o n c i l e  t h e  
d e s c r i p t i o n s , .  - n  (p.284) , 

I n  marked c o n t r a s t ,  t h o s e  s u b j e c t s  who d i d  n o t  e v a l u a t e  t h e  

t a r g e t ' s  b e h a v i c r  u n t i l  a f t e r  b o t h  sets of b e h a v i o r a l  

i n f o r m a t i o n  h a d  been  p r e s e n t e d  and  who were n o t  g i v e n  a n  

i n t e r v e n i n g  t a s k  t o  pe r fo rm ",,,seemed t o  e x p e r i e n c e  l i t t l e  o r  

no d i f f i c u l t y  i n  c o n c e i v i n g  of t h a  , -eat ire c o n a u n i c a t i o n ,  a s  

p e r t a i n i n g  t o  one i n d i ~ i d n a l . ~  (p. 2 8 4 ) -  Leach (1974) h a s  a l s o  

found  t h a t  t h e  u s e  of  such  i n t e r v e n i n g  t a s k s  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  

o b s e r v a t i o n  o f  a  r e c e n c y  effect a n d  t h a t  i n  such s i t u a t i o n s  t h e  

c o n f l i c t i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  is viewed by  s u b j e c t s  a s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  

two d i f f e r e n t  p e r s o n s  r a t h e r  t h a n  t o  a  s i n g l e  i n d i v i d u a l .  

T h e  e l i m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  pr imacy  e f f e c t  i n  t h e s e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  

s e t t i n g s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  i n t e r p r e t -  Indeed ,  it may 

be  t h a t  t h e  o n l y  r e a s o n  r e c e n c y  was o b t a i n e d  was b e c a u s e  t h e  

s u b j e c t s  had l o s t  t h e  s e n s e  o f  a s i n g l e  c o h e r e n t  i m p r e s s i o n ,  If 

so ,  t h e s e  f i n d i n g s  F r o v i d e  even  f u r t h e r  e v i d e n c e  of t h e  s t r e n g t h  

o f  t h e  p r i n a c y  e f f e c t  i n  p r e s e n t a t i o n  ocder ,  



The o n e  t h i n g  t h a t  a l l  of t h e  p r i m a c y  s t u d i e s  h a v e  h a d  i n  

ccmmon is t h e i r  s i n g u l a r  i n t e s e s t  i n  how i n f o r m a t i o n  is combined  

t o  fo rm c o h e r e n t  i m ~ r e s s i o n s  o f  t a r g e t  p e r s o n s .  f l o r e  r e c e n t l y  

t h o u g h ,  a t t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  f i e l d  of soc ia l  c o g n i t i o n  h a s  t u r n e d  t o  

t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  s t r u c t u r i n g  h i s  o r  h e r  s o c i a l  

p e r c e p t i o n s ,  T h e  e s s e n t i a l  c o m p o n e n t  o f  t h i s  p e r c e i v e r - o r i e n t e d  

work is t h a t  e x p e c t a t i o n ,  bel ief ,  o r  s e l f - r e l e v a n c e  a l l  p l a y  

i m p o r t a n t  p a r t s  i n  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of e v e n t s ,  i n c l u d i n g  

j u d g m e n t s  o f  t h e  p e r s o n a l i t y  o f  o t h e r s ,  Two c o n c e p t s  o f  

c o n t e m p o r a r y  s o c i a l  c o g n i t i o n  t h a t  may p r o v e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  p r i n a c y  effect a re  t h o s e  o f  s e l f - s c h e m a t a  a n d  

h y p o t h e s i s  t e s t i n g ,  

S e l f - s c h e m a t a  ----- 

S c h e m a t a  g e n e r a l l y  h a v e  been d e f i n e d  a s  knowledge  

s t r u c t u r e s  c o n t a i n i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  a b s t r a c t e d   fro^ e x p e r i e n c e  i n  

a n y  p a r t i c u l a r  domain, Numerous s t u d i e s  h a v e  shown t h a t  t h e i r  

p r i n c i p l e  f u n c t i o n s  i n v o l v e  t h e  b r e a k i n g  u p  of t h e  f l o w  of 

i n c o m i n g  i n f o r r a t i o n  i n t o  m e a n i n g f u l  u n i t s  t h e r e b y  f a c i l i t a t i n g  

e n c o d i n g ,  s t o r a g e  a n d  r e t r i e v a l ,  S c h e m a t a  also a p p e a r  t o  i n c l u d e  

e x p e c t a t i o n s  r e g a r d i n g  f u t u r e ,  s c h e m a - r e l a t e d  b e h a v i o r s  o r  

i n f o r m a t i o n ,  ( F i s k e  E L i n v i l l e ,  1 9 8 0 ;  T a y l o r  a n d  C r o c k e r ,  1980) 

Aaong t h e  more r e c e n t  s t u d i e s  i n  t h e  s c h e m a t a  area a r e  

s e v e r a l  which f o c u s  on t h e  role o f  wha t  h a v e  come to  b e  known a s  

s e l f - s c h e m a t a  (!!arkus e t  a 1 , 1 9 8 1 ) ,  A c c o r d i n g  t o  B a r k u s  (1977)  , 



s e l f - s c h e m a t a  a r e  

n,, , c o g n i  tiwe g e n e r a l i z a t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  self, d e r i v e d  
f r o m  p a s t  e x ~ e r i e n c e s ,  t h a t  o r g a n i z e  a n d  g u i d e  t h e  
p r o c e s s i n g  o i  s e l f - r e l a t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  
i n d i v i d u a l ' s  s o c i a l  e x p e r i e n c e s ,  (p. 64) 

T h e  research o f  Markus  a n d  o t h e r s  h a s  shown t h a t  t h e  p r o c e s s i n g  

of i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  i s  r e l e v a n t  t o  a n  e x i s t i n g  s e l f - s c h e m a  is 

d o n e  q u i c k e r ,  w i t h  g r e a t e r  c o n f i d e n c e ,  a n 8  more c o n s i s t e n t l y  

t h a n  i t  is f o r  i n f o r m a t i o n  deeilled i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  or  

i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  s c h e m a t i z e d  domain ( n a r k u s ,  1977; f l a r k u s  e t  a 1  

1980; 1981; 1982) -  

I n  Narkus* (1977) s t u d y ,  f o r  example ,  s u b j e c t s  who were 

d e s i g n a t e d  s c h e m a t i c  ( ~ o s s e s s i n g  s e l f - s c h e m a  f o r  e i t h e r  

d e p e n d e n c e  o r  i n d e p e n d e n c e ) ,  had s h o r t e r  r e s p o n s e  l a t e n c i e s  i n  

p r e s s i n g  a b u z z e r  t o  s i g n a l  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  

c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e i r  s e l f - s c h e m a  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  a d j e c t i v e s  

i n c o n s i s t e n t  or  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  schema-  However, r e s p o n s e  

l a t e n c i e s  f o r  aschereatic s u b j e c t s  ( t h o s e  l a c k i n g  self - s c h e a a  f o r  

d e p e n d e n c e  o r  i n d e p e n d e n c e )  were similar f o r  a l l  t r a i t  

a d j e c t i v e s ,  

S c h e m a t i c s  were s i m i l a r l y  more c o n s i s t e n t  i n  t h e i r  c h o i c e s  

o f  a d j e c t i v e s  a s  b e i n g  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i v e  t h a n  were aschematics- 

T h a t  is, a s c h e a a t i c s  were much more l i k e l y  t o  select a d j e c t i v e s  

r e l a t e d  t o  b o t h  d e p e n d e n c e  a n d  i n d e p e n d e n c e  t h a n  were s u b j e c t s  

d e e a e d  i n d e p e n d e n t  o r  d e ~ e n d e n t  s c h e m a t i c s .  T h e  l a t t e r ' s  

s e l e c t i o n s  were p r e d o l a i n a n t l y  s c h e m a - c o n s i s t e n t ,  S c h e a a t i c s  were 

a l s o  more  r e s i s t a n t  t o  s u g g e s t i o n s  t h a t  t h e y  p o s s e s s e d  t r a i t s  

w h i c h  were i n c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e i r  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  i n  t h e  



s c h e m a t i z e d  d o m a i n  t h a n  were a s c h e a a t i c  s u b j e c t s ,  C o n s i s t e n t  
, 

f i n d i n g s  h a v e  b e e n  r e p o r t e d  bg H a r k u s  a n d  o t h e r s  i n  t h e  d o m a i n s  

o f  g e n d e r  i d e n t i t y ,  body w e i g h t ,  (see n a r k u s  e t  a l ,  1981) a n d  

social- s e n s i t i v i t y  ( !4a rkus  a n d  S e n t i s ,  1980)- 

I n  a d d i t  ion, c o m p a r i s o n s  h a v e  b e e n  d rawn be tween  p e r s o n s  

who p o s s e s s  s e l f - s c h e m a t a  i n  c e r t a i n  d o m a i n s  a n d  H e x p e r t s H  

( d e f i n e d  a s  i n d i v i d u a l s  vl,,.whose k n o v l e d g e  of a s u b j e c t  a r e a  is 

I1denser"  t h a n  t h e  n o v i c e - - t h a t  is, b o t h  more c o m p l e t e  a n d  more 

c o m p l e x l y  o r g a n i z e d - " )  . ( 8 a r k u s  e t  a l ,  1981) 

E s s e n t i a l l y ,  t h e s e  c o m p a r i s o n s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  i n  much t h e  

same way t h a t  e x p e r t s  are c a p a b l e  of d i v i d i n g  i n f o r a a t i o n  within 

t h e i r  area of e x p e r t i s e  up i n t o  more  m e a n i n g f u l ,  m a n a g e a b l e  

c h u n k s  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g ,  p e o p l e  w i t h  u e l l - d e v e l o p e d  

s e l f - s c h e  n a t a  c a n ,  i n  t h e  s c h e m a t i x e d  d o m a i n s ,  p r o c e s s  

i n f  o r n a  t i o n  w i t h  g r e a t e r  e f f i c i e n c y  t h a n  t h e y  c o u l d  w i t h o u t  s u c h  

c o g n i t i v e  a i d s ,  I n  t h e  s t u d y  by Harkus ,  S m i t h  a n d  n o r e l a n d  

(1981) , f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  b o t h  m a s c u l i n e  s c h e m a t i c s  a n d  a s c h e m a t i c s  

were shown a f i l ~  d e p i c t i n g  a male a c t o r  p e r f o r m i n g  s e v e r a l  

s o u  t i n e  a c t i o n s  e i t h e r  r e l a t e d  o r  u n r e l a t e d  t o  s t e r e o t y p i c a l l y  

m a s c u l i n e  b e h a v i o r s  ( r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  r e a d i n g  a P l a y b o y  magaz ine ,  

c r u s h i n g  a beer c a n  v s  e a t i n g  a n  a p p l e ,  p l a y i n g  r e c o r d s ) ,  

S u b j e c t s  were i n s t r u c t e d  t o  i n d i c a t e ,  b y  p r e s s i n g  a b u z z e r ,  when 

t h e y  h a d  n,,, o b s e r v e d  a l r e a o i n g f  u l  a c t i o n  u n i t a n  (p, 12) 

S c h e m a t i c s  r e l i a b l y  s e g a e n t e d  t h e  s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  p o r t i o n s  

o f  the f i l s  i n t o  l a r g e r  c h u n k s  t h a n  d i d  a s c h e m a t i c s ,  E l e i t h e r  

g r o u p ,  however ,  d i f f e r e d  i n  t h e  s i z e  of s e g m e n t s  i n t o  which t h e y  



d i v i d e d  t h e  mascu l i n i t y - i r r e l e v a n t  f i ls  s e q u e n c e s -  n a r k u s  e t  a 1  

s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  the s e l f - s c h e m a ,  i n  t h i s  case, w,-,is assumed  t o  

h a v e  p r o v i d e d  b o t h  a c o n t e x t  a n d  a n  i n t e r p r e t i v e  f ramework  f o r  

t h e  f i l m  which  a l l o w e d  t h e  stream of b e h a v i o r  t o  3>e o r g a n i z e d  

i n t o  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  a n d  m e a n i n g f u l  c h ~ n k s , ~  (p-  14). 

