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~ U I'I 1.. A t Y 

The present study attempted a cross-cultural invest1eation 

of ethnic and national stereotypes in ~outh Africa, a l£nd 

1nhabited by a hetarogeneou~ population. In this country, 

real or imagined differences due to racial characteri~tics 

profoundly influence social interaction. I.toreover, such 

differences are entrenched and underscored by the prevailing 

legal system while ~upplyinc the rationale for m~y actions 

of the goverru:tent in power. 

On the basis of relevant literature it wao asaumed that 

differentiation between stereotypes would be based mainly 

on colour, but that further distinctive differentiations 

would be present inside the ensuine major groupings 

( 
11-ihi te" and "Non-tlhi te 11

). It was furtheri!lore attempted 

to show that various groups differed significantly in their 

judgment of an ethnic stereotype only if they had a dis­

similar relationship with the group to be judged. 

Altogether 760 subjects were tested. These belonged to the 

six major ethnic and cultural groups in South Africa 

(Africans, Afrikaners, Coloureds, ~nglioh-speaking \,hite 

Gentiles, Indians, and Jews). They were all aske.d to judge 

each one of ten concepts by ~ean~ of the semantic differential 

technique, which consisted of twenty adjective pairs. ~ ix 

of these concepts "Jere the nar.1es of the ::..~outh African groups 

mentioned above, while another three concepts renresented 

the names of groups outside ~3outh Africa ("the Americans", 

"the Germans", and "the Russians") which play an important 

role in the thinking of ~outh Africans. Finally, the subjects 
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were asked to rate themoelves (ul.!e" - concept) .. For the 

sake of better comparison, only first-year students were 

tested nt variouF> universitieo. ~he results were analyzed 

with the aid of a computer (the IGT cor:tputers at the Uni ver­

sity of Cape Town and tttt Hhodes University). 

~ince a cross-cultural study rests on the theoretical 

assumption that any tE:mts used for the purpose of comparison 

are reliable and valid in all cultures to be investigated, a 

few additional questions had to be asked. 'l'he checks undf'r­

taken confirmed that in the present study:-

1) ~he motivation of th~ oubjects as well as tbeir 

co.1:1prehension of the test's banic aims did not 

differ to any great extent. 
' 

2) The six groups did not differ appreciably a~ reL~rds 

-the social desirability of adjectives used, the 

semantic s t ructure of tLe adjective pairs, and the 

range of scores on the adjective pairs. 

Furthermore, it ·was established that male-female differences 

in attitudes in each of the six groups tested were negligible. 

The stereotypes were compared with each other inside every 

one of the groups tes te'i, as well as being compared between 

all the groups. These Ct:>mpa.risons were carried out on the 

single adjective pairs t:;eparately (by means of the :::,ign Test 

and the Median Test), and then undertaken in the context of 

the factorial structure of the concepte. 
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The major results showed that:-

1. The •colour line' is an important criterion of evaluation 

in all groups but the Coloureds and the Jews. 

a) Apart from a 'Black Factor', on which the concepts 

"the Africans 11 and "the Coloureds" obtained high loadings, 

there appeared to be two factors dealing with the evaluation 

of the White groups. 

b) The evaluation of the 'Black Factor' by the African 

subjects was much more positive than the 'Black Factor• 

found in other groups . 

c) The Indian subjects did not regard themselves as 

belonging to the ' Non-Vnlites'; neither were they regarded 

as such by the other subjects tested. 

2. The criterion of colour was of less importance in the 

Coloured and Jewish groups tested. 

3. The Jewish subjects appeared to possess the most 

differentiated stereotype structure, since, in their 

case, there were four, instead of the usual three factors 

to be extracted. l'd"oreover, they tended to regard the 

Non-'Uhi te groups more positively than did the other two 

White groups. 

4. The Afrikaans subjects held the most negative opinion 

of 11the Africans"; conversely, "the Afrikanerstt were also 

rejected more strongly than the Bnglish-speaking \/hi tes 

by the Non-"\'lhi tes tested. 
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5. Of all groups rated, "the Americans" were the mos t liked. 

6. The stereotypes of "the Russians" and "the Germans" were 

fairly similar, except in the case of the Afrikaans subjects, 

who had an exceptionally positive regard for uthe Germans". 

1. Ratings of the subjects' own group were generally very much 

more positive than the ratings of the same group by members 

of other groups, except in the case of the English-speaking 

White Gentiles. 

8. When any two groups rated a concept differently, this could 

generally be traced back to, on the one hand, differences 

in the relationships between each one of the judging groups, 

and, on the other, the group being judged. 

In conclusion it can be stated t hat differences between 

the groups as regards any one stereotype were generally 

smaller than the differences between the stereotypes of 

different concepts as held by any one group tested. 

Where no special relationships existed between a judging 

group and one being judged, ethnic and national stereotypes 

tended to be relatively s imilar in the various cultures 

and sub-cultures investigat ed. 

-----..... ·------
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C H A P T F. R I 

I N T R 0 D U C T I 0 K 

The population of South Africa, unlike that of many other 

* countries, consists of a variety of ethnic groups • Most 

of these differ not only in their external appearance 

and customs, but in their religion, language, and 

historical background as well. Unlike the American 

' Melting Pot•, many of these differences are upheld by 

la.w, not only as regards participation in the economy of 

the country, but also in such spheres as education, 

residental area, social contact, and numerous others, 

which profoundly affect the life of every citizen. 

~rhe history of the country shov;s that the rate of racial 

integration has been relatively small when compared, for 

instance, with countries like Brazil. Yet one major group, 

the Cape Coloureds, first came into existence due to 

intermarriage between the ~~ite colonizers, imported 

s laves, and the !ion- White inhabitants of South Africa. 

This did not, however, lead to a gradual disappearance 

of group differences in later years, and thus the 

Coloureds gradually came to be regarded as a separate 

* = ' By this ( i.e. ethnic group ) we mean a collection of 
people considered both by themselves and by other 
people to have in common one or more of the following 
characteristics: a . religion, b . racial origin 
(as indicated by identifiable physical characteristics) 
c. national origin, d. l anguage , and e. cultural ' 
tradi tion•. 
(Harding and Kutner , 1954, p. 1022) 

When the word ' group ' appears in the present 
investi~ation, it always stando for •ethnic group ' 
(as def~ned above ) unles~ stated otherwise. 
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group. Although the legal basis enforcing separation is 

of relatively recent origin, there have always existed 

strong social norms governing the degree of contact 

between the different groups. In such a society it could 

thus be expected that group ethnocentrism would be strong 

and t hnt each group a l s o developed strong attitudes towards 

all other groups with w·hich it came into contact. 

At the present time, l ams exist which compel every 

citizen to be classified as belonging to one of various 

categories, the latter being mainly defined in terms of 

skin colour (see Official Yearbook of the Union of South 

Africa, No. 28 , 1954/55, p. 679) . 

The many books on ~outh Africa and its inhabitants, written 

by authors belonging to different ethnic groups, clearly 

show the great divergence of attitudes towards other groups 

in ~outh Africa. ~uch differences seem to be due more to 

group membership than to individual free choice . An attempt 

at more exact definition and socio-psychological measure-

ment techniques of group attitudes than hitherto undertaken 

would seem highly desirable . 

The most rigid classification of groups in Louth Africa is 

according to skin colour, which results in the differ­

entiation between ' Whites• and ' Non-Whites• *. Further 

subdivisions in the White section a re made according to 

l anguage, which results in the common acceptance of the 

existence of two ma jor groups:- the mainly Afrikaans-speak­

ing \~lites (or Afrikaners) and the mainly English- speaking 

* =In the case of ' Whites' and ' Non-Whites•, the inverted 
commas will henceforth be omitted. 
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i'lliites. The latter are again split into t wo major £roups, 

this time mainly according to cultural background, which 

* results in a Gentile and a Jewish group. The Non-vlhi tes 

are subdivided into Asiatics (predominantly Indians), 

Africans, and Coloureds. 

Psychological attitude research involving these groups has 

generally concentrated on only some of them in one 

particular study. An example is a recent investigation by 

Lever (1966) which involved the three major White groups 

mentioned above. Other studies have again contrasted some of 

the :hite groups with some of the Non-~hite groups. To the 

best of the author's knowledge there is, however, no single 

study which has compared all six major ethnic groups in 

South Africa with each other as ret;ards their attitudes 

towards every one of the groups , including their O\Yn. 

