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PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

The primary purpose of this study is ta examine, 

in a controlled experimental situation, two variables 

that might have an effect upon the viewer's perception 

of a &meage film. 

One variable that can be expected to affect per- 

ception is the viewer's prior knowledge of the f i l m ,  

This study deals with one specific variabzc - a pub- 
l i shed review. 

Another variable that might affect ~ r c e p t i o n  is 

pe~sona4ity. This study deazs with one idantified gsr- 

The map ease f ila i s  the zruwd-wiruJny, five-minute , 
color, anti-war film, Sear Slanglad Banne~. It was 

produced and directed by Roger  Ffint.and was released in 
1 

1972, 

The sections that follow examine a variety of 

previous research findings, develop the theoretical con- 

cepts, r epor t  the method of study, and analyze the f ind-  

f ngs . 
. 

%ee Appendix A ,  p.  48.. 



THEORETICAL FORMlLbTION 

In t h e i r  book, 1 
Conunent in, American Film, David White and Richard 

Averson s t a t e  t h a t  they, 
6 

scrupulously avoided suggesting any causal 
relationship between the content of a mes- 
sage f i l m  and social behavior - simply 

. because no one knows enough about the com- 
plex variable8 that  coma between a novie- 

. goez, and what he sees on the screen , . . 
Thirty-four yeam before, in 1938,  Paul Cressey 

stated, "fundwentally, the mation picture i s  an instru- 

went of communication and inforntal education and it can ' 

be best etudied sociologicaXly when so. conceived. " 3 

He went on to state t h a t  quantitative and experimental 

research "should provide a conceptualization of the 

whole motion pic ture  experience by which w e  may be 

able .. . .. to perceive m o r e  fundamentally its role in 
' 4  the growth of attitudes and personality." . 

'As reported in a review by Robert ' W .  Wagner in 
A'$ Camatmication Review 21 (3.9731: 471-73. --- 

Q Paul G. Cressey , "Th.e Mation Pic ture  Experience 
aa Hodif i e d  by Social Backpound and Personality, " 
Amerimciolo&ca1. - Review 3 (19.38) : -516-25. , - 



Because f i l m  -search,. after forty  years, is 

r t f  X% t x + y 4 q  to measure the whoh motion picture 

~ieaosr, behaviorists s t i l l  do not knsw what the 

vacnep aa-tmally perceives or internalizes from the 

Cressty was one.cf the  e a r l y  sociologists that  

rsafnqained that motion pictzules.had an effect on the 

 view*^ a d d  m, influence on o o c i e t y a s  a whole. 

Until the raid 196Qgs, most sociological research- 

e m  cmsidemzd fils to be an "artw and an inf luac ing  

agent, L i t t l e  thought had been given ta it as a fox- 

of cumaunication, ta the cognitive style of the viewer, 

or to ather, f actcrs that might  influence what the viewer 

aetualby percsf wed ar accepted fro* the fiU. 

Film ww Visu -- 
Scrl Worth. became concernad with- filnr as a visual 

comslmicaGian and he defined i t  as, '+the tzymsmission 

of a sign& m c ~ _ i v e d  primari ly  through visual receptors, -- 
which -- we tre as a message in inferring, meanin_g , from - 
it." 

5 
He was conzemod with how t h s  riming, as per- 

ceived by the s e n d e ~ ,  or f i l m - m a k e r ,  w a s  =c.eived by 

the viewen. He expressed hie theory o f  f i l m  communica- 

tion in t h e  diagram in Appcndix C. 

5 
Sol Wo~th, " f f lm as A Nan-Apt : An Approach to 

the 'Study crf F i l ; ~ , ~  Ameirican Qilarterly 35 C1966): 32'3. -..- 



T a k i n g  i n t o  account that the film-laak.er does 

u t i l i z e  a belief system to fornulate a %feeling concern, 

eepecial ly in a glhsage or at t i tude  f i l m  actually does 

transmit this concern into .an h g e e v e n ~ ,  and assuming 

the viewer must receive thia message through his own 

b e l i e f  syatem, Worth concluded, "This -model . ., . 
describes the  process of f i b  cornmication, It 

duesn! t , hawevo~, explain it, " 6 .  

That certain viewer cognitions .or pr io r  knowledge 

of a- f i l m  might influence the perception of the f i l m  

has always been acknowledged by sociologists. However, 

reseamhers have not isolated any portion of these in 

a contmlLed situation. . 

White a21d Averson were among the f i r s t  to.adrnit 

that certain variables corn* between the. viewer and what 
r 

4 ,  
1 

he sees. They did not specify what these variables 

were, nor d i d  they venture a guess* 7 

Two Related Studies 

Two recent studies ,  although not direc t ly  con- 

nected with film research, do relate to this problem. 

me first i s .  a study that was conducted by Michael 

I David White and Richard Averson, The C e l l u l o i .  
2iocis.l Comrsz-en he American Elra (Boston: 

Beacon Press, 1972). 



8 Burgoon in 1970. Burgoan based the study on the can- 

cep$ Ths-t cattitudes induced by @ne event influence 

a4rtiWdes toward another event. 

He selected 216 subjects from four aidwestern 

cit ies  c o ~ q r i s i n g  four groups : labor union. merabers, 

adults ir, a data p~ocessing c.Xass, college freshmen 

and high school students. 

. A  writ ten message that had been pretested for  

madepate . con%ent w a s  given each subject. , Half o f  thi 

subjects randmLy received .messages w i t h  xi l i tant  

name s e t s  EStakely ~Carmichael, N. Rap Brawn,,.Eldridge . 

Cleaver), and the, other half received the non-militant 

sot fSenator Edward Brooke of Massachusetts, Mayor C e l  

S t o k e s  of Cleveland, Hrs . Hartin. Luthv  Kingi;fS~* 1. 

Before reading the message, sub jiecta w a ~ ~ . a k k e d  to 
. . 

evaluate their  spe~if ' ir  illare. sets.& a five-point 

semantic cliff ertential scale, with f i l l e r  questions 

regarding media and a der~ographie question to d e t e d n e  

race used to disassoci'ata t i r e  nmeu frola t h e  message. 

Pie results were: (11 Blacks rated 30th' ssrs of 

names signif i c s ~ t l y  less m i l i t a n t  this31 d i d  nhf tes ; 

(2)  bath raciai groups perceived the  nan-militant name 

s e t  to be signif icantly less mi l i tant  than the militant 
. , 

8 
Michael Burgoon, ?The Effects o f  Risgonse Set . - 

ankl W,  on Message 1ntexyretati6n,". 
3%. (19703: ' 164-68. 



name set; C3) the corltml g m p  d i f f e r e d  significantly 

%&4 expe~immtal  groups Sd 35'i$4gSng the militancy 

of the message ; (4 1 bXa:cks who we= given. .the non- 

n&litmt s e t  judged the mssage as lees.m$litant than 

a d  blacks who received the militant set ;  and (53 whites 

given the non-milftant sets  judged the message as sig- 

nificantly m a r e  m i l i t a n t  than d id  the blacks given the 

nun-Glitant sets.  

