
University of Tennessee, Knoxville University of Tennessee, Knoxville 

TRACE: Tennessee Research and Creative TRACE: Tennessee Research and Creative 

Exchange Exchange 

Doctoral Dissertations Graduate School 

8-1986 

Psychological Factors Associated with Minority and Majority Psychological Factors Associated with Minority and Majority 

Student Status in University Settings Student Status in University Settings 

Julie Elizabeth Williams 
University of Tennessee - Knoxville 

Follow this and additional works at: https://trace.tennessee.edu/utk_graddiss 

 Part of the Psychology Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Williams, Julie Elizabeth, "Psychological Factors Associated with Minority and Majority Student Status in 
University Settings. " PhD diss., University of Tennessee, 1986. 
https://trace.tennessee.edu/utk_graddiss/3064 

This Dissertation is brought to you for free and open access by the Graduate School at TRACE: Tennessee 
Research and Creative Exchange. It has been accepted for inclusion in Doctoral Dissertations by an authorized 
administrator of TRACE: Tennessee Research and Creative Exchange. For more information, please contact 
trace@utk.edu. 

https://trace.tennessee.edu/
https://trace.tennessee.edu/
https://trace.tennessee.edu/utk_graddiss
https://trace.tennessee.edu/utk-grad
https://trace.tennessee.edu/utk_graddiss?utm_source=trace.tennessee.edu%2Futk_graddiss%2F3064&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/404?utm_source=trace.tennessee.edu%2Futk_graddiss%2F3064&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:trace@utk.edu


To the Graduate Council: 

I am submitting herewith a dissertation written by Julie Elizabeth Williams entitled 

"Psychological Factors Associated with Minority and Majority Student Status in University 

Settings." I have examined the final electronic copy of this dissertation for form and content and 

recommend that it be accepted in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Doctor 

of Philosophy, with a major in Psychology. 

Kenneth R. Newton, Major Professor 

We have read this dissertation and recommend its acceptance: 

Harold J. Fine, Thomas W. George, John W. Lounsbury 

Accepted for the Council: 

Carolyn R. Hodges 

Vice Provost and Dean of the Graduate School 

(Original signatures are on file with official student records.) 



To the Graduate Council: 

I am submitting herewith a dissertation written by Julie Elizabeth 
Williams entitled 11Psychological Factors Associated with Minority 
and Majority Student Status in University Settings.•• I have examined 
the final copy of this dissertation for form and content and recommend 
that it be accepted in partial fulfillment of the requirements for 
the degree of Doctor of Philosophy, with a major in Psychology. 

We have read this dissertation 
and recommend its acceptance: 

. • ., 

Accepted for the Council: 

Vice Provost 
and Dean of the Graduate 

"" 

School 



PSYCHOLOGI CA L  FA CTORS AS SOC I ATED W I TH  

M I N OR I TY AND MAJOR I TY STU D E N T  STATUS 

I N  U N I V E RS I TY SETT I N GS  

A D i s se rtat i on 

Pre s e n ted for the  

Doctor of  P h i l o s o phy 

Deg ree 

The Un i vers i ty of  Tenne s se e , Kn o x v i l l e 

Jul i e  E l i z abeth  Wi l l i ams 

August  1 986 



T h i s d i s s e rtat i on i s  l o v i n g l y  ded i cated to  

my grand fat her , P h i l i p Je rome Smi th , who 

a l ways expre s s ed suc h p r i de and j oy i n  

t h e  accomp l i s hme n t s  of  h i s  

c h i l d re n  and g rand c h i l d re n  



A C KNOWLEDGEMENTS 

Wri t i n g  th i s  d i s serta t i on wa s a proc e s s  t hat  ma ny peop l e h e l ped 

me to a c c omp l i s h .  A l t hough  word s c a n n o t  prope r l y expre s s  the 

gra t i tude and a pprec i a t i on I fee l  for those  peo p l e ,  for n ow t hey 

wi l l  h a ve to d o .  F i rs t , I wou l d  l i ke t o  th a n k  the  membe r s  o f  my 

doctora l  c omm i ttee : D r. Kenneth  R .  Newton , D r .  J ohn  W .  L o un sbury ,  

D r .  Ha ro l d  J .  F i ne , and  Dr . Thoma s W .  Geo rge . Ken ,  ma ny t ha n ks  

for  you r s u p port and  wi sdom d u r i n g  the  tou g h  t i me s  i n  t h i s projec t . 

Tha n k  you, a l so ,  for be l i e v i n g  i n  t he  i dea . John , t ha n k  you for 

be i n g a true fr i end and for a l l the  tec hn i ca l  a s s i s ta n ce you prov i ded 

i n  he l p i n g  me to ma ke s e n se  out of  t he data . I wi l l  a l ways remember 

you for you r  n e ver-end i n g word s o f  e n courageme n t  and  for c a l l i n g  

me 1 1 docto r 1 1 e ve n  befo re i t  wa s a c tua l l y  true . Ma ny t han ks  to  D r .  

Haro l d  F i ne  \'t'hose  11i n i t i a l i zed sayi ngs 1 1 I \'t'i l l  never  forget . A l s o , 

tha n k s  for he l p i n g  me t h i n k  throu g h  l i fe a fte r the d i s sertat i on .  

Dr . Thoma s Geo rge , than k you fo r your  a s s i s ta n ce a nd  e n coura geme n t  

and  f o r  c on t i n u i n g  wi t h  t h i s project  from the  beg i n n i n g  to  the  end . 

I am i nde bted to D r .  C h ar l e s  M .  A c h i l l e s for a l l h i s  a s s i s ta n ce 

i n  the deve l o pme nt  and c omp l et i on o f  th i s  projec t . C hu c k ,  I wi l l  

never  rea l l y  be a b l e  to  re pay you for  a l l you r  k i n d ne s s , s u pport , 

k nowl edge , a nd  tec h n i c a l  a s s i stance . Tha n k  you for a l l of  t ho se  

th i n g s  and  t h a n ks for  be i n g s u c h  a g ood fr i end  a nd  me ntor . A l s o , 

t h a n ks  for i n troduc i n g me to  D r .  He l en B a i n .  

i i i 



D r .  Ba i n ,  word s o f  gra t i tude a re not  eno u g h  to  expres s my 

a pp rec i a t i on , b ut  tha n k  you for everyt h i n g .  Had i t  not  been for 

you r hel p i n  o pen i n g s ome c l o sed doors , t h i s  projec t  may never h a ve 

gotten o ff the ground . Hel en , t ha n k  you for you r  en t h u s i a s t i c 

i n teres t i n  hel p i n g  me to  c ompl ete t h i s  projec t . A l s o , t h a n ks for 

bei n g  such  a g ood  ro l e model . 

I wou l d  a l s o  l i ke to ta ke th i s  opportu n i ty to th a n k  D r .  Ron a l d 

R .  Brown whose a d v i ce a nd  s u pport a l ways came a t  the r i g h t  t i mes . 

Than ks , a l so ,  to Don  Broac h ,  my c ompu ter c o n s u l ta n t , who wa s a l ways 

a va i l a b l e to prov i de tec h n i c a l  a s s i s ta n ce and who wor ked wi th  me 

above a nd  beyond  the c a l l o f  d u ty on t h i s projec t .  I n  add i t i on , 

i v  

ma ny t ha n ks to my typi s t ,  Mrs . Marga ret Garrett , who d i d a t remen d o u s  

j o b  i n  a s hort  per i od o f  t i me .  

I wou l d  a l s o  l i ke t o  th a n k  D r .  E vel yn Ha l l man , who a l l owed 

me to wor k  on  th i s  p rojec t  a nd  u se t he compu ter fa c i l i t i es a t  

Kno x v i l l e Co l l ege .  Tha n ks t o  Ms . Dor i s J .  Owen s w h o  wa s a l ways 

wi l l i n g to hel p whenever I a s ked for hel p .  Than ks , a l s o , to D r .  

J. L. Cochrane ,  D r .  P r i nce B rown , a n d  Mr . Ceci l Greene for ca r i n g  

and  en coura g i n g  me . A l s o  to D r .  Coc h ra ne ,  ma ny than ks fo r bei n g  

s u c h  a g ood " bo s s "  and fr i end . 

Many than ks to fr i ends  l i ke B i rd i e ,  Maeb l e ,  Deb ra , Ma rva , Rhonda , 

E l a i ne ,  Cyn th i a ,  Nan , a nd  Ru s sel l who a l ways had  a n  ea r d u r i n g  my 

yea rs i n  gradu a te s c ho o l . Than ks , a l s o , to  my u n c l e ,  Horace Smi t h , 

for a l ways bei n g  t here when I needed to  ta l k .  



Abo ve a l l ,  I wou l d  l i ke to exp ress  my l o ve a nd  g ra t i t ude to 

my mot her , F .  G l o r i a Wi l l i ams , a nd  my fat her , Stuart  C .  Wi l l i ams , 

who taught  me i n va l ua b l e l es s o n s  t hroughout  l i fe ,  l a i d  the ground­

wo r k  fo r me to  a c h i eve i n terna l  peace and  who , through  t hei r a c t i o n s , 

s howed me how mu c h  c a n  be a c c omp l i s hed thro u g h  wo r k , per severance 

a nd  fa i t h .  

v 



ABSTRACT  

The pr i ma ry purpose  o f  th i s  s tudy wa s to e va l u a te whether  mi n o r i ty 

s tude n t s , regard l e s s  o f  race , expe r i e nced  mo re c ommo n  emo t i on a l  

s tres sors , a n d  h a d  mo re s i mi l a r beha v i o r  a n d  att i tudes  towa rd 

i n teg ra t i on than  the i r  rac i a l  c ounte rparts  e n ro l l ed i n  i n s t i tu t i o n s  

where they we re i n  the rac i a l  ma j o r i ty .  T h i s goa l wa s a c c omp l i s hed  

by  study i n g  289  s u b jec t s  from the  fo l l owi n g  student  grou p s : b l a c k  

mi nor i ty stude n t s  ( 48 ) , wh i te mi n o r i ty s tudents  ( 6 5 ) , b l a c k  ma j o r i ty 

s tudents  ( 90 ) , wh i te ma j o r i ty stude n t s  ( 86 ) . M i n o r i ty status  wa s 

a s s i gned to b l a c k  a n d  wh i te students  who attended  a u n i vers i ty where 

students  of  a d i fferent  race from t he i r  own we re p redomi n a n t ; ma j o r i ty 

s tatu s wa s a s s i gned  to b l a c k  a nd  wh i te s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  u n i ve rs i t i e s  

whe re t he i r  own race wa s p redomi nant . The v ar i a b l e s  o f  i n tere s t  

i n  t h i s s tudy were depres s i on ,  a l i e n a t i o n , s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n ,  a tt i tudes  

towa rd i n tegra t i on a nd  beha v i ora l  i n tera c t i on  wi t h  s tude n t s  o f  a 

d i ffe rent  race . I n  add i t i on ,  the l en gt h  of  t i me s pent  i n  the  

u n i vers i ty wa s hypothe s i zed to h a ve a n  e ffe c t  on  these  va r i a b l e s . 

The re s u l ts  o f  th i s  s tudy s howed  that  the mi n or i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty 

b l a c k  s tudent  g roup s  we re mo re s i m i l a r to e a c h  other  than  t hey we re 

to the i r  wh i te mi nor i ty a nd  ma jor i ty counte rparts . That  i s ,  b l a c k  

s tudents  i n  o n e  sett i n g  ( rega rd l e s s  o f  mi n o r i ty o r  ma jor i ty s ta tu s ) 

we re more l i ke b l a c k  s tudents  i n  a n o t he r  sett i n g  a nd  wh i te stude n t s  

i n  one  sett i n g ( regard l e s s  of  mi nor i ty o r  ma j o r i ty statu s )  we re 

more l i ke wh i te s tudents  i n  another  sett i n g .  In contrast  to the 

v i  



v i i 

hypothe s i zed  re l a t i o n s h i p s  between  v a r i a b l e s , b l a c k  s tudents  

regard l es s  o f  t he i r  m i n o r i ty/ma jo r i ty s ta tu s ,  a l s o  seemed more adept  

a t  c op i n g  wi t h  t he i r  u n i vers i ty e n v i ronme n ts  ( e . g . they fe l t  l e s s  

i so l a ted a n d  a l i en a ted ) a nd  had  more po s i t i ve r ac i a l a tt i tude s than  

d i d wh i te s tude nt s .  I n  a dd i t i on , the res u l ts  for  wh i te m i nor i ty 

students  l oo ke d  very s i mi l a r to t he re s u l t s  repo r ted  for b l ac k  

mi n o r i ty s tudents  i n  prev i ou s  research  u n de rta ke n d u r i n g  the 1 960 ' s  

a nd 1 970 ' s .  These  fi n d i n g s  s u gg e s t  t he need  fo r further  rese a r c h  

on  the  p syc ho l o g i ca l  i mp a c t  o f  m i n o r i ty statu s o n  b l a c k s  and  wh i te 

to p ro v i de p syc ho l og i sts , e ducators  a n d  o ther  s oc i a l s c i en t i s t s  

wi th  va l ua b l e  i n fo rma t i on  wh i c h  c a n  he l p  i n s u re t hat  a l l stude n t s  

ha ve greater opportun i t i e s  for a c h i e vi n g  a c a demi c a n d  s oc i a l s ucce s s  

i n  c o l l ege . 
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C HA PTE R I 

I NTRODUCTI ON 

Overv i ew 

De segre g a t i on  i n  educat i on ,  the phys i c a l  m i x i n g  o f  studen ts , 

bec ame the 1 1 l aw of  the l an d 11 i n  1 9 54. I n tegra t i on , o r  the  remo v a l  

o f  psycho l og i ca l  a n d  o t h e r  b a rr i e r s  formed b y  the  p r i o r  separa t i sm , 

ha s proceeded muc h  more s l owl y .  Desegrega t i o n  may b e  a s s e s sed  by 

count i n g; i n te g rat i on mu s t  be a s ses sed  pe r i od i ca l l y  by other , more 

s u bt l e  mean s .  Thi s study a na l yz e s  s ome key i s s ues  of i n tegra t i on  

t hat  may  be i n f l uen ced by  a person1s s ta t u s  a s  a member of  a m i n o r i ty 

g ro u p  o r  a ma j o r i ty grou p . He re mi n or i ty refers  to  the re l at i ve 

frequency o f  peop l e  rega rd l e s s  o f  rac i a l  c h a ra c te r i s t i cs .  

Spec i f i c a l l y ,  a sma l l n umber o f  wh i te pup i l s  a tten d i n g  a predomi n a n t l y 

b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i on i s  con s i dered he re to be t he mi n o r i ty by v i rtue 

o f  the i r  n umbe rs . 

H i s to ri c a l  Ba c kgro u n d  

One  o f  t h e  mos t  i mportant  l ega l c a se s  i n  educa t i on a nd  s oc i a l  

po l i cy, Brown v .  Boa rd o f  ucat i on of  To peka,  Ka n sa s  (1954), wa s 

handed down by the  Sup reme Court  t o  n u l l ify the separa te b u t  equ a l  

doctr i n e  regard i ng educ a t i o n a l opportu n i t i e s for s tudents . Th i s  

l an dma r k  ca se  set  a l e ga l precedent wh i c h dec l a red rac i a l  segrega t i on 

u n c on s t i tu t i o n a l .  Now, ma ny yea rs l a ter , the doors  of  educa t i ona l 
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a n d  c areer  opportu n i ty h a ve s l owl y opened  for b l a c k  s tuden ts  l ega l l y  

a l l ow i ng them acce s s  t o  a l l educa t i on a l  fa c i l i t i e s .  Wh i l e  i t  can  

be a rgued ( Baratz & Fi c k l e n , 1 98 3 ) t hat  wh i te s  h a ve a l ways had a c ce s s  

to h i s to r i ca l l y b l a c k  c o l l ege s and  u n i ve rs i t i e s , u n t i l the  l a s t  

decade  wh i te e n ro l l ment  i n  t hese  i n s t i t u t i o n s  h a s  rema i ned  re l at i ve l y  

sma l l .  I n  l a rge part  d u e  to  the  B rown ( 1 954 )  c a s e  a nd  others  that  

fo l l owe d  ( Adams v .  R i c h a rd s o n , 1 97 0 ; Adams v .  C a l i fa n o, 1 97 7 ) wh i te 

s tudents  h a v e  i n c rea s i ng l y c hosen  to a t tend h i stor i c a l l y  b l a c k  

i n s t i t u t i o n s  o f  h i gher  educ a t i on . 

For more t han  a decade  fo l l owi ng B rown ( 1 9 54 ) ,  po l i t i cia n s, 

e d u c a to rs and  s c hoo l  off i c i a l s ( Coope r v .  Aa ron , 1 958 ; Gr i ffi n v .  

Cou n ty Schoo l Boa rd of  P ri nce  Edwa rd County, 1 964 ) fought aga i n s t  

t h i s S up reme Cou rt ru l i ng .  B l a c k s  c o n t i n ued t o  b e  sys tema t i c a l l y  

exc l u ded from predomi na n t l y  wh i te s c hoo l s,  wh i l e  the  so c i a l  a nd  

p o l i t i ca l  c l i ma te i n  the  coun try d i s c o u raged wh i te enro l l me n t  i n  

p red omi n a n t l y b l a c k  s c hoo l s .  D i mond ( 1 982 )  s ta ted t hat  t he  prob l ems 

encounte re d  by A u t he r i n e  Lu cy at the  Un i vers i ty o f  A l abama and Jame s 

Me red i t h a t  t he  U n i vers i ty o f  Mi s s i s s i p p i  a re re pre s e n t a t i ve of 

the d i ff i c u l ty b l a c k s  e n c o u n tere d  when they de s i red to  a ttend wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  of h i gh e r  educa t i on . Lyon s' ( 1 97 3 )  res e arc h i n  20 

trad i t i o na l l y  b l a c k  co l l ege s a l so  fou n d  t h a t  b l a c k  co l l ege 

admi n i s t rators  we re re l u c t a n t  to h a ve wh i te s e n ro l l .  

A l though  the  Brown c a se s et  a l ega l p receden t ,  many ju d i c i a l  

de c i s i on s  fol l o wed  wh i c h had  major i mpacts  o n  s c h oo l  desegrega t i o n 

po l i c i e s . I n  1 968 the  S up reme Cou rt s tepped i n  after  mo re t han  

a decade o f  l owe r-cou rt ru l i ngs t hat  s u ppo rte d  a freedom o f  c h o i ce 
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mod e l  of  desegreg a t i on ( D i mond , 1 982 ) . The S upreme Court , i n  Green 

v .  County Board of New Ken t  County ( 1 9 68 ) , ru l ed that t h i s  mode l 

mere l y  perpetuated the d u a l  educat i on a l  sys tem decreed uncon s t i tut i o n a l  

i n  Brown a nd  a s  s u c h  m u s t  b e  rej e c ted . 

P r i o r  to 1970 , mo s t  j ud i c i a l  a c t i on  a ga i n s t  s c hoo l deseg reg a t i on  

foc u s ed p r i ma r i l y  on  seconda ry s c hoo l s .  I n  1 970 , howe ve r ,  the NAACP 

Leg a l  Defe n s e  Fund f i l ed a c l a s s  a ct i o n su i t  ag a i n s t  the Departmen t  

of  Hea l th ,  E ducat i on  a n d  We l fa re a l l eg i n g t h at  i t  wa s n o t  i n  c omp l i a nce  

wi th Ti t l e V I  o f  the 1964  C i v i l R i g h t s  Act  ( Ba ra tz & Fi c k l en , 1 98 3 ) .  

A s  c i ted i n  Egerton  ( 1 98 1 ,  p .  5 ) , t h i s  l eg a l  ma ndate s ta te s : 

No  person  i n  the  U n i ted States  s h a l l ,  o n  the  g ro u n d  of  
race , c o l o r  o r  na t i o n a l  o r i g i n  be exc l uded f rom 
p a rt i c i pa t i on  i n  or den i ed the benef i ts o f, or be 
s u bjected to  d i s cr i m i n a t i on  u nder  any program o r  
a c t i v i ty rece i v i n g  Fede ra l f i n a n c i a l  a s s i s ta n ce . 

Th i s  i s s ue  posed  a p ro b l em wh i c h 1 9  s ta te s  that  opera ted d u a l  

sys tems of  educa t i on  c ou l d  n o t  a fford to  i gn o re . These s ta te s  we re 

fou n d  to  be i n  v i o l a t i on of Ti t l e V I  of the 1 9 6 4  C i v i l Ri g h ts Act  

and  s u bject  to l o s i n g fede ra l funds  i f  they d i d not  s u bm i t a c cepta b l e 

desegregat i on p l a n s . S e ve ra l  i mporta n t  i mp l i c a t i o n s  a t tended th i s  

court  r u l i n g .  One o f  the  mo s t  contro ve rs i a l  i s s u e s  que s t i oned  the 

i mpact  of  desegreg a t i on po l i c i e s on  h i sto r i ca l l y  b l a c k  c o l l eges  

a n d  un i ve rs i t i e s .  For  examp l e, to be i n  c omp l i a nce  wi th the l a w 

a nd  c o n t i n ue to rece i ve federa l f i n a n c i a l s u pport  these  s c hoo l s ,  

l i ke the i r wh i te cou nterparts , wou l d  h a ve to deve l op  p l a n s  to i n c rease  

the i r  mi nor i ty ( wh i te )  e n ro l l me n t  ( Hayne s , 1 978 ) .  A s  s u c h ,  ma ny 



wh i te stude nts , l i ke the i r b l a c k  c o l l eague s , faced the  c ha l l en ge 

of  be i n g i n  a m i n or i ty po s i t i on .  

A re v i ew o f  s ome o f  the l a ndma r k  l eg a l  dec i s i on s  ( Ge i er v .  

U n i v .  o f  Ten n . ,  1 97 9 ; Adams v .  Ri c hardson , 1 970 ; Adams v .  C a l i fa n o , 

1977 ) a ffec t i n g  h i gher  educat i on  s u gge st s  t hat  l i ke b l a c k  attenda nce 

in  wh i te i n s t i tu t i on s , b l a c k  c o l l e ges  and  un i ve rs i t i e s  wi l l  c on t i nue 
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to fee l some j u d i c i a l  pre s s u re to attract  wh i te students . Gove rnmenta l 

po l i c i e s wi l l  h a ve a n  i mportant  i mpact  on  the  s peed wi th  wh i c h c ha n ges  

occ u r .  Some re s e a rc hers  ( E l am ,  1 97 2 ;  B uffk i n ,  1 97 7 ) s u ggested that  

wh i te s t udents  wi l l  i n c re a s i n g l y c ho o s e  to  e n ro l l i n  these  s c h oo l s 

for the same rea s o n s  others  c hoose  to  attend them . T h i s " re vers e  

desegrega t i on " ( Be l l amy , 1 982 , p .  1 1 2 )  wi l l  there fo re pro v i de a 

u n i que  opportun i ty for re s e a rc hers  to s tudy wh i te s  i n  a m i nor i ty 

pos i t i on ,  ra ther  than  on l y  equ a t i n g  race  o r  eth n i c i ty wi th mi nor i ty 

statu s . 

Re verse  desegre ga t i on i n  pr i vate b l a c k  c o l l eges  may be o ccu rr i ng  

s l owl y .  Accord i n g to  the U n i ted Negro  Co l l ege Fund  Sta t i s t i c a l  

Report ( Payne & Ki rschner , 1983 ) ,  i ts 42  member s c h oo l s e nro l l ed 

on l y  428 wh i te s tudents . Wh i te s tudent  enro l l ment  i n  these  i n s t i tu t i o n s  

re presented on l y  a bout  1 %  of  the i r  tota l s tudent  popu l a t i on . Howe ve r , 

i n  p u b l i c  b l a c k  c o l l eges  a n d  u n i ve rs i t i e s re ve rse desegregat i on  

po l i c i e s  a p pea r  to have made a s tronger  i mpact. In con tra st  to 

the 42  membe r i n s t i tu t i o n s  of the  Un i ted Negro C o l l ege Fund wh i c h 

rece i ve c ompa ra t i ve l y  sma l l amou nts  o f  federa l s u pport , wh i te s tudent  

e nro l l ment  i n  s tate-su ppo rted p u b l i c  b l ack c o l l e ges  and  un i ve rs i t i e s 

i s  nota b l y  h i gher . Sta t i s t i c a l  data reported i n  the C h ron i cl e  o f  
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H i gher  Educ a t i on  ( February 2 ,  1 98 1 , p p . 6- 1 4 )  s h owe d wh i te enro l l me n t  

a s  h i g h  a s  1 5 %  i n  s ome h i stor i ca l l y  b l a c k  s tate- s u pported u n i vers i t i e s . 

some h i stor i c a l l y  b l ac k  state- s u p ported  u n i vers i t i e s .  

An i n v a l u a b l e popu l a t i on  for psyc ho l og i c a l  re searc hers  

i ntere s ted i n  s tudy i n g  beha v i o r o f  a d o l e scents  and  you n g  a d u l ts 

i s  the  c o l l ege  s tuden t .  Wi th the  advent  o f  s c h o o l  desegrega t i on  

res e a rc hers  began  to i n ve s t i gate  rac i a l d i ffe rences  between b l a c k  

a n d  wh i te c o l l ege  s tuden t s  ( L i tt i g ,  1 9 68 ; S l a n ey & Brown , 1983 ; 

P i cou , 1 97 3 ;  We i n berg , 1983 ) .  Wh i l e  the  re s u l ts o f  these  s tud i e s 

have  often been contrad i c tory , one  factor  wh i c h  u s u a l l y  rema i n ed 

con s i s tent  when rac i a l compa r i s o n s  were made wa s that b l a c ks we re 

v i ewed a s  the mi n o r i ty popu l a t i on . S u c h  a perspec t i ve i s  l og i c a l  

g i ven  t h e  rac i a l  c ompos i t i on o f  th i s  c o u n try i n  wh i c h wh i te s tudents  

a re 86%  of  the  c o l l ege popu l a t i on ( St a t i s t i c a l  A b s tract  o f  the Un i ted 

State s , 1984 ) . Howe ver , as  prev i o u s l y  s ta ted , cou rt-mandated 

desegregat i on i n  trad i t i o n a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l eges  a nd  u n i ve rs i t i e s  h a s  

c reated a u n i que  popu l a t i o n o f  wh i te s  i n  the  m i n o r i ty .  A l tho u g h  

some re searc he rs ( Stand l ey ,  1 978 ; C a r r , 197 9 ; Be l l amy , 1 982 ) h a ve 

stud i ed t h i s new mi nor i ty ,  they a l so n o ted that  the data  i n  th i s  a rea  

we re s pa rse . B l ac ks  con t i nue  to be the mi n o r i ty g ro u p  mo s t l y  stu d i ed . 

Re sea rc hers  ( F l emi n g , 1 981 ; Hedeg a rd & Brown , 1 969 ; Wi l l i e 

& Mc Cord , 1 97 2 )  s tudyi n g  b l ac k  s tudents  h a ve co n s i s te n t l y found  

that  t hose  e n ro l l e d i n  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te c o l l eges  a nd  u n i ve rs i t i e s 

experi enced h i g h rates  o f  a l i e n a t i o n , depre s s i on  and  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i on . 

Vend i tt i  ( 1 981 , p .  26 ) , a noted re s e a rcher  i n  the  a rea o f  s c hoo l  

desegrega t i on , d e s cr i bed severa l s econd-ge n e ra t i on  p ro b l ems re l a ted 

to desegrega t i on . 



Exper i ence , observa t i o n  a n d  read i n g  o f  the  l i teratu re 
persuade  me t h a t  the typ i c a l  de segregated  s c h o o l  i s  a 
p l a ce  i n  wh i c h i ntegra t i o n  h a s  ye t to o c cu r ,  i f  one  def i n e s  
t h e  i nte g ra ted s c h o o l  a s  a p l a c e  where s tudents  o f  d i f fe re n t  
races  genu i ne l y  u nderstand  a n d  a pprec i a te e a c h  o t h e r  a n d  
bene f i t e q ua l l y  from a l l facets  o f  the i r  edu c a t i o n a l  prog ram . 
I n  contra s t  w i t h  t h i s  i de a l , I fea r  t h at  the  typ i c a l  
desegregate d  s c hoo l  i s  one i n  wh i c h wi l l  be fou n d  o b v i o u s  
v o l u ntary re segrega t i o n , ma r ked  mi nor i ty group  i so l a t i on 
a nd  i n tergrou p ten s i on s , a nd  s e vere  c i rcu l a r a n d  i n s truc t i o n a l  
def i c i en c i e s  v i s - a-v i s a mu l t i cu l tu ra l  s tudent  body . 

I n  h e r  research  c ompa r i n g  students  e nro l l ed i n  a h i s t o ri ca l l y  

b l a c k  a n d  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty ,  Fr i day ( 1 983 ) repo rted 

s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  between rates  and s e ver i ty 

of depres s i on i n  b l a c k  a nd  wh i te s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  a h i s to r i c a l l y  

wh i te u n i vers i ty .  U s i n g  the  Bec k Depre s s i o n  I n ventory a s  a mea s u re 

o f  depres s i on , s he fou n d  t h a t  wh i l e  o n l y  5% o f  h e r  w h i te s a mp l e  

was mode rate l y  depre s se d , 1 2% o f  the  b l a c k  samp l e was  moderate l y  

depressed ; 1 6% wa s severe l y  depre s se d . T he b l a c k s tudents  enro l l e d 

i n  t he  h i s to r i c a l l y  b l a c k c o l l ege repo rted l e s s  se vere depres s i on 

a n d  we re proport i o n a te l y  s ma l l er i n  n umbe r .  These  f i n d i n g s  s u g g e s t  

t ha t  mi nor i ty s ta tu s  i n  a n  i n st i t u t i o n  may nega ti ve l y  a ffe c t  one ' s  

p syc ho l o g i ca l  we l l - be i n g , b u t  s i n c e  Fr i day ( 1 983 ) d i d  n o t  report 

data o n  wh i te students  e nro l l ed i n  t he  h i s tor i c a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l e ge , 

t h i s c on c l u s i on rema i n s u n c l ea r .  

Sta teme n t  o f  the  Pro b l em 

A l a rge body of  re s e a rc h c u rre n t l y  ex i s ts  on  the a cademi c ,  

s oc i a l a d j u s tmen t  a n d  a t t i tudes  o f  b l a c k  students  enro l l ed i n  

h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te c o l l eges  a n d  u n i ver s i t i e s .  T h i s  researc h h a s  
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been  unde rta ke n by n ume rou s re searchers  i n  ma ny d i ffe re n t  f i e l d s  

of  s tudy ( F l emi n g ,  1 98 1 ; A l l e n ,  1 98 1 ;  T h oma s , 1 98 1 ; H rabows k i , 1 97 5 ;  

Ros s er , 1 97 2 ;  E p ps , 1 97 1 , 1 96 9 ) .  Of p r i ma ry concern to  many o f  

t he s e  resea rchers  h a s  b e e n  t he i mpac t  o f  s c hoo l d e segrega t i on  on  

the  a cademi c and  s oc i a l adj u s tmen t  of  b l a c k  s tuden ts . 

A common gen e ra l i z a t i o n he l d by ma ny researchers  who s tudy 

b l a c k  s t udent s  i s  t h a t  t hey d i ffer f rom wh i te s tudents . Typ i ca l  

s tud i es i n  t h i s a re a  foc u s  on s u c h  concepts  a s  "rac i a l d i ffe rence" 

7 

o r  "bl a c k- wh i te compa r i son s" ( Fr i day , 1 983 ; A s t i n & Cro s s , 198 1 ; 

B urba c h  & Thompson , 1 97 1 ; Sor k i n ,  1 969 ; Gott l i e b ,  1 964 ; Gi s t  & Bennett , 

1 9 6 3 ) .  I n  gen e ra l , the f i n d i ngs o f  mos t  o f  t h e s e  re searchers  have 

i n d i ca ted that  b l a c k  students  e n ro l l ed i n  h i s t o r i c a l l y  wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  fe l t more a l i e nated  and depre s sed  t han  wh i te s tudents  

a nd  h ad more academ i c  and  s oc i a l  adju s tme n t  prob l ems . 

I n  con tra s t  to  t he re l a t i ve l y  l a rge amo u n t  of re s e a r c h  on  b l a c k s 

e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tut i on s , s tud i es of wh i te s tu d e n t s  

e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l eges and  u n i vers i t i e s  a re s p a r s e  

a n d  have o n l y  rece n t l y  begu n t o  appear  {Ba ke r ,  1 980 ; Standley , 1 978 ; 

E l am ,  1 97 8 ; B urrows , 1 977 ) .  E l am ( 1 978 ) a nd  Brown a n d  Ste i n ( 1 97 2 )  

po i n ted o u t  t hat  wh i le reverse  de segrega t i on ( i . e . wh i te s t u dents  

e n ro l l ed i n  h i s t o r i c a l ly b l a c k  i n s t i t ut i ons)  li t i ga t i on h a s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y 

i n crea sed  t h e  n umber of wh i te s t udent s  enro l l e d i n  oppos i te- ra c e  

i n s t i tu t i o n s , res e a rc he r s  h a ve been s l ow t o  s t udy the effe c t s  o f  

m i no r i ty s ta t u s  o n  wh i te s . Smi th  ( 1 980 ) argued  t ha t researchers  

v i rtu a l l y  i gnored  t h i s que s t i on u n t i l po l i t i c a l  a nd  econom i c expe d i e n cy 

forced them to exami n e the  v a l ue  o f  contr i bu t i on s  ma de  by b l a c k  



i n s t i tu t i o n s  to the  l a rger  soc i ety . Howe ve r , a t  present  on l y  a 

few resea rchers  ( Brown , 1 978 ; Sta nd l ey ,  1 978 ; Steve n s , 1 97 6 ; B rown 

& Ste i n ,  1 9 72 ) h a ve i n ve s t i gated  the  i mpact  that  mi n or i ty s ta t u s  

h a s  on wh i te s tudents  i n  a s  i n -depth  a ma n n e r  a s  resea rchers  s tudy i n g  

b l ac k  s tudents  i n  a mi nor i ty po s i t i on  ( Fr i day , 1983 ; Be r ry , 1 983 ; 

F l emi n g , 1 98 1 ; A l l en ,  1 98 1 ; Thoma s , 1 9 8 1 ; Boyd , 1 9 7 4 ; G i bbs , 1 9 7 4 ; 

Epps , 1 9 72 ; Wi l l i e & Mc Cord , 1 97 2 ;  Co s by ,  1 97 1 ) . The research  

u nderta ken o n  wh i te mi n o r i ty students  i s  p r i ma r i l y  d e sc r i p t i ve and  

foc u s e s  on  broad  demog ra p h i c  and  a tt i tud i n a l  c h a racter i s t i c s  of  

these  students . I n  e s s ence , these  stud i e s ( Stan d l ey ,  1 97 8 ; E l am ,  

1 978 ; Bu rrows , 1 97 7 ; Brown & Ste i n ,  1 97 2 )  h a ve a n umber o f  re s e a rc h  

des i g n l i m i tat i o n s . 

Th i s  study , u n l i ke mo s t  o f  the  research  that  u t i l i z es  a rac i a l  

d i f ference  theore t i c a l  parad i gm to s tudy b l a c k  a nd  wh i te s tudents , 

proposes  that  the  mi nor i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  o f  students  wi t h i n 

t he i r  i n s t i tu t i on s  wi l l  affect  a n umbe r of  i mportant  psyc h o l og i c a l  

v a r i a b l es , s u c h  a s  the degree  o f  emot i on a l  s t re s s  they expe r i ence , 

the i r a tt i tudes  towa rd i n tegra t i o n / ra c i a l  equ a l i ty a nd  the i r  p ro­

i n tegra t i on  beha v i o r . 

Wh i l e  i t  may be a ccura te to de p i c t  some b l a c k  students  at te nd i n g 

h i stor i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s  a s  a l ie nated , depre s s ed and  s oc i a l l y  

i so l a ted , t h i s study propo ses  t hat  s u c h  f i nd i n g s  are  re l ated to  

t he i r mi nor i ty status  rather  than  to s i mp l y  ra c i a l  facto r s . T h i s 

c a n  be tested by a s s e s s i n g the  e ffec t s  of mi nor i ty status  on n o n ­

b l a c k  students  a nd  b y  compa r i n g  mi n or ity ( b l ac k  a nd  wh i te )  students  

to ma j o r i ty ( b l a c k  and  wh i t e )  studen t s . 
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Research  Que s t i on  and  Hypothe s e s  

Th i s i s  a c omparat i ve study that  h i n ge s  on  t h e  i dea  t hat  both  

b l a c k  a nd  w h i te m i nor i ty students  ( i . e . , t ho se  attend i n g o p po s i te- race 

i n s t i tu t i on s ) expe r i ence  mo re s i mi l a r emot i o n a l  stressors  a nd  s ha re 

more s i mi l a r a t t i tudes  a nd  beh a v i or  toward i n tegra t i on  wi th  e a c h  

other  t h a n  wi t h  t he i r  rac i a l  counterparts  e n ro l l ed i n  i n s t i tu t i o n s  

where they a re i n  t h e  rac i a l  majo r i ty .  That i s ,  b l a c k  s tudents  

a ttend i n g h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s  a nd  wh i te s tudents  

attend i ng h i s tor i c a l l y  b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i o n s  wi l l  tend  to  fee l  more 

depres s i on and a l i en a t i on  than  t he i r s ame race c o u n terparts . These  

mi no r i ty students  wi l l  a l s o h a ve more  po s i t i ve att i tudes  towa rd 

i ntegra t i on  a n d  wi l l  i n teract  more wi t h  students  o f  a d i fferent  

race  ( i . e .  d at i n g , fr i end s h i p ,  v i s i t i n g own /paren ts ' home , wo r k )  

than  the i r rac i a l  counterparts . I n  c o n tra s t ,  b l a c k  s tudents  e n r o l l ed 

i n  h i stor i c a l l y  b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i o n s  wi l l  te nd  to be mo re s i m i l a r 

to wh i te students  enro l l ed i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s  beca u s e  

they b o t h  s ha re ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  w i t h i n  the i r i n st i tu t i o n s . 

I n  t h i s  s tudy , the conc epts  o f  m i nor i ty s tudent  and  ma jor i ty 

student  a re opera t i on a l i zed  a ccord i n g to n ume r i c a l  fa c tors , n ot  

s i mp l y  rac i a l  i de n t i ty .  Mi n or i ty s tudents , t here fo re , a re de p i c ted 

as those e n ro l l ed i n  a c o l l ege o r  u n i vers i ty where t he i r own race 

i s  l e s s  than  33%  of  the tota l student e n ro l l me n t ; maj o r i ty s tudents  

a re those  attend i n g i n s t i tu t i o n s  i n  wh i c h the i r race  i s  g reater  

than  67%  o f  the  tota l e n ro l l me n t .  



U s i n g  the abo ve conceptua l i za t i on s  of  mi n o r i ty a nd  ma jor i ty 

studen t ,  bot h b l ac k  and  wh i te students  c an  f i t i n to  e i ther  category .  

Tab l e  1 presents  a conceptu a l  c l a s s i f i c at i on  of  the fou r groups  

to  be  stud i ed .  

10  

S i x re search  hypotheses  ha ve been deve l o ped  to test  the  p r i ma ry 

concern  o f  t h i s s tudy , that  m i nor i ty b l a c ks a n d  wh i te a re mo re s i m i l a r 

to  eac h other  i n  the i r  att i tudes  towa rd i n tegra t i on , pro- i n tegrat i on 

beha v i or a n d  fee l i n g s  o f  emo t i o n a l  s tre s s  ( i . e . , fee l i n g s  o f  s oc i a l  

i so l a t i on , depre s s i on a n d  a l i e n a t i on ) than  they a re to the i r  ra c i a l  

ma jor i ty counterpa rts . The research  hypot heses  a re a s  fo l l ows : 

Hypothe s i s 1 :  Mi n or i ty students  wi l l  report more fee l i n gs  

of  depre s s i on than  ma jor i ty studen t s . Symbo l i ca l l y ,  t h i s can  

be e xpressed  as  fo l l ows ( see Ta b l e 1 ) : 

W1 > W2 82 >8 1 

Hypothe s i s 2a : Mi nor i ty students  wi l l  report more fee l i n g s  

o f  s oc i a l i so l at i on  than  ma jor i ty s tudents . Symbo l i ca l l y ,  

t h i s c a n  be expre s sed  a s  fo l l ows ( see Ta b l e 1 ) : 

Wl > W2 B2>B l 

Hypothe s i s  2b : Mi n o r i ty s tudents  wi l l  report more fee l i n g s  

o f  a l i e na t i on t h a n  ma j o r i ty stude n t s . Symbo l i ca l l y ,  t h i s c a n  

b e  expre s sed  a s  fo l l ows ( see Tab l e  1 ) : 

Wl>W2 82 >8 1 

Hypothe s i s 3 :  Mi nor i ty students  wi l l  report more po s i t i ve 

att i tudes  towa rd i n tegra t i on  than  ma jo r i ty s tuden ts . 
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Ta b l e  1 .  Race a nd  Status  o f  Students  by Type o f  U n i ve r s i ty 

Studen t s ' S tatus  

Mi no r i ty s tude n t  

Ma j o r i ty s t uden t 

Type o f  U n i vers i ty 
H i s to r i ca l l y  B l a c k  Hi s to r i ca l l y  Wh i te 

Uni vers i ty U n i ve rs i ty 

Wh i te 
( WI ) 

B l a c k 
( BI ) 



Symbo l i ca l l y ,  th i s  c a n  be e xpre s sed  a s  fo l l ows ( see Ta b l e 1 ) :  

W1 > W2 82>81 

Hypothe s i s 4 :  Mi nori ty students  wi l l  re port more be h a v i ora l 

i ntera c t i on  wi t h  students  o f  a race  d i f fere n t  from t he i r  own 

than  ma j ori ty studen t s . Symbo l i c a l l y ,  t h i s c a n  be e xpres sed  

a s  fo l l ows ( see  Ta b l e  1 ) : 

W1 >W2 82>8 1 

Hypothe s i s 5 :  The  d i f ferences  be tween mi nori ty a nd ma j ori ty 

students  tested  i n  Hypo theses  1 a n d  2a a n d  2b  wi l l  decre a se 

a s  the  students  s pend  more t i me i n  the u n i vers i ty .  

That  i s ,  i t  i s  pred i c ted  t h a t  the greatest  d i fferences  

between mi nori ty a nd  ma j o ri ty gro u p s  wi l l  b e  obs erved i n  groups  
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a t  l ower- year l eve l s .  Four gro u p s  of  year l e ve l s wi l l  be c ompared : 

l e s s  t h a n  o n e  year , one  to two years , between two a nd  t hree 

years a nd  grea ter than  t hree years . 

Hypothe s i s 6 :  The d i f ferences  between mi nori ty a n d  ma j o r i ty 

students  tested i n  Hypotheses  3 a n d  4 wi l l  i ncrease  a s  students  

s pend  more t i me i n  the  u n i ve rs i ty .  

That  i s ,  i t  i s  pred i c ted t h a t  the greatest  d i fferences  

be tween mi nori ty a nd  ma j ori ty gro u p s  wi l l  be i n  s tudents  at  

h i g he r- year l e ve l s .  Fo u r  g ro u p s  of  yea r  l e ve l s  wi l l  be c ompared: 

l e s s  t h a n  one yea r ,  one  to two years , between two a nd  three 

years a nd  greate r  than  t hree years . 



C HA PTE R I I  

R EV I E W OF  THE L I TERATU RE  

Th i s l i teratu re rev i ew e xam i n e s  the  h i story o f  s c h o o l  desegregat i on 

by desc r i b i ng  c a s e s  wh i c h dete rm i ned t he deve l o pment  o f  c u r rent  

educat i on a l  a n d  s oc i a l  p o l i cy .  The  l i tera tu re re v i ew a l so exami nes  

re search  on  b l a c k  and  wh i te m i nor i ty s tuden ts  a ttend i n g oppo s i te - race  

educat i on a l  i n s t i t u t i on s . The  re v i ew empha s i z e s  the fo l l owi ng a rea s : 

1 .  Leg a l  I s s u e s  i n  H i gher  Educa t i o n 

2 .  B l a c k  Students  Attend i n g H i s to r i ca l l y  Wh i te I n s t i tut i o n s  

3 .  Wh i te Students  Attend i n g H i s to r i c a l l y  B l ac k I n s t i t u t i o n s  

4 .  Stud i e s  o f  Depre s s i on i n  M i n o r i ty Students  

5 .  Stud i e s of  A l i enat i on i n  M i n o r i ty Students . 

Leg a 1 I s s u e s  i n  H i gher  Educat i on  

Some s oc i a l  s c i e nt i sts  and  re searchers  ( Gerard , 1 984 ; Coo k ,  

1 984 ; Corde s , 1984 ) have r a i sed  q u e s t i o n s  about  the  i mpact  the l eg a l  

sys tem h a s  on  t h e  deve l o pment a n d  s u bsequent  a rt i c u l a t i on  o f  soc i a l  

po l i cy .  Recen t l y  re searchers  a re aga i n re v i ewi ng the Brown v .  

Boa rd o f  Educ a t i on  l ega l batt l e ,  beca u se 1984 ma r ked i t s 30-year  

a n n i ve r s a ry .  Wh i l e the i mpact  of  t h i s l andma r k  ca se  s ho u l d  not  

be undere s t i mated , i t  i s  i mportant  to u nde rs tand  the l eg a l  h i story 

from wh i c h i t  deve l o ped . Th i s  s ect i on o f  the  l i te ratu re rev i ew 

descri bes  some of  the  maj o r  l e g a l  i s s ues  r a i sed  by l i t i g ants  p r i or  

to the Brown c a s e . I t  a l so  exami nes  s ome of  the l eg a l  q u e s t i o n s  
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ra i sed  s i nce  Brown that  h a ve a ffected the  deve l opme n t  o f  s c h o o l  

desegregat i on po l i c i es a n d  t he i r  i mpact  on  h i s tor i c a l l y b l a c k  

i n s t i tu t i on s  o f  h i g h e r  educat i on . 

The Sup reme Cou rt , i n  P l e s sy v .  Fergu son  ( 1896 ) , e s ta b l i s hed 

t he doctr i ne  of s e p a rate but  equ a l . A l t hough  t h i s c a s e  dea l t 

s pec i fi ca l l y  wi t h  t he ques t i on  o f  p u b l i c  a cc ommod a t i o n s  fo r b l a c ks 

( Gunther , 1 97 5 ) , i t  had  wi despread i mp l i ca t i o n s  for many a reas  wh i c h 

a ffec ted the  l eg a l  r i g hts  o f  b l a c k  a n d  wh i te Ame r i ca n s . Accord i n g  

to  Gunther  ( 1 97 5 ) ,  t he l i t i ga n t , P l e s sy ,  a rgued  t h a t  he s ho u l d  h a ve 

a l l the l eg a l  r i g h t s  of wh i te Ame r i c a n s . L i ke o t her  b l a c ks that  

fo l l owed  h i m ,  P l e s sy re fused  to g i ve up  h i s seat  on a tra i n  to  a 

whi te p a s senge r .  Howeve r , i n  the  maj o r i ty o p i n i on o f  the S u p reme 

Cou rt wr i tten by J u s t i ce  Brown, the  l eg a l i zed  separa t i on  of the 

races  wa s u p  he 1 d .  Brown wrote : 

The object  o f  the  [ 1 4th] Amendme n t  wa s u ndoubted l y  to 
e n fo rce the a b s o l u te equa l i ty of the two races  befo re 
the  l aw ,  b ut  i n  the n ature o f  t h i n g s  i t  c ou l d not  h a ve 
been i n tended to  a b o l i s h d i s t i nc t i on s  ba sed  u pon c o l o r , 
o r  to enforce s oc i a l , a s  d i s t i n g u i s hed from po l i t i c a l  
equ a l i ty ,  o r  a comi ng  o f  the two races  u pon terms 
u n s a t i s fa c to ry to e i t he r  . . .  we cannot  s ay t hat  a l aw 
wh i c h a ut hor i zes  o r  e ven  req u i re s  the sepa rat i on of  the  
two races  i n  p u b l i c  c o n veyances  is  u n rea son a b l e ,  o r  more 
obnox i o u s  to t he Fou rtee n t h  Amendme n t  than the a ct s  o f  
Congre s s  req u i r i n g s eparate s c h oo l s for c o l o red c h i l dren  
in  the D i s tr i c t  of C o l umb i a ,  t he con s t i t u t i o n a l i ty of  
wh i c h does  not  seem  to  h a ve been  q ue st i oned o r  t he 
correspon d i ng  acts  of  s tate l eg i s l atu re ( Gu n t he r ,  1 97 5 ,  
p .  708 ) . 

