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Sticky Note
We should think this through using LOA as the first variable to see if it works well we might also consider whether new concepts are needed in relation to LOA & LEO

[note: LOA=level of occupational aspiration
LEA=level of educational aspiration
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This should be polished and treated as working paper no. 1 in the project. 
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" "‘here are two currﬂrt def*nl lons 01‘ attitutm W’hioh '

ﬂ»characteriye a two;old split in ;reﬂent Foo*alépsyoholog1¢al

3

“thinﬁirg. . en. at*i tude lg ”...a menta‘ and nautral state
,of readinese exertlrg a dlractiv» inlhéﬂcF upor thﬂ 1nd1v-__"

| ;1dua 'a r#oponse “to all’ objeots and sltuations to whlch 1t

1 and 2 ) ., (a) syndrome or rasponse nonsia-‘ 5'w'

e

- ?13 related "

- '
' -taney wlth regard to 2 set of sooial ob*ects.lﬁz The first

fﬁlnltian 1mplies that attitudes aTe. real, existing entitias ::
wﬁaeh direot bahavior, while the second suggests only that |
ttitnde 13 ‘a term used to rsfer to an empirioally existing t;ff
jgularity or behavior under given conditions.A Le Huer re-,ﬁjé
ects the flrst derinition, since he claims empirical evidencefi

B f{tends to 1ndioate that it 1s not. valtd. If an attituda real-:fﬁj

'Yh”ﬁﬁlr Was an 1nterna1 'scmething whieh diraots behavior, thon _
QQ?;-f f1_ ;: we. uould not see the varlabillty of behavior wlth regard to fﬁfi“

'l’ 'fthe same obJect or aet of obJeots which we do: 1n fact see, R

'éihe suggests.B. There ‘are two reasors why I tand to reject his ffﬁ
:analyslsa.:”ﬁ ; “_" _' _ ‘_,' _"._.Ai ,. . “,
"fFirst. the empirioal examples he gives do not °°““’ad1°t *i

‘#ha nntion of attitudo uontained in the first definttlon at

;hii; Lo Muer oites as evidence the fact that. Southern workersif- , 
xhibit prejudioial attitudeu toward Negroes when ofr fhe;bb, SR

__bmt not when at work. Ris there wera an 1nternal something

L

j Burt F. Green 'Attitude Measurement" 1n Gardrer Lindzey
"l_ andbook of Sogial Pszcholog; .




fwhiéh determines béhévior, then 1t would. have'té'diredt'the.‘}“i‘" :
'alndividual to the same aotion in both clroumstanccs, he L

;;;reasons, since the objeot (Negro) is the same in both caaes. 'f;l?f;ﬁ

_fz'This 13 clearly not true; Hhile a Negro co-worLer and a -
‘”'_f.Nesro nelshbor nay’ be. the sané obJecbin Le Huer, 1t 16 doubt- '“ L
jrul that thay oonatituta the same thing at all to the lndiv- ;;;

%fidn.lg 1n hia own examplo. The psyohologioal maanins ot an’*

_; 6bJeet 13 at 1eaut partially situationally datined._ A person _
_‘v‘imuy have a very ravorable attitude toward pianos 4ri his’ living -
‘wu.;j:oun, but it 15 unlikely 1in the’ extreme that. this attitude SR

Tyt

tfjf'rorers as ﬂall to pianos falllng from a block and taokle tawardfs
‘  5the piano ldver's head._ Slmilarly, ‘a llon 1n a oage 13 a
| 'iiwholly differant objeot than a lion in one's 1lving room. L
i  fThere 18 no raason whatsoever to suggest that attitudes ex-:T{V‘

_:~gffpress,¢ toward an object in one situation should oarr7 over-

i.,é:iinto another, unleas the meaning of the objeot 13 oarried

*' ;over 1"',et frun the rirat sltuation 1nto the seoond. Atti- Qf»f

"fﬁ;}tmaes, then, like the objeots to which they rofor. art situs-'f”

-..l .