Althorzgh blacks, in general, perceived less m i l i -  

taney ir, the lnessagea than d i d  'krh5tesj, both white and ' 

blecks perceived more militancy i n  the a s s a g e s  at&&- 

buted to mixitant authors. 

The s.ewnd related study was conducCed by J ~ ~ J s  
a , .  

Bnadac and We B e l l  i n  19.75. They daalt. with nonf lu-c 

ency and flwncy expae*r=ath,ns of a five-rinuta video-, 
. -. 

taped speech and a fiwr-suias%m - 

The subj eets were- 196 f n  

tion students. 

Each speech contained t w e n t y -  f ive  nknfluehcbes : 

ahs, sentence change, omission, etc. 

In the nonfluent expectation, the subjects were 

to ld  the speaker had previously be& judged poorly by 
> 

'~ames D. Bradac and Hae A.. B e l l ,  <e.~ffects af 
Observer Expectations, Task Ambiguity and bdim of 
Presentation an Low-and-High Inference Judgments o f  
Camtltlitiative Behavior ," $eaT-eil~ch. 3. % . 

(19755: $23-32 * -  
> - . . ,  

( ': 
-"- 



speech professors. 

In the f luent expectatioq* %he subjects vsln t o l d  

the s&wker was understandable by o-paeeh pmfessors . . 
There was a high-ambiguity candltian where! t h e  

subjerts were to ld .  that nonf lueneies reflected the 

psychological state of the speaker, a d  a low-ambiguity 

condition w h e r e  nanf luency was ogc.,rationally de f ined . 
T h e r e  was nrs significant difference between the 

audiotape and the videotape. 

They found that: (1) ~ a h k  ambiguity influences ' 

the effect of observer expectatton on the counting of 

nonfluencies ; ( 2 )  subjects l e d  to expact T rio-?fluant 

speaker rated him ac refatively rionfluent on a high- 

influence scale, mre negatgvely an farm and content 

of h i s  speech; and ( 3 )  subjects who exp&cGd a f l u e n t  

speaker rated him fluent and rated him mare positively 

' - ,  on aspects of performance. .I,;?, . .?,- . .  . -,t a% 

,a z 

ren t  Study 

Bnadac and B e l l  studied the pgrception o f  f l u e ~ c y  

or aonfluency of a speaker, and found that subjects 

saw and heard w h a t  they w e r e  l e d  to expect. 

Burgoon s t u d i e d  the perception of militancy in a 

written message, acd found that subjects who expected 

+ rnore  militancy d i d  indeed oampmhend the message as 



Th& current study &dls w i t h  the difference in 

perception of militancy in 'w ant~&?kr film between 

dif ferent  levels of the autho~%tarisn pc~sonality. 

The expectation of militancy or nen-rnilitancy.wao 

fnduced in the f o r m  of a printed review of the film. 

Therefore, if Worth's de f in i t i on  of f i lm  as a 
10 visuaJ communication is considered along w i t h  White 

and Avereon's contention that the viewer does not 

always get  .the intended message because qf intervening 
'3.3. 

variables ; and if Burgoon, Rradac and B e l l  are cor- 

rect that subjects will read, see and hear what they 

m e  l e d  to expect ,(this studyts in tent ion  is to demon- 
. . 

strate that the filsn-nr&erfs message iatezxt may bs &a- 

t o r t ~ d  by persuasive f&@aw . It further. intends to 
. - 

denonstrate that the c r f  fectfveneis, of the' farewarning 

will depend, in sonre Pleaaura, u p n  one aspact of the 

viewer's cognitive ptrmcture, the presenkc o f  authori- 

tarian personality characterist icsA 

"~ee I Appendix C ,  p. 57. 

"FOP a d e t a i l e d  discussion of this laatter, see 
p. 4 above.. 



DEFINITXDHS AM) APPLIeATf O$lS 

Julian Hochberg stated, "Pic tor ia l  communication 

of shape and form is not  simply a learned visual  

. language." 
3.2 

However, Sol Worth wrote that " f i l m  can be 

thought ~f as a new and unknown language." 13 

The d i f  f eranee between these t w o  concepts of 

pictorial communication is 'that the first is an approach 

to perception in and of itself, without any regierd for 

the manner in' which tha ~ . ~ a e p % i o n  f a  a pavt of the 

total  cognitive style of the prceiwr. 'Phis is known 

as the p h e n q m e n o l a a  apprmac21, or the study of iso- 
, 

lated visual phenoglena where *he subject reports how 

the phenomena "appear" in contrast to how they Ware. *#I 4 

Phenoagenulogical s tudies  are perception studies that . 

dad.  with the manipulation of light, s ize  and shape of 

objects, movement, distortion, e t c . .  In .such s t u d i e s ,  

" ~ u l i a n  Hochberg , "The Peychophyaics of Pictor-' 
ial Pe~ccption,~ AV - CornmicatSon Review 10 (1962) : 51,. 

'lc8amuel 8. Bartley , Princz&as o f  ~erceptJon, Id  
ed. C%ew Yo-rk: Harper 6 Row,  1 . 



tht mrponse of the s&jec"t is lete,lg independent 

of m y  knawled.jp oor belfef concaFhing the stimulus. 15 

AX$.hougb these can, end haw been .applied to film- 

laaking, a s  definition of - m e p t i o a  its not applicable 

to this study because i t  will d e a l  w i t h  a message f i l m  

employs both visual and audio sensitivity and 

assuaterb prior knowlesdga and belief r e l a t i v e  to the 

The~efore, in this study, the word perception is 

defined as an imp.psssion through an au,d&wzisual l a n g i a ~  

trangcription upon the state of awareness of the 

viewar. 18 

Each individual is unique and each one has an 

individual psychal,qgioaX s;t&ctum . w h i c h  is an organized 

set  of thougkts, balfefs ,  values, etc .  that a pertran has 
* 

abaut himself and t he  w o r l d  a,ruuad him, Each separate 

component is called a cognition. Each cognition is 

simply an awamness 05 a single entity. When all the 

elements within the psychological structure are taken 

together Obey form the individualt$ so-called 

Ifig\ilian Hochberg , "Perception: Recovery of A 
Def i n i t i m ,  sycholopical Review 6 3 .  C1956 1 : . 900-05. 