A l t h o u g h  t h e  a b i l i t y  t o  d i v ~ d e  a c t i o n  s e q u e n c e s  u p  i n t o  

r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  u n i t s  h a s  b e e n  r e g a r d e d  a s  a f u n c t i o n  of  

e x p e r t i s e  ( C h i e s i ,  1979), it is a l s o  somewhat  s e l f - e v i d e n t  t h a t  

e x p e r t s  s h o u l d  be a b l e ,  when t h e  s i t u a t i o n  demands  it, t o  b r e a k  

d o u a  t h e  b e h a v i o r  stream i n t o  f i n e  a c t i o n  u n i t s  t o  p e r f o r a t  

i n - d e p t h  a n a l y s e s  o f  s i t u a t i o n s ,  (Commentator  analysis o f  

p i t c h e s  d u r i n g  World S e r i e s  games,  o r  o b s e r v a t i o n s  by t h e  l i k e s  

o f  Howie B e e k e r  d u r i n g  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  IBL h o c k e y   lay p r o v i d e  

a a p l e  a n e c d o t a l  e v i d e n c e  o f  t h i s . )  And i n d e e d ,  Harkus e t  a 1  

(1981) f o u n d  t h i s  t o  be t h e  case f o r  t h e  m a s c u l i n e - s c h e t a a t i c s '  

a n a l y s i s  of t h e  f i l m  s e q u e n c e s  d e s c r i b e d  above ,  G i v e n  

i n s t r u c t ~ o n s  t o  b r e a k  down t h e  a c t i o n  s e q u e n c e s  i n t o  t h e  

sma l les t  p o s s i b l e  u n i t s ,  s c h e m a t i c s  c o n s i s t e a t l y  d i v i d e d  t h e  

s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  p o r t i o n  of the f i l m  i n t o  smaller u n i t s  t h a n  

aschema tics, 

C l e a r l y ,  t h e  s e l f - r e l e v a n c e  of i n f o r m a t i o n  h a s  s i g n i f i c a n t  

e f f e c t s  o n  t h e  e n c o d i n g  of social  i n f o r m a t i o n -  However,  a s  much 

a s  s u c h  c o g n i t i v e  f r a m e w o r k s  may r e d u c e  t h e  * c o g n i t i v e  l o a d u  we 

may be b u r d e n e d  w i t h  i n  a n y  g i v e n  s i t u a t i o n ,  they may a l s o  b e  

t h e  s o u r c e  o f  s y s t e m a t i c  errors i n  t h e  p r o c e s s i n g  o f  t h a t  same 

i n f o r m a t i o n ,  P e r t i n e n t  e x a m p l e s  o f  t h i s  h a v e  emerged  i n  t h e  



r e c e n t  s t u d i e s  d c o e  on h y p o t h e s i s  t e s t i n g .  
, 

I 

H ~ o t h e s i s  T e s t i n g  - --- -- 

R e c e n t  s t u d i e s  by Snyde r  and  o t h e r s  (Snyder  e t  a l ,  1978 

(a) ; (b) ; (c) ; 1979;  1980) i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  is a  g e n e r a l  

t e n d e n c y  f o r  p e o p l e  t o  seek h y p o t h e s i s - c o n f i r m i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  i n  

t h e i r  a t t e n p t s  t o  e v a l u a t e  i n f  o r n a t i o n  r e c e i v e d  a b o u t  o t h e r s .  I n  

a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  series of s t u d i e s  c o n d u c t e d  b y  Snyde r  and 

Can t o r  (1979) , s u b j e c t s  were p r o v i d e d  w i t h  b i o g r a p h i c a l  

d e s c r i p t i o n s  t a e q u a l l y  r i c h  i n  I n t r o v e r t  a n d  E x t r a v e r t  m a t e r i a l "  

(p.333) a n d  a t  a l a t e r  d a t e  were g i v e n  t h e  t a s k  o f  i n d i c a t i n g  

hou s u i t a b l e  t h e  t a r g e t  p e r s o n  u a s  f o r  a c e r t a i n  job, 

I f  t h e  mos t  s u i t a b l e  p e r s o n  had been  d e s c r i b e d  t o  them a s  

b e i n g  a  n p r o t o t y p i c $ a  I n t r o v e r t  (Lea  q u i e t ,  shy, s t u d i o u s ,  

etc,) , s u b j e c t s ,  i n  r a t i n g  the t a r g e t ,  p r o v i d e d  more I n t r o v e r t e d  

e x a m p l e s  f r o @  t h e  b i o g r a p h y  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  E x t r a v e r t  e x a m p l e s  

w h i l e  r a n k i n g  h e r  a s  being h i g h l y  s u i t a b l e  f o r  t h e  job. On t h e  

o t h e r  hand,  s u b j e c t s  who v e r e  t o l d  t h a t  t h e  b e s t  p e r s o n  f o r  t h e  

j o b  would be a  u p r o t o t y ~ i c w  E x t r a v e r t  (i, e, bold ,  e n t h u s i a s t i c ,  

s e l f - a s s u r e d ,  etc, ) l a t e r  gave  Bore e x a a p l e s  o f  E x t r a v e r t  

b e h a v i o r  f rom t h e  b i o g r a p h i c a l  d e s c r i p t i o n  w h i l e  r a n k i n g  &r a s  

b e i n g  h i g h l y  s u i t a b l e  f o r  t h e  j ob -  

I n  a n o t h e r  s t u d y  (Snyder  & Campbel l ,  1980),  s u b j e c t s  were 

g i v e n  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  select t h e  t y ~ e  of q u e s t i o n s  t h e y  would 

a s k  j ob  a p p l i c a n t s  t o  a s s e s s  t h e i r  s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  a  j o b  



r e q u i r i n g  e i t h e r  a n  " I n t r o v e r t e d *  o r  " E x t r a v e r t e d n  t y p e  of 
\ 

pe r son ,  Again,  s u b j e c t s  c h o s e  more q u e s t i o n s  which a f f  irrned 

s u i t a b i l i t y  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  uou ld  guage  

u n s u i t a b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  p o s i t r o n ,  But a n  e v e n  a o r e  d r a m a t i c  

example of  t h i s  h y ~ o t h e s i s  t e s t i n g  b i a s ,  and  one  more p e r t i n e n t  

t o  t b e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y ,  was t h a t  c o n d u c t e d  b y  Lord e t  a 1  (1979)- 

T h e s e  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  l o o k e d  a t  t h e  manner i n  which p e o p l e  

h o l d i n g  " s t r o n g  o p i n i o n s  on complex i s s u e s 8 *  [ c a p i t a l  punishment )  

examined w h a t  was F o r t r a y e d  a s  b e i n g  e m p i r i c a l  e v i d e n c e  

r e g a r d i n g  t h e  l e g i t i m a c y  of e i t h e r  a p r o -  o r  a n t i - c a p i t a l  

punishment  s t a n d  (1979, p- 2098)- They tound t h a t  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  

t h e  o r d e r  of  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  u e v i d e n c e w  ( f i r s t  s u p p o r t i v e  o f  

s u b  jectss o r i g i n a l  o p i n i o n  f o l l o w e d  by o p p o s i n g  v iews ,  o r  v i c e  

v e r s a )  o r  t h e  method p u r p o r t e d  t o  h a v e  been used i n  t h e  

c o l l e c t i o n  o f  d a t a  ( s t a t i s t i c s  compi l ed  b e f o r e  and  a f t e r  

c h a n g i n g  l e g i s l a t i o n  on c a p i t a l  punishment  v s  s t a t i s t i c s  

compi l ed  i n  two d i f f e r e n t  states, o n e  w i t h  t h e  d e a t h  p e n a l t y ,  

one  w i t h o u t ) ,  s u b j e c t s  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  t h e  f i n d i n g s  s u p p o r t i v e  of 

t h e i r  i n i t i a l  view were n o r e  c o n v i n c i n g  t h a n  t h o s e  

s u b s t a n t i a t i n g  o p p o s i n g  v i eus ,  A s  well, t h e  methodology used i n  

the * p r e f e r r e d n  s t u d i e s  was deemed more r e l i a b l e ,  I n  f a c t ,  a f t e r  

h e a r i n g  a r g u m e n t s  b o t h  f o r  and a g a i n s t ,  t h e y  became e v e n  more 

c e r t a i n  o f  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s  of t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  b e l i e f s  t h a n  

t h e y  were b e f o r e  t h e y  r e a d  any o f  t h e  p r o  cr con a rguments ,  

S i m i l a r l y ,  s t u d i e s  by H i r s c h b e r g  a n d  J e n n i n g s  (1980) and  

S h r a a g e r  and  P a t t e r s o n  (1974) n o t e  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  e x i s t e n t  



p e r s o n a l i t y  a t t r i b u t e s  h a v e  i n  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  of  o t h e r s ,  
, 

H i r s c h b e r g ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  n o t e s  t h a t  # -  -. p e o p l e  w i l l  p a y  

a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h o s e  a s p e c t s  of  t h e i r  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  e n v i r o n m e n t  

t h a t  c o r r e s p o n d  t o  p r o m i n e n t  p e r s o n a l i t y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  

p e r s o n s  t h e m s e l v e s -  ,, (p, 2 3 7 ) -  F o n g  a n d  H a r k u s ,  i n  a n  

u n p u b l i s h e d  s t u d y  (cited by l i a r k o s  a n d  S e n t i s ,  1 9 8 0 ) ,  c h a n g e d  

S n y d e r a  s (1979)  e x p e r i m e n t a l  p a r a d i g m  s l i g h t l y  t o  i n c l u d e  a n  

i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e  v a r i a b l e  i n  t h e  e x a m i n a t i o n  of 

h y p o t h e s i s - c o n f i r m i n g  t e n d e n c i e s ,  U n l i k e  t h o s e  s t u d i e s  c o n d u c t e d  

by S n y d e r  e t  a 1  (1978 f a )  ; (b) ; (c) ; 1980),  Fong a n d  H a r k u s  were 

i n t e r e s t e d  i n  t h e  t y p e  of e x p e c t a n c i e s  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  b r i n g s  

i n t o  t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t e s t i n g  s i t u a t i o n ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  i n f o r m a t i o n  

i n c l u d e d  a s  p a r t  of  t h e i r  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  s e l f - s c h e m a t a ,  