L tional phgnomena- g

‘E[I Seoondly, the. 1daa that attitude should be used to con-}'l?“
_ _"3vey only an emplrioally observed rogularity or behavior 13 8. |
e 'f:;oonfualng ene. . It reminds me “of Lindesmith and Strauss® re- j}ifnﬁi

’}*5”ootion or the term"physloal self' to rerer to the body,‘sinceﬂj

,..we already havo a perfeotly satisfaetory word for. body--3‘

;ngnely 'hody,'-“ 3 the tern does nothing but refer to oon-[f»’

&atency or behavior, then pexhaps we. wonld be better ort just;j”

'Jﬁnﬁﬁdﬁﬁﬁlﬁh}&-sﬁxauss,'Soc;al Psichologx*“'



']jto list the eonsistent behavior, e.g.,-'Jones votes democratic;
'Aﬁ, ?3$ of the time. , Tb oodp that statement Into ’anes has a f?ﬁ‘
| ]5,;{demoorat10 attitude' 18 to lose 1nroxmatlon only to gain noth-ir
l iifing in raturn. ;f. *- o RIS AN ;
' ‘ I rould auggest, then,,that an attitude 13 sonnthins
_  f;nora than an abstraction from observod behavior» Thn prohlen '
' 'i”nou 18 to rind out what 1t 13.-fif:":  ERRLESS o

There ara sevaral esaential oonditions whioh una__to not _

' :;betora an attitndo can bo said to exist. Flrst, theru mnst’;

”T__att&tﬁde, but rather the 1nd1v1dual's oonception;
fbjectg (Thia 1: not ngant a, a donigl ot the rualityf’

ey fwhtchils the 1nportant raotor in hia rnlutionshlp toward 1t
'  ;'f?§1r the 1ndividnal thinka thbre 13 a lion 1n his livins ronuj

':;ffjhe 3111 abay out or the living roon even 1f the llon 18 r#lll?
:'knst thoro.) It might bo noro acou:ately aaid, than, th;t

voraon mnut hava a oonception of an obJoot barora thora oah

hp un axtitude.;;f““ii' . ": - ; “,. wr- ; ;-
TBnt a eoncﬁptlan of an obdect nlpne 13 not enonsh.riﬁi
ihdividnal night vury woll aay 'Negroea are uonderful people.fyfr ‘
fhis 1: a conoeption or an’ obJect, but 1t'1s not an attitude.fi;;fﬁg
!he'lndividual might 30 on to say Q..but I don't like them. 5yléﬂ§f
By uddins this last, re have oonatruoted an attltude (I
dbn't like Nagroes) but to do 80} Ie hava had to add a statp-ﬂ

S



Hf&f*ﬁfment about the 1nd1v1dual's relationship to hia oonception
‘<??1:or that objeet.. The elements of an attitude, therorora. are

1 ”-:-;gfl ) the 1nd1v1dual'e eoneeption or an ebject (or eet et ob-
__'f,'aacts); 2.)  the 1nd171dualfs conception of hlh relabionshlp e
}j@¥, to thet objeet. _ _ B _ S f ST -

| -: At thia peint, an 1ntereet1ng theoretieal eonvergenee
fw'7;oan beseen, The two terms of an. attitude--the 1ndividua1'
l*feﬁiooneeptien or an objeet end his oonbeption or hie relatlonshlp.f
:ﬁf‘?to 1t--a:e reoiproeels. An; eteteneut en 1naividnal ﬁnkee

:fgiahout hineelf 18 neeessarily e atatement about aome ebaect or
 ”e';ob3eote as well.r It 18 in terme ot his relationnhlp tp the
'1f~ob3eet; or hls eiperienoe that an 1ndlvidual 1s able to 1dent1—;

.t'the 1nfoxuation they hawe abeut hin,fron their ibee:va—

ﬁeus ot‘hia aetions. Binee 311 aetione are reletlenchlpa_t_
-ouz'obaaot or et of obJeets, ther 411 the information an’
¥;1ndividua1 hes ‘about himself 1a 1nrerred from’ s reletlenﬂhip
'?_ objeotn., Eueh element or an 1nd1v1dua1's eelr-eoneeptton
1& an a&tituﬂe, end the sum or all hie ettitﬂdes 1: hll selr'
~eonoeptioh.r This 13 eonsistent with Knhn ('What 13 ueant by‘
-the‘eelr as belng ohjeet to oneself 1r 1t 1; not thdm theigfff

;self 1; attitndes-sxnbelie prepoeels ror aetien teward or. P




fﬁ{ rith respect to the self?“)s and Mead (the Belf 18 ors. ‘“‘

;neh or organized att*tudes ihloh one himself assunee.'}

gan. thus offer the !‘ollom.ng definitiona: | '(51) ‘the gelfd

;ﬂneeptlon 18 the 1nd171dual's oonception or his relatlonahipf??fJ

to‘the obJocts of' his experience, and (2); an attitude 1a thaffdf
individnal'a eonoeptinn ot his relationship to an object or =
".':t‘or ObJOGtB. -,:_ ‘ Lo ] o

