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. _ . INTRODUCTION
¢ ‘ . e
° 2

Percéptions and attitudes towards various exceptionalities have

been ‘associated, throughout the literature, with the affects of degree

»

of contact and the measurement of connotative meaning.

L]

v -~

negative group stereotypes exist, has been frequently hypothesized as

an effective means to foster more favorable ettitudes (Jaffe, 1967).

v v s ;

A review of related literature has indicated mixed or conflict-.

-

. Ve
ing results in comparing degree of contact and ¢hange ip perceptions

toward various exceptlonalitles. Roeher (1961) and Yuker, Block,

The first di- .+

mension, the affect of increased contact with individuals about which )

"

and Campbell (1960) reported contact to be related to expressions

of favorable attitudes while a similar study by Granofsky (1955)

found no such changes 'resulting from induced contact. co

#Warren and Turner (1966) reporting on attitudes of.different'

A

\ professional and adolescent groups towarde seven forms of éxception-
¢ . il .

- alities7 related that the less the,individual knew about a‘certaingi
vy . ; 5 v e o
. . form of exceptionality the lower He ranked' the condition..

-

Gensley and Gowan (1971) also supported this contention by relat

Lazar,

¥ N .

increased knowledge with more positive perceptions.

Although o
4 . .
Warren and Turner (1966) were. ab1e~to positively cor::;;t;\kngwledée

and renking, the study failed’to-reveal-differences in perceived )
o ol .o A A
meaning of the cori¢ept as a fuhction of training and egperience. :

R - -0 T <

-0 \ _CleLend,and Chambers (1959) ﬂound that.a tour of an institution for {f
N , . 5 N
w
3 the mentally,retarded produced both positive and‘negatiVe expressions
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of.attitudeseby students

This research appears t0~be~inconclusive—

in 1s}ating attrtudes “to degree—arn:‘rk*:rnd—oiL contact—v:tt}r stereo~

.

‘typed:qroups.-__,e_e-

r
\ There seems to exist a need to cqmpare and contrast groups
i ( .
receiving organized positive and negative intervention in a con-

trolled setting. This can be accomplished by c0ntr7f1ing the natur

of the-contact situatiomy-the measuring instruments ‘and the indivi-

\\Hpéi\sj?iects. ) '

A second dimension, that of. the level of connotative meaning,
can be'associated_with the relationship between verbal Iapels and
perdeptual meaning. Although disability labels have differant

denotative meanings, i.e., meanings assoc1ated with the objective

definitional aspects of a label, they may evoke similar connotative

Y

' responses, 1i.e., ‘association with emofive reactions to encoding and

decoding of labels (Semmel & Dirkspn, 1966).

maj cognitively be aware of and be able to regss differences in

-exceptionalities while affectivaly responding in a similar nature

M

to all except}onalities. Over a period of time with contaCt and

a

knowledge, individuals may change their perceptions favorably, or

ass1m11ate”favorable traits into their perceptions of a handicapped ‘

group or person, yet maintain a consistency in their feelings toward

-that group of ’persons (Jaffe, 1967). ) . /

'k

o

ﬁeen proposed by numerous inVestigators (Nunnally, 1961; Triandis,

1964) conno%ative measurement of attitudes may suggest unidimension- "rrl,'a

-

=t

-
LY

ality apfoss exceptionalities. B
;1

i

Thusly, the individual

Although a multidimensional conceptualization of attitudes has .
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:::i_. _ —:Theﬂpfbposition‘that étt%}udés are multi ‘ﬁéaéioniiZE;y-SEiﬁgéfﬁi‘r<rawTT“T—
—- —- —— - as an explanation for the cohtradictory—findiébg in the—literature- — - = = -4

- ~— "\ N -

) suggeéts two areas worthy of ‘investigation. These areas include (a)

with regard to the effect oflegperienceuar;contact;oi; titude {Jaffe, j——_— 3
7 : 7

1967). Measures of attitude which are affectively wéightod, €,g., ON -

1

evaluation and poténcy factors of the semaﬁ;ic differential teéhﬁique, i

d&y less readily show chanée in the groups having experience or contact,

wheréas cognitive measures may have the opposite hffgct, Jaffe (1967)

&
the effects of different types of contact on attitudinal dimensions

and (b) the effect of severity of retardation on attitudes toward ) E

.

mentally retarded persons. A A
The major purpose of this research is to determine the felation-’

v P

ship between degree and kind of experience (in the fdrm of stipuléted
.. ! - 4
intervention in mental retéf&atibhi‘dﬁd“péfbép%ibné“éﬁH_EEEIﬁddéé'*

1

.

towards o ;

/ ‘ . - »
(1) the mentally retarded (mildiy and séverely‘retardéd, and
(2) various exceptionalities (e@otionaily diaturbed,,leurning

disabled, physically disabled, and gifted).