~uch a study would allow a direct comparison of attitudes 

to be made. 

In line with the writings of Hofst~tter (1957~ p.lOl), 

such an investigation is more in the form of an 

' Brkundungsversuch' (exploratory study), and less in the 

form of an •Entscheidungsversuch• (study to verify hypotheses 

derived from one or more specific theories). However, a 

number of major hypotheses will be stated, based on 

findings in the relevant literature. ~inor hypotheses, 

concerning one or more, but not all, of the groups 

investigated, will be discussed under the specific 

headings dealing with the group in question. 

* = In s~bsequent d~scussions, the 1hite I:nglish-speaking 
Gentlle &rroup Wlll, _for the sake of brevity, often be 
referred to as Encl1sh-speaking croup . 
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In order to keep factors such as age and educational 

level constant, only students during their first year at 

a university were tested. The separate descriptions of 

the six groups tested in South Africa which will be 

presented in the following chapters have been obtained 

from various books and articles dealing with South 

African conditions, as well as from attitude research 

undertaken to date. 
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G H A i' T 1: R II 

1I 1). J o n A I !,I ~ 0 F T h ro I N V ~ ~ T I G A T I 0 N 

* 2.1. The investigation of attitudes held by an ethnic 

group towards various social concept~ 

In the present investication, the terrJ. 'social concept' represents 

namen of variouc etlmic .::;roups, such as "the t'\fricans", or 

"the Germans". ~tudies undertaken during the last forty 

years in a large number of countries have shovm that 

members of many national or etr~ic gToups hold relatively 

homogeneous opinions of other nations and et:hnic groups; 

and, furthermore, that they have discimilar attitudes 

towards different ethnic groups. For example, "the Germans" 

were seen as beinG 'hardy', 'patrio·tic', • intelliteent', 

•ambitious', and 'brave' by Pakistani students, whereas 

"the l'Tegroen" were regarded by the same grourJ as being 

'hardy', •superstitioUE', 'simple', and 'hot-tempered' 

(l.aidi, 1964). Differences in attitud~s towards various 

groups occur especially in those countries where distinct 

'labels' have been given to different etr~ic eroups 

(r-.ewcomb, ·i'u:rner, and Converse, 1965). If such a 

statement is true, distinct stereotypes of the various 

groups in vouth Africa can be expected to exist in every 

one of these groups. In the present investigation, the 

* =Attitude: 'An enduring system of positive or negative 
evaluations, emotional feelint:;s, and pro or 
con acti.on tendencies with respect to a 
social object! 
(£rech, 0rutchfield., and Ballachey, 1962,p.l77). 
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concept •stereotype' will be defined as "a relatively 

stable opinion of a generalizing and evaluative nature. 

A stereotype refers to a ca~ecory of people (a national 

population, a race, a professional group, etc) and 

suggests that they arG all alike in a certa in respect," 

('Duijker and Frijda, 1960, p.ll5). '.!.'hus a stereotype refers 
... 

only to the cognitive aspect of an attitude (l{lineberg,l964), 

i.e. the characteristic traits which are attributed to a 

certain (;roup. 

lccording to the definition, tl:e term 'stereotype' implies 

tl1at the members of ~ group a re oeen a~ being largely alike, 

and that individual differences do not play an important 

role. 

In the case of ~outh Africa, where people tend to be 

rigidly categorized, the following hypotheses may be 

sta ted:-

hypothe·cis I 

Due to the g('neral prevalence of ethnic stereotypes in 

Louth .Africa, subjects asked to rate different ethnic 

groups on the Jemantic Differential will reeard such a 

task a s an e&sy one ano. will voice few objections. 

LypotheP i s II 

rnhe ~jor factor determin1ng an individual's ster~otype 

of ethnic groupe in ~. outh .Africa will be his or her 

cembership in a particular ethnic group. I o cicnificant 

differences should exis t in tl ... it:. respect between male and 

fe~le members ins ide any particular group. 

* = 13ecauoe only tl~e co01i ti ve a spects of attitudes a re 
investit,~ted in t he present study, the term~• qtereotype' 
and •attitude' arc us ed synonymously. Thi n is in line 
with the definition of both terms by Klineberg (1964). 
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Hypothesis III 
,.. 

In any one ethic group, stereotypes attributed to other ,.. 

ethnic groups will indicate that the various groups judged 

are seen as being distinctly different. 

Hypothesis IV 

Because the main cateeorization in t~outh Africa ir 

according to skin colour, the differentiation between 

Whites and :Non-Whites in t,outh Africa will be particularly 

strong. 

Hy;pothesis V 

The stereotype of the subjects' own group will be the 

most positive one. 



- 12 -

2. 2. A cross-cultural com arisen of a.tti tudes 

towards atP~ic groups 

The second aim of the present investigation was to find 

whether ethnic groups tested differed much r rom each other 

in their attitudes towards other ethnic grohps, or whether 

similar s·tereotypes existed which were held by a large 

number of ethnic groups. 

A comparison of investigations on this topic (surllllarized by 

Duijker and Frijda, 1960) suggests both pos~ibilities. For 

example, Buchanan and Cantril (1954) found t~h£~t the ir.1age 

of "the Russians" held by eight different n tional groups 

was very consistent. The most frequent a.dje tives mentioned 

were:- 'domineoril\g', 'hardworkine •, 'crue •, 'backward', 

and 'brave'. The same tendency was found wh n investigating 

the image of "the Americans'*, who were judg d most often 

as being 'progressive•, 'practical', 'intelf igent•, 'peace­

loving', and 'generous•. The authors theref re concluded, 

• • • stereotyped views of certain peo le are common 

property of the western culture rath r than the 

effect of bilateral national outlook that differ 

from one country to another.n {p.50) 

~imilar results r...ave been obtained by I•!a.cCr ne {1949), 

Dodhi and Bergius {1953), Prothro (1954), 

Van den Berghe (1962), m1d Diab (1963). 

(1962), 

Some etl'~ic groups were , on the other hand, seen differently 

by various groups. Examples are the dissirni ar images of 

"the Bri~ishn , "the French", and "the Chinese" in the 
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investigation of Buchanan and ~antril (1954). The main 

reason for this can be seen in the particul ar relationship 

which existed between the judging group and the group 

being judged (Diab, 1963). This relationship can be shaped 

by particular international affairs (Sinha and Upadhyaya, 

1960; Zaidi, 1964), but it seems mainly dependent on the 

distribution of status and power between the former and 

the latter (Schermerhorn, 1956; Blalock, 1960; ~illiams, 1964). 

Van den Berghe (1966) distinguished between two kinds of 

relationship as regards the power distribution:-

the paternalistic and the competitive type. 

In a paternalistic relationship one group holds almost all 

power, whereas the other one, encompassing a large number of 

uneducated and unspecia.lized people, has relatively little. 

In such a case stereotypes which one group holds of the 

other do not differ to a lar~e degree, as they are accepted 

as being self-evident by both (Hofstatter, 1959). The less 

powerful group will tend to be described as 'imnature', 

•exuberant•, 'impulsive', 'uninhibited', 'lazy', 'fun­

loving•, ' good-humoured', and 'happy- go-lucky', resembling 

the description of a lovable but irresponsible child. To 

some degree the less powerful group accepts its status 

and even internalizes that stereotype. 

If, however, the two groups are competing strongly with one 

another in an important matter, such as politics or the 

economic sphere, it is likely that attitudes towards each 

other will differ more than in the absence of competition. 

(Duijker and Frijda, 1960; necord, 1964). The more powerful 

group tries to retain the statun quo of unequal comnetition 

and is thus regarded by the less powerful group as being 
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'brutal', 'egctistic', and •unjust•. The less potlerful r.roup 

is, on the other hand, regarded by the more powerful one as 

being 'dangerous•, or 'insolent', while both groups hold a 

very pooitive image of themselves. 

Referring to 8outh Africa, Van den nerghe (1966) wrote that 

the situation was changinc from paternalistic to competitive 

relationships between the Whites and the l;on-Whi ten. The 

above diocussion thus gives rise to the following hypotheses:-

IIy-potheoic VI 

T\'fO or I:tore e;roups with sii:!ila.r rclationohips towards 

another crou, will have similar s tereotypes of the latter. 