I n  t h e i r  s t u d y ,  s u b j e c t s  were n o t  p r o v i d e d  w i t h  a n y  

s p e c i f i c  h y p o t h e s i s  t o  test. They  were s i m p l y  g i v e n  t h e  

o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  select t h e  k i n d  o f  q u e s t i o n s  they  would a s k  

someone  whom t h e y  were a b o u t  t o  meet, Fong a n d  H a r k u s  f o u n d  t h a t  

t h o s e  s u b j e c t s  whom t h e y  h a d  d e s i g n a t e d  a s  b e i n g  I n t r o v e r t  

s c h e m a t i c s  s e l e c t e d  more i n t r o v e r t  q u e s t i o n s  t h a n  e x t r a v e r t  

q u e s t i o n s ,  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e a a t i c s ,  o n  t h e  o t h e r  hand ,  s e l e c t e d  

more  q u e s t i o n s  a s k i n g  for i n • ’  o r m a t i o n  r e l a t e d  t o  e x t r a v e r t e d  

t y p e s  o f  b e h a v i o r  t h a n  t h e y  d i d  q u e s t i o n s  t h a t  would p r o v i d e  

i n f o r m a t i o n  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  p e r f o r m a n c e  o r  p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  

i n t r o v e r t e d  b e h a v i o r s ,  A s c h e m a t i c s ,  however ,  a s k e d  more 

introversion/extraversion i r r e l e v a n t  t h a n  relevant q u e s t i o n s -  

Aga in ,  t h i s  l a t t e r  f i n d i n g  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  i n f  o r a a t i o n  was 



s e l e c t e d  by s u b j e c t s  i n  terms of what  was r e l e v a n t  to t h e i r  own 

s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n s  r a t h e r  t h a n *  o n  t h e  b a s i s  o f  o b j e c t i v e  

h y p o t h e s i s  t e s t i n g  methods,  

I n d i v i d u a l  D i f f e r e n c e s  i n  Past P r i n a c p  L i t e r a t u r e  - -  ----- -- -I- -- 

G i v e n  t h e  c u r r e n t  i n t e r e s t  i n  schemata a n d  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o n  

t h e  r o l e  o f  s e l f - s c h e m a t a  i n  p e r s o n  p e r c e p t i o n  a n d  

h y p o t h e s i s - t e s t i n g  j u s t  m e n t i o n e d ,  i t  seems r e a s o n a b l e  t o  

p r e s u m e  t h a t  s u c h  a n  i n d i v i d u a l - d i f f e r e n c e  a p p r o a c h  t o  soc ia l  

i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o c e s s i n g  c o u l d  be  i n t e r e s t i n g l y  a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  

p r i ~ a c p  effect. I r o n i c a l l y  enough ,  t h e  b e g i n n i n g s  o f  s u c h  a 

p e r s p e c t i v e  was p r e s e n t  i n  t h e  " p r i m a c y  l i t e r a t u r e "  a s  ear ly  a s  

192 5 (Lund) , F o r  i n s t a n c e ,  i n  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h e  effect of 

o r d e r  o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n  Lund states t h a t  

",,,if p r i m a c y  is t h e  fac tor ,  t h e n  p r o p o s x t i o n s  upon 
w h i c h  o n e  has a l r e a d y  h a d  a m p l e  o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  form a n  
o ~ i n i o n  s h o u l d  b e  much less s u b j e c t  t o  p e r s u a s i v e  
i n • ’  l u e n c e s ,  ., I* (1925,  p. 189)  , 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  l a t e r  r e s e a r c h e r s ,  f o r  t h e  most p a r t  c o n c e r n e d  

w i t h  t h e  r o l e  o f  p r i m a c y  i n  i m p r e s s i o n  f o r m a t i o n ,  by a n d  l a r g e  

i g n o r e d  e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  p e r c e i v e r .  However, more 

d i r e c t  e v i d e n c e  f o r  t h e  r o l e  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  h a s  b e e n  

t h e  p r i n c i p l e  f o c u s  o f  a t  leas t  o n e  p r i m a c y  s t u d y ,  A l t h o u g h  i t  

is n o t  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  p r i m a c y *  s r o l e  i n  i m p r e s s i o n  f o r m a t i o n ,  it 

d o e s  s p e a k  to  t h e  o r i g i n a l  i s s u e  of f a m i l i a r i t y  which Lund 

p o s i t e d  (1925) .  I n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y ,  a s  will s o o n  becoatle 

e v i d e n t ,  it is e s s e n t i a l l y  d e g r e e  of f a m i l i a r i t y  with t a r g e t  



i n f o r m a  t l o n  which  d i s t  ingo  i s h e s  s u b j e c t  g r o u p s -  

J a n i s  a n d  F e i e r a b e n d  (1957) s t u d i e d  182 h i g h  s c h o o l  

s t u d e n t s  t o  see if o r d e r  of p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t h e  i s s u e s  i n  a 

t w o - s i d e d  a r g u  a e n t  ( p r o / c o n  v o l u n t e e r i n g  fo r  t h e  C i v i l  D e f e n s e  

O r g a n i z a t i o n  o r  CDO) would h a v e  a n y  i n f l u e n c e  on t h e  d e g r e e  t o  

w h i c h  a n  a u d i e n c e  c o u l d  be p e r s u a d e d  t o  c h a n g e  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  

a t t i t u d e s ,  T h e i r  main  h y p o t h e s i s  u a s  t h a t  

n,,,when t h e  o p p o s i n g  a r g u m e n t s  have a v e r y  JOJ 
p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  b e i n g  s p o n t a n e o n s l y  s a l i e n t  f o r  t h e  
a u d i e n c e ,  a n  a o  t h o r i t a t i v e  c o a n o n i c a t i o n  w i l l  be  more 
e f f e c t i v e  i f  t h e  c o n  a r g u m e n t s  a re  p r e s e n t e d  a f t e r  
r a t h e r  t h a n  b e f o r e  t h e  major p r o  a r g ~ m e n t s . ~  (p. 117) 

T h e y  a s s u m e d  t h a t  f o r  most  h i g h  s c h o o l  s t u d e n t s ,  a r g u m e n t s  

a g a i n s t  CDO v o l u n t e e r i n g  would n o t  b e  s a l i e n t ,  i f  o n l y  b e c a u s e  

# , , , they  g e n e r a l l y  r e g a r d ( e d )  it a s  u n p a t r i o t i c  t o  h o l d  a n  

u n f a v o r a b l e  a t t i t u d e  t o w a r d  c i v i l  d e f e n ~ e , ~ ,  (p, 1 18) T h e  a c c u r a c y  

of t h i s  a s s u m p t i o n  was s u p p o r t e d  i n  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  a  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  a d n i n i s t e r e d  by t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  t o  a s e p a r a t e  

g r o u p  o f  s t u d e n t s ,  R e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  showed t h a t  

s t u d e n t s  h e l d  

" , , , n a i n l y  u n s t r u c t u r e d  a n d  p o s i t i v e  s t e r e o t y p e d  
o p i n i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  c i v i l  d e f e n s e  p r e p a r a t i o n s  r a t h e r  
t h a n  j u d g m e n t s  b a s e d  on f a m i l i a r i t y  w i t h  t h e  m a j o r  p r o s  
a n d  c o n s  of t h e  i s s u e - f l  (p, 119) 

T h e  f i n d i n g s  s u p ~ o r t e d  t h e i r  o r i g i n a l  h y p o t h e s i s -  S t u d e n t s  

who were p r e s e n t e d  first w i t h  t h e  p r o ,  t h e n  w i t h  t h e  c o n  CDO 

a r g u m e n t  were s i y n i f  i c a n t l y  more f a v o r a b l y  d i s p o s e d  t o w a r d  CDO 

t h a n  were t h o s e  s t u d e n t s  who were a s s i g n e d  t o  a c o n t r o l  g r o u p  

a n d  p r o v i d e d  w i t h  no a r g u m e n t s  (e i ther  f o r  o r  a g a i n s t  c i v i l  

defense), S t u d e n t s  who r e c e i v e d  t h e  c o n ,  t h e n  p r o  a r g u m e n t s ,  



however, h a r d l y  d i f f e r e d  from t h e  c o n t r o l  g r o u p  i n  t h e i r  

a t t i t u d e  t o v a r d  t h e  C i v i l  Defense O r g a n i z a t i o n .  T h e s e  r e s u l t s  

prompted Hovland, (1957) t o  s t a t e  t h a t  " . . - the  n e a r e r  o n e  comes 

t o  a c h i e v i n g  primacy i n  t h e  s e n s e  o f  t h e  f i r s t  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of  

u n f a m i l i a r  m a t e r i a l ,  t h e  n o s e  art o n e  i s  t o  c b t a i n  pr imacy  

effects," (p, 139) I t  is u n f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  i n  t h e  25 y e a r s  s i n c e  

t h e  J a n i s  a n d  F e i e r a b e n d  s t u d y  t h a t  l i t t l e  else h a s  b e e n  done  t o  

examine  t h e  r o l e  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  i n  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  

pr imacy  effect, 

T h e  Present S t u d y  -- --- 

Recen t  work on  t h e  i n f l u e n c e  o f  s t a b l e  c o g n i t i v e  s t r u c t u r e s  

(e- 3,  s e l f - s c h e r r a t a )  on  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o c e s s i n g  (Can to r ,  1976; 

H i r s c h b e r g  G J e n n i n g s ,  1980; Ku ipe r  6 Roger s ,  1979; Lemon a n d  

Warren, 1974; S h r a u g e r  & P a t t e r s o n ,  1974) s u g g e s t s  a n o v e l  

a p p r o a c h  t o  s t u d y i n g  t h e  pr imacy e f f e c t .  T h a t  is, i t  seeas 

r e a s o n a b l e  t o  p ropose  t h a t  the l i k e l i h o o d  and  s t r e n g t h  of  a 

pr imacy e f f e c t  b e i n g  o b t a i n e d  w i l l  depend upon t h e  se l f - s chema  

o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l .  I n  forming  i m ~ r e s s i o n s ,  a ~ r i m a c y  e f f e c t  

s h o u l d  emerge most s t r o n g l y  i n  t h e  judgments  o f  o b s e r v e r s  who 

l a c k  a s e l f - s c h e m a  ( a r e  a s c h e m a t i c )  f o r  t h e  domain of p e r s o n  

i n f o r m a t i o n  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  a  t a r g e t  p e r s o n ,  t h a n  

f o r  o b s e r v e r s  who d o  p o s s e s s  r e l e v a n t  s e l f - s c h e a a  (are 

s c h e m a t i c )  , 



F o r  a s c h e a a t i c s  t h i s  would  be t h e  case b e c a u s e  l a c k i n g  

p e r s o n a l  e x p e r i e n c e  ( f l a r k u s ,  1977) or f a m i l i a r i t y  v i t h  the 

r e l e v a n t  d o m a i n ,  t h e  f i r s t  b i t s  of i n f o r m a t i o n  g i v e n  t h e m  s h o u l d  

i n i t i a t e  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  i m p r e s s i o n ,  S u b s e q u e n t l y ,  t h e y  

s h o u l d  c o n s t r u c t  a n  i m p r e s s i o n  l a r g e l y  i n f l u e n c e d  by t h a t  

i n i t i a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  ( J a n i s  E F e i e r a b e n d ,  1957;  H o v l a n d ,  1 9 5 7 )  - 
S c h e m a t i c s ,  h o w e v e r ,  b e i n g  s e n s i t i v e  t o  i n f o r m a t i o n  p e r t i n e n t  to  

t h e i r  s e l f - s c h e m a ,  s h o u l d  n o t  b e  affected by o r d e r  o f  

p r e s e n t a t i o n .  