I . 2 . ) - L]
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- * v V:. ’
'/Subjects o . [, e T

- N

A total N of 30 consisted of 15 special educatioh majors involved

in bachelor's level introductory coursework and 15 doctoral .candidates
in education. Through random selection the variety of the sample con~

[y

. N .
cerning age, sex, interest, and educational background, provided
adequate variation from the population of subjects agsociated with

the field of education. Each group of 15 students was randomly

3 Y

assigned into three groupings, i.e., control éroup with no treatment,

£

\
exper1mental group I glben p051t1ve treatment and experimental growp

B o . - - - - - .- —— e e e

11 glven negative treatment.

’ "

Measures of, Attitude .
S

. -
. . , P -

Mo
4

+ The semantlc dlfferentlal technique (Osgood, Suc1, & Tannenbaum,

o . 5 . e

‘1957) has found an 1mportant place in educat10na1 research methbdology

-

The semantlc differentidl consist of several blpolar adjectlve scales
/
fo measure the semantic space of the. desired concepts, physical dis-
h - g ,
o : {

. £ :
abled, learning disabled, emotionally disturbed, mildly/retarded,

¢

9ifted; and severely retarded. The development of the, semantic’
. L« ) ’ ’i‘.!:\

differential initially involves the selection of concepts or stimuli
‘y i : . .

%ﬁo be” rated through scales of blpolar*adjectlves. As aiscuSseg by ¢

! ‘£ . o




A
J
. ‘
3 . ‘ i
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Kerlinger (1967) the concepts selected for study must be relevant .

*
£,

P
-

. to the research probleﬁlat h?nd, must be familiar to and capable of

eligi;ing_iax;gd k§59935§54££°m the population sampled and also must .

=" ¥

between each end of tﬁh

P ~& . >
cover the desired{semantic space as defined, by the selection of
‘ - \ -~

. . . N
N . .
representative bipolar adjectives. The sefection 6f relevant semantic
§ ) v . ~

o

- N

concepts physically disabled, learning disabled, emptionally'disturbed,\\\
t

mildly retarded, g ;ted, and severely retarded. Theée two factors

. » A ‘ . *
were evaluation aqd'{ofency; each having three bipolar adjective

g [

¢

P - . € '? N ~
scales represeantivégif the,semadtic space measured. The distance

bipolar adjective scalgs was divided into
. [ 4

A ‘
seven equal %piérvals,!éach labeled with a number. . An odd number «

4

B\ -
. bl \
of'intervals'%s qgcessa;y to have a distinct giddle position. Seéeven

& A
o : }% -~ - 7 g
. 4 kd

intervals has proven, to Ee best for response discrimination and .

¥ : o A
judgment by the average anLt (Osgood et al., 1957). The order and’

v »
-~

polar orientation of the

,

ale was presented’in the same manner for )

. Y

each subject, but care was

-»
prevent formation of a posi

.

| B

\\

Treatment : R <

'/Of the Ehree groups, the

ment. Experimental group I r

" sisted of a ‘ten minute tape an

k]
. . v 7
syndromes whicli"result in pfgfg%§q~; dation. Expery£:;;§1 group

isted of a prepared ten

LN
.

[ R VU 74 —_ O ——

scales concerned the measurement of twd&ﬁomingnt factors‘gowaid the ‘

usliﬂe,presenté ion of various 4 N

L . .
P L P L R T

}’};. N
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minute presentation and playjng of selections recorded by a"musically

-~

superior group of educable mentaily retarded-students from a state ~ — - A P

‘e

-~

T ————— v;msﬁmtrom:fféc& group was tested immediately before and after. - ... . ... .

treatmpnt on semantic differentlal q@ales for the Concepta phyﬁically

. dlsabled arnlng disabled; emotlonally d1sturbed, gifted, . nildly

' L. . .
?etatded and severely retarded. . L.

4
e
LN

. S
Results y ’

‘l '
A . R . R

. 4 x

L]
Stat1st1ca1 analys1s, BMD 08V analys1s of variance, revealed LR
‘.'.. Dl..', N . . , :ﬁ o ‘. l '-'
. ) three dreas of'si@nificancez‘ S [ . .
s e . ‘

.