Hy:pothosis VII 

Two or more groups with differing relationships towards 

another group will have dissimilar stereotypes of the latter. 

Hypothesis VIII 

Members of a group will have a more positive image of their 

o··m croup than will members of other groups. 

H.-ypothesis IX 

Groups in a competitive relationship will have relatively 

ne~""&tive images of each other. 
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C li A P T E R III 

T II f. IN V E L r I U A T I 0 t o r A T ? I T V D f ~ 

l3 y ti' E A N G 0 F T H B 

~ F. M A N T I C D I F F E R E N T I A L 

The bulk of research concerning ~outh African groups in 

general and their attitudes in particular was done outside 

the socio-psychol06~cal sphere. A multitude of deocriptions 

can be found in novels, political tracts, and historical 

books, as well as in those books which attempt to describe 

the present situation in South Africa (e.g . Legum and Legum, 

1964). 

Relatively little has, however, been done to investigate 

attitudes in ~outh Jl frica by clacsical psychological 

methods. And evon here the etlphacis in attitude r esearch hue 

been concentrated more on the 'action tendencies', i.e. the 

way in \Yhich members of different ethnic groups should be 

treated in particular social situations, such aa marriage, 

as it io done by the ~ocml Distance ~ cale (Petticrew, 1960; 

Lever, 1966). 

In the present investigation, however, the 'cognitive• 

components of ethnic attitudes were emphasized. In the past, 

these were usually tested by using Katz and Braly's (1933) 

liot of characteristics, where subjects are asked to list 

all adjectives which they regard as typical description£ 

of a. particular ethnic or national group. One drawback of 

this method has been the difficulty experienced in 

quantifying the results on somothinp more sophioticatcd than 
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just a nominal scale. 

To overcome this difficulty, the Semantic Differential 

(Osgood, Suci, and Tannenbaum, 1957) was used. Here, too, 

adjectives are attributed to concepts such as ethnic groups, 

but the subjects are able to indicate the extent to which 

they associat e adjective and concept by having an opportunity 

to place a mark anywhere on a continuum between the adjec tive 

and its semantic opposite. For example, "the Americans" can 

be judged as being very •active', whilst "the Africans" can 

be rated as fairly 'passive•. 

Since its inception, the Semantic Differential has been used 

to investigate attitudes of many groups towards a multitude 

of concepts, such as occupations, old age, newscasters, the 

theatre, various colours, and last but not least, ethnic and 

national stereotypes (Prothro and Keehn, 1957; Fischer, 1961; 

Tanaka, 1962; and Rudin, 1963) . The method has been sho\vn to 

possess a considerable degree of reliability (Osgood et al., 

1957; Miron, 196la; Weksel, 1965). The 'inner validity' 

(Lienert, 1961), i.e. the correlations with various similar 

attitude questionnaires, such as the Thurstone and Guttman 
c.. 

scales, W&Pe found to be relatively high (Osgood et al., 1957). 

However, the main emphasis has concentrated on the factorial 

validity of the test. Osgood et al . (1957) and other 
-*· investigators , by using factor-analytic methods, generally 

identified three factors, which were labelled:-

*=e. g. Kumata & Schramm, (l956); Triandis & Osgood, (1958); 
Kumata, (1958 ); Osgood, (1960); Suci, (l960)· MacClay & 
Ware, (1961); Miron, (196lb); Tanaka, ( 1961~; Osgood,(l962); 
Tanaka, (1962); Osgood, Archer & Miron, (1963); Oyama , 
Tanaka & Haea , (1963); Tanaka, Oyama & Osgood, (1963); 
Tanaka & Osgood, (1965). 
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•evaluation•, 'activity', and 'potency'. Various studies 

have shown that these factors aro to be found in many 

different cultures, which indicates that the character of 

the semantic space tends to be inter-cultural. But some 

limiting remarks should be made at this point:-

1. rhc relative dominance of one factor over the others 

seems to be dependent on the claso of the concept rated 

by means of the adjectives. For example, Tanaka et al. 

(1963) found that the 'evaluative' factor was most dominant 

in the case of abstract words, whereas 'potency' was 

highly loaded in the case of line and f!Pm judgments, and 

•activity' in the case of colours. ~ imilar results, which 

indicated that different concept classes caused a change 

in the str~cture of the semantic space, were obtained by 

Tucker ( 1955) ; Osgood, .. are, and Horric ( 1961) ; 1l.iron ( 1961 )~ 
and ~anaka (1962). 

2. In some investigations only the 'evaluative' factor 

was extracted, whereas •activity' and 'potency' were 

hardly identifiable. Other factors were extracted instead, 

labelled •successfulness' (Osgood, Ware, and 11orris, 1961); 

'dynamism' (Triandis and Osgood, 1958); or'magnitude', and 

'sensory pleasure' ( ~agara, Yamamoto, Nishimura, and Akuto, 

1961). 

3. Direct cross-cultural comparisons have shown, however, 

that in spite of a variation in the kind and the dominance 

of factors as regards different concepts, these variations 

tended to be the same in different cultural groups 

(Tanaka, 1961; Osgood, 1962; ?anaka, Oyama, and Oscood, 1963; 

Osgood, Archer, and 1Iiron, 1963; Tanaka and ·')scood, 1965). 

Thus it can be concluded tha t the characteristics of the 



- 18 -

semantic space are dependent on the class of concept used 

and not on the specific cultural group tested. In the present 

investigation it can therefore be expected that there is 

a high degree of inter-group similarity as regards the 

factor analysis of adjectives, and that i·t i s most likely 

that the •evaluation• factor will occur in all of them. 

4. There i s, however, an important limitation to thi8 

method. The factor analyses of the adjectives generally 

extracted only between 40~ and 60fo of the total variance. 

No conclusions can be dra'vn as regards the cross-cultural 

similarity of the remaining variance, but in the case of 

the present study it will be assumed that the similarity 

does exist. This assumption will be tested in the 

Experimental Section. 

5. Another characteristic of the adjective pair~ used in 

the ~emantic Differential has been pointed out by Krieger 

(1964), who stated that in evary pair one adjective was 

generally considered to be the more favourable one. For 

the purpose of cross-cultural comparison it will therefore 

be hypothesized that the [..TOups tested did not differ from 

ono another as regards the social des irability ( ~dwards, 1957) 

of the adjectives. 

As a result, the following hypotheses may be formulated:-

ltypothesis X 

1l'he factor-analytic utructure of the adjectives used will 

be similar in the six ethnic groups. 
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Hypothesis XI 

The variance of scores on the adjectives will be similar 

in the six ethnic groups tested. 

Hypothesis XII 

The evaluation of the social desirability of adjectives 

will be oicilar in the six groups tested. 
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,~ .H A P T t~ fi IV 

J\ E ·') I 0 N 0 I-' 

I; T H ll I C GHOUP ... p 0 1 

P R ,.. ~.· r Ii T I N V ~ [ T I G A T I 0 h 

4.1. Introduction 

In a ttempting to describe each one of tl:e s ix croups 

tested, emphasis was laid on r ecults obtained from 

oocio-psychologicnl investi£ation~. For the sake of 

brevity, details of overlapping results will not be 

nentionecl separately;- instead, tLe nallles of the authors 

will be quoted where necessary. 

furthermore, 1t was thought advisable to formulate no 

specia l hypothes es for each group over and above the ones 

mentioned previously, since this ''ould have rcsul ted in 

tedious repetit ions. Ins tead, the descriptions of re8ultc 

obtained in the various ~roups ..vill, a s a. whole, be uEed 

X 

as hypotheses with wllich the results of the "')re~ent experi­

mental inves tigation will be compared. 
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4.2. The Afrikaners 

[outh Africa is at present mainly known in other countries 

for its policy of sepa.rato development or Apartheid. The 

doctrine of Apartheid was officially formulated for the 

first time during parliamentary elections of 1948, when 

the National Party made this concept the cornerstone of 

its policy. Rhoodie and Venter (1959) state that, 

"••• the Apartheid idea was the broad foundation 

on which the new Afrikaner Government could base 

its practical racial policy11 (p.l6) 

and that 

II ••• the idea represents the common synthesis of 

the .Afrikaner people•n attitu.de towardo colour~ (p.20) 

The same authors defined Apartheid as, 

"··· the comparatively permanent and complete 

separation of ~lhite and Black in South Africa~ (p.22) 

The idea of .Apartheid implies, 

....... that each individual racial group 1Vill be able 

to develop into a separate, national, political, 

cultural, and social unit, according to its om1 

identity and inherent capabilities~ (p.34) 

'rhere is thus in theory no domination of one racial 

group by another, but the acceptance of equal but 

different racial groups, each of which should control 

its own affairs. As Du Plessi s (1957) wrote, 

" 1.~e v.ri sh to s eparate ourselves from the Bantu not 

becaus e we regard them as being inferior, but 

because they surround U f' and threaten to overwhelm 
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us by their numerical superiority, and are culturally 

different and less developed than we are~ 

(quoted by Rhoodie and Venter, 1959, p.37) 

If there were no feeling of' superiority in actual practice 

(in line with the Apartheid theories frequently emrossed), 

it could be expected that tho Afrikaners would see Non-Whites 

as differing from themselves, but not as being inferior. 