U n l i k e  a s c h e m a t i c s ,  t h e y  s h o u l d  s e l e c t i v e l y  a t t e n d  t o  

( H i r s c h b e r g  & J e n n i n g s ,  3980; ) a n d  c o n s i d e r  B o r e  reliable o r  

v a l i d  ( L o r d  et al, 1980) i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n g r u e n t  v i t h  t h e i r  

s c h e m a - b a s e d  e x p e c t a t i o n s ,  T h i s  s e l e c t i v e  a t t e n t i o n  s h o u l d  n o t  

o n l y  weaken  t h e  p r i m a c y  effect b u t  r e s u l t  i n  d r a m a t i c a l l y  

d i v e r g e n t  e v a l u a t i o n s  of t a r g e t  p e r s o n s  d e s c r i b e d  a s  p o s s e s s i d g  

s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  a t t r i b u t e s ,  f o r ,  a s  n o t e d  by T a y l o r  a n d  C r o c k e r  

(1980, p . 1 2 3 ) .  

*',,,a s c h e m a ,  a s  a n o r m a t i v e  s t r u c t u r e  a g a i n s t  w h i c h  
i n c o m i n g  d a t a  a r e  m a t c h e d ,  c o n t a i n s  o n l y  e v i d e n c e  of 
v h a t  a n  i n s t a n c e  s h o n l d  l o o k  l i k e ,  go2 e v i d e n c e  o f  v h a t  
it s h o u l d  4s l o o k  l i k e - " ,  

T h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  is g u i d e d  by two h y p o t h e s e s ,  



H y p o t h e s i s  1 

I 

T h e  impact o f  e a r l y  i n f o r m a t i o n  on i m p r e s s i o n  f o r m a t i o n  

w i l l  b e  weakened for  t h o s e  o b s e r v e r s  p o s s e s s i n g  s e l f - s c h e n a  

relevant t o  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d .  o b s e r v e r s  l a c k i n g  r e l e v a n t  

s e l f - s c h e m a  w i l l ,  however,  form i m p r e s s i o n s  of others t h a t  

r e f l e c t  t h e  overwhelming  i n f l u e n c e  of f i r s t  p r e s e n t e d  

i n f  orma t i o n .  

H y p o t h e s i s  2 

T h e  c o n t e n t  of o b s e r v e r s '  i m p r e s s i o n s  o f  a t a r g e t  p e r s o n  

will b e  p o l a r i z e d  i n  the direction of their self-schemata. 



T h i s  e x p e r i m e n t  was a  3 X 3 mixed f a c t o r i a l  d e s i g n  upon 

which a  t w o - f a c t o r  a n a l y s i s  o f  v a r i a n c e  f o r  r e p e a t e d  measu res  

was per formed-  S u b j e c t s  were grouyed  a c c o r d i n g  t o  schema-type 

( I n t r o v e r t ,  E x t r a v e r t ,  Ascheiaat ic)  , t h e  between-sub jects 

f a c t o r ,  and  were  p r e s e n t e d  wi th  t h r e e  t a r g e t s  t o  e v a l u a t e  ( t h e  

w i t h i n - s u b j e c t s  f a c t o r )  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  t a r g e t ,  

E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  t a r g e t  and  N e u t r a l  t a r g e t  ( a s  c o n t r o l )  - 
Order  of p r e s e n t a t i o n  was c o u n t e r b a l a n c e d  across c o n d i t i o n s -  

O v e r v i e  w --- 

Data  was o b t a i n e d  from 2 4 4  females e n r o l l e d  i n  

u n d e r g r a d u a t e  psychology  courses- f l e e t i n g  i n  s a a l l  g roups ,  t h e y  

filled o u t  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  f o r m s  d e s i g n e d  t o  e s t a b l i s h  whe the r  

o r  n o t  they c o u l d  b e  d e s i g n a t e d  I n t r o v e r t  o r  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e i a a t i c  

o r  Aschematic ,  After t h e y  had completes t h e  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  

t a s k  t h e y  were p r e s e n t e d  wi th  t a p e  r e c o r d e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of 

three d i f f e r e n t  f ema les ,  They were t h e n  a s k e d  t o  form a  g e n e r a l  

i m p r e s s i o n  o t  e a c h  t a r g e t  p e r s o n  and  a f t e r  e a c h  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  

c o m p l e t e  a N b e h a v i o r a l  i n v e n t o r y H  i n d i c a t i n g  how t h e y  t h o u g h t  

t h e  t a r g e t  p e r s o n  would c o n d u c t  h e r s e l f  i n  a  number of d i f f e r e n t  

s o c i a l  s i t u a t i o n s -  F o r  t h e  Fu rpose  o f  a n a l y s i s ,  s u b j e c t s  were 

c a t e g o r i z e d  on  t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e i r  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n s  a s  e i t h e r  



E x t r a v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s ,  I n t r o v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s ,  or A s c h e n a t i c s ,  

Sub-&cts and S u u e c t  C l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  - - -- -- -- -------- 

I n  s m a l l  g r o u p s  r a n g i n g  i n  s i ze  from 4 t o  1 3 ,  female 

u n d e r g r a d u a t e  s u b j e c t s  were a s k e d  t o  r a t e  t h e m s e l v e s  on f o u r t e e n  

b i p o l a r  t r a i t  d i m e n s i o n s  a n d  c o m p l e t e  a s h o r t  a d j e c t i v e  

c h e c k l i s t ,  T h e  b i p c l a r  d i m e n s i o n s  were ar ranged  an  a n  e l e v e n  

p o i n t  s e m a n t i c - d i f  f e r e n t i a l  t y p e  scale, Five o f  t h e  f o u r t e e n  

d i m e n s i o n s  were c o n s t r u c t e d  froa materials u s e d  by C a n t o r  a n d  

flischel (1977)  a n d  had been  d e t e r m i n e d  by t h o s e  a u t h o r s  a s  b e i n g  

h i g h l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  c o n c e p t s  of  I n t r o v e r s i o n  ( e - g ,  

sof t - s p o k e n ,  r e s e r v e d ,  q u i e t ,  s h y  a n d  i n t r o v e r t e d )  a n d  

E x t r a v e r s i o n  (e-g.. e x u b e r a n t ,  o u t g o i n g ,  t a l k a t i v e ,  s e l f - a s s u r e d  

a n d  e x t r a v e r t e d ) .  The r e m a i n i n g  n i n e  d i a e n s i o n s  were c h o s e n  f r o m  

C a n t o r  and  H i s c b e l ' s  s t u d y  (1977)  a n d  i n c l u d e d  t o  r e d u c e  t h e  

l i k e l i h o o d  of s u b j e c t s '  i d e n t i f y i n g  t h e  d i m e n s i o n  o f  i n t e r e s t . .  

A d j e c t i v e s  c o m p r i s i n g  t h e  a d j e c t i v e  c h e c k l i s t  we re c h o s e n  

r a n d o m l y  by t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r ,  t h e  o n l y  items o f  i n t e r e s t  b e i n g  

@ i n t r o y e r t * *  a n d  " e x t r a v e r t m -  ( S e e  Appendix  1) 

I n t r o v e r t  S c h e a a t i c s  

S u b j e c t s  Mere d e s i g n a t e d  I n t r o v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s  o n l y  i f  t h e y  

ae t  all o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c r i t e r i a ;  1) r a t e d  t h e m s e l v e s  o n  t h r e e  

o r  n o r e  of t h e  f i v e  Introversion/Extraversion d i m e n s i o n s  a t  



l e a s t  f o u r  o r  fewer sca le  p o i n t s  fro. t h e  I n t r o v e r t  end of the 

e l e v e n  p o i n t  b i p o l a r  scale; 2) r a t e d  n o n e  of t h e  r e m a i n i n g  

r e l e v a n t  d i m e n s i o n s  w i t h i n  f o u r  o r  f e v e r  scale p o i n t s  from t h e  

n a E x t r a v e r t n  e n d  of t h e  e l e v e n  p o i n t  scale; 3) c h e c k e d  t h e  

u i n t r o v e r t n  item o n  t h e  a d j e c t i v e  c h e c k l i s t ,  { S e e  A p p e n d i x  1)  

E x t r a v e r t  s c h e m a t i c s  

S u b j e c t s  were d e s i g n a t e d  E x t r a w e r t  s c h e a a t i c s  only i f  t h e y  

met a l l  t h r e e  of t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c r i t e r ia ;  1) rated t h e l a s e l v e s  o n  

t h r e e  or more of t h e  f i v e  Introversion/Bxtraversion d i m e n s i o n s  

a t  l e a s t  f o u r  o r  f e v e r  scale  p o i n t s  from t h e  E x t r a v e r t  e n d  of 

t h e  e l e v e n - p o i n t  b i ~ o l a r  scale; 2) r a t e d  n o n e  of t h e  r e m a i n i n g  

r e l e v a n t  d i m e n s i o n s  w i t h i n  f o u r  o r  f e v e r  scale p o i n t s  fro# t h e  

" I n t r o v e r t n  end o f  t h e  e l e v e n  p o i n t  scale;  3) c h e c k e d  t b e  

" e x t r a v e r t u  item o n  t h e  a d j e c t i v e  c h e c k l i s t .  

A s c h e m a t i c s  

S u b j e c t s  were d e s i g n a t e d  A s c h e m a t i c s  i f  t h e y  rated 

t h e a s e l v e s  h i g h l y  on t u o  o r  f e v e r  o f  t h e  f i v e  

I n t  r o v e r s i o n / E ~ t r a v e r s i o n  d i m e n s i o n s  a n d  who c h e c k e d  n e i t h e r  the 

n i n t r ~ ~ e r t n  n o r  t h e  " e x t r a v e r t m  item on t h e  a d j e c t i v e  c h e c k l i s t ,  



T a r g e t  D e s c r i p t i o n g  - 

T a r g e t  d e s c r i p t i o n s  were composed of f o o r t e e n  s i m p l e ,  

d e c l a r a t i v e  s e n t e n c e s  (e-g, J o a n n e  i s  s h y - )  I n  t h e  

I n t  r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  a n d  E x t r a o e r t / I n t r o v e r t  t a r g e t s  f i v e  o f  t h e  

f o u r t e e n  s e n t e n c e s  c o n t a i n e d  t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  r a t e d  by  C a n t o r  

a n d  Bische l  (1977) a s  b e i n g  m o d e r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  c o n c e p t  of 

I n t  r o v e r s i o n  ( e - g -  d i s c r e t e ,  s t u d i o u s ,  c a u t i o u s ,  s u b t l e ,  

h e s i t a n t )  a n d  f i v e  m o d e r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  E x t r a v e r s i o n  (e .  g, 

v e n t u r e s o m e ,  e n t e r t a i n i n g ,  a m b i t i o u s ,  e a g e r ,  v i g o r o u s ) .  P o u r  

s e n t e n c e s  c o n t a i n e d  t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  u n r e l a t e d  t o  e i t h e r  c o u c e p t  

(e, g, n e a t ,  l o g i c a l ,  t h r i f t y ,  e f f i c i e n t )  . 