. (1) Attitudes "and" perceptlons as mMeasured by the semantic

v
“

dlfferentlal scale on advanced degree candidates wére s1gn1f1cant1y

q
more pos1t1ve than that of pre~service candidates in spec1a1 educa-

S — - e - - R B P Y i e e - e - -

tion. ThlS is a pdssible d1sp1ay of the cffect of experience and
. S 5 \ - . R I)

. training. i .

) ' (2) Connotatlve response to’ the verbal labels physically
| o . 5

disah ml, emot, Fothal 1y diuturbed, I(nrulnq tliﬂablul glftec_l,.mildly"',,
5 4.

, . ’..

d, and severely retarded. showed slgnlflcance as 1nd1cated>1n ' A

-n

s . ~" .;_"r R STy
[Table 1. Tukey s Honestly Slgnlflcant leference (HSD)Lposh hoc L Lo

o . Dol
3 b I
P

.~ test was used to detérmlne levels of s1gn1f1cance. \ e

PR Y . o
b ' L] [P e ales
o e

' (a) Glfted were s1gn1f1cantLy different from each. of the ., T

L - . "‘ *

- dther five groups. Greatest differences were With IR
. - ' severely retarded and emotibnaIly‘disturbed. . .

. - ‘. AN
» . .

-~ s s (b) Each eI the flve areas were smgnlflcantly dlfferent - o

L 4 .
M ’ 4 . R o e (B,

from emotlonally d1sturbed and sevérely retardéd .. T - ce

(é) There were no slgniflcant d1fferences betweeh other ‘ T .

- . G
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Significant differenceé were found,at the label gifted’which Was ,
SN . hee e~ i’.,,., o S Je..«, R )
) . I~ - N I8 ) 5 DR
v;ewed‘most.posxtlve ofrallelabels,and severelywretardgdfwhichrWas “ NS
?;ZT”_“"”'*‘“#”‘“ Ty e ’ - e

Qiewed_most_nsgat;ve of all 1agp;s.

Further significant. negative re=

N
B "

T
,,mfm TR e e

e Meqm,-wwmw‘:"w e R

T Rao we e e viee wamd Mwmw,r.

sponses 1nc1uded the verbal. label emotionally disturbed

.

! iabeks did not vary significantly.

W

It was interesting to note that a

K

The remainingv ;'

I3

.
v

Jseverely'retarded. o

v

distlnctlon was made by the subjects in their responSes to mildly and

Y N,

s

‘A N .
R

-~ -

- (3) Interaction between var1ous treatment groups on pre and post
PO . ,
measures exhibited slgnificance. Analysis through~sunple effects and

- ¢
"

,pOst hoc tests 1nd1cated a s1gnificantly mqre ppsitive response on the

S . .'

ﬂg,b post test fqr—the positlve treatment groups

- g

fGroup iI), a significantly

» \

. '\.n »orae \‘ "

r-f*morehnegative response on the post test for—the negatLVe treatment

*s

.l

b groups and no signlficant difference between pre and post tests for

‘2

the control groups.

v‘

‘* .”

" These results lmply that tHere 1s a sign1f1cant

....m.-_ws..._ e R e 4 PR U s

. oo
3nmmed1ate correlation between kind of contact and change in attitudes !
)./( < .

.
.:." t v

: ’ . ' t ' e
(Table 2) . " . ) . e, —— , T
* - [ ‘r Il 0 3%
.. - oo - . < ’
. ' ' ‘A - ‘;" 5 . _;;l
. . ' i [ } B ;.
Disecusaion =« . ] . . e

e - : ' g
This study clearIy 'phasizes the effect bsth negatively and

4‘--
5 1 \

p051t1vely, of contact on perceptions and attitudes towards groups

P o . e

about which predomlngntly negat1Ve stereotypes exist. Although\\

pretest measures indicated three,groups of _xesponse, i. ee, pos1t1ve

response towprds the verbal label glfted
o S
towards the verbal labels phy51cally d1sabled, learning disabled and

m ‘« «
.

sllghtly negatlve response

i mildly retarded and greater negative response towards the verbal

T N .
Y - ~

labels emotionally disturbed and severely retarded, posttest measures

R S,

:.“n' Fove
o

A v e providea by exic [N
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" indicated a generalized»more positigg or more negative response:to R

all_labels aépendent upon typé of intervéhtf%n. These findings'are

slmilar_to_thoserofcaaffe l1967)rand_Semmelrand_Dlrkson (196ﬁ§<CQnr L

PR p————— sw———
.