''#%atis Toch and Halcob S. Maclean, Jr. , "Percep- 
tion, Co,maunication, and Educational R e n e c h  : A 
Tranraactf wal V i e w  ," AV Communication R e v i e w  10 (1962 1 : 
55-77, 



11 

personality. PsyCblogists  genenally agree that ind i -  

vfdwils axe constantly acquiring mt cognitions a d  

arraq@ng m d  ~ ~ P t i n g  thm withfn 43%. pemonality 

structure. F o r  the purpose. o f  this study, the indi- 

a@ his c o g ~ i f i v e  style. ' The degme to which an i n d i -  

vidual  feels abo el c~sitions i s  refe3?~d 

Amb 3.JQui-ty 

For  the purpoke of this study+ ambiguity w i l l  be 

considered as the, degree of vz&abLIity of the =lation- 

shipl&etvee_n the f i . lmlq , messaget, and t:he_~arcqpd?ual 
17 ' I . '  

r e s p e e  of the sublect.  

A film that is made by a pwducer and/or d irector  

with the intent o f  conveying one or more cognitions of 

that producer andfor director is a message film. 

I- 

''I~or a detailed diacussioi% o f  t h i s  matter' see 
p. 1Q above. 



THE 'FLM 

18 
Star Spangled Banner w a s  chosen for  this study 

for three reasons: It is a message film, it is a. ehc r t  

film f f i v e  minutes), and it ktas received many awards at 
5 

f i l n  fest ivals  around the  world,  including the "Best 

Short F i l m  and Special Jury Awardw at the Cannes F i l m .  

Fes t iva l  in 1972. 
19 

Comespondence from the write~-produce~-directc3r, 

Roger F l i n t ,  indicates that his message intent was, "we 

a l l  are related a n d  interlocked.  What happens to ane 

happens to all . . We die, too., when one of us 

d i e s .  tt 
20 

The f i l m  opens with t h e  t i t l e  superimposed over 

a jungle scene where a lone American soldier slowly and 

ca~efully picks  his way through the  underbrush. 

There i s  no dialogue. The soundtrack is a syn-' 

chronized M C ~  version of "The S t a r  ~yangled Bannerw' 

sung hy The Grass Roots. As the sol die^ moves through 

the jungle, there are f lash  frames a n d  quick. cuts of a 

'%he c o r ~ e c t  title according to the f i b  credits. 

19 See Appendix A, p.  48.  bid,, pp. 42-46. 



naked young wman, a motherly woman,' and the soldier 

with the young woman. The, soldier b e g h  to nm as 

rif1* f i r e  is exchanged near him. Xnterspliced with h i s  

pregrsssion through the jungle are guick'cuts o f  - a. 

cross-section-of American society. They appear to be 

watching the soldier. - . .  

Suddenly, he s t e p s  on a mine and he dies  i.n 

agoniqing slow motion. Again, the quick cute to the 

symbolic American types who f aXl and die .%n numents o f  

domestic routine. F l i n t  uses freeze frames very 

effectively. The heart of the message caws at this 

point, making i t  painfully clear that  a . piece of each 

one o f  us d i e s  w i t S  every soldier who is k i l l e d  in 

battle. 

Again, the credits are.. superimposed. The dying 

soldier,  in tk2 las t  - c ,  desperately grasps a handful. 

o f  mud as the melodius sound of birds and insects -is 

heard. 

F l i n t  uses brilliant-colw throqhout. He uti-  

Xizas reontage and juxtapositian such h tb& manner, that  

Sergei Eisenstein did in n and yip Strika. f l in t .  

welds the tatal impact w i t h  a pulsating balletic I 'I- q u a l i t y  
> 

reminiscent of Leni Riefenstahlt s Triumph of the W i l l .  

Star Spangled Banner is a technically superb, w e l l  

composed, and sensitively edited film that W e s  a 



=Spangled Banner has besn &escribed as, *a 

devwW&ing piece, i t  h i t s  one like a punch in the 

eye ,R (Variety) ; as, wth&mast eloquent of. all the 

anti-war films of recent years ," (Landers Film Reviews) ; 

and as, ?a bbief ,  rlonverbal film of disturbing realism 

cancermirig contemporary warfare, i t s  tragic results f o r  

the young soldier,  and the impact o f  his death on 

herican ao~iety,~ (The English Joqmal). 21 

T h i s  film is more than j u s t  a message f i l m .  It 

5s also a work of art. The value of this f i lm,  as w i t h  

any other artistic endeavor, is its worth to the beholder 

or possessor. Tfie.~ein l ies  the rredng 
. . 

iguity o f  the 

f i lm .  Although, this  3,s. t.l&gbt, f t i s  qmauggh to provide 

t b s  conditior~ necessary for Ule manipulation. of the 
'+ a 

r 

pemeptual response. 

I A ,  

''sea Appendix A, p. 47 



FILM RESEARCH 

Some Representative Studies ' 

Some film studies have been concerned with the 

effects f i l m s  upon t he  behavior individuals, 

upon the behavior o f  certa in age groups, such as 

children or adolescents. k great number have been done 

that  were con.cerned w i t h  t h e  effectiveness of films as 

an educational learning device. 

Since t h e  cur+--at study invalves the -a of an 

attitude or measage f i lm,  same rqprsssmtative m a s  are 

discussed in this  chapter^. 

E ~ t i a , a " t : i n ~ N ~ ~ o f  A Commercial - 
~ o d o n  P i c t  ure#n the Tm' cf .. L- . 

lGKEK3Euplnlon C ' I  

This study by J. E. Hulett ,  Jr. is an 

one of t he  early studies as i t  was. dona in 

amplayed a modified panel survey technique to try to 

detcmnine the effects of a commercial mution picture, 

Sister Kenney, on cormnunity opinions and collectfve 

2 2 ~ .  E. H u l e t t ,  Jr., "Estimating the Net Effect 
of A Coramercial Notion Pic tu re  Upon the Trend of Local 
Public Opinion ,'' American ~aciof&g.ical Review 14 (1949 ) : 
263-75. 



ac.tion. Thestudy had problems with contra&, ,mor ta l i ty ,  

@her factors, and was highly inconclusive. Hulett 

di&; fisrd that individuals -acted to the fflm with the  

famation of individuat3. opinions. They were not ,  how- 

ever, motivated toward collective action on related 

oarmaunity issues. Three-fifths of the group expressed, 

in varying degrees, the f ee l ing  t h a t  the f i l m  was prob- 

ably a biased Hollywood portrayal, 

Hovin_gAttitudes with Moving P f . c t u r e s  23 . - .. 

This study was done by Richard Hirsch, a160 in 

1949. It u*i l ized films to change student at t i tudes 
* 

toward' the plays of Shakespeare, The. control group 

read, discussed and l istened to lectures; , -  enpe~i- 

mental group did a l so ,  but they saw f i  of the flays. 
. _  . 