However, l'tiacCrone (1949) found that his Afrikaans subjects 

most frequently characterized "the Africans" as being, 

ll 
••• superstitious , noisy, dirty, unreliable, 

imitative, quarrelsome, brutal, dishonest, stupid, 

treacherous, and fond of gambling" (p.699). 

This list enumerated overwhelmingly negative traits and 

permits the deduction that the Afrikaans subjects held 

"the Africans" to be inferior to their own group. Similar 

results were obtained more recently by Pettigrew (1958), 

Rogers and Frantz (1962), and L.ever ( 1966). 

Why are "the Afric.ansn seen as being different? Hhoodie and 

Venter (1959) listed three major criteria: -

1. the western culture, 2. the Chris tian morality, 

3. the specific racial identity. 

l~acCrone (1937) wrote that the farmers near the frontier of 

the Cape Colony - mostly Afrikaners- who strongly advocated 

a separation between themselves and the Africans, had little 

contact with the cul·ture in Europe. Thio factor was 

therefore somewhat lees important than the belief in a 
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special racial identity. 

"The existence of frontier society was, in a very real 

sense, bound up with these attitudes since they 

helped to ·provide it with those qualities of group 

unity, cohesion, and self-consciousness and those 

powers of resistance and persistence without which 

it could not have overcome its difficulties or 

maintained its in terri ty~ (J.:acCrone, 1937, p.l25) 

Two of the most important criteria were Christianity and 

skin colour. Little was done during those years to convert 

the Non-Whites to t;hristianity. 

n•rhe negative aspects of the Calvinistic creed, its 

doctrine of predest ination, its emphasis upon the 

community of the elect, the exclusive ~vist that 

could be given to its tea chings, were all perfectly 

adapted to the interracial situation. The conclusion 

was readily dravm, and applied, that the heathen fell 

outside the scheme of salvation. Attempts to 

Christianize them were not merely not sanctioned by, 

but actually contrary to, the teachings of the Bible~ 

{UacCrone, 1937, p. 129-130) 

Or, as eawood (1364) wrote, 

"Prior to 1951 work in the mission field had not been 

uccepted by the Church as its official and necessary 

task, although there l1ad been some nissionary endeavour~ 

(p. 35) 

Apart from Uhristianity, the factor of skin colour has also 

played a definite part in the development of racial attitudes. 
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In the eyes of the Afrikaans frontier farmers, a dark skin 

colour \"lB.S inferior to a. light one. J\s mentioned previously, 

this attitude does not seem to have changed appreciably ln the 

averaee Afrikaner. Through the development of tte Apartheid 

theory it has become more crystallized and more rigid, as 

there are at present many more rational reasons for 

separating Whites and Non-Whites. 

Factors favouring stronger and more rigid pro-Apartheid 

attitudes were (and are) the increasing nationalistic 

sentiments of both Afrikaners and Africans. In the former, 

this has caused an increase in identification with their own 

group, and the increase in African nationalism has created a 

much ntronger feeling of fear among the Afrikaners. Rhoodie 

and Venter (1959) remarked, 

11 rlowever much thic emotional component of Apartheid 

may be rationalis ed it is a reality which must be 

accepted. The Apartheid idea evolved mainly from 

this psychological attitude, in other words, race 

preservation hao become almost instinctive~ (p. 36) 

'.rhe Bri tir-:h domination during the 19th Century as well as 

after the Boer t ars caused the Afrikaners to react vigorously. 

This speeded up the development of their own lanb~ge, 

literature, participation in administration, politics, and, 

more recently, in industry. At the core of this lay the 

insistence on the separateness of their own grouy, as 

witnessed by the frequent use of terms such as 'Ons Mensa' 

and ' Afrikanerdorn•. 
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Le~~ and Legum {1964) describe 'Afrikanerdom' as, 

It ••• the systematic expression of an exclusively 

Afrikaans-speaking political, cultural, and. socia.l 

movement, committed to preserving its uniqueness by 

establishing its hegemony over the whole country. 

It is Afrikaner nationalism'n moct militant reaction 

to the 'alien domination of the ~nglioh', and an 

expression of its fear of eventual black dominat1on. 

Afrikanerdom has become a force for counter-domination ••• 91 

(p. 17) 

Alongside these general and sometioes E:~ubjective descriptions, 

the following prominent characteristics of the Afrikanor 

group were established through p~ychological and sociological 

research:-

In comparison with foreign groups, Afrikaners were found to 

have strong nationalistic tendencies (Gillespie and Allport, 

1955). The upholdiilg of • .H:l.i te Civiliza tion' was frequently 

emphasized, 

" ••• with an extremely rigid tendency always to accept 

only favourable characteristics and to reject only 

unfavourable characteri~tics (where) ••• the term 

' White Civilization' acts as a true stereotype 

towards which no conscious ambivalence can be 

tolerated~ (Danziger, 1958~ p.342) 

The tendency to accept current values and authorities more 

rieidly is also sl .. own in their attitude towardz capital 

punishment (Morsbach, 1967), sexual mores (Lever, 1966), the 
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church (Gillespie and Allport, 1955; Lever, 1966), as well 

as teachers (Lever, 1966) . An emphasis on tradition and a 

reluctance to change together with a relatively optimis tic 

outlook towards the future was found by Gillespie and All­

port (1 955), Danziger (1963), Hudson et a l. (1966), and 

Lever (1966) . :::trong authoritative as well as ethnocentric 

attitudes were also found by Pettigrew (1 958), Danziger 

( 1958\.1), Achron ( 1963), and ?Tors bach ( 1965), which might 

have caused the high degree of identification with their 

O'W'l'l group, as well as its positive evaluation (r.TacCrone, 

1937, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; Lever, 1966), and a conscious 

striving to be of service to the Afrikaner group ( ~labbert, 

1964). 

I n recent years an attempt was made to extend this ethno­

centrism to include the White English-speaking South Afri­

cans, thereby hoping to counteract the threat of Non-White 

domination more effectively. However, the suspicion of 

former times, mainly ' due to the Boer Wars and ideological 

differences, i s s till evident in the attitude of Afrikaans 

subjects towards "the British", who were judged far less 

favourably than "the English-speaking South Africans 11 

(Lever, 1966) . Today the accent is on "Vthi te ~olidari ty" 

( F~oodie and Venter, 1959). Compared to other groups in 

South Africa , the Engli sh-speaking Gentile Whites were the 

out-group with whom the Afrikaans subjects preferred to 

have t he closest contact (MacCrone, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; 

I.~ever, 1966) . 

The relationship of Afrikaners to Jews in ~outh Africa 

seems to be much more distant. Only a small percentace 

stated that they would admit Jew·s to close kinship by 
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marriage (Pettigrew, 1960; Lever, 1966). On the other hand, 

30% of Lever's subjects wished to exclude Jews from the 

country. Furthermore, results obtained by the latter suggest 

that his subjects had a more unfavourable image of the Jews 

than the Jewish subjects had of the Afrikaners. He tried to 

explain the Afrikaans attitude towards the Jews under the 

following points:-

1. Ignorance due to the absence of social contacts, 

2. Resentment of the fact that not many Jews were 

fluent in the Afrikaans language and preferred 

to use English, 

). Resentment of the economic prosperity of Jews 

in South Africa, 

4. The aloofness of Jews, who generally kept to 

themselves, 

5. Indoctrination which caused the Jews to be seen 

in a negative light, 

6. The view that Jews were not true ~;outh African~> 

as they owed allegiance to Israel, 

7. The expression of a eeneralised prejudice, 

8. The feeling of affinity and consequent identifi­

cation with the German cause as expressed in and 

prior to the second world war. This in turn may 

have been occasioned by 

(i) a common hatred of the British, and/or 

(ii) a feeling that the v iews on race a~e akin. 