I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  T a r g e t s  

T h e  o r d e r  of p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  i n  t h e  

I n t  r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  d e s c r i p t i o n s  uas, t h r e e  I n t r o v e r t ,  one 

E x t r a v e r t ,  o n e  N e u t r a l ,  o n e  I n t r o v e r t ,  two N e u t r a l ,  o n e  

E x t r a v e r t ,  o n e  l e u t r a l ,  o n e  I n t r o v e r t ,  a n d  t h r e e  E x t r a v e r t ,  

E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  T a r g e t s  

This same l ist  u s e d  f o r  t h e  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  t a r g e t s ,  

o r d e r  o f  s e n t e n c e s  r e v e r s e d ,  c o n s t i t u t e d  a n  E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  

d e s c r i p t i o n  i n  a n o t h e r  c o n d i t i o n .  (See Appendix 3)  



N e u t r a l  Targets 

N e u t r a l  t a r g e t s  c o n t a i n e d  f o u r t e e n  s i m p l e  d e c l a r a t i v e  

s e n t e n c e s  c o n t a i n i n g  o o  t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  r e l a t e d  t o  e i t h e r  

I n t r o v e r s i o n  O E  E x t r a v e r s i o n .  

C o u d i t i o n s  

T h e r e  were t w e l v e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  c o n d i t i o n s  t o  which s u b j e c t s  

c o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  e x ~ o s e d .  They d i f f e r e d  i n  t h e  o r d e r  of t h e  

s t i m u l u s  set p r e s e n t a t i o n  ( E / I ,  N e u t r a l ,  T/E; N e u t r a l ,  I / E ,  E/I; 

E/I, I /E ,  N e u t r a l )  a n d  i n  terms o f  hou e a c h  t a r g e t  was p r e s e n t e d  

( J o a n n e  a s  I n t r o v e r  t / E x t r a v e r t ,  Bob in  a s  E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t ,  o r  

J o a n n e  as E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  and  R o b i n  a s  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t ) ,  

I n  e a c h  c o n d i t i o n  t h e n ,  e a c h  s u b j e c t  e v a l u a t e d  a n  

I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  t a r g e t ,  a n  E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  t a r g e t  a n d  a 

N e u t r a l  t a r g e t .  T h e  names c h o s e n  f o r  t h e  s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  t a r g e t s  

were J o a n n e  a n d  Robin ,  f o r  t h e  n e u t r a l  t a r g e t ,  L inda ,  

1 n a n  e f f o r t  t o  c o u n t e r b a l a n c e  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of t a r g e t  

d e s c r i p t i o n s ,  s i x t y - f  i v e  (65) o f  t h e  132 s u b j e c t s  were e x p o s e d  

t o  " J o a n n e n  a s  a n  E x t r a v e r t /  I n t r o v e r t  and  "Robina a s  a n  

Int r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  w h i l e  s i x t y - s e v e n  (67) s u b j e c t s  saw W J o a n n e n  

a s  an I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  a n d  *RoCina as  a n  E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t -  



D e g e n d e n t  I l e a s u r e  - ----- ---- 

T h e  b e h a v i c r a l  i n v e n t o r i e s  u s e d  b y  t h e  s u b j e c t s  t o  e v a l u a t e  

t h e  t a r g e t  p e r s o n s  were made up o f  t h i r t y - s e v e n  (37) q u e s t i o n s  

from E ~ s e n c k '  s p e r ~ _ o g a l i t y  Inventtp (EPI) , (1963) - T w e n t y - f o n r  

o f  t h e  items v e r e  a d a p t e d  f r o a  t h e  EPI E x t r a v e r s i o n  S c a l e ,  Form 

A, ( F o r  e x a n p l e ,  E P I  item, "1 p r e f e r  r e a d i n g  t o  meeting p e o p l e - "  

was c h a n g e d  t o  # S h e  p r e f e r s  r e a d i n g  t o  a e e t i n g  p e ~ p l e . ~ ) ,  The  

a d a p t a t i o n s  were n e c e s s a r y  so  t h a t  r e s p o n s e s  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  

were made i n  terms of t h e i r  r e f e r e n c e  t o  how s u b j e c t s  b e l i e v e d  

t h e  t a r g e t  perscn  Bay act  r a the r  t h a n ,  a s  i n  t h e  EPI, how t h e  

tes tee v o u l d  d e s c r i b e  him or  h e r s e l f ,  The r e m a i n i n g  t h i r t e e n  

iteas v e r e  r a n d o m l y  s e l e c t e d  f r o m  t h e  r e m a i n i n g  E P I  items, 

m o d i f i e d  a s  n e c e s s a r y  and  i n t e r s p e r s e d  t h r o u g b o u  t t h e  

i n v e n t o r y -  (see Appendix  2)  

P r o c e d u r e  --- 

Upon c o m p l e t i o n  of t h e  se t  o f  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  materials, 

subjec ts  were p r e s e n t e d  w i t h  t a p e  r e c o r d e d  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h r e e  

t a s g e t  females. They  were t o l d  t o  l i s t e n  c a r e f u l l y  t o  each 

d e s c r i p t i o n  a n d  t r y  t o  form a n  o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  of t h e  p e r s o n  

b e i n g  d e s c r i b e d ,  After e a c h  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  s u b j e c t s  were t o l d  t o  

wait o n e  m i n u t e  b e f o r e  f i l l i n g  o u t  a b e h a v i o r a l  i n v e n t o r y  f o r  

each t a r g e t  p e r s o n ,  UFon c o a p l e t i o n  o f  t h i s  f i n a l  p o r t i o n  of t h e  

e x p e r i m e n t  s u b j e c t s  were d e b r i e f e d .  



C,, B e s a l t s  

F o r  t h e  p u r p o s e  o f  a n a l y s i s ,  s u b j e c t s  were g rouped  

a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e i r  s c h e m a t i c  d e s i g n a t i o n .  The  d e ~ e n d e n t  measure  

was a n a l y z e d  u s i n g  a two- fac to r  a n a l y s i s  of v a r i a n c e  f o r  

r e p e a t e d  measures .  Using t h e  m o d i f i e d  E P I  E x t r a v e r s i o n  s c a l e ,  

scores r anged   fro^ a low of 0 ( i n d i c a t i n g  a t a r g e t ' s  b e i n g  

e v a l u a t e d  a s  e x t r e m e l y  I n t r o v e r t e d )  t o  a h i g h  of 24 ( i n d i c a t i n g  

a  t a r & t a s  b e i n g  e v a l u a t e d  a s  e x t r e m e l y  E x t r a v e r t e d -  The two 

f a c t o r s  were schema- type  a n d  t a r g e t - t y p e .  

A P r i o r i  - ---- Tests -- 

Tukep c o m p a r i s o n s  o f  t h e  neans f o r  the c o n t r o l  t a r g e t s ,  

takeo f r o &  t h e  3 x 3 a N O V A  (see T a b l e s  1 E 2) r e v e a l e d  no 

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f  f  erenc~s between  groups. (see Table 3) 

Compar i sons  f o r  w i t h i n  g r o u p  d i f f e r e n c e s  between s c h e n a - r e l e v a n t  

t a r g e t s  and N e u t r a l  t a r g e t s ,  were, however,  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n  f o u r  

of s i x  cases (See T a b l e  4 and  F i g u r e  1).  
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Figure 1 
Mean Target Evaluations from 3 x 3 ANOVA 

Legend 
0 Introvert schematic 

Extrovert schematic 

@ Aschematic 

Target Type 
29 



H y p o t h e s i s  1  

T o  test t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  the primacy e f f e c t  would b e  

weakened f o r  t h o s e  s u b j e c t s  p o s s e s s i n g  a  s e l f - s chema  i n  t h e  

domain f o r  which i n f o r m a t i o n  is p r o v i d e d  b u t  be e v i d e n t  i n  t h e  

t a r  g e t  e v a l u a t i o n s  of those l a c k i n g  such  se l f - s chema ,  a  2 - f a c t o r  

a n a l y s i s  of v a r i a n c e  f o r  r e p e a t e d  a e a s u r e s  (3 (schema- t y p e )  X 

2 ( t a r g e t )  ) was performed. T h e  3 X 3 m a t r i x  was n o t  u sed  i n  t h i s  

o r  f u r t h e r  a n a l y s e s  a s  t h e  Neutral t a r g e t  u a s  p r e s e n t  a s  a  

c o n t r o l  on ly ,  It's i n c l u s i o n ,  t h e r e f  o r e ,  a d d s  l i t t l e  t o  

u n d e r s t a n d i n g  p o s s i b l e  pr imacy  effects, 

R e s u l t s  o f  t h i s  3 X 2 (group X t a r g e t )  a n a l y s i s  r e v e a l e d  no 

main e f f e c t  f o r  g r o u p s  (F(2, 129) = 1-50, p l - 0 5 ,  b u t  a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  main e f f e c t  f o r  t a r g e t s  (F ( I ,  129) = 6 - 0 2 ,  p < - U s ) ,  

a n d ,  most p e r t i n e n t  t o  H y p o t h e s i s  1, a  s i g n i f i c a n t  t a r g e t  by  

s c h e a a -  t y p e  i n t e r a c t i o n  (F (2,129) = 3-70. p<-05) .  (see T a b l e  5 

and  F i g u r e  2) 

S u p p o r t i n g  H y p o t h e s i s  1, Tukey coa tpa r i sons  (see T a b l e s  6 & 

7) r e v e a l e d  t h a t  the only s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  of  c r d e r  o c c u r r e d  

i n  t h e  a s c h e m a t i c  group. I n  this group,  e v a l u a t i o n s  of I/E and  

E / I  t a r g e t s  d i f f e r e d  c o n s i d e r a b l y  ( Q  (6,129) = 8 , 7 l ,  p<-01)-  When 

d a t a  f o r  b o t h  s c h e m a t i c  g r o p  i s  c o n b i n e d ,  a  more d i r e c t  

corn ~ a r i s o n  of s c h e m a t i c  v s  a s c h e m a t i c  t a r g e t  e v a l u a t i o n s  is e a d e  

p o s s i b l e ,  Z a  this c a s e ,  t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  is e v e n  more pronounced 

( f ( 1 , 1 3 0 ) = 7 , 1 9 ,  p<.01),  (see T a b l e s  8 & 9; F i g u r e  3) 



Ta
bl
e 
5 

AN
O

VA
 

Su
m

m
ar

y 
Ta
bl
e 

(3
x2

 m
at

ri
x)

 

Su
m

 
o

f 

G
ro

up
 . 