Hirsch used the Thurskon Attitude Soale- 24 

Hirsch found a definite bpmvement in attitude 

toward Shakespearees plays in the experimental group 

over the control group and concluded, "Motion pictures 

appear to be one of t h e  best tools a teacher can use to 
. . 

achieve success in the  sirnulation- and motivation of 

students toward a favorable attitude." 
25 

2 3  R i ~ h d ~ d  S. Hirsch , "Moving A t t i t u d e s  w i t h  . 

' Moving Pictures ,N Educational Screen 28 (1949 > : 44647. 

24 L. I, Thurston, *At t i tudes Can Be M e a ~ u r e d , ~  
f ,S ,qc io lqa  33 (1928): 529-54. 

. .. , . . 

25~%rsah, wPb*oving A t t i t ~ d ; e s , ~ ~  p. 460. . 



A. H. Hasturf and Eadley ~ : a h t r i T  elrowed a f i l m  

a f  a few&tboll: gamc beween B a e m e  and ~ e t t o n  

whkh took place on November - 23, 1951, to some one 

hundred students f r o m  both Dflrtrnouth and Princeton. 

The students, responded to a questionnaire and the 

Ek~tmouth students "sawn the Princeton team make m o r e  

inf~aqtions ,  while t h e  Princeton students %awW j u s t  

the opposite. They concluded: 

. It is inaccurate and misleading to say'-that 
different people have dif f e n n t  'attitudes @ 

concerning the same 'thing, ' for the 'thingt 
s h p l y  is not the sane f o r  d i f fe ren t  people 
whether th?tfiing1 is a footbalx game, a 
presidential candidate, Communism, or 
spinach. We do not  simply 'react toF a hap. 
pening or to some 
envimluaent: in. a 
behavior that htc 
i tual).  We be)saua 
bring to the t 3 ~ e ~ t a f ~ n ~  
brings $9 the occasfern ie ~ a ~ e  or.less 
unique .. 

A t t i t u d e  - F i l m s  an4 Att i tude Ghana 28 

, - A f t e r  conducting a series o f  e x p e ~ h e n t s  showing 
. ' 

traffic films spcacificallg designed to change driver 

. 2 6 ~ .  H. Hastorf and Hadley Cantril, "They 'Saw A' 
Game: A Case Study," Journal .of Abnomal and Social 
P s p ~ h d l ~ u  49 f 19 54)  : -129- 34. 

''~rving R.. Merrill, "Attitude F i l m s  and Att i tude  
Change ,* ~ ~ o l a a t g m i c a t i o n  Re-view 10 (19623 : 3-13. 



attitudes, Irving Herrill stated, "The i n i t i a l  r e s u l t  

of viewing an att i tude f i lm  is san2puUtion of the cog- 
25 

dti~t55 =nit: o f  attifudd2@ A to4z&'.af 181 sub- 

jects were divided i n t o  g m p s  arccording to their 

msponses to the f l e x i b i l i t y  scale o f  the California 

i ca l  Inventory.  The subjects viewed the film 

snd took a posttest. Herrill found tha t  there was no 

laore attitude change in f lexible  thinkers than in r i g i d  

ones. He suggested that defensive avoidance might 

have. occurred due to strong feam amused by the  film, 

and cancluded that attitude f i l m s  not directly 

change the affective campanent of at t i tude  structure ." 
Arc3lie Bunker's B i e t r y :  A Stu- . 

Selective Perception and E x p s = -  . .  

Hail Vidmw and Hi,ltoil l&akgm&~! ' k c l ~ ~ t ~ d  a s u p  
. .  

w y  study concerning a&t&tdBiMI .t: thQ . television 

program A l l  in the family. Basically, they found that 

pre judicad and nonpre j udiced subjects ascribed d i f f e r  

ent meanings to the  intent and. outcome of episodes.  

They Pound that "nonprejudiced viewers and minanity 

group viewers may perceive and enjoy the show as sa%ire, 

3(i~+il  P i c b a r  and Eliltan Rokeach, "Archie Bunker's 
Bigotry: A Study in Selectiva Perception and Exposure ,?' 
~oumtG of C o m ~ i c a t i ~  2Q C191,4): 36-47. 
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rated each rr9adent on.. a f ive-word-pair semantic d i f f e r  

ent ia l  s a l e .  There w e r e  ninety-five subjects. Some 

of tkm subjects rated tho sound f i l m ,  some the s i l e n t  

. f&ba and a~mc the transcript. 

After a thoraugh factor analysis, Ahlgmn . con- 

cluded that reading the transcript was almost as  

effective in c~eat ing negaeive att i tudes  as was the 

v&ewing a f  the film. Ahlgren stated: 

However, the negative-change groups w e r e  
also made up of mapa ' conaervatiw sub- 
j ec ts  - health professionals and in-service 
teachers, etc .-, ~ t h e r  than college seniors 
rrs in the t w o  workshops. So an alternative 
proposition would be! that liberal and eon- 
s e ~ v a t i v e  types are 3$nply confiratad in 
t h e i s  predilections.  

It must be noted that Ahlgmsarn did not' pratest to 

determine attitudes towa.rd aar? did ha 

actually t e s t  fop  Reoslarrvatisnte sulbfecuts* In the flnal 

paragraph he concluded that the findings w e r e  inadequate 

to support f i rmly any generalization at a l l ,  and "such 

propositions as are advanced above must w a i t  on m o r e  

caref a l l y  contro l l ed  studied with mom c l e a ~ l y  Sdenti- 

f i e d  samples. 831) 



This study was sponsamb by gfua A Research 

Institute for the B e h a v i o r r X  an& Social Scienoes. f t 
- .  

w a s  an effor t  to deterdne  the effects on viewers of 
. , 

vicarious at t i tude  chafige in message films used as part  

of the military race relations training prog~am. 

The subjects were 199 white soldiers, assigned 

at raidom to f o u r  groups. One of the faur groups 

watched a video recording of a white soldier viewing , 

the film, s a c k  , showing the posi- 
t i v e  effects of the film on the viewer's racial atf i -  

tudcs. A second group saw a version in which the 

viewer's att i tudes  w e r e  not affe&ed,.- -Gmu$.tk.~a saw ' 

. . 

only the f ilnt , -and grort+ fqmz was. ast eeJttkbg. 

The, .group that saw - the vidsb?tape thwt included bath the 

f i l m  and positive change, and the gmup that saw the 

original f i l m ,  showed significantly less prejudice on 

the poettest than did t h e  aThe~  two groups. 

This study a l so  concluded that an attitude measure 

should have been given p 2 i . o ~  to t he  m a k i n g ,  as well as 
* 

3 5 ~ l f  red J . . Kraemer , Debo~ah Hansen Barcini. and 



the showing of the original film and the  videotapes. 