.

cerning the relatlonshlp between contact and attitudes towards mentaliy

“
z, N

, retarded children and connotative’ reactlons ‘of college students’ to

at \. ‘ -
., ’Q i ¥ ' '

d§;§bility labels, respectivelymr:In'gehegal, contact may change ‘the
cognitive .dimension of attitude while the affective dimension may

{
* °

remain rélatively unaffected or”stah%e. “The results of this study
. - O ¢ . ...; ?‘ - ! s v
indicate‘an "all .encompassing" perceptual effect, i.e., a general trend

. |
. .

of across the board pérceotions of various exceptionalities, which for

Al
“~ ’

.all exceptionalities is similarly influenced by the degree and quality

* of contact. e : . ‘ T oL
While éeneralizations from this study are specific to the parti- ! -

‘o ‘ «

) cular method and subjects used several cons1derat10ns for further

.U .
(1), A similar. study mlght measure the long range effect of BT
[ 4 - g,

poqlt1Ve and ‘negative nonrnvt uponvpercnpfions and

T

attitudes towards varying uxceptionalities. ' i' . \\g_

N it ‘

(2) An add1tiona1 concept of “normal“ may help establlsh a

[ s 4 . L

. Voo , g
baseline from which attitudes and perceptidns may be . . °
’ ] A KA N \:’ i ‘o N / . B
- "
Acompared / VIR h

+
»

(3) A deflnntlon of each cOnceptq e.g., physically d1sab1ed . T

i

>

.“

menta]lv&rptarded, etc., may be glven to further test ~ :

1
( * \ S

and{stabr}}ze the denotatlve'meanlng toward ‘each excep-

("" . . , . b ‘ ., - et

* - s ' s f" T ey s ':a, . Aé'. . . ’
tlonallty; . VI . ) . ; -

fe R B / ” t.‘"‘ . R . - .
(4)‘§ncomparis9n;of varying.populations with assorted contact

bt o e

research in th1s area are worthy of mention: L i
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experiences may further substantiate t%ne e€ffect of contact
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Tukey's Honestly Significaré\%iff,erenqe (HSD) post hoc test was used to,
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éetermine;_levels ‘of sign¥ficance (Tukey's H.S.D. = 1.78).
. « . . 3 4

’

/

-

s . . )
5, P ,\ . b4




’ l( ) . d . R
{ » N - . hd - \ -~ '\‘
[ . s : * * 1 .
’ 1 T , . S —_—
_A‘“A‘_ - ~ - - - - . - - - - - i /‘ -
" T i
/ . > .
. ¥ . ' »
/ R .
Ceh Table 2 A
. . i _ p X .
T Group Comparison R .
= Groups Pretest . Posttest
o " ' .Negative Treatment Grou -.7167 <3.5833*

. " Ppositive Treatment Group ’ . . -.9500 - . 1.8000*°

/ ‘#%_ Control Group o -Lerer T -2.2167..

-
»

“
. , )
’ s . s By
. - . 5

3 b
- B
R . -
e —— - - . e - - - - - - - - - [P . - e -~ -
. . - - -
. - - /
~ -
« - 0
- ' ~—~ » - . - £
N s .
el d hd .
~ . .
. ) - , .
- <
—
.
) . - N s
PR N -
- \
M .
- ~ ¢ . \
- . . ] .
-, V.
. ¢ N
* . = ’ . . -
- -
- | Q- t . [ .
/ s .
3 ~
/ ‘< - - .
-
. 4 . N 14
~ o N
— . .. - .
u Mt .
- .
s . ’ « .
. ' » =
[
- - - - .-.
. . 4 ' .
» v . .
- - -
[ - .
y ) ’ =
! . . . . -
- . r -
.
- -
/
- ] .y . -
. LN -
. 3 .
' - *
; A3 - T ’ . Y e
P
B ‘ N
SFa - - / P . . 1 4 -, s
'
- [ . - '
. . ‘
. . - I'd
. / ’ - - ~ . ’ » -
v
- . .
. - - hd . .
.. ) ¢, hd . .
PN . . ’ L .
T \)‘ - * ) ’ A 12° o
. - .
~ l: lC '. * "‘ . :
1 < e ¥ . S e et * N )

P v :
.

- . - -