Ba xter ( 1982 ) po i nted out  that  t he  S upreme C o u rt p l ayed an  
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i mportant  ro l e  i n  erod i n g the  separa te but e q u a l  doct r i ne e s t a b l i s hed 
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by P l e s sy v .  Fergu s on.  Mos t  o f  t he  c a s e s  brou g h t  befo re t he  c o u rt 

dea l t  s pec i f i c a l l y  w i th  h i g h e r  educ a t i o n  rather  t han  secondary 

edu c a t i o n  addre s se d  by t he  c o u rt i n  Brown . I n  the  1 9 3 0's b l a c k  

s tudents  began  que s t i on i ng segre ga t i o n  po l i c i e s  a t  t he i r wea ke s t  

po i n t ,  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  fa i l u re o f  mos t  sou thern s ta te s  to  o f fe r  graduate 

educ a t i ona l fac i l i t i es for b l a c ks ( Be l l ,  1 9 7 9 ) . 

I n  Ga i ne s  v .  Canada  ( 1 938 ) the  Fou rtee n t h  Amendme n t  r i g h t  o f  

equa l prote c ti on o f  t he l aws wa s addres sed ( Be l l ,  1 9 7 9 ) . Ga i ne s , 

a b l a c k  s tuden t , f i l ed s u i t  bec a u s e  he  wa s den i ed a dmi s s i on to the  

l aw schoo l  a t  the  State U n i vers i ty o f  M i s s o u r i . Fu rthe rmo re , t he  

rea son  he  wa s den i ed admi s s i on wa s bec a u s e  o f  a s tate  p o l i cy a ga i n s t  

b l ac k  a n d  wh i te s tudents  a ttend i ng the same u n i vers i ty .  Be l l  ( 1 9 7 9 ) 

s tated that  Ga i ne s  wa s g i ven the  o p t i o n  of  attend i ng a n  o u t - o f- s ta te 

s c hoo l o r  wa i t i ng u n t i l the  s ta te ' s  predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  l a w s c hoo l  

wa s c omp l e ted . Howe ve r ,  the Su preme Court , ru l i n g  i n  fa vor  of  Ga i nes,  

s ta ted  that  these  o p t i o n s  we re i n s u ff i c i ent  a n d  were not  i n  comp l i a nce  

wi t h  h i s Fou rtee n t h  Amendmen t  r i g ht  t o  equ a l  p rotec t i o n  o f  the  l aws 

( D i mond , 1 982 ) .  

Baxter ( 1 982 ) wrote t h a t  the  i s s u e  before t he  Su preme Cou rt  

i n  t h i s case  wa s whether  pro v i d i n g a l e ga l educa t i on  i n  other  s t a tes  

for  b l a c k  s tudents  re s i d i ng i n  M i s so u r i  wa s s u ff i c i e n t  to  s a t i s fy 

the equa l p rotect i on  c l a u se of  the Con s t i tut i on . F l emi n g  ( 1 9 8 1 , 

p .  1 5 ) , l i ke Ba xter , a rgued t hat  t h i s  c a s e  "es ta b l i s he d  the  p r i n c i p l e  

that  b l a c k s  h a d  t o  be admi tted to  wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  i f  s t ate s  d i d  

not  p ro v i de educa t i o n a l  fac i l i t i e s for  t hem e qu i va l ent  to those  



p rov i ded for wh i te s . "  I n  con t ra s t  t o  oth e r  c a s e s  t h a t  fol l owe d , 

the  Ga i ne s  ( 1 9 38 ) c a s e  d i d  not s p ec i f i c a l l y  a ddre s s  the  qu a l i ty 

of edu c a t i on p rov i ded  for b l a c k s  ( Baxte r ,  1 98 2 ) .  
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The  S u preme Cou rt a d j ud i c ated  t h e  que s t i on o f  whe ther  or not 

b l a c k  s tudents  rec e i ved the s ame qu a l i ty of e d u c a t i on i n  t h ree  c a s e s  

t h a t  fol l owed more t h a n  a decade  a fte r Ga i ne s  ( 1 938 ) .  I n  S i p u e l  v .  

Boa rd of Rege n t s  of The U n i vers i ty of O k l a homa ( 1 9 48 ) a b l a c k  woman  

who q u a l i f i ed for a c ce p t a n ce a t  the  l aw s c hool wa s den i ed adm i s s i on 

bec a u s e  of her  r ace  ( Baxte r ,  1982 ) .  S i pue l ( 1 948 ) f i l ed s u i t aga i n s t  

the  u n i vers i ty for be i ng den i ed h e r  Fou rteenth  Amendme n t  r i gh t s  

of equ a l  p rote c t i on u n d e r  the  l aw .  Accord i ng to Baxter  ( 1 982 )  t h e  

cou rt  r u l ed i n  fa vor of S i p u e l  a n d  a rgued  t h a t  t h e  s ta t e  m u s t  a l l ow 

her  to obta i n  a l ega l educ a t i on a t  the  U n i vers i ty of Ok l ahoma becau se 

there wa s no other compa ra b l e l aw s c hoo l  i n  t h e  s tate . The s ta te , 

however , a ttempted to s i de s te p  the  fu t u re i mp l i c at i on s  of th i s  r u l i ng 

by e n ac t i ng t h e  doc t r i ne of sepa rate bu t equ a l  e s ta b l i s hed  i n  P l e s sy 

v .  Fe rgu son ( 1 89 6 ) . T hat  i s ,  the  s tate  at temp ted to e s t ab l i s h a 

predomin a n t l y  bl a c k  l aw sc hoo l  i n  O k l a homa ( Ba xte r , 1 982 ) .  

I n  1 9 50 , t he  Sup reme Cou rt  took a s t ronge r s tance  t han  i t  h a d  

pre v i ou s l y  ta ken i n  erod i ng t he doc t r i n e o f  s e parate  but  equa l , 

wh i c h  h a d  governed pu b l i c  pol i cy for more t han  h a l f a c e n t u ry .  

Two c a s e s  wh i c h  F l emi ng ( 1 981 )  d e s c r i bed a s  c ru c i a l  to the  su cce s s  

of t h e  B rown ( 1 9 54 ) c a se  we re Swe a t t  v .  P a i n te r  ( 1 9 50 ) a nd  Mcla u r i n 

v .  O k l a homa ( 1 950 ) . I n  the  Sweatt  c a s e , t he S u p reme Cou rt forced  

Tex a s to admi t a b l a c k  s tudent  to a h i s tor i c a l l y  wh i te l aw sc hool 



bec a u s e  t he  h i s to ri ca l l y  b l ac k  i n s t i tut i on e s t a b l i s hed  by the s t a te 

d i d  not  pro v i de the  same q ua l i ty of e d u ca t i on  ( F l em i n g ,  1 98 1 ) .  

The l a tter  c a s e  was bro ug h t  before  t he  Cou rt  by a b l ac k  g radua te 

s tudent  admi tted to the  U n i vers i ty o f  O k l a homa b u t  g i ven  r e s t r i c te d  
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acce s s  t o  t h e  educa t i o n a l  p rog rams . Mcla u r i n  c ou l d u s e  t h e  c afete r i a 

and  l i brary ,  b u t  wa s forced  to s i t  i n  a s e parate  a re a  from h i s wh i te 

c l a s sma tes  ( F l emi n g ,  1 98 1 ) .  The S up reme Court  r u l ed i n  fa vor o f  

Mcla u r i n a nd  s u gg e s ted t h a t  

wh i l e  the  ta n g i bl e  a s pe c t s  of  the  p l a i n t i ff ' s  ed uca t i ona l 
p rogram we re equa l i n  a l l r e spect s  . . .  l e s s  tan g i b l e  
factors  s u c h  a s  t h e  opport u n i ty to  e n g a ge i n  d i s c u s s i on s  
a n d  exchange v i ews w i th o t h e r  s tu d e n t s  we re i n herent l y  
u ne qu a l  ( Ba x te r ,  1 98 2 , p .  6 ) .  

Re searc hers  ( Baxte r ,  1 98 2 ; F l emi n g , 1 98 1; Be l l , 1 97 9 )  argued  

that  t he  Mcla u r i n ( 1 950 ) and  Swe a tt ( 1 9 50 )  c a s e s  a l l bu t i n h i b i ted  

the  sepa ra te b u t  e q u a l  doctr i ne  e s t a b l i s he d  d u r i n g  t he J i m  C row 

era  and  set  i mportant  groundwo r k  for t h e  s u c c e s s  o f  t h e  Brown ( 1 9 5 4 ) 

c a s e  wh i c h e s ta b l i s hed the  l e ga l p recedent  t h a t  s e parate fac i l i t i e s  

were i n heren t l y  u nequa l . Coo k ( 1 984 ) reported t h at  the  S u p reme 

Cou rt  con so l i d ated  the  B rown c a s e  w i t h  fou r  other  s i mi l a r c a s e s  

i n  V i rg i n i a ,  S o u t h  Caro l i n a ,  De l aware and  the  Di s tr i c t  of  Co l umb i a .  

B l a c k parents  i n  t h e se f i ve s ta te s  a rgued  t h a t  segrega t i o n i n  p u b l i c  

s choo l s d e p r i ved the i r  c h i l dren  o f  equ a l  edu c a t i o n a l  opportun i ty 

and t h a t  separate b u t  e qu a l  educ a t i on wa s d i s c r i m i na tory and  d e p r i ved 

t hem o f  t he i r  Fou rte e n t h  Ame n dme n t  r i g h t s  to e q u a l  p ro t ec t i o n u n d e r  

the  l aw ( Coo k , 1 984 ) . 
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Wh i l e  i t  can  be argued  t hat  the  Brown ( 1 9 5 4 ) case  o c c u rred 

i n  a n  i mporta n t  h i stor i ca l c ontext , i t  i s  a l so i mporta n t  to  understand  

the  contr i bu t i o n s  wh i c h s oc i a l  s c i en t i s t s  made  i n  i n f l uenc i n g th i s  

ca s e .  Two noted p sycho l og i s t s , Kenneth  B .  C l a r k  and  Stuart  W .  Coo k ,  

too k part  i n  d raft i ng the  1 9 5 3  s ta tement  s u bm i tted t o  the S upreme 

Court en t i t l ed " The Effect  of Segre ga t i on and  the  Consequences  o f  

De segre ga t i on :  A Soc i a l  S c i ence  Sta temen t . " Coo k ( 1 984 ) argued  

that  th i s  d ocumen t  exten s i ve l y  exp l ored  the  effe c t  t hat  se greg a t i o n  

h a d  on  b l a c k  c h i l d ren by re v i ewi ng  more t h a n  40 p u b l i ca t i o n s  o f  

soc i a l  s c i e n t i s t s  a n d  educators . C o o k  a l s o  repo rted t h a t  the 

ex i s t i ng  d a ta then  s howed that segre ga t i o n  i n  the l i fe o f  b l a c ks 

cou l d  l ead  to fee l i ng s  o f  i n fe r i or i ty a nd l ower i ng  o f  educa t i o n a l  

a n d  c a reer  goa l s .  Others  ( Gerard , 1 98 3 ; Goodma n , 1 97 2 )  h a ve a rgued  

that  the  e v i dence wa s o f  poor  q u a l i ty and  ba sed  more  on  rheto r i c 

than  o n  hard  re s e a rc h  d a ta . Be l l ( 1 9 7 9 ) too k a s omewhat d i ffe rent  

c r i t i c a l  tac k .  He  s u g ge s ted  t hat  wh i l e  the  s oc i a l  s c i e n t i s ts we re 

we l l - mean i ng i n  the i r  e fforts aga i n s t  segrega t i on , they part i c i p ated  

i n  p romot i n g t he  not i on  t hat  a l l b l a c k  fa c i l i t i e s  we re i n he ren t l y  

i n fe r i o r .  That  i s ,  b l a c k  s c hoo l s a n d  c o l l eges  we re i n fe r i or p r i ma r i l y  

bec a u s e  t hey we re b l ac k ,  not  bec a u s e  o f  h i s to r i ca l  i nequ i t i e s . 

Be l l ( 1 97 9 )  noted that  t h i s d i s torted perspect i ve i s  s t i l l  he l d  

by ma ny we l l -mean i n g i nd i v i du a l s .  

C h i e f J u s t i ce Ear l  Wa rren de l i ve red the ma j o r i ty o p i n i on i n  

the Brown c a se wh i c h o u t l awed  sc hoo l desegrega t i on .  Seve ra l  pas sages  

i n  t h i s o p i n i on s u ggest  t hat , i n  p art , t he  Sup reme Cou rt wa s 
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i nf l uenced  by t h e  s oc i a l  s c i ence  s ta temen t .  For e xamp l e ,  Coo k ( 1 984 ,  

p .  8 2 1 ) c i ted : 

Se g re ga t i on  o f  wh i te and  c o l o red c h i l d ren  i n  p u b l i c  s c hoo l s 
h a s  a detr i menta l  e ffec t  on  t he c o l ored c h i l d ren . The 
i mpact  i s  greater  when i t  has the  s a nct i on o f  the  l aw ,  
for the p o l i cy o f  s egrega t i ng t he races  i s  u s u a l l y  i n terp reted 
a s  don a t i ng  i n fer i or i ty o f  the N e gro grou p .  A s en se  of  
i n fe r i o r i ty a ffects  the mot i vat i on of  a c h i l d  to l e a rn . 
Seg regat i on wi th  the s a n c t i on  o f  t he l aw ,  h owe ve r ,  h a s  
a tendency to re tard the educa t i o n a l  and  me nta l de ve l opment  
o f  Negro  c h i l d ren and  to depr i ve t hem o f  s ome o f  the benef i ts  
t hey wou l d  rece i ve i n  a ra c i a l l y  i n te grated s c hoo l . 

E nfo rc i n g t he po l i c i e s handed d own by t he Su preme Court i n  

1 9 5 4  wa s not  a s i mp l e  matte r .  Some s c hoo l  d i s t r i cts  s i mp l y  re fu sed  

to c omp l y  wi t h  the l aw ,  wh i l e  others  t r i ed to  s i deste p  the  i s s u e  

t h r o u g h  var i o u s  ta c t i c a l  ma neu vers . I n  Gr i ffi n v .  P r i nce  Edwa rd 

County S c h o o l  Boa rd ( 1 964 ) the s c ho o l  d i s t r i c t  re s ponded by c l os i n g 

the c o unty s c hoo l s  a nd o ffe red money to  wh i te s tudents  who a ttended 

pr i vate s c h oo l s .  Ma ny o t her  s c h oo l d i s tr i c t s  t hroughout  the South  

deve l oped a freedom of  c ho i ce po l i cy ra ther  t han  forc i n g 

desegrega t i on . The freedom o f  c h o i ce tac t i c  wa s re jected i n  Green 

v .  County Boa rd of New Ke nt  Cou n ty ( 1 968 ) . The j ud i c i a l  o p i n i on 

i n  t h i s c a s e  i mp l i ed t hat  freedom o f  c h o i ce  wa s a n  unac ceptab l e  

po l i cy becau se  i t  wa s me re l y  a d e l ayi ng ta c t i c rather  than  a 

rea l i s t i c  p l an  towa rd s c ho o l  desegreg a t i on . 

I n  the  a rea  of  h i g he r  educat i on , desegregat i on wa s a l so  rece i ved 

wi t h  a great  dea l o f  re l uctance  and  t u rmo i l .  E ven after  many c o u rt 

ru l i ngs , many o f  the  s ta te- s u ppo rted p ub l i c  u n i vers i t i e s  i n  t he 



South  re s i sted dese grega t i on . I n  A l a b ama , M i s s i s s i pp i  and  Geo rg i a  

federa l t roops  had  to be bro u g h t  i n  to protect  t he b l a c k  s tudents  

who  entered  these  h i stor i c a l l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i t i e s . 

Cou rt c a se s  abounded  d u r i ng  the  post- Brown era . For examp l e ,  

i n  some c a se s  ( Sanders v .  E l l i n gton , 1 968 ; Norr i s v .  S tate Coun c i l 

of  H i g h e r  Educa t i on , 1 97 1 )  t he p l a i n t i ffs  a rgued  t hat  the  states  

ope rated dua l  sys tems of  c o l l eges  and  unive rs i t i e s  for b l a c ks and  

wh i tes , o ften wi t h  i den t i c a l  a cademi c p rograms . I n  the Sanders  

( 1 968 ) c a se , the  p l a i n t i ff b ro u g h t  s u i t  aga i n s t  t he U n i v e rs i ty o f  

Tennes see bec a u s e  i t  p l anned  to  expand  t he a c ademi c p ro g rams a t  

i t s N a s h v i l l e b ra n c h ,  l ocated  i n  t he same c i ty a s  t h e  on l y  

his tor i ca l l y  b l a c k  state - s u pp o rted un i vers i ty .  The court  ru l ed 

i n  favor  o f  Sanders  and  a l so  proposed  the me rger o f  the  two s c h o o l s ,  

wi t h  Tennes see S ta te Un i ve rs i ty ,  the  h i stor i c a l l y  b l a c k  s c hoo l , 

s erv i n g a s  the  c ontro l l i n g s c hoo l i n  the me rge r .  Ma t l o c k ( 1 984 ) 

po i nted o u t  t hat  t h i s wa s the  f i rst  t i me h i s t o r i c a l l y  b l a c k  and  
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wh i te c o l l eges  had  me rged and  l eft the b l a c k  c o l l e ge a s  the  c ontro l l i n g 

s c hoo l . Howeve r ,  the  me rge r o f  the  two u n i ve rs i t i e s  wa s not  the 

end of  the cou rt batt l e over desegre g a t i on faced  i n  that c a s e . I n  

1984 , the cou rts  ru l ed t hat  Te nnes see State U n i vers i ty set  s pe c i f i c  

desegregat i o n  goa l s .  A s  reported by Renner  ( 1 984 ) , the 1 984  re so l u t i on  

of  t h i s case  s ta ted  that  Ten nes see State Un i vers i ty ,  wh i c h i n  1 984  

wa s 70%  b l ac k ,  mu s t  become 50%  wh i te d u r i n g  t he s u cceed i n g decade 

in  order  to be i n  compl i ance  wi t h  the  l aw .  



Ma ny c a s e s  b rou g h t  be fore t he  Cou rts on s c hool  de segregation 

were premi sed  on t he  con s titu t i on a l  g u a rantees  in t he  Fou rtee n t h  

Ame ndme nt or  t he  l e ga l  requ i reme n t s  o f  T i t l e V I  of t he 1 9 64 Civ i l 

R i g h t s  Act . A s  c i ted i n  G u nther  ( 1 97 5, p .  XC I X )  s e ct i on one of 

t he Fou rtee n t h  Amendme n t  s t a tes:  

. . .  No s t a te s h a l l ma ke or e n forc e  any  l aw wh i c h s ha l l 
a b r i dge the  pr i v i l eges  or i mmunit i es of c i t i ze n s  of t he 
U n i ted State s ; nor s h a l l any State  depr i ve any pe r son 
of l ife , l i be rty or p rope rty , wit hou t due p roc e s s  of l aw ,  
nor deny to any pe rson w i th i n  its j u r i s dic tion the  equ a l  
prote c t i on o f  t h e  l a ws . 

The Cou rt 1 S  ru l in g s  in fa vor of p l a i nt i ffs s u c h  a s  Ga i n e s  ( 1 938 ) 

and  S i pue l ( 1 9 48 ) ,  foc u sed  on t he  equ a l  p rotec tion c l a u se of t h i s 

ame ndme n t . They a rgued t h a t  exc l ud i ng b l a cks from a dm i s s i on to 

a u n i vers i ty based  sol e l y  on race  den i ed t hem th e i r Con s t i t u t i on a l  

r i g h t  t o  equ a l  p rotect i on o f  the  l aw ( Baxter , 1 982 ) .  
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One of t h e  mos t powe rfu l  l e ga l  c a s e s  t h a t  a ffec ted p u b l i c  h i g he r  

edu c a t i on t h roughout t h e  sou thern a n d  e a stern s tate s  wa s a rgued  

i n  the  c l a s s - ac tion s u i t ,  Adams  v .  Ric h a rd son ( 1 970 ) .  T h i s s u i t ,  

brou g h t  before t he  cou rts by the  NAAC P  Lega l Defe n s e  Fund , a l l eged 

that  t he  De pa rtme n t  of He a l th ,  Ed u ca tion a nd  We l fa re ( HEW) was  not 

comp l i ance  w i th T i t l e V I  of the  1964  C i v i l  R i g h t s  Act. As c i ted 

i n  Ege rton ( 1 981 ,  p .  5 )  the 1 964 C i v i l R i g h t s  Act  s t a t e s: 

No pe rson i n  t h e  Un i ted States  s h a l l  on the  ground of  race, 
col or or na tion a l or i g i n  be exc l uded  from p a rt i c i pa t i on i n  
or be de n i e d t he bene f i t s  of, or be s u bjected  to d i s c r i m i n a t i on 
u nder  any p rog ram or a ctiv i ty rece i v i ng Fed e ra l  f i n anc i a l  
a s s i s tan c e. 



The p l a i n t i ffs  a l l eged t hat  H E W  wa s not  enforc i n g th i s  A c t  i n  1 0  

states  t h a t  o pe rated du a l  sys tems of  h i gher  educ a t i on . N i ne other  

s tates  we re su bsequent l y  added . Wh i l e  t h i s c a s e  wa s bro u g h t  before 

the courts i n  1970 , i s sues  re l ated to  i t  h a ve been debated fo r more 

than a decade s i nce that t i me .  For exampl e ,  a l t hough  the  Cou rt  

ru l e d that  the  s tates  s u bmi t accepta b l e  desegre ga t i on  p l a n s , i t  
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too k severa l years  befo re H E W  s u bm i tted gu i de l i ne s  to  the  states  

reg a rd i ng these  p l a n s  ( Baxte r , 1982 ) . Furthe r , the c r i te r i a i n i t i a l l y  

proposed by H E W  ( Ba xter , 1982 ) requ i re d  ea c h  s tate ( wi t h  d u a l  sys tems ) 

to form a u n i tary sys tem from the present  d u a l  sys tem and  desegregate  

admi n i s trat i ve boards , a cademi c a nd non-ac a demi c pers onne l and  s tudent  

enro l l ment  i n  every i n s t i t u t i on . 

The l ega l i mp l i ca t i o n s  o f  the  Adams ca se  we re controvers i a l  

for many rea s on s , ( Baratz & F i c k l en , 1 983 ; Baxte r ,  1982 ; Thoma s , 

1981 ) ,  p art i c u l a r l y  bec au se  o f  the que s t i on s  ra i s ed a bo u t  the ro l e  

of  trad i t i on a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l eges  and  u n i vers i t i e s . Bec a u s e  of  the i r  

concern that  h i s tor i c a l l y  b l ac k  i n s t i tut i on s  wou l d  l o se  the i r  i mportant  

ro l e  i n  the edu c a t i on of  b l a c k  Ame r i c a n s , s evera l  orga n i z a t i o n s  

o r  i nd i v i dua l s  res ponded t o  t h e  Court ' s  ru l i n g .  The N a t i o n a l  

A s s oc i a t i on  of  Equa l Opportu n i ty i n  H i g her  Educa t i on , a g roup  o f  

b l a c k  c o l l ege p re s i dents , s u bmi tted a bri e f  t o  t h e  cou rts  i n  

res ponse  to  the Adams ( 1 970 ) c a s e . They contended t hat  

h i sto r i ca l l y  b l a c k  c o l l eges  had  neve r  d i sc r i m i n a ted a ga i n s t  wh i tes 

and that the u n i tary system proposed by HE W wou l d  u l t i ma te l y  be 

h a rmfu l to b l ac k  c o l l e ges  and  s tudents  ( Be l l ,  1 9 79 ) .  Be l l ( 1 97 9 )  
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c i ted e v i dence s u p po rt i n g the content i on t hat  b l a c k  c o l l eges  wou l d  

be h u rt by a u n i ta ry sys tem . For examp l e ,  he a rgued  t hat  the au thor i ty 

o f  h i s tor i c a l l y  b l a c k  Fl or i da  A & M U n i vers i ty h a s  decre a sed s i nce  

some o f  i ts prog rams me rged wi th  h i s tor i ca l l y  wh i te Fl or i da  S tate 

Un i vers i ty .  Be l l ( 1 97 9 )  and  Ma t l o c k  ( 1 98 4 )  both  a g reed that the 

u l t i mate e ffe c t  o f  a s s i mi l a t i on  on h i stor i c a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l ege s wa s 

negat i ve .  B l a c k  c o l l e ges  tended to l ose  b l a c k  s tuden ts , facu l ty 

and  admi n i s trators  ( Ma t l oc k ,  1984 ) , whereas  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s  norma l l y  

d i d  not  i nc u r  s u c h  l os se s . 

I n  conc l u s i on , the i s sue  of  desegrega t i on i n  h i gher  educa t i o n  

h a s  a l ong  h i s to ry da t i n g ba c k  a l mo s t  a century .  T h e  cou rts h a ve 

been i n vo l ved i n  determi n i n g the d i rec t i on ta ken by academi c 

i n s t i tu t i o n s  and  h a ve es sent i a l l y  forced c omp l i a nce  to  l aws t h a t  

a ca demi c i a n s  a n d  o t her s c ho o l  offi c i a l s often a t tempted to  s i de s te p .  

These court  ru l i ng s  affected both  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te and  h i s to r i c a l l y  

b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s . Howe ve r , the f i n a l  o u tcome o f  ma ny o f  these  

ru l i n g s  i s  s t i l l  u n known and  wi l l  on l y  be  c l a r i f i ed i f  t he j u d i c i a l  

po l i cyma kers rema i n  steadfa s t  i n  t he i r commi tme n t  to  e ra d i c a t i ng  

and  remed i a t i ng  de j u re segrega t i on . 

B l ac k Stude n t s  Attend i ng H i s t o r i cally Wh i te I n s t i tu t i on s  

D u r i ng  t h e  l a s t  t h ree decades  re searc h on  b l a c k  Ame r i c a n s  h a s  

f l o u r i s hed . One o f  the mo s t  i mporta n t  rea s o n s  for t h i s i n creased  

i n tere s t  i n  s tu dy i ng  bla c ks i s  re searcher  i n te re s t  i n  t he e ffec t s  

of  s c hoo l desegrega t i on . A great  de a l  of t h i s l i terature h a s  ra i sed 



quest i on s  about  b l a c ks 1  s e l f- concept  ( C l a r k  & C l a r k ,  1 9 47 ; 

Steve n son  & Stewa rt , 1 9 58 ; Goodma n , 1 9 52 ; B a ug hma n & D a h l s t rom , 

1 968 ; Ros e n be rg & S i mmon s ,  1 97 1 ; Harr i s  & Stoke s , 1 978 ) , c a reer  

and  educat i on a l  a s p i ra t i o n s  ( L i tt i g ,  1 97 1 ; Gu r i n ,  1 970 ; Ki n n a rd 

& Wh i te ,  1 97 3 ; G ur i n & Gayl o rd , 1 97 6 ) ,  and  emo t i o n a l  a nd  a cadem i c 

adj u s tme nt  ( Wi l l i e & McCord , 1 97 2 ;  S tand l ey ,  1 97 9 ; F l emi n g , 1 98 1 ; 

Fr i d ay ,  1 983 ) .  Wh i l e  s ome res e a rc h e r s  ( We i n b e rg , 1983 ; A s t i n ,  1 98 2; 

Thoma s , 1 98 1 ) h a ve s ugge s ted t hat  s c h o o l  deseg rega t i on  h a s  had a 

pos i t i ve i mpact  on  mi n o r i ty s tuden t s , othe rs ( Mo r r i s ,  1 97 9 ; S t . 

John , 1 97 5 )  a rgued  aga i n s t  th i s  perspec t i ve .  I n c rea sed educa t i o n a l  

2 4  

opportu n i t i e s a nd  s oc i a l  i n tera c t i on  w i th  wh i tes  h a ve l i ke l y  res u l ted 

i n  both  pos i t i ve a n d  nega t i ve con sequences  for b l a c k  s tu de n t s . 

A l l en ( 1 981 , p .  1 27 )  reported t h a t  re searc h on  b l a c k  s tudents  

e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te c o l l eges  ha s p r i ma r i l y  foc u s ed on  

three a re a s : 

( 1 )  t he i r soc i a l a nd  economi c c h a racter i s t i c s  
( 2 )  t he i r  l e ve l s o f  a d j u s tme n t  i n  predomi n an t l y  wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  
( 3 )  t he i r a c a demi c s u c ce s s  i n  t h e  i n s t i t u t i on s . 

A l l e n found t h a t  b l a c k  s tudents  a t  o ne  ma j o r  h i s tor i c a l l y  wh i te 

u n i vers i ty perfo rmed better  a cademi c a l l y  i f  they we re s a t i s f i e d  

wi th  the i r  co l l ege e n v i ronme n t .  Wh i l e  g rade po i n t a v e rage  wa s u sed 

a s  a mea s u re of  a cadem i c s u c ce s s , c o l l e ge s a t i s fa c t i on  wa s determi ned 

by s tudent  re spon se s  on  a seven - po i n t  sc a l e to the  qu e s t i o n  ( p . 1 40 ) , 



11 How wo u l d  you de s cr i be yo u r  ge n e ra l  fee l i ng s  as a s t udent  at 

. . .  ?1 1 A l l e n ( p .  1 27 )  a l s o  a s se s sed  a l i e n a t i on amo n g  1 3 5 

s ubjects  by e va l ua t i n g the i r an swe r s  to  the  que s t i o n , 1 1 How mu c h  do  

you  persona l l y fee l  a p art o f  campus  l i fe i n  s o  fa r a s  s t udent  

a ct i v i t i e s  a nd  gove rnme n t  a re concern e d? 1 1 Student  re s p o n s e s  i n  
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t h i s a rea s u ppo rted h i s  conten t i o n  t h a t  a ca demi c performa nce  was  

l i n ked  w i th  a sense  of  be l on g i n g . He found  t h a t  a c a demi c pe rfo rma nce  

was h i g h e s t  for s u bjects  who  scored l ow on  t h i s  a l i e n at i on fa cto r . 

L i ke A l l en ,  Ro s s er ( 1 97 2 )  reported t hat  s ome o f  the  mo s t  commo n  

d i ffi c u l t i e s  for b l ack  s tude n t s  o n  wh i te  c ampu ses  were fee l i ng s  

o f  a l i e nat i o n a nd poor  s oc i a l  s u pport from t h e  i n s t i t u t i on . Furt hermo re , 

A l l e n ( 1 98 1 )  s t ated t hat  whe ther  o r  n o t  a l i e n a t i on , d i s s a t i s fa c t i o n  

and  a n x i e ty l e d t o  poor academi c perfo rmance wa s a moo t  po i n t .  

I n s tead , he c o n te nded t h a t  i n  rea l i ty these  fa ctors  often  re s u l ted 

i n  poor ac ademi c o u tcome s  for b l a c k  s t uden t s . 

F r i d ay 1 s ( 1 98 3 )  s t udy o f  b l a c k  a n d  wh i te c o l l ege freshmen wa s 

de s i g ned a l o n g  the  same l i ne a s  t h a t  d e s c r i bed by A l l e n ( 1 98 1 )  a s  

typ i ca l  o f  research on b l a c ks i n  h i s to r i ca l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s . 

I n  her  i n ve s t i ga t i o n  o f  t he i r pe rsonali ty a nd  demo g ra ph i c  bac kgroun ds , 

Fri d ay repo rted t h a t  b l a c k  s t udents  a t tend i n g wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  

tended t o  come from l owe r i n come fami l i e s  w i t h  l e s s  educa t i on and  

occupa t i o na l l y  pres t i g i o u s  jobs  t h a n  t he i r  wh i te cou nterparts . 

Furthe r , s he no ted t hat  there were d i fferences  i n  t he fami l y  s t ructu re 

( one- o r  two - p a rent  househo l d s ) home geograp h i c  l oc a tion ( u rban 

or  n o n - urba n ) a nd  d i s ta n ce t ra ve l ed to  attend  s c ho o l  be tween these  



g rou p s . B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  h i s tor i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i on l e s s  

o ften ( 60 % )  t h a n  wh i te s  ( 8 4% ) came from two p a re n t  hou seho l ds,  a nd  

l i ved  i n  u rban  a rea s fa rt h e r  away from schoo l  t h a n  the i r  wh i te 

counte rp a r t s . E v e n  wi t h  t he se noted d i f fe re n c e s, F r i day ( 1 98 3 )  

po i n ted out  t h a t  b l a c k s  who we re e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i ca l l y  wh i te 

i n s t i tu t i on s  we re mo re s i mi l a r to the  wh i te s t han  h e r  b l ac k s amp l e 

who we re e n ro l l e d i n  an h i s to r i c a l l y  b l a c k  c o l l e ge i n  the  same c i ty .  

F r i d ay 1 s ( 1 983 )  a s s e s smen t  o f  pe rsona l i ty va r i a b l e s  o f  b l a c k  

a n d  wh i te s tuden t s  i nd i c a te d  more p rom i nent  d i ffe ren c e s  t han  t h o s e  

prev i ou s l y  noted . Wh i l e  some s t ud i e s ( P h a re s , 1 97 2 ;  Rotte r ,  1 96 6 ; 

Ba tt l e  & Ro tte r ,  1 9 63 ) noted  that  b l a c k s  had  a more exte rn a l  l oc u s  

o f  contro l  t h a n  wh i tes , F r i day found  a reversed  tre n d . Wh i tes  i n  
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h er  s tudy were twi c e a s  l i ke l y  to be extern a l s ,  whe re a s  b l a c k  s t uden t s  

we re s i gn i f i c ant l y  more i n tern a l . T h e  d a t a  f rom o t h e r  person a l i ty 

va r i a b l e s  s u c h  a s  a d j u s tme n t  to co l l ege , l e ve l s of  de pres s i on and  

fee l i ng s  o f  a l i e n a t i on a l l re s u l ted i n  f i nd i ngs  s i m i l a r to  other  

re s e a rc he rs . That  i s ,  b l a c k  s tudent s  i n  p redom i n a n t l y  wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  typ i ca l l y  had h i gh l eve l s o f  depre s s i o n , f e l t a l i en a ted 

and  had  academ i c a d j u s tmen t  prob l ems ( Fl em i ng ,  1 98 1 : A l l e n ,  1 98 1 ) .  

F l emi ng ( 198 1 )  sugge s ted  t hat  the  co l l ege e x pe r i e n c e  s hou l d  

broaden soc i a l contacts  fo r s tuden t s . Howe ve r ,  b l ac k st u de n t s  who 

we re e n ro l l ed i n  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te c o l l eges  h a ve often  been de s c r i bed 

as h a v i ng i nadeq u a te soc i a l contacts  and  as fee l i ng soc i a l l y  i so l a ted  

( Hedega rd & B rown , 1 969 ) .  Fu rther , F l emi ng ( 1 98 1 ) ,  repo rted that  

b l a c k  s tudents  o fte n came to i ntegra ted  c o l l eges expec t i n g  to  be 



a ccepted by a l l rac i a l  g roup s  b u t  c ame face  to face wi t h  a n  

e n v i ronme n t  tha t i n  rea l i ty wa s j u s t  t h e  oppos i te .  After  repeated 

nega t i ve enco u n te rs , s ome res e a rc hers  ( Da v i s & Borde rs - Pa t ters on , 

1 97 3 )  s uggested t h a t  b l a c k  s tudents  sen s i t i v i t i e s he i g h tened , wh i c h 

a ffected t h e  way t h a t  they i n te r p re ted fu t u re i n tera c t i on s  wi t h  

wh i te s . 
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I n terra c i a l  a t t i tudes  of b l a c k  s tudents  and parents  h a ve been 

i n ve s t i gated by a n umbe r of res e a rc hers  ( Pa tterson  e t  a l . ,  1 984 ; 

Parso n s , 1 984 ; S l a v i n & Ma dden , 1 9 7 9 ) .  Some o f  these  s tud i es h a ve 

s hown t hat  the  rac i a l  a t t i tudes  o f  b l a c k  s tudents  a nd  p a rents  we re 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y  mo re pos i t i ve t han  t ho se  of the i r wh i te c o u n terparts , 

b u t  t h a t  a tt i tudes  i mp ro ved when a c t u a l  i n tera c t i on  o ccu r red . P a r s o n s  

( 1 984 ) , i n  a s t udy o f  2 9 8  b l a c k  a nd  wh i te fami l i e s  whose  s c hoo l  

sys tem had  recen t l y  i mp l eme n ted s c hoo l  desegrega t i on  p l a n s , fo u n d  

t h a t  l owe r soc i oeconomi c s ta tu s ( SE S )  p a re n t s  had  mo re po s i t i ve 

a tt i tudes  t han  d i d mi dd l e  o r  u pper  c l a s s  parents ; b l a c k  pa rent s  

we re more pos i t i ve t h a n  wh i te p a ren t s . P a r s o n s  a l so found  no  

s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  i n  S E S  a nd  s tudents ' a t t i tudes  a nd  t hat  

b l a c k  s tuden t s  had  more pos i t i ve a t t i tudes  t h a n  d i d wh i tes . Other  

researchers  ( Pa tterson , Sed l a ce k ,  & Perry ,  1 984 ) , c ompa r i ng  two 

m i nor i ty g rou p s , found  that  H i s pa n i c s  had  s i gn i f i c a n t l y  more po s i t i ve 

i n terrac i a l  a t t i tudes  a nd  c ros s - race  re l a t i on s h i ps  t h a n  d i d b l a c k s . 

S t .  J o hn ( 1 97 5 )  i n  a comprehen s i ve rev i ew of  the  deseg rega t i o n 

research  a s  repor ted i n  Cohen  ( 1 97 5 ,  p .  282 ) fou n d : 



De segrega t i on i n  t he South  seems to  be a s soc i ated  wi t h  
nega t i ve a t t i tudes  by s tudents  mo re often  t h a n  de segrega t i o n 
i n  t he North  . . .  too  few s t ud i e s  h a ve u t i l i zed proper  
contro l s on  soc i oeconomi c s ta t u s , b ut  s e vera l s t ud i e s  
s u gge s t  t h a t  re s u l t s for desegre g a t i o n are more fa vora b l e 
when the  s oc i oeconomi c bac kgrou n d s  of t he two rac e s  a re 
s u b stant i a l l y  s i m i l a r .  

W h i l e  there  h a s  been a s h a rp i nc rease i n  t he  n umbe r o f  b l a c k  

students  i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s , s t udents  h a ve no t 

perce i ved t he same i n c rea se  i n  b l a c k  fac u l ty ( I n s t i t u te for H i g her  

Educat i o n Oppo rtu n i ty ,  1 979 ) .  A s  a c o n sequence , b l a c k  s t udents  
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mu s t  o ften t u rn to wh i te fa cu l ty to s e r ve a s  ro l e  mode l s a nd  me n to r s . 

W i l l i e and  McCord ' s  ( 1 97 2 )  re sea rc h  o n  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  four  

h i s tor i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n s  fou n d  that  7 5 %  o f  the i r  re s pondents  

s a i d t h a t  t hey o b t a i ned ve ry l i tt l e  he l p  from wh i te  fa cu l ty ;  a l mo s t  

h a l f never  confe rred wi t h  i n s tructors  o u ts i de o f  c l a s s  a n d  we re 

a l s o u n l i ke l y  to see k adv i ce from i n s t ructo rs  a bo u t  c hoos i ng c o u rses  

o r  other  i n s tructors . A n a t i o nw i de s u rvey fo und  that  some of  the  

ma j o r  pro b l ems s ome b l a c ks re ported we re wh i te p ro fe s sors ' tendency 

to i g n o re t hem , q ue s t i o n  t he i r c ompe tence a n d  be u n a va i l a b l e  ( Boyd , 

1 974 ) .  

S tud i e s  o f  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  foc u s i ng on  

aca demi c pe rfo rma nce  i n  b i rac i a l  s i t u a t i o n s  h a ve yi e l ded  

contrad i cto ry f i n d i ngs . Fo r examp l e , Ka tz  a n d  Benj ami n ( 1 960 ) fo und  

t h a t  b l a c ks ' i n tel l ec t u a l  produc t i v i ty ,  i n f l uence  on  team dec i s i on s  

a nd  pa rt i c i pa t i o n i n  p ro b l em- s o l v i n g a c t i v i t i e s we re l e s s  than  the i r 

wh i te counte rparts , de sp i te the fac t  t h a t  t hey we re ma tc hed fo r 
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a p t i tude . A l at e r  study fo und  t h a t  performa nce  of  b l a c k  s t udents  

was e nh a nced  i n  b i ra c i a l  s e tt i ngs i f  t hey were i n  fa i r l y  re l a xed 

s ur ro un d i ngs , and had a h i s to ry of a c a demi c a c h i e veme n t  ( Ka tz, 1 9 67 ) .  

Jone s , Ha rr i s ,  and  Ha u c k  ( 1 97 5 )  comp a red b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  i n  

h i s to r i c a l l y  b l a c k  and  wh i te  i ns t i t u t i o n s  to  determ i ne whe t he r  they  

a t t r i b u ted ac ademi c d i ffi c u l t i e s  to  the  s ame factors . They fo und  

t ha t  b l a c k s  i n  h i stor i c a l l y  wh i te s c hoo l s perce i ved  t hat  compe t i t i on 

betwee n s t udents,  poor s oc i a l  l i fe a nd  i n adequate h i gh s c h oo l  

p re pa ra t i on we re p r i ma r i l y  s o urce s  fo r academi c d i ff i c u l ty .  B l a c k  

s tudents  i n  h i s to r i ca l l y  b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i o n s , howe ve r , mo re o ften 

a t t r i buted t h e i r a cademi c d i ff i c u l t i e s  to poor s t udy h a b i t s . 

F l emi ng ( 198 1 ,  p .  288 ) s umma r i z i ng a n umb e r  of  s t ud i e s  on  b l a c k  

s tuden t s ' academi c perfo rma nce i n  i n tegra ted s e t t i ngs rep o r ted : 

( 1 )  A h i gh degree of  i n t e ra c t i o n  w i t h  wh i te s  o n  wo r k  re l a te d  
t a s k s  i s  l i ke l y  to b e  accomp an i ed by a n x i ety over  t he  
consequence s of  d i s p l ayi ng c ompetence  and  a s se rt i venes s .  
A s  a res u l t  of s u c h  fe ar s , b l a c k  s tudent s  a re l i ke l y  to  
a vo i d  s u c h  h i gh l y  i n tera ct i v e  s i t uat i o n s . ( 2 )  Pe rfo rman c e  
i n  t h e  p re s ence o f  wh i te s , w i t hou t a h i gh degree o f  
i n teract i on ,  c a n  a l s o ge nerate a n x i ety when the  c l i mate  
i s  ho s t i l e  o r  the  students  a re d i s adva ntaged  a n d  a re awa re 
of  t h i s fac t .  ( 3 )  There a re i n d i v i d u a l  d i ffe re nce s  i n  
t he re sponse  of  b l a c k  s t u de n t s  to wh i te en v i ronme n t s . 

A l though  mu c h  o f  t he re s e a r c h  l i te ra t u re on  b l a c k s  i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  

wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  h a s  y i e l ded nega t i ve  fi nd i ngs s u c h  a s  fe e l i ngs  

o f  l on e l i ne s s , s oc i a l  i so l a t i o n , hos t i l i ty ( F l emi n g ,  1 98 1 ; Sm i th , 

1 98 1 ) a n d  academi c d i f f i c u l t i e s ( Fr i day ,  1983 ) ,  o ther  re search  ( Jon e s , 

197 9 )  h a s  po i n ted o u t  the  advantage s a n d  pos i t i ve factors  perc e i ved 

by st uden t s  who  a ttended t hese  i n s t i tu t i o n s .  For e xamp l e ,  i n  



re s pon se  to  fee l i n g soc i a l l y  i s o l a ted , b l a c k  s tudents  o ften form 

b l a c k  s tudent  organ i za t i o n s  to e n h a n c e  soc i a l  s u pport  n e two r k s  a n d  

i n c rea se  c u l t u ra l a c t i v i t i e s f o r  a l l s tudents  ( Wi l l i e & McCord , 

1 97 3 ) .  Another  examp l e of  b l a c k  s tudents 1 po s i t i ve re act i on s  to 

predomi n a n t l y wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  has been reported i n  re s e a rc h  

condu c ted by t he Southern Reg i on a l  E d u c a t i o n  Board  ( SREB ) . The  

S RE B  s u rveyed 2 5 , 000 b l a c k  s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  19  d i fferent  wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i o n s . Stand l ey ( 1 97 8 )  reported t hat  more t h a n  40% of her 

re s pondents  c hose  to a t tend these i n s t i t u t i o n s  bec a u s e  t hey fe l t  

that  t hey had  h i gh  q u a l i ty fac u l ty a n d  educa t i o n a l  programs . S he 

a l s o found  t hat  a l mos t  two - t h i rds o f  t hese  s t uden ts s tated  t hat  

they wou l d  e n courage  other  b l a c k  s tudents  to  a t tend  these  s c h oo l s .  

Boyd ( 1 98 1 )  s tated t ha t  c on s i dera b l e a t ten t i on  h a s  been focu sed 

on the  poo r q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  and t he nega t i ve s oc i a l e n v i ronment  of 

b l a c ks e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s . Boyd ( p .  1 4 4 ) 

a rgued aga i n s t  s u c h  a one- s i ded approach  a nd  d i s c u s sed  wha t  he 

des c r i bed as the 1 1 forgo tten  s i de 1 1 of t hese s tudents 1 a c ademi c 

ach i e veme n t s  a n d  c a reer goa l s .  Boyd 1 S  ( 1 98 1 )  research , based  on  
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800  b l a c k  s tudents random l y  samp l ed  from 40 d i fferent  wh i te 

i n s t i t ut i o n s , con c l uded that  b l acks 1 g rade po i n t a ve rages  i n c rea sed  

between 1 97 3  a nd  1 97 7 . Furthe r ,  he p o i nted  o u t  t h at  many h i s t o r i ca l l y  

wh i te pr i v ate i n s t i tu t i o n s  we re s u c c e s s f u l  i n  re c ru i t i n g b l a c k s  

who we re academi c a l l y  prepared a nd  wh o we re twi ce a s  l i ke l y  to e n ro l l 

i n  ma th , e n g i neer i n g a nd  b i o l og i ca l  s c i e nces . Boyd ( 1 98 1 )  a l so 

s u gges ted t h a t  b l a c k  s tudents  c ou l d h a ve po s i t i ve expe r i ences  i n  



wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s , p art i c u l a r l y  i f  t h ey we re p r i vate  a nd  h i g h l y  

se l ect i ve .  

I n  e s sence , t he  l i terat u re on  b l a c k  s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  

h i s to r i ca l l y  wh i te i n s t i t u t i o n s  h a s  y i e l ded re s u l t s  wh i c h s uggested 

that bo th  i n s t i t u t i ona l and i nd i v i d u a l  res ponses  to t h i s p henome non  

we re c ruc i a l  i n  determi n i n g the  s u cce s s  of  these  s tuden t s . A l l en ' s  

( 1 98 1 )  re search  s u ggested t h a t  a c ademi c pe rfo rma nce  wa s g reatest  

amo n g  b l a c ks who  repo rted be i n g s a t i s f i e d wi t h  t h e i r co l l ege 

e n v i ronme n t  a nd  fe l t  that the  i n s t i t u t i o n s u ppo rted t he i r p re s ence  

there . Based  on  h e r  re sea rc h , Fr i day ( 1 983 )  re comme nded t hat  these  

i n s t i t u t i o n s  p ro v i de soc i a l  s u p po r t , o rgan i z ed programs a nd  i n c l ude 

b l a c k  s t udents  i n  a c ademi c ,  soc i a l  and c u l t u ra l  a c t i v i ty p l ann i n g 

to reduce s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n a nd  a l i e n a t i o n  exper i e n ced by some o f  

the  b l ac k  s t udents . L i ke any ot her  c o l l ege s t uden t , i nd i v i du a l  

b l a c k  s t udents  perce i ve a nd  re s pond  to  the i r co l l ege e n v i ronme n t s  

d i ffe ren t l y ;  t h i s  wi l l  affe c t  how aca demi c a l l y  s u cce s s f u l  t hey a re 

a nd  whether  they fee l a p a rt o f  the  i n s t i t u t i o n ( Dav i s & 

Borde rs-Patterson , 1 97 3 ) .  