The conclusion w a s ,  

the subjects had 
ha mare p m  judica 
f t  is l i k e l y  that 
writing so as to 

iwkf &-tag been ass 
d %bas) t h y  aot~a1ly .sere.. 
this Snflueneect tha soript 

canst 'the model's in i t ia l  
at t i tude and his subsequent change to be o f  
less than3g~timwn value for most o f  the 
subjects. ' 

Current Study 

. The current  study departs f r o m  the usual message 

film research in that i t  does not attempt to change 

attitudes, measure an effect upon the behavior of the 

viewer, or to motivate the viewer to action. It. 

attempts to measure what the viewer pelreives the mas- 

sage of the film to be after having read a printed 
: I 

review, and the amwrt of lajkitsrncy percdvcd in the 

f i l m  by those scoring high ,on tcBo F ScaLa.. ' 

I 

Research conce&.g f i lm as .a ;v&sual comdca- 

t ian  has been s p o ~ d i c  and, has, in general, lacked con-, 

trol. Almost every study admonished researchers to 

continue to study the  message f i lm in any way that would 

help isolate any cause and effect relationships. The 

current study pusports to do nothing mom than continue 

with the hope t h a t  the results  will be of some value. 



THE AUTHOSTMIAN FERSOlQALITY 

An Overview 

In 19 50, The Authoritarian ~ e r s d n a ~ i t ~  37 appeared. 

The i n i t i a l  concern o f  the book was anti-semitisrn. 

What ac tua l ly  evolved was a focus upon ethnocentricism 

and potential fascism. The study,  also known a s  the 

~ e r k e l e y  S t u d y ,  was not  based on a systematic research 

program and it does not withstand an appraisal based on 

currant standards of personality msearch methods, but 

it has had a wide influence on the thinking-and 

research in the social sciences. 

Arthur, Cohen, in At t i tude  Change aEtd- S o c i a l  
.IIIIL 

It was a large-scale study -of social atti- 
tudes and personality. In general, their 
investigation demanstratad the cu~mspand- 
enco between certain basic.psychodynamic 
processes characteris t i c  of a person and 
his outloojc on a great ~ a r i e t y  of  ay~its-, 
ranging f r o m  t h e  =st intimate ~fmatulr&s of 
family l i f e ,  to sex adjustment, thrPugh 

"Theodn? W. A d o m  et a&. , The_Authoritarian 
Perso- <New York: Harper 8 Row, 19,bB>. 

3 8 ~ ~ t h u r  R* Cohen, A t t i t u d e  Change and. Social 
I n f  lwnce (New York : ~ m ~ i c B ~ o k ~ ,  Inc. , 39641. 



rela·tionships with other people in general, 
to religion: and to social and political 
philosophy. 39 

Within a loosely organized research program, the 

authors identified potential fascism and an underlying 

personality complex related to ethnocentricism and anti-

scmitisme They used a scale, called the F (fascism) 

Scale which is sometimes referred to as the California 

40 F. Sc~le. 

The Adorno investigation was not the first. The 

first was 
41 

a study done in 1939 by Ross Stagner. - For 

the study, Stagner developed a questionnaire scale to 

test the significance of seven factors hypothesized as 

indicators of personality type who would have fascist 

leanings. The seven factors included: (a) nationalism 

or opposition to internationalism, (b) imperialism, 

(c) militarism, (d) raci~l antagonism, (e) anti-radical-

ism~ (f) middle class consciousness, defined by Stagner 

39r . d b:J.. ., pp. 55-56. 

40 ... h D 'K. ., d . . wo .l n .... 4 ~rscnt an Ronald C. D1.llehay; Dlmen-
sions of Authoritarianism: A Review of Research and 
Theory (Lexington, Ky.: The University of Kentucky 
?resS, 1967), p. 5. 

41Ross Stagner, lTFascist Attitudes: An Explora­
tory Study," The Journal of Sor:!ial Psychol...£gy 7 (19 36): 
309-19. 



as supctrlor a ~ t i t u d e  to the working class," and 

lent despot or the strong lnan philosophy 

o f  genre nt. Stagnap wmi i  m 

- 7  . 

Tlle essence of %ha' g m ~ ~ f - '  #PIPQ& 
attitude which seam in$icat'ad 
8tudy lies in the attitude of. cl-ar. irup-6- 
ioriw taken by many in&vlduals t w . a ~ d  . 

the element o f  the populatioa which, ~ 

below them in an scanodc ahd industrial 
eensc. The anti-radical a t t i t u d e  is also 
markedly involved, and nationalist2 ~d 
racial antagonism are manifested. 

In 1941, Erich F r o m ,  in ,EZ-m-fr~m Freedom, 43 

idanti f  i e d  t h i s  personality synd~uae as Rauthoritarian, " 
and elaborated further: 

The aorta distinctive forms of this- secha- . 

fn the striving f o r  
tion, or, as we would 

rather put it, b thc laasrochistic and 
gadistic s t r i v i  they exist  in vary- 
ing d e p a e s  in 1 and neurotic persons 
respectively . ' - Since the t e r m  %ado- 
msochistic4 i s  rtsaociated with ideas. of 
perversion and kcurosis, I pnsfer to speak 
o f  the sads-matsochistic character, espec- 
i a l l y  when not the neurotic but the  pb~mal .  
person is m e a n t ,  as the %authoritden 
character.' This terminology is justifiable 

- because the sad-masochistic person. is 
always characterized by his a t t i t u b  toward 
authority. ' Headmires authority a d : .  tends 
to subnit to it but at the a m  tima he 
wants to be an i u t h o r i t y  himself and have 
others s&a i t  to him. ' There f a  eg addi- 
tfonal reason fop chowing this $arm. The 
Fascist system call th'&neelvas [ s i c ]  - 

'%ria ~ r o m m , '  w- . f a ~ p a  (Hew ~ o r k :  
Rimahart 8 Co., Inc., 413. 
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ocpsertions,of strength .and toughness. 
7. Dastruct.iveqsss and n i ~ i s a .  General- . 

x d  hostility. v i l i  catioz of the hw.an. - - 
8. Pro e c t i v i t  . Disposition to believe 7il-I6Y t at wz and dangerous thiags go on in 

t he  world; the pe5jectien .ouhard of 
unconscious enotianarl impulses. 

9 .  - S e x .  Ego-alien sexuality ; . exag erated 
concern with sexual goings-on ,' and 
punitiveness toward violators of sex 
mares, 46 

"Each i t e m  of the F scale supposedly measures one 

or m o r e  of these facets of authoritarianism . . . this 
instrument is, in large p a r t ,  the working def in i t ion  

47 of authoritarianism," 

The v a l i d i t y  of the F Scale has of ten  been 

questioned and various s tudies  have been undertaken to 

ascertain its s uppos ed superiority or i n f e ~ & o r i t y  in 
. .  . . ... ...?., C&','.;t . . -- . . 

.eoatparisdn w k t h  6ther acalae. 