{Lever, 1966, p. 183-184) 

As menti oned previously, the Afrikaners showed the most 

extreme desire for a separation from Non- \ihi tes (1IacCrone, 

1937, 1939; Pettigrew, 1958, 1960; Lever, 1966). 
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11he most unfavourable attitudes were generally held towards 

the Indians (ffiacCrone, 1937, 1949; Pettigrew, 1958; Levert 

1966). The percentage of Afrikaners who wanted to exclude 

Indiana from the country was much larger than the percent­

age which. insisted on the exclusion of Coloureds and Afri­

cans. This rejection of the Indians was voiced much more 

strongly by the Afrikaners than by the English-speaking 

Gentile or Jewish subjects (see the studies mentioned above ). 

't'his might be due to the fact that Indians, classified as 

Non-Whites, havo not been in South Africa for more than a 

century, and who present a group which can compete economic-

ally and culturally with any other group. 

The Africans and Coloureds were generally regarded as being 

similar in the eyes of the Afrikaners when tested with the 

cocial Di s tance ..::cale .. There was , how·evor, a trend to prefer 

the contact with the former (HacCrone, 1937, 1949; Pettigrew, 

1958; Lever, 1966). This might be due to the fact that the 

Africans could be seen as constituting o. more "pure" racial 

group, which has to be respected, whereas the 'Joloureds d·o 

not roprcsent a culturally different group from the Whites 

and only differ in skin colour (Dickie-Clark,. 1966). The 

Coloureds thus const:i. tute a group which does not fit into 

tho Apartheid picture when this is being defined as the separ­

a te development of culturally different groups .. As the studies 
• 

of tiacCrone, Pettigrew, and Lever were not carried out in the 

Cape . it can be expected that in t.outhern a reas a. somewhat 

di:fferent attitude towards the Coloureds might prevail, which 

ought to be more favourable (.Lever, 1966). 

The Germano were, on tho whole, regarded by t he Afrikaners 

as having positive traits (I:acCrone , 1937; Lever, 1966). This 

is far more positive than t he evaluations of the Germans made 



- 29 -

by the White Gentile and Jewish English-speaking South Afri­

can subjects. Lever (1966) suggested that t his could be due 

to the influence of German on the development of the Afri­

kaans language, and/ or the sympathy mown by Germany to the 

Gouth African Republics during the Boer Wars. 

No scientific s tudy seems to have been made of the attitudes 

of Afrikaners towards Russians and Americans. But it can be 

expected that there is no great love for the Russians, a s 

Communism i s regarded as the most dangerous political move­

ment in Africa. On the other hand, the Americans are general­

ly being a dmired for their technology and their fi ght agains t 

Communis m. This should evoke a favourable response in t he 

Afrikaners, although recent u. ~ .• legislation on desegr egation 

might cloud this a ffection s omewha t. 
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4.2. The 'Nhite English-speaking South Africans 

About 38~ (or one million) of the ·.thi te .. outh African 

population is of British descent. Members of this group 

live predominantly in the large cities, with the exception 

of rural areas in Natal and the Eastern Cape. They are 

powerful in the sphere of business and industry (e. g . 

mining ), as well as in the professions. Ever since the 

English came to South Africa, their position has been a 

fairly secure one. For example, they never had to fight 

for recognition of their culture and language. They have 

therefore not developed an equivalent of 'Afrikanerdom', 

although they do show a stronger affiliation to members 

of their O\vn group than to others. In all investigations 

with the Social Distance Scale, the English-speaking 

South Africans always ranked their O\Y.n group first as 

regards social contact (MacCrone, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; 

Van den Berghe, 1962 ; Lever, 1966 ). However, s ome self-

critical remarks were made on occasion towards their own 

group, such as being snobbish , apathetic, jingoistic, and 

intolerant (Van den Berghe, 1962). This might be due to a 

smaller degree of conscious ethnocentrism in the Fnglish­

speaking f:outh Africans . Achron (1963) found that they 

obtained lower scores on the 'F-Scale ' than the Afrikaners, 

and that their degree of authoritarianism was not much 

higher t han that of American s tudents (Pettigrew, 1958 ). 

The tendency not to overestimate their ovvn group or t hem­

selves was also found in the field of achievement values 

(Morsbach, 1965), where the English-speaking group showed 

a significantly more modest self-eva luation than the Afri­

kaners. 

* = This group, for the purposes of the present study , 
includes only White Eli.glish-speaking Gentile ~outh 
Africans , herafter a l so called urnbl ish- spea.king 
Louth Africans", or "Englishu. 
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For many years the English-speaking Africans have retained 

strong ties with their mother country in Furope, but today 

these associations are no loneer stronG in the political 

sphere, although cultural ties remain . ~pooner (1960) 

hypothesized that these ties were responsible for the more 

open-minded attitude of the average Englieh-speaking ~ outh 

Africans: -

"He (the English-speaking ~:outh African) is also 

fully convinced that in general the Nationalist 

Afrikaner, who insists on a policy of · ~outh Africa 

alone ' , w0uld have been a less self-cent~ed and 

sel f-righteous person and a spiritually richer 

character had he retained some sentiment for, and 

contact w~th, the lands from which his forefathers 

came - Holland and France~ (p . 99) 

As regards racial attitudes the Fnglis~-speaking ~ection in 

~outh Africa, especially in the Cape, has shown more 

tolerance towards certain Non-~rnite sections than the 

Afrikaners . Thus they granted legal equality to the Coloureds 

from 1838 onwards. But in spite of this equality there was a 

very strong social colour bar, which prevented most of the 

Non-Whites from filtering into the White community. Thus some 

investigators regarded the more tolerant attitude of the 

English- speaking ~outh Africans in the Cape as an idea 

originally imported from Britain, while the average person 

was nearly as prejudiced as the Afrikaners in the North. 

Lheila Patterson (1953) wrote, 

"This uncompromising belief in the fundamental inferiori­

ty of Non-Europeans was not restricted to the Veer­

trekkers . It was held, in perhaps a less aggr essive 



- 32 -

form, by many if not nost Europeans in the Gape, 

particularly outside r.ape Tmvn. The initial irapetu£: 

which gave rise to 'Cape liberali~m' was mainly 

provided by the British philanthropic movement in 

the early part of the nineteenth century, working 

through the mi8sionary societies and their sympathiPers 

in the colonial administration~ (p.l73) 

But in contraet to the l..frikaners the =:nt;lish-speaking Couth 

.Africans did not sho·v prejudice in a very open fom, a.nd it 

was relatively late (from 1920 onward) that they E' tarted to 

discriminate against the Non-\lliites, especially in the 

economic sector. But they hesitated to formulate their 

prejudices in the form of an official ' Weltanschauung'. Thus 

Butler (cited by Legum and Leguc, 1964, p.96) wrote:-

"I should diagnose the English c-·outh African's 

reluctance to co-operate (with the Afrikaners) as 

follows. lie has plenty of colour prejudices, and fears 

and suspicions. •rhese, however, run counter to his 

political and moral traditions. The Englishman has 

never had much faith in racial theories. How can he? 

He is the classic example of the bastard race. His 

conscience is gPnuinely worried a bout Apartheid, and 

- perhnps more important - his empirical horse- sense 

tells him it simply won't work. He may in a moment of 

panic submit to his prejudices and get into the white 

laager, but he'll be no more happy there than 

anywhere else~ 

:rann (1962) found that the majority of his English-speaking 

\/hite subjects from Natal University stressed that democracy 
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was not always the best system. But this attitude, l a cking 

a more extensive theoretical foundation, s eemed to evoke o. 

kind of fear in them, because :Danzieer (1)63) found in his 

research on 'future history' es~ays that nearly one third of 

hi~ English-speaking subjects had a more 'catastrophic' view 

of future event s thnn the Afrikaners tested. 