Wh i te Studen t s  Attend i ng H i s to r i ca l l y  B l a c k  I n s t i tu t i o n s  

One n e g l ected a rea of  i n qu i ry re l a ted t o  s c hoo l desegregat i o n 

pol i cy i s  how whi te s tudents  rea c t  to the i r m i n o r i ty s t atu s  i n  

h i s tor i c a l l y  b l a c k  co l l eges  a nd  u n i vers i t i e s . Smi th  ( 1 980 ) wrote 

that re sea rc hers  i gnored t h i s a rea u n t i l po l i t i c a l  and economi c 

expedi e n cy fo rced t hem to ra i se que s t i o n s  a bo u t  the  va l ue o f  

con t r i but i o n s  ma de b y  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s  to t h e  l a rger  soc i e ty .  

3 1  
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In  a dd i t i on , E l am ( 1 97 8 ) , Smi th  ( 1 980 ) , a nd  Brown a nd  Ste i n ( 1 97 2 )  

a l l po i nted o u t  t hat  reverse desegreg a t i on l i t i ga t i on  h a s  s i gn i f i c a n t l y  

i nc rea sed  t h e  n umber o f  wh i te s tudents  e nro l l i n g i n  oppo s i te- race 

i n s t i tu t i on s , but  re searchers  h a ve been  s l ow to re s pond  to th i s  

n ew phenomenon . The a v a i l ab l e resea r c h  i n  th i s  a rea h a s  therefore  

on l y  begun  to e xami ne  t he  p syc ho l o g i c a l  and  soc i a l  i s s u e s  that  a ffect 

t h i s new mi nor i ty popu l a t i on ; the  wo r k  i s  st i l l  p r i ma ri l y  desc r i pt i ve 

rather than empi r i c a l . 

Stand l ey ( 1 978 ) i n  re search  conducted by the  S RE B  of wh i te 

co l l ege  s t udents  enro l l ed i n  20 h i s to r i c a l l y  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s  

desc r i bed t h e  demogra p h i c  prof i l e s a n d  perce pt i o n s  of  these  st uden ts . 

Stand l ey ' s  re s u l ts  were ba sed on  data  from a n  8 2- i tem que s t i o n n a i re 

c omp l eted by 1 , 1 89 stude n t s . The demo g rap h i c  data  o n  her  samp l e 

were fo und  to be con s i stent  wi th  the  portra i t  o f  other  wh i te s t udents  

enro l l ed i n  b l a c k  c o l l eges  ( E l am ,  1 978 ; Brown , 1 97 3 ) . I n  genera l 

these  s t udents  we re o ver  2 3  yea r s  o l d ( 80% ) , ma rri ed ( 60 % ) ; l i ved 

off campus  ( 99% ) , a nd  were fema l e  ( 59% ) . A l a rge  percentage ( 38% ) 

of  wh i te s tudents  enro l l ed i n  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s  a l so tended to 

be i n  grad uate s c hoo l a n d  ma jored i n  e d u ca t i on ( 44% ) . 

Brown a nd  S te i n ( 1 97 2 )  repo rted t h a t  wh i te s tudents  i n  b l a c k  

i n s t i tu t i o n s  tended to be o l de r  a nd  mo re ma t u re than  the  typ i c a l  

c o l l ege  studen t .  E l am ( 1 978 ) a l s o de s c r i bed the  prof i l e  o f  wh i te 

s tudents  a s  a typ i c a l , wh i c h  wa s c on s i s tent  wi t h  the  re searc h  of  A s t i n ,  

Hemond , a nd  Ri c ha rd s o n  ( 1 98 2 ) , who fo und  t h a t  the  typ i ca l  c o l l ege  

fres hma n was  18 , unma rr i ed , a nd  l i ved wi th  h i s / her  p a rents  pr i o r  

to e n ro l l me n t . 



The v a l u e s  a nd  a t t i tudes  of  wh i te s tudents  on  b l ac k  c amp u s e s  

h a v e  been i n ve s t i gated b y  re searc hers  ( E l am ,  1 978 ; Stand l ey ,  1 978 ; 

S te ve n s , 1 97 6 ; Lyo n s , 1 97 3 )  i n te re s ted  i n  why t hey ma ke t h i s 

edu c at i o n a l  dec i s i o n .  E l am ( 1 978 ) s u ggested t h a t  both  economi c 
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and  p h i l o s op h i c a l  va l ues  i n f l uenced  t h e  c ho i ce o f  many wh i te s tudents  

to a t tend  a b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n . Fo r e xanp l e ,  E l am ( p .  34 ) c i ted  

Brown ( 1 97 3 )  a nd  Stevens  ( 1 97 6 )  who both  s u g ge s ted  t h a t  wh i te s tudents  

h a ve " go a l s f i rm l y  f i xed , "  a n d  '' h ad  a ser i o u s  a t t i tude  towa rd t he i r  

edu c a t i on a nd  a ppa ren t l y  we re n o t  t here to part i c i pate i n  s oc i a l  

o r  extra c u rr i c u l a r a c t i v i t i e s . "  Wh i te s tu de n t s  i n  a no ther  s t u dy 

c i ted by E l am ( 1 97 8 )  c h o s e  to a t tend  a b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i o n beca u s e  

t hey wa n ted to  ha ve t he expe ri ence  of  be i n g i n  t he  mi n o r i ty a n d  

wan ted t o  better  u n ders tand  b l ac ks . Grown a nd  S te i n ( 1 97 2 ) ,  B uffk i n s  

( 1 977 ) a n d  Brown ( 1 97 3 )  fou n d  t h a t  t h e  de s i re o f  wh i te s tudents  

to  e n ro l l i n  these  i n s t i tu t i o n s  wa s b a sed  on  p ra c t i c a l  v a l ues  s u c h  

a s  l oc a t i on , l ow c o s t  a n d  a c ademi c programs re l e v a n t  t o  t he i r  c a reer  

goa l s .  La u ka i t i s  ( 1 980 ) a l s o  s tated  that  s ome b l a c k  c o l l eges  h a ve 

deve l o ped h i g h dema n d  a c adem i c  p rograms  t hat  we re u n a v a i l a b l e  

e l sewhe re i n  the  i mmed i a te v i c i n i ty ,  t h u s  ma k i n g  t hem a t tract i ve 

to a l l  s tuden t s . There fo re , wh i te s tude nt s  a ttended these 

i n s t i t u t i o n s  bec a u se the i r educat i on a l  a n d  c a reer  goa l s  co u l d  be 

met . 

Dami c o  and  Scott  ( 1 984 , p .  1 6 5 ) d e s c r i bed t h ree cond i t i o n s  

a s  pos tu l a ted by A l l port  ( 1 9 54 ) t h a t  p romo ted pos i t i ve a t t i tudes  

towa rd i n tegra t i on a nd  i n tergroup  contact  between mi nor i ty and  

ma j o r i ty gro u p  s tudents: 



( 1 )  mi no r i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty group  membe rs mu st  e n j oy equa l 
s ta t u s ; ( 2 )  t here h a s  to be cooperat i v e  i n te ra c t i o n  a i med  
a t  a c h i e v i n g  s h a red go a l s ;  a nd  ( 3 ) t here must  e x i s t  a 
soc i a l  c l i mate  i n  wh i c h a u thor i ty f i g u res a re seen  a s  
s u ppo rt i n g i nterra c i a l  a s s oc i at i o n . 
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Dami c o  a nd  Scott  ( 1 984 ) exami ned the  i n tens i ty o f  c ro s s - race  c o n tacts  

of  wh i te s tudents  from h i g h s c hoo l to c o l l ege . They de s c r i bed 

( p .  1 67 ) a t h ree -t i er  h i e ra rc hy of  c ro s s - race  conta c t : 11 S U pport i ve 

norm contac t , 1 1 1 1 C o operat i ve i nte rdepe ndence , � � a n d  1 1 equ a l  s tatus  

contac t . 1 1 T he  l ea s t  i n tense  l e ve l , s u pport i ve norm conta c t , i n vo l ved 

i n te ra c t i o n s  t h a t  we re s uperf i c i a l  s u c h  a s  attendance  a t  a n  a t h l e t i c  

e vent . C ro s s - race  con tact  i n  coopera t i ve i n terdependent  i n tera c t i o n s  

wa s somewhat  mo re i n ten s e  a nd  i n vo l ved wo r k i n g  t o  a c h i e ve a c ommo n  

goa l . The mo s t  i n tense  l e ve l , equa l s t a t u s  conta c t , i n v o l ved i n t i ma te 

i n tera c t i o n s  s u c h  a s  v i s i t i n g other  s t udents ' homes o r  d i s c u s s i ng 

pers o n a l  i s su e s . Dami co  and  Scott ( 1 984 ) found  t hat  there wa s a 

s i gn i f i c a nt  pos i t i ve corre l a t i on  between  the  freq uency of  c ro s s - race  

contact  i n  h i g h s c hoo l  and  c o l l ege . T hey a l s o  fo und  t hat  students  

t hat  had  e ngaged  i n  coo pera t i ve i n terdependent  a nd  eq u a l  s tatus  

contacts  i n  h i g h s c hoo l were mo re apt  to do so  i n  c o l l ege . Other  

re searchers h a ve reported s i m i l a r f i n d i ng s  ( S l a v i n & Madden,  197 9 ) . 

Some re searc hers  h a ve been i n te re sted i n  the  re s po n s e  of  b l a c k  

students , fa c u l ty a nd  a dmi n i s trators  t o  i n c rea s i ng  enro l l ment o f  

wh i te s  i n  b l a c k  i n s t i tut i o n s . Bu rrows ( 1977 ) s u rveyed the  fi ve 

top a dmi n i s trators  at 20 b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i on s  to a s s e s s  the i r 

percepti o n s  of  the  i mpact  of  s c hoo l de segregat i on a t  the i r 

i n s t i tut i on . Re s po n se s  from 70  o f  these  admi n i s trators  i n d i ca ted 
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that  wh i l e  5 1 %  be l i e ved that de segrega t i on of h i gher  edu c a t i o n  h e l ped 

b l a c ks to a c h i e ve a better educa t i o n , 37 % d i d  not . A s ke d  wh at  

percen tage of  non- b l a c k  s tudents , fac u l ty a nd  adm i n i s tra to r s  they 

de s i red i n  t he i r i n s t i tu t i on s , t hey re s ponde d : 20%  to 30% s tu d en t s , 

20% to 30 % of  t h e  facu l ty a nd  1 0 %  o r  l e s s  of  t he  adm i n i s tra tors . 

La u ka i t i s  ( 1 980 ) reporte d  t h a t  one  fe a r  of b l a c k  admi n i stra to r s  

wa s the  me rger  o f  the i r s c hoo l w i t h  a h i s to r i c a l l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i on . 

They feared both  a l o s s  of  i den t i ty for the i r  i n s t i t u t i o n  a s  we l l 

a s  job  l os se s  for  fac u l ty and  admi n i s t ra tors . E l am ( 1 978 ) s u g ge s te d  

t ha t  how b l ac k  s tudent s ' re s ponded  to wh i te s  i n  t he i r i n s t i t u t i ons  

wa s a ffec ted by  how ra p i d l y  the  c hange  occu rred . An a d ve r s e  response  

from b l a c k  s tudents  o c c u rred mo s t  o ften  when b l ac k s t udent s  fea red 

l os i n g t he i n s t i tu t i o n and i t s c u l t u ra l  her i tage  beca u s e  t hey fe l t  

p u s hed out  when wh i te st udents  e n r o l l e d i n  l a rge n umbe rs ( E l am ,  

1 978 ) .  

Wh i te m i n o r i ty s t udent s  h a ve reported h i gh degre e s  of  

s a t i s fact i on w i t h  a cademi c programs , teachers  a nd  t he i n s t i t ut i o n s ' 

a b i l i ty to p re p a re t hem for the  job  ma rket  ( S ta nd l ey , 1 97 8 ;  B rown 

& Ste i n , 1 97 2 ) . The  maj o r i ty ( 66 % )  reported t hat  t he i r  degre e s  

wou l d  be worth  a s  muc h  a s  a degree from a wh i te i n s t i tu t i on a n d  

that  t hey ( 53 % )  wo u l d  c hoose  t h e  s ame s c hoo l  i f  they h a d  i t  t o  d o  

ove r  a ga i n  ( Stand l ey ,  1 978 ) .  Howe ve r , res e a rc h e r s  s u gges ted t hat  

the se s t udents , l i ke the i r  b l a c k  c o u n terparts  who  were s a t i s f i ed 

w i th  academ i c s tandards , we re often i s o l ated and u n comforta b l e w i t h  

the i r  m i no r i ty s ta t u s .  Steve n s  ( 1 97 6 )  reported t hat  wh i l e  wh i te 

s tudent s  e n ro l l ed i n  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i on s , t hey we re u s u a l l y  unwi l l i n g 



to l i ve i n  the  d o rm i tor i e s o r  on t he  c ampu s .  S he  foun d  t h a t  wh i te 

s tudent s  fea red  for the i r we l l - be i ng a n d  the  nega t i ve reac t i o n s  
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of  other wh i te s . B e l l amy ( 1 982 ) a l s o  reported t h a t  ma ny wh i te s tudent s  

h ad  t rou b l e cop i ng w i t h  a p redom i na n t l y  b l a c k  e n v i ronme n t  bec a u s e  

t hey we re c u l tu ra l l y d e p r i ved and  had  neve r  been i n  a m i n o r i ty po s i t i o n .  

Wi l l i e ( 1 98 1 )  s tated  tha t one  t rag i c a s sumpt i on made about  

s c hoo l  de segrega t i o n  wa s tha t b l a c ks we re the  pr i ma ry benef i c i a r i e s . 

He po i nted o u t  t h a t  mo s t  of  the  researc h  i n  t h i s a re a  wa s b i a se d  

i n  t h i s  d i rec t i o n a n d  d i d  not  recogn i ze or  d i s c u s s  t h e  advantage s 

w h i te s tudents  h a ve a l so a t ta i ned . For examp l e, Wi l l i e ( 1 98 1 ) 

s ugge s ted  tha t a l l s tudent s  s hou l d  h a ve t he  opportu n i ty o f  

expe r i enc i ng be i n g i n  the  m i nor i ty ,  a n d  t h a t  wha t  wa s l e arned  a s  

a m i n o r i ty wa s d i ffe re n t  from t h a t  l ea rned a s  a ma j o r i ty i n d i v i d u a l . 

W i l l i e and  Hedge p e t h  ( 1 97 9 ,  p .  9 1 ) s ugge s te d  t hat  i n  a dd i t i on to 

academ i c goa l s ,  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s  expo sed  a l l s tudent s  to a "do u b l e  

c u l tu re" a nd  h e l ped them deve l op a "dou b l e c on s c i o u s n e s s . �� They 

sugge s ted  t h a t  th i s  expe r i e nce  c o u l d  be p art i c u l a r l y  be nef i c i a l  

to wh i te s tudent s  who often we re c u l t u ra l l y  l i m i te d . 

Wh i l e  i t  m i ght  be con jecture d  t hat  mo s t  wh i te s tu d e n t s  who  

e n ro l l i n  b l a c k  i ns t i t u t i o n s  h a ve h a d  s i gn i fi c a n t  p r i o r  pe r son a l  

contacts  wi th  b l a c k s , the  l i teratu re s u gge s t s  t h a t  the  ma j o r i ty 

have n o t .  For examp l e ,  Brown ( 1 97 3 )  found t h a t  5 6 %  of wh i te s tu d e n t s  

e n ro l l ed i n  1 8  b l a c k  p u b l i c  c o l l ege s a nd  u n i ve rs i t i e s  re ported h a v i ng  

a l mos t no p r i o r  contact  w i t h  b l a c k s . Brown and  S te i n  ( 1 97 2 )  fou n d  

t h a t  50% of  t he  wh i te s tu d e n t s  s amp l ed from f i ve b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i ons  



i n  North  C a ro l i na de scr i bed t he i r pr i o r  i n tera c t i on  w i t h  b l a c ks 

a s  l i mi ted o r  nonex i s ten t .  Stand l ey ( 1 978 ) fo und  t h a t  t h ree- fou rth s  

of  wh i te students  s u rveyed i n  20 b l a c k i n s t i t u t i o n s  attended  a 

p redomi n a n t l y  w h i te h i g h s c h o o l , wh i c h  wa s typ i c a l  o f  the  type of  

h i g h  schoo l  attended by wh i tes  e n ro l l ed i n  h i s to r i ca l l y  wh i te 

c o l l eges  ( Fr i day , 1983 ) .  

Other  re sea rc hers  ( Stan d l ey ,  1 978 ; Brown & Ste i n ,  1 97 2 ;  E l a m ,  

1 97 2 )  re po rted t h a t  the  a t t i tudes  a nd  pe rcep t i o n s  o f  wh i te s t udents  

were pos i t i ve l y  a ffected by  the i r expe r i ence  as  a m i no r i ty .  Fo r 

e xamp l e ,  Ba ke r  ( 1 980 ) s t ud i ed the  re l a t i on s h i p between a s tudent ' s  

race , rac i a l  c ompo s i t i o n o f  the  sc hoo l a nd  percept i o n s  a bo u t  the  

co l l ege e n v i ronme n t . U s i ng the  Co l l ege  a nd  U n i v e rs i ty E n v i ronme n t  

S ca l e ,  wh i c h i s  de s i gned  to a s s e s s  t h e  s o c i a l , c u l t u ra l  a n d  

i n te l l ectua l a tmo s p h e re , he fo und  t h a t  wh i t e s tudents  e n ro l l e d i n  

b l a c k  c o l l e ge s  had  s i g n i f i c an t l y  d i ffe ren t  percept i o n s  from the i r 

b l a c k  o r  wh i te c o u nte rp a rt s . The wh i te s tudents  ran ked the  qu a l i ty 
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of teac h i ng ,  fa c u l ty- s tudent  re l a t i o n s h i ps and camp u s  mo ra l e  h i g h e r  

t h a n  d i d  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t h e s e  i n s t i t u t i o n s . I n  genera l , s t udents  

ran ked b l a c k  campu se s  h i g her  t h a n  wh i te campu se s  on  mo ra l e ,  commu n i ty ,  

p rop r i e ty and  qu a l i ty o f  tea c h i ng . F i na l l y ,  Ba ke r  ( 1 980 ) noted  

that  i n  a l l i n s ta n ces  whe re d i ffe re nces  we re found  i n  the  s t uden t s ' 

percept i o n s , they favo red the  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s . 

I n  e s sence , the  l i tera t u re on  wh i te s t udents  e n ro l l ed i n  

h i s t o r i ca l l y  b l a c k  i n s t i t u t i o n s  s ugge s t s  t h a t  t hey a re often  not  

the typ i ca l  s t uden t s . They tend to be  more ma t u re , mo re foc u sed  



o n  w hy t h ey a re a tten d i n g  c o l l ege  a n d  perhap s  bette r a b l e  to  h an d l e  

be i ng i n  a m i n o r i ty pos i t i on .  H owe ve r ,  t hese  students  u s ua l l y  d o  
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not pa rt i c i pate a n d  become a pa rt  of the campus  a s  do o t h e r  c o l l ege  

s tudent s . The refore , wh i l e  t hey a re i n  a m i n o r i ty pos i t i on i n  s c h oo l , 

t hey are  u s ua l l y a b l e  to  retreat from t h i s  by l i v i n g off  c ampu s  

w i t h  other  w h i tes . The l i terature i n  t h i s  area  i s  very l i m i ted  

a nd  wi l l  need t o  be e xpa nded  befo re ma ny  of  the  q ue s t i o n s  a bo u t  

t h i s n e w  mi n o r i ty g ro u p  a n d  t h e  i mpact  o f  reverse  desegrega t i o n  

c a n  be a n swe red . 

Stu d i e s  o f  Depre s s i on i n  M i n or i ty Students  

Neg a t i ve a f fec t i ve s ta te s  a mo n g  mi nor i ty s t udents  h a ve been  

s t ud i e d  e xten s i ve l y  by  re searchers  i n v e s t i g a t i ng the  psyc h o l og i ca l  

e ffe c t s  o f  s c ho o l desegreg a t i o n . One  a rea o f  i n qu i ry exp l o re d  whether  

mi n o r i ty students  e v i nce  h i g h e r  ra tes  o f  depre s s i o n i n  segregated 

o r  desegregated  i n s t i t ut i on s  o f  h i g her  educ a t i on ( Fr i day , 1 98 3 ) . 

Howe ve r , to addre s s  th i s  ques t i on adequate l y, i t  i s  i mporta n t  to  

u nde rstand  s ome o f  t he ma j o r  t heoret i ca l  c o n ceptua l i z a t i o n s  of  

depres s i on . 

Psyc h o an a l yt i c  t he o r i e s  of  depre s s i on w i t h  t he i r  fo unda t i o n  

i n  t h e  wo r k  o f  S i gmund  Freud h a ve e v o l ved d u r i n g  the twe n t i e t h  c e n t u ry .  

Fre ud  ( 1 9 1 7 ) i n i t i a l l y  conceptua l i zed depre s s i on a s  be i n g s i m i l a r 

t o  the  g r i e f  expe r i e nced fo l l owi n g  t h e  death  o f  a l o ved  o n e . D rawi n g  

p r i ma r i l y  o n  c l i n i ca l  o bservat i o n s , Fre ud  d i s t i n g u i s hed betwee n  

depres s ed i nd i v i dua l s  a n d  mo u rne r s , a s  t h e  fo rme r a l so s howed e v i dence  



o f  l owe red s e l f-es teem ( We i t ze l ,  1 984 ) . A c c o rd i ng to We i tz e l , Fre u d  

s ugge sted  t h a t  i n  o rde r to ma i n ta i n  t he i r s e l f- e steem , depres sed  

peop l e  w i t hdrew the i r psyc h i c  e n e rgy from t he  l o s t  o bject  ( e i t h e r  

rea l o r  i magi ned ) a n d  t r a n s fe rred i t  to the i r  o w n  ego s . Howe ve r ,  
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i n  o rd e r  to ma i n ta i n  some semb l a nc e  o f  the  l o s t  o b j ec t , the i nd i v i d u a l  

i nc o rporated  a n d  i de n t i f i e d  w i t h  i t  so  s t rongl y t h a t  t he  a nge r mea n t  

for t h e  l o st  l o ve o bj e c t  was tu rned i nwa rd toward t he  s e l f .  We i tz e l  

( 198 4 ,  p .  2 2 )  wrote t hat  11 t h i s  l ove- h a t e  a mb i va l ence  i s  be l i e ve d  

to  p red i s pose  p e r s o n s  to depres s i o n . 11 

Ego p syc ho l og i s ts,  l i ke the i r Fre u d i a n  c o u n te rpa rts,  foc us e d  

on  the  h i s to ry of  t h e  depre s sed  i nd i v i d u a l  to expl a i n  t h e  emo t i o na l  

s ta te . Howe ve r ,  u n l i ke Freu d  t h e i r empha s i s wa s on  conf l i cts  a n d  

ten s i on expe r i e n c ed by t h e  ego rat h e r  t han  ma s o c h i s t i c i d  d r i v e s  

a s  des c r i bed b y  Fre ud  ( We i t z e l , 1 984 ) . B i br i ng ( 1 9 5 3 ) de s c r i bed 

depres s i on  as b e i ng  c a u s e d  by fee l i ngs of he l p l e s s n e s s ,  powe r l e s sn e s s  

a n d  n a rc i s s i s t i c  i n j u ry t o  t h e  ego . From t h i s pe r s pec t i ve depres s i on  

was a l s o  c a u s e d  by conf l i c ts betwe e n  the  perfect  s e l f and  d e s p i sed  

s e l f de s c r i bed  by  DeRos i s  a nd  Pe l l agr i no ( 19 7 7 ) .  

Us i ng a n  o bject- re l a t i o n s  framewo r k , B l a t t  ( 1 97 4 )  de s c r i bed 

depre s s i o n a s  e i ther  a n a c l i t i c  o r  i ntroject i v e .  Accord i ng to We i t z e l  

( 198 4 ' p . 3 1  ) : 

Ana c l i t i c  d e p re s s i on s tems from symb i o t i c  a ttac hme nt  to 
t he  mot h e r  and  the  fe a r  of  a bandonmen t  d u r i ng i n fa ncy . 
I nt ro j ec t i ve depre s s i on st ems from a h i gher  l e ve l o f  ego 
deve l opment , e vo l v i ng f rom fe a r  of separat i o n - i n d i v i d u a t i o n 
from the object  re l a t i o n i n  e a r l y  c h i l d hood . 

I n  both  c a s e s , the  foc us  i s  on  the  mo ther- c h i l d  
re l a t i on s h i p w i th  the a c kn ow l e dgme nt t h a t  the  fa ther  o r  
o t h e r  p r i ma ry c a re t a ker  a l s o  may be  the  s i gn i f i c a n t  o bject  
rel at i on . 
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I n  contrast  to the p syc hoa na l yt i c  mode l  of  depres s i o n , 

e x i stent i a l i s ts  v i ew depre s s i on a s  a con sequence  o f  fee l i n g s  of  

a l i e n a t i o n  from t he i r  a u t hen t i c s e l f and  from other  i n d i v i du a l s 

( We i tze l , 1 984 ) .  I n  e s s ence , t he i n d i v i du a l  i n  a n  a ttempt to a d here 

to h i s soc i a l  ro l e  a nd  be l ong , l o se s  to uc h  wi th  t he  a s pects  o f  h i mse l f 

that  ma ke h i m  un i qu e  ( We i tz e l , 1 984 ) .  Furthermore , depre s sed peo p l e 

have  been de s c r i bed a s  those  who do  n o t  p art i c i pate  i n  re l a t i on s h i p s , 

b ut  rather  a c t  a s  o b servers  ( Ma cMu rra y , 1 96 1 ) .  

T i l l i c h  ( 1 9 59 ) argued that  a u t hen t i c i ty wa s re l a ted  to  knowi n g  

o ne se l f  a nd  t hat  t h i s took  a great dea l  of  cou rage wh i c h  depre s sed  

peo p l e s eemed to l a c k .  Buge n ta l  i n  The Search  for E x i s ten t i a l  I de n t i ty 

( 1 97 6 )  descr i bed se vera l i mporta n t  gu i de l i ne s  wh i c h e x i s tent i a l i s ts 

use to  wor k  wi t h  depre s sed  peop l e :  

1 .  Whate ver  t he  pro b l em ,  do  not  t ry to s o l ve i t .  I n stead , 
i n s truct  peo p l e to 1 1 S o a k  i n 1 1 t he  i s sues  fo r qu i te a wh i l e .  
Con s i de r  t hem from a l l a n g l e s  a n d  exper i e nce  the  fee l i ng s  
t h a t  a c c ompany t he i r  t ho ug ht s . 
2 .  E n courage  peo p l e to s hare t he i r t ho ug ht s  wi t h  you 
or another  person , but do  not re s pond  e xcept  to e n courage 
further commun i ca t i on . I f  no o n e  i s  a v a i l a b l e ,  d i rec t  
them t o  wri te w i th  t h e  same u n c e n s o red freedom . 
3 .  The p roce s s  wi l l  l ead  to new perspect i ves  a s  the  
depre s sed person  opens  u p . What  a p peared to  be  hope l e s s  
i n  t h e  beg i n n i n g n o w  h a s  pos s i b i l i t i e s . 
4 .  The c h a n g i n g proces s  l e ads  to an  awa rene s s  that  
s omet h i n g  new  has  been  c reated . The  rea l wo r k  of  pro b l em­
s o l v i n g  has  been done,  for i t  i s  the proce s s  i t s e l f that  
i s  a hea l i n g ,  se l f-actu a l i z i n g fo rce , a c cord i ng  to 
ex i stent i a l i s ts O�e i tze l ,  1 98 4 , p .  2 25 ) .  

A mode l  o f  de pres s i on that  i n vo l ves  the i n tera c t i o n  between  

the i n d i v i d u a l  and  h i s  l a rger  s oc i a l  e n v i ronme n t  ( fami l y, wo r k ,  

s c hoo l ) was recent l y  d i s c u s sed by We i tz e l  ( 1 984 ,  p .  1 29 ) . S he 



de s c r i bed t h i s n ew para d i gm a s  the  " pe rson-en v i ronme n t  mode l " of  

depre s s i on . S he a l s o s u gg e s ted t h a t  t h e  depre s sed  i n d i v i d u a l  often  

has  a ma l a dapt i ve person a l i ty s ty l e i n  wh i c h dependency i s  a p r i ma ry 

psyc h o l og i ca l  f acto r .  S u c h  a n  i nd i v i d u a l  i n te ra c t s  c o n s t a n t l y  wi th  

h i s  e n v i ronme n t  wi t h i n the  fami l y ,  s c hoo l , wo r k  o r  other  broader  

soc i a l  context s . Accord i n g to We i tz e l  ( 1984 )  t he  e n v i ronme n t  i s  

4 1  

o n  a c o n t i n u um from ve ry s u pport i ve t o  ve ry u n s upport i ve .  I n d i v i d ua l s  

h i g h l y  pred i s posed  to  depres s i on a re dependent  peo p l e i n  u n s up port i ve 

e n v i ronments , whe rea s t hose  l ea s t  l i ke l y  to  become depressed  a re 

i ndependent  a nd  s u p po rted by the i r  e n v i ronme n t s . We i tz e l  ( 198 4 )  

po i n ted o u t  t h a t  t h e  c o n s tant  i n tera c t i on between  t h e  i nd i v i d ua l 

and  h i s  e n v i ronme n t  i s  a mu l t i d i me n s i o n a l  proc e s s  s u c h  t h a t  t he 

deg ree a nd  sever i ty of depres s i o n o v e r  t i me may c h a n ge . 

Cog n i t i ve theory ( Bec k ,  1 979 ) s t re s se s  t he c ruc i a l  ro l e  o f  

nega t i ve i n terna l s tatements  i nd i v i d ua l s  ma ke a s  a pr i ma ry c a u s e  

o f  depres s i on . Bec k ( 1 97 3 )  s u gges ted t h a t  depressed  i nd i v i dua l s  

h a ve l ow s e l f-es teem a s  i s  e v i nced  by t he i r nega t i ve s e l f- s ta tements . 

For exampl e ,  Bec k ( 1 973 , p .  1 6 )  sta ted t h a t  mi l d l y  depressed  

i n d i v i d ua l s  ma ke s t a tements  such  as  " I ' ve l e t everybody down " whereas  

severe l y  depre s sed  i nd i v i d ua l s  s tate  " I  don ' t  deserve to  l i ve , "  

o r  " I  l oa t he myse l f . " Bec k ( 1 97 9 ) , a l s o a rgued  that  depres sed peo p l e  

v i c t i mi ze  thems e l ves a nd  h a ve d i sto rted se l f-percept i o n s . We i tz e l  

( 1 984 , p .  182 ) ,  d e scr i b i ng  t h e  wo r k  o f  Bec k a nd  h i s  c o l l e agues ,  s ta ted 

tha t depre s sed peo p l e a l s o ma ke " e rro rs of  l og i c  . . .  a r b i tra ry 
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i n f e r e n c e , s e l e c t i v e  a b s t r a c t i on , o ve rg e n e ra l i z a t i o n and ma g n i fi c a t i on 

o r  m i n i mu m i z a t i o n . 1 1 We i tz e l  ( p .  1 83 ) d e f i n e d  t h e s e  a s  f o l l ows :  

A rb i t ra ry i n fe r e n c e  i s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  c o n c l u s i on s  d rawn 
wi t h o u t  a d e q u a te e v i d e n c e . 
S e l ec t i ve a b s t r ac t i o n r e fe r s  t o  c o n c l u s i on s  d ra wn o n  t h e  
b a s i s  o f  a s i n g l e  e l eme n t  amon g m a ny p o s s i b i l i t i e s .  
O v e rg e n e ra l i z a t i on r e p re s e n t s  swe e p i n g con c l u s i on s  b a s e d  
u pon a s i n g l e  e ve n t . 
Mag n i f i c a t i o n a n d  m i n i mu m i z a t i o n  a re g ros s  e va l u a t i on 
e r ro rs wi t h  l i t t l e  o r  n o  b a s i s  i n  re a l i ty .  

L i fe e v e n t s  t h e o ry ( Ho l me s  & Raye , 1 967 ; We i t z e l , 1 984 ) d e s c r i bed 

d e p re s s i on as a p syc h o l o g i ca l  re s po n s e  t o  e n v i ronme n t a l s t re s s o r s  

wh i c h h a ve va ry i n g d eg rees o f  i mp o r t a n c e  d ep e n d i n g o n  t he i n d i v i d u a l . 

Hol me s a n d  Raye ( 1 967 ) d e v e l o p e d  t h e  S oc i a l  Rea d j u s tQe n t  Ra t i n g 

Que s t i o n n a i re t o  e xami n e  t h e  re l a t i o n s h i p  be twe e n  s t re s s fu l l i fe 

e v e n t s  a n d  pa t ho l o g i ca l  r e s p o n s e s  t o  o b ta i n  d a t a  a b o u t  t h e  re l a t i v e 

i mp o r t a n c e  o f  s t re s s o r s . They pos i t e d  t h a t  i n d i v i d u a l s  a t  h i g h 

r i s k  f o r  d e p r es s i on t e n d e d  to h a ve a l a rge r  n u mbe r o f  more s e v e re l y  

s t re s s fu l l i fe e ve n t s . We i t z e l ( 1 984 ) , s u g ge s t e d  t h a t  s ome e x a mp l e s  

o f  s tre s s f u l l i fe e v en ts i n c l u de d  e x pe r i e n c i n g l os s , l o ne l i ne s s ,  

o r  c h a n ges i n  s oc i a l  r o l e s . F r i day ( 1 983 , p .  29 ) p o i n te d  o u t  t h a t  

1 1 S e pa r a t i on from fami l y  a n d  f r i e n d s  a n d  a d j u s t i ng t o  t h e new 

e n v i ronme n t " ma k e  c o l l e g e s tu d e n t s  pa rt i c u l a r l y vu l n e ra b l e to  

d e p re s s i on .  

F r i d ay ( 1 983 )  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t t h e  s t udy o f  d e p re s s i on i n  c o l l e ge 

s t u d e n t s  wa s a c o n t ro v e r s i a l  i s s u e  beca u s e re s e a rc h e r s  d i s a g re e d  

on whe t he r  d e p re s s i ve symp toms i n  t h i s p o p u l a t i o n  we re t h e  s ame 

a s  t h o se e xh i b i t e d  by t h e  g e n e ra l pa t i e n t  p o pu l a t i on or we re d u e  



more to  s i t u a t i on a l  s tre s s o r s . U s i n g the  Be c k  Depre ss i on I n ve n to ry 

a s  a mea s u re o f  depres s i on ,  F r i day ( 1983 ) found  that  m i n o r i ty 

s tuden t s  e n r o l l e d i n  a n  oppo s i te-race  u n i vers i ty e v i nced  h i g h e r  

rat e s  of  depres s i on than  the i r  wh i te c o u n terparts  a t  t h e  s ame 

i ns t i t u t i on . These  b l a c k  s tuden  were a l so found  to  be more 

depre s sed  t han  the i r  wh i te c o u n terparts  i n  a h i s to r i ca l l y b l a c k  

co l l ege , s u g ge s t i ng  t hat  the i r  m i n o r i ty s t a t u s  i n  t he  i ns t i t u t i on 

was re l ated to i n c rea sed  l eve l s  o f  d ep res s i v e symptoma to l ogy . 

Hammen ( 1 980 ) exam i ned  t he c ha ra c te r i s t i c s  o f  depre s sed  co l l e ge 

f re s hme n a nd  fo u n d  t hat  for  5 3%  o f  her  s u bj e c t s , dep re s s i v e 

symp tomat o l ogy wa s on l y  t ra n s i tory , l a s t i n g  f rom two to t h ree  we e ks . 

Howe ve r , s h e  a l s o ob served  t h a t  s u bj e c t s  t hat  we re depres sed  u pon  

t h re e  wee k  fo l l o w-u p  e x h i b i ted s i mi l ar depre s s i ve symptoms as  o t h e r  

pat i en t  g rou p s . 
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Se l i gman a rgued that  depre s s i on wa s the  mo s t  commo n p syc ho l og i c a l  

p ro b l em among  s t u de n ts a n d  wa s i n c reas i ng i n  f req uency . S e l i gman 

( 1 97 3 ,  p .  43 ) d e s c r i be d  i t  as  t he " common co l d of  p syc hopatho l o gy . '' 

Howe ve r ,  Bumberry , O l i ve r , a n d  McC l u re ( 1 978 ) s u g g e s ted t ha t very 

l i tt l e wa s kn own a bout  the  preva l ence  o f  depre s s i on i n  t h i s pop u l a t i on .  

They s t ated  that  e s t i mates  o f  the  p reva l e nce  ranged  up  to 50% h i ghe r 

than  t h a t  fo und  i n  t he gen era l popu l a t i on .  Ka s h an i a nd  P r i e smeye r 

( 1 983 ) po i nted  o u t  that  depre s s i ve symptoms we re mo s t  often reported 

among  c o l l e ge fres hmen wh i c h wa s a c r i t i c a l  adj u s tment pe r i od for 

s tu d en t s . For e xamp l e ,  t hey s tated t h a t  fres hme n mu s t  adj u s t  to 

more r i goro u s  academ i c demand s , i ndependent  l i v i ng away from fami l y  



a n d  f r i e nd s , a n d  a l so c omp l e te the  tra n s i t i on from a d o l e s cence  to 

adu l thood . 

G l a s e r  ( 1 967 ) s tated  t h a t  wh i l e depre s s i o n  i n  a d u l t s i s  u s ua l l y  

we l l -def i ned  a n d  e a sy to recog n i ze ,  i n  ado l e scents  a nd  c h i l dren  
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the p i c tu re i s  n o t  as  c l e a r .  F l emi n g  ( 1 98 1 )  de s c r i bed the  co l l ege  

yea r s  a s  an  extended ado l e scent  pe ri o d  i n  wh i c h s t udents  s t rugg l e  

wi t h  ma k i n g  the  t ran s i t i on betwee n  c h i l dhood  a nd  a d u l thood . Re l yi n g 

on  E r i c ks on i an t heory ,  F l emi n g  ( 1 98 1 ) s u gges ted t h a t  c o l l ege  s tudents  

encoun tered i den t i ty prob l ems wh i c h may  often be  e xaggera ted 

and wh i c h may be ma s ke d or ma n i fe s ted i n  ma ny ways . Fo r examp l e ,  

F l emi n g  ( 1 98 1 )  re po rted t h a t  30% o f  t he b l a c k  c o l l ege s t udent s s h e  

i n terv i ewed i n  b o t h  oppos i te a nd  same - race i n s t i t u t i o n s  reported 

sch oo l - re l ated prob l ems wh i c h c a u sed pe r i ods  o f  u n h a p p i n e s s  o r  

he l p l e s s n e s s ; 1 7 %  repo rted i n trapsyc h i c  prob l ems . F l emi n g  ( 1 98 1 )  

fo und  t hat  wh i l e b l a c k  s t udents  i n  s ame- race i n s t i t u t i o n s  u s ua l l y  

dea l t  wi t h  the  un happ i n e s s  by c ommu n i c a t i n g  wi t h  others , b l a c ks 

i n  oppos i te- race  s c hoo l s tended to ma ke u se  of  me n t a l  d i s trac t i o n , 

i . e .  forge tt i n g o r  b l oc k i n g i t  o u t . A s  a re s u l t  o f  the i r  fa i l u re 

to d i s c h a rge  ten s i on , F l emi n g  i mp l i e d t h a t  these  students  we re mo re 

v u l nerab l e  to i nterper sona l s tres s a n d  depre s s i on .  

Ab ramowi tz  ( 1 969 ) a nd  Co ste l l o  ( 1 982 ) ,  s t udyi n g  depre s s i o n  

i n  c o l l ege s t uden t s , found  a n  a s so c i a t i on between l oc u s  o f  contro l  

and  depres s i on . Others  ( Zemo re & Bre te l l ,  1 983 ; W i l son  & Krane,  

1 980 ) repo rted a s t rong  corre l a t i o n  between depre s s i o n  a nd  s e l f­

concept . These re searc hers  s ugges ted that s t udents  wi th  poo r s e l f-



concepts  o r  a n  extern a l  l oc u s  o f  con t ro l  tended  to  h a ve a c a demi c 

d i ff i c u l t i e s , a nd  o ften a ttr i b uted  t h e i r  fa i l u re s  to e x te rn a l  

factors . 

I n  a dd i t i on to the  i n tern a l  p syc ho l og i c a l  var i a b l e s  t hat  h a ve 

been a s so c i a ted wi t h  depre s s i on ,  resea rche r s  ( Mc Ca rthy & Yancey , 

1 97 1 ; We i s sma n & Kl erma n , 1977 ; Ra i nwa te r , 1 96 6 ; Pett i g rew , 1 9 64 ) 

h a ve a l s o  de s cr i bed bac kgrou n d  var i a b l e s  s u c h  a s  ra ce , s o c i oeconomi c 

s ta t u s  ( S E S ) a n d  s e x  t h a t  a re re l a ted to a ffec t i ve s t a te s . These  

wri ters  a rgued that  based  on  theoret i c a l  a nd  emp i r i c a l  e v i dence , 

i t  seemed i ne v i t ab l e t h a t  b l a c ks a nd  l owe r S E S  persons  wou l d  h a ve 

nega t i ve se l f- percept i o n s  a nd  fee l  depressed . For e xampl e ,  s ome 

re searchers  ( Fr i d ay , 1983 ; S i en , 1 983 ; A s t i n ,  1 98 2 ) found  t h a t  be i n g 

b l a c k  i n  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te e n v i ronme n t s  exacerbated  fee l i ng s  o f  

depre s s i on a nd  n egat i ve se l f-e va l u a t i o n . The se  nega t i ve affe c t i ve 

re spon se s  h a ve often been e xp l a i ned a s  rea c t i o n s  to nega t i ve 

e va l u a t i o n s  of the l a rger wh i te s o c i e ty ( Au s u be l  & Au s u be l , 1 9 6 3 ) .  

Howe ve r , others  ( Mc Carthy & Yan cey , 1 97 1 ; Ro senberg & S i mmon s , 1 97 1 )  

a rgued a ga i n s t  th i s  perspec t i ve a nd  repo rted t h a t  e ve n  t ho ug h  b l a c ks 

were awa re of  the  nega t i ve e va l u a t i o n s  of  the  l a rger  soc i e ty ,  i t  

4 5  

d i d  n o t  nece s sa r i l y  fo l l ow t hat  they ba sed t he i r  own se l f -eva l u a t i o n s  on  

t hem . I n s tead, they proposed  t hat  b l a c k s based the i r se l f -eva l u a t i o n s  

o n  p e e r  reference  g roups . Th i s  perspect i ve h a s  been s u p po rted by 

empi r i c a l  re search  ( Ba u g hman & Da h l s trom , 1968 ; H u nt  & Ha rdt , 1969 ) 

wh i c h h a s  s hown t h a t  b l a c ks and  wh i tes  reponded  s i m i l a r l y  on  mea s u res  

of  depre s s i on and  se l f-eva l u a t i o n . 



Yan cey , R i g s by ,  a nd  McCa rthy ( 1 9 7 2 ) reported t h a t  s o c i oeconom i c 

s t atu s ( SE S ) wa s an  i mportant  i n terve n i n g  factor  wh i c h h a s  often 

confounded  the  re searc h  on  rac i a l c ompa r i s o n s  of  affe c t i ve s t ate s . 

The re l a t i on s h i p  betwee n  SES  and  affe c t i ve s ta te s  wa s de s c r i bed 

by res e a rc he r s  ( Dohrenwe.nd , 1 9 67 ; Pett i grew , 1 9 64 ) who found  t h a t  

there wa s a n  i n verse  re l a t i o n s h i p  between the  two var i a b l e s .  Others  

( Coope rsmi t h , 1 9 67 ; Ra i nwa te r ,  1 966 ) found  a s i mi l a r re l a t i on s h i p  

between soc i oeconomi c s t atu s  a nd  s e l f-concept  a n d  a l i en a t i on . 

I n  a c ompre hen s i ve re v i ew o f  sex  d i fferences  i n  depre s s i o n , 

We i s sman a nd  K l e rman ( 1 977 ) found  t h a t  women were twi ce a s  l i ke l y  

a s  men t o  be depre s sed . They hypothe s i zed t hat  th i s  d i fference  
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may be s p u r i ou s  bec a u se of the  tendency of  wome n to see k h e l p ,  b i a s e s  

i n  d i a g n o s t i c tec hn i q u e s , o r  becau se  o f  v ar i a t i o n s  i n  re port i n g 

symptoms . Howeve r , t he i r  f i n d i n g s  i n d i cated  t hat  these  d i ffe re n c e s  

i n  rates  of  depre s s i on be tween  me n a n d  wome n we re rea l  a nd  n o t  

a rt i fac t s . We i sma n n  a nd  K l erman ( 1977 , p .  108 ) re v i ewed genet i c ,  

psyc h o l og i c a l  a nd  s oc i a l  exp l a n a t i o n s  o f  these  sex  d i ffere nc e s  a nd  

c o n c l uded : 

i t  i s  h i g h l y  u n l i ke l y  tha t any o n e  o f  the  exp l a n a t i on s  
a l ready descr i bed wi l l  b e  the  s o l e  factor  a ccount i n g 
for the phenomena  o r  t hat  a l l type s o f  depres s i on s  wi l l  
be a s soc i ated wi th the  same r i s k  factors . 

I n  con c l u s i on , the re searc h  on depre s s i o n i n  m i n o r i ty c o l l ege 

students  s u ggest s  t hat  th ere a re many u nan swe red que s t i on s .  The 

re s u l ts of  the re searc h  t h u s  far depend  g rea t l y  on  the t heore t i c a l  



and  met h odo l og i ca l  b i a s e s  o f  t he res e a rc he r s  a s  we l l  a s  n u merou s 

i nterve n i n g v ar i a b l e s  wh i c h h a ve been re v i ewed . 

S tu d i e s  o f  A l i en a t i o n  i n  M i no r i ty Students  

A l i en a t i on h a s  been  de s cr i bed i n  t he l i te ra t u re as  a mu l t i ­

d i me n s i on a l  concept  t hat  c a n  v a ry depe nd i n g o n  the  c on text  wi t h i n 

wh i c h  i t  i s  mea s u red  ( Bu rb ac h , 1 9 7 2 ) .  I n  o rder  to u n derstand  how 

a l i en a t i on a ffec t s  an  i nd i v i du a l  o r  grou p , i t  i s  i mporta n t  to 

de l i neate the ma j o r  d i men s i on s  a n d  c o n texts  d e s c r i bed i n  the  

l i tera t u re i n  t h i s a rea . 
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Seeman ( 19 5 9 ) prov i ded a comp re hen s i ve rev i ew of the soc i o l og i ca l  

a nd  p syc ho l og i ca l  l i tera tu re de s c r i b i n g  f i ve p r i ma ry ways the 

concept " a l i en a t i o n '' has  been u sed . He  s tated  ( p .  784 ) that t he f i r st  

d imen s i on ,  povJe r l  e s snes  s ,  " c a n  be  c o n c e i ved a s  the expecta n cy or  

p roba b i l i ty he l d  by  the i n d i v i du a l  t hat  h i s own be hav i or c annot  

determ i ne  the  o c c u rrence of  the  o u tcome s , o r  re i n fo rceme n t s , he  

s ee ks . "  T h i s  def i n i ti on i s  s i m i l a r to  Rotter ' s  ( 1966 ) concep t , extern a l  

l oc u s  o f  c o ntro l . Mea n i ng l e s s nes s .  t he second  d i me n s i on ( p .  786 ) 

has  been u sed to  de s cr i be " when  the  i nd i v i du a l  i s  u n c l e a r  a s  to 

what he  o ught  to be l i eve--when  the i nd i v i du a l ' s  m i n i ma l  

s ta n d a rd s  for c l a r i ty i n  dec i s i on ma k i n g  a re not  me t . " Seema n noted  

t hat  wh i l e  powe r l e s s nes s i n v o l ved the  i na b i l i ty to con tro l  ou tcome s , 

mea n i n g l e s s n e s s  i n v o l ved the  i na b i l i ty to p red i c t  them . 

N o rm l e s s n e s s , o ften c a l l ed a nomi e i n  t he  s oc i o l o g i c a l  l i terature 

( Me rton , 1 946 ) , wa s Seeman ' s  ( 1 9 59 ) t h i rd d i men s i on o f  a l i ena t i on . 