Tfie original F Scale aontaincd over sixty items 

and a l l  of them were negative. This led to criticism 

of response bias as well as the problem of acquiescence. 

Also,  because o f  the length, it was time consuming to 

give  and tabulate. 

In 1960, Milton Rokeach developed what he c a l l e d  

a I) (dogmatism) Scale. He publishPd it in his .book 
0 

4 7 ~ i r e c h t  and Dillehay, Dimensiojs o.f Authori- 



The Open and% Closed Mind. 48 Throughout the s ix t i e s ,  

the D Scale was tested against the f' Scale. 

Rokeach, in association w i t h  F m d  Kerlingcr , 
tested the two scales and performed a factorial 

analysis. 
49 They concluded : 

Fascistic, authoritarianism .and dog- 
matism, as measured, both seem to be 
parts of one underlying un i ty  and, at the 
same t h e ,  discriminable e n t i t i e s . .  The 
substantial correlations between the F- 
'and D-Scale  total scores in the three e m -  
pless 2nd the  predominantly pos i t ive  c o r  
relations among the f irst-order faetprs 

. speak f o r  an underlyi.ng uni ty .  There is 
little doubt, then ,  that F and D are 
related phenomena with, probatby, a com- 
mon corn of authoritarianism. 

One of the latest  comparison studies was done 

by Robert Thompson and Jerry Michel in 1972. " In the 

swnazary of that study, they state:. 

In response to conthiuing criticism of the 
F Scale ' s bias toward conservatism, 
Rokeach constructed the Dogmatism S c a l e  to 
maas ure general authoritarianism. Ke3maz-i 
and BarcLayrs explanation of t h e  F Scale 

"~ilton Rokeach, w n  and Cloaed . Kind - (New 
Yurk: Basic Books, Inc. , 9 01, % 

 red N o  Kerlinger and Mil ton  Rokeech, "The 
Factorial Nature of the F and D Scales,'Vourna&of 
?.qrsonal and Social Psychology 4 (196Ei) r 391-99. 

" ~ o b a r t  C. Thompson and Jerry B, Hichel, %ea- 
swing Authoritarianism: A Comparison o f  the F and D 
Scales ," Journal o f  Personality 49 (3 .912)  : 180-88. 
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test ing f o r  v a l i d i t y  of this balanced ' scale,  Lee and 

!tam concluded, 

The accumulated material &hm.tT. f ta  ata- 
tisticdL and other propexrtha sugges'ers:, that 
i t  might be fruitfulfy employed in stGd5es 
where an adequately ~onstmtcTed arrd varli- 
dated scale is needed . . . the s~akh-,%8 
stat ist ical ly  least as good as the .mi- 
ginal F--o cale . 
According to Cohen, the authoritarian 

personality pattern associated with exces- 
' s h e  ~eopact for an obedience to authcrri.itqr, 
adraira%ion fur power, to-u~mosa and aggres- 
sion, and an attitude af eryniaisga and 
def ens i v a  pro$ ection for relat ive ly  
great ccsptonce of pe 

5 3  
fve ccmmunica- 

t b n +  

Because the film wed in this study is anti-war 

in nature, autharitwhn pemanality characteristics 

s t~ucture  that might ' faf lunnce not. only the perception 

of the message o f  the f$Sla, but the ab i l i ty  o f  the 
' 

forewarning co l~tdcat ion  to alter that perception. 

'  ohen en, Att i tude,  Change and Social  I n f  luance , 
p* 46. 



Method and Procedures . 

Problew 

F i l m  researchers are in general agreement. t h a t  

~lubjects do not view any film with complete object iv i ty ,  

but bring to the viewing experience certain cognitions, 

some pr ior  knowledge, a mtiva-tion to view it, etc. 

The problems to be deal? wit&'in this study are: 
, '  _ _ -  . , 1. 1 

I. , How much is the s & ' ~ o ~ ~ Q  p-ption of . a 
, . 

f i l s  affected by w h a t  the. ip&qfaat may have; read &out 

the f i l m  before vf f t? 

2. W i l l  the pe~eonality type that- has been iden- 

t i f i e d  by the F Scale as authoritarian in nature, be 

mom easily persuaded? 

3. How much militancy will the a-haritarim 

personality ' type  perceive in the film? - - .  

With the  three problems in ntind, the following 

hypotheses w i l l  be tested:  

1. The perception of a Sessage filar viewed for  

the first t ime, w i t h o u t  p r i o r  knowledge of the f i l m  by 



the viewer, will bs ~ S D  the di~eet&an of the immediate 

fol?car~aming 
. . 

-. br&&; all&. 

will show higher agreement wfth ths %cation than 

law-scoring subjects . 
3 .  Subjects scoring hi@ fin the balanced F S o a l e  

w i l l  perceive more militancy in the f i b  than the Lcw- 

scoring subjects, 

. The independent variables ottm lethe forewaning 

communications and the amount of authoritarianism. 

The dependent variable was the degree of rating 

' of the f i b  as anti-war on the 'pg~ettest .  

The cummuni~ticms reere short, newspaper-type 

reviews,  a t t ~ i b u t s d  to a fictitious reviewer and maga- 

zine, to  educet the poreriibility of contadnation by 

reviewer or magazine ~ ~ k d i b i l & t y ,  One review advocated 

that the film was patriotic while the other advocated 

if was anti-war. Both reviews were set in newspaper 

type, then ghotocapied. S6 

5 6 ~ e e  Appendix B, pp. 5 0 - 5 1 .  



The posttest consisted of ton -statelaents, some 

of which dea l t  with the fib af ,which did not. 
. , -  

There were five each of generally posSt%w and- five each 
. . . . 

of generally negative statements. The subj race8 .usre 

asked to rate each statement on a seven-paint Likert- 

type scale from "strongly a w e "  to "strongly dLsagree.. * = 

Only the responrr-e to questions ssvea ten were 

tabulated and analyzed, since the a-the~,  q u e ~ t i o w  served 

only.as a mask. Subjects we- a380 aeked if they were 

veterans and if they had sssn film befa=. 5 3  

* .  . The message f i l n r  .was Star Spang_led Banner ,. which 

is an a w a M - w I d a g  'mti-war f i l m .  It is in color. 

The running t h e  is:,f;lv~-@nutas. It was produced and 

directed by Roger F l i n t  -.and released in 1972. 58  

The measuring scale for  the authoritarian person- 

ality chardcteristics was the thirty-it-, bdlancerd 

s c a b e  developed by Lee and Warp in 2389. "  ha positiva 

and negative statements were.altermated, 

' ' be  and Warr, nThe Develogmnt iubd Standard- - 
iaaticn of A ~ a ~ a n c e d  F-F-sc~z~?. h e  ~ppandix B , pp. . 

53-55 .  -* . 