It was generally found that the English-speaking subjects, 

although highly in favour of some kind of discrimination 

against the Non-~nite population, were not so radical as the 

Afrikaans subjects. Neither were they as reactionary (Hudson, 

Jacobs, and Biesheuvel , 1966). Similar results were al?o 

obtained by Rogers and Frantz (1962) in fillodesia, where 

Afrikaners showed more discriminatory opinions towards the 

Africans than the English-opeaking subjects. In any diecussion 

of studies concerning racial attitudes in 5outh Africa it 

should be mentioned tha t in most investigations students were 

used as subjects. 'J.Ihe attitudes of students did not seem to 

be completely representative of the average opinion held by 

gnglish-speaking Douth Africans, as Lever (1966) found that 

the level of father's education was inversely related to 

social distance as regards Non-~lhi tes and 'f-ngli~::h-speaking 

pupils (see also Pettigrew, 1960). Thus it can be expected 

that investigations of students' attitudes tended to show 

the presence of greater tolerance. 

A comparison of UacCrone•s investigations of White English­

speaking Gentiles in the thirties and forties with those 

undertaken recently by others show one relatively striking 

change:- the Jews in MacCrone•s findings were seen as being 

closer t o the Non-\:hi te groups, while in the more recent 

results obtained by Pettigrew (1960), Van den Berghe (1962), 

and Lever (1966) they clearly belonged to the Vhite groups, 
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although they were seen as the most distant :thi te eroup in 

~outh Africa with whom intermarriage was frequently not 

desired. The characteristics mo~t commonly attributed to 

"the Jewsn by the English were, according to Van den Berghe 

(1962), the following:-

'good. in business•, 'united', •generouo', 'money-conocious', 

'religious•, 'intelligent', 'hardworking•. This picture of 

the Jews, '\.vhich is more positive than that of thirty years 

ago, might be due to a number of reasons:-

1. The general trend to overlook differences bet1'/een 

White groups in order to be united against the 

Non-·i,hi tes; 

2. The adoption of English customs and the Tinglish 

l~~age by the Jews; 

3. The improved economic conditions in present-day 

South Africa, as well as the absence of large 

contingents of Jewish immigrants coming i nto the 

country. 

The group closest to the English-speaking Louth AfricanG i~ 

that of the Afrikaners. In all studies with the .~)ocial 

Distance ~cale, the Afrikaners rated in second place, behind 

the o~m group, in closeness (MacCrone, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; 

Van don Berghe, 1962; Lever, 1966). They were most frequently 

seen as being:- 'hospitable', 'very religious', 'lla.ving a 

strong family feeling ', 'being politically minded', 'super­

stitious', •stubborn•, 'good-natured', 'law-abiding', •very 

fond of sport', and 'charitable' (f.1acCrone, 1949). 11hese 

traits do not seem to have changed very much in the eyes of 

the English-speaking ~outh Africans s ince that time, as 

Van den Berghe (1962) obtained the following descriptions:­

'intolerant•, 'hospitable', 'provincial', 'fanatical', 'friendly', 
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'patriotic', 'religiou~·, 'uncultured', and 'conservative•. 

There seems to be some similarity between descr:ip;ions of 

"the Afrikaners" and the characteristics ascribed to the 

tribal Africans by the r.nglish-speaking ~outh Africans, since 

the latter were seen as being:- 'happy', 'backwards', 'simple', 

•cruel', 'dirty•, 'respectful', 'peaceful', 'hardworking', 

'honest•, and 'unopoiled' (Van den Berghe, 1962). However, 

in the case of the ffricnns simplicity 2ee~o to be associated 

more with backwardness. In some wny it seems to be more the 

2mage of an irresponsible child, sinco Africanc were seen 

as being •superstitious•, 'good-natured', 'noisy•, 'imitative•, 

'fond of gambling•, •excitable', 'dirty•, 'humorous•, 

'hospitable', and 'unreliable' (MacCrone, 1949). The tradi­

tional feclines towards the rural African were benevolent 

and paternalistic, as lone as he •stayed in hie place•. He 

was treated as a child, to whom one could not delegate any 

responsibility, but who was happy, contented, good-natured, 

and full of laughter and humour. The Africans tlere seen ao 

loving discipline and routine because they lacked initiative. 

They even deserved respect because of their simple tribal 

pride, which should not bo offended (Van den Berehe, 1964). 

Although thio picture ie changing , especially as regards the 

urban Africans who were regarded ao •comewhat dangerous ' 

(Van den Bergho, 1962), it otill seems to be common. In the 

present investigation it could therefore be expected that in 

tho eyos of English-speaking \fhi tes, Africans would be seen 

as friendly but irresponsible. 

The image of the Coloureds, as reported in the relevant 

literature, is not too different fro~ that of the Africans, 
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although the investigations of MacCrone (1937), Pettigrew 

(1960), and Lever (1966) indicated that the English-speaking 

~outh Africans preferred Africans to Coloureds. This could 

possibly be explained by the so-called 'bad blood' attitude, 

i.e. the Y.rorst characteristics of two groups are believed 

to be perpetuated in their offspring. ~ince the latter laclc 

the identity of either one of the parental Groups, they are 

thought of as being in greater conflict and therefore more 

anti-social .. 

The only result differing from the above was obtained by 

Van den Derghe (1962), whose subjects regarded the Coloureds 

as 'musical', 'cay', 'happy', 'alcoholic', and 'hardworking' . 

Compared to the Indinns, the Coloureds seemed to be regarded 

in a more positive light. Russell (1961) found that his 

»hite subjects had more intimate contacts with Coloureds 

than with Indians, and generally preferred the former. 

The relatively strong rejection of the Indians by the \lhite 

English-speaking Louth Africans as regards social contact 

(e.g. MacCrone, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; Van den Berghe, 1962, 

1964; Lever, 1966) seemed to have various reasons. ThiR 

could be seen in the characteristics which Van den Berghe's 

subjects attributed to the Indians:- they were seen as 

being 'dishonest•, 'dirty•, 'intelligent•, 'good in 

business•, 'hardworking', 'powerful', 'rich', •engaged in 

underhand', 'sly practices•, 'overproducing', 'educated', 

•religious', and 'helpful'. The author commented that the 

Indians were regarded as 'the Jews of ~outh Africa' • .Apart 

from being seen as actual or potential competitors, they 

were regarded ao more cultured than Coloureds and Africans 

and were respected for their education and intelligence. 
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~hey were thus on the one hand seen as being similar to the 

.ihi te eroups in .... outh Africa. On the other hand they were 

seen as being very different in a number of points, such as 

religion, language, food, dress, family life, and historical 

background • .Although highly westernized in the sphere of 

education, they were seen as tending to defend their own 

habits more than the Africans did (Russell, 1961). ~aving 

settled in South Africa fairly recently, they were regarded 

by many as an alien group whi ch should be 'repatriated' to 

India. 

Few investiea,tions have dealt with the attitudes of \ihi te 

English-speaking ~outh Africans towards "the Americans", 

"the Germansu, and nthe Russians". From results obtained by 

MacCrone (1937) and Lever (1966) it can be seen that nthe 

Germans" seemed to occupy a middle position on the t';ocial 

Distance Scale. Lever's findings indicated that 11 the Germans" 

had a similar position as "the Jews", but were seen as more 

distant by the English-speaking Couth Africans. 

There has been no socio-psychological resuarch on attitudes 

held by English-speaking Louth Africans towards 11 the Americansu 

and "the Russians". There can thus only be general 

speculation about these attitudes. "The Russiano" might be 

admired for their energy and efficiency, but rejected because 

of emotional coldness and Communism. "The Az:lericans" would, 

on the other hand, tend to be admired by the English- speaking 

South Africans because of their progressiveness, especially 

in the field of technology, and their leadership of the 

Vtestern world. 