Norml e s s n e s s  ( Seema n , p .  788 ) wa s de s c r i bed a s  a s i t uat i o n  1 1 i n  wh i c h 

the re i s  a h i g h  expectancy that  s o c i a l l y  u n appro ved beha v i o rs are 

re qu i red to ac h i e ve g i ven goa l s . 1 1 I n  t h i s sen s e  a l i e nat i o n  was 

s a i d  to o c c ur  when the no rms reg u l a t i n g  beha v i o r  had bro ken down 

and  we re no  l on ge r  u sefu l  a s  ru l e s of  conduct  ( Seema n , 1 9 59 ) .  

The fo urth  type of  a l i e nat i on Seeman ( 19 59 ) des c r i bed wa s 

i so l a t i o n .  Seeman ( p .  789 ) wrote t h a t  i s o l a t i o n  wa s a n  i n te l l e c t u a l  

proces s  i n  wh i c h  i nd i v i d u a l s 1 1 a s s i gn l ow rewa rd va l ue to  go a l s o r  

bel i e fs t hat  a re typi c a l l y  h i g h l y  v a l ued i n  the  g i ven  soc i e ty . 1 1 

He a rg ued a g a i n s t  the  u se  o f  the  term a s  d e s c r i bed by De an  ( 1 9 5 6 ) 
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who re l a ted i t  to  the  q u a l i ty o f  soc i a l  re l a t i o n s h i ps  between  

i nd i v i dua l s .  Seema n ( 1 959 ) a l s o ma de a d i s t i nc t i on between  i s o l a t i o n 

a nd  the f i fth  d i me n s i o n o f  a l i e nat i o n , s e l f -e strangeme n t . He de s c r i bed 

se l f -estran geme nt  s i mi l a r to the v i ews of  Fromm ( 1 9 5 5 , p .  1 20 ) , 

who wrote that  '' by a l i e nat i on i s  me a n t  a mode of  expe r i e nce i n  wh i c h 

the person  expe r i e nces  h i mse l f a s  an  a l i e n .  He h a s  become , one  

m i g h t  say , e s t ranged  from h i ms e l f . 1 1 

W h i l e  the  mea n i ng of  a l i e n a t i o n  i s  i mporta n t , B u rba c h  ( 1 97 2 )  

wro te t h at  i t  wa s c ruci a l  to cons i de r  co ntextu a l  i s s ue s  i n  me a s u re s  

o f  a l i ena t i o n . D e a n  ( 1 96 1 )  deve l o ped  a s c a l e  u s ed to mea s u re 

a l i e n a t i o n  i n  s o c i ety that  i n corporated  s ome o f  t he theore t i ca l  

de s c r i pt i on s  ( Seema n , 1 9 59 ) .  The De a n  A l i e n a t i o n  Sca l e  ( 1 96 1 )  

con s i s ted o f  t h ree d i s t i n c t  s u bsc a l e s : powe r l e s s n e s s , n o rml e s s n e s s  

and soc i a l  i s o l a t i on .  I n  deve l op i n g  th i s  s c a l e ,  Dean ( 1 9 6 1 ) 

found  that  t h e re wa s a s i g n i f i c an t nega t i ve c o r re l at i on between  



a l i e n a t i on  a nd  o ccupat i on , educ a t i o n  a n d  i nc ome . He a l so s uggested 

that a l i e nat i on wa s a s i tua t i o n a l  v a r i a b l e  t h a t  mi g ht  bette r be 

expl a i ned  i n  a c o ntext more s pec i f i c  than i n  s o c i ety .  

B urbach  ( 1 97 2 )  deve l o ped the U n i vers i ty A l i e n a t i o n  Sca l e  a s  
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an i n strume nt  de s i gned s pec i f i ca l l y  to mea s u re a l i e n a t i on  i n  c o l l ege 

and  u n i ve rs i ty sett i ngs . He  i nc o rporated the  theoret i c a l  and  emp i r i c a l  

re search  of  Seeman ( 1 959 ) , Dean  ( 1 96 1 )  a nd  M i d d l eton ( 1 96 3 )  i n  the 

deve l o pmen t  o f  h i s  s ca l e . The sc a l e , wh i c h c on s i sted o f  t h ree d i s t i n c t  

s u b s ca l e c ompon ents , i . e . , me an i n g l e s s ne s s , powe rl e s s n e s s  and  s oc i a l 

e s trangeme n t , wa s descr i bed by B u rba c h  ( 1 97 2 )  a s  a con textua l me a s u re 

of  a l i e n a t i on . B u rbac h ' s  ( 1 97 2 )  a nd  Dean ' s  ( 1 96 1 )  s ca l e s h a ve been 

used  i n  re search  on  the ad j u s tme n t  of  co l l e ge s tudents  ( Bu rbach  

& Thompson , 1 97 1 ; To l o r ,  1 97 4 ;  Su e n , 198 3 ) . 

A l a rge body of  re search  e x i sts  on the ad j u s tme n t  of  m i nor i ty 

students  to s c hoo l desegreg a t i o n . Wh i l e  some o f  the re sea rchers 

i n  t h i s a rea  ( L i tt i g ,  1 97 1 ; Gur i n ,  1 970 ; G ur i n & Gayl o rd , 1 97 6 )  

foc u sed  p r i ma ri l y  o n  c a reer  and  educa t i o n a l  a s p i rat i o n s , o thers  

( Burbach  & Thomps on , 1 97 1 ; Su en , 1983 ; Fri day , 1 98 3 ; O l i ver  et a l . ,  

198 5 )  i n ve st i ga ted the emot i o n a l  a nd  s oc i a l  a d j u s tme nt  of  mi no r i ty 

students . 

Soon  after  b l a c k  students  be gan  e n r o l l i n g  i n  h i sto r i c a l l y  wh i te 

c o l l e ges  and  u n i vers i t i e s , re searc hers  ( M i dd l e ton , 1 96 3 ; B urbach  

& Thompson , 1 97 1 )  began  report i n g  t h a t  b l a c k s fe l t  mo re a l i e n a ted 

than the i r wh i te counte rpa rts . Harper  ( 1 969 ) s ugge s ted that for  

b l a c k  studen t s , a wh i te u n i vers i ty often  res u l ted in  feel i n g extreme l y  
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a l i ena ted . B u rb a c h  and  Thomp son  ( 1 9 7 1 ,  p .  248 ) po i n ted  o u t  t hat  

one  of the  d e f i c i en c i e s i n  t h i s l i tera t u re wa s re l ated  to "the d e ar t h  

of emp i r i ca l  s t u d i e s  a n d  l a c k  o f  i n forma t i on con c e rn i ng a l i en a t i o n 

i n  s tudents  of  m i no r i ty aff i l i a t i on other  t han  Negro . 11 They compa red 

Pue rto R i c a n, b l a c k  and  wh i te co l l ege s tudent s  on the  Dean  A l i en a t i on 

Sca l e  ( 1 96 1 )  and  found t hat  on  t he  tota l s c a l e, b l a c k s  fe l t  

s i gn i f i cant l y  mo re a l i ena ted t han  wh i te s  o r  P u e rto  R i c a n s ; wh i te s  

were n o t  s i gn i f i c an t l y  d i ffe ren t  from P ue rto R i c a n s  o n  t h e  tota l 

s c a l e .  B l a c k  s t udents  a l s o  made s i gn i f i ca n t l y  h i ghe r  a l i e nat i on 

s co re s  on  the  powe r l e s s n e s s  a nd  n o rm l e s sn e s s  s ub s ca l es t han  d i d  

wh i te s t uden t s . B u rba c h  a nd  T homps o n  ( 197 1 ,  p .  2 5 1 ) e x p l a i ned t h e s e  

f i n d i ngs a s  fol l ows : 

The  d i ffe rence on norm l e s sn e s s  s ugge s t s  t h a t  b l a c k s  expe r i ence  
a greater  sense  o f  p u rpo s e l e s s n e s s  ( t he l os s  o f  s oc i a l i zed  
va l u e s  a nd  t he a b sence  o f  va l ue s that  m i ght  g i v e  p u rpose 
to l i fe )  and  mo re o f  a fe e l i ng of  be i ng con fron ted w i th 
contrad i c to ry norma t i ve patte r n s  than t he i r  w h i te c o u n te rp a rt s .  
The  d i ffe rence  on powe r l e s s n e s s  c a n  be a t t r i buted  to he i ghtened  
fee l i ngs among b l a c k s that  t hey l a c k  c o n t ro l  ove r the  
d ay-to-day e ve n t s  i n  t he i r  l i ve s  and  that  they a re be i ng 
u s ed and  ma n i p u l ated  for p u rpose s  o t h e r  t han  t he i r  own . 

Pfe i fe r  and  S c h ne i der  ( 1 97 4 )  i n v e s t i gated  b l a c k  a nd  wh i te 

s t udent s '  pe rce p t i o n s  of the  c l i mate o f  a l a rge , predomi n a nt l y  wh i te 

u n i vers i ty .  They found  t h a t  b l a c k s  s cored  s i gn i f i c a nt l y  h i g h e r  

than  w h i tes  o n  so c i a l i so l a t i o n , person a l  ra c i sm ,  i n s t i tu t i on a l  

rac i sm ,  a dmi n i s t rat i ve negl ect , a nd rac i a l s e pa rat i sm .  Wh i tes  s c o re d  

s i gn i f i ca n t l y  h i gher  t han  b l a c k s  on  soc i a l  i n te rac t i on  a nd 

pa rt i c i pa t i on  i n  n o n -c l a s s room re l ated a c t i v i t i e s . i fer  a n d  

Schne i de r  ( 1 97 4 )  con c l uded t h a t  t h e  bl a c k s  pe rce i ved  t he  c l i mate  



o f  th i s  p redomi na n t l y wh i te  u n i v e rs i ty mo re nega t i ve l y  t h a n  d i d  

wh i tes . They a l so s ugges ted tha t t h e re wa s a l i n k  between t hese  

nega t i ve percep t i o n s  and  academi c p e rf o rma n ce . Others  ( Fr i day , 

198 3; Su en , 1 98 3 )  h a ve re po rted s i m i l a r f i n d i n g s . 

Ma d razo- Peterson  a nd  Rod r i guez  ( 1 978 ) i n vest i ga ted the  

pe rcept i o n s  o f  C h i c a no , n a t i ve Ame ri c a n  a nd  b l a c k  s tudents  towa rd 

the p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te  un i vers i ty they we re a t tend i n g .  They found  

tha t b l a c k  s tude n t s  fe l t  s i gn i f i c a n t l y mo re s oc i a l  i s o l a t i on  than  

the  o t her  two mi n o r i ty s tudent  g ro u p s . They a l s o  repo rted t h a t  

the  mi nor i ty fema l e s repo rted more fee l i n g s  o f  s t re s s  and  i so l a t i o n 

t han  d i d  mi n o r i ty ma l e s . Mad ra z o- Peterson  and  Rod ri guez  ( 1 978 , 

p .  262 ) i n  a d i s c u s s i o n  of  the  pe rce p t i on s  re po rted by mi nor i ty 

s tuden t s , po i n ted o u t  the  fo l l owi n g: 

The deg ree to  wh i c h  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i on c reates  s t re s s  for  
mi nor i ty s tudents  wa s unexpec ted . . .  s tudents  repo rted 
expe r i ences  of ra c i sm ,  p re j ud i ce ,  and d i s c r i mi na t i on both  
o n  c ampu s a nd  i n  the  l oc a l  c ommu n i ty .  Many  mi nor i ty s tudents  
repo rted be i n g s i n g l e d o u t  i n  c l a s ses  a nd  l i v i n g s i t uat i o n s  
a nd  a s ked to  g i ve n o t  on l y  t he i r own o p i n i o n , b ut  a n  op i n i o n 
t hat  cou l d  represent  a l l m i nor i ty g ro u p s  a s  we l l a s  t he i r  
own s pec i f i c  g rou p . The we l l - i n tent i oned  mo t i va t i o n s  
of  i n s t ructors  or  o t h e r  s t udents  may on l y  l e g i t i m i ze  a n d  
perpetuate  a n y  fee l i n g s  mi nor i ty s tudents  h a ve t h a t  t hey 
a re d i ffe ren t  and  u n a b l e to f i t i n  wi t h  mo s t  o t her  peo p l e 
i n  t he i r  e n v i ronme n t . 

Other  re s e a rchers  ( Pa t terson , Sed l ace k , Perry , 1 98 4 )  compa red 

the  percept i on s  of  mi nor i ty s tuden t s  a t  two d i ffe re n t  p redomi n a n t l y 

whi te un i ve rs i t i e s and  fo und  t h a t  de s p i te the  d i s s i mi l a r i ty between 

the  i n s t i tut i o n s , b l ac k  s t udents  tended to report  s i m i l a r a tt i tudes  

o f  rac i a l  h o s t i l i ty at both . They  a l so fo und  that  b l a c k  s t udents  

5 1  



were s i gn i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  comfo rta b l e  t h a n  H i s pan i c s i n  i nterra c i a l  

s i t u a t i on s  a n d  were l e s s  l i ke l y  to date  wh i te s t ude n t s . These  
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f i n d i n g s  a re c on s i stent  w i th  other  s t ud i e s that  compared d i ffe ren t 

m i n o r i ty g ro u p s  ( We b s te r ,  Sed l a c e k  & M i ya res , 1 97 9 ;  Bu rba c h  & Thomps on , 

1 97 1 ) . 

Su en  ( 1 983 ) i n v e s t i gated  t he  re l a t i o n sh i p between a l i en a t i o n 

a nd attr i t i o n o f  b l a c k  s t ude n t s  i n  a p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i v e rs i ty ,  

beca u se a tt r i t i on h a d  been  repo rted a t  a s i gn i f i c a n t l y  h i g her  rate 

for b l a c k s  t h a n  fo r wh i te s  at  the se i n s t i t u t i o n s . U s i n g the  Un i vers i ty 

A l i e nat i on S c a l e  ( B u rba c h , 1 9 7 2 ) a s  a mea s u re o f  a l i en a t i o n , Suen  

( 1983 ) found  that  b l a c k  s t udents  s c o red  s i gn i f i can t l y h i g h e r  than  

wh i tes  o n  the so c i a l  e s trangeme nt  s u b s ca l e  a nd  had  28%  h i g her a t t r i t i o n 

rate s . Among  b l a c k  st udent s ,  a t t r i t i o n wa s found  to be  d i rec t l y  

re l a ted t o  a l i en a t i on b u t  i n vers e l y  re l a ted  to  GPA . Howe v e r ,  amo n g  

wh i te s t uden ts , no  s i gn i f i ca n t  re l at i o n sh i ps e x i s ted between a t t r i t i on 

and  a l i en a t i on ; GPA and  a t t r i t i on were i n verse l y  re l a ted . 

I n  c ontra s t to Bu rbach  a nd  T hompson  ( 197 1 ) , who fo und  t h a t  

b l a c k  s tudents  fe l t s i gn i f i c a n t l y mo re powe r l e s s n e s s  a nd  

mea n i n g l e s s n e s s  t han  wh i te s tuden ts , Su en ( 1 9 8 3 ) re po rted no  

s i gn i f i cant  d i ffe re n ce s  between  ra c i a l  g ro u p s  a l o n g  t h e s e  two 

d i me n s i o n s  of a l i ena t i on . Su en  ( p .  1 20 ) exp l a i ned  t h i s c h a n ge a s  

fo l l ows : 

A po s s i b l e  exp l a n a t i o n fo r the c h ange i s  t h a t  the atmo s p he re 
o f  soc i ety ,  a s  we l l  a s  t hat  of  predomi na n t l y  wh i te  
un i ve rs i t i e s  ha s  c h a n ged  d u r i n g  t h e  1 9 70s . B l a c k  mi l i ta n c e , 
for i n stance , i s  not  a s  v i s i bl e  a s  i t  wa s 1 0  yea rs a g o . 
W i t h  the g reate r amo u n t  o f  b l a c k  s tude n t  i n v o l vement  i n  



campus  de c i s i on ma k i n g  a nd  wi t h  i nc rea se  i n  educa t i o n a l  
opport u n i ty programs , wh i c h p ro v i de g u i d a nce for b l a c k  
s tudents  i n  c a reer c h o i ces  a n d  o t h e r  a s s i s ta n ce , i t  i s  
conce i va b l e  tha t b l a c k  s tu de n t s  to day do no t fe e l  a s  
powe r l e s s  a nd  me an i n g l e s s  a s  b l a c k  s tudents  d i d  1 0  yea rs 
ago . 

O l i ver , Rod r i g ue z , a nd  M i c ke l son  ( 1 98 5 )  i n ve s t i gated t he 
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re l a t i o n s h i p  between  gra de po i n t a verage ( GPA ) , a l i e n a t i o n  a nd  soc i a l  

c l a s s  i n  b l a c k  a nd C h i cano  students  e n ro l l ed i n  a predomi n a nt l y  

wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  They fo und  a s tro n g e r  c o rre l a t i o n be tween h i g h 

sc hoo l and  c o l l e ge GPA amo n g  l owe r c l a s s  s tudents  (�= . 44 ,  R< . 0 1 )  

than  a mo n g  h i g her  c l a s s  students  (I= . 22 ,  R< . 0 5 ) . They a l s o  fo und  

a s i gn i f i c a n t  nega t i ve corre l a t i o n (�= - . 39 ,  R< . 0 1 )  between fa t h e r ' s  

educa t i on  a nd a l i e n at i on  i n  l owe r c l a s s  s t ude n t s ; s u c h  a re l a t i o n s h i p 

wa s not  ma n i fe s t  fo r h i g he r  c l a s s  C h i c a n o  s t uden ts . Howe ve r ,  a mo n g  

b l a c ks , O l i ver , Ro d r i g uez , a nd  M i c ke l s o n  ( 1 98 5 )  fo und  t h a t  soc i a l  

background  fa ctors  and  h i g h s c hoo l GPA we re on l y  wea k l y re l ated  

to c o l l ege GPA . No s i gn i f i c a n t  re l a t i o n s h i p s  were repo rted between 

pe rce pt i on s  o f  a l i e nat i on and  so c i a l  c l a s s , h i g h  s c hoo l GPA and 

parenta l educa t i on . They con c l uded that fo r C h i cano  students  soc i a l  

c l a s s  wa s a n  i mportant  determi nant  i n  s t uden t s ' GPA a nd  i n  the i r 

percept i on s  of  a l i e nat i on . Howeve r ,  fo r b l a c ks GPA wa s n o t  

co n s i ste nt l y  re l ated  t o  soc i a l  c l a s s  o r  a l i e n a t i on . B l a c k  s t u d e n t s  

were more l i ke l y  t h a n  C h i canos  to fee l a l i e n a ted a nd  had  l owe r GPAs 

reg a rd l e s s  of  so c i a l  c l a s s .  

I n  con c l u s i o n , the l i tera t u re on  a l i en a t i o n  i n  co l l ege s t udents  

s u ggests  t h at  mi no r i ty status  c a n  i n c rease  the  p ro ba b i l i ty that  



studen t s  wi l l  expe ri ence a l i e nat i on . However , d i ffe rent m i nor i ty 

gro ups  have been found to re s pond  d i f fe ren t l y  to mi no r i ty s t atu s . 

The re search  i n  t h i s a rea  h a s  p r i ma r i l y  focu sed  o n  rac i a l  o r  eth n i c  

m i nor i t i e s  rather  than  i n ve s t i ga t i ng  how other  mi nor i ty s t atu s  

students  a d j u st  to t he se  s oc i a l  and  a c a demi c e n v i ronments . A s  a 

re s u l t ,  c r i t i ca l  gaps  s t i l l  e x i s t  i n  t he  re s e a rc h  l i te ra t u re i n  

t h i s a rea . 

S umma ry 

Th i s  re v i ew o f  the l i tera t u re s u ggests  severa l i mportant  i s s ues  

whi c h  need  to be  addre s sed i n  order  to  f i l l  i mportant  g ap s  i n  t he  

re search  on  mi nor i ty s tudents . F i r st , re searchers  need to broaden 

the i r  perspe c t i ve a nd i n c l ude wh i te s t uden t s  i n  t he i r  

conceptua l i z a t i o n  o f  mi nor i ty pop u l a t i on s , rather  t h an  foc us i n g 

on l y  on  the  trad i t i ona l rac i a l  and  e t hn i c  c a tegor i e s . T h i s i s  to 

say that 1 1mi nor i ty1 1  i mp l i e s  a n  a c t u a l n ume ri c a l  p henomenon  in  a 

pa rt i c u l a r  sett i n g ,  and  c a n  be s t ud i e d  a s  s uc h . Se cond , the  l a s t  

t hree decades  of  c o u rt c a se s  i n vo l v i n g  desegrega t i on i n  both  

secondary a nd h i g her  educa t i o n h a ve s t i mu l a ted psyc h o l og i ca l  

i n ve s t i gators to e xami ne the  i mpact  o f  so c i a l  a nd l e ga l po l i cy on  

the  emo t i o n a l  we l l - bei ng  of  b l a c ks . To  a mu c h  l e s se r  e xtent , 

re searc he rs h a ve a l s o  i n vest i gated the  i mpact  o f  reverse 

desegrega t i on o n  wh i te s . Howe ve r ,  t he  l i tera t u re here i s  ext reme l y  

l i m i ted and  p r i ma ri l y  des c r i p t i ve . F i na l l y ,  the  e v i dence  o f  the  

s tud i e s  re v i ewed here s u gge sts  t hat  n o  one c l ear-cut  p i c t u re e x i s t s  

to  descr i be t he  m i nor i ty s t ude nt . I n s tead,  l i ke ma j o r i ty student s ,  
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they a re a d i verse  popu l a t i on t h a t  may s h a re some c ommon a l i t i e s  

bec a u s e  o f  the i r mi nor i ty pos i t i on a s  perc e i ved by the  l a rger  

soc i e ty .  
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CHAPTE R I I I  

METHODS  

Ove r v i ew 

T h i s i s  a s tudy o f  m i n o r i ty and ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  s t udents  i n  

u n i vers i ty sett i ng s . The s tudy re qu i red the s e l ect i on o f  s u bjects  

t h at  me t p a rt i c u l a r c r i ter i a .  Th i s  c h a pter d e s c r i be s the  samp l e ,  

mea s u res , a nd  o t he r me thodo l og i c a l  p roced u re s .  

S u b j e c t s  

S u bjects  we re s o l i c i ted f rom one  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  and  o n e  

p redomi nant l y  wh i te un i ve r s i ty i n  the  s tate o f  Tenne s see . T h e  tota l 

samp l e con s i s ted o f  289 st uden ts , o f  wh i c h 1 38 ( 47 . 8% )  we re b l a c k  

and  1 5 1  ( 5 2 . 2 % )  we re wh i t e .  O f  the e n t i re s ampl e ,  48 ( 1 6 . 6 % )  we re 

b l a c k  s t udents  e n ro l l e d i n  the p redom i nan t l y  wh i te un i v e rs i ty a nd  

6 5  ( 22 . 5 % )  we re wh i te s tudents  e n ro l l e d i n  the p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  

u n i v e rs i ty .  For p resent  pu rpo ses  t hese  two g ro u p s  c o n s t i tute  the  

mi n o r i ty g ro u p  fo r they were , i n  fa c t , i n  the m i nor i ty i n  th e i r 

respec t i ve u n i v e rs i t i e s . I n  the p resent  re sea rc h , the two m i n o r i ty 

g ro u p s  w i l l  be refe r red to a s  the m i n o r i ty b l a c k s ( b l a c k s  i n  the  

p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i o n ) a nd  mi nor i ty wh i tes  ( wh i tes  i n  

the p redomi nant l y  b l ac k  i n s t i tut i o n ) .  Of the e n t i re s amp l e ,  86  

( 29 . 8% )  we re wh i te s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  the p redomi na n t l y wh i t e 

u n i ve rs i ty a nd  90 ( 3 1 . 1 % )  we re b l a c k  s tudents  who attended  the 
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predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  These  two g ro u p s  con s t i tute t he 

maj o r i ty group  and  wi l l  a l s o  be refe r red to  a s  ma j or i ty wh i tes and  

maj or i ty b l a c ks . Other  demo g ra p h i c  c ha racter i s t i c s  o f  the fo u r  

s ubgroups  appear  i n  Chapter  I V  ( page  7 0 )  i n  t h e  sec t i o n ent i t l ed 

Summa ry De s c r i pt i ve Sta t i s t i c s  for t he  Fo u r  S u bgroups  on  t he 

Demograp h i c  Var i a b l e s . 

I n s trume n t s  

T h e  mea s ures  u sed i n  t h i s  s tudy we re : 

1 .  Bac kground  Que s t i onna i re 

2 .  Prof i l e  o f  Mood State s , B i po l a r  Form 

3 .  Dean A l i e nat i on Sca l e  

4 .  U n i vers i ty A l i e nat i on Sca l e  

5 .  Att i tude Towa rd I n te g ra t i on Ques t i o n n a i re 

57 

6 .  Be h a v i o ra l  I ntera c t i on wi th  t he Oppos i te Race Que s t i onna i re .  

The Ba c kground  Que s t i onna i re 

The Bac kground  Que s t i o n n a i re wa s d e s i gned  s pec i f i c a l l y  fo r 

t h i s s t udy to obta i n  the fo l l owi ng  types  o f  i n fo rmat i on from e a c h  

s u b jec t : 

1 .  Persona l c h a racte r i s t i c s : se x ,  a ge , race , ma r i ta l  s ta t u s , 

c u rrent re s i dence . 

2 .  Fami l y  bac kground : pa rents 1 educa t i o n , fami l y  i n c ome . 

3 .  Educa t i o n a l  bac kgrou nd : h i g h s c hoo l and  c o l l e ge g rade 

po i n t a verage , c o l l ege board  sco re s , co l l e ge c u rrent l y  

attend i ng , current ye a r  l e ve l , tra n s fe r  statu s . 



4 .  Occupa t i o n a l  a s p i ra t i o n s : ma j o r  f i e l d  o f  s t udy , f uture 

c a reer  goa l , h i g h e s t  deg ree des i red . 

The Profi l e  of  Moo d  State s , B i po l a r Fo rm ( POMS- B I ) 

The  POMS- B I  ( Lorr  & McNa i r ,  1 98 2 ) i s  a 7 2- i tem , fo u r- c ho i ce 

rat i n g  sca l e  de s i gned  to me a s u re a ffe c t i ve s tates . Accord i ng to 

i ts de ve l opers , t he  POMS - B I  wa s c o n s t ru cted to e v a l u a te a l l of  the 

factor a n a l yt i c a l l y e s ta b l i s hed mood s tates  and fee l i n g s  re por ted 

by bot h  norma l s  a n d  psyc h i a t r i c o utpat i e nts . I t  was con s t ructed 

as a b i po l a r  i n s trument  so t hat  both  po s i t i ve a nd  nega t i ve affects  

c ou l d  be  a s ses sed , r at her  t han  mea s u r i ng  on l y  nega t i ve fee l i n g s  

wh i c h  typ i ca l l y  o cc ur  i n  c l i n i ca l  s e t t i ng s . T h i s ma kes the  POMS- B I  

a n  approp r i ate  i n s t rument  for a s se s s i n g the  mood  s tates  o f  no rma l 

pop u l a t i on s . 
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The POMS- B I  ( Lorr  & McNa i r ,  1 98 2 ) c on s i s t s  of the  fo l l owi n g  

b i po l a r s u bj ec t i ve mood s tate s : composed- a n x i o u s , a g reea b l e - ho s t i l e ,  

e l a ted-depre s s ed , conf i dent- u n s u re , e n e rget i c- t i red , c l ea rheaded­

confused . T he po s i t i ve po l e  re f l ects  the mo re des i ra b l e a s pects  

of  the  d i me n s i on wh i l e  the  neg a t i ve po l e  ref l e cts  the more  undes i ra b l e 

a s pects . E ach  d i me n s i on con s i s t s  of  1 2  a d ject i ve s wh i c h the  s u bject  

re s ponds  to by  c hoos i n g one o f  t he fo l l owi ng  re s p o n s e s : much  u n l i ke 

t h i s ,  s l i g ht l y  u n l i ke t h i s ,  s l i g ht l y  l i ke t h i s ,  mu c h  l i ke t h i s .  

I n  t he  pres e n t  re search  the e l ated-de p res sed d i me n s i on wa s 

u sed to  test  Hypo the s i s  1 on  depres s i o n .  T h i s i n s trume n t  was s e l ec ted 

becau se  of  i ts re l a t i ve e a s e  of i n terpreta t i on  and  becau se  norms 

h a ve been deve l o ped  on va ri o u s  popu l a t i o n s ,  i n c l ud i n g  n o n - psyc h i a t r i c 



po pu l a t i on s  s u c h  a s  c o l l ege s tuden t s . I t  wa s c ho sen  a l s o  bec a u se 

of  i t s w i despread  u s age amo n g  re searc hers  a nd  becau se  i t  h a s  been 

reported a s  a re l i a b l e  me a s u re of  a ffe c t i ve s tates  ( Lorr  & McNa i r ,  

1 983 ) .  

Dean A l i e nat i on Sca l e  ( DAS ) 
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The  Dean  A l i e na t i on  Sca l e  ( De a n , 1 9 6 1 ) was  des i gned  to  me a s u re 

a l i e nat i on i n  soc i e ty a nd  c on s i s t s  of  24  i tems presented i n  a 5- c ho i ce ,  

L i kert- type s c a l e from s tron g l y  a g ree to s t rong l y  d i s a g ree . Dean  

i n c l uded t hree ma j o r  s u bs c a l e  c ompone n t s  i n  t h i s  me a s u re o f  a l i e nat i on : 

powe r l e s sne s s , n orml e s s ne s s  a nd  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n . He def i ned t hese  

concepts  a s  fo l l ows : 

1 .  Powe r l e s s n e s s  ( 9  i tems ) - - a n  i n a b i l i ty to con tro l  o n e ' s 

l i fe o r  i n f l uence  t he o utcome of  on e ' s  beh a v i o r  i n  soc i ety .  

2 .  Norml e s s n e s s  ( 6  i tems ) - - a  fee l i n g o f  l o s s  o f  i n terna l va l ue s  

to pro v i de d i rec t i o n o r  the  va l u e s  tha t do  e x i s t  a re i r re l e vant  

to  c u rrent  soc i e ty .  

3 .  Soc i a l  i s o l at i on ( 9  i tems ) - - fe e l i n g l one l y  o r  sepa rated 

from s oc i ety .  

The DAS a nd  the  s oc i a l  i so l a t i on s u b sc a l e  were s e l ec ted a s  

me a s u res  o f  a l i e na t i on a nd  soc i a l  i so l a t i on t o  test  Hypothe s i s 2 . 

To t a l  s c ores rang i n g from 0 to 96 we re pos s i b l e  fo r the tota l  

a l i e na t i on sc ore , a l though  Dea n  ( 1 96 1 )  re ported norma t i ve scores  

between 30 . 2  a n d  36 . 6 .  Tota l s c o res  o n  the  n i n e i tems o f  the s oc i a l 

i s o l a t i on  s u bsca l e  had a po s s i b l e  range  between 0 a nd  36, a l t h o u g h  

D e a n  ( 1 96 1 )  repo rted n o rma t i ve sc ores  betwee n  1 1 . 8  a nd  1 5 . 2 .  
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Dean reported s p l i t- ha l f  re l i a b i l i t i e s  of  . 78 for the tota l 

A l i e n at i on sca l e ,  . 78 for the  Powe r l e s snes s s u b s ca l e ,  . 7 3  for 

Norml e s s n e s s  and  . 84 for  Soc i a l  I so l a t i o n .  Fa ctor  a n a l ys i s  re s u l t s  

s howed t hat  t h e r e  we re s t ron g  re l a t i o n s h i ps amo n g  the  t h ree fa ctors  

and  t h at  they we re a l s o h i g h l y  corre l ated  wi t h  the  genera l i zed factor  

o f  a l i en a t i o n  ( A l i e n a t i o n  a n d  Powe r l e s s n e s s , � = . 90 ;  A l i e nat i on 

and  Norml e s snes s ,  � = . 80 ;  A l i e na t i o n a nd  So c i a l  I s o l a t i o n , r = 

. 7 5 ) . Th i s s c a l e  wa s s e l ected beca u s e  of  i t s re l i a b i l i ty ( De a n , 

19 6 1 ) a n d  bec a u s e  i t  h a s  been freque n t l y  u sed  by re searchers  ( Fr i d ay ,  

1 984 ; B u rba c h  & Thomps on , 1 97 1 )  to a s se s s  a l i e n a t i o n  amo n g  c o l l e ge 

s tudent s . 

U n i vers i ty A l i e n a t i o n  Sc a l e ( UAS ) 

The Un i ve rs i ty A l i e n a t i o n  Sca l e  ( B u rba c h , 1 97 2 )  wa s d e s i gned  

to me a s u re a l i e nat i o n  o f  s t udents  wi t h i n  a u n i vers i ty o r  c o l l ege 

e n v i ronment . B urba c h  reported t hat  a l i e na t i o n  s h ou l d  be exami ned  

wi t h i n  a s pec i f i c  context , rather  t h a n  a s s umi n g  that  one  c an  fee l 

a l i e n a ted i rre s pec t i ve o f  the  s pec i f i c  env i ronme n t . Th i s 2 4- i tem , 

5 -cho i ce l i kert- type s c a l e ,  s i m i l a r to  the Dean  A l i e na t i o n S c a l e ,  

con s i s t s  o f  th ree s u bs ca l e s . Burba c h  ( 1 97 2 )  de s c r i bed these  t h ree 

s u b s ca l e s as fo l l ows : 

1 .  Powe r l e s s n e s s  ( 9  i tems ) - - a  sense  o f  l o s s  of  contro l  o ve r  

one ' s  l i fe i n  a u n i vers i ty .  

2 .  Mea n i n g l e s s ne s s  ( 8  i tems ) - - a  sense  o f  l o s s  o f  p u rpose  o r  

d i rect i o n  i n  a u n i vers i ty .  
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3 .  Soc i a l  E s t ra n geme n t  ( 7  i tems ) - - fee l i n g l one l y  i n  a u n i vers i ty .  

The UAS a nd  the  s oc i a l  e s tran geme n t  s u b s c a l e  we re u sed  i n  t h i s 

research  a s  me a s u re s  of a l i en a t i o n  a n d  soc i a l  i s o l a t i on  i n  t he  

u n i vers i ty .  Tota l scores  on  the  24  i tems o f  the  tota l s c a l e  cou l d  

range between 0 a n d  96 a n d  fo r t h e  s oc i a l  e s t ra n geme n t  s u bsca l e  

between  0 a n d  28 . No n o rma t i ve data  were repo rted fo r the  sc a l e .  

B u rbach  ( 1 97 2 )  re po rted t h a t  t h e  UAS was  s i g n i f i c a n t l y c o r re l ated  

w ith  the  Dean A l i e nat i on Sca l e  (c = . 58 ,  p < . 0 1 ) . A s i g n i f i ca n t  

corre l a t i on wa s a l s o  repo rted between  t he  so c i a l  i s o l a t i on  on the  

DAS  a nd  soc i a l  es t ra n geme n t  on  the UAS  (� = . 5 4 ,  p < . 0 1 ) . 

B urbach  repo rted s p l i t- h a l f re l i a b i l i t i e s o f  . 9 2 for  the  Tota l 

Sca l e ,  . 7 9 fo r Powe r l e s s ne s s ,  . 89 for  t�e an i n g l e s sne s s , a nd  . 7 2 for  

Soc i a l  Es t rangeme n t . Fa ctor  a na l ys i s  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l i tems s h ov;ed 

that  the  t h ree fa ctors we re cohes i ve e no ug h  to  l ead  to a t h ree­

d i me n s i on a l  s c a l e  b ut  t hat  the c o r re l a t i ons  between the  s u bsca l ed 

fa c t o rs we re a l s o  s t ro n g  e nough  to c on s i de r  t he  e x i s tence  of  t he  

o ve ra l l a l i e nat i on factor  ( S uen , 1983 ) .  

Att i t ude Towa rd I n tegra t i o n  Que s t i o n n a i re ( AT I Q )  

T h e  AT I Q  wa s deve l o ped  spec i f i ca l l y  fo r t h i s s t udy t o  a s s e s s  

s t udent s ' a t t i tudes  towa rd i n tegra t i on and wa s des i gned  to  te s t  

Hypothes i s  3 .  T h e  o ri g i n a l  poo l o f  q uest i o n s  g i ven  t o  s u bjects  

c on s i sted of  27  i tems , presented i n  a 5- c ho i ce L i kert format f rom 

s t ron g l y a g ree to s t ron g l y  d i s a g ree . F i fteen of  these  i tems we re 

deve l oped  by the resea rc her  a n d  1 2  i tems we re s e l e c ted from E l am ' s 

( 1 97 2 )  1 1 S u rvey of  Soc i a l  A tt i tudes , 1 1 a me a s u re o f  att i tudes  towa rd 
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i n tegra t i o n . These  2 7  i tems were factor  a na l yzed  t o  determi ne  whet h e r  

i tems wo u l d  l oa d  to  fo rm c o he s i ve d i me n s i on s . A two - fa c t o r  s o l u t i o n  

wa s c omputed from i nd i v i d u a l  i tems w i t h  fa ctor  l oa d i n g s  o f  . 40 o r  

g reate r .  The  two fa ctors were dete rm i ned by fac t o r  l oa d i ng s  o n  

the  va r i ma x  rotated  fa c t o r  ma t r i x .  The f i r s t  factor  wh i c h  c on s i s ted 

of s i x  ques t i o n s  wa s l a be l ed " a t t i tudes  towa rd i ntegra t i on i n  so c i a l  

sys tems . "  The second  fa c to r , wh i c h c on s i s ted o f  the  n i ne rema i n i n g 

i tems , was  l a be l ed 1 1 a t t i tudes  towa rd i nteg ra t i on i n  i n te rpe rsona l 

s i t ua t i on s . "  F i fteen  o f  the  27 o r i g i na l  A T I Q  i tems we re u sed i n  

the f i na l  data  a na l ys i s o f  s tuden t s ' a t t i tudes  towa rd i ntegra t i o n . 

The 1 5  i tems appear  i n  the  Append i x .  

Beha v i ora l I ntera c t i on w i t h  the Oppo s i te Rac e  Que s t i on na i re ( B I O RQ) 

The B I ORQ wa s deve l oped  s pec i fi ca l l y  fo r th i s  s tudy to a s se s s  

s tuden t s ' be ha v i o r  wi t h  s tudents  o f  a race  d i ffe rent  from t he i r 

own . Th i s ques t i on n a i re , wh i c h c on s i s ted o f  35  i tems , was  c o n s t r u c ted 

to t e s t  Hypothe s i s 4 .  The 35  i tems se l ected by the re sea rcher  we re 

i n c l uded  i n  the  i n s t rume n t  beca u s e  t hey rep re s e n t  typ i c a l  s tudent  

a ct i v i t i e s that  requ i re persona l i ntera c t i on w i t h  o t hers . Ea c h  

i tem was  then  e v a l u a ted fo r the  degree o f  i n t i macy i t  i n vo l ved by 

fo u r  graduate s t uden t raters  on a L i kert- type s ca l e  from 1 ( l ow 

i nt i ma cy ) t o  5 ( h i gh i n t i ma cy ) . I nd i v i dua l i tems were a s s i gned  

i n t i macy scores ; the  mea n  scores  o f  the fou r  g raduate s tudent  raters . 

Members o f  the samp l e  we re g i ven  d i re c t i ons  wh i c h a s ked  t hem to 

re s pond  i n  one  of  fou r  ways to each i tem : yes ,  n o , unw i l l i ng to 



res pon d , or not a p p l i ca b l e .  A s tudent 1 S  B I O RQ mean  s core wa s 

o bta i ned  by summ i n g  the i n t i macy ra t i n g s  for e a c h  i tem to wh i c h  the 

student  re sponded a ffi rma t i ve l y  and  d i v i d i ng by the  n umber of  

respon se s  a n s we red yes , n o , or  unwi l l i n g to respond . The  

q ue st i on na i re wa s g i ven i n  two forms , one w i th  i tems s tated  for  

b l a c k  s tudent s ,  t he  other  for  wh i te s t uden t s . The 3 5  q ue s t i o nna i re 

i tems a ppear  i n  the Append i x .  

P roced u re s  

A l l s u bjects  vo l u n teered t o  p a rt i c i pa te i n  t h e  s t udy and were 

so l i c i t ed from c l a s ses i n  the  undergraduate programs of  the two 

u n i vers i t i es . Beca u se of  t he i r re l a t i ve l y  sma l l n umbers  i n  the  

e nt i re u n i ver s i ty p o pu l a t i o n s  and  i n  a c ademi c c l a s s es , mi nor i ty 

b l a c ks and  m i nor i ty wh i te s  were a l s o s o l i c i ted from mi nor i ty s tudent  

o rg a n i zat i o n s  such  as  fra tern i t i e s , s oror i t i e s , and  mi nor i ty s tudent  

g rou p s . 

63  

S u bjects  were  g i ven  i n forma t i o n a bout  the  n a t u re of  the re searc h  

i n  g ro u p  mee t i n g s  i n  c l as s rooms or  other  u n i vers i ty mee t i n g  a rea s , 

a nd were a s ked for the i r  vo l u n ta ry pa rt i c i pa t i on i n  the s t udy .  

Each  vo l u n teer  wa s g i ve n  a data  p a c ket that  i n c l uded the  s i x re s e a rc h  

i n s t rument s  a n d  a l e tte r from the  i n ve s t i gator  de s c r i b i n g  the n a t u re 

a n d  pu rpose of  the  s tu dy . Spec i f i c  i n s tru c t i o n s  were g i v e n  on  the 

i nd i v i d u a l  mea s u res  t hat  de scr i bed how to comp l e te each  i n st rume n t . 

The re s u l ts  of  th i s  s tudy a ppear  i n  C h a pter  I V .  



C HAPTER  I V  

RESULTS 

O ve rv i ew of Sta t i s t i c a l  Ana l ys e s  

T h e  re s u l t s  we re a na l yzed  i n  one  of  severa l  ways depend i n g 

on  the n a t u re of  the hypothe s i s o r  type of  v a r i a b l e  be i n g te s ted . 

De s c r i p t i ve sta t i s t i c a l  data s u c h  a s  me a n s ,  f reque ncy counts , s ta nda rd 

de v i a t i o n s  a nd  ra nges  we re c ompu ted o n  a l l t he depende n t  me a s u re s  

a n d  on  t h e  demo g ra p h i c v a ri a b l e s .  Fa ctor  a n a l yses  we re a l so  pe rfo r�ed 

on the demo g ra p h i c v ar i a b l e s . The i n fe ren t i a l  s tat i s t i c a l  te c h n i ques  

i n c l uded ch i  s q u a re ana l yses , !  tests  and  a na l yses  of  va r i a n ce  on  

the  demo g ra p h i c  v a r i a b l e s . The  hypo t he s e s  we re te s ted wi t h  an a l ys i s  

o f  v a r i a n ce a nd  a n a l ys i s  of  c o va ri a n c e  p roce d u re s . The data  we re 

compu te r  a n a l yzed wi th the  S P SSX  s ta t i s t i c a l  p rog ram ( No ru s i s , 1 984 ) . 

I n  a dd i t i on ,  the  Ge nera l L i nea r Mode l ( G LM ) p roced u re a v a i l a b l e  

i n  the SAS sta t i s t i c a l  p ro g ram ( Fre und  & L i tte l l ,  1 98 1 )  wa s emp l oyed 

as a p o st  hoc te s t i n g  p roced u re on the  depende n t  me a s u re s . Ta b l e 

2 s umma ri zes  t he p roced u re s  emp l oyed to te s t  the  hypotheses  a nd  

demo g ra p h i c v a r i a b l e s . 

C ha p t e r  I V , wh i c h p resents  the  resu l t s of  the  s tudy , i s  o rga n i zed 

i n  the fo l l owi n g  ma n ne r .  F i rs t , s umma ry d e s c r i p t i ve s t a t i s t i c s  

f o r  t h e  tota l samp l e a re re po rted fo r e a c h  of  t h e  hypo the s i zed 

dependent  var i a b l e s . Secon d , s umma ry descr i p t i ve s tat i s t i c s  a re 

re ported fo r the  fo u r  ma j o r  s u bgrou p s  on the  dependent  v a r i a b l e s  
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Tab l e  2 .  Me a s u res  and  Sta t i st i c a l  P roced u re s  U sed to Te st  the 
Hypotheses  and  Demo g ra p h i c  V a r i a b l e s  

6 5  

Hypothe s i s Mea s u re S ta t i s t i ca l P roced u re 

Hypothe s i s 1 

Hypothe s i s 2a 
2b 

Hypot he s i s 3 

Hypothe s i s 4 

Hypo t he s i s 5 

Hypothe s i s  6 

Demo g ra p h i c 
Var i a b l e s  

P rof i l e  o f  Mood State s , 
B i po l a r  ( POMS- B I ) 

Dean A l i e n a t i on  S ca l e  ( DA S ) 
U n i vers i ty A l i en a t i on Sca l e  
( UAS ) 

Atti tude Towa rd I n te g rat i on 
Q ue s t i o n n a i re ( AT I Q )  

Be h a v i o ra l  I n terac t i on  wi t h  
t he Oppo s i te Race 
Quest i on n a i re ( B I O RQ ) 

POMS- B I , DAS , UA S 

AT I Q ,  B I ORQ 

B a c kg ro u n d  Ques t i o n n a i re 

ANOVA , ANC OVA 

ANOVA , ANCOVA 
Post  hoc tests  

Factor  An a l ys i s  
ANOVA , ANCOVA 
Post  hoc te sts  

ANOVA , ANCOVA 
Post  hoc  tests  

ANOVA , ANC OVA 
Post  hoc tests  

ANOVA , ANCOVA 

C h i  s q u a re 
t tc: s t s 
A iJOVA 



a nd on  the  demo g ra p h i c  c h a racter i s t i c s .  T h i rd ,  sta t i s t i c a l  

c ompa r i s o n s  a re re po rted for the  ma i n  demo g ra p h i c  c h a racte r i s t i c s . 

The se  sta t i s t i c a l  a n a l ys e s  i nc l ude the  fo l l owi n g  t h ree k i n d s  of  

compa r i son s : amon g  the  fo u r  ma i n  s u b g ro u p s , between the mi no r i ty 

and  ma jor i ty g ro u p s  a nd  between the two samp l ed rac i a l g ro u p s . 

Fo l l owi n g  these  s ect i ons , e a c h  hypothe s i s presen ted i n  C ha p ter I 

i s  re stated and  a na l ys i s of  v ar i a nce  a n d  c o v a r i a n ce re s u l ts  a re 

reported for ea c h . Fi n a l l y ,  a s umma ry of t he f i n d i n g s  i s  p rese nted . 

S umma ry De s c r i pt i ve Sta t i s t i c s  fo r the To t a l  Sampl e 

on  t he Dependent  Var i a b l e s  
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The re s u l ts p re s ented i n  Ta b l e 3 a re t he n umbe r of va l i d 

observa t i o n s  ( N ) ,  me an  score s , s t a ndard de v i a t i o n s  a n d  ranges  fo r 

e ac h  o f  t he dependent  v ar i a b l e s .  Se ven  d i ffe rent dependent  v ar i a b l e s  

we re mea s u red a n d  the l a rge st  g ro u p  o f  re s pondents  wa s fo r the 

var i a b l e ,  " be h a v i o r a l  i n terac t i on  wi t h  a d i ffe re n t  race s t udent . "  

On t h i s v ar i a b l e t he ra nge o f  pos s i b l e  s co re s  wa s from 0 to 5 ,  where 

0 i nd i cated no i n terac t i on wi th  a d i fferent ra ce  s tudent , a nd  5 

i nd i cated a h i gh  degree o f  i n t i mate i n terac t i o n . The me an s c o re 

for the  tota l samp l e wa s 1 . 1 ,  s u gge s t i n g  t h a t  very l i tt l e i n tera c t i o n  

o c c u rred between s tu den ts  of  d i ffe re n t  ra ces  i n  t h e  sett i n g s  o f  

i ntere s t  i n  t h i s st u dy . 