62
.1

8 

+
 

E
rr

o
r,

 
26

74
.8

6 

De
gr
ee
s 

of
 

Fr
ee
d 

om
 

Me
an
 

$q
ua
re
 s
 

F 
va
lu
es
 

B
o

b
. 



Figure 2 
Mean Target Evaluations f rom 3 x 2 ANOVA 

Legend 
Introvert schematic 

Extrovert schematic 

@ Aschematic 

- Target Type 
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k laure 5 
Mean Target ~valuaGons from 2 x 2 ANOVA 

Legend 
Schematics 

Aschematic 

Target Type 



H y p o t h e s i s  2 

T o  test t h e  B y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  schematics m i l l  a t t e n d  more to  

schema- r e l e v a n t  than s c h e a a - i n c o n s i s t e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  a 3 (group) 

X 2 ( s chema-re l evant  t a r g e t )  a n a l y s i s  of v a r i a n c e  was performed 

on t h e  t a r g e t  a s s e s s e e n t s .  No a a i n  effect for schema-type was 

o b s e r v e d  (see T a b l e  5 )  and no between-schelra group Tukey 

comparisons were observed .  (see Table  6 )  The l a c k  of 

s i g n i f i c a n c e  for t h i s  a n a l y s i s  f a i l s  t o  s u p p o r t  H y p o t h e s i s  2 ,  If 

t h e  second hypothesis had been  correct, a  s i g n i f i c a n t  

schema-type aain effect s h o u l d  have  been  observed-  



D, Discussion 

T h e  r e s u l t s  p r o v i d e  s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  p r o p o s i t i o n  t h a t  

s e l f - s c h e m a t a  p l a y  a role i n  t h e  weakening of the pr imacy  effect 

b u t  n o t  for t h e  h y p o t h e s i z e d  p o l a r i z a t i o n  effect among s c h e t a a t i c  

s u b j e c t s ,  

T h e  f i rst  h y p o t h e s i s  p roposed  t h a t  the impact of e a r l y  

i a f  o r n a t i o n  o n  i m p r e s s i o n  f o r m a t i o n  ( t h e  pr i taacy effect) would 

b e  ueakeaed  f o r  t h o s e  o b s e r v e r s  p o s s e s s i n g  se l f - s chema  r e l e v a n t  

t o  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  p r o v i d e d  w h i l e  b e i n g  evident i n  the 

i m p r e s s i o n s  formed by t h o s e  l a c k i n g  s u c h  self -schema.  T h a t  is, 

f i r s t  p r e s e n t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  would f i g u r e  more p r o m i n e n t l y  i n  

t a r g e t  e v a l u a t i o n s  of a s c h e w t i c s  t h a n  i t  would f o r  s c h e o a t i c  

s u b j e c t s ,  The r e s u l t s  b o r e  t h i s  out, 

Although a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  

e v a  l o a t i o n s  was o b t a i n e d  f o r  a s c h e n a t i c  subjects, no  s u c h  

d i f f e r e n c e  was p r e s e n t  i n  t h e  e v a l u t i o n s  of e i t h e r  s c h e ~ a t i c  

group,  It is r e a s o n a b l e  to i n f e r  f rom these r e s u l t s  t h a t  order 

of p r e s e n t a t i o n  d i d  a f f e c t  s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s *  i m p r e s s i o n s  less 

t h a n  it d i d  t h o s e  o f  a s c h e n a t i c  s u b j e c t s -  Had o r d e r  of 

p r e s e n t a t i o n  i n f l u e n c e d  s c h e m a t i c s  and a s c h e ~ a t i c s  i n  a similar 

manner, all s h o u l d  have  e x h i b i t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  e v a l u a t i o n  



d i f f e r e n c e s ,  

T h u s ,  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n s  of Lund (1925), Hovland (1957),  and 

J a n i s  a n d  F e i e r a b e n d  (1957) h a v e  b e e n  s u b s t a n t i a t e d  i n  t h i s  

study, Naaely, t h a t  a c q u a i n t a n c e  w i t h  a k n o w l e d g e  d o m a i n  w i l l  

weaken t h e  p r i m a c y  e f f e c t ,  S c h e m a t i c s ,  uho h a v e  been  v a r i o u s l y  

d e s c r i b e d  as having d e n s e r ,  b e t t e r  a r t i c u l a t e d ,  more n e x p e r t m  

a p p r e c i a t i o n  of t h e  v a r i o a s  a s p e c t s  of t h e i r  s c h e m a t i z e d  

d o m a i n s ,  do, u n l i k e  a s c h e m a t i c s ,  a p p e a r  t o  be less a f f e c t e d  b y  

t h e  o r d e r  i n  which  t h e y  r e c e i v e  i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  a n o t h e r  

p e r s o n .  

T h e  s e c o n d  h y p o t h e s i s  p r o p o s e d  t h a t  t h e r e  would be a 

p o l a r i z a t i o n  of t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  foraed b y  s c h e a a t i c  s u b j e c t s  

which  would  be  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  t h e i r  s e l f - s c h e m a .  I f  t h i s  

u a s  the case, a s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n s  of 

e a c h  t y p e  of s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  t a r g e t  s h o u l d  h a v e  h e e n  o b s e r v e d  

b e t  ween s c h e a a t i c  g roups .  T h e  l a c k  o f  s i g n i f i c a n t  b e t w e e n - g r o u p  

d i f f e r e n c e s  show t h i s  n o t  t o  b e  t h e  case. As it is w i t h  the 

f a i l u r e  t o  s u p p o r t  a n y  h y p o t h e s i s ,  t h e r e  c o u l d  be  numerous  

r e a s o n s  why s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  were not o b t a i n e d ,  

Ope r a t i o n a l  S h o r t c o m i n g s  



It is p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  i n t e r e s t  d i d  n o t  

h a v e  e n o u g h  i m p a c t  t o  create s u b s t a n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e i r  

e v a l u a t i o n s  by  t h e  s u b j e c t s .  T h e r e  c o u l d  b e  t h r e e  r e a s o n s  f o r  

t h i s .  F i r s t ,  t h e r e  e a y  n o t  h a v e  b e e n  e n o u g h  t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s  

g i v e n  a n d / o r ,  s e c o n d l y ,  t h o s e  g i v e n  may n o t  h a v e  been  e x t r e m e  

e n o u g h  t o  ef f e c t i v e l g  e l i c i t  a n  ~ n t r o v e r s i o n / B x t  r a v e r s i o n  

d i m e n s i o n  f roa t h e  s u b j e c t s ,  T h i r d l y ,  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  

i n c o n s i s t e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  i n  a s i n g l e  d e s c r i p t i o n  c o u l d  h a v e  

weakened t h e  e x t e n t  t o  w h i c h  e i t h e r  t a r g e t  c o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  s e e n  

a s  b e i n g  " p r o t o t y  p i c a l l y H  I n t r o v e r t e d  or E x t r a v e r t e d ,  a n d  so 

been less l i k e l y  t o  b e  e v a l u a t e d  e x t r e m e l y  i n  e i t h e r  d i r e c t i o n -  

I n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  f irst  two p o i n t s ,  ( t h e  number a n d / o r  

d e g r e e  o f  r e l a t e d n e s s  o f  t h e  t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s ) ,  C a n t o r  a n d  

n i s c h e l  (1977) f o u n d  t h a t  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  of 6 t r a i t  

a d j e c t i v e s ,  m o d e r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  e i t h e r  I n t r o v e r s i o n  o r  

E x t r a v e r s i o n ,  was enough  t o  p r o d u c e  c o n s i s t e n t l y  h i g h  r a t i n g s  of 

t h e  t a r g e t s  a s  b e i n g  e i t h e r  I n t r o v e r t e d  o r  E x t r a v e r t e d ,  F r o n  

t h i s  it would  a p p e a r  t h a t  t h e  number a n d  "moderatem r e l a t e d n e s s  

of these a d j e c t i v e s  is s u f f i c i e n t  t o  p r o d u c e  a n  e f f e c t i v e  

c o n c e p t - r e l a t e d  i m p r e s s i o n ,  A l t h o u g h  p o s s i b l e ,  i t  is  d i f f i c u l t  

t o  see how a d e s c r i p t i o n  c o n t a i n i n g  5 m o d e r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  

d e s c r i p t o r s  c o u l d  d i f f e r  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  f r o m  one w i t h  6, 

e s p e c i a l l y  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h a t  a l l  were c h o s e n  f r o m  t h e  same 

a d j e c t i v e  pool .  

V i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  t h i r d  p o i n t ,  ( t h e  n m t i n g w  o f  t h e  

p r o t o t y p i c a l i t y  of t h e  t a r g e t s  b y  t h e i r  b e i n g  d e s c r i b e d  i n  



c o n f l i c t i n g  terms) i t  is d i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  why 

a s c h e m a t i c s ,  u n l i k e  s c h e a a t i c s '  e v a l u a t i o n s ,  were, i n  effect, 

* * p o l a r i z e d n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  b y  o r d e r  o f  p r e s e n t a t i o n ,  Also, 

i n c o n s i s t e n c y  w i t h i n  a s i n g l e  d e s c r i p t i o n  d o e s  n o t  r e s u l t  i n  

some t r a i t  a d j e c t i v e s 8  b e i n g  more s a l i e n t  t h a n  o t h e r s  when b o t h  

a r e  p r e s e n t  i n  e q u a l  numbers  ( C a n t o r  8 H i s c h e l ,  1979; H a s t i e  G 

Kumar, 1979) - The * * ~ o o r  p r o t o t y p i c a l i t y f l  of t h e  t a r g e t s  (as 

d e f i n e d  b y  C a n t o r )  1 a d d i t i o n a l l y  l e a v e s  u n e x p l a i n e d  why 4 o f  6 

w i t h i n - g r o u p  Tukey c o m p a r i s o n s  i n  t h e  3 X 3 A I O V A  (see T a b l e  4)  

showed a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  e v a l n a t i o n s  o f  t h e  

N e u t r a l  a n d  s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  t a r g e t s ,  C l e a r l y ,  the nze ro*8  v a l u e  

o f  t h e  t a r g e t  p e r s o n s  p o s s e s s e d  more t h a n  a p s y c h o l o g i c a l  z e r o  

v a l u e  f o r  t h e  s u b j e c t s  i n  t h i s  s t u d y ,  Some mut ing  of t h e  

t a r g e t s *  p r o t o t y p i c a l i t y ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  c a n n o t  b e  r e a s o n  enough t o  

have r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o b t a i n e d  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  work. 