;nhch leas to aooount for behavior 1tsslf. This 18681-#

__1,?jfhehavxor. even 1r auoh a thlng 1a poaaihie at nll. #nd that .
: .;:inﬁan 1nd1v1dual's thinkins he has. an emotion uould boranrriciant
_ 'iff1;1to notivate %ehavior avon 1f he really had no physioally¥“7
'”-f§?fjdetorm1nable driva atate at all.. But to dany ou&hex&s dﬁt&t’f

% nintng impértance 1s not to deny it aiy. uportaneu; ‘
‘7;{theory, oathexis or emotional faotoru nro obdeutg inﬁthp:f”:
1national rield ot the 1nd171dual, and they nnst be dofinad in:

!ilabiun to the 1nd1vidua1 Just as anx other objaet.~‘£his 18
ﬁtsantially why difterant inAIVIEuals behav& differenttal@ ,

\., 3;1jﬁ_ _ 'Thaory in the Past 25 Years "
.Q‘ﬁ;@a;ﬂ;;, ;vb1. 5 Nb. 1, Hlntar,;1964.wpp-

‘LHerbert Head, Anselm rausg, &d., oago;; :nj_ [
~.BOOkG, 1956 PP. 81, 243 B L ST e




1? ;_ ﬂhen they feel the sare gmotior.

i The 1mportaht dimensions of attitudes, then,_are con—'. o
”M: captuals_ snecif‘cally, the 1nd'v1dua1's ooneeption or objects :;f{
u and his oonoeption of hlmeelr. Anythlng whioh affeots elther .
ot these two elements will alter the ettitude of the . individuaL.“;ﬁQ
- We may tentatlvely define sl lfic nt othe ’ ﬁhen, as anyone
) who exerts an inportant 1nr1uence .en the 1nd1v1dua1'a dprin-
1bion or objects or himselr.‘ This meanl that thero will be
_”_. sevaral distinct types of sisnirlcant otheru ' -
A

| ) 1'5 The only way that an object oan be’ defined 1g to
speoify 1ts relationship to othar objects alroady known.. One.
way this is done 13 by plasing the new-objaot 1n categories . e
already dafined. Anyone who axerts an 1mportant 1nf1nanoe(ifi:q'm

-Lhi°f bn the 1ndividual'a 1ncluat6ﬁ of a nsw objast 1nt¢ & previoﬁs-f?

ily;ovaluated categorv oan be geen as a signirioant other vith o
_ resard to -that objeot. These 'prevlously uvalnated eateggriegn"”

1nsofar aa they excernise a filtering ef fect on the- 1ndividua1'sﬁfi

deﬁn:.tion of the new object, I term "i‘iltnr attitudea.“ 'I'hus

gﬂﬁﬂ ' a person who convinces an. 1nd171dunl that oduoation 15 a ncmp 7 T
bor of the class “neans to sueoess“, given that the indlvidua1

M V a.lready has an attltude toward meana to sueoeps, has derined ‘ ' R
‘. the 1nd1vidual's attltude tovard e&uoation., He 1: a 3ign1f1-'

S I

1lul\ - ;_' 5 aant other es Br as. education is oonoemed. -.

24 ) But the anerse is also true, If the 1ndividual
' a]ready seas education as a member of the olass “maane to

'f  auooess', then anyone who deflnes the 1ndiv1dua1's relation~ ; ;f.“
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Sticky Note
These seem similar to my "cultural value variables"


'edueation. He too, 13 a. signifioant bthar. )

1d,ual nay be said to be a sipxirioant other insdt? ps ho 11)
. darlnes the obJeot: dirootly Iglinoluding :.t 1n an almm:,;' S

;imo seok eduution. fz) But min the mwrm “*«'.-- g




Tiigent Seople seeXx aduoatlon w111 bn a slgnlfloant other |
or him with ragard to aduoation even though they haVe never  il
‘;1a anything directly about him at all, ' . s e f w0 |
“}iSeveral 1mportant considerations ahould be made here.¢ f.d
1;rst or all, 1 speolflcally employ the terms 'olass' br _
hoategory' here, rather thaﬁ group . even though 1t ia claaré

that the members ot these claﬂses or catesoriel arereluaya o

'““j;ror the 1nd1v1dual 1nsofar 88 1t ser?gs as. a mambership oateT :