A l i en a t i on wa s mea s u red i n  two ways , i n  s o c i ety ( Dean , 19 6 1 )  

and  i n  the u n i vers i ty ( Bu rba c h , 1 9 7 2 ) .  On these  mea s u re s , the pos s i b l e  

range fo r s core s  wa s between 0 ( l owe s t  a l i e n a t i o n ) a nd  96 ( h i g he st  
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Tab l e  3 .  Me an s ,  Stand a rd Dev i a t i o n s , N umber of  Observa t i ons  a nd  
Mi n i mum a n d  Ma xi mum Score s , fo r the  Tota l Samp l e  fo r the  
Dependent  Var i a b l e s  

S ta n d a rd 
De�endent  V ar i a b l e  N Mea n  Dev i a t i o n Mi n i mum Ma xi mum 

Beha v i ora l I n tera c t i on  wi th  
a D i fferen t  Race Student  289 l . 1  0 . 6 3 0 . 0 4 2 . 7 6 

A l i e n a t i on  i n  S oc i ety 28 1 48 . 8  1 0 . 9  1 4 . 00  78 . 00 

A l i ena t i o n  i n  the  Un i vers i ty 278 5 3 . 4  1 2 . 9  2 1 . 00 9 1 . 00 

S oc i a l  I so l a t i on  i n  Soc i ety 286 1 7 . 0  4 . 8  3 . 00 29 . 00 

S oc i a l I so l a t i on  i n  the 
U n i vers i ty 285 1 5 . 6  3 . 7  6 . 00 24 . 00  

Depre s s i on 287 49 . 4  10 . 3  20 . 00 7 3 . 00 

Att i tude  Towa rd I n tegra t i o n  27 5 20 . 1  8 . 5 0 . 00 52 . 00 



a l i e nat i on ) .  N orma t i ve repo rts  of  s c o re s  between  30 . 2  a nd  36 . 6  

( SD = 1 3 . 5 )  we re reported on  the mea s u re of  soc i et a l  a l i en a t i o n . 
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No nor�a t i ve data were reported o n  the mea s u re of  un i vers i ty a l i e na t i o n . 

The responden t s  i n  th i s  study had  scores  t hat  ra n ged between  1 4  

and  78  f o r  a l i e nat i on i n  soc i ety a nd  between  2 1  a nd  9 1  fo r a l i en a t i o n  

i n  t h e  u n i vers i ty .  The me an  s core s  o f  responden t s  on  a l i ena t i o n 

i n  soc i ety we re 48 . 8  a nd  for a l i en at i o n i n  the u n i vers i ty ,  5 3 . 4 . 

I n  the tota l samp l e ,  re spondents  a ve ra ged  s core s  of  1 5 . 6  on  soc i a l  

i so l a t i on i n  the  u n i vers i ty a nd  17 . 0  o n  soc i a l  i s o l a t i o n  i n  soc i ety . 

On t h i s �e a s u re , the po s s i b l e  ra n ge o f  s cores  wa s between 0 ( l owe s t  

deg ree o f  soc i a l  i s o l a t i on )  a n d  36  ( h i g hest  degree of  soc i a l  

i s o l a t i o n ) . 

From t he n o rma t i ve data  a va i l a b l e on  the i n s t rument  u sed to 

mea s u re depre s s i o n ( Lo rr & McNa i r ,  1 98 2 )  the re s u l t s s hown i n  Ta b l e 

3 revea l ed t ha t  t h i s samp l e  of  stude n t s  expe r i enced  n o rma l mood 

states  a nd  we re n e i ther  depre s sed nor  e l a ted . The a ve rage  samp l ed 

s ubject  s cored 49 . 4  on depres s i o n .  I n  t he n o rma t i ve  g ro u p  for th i s  

i n s t rume nt a s c o re o f  50  was  t he me an  fo r s u b jects  who we re of  no rma l 

mood . 

Att i tude towa rd i n te g ra t i o n wa s determ i ned by s u bjec ts ' re s pon ses  

to  1 5  i tems of  a s c a l e  i n  wh i c h att i t ude  s c o res  ra nged  from 0 ( s t ron g l y 

oppose  i n teg ra t i o n ) to 60  ( s t ron g l y  s u pport  i n te g ra t i on ) .  The  me an  

s core s  o f  s u bjects  i n  t he tota l samp l e on  t h i s v a r i a b l e wa s 20 . 1 ,  

s ugge s t i n g  t hat  t hese  s t udents  we re not  i n  s t ron g  s u pport o f  

i ntegrat i on . Th i s  i s  c o n s i stent  wi t h  the i r amo u n t  o f  i n te ra c t i on  

w i t h  the  oppos i te ra ce . 



Summa ry De s c r i pt i ve Stat i s t i c s  fo r the  Fo u r  Su bgroups 

on t he Dependent  V ar i a b l e s  
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I n  t h i s sect i on t he mea n s , s ta n da rd de v i a t i on s  a nd  n umbe r of  

va l i d  observa t i on s  for the  fo u r  s u bg roups  a re p re s e n ted . Fo r the  

s a ke of  c l a r i ty ,  i n  the present  study the b l a c k  s tudents  who  a ttended 

t he p redomi n a n t l y wh i te un i vers i ty wi l l  be  c a l l ed mi nor i ty b l a c ks ; 

those  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty ,  ma j o r i ty b l a c k s . A l so ,  

mi n o r i ty wh i te s  we re t he s u bjects  who a ttended the  p redomi nan t l y  

b l a c k  u n i vers i ty ;  ma j o r i ty wh i te s  we re  wh i te s tudents  e n ro l l ed i n  

the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty .  

Ta b l e 4 p res ents  the  desc ri pt i ve sta t i s t i c s  fo r e a c h  of  the 

fo u r  s u bg roups  on  t he dependent  va r i a b l e s .  On the  me a s u re , a l i e na t i on 

i n  the  u n i vers i ty ,  t he mean  score s  fo r the fo u r  groups  ra n ged f rom 

5 1 . 9  ( ma j o r i ty b l a c k s ) to 5 6 . 9  ( m i no r i ty b l a c k s ) . On t he me a s u re , 

a l i e n a t i o n  i n  soc i ety , t he s co re s  ra n ged from 44 . 7  ( ma j o r i ty b l a c k s ) 

to 5 1 . 7  ( m i n o r i ty wh i tes ) .  

On the v ar i a b l e soc i a l  i s o l a t i o n i n  t he u n i vers i ty ,  s tudents  

reported mea n  scores  that  ranged  from 1 5 . 2 ( ma j o r i ty b l a c k s )  to  

1 6 . 1 ( m i nor i ty b l a c k s ) , wh i c h i s  con s i stent  wi th t he pattern  o f  

s c ores dep i cted on  t he me a s u re f o r  a l i e nat i on . The mean  s cores  

of stu dents  ranged f rom 1 5 . 9  ( m i nor i ty b l a c k s ) to 1 8 . 1 ( ma j o r i ty 

wh i te s ) on  t he mea s u re , s oc i a l  i s o l a t i on i n  soc i ety . 

On the mea s u re fo r depre s s i o n , t he me an  s c ores for the s u bg roup  

re s pondents  r anged  between 49 . 2  a nd  5 1 . 1 .  T hese  score s  we re wi t h i n 

the norma l range for mood on the  i n s t rument  u s ed to me a s u re depre s s i on 



T a b l e 4 .  Mea n s , S t a n d a rd Dev i a t i o n s ,  Number o f  O b s e rv a t i o n s  a r 1 d  M i n i mum a n d  Ma x i mum S c o re s  f o r  t h e Fou r  
S u b g r o u p s  for t h e  Depe n d e n t  V a r i a b l e s  

Depen d e n t  M i n o r i !J_ B l a c k  a Maj o r i t.z B l a c k  b Ma j o r i t.z W h i te  c M i n o r i t.z Wh i te d 

V a r i a b l e N Mean  SD  M i n Max N Mean  S D  �1i n �1a x  N Me a n  S D  M i n Max N Mean  S D  M i n Max 

A l i e n a t i o n 
i n  the  
U n i v e r s i ty 48 56 . 9  1 0 . 9  3 6 . 0  80 . 0  80 5 1 . 9  1 3 . 3  2 5 . 0  9 1 . 0  8 6  52 . 9  1 3 . 2 2 5 . 0  84 . 0  64 5 3 . 3  1 3 . 0  2 1 . 0  88 . 0  

A l i e n a t i o n 
i n  S o c i e ty 4 5  48 . 2  1 1 . 6  1 4 . 0  7 0 . 0  8 6  4 4 . 7  1 0 . 7  2 3 . 0  7 2 . 0  8 6  5 1 .  1 9 . 9  26 . 0  7 8 . 0  64 5 1 . 7  1 0 . 4  1 5 . 0  7 1 . 0  

Depre s s i o n 48 50 . 1 9 . 3  2 5 . 0  7 3 . 0  9 0  4 9 . 2  1 0 . 0  20 . 0  7 3 . 0  8 5  49 . 2  1 0 . 5 20 . 0  7 3 .  0 64 4 9 . 5  1 1 . 3  2 5 . 0  7 1 . 0  

So c i a l  
I s o l a t i on 
i n  t h e  
U n i v e r s i ty 48 1 6 .  1 3 .  1 1 0 . 0  24 . 0  8 6  1 5 . 2  3 . 6  7 . 0 2 4 . 0  86 1 5 . 4  4 . 0  6 . 0  2 3 . 0  6 5  1 5 . 7  3 . 9  8 . 0  2 3 . 0  

So c i a l  
I s o l a t i o n 
i n  S oc i e ty 47 1 5 . 9  4 . 3  6 . 0  2 5 . 0  88 1 6 . 0  5 . 0  3 . 0  26 . 0  8 6  1 8 . 1  4 . 3  8 . 0  28 . 0  6 5  1 7 . 8  5 . 1 3 . 0  2 9 . 0  

At t i t u d e  
toward  
I n te g t'a t i on 46 20 . 5  8 . 2  4 . 0  52 . 0  8 5  2 3 . 0  9 . 5  0 . 0  5 2 . 0  8 2  1 8 . 8  6 . 7  1 . 0  32 . 0  6 2  1 7 . 5  8 .  1 4 . 0  40 . 0  

Be h a v i o ra l  
I n te ra c t i on 
wi t h  t h e  Op-
p o s i te Sex 48 1 . 6  0 . 6  0 . 6  2 . 7  90 0 . 9 5 0 . 7  0 . 8  2 . 3  8 6  1 . 0  0 . 5  . 0 4 2 . 4  6 5  1 . 0  0 . 6  0 . 9  2 . 8  

---··- ��- ----

a Mi n o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s t ude n t s  f rom predom i n a n t l y  wh i t e u n i v .  b
Ma j o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  f rom p r e d om i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v .  

C Ma j o r i ty w h i t e - - wh i t e s t ude n t s  f rom predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i v .  d M i n o r i ty w h i t e - - w h i te s t u d e n t s  from p r e d om i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v .  

-....J 
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( Lorr & McN a i r , 1 98 2 ) .  Th i s  f i nd i ng wa s i n  contra s t  to res e a r c h  

tha t h a s  de scr i bed b l a c k  s tudents  at predomi nan t l y  wh i te i n s t i tu t i on s  

a s  depre s sed  when  compa red to t he i r  wh i te c o u n terparts  or  other  

b l a c ks i n  predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  s c hoo l s ( Fri day , 1 984 ) . I n  t h e  pre s e n t  

study , resu l ts f o r  e ac h  o f  t h e  s u bgro u p s  s u g ge s ted t h at  o vera l l 

t he se  students  we re not  depre s s e d . 

The two f i n a l  mea s u re s , a s  s hown i n  Ta b l e  4 ,  were a t t i tude 

towa rd i n te g ra t i on and beha v i ora l i n tera c t i on  w i t h  the  o p po s i te 

race . Score s  on  a t t i tude towa rd i ntegrat i on  ra nged from 1 7 . 5  ( m i n o r i ty 

w h i tes ) to 23 . 0  ( ma j or i ty b l a c k s ) .  A s  prev i ou s l y  noted , the  po s s i b l e  

range  of s cores  on th i s  var i a b l e was from 0 to 60 . S co re s  on t he 

me a s u re for be ha v i o ra l  i n tera c t i o n w i th  a d i fferent  race s tude n t  

ran ged from 0 . 9 5 ( ma j or i ty b l a c k s ) to  1 . 6  ( m i n o r i ty b l a c k s ) .  A s  

p rev i o u s l y  de scr i bed , t h e  p o s s i b l e  ra n ge of sco re s on  t h i s var i a b l e 

wa s from 0 . 0  to 5 . 0 .  Beha v i o ra l l y ,  m i nor i ty b l a c k s  were the  group  

mo s t  l i ke l y  to  i n teract  w i t h  a s tudent  of a d i ffe ren t  race  ( M e a n  = 

1 . 6 ) .  Howe ver , a s  reported e a r l i e r ,  overa l l s c o re s  on  t h i s v ar i a b l e 

we re l ow .  

Summa ry De s c r i pt i ve Sta t i s t i c s  for the Fo u r  S u bgroups 

on the Demograph i c  Va r i a b l e s  

Two h undred a nd  e i g hty-n i ne s tu de n t s  from a predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  

a n d a p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty were part i c i p a n t s  i n  th i s  s tudy . 

A s  Ta b l e 5 i nd i ca te s , 47 . 8% of the tota l s u bject  poo l  we re b l a c k ,  

and  52 . 2%  o f  t h e  s u bjec t s  we re wh i te .  Of  the  e n t i re s amp l e ,  1 6 . 6 % 



Tab l e  5 .  N umber o f  Students  by Race by Type o f  Un i vers i ty 

Ra ce  o f  Predomi n a n t l y  
S tude n t  Wh i te 

B l a c k  n = 48 

Wh i te 

Tota l 48 
Co l . % 1 6 . 6  

Type o f  Un i vers i ty 
P redomi n a n t l y  P redom i n a n t l y  

B l a c k  Wh i te 

n =90  

n =8 6  

9 0  8 6  
3 1 . 1 29 . 8  

P redom i n a n t l y  
B l a c k  

n = 6 5  

6 5  
2 2 . 5  

Tot a l  
Row % 

1 38 
47 . 8  

1 5 1  
5 2 . 2  

289 
1 00 . 0  

--.J 
""-= 



we re b l a c k  s tudents  who attended the  p redomi n a nt l y  wh i te 

i n s t i t u t i on a n d  2 2 . 5%  we re w h i te s tudents  who attended the  

p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  i n s t i t ut i on . For  p resent  pu rpose s , t hese two 

g rou p s  con s t i t ute the  m i n o r i ty stude n t s . The ma j o r i ty grou p , a l so 

cons i s t i n g  of  b l a c k s  a nd  wh i te s , wa s a s ome wha t l a rger  grou p .  Of 
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t he e n t i re samp l e ,  29 . 8% we re wh i te s tudents  who a ttended a 

p redomi n a n t l y  w h i te u n i vers i ty ;  3 1 . 1 %  were b l a c ks who a tten ded a 

p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  N ume r i c a l l y ,  the  ma j o r i ty students  

con s i sted  o f  176  students  ( 60 . 9 % ) ; t he  m i n o r i ty students  1 1 3 ( 39 . 1 % ) . 

The f requency and  percent  o f  mi n o r i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty g ro u p  s tudents  

by sex  a re s hown i n  Tab l e  6 .  The  tota l samp l e wa s 59 . 9 % fema l e  

and  40 . 1 % ma l e .  The l a rges t  percent  o f  fema l e s ( 3 1 . 8% )  i n  the e n t i re 

samp l e  we re ma j o r i ty b l a c ks , wh i l e the l a rge s t  percent  of ma l e s 

( 37 . 1 % )  we re from the  ma j o r i ty wh i te g rou p . Wi t h i n  the  fou r i n d i v i d u a l  

s u b g rou p s , t h e  s ma l l e st  percent  o f  ma l e s ( 2 7 . 7 % )  we re m i n o r i ty b l a c k s 

a nd  the  sma l l e s t  percent  o f  fema l e s ( 50 . 0% )  we re ma j o r i ty wh i tes . 

Near l y  90% o f  the samp l e wa s w i t h i n  the  age  c a tegory 18- 2 5  

a nd t h e  rema i nder  we re 26  o r  o l de r .  T ab l e 7 s hows t hat  a l l mi no r i ty 

b l a c k s  we re between  the ages  of  1 8  a n d  2 5 .  The s u bg rou p wi th  the 

l a rges t  numbe r and  perce n t  o f  student s ( 50 . 0% )  o l der  than  2 5  wa s 

the mi nor i ty wh i te g rou p .  Ma j o r i ty b l a c k s  ma de  u p  3 1 . 8% o f  the 

18- 25  yea r-o l d  c a tegory and we re the l a rge s t  s u bgroup  i n  that age 

c ategory . 

The ma r i t a l  s tatu s  o f  the samp l e  i s  a l s o s hown i n  Ta b l e  7 .  

Th i s ta b l e revea l s  that  8 4 . 6%  of  the  tota l samp l e  we re s i n g l e a nd  
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Tab l e 6 .  Cro s s  Tabu l a t i on of  M i n o r i ty/Major i ty Statu s  a nd  Ra ce 
of  Stude n t s  by Sex  of  Stude n t s  

M i n o r i ty Maj o r i tb Maj o r i ty Mi n o r i ty To t a l  
Sex B l a c k  a B l a c k  \�h i te c Wh i te d Row % 

Fema l e  35  5 5  4 3  40 1 7 3  
Row % 20 . 2  3 1 . 8  24 . 9  23 . 1  59 . 9  
Co l  % 7 2 . 9  6 1 . 1  50 . 0  6 1 . 5  

Ma l e  1 3  35  43 25  1 1 6 
Row % 1 1 . 2  30 . 2  37 . 1  2 1 . 6  40 . 1 
Co l % 27 . 7  38 . 9  50 . 0  38 . 5  

Tota l 48 90 86 6 5  289 
Co l % 1 6 . 6  3 1 . 1  29 . 8  2 2 . 5 100 . 0  

a r·1 i nor  i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  from p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty .  

bMa jor i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  from p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ver s i ty .  

q1a j o r i  ty wh i t e-- vJh i te s tudents  from predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty .  

dMi n o r i ty wh i te--wh i te students  from predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  
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Ta b l e 7 .  Cross  Tabu l a t i on o f  M i nor i ty/Ma j or i ty Statu s  a nd  Race o f  
S tude n t s  by Age  a nd  Ma r i t a l  S tatu s 

Age/Ma r i ta l M i n or i ty Ma jor i ty Ma j o r i ty Mi nor i ty Tota l 
Status  B l a c k  a B l a c k b Wh i te c Wh i te d Row % 

.� 
18- 25  48 82  7 8  4 9  2 58 

Row Of 1 8 . 6  3 1 . 8  30 . 2  1 9 .  1 89 . 6  /0 

26 or  o l der  0 7 8 1 5  30 
Row % 0 . 0  23 . 3  26 . 6  50 . 0  10 . 4  

To ta l 48 89 86  6 4  287 
Co l  % 1 6 . 7  3 1 . 0  30 . 0  22 . 3  100 . 0  

Ma r i ta 1 Status  

S i n g l e 48 84  70  39  2 4 1  
84 . 6  

Ma r r i ed 4 7 23  34 
1 1 . 9  

Tota l 48 88 7 7  62  27 5 
Co l  % 1 7 . 5 32 . 0  28 . 0  22 . 5  100 . 0  

a �1i nor i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  from p redomi n a n t l y vJh i te u n i ver s i ty .  

bMa jor i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tu dents  from p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  

C Ma j o r i ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  from p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ver s i ty .  

dNi  n or i ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  from p redomi n a nt l y  b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  



1 1 . 9% we re ma rr i ed . Con s i s tent  wi th  t he age  data , m i n o r i ty b l a c ks 

we re a l l s i n g l e  a nd  the l a rgest  percen tage of  ma rr i ed students  we re 

m i n o r i ty wh i te s . 

The d i s t r i b ut i on o f  t he samp l e  by p l ace  o f  re s i dence wh i l e  

attend i n g  s c hoo l  i s  dep i c ted i n  Ta b l e 8 .  Wi t h i n t he two m i n o r i ty 

s u bgrou p s  83 . 3%  of  t he b l a c ks re s i ded on  campus  but  on l y  7 . 7 % o f  
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the wh i tes  l i ved o n  campu s .  The re wa s a fa i r l y  e ven  d i v i s i on between 

on  a nd  off camp u s  re s i dence among  ma j o r i ty s tuden ts ; s l i g h t l y  more 

than  5 1 %  of  ma j o r i ty b l a c k s a n d  ma jor i ty wh i te s re s i ded i n  on- campus  

hou s i n g .  

The n umbe r o f  s tudents  who tran s fe rred f rom other  i n s t i tu t i on s  

to t he i r cu rrent u n i ve rs i ty i s  a l s o s hown i n  Tab l e  8 .  Se venty- se ven 

( 26 . 6 % )  o f  the s amp l ed s tudents  we re tra n s fers . The m i n o r i ty wh i te s 

we re t he l a rge s t  g roup of  tran s fe r  s t uden ts . S i xty- t h ree pe rce n t  

o f  th i s  g ro u p  tra n s fer red from other  i n st i tut i on s . On l y  1 0 . 4% o f  

the 48 mi n o r i ty b l a c ks , 1 4 . 0% o f  the major i ty wh i te s , a n d  2 1 . 1 % 

o f  t he ma j o r i ty b l a c ks we re transfer  studen t s . 

The  educa t i o n a l  atta i nments  o f  t he s u bj ects ' mo thers  a re d e p i cted  

i n  Tab l e  9 .  Wi t h i n the  tota l samp l e ,  t he l a rgest  percent  ( 26 . 8 % )  

o f  mothers we re h i g h s c hoo l  graduate s . Howe ve r ,  wi th i n  the  s u bg roups  

t here  wa s a ma rked  d i ffe rence  i n  t he mothers ' e d u ca t i on a l  a tta i nme n t . 

Mo thers  of  b l a c k  s u bjects  i n  th i s  samp l e  a tta i ned h i g her  l e ve l s 

of edu cat i on  t h a n  d i d mothers  of  wh i t e s u bject s . Fo r e xamp l e ,  4 1 . 7 % 

of mi no r i ty b l a c ks and  32 . 6 % of  ma j or i ty b l a c ks had  mo thers  who 

had comp l eted co l l ege or  some g raduate- l e ve l degree . I n  contra s t , 



7 7  

Ta b l e 8 .  F requency D i s t r i bu t i on  o f  M i n o ri ty/Ma j o r i ty Statu s a n d  
Ra ce of  Stude n t s  b y  C o l l ege  Re s i denc e a n d  Tran s fe r  Statu s 

Res i den ce/ 
Tra n s fe r  M i n o r i ty Ma j o r i  1,Y Maj o r i ty M i n o r i t; Tot a l  
s t u  B l a c k  a Wh i te c C o l  o; B l  c k  Wh i te /0 

Co l l ege Res i dence  

On Camp u s  4 0  46 44 5 1 3 5  
Row % 29 . 6  34 . 1 32 . 6  3 . 7  47 . 0  
Co l  % 8 3 . 3  5 1 . 7  5 1 . (:)  7 . 7  

Off Camp u s  8 43  4 1  6 0  1 52 
Row % 5 . 3  2� . 3  26 . 9  39 . 5  53 . 0  
Co l  � ,o 6 . 7  48 . 3  48 . 2  9 2 . 3  

Tota l 48 89 85 6 5  287 
Co l 0/ 1 6 . 7  3 1 . 0  29 . 6  2 2 . 6  1 00 . 0  /c 

Tran fe r S ta t u s  

Yes  5 1 9  1 2  4 1  7 7  
Row Of 6 . 5  2 4 . 7  1 5 . 6  53 . 2  26 . 6  Ia 

Co l  % 1 0 . 4  2 1 . 1  1 4 . 0  6 3 . 1 

N o  4 3  7 1  7 4  24 2 1 2  
Row % 20 . 3  3 3 . 5 34 . 9  1 1 . 3  7 3 . 4  
C o l  % 89 . 6  7 8 . 9  8 6 . 0  36 . 9  

To ta l 48  90 8 6  6 5  289 
Co l  Of 10 1 6 . 6  3 1 . 1 29 . 8  2 2 . 5  1 00 . 0  

a r··1i n o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  from predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ver s i ty .  

bf.1a j o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l ac k  s tudents  from p redomi n a nt l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

q1a j or i ty wh i te- - \v h i  te s tudents  from p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty . 

d Mi n o r i  ty wh i te--wh i te s t udents  from p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty . 



Ta b l e  9 .  Cro s s  Tabu l a t i on o f  Mi n o r i ty/Maj o r i ty Sta t u s  and  Race  o f  St udent s  by 
Fa t h e r s ' Educa t i ona l Le ve l 

hers ' a n d  

Educa - Mother s ' Educ a t i on 
t i o n a l  �1 i n o r i  ty Major i }/ Major i ty l� i n ?r i  � 
Le ve l B l a c k  a B l a c k  Wh i te c 1 te 

1 - 8  3 6 2 4 
Row % 20 . 0  40 . 0  1 3 . 3 2 6 . 7  
C o l  % 6 . 3  6 . 7  2 . 3  6 . 3  

Some 
H i g h  
Sc hoo l 1 5 6 5 

Row  % 5 . 9  29 . 4  3 5 . 3 . 4 
C o l  % 2 . 1 5 . 6  7 . 0  7 . 8  

H i g h  
S c h oo l 
o r  GED 1 3  1 9  1 8  27 

Row % 1 6 . 9  24 . 7  23 . 4  3 5 . 1 
Co  1 % 27 . 1 2 1 . 3  20 . 9  4 2 . 2  

Trade / 
Voc . 

hoo l 1 3 7 7 
Row % 5 . 6  1 6 . 7  38 . 9  38 . 9  
C o l  % 2 .  1 3 . 4  8 . 1 1 0 . 9  

Some 
Co l l ege  8 20 2 1  8 

Row  % 1 4 . 0  3 5 . 1  36 . 8  1 4 . 0 
1 % 1 6 . 7 2 2 . 5 24 . 4  1 2 . 5 

Tot a l  
R o w  % 

1 5  2 
5 . 2  9 . 1 

4 . 2 

1 7  2 
5 . 9  1 0 . 0  

4 . 2  

7 7  1 5  
. 8  2 5 . 9  

3 1 . 3  

1 8  3 
6 . 3  1 0 . 0  

6 . 3  

5 7  8 
1 9 . 9  2 1 . 1  

1 6 . 7  

Father s '  E d uca t i on  
Maj o r i ll 

a c k  

1 1  
5 0 . 0  
1 3 . 9 

8 
40 . 0  
1 0 . 1 

1 4  
24 . 1  
1 7 . 7  

1 0  
33 . 3  
1 2 . 7 

8 
2 1 . 1 
1 0 . 1 

Maj o r i ty M i n o r i V Tot a l  
Wh i te c Wh i te % 

3 6 2 2  
1 3 . 6 27 . 3  8 . 0  

3 . 5 9 . 5 

3 7 20  
1 5 . 0  3 5 . 0  7 . 2  

3 . 5 1 1 . 1  

1 3  1 6  5 8  
2 2 . 4 2 7 . 6  2 1 . 0  
1 5 . 1 2 5 . 4  

7 1 0  3 0  
23 . 3  33 . 3  1 0 . 9  
8 .  1 1 5 . 9  

1 4  8 38 
3 6 . 8  2 1 .  1 1 3 . 8  
1 6 . 3  1 2 . 7 

"-.1 
OJ 



Ta b l e 9 ( co n t i n u ed ) 

E d uca- Mot hers ' Edu c a t i on F a t hers ' Ed u c a t i o n 
t i o n a l  M i n o r i ty Ma jor i 1J r�a jor i  v Mi n o r i 1J To t a l  M i no r i ty Ma jor iJY Majo r i ty M i n o r iJY To ta l 
Leve l B l a c k  a B l a c k  Wh i te Wh i te Row % B l a c lf B l a c k  Wh i tec Wh i te Row % 

Two - Yr 
Deg ree 2 7 9 4 2 2  1 4 7 4 1 6  

Row % 9 .  1 3 1 . 8  40 . 9  1 8 . 2  7 . 7  6 . 3  2 5 . 0  43 . 8  2 5 . 0  5 . 8  
C o l  % 4 . 2  7 . 9  1 0 . 5 6 . 3  2 .  1 5 .  1 8 . 1 6 . 3  

Fou r- Y r  
Deg ree 1 2  1 6  1 3  3 44 8 1 6  1 5  9 48 

Row % 27 . 3  36 . 4  29 . 5  6 . 8  1 5 . 3  1 6 . 7  3 3 . 3  3 1 . 3  1 8 . 8  1 7 . 4  
Co  1 % 2 5 . 0  18 . 0  1 5 . 1 4 . 7  1 6 . 7 20 . 3  1 7 . 4  1 4 . 3 

Gra d /  
Profes-
s i o n a l  
Deg ree 8 1 3  1 0  6 3 7  9 8 24  3 44 

Row % 2 1 . 6  3 5 . 1 27 . 0  1 6 . 2  1 2 . 9 20 . 5  1 8 . 2  5 4 . 5 6 . 8  1 5 . 9 
C o  1 % 1 6 . 7  1 4 . 6 1 1 . 6  9 . 4  18 . 8  1 0 .  1 27 . 9  4 . 8  

To ta l 48 89 86 64 287 48 7 9  8 6  6 3  2 7 6  
Co  1 % 1 6 . 7  3 1 . 0  30 . 0  2 2 . 3  100 . 0  1 7 . 4  28 . 6  3 1 . 2  2 2 . 8  100 . 0  

a Mi n o r i ty b l a c k- - b l ac k  students  from predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  from p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ver s i ty .  

Cf.la j o r i  ty 1·1h i te--wh i  te students  from p redom i n a n t  1 y \'lh i te u n i vers i ty .  

dM i n o r i ty wh i te- - wh i te students  from predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k u n i vers i ty .  
-....J 
1..0 



on l y  2 6 . 7 % o f  the ma jor i ty wh i te a nd  1 4 . 1 %  o f  the  m i no r i ty wh i te 

mot hers  had  educat i on a l  a c h i e vements  a t  th i s  s ame l e ve l . 

Con s i stent  wi t h  the re s u l ts on t h e  edu c a t i o n a l  atta i nme n t  o f  

mot hers , t h e  l a rgest  numbe r o f  fathe r s  of  samp l ed s u b ject s  we re 

h i g h s c ho o l  graduate s . Tab l e  9 s hows that  2 1 . 0% of a l l the  s u bjects  

had  fathers  who  we re h i g h s c hoo l  grad u a tes ; 1 7 . 4% we re c o l l ege  

grad u a te s . Howe ve r ,  u n l i ke the  mothe r s , the l a rgest  percent  

of  fathers  who  comp l eted c o l l ege o r  a g raduate deg ree we re from 

the ma j o r i ty wh i te g rou p .  Wi th i n  the  ma j o r i ty wh i te samp l e ,  4 5 . 3 %  

of  t h e  fa thers  gradu ated from c o l l ege o r  graduate s c hoo l , but  on l y  

35 . 5% o f  the  b l a c k  m i n o r i ty fa t he r s , 30 . 4% of  the b l a c k  ma j o r i ty 

fa thers  a nd  1 9 . 1 %  of the wh i te m i n o r i ty fa t he r s  a t ta i ned  the same 

educat i o n a l  stan d i n g .  

The reported pa re n ta l i n come for the samp l e i s  s h own i n  Tab l e  

1 0 .  The l a rgest  perce n t  o f  the  tota l s amp l e we re f rom fami l i e s  

where a n n u a l  i n come wa s reported t o  b e  between  $ 30 , 000 a n d  $ 39 , 9 99 . 

Howe ve r ,  there wa s a ma r ked contra s t  between  i n c ome l e ve l s wi th i n  

80 

the i n d i v i du a l  s u bgrou p s , pa rt i c u l a r l y  i n  t he h i g her- i n come brac ke ts . 

Wh i l e  27 . 6 % o f  mi no r i ty b l a c ks , 26 . 6 % o f  mi no r i ty wh i tes a n d  28 . 2 % 

of  ma j o r i ty b l a c ks reported parenta l  i n come s o f  $ 40 , 000 o r  h i g her , 

5 4 . 4% of  ma j o r i ty wh i tes reported parenta l  i n come s a t  t h i s l e ve l . 

These resu l ts a re somewha t i n co n s i s te n t  wi t h  educat i on a l  a tta i nme n t .  

For examp l e ,  3 5 . 4% o f  mi no r i ty b l a c k  fathers  a nd 4 1 . 7 % o f  mi n o r i ty 

b l a c k  mothers  we re a t  l e a s t  co l l ege g raduates  wh i l e  on l y  19 . 1 % o f  

mi nor i ty wh i te fathers  a nd  1 4 . 1 %  o f  t h e  m i nor i ty wh i te mothers  we re , 



Ta b l e 1 0 .  C ro s s  Tabu l at i on of  M i nor i ty/Ma j o r i ty S ta t u s  a nd  Race 
of  Students by Parents  1 I n come and ACT S core 

Pare nts 1 
I n come / Mi nor i ty r�aj o r i  ty Maj o r i ty Mi n or i  \{ 
ACT Score B 1 a c  k a B l a c k 5 Wh i te c Wh i te 

Parents 1 I n come 

Le s s  than  
10 . 000 5 1 1  4 
Co l  % 1 0 . 6 1 2 . 9  6 . 3  

10 , 00 1 -
1 9 , 999  1 1  1 7  1 0  fi 

Co l  % 2 3 . 4  20 . 0  1 2 . 3  9 . 4  

20 , 000-
29 , 999  6 1 6  1 0  1 7  
Col  O' lo 1 2 . 8  18 . 8  1 2 . 3  26 . 6  

30 , 000-
3 9 , 999 1 2  1 7  1 7  2 0  
Col  0/ 2 5 . 5  20 . 0  2 1 . 0  3 1 . 3  /0 

40 , 000-
49 . 999 5 1 3  1 9  9 
Co l  % 10 . 6  1 5 . 3  2 3 . 5 1 4 .  1 

50 , 000 or 
g reater  8 1 1  2 5  8 

Co 1 % 17 . 0  1 2 . 9  30 . 9  1 2 . 5 

To ta l 47  85  8 1  6 4  
Co 1 % 1 7 . 0  30 . 7  29 . 2  2 3 . 1  

ACT S c o re 

1 - 1 6 8 3 6  3 1 1  
Row �� 1 3 . 8  6 2 . 1 5 . 2  18 . 9  

17 - 1 9 1 2  1 9  1 1  10  
Row �� 2 3 . 1  36 . 5  2 1 . 2  1 9 . 2  

20- 2 3  1 4  7 3 1  1 1  
Row ?� 2 2 . 2  1 1 . 1 49 . 2  1 7 . 5  

8 1  

To ta l 
Row % 

20 
7 . 2  

44  
1 5 . 9 

49 
17 . 7  

66 
2 3 . 8  

46  
1 6 . 6  

5 2  
1 8 . 8  

2 77  
100 . 0  

58 
26 . 1  

5 2  
23 . 4  

6 3  
28 . 4  
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Tab l e  1 0  ( co n t i n ued ) 

Paren ts ' 
I n come/  Mi n o r i ty Ma j o r�y Ma j o r i ty M i  n o r iJY Tota l 
ACT Score B l  a c ka B l a c  Wh i tee Wh i te Row % 

24  a nd  above 7 3 30  9 49  
Row % 1 4 . 3 6 . 1 6 1 . 2  1 8 . 4  2 2 . 1 

Tota l 4 1  6 5  7 5  4 1  222  
Co l  % 1 8 . 5  29 . 5  3 3 . 8  1 8 . 5  1 00 . 0 

a r�i nor i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  i n  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  i n  p redomi n a n t l y  b 1 a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  

C Ma j o r i ty wll i te- - �tJh i te s tudents  i n  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  

dM i nor i ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  i n  p re domi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  



at  m i n i mum , c o l l ege g raudate s . Howe ve r ,  the  percent  o f  t hese two 

s u bg roup s  wi th  repo rted i n come s  o f  $ 40 , 000 o r  above i s  rou g h l y  the  

same . A s i mi l a r d i s c repancy c a n  be noted from Tab l e  10  wi th  the  

i n come l e ve l  o f  the  other  s u bg rou p s . 

The p re - co l l ege  academi c perfo rmance  o f  222  s tudents  ( 7 6 %  o f  

the tota l samp l e )  wa s a s ses sed  by obta i n i n g compo s i te s core s  o n  
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the ACT te s t . Ta b l e 10  s hows that  t he  l a rge s t  percent  o f  the samp l e 

obta i ned s core s  between 20 a nd  2 3  on  t he  ACT . The res u l ts ,  howeve r ,  

a l s o s howed a wi de d i sc repa ncy between  the s u bg roups  on  these  s core s . 

Wh i l e  on l y  49 ( 2 2 . 1 % )  o f  t he 222  s tudents  who repo rted ACT scores  

made  a 24  o r  h i g he r ,  62 . 1 % of  the 58  s tudents  who  s cored between  

1 a nd  1 6  we re ma j o r i ty b l a c ks . Ma ny ( 67 )  students  d i d  n o t  re s pond  

to t h i s i tem . P r i ma ri l y ,  non - re s pondents  we re m i n o r i ty wh i te a n d  

ma j o r i ty b l a c k  students  e n ro l l ed i n  t he  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

The h i g h  s c hoo l  grade po i n t a verages  ( GPA ) o f  samp l ed students  

a re s hown i n  Ta b l e 1 1 .  The moda l GPA for a l l s tudents  wa s a B ,  

whi c h  n umeri c a l l y  wa s between a 3 . 00 a n d  3 . 49 .  The l a rgest  percent  

( 3 1 . 3 % )  of  the m i no r i ty b l a c k  group  h a d  GPAs  be tween 3 . 50 a nd  3 . 7 5  

( B+ ) . The l a rge s t  perce n t  ( 3 1 . 0 % )  o f  the ma j o r i ty wh i te group  had  

GPAs between  3 . 00 and  3 . 49 ;  o f  mi n o r i ty wh i te s  ( 3 5 . 4% )  between 3 . 00 

a nd  3 . 49 .  

Co l l ege GPAs we re somewhat  l owe r than  t hose  reported by 

the same s tudents  i n  h i g h s c ho o l . The  mod a l  c o l l ege  GPA 

( Ta b l e 1 1 ) wa s a pprox i ma te l y  one- ha l f of a l e tter  g ra de l ower 

than  the c o rerspon d i n g  h i g h  sc hoo l  GPA fo r the  tota l samp l e 

wi t h  40 . 2% reoo rt i n a  q ra d e s  betwe e n  2 . 7 5  a n rl  2 . 99 ( (+ ) . 



Ta b l e 1 1 .  C ro s s  Tabu l a t i o n  of  Mi n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty S t a t u s  a n d  Race o f  Students  by H i g h  S c h o o l  a n d  
C o l l ege  Grade Po i n t Average  

Grade  _________ J!ig_h Schoo  1 C o l l e� .. . 
P o i n t  M i n o r i ty Ma j o r i ty Majo r i ty M i n o r i ty To t a l  M i n o r i ty Majo r i ty Ma j o r i ty M i n o r i ty 
� ve r��-�����---�1 a c kb Wh i teC Wh i ted Row % B l  a c  ka B l  a c kb Wh i tec Wh i ted 

A 1 4  6 1 6  9 4 5  3 2 
Row % 3 1 . 1 1 3 . 3 35 . 6  20 . 0  1 5 . 7  60 . 3  40 . 0  
C o l  % 29 . 2  6 . 7  1 9 . 0  1 3 . 8  3 . 9  3 . 4 

B+  1 5  14  2 3  1 4  6 6  2 3 3 1 1  
Row % 2 2 . 7  2 1 . 2  34 . 8  2 1 . 2  23 . 1  1 0 . 5  1 5 . 8  1 5 . 8  57 . 9  
C o l  % 3 1 . 3  1 5 . 7  27 . 4  2 1 . 5  4 . 3 3 . 8  3 . 9  1 8 . 6  

B 1 4  2 5  26  23  88 5 20 2 5  1 9  
Rov1 % 1 5 . 9 28 . 4  29 . 5  2 6 . 1 30 . 8  7 .  2 29 . 0  3 6 . 2  27 . 5  
C o l  % 29 . 2  28 . 1 3 1 . 0  3 5 . 4  1 0 . 9  2 5 . 0  3 2 . 9  32 . 2  

C+  5 37 1 5  1 6  7 3  24  36  2 4  2 1  
RO\v % 6 . 8  50 . 7  20 . 5  2 1 . 9  2 5 . 5 22 . 9  34 . 3  2 2 . 9 20 . 0  
C o l  % 1 0 . 4  4 1 . 6  17 . 9  2 4 . 6 5 2 . 2  45 . 0  3 1 . 6  3 5 . 6  

c 7 3 3 1 3  1 5  20 1 8  4 
Row % 53 . 8  23 . 1 2 3 . 1 4 . 5 26 . 3  3 5 . 1  3 1 . 6  7 . 0  
C o l  % 7 . 9  3 . 6 4 . 6  32 . 6  2 5 . 0  23 . 7  6 . 8  

To t a l  
R o w  % 

5 
1 . 9  

1 9  
7 . 3  

6 9  
26 . 4  

1 0 5  
40 . 2  

5 7  
2 1 . 8  

co 
.p. 



Ta b l e 1 1  ( c on t i n ued ) 

--------------------

Grade �------- -----Jii_g_ h Schoo l  
P o i n t  M i n o r i ty 
8_'{�!"a g_e B 1 a c  ka 

D o r  
Le s s  

Row % 
C o l  % 

To t a l  48 
C o l  % 1 6 . 8  

t�a j o r i  ty Maj o r i ty 
B l a c kb Wh i tec 

1 
100 . 0  

1 . 2  

89  8 4  
3 1 . 1 29 . 4  

M i n o r\p To t a l  M i n o r i ty Maj o r i ty 
Wh i te Row % B 1 a c ka B l  a c kb 

1 1 
0 . 3 1 6 . 7  

1 . 3  

6 5  286 46 80 
2 2 . 7  100 . 0  1 7 . 6  30 . 7  

a Mi n o r i ty b l ac k- - b l a c k  s t udents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty .  

c� ia j o r i ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  i n  the  predom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  

dM i n o r i ty wh i te- -wh i te st udents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

C o l l e � 
Major i ty M i n o r i ty 

Wh i teC Wh i ted 

3 2 
40 . 0  3 3 . 3 

3 . 9  3 . 4  

7 6  5 9  
29 . 1  2 2 . 6  

To t a l  
R o w  % 

6 
2 . 3 

2 6 1  
100 . 0  

C':l 
U1 



8 6  

Wi th i n  t h e  fou r  s u b g ro u p s , 5 2 . 2% of  the  mi no r i ty b l a c ks , 3 5 . 6 % of  

m i n o r i ty wh i te s and  4 5 . 0 % o f  ma j o r i ty b l ac ks reported c o l l ege a ve ra ge s  

between 2 . 7 5 a n d  2 . 99 .  T h e  c o l l ege G P A  re ported b y  t h e  l a rge s t  

percent  o f  maj o r i ty wh i tes wa s between  3 . 00 a n d  3 . 49 ( 32 . 9% ) . Ave ra ges  

between  2 . 7 5 a nd  2 . 99 ,  s i m i l a r to  the  o the r t h ree  s u b grou p s , we re 

reported by 3 1 . 6% of th i s  g rou p .  M i n o r i ty b l a c k  students  tended 

to report c o l l ege  GPAs one  l etter  grade  l owe r than t hose  re ported 

i n  h i gh s c hoo l . M i n or i ty wh i te s tudents  dec l i ned  a bou t one- h a l f 

of  a l ette r grade  from the i r h i g h  s c h o o l  GPA . Ma j o r i ty wh i tes a n d  

ma j o r i ty b l a c ks tended t o  report c o l l ege GPAs c on s i stent  wi th those  

re ported i n  h i g h s c hoo l . On l y  1 . 9 % o f  the  tota l samp l e reported 

c o l l ege  GPAs between  3 . 7 5  and 4 . 00 ;  2 . 3 % reported GPAs o f  1 . 99 or 

l owe r .  

Sta t i s t i c a l  Ana l ys i s  of  the Demograph i c  Cha racte r i s t i c s  

Stat i s t i ca l  c ompa r i s o n s  o f  t h e  demogra p h i c  c ha ra c te r i s t i c s  

amo n g  t h e  s u bgrou p s  i n  t h i s  s tudy revea l ed s ome nota b l e s i m i l a r i t i e s 

and  some s tat i s t i ca l l y  s i gn i f i cant  d i ffe rences  between grou p s . 

I n  t h i s sec t i on t he re s u l ts o f  these  sta t i s t i ca l  a n a l yses  wi l l  be 

repo rted for e ac h  of  the demogra p h i c  var i a b l e s  a s  fo l l ows : ( 1 )  

d i fferences  among  the four  s u bgroups  ( m i n o r i ty b l a c k s , ma j o r i ty 

b l a c ks , maj o r i ty wh i tes a nd  mi nor i ty wh i tes ) ;  ( 2 )  d i ffe rences  between 

two student grou p s , i . e .  mi n or i ty ( m i n or i ty b l a c k s a nd  mi nor i ty 

wh i te s ) and  ma j o r i ty s tudents  ( ma j o r i ty b l a c ks , ma j o r i ty wh i te s ) ;  

and  ( 3 ) d i ffe ren ce s  between  b l a c k s a n d  wh i te s  i ndepen den t of  m i nor i ty 

o r  ma j o r i ty statu s . 
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As  c a n  be seen i n  Tab l e 1 2 ,  there  we re no s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  

i n  the  gender  c ompos i t i on of  the four  s u bgro u p s  ( x 2 = 7 . 0 2 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) . 

Compa r i s o n s  be tween mi n or i ty s tudents  a nd  ma j o r i ty s tudents  s h own 

i n  Ta b l e 1 3  revea l ed a s i m i l a r f i n d i n g ( x 2  = 2 . 84 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) . These  

data re vea l ed ,  however , that  there wa s a tendency for the  m i n or i ty 

b l a c k  students  a n d  for mi n o r i ty s tudents  i n  genera l to be fema l e .  

A s  dep i c ted  i n  Ta b l e 1 4 ,  the  ANOVA re ve a l ed s i gn i fi ca n t  

d i fferences  amo n g  t he  fou r  s u bgroups  ( F  = 9 . 86 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) by age . 

Post  hoc  tes t re s u l ts i nd i c a ted tha t t he  me an  age  ( 24 . 5 )  o f  the  

m i n or i ty wh i tes wa s s i gn i fi c ant l y d i ffe ren t  from  the  other  th ree 

g ro u p s . Compa r i s o n s  between  mi n o r i ty and  ma j o r i ty grou ps  s hown 

i n  Ta b l e  1 5  re vea l ed that  t here we re a l so  d i ffe rences  between  

m i n or i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty students  on t h i s va r i a b l e ( �  = 2 . 6 4 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) .  

The ma r i ta l  s tatus  o f  s tudents  i s  dep i c ted i n  Ta b l e  1 6 .  These  

data s howed that  there wa s a s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe re nce  among  t he 

fou r  groups  a l on g  t h i s  v ar i a b l e ( x 2 = 47 . 5 , Q< . 00 1 ) .  D ata i n  Tab l e 

1 7  a l s o  s u pport t h i s f i n d i n g  a n d  s how that  there we re s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i ffe rences  be tween  mi n o r i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty studen t s . The se  a n a l yses  

s uggested t hat  the  p r i ma ry group  t hat  accou n ted fo r the d i ffe rence  

i n  ma r i ta l  s tatus  wa s the mi n o r i ty wh i te grou p . Mi n o r i ty wh i te s 

we re mo re l i ke l y  to be ma rr i ed than  a ny other  s tudent  g roup . 

No  s i gn i f i c a nt  d i ffe rences we re found  between  the  co l l ege 

re s i dence  of  m i nor i ty and  ma j o r i ty grou ps , a s  s hown i n  Ta b l e 1 8 . 