It would a p p e a r  t h e n  t h a t  none of  t h e  a r g u m e n t s  for  t h e  

i n a d e q u a c y  of  t h e  o ~ e r a t i o n a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  

c o n s t r u c t  f o r  t a r g e t  d e s c r i p t i o n s  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  to  a c c o u n t  f o r  

t h e  l a c k  o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  f o u n d  be tween  s c h e m a t i c  groups. Both  t h e  

number a n d  r e l a t e d n e s s  o f  t h e  t r a i t s  u sed  a p p e a r  t o  b e  ------------------ 
1 

P r o a  t h e  p r o t o t y p e  p e r s p e c t i v e  b o t h  t h e  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  
and E x t r a v e r t / I n t r o v e r t  t a r g e t s  u sed  i n  this s t u d y  ( i n d e e d ,  i n  
v i r t u a l l y  a l l  primacy effect s t u d i e s )  are e q u i v a l e n t ;  poor  
p r o t o t y p e s ,  Acco rd ing  t o  C a n t o r ' s  (1981) r a t i n g  p r o c e d u r e s ,  
t h e i r  p r o t o t y p i c  v a l u e s  would b o t h  b e  ze ro .  Computa t ion  o f  a 
n b r  e a d t h - d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n m  s c o r e  ( t o t a l  E x t r a v e r t  desc r i~ to r s  
tninus t c t a l  I n t r o v e r t  d e s c r i p t o r s  f o r  t h e  E/I t a r g e t ,  v i c e  v e r s a  
f o r  I / E )  would e q u a l  z e r o  f o r  b o t h  (5-5=0), S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e i r  
" r a t i o - d o m i n a n c e m s c o r e  ( r a t i o  o f  number of I o r  E a t t r i b u t e s  
r e l a t i v e  t o  the t o t a l  nuraber o f  a t t r i b u t e s )  is a g a i n  z e r o  
(5-5/14) i n  b o t h  c a s e s .  



saf f i c i e n t  t o  p r o d u c e  an e f f e c t i v e  i m p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e  t a r g e t  a s  

e i t h e r  h i g h l y  I n t r o v e r t e d  o r  + E x t r a v e r t e d .  Also, it d o e s  n o t  seem 

l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  i n c o n s i s t e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  a l o n e  c o u l d  

h a v e  d i a i n i s h e d  t h e  i m p a c t  of t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n s -  

The P r i m a c y  D e b a t e  

For a number o f  y e a r s  a s p i r i t e d  deba te  h a s  gone  o n  o v e r  

j u s t  what  t h e  c a u s e  o f  t h e  ~ r i e r a c y  effect is, (Ostrosa, 1977) 

Some, (Asch, 1946; H a m i l t o n  a n d  Zanna,  1974) f a v o r  a c h a n g e  of 

mean ing  h y p o t h e s i s  wherein e a r l y  i n f o r a a t i o n  sets t h e  " t o n e n  o r  

" d i r e c t i o n ' #  fo r  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of l a t e r  p r e s e n t e d  

i n f o r a a  t i o n -  O t h e r s  ( O s t r o a ,  1977) p r e f e r  v e i g h t e d  a v e r a g i n g  

rnodels  whereby  t h e  o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  is i n f l u e n c e d  by the 

v a l e n c e  a t t a c h e d  t o  e a c h  term; words  a p p e a r i n g  earlier i n  t h e  

list g e t t i n g  g r e a t e r  w e i g h t  v a l u e s  t h a n  t h o s e  l a t e r  o n  i n  t h e  

list, T h e  l a t t e r  a p p r o a c h  i n c l u d e s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of a n o t i o n  o f  

" a t t e n t  i o n  d e c r e m e n t t f  o c c u r r i n g ,  meaning t h a t  a p e r s o n ,  p a y i n g  

less a t t e n t i o n  to  l a te r  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  encodes or stores i t  

, i m p r o p e r l y ,  a s s i g n i n g  it less weight or r e l e v a n c e  a n d  so,  g i v i n g  

g r e a t e r  i m p o r t a n c e  t o  first p r e s e n t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n .  

I 
f 

In t h e  case of t h e  p r e s e n t  study, it n a y  well be t h a t  f o r  

t h e  a s c h e m a t i c s ,  a c h a n g e  of  mean ing  d i d  o c c u r ,  d e p e n d i n g  on  t h e  

o r d e r  o f  p r e s e n t a t i a n ,  o r ,  f o r  t h a t  n a t t e r ,  t h a t  e a r l y  

i n f o r m a t i o n  was w e i g h t e d  more h e a v i l y ,  a n d  s o  more c l o s e l y  

a t t e n d e d  t o  t h a n  later  i n f o r i n a t i o n ;  h e n c e ,  t h e  o b s e r v e d  p r i m a c y  



effect, F o r  t h e  p u r p o s e s  o f  t h i s  p a p e r  i t  d o e s  n o t  matter which  

may be t h e  c a s e ,  As O s t r o a  (1977) n o t e s ,  e a c h  p o s i t i o n  is 

i l l - d e f  i n e d  e n o u g h  t o  accommodate  almost a n y  f i n d i n g -  (see a l s o  

N i s b e t t  & Boss, 1980) What is i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  e x a m i n e  is how 

t h e s e  p r o p o s i t i o n s  may h a v e  f a r e d  i n  p r e d i c t i n g  t h e  t a r g e t  

e v a l u a t i o n s  of the schematic s u b j e c t s ,  

Bo th  t h e  mean ing  c h a n g e  a n d  t h e  w e i g h t e d  a v e r a g i n g  m o d e l s  

would  h a v e  p r e d i c t e d  ( o r  c o u l d  h a v e  a c c o u n t e d  fo r )  e i t h e r  t h e  

p r i m a c y  effect or l a c k  t h e r e o f  a a o n g  s c h e m a t i c s .  If n o  a p r i o r i  

w e i g h t i n g  of some items was a s s u m e d ,  both v o a l d  h a v e  p r e d i c t e d  

the o c c u r r e n c e  of a p r i m a c y  effect, If a n  a s s u a p t i o n  h a d  b e e n  

made of t h e  role o f  e x p e c t a t i o n  o r  belief ,  e x p e c t e d  o r  

b e l i e f - c o n g r u e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  said to h a v e  b e e n  

h e a v i l y  w e i g h t e d ,  hence ,  w e a k e n i n g  t h e  p r i m a c y  effect, T h i s  

would  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  case for,  a s  T a y l o r  a n d  C r o c k e r  (1980) n o t e ,  

schema c o n t a i n  '*, , , o n l y  e v i d e n c e  o f  wha t  a n  i n s t a n c e  s h o u l d  l o o k  

l i k e ,  cot e v i d e n c e  o f  what  i t  s h o u l d  goJ l o o k  l i k e , " -  (p, 123) 

But ,  g i v e n  t h e  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  of  s c h e m a ,  as n o t e d  by Taplor 

a n d  C r o c k e r , t h i s  a ~ r i o r i  w e i g h t i n g  s h o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  a c c o m p a n i e d  

by a p o l a r i z a t i o n  effect c a u s e d  by o v e r - w e i g h t i n g  of e x p e c t e d  o r  

r e l e v a n t  i n f  o r  n a t i o n ,  O b v i o u s l y ,  n e i t h e r  a p p r o a c h  is h e l p f u l  i n  

t h i s  s t u d y .  

However, a t h i r d  a l t e r n a t i v e  a i g h t  be t h a t  s c h e m a t i c s  

simply a t t e n d e d  more t o  a l l  i r i f o r l n a t i o n  g i v e n  t h a n  d i d  

a s c h e m a t i c s .  T h i s  o p t i o n ,  t h o u g h ,  is a weak o n e ,  fo r  t w o  

r e a s o n s ,  F i r s t ,  e v e n  when J o n e s  et  a 1  (1968) m a n i p u l a t e d  t h e i r  



s u b j e c t s '  a t t e n t i o n ,  s u c h  t h a t  e a c h  item i n  the t a r g e t  

d e s c r i p t i o n  was n e c e s s a r i l y  g o c u s s e d  o n ,  a p r i m a c y  effect  still  

emerged ,  Thus ,  ( w i t h o u t  c o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  of 

i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e s )  e v e n  if s c h e m a t i c s  h a d  a t t e n d e d  to  a l l  

of t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n ,  i t  c o u l d  s t i l l  be  p r e d i c t e d  t h a t  a p r i m a c y  

e f f e c t  would  be o b s e r v e d ,  n o t  a p o l a r i z a t i o n  qg n l e v e l l i n g n  

e f f e c t ,  S e c o n d ,  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  c u r r e n t  c o n c e p t u a i i z a t i o n  of 

s c h e m a t a  ( a s  p e r  T a y l o r  & C r o c k e r ,  1980), i f  a t t e n t i o n  was 

f o c u s s e d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  d e s c r i p t i o n ,  it still s h o u l d  h a v e  b e e n  

( g i v e n  i n c l u s i o n  of a n  i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  f a c t o r )  o n  

schema- c o n s i s t e n t  i n f  o r s a t i o n  n o t  o n  s c h e m a - i n c o n s i s t e n t  

i n f  orlaa t i o n  (see a l so  Snyder e t  a l ,  1978 {a) ; (b) ; (c )  ;) , Again ,  

t h e  c o n s e q u e n c e s  would  b e  a p o l a r i z a t i o n  effect, not t h e  

e q u i v a l e n t  era l u a t i o n s  o b s e r v e d  i n  t he  p r e s e n t  s t u d y ,  

It a p p e a r s  t h e n  t h a t  n e i t h e r  t h e  c h a n g e  o f  meaning n o r  the 

w e i g h t e d  a v e r a g i n g  nrodels  a p p r o a c h  t o  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  t h e  

p r i m a c y  e f f e c t  c a n  a s s i s t  i n  i n t e r p r e t i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  o b t a i n e d  

c o n c e r n i n g  h y p o t h e s i s  2, A s  well, the m a t t e n t i o n  d e c r e a e n t f i  

h y p o t h e s i s  seems o f  l i t t l e  u o r t h ;  e x a g g e r a t e d  or e x t e n d e d  

a t t e n t i o n  by s c h e m a t i c s ,  g i v e n  t h e  p r e s e n c e  of c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  

o f  s c h e m a t a ,  v o u l d  h a v e  s i m i l a r l y  p r e d i c t e d  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n  o f  a 

p o l a r i z a t i o n  e f f e c t .  