All in all it could be expected that the English-speaking 
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South Africans would make definite distinctions between 

White an.d Non-Yi'hi te groups, which should become evident 

from a factor analysis. This tendency has already been found 

by Pettigrew (1960). Compared to the Afrikaners, it could 

nevertheless be expected that this division would not be so 

strict. Thus by comparing these two groups, the English 

could be expected to show a less extreme rejection of the 

Non-'ll/hi tes. 
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4. 4. ~he Jews in ~ outh _'.frica 

The .:...outh .tSrican Jews constitute about 4; of the :lhi te 

pop.ulution in tho country (:AJ.ron, 1963) • . :ost of them cnr.:1e 

as refugees from .t ... latorn or ;:estern :'urope. A de 'ta iled 

de:::cription of the cdaptntion of the latter group to life 

in ... outh .tSrica has been t;iven by '~ichel (1966) • 

..:he Je-.ds have playeu a conoiders.ble role in tLe economic and 

cultural developcent of the country. ~hey are found in Lnny 

lcaiinr, positions, c .r;. in the field of rnininc. A l<1.rce 

nur.:,ber of the srall er tih.olesnle stores and bazaar<;:- i a o.med 

by Jews. ~heir influence in the ~pl.~.ere of tl.e theatre, cinema, 

nedicine, and la·.1 io very prominent (.Ullin, 1951). 

i'-..s r~ont of the Jewf! are urbanized, t::teir contact \li tl ... the 

~nglioh-speakir~ ·outh Africano is stronger than with the 

Afrikaners. ....aroll ( 196 3) wrote, 

11 ('i1he Jews) ••• tended to identify themselves with the 

!nglir!h-opeaking ~ection, l;artly out of preference 

for the older and richer I'nt;lioh lane;uat.~e culture, 

but nminly becauee of objective socioloeical cono.i­

tions: until q_uite recently, the urban centres, where 

a majority of Jc,vio:t. people live, were •"'~redotninantly 

:n~liPh-cpeaking, influenced by _:nclioh 1r '>dee> of 

thougt.ts~ ( :p .37) 

Although on the whole well integrated J.nto the economic 

and cultural life of .:outh bfrica., there were p~riods of 

ten~ion between the Jews and the two other \Lite ~roups 

(e. £:. ' Quota Act' of 1930, a.nd •;liens Act• of 1936, which 
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limited Jewi~h immigration). Discrimination against Je''~ on 

the part of the .afrikanerc seems to have berm due mainly to 

political reasonc. (;. a.rquarc1, 1962). Ao !:.ic.hel (1966) wrote, 

"It (i.e. discrimination) became coupled with sucl.. 

insues as the future of Afrikaner nationalism, the 

relPtions between the various races, and what was 

known as the sy~tem of '.Britieh-Jewish-Democracy', 

en echo of the anti-democratic ideologies of the 

day~ (p.l4) 

Even in preEent tines some anti-JewiE:h feelings ceem to 

exist in a number of Afrikaners, eEpecially among strong 

supporters of the Hationalict Party, 

"··· because most Jews are in fact, openly or lass 

publicly, ~upporters of parties opposed to the 

Nationalist Party~ {ll:iarquard, 1962, p.251) 

The pro-government newspaper Daebreek en Sondagnuus wrote 

in 1963 that it had put the follovnn0 questions to the 

Jewish Board of Deuuties:-

" rthy is it that such a high percentage of \,hi tcs who 

are detained under the 90-day clause of the General 

Law Amendment Act arc Je·m? 

Is it an indication t hat Jews are not happy in South 

Africa , or is it merely an outcome of their strong 

freedom urge? 

Vhat ic the official Jewish s tandpoint about the 

actions of people such an Goldreich and \iolpe? 

,,e put these questions becaus(') we hnve received quite 
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a number of letters from readers to the same effect. 

Among Afrikaners there is an interest in the Jewish 

striving. It is of importance to know if the Jewc as 

a whole are against Government action and whether that 

is the reason why so many Jewish names are to be 

found in the ranks of the detained?" 

(Cited in: 'Report to ::,outh 1-"'s.frican Jewry, 1965,p.7) 

On the other hand it has been stated that the Afrikaner, 

"••• has never been a thorough-going anti-temite ••• 

(he) has always respected the Jews and their religion 

and has, indeed, had a kind of fellow-feeling for 

them~ (Marquard, 1962, p.250) 

Whereas tensions between Afrikaners and Jews have been mainly 

due to political issues, discrimination against the Jews by 

the English-speruring section was mainly caused by commercial 

rivalry (Marquard, 1962). But such discrimination was rarely 

outspoken, except perhaps for the non-admission of Jews to 

certain clubs. Thi s might be due to the 'F.nglish way of life', 

where, 

"••• in general, blatant anti-Jewishness would not 

be regarded as good form~ (Brotz, 1959, p.95) 

In spite of some tensions between the two major V!hite groups 

in ::..outh Africa on the one hand and the Jews on the other, it 

seems that the latter are well integrated and content to 

live in the country, as 89~ of the male and 92~ of the 

female immigrants questioned by Sichel (1966) stated that 

they had asked for f,outh African citizenship. 
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~everal investigations carried out between 1934 and 1966 

have shovm that attitudes held by Jews towards the other 

main groups in South Africa have been fairly stable. 

As can be expected, the most favourable opinions were held 

towards their own group (MacGrone, 1937; Pettigrew, 1960; 

Lever, 1966). By means of a detailed analysis Berrllan (1945) 

found that his Jewish subjects who had been born in ;:::outh 

Africa differentiated between Jews who came from different 

countries. They were far more in favour of marrying Jevrs 

from South Africa. or from Pales t i ne than Jews from Eas tern 

Europe and Germany. In spite of this differentiation between 

Jews, the attitude towards them was still more favourable 

than towards non-Jews. 

Today, however, it can be assumed that a distinction between 

the various Jewish groups is of decreasing importance, 

especially among the subjects of the present investigation, 

who were largely South African-born. In reoent investigations 

which used Jews as subjects (e . g. Pettigrew, 1960; Lever , 1966), 

such subdivisions have not been retained in the questionnaires. 

The adjectives attributed to their ovm group, such as •very 

religious', 'hospitable', 'law-abiding', ' good-natured', 

and 'politically-minded' ( I·ifa cC rone, 194 9) ; and • progr essive' , 

' adap·table •, 'charitable' (Herman, 1945), can be seen as 

supporting the ass umption made by Lever (1966) that self­

hatred is of no significance in the mind of present-day 

Jews. Thi s could be due to the f act that the Jews, 

"···adopt t he language and accept, either in whole 

or in part , the goals and ideals of English-speaking 

Gouth Africans ~ (Lever, 1966, p .l93) 
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The relatively close relationship between l.'";nglish-speaking 

Gentiles and Jews was already found by MacCrone (1937) as 

well as Herman (1945), s ince the Jewish subjects rated the 

.English-speaking Gentiles more favourably than any other 

out-group. MacCrone (1949) found that his Jewish subjects 

described the English- speaking Gentiles as follows:-

•very fond of sport', 'law-abiding•, ' s traightforward', 

' good-natured', 'intelligent', 'possessing a sense of humour', 

'fair-minded', •energetic', 'charitable', 'industrious •, 

'hospitable', 'reserved', 'possessing a feeling of super­

iority•, 'conservative•, 'politically-minded', and 'per­

servering'. ~imilar results were obtained by Herman (1945). 

Thi s friendly attitude towards the English-speaking Gentiles 

is especially evident from t he finding that the Jews wanted 

to have more intimate contact with them than with any other 

~;outh African group (nacGrone, 1937; Herman, 1945; Pettigrew, 

1960; Lever, 1966). 

The social distance towards the White Afrikaans-speaking 

population in ~outh Africa was much greater. Thi s might be 

due to the characteristics which the Jewish subjects attributed 

to t he Afrikaners, cited by MacCrone (1949 ) as being:-

'very religious•, 'hospitable', ' s trong family feeling', 

•supers titious ', 'politically-minded', ' s tubborn•, 'very 

fond of sport', 'law- abiding ',and ' good-natured'; or by 

Herman (1945 ) as :- 'very fond of sport', ' hospitable', 

•anti-semitic', ' politically-minded', 'very religious •, 

•s trong family feeling', ' poor'; and 'conservative '. 

It can be assumed , however, that the image has chan~ed 

considerably durine the last twenty years due to the fact 
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that the Afrikaners obtained more and more political and 

economic power during this period; and due as well to the 

strict administration of Apartheid. This might have led to 

the image of a more successful, but also more emotionally 

distant, picture of the Afrikaners. 

C~ompared to these three ·.~hi te groups the Jewish subjects made 

a clear distinction betweP.n the \ihi tes and the non- iihi tes. 