Howe ve r ,  when these same d a ta we re further  a n a l yzed i n  the fo u r  

s u bgroups  s hown i n  Ta b l e 1 9 ,  s i gn i f i ca n t  d i ffe rences  we re revea l ed 
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Ta b l e 1 2 .  C h i  S q uare Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  a nd  Ra ce 
of Students  by Sex  

M i nor i ty Ma j o r i ty Ma j o r i ty M i nor i ty 
Sex B 1 a c ka B l  a c  kb Wh i teC Wh i ted 

x 2  

Fema 1 e 35  55  43 40 

Ma l e  1 3  3 5  43  25  7 . 0 2 > . 0 5 

Tota l 48 90 86 65 

a �1 i n o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te un i ve rs i ty .  
br�a j o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y  b 1 a c k  u n i vers i ty 
qla j o r i  ty \vh i  te- - wh i  te students  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
dMi n or i ty wh i te--wh i te students  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

Ta b l e 1 3 .  C h i  sq u a re Ta b l e  o f  t� i n o r i ty o r  �1a j o r i ty Status  by Sex 

Sex M i nor i ty a r�a j o r i ty b x 2  

Fema 1 e 7 5  98 

�1a 1 e 38 7 8  2 . 84 > . 0 5 

To t a l  1 1 3 1 7 6  

aMi n o r i ty- - b l a c k  s t udents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty a nd  
wh i te s tudents  i n  the predomi nan t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty--wh i te studen ts  i n  the p redomi nan t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 
and  b l a c k  studen t s  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty .  



Ta b l e 1 4 .  Ana l ys i s o f  Var i a n ce o f  M i nor i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  a nd  
Ra ce by  Age 

Sou rce d f  

Between 3 

Wi t h i n  283 

Tota l 286 

Sum of Squares  

609 . 1 32 

5829 . 3 29 

F 

9 . 86 

Ta b l e 1 5 .  t te s t  Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  by Age 

Status  of Students  n Mea n Age t 

M i n o r i ty 1 1 2 22 . 7  

89 

< . 00 1  

2 . 6 4 > . 00 1  
Maj o r i ty 1 7 5  2 1 . 2  
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Ta b l e  1 6 .  C h i  squ a re Ta b l e of M i nor i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  a nd  Race 
of  Students  by Ma r i t a l  Sta t u s  

Ma r i ta 1 M i n o r i ty Maj o r i V Ma j o r i ty M i  n or i  t; 
Statu s B l a c k  a B l a c k  Wh i te c Wh i te x 2 

E 

S i n g l e  48 84 7 0  3 9  

t�a r r i  ed 0 4 7 23 47 . 5  > . 00 1  

To ta l  48 88 7 7  6 2  

a r.1 i n or i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  i n  t he  p redomi n a n t l y wh i t e u n i vers i ty .  

b�1a j o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  students  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

C Ma j o r i ty wh i te - - wh i te students  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
d i·i i n or i  ty wh i te- - wh i te students  i n  the  predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

Tab l e  1 7 . C h i  S q u a re Tab l e o f  M i n o r i ty or  Maj o r i ty Statu s by 
Ma r i ta l  S tatu s 

t·1a r i t a l  S tatus  M i n o r i tya Ma jor i tyb •) 

E x �  

S i n g l e 87 1 54 

Marr i e d 23 1 1  1 1 . 08 < . 00 1  

Tota l 1 1 0  1 6 5  

aM i n o r i ty- - b l a c k  students  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty and  
wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redom i na n t l y  b 1 ac  k u n i vers i ty . 

b�1a j o r i  ty- - wh i  te s t udents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty and  
b l a c k  s t udents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty .  
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Ta b l e 18 . C h i  Sq u a re Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty o r  M a j o r i ty Status  by Co l l ege 
Re s i dence  

Co l l ege Re s i dence  M i n o r i tya Ma j o r i tyb x 2  

On- campus  45  90  

Off- c amp u s  68 84 3 . 4  > . 0 5 

Tota l 1 1 3  1 7  4 

�i  n o r i ty- - b  1 ac  k studen ts  i n  the  p redom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty a n d  
wh i te students  i n  the p redom i n a nt l y b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty- - wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty a nd 
b l a c k  students  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

Ta b l e  1 9 .  C h i  S q u a re Tab l e o f  M i n o r i ty/Maj o r i ty Status  a nd  Race  
o f  Students by Co l l e ge Re s i dence  

Co l l ege M i n o r i ty Ma j o r i ty Ma j o r i ty M i  n o r i  "2Y 
Res i dence B l a c k  a B l a c k b Wh i te c Wh i te x 2  Q 

On-campus  40  46  44 5 

Off- campu s 8 43  4 1  6 0  67 . 3  < . 00 1  

Tota l 48 89 85 6 5  

a r�i no  r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s t udents  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
b r�a j o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t he  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

C f,la j o r i  ty \'lh i te- -wh i  te s tudents  i n  t he  p re domi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  

rl !"!i n o r i ty v:h i  te-- \·:h i  tc s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  predor1 i n a n t l y h l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  



( x 2  = 67 . 3 , Q< . 00 1 ) .  M i n or i ty wh i te s  more o ften re s i ded  off  c ampu s ,  

wh i l e  the i r  b l a c k  coun terpa rts  u s u a l l y  res i ded  o n  c ampu s .  

There wa s a s i gn i f i c a nt  d i fference  amo n g  the fou r  g roup s  o n  

whether  they we re t ran sfer  studen t s , a s  revea l ed i n  Ta b l e 20 . These  

d i fferences  a l so ex i sted between  mi n o r i ty and  ma j or i ty studen t s , 

a s  s hown i n  Tab l e  2 1 . The se  data  appear  to  be c on s i stent  wi th the 

pre v i o u s  data  on  campu s re s i dence . M i nor i ty wh i te s  we re the g ro u p  

mos t  l i ke l y  t o  l i ve off-c ampu s a nd  we re a l s o  more often tran sfe r  

studen t s . M i n or i ty b l a c ks we re mo re apt  t o  be n o n - t ra n s fers  a n d  

l i ved o n - c ampu s .  

Sta t i s t i ca l l y  s i g n i f i c a nt  d i ffe re nces  we re fou n d  amo n g  the 

educa t i ona l atta i nments  of  the s tudents ' mo thers  i n  the  fou r gro u p  

a n d  the  two g r o u p  c h i  s q u a re a n a l ys e s  a s  s hown i n  Ta b l e s 22 a nd  

2 3 .  Compa r i s o n s  o f  t he  educa t i o n a l  a t ta i nments  o f  fa thers i n  Tab l e  

24 revea l ed that  there we re no  s i g n i f i cant  d i fferences  when m i n o r i ty 

and  ma j or i ty student  g ro u p s  were compa red . Howe ver , Ta b l e  25 s hows 

s i g n i f i c a nt  d i fferences  among  the fo u r  s ubgroups  ( x 2 = 2 4 . 4 ,  Q< . 0 1 ) .  

The s e  d a ta revea l ed that  wi t h i n the  four  s u bgroups  ma j o r i ty wh i te 

and  mi nor i ty b l a c k  fathers  tended to be the  mo s t  h i g h l y  educated . 

The ma jor i ty b l a c k  and  mi n or i ty wh i te grou ps  had  the l a rge s t  perc e n t  

of fathers  who d i d  not  c omp l e te h i g h  s c ho o l . 

As  dep i cted i n  Ta b l e 26 , there we re s ta t i s t i c a l l y  s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i fference s betwee n  t h e  reported i n c ome l e ve l s of  t h e  two mi n o r i ty 

and  ma j o r i ty g rou p s . C h i  s q u a re a n a l ys i s  of  the fo u r  s u bgro u p s  

9 2  

i n  Tab l e  27  a l so re vea l ed s i gn i f i c a nt  d i ffe rences  ( x 2  = 28 . 9 1 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) .  



9 3  

Tab l e  20 . C h i  Squ a re Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  a nd  Race 
o f  S tudents  by Tra n s fer  Status  

Tra n s fe r  Mi nor i ty Ma j o r i ty Ma jor i ty Mi no r i ty 
Student  B l  a c  ka B l a c kb Wh i teC Wh i ted x 2  

Yes  5 1 9  1 2  4 1  

No 43 7 1  7 4  2 4  59 . 1  < . 00 1  

Tota l 48 90 86 6 5  

a �li n o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
bMa j o r i ty b l a c k-- b l ac k  s tudents  i n  t h e  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

q1a j o r i  ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  
d i-1 i n o r i ty wh i te - - wh i te s tudents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

Ta b l e 2 1 .  C h i  Squ a re Tab l e  o f  Mi n o r i ty o r  Ma j o r i ty Status  by 
Tra n s fe r  Sta tus  

Tra n s fe r  Student  M i no r i tya Ma jor i tyb X 2 

Yes 46 3 1  

No  67 1 45 1 7 . 6 1 < .  0 0 1  

Tota l 1 1 3 1 7 6  

a Mi n o r i ty- - b l a c k  stu dents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty a nd  
wh i te students  i n  the predomi nan t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

bMa j o r i ty- -wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty a n d  
b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  un i ve rs i ty .  



Ta b l e  2 2 . C h i  Sq uare Tabl e o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Statu s a n d  Race o f  Students  by 
Mot hers ' Educat i o n  

Mi nor i ty Ma j o r i ty �la j o r i  ty M i nor i ty 
Mothers ' E d uca ti on  B l a c k a B l a c k b Wh i te e Wh i te d 

N o t  a h i g h s c ho o l  
g radu ate  4 1 1  8 9 

H i g h  s c h o o l  grad uate 1 3  1 9  18  27  

P o s t  h i g h  s c hoo l , 
s ome c o l l e ge o r  
voca t i o na l s c hoo l  1 1  30 37 1 9  

Fou r ye a r  degree 
or more 20 29 23 9 

To t a l  48 89 86 64  

a M i nor i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  

b Ma j o r i ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tude n t s  i n  t h e  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

CMa j or i ty wh i te--wh i te s tude n t s  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  
d Mi n o r i ty wh i te- -wh i te stude n t s  i n  t he predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty . 

x 2  

2 . 1 4  

Q 

< . 0 5 

1.0 
.j:::> 



Tab l e  23 . C h i  Square  Ta b l e o f  Mi n o r i ty and  Ma j o r i ty Statu s  by 
Mothers 1 E ducat i on 

Mothers 1 Educat i on  M i nor i ty a Majo r i ty b x 2 

Not a h i g h  s c ho o l  
grad uate 1 3  1 9  

H i g h  s c ho o l  grad u a te 40 37  

8 . 46 

Post  h i g h  s c ho o l , 
s ome c o  1 1  ege o r  
voc a t i o n a l  s c ho o l  30  67  

Fou r  yea r  de gree 
o r  more 29 52 

To ta l  1 1 2  1 7  5 

a
M i n o r i ty- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty and  

wh i te s t uden ts i n  the predomi n a n t l y b 1 ac  k u n i vers i ty .  

b 
t�aj o r i  ty- -wh i  te s tuden ts i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty a nd  

b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi nan t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

9 5  

< . 0 5 



Ta b l e  24 . C h i  Square Ta b l e  o f  M i no r i ty or  Ma j o r i ty Status  by 
Fa t he r s 1 Ed ucat i on 

Fathers 1 Educat i on  

Not a h i g h  s c hoo l 
grad uate 

H i g h  sc hoo l graduate 

Mi  nor i tya 

17  

3 1  

Ma j o r i tyb 

2 5  

27 

96 

7 . 1 2 > . 0 5 

Post  h i g h s c h o o l , 
s ome c o l l e ge o r  
voc a t i ona l s c h o o l  3 4  50 

Fou r  yea r  deg ree 
or more 29  63  

To t a l  1 1 1  1 6 5  

a Mi n o r i ty- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the p redomi nan t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty a n d  
wh i te s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l a c k u n i vers i ty .  

bMaj o r i ty- -wh i te s tudents  i n  the predomi nan t l y  whi te u n i vers i ty a nd  
b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi nant l y b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  



Ta b l e  2 5 . C h i  S quare Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Status  a n d  Race o f  Students  by 
Fa thers ' Educat i on 

Fathe r s ' Educat i on Mi n o r i ty Ma j o r i ty Ma j o r i ty Mi n o r i ty 
B l  a c  ka B l a c k b Wh i te C  Wh i ted 

-----------· 

N o t  a h i g h schoo l  
g radu ate  4 1 9  6 1 3  

H i g h s c ho o l  graduate 1 5  1 4  1 3  1 6  

P o s t  h i g h s c ho o l , 
s ome c o l l ege o r  
voc a t i o n a l  s c hoo l  1 2  22  28  22  

Fou r yea r  degree 
or more 1 7  2 4  3 9  1 2  

To t a l  48 7 9  8 6  6 3  
--

a M i n o r i ty b l ac k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  
bMa j o r i ty b l ac k- - b l a c k  students  i n  the  pre domi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty .  
c Ma j o r i ty wh i te - - wh i te students  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  
dMi n o r i ty wh i te- -wh i te students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

x 2  

2 4 . 4 

Q 

< .  0 1  

lO 
-....J 



Tab l e  26 . C h i  Square  T a b l e o f  M i nor i ty or  Ma j or i ty S t a tu s by 
Pare nt s ' I nc ome 

Paren t s ' I nc ome M i n o r i tya Ma j o r i tyb x 2  

$ 1 9 , 999  o r  l e s s  2 6  38 

$ 20 , 000-39 , 99 9  55  60  6 . 54 

$40 , 000  o r  more 30 68 

Tot a l  1 1 1  1 66 

98 

< . 0 5 

aMi n o r i ty- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty a n d  
wh i te s tude n t s  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty . 

bM . . t h .  a J o n  y- - w  1 te s tudents  i n  the predomi n a nt l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty a nd  
b l ac k s tudents  i n  t he p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  

Tab l e  27 . C h i  � u a re Tab l e  o f  M i n o r i ty/Major i ty S tatu s a n d  Race 
of  Students  by P a re n ts ' I n come 

M i nor i ty Maj o r i ty Ma jor i ty t�i n o r i ty 
Paren ts ' I nc ome B l a c ka B l a c kb Wh i te C  Wh i ted x 2  

$ 19 , 999  o r  l e s s  1 6  28 10 10 

$ 20 , 000- 39 , 99 9  18  33  27 37 28 . 9 1 . 00 1  

$ 40 , 000  o r  more 1 3  24  44  17  

Tota l 47 85 8 1  64  

a M i n o r i ty b l ac k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y  vJh i te u n i vers i ty .  
bM . ' t  a J O r l  y b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve r s i ty .  
c Ma j o r i ty wh i te - - wh i te s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y v1h i te u n i vers i ty .  
d w . 1 non ty whi te- - w h i te students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l ac k  u n i vers i ty .  



The se  a n a l yses  s h owed that  the ma j o r i ty wh i te a n d  m i nor i ty wh i te 

students  we re l i ke l y  to come from mi dd l e  o r  h i g h  i n come ( $40 , 000  

o r  more ) fami l i es , whereas  ma j o r i ty and  mi nor i ty b l a c k  s tu dents  

were l i ke l y  to  c ome from l ow ( $ 1 9 , 999  o r  l e s s ) o r  mi d d l e ( $ 20 , 000-

39 , 999 ) i n come fami l i es . 

99 

C h i  s qu a re a na l ys i s of the  h i g h s c hoo l grade po i n t a ve rages 

( GPA ) of  the fou r  s u bgroups  i s  reported i n  Ta b l e  28 ; fo r mi nor i ty 

ve r s u s  ma j o r i ty groups  i n  Tab l e  29 . S i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  we re 

fou nd  be tween the GPAs of mi nor i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty students  a n d  amo n g  

t h e  fou r  s u bgro u p s . M i nor i ty b l ac k  a n d  ma j o r i ty wh i te s tudents  

e n ro l l ed i n  the s ame p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty we re more l i ke l y  

to h ave h i gher  GPAs than  we re the i r  c o u n terpa rts  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  

b l ac k  u n i ve rs i ty .  

I n  con tra s t  to the re s u l ts fo r m i nor i ty/ma j o r i ty compa ri s o n s  

on h i g h  s c ho o l  GPA , Ta b l e  30  re ve a l ed  no  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  

between  the c o l l ege GPAs o f  m i nor i ty a n d  maj o r i ty s tu dents . Howe ve r ,  

a d i ffe rent  trend i n  the  data  s hown i n  Tab l e  3 1  wa s fo u n d  for t he 

fou r  s u bgroup s . C h i  s q u a re a n a l ys i s  o f  these  d a ta re ve a l ed that  

there we re s i gn i f i c a nt  d i fferences  ( x 2 = 29 . 50 ,  £_< . 00 1 ) i n  the fo u r  

s ubgroup s . These d i ffe rences  seem to  o c c u r  bec a u se mi n o ri ty wh i te 

and  ma j o r i ty wh i te s tudents  made h i g her  c o l l e ge GPAs t han  the i r  

b l a c k  c o u n te rpa rt s . 

Sta t i s t i c a l  a n a l ys e s  o f  the  ACT s co re s  of  s t udents  s how a 

s i m i l a r pa tte rn to c o l l ege grade po i n t a verage . Wh i l e  n o  d i fferences  

we re fo und  between  t he mi nor i ty a n d  ma jo r i ty grou p s  ( Ta b l e  3 2 ) , 



Ta b l e 28 . C h i  S q uare Ta b l e o f  Mi nor i ty/Ma j or i ty Statu s  a n d  Race 
o f  S tudents  by H i g h  S c ho o l GPA 

H i g h  S c ho o l Mi nor i ty Ma j o r i ty Ma j o r i ty M i n or i ty 
GPA B l a c ka B l a c kb Wh i tec Wh i ted x 2  

4 . 00- 3 . 50 29 20 39 23 

3 . 49 - 3 . 00 1 4  2 5  2 6  2 3  
3 3 . 3 3 

2 . 99- 2 . 00 5 44 18 1 9  

To ta l 48 89 83 6 5  

100 

< . 00 1  

a Mi  n o r i ty b l ac k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
bM . " t  a J O r l  y b l ac k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  
c Ma j o r i ty wh i te--wh i te s tudents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
dM "  • t  1 no n  y wh i te- - wh i te s tudents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b 1 ac  k u n i vers i ty .  

Ta b l e 29 . C h i  S q u a re Ta b l e  o f  M i nor i ty o r  Ma j o r i ty Statu s by 
H i g h  Sc hoo l GPA 

H i g h  Schoo l  GPA Mi n o r i tya Ma j o r i tyb x 2  

4 . 00- 3 : 50 52  59 

3 . 49 - 3 . 00 37  5 1  
7 . 56 < . 0 5 

2 . 99- 2 . 00 24 62 

To ta 1 1 1 3 1 7 2  

a Mi nor i ty- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  t he p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty and  
wh i te st udents  i n  the  p redom i na n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

bM . . t h .  a J O r l  y- -w  1 te s tudents  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty and  
b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  



1 0 1  

Ta b l e  30 . C h i  Squ a re Ta b l e o f  M i n o r i ty o r  Major i ty S ta t u s by 
C o l l ege  GPA 

C o l l ege  GPA M i  n o r i  tya �1a j o r i  tyb x z  

4 . 00- 3 . 50 1 5  9 

3 . 49- 3 . 00 24  4 5  
5 .  8 2  > . 0 5 

2 . 99- 2 . 00 6 4  98 

Tota l  1 0 3  1 52 

a
M i n o r i ty- - b l a c k  s t ude n t s  i n  the  p redom i n a n t l y w h i te u n i vers i ty and  

wh i te s tude n t s  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y b l ac k  u n i ve rs i ty .  

bMaj o r i ty- -wh i te s tudents  i n  the predom i n a nt l y  w h i te u n i vers i ty and  
b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ver s i ty .  

Ta b l e  3 1 . C h i  S q u a re Ta b l e  o f  M i no r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Statu s a nd  Race  
o f  Studen t s  by  C o l l ege  GPA 

Co l l e ge t�i n o r i  ty Maj o r i ty Maj o r i ty �1 i n o r i ty 
GPA B l a c ka B l a c kb Wh i teC  Wh i ted x 2  

4 . 00 - 3 . 50 2 3 6 1 3  

3 . 49- 3 . 00 5 20  2 5  1 9  
29 . 5  < . 00 1  

2 . 99- 2 . 00 3 9  5 6  4 2  25  

Tota l 46 7 9  7 3  57 

a r� i n o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tu d e n t s  i n  the predom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty .  
b r�aj o r i  ty b l a c k- - b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  p redom i n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ver s i ty .  
c Ma j o r i ty wh i te- -wh i te s tudents  i n  t he  predom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
dM i n o r i ty wh i te- - wh i te s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  



Ta b l e 3 2 .  t tes t  Resu l ts for Mi nor i ty/Ma j or i ty S t a t u s  by ACT S core 

Sta t u s  o f  Students  n Mean ACT t 

M i n or i tya 8 2  1 9 . 6  

1 0 2  

- 0 . 37 > . 05 

M . · t b a J O r l  y 1 40 1 9 . 8  

aMi nor i ty- - b l a c k  s tu de n ts i n  the predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ver s i ty and  
wh i te s tu de n t s  i n  the predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

bMaj o r i ty- - wh i te s t ude n t s  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y �vh i  t e  u n i ve r s i ty a nd  
b l a c k  s tu de n ts i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty .  



s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  ( F  = 29 . 17 ,  Q< . 00 1 )  we re found  among the  

fou r  s u bgroups  as  s hown i n  Tab l e  3 3 . The me an  ACT s co re s  of  the 

1 0 3  

fou r  groups  we re a s  fo l l ows : 1 9 . 4  ( m i nor i ty b l a c k s ) , 1 6 . 2 ( m a jor i ty 

b l ac ks ) ,  22 . 9  ( ma j or i ty wh i te s ) ,  1 9 . 7  ( mi nor i ty wh i te s ) .  Post  hoc  

te s t  res u l t s re vea l ed t hat  the  mea n  ACT  s core s  o f  the ma j or i ty wh i te s  

were s i gn i f i c an t l y  h i g her  t h a n  t h e  o ther  groups  a n d  ma j o r i ty b l a c k s  

reported sc o re s  t h a t  we re s i gn i f i c a n t l y  l ower .  As  s h own i n  Ta b l e 

1 0  ( page  8 5 ) many ACT s c ores were n o t  reported , p art i c u l a r l y  by 

mi nor i ty wh i te and  ma j o r i ty b l a c k  students . 

S tat i st i ca l  a n a l yses  of  severa l o f  the  demogra p h i c  v ar i a b l e s  

s howed d i fferences  among  t h e  fou r  samp l ed s u bgrou ps  but  not  between 

m i n or i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  student s .  Th i s f i nd i n g s u ggest s  t hat  

d i fferences  may e x i st  be tween  the demo g ra p h i c c h a racter i s t i c s  o f  

t h e  two rac i a l groups  ( b l a c k s  and  wh i te s )  samp l ed i n  th i s  study . 

I n  the tab l e s  t hat  fo l l ow ,  res u l ts  wi l l  be reported o n l y  on  the  

demog rap h i c  c h a ra c ter i s t i c s  where rac i a l  d i fferences  we re fou n d . 

S i g n i f i c a n t  d i fferen ces  we re fou n d  be tween  the  a ge , ma r i ta l 

sta t u s  a nd tra n s fe r  status  o f  samp l ed s tudents  by race . The re s u l t s 

a re reported i n  Ta b l e 3 4  (! = - 2 . 9 2 ,  p < . 0 1 )  for age , Ta b l e  3 5  

( x 2  = 20 . 3 6 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) f o r  ma r i ta l s t atu s  and  Ta b l e 3 5  ( x 2  = 1 0 . 68 ,  

Q< . O l )  for transfer  statu s .  These  d a ta s how that  wh i te s t u dents  

we re mo re l i ke l y  than  b l a c ks to be  o l de r ,  ma rri ed and  tra n s fer  

studen ts . C h i  s q u a re a na l ys i s  of  t he  c o l l ege re s i dence  o f  students  

s hown i n  Tab l e 36  reve a l ed  t hat  wh i te students  were a l so s i gn i f i c a n t l y  

mo re l i ke l y  than  b l ac k students  t o  l i ve off c ampu s .  



1 0 4  

Ta b l e 3 3 .  An a l ys i s  o f  V ar i a n ce o f  M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Statu s a n d  Race 
by ACT Score 

Sou rce  

Between  

Wi th i n  

Tot a l  

d f  

3 

2 18  

2 2 1  

S u m  o f  Sq u a res  

1 5 6 3 . 187  

389 3 . 498 

5456 . 68 5  

Tab l e  3 4 .  t t e s t  Tab l e o f  Race o f  S t uden ts  by Age 

Ra ce n Mea n  

B l ac k 1 37 2 1 . 9  

F 

29 . 1 7  

t 

- 2 . 92 

Wh i te 1 50 22 . 6  

< . 00 1  

< .  0 1  



Tab l e  3 5 .  C h i  S qu a re Ta b l e  of  Race of Studen t s  by Ma r i ta l Sta t u s  
a n d  Tra n s fer  Statu s  

Ma r i ta l  S ta tu s /  Race 
Tra n s fe r  S tatu s  B l ac k  Wh i te 2 

Ma r i ta l  S tatu s 

S i n g l e  1 32 1 0 9  

�1arr i  ed 4 30 20 . 36 

Tota l 1 36 1 3 9 

Tra n s fer Student  

Yes  24  53  

No 1 1 4 98 1 0 . 68 

Tota l 1 38 1 5 1  

1 0 5  

< . 00 1  

< . 0 1 

Ta b l e 3 6 .  C h i  S q uare  Ta b l e o f  Race  o f  Students  by Co l l ege Re s i dence  

Co l l ege  Race 
Re s i dence  B l ac k  Wh i te x 2  

On - c amp u s  86 49 

Off-campu s  5 1  1 0 1  24 . 86  < . 00 1  

Tota l 1 37 1 50 



Wh i l e  no  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  we re found  i n  the  h i g h  sc hoo l  

GPAs o f  b l a c k s a nd  wh i tes , s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  we re found  i n  

the ACT s cores  a n d  c o l l ege GPA ' s  a s  s hown i n  Ta b l e 37 (! = 7 . 1 7 ,  

Q < . 00 1 )  a nd  Ta b l e 38 ( x 2 = 1 8 . 1 5 ,  Q< . OO l ) .  The s e  ana l ys e s  s h ow 

that  b l a c ks we re mo re l i ke l y  to h a ve l owe r ACT s core s  a n d  c o l l ege 

GPAs t ha n  t he i r  wh i te counterparts . 

1 0 6  

N o  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  were found  i n  t h e  educa t i o n a l  

a tta i nments  o f  s u bjects ' p arents  b y  race . I n  c on t ra s t  to  the f i nd i n g s  

o n  educa t i o n a l  atta i nments , Ta b l e 3 9  s hows t h a t  s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  

we re found  between t he p arenta l i n c omes of  b l a c k  a nd  wh i te students  

( x 2 = 1 5 . 7 7 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) .  Wh i l e no  d i fferences  we re fou n d  i n  the 

educat i on a l  atta i nments  of the re spondents ' p aren t s , wh i te students  

we re more l i ke l y  to  come from h i g h e r- i ncome fami l i e s .  I n  th i s  s tu dy , 

these  data  s u ggest  that  the educ a t i o n a l  atta i nments  a n d  i n come s 

o f  pa rents  opera te d i fferen t l y  for b l a c k s a n d  wh i te .  B l a c k  p arents ' 

educat i ona l a c h i e vemen ts we re sta t i s t i c a l l y  n o  d i ffe rent from wh i te s . 

B l a c k s , howe ve r ,  we re fo und  to h a ve s i gn i f i c a n t l y l owe r a nnua l i n c omes . 

The re s u l ts  of  the c h i  s q uare a n a l yses  on  the d emog ra p h i c 

var i a b l e s  sugge s t  that  i nd i v i d u a l  c h a ra c te r i s t i c s  s u c h  a s  educat i on , 

pa ren ta l i n come o r  a ge may be opera t i ng  on the dependent  v a r i a b l e s . 

A fac to r  an a l ys i s o f  the demo g ra p h i c  var i a b l e s  wa s condu c ted to 

determi ne i f  a ny of these  i n d i v i d u a l  c h a racter i s t i c s  operated toge ther  

i n  any con s i s tent  ma nne r .  A t h ree-fa c to r  s o l u t i on wa s computed . 

The s e  t h ree fa c to r s  we re determi ned  by factor  l oad i n g s  on  the va ri ma x  

rotated fa c to r  ma tr i x for ea c h  o f  the demogra ph i c  c h a ra c te r i s t i c s  



Tab l e  37 . t test  Ta b l e o f  Race of  S tudents  by ACT Score 

Race 

B l a c k  

Wh i te 

n 

1 0 6  

1 1 6 

ACT Score 
Mean 

17 . 5 

2 1 . 8  

t 

- 7 . 1 7  

Ta b l e 38 . C h i  S qu a re Tab l e o f  Race o f  Studen ts  b y  C o l l ege GPA 

Race 
Co l l ege GPA B l a c k  Wh i te x 2  

4 . 00- 3 . 50 5 1 9  

3 . 49- 3 . 00 25  44 18 . 1 5 

2 . 99 - 2 : 00 95  67  

Tota l 1 2 5  1 30 

107  

Q 

< .  0 0 1  

Q 

< .  0 0 1  
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Ta b l e 39 . C h i  S q uare Ta b l e of Race of Stude n t s  by P a ren t s ' I n come 

Race 
P a ren t s ' I n c ome B l a c k  Wh i te ? 

x �  

$ 1 9 , 999  o r  l es s  4 4  20 

$20 , 000-39 , 9 99 5 1  6 4  1 5 . 7 7 < . 00 1  

$40 , 00 0  o r  more 3 7  6 1  

Tota l 1 32 1 4 5  
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pre s e n ted i n  Ta b l e 40 . Va r i a b l e s  wi t h  factor  l oa d i ng s  o f  . 40 or  

g rea te r were i nc l uded  i n  eac h i nd i v i d u a l  fa c to r . The f i r s t  fac tor  

wh i c h  wa s l a b e l ed s oc i oeconom i c s ta tu s con s i s ted o f  t hree demogra p h i c  

va r i a b l e s - - fathers ' edu c a t i on , mother s '  edu c a t i on  a n d  pa renta l i n c ome . 

The second  fa c to r  l a be l ed age  co n s i sted  o f  the  demogra p h i c  va r i a b l e s  

ma r i ta l  statu s , a g e  a n d  tra n s fe r  s ta t u s . The t h i rd fac to r ,  the  

a b i l i ty factor , co n s i s ted o f  h i g h s c h o o l  GPA , c o l l ege GPA  a n d  the 

ACT s core s  o f  students . 

Sta t i s t i c a l  a n a l yse s were perfo rmed on  1 1  d i fferent  demo g ra p h i c 

v a r i a b l es  i n  the present  study . Ana l y ses  o f  these  va r i a b l e s  we re 

made u s i ng t hree types of c ompa r i s on s : be tween the  two m i n o r i ty 

a nd  ma j o r i ty gro u p s , between  t he two rac i a l  g roups  ( b l a c ks a nd  wh i te s ) 

a nd  amo n g  the fou r  student  g ro u p s  ( m i n o r i ty b l ac ks , m i n o r i ty wh i te s , 

ma j o r i ty b l a c ks , ma j o r i ty wh i tes ) .  Tab l e  4 1  s umma r i z e s  the  f i n d i n g s  

for e ac h  o f  the  s t at i s t i ca l a n a l yses  performed o n  the  dependen t  

v a r i a b l e s . 

Ana l ys i s of  Va r i a nce a n d  Cova r i ance  Re su l t s 

for the  Study Hypothe s e s  

I n  t h i s sec t i on resu l ts o f  t h e  hypotheses  s ta ted i n  C hapte r  

I a re p resented . Ana l ys i s o f  v ar i a n c e  resu l t s a re repo rted t o  

dete rm i ne  whether m i n o r i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s t u d e n t  s ta t u s  by t h e  u n i ve r s i ty 

a ttended ( p redom i n a n t l y b l a c k  or p redomi n a n t l y wh i te )  seems to a ffec t  

s core s  on  t h e  dependen t v a r i a b l e s . T o  con tro l for t h e  e ffects  o f  

t h e  demog rap h i c  va r i ab l e s  de s c r i bed i n  the p reced i n g sect i on , 



1 1 0  

Ta b l e 40 . S umma ry o f  Re s u l ts o f  a Factor  A na l ys i s o f  the  Demo g ra p h i c 
C ha racter i st i c s 

Demog ra ph i c  Va r i ma x  Rota ted Fa ctor  Load i ng s  
C ha ra c ter i s t i c  Fa ctor  I Factor  I I  Factor  I I I 

Fa t hers ' Edu c a t i o n . 84 - . 09 - . 08 

Mothers ' Educ a t i on  . 80 - . 1 2 - . 02 

Parents '  I nc ome . 7 . 0 3 - . 09 

Age - . 1 9 . 86 - . 0 1 

Ma r i ta  1 Statu s - . 0 4 . 80 - . 0 3 

Tra n s fe r  Statu s - . 06 - . 57 - . 0 3 

H i gh  Schoo l  GPA . 02 . 1 0 . 82 

Co 1 l  ege GPA - . 0 3 - . 1 6 . 6 1 

ACT Score . 23 . 02 - . 67 



1 1 1  

Ta b l e  41 . S umma ry of  t h e  Sta t i s t i c a l  A n a l y s e s  for t h e  Demo g r ap h i c  Va r i a b l e s  

Demogra ph i c  S t a t i s t i c a l  R e s u l t s  o f  S i gn i f i c a n c e  

Sex X 2 M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i tb
a 

No s i g n i f i ca n t  d i ffe ren c e  > . 0 5 

Ma l e  o r  X z Mi n/Maj  a n d  R a c e  No s i g n i f i ca n t  d i ffe r e n c e  > . 0 5 

Fema l e  X 2 Race No s i gn i fi c a n t  d i ffe rence > . 0 5  

Age t t e s t  Mi n o r i ty/ Ma j o r i ty Mi n o r i ty > Maj o r i ty < . 00 1  

V a r i ou s  a g e s  A N  OVA Mi n /Ma j a n d  Race M i n o r i ty wh i te s  > a l l < . 00 1  

o t h e r  g r o u p s  

t t e s t  R a c e  Wh i te s  > B l a c k s  < . 0 1  

Mar i ta 1 S t a t u s  X z Mi n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Mi n o r i t y  more often < . 00 1  

ma r r i e d  

S i n g l e  o r  X 2 M i n / Maj  a n d  Race Mi n o r i ty wh i t e s  more < . 00 1  

o f t e n  ma r r i e d 

M a r r i ed X 2 R a c e  Wh i te s  mo re o f t e n  . 0 0 1  

ma r r i e d  

Col l e ge X z M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty No s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fference > . 0 5 

Re s i d e n c e  

On - ca m p u s  o r  X z Mi n/Maj a n d  R a c e  Mi n o r i ty b l a c k s  mo re o f ten < . 0 0 1  

Off- c a mp u s  on ; m i n o r i ty w h i te s mo re 

often o f f- c ampus  

X 2 R a c e  W h i t e s  mo re o f t e n  o ff-

c a m p u s  < . 00 1  

T ra n s fe r  X 2 M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty M i no r i t y mo re o f t e n  

S t a t u s  t r a n s f e r  < . 0 0 1  

T ra n s fe r  o r  X 2 Mi n/�1aj  a n d  Race M i n o r i ty wh i te s  mo re o ften 

Non- t r a n s f e r  t r a n s fe r  < . 0 0 1  

X z Race Wh i te s  more o f t e n  t r a n s fe r  < . 00 1  

Mo t h e rs ' Educ . X 2 Mi n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty Ma j o r i ty mo re o ften < . 0 5  

c o l l e ge g ra d u a te 

Fou r c a t e g o r i e s X 2 Mi n/Maj a n d  Race �a j o r i ty b l a c k s  more < .  0 5 
o f  a t t a i nment often c o l l e g e  g ra d u a te < . 0 5  

X 2 R a c e  No s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fference < . 0 5 

F a t h e r s ' E d u c . X 2 M i n o r i ty/Ma jo r i ty No s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fference < . 0 5  

Four c a te to r i e s  X z Mi n / M a j  and Race Maj o r i ty wh i te s  m o re < . 0  1 

o f  a t t a i nme n t  o ft e n  c o l l e g e  g ra d u a t e s  

X 2 Ra ce No  s i gn i fi c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  > . 0 5 



1 1 2  

Ta b l e 4 1  ( c o n t i n ued ) 

Demo g ra p h i c S ta t i s t i c a l  Resu l t s o f  S i g n i f i c a n c e  
V a r i a b l e P ro c e d u re Compa r i s o n  Compa r i s o n  Level  

P a re n t s ' 
I n c ome x 2 
Three i n c ome x 2 
c a tego r i e s  

H i g h Sc h o o l  
GPA 
Th ree g ra d e  
c a tego r i e s  

C o l l e g e  GPA 
Th ree g rad e 
c a tego r i e s  

ACT S c o re 
Va r i o u s  l e ve l s  

X 2 

X 2 

X 2 

t t e s t  

A N  OVA 

t t e s t  

M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty No s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fference < . 0 5 

M i n /M a j  a n d  Race  Ma j o r i ty wh i t e s  more 
o ften h i g h e r  i n c ome < . 0 0 1  

Race W h i t e s  mo re often h i g h e r  
i n c ome 

M i n o r i ty/Ma jo r i ty M i no r i ty mo re o ften h i g h 
h i g h GPA 

M i n / M a j  a n d  Race  M i n o r i ty b l a c k s mo re 
o ft e n  h i g h GPA 
Majo r i ty b l a c k s mo re 
o f t e n  1 ow GPA 

Race  

M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty 
M i n / Ma j  a n d  R a c e  

Race  

M i n o r i ty/Ma j o r i ty 
M i n/Maj  a n d  Race 

Race 

N o  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f fe rence 

N o  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i f fe rence 
M i no ri ty and  ma j o r i ty 
wh i t e s  mo re often  h i g h G PA 
Wh i t e s  mo re o ften h i g h GPA 

N o  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  
Ma j o r i ty w h i t e s  > o t h e r  
g ro u p s  
Majo r i ty b l a c k s > o t h e r  
g ro u p s  
Wh i te s  > b l a c k s 

< .  0 0 1  

< . 0 5 

< .  0 0 1  

> .  0 5  

> . 0 5 

< .  0 0 1  

< . 0 0 1  

> . 0 5 

< .  0 0 1  

< . 0 0 1  

a
M i n o r i ty - - b l a c k  s tu d e n t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i v e rs i ty a n d  wh i te s t u d e n t s  

i n  t h e  p redomi n an t l y  b l a c k  u n i ve r s i t y .  
Ma j o r i ty- - w h i te s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  w h i te u n i v e r s i ty a n d  b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  

i n  t h e  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v e r s i t y .  

b 
M i n o r i ty b l a c k - - b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  p r e d om i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty .  
�1a j o r i  ty b l a c k - - b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  
Ma j o r i ty w h i t e - - wh i te s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty .  
Mi n o r i ty wh i te- -wh i te s t u d e n t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v e r s i t y .  
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wh i c h we re found  to be s i gn i f i ca n t l y  d i fferent  between the  su bgrou p s , 

an  ana l ys i s  o f  c o va r i a n ce wa s a l so performed . Age , a b i l i ty a n d  

soc i oeconomi c s t atu s  we re the  t hree fa c tors  i n c l uded a s  c o va r i a te s . 

Hypothe s i s  1 :  M i n or i ty Students  Wi l l  Report  More  Fee l i ngs  of 

Depre s s i on than  Major i ty Stude n t s  

T h e  res u l ts presented i n  Ta b l e 4 2  demo n strate t h a t  t he re we re 

no  s t a t i s t i ca l l y  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  ( F  = . 667 , R> . 0 5 )  amo n g  

the mi nor i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty s tuden t s  e n ro l l ed i n  the  two samp l ed 

u n i vers i t i e s  o n  the  va r i a b l e dep res s i o n .  The resu l ts from the ANC OVA 

( F  = 1 . 09 ,  R> . 0 5 ) , wh i c h c ontro l l ed for  the demo g ra p h i c  v a r i a b l es , 

we re c on s i stent  wi t h  the  AN OVA . The mean s c o re s  o f  the fo u r  s tudent  

g ro u p s  were as  fo l l ows : 50 . 2  ( m i nor i ty b l a c ks ) ,  48 . 7  ( ma j o r i ty 

b l a c ks ) ,  49 . 2  ( ma j o r i ty wh i te s ) ,  49 . 5  ( m i nor i ty wh i tes ) .  

The se  re s u l ts  do  not  s u pport  the  hypo the s i s  t h a t  pred i c t s  that  

mi nor i ty students  wi l l  report  more  fee l i n g s  o f  depre s s i on than  

ma j o r i ty s tudents . I n  contra s t , t hese  re s u l ts s u ggest  t h a t  m i n o r i ty 

o r  ma j o r i ty s tatus  wi t h i n a u n i ve r s i ty had re l a t i ve l y  l i tt l e e ffect  

on the  emot i o n a l  o r  mood  s ta te o f  the  samp l e s u bject s . Furthermo re , 

none o f  the  fou r  g roups  o f  students  s c o red  i n  the  depre s sed range  

on the i n s t rument  u sed to mea s u re depre s s i on ( Lo r r  & McN a i r ,  1 982 ) . 

I n s tead , the re s u l ts for a l l fo u r  gro u p s  were po s i t i ve ,  wh i c h 

s uggests  t hat  the mi nor i ty studen ts  who attended the  p redomi n a n t l y 

b l a c k  and  predomi nan t l y wh i te u n i ver s i t i e s  a n d  t he i r ma j o r i ty 

cou n terparts  we re very s i m i l a r to e a c h  other  on  t h i s de pendent  

v a r i a b l e .  



Ta b l e  42 . Ana l ys i s  of  Va r i a n ce a nd  Covar i a n c e  Re s u l ts for 
Depre s s i o n  

Sou rce df S um o f  Squares  F 
-

i�i thoJt  Cova r i a te s  

M i n /Maj a 1 5 3 . 1 60 . 48 
U n i vers i ty 1 24 . 540 . 22 
Mi n/Maj by U n i vers i ty 1 0 . 667  . 60 

Wi th  C o va r i a tes ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconom i c Statu s , Age ) 

�1 i n /Ma j 1 1 0 7 . 07 4  0 . 97 
Un i vers i ty 1 2 2 3 . 90 1  2 . 0 4 
Mi n/Ma j  by U n i vers i ty 1 1 20 . 388 1 .  0 9  

1 1 4  

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
> . 0 5  

a
M i n - - M i no r i ty :  B l a c k  s tudent s  i n  t h e  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 

a nd  wh i te s t ude n t s  i n  t he predom i na n t l y  b l ac k  
u n i ve r s i ty .  

Maj - - Ma j o r i ty : Wh i te s tudents  i n  t h e  predomi nan t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
a nd b l a c k  stude n t s  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  
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Hypo t he s i s 2a : M i n o ri ty Students  wi l l  Repo rt  Mo re Fee l i ngs  o f  S oc i a l 

I so l a t i on  than  Maj or i ty Stude n t s  

Soc i a l  i so l a t i on  wa s me a s u red i n  the  fo l l owi ng  ways : i n  soc i ety 

and i n  the  un i ve rs i ty .  An a l ys i s o f  v a r i ance  a n d  cova r i a nce  re s u l ts  

appe a r  i n  Ta b l e 43  for the  dependent  var i a b l e soc i a l  i so l a t i on  i n  

soc i ety . These  ANOVA a n d  ANCOVA re s u l t s  s howed that  t here we re 

no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i fferences  between t he  mi nor i ty and  ma j or i ty s tudents  

i n  t h i s var i a b l e .  T here  were a l s o  n o  d i ffe rences  among the  re s pon se s  

o f  s tudents  enro l l ed i n  the  predomi n a n t l y  b l ac k and  the  p redom i n a n t l y 

wh i te u n i vers i ty .  Howe ve r , a s  the AN OVA (£ = 1 7 . 1 3 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) a nd  

ANCOVA (£ = 4 . 7 4 ,  Q. < . 0 5 )  re s u l ts  s howed , when c ompa r i son s we re 

made among the fou r  su bgrou p s  i n  the m i nor i ty/ma jor i ty by u n i vers i ty 

ana l ys i s ,  t here were s i gn i f i cant  d i ffe rence s .  

The d i fferen ces  i n  the  v ar i a n ce o f  the sc ores  o f  s tudents  on 

t h i s dependent v ar i a b l e do  not  s uppo r t  the hypo the s i s .  I n s tead , 

post  hoc  te s t  re s u l ts  ba sed  on  the  SAS , Genera l  L i near  Mode l  ( GLM ) 

procedu re ( Freund  & L i tte l l ,  1 9 8 1 ) ,  s u ggest  t hat  m i nor i ty o r  maj or i ty 

s ta t u s  i s  not  s u ff i c i en t  to a ccount  for  the d i ffe rences  t h a t  we re 

found . The post  hoc  re s u l ts on  the  f o u r  groups  wi th  t he c o va r i a te s  

( S E S , Age , A b i l i ty )  contro l l ed revea l ed that  t h e  wh i te ma j o r i ty 

s tudents  ( Mean  = 1 8 . 3 )  s c o red  s i g n i f i c a n t l y h i g he r  t h a n  the mi nor i ty 

b l a c ks ( f·le an  = l 5 . B ) , ma j o r : ty b l a c k s  ( f·ie a n  = 1 6 . 3 )  b u t  not  1 n i n or i ty 

wh i te s tudents  ( Mean = 1 7 . 1 ) .  Wh i te m i nor i ty s tudents  ( Mean = 1 7 . 1 ) 

we re not  s i gn i f i c a n t l y  d i ffe ren t t han  m i n o r i ty b l a c ks ( Mean  = 1 5 . 8 )  

o r  ma j or i ty b l a c k s  ( Mean  = 1 6 . 3 ) .  Be c a u s e  h i g h  s cores  o n  t h i s va r i a b l e  

we re a n  i nd i ca t i on  o f  a h i g he r  degree  o f  s oc i a l  i so l a t i on , these  



Ta b l e 4 3 . Ana l ys i s of  Va r i a n ce and  Co var i a n ce Re s u l ts  for 
Soc i a l  I s o l a t i on i n  Soc i e ty 

Sou rce df Sum of  Squ a re s  F -

Wi t llO U t  Covar i ates  

M i  n/ t·1a j a 1 5 . 8 3 1  0 . 26 
U n i vers i ty 1 56 . 343  2 . 5 3 
i•i i n /i·iaj by U n i vers i ty 1 38 1 . 399 1 7 . 1 3  

Wi t h  Co va r i  a te s  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconom i c Status , Age ) 

Mi n/Maj 1 3 5 . 636  1 .  47 
U n i vers i ty 1 36 . 3 34  1 .  5 5  
Mi  n /�1a j  by U n i ver s i ty 1 1 1 1 .  243  4 . 7 4 

1 1 6 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
< . 00 1  

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
< . 0 5 

a M i n - -M i nor i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  the  p redom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ver s i ty 
and  wh i te studen ts  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  

Ma j - -Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i te studen ts  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
and  b l a c k  students  i n  the p redomi na n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  



re s u l ts s howed that  wh i te students  e n ro l l ed i n  the p redom i n a nt l y  

wh i te u n i vers i ty fe l t  more soc i a l l y  i so l a ted t h an  the two b l a c k  

s tudent  groups  a n d  the wh i te m i n o r i ty students  i n  th i s  study . 

The re s u l ts for soc i a l  i so l a t i on  i n  the u n i ve rs i ty a re s hown 

1 1 7 

i n  Tab l e  4 4 .  A s  these  data  s how , t here we re n o  s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i fferences  be tween  m i nor i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty s tudents  o r  be tween students  

i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  a nd  predom i n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i t i e s . 

The ANOVA (£ = 0 . 7 3 ,  Q> . 0 5 )  a nd  ANCOVA (£ = 0 . 1 2 ,  Q> . 0 5 )  re su l ts 

a l so re vea l ed n o  s i g n i f i c a nt  d i ffere n c e s  when compar i s o n s  we re made 

amon g  t he fou r  s tudent  g ro u p s  i n  t he m i nor i ty/ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  by 

un i ve rs i ty a na l y s i s .  C on s i s te n t  wi t h  the p re v i o u s  re s u l ts ,  these  

fi n d i ng s  d o  not  s u pport the hypothe s i s .  I n s tead , m i n o r i ty students  

we re found  to be  no  d i ffere n t  from ma j o r i ty s tudents  on the mea s u re 

fo r s oc i a l  i so l a t i o n i n  the u n i ve rs i ty .  