N e u t r a l  Z x g e t  E v a l u a t i o n s  - 

T h e  n e u t r a l  t a r g e t  was i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  t o  

o b t a i n  a  b a s e l i n e  m e a s u r e  of t a r g e t  e v a l u a t i o n s .  It was a s s u m e d  

t h a t  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s  would  rate them a s  less 

E x t r a v e r t e d  t h a n  e i t h e r  s c h e m a - r e l a t e d  t a r g e t ,  I n t r o v e r t  

s c h e m a t i c s  r a te  t h e m  a s  less I n t r o v e r t e d  t h a n  s c h e m a - r e l a t e d  

t a r g e t s ,  and  A s c h e a a t i c s  ra te  them a p p r o x i m a t e l y  mid-uay b e t v e e n  

t h e i r  e v a l u a t i o n s  o f  b o t h  t h e  I n t r o v e r t / E x t r a v e r t  a n d  

E x t r a v e r t j I n t r o v e r t  t a r g e t  d e s c r i p t i o n s -  Houewer, i t  a p p e a r s  

t h a t  a l l  s u b j e c t s  p r c e i v e d  t h e s e  n e u t r a l  t a r g e t s  a s  b e i n g  

c o n s i d e r a b l y  more I n t r o v e r t e d  t h a n  e x p e c t e d ,  

B a v i n g  r e c o u r s e  only t o  p o s t  h o c  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  t h e  a u t h o r  

c a n  b u t  s p e c u l a t e  t h a t  E x t r a v e r t - r e l a t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  p l a y e d  some 

p a r t  i n  a l l  of the i m p r e s s i o n s  forsed, Indeed, t h e  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  

of I n t r o v e r t  a n d  E x t r a v e r t  s c h e m a t i c  e v a l u a t i o n s  o f  

schetna- r e l e v a n t  t a r g e t s  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  s c h e m a t i c s  were s e n s i t i v e  

t o  b o t h  t y p e s  of i n f o r m a t i o n ,  It may w e l l  be then, t h a t  e v e n  

A s c h e m a t i c  s u b j e c t s '  e v a l u a t i o n s  of t h e  I / E  t a r g e t s  i n c l u d e d  

some effect o f  E x t r a v e r t  i n f o r m a t i o n  ( t h e  e x t e n t  of i n f l u e n c e ,  

of c o u r s e ,  a f f e c t e d  by t h e  o r d e r  of p r e s e n t a t i o n )  a n d  h e n c e ,  a 

aore E x t r a v e r t e d  r a t i n g  made t h a n  would b e  t h e  case i f  o n l y  

I n t r o v e r t e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  h a d  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  t a r g e t s  of 

i n t e r e s t .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  of t h e  n e u t r a l  t a r g e t  

e v a l u a t i o n s  a s  b e i n g  e x t r e a e l y  I n t r o v e r t e d  may b e  t h e  p r o d u c t  of 

a g e n e r a l  e l e v a t i o n  o f  a l l  s c h e m a - r e l e v a n t  t a r g e t s  r a t h e r  t h a n  



t h e  c o n s e q u e n c e  of a n y  p r o p e r t i e s  of t h e  n e u t r a l  t a r g e t  i tself .  

As well, t h e r e  may h a v e  b e e n  a g e n e r a l  tendency t o  rate s u c h  

t a r  g e t  d e s c r i p t i o n s  i n  t h e  I n t r o v e r t  d i r e c t i o n  g i v e n  the a b s e n c e  

o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e l a t e d  t o  either E x t r a  v e r s i o n  o r  I n t r o v e r s i o n ,  

Such s t a t e m e n t s ,  however ,  c a n  o n l y  b e  s u b s t a n t i a t e d  t h r o u g h  

f u r t h e r  s t u d y ,  

Concf  u s i o n s  

It is a p p a r e n t  t h a t  when s u b j e c t s  uere p r o v i d e d  with 

i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  a t a r g e t  p e r s o n ,  i n  a n  area which was r e l e v a n t  

t o  their o u n  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n ,  t h a t  o r d e r  of p r e s e n t a t i o n  h a d  

r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  effect o n  t h e  o v e r a l l  i m p r e s s i o n  formed.  T o  

d a t e ,  s t u d i e s  o n  t h e  r o l e  of t h e  p r i m a c y  effect i n  i m p r e s s i o n  

f o r m a t i o n  h a v e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  s u c h  an i n d i v i d u a l  d i f f e r e n c e  

f a c t o r ,  The r e s u l t s  of the present s t u d y  s t r o n g l y  s u g g e s t  t h a t  

f o r m u l a t i o n  of h y p o t h e s e s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  a e c h a n i s m s  i n v o l v e d  i n  

the o p e r d t i o n  of t h e  p r i m a c y  effect s h o u l d  c o n s i d e r  s u b j e c t  

d i f f e r e n c e s ,  T h i s  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  s o  g i v e n  both t h e  s u p p o r t  of 

h y p o t h e s i s  1 a n d  t h e  i n a d e q u a c y  o f  e x i s t e n t  m ~ r i m a c y "  

e x p l a n a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  n o n - s i g n i f  i c a n t  r e s u l t s  concerning 

h y p o t h e s i s  2, 

The  r e s u l t s  a l s o  b r i n g  i n t o  q u e s t i o n  the  a d e q u a c y  o f  t h e  

c u r r e n t  c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n  of schema s t r u c t u r e ,  I f ,  a s  T a y l o r  a n d  

C r o c k e r  (1980) urite,  s c h e n a t a  c o n t a i n  o n l y  n. ,. evidence of what  

a n  i n s t a n c e  s h o u l d  l o c k  l ike . ,  , ", h y p o t h e s i s  2 s h o u l d  have  been  



s u p p o r t e d ,  It may well b e  t h a t  schemata d o  c o n t a i n  e v i d e n c e  of 

what s c h e m a t i z e d  *linstances" ~ h o u l d  and s b o u u  gsg l o o k  l i k e ,  

T h i s ,  however, is an issue that can b e  t r e a t e d  adequately o n l y  

by further i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  
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1- A p p e n d i x  1 

S e l f - d e s c r i ~ t i o n  Form 

sex PI F 

SOFT-SPOKEN 

RESERVED 

IDEALISTIC 

STERN 

WELL-DISPOSED 

UNCOORDINATED " 

SHY 

EHOTIOBILL 

P E S S I B I S T I C  

EXTBAV ERTED 

ANALYTIC J 



Prom t h e  f o l l o w i n g  a d j e c t i v e  c h e c k l i s t  c h e c k  off those words 

which yau c o n s i d e r  to be p a r t  of a  d e s c r i p t i o n  of yourself- 

a b s e n t -  minded 

a l e r t  

aloof--- 

c o n  v e n t i o n a i  

i e a  r f u l  

h u r r i e d  

s e v e r e  

i n t r o v e r t e d  

c o u r a g e o u s  - 
sex Y-- 

t h r i f t y  

restless 

mature 

i n d e p e n d e n t  

l o g i c a l - - -  

d e p e n d e n t  

easy- g o i n g  

s i m p l e  

plain--  

s i l e n t  

lazy-  

u n c o n v e n t i o n a l  

r e l a x e d  

s h a r p - w i t t e d  

k i n d  

extraverted- -  

s o p h i s t i c a t e d  

s e r i o u s  



11. Appendix 2 

B e h a v i o r a l  I n v e n t o r y 1  

Does her mood o f t e n  g o  up a n d  down? y e s  n o  

Does s h e  o f t e n  l o n g  f o r  e x c i t e m e n t ?  y e s  n o  

Is s h e  u s u a l l y  carefree? y e s  no 

Does s h e  s t o p  a n d  think t h i n g s  o v e r  before d o i n g  a n y t h i n g ?  
y e s  n o  

Once i n  a w h i l e  does s h e  lose her temper and g e t  a n g r y ?  yes 
n o  

Would s h e  d o  a l m o s t  a n y t h i n g  f o r  a d a r e ?  y e s  n o  

Does s h e  o f t e n  d o  t h i n g s  o n  t h e  s p u r  of t h e  moment? yes n o  

Are h e r  f e e l i n g s  r a t h e r  e a s i l y  h u r t ?  yes no  

Does  s h e  g e n e r a l l y  d o  and say things quickly w i t h o u t  
s t o p p i n g  t o  t h i n k ?  y e s  no 

Does s h e  p r e f e r  r e a d i n g  t o  r see t iny  p e o p l e ?  yes n o  

Does s h e  daydream a l o t ?  yes no 

Does s h e  l i k e  going o u t  a l o t ?  y e s  n o  

When p e o p l e  s h o u t  a t  h e r ,  d o e s  s h e  s h o u t  b a c k ?  y e s  n o  

Does  s h e  p r e f e r  t o  h a v e  few b u t  s p e c i a l  f r i e n d s ?  y e s  no  

Can s h e  u s u a l l y  l e t  herself g o  a n d  e n j o y  h e r s e l f  a t  a p a r t y ?  
y e s  no  

--- -------------- 
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16, would you c a l l  h e r  t e n s e  o r  **h igh  s t r u n g R ?  y e s  n o  

17, Do o t h e r  p e o p l e  t h i n k  of h e r  as  b e i n g  v e r y  l i v e l y ?  y e s  n o  
I 

18. Does  s h e  s o m ~ t i m e s  g o s s i p ?  yes n o  

19. Is s h e  a o s t l y  quiet when s h e  is w i t h  o t h e r  p e o p l e ?  y e s  n o  

20, Do ideas r u n  t h r o u g h  h e r  h e a d  s o  t h a t  s h e  c a n n o t  s l e e p ?  y e s  
no 

21, If t h e r e  i s  s o m e t h i n g  s h e  w a n t s  t o  know about, would  s h e  
r a t h e r  l o o k  i t  up i n  a book t h a n  t a l k  t o  someone a b o u t  i t? 
yes n o  

22. Does  she l i k e  t h e  k i n d  of wozk t h a t  s h e  n e e d s  to p a y  close 
a t t e n t i o n  t o ?  y e s  no  

23, P o u l d  s h e  a l v a y s  d e c l a r e  e v e r y t h i n g  a t  t h e  c i l s t o ~ ~ s ,  e v e n  i f  
s h e  knew t h a t  s h e  c o u l d  never b e  f o u n d  o u t ?  yes n o  

24. Does s h e  h a t e  b e i n g  w i t h  a c rowd who p l a y  jokes o n  o n e  
a n o t h e r ?  y e s  n o  

25, Does she l i k e  d o i n g  t h i n g s  i n  w h i c h  s h e  h a s  t o  a c t  q u i c k l y ?  
y e s  n o  

26. Is s h e  s l o w  a n d  u n h u r r i e d  i n  t h e  way s h e  moves? y e s  n o  

27. Has s h e  e v e r  b e e n  l a t e  f o r  aa a p p o i n t m e n t  or work? yes no 

20, Does  s h e  l i k e  t a l k i n g  t o  p e o p l e  s o  much t h a t  she  would n e v e r  
m i s s  a c h a n c e  of t a l k i n g  t o  a s t r a n g e r ?  yes n o  

29. Is s h e  t r o u b l e d  by a c h e s  a n d  p a i n s ?  yes n o  

30, Can s h e  easily g e t  some l i f e  i n t o  a r a t h e r  d u l l  p a r t y ?  yes 
no  

31. Is s h e  e a s i l y  h u r t  v h e n  p e o p l e  f i n d  f a u l t  w i t h  h e r  o r  h e r  
work? y e s  n o  

32- Would you s a y  s h e  was f a i r l y  s e l f - c o n f i d e n t ?  y e s  no 

33. Would s h e  b e  v e r y  unhapgy if s h e  c o u l d  n o t  see l o t s  o f  
people m o s t  o f  t h e  time? y e s  n o  

34,  Does s h e  w o r r y  a b o u t  h e r  h e a l t h ?  y e s  n o  

35, Does she have @any  n i g h t m a r e s ?  yes n o  

3 6 ,  Does s h e  f i n d  it h a r d  t o  r e a l l y  e n j o y  h e r s e l f  a t  a l i v e l y  
p a r t y ?  y e s  no 



37, Does she l i k e  � laying pranks on others? yes no 

I 