””: s°ry"n°t 1nsorar aa it 13 & group.:.:'37“

' Seoondly, a reterence oategory sorvee aa a raferunt only{j

‘n;rogard %o thoso objects uhich ate related tojtha

‘#n‘h oompgse ﬂ'o 33 a Oatesory.r The Batego:y ) dénocﬁ
“]f?lanple, uill serve as ‘8 rarerent only for pol;fé‘
x-f,.~:;This f°11°'8 from the faot ﬁhat a. category 13 844
;f»°’1‘t only !hen and 1nsorar es 811 Lta meanrs stann in;thaﬂé
-yﬁiﬁama ralationship to tha objgota which deflne 1t as a oategoryLﬂj
.“L:'Th° °3t080r? “dog-lovar" exists 1nsorar as all the uembers of‘ ;;.ﬂ;

L ‘that ela-s stand in ¥imil 1ation to dogs and thlnas re- .
7 'iCLA;flated to do's. T@Pa 1t_s:§$ap as, a refertnt only toward dogs,
'”}:V fQ{and thinss re ted w dogs. . _- "

©.10



.‘ miﬁs 'When a referenoe category also compriaea a neu-

shlp sro-‘up, additlonal souroes of 1nr1uence oone 1nt:o play.

."'nembai's or the sroup rererent serve as role nodela ror
_e'Andividnal 1nsofar as they act with resard to the objdct[s)

m;h_ oonpr:l.se 1t as a oategory. in 1mportant erbensian or

th:ls. sroup rot‘erent ta):ea pla.oe when the obJeata wh:l.eh ;'conprise

_at a.ny obJects Attitudes will be 1nte"n:‘l -::'_

"sagniraoanz othe:s for tho derinition or the nelr. thenff
thoaa who (1) derine the 1nd.1v1dual as a nenber or a olaeé
’tlhose' rclationahlp to the objeot or the a.f:titude 13 __a‘lraady_'
hwm, (2) der:lm the rclata.onahi.p ta t:hq ob;toot .b-
:tbituna of ‘a olass of hiich the individual aitesdy

hlnsqlt . lombor, or (3) nre nonbera or a. rereran« "QQ BROTY

*u!ﬂ.eh 1s at the sug t:uu Y nonborship group.
! Ocmb.tning thoae uth the tma or nimff«n;:} Oﬁhhm
S h_ﬁident1r1ed 1 section 8y then, we find that ‘there &re'
'fa;;ititheq of. signitleant other!] Q) thodb Iho agrzne‘m_yéj*‘7”_”
or an’ attitude by 1nelndi.ng 1t in an alreadz avﬂuﬁ.od;} Mte-
gory or obJeots: ‘2) those who derlm the mdlvidul‘a ro- :
-f;'lgtionath to a class lnto which the objeot haa alroady:hneu

11




1nc1uded, (3} those who define the individual as B member
'of a c¢lass whose relationship to the object of the attitude-
o 1s already known; (4) those wWho deflnn the relationship to-
.;“tha objest of the attitude of a class of which the indivldu31 
1:.a1ready cbnsiders himself a member, and (5) those who are’
‘fnenbera of a reference category which is at the sama time a
 .nemberah1p group. o - o
G ) oteriati 'b-of significant others:
| It can be seen rrom tho argunsnt above that, in all

. lusou. aignirioant others funotion as such by pruviding the o
jiﬁﬁlvidual Ilth 1nrormation, elther direstly or indireotly, -.{-f ﬂ:§§
;ﬁuut his ralationshlp with the obJeots of his experienee. “-' Ty
" fhers ary two ssts of sonditions which must be fulfilled. =
| axob 1n order to aceount for the influence of sisnirieant

othors.r Hb must stlll asaess, (1) under uhat conditlons

fjﬁtnfbrnation can be transmitteg to the indlvldual, and (2)
Mu?lfsivun that the 1n:ormation 1e trananltted. under uhax o
” "fconditlons At will be belleved. o

t* b‘l ) ndi ons fo 1 ro tion t ssi n:
\ It should bo olear that the conditions for 1nrormation
'Etmunaninslon are structural." In order to- provide the 1nd1v1dual

”!ith ‘some 1nfornation about his relationship to obJeeta, e
theﬁpotential slsnifloant other must be ina position to- 1ntor~
aot with him, even 1f 1n an. indirect manner) e.5., through -

Lurﬁting. mass.media, eto. ALl 1nrormation must be paased throngh

'”?Qua communicationa network, and, other raotors baing equal the '

"1n51v1dual's 1ooation in this eommunioationa netﬂork wlll

TN

oy
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Why not use AB X model?