Hypo t he s i s 2b : M i n o r i ty Stude n t s  Wi l l  Report More Fee l i ngs  of  

A l i e n a t i on  than  Major i ty Students  

A l i e n a t i o n , l i ke s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n , wa s me a s u red i n  two ways : 

i n  s o c i ety a nd  i n  the u n i ve rs i ty .  The re s u l ts for  a l i en a t i on  i n  

soc i ety a re s hown i n  Tab l e 45 . An a l ys i s  o f  va r i a nce re s u l ts s howed 

that t here we re s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fference s  on t h i s v ar i a b l e between  

the m i nor i ty and  major i ty group  s tudents  and  be tween s tudents  who  

a ttended the p redomi nant l y  b l a c k  u n i ve rs i ty a nd  those who a ttended 

the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty .  The AN OVA (£ = 1 5 . 7 2 ,  Q< . 00 1 ) 

a l s o  re vea l ed s i gn i f i c ant  d i fferences  when compa r i s o n s  we re ma de 

amon g  the fou r  student  groups  i n  the m i n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty by u n i vers i ty 



Ta b l e  4 4 .  Ana l ys i s  of  Var i a nce a nd  C o var i a nce  Re s u l ts for 
Soc i a l  I s o l a t i on  i n  the U n i vers i ty 

Source  d f  S um  of  Squa res F -

Wi thout  C o v a r i ates  

Mi  n /�la j a 1 2 2 . 506 1 .  60  
Un i vers i ty 1 5 . 599 0 . 39 
M i n /Ma j by Un i vers i ty 1 1 .  0 39  0 .  7 3  

Wi t h  C o var i a te s  ( A b i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconom i c Statu s , Age ) 

M i n /Maj 1 9 . 488 0 . 66 
Un i vers i ty 1 4 . 268 0 . 30 
Mi n /Ma j by Un i vers i ty 1 3 . 1 4 3  0 . 22 

1 1 8 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 

aM i n - -Mi nor i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 
a nd  wh i te stude n ts i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  

Ma j - - Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i te s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ver s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  
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Tab l e  4 5 .  Ana l ys i s of  Va r i ance  a nd  Covar i a n ce Re s u l t s  for 
A l i en a t i o n  i n  Soc i e ty 

Sou rce d f  S u m  o f  Squ a re s  F 

Wi thout  Covar i ates  

f�i n /Ma ja 1 5 1 9 . 48 6  4 . 54 < . 0 5 
U n i vers i ty 1 537 . 3 1 9  4 . 70 < . 0 5 
M i n /Maj  by U n i ver s i ty 1 1 796 . 9 2 5  1 5 . 7 2 < .  0 0 1  

Wi t h  Covar i ates  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconomi c Statu s , Age ) 

Mi n / Ma j  1 49 . 896  0 . 40 > . 0 5 
U n i ve r s i ty 1 .  33 4 . 3 2 5  2 .  7 1  > . 0 5 
M i n/Ma j by Un i ve r s i ty 1 769 . 07 2  6 . 24 < . 0 5 

a M .  M .  " t  1 n - - 1 n o n  y :  

Na j - - �1a j o r i  ty : 

B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te 
u n i ver s i ty and  wh i te s tude n t s  i n  the predomi n a n t l y 
b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  

Wh i te students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te 
u n i ve rs i ty a nd  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y 
b l a c k  u n i vers i ty .  
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ana l ys i s .  Howe ve r , when the  demogra p h i c  fa ctors we re contro l l ed 

fo r i n  the ANCOVA , these  re s u l ts s h owed that  there we re no  s i gn i f i ca n t  

d i fferen ces  be tween  mi n o r i ty and  ma j o r i ty s tudents  o r  between s tudents  

a ttend i n g the two un i ve rs i t i e s , s u g ge s t i n g  that  d i fferences  found  

i n  the AN OVA we re heav i l y  i n f l uenced by t he  c o va r i ates . 

Con s i stent  wi t h  the  AN OVA re s u l t s ,  s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  

(£ = 6 . 24 ,  Q< . 0 5 )  we re found  when the four- group  c ompa r i son  wa s 

made i n  the  m i n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty by u n i vers i ty a na l ys i s .  Po s t  hoc  

te s t  res u l ts based o n  the  SAS , G LM procedu re ( Freund & L i tte l l ,  

1 98 1 ) o f  the  fou r g rou p s  of  s tudents  wi th  cova r i a te s  ( S E S , Age , 

Ab i l i ty )  contro l l ed re vea l ed t hat  ma j o r i ty b l a c ks ( Mean  = 44 . 5 ) 

had  s i gn i f i can t l y  l ower s c ores than  t he ma j o r i ty ( Mean  = 5 1 . 2 ) a nd  

m i n o r i ty wh i te ( Mean  = 5 1 . 2 ) groups , b ut  t hey we re not  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

d i ffe ren t  from t he i r  b l ac k  m i nor i ty ( Mean  = 48 . 0 )  c o unterpa rts . 

I n  contra s t  to  t he  hypo thes i s ,  these  re s u l t s i n d i c a te t h a t  mi n o r i ty 

o r  ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  a l one  i s  not  e noug h  to exp l a i n  the  d i ffe rences  

found  between g ro u p s  but  s u ggest  t hat  r ace  may be the  more i mporta n t  

med i a t i n g  fa c to r  s i nce b l a c k  s tudents  enro l l ed i n  t h e  p redomi nan t l y  

b l a c k  u n i vers i ty were the l e a s t  a l i en a ted group  ( Mean = 4 4 . 5 )  but  

t he i r wh i te ma j o r i ty counterpa rts ( Me a n  = 5 1 . 2 ) fe l t  the mo s t  h i g h l y  

a l i en a ted . 

The re s u l ts for a l i en a t i on  i n  t he  u n i vers i ty a re s hown i n  Ta b l e 

46 . These  re s u l ts a re s i m i l a r to the re su l t s for soc i a l  i s o l a t i on 

i n  the  u n i vers i ty .  No s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  we re found  be tween 

the  v ar i ances  o f  the  g roup s  i n  the AN OVA (£ = 1 . 0 4 , Q> . 0 5 )  or  ANC OVA 

(£ = 1 . 0 4 , Q> . 0 5 )  o r  ANC OVA (£ = 0 . 9 9 ,  Q> . 0 5 )  on  th i s  depende n t  
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Ta b l e 46 . Ana l ys i s  o f  V ar i a nce  a n d  Cova r i a n ce Re s u l t s for  
A l i en a t i on  i n  t he  U n i ve rs i ty 

S o u rce d f  S um  o f  Squares  F 

Wi t ho u t Cova r i ate s  

M i n /Ma ja 1 4 1 5 . 7 46 2 . 52 > . 0 5 
U n i ve rs i ty 1 29 1 . 909  1 . 7 7 > . 0 5 
M i n/Maj by U n i ver s i ty 1 1 7 2 . 3 2 1  1 .  0 4  > . 0 5 

Wi th  Cova  r i a tes ( Ab i  1 i ty ,  Soc i oec o n om i c Stat u s , Age) 

M i n/Ma j  1 1 53 . 3 3 5  0 . 9 1 > . 0 5 
U n i ver s i ty 1 485 . 66 6  2 . 90 > . 05 
Mi n /Maj by U n i ve r s i ty 1 1 .  6 5 6  0 . 9 9 > . 0 5 

a
M .  M .  . t 1 n - - 1 no n  y :  

Ma j - -�1a j or i  ty : 

B l a c k  stude n t s  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 
a nd  wh i te stude n t s  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i ve r s i ty .  

Wh i te stude n t s  i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 
a nd  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b l ac k  
u n i ve rs i ty .  
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var i a b l e .  The se  re s u l t s do  not  su pport t h e  hypothe s i s .  

Hypo t he s i s 3 :  M i n o r i ty Students  Wi l l  Repo rt  Mo re Po s i t i ve Att i tudes  

Towa rd I n tegra t i on  a nd  Ra c i a l  Equa l i ty than  Maj o r i ty Students  

Ana l ys i s o f  v ar i ance  a nd  covar i a n ce re su l t s for  s tuden ts ' a t t i tudes  

towa rd i n tegra t i on a re s hown i n  Tab l e  47 . These  re s u l t s s h ow t h a t  

there we re s i gn i f i c a nt  d i fferences  on  t h i s  v a r i a b l e between  mi n o r i ty 

and  ma jor i ty students  but  not  between  students  i n  the  two types  

o f  u n i vers i t i e s .  When  t he fou r  s tudent  gro u p s  we re c ompa red i n  

the mi nor i ty/ma j or i ty status  by u n i ve rs i ty a na l ys i s ,  s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i fferences  we re a l so fou n d  i n  b o t h  the  AN OVA ( £  = 1 2 . 23 ,  R< . 00 1 ) 

a nd  ANCOVA (£ = 7 . 8 3 ,  R< . 0 1 ) .  Post  h o c  test  re s u l ts ba sed  on the  

SAS , GLM procedure ( Freu nd & L i tte l l ,  198 1 )  revea l ed that  the m i nor i ty 

b l a c ks ( Mean = 20 . 1 ) a nd  ma jor i ty b l a c ks ( Me a n = 23 . 1 )  had  a tt i tudes  

towa rd i n tegra t i on s core s  t hat  we re s i gn i f i c a n t l y more  po s i t i ve 

than  mi nor i ty wh i te students  ( Me a n  = 1 5 . 5 ) .  Ma jor i ty b l a c ks ( Mean  

= 2 3 . 1 )  a l so had  a t t i tude  s c ore s that  we re s i gn i f i c a n t l y  more p o s i t i ve 

than  wh i te ma jor i ty students  ( Me a n  = 1 9 . 6 ) .  These  re s u l ts do  not  

s u pport the  hypothe s i s  b ut  rather  s u g g e s t  that  race  may be  the 

i mpo rta n t  med i a t i n g  fa ctor  s i nce  b l a c k  m i n o r i ty and  b l a c k  ma j o r i ty 

s tudents  had mo re po s i t i ve att i tudes  towa rd i n te g ra t i on  than  the i r  

wh i te cou nterpa rts . 

Hypo t he s i s 4 :  M i n or i ty Studen ts Wi l l  Repo rt More Be ha v i ora l 

I n te ract i on wi th Students  of  a Ra ce D i ffe ren t  from The i r  Own 

Ana l ys i s of  v ar i ance  a nd  cova r i a n c e  re s u l ts fo r beha v i ora l 

i n te ra c t i on wi t h  a d i fferent  race  a re s hown i n  Ta b l e  48 . These  
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Tab l e  47 . Ana l ys i s  of  Va r i a n ce a nd  Covar i a n ce Re s u l ts f o r  Students 1 
Att i tude Towa rd I n tegra t i o n  

Source  df  Sum  of  Square s  F -

Wi thout  Cova r i a te s  

Mi n/Ma ja 1 3 1 7 . 1 3 4  4 . 69 < . 0 5 
Un i ve rs i ty 1 1 38 . 592  2 . 0 5 > . 0 5 
Mi n/Ma j  by Un i ve rs i ty 1 826 . 29 4  1 2 . 23  < .  0 0 1  

Wi th  Covar i a te s  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oe conomi c Statu s , Age ) 

r� i n/Ma j  1 30 5 . 660  4 .  76  < . 0 5 
Un i ver s i ty 1 5 . 359  0 . 8 3 > . 0 5 
Mi n /Ma j by U n i ve r s i ty 1 503 . 37 3  7 . 8 3 < .  0 1  

a
Mi n - -M i nor i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te un i vers i ty 

a n d  wh i te students  i n  the predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  

Ma j - - Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i te students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ver s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  
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Ta b l e  48 . Ana l ys i s  of Var i a nce  a n d  C o va r i a n ce Re s u l ts  f o r  Be h a v i o ra l  
I n te ra c t i on wi th  a D i fferent  Race Stude n t  

Source  df  Sum  of Squares  F -

Wi thout  Covar i ates  

Mi n /Ma j a 1 6 . 7 3 6  1 9 . 59 < .  0 0 1  
U n i ver s i ty 1 5 . 453  1 5 . 8 6 < .  0 0 1  
M i n /Ma j by U n i ve r s i ty 1 3 . 96 1  1 1 . 5 2 < .  0 1  

Wi t h  Cova r i a te s  ( Ab i l i t� ,  Soc i oeconomi c Statu s , Age ) 

Mi n /Ma j 1 1 1 . 0 1 0  32 . 80 < .  0 0 1  
U n i ve r s i ty 1 0 . 693  2 . 0 6 > . 0 5 
r� i n /Maj by Un i ve rs i ty 1 1 . 429 4 . 26 < . 0 5 

a
Mi n - - Mi nor i ty :  B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 

a n d  wh i te students  i n  the predomi n a nt l y b l a c k  
u n i ver s i ty .  

Ma j - - Majo r i ty :  Wh i te studen ts i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l ac k 
u n i ver s i ty .  
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a n a l yses  bo t h  s how t h a t  there were s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  betwee n  

t h e  m i no r i ty a nd  ma jor i ty s tudents  on  t h i s  v a r i a b l e .  The ANOVA 

re s u l ts a l so i nd i cate t h a t  t here were s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  between 

the mi nor i ty a nd  ma jor i ty students  on  t h i s v a r i a b l e .  The ANOVA 

resu l ts a l so i n d i cate  t hat  there were s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  between 

students  from the  predomi nan t l y  b l a c k  and the  predom i n a n t l y wh i te 

u n i ve rs i t i e s .  However , no  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  be tween students  

i n  the  two u n i ve rs i t i e s  we re fou n d  i n  t he ANCOVA (£ = 2 . 06 ,  Q> . 0 5 )  

s u g ge s t i n g  t hat  these  d i fferences  may be hea v i l y  i n f l uen ced by the  

covar i ate s . The AN OVA (£ = 1 1 . 52 ,  Q< . 0 1 )  and  the  ANCOVA (£ = 4 . 26 ,  

Q< . 0 5 )  resu l ts both  re ve a l ed t hat  there we re s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  

when compa r i sons  we re made amo n g  the  four  s tudents  gro u p s  i n  t he  

mi n o r i ty/ma j or i ty by  u n i vers i ty a n a l y s i s .  P o st  hoc te s t  re su l t s 

based  on  the  SAS , GLM p rocedu re wi th  t h e  cova r i a te s  ( SE S , Age , Ab i l i ty )  

c ontro l l ed revea l ed that  mi nor i ty b l a c k  students  ( Me a n  = 1 . 6 9 )  repo rted 

s i gn i f i c a n t l y h i g her  beha v i ora l i n tera c t i on  me a n s  than ma jor i ty 

b l a c ks ( Mean  = 1 . 00 ) , ma j o r i ty wh i tes ( Mean  = 0 . 9 5 )  a n d  mi nor i ty 

wh i te s  ( Mean  = 1 . 26 ) . Mi n o r i ty wh i te s  ( Me a n  = 1 . 26 )  a l so  repo rted 

s i gn i f i c a n t l y h i g her  beha v i o ra l  i n te ra c t i o n  me a n s  than ma jor i ty 

wh i te s  ( Mean  = 0 . 9 5 )  a nd  ma j o r i ty b l a c ks ( Mean  = 1 . 00 ) .  Therefo re , 

these  re s u l t s s u p port  the hypot hes i s  t h a t  mi nor i ty students  wi l l  

report mo re beha v i o ra l  i n te ract i on  wi th  students  of  a d i ffe re n t  

r a c e  f rom the i r  own t h a n  ma j o r i ty s tuden t s . 
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Hypothes i s  5 :  The D i fferences  betwee n  Mi n or i ty a n d  Maj o r i ty Studen t s  

Te sted  i n  Hypothe ses  1 a n d  2a , b  wi l l  Dec rea se  a s  the Stude n ts Spe n d  

More T i me i n  the  Un i ve rs i ty 

Spec i f i c a l l y ,  i t  wa s pred i c ted t h a t  the  greate s t  d i fferences  

be tween  m i n or i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty group s  wo u l d  be observed i n  s t udents  

a t  l ower-year  l e ve l s .  Fou r  groups  o f  ye a r  l e ve l s were compared : 

l e s s  than  one  yea r ,  one or  two yea rs , between  two a n d  three  yea r s , 

and  greater than  t h ree yea rs . T h i s v a r i ab l e ,  ca l l ed u n i ve r s i ty 

ten u re , wa s c ro s s ed wi th  m i nor i ty/ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  i n  a 2 by 4 AN OVA 

de s i gn .  The re s u l ts  of a se r i e s  of these  a n a l yses  wi th  and wi thout  

covar i a te s  ( SE S ,  A ge , A b i l i ty )  for t he  dependent  var i a b l e s  appear  

i n  Tab l e s 49- 5 3 .  The AN OVA a n d  ANCOVA re s u l t s s how t h a t  there we re 

no s i g n i f i ca n t  d i ffe rences  i n  the mi n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  by 

u n i ve r s i ty ten u re a n a l yses  on  the me a s u re s  for depre s s i on (£ = 0 . 57 ) ,  

Q> . 0 5 ) , s oc i a l i so l a t i on i n  the u n i vers i ty (£ = 1 . 32 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) , soc i a l  

i so l a t i on i n  soc i ety (£ = 0 . 78 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) ,  or a l i en a t i on  i n  the  u n i ve r s i ty 

(£ = 0 . 57 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) .  Howe ve r , on the  mea s u re for a l i e n a t i o n  i n  soc i ety 

a s i gn i f i c a nt  i n te ract i on  effect  wa s found  i n  t he ANCOVA (f = 2 . 94 ,  

Q< . 0 5 )  b ut  not  the  ANOVA (£ = 0 . 57 ,  Q> . 0 5 ) , s ugge s t i n g  t hat  t he se 

d i fferences  may be hea v i l y  i n fl uenced  by the covar i ates . 

A post  hoc te st  ba sed on  the SAS , GLM procedure ( Freund  & L i tte l l ,  

1 98 1 ) wa s pe rformed on a l i en a t i on i n  soc i ety for u n i ve rs i ty te n u re 

by mi nor i ty/ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  i n  the u n i vers i ty . The me an  sc o res  

for the  mi nor i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  s tuden ts ' u n i ve r s i ty ten u re 

we re a s  fo l l ows : m i nor i ty ( l e s s  t h a n  one yea r )  43 . 6 ;  ma j o r i ty ( l e s s  

than  one yea r )  5 3 . 1 ;  m i nor i ty ( o ne to two yea r s ) 50 . 1 ;  ma j o r i ty 



1 2 7  

Ta b l e  49 . Ana l ys i s  of  V ar i a n ce a nd  Covar i a n ce Re su l t s for  De p re s s i o n  

Sou rce d f  Sum  of  Squ a re s  F 

Wi thout  Cova  r i a tes 

M i n /Ma ja 1 60 . 497 0 . 54 > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 248 . 27 4  0 . 7 4 > . 0 5 
Mi n /t�a j by Un i v . Ten u re 2 1 9 2 . 242 0 . 57 > . 0 5 

Wi th  Cova r i a te s ( Ab i  1 i ty ,  S o c i oeconom i c  Statu s , Age ) 

Mi n /Ma j 1 88 . 885 0 . 80 > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 209 . 488 0 . 63 > . 0 5 
Mi n/Ma j  by U n i v .  Ten u re 3 399 . 289  1 .  20  > . 0 5 

a
Mi n - - Mi n o r i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 

a n d  wh i te s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l ac k  
u n i ver s i ty .  

Ma j - - Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l ac k 
u n i vers i ty .  
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Ta b l e  50 . Ana l ys i s  of  Va r i ance  a nd  Covar i a n ce Re s u l t s fo r Soc i a l  
I s o l a t i on  i n  the U n i ve r s i ty 

Sou rce df Sum of  S q uares  F 

Wi thout  Cova r i ates  

Mi n/Ma j a 1 26 . 602  1 .  93  > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 107 . 7 4 5  2 . 60 > . 0 5 
t·1 i n/Ma j  by U n i v .  Te n u re 3 5 4 . 7 40 1 .  3 2  > . 0 5 

Wi t h  Covar i a te s  ( Ab i l i t,t ,  Soc i oeconom i c Statu s , Age 

r�i n /Maj 
U n i v .  Te n u re 
Mi n/Ma j  by U n i v .  

a M . M .  . t 1 n - - 1 no n  y :  

1 8 . 324  0 . 57 > . 0 5 
3 4 1 . 580 0 . 9 5 > . 0 5 

Ten ure 3 3 . 57 2  0 . 8 2 > . 0 5 

B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i vers i ty 
a n d  wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y  b l ac k 
u n i ve rs i ty .  

�·1a j - -f·1a j or i ty :  �Jh i te s tu dents  i n  the  p redor.li nan t l y  v;h i te u n i ver s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i ve rs i ty .  
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Tab l e 5 1 . Ana l ys i s  of Va r i a n ce and  Covar i a n ce Res u l ts for S oc i a l  
I so l a t i on  i n  So c i e ty 

Sou rce d f  S u m  of  S q u a re s  

Wi t hout  Covar i a te s  

M i n /Ma j
a 

1 5 . 07 6  0 . 22 > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 1 84 . 7 2 1  2 . 67 < . 0 5 
f�i n/Maj by U n i v . Tenure  3 53 . 7 7 6  0 . 78 > . 0 5 

Wi th  Cova r i a te s  ( Ab i l i ty ,  So c i oeconom i c Statu s , Age ) 

M i n /Maj  1 24 . 387  1 .  04  > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 1 3 4 . 08 5  1 .  9 1  > . 0 5 
M i n /Ma j by Un i v . Te n u re 3 1 7 3 . 566  2 . 47 > . 0 5 

a
M i n - -M i n o r i ty :  B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 

a nd wh i te s t u d e n t s  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i ve r s i ty .  

Ma j --Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i s t u den ts  i n  the  pre domi n a nt l y  wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  s tu dent s  i n  the p re domi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i ve r s i ty .  
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Ta b l e 5 2 .  Ana l ys i s  o f  V ar i a nce  a nd  C o va r i a n ce Re s u l ts  fo r A l i en a t i o n  
i n  t h e  U n i ve r s i ty 

Sou rce d f  Sum o f  S q u a re s  F -

Wi thout  Cova r i ates  

Mi n /Maja 1 424 . 972  2 . 5 5 > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 5 5 4 . 1 3 5  1 .  1 1  > . 0 5 
Mi n /Maj by U n i v .  Ten u re 3 30 1 . 3 32  0 . 60 > . 0 5 

Wi t h  Covar i ates ( A b i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconomi c Statu s , Age ) 

Mi n /Maj 1 1 80 . 4 1 9  1 .  0 5  > . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 297 . 9 1 4  0 . 57 > . 0 5 
Mi n / ��aj by Un i v .  Ten u re 3 258 . 522  0 . 50 > . 0 5 

a M i n - -M i nor i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 
a nd  wh i te s tudents  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i ve rs i ty .  

Maj - -Maj o r i ty :  Wh i te stude n t s  i n  t he  o redomi nant l y wh i te un i ve r s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i ve r s i ty .  



Ta b l e 5 3 .  Ana l ys i s  of  Va r i a n c e  a nd  Covar i ance  Re s u l ts for 
A l i enat i on i n  Soc i ety 

Sou rce d f  S u m  o f  Square s  F 

Wi thout  Covar i ates  

Mi n/Ma ja 1 45 1 . 6 68 3 .  7 7  
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 7 58 . 062  2 . 1 1  
Mi n /Maj by Un i v .  Ten u re 3 24 1 . 2 1 1  0 . 67 

Wi t h  Covar i  a te s  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconomi c Statu s , Age ) 

t� i n/Ma j  1 8 2 . 9 5 4  0 . 66 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 483 . 9 33  1 .  28  
Mi n/Ma j  by Un i v .  Ten u re 3 1 1 1 5 . 684 2 . 94 

1 3 1  

Q 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 

> . 0 5 
> . 0 5 
< . 0 5 

a Mi n - - M i nor i ty :  B l a c k  students  i n  t he  predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 
a nd  wh i te students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
u n i vers i ty .  

Haj - -Maj or i ty :  I·Jh i te studen t s  i n  the p redom i n a n t l y  vvh i te u n i vers i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  
un i ve rs i ty .  



( one  to  two years ) 4 5 . 9 ;  mi n or i ty ( be tween two a nd  t h ree  years ) 

45 . 4 ; mi n o r i ty ( mo re t h an  t h ree years ) 5 2 . 4 ;  ma j o r i ty ( mo re t h an  

th ree yea rs ) 5 1 . 6 . T he se  me a n s  s u g ge s t  that  there we re s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i fferences  between mi n o r i ty a n d  maj o r i ty s tudents  e n ro l l ed for 
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l e s s  t h a n  one  yea r  a nd that  ma j o r i ty s tudents  had  h i g her  mea n  s c ores  

on a l i en at i on i n  s o c i ety .  N o  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i fferences  we re fou n d  

between the  other  grou p s . Further  a n a l ys i s  of  these  data  c ompa r i n g  

the fou r  s u bgro u p s  s uggested t h a t  the d i ffe rences  found  between  

mi n o r i ty a nd  maj o r i ty students  we re due  p r i ma r i l y  to  the  s co res  

of  one  of  the  mi n o r i ty grou p s , the mi n o ri ty b l a c ks . P o st  hoc test  

res u l ts s howed t h a t  there we re s i gn i f i c a nt  d i ffe rences  be tween the  

score s  of  mi n o r i ty b l ac ks ( Mean  = 2 5 . 2 )  enro l l ed for  l e s s  than  

one  yea r  a nd  ma j o r i ty b l a c k s ( Mean = 5 2 . 8 ) , ma j o r i ty wh i te s  ( Me a n  

= 5 3 . 1 ) ,  a nd  mi n o r i ty wh i te s  ( Me a n  = 48 . 5 ) .  No  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  

we re fo und  between  t he s co re s  o f  any other  student  group  o n  t h i s  

va r i a b l e .  

I n  genera l , the  a bo ve f i n d i n g s  p ro v i ded l i tt l e s u pport  fo r 

the hypothes i s .  I n s tead , no  s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  we re fou nd 

on a l l b ut  one  of  the dependent  mea s u re s  i n  the u n i ve rs i ty ten u re 

by mi n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty a n a l yses . The s i gn i f i c a n t  d i ffe rences  t h at  

we re found  on t h i s o ne  me a s u re for  a l i e nat i on i n  soc i ety we re not  

d ue  to m i no r i ty o r  maj o r i ty s ta t u s  but  r ather  we re obta i ned from 

the s co re s  of  on l y  one  of  the m i nor i ty grou p s . 
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Hypothe s i es 6 :  The D i ffere n c e s  betwee n  M i n o r i ty a n d  Maj o r i ty Studen ts 

Tes ted i n  Hypotheses  3 a n d  4 w i l l  I n c re a se a s  t he  Stude n t s  Spe n d  

more T i me i n  t h e  Un i vers i ty 

S pec i r i c a l l y ,  i t  wa s pred i c ted t h a t  the  greatest  d i f ferences  

between  m i no r i ty a n d  maj o ri ty groups  wou l d  be o b se rved i n  s t udents  

a t  h i g her-year  l e ve l s .  Fou r  gro u p s  o f  yea r l e ve l s were c ompa red : 

l e s s  t h a n  one  yea r , one  to two years , between  two a n d  t h re e  yea r s  

a n d  g reater  t h a n  th ree yea r s . T h i s va r i ab l e ,  c a l l e d  u n i ve rs i ty 

ten u re , wa s c ro s sed  wi t h  m i n o r i ty/ma j or i ty s ta t u s i n  a 2 by 4 ANOVA 

des i gn .  The  res u l ts  o f  a s er i e s  o f  t hese  a n a l yses  wi t h  a n d  wi t hout  

covar i ates  ( SE S ,  Age , A b i l i ty )  a ppea r  i n  T ab l e s  5 4  a nd  5 5 . The 

AN OVA (£ = 0 . 57 ,  Q> . 0 5 )  and ANCOVA (£ = 2 . 5 1 , Q! . 0 5 )  res u l ts s ho w  

tha t t h e r e  were n o  s i gn i fi ca n t  d i fferences  i n  t h e  m i n or i ty/ma j o r i ty 

s ta t u s  by u n i ve rs i ty ten u re a na l ys i s for s tuden t s ' a tt i tude  toward 

i n te g ra t i on .  S i g n i f i c a n t  d i fferences  we re fou n d  i n  the ANOVA (£ 

3 . 8 3 ,  Q< . 0 1 )  but not i n  the ANCOVA (£ = 2 . 5 2 ,  Q> . 05 )  on the mea s u re 

for be h a v i o ra l  i n terac t i on  w i th  a d i fferen t race , s u gges t i n g  t h a t  

t h e s e  d i ffe re n c e s  were hea v i l y  i nf l u e nced b y  t he  c o va r i a te s .  These  

re s u l t s  d o  n o t  s up po rt t he  hypoth e se s . 

Stat i s t i c a l  a na l yses  we re performed o n  s i x  d i fferent  hypotheses  

i n  t he pre s e n t  study . Ta b l e 56 s umma r i zes  the a n a l ys i s  o f  va r i ance  

and  c o va r i ance  re s u l ts for e ac h  of  the  hypothes e s . 
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Ta b l e 5 4 .  An a l ys i s  of  Va r i ance  a n d  Covar i ance  Re s u l t s  f o r  Students 1 
Att i tude Towa rd I n tegra t i o n  

Source  d f  Sum of  Squares  F 

Wi thout  Covar i a te s  

Mi n /Maja 
1 30 2 . 467 4 . 29 < . 0 5 

Un i v .  Ten u re 3 3 36 . 6 28 1 .  59 > . 0 5 
Mi n /Maj by Un i v .  Te n u re 3 1 20 . 1 3 5  0 . 57 > . 0 5 

Wi t h  Cava  r i  a te s  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oec onomi c Statu s , Age ) 

Mi n /Maj 1 3 3 4 . 350  5 . 3 3 < . 0 5 
U n i v .  Ten u re 3 646 . 1 59 3 . 44 < . 0 5 
M i n /Maj by Un i v .  Te n u re 3 47 2 . 0 5 3  2 . 5 1  > . 0 5 

a Mi n - -M i no r i ty :  B l a c k  students i n  the  predom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
a nd  wh i te s tude n t s  i n  the predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  
u n i ve rs i ty .  

Ma j - - Major i ty :  Wh i te students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  s tudents  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l ac k  
u n i ve rs i ty .  



1 3 5  

Ta b l e 5 5 .  Ana l ys i s  of  Var i a nce  a nd  Covar i a n ce Re s u l t s f o r  Beha v i o ra l  
I n tera ct i on wi t h  the  Oppos i te Race  

Source  df  Sum of  Squares  F 

Wi t hout  Cova r i ates  

M i n/Ma j a 1 6 .  6 1 1  18 . 47 < . 00 1  
Un i v .  Ten u re 3 2 . 009 1 . 87 > . 0 5 
M i n/Ma j  by Un i v .  Ten u re 3 4 . 1 1 4  3 . 8 3 < . 0 1 

Wi t h  Covar i  ates  ( Ab i l i ty ,  Soc i oeconomi c Statu s , Age ) 

M i n /Ma j 1 1 1 . 042  3 3 . 30 < . 00 1  
Un i v .  Ten u re 3 1 . 7 60 1 . 7 7 > . 0 5 
Mi n /Maj by U n i v .  Ten u re 3 2 .  37 1 2 . 38 > . 0 5 

a Mi n - - Mi n o r i ty :  B l a c k  s tudents  i n  the  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te u n i ve rs i ty 
a nd  wh i te students  i n  the predomi n a n t l y  b l ac k  
u n i ver s i ty .  

Ma j - - Ma j o r i ty :  Wh i te s tudents  i n  the  predom i n a nt l y wh i te u n i ve r s i ty 
a n d  b l a c k  students  i n  the p redomi n a n t l y b l ac k  
u n i vers i ty .  



T a b l e  56 . S umma ry of t h e  An a l ys i s  o f  V a r i a n c e  a n d  C o v a r i a n c e  Re s u l t s  f o r  t h e  S t u dy Hypo t h e s e s  

ANOVA ANC OVA 
Re s u l t s o f  S i g n i f i c a n c e  Re s u l t s  o f  S i g n i f i c a n c e  

Hypo t he s i s  Compa r i s o n  Comp a r i s o n  Le ve 1 Comp a r i s o n  Comp a r i s o n  Le ve 1 

H
1 

De p re s s i o n  M i n / t�aj a No s i g .  d i ffe re n c e  > . 0 5 M i  n / l�aj No  s i g .  d i f f e r e n c e  > . 0 5 
M i n/Maj  x U n i v No s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 M i n / M a j  x U n i v  No  s i g .  d i ffe r e n c e  > . 0 5 

H 2 S o c i a l  I s o ; a t i o n  t� i n / 1·1aj No s i g .  d i f fe re n c e  > . 0 5 M i n / M a j  No s i g .  d i f fe re n c e  > . 0 5 
a 

( S oc i e ty ) M i n /Maj x U n i v  MAJW > M I N B ,  MAJ B < . 00 1  M i n / M a j  x U n i v  M I N W ,  MAJ W> M I N B , MAJB < . 00 1  

H 2 So c i a l  I s o l a t i o n Mi n / �1aj No  s i g .  d i ffe re n c e  > . 0 5 M i n / Ma j N o  s i g .  d i f fe re n c e  > . 0 5 
a 

( U n i ve r s i ty )  M i n / M a j  x U n i v  N o  s i g .  d i ffe re n c e  > . 0 5 M i n / 1·1a j  x U n i v  No  s i g .  d i f fe re n c e  > . 0 5 

H
2b 

A l i e n a t i o n M i n ;r.la j  M I N  > MAJ < . 0 5 M i n / M a j  N o  s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5  

( S oc i e t y )  M i n/Maj  x U n i v  MAJ B < M I NW ,  MAJW < . 0 0 1  M i  n / l� a j  x U n i  v MAJ B < M I NW ,  MAJW < . 0 5 

H
2 b  

A l i e n a t i o n Mi n/1 1aj No  s i g .  d i f f e r e n c e  > . 0 5 Mi n / t•'a j  N o  s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 

( U n i v e r s i t y )  t� i n / t•laj  x U n  i v No s i g .  d i f f e re n c e  > . 0 5 �1 i n/ �1 a j  x U n i v  No  s i g .  d i ffe rence > . 0 5 

H 3 At t i t u d e s  Towa rd Mi n / �1aj MAJ > M I N  < . 0 5 M i n / MAJ MAJ > M I N  < . 0 5 
I n t e g ra t i o n Mi n/�1aj x U n i  v MAJ B > MAJ W ,  M I N W < . 00 1  M i n / Ma j x U n i v  MAJB > M I NW ,  MAJW < . 0 1  

M I N B  > M I NW 
-----------------

H 4 B e h a v i o ra l  l�i n/Maj M I N  > I�AJ < . 0 0 1  M i n / M a j  M I N  > MAJ < . 00 1  

I n t e ra c t i o n t•l i n /Maj x U n i v  M I N B > M I NW , MAJW , MAJ B  < . 0 1  �1 i n /Maj  x U n i v  M I N B>MAJ B ,  M I NW ,  MAJW < . 0 5  

( D i ffe re n t  Ra c e )  M I NW > MAJW , MAJ B 

H
5 

U n  i v Te n u re t1 i n /Maj M i n / M a j  
1 .  De p re s s i o n Mi n / t·1aj  x Un i v  M i n /Maj x U n i v 

Te n u re No s i g .  d i f f e re n c e  > . 0 5 Te n u re No s i g .  d i ffe re n ce > . 0 5 

2 .  So c i a l  I s o l a - t� i n /Maj x U n i v  M i n / 1·1aj x U n i v 
t i o n ( S oc i e ty )  Te n u re No s i g .  d i ffe r e n c e  > . 0 5 Te n u re No s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 

3 .  Soc i a l I s o l a - t� i n/Maj x U n  i v M i n / Ma j  x U n i v 
t i o n ( U n i v )  Ten u re No s i g .  d i ffe re n c e  > . 0 5 Te n u re No s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 

4 . A l i e n a t i o n Mi n/Maj x U n i v  M i n / M a j  x U n i v ( Le s s  t h a n  1 ye a r )  f-' 

( S oc i e ty )  Te n u re N o  s i g .  d i ffe re n c e  > . 0 5 Te n u re M I NB<MAJ B , MAJ W ,  M I NW w 
0"1 



Ta b l e 56 ( c o n t i n u e d ) 

A NOVA ANC OVA 
Re s u l t s  of S 1 gn 1 f 1 c a n c e  Re s u lts o f  S 1 g n 1 fi c a n c e  

!-!L£ o t h e s  i s  Compa r i  s o n  _ __ �mpa r i son Le ve 1 Compa r i s o n  C ompa r i s o n  L e v e l  

5 .  A l i e n a t i o n Mi n / t�a j x U n i  v M i n / M a j  x U n i v  
( U n i v e r s i ty )  Ten u re No s i g .  d i f f e r e n c e  > . 0 5 T e n u re No s i g .  d i f fe ren�e > . 0 5 

---------

H6 U n i v e r s i ty Te n u re 
l .  A t t i t u d e s  To- M i n / Ma j  x Un i v  M i n / M a j  x U n i v  

wa rd I n te g ra - T e n u re No s i g .  d i f fe re n c e  > . 0 5 Te n u re No s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 

t i o n 
2 .  B e h a v i o ra l  Mi n/Maj  x U n i v M i n / �1aj  x U n i v  

I n t e ra c t i on Te n u re N o t  c om p u t e d  < .  0 1  Te n u re No s i g .  d i fference  > . 0 5 

( D i ffe r e n t  Ra c e ) 

a . . . 
M 1 n - - M 1 n o n ty : 
Ma j - - Ma j o r i t y :  

B l a c k  s t ud e n t s  i n  t he p re d om i n a n t l y  w h i te  u n i v e r s i ty a n d  wh i te s t ud e n t s  i n  t h e  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v e r s i t y .  
Wh i t e s t uden t s  i n  t h e  p re d om i n a n t l y  wh i t e u n i v e r s i ty a n d  b l a c k  s t ude n t s  i n  t h e  p redomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  u n i v e r s i t y .  

N OTE : M I N B = Mi n o r i ty B l a c k  
MAJ B  = Ma j o r i ty B l a c k  
M I NW = M i n o r i ty W h i te  
MA J W  = Ma j o r i ty W h i te 

I-' 
w 
'-.I 



CHAPTE R V 

D I SCUSS I ON O F  RESU LTS , L I M I TAT I ON S  O F  THE STUDY  AND 

I MP L I CAT I ON S  OF THE STUDY  

D i sc u s s i on of  Re s u l ts 

The p r i ma ry pu rpose of  t h i s study wa s to e v a l uate  whether 

mi n o r i ty studen t s , regard l e s s  o f  race , expe r i enced mo re common 

emo t i on a l  s tres sors , a n d  had more s i m i l a r beha v i or a nd  att i tudes  

towa rd i n tegrat i on t ha n  the i r  rac i a l  c o u n terparts  e n ro l l ed i n  

i n s t i tu t i o n s  where they we re i n  the  ra c i a l  ma j o r i ty .  T h i s goa l 

wa s a ccomp l i s hed by studyi n g  the  fo l l owi n g  s tudent  grou p s : b l a c k 

mi nor i ty students , wh i te mi n o r i ty s t u dents , b l a c k ma j o r i ty students , 

wh i te ma jor i ty s tudents . M i n o r i ty status  wa s a s s i gned  to  b l a c k  

and  wh i te stu dents  who a t te nded a u n i vers i ty where stu dents  o f  a 

d i fferent race from the i r  own were p re domi n a n t ; ma j o ri ty s tatus  

wa s a s s i gned  to  b l a c k  a nd  wh i te students  e nro l l ed i n  u n i ve rs i t i e s  

where the i r own r a c e  wa s predomi n a n t .  T h e  v ar i a b l e s  of  i n tere s t  

i n  t h i s study we re depre s s i on , a l i e na t i on , s oc i a l i so l a t i on , a tt i t u de s  

towa rd i n tegrat i on  and  beha v i ora l i n teract i on wi th  students  of  a 

d i ffe ren t race . I n  add i t i on , the l e n g t h  of  t i me s pent  i n  the 

u n i vers i ty ( u n i vers i ty te n u re ) wa s hypothe s i zed to h ave a n  effect 

on t hese  var i a b l e s .  S i x  hypotheses  g u i ded the re searc h  i n  th i s  

study ; the  f i n d i n g s  and  d i sc u s s i on of  the f i nd i n g s  a re pre sented 

in  the  sect i on s  that fo l l ow for each hypothes i s .  
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Ana l ys i s o f  the  data  for Hypo t he s i s  1 e x p l o red the  re l a t i on s h i p 

between depre s s i on and  m i n o r i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s t a t u s .  The re s u l ts  

i n d i c ated  that t h e re we re no  s i gn i f i ca n t  d i fferences  be tween m i n o r i ty 

and major i ty s tu d e n t s  on  depress i on .  I n  a dd i t i on ,  no  s i gn i fi c a n t  

d i fferences  we re f o u n d  amo n g  a ny of  the  fo u r  s tudent  grou p s  o r  be tween 

b l ac ks and  wh i te s  o n  th i s  v a r i a b l e .  A l l o f  the s tu den ts  i n  t h i s 

s tudy we re fou nd to be o f  n orma l mood state  a ccord i n g to the  i ns trument  

u s ed to mea s u re depres s i on i n  t h i s  s tudy ( Lorr & McNa i r , 1 982 ) .  

Re s u l t s  of  th i s  s t udy ,  there fo re , s h owed n o  s u pport  for the  hypo t he s i s  

that  m i n o r i ty s tu de n ts wou l d  fee l mo re depre s sed  t han  the i r ma j o r i ty 

counte rpa rts . These  f i n d i n g s  a re c ounter  to  muc h  o f  the  o ther  

emp i r i c a l  res e a rc h  on  depre s s i on i n  m i n or i ty s tu de n t s  ( F r i day , 1 983 ; 

F l em i n g , 1 98 1 ; A l l e n ,  1 98 1 ; G i bbs , 1 97 4 )  wh i c h h a s  revea l ed t h a t  

b l a c k  s tudent s  i n  m i nor i ty e n v i ronme n t s  we re o ften  depre s sed when 

compa red to  th e i r  maj o r i ty c o u n terp a r t s . 

The l i te rature on depre s s i on a nd  the  c h a ra c te r i s t i c s  of  the  

samp l ed s u bj e c t s  p ro v i de s ome c l ue s  to he l p  e x p l i c ate t h i s fi n d i n g .  

Theore t i c a l l y ,  We i tz e l  ( 1984 ) de s c r i bed depre s s i o n  a s  a re s u l t o f  

the  i nterp l ay between the  person a l i ty s tyl e a n d  e n v i ronme n t  w i th i n  

wh i c h i nd i v i d u a l s opera te . Accord i n g to We i tz e l , depres s i o n o c c u r s  

i n  i nd i v i du a l s w h o  h a v e  depe ndent  pe rsona l i ty s ty l e s  a n d  operate  

i n  u n s u p port i ve e n v i ronme n t s . The m i n o r i ty s t udents  i n  t h i s s tudy 

do n o t  f i t we l l  w i t h  We i tz e l ' s  c o ncept  of  depre s s i o n s i nce  by a p p l y i n g  

to i n s t i tu t i o n s  t h a t  we re known for e n ro l l i ng re l a t i ve l y  sma l l m i n o r i ty 

popu l a t i on s  they a c t i ve l y  c ho s e  the i r m i no r i ty s tat u s . Th i s dec i s i o n 

to a p p l y  to  a n  i n s t i tu t i on where they wo u l d  be i n  the m i n o r i ty refl e c t s  



an  a s se rt i ve / i ndepende n t  s ty l e a nd  n o t  a depende ncy . Bec a u s e  they 

we re a c t i ve pa rt i c i pa n t s  a nd  to some extent exe rted contro l  i n  

c hoos i n g to attend  these  i n s t i tut i on s , we may a s s ume that  these  

students  were not  dependent  but , ra t he r ,  emot i ona l l y wi l l i n g to  

be  i n  the  m i n o r i ty .  I f  th i s  we re not  t rue , these  s tudents  cou l d 

have  s e l ec ted to a ttend s c h oo l s whe re t hey we re ra c i a l l y  i n  the 

ma j or i ty .  

Re searc hers  h a ve a l so reported c o r re l a t i on s  between depre s s i on 

and  demogra p h i c va r i a b l e s  s u c h  a s  sex , ra ce , soc i oeconom i c sta t u s  

( SE S )  a nd  age  ( We i s sma n & Kl e rma n , 1 9 7 7 ; F l emi n g , 1 98 1 ; Pett i g rew , 

1 96 4 ) . Wome n , b l ac ks ,  the  e l de r l y  a n d  l owe r S E S  i n d i v i du a l s we re 

the g roup s  most  often found  to be depressed . Wi th  e a c h  o f  these  

va r i a b l e s , howeve r ,  c ho i ce o r  s e l f-determ i n a t i on p l ayed l i tt l e or  

no  ro l e .  One c a n n o t  c hoose  to be ma l e � fema l e ,  b l a c k � whi te , 

you n g  o r  o l d ,  poor  o r  r i c h .  I t  s eems e v i dent  t h a t  c ho i ce a nd/or  
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the a b i l i ty to exert  contro l  ( Rotte r ,  1 96 6 ) a re re l a ted to depre s s i on 

and  may h a ve i n f l u enced the  re s u l ts  found  i n  th i s  s tudy . 

I n  contrast  to other  emp i r i c a l  s t u d i e s , Fr i d ay ( 1 983 ) fo und  

t hat  mi nor i ty students  s c o red s i gn i f i c a nt l y  mo re i n tern a l  on Rotter ' s  

( 1 966 ) I n terna l - Exte r n a l  Loc u s  of  C o n t ro l  S c a l e .  A bramowi tz ( 1 969 ) 

and  Co ste l l o  ( 1 98 2 )  found  s t rong  c o r re l a t i on s  be tween depre s s i o n 

and  l oc u s  o f  contro l . They found  t h a t  s tudents  wi th  a mo re exte rna l 

l oc u s  o f  contro l  we re more o ften depre s sed ; i n tern a l s  we re l e s s  

a p t  t o  b e  depre s sed . Wh i l e  l oc u s  o f  con tro l  wa s not  s pec i f i c a l l y  

i n ve s t i ga ted i n  th i s  s tu dy , Fr i day ' s  ( 1 98 3 )  s tudy does  l e nd  s u pport  

to the not i o n  t hat  mi n o r i ty s tudents  ha ve a n  i n te rn a l  l oc u s  o f  c o n t ro l  



and fee l  t hat  th e i r own persona l de c i s i on s  determ i n e  the  ou tcome 

of e ve n t s  i n  t he i r  l i ve s . 

Soc i a l  s u pport , t he  second  a s pect  of We i tz e l  1 S  ( 1 984 ) theory 

of depre s s i on , i s  re l a ted to  the  re s u l ts of  t he  f i r s t  hypothe s i s  

and  Hypo th es i s 2a on  t h e  re l at i on sh i p  between soc i a l i s o l a t i on a nd  

mi n o r i ty or  ma j o r i ty s tat u s .  The  hypothe s i z e d  re l a t i on s h i p betwe en 

t hese  va r i a b l e s  p roposed  that m i n or i ty s tudent s  wou l d  expe r i e nce  
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more s oc i a l  i so l a t i o n t h a n  wo u l d  the i r  ma j o r i ty coun terpa r t s . Soc i a l  

i so l a t i on was mea s u red i n  two ways : i n  soc i e ty a nd  i n  t he  u n i vers i ty .  

I n  contra s t  t o  t h e  hypothe s i zed  re l a t i o n s h i p ,  n o  s i g n i f i ca n t  

d i f ferences  we re found  be tween g rou p s  o n  s oc i a l  i so l a t i on i n  the  

u n i vers i ty .  Major i ty wh i te s t ude n t s , howe ve r ,  s c o re d  s i gn i f i c a n t l y  

h i g h e r  o n  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n i n  s o c i e ty than  t he  two b l a c k  s tudent  

g ro u p s . Major i ty wh i te s tudents  we re not  s i gn i f i c a n t l y  d i f fere n t  

f rom wh i te m i n or i ty s t u d e n t s  on t h i s  v a r i a b l e .  Muc h  of  the  l i te ra t u re 

on a l i en a t i on and  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i on does  not  report  these  re s u l ts 

( Mi dd l eton , 1 96 3 ; B u rb a c h  & Thompson , 1 97 1 ; P fe i fe r  & Schn e i de r , 

197 4 ;  Ma d razo-Pete r s on & Rodr i quez , 1 978 ; Patte rson , Se d l ace k ,  & 

Perry , 1 984 ) . I n s tead , wh i te s t udents  we re fo u n d  to  be more i so l ated  

than  we re b l a c ks o r  other  m i nor i ty s t uden ts  both i n  h i g her  edu c a t i o n  

and  i n  s o c i ety .  