Method 

The subjects were ninety  students f r o m  the 

I n t m d u c t o ~ y  Speech corlrse at Flor ida  Technological 

University, at Orlando, Florida. Four classes were 

used. One class received the p a t r i o t i c ,  comm~nica~tion, 

one class rece ived  t h e  anti-war communication; one 

class was the control,  and one class was divided,with 

half o f  the students receiving the anti-war communica- 

tion. and half acting. as c o n t m l .  

Subjects  were asked if they had seen the f i l m  

before ~ A C  the data af those? responding yes w e r e  d is -  

carded ( 3 ) .  Those pcsttests that  did no-t have matching 

F Scales or Social' Security numbers, and could r.ot 

otherwise be ident i f i ed ,  were discarded ( 6 ) .  F Scales 

that  were incomplete, without Social  Security numbers 

or did not have matching posttests were discarded (191. 

This left a total of sixty-two s u b j e c t s  having bath an 

F Seale and a po~ttest. There were twenty subjects in 

the patriotic treatment (Grcrup A ) ,  twenty-one in the 

. = t i - w e ~  treatment (Group B), and twenty-one in the 

c a n t ~ o l  CGmup CP. 

Agqqxm ly one week before the film was shown, 
. . 

dl1 subL$ees. ware given the F Seala. This was 



. . 

we.' 3%e answer sheets 

wehe coded by the subjects w i t h  the last four digits 

of thair Social Security numbers. In this manner, the 

subjects b i d  not link the personality nreasure to the 

The control group viewed t he  f i l m  without any 

forcwaming. The experimenter explained that she was 

t g y i n g  to s e f e c t  a film f o r  her thes i s  study, and 

wkrd the subjec%a to view the film. Then, without any 

discussion, they imatediatelly took the posttest which 

they coded in the same manner as.the F Scale. They 

w e r e  then debriefed and t o l d  the purpose of t h e  f i l m .  

The experimenter used the same appm.ch with the 

t r ~ - l a @ n t  groups, axmpt that she asked them to read 

the, appropriate review just bef o m  viewing the f i l m .  

The same posttest was adminfsterusd hmediately follow- 

ing the viewing of the f i l m .  .The treatment groups w e r e  

Results 
-* 

Hypothesis one was partial ly  supported. 

Them was a significant d i f  felpnca <P . . O Q O Q l  ) 

between Owup A ( t h e  patri-e*ic review> aard Group I: 

(central). Tab- 1 shm8 t h a ' . ~ a u 2 t s  og the t - t e s t  

between tksso .groups. 



t4 Group Mcdln . . SD t 

There was no significant difference between Group 

B ( a n t i - w a r  rev iew)  and Group C ,  . . a8 shewn in Table 2 .  

TABLE 2 

fiypoth6ses twer a d  tkeee were not supported 

because of the &rp.anoe of -  u g h  +an& loor smrers in the 

sample. .' , 

Blhgn Lee and Warn s t k & ~ d i z r d -  the scale with 556 
- * 



nwtan. o f  F wias 87 .5 ,  and the standard deviation was 

16*%, 60 Fop the curretn0 populatiion , t'k mean of, F was 
. . 

117,L., and the standad detriatiofl wqss ZO.1, The &so- 

lu te  maan o f  each group was 'near the mean af F. 

Thezefare, the cur ren t  population was canprueed of 

scorns fmrn 'the F Scale of moderate and atoderately- 

high authoritarians. There w e r e  no extreme lows or 

The fmquency dist~ibution~of the f Scale 

llevealad t h a t  it had distinguished between p u p s .  

When the ends of the popu3.ation w e r e  sepa~ated and 

tabulated against the groups, as te .the anti-war ques.- 

tion, the means indicated aha* there was a d i f  farence 

between the high scorers and the l o w  scorers. These 

results a m  shown in TaZILe 3; 

- " ~ e e  and W i t r r ,  "'The Development and Standard- 
i za t ion  of A Balanced F-Scale ,# p. 1/11, 



TABLE 3 

LOW AND HIGH SCORERS ON F SCALE 

Low High 

Group M Mean Group P3 Mean 

A 3 6*33 A 6 4666 

The F - t e s t  showed that there was a re la t ionsh ip  

between the F Scale and the response to the anti-war 

question in the groups. However, i t  showed a non-sig- 

nificant interaction between *w%heritmianiem and the 

response to the question. fa  ma Fasa did  the laoderates 

score consistently &if famnt fraa the moderately-high. 

The tbtest did not discriminate the differences. T a b l e  

4 shows the  results o f  the' f - tast .  

Responses to question t e n ,  which d e a l t  with Mr. 

Flint's concept af the  death of the soldier diminishing 

all, revealed that  56 percent of the subjects did grasp 

the concept. There was no difference between the- 

gmups* The. response to this qvesti0.n seemed to o p e r  

ate independently of the treatment. 



RXTARMSII* QUESTION 
RESULIPS :\OF F*mm 

sum of 
Squares DF 

man - 
Square 

L . 
Authoritarianism 3.319 2 1.690 0.736 

DisCyssZan . 

One axp38mation fsr the significance between 

Groups A and C , and ' t h e  nan~ri~nificande between Grczups 

faced with a discrapant: description of the f i l m ,  they 

accepted the review as mare credible than their cwn 

j udglaents. The review f o r  Group B woltld have served as 

a aonfiraation of their  expectations.: , 

In s p i t e  of the l i n c l ~ e d  population amung those 

tested by the F ~ . c i i ~ e ,  tftans weme isdbatirgna that some- 

th ing.  was k@dng place BQtw*m a kn--,e3:mtkp A and 



' up. and' tabulated a~gafnst tlP%ir maponsea to the 

OF atandarc3 dcviavtitm &my CT&la 85;; There is 
> I .". . . .  .4 

strrzg indication that a larger popu~ation)'&ich 

Wuld enlarge the ends and perhaps tap extraaee- low and 

high scorel.s, might show what this .-interaction w a s .  