=]

;determina 'or him the rinds and caantities or information 5
q.bout himself which he raoeives.' Those who oocnpy key T?:}f 
_pﬁﬁltions in that struevural network will be the 1ndiv1dua1's =
'33?f815n1fieant others. mhare ls a possible oompater tyehniqua {f"fiﬁ

f7;tor derining theae relevant struo»ures whose scope is liuited kS

: ”only bw neononin conaiderations. Ir each 1nd171dual in a

givanrntruotnxal unit (say, ror exanple, a achool olasb > o)
ne'_if@;ﬁb‘fhoqd stonb)i_ 15 achd.'_tb report the number of:
ntartonmunioationa he has nith J!En;hhor~monbera_af that”

?t on g givan topio (1n this 1natanoe edueation}_ovzr a

1von tlne. then tho rollowing matrix ean ba ocnstructed:ﬂgi

*iindioate the nunb.r or 1nteraoﬁiuqs ba&unenywnﬂ §ﬁ¢ﬁ*1, over
‘;-fifa givan tiue ppriod.. Thus 1nd1v1dnal & repofts b 1nteraettons
"par time unﬁs with 1nn1vmmi1 2, biat Bime the’ “ﬁbﬂ“ il
-'i ;report dirferﬁnt total lnteractlons, and ainca two 1ndi?1dua15i

':emay disagrae on how orten they 1nternst with each other, the

ruatrix will bo non-aynmetrio._ The aeoond prohlen oan_bo*'

SRR IR
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;”;éliﬁﬂ“a*?d'by «7eragiﬁg‘th~ i rerorts (pveragﬂ number‘_
'.-repcrtsd i 'thecéf r table), tut the f* at 1? nct &5

‘?{easy to elimlnate. Percﬂnvaglnﬁ tbe reported frequencies

';i‘wlll make the-ma rir Quh o 100% acrocs the anQ,Abut the

‘ﬂ-columns will not do so._ If, however, & teohnique can be rouna-ji??3

o C‘ﬁto translate the raw numbers into an 1ndex or interaotion
':7wh10h varies batwaen zero and one (posslbly by averaging the {

:‘1nteraotion sgores’ of thé iqdividnals and measuring the'

Istnace fron eadh reported scora from tha mean 1n standarﬂ-”;s
core unita, with the araa nnﬂer the curva deflned aa ona)7
_nn the result wiIl yield a’ aymmetric matrdx which:can be;?
‘fabtor-analyzeﬂ ) The ractors which analysis yields-should
frfespond to sub-groups within the 1arger atruoture alongl{
whloh information 18 passed. ”he loadings of the 1toms ;
parauns) on the raotor (sub-group) should be a meaaure of *hL
‘ﬁegree to uhioh they oonatitute signiflcant others for any T
Tgiven 1ndividual in that sub-group, (a1 other faot'rs equal }a”
Woat valus number should 'be considered. 'high'»nﬁstjt"f

ﬁ f.” m1nad by. empirioal rssaarch It 18 also possible,'by
sliﬁfii;asaigning a nesative Value to those 1nd1v1dndls' ﬁoO,g fi#ﬁﬁ

.ff?whom the person reports he usually diaagraes, to aocount fOr ;';m

- __“;.{negatlve 1nf1uence. | _'_' !: SR f  , '_"': i‘,', | :

'2i?iff?f1 Althoush this model w111 acoount rof some. or phe varianee'ffi?f

N ‘17_1n personal 1nf1uence, 1t ¥%ill not aooount for all of it, as i‘z?ﬂ:{

I owill crg to meke" olear below.,.

tn"f'”?m) Conditions for accegtancﬂ of transmittad 1n{o t m'u»_f'j

Givan that we can establish who communlaates with whom, _fﬂ

14
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“”elther by means. ot the technique outlined above or other ;5.
'd.methods, 1t is neceseary to establish the conditions under {d
_ whidn the information tranenitted w111 be- etfective in “:_ |
_ definlng the relaticnship under consideration. Thie taei -
" falls under the rubric or comnunicatlons analyeic and the
”2even older rield or rhetoric., The standard divieion or