S uen  ( 198 3 )  p rov i ded  one po s s i b l e  ex p l a n a t i o n  for t h i s f i n d i n g , 

wh i c h d i ffers  from muc h p re v i o u s  re s e a r c h  done  i n  t h i s  area . S u en  

fou nd  t hat  b l a c k  a n d  wh i te s tudents  enro l l ed i n  a p redomi n a n t l y  

wh i te u n i vers i ty we re not  d i fferent  o n  mea s u re s  o f  powe r l e s s n e s s  

a n d  me a n i n g l e s s n e s s , two v a r i a b l e s  re l ated t o  soc i a l  i s o l a t i o n . 
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Suen  accounte d  for  h i s  re s u l ts i n  two ways : ( 1 ) c h a nge s  that  h a ve 

occu rred be c a u s e  of  the p a s sage  o f  t i me wh i c h  h a s  g i ven p redom i n a n t l y 

wh i te u n i ve rs i t i e s  more exper i ence i n  address i ng m i n o r i ty c oncern s � 

( 2 ) c hanges  t hat  h a ve occu rred bec a u s e  b l a c k  m i n o r i ty s tudents  became 

more a c t i ve l y  i n vo l ved i n  the u n i ve r s i ty commu n i ty .  

The re su l ts fou n d  i n  t he  pre s e n t  re search  c a n  be u n de r s tood  

by embe l l i s h i n g S uen 1 S  ( 198 3 )  a rgume n t . A l t h o u g h  ma ny s c hoo l  sys tems 

we re s u c c e s s f u l  i n  s i des teppi n g  or s l ow i n g  desegreg a t i on  t h rou g h  

ta c t i c s  l i ke freedom of  c h o i ce o r  f u nd i n g  p r i vate s c h o o l s ,  by the  

l a te 1 9 60 ' s  t h e  c o u rts  adj u d i c ated a ga i n s t  these  tac t i c s . Thu s , 

t he b l a c k  s t udent s  i n  t h i s s t u dy ,  mo s t  o f  whom we re u n d e r  the age  

of  2 5 ,  h ad  mo s t  o f  the i r s c ho o l  e xpe r i ences  i n  m i n o r i ty bu t 

desegregated  e n v i ronme n t s . Beca u se o f  the i r  l on g - s tand i n g m i n o r i ty 

s tatu s  i n  s c h oo l s a n d  i n  s o c i e ty i n  gene ra l , b l a c k  s tuden t s  h a ve 

been forced to  d e ve l op c op i n g  me chan i sms . Wi l l i e a n d  Mc Cord ( 197 2 )  

n o ted  t h a t  on pre dom i n a n t l y wh i te  camp u s e s , b l ac k  s t udents  form 

m i n o r i ty student  o rg a n i z a t i o n s  a s  c op i ng mec h a n i sms to e n h a n c e  s oc i a l  

s u p port networks . H i s tor i c a l l y ,  b l a c k s  i n  t h i s c o u ntry h a ve a l s o  

formed a var i e ty o f  soc i a l  a n d  profe s s i ona l organ i za t i on s  whe n t hey we re 

e x c l uded  from these  group s  i n  t he  l a rger s o c i ety .  T here fore , be i ng 

i s o l ated o r  e x c l uded from part i c i pa t i o n  i n  the  l a rger  s o c i e ty i s  

not  a n ove l  s i tu a t i on fo r b l a c k s . For pre se n t-day b l a c k s  to h a ve 

made t he  ad j u s tme n t  to the  l a s t  two decades  o f  m i no r i ty s tatu s  i n  

a s c h oo l  o r  i n  soc i ety i n  genera l i s  a l og i c a l  o u tgrowth of  prev i ou s  

pa tterns  o f  a d j u s tme nt . I n  fa ct , mo s t  of the  m i nor i ty b l a c k  s tu de n t s  
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i n  t h i s study we re i n v o l ved i n  u n i ve rs i ty c l u b s o r  o rga n i z a t i o n s . 

The  expe r i ence  of  be i n g i n  a l a rge , s tate- s u p po rted u n i vers i ty-­

from wh i c h  the  samp l e for t h i s s tudy was  drawn - - co u l d  produce  

part i cu l a r l y  i so l a t i ng  fee l i n g s  for s tuden ts  who a re not  a part  

of  sma l l e r soc i a l  s u pport n etwork s . The  wh i te s tuden ts , who proba b l y 

h a ve never been con fronted wi th  exc l u s i on beca u s e  of  race , h a ve 

not had  to  deve l o p  c op i n g s tra teg i e s to dea l wi t h  i s o l a t i on  a s  

rou t i n e l y  a s  h a ve b l ac ks . Th u s , t h e  f i n d i n g  t h a t  wh i te s tuden ts  

fee l  more s oc i a l l y  i so l ated even  i n  a predomi n a n t l y wh i te e n v i ronme n t  

c an  b e  understood  i n  t h a t  c op i n g wi th  i s o l a t i on  i s  a more u n i que  

expe r i e n ce for wh i tes than  for b l a c k s . I n  add i t i o n , s ome p r i o r  

l i tera t u re ( Steven s ,  1 97 6 ; Be l l amy , 1 98 2 )  a l s o  p o i n ted o u t  t hat  

mi nor i ty wh i tes often  fe a red a nd  fe l t part i cu l a r l y i s o l a ted i n  

predom i n a n t l y b l a c k  i n s t i tu t i o n s . 

The re s u l ts  of  Hypothes i s  2b  on  t h e  re l a t i on s h i p be tween 

a l i en a t i o n  a nd  m i n o r i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s tatus  were s i mi l a r to those  

found  for s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n . The hypo thes i zed re l a t i on s h i p between  

the  va r i a b l e s ( a l i en a t i on a n d  mi n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty s tat u s ) proposed  

that  mi nor i ty s tudents  wou l d  fee l more  a l i e na t i o n t h a n  ma jor i ty 

s tudents . Howe ve r ,  i n  c o ntra st  to t h e  hypo the s i s ,  the  re s u l t s  s howed 

that ma j o r i ty b l a c ks s cored s i gn i f i c a n t l y  l owe r on  a l i e na t i o n i n  

soc i ety than  mi no r i ty o r  maj o r i ty wh i tes but  ma j o r i ty b l a c ks we re 

not s i gn i f i c a n t l y d i ffe ren t  from mi n o ri ty b l a c k s . B l a c k s  i n  genera l 

s cored l owe r on a l i e na t i on  i n  soc i ety t han  d i d  the wh i te s  i n  t h i s 

s tudy . 
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The s i mi l a r i t i e s between  t he f i n d i n g s  for  a l i en a t i on a nd  s oc i a l 

i so l a t i on i n  soc i ety a re c on s i stent  w i th  the  l i terature i n  th i s  

a rea  ( Seema n , 1 9 59 ; Dean , 1 96 1 ; B urba c h , 1 9 7 2 ) .  For  e xamp l e ,  p r i o r  

re search  on  a l i en at i on demo n s trates  t h a t  s oc i a l  i so l a t i on  i s  a 

d i men s i on o f  a l i en at i on . H i g h  a nd  po s i t i ve corre l a t i o n s  between 

these two var i a b l e s  ( r = . 7 5 )  h a ve been  re ported by Dea n  ( 1 961 ) ,  

the a uthor  o f  the  i n strume n t  u sed i n  t h i s s tudy .  

I n  add i t i on  to soc i a l i so l a t i on , t he De an  A l i e n a t i o n  Sca l e  

( DAS ) c on s i s t s  o f  two other  d i me n s i on s ,  powe r l e s s n e s s  a nd  norm l e s s n e s s .  

The  re s u l ts on a l i en at i on i n  th i s  s t u dy we re i n  ma r ked c on tra s t  

t o  p re v i o u s  res u l t s reported on  t h e  re l a t i on s h i p be tween m i nor i ty 

status  a nd  a l i en at i o n on  the  DAS . I n  t he  pre s e n t  re search  b l a c k  

students  i n  the  predomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i ty we re s i gn i f i c a n t l y 

mo re l i ke l y  t h a n  t he  two wh i te groups  to fee l  powerfu l ,  to be gove rned  

by n o rms  a nd  to  h a ve s oc i a l  s u pport . These  re s u l ts a re c on s i s te n t  

wi t h  the  exp l a n at i on o f  the  re s u l t s for  b l a c k s  on depres s i on a n d  

soc i a l  i so l a t i on . B l a c k  students  i n  t h i s s tudy u se a nd  form soc i a l  

s u pport netwo r ks a s  a mea n s  o f  a l l ay i n g  fee l i n g s  o f  a l i e n a t i o n . 

These netwo r k s  a l s o  serve an  i mporta n t  fu n c t i on of  he l p i n g to empowe r  

b l a c k  s tudents . 

Suen  ( 1 983 ) noted  that  not  on l y  h a ve b l ac ks  de ve l oped  co p i n g  

mec h a n i sms to de a l  wi t h  a l i ena t i on a n d  soc i a l  i s o l a t i o n , but  t h a t  

o v e r  t i me predomi n a n t l y  wh i te u n i ve rs i t i e s  h a ve become more acce pt i n g 

of  b l a c k  s tudents . Stand l ey ' s  ( 1 978 ) comp re hen s i ve s u rvey of  2 5 , 000 

b l a c k  students  i n  19 d i ffe ren t predom i n a n t l y wh i te u n i vers i t i e s 
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l e nd s  s u pport to Suen 1 s  o b s e r va t i on .  S ta nd l ey found  t h a t  more than  

two-t h i rd s  of t he  b l a c k s  s u rveyed sta ted they wou l d  e n c o u rage  o th e r  

b l a c k  s t udents  to  a t t e n d  the i r  s c hoo l . Wh i l e  t he  m i n o r i ty enro l l me n t  

at ma ny predomi n a n t l y wh i te s c h oo l s s t i l l  rema i n s  l ow ,  i n s t i t u t i o na l 

c ha n g e s  have been  obse rved i n  the  e n v i ronme n t  of  some p redomi n a n t l y  

wh i te u n i ve rs i t i es ( Boyd , 1 98 1 ; A l l en ,  1 98 1 ) .  Now , ma ny predom i n a n t l y  

wh i te u n i ve rs i t i e s  have  spec i a l  s u p port  s e rv i c e s  fo r m i no r i ty s tudent s  

to  he l p t hem ma ke a ppropr i a te a cademi c a n d  s oc i a l  a dj u s tmen t s . 

Whe n  desegrega t i on  beg a n  to ta ke p l a c e  i n  t h e  l a te  1 9 60 1 S a n d  e a r l y  

1 9 7 0 ' s ,  many o f  t h e s e  s e r v i c e s  we re n o t  a va i l a b l e  a n d  b l a c k  e n ro l l me n t  

wa s n e i ther  des i red nor  encouraged . Howe ve r ,  the  c o u rt s  p l ayed 

an i mportan t  r o l e i n  p romo t i n g  c ha n ge s i n  both  secondary and h i g he r  

edu ca t i on , wh i c h h a s  a l s o re s u l ted i n  i mpro v i n g  t he  academi c a n d  

s oc i a l a dj u s tme n t  o f  many b l a c k  s tuden t s . I n  e s s en c e , ma ny 

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  c h a nge s  ha v e  s l ow l y  occu rred i n  res pon s e  to l ega l 

ma ndates  a nd  e x pe r i ence  w i t h  t h e  academi c a n d  s oc i a l  need s of  b l a c k  

m i n or i ty s t u de n t s . I ndeed , t i me may h a ve c u re d  ma ny i l l s .  

I t  i s  not  s u rpr i s i n g t h a t  wh i te m i no r i ty s tu de n t s  fee l  a l i en ated  

i n  predomi n a n t l y b l ac k  u n i ve rs i t i e s .  As  pre v i o u s l y  n o te d , wh i te 

students  trad i t i on a l l y  h a ve not been  forced to bu i l d s oc i a l s u p po rt 

or powe r  network s  outs i de the  ma i n s t ream i n s t i tu t i ons  a v a i l a b l e 

i n  s o c i e ty .  I n  ad d i t i on , t h e s e  m i n o r i ty s t udents  pose  a s pec i a l  

threat  to  predomi n a nt l y  b l a c k  s c h oo l s t hat  b l a c k  s t udents  have  ra re l y  

posed  i n  predomi n a n t l y  wh i te s e t t i n g s . Lau ka i t i s  ( 1 980 ) reported 

t ha t  the i n crea s i ng presence  of wh i te s tudents  on b l a c k  c ampu s e s  



made a dm i n i s trators fea r t hat  t hey wo u l d  u l t i ma te l y  l o s e  power  a nd  

pos i t i on a nd  t hat  wh i tes wo u l d  try to  ta ke c o ntro l . E l am ( 1 98 1 )  

found  that  b l a c k  ma j o r i ty s tudents  had  a s i m i l a r re s pon se  to the  

i nc reas i n g n umbe rs of  wh i te s tudents  i n  the i r i n s t i tut i o n s . B l a c k  

maj o r i ty s tudents  fea red l o s i n g t h e  i de n t i ty a n d  c u l t ura l  her i tage 

of t he i r  i n s t i tu t i o n s  as wh i te e n ro l l me n t  i nc rea sed . Becau se  o f  
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these  i s s ues , ma ny wh i te mi no r i ty s tudents , who h a ve on l y  rece n t l y  

beg u n  to a t tend  p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  u n i vers i t i e s , a re now  e xpe r i e nc i n g 

some o f  the s ame fee l i n g s  of  a l i en at i o n  and  s oc i a l i s o l a t i o n  

p re v i o u s l y  exper i enced b y  the i r b l a c k  mi nor i ty c o u n terpa rts . 

The re s ponde n ts ' a tt i tudes towa rd i n tegra t i on /rac i a l  e q u a l i ty 

and  mi no r i ty o r  maj o r i ty s ta t u s  we re i n ve s t i g a ted for Hypo t he s i s 

3 .  The hypo the s i zed re l a t i o n s h i p between var i a b l e s  p roposed  t hat  

mi n o r i ty s tudents  wo u l d  h a ve mo re pos i t i ve att i tudes  t h a n  wou l d  

maj o r i ty s tudents . The f i nd i n g s , howe ve r ,  pro v i ded l i tt l e  s u pport  

for  th i s  hypothe s i s .  I n s tead , t h i s s tudy fo u n d  t h a t  b l a c k students , 

rega rd l e s s  of  m i no r i ty or  ma j o r i ty s tatu s , h ad  h i g her  a t t i tude s core s  

t h a n  t he i r wh i te counterpart s . I n  add i t i on , none  o f  the fo u r  s tudent  

g ro u p s  i n  t h i s s tudy reported att i tude  s cores  on  t he  p o s i t i ve end  

o f  the  sc a l e .  M i n o r i ty wh i tes ' s cores  we re c l ea r l y  negat i ve on  

th i s mea s u re . The  other  three g ro u ps s cored more i n  the m i d d l e 

range o f  the sc a l e  and  we re n e i ther  c l ea r l y  pos i t i ve n o r  negat i ve 

i n  t he i r  att i tude s c o res . Of the  fo u r  s tudent  grou p s , ma j o r i ty 

b l ac ks we re the mo s t  pos i t i ve a nd  mi n o r i ty wh i tes we re the mo s t  

nega t i ve i n  t he i r rac i a l a tt i tudes . T h e  l i te rature on  studen ts ' 

att i tudes toward  i n tegra t i o n  c a n  he l p  to e xp l i cate th i s  f i n d i n g . 



S t . John ' s  ( 1 97 5 )  c omprehen s i ve r e v i ew of t he  l i te rature on  

s tu d e n t s '  a t t i tudes  towa rd d e s e gregat i o n revea l ed that  e i g h t  o f  

t h e  s tu d i e s  c o n d u cted  between 1 9 50 a nd  1 9 7 3  s howed t h a t  wh i te 

s tu d e n t s ' a t t i tudes  we re more p o s i t i ve fo l l o w i n g  d e s e g rega t i o n , 
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but  e i g h t  other  s t u d i e s s howed t hat  wh i te s t uden t s ' a t t i t udes  were 

more negat i ve .  For b l a c k s , S t .  John ' s  ( 1 97 5 )  re v i ew revea l ed tha t 

i n  f i ve s tud i e s  a t t i tudes  i mpro ved  i n  a po s i t i ve d i rect i o n fo l l ow i n g  

desegregat i on , b u t  s i x  other  s t u d i e s reported n e ga t i ve f i n d i n g s . 

More re cent  res e a rc he rs ( Pa tterson  e t  a l . ,  1 98 4 ;  Parso n s , 1 94 ;  S l a v i n  

& Ma dden , 1 97 9 )  fou n d  t hat  the  i n terra c i a l  a t t i tudes  o f  b l a c k  s t udents  

and  p are n t s  we re more  pos i t i ve t han  t he  i n te r rac i a l a t t i tudes  of  

the i r  wh i te c o u n terpar t s . Th u s , i t  seems t hat  e x per i ence  i n  a 

desegregated , m i n o r i ty- sta t u s  s e t t i n g  may l e ad  toward more po s i t i ve 

( i . e . , i mproved ) a t t i t ude s towa rd i n tegrat i o n . I f  s o , l a ter s t u d i e s  

w i l l  n o te the  t rend , a l ready a p pa re n t  among b l a c k s , b e g i n n i ng i n  

the  wh i te popu l a t i o n .  

U n l i ke other  m i no r i ty s tuden ts , wh i te m i n o r i ty s tu de n t s  typ i c a l l y  

are not  i n tegra ted i nto t h e  ma i n s tream o f  the  u n i vers i ty ,  a s  e v i n ced  

by the i r  l ow rates  o f  on- c ampus  re s i dence  a nd  p a r t i c i pa t i o n  i n  e xtra­

cur r i c u l a r  a c t i v i t i e s . I n  t he  pre s e n t  re searc h , on l y  8%  o f  the  

65  wh i te m i n o r i ty s t uden ts  l i ved  on the  predomi n a n t l y  b l a c k  c ampu s ,  

whe rea s  83%  of the  b l a c k  m i n o r i ty s tudents  l i ve d  o n  the  predom i nan t l y  

wh i t e c amp us .  Pre v i o u s  re search  ( B rown & St e i n ,  1 97 2 ;  Brown , 1 9 7 3 ;  

Stand l ey ,  1 978 ; Lau ka i t i s ,  1 980 ) a l s o revea l e d that  wh i te m i n o r i ty 

s tudent s  s e l ected  predom i n a n t l y  b l a c k  i ns t i t u t i o n s  p ri ma r i l y  fo r 

e co nomi c ( i . e .  l ow c os t )  and  pract i c a l  rea s o n s  ( i . e .  l oc a t i on , academ i c 
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programs  re l e va n t  t o  c a reer  goa l s )  not  becau s e  of  the i r a t t i t u d e s  

towa rd b l a c k s . I n  con tra s t  to wha t  m i ght  be a s s umed , wh i te m i n o r i ty 

s tu de n ts typ i c a l l y  have l i tt l e o r  no  p r i o r  e xpe r i e nce  w i t h  b l a c k s  

before a t ten d i ng b l a c k u n i vers i t i e s  ( Br own & Ste i n ,  1 97 2 ;  Brown , 

1 97 3 ;  Stand l ey ,  1 97 8 ) .  I n  e s s e n c e , the  fa c t  t h a t  t h e  wh i te m i n or i ty 

students  i n  t h i s s t u dy h a ve negat i ve a t t i tudes  towa rd i ntegra t i o n  

c an  be  unders tood a s  fo l l ows : ( 1 )  t hey fee l  a l i e n a ted a nd  soc i a l l y  

i so l ated , ( 2 )  they have l i tt l e pre v i ou s  expe r i e n c e  re l a t i n g to b l a c k s  

o r  be i n g i n  m i n o r i ty s i t uat i ons , ( 3 )  they typ i ca l l y  d o  n o t  get  i n vo l ved 

w i t h  b l a c k s  o ut s i de the c l a s s room , ( 4 )  they often  h a ve d i ffe re n t  

l i fe - s tyl e s  t han  b l a c k s  ( i . e .  ma rr i ed , o l de r ) , a nd  ( 5 )  th e i r c o l l e ge 

c h o i ce wa s based  on econom i c rather  t h a n  s oc i a l rea s on s . The se  

factors  a re con s i s tent  w i th  the  l i tera ture re v i ew of S t .  John ( 1 9 7 5 ) ,  

who n o ted that  a l mo s t  one - h a l f of  t he  s t ud i e s re ve a l ed t h a t  fo l l owi n g  

desegregat i on s tu de n t s ' rac i a l  a t t i tudes  became more n e ga t i ve . 

The  data  a nd  a n a l yse s for Hypothe s i s  4 e xp l o re d  t he  re l a t i on s h i p  

between  m i n o r i ty o r  ma j or i ty s t a t u s  a nd  studen t s ' be h a v i o ra l  

i nt e ra c t i on w i th  s tudents  o f  a d i ffe re n t  race  from t he i r own . The  

res u l t s s u pported the  hypothe s i zed  re l a t i on s h i p  between  t he  v ar i a b l e s . 

M i n or i ty s tuden ts we re s core d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y h i g h e r  than  ma j o r i ty 

students  i n  t he i r b e ha v i o ra l  i n teract i on s .  Con s i s ten t wi t h  Hyp o t hes i s  

3 ,  h owe ve r ,  none  o f  the  s t udent  g roup s  scored i n  the  h i g he r  range  

on  t h i s  mea s u re .  I n stead , ma j o r i ty s tudents ' i n teract i o n s  we re 

c h a ra c ter i s t i c a l l y  o f  a non - i n t i ma te n a tu re ( e . g .  a t te n d i n g  c l a s se s , 

c a s u a l conversa t i on ) a n d  we re fewe r i n  n umbe r than  m i n o r i ty s tuden ts . 

Typ i c a l l y ,  m i n o r i ty s tuden t s ' i n tera ct i o n s  we re a t  mod e ra te l eve l s 
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of  i n t i ma cy ( e . g .  wor ked wi t h , stud i ed wi th ) a n d  few students  

typ i c a l l y  i n te ra c ted i n  t he h i g h  i n t i ma cy range  ( e . g .  c l o s e  persona l 

fr i end , d at i n g , sexua l re l a t i o n s h i p )  w i t h  s tudents  of  a race  d i ffe re n t  

from t he i r own . 

Dami c o  a nd  Scott 1 S  ( 1 984 ) de s c r i p t i on of  the  i n te n s i ty of  

c ro s s - race  contacts  can  be u sed a s  a mode l  to h e l p exp l a i n  some 

resu l t s found  i n  t he pre sent  s tudy . Most  of the  s tudents  i n  t he 

study engaged i n  what Dami c o  a nd  Scott  ( p .  1 67 ) d e s c r i bed a s  

1 1 S U pporti ve n o rm c ontac t , 1 1 wh i c h  i n vo l ved i n tera c t i o n s  of a 

s u pe rf i c i a l  n a t u re rather  t h an  per s on a l  or  i n t i mate c ros s - race  

contacts . Dami c o  and  Scott  ( p .  1 6 5 ) n o ted t hat  i n  order  for  more 

i n ti ma te l e ve l s of  c ro s s - race  contacts  to occ u r ,  severa l cond i t i o n s  

s hou l d  ex i st : 

( 1 )  m i no r i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty group  membe r s  must  e n j oy equa l 
statu s ; ( 2 )  t here h a s  to be  coope ra ti ve i n te ra c t i o n  a i med 
at ac h i e v i n g s h a red goa l s ;  a nd ( 3 )  there mu st  ex i s t  a 
s oc i a l  c l i ma te i n  wh i c h  a u t ho r i ty f i gures  a re seen  a s  
su pport i n g i n terrac i a l  a s s oc i a t i o n . 

I n  a dd i t i on ,  Dami c o  a n d  Scott fou n d  t h a t  the  i n te n s i ty of  c ro s s - race  

contacts  in  h i g h s c ho o l  wa s s i gn i f i c a n t l y  a nd pos i t i ve l y  corre l a ted 

wi th c o l l e ge c ros s - race contacts . 

Dami c o  and  Scott 1 S  ( 1 984 ) mod e l  s u gge s t s  that  the re s u l t s  of  

the  p re sent  resea rch  on be h a v i ora l i n teract i o n s  a re l og i ca l l y  

i n tertwi ned wi t h  the  re s u l t s of  the other  hypotheses . I n  the present  

researc h ,  many students  fe l t  a l i e nated , soc i a l l y  i s o l a ted a nd had  

nega t i ve a tt i tudes  towa rd i n tegrat i o n . Therefore , the p re- cond i t i on s  

for c ro s s - race  contacts  p re v i ou s l y  de sc ri bed ( i . e .  eq u a l  statu s ,  
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s ha red goa l s ,  s oc i a l  c l i mate  s u pport i n g i n terrac i a l  a s s oc i a t i on ) 

d i d  not  seem to be pre s e n t  i n  the  u n i vers i t i e s o f  i n terest  i n  t h i s 

s tudy . I n s tead , the  re s u l t s o f  th i s  s tudy s u ggested t hat  the q u a l i ty 

o f  c ro s s - race  be h a v i ora l i n tera c t i o n s  wa s c on s i stent  wi t h  the negat i ve 

to mode ra te att i tudes  towa rd i n teg ra t i on reported by the  e n t i re 

samp l e  a nd  the soc i a l i so l a t i on  a n d  a l i e nat i on reported by the wh i te 

student  g roup s .  

The re l a t i on s h i ps between  u n i vers i ty ten u re a n d  the  dependent  

v ar i a b l e s  ( depres s i on ,  a l i e na t i on ,  s oc i a l  i so l a t i on ,  a tt i tudes  towa rd 

i n tegra t i on  a nd  c r o s s - race  be h a v i ora l i n terac t i on )  we re i n ve s t i gated 

i n  a n  a ttemp t to  exp l a i n  Hypotheses  5 and  6 .  I t  wa s hypothe s i zed  

t hat  the d i fferences  be tween s tu de n t  g roup s  on  de pre s s i on ,  s oc i a l  

i so l a t i on a nd  a l i e n a t i on wou l d  decrea se  a s  the  students  spent  more 

t i me i n  the u n i vers i t i e s , and the d i ffe rences  wou l d  i n c rease  on 

the two rema i n i n g v ar i a b l e s  ( i . e .  i n c rease  i n  a t t i tudes  towa rd 

i n tegra t i on  a n d  c ro s s - race  be h a v i ora l i n terac t i on ) .  The re su l t s 

of  a n a l yses  re l a ted to these  hypo theses  i den t i f i ed n o  s i gn i f i c a n t  

d i fferences  between  student  g roup s  on  the  v a r i a b l e s  of  i n tere s t  

by u n i vers i ty ten u re . The l i tera ture s hows contrad i ctory f i n d i n g s  

on u n i vers i ty te n u re . Wh i l e  some re searc hers  ( F l emi n g , 1 98 1 ; St . 

John , 1 97 5 )  repo rted po s i t i ve c hanges  wi th  i n c reas i n g u n i vers i ty 

ten u re on  rac i a l  a t t i tudes  a nd  c ro s s - race contacts , others re po rted 

nega t i ve ou tcome s  ( Parson s , 1 984 ; Mad ra z o- Pete rson  & Rod r i quez , 

1978 ) .  A s i m i l a r contrad i ctory pattern  h a s  been repo rted on 

depres s i o n ,  a l i en a t i on and s oc i a l  i so l a t i o n . Ma ny re searc hers  



( Dami c o  & Scott , 1984 ; Fr i day , 1983 ; O l i ve r  et  a l . ,  1 98 5 ; S ta nd l ey ,  

1 97 8 ; Pfe i fe r  & Schne i de r ,  1 97 4 )  d i d n o t  i n ve s t i gate  th i s  fa c to r .  

L i mi ta t i o n s  o f  t he Study 

One of  the pr i ma ry l i m i ta t i o n s  o f  t h i s s tu dy i s  re l a ted to 

the c omp l ex i ty of  the dependent  va r i a b l e s  and the va r i o u s  ways by 

wh i c h th ey h a ve been def i ned  a n d  mea s u red i n  p re v i o u s  research  a nd  

1 5 1  

i n  t h e  l i te ratu re . For exampl e ,  va r i ou s  a u thors  ( Bec k et a l . ,  1 97 9 ; 

We i tze l , 1 984 ; Ho l me s  & Raye , 1 967 ; B l a tt , 1 97 4 )  h a ve  de s c r i bed 

depre s s i on from p syc hoana l yt i c ,  beha v i ora l , cogn i t i ve or e n v i ronmenta l 

perspect i ve s .  These  perspect i ve s re s u l ted i n  d i fferent tec h n i q ue s  

des i g ned to mea s u re depre s s i on . A s  a re su l t of  these  c omp l exi t i e s , 

i t  i s  d i ffi c u l t to i n terpret the p re s e n t  f i n d i n g s  i n  l i g ht  o f  the 

p re v i o u s  re searc h .  These s ame i s s u e s  a re re l e v a n t  for e a c h  o f  the  

other  dependent  va r i a b l e s . 

A second  l i m i tat i on  o f  th i s  study i s  t hat  the  samp l e wa s not  

random .  Ra n dom samp l i n g wa s not  a rea sona b l e  ap p roa c h  to  obta i n  

m i n o r i ty s tudents  be c a u se they rep re s e n ted s u c h  a sma l l percentage  

o f  the  u n i ve rs i ty ' s tota l  e n ro l l ment . As s u c h , m i no r i ty b l a c k  s tudents  

were p r i ma r i l y  s o l i c i ted from org a n i z e d  soc i a l  a n d  a c ademi c groups  

and  mi nor i ty wh i te s  we re s o l i c i ted  t h rough  the  off i ce o f  mi n o r i ty 

rec ru i tmen t .  Se l ec t i on  o f  ma j o r i ty s tudents  wa s on  a v o l u ntary 

ba s i s p r i ma r i l y  from academi c c l a s ses . The need  to c hoose  stude n t s - ­

e s pec i a l l y  b l a c k  student s - - from c l u b s  and  o rgan i z a t i on s  ( on e  i nd i cato r  

o f  s upe r i o r  b l a c k  cop i n g )  cou l d  h a ve i n f l uen ced t h e  re s u l t s .  



Therefore , the  re s u l ts of th i s  s t u dy s h ou l d  be genera l i zed  wi th  

great  c a re . 
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A th i rd l i m i tat i on o f  th i s  s tudy i s  re l ated to the  

i n s trument a t i on a n d  data  c o l l ec t i on techn i q u e s . The data  were 

c o l l e c ted  i n  l arge  groups  wi th s e l f-adm i n i s te red  i n ventor i e s .  Th i s  

tec h n i q ue  h a s  l i m i ted  u t i l i ty for o b ta i n i n g d e s c r i p t i ve data  about  

how  i nd i v i d u a l s c ope w i th the i r  m i n o r i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s t atu s . 

I nt e r v i ewi n g  s ub j e c t s  may h a ve been more u sefu l i n  d e s c r i b i n g 

i nd i v i du a l  n u a n c e s  of  s tudents ' beha v i o r a n d  a dj u s tmen t .  Fo l l ow- up  

i nt e r v i ews w i t h  a s amp l e of  re sponden ts  may h a ve pro v i de d  add i t i ona l 

i n s i g ht s  i n to re a s o n s  why s tudy res u l t s  genera l l y  d i d  not  s u pport  

the  f i n d i n g s  of  pr i or res e a rc h . 

Con c l u s i o n s  a nd  I mpl i c at i on s  o f  the  Study 

The re s u l ts of  th i s  s tudy s howed t hat  the  m i n o r i ty a nd  ma j o r i ty 

b l a c k  s tude n t  groups  were more s i mi l ar to e a c h  other  t han  t hey we re 

to the i r wh i te m i no r i ty o r  ma j o r i ty c o u n terparts . Wh i l e  m i n o r i ty 

and ma j o r i ty does  i mp l y  a nume r i c a l  phe nomenon , rac i a l  factors  we re 

fou n d  to be mo re i mportan t  i n  t h i s  s t u dy for exp l a i n i n g the  d i ffe re n c e s  

between  grou p s . T h a t  i s ,  b l a c k  s tu d e n t s  i n  o ne  set t i n g  ( regard l e s s  

of  m i no r i ty o r  ma jo r i ty s t a t u s  a s  d e f i n ed i n  t h i s  s t udy ) we re more 

l i ke b l a c k  s tudents  i n  a nothe r  s e tt i n g  and  wh i s t uden t s  i n  o ne  

set t i n g  { regard l e s s  o f  m i nor i ty o r  maj o r i ty s t atu s )  we re more l i ke 

wh i te s tudents i n  a nother  sett i n g .  Obs er ved d i f fe re n c e s  on  the 

v a r i a b l e s  i n  t h i s  s tudy genera l l y  appeared  to re f l e c t  rac i a l  



d i ffe re n c e s  and  n o t  the  cond i t i on s  w i th i n  wh i c h  the  ra c e s  were 

o pera t i n g .  
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I n  contra s t  to  the hypothe s i zed re l at i on s h i p s be tween v a r i a b l e s , 

b l a c k  s tu d e n t s  a l s o  seemed more adept  at  cop i ng w i th  th e i r u n i v e rs i ty 

e n v i ronme n t s  re gard l e s s  of  the i r m i n o r i ty/ma j o r i ty s ta t u s  ( e . g .  

they fe l t  l es s  i so l a ted a nd  a l i ena ted ) and  h a d  more po s i t i ve ra c i a l  

a tt i tudes  t han  d i d  wh i te s tuden t s . T hese  f i n d i n g s  c a n  b e  e x p l a i ned  

by  t he  fa c t  that  b l a c k  s tudents  had  more s uc c e s s  than  wh i te s tu d e n t s  

at  formi n g  a nd p a r t i c i pa t i n g  i n  s oc i a l  s u p port  network s . P art i c i pat i on 

i n  o rg a n i zed so c i a l  s u p po r t groups , i n  wh i c h  mos t  of  the  b l a c k  m i n o r i ty 

students  were i n vo l ve d ,  h e l ped to a l l ay s ome of  the norma l fe e l i ng s  

o f  a l i en a t i o n , depre ss i on a n d  s oc i a l  i s o l a t i o n t h a t  wo u l d  b e  e xpected  

to occ u r  i n  a l a rge ,  s tate- s u p po rted u n i v e rs i ty .  

One  o f  the  mo s t  i n tere s t i n g  f i n d i n g s  i n  th i s  s t udy wa s t hat  

the  re s u l t s  for  wh i te m i nor i ty students  l oo ke d  very s i m i l a r to  the 

resu l ts reported fo r b l a c k m i n o r i ty s tudents  i n  pre v i o u s  research  

u nderta ken d u r i n g  the  1 960 ' s  and  1 97 0 ' s .  T h i s s ug g e s ted that  m i n o r i ty 

stude n t s  may h a ve  s ome common  e x pe r i ence s but  t h a t  beca u s e  of the 

c ha n ges  tha t have occu rred over  t i me b l a c k  s t u d e n t s  h a ve a l re ady 

e xper i e nced  many o f  the negat i ve reac t i on s  to m i n o r i ty s t a t u s  t h a t  

wh i te m i no r i ty s tudents  are o n l y  n o w  be g i n n i n g to  expe r i ence . 

Therefo re , o n e  i mp l i ca t i on o f  th i s  research  i s  t hat  predom i n a n t l y  

b l a c k  u n i ver s i t i e s , l i ke t he i r  wh i te c o u n terparts , w i l l  need  to 

beg i n  a s s i s t i ng  wh i te s tudents i n  ma k i ng a cadem i c and s oc i a l  

adj u s tmen t s  to the i r  m i n o r i ty e n v i ronme n t s . 



Bec a u se of  the pauc i ty of  l i te r a t u re on  the  i mpact  o f  m i n o r i ty 

status  on non- b l a c k  grou p s , the f i nd i n g s  i n  t h i s s tudy s u pport  the  

need  for future  re searc h i n  t h i s a rea . I n  p art i cu l a r ,  re searc hers  

s hou l d  beg i n  to  emp i r i c a l l y  e va l u a te how  wh i te students  adj u s t  to 

m i n or i ty s i tua t i o n s , s i nce  the cou rts  a re now ma n da t i n g  t h a t  

p redomi n a n t l y b l a c k  s tate- s u p po rted u n i vers i t i e s  e n ro l l more wh i te 

s tudents . 

Wh i l e  the re s u l ts  of  t h i s study fo und  t h at  b l a c k  s tudents  we re 

ma k i n g  many po s i t i ve soc i a l  a d j u s tmen t s , l ac u n ae  st i l l  e x i s t  i n  

t he l i terature i n  t h i s  a rea bec a u se s ome re searchers  d o  n o t  v a l ue  
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these  types  o f  i n ve s t i gat i o n s . I n  order  for b l a c k  s tudents  to c on t i n ue  

to  e n ro l l a n d  g ra d u a te from mi nor i ty a n d  ma j o r i ty i n s t i tut i o n s , 

h owe ver , i t  wi l l  be i mpo rta n t  for u n i vers i ty admi n i s trators  to co n t i n ue 

to accumu l a te d a ta about  how ra c i a l  m i n or i ty o r  ma j o r i ty s tatu s 

affects  s tudents ' a c ademi c pe rforma n c e . 

T h i s s tudy a l so re vea l ed t h a t  ma ny  ma j o r i ty wh i te s tudents  

may h a ve d i ff i c u l ty adj u s t i ng i n  one  p redomi n a n t l y wh i te ,  very l a rge , 

s ta te- s u pported u n i vers i ty .  The re su l t s s u ggested t ha t , l i ke m i n o r i ty 

s tudents , some ma j o r i ty s tu d i e s  need a s s i s ta n ce i n  ma k i n g  the  

adju s tmen t  to u n i vers i ty l i fe .  I n  fac t ,  t he  re s u l ts of  th i s  s tudy 

s howed that  wh i te s tuden t s  may not  be a s  we l l - equ i pped  for adj u s t i n g  

a n d  c op i n g i n  t h e  l a rge u n i vers i ty set t i n g  a s  a re b l a c k  s tuden ts , 

becau se  of  t he i r  i ne xper i ence  i n  ma k i n g  some soc i a l a d j u s tmen ts . 

I n  e s sence , t hrough  s u pport of  researc h on  the  psycho l og i c a l  i mpact  

o f  m i n o r i ty s ta t u s  on b l a c k  a nd  wh i te st uden ts , psyc ho l o g i s t s , 
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educators  a n d  other  soc i a l s c i e nt i s t s  c a n  pro v i de va l u a b l e i n fo rma t i on  

to he l p  i n s u re t hat  a l l students  h a ve g reater  o p portu n i t i e s for  

ac h i e v i n g a cademi c and  s oc i a l  s uccess  i n  c o l l e ge . 
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Stude n t  Op i n i on Que s t i o n n a i re 

Be l ow a re s ome sta tements  re g a rd i n g s oc i a l a t t i tudes  wh i c h  
s ome peop l e  a gree wi th , wh i l e  others  d i s a g ree . Re s pondents  we re 
a s ked  to g i ve the i r  op i n i on s  about  e a c h  by se l e c t i n g  one  of the  
fo l l owi n g  re s po n ses : 

SA Stron g l y  Agree 
A Agree 
U U nce rta i n  
D D i sa gree 
SO  Stron g l y  D i sa gree 

1 .  I n te g rat i o n wi l l  re s u l t i n  g reater  understand i ng between  

B l ac ks  a nd  Wh i te s . ( Factor  1 )  

2 .  S o c i ety h a s  a mora l r i ght  to i n s i s t that  a c ommu n i ty 

desegregate even  i f  i t  doe s n ' t  want to . ( Fa c to r 1 )  

3 .  The S u p reme Cou rt wa s corre c t  i n  l e ga l l y  ma nda t i n g  sc hoo l 

desegre ga t i on . ( Factor  1 )  

4 .  Bu s i n g i s  a n  appropr i ate me a n s  to a c h i e ve rac i a l  

de segre ga t i on  i n  s c hoo l s .  ( Facto r  1 )  

5 .  Aff i rma t i ve a c t i o n i s  a n  a p p ro p r i ate  s t ra tegy to he l p  a c h i e ve 

par i ty fo r B l a c ks i n  the  j o b  ma r ket . ( Factor  1 )  

6 .  I n tegra t i on  s hou l d  not  be a ttempted bec a u s e  o f  the  t u rmo i l 

i t  c a u se s . ( Factor  1 )  

7 .  No ma tte r how n i ce l y  they treat a B l a c k  person , Wh i te peo p l e 

don ' t  rea l l y  me an  i t .  ( Fa ctor  2 )  
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8 .  No  ma tter  how n i ce l y  t hey treat  a Wh i te per son , B l a c k  

peop l e don ' t  rea l l y  mea n  i t .  ( Fa c to r  2 )  

9 .  B l a c k s  c a n  expect  n o  rea l h e l p from mo s t  W h i te peop l e 

i n  the  f i g ht  a g a i n s t  rac i a l d i sc r i m i na t i on . ( Fa c to r  2 )  

1 0 . B l a c k s  a re p u s h i ng for equa l i ty too f a s t  a n d  too soon . 

( Fa c to r  2 )  

1 1 .  Wh i te s  a n d  B l a c k s  c a n  get  a l ong  o n  j o b s  u n t i l too  many 

B l a c k s  try to p u s h  themse l ve s  i n .  ( Fa c to r  2 )  

1 2 .  W h i tes  a n d  B l ac k s  c a n  get  a l ong  on  j ob s  u n t i l too  ma ny 

W h i te s  try t o  p u s h  themse l ve s  i n . ( Fa c t o r  2 )  

1 3 .  Wh i peop l e  are  o n l y  fr i en d s  to  B l a c k s  when they wa n t  

s ome th i ng from them . ( Fa c to r  2 )  

1 4 . B l a c k  peop l e a re o n l y  fr i e n d s  to Wh i te s  wh en they wa n t  

s ometh i ng from them . ( Fa c to r  2 )  
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1 5 . I t  i s  u su a l l y  a mi s t a k e  to  tr u st a person  of a n other  ra c e . 

tor  2 )  



Be ha v i ora l I nterac t i on w i t h  Students  o f  a 

D i ffe re n t  Race Que st i on n a i re 

Many co l l ege  s tudents  h a ve i n te ra c ted w i t h  a person  o f  a nother  
race . The fo l l owi n g  l i st co n s i s t s  of  type s o f  a c t i v i t i es that  a 
wh i te/ b l a c k  co l l ege  s t u de n t  may h a ve e n gaged i n  w i th  a b l a c k/wh i te 
co l l ege s tudent . 

For  e ac h  a c t i v i ty ,  re s pondents  we re  a s ke d  to re s pond  by 
s e l e c t i n g  one o f  t he fo l l owi n g : 

Y Yes , I h ave done  th i s  w i t h  one o r  more b l a c k/ wh i te 
s tudent s  

N N o , I h a ve not  done  t h i s wi t h  at l ea s t  o ne  b l a c k/wh i te 
s t u d e n t  

X I am  u n wi l l i n g to  re s pond  to  th i s  i tem 
N/A  T h i s i tem  i s  not  a p p l i c a b l e to me 

1 .  Attended  c l a s se s  w i th  one  or mo re b l a c k/wh i t e s t uden t s . 

2 .  Sat  n e xt to one o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t udent s  i n  c l a s s . 

3 .  Ate i n  the  d i n i n g h a l l at  the  s ame t a b l e w i th  one  o r  more 

b l a c k/wh i t e s tuden ts . 
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4 .  Had o ne  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s tu de n t s  i n  my s oc i a l  fratern i ty 

o r  s o ro r i ty .  

5 .  H ad  one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s t uden ts  a s  roommat e s . 

6 .  Had a sexua l re l a t i on s h i p w i t h  one  o r  mo re b l a c k /wh i te 

s t udent s .  

7 .  We nt to an  a t h l e t i c  e vent  w i t h  one  o r  mo re b l a c k /wh i t e 

s t uden ts . 

8 .  We nt  to c h u rch  w i t h  o ne  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te student s .  

9 .  Went to t he  mov i es w i th  o n e  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s t ude n t s . 

1 0 . Went to a pa rty o r  dance  w i t h  o ne  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te 

s t udent s .  
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1 1 .  Dra n k  a l co ho l  ( beer , w i ne , l i quor ) w i th  o n e  o r  mo re b l a c k/ 

wh i te s tudents . 

1 2 .  I n v i ted one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s tudents  h ome wi th  me 

( pa rents ' home ) 

1 3 .  Stud i ed wi th  one or  more b l a c k/wh i te s t udents . 

1 4 .  Wen t  s hop p i ng  ( food , c l othes , etc . ) w i t h  one  o r  more b l a c k/ 

wh i te s tudent s . 

1 5 .  We n t  o n  v ac a t i o n  w i th  one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s t uden ts . 

1 6 .  We n t  w i th  one o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s tudents  to a concert 

o r  p l ay .  

1 7 . So l i c i ted the o p i n i o n o f  one  or  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t udents . 

18 . Voted fo r one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s t udents  i n  a n  e l e c t i o n  

o r  e l ected po s i t i o n . 

1 9 . Wo r ked on  camp u s  wi t h  one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t udents . 

20 . D i d l a u ndry wi th  one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t udents . 

2 1 .  Too k  drugs  w i t h  one o r  more b l ac k/wh i te s tuden ts . 

2 2 .  Coo ked w i th  o ne o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t uden ts . 

2 3 .  Had  one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t udents  a s  a persona l f r i end . 

24 . Dated one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t uden t s . 

2 5 . V i s i ted the home ( pa rents ' )  o f  one o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te 

s t udents . 

26 . Wo r ked o n  a c l a s s  p roject  wi t h  one o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te 

st ude nts . 

27 . Wa l ked on  camp u s  wi t h  one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s t ude n t s . 



28 . Part i c i pated i n  the  same c l u b o r  orga n i za t i o n w i t h  one  

o r  more b l a c k/wh i te s tudent s . 

29 . V i s i ted i n  the dorm room o r  apa rtme nt  o f  one  o r  more 

b l a c k/wh i te student s .  

30 . L i ved next door  to one  o r  mo re b l a c k/wh i te s tude n ts . 

3 1 .  I n v i ted one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te stu dents  to  a pa rty o r  

other  s oc i a l g ather i n g . 

32 . Met membe rs o f  one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te stu dents ' fami l i e s . 
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3 3 .  Rode i n  the  s ame c a r  wi t h  o n e  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te stu dents . 

3 4 .  H a d  a c a s u a l  convers a t i o n  w i t h  one  o r  more b l a c k/wh i te 

students . 

3 5 . Ma rr i ed a b l a c k/wh i te s t ude n t . 



V I TA 

J u l i e  E l i zabeth  W i l l i ams  wa s b o rn i n  Qua n t i co , V i rg i n i a on  

Dec emb er  7 ,  1 9 5 7 . She  a ttended  pr i ma ry and  e l ementary s c hoo l s i n  

Germa ny ,  Georg i a  a n d  V i rg i n i a . She  g ra duated  va l e d i c to r i a n  from 

Bowl i n g  Green Sen i o r H i g h  Schoo l , Bowl i ng Green , V i rg i n i a  i n  J u n e  

197 5 . M s . W i l l i am s  g ra du a te d  from The Co l l eg e  o f  W i l l i a m a n d  Ma ry , 

W i l l i amsburg , V i rg i n i a  i n  May 1 979 , w i th  a doub l e  maj o r  i n  p sychol ogy 

and  soc i o l ogy . 

I n  Septembe r  1 9 79 Ms . W i l l i ams  e n tered the  g ra du a te program i n  

C l i n i ca l  P syc h o l ogy a t  The Un i v e r s i ty of  Tenn e s see . Du r i n g  h e r  

ten ure  there  s h e  worked  i n  a va r i e ty of m e n  1 h ea l th re l a  d 

organ i za t i on s . She  wa s a p p o i n te d  a s  a predoc tora l fe l l ow i n  c l i n i ca l  

p syc h o l ogy a t  Ya l e  Un i ver s i ty i n  J u l y 1 982 . 

M s . W i l l i a ms worked  a s  a n  i n s tru ctor  a t  Knoxv i l l e  C o l l ege  a n d  

a s  a n  e v a l u a to r  of  a do l es cen t preg n an cy programs f o r  t h e  Bureau  o f  

Educa t i o n a l  Re search  and  Serv i ce a t  T h e  Un i ve r s i ty o f  Tenn e s se e . 

I n  a d d i t i o n , Ms . W i l l i ams wa s empl oyed a s  a men t a l  h e a l th  con s u l ta n t  

for the  Kn ox v i l l e  Job  Corps  Cen ter . S he  wa s awa rded  the  Doctor o f  

P h i l o sophy degree  w i t h  a ma j o r  i n  P sycho l ogy i n  Au g u s t  1 986 . 
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