Even though there was nun-significance between 

Gmup B and G r o u p  C ,  in regards ta the' =ti-war ques- 

tion., there was a difference. This o e m  ind i~ la te  

that a more ambiguous stimulue d ~ ~ h t  ' be a e ~ d c d  to f Wher  

test me cmcept of t~ -act. a g r 9 ~ * ~  r a . w i ~ w * %  

':.qwiiksl only pu'f ia l ly  

ificmce in Group A 

indioatee, that the prinecd review did make. a dlfferance 

in the actual perception o f  the f i lm as anti-war. This 

was f u ~ t h e r  subs t a t i a t e d  during the  d e b r h f  i n g  . 
That significance, plus the difference in the -means 

af the F S a l e  scorns far Group A and &ax@. C ,  suggest 

tht , although this stuw cannot be. fulzy: g;&zmralizsd, 

further invetstigatian appears to be warned l=. - in these 

d i a t i n c t  areas. , : , 4  

, 

In order to obtain batter 

, popuXrttgos waul,& bei needed. This would 

prrrvide a m&firSeat nwsber ri.% Mgh and 1.0~ a.corara on 





collage etubcnts might,not possess the s u f f i c i e n t  

c f 

of tlw three lsVpothesQI., . QIZQ was con- 

sidemd to be the mast important. W W s a  of the s ig-  

nificmw between Cmup A and Group 'C (P = ~ . o Q o @ ( F B ~ )  in 

the t-:-test, t h i s  study effectively showed that a 

printed ~ e v i e w  is def in i te ly  a variable that operates 

batwe- the viewer and the message i n t e n t  of the 





Ha. na2.imeXl Fi* 
Saddle Blvd., Apt, 77 

0~2utdo  FL 32807 

Pyrruaid F i l m s  
BOX 1048 
Qutta Monica, CA 90406 

Dear S i r  OF Madam: 

I aa using the film., 
tribute& by you, in 
Technological Unive 
is in partial fulf 3 
a H.A. in Co~ummieatio~, 

There is one thing that I daapsrutely wad t o  
crmplete the &@bia, f mQd r r.t*tcnaen$;.>by MF. 
F l i n t  as to the meaarge fntemt o r  tbe film, . 

Could you please advise as> to how I might contact 
Mr. Flint  or would you be E4ad enough to fornard 
this letter either to him or to his agent. 

Any help that you w e  able t o  give w i l l  be greatly 
appreciated. 

Sincerely, 
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1 undsrstand the mesaage inteatof 
-et., but there appears ta be a i t r o r 4  secondary 
mevs.age #at takes the farat of .n raf;i+rr~ message, 

Becruse 1 nnn csonfbed t o  the collsgar. popu-lation 
foc my maearah, I ieXt %be pa?isalury pasasage might 
be mre BiffiouZt t;o test, 80 I a $%@*iag the 
reeon- rnessqge, f have aat yqt.' gait4ibrsd. a11 
of m~ data, buC I thihk fau m y  ffnd tsib final 
reauzts intefe~tiqg.  b 

Rawever, I do aaed o m  from you. 
Bid you or did you mot; intend f o r  t h l s  fflm to 
alka an anti-war statement? 

Since I: maat f42s q thesis in less taun t w a  weaka, 
a apaadky =ply f is mqquerted, ESlcLossd I+ a .,.~t,amped 
s'ali-ad4resasb anvslops for your convenialtee. ' 

Hay r say that f LOVE yo- f ib  and have much more 
t o  say. However, I ahall wait until tbQ ~ e a u l t s  
are fn, 
. . 

W d  Bless You, tool 

Harianell Pink 
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T h e  Sat' rnn* b n c r , *  
podumd m'd dLwM by Rqhr 

won the spew Jw. 
A d  as the best &aft E5m.at 
&ID emsat ames EWm FcstimL 
aap~~tt$sbe&jtr.ott films 
awt rarde . s&mssirrg the 
w R l $ & ~ E E f ~ *  ' 

. & t # s r p ~ t m N m t b . t  

,w &an aad the 
onry dh&h8&. , 

Amsican m8bi;er 

Gitn the$ E m  upt3n tONt 
Fa&!ltJ of laws. 



tribute to fightins; men 
LT1LC ste Span%fsd lbmmr,= 

p&d rwt dirrrlcd by Rage 
Pltnt, won the speeid Jurg 
Awsrd ss hest short mm atr, 

mcm€ Cmms Fiin F & i d  
It is a powerful fJm tbd 

erplorzr ' the aatute of w a ~ .  
m w m h n r , ~ * a @ r *  

'krgooiaapQrnrsaioaoT 
the nrtiomal anthem in fht 
m n d .  
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~dgUp&Eloa~]r~wnu 

tswrmm 'ob t 
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POSTTEST 

1: " Patrigtisea and h y d t y  ape- tha f i p s t  and most 
*at mqui S'o o f  a, 'good c5tizen.. 

2 * %a f i l m ,  the deal& of, tka young qoldier was , 

sary to protect those bsek hame. 

. 3. We, aZ.3adaatiob of the' draf 6 was 4 con~tmctive 
@ t e p  toward wor&,b peace. 

4 * is ff lm is. a patriotic rjeainder of the important 
mIe..the soldier plays in our l i v e s .  

5 ,  I'Jksobedience to the government is aometirneer 
jwstif ied.  

6 ,  ~ k y  l i f e  is a good influence on mast men. 

7. This filar i.s an anti-war f i l m ,  

-8. &a tep. ;So** has any m a n  than to lay down h i s  
2 i f e  for a f r i u t d .  . 

9 .  killizqg;.,.man . # can never be justified: 

20. zn thi8 film, the death of the soldier diminished 
a3I. 

11. Have you seen t ihis ,film before? 

12. &e you a veteran? 



1. Tha nknds of tcrdsyqs you-b a m  being hopelessly 
eaxmapted by the wrong kind literature. 

2, hE insu l t .  to our honor should'always be punished. 

'only natural and right far . pmon to 
'that his family i s  better t C3a*r?. 

- 4 The facts on cc;irne and sex immorality suggest that 
w ,  w i l l  have to errzck down harder on some people 
k t  we are going to save our moral standards.. 

5. Ha person #ho could ever think o f  hurting his  par; 
ents shoud be permitted in the society of noratal, - 

&went people. 

ti. ' Few wealulessea or difficulties can hold  us bock if 
w e  have enough w i l l  power. 

3. The poor d.11 always be w i t h  us. 
. . 

8 ,  The. worst danger to mal Americanigm during the 
Xast 50 years has come EM= foreign ideas and 

9. Wla should be graeefu2 for leaders who. tell us 
&ao$ly wh$t ta c8o &d haw te de it. ' 

10. fn the fina3. arnalysJs parents gene~axly turn out to 
be right abawt thhgs. 

11, Divorce or ann-nt is practically never jus t i f i ed .  

12 .. P M P ~  is a divine purpose. in the opcratiohs of the 



-uoa ag qou pue seapF snoglaqaa qay& go amos ano 
0% 0% $@no daqq 'dn fioa8 a~doad 3unoA sv *SZ 

anoxpg ao uorso~dxa 
aeaTsnu dq sllep assay& 30 auo pahaasap aq 0% Suyo8 

s? pIaon aw' auop ST apseap 8u~qlauros ssaTun 

*paysrpqe -aq pTnoqs pue rp;aa0s aag go . 

uor$eToTA e sy &a?~out ao syooq go dtqsaosuaa S8aH *gT 



SQ* ra of ~ e X i g i o u s  sects who refuse to. salute 
tho flag q? bear aras shOu1d be treated with 
%@lerancc a d  unde~sl tanding. 
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