'”-d_ereae cr etudy 1n theee fielde hae been (1) 0h8!3°t°r13t1°3

_of the" conmnnicetor, (2) characterictice of the conmunication, Sl
' andr(3) cherccterietica or the audience. 81nce our mein L
rlfconcern here is with the detection of signlticant othere. we

‘can conrine our analysie to the firet or thoce three areae.i~f-uf;;t

.',;.ThO quality which rendora s oommunlcator cffective has been

':‘_ethos is not cleerly underetcod. (lelieble couroee ensgest

termed 'ethos. ' Uhtcrtunatoly, arter 2000 :eqrc cr ctudy,

~ that there 1- a ¢ruduate #tudent 1n the rhotcrdc departnent il
’fuho's maeter‘s thesie 18 an attempt to discover a mathematicald,ff?

rormula for ethos.- He is now beginning his seventh year on ,f

_,'the project. Bince Pletc ecye it takes seven years to learn

ilthe truth, we may be cloee tc e najor breakthrcushi There
':‘are eeveral chcrecteriatles of the other, though, lhiuh we

“would expeot to be important in getting nis conmunications 5357' |

"}-to the 1na1v1dua1 accepted. One 1s. the desree to whioh he is"

e_rpositively evalueted ('liked') by the 1ndlv1dgal, Insorar ;__ddfiwd
.as the 1nd1v1dua1 valnes the relat!onehip between himcelr and o
_;the other, and 1nsorar as hevseee the ccntinuance of that B

' relationship as contingent upon hie acceptance of the eveluation

of the chect that the other has provided for him, the. indi- '

- 15- 1
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widagd woerlld Lo Likely to asceznb theld evaluabion, This

ly the same as Lyve Al atovs, In

4

- rglalichn,: I1s snalytice
u;which the new otjeet iz p nlaced ‘ﬁto & prev‘dﬁs‘y Pﬁpluﬁted
- :datég:ry. In this case tle new object (going to schooll 19
-fk"placed 1nto the previousl, evaluated category (those things.
'.fwhlch x wants me to do. ) It is worth oiting separately,'
-.however, sinee 1t occurs 30 frequently empirically.
o Another charaoberistio of the comkunicator whicﬁ should :
'_-fhave a signlficant effect on the aceeptanae of his commanicatlonﬁﬁg.
-' ;;€13 tha degree to which the individual conceives him to be J
 {ﬁfoompetent to make the . dudgment about tbe object (or the
ﬁ}ikjindividual) that he is making. It 15 fnportant hers to

ffﬁf diatinguiah general competence rrom oompetence in the 3pe¢1fio

.  area it which the 1nformation 13 teing provided. mﬁn 1atter -

' 18 the 1mpo“tant variable Por our purposes. e

_ conoeption of the degree to which the communloator 1# likely  =.ri:?
wﬁ’pto toll the truth. (If the communioator 1s thought to Iie__~i'

H;,&ttitude rprmed will he the converse of the one he tries bo;.'*:“:}A

: ;implant.) | . |

- | I have taken the position 1n this paper that attitudes|:

-p{u!_ﬁre more than arbitrary corstructs, that they do 1ndeed
]q&i,.exert,a d;reoting.inrluencg on behgvlor, and.that_they.cénb'A

-":be der;ged specif;cally &8 the 1n¢ividﬁa1ﬂs oog#ept;Ona Of.fj | ‘

'.;hisurqlatiénship to objects or sets of objgots.' G1§eﬁ'thisi1._' B

16

A third characteristic worth ment*oning 18- the 1nd1v1dual'~ S


ce
Sticky Note
They may both be reported. Probably it is the importance the person assigns the other has which is most generally relevant. If so, we need to ask whether it matters and if a person ....to give self advice on the subject [...=cannot read]


{&é‘r’iﬁiﬁéio'n; 1t '6o1iows : that & c-igﬁi’ ficant -dl{:her-' -can'-f“ rom
I&ttitudes for the 1nd*vlduul 1n L ve differont ways. There
re several preconditions which must be mat before any ef
"thase techniques ‘oan occur, the first or whloh 18 that the
;other must oocupy a 1ooation in the aocial atruoture whiéhz

rallows oommunlcation of some sort between that ¢the  and

J:}the 1nd1vidual.A A raotor-analytio technique tor the*ﬂahig—

':f?under wmoh 11; w111 e erfsetive. The erfac' v

'fgpredicated of the other: atfeetive relntxonshipl
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