Their contact with the three major Non-\ihi te groups was found 

to be much less (LacOrone, 1937, 1949; Pettigrew, 1960; Iever, 

1966). !Iowever, all investigators found that the Jews in 

South Africa had the most favourable attitude towards the 

Africans. ~his attitude seems to be specially relevant in the 

case of urban Africans (Pettigrewt 1960). It can be assumed 

that the urban African in more educated and westernized than 

the rural one, and, on account of this, is seen as being more 

s imilar and likeable. nlacCrone (1949) mentioned the following 

characteristics ascribed to the Africans by his Jewish subjects:­

•ouperstitious•, 'good-natured', 'noisy't 'imitative', 'fond 

of gambling', 'excitable', 'dirty•, 'having a sense of humour•, 

'hospitable', 'unreliable', and 'very fond of sport•. 

All in all, these adjectives remind one of t he description of 

a child rather than an adult. Although the Africans have 

become more important as an economic and politica l factor 

during the last twenty years, it can be assumed that due to 

the official policy in ~outh Africa, Africans may still be 

seen as being relatively inefficient by the Jewish group. 

One explanation of the strong rejection of the Indians found 

in the studies mentioned previously might be the fact that 

this group is more likely to compete with the Jewish traders 

than the Africans. Coloureds were, likewise, seen as being 
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relatively distant, even more so than the Africans. lhis 

might, however, be due to the fact that most studies 

available were carri ed out in the Transvaal:- studies in the 

0ape ought to show a greater degree of preference for thi s 

group. 

~he Jews' image of the Germans was negative shortly before, 

and during, 7,'orld .lar II for obvious reasons (IJacCrone, 1937; 

Herman, 1945). But even twenty years later (Lever, 1966), 

it can be seen that the rejection of the Germans is still 

very strong. This rejection i s most likely to be concentrated 

on the more affective aspects than on characteristics such 

as achievement and efficiency. 

Little can be said about the attitude of Jews in South 

Africa towards Americans and Eussians, s ince no socio­

psychological investigations have been carried out in this 

field. However, it could be assumed tho.t the atti·t;udes are 

very similar to those held by the F~glish-speaking Gentiles 

(see previous chapter). 
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4.5. The ~outh African Indians 

Compared to the other main groups, the Indinns have been in 

South Africa for only a century. s::'he first Indians came into 

the country in the 1860'P to work on the sugar plantations 

in Natal. By further immigration (until 1911) and a high 

birth rate their numbers have grov~.n to about 470,000 people 

(1960 census), thus constituting a·bout 31 of the total ; outh 

African population. i•Iost of ·them s till reside in Natal, and 

here again they are concent~ated in the urban areas (Burrows, 

1952). 

Their retention of a distinct identity is due to a number of 

reasons, such as their Hindu or Huslim faith; their different 

languages (e.g. Tamil, Hindi, Urdu); their distinctive 

customs (e.g. as regards dress and food); and their relatively 

well-established tradition, .vhich io different from all 

other traditions in ~outh Africa. This l ast-mentioned point 

seems to be of special importance insofar as the Indians did 

not tend to show a very positive evaluation of '';iestern 

Civilization' (Da:nzieer, 1958b ), in spite of their frequent 

contact with the v,hi tes, and their strong desj.re for 

westernized education (Lazarus, 1962); which has resulted 

in a relatively large number of well-educated people 

( [: tatistical Year Book, 1964 ). The reason for a •retarded 

\.esternization' (Van den Berghe, 1964), might be due to a 

'cultural pride', i.e. the consciousness of belonging to 

a rich ana ancient tradltion which i~ regarded as at lemt 

equal to that of the West . Thus the Indians investigated, 

unlike the Coloureds, did not particularly seek social 

contact on an intimate basis with the v;hi tes (Hussell, 1961; 

Van den Berghe, 1964). 
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In spite of various appealo and promis ed payment of the 

return passage to India by the ~·outh African &overnment in 

the past, tb.e majority of Indians re€,-ard fouth Africa as 

their homeland and have oventhelmingly refused any offer~ 

of this nature. In recent years the ~:outh .African government 

has accepted the fact that the Indian group is ~ permanent 

part of the ~outh African populat.1.on .. 

Being industrious and fl"U.Gal, the Indianc a1·e seen a.s, 

11 ••• the most advanced and affluent of the Non--\!hi tes 

in the country~ (2pooner, 1960, p.l07) 

They have thuo become competitors of the ~fbites, especially 

in retail trade. Hestrictive laws pertaining "to the Indian 

croup already date from the early years of the present 

century, having been advocated more by the lJablish-speaking 

0outh Africano than by any other group. Lazarus (1960) wrote, 

u Ltrange as it may appear the whole idea of segregation 

and the violent clamour therefor was born in the 

very ~ritish city of ~urban and the equally Brltish 

sections of the Province of Natal. Indeed if one 

goes into the history of it and the anti-Indian 

attitudes that have been built up around it, ono 

finds thn t its moa t vigorous advocates all a long the 

line were largely the Engli~h-speaking section of 

the community~ (p.91-92) 

Due to this, a very strong anti-L'nglish feeling could be 

expected to exist in the Indian community. But this does 

not seem to hold trLte, judeing from the results of various 
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investigations (MacCrone, 1938; Van den Berghe, 1962; 

Russell, 1961). Thus the ~nglish were regarded as being 

'hypocritical', • snobbish', 'intolerant', 'domineering', 

and 'apathetic'; but also as 'kind', 'tolerant', 'cultured', 

and 'fair'. On the ~:ocial Distance ... cale, the I~.nglicoh were 

ranked in second place (after 41 the Indians"). It does not 

seem that this attitude can be explained entirely by t he 

findings of Van den Berghe (1964) that the Indians displayed 

'surprising tolerance' towards the English, together with 

showing antipathy towards the Afrikaners. Their relatively 

friendly attitude might be due to various reasons. One is 

the greater cultural contact wi th the English group (Kuper , 

1960) . A far larger number of Indians speak English than 

Afrikaans. This might, of course, be also due to the fact 

that urbanized areas in Natal are predominantly English­

speaking, but the Afrikaners have shown more obvious signs 

of completely wanting to exclude Indians from their society 

by not allowing them to live in the Orange Free ~tate, and 

by forbidding them to own land in the Transvaal , s omething 

which they could do in Natal. '1"he codification and strict 

administration of the various Apartheid laws , such as the 

'Group Areas Act', was also carried out by the Afrikaners 

in the government . Van den Berghe (1962) found that the 

most frequent descriptions of Afrikaners by his Indian sub­

jects were the following:- 'oppressive', 'intolerant', 

'haughty•, 'frank', uncultured', 'selfish', 'good farmers•. 

On the :?ocial Distance f.cale the Afrikaners were ranked in 

sixth place, thus being rejected more than the Lnglish, 

the Coloureds, the urban Africans, and the Jews (Van den 

Berghe, 1962; similar results by MacCrone, 1938). 
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1Jlhe Jewish group seemed to be more popular than the Afrikaners, 

but less so than the l~nglish group. Van den Berghe wrote ( 1962) , 

"Indians tend to project onto Jews the traits that 

Europeans attribute to Indians~ (p . 58) 

Thus the most common characteristics of the Jews as e;iven by 

the Indians were, 'good in business•, •stingy', 'money­

conscious', •selfish', 'di~honest', and 'clannish'. Jewish 

mal es and females obtained 4th and 5th rank, respectively, 

on the Social Distance ~cale (Van den Berghe, 1962). There 

seems to be little contact between these two groups, as Van 

den Berghe (1962) found that they obtained the lowest 

•association score'. In the investigation of HacCrone (1938) 

they were ranked second-last on the :::.ocial Distance ...,cale. 

The Indians' attitude towards the .Africans seems to be a 

complex one. On the one hand they were found to have feelings 

of cultural superiori ty over the Africans . But on the other 

they tended to accept educated Africans in their homes, in 

their sport clubs, etc. (Van den .Uerghe, 1964). Fear was seen 

by Van den I3erghe as probably being the most important element 

in the attitudes of Indians towards the Africans. Being a 

small minority group in South Africa , they very often tended 

to be used as a scapegoat by the Europeans as well as by the 

Africans. ?he present-day fears of Africans have their major 

roots in the 1949 riots, whe re a large number of Indians were 

attacked and killed by Africans (Webb and Kirk\vood, 1949). 

Van den Berghe (1964) wrote, 

111l 1he ever- present fear of a repetition of the 1949 anti­

Indian pogrom, and the expectation of continued, and 

perhaps worsened anti-Indian discrimination, if a 
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militant African nationalist government takes over, 

inevitably colours Indian attitudes towards Africans~ 

(p .220) 

Because of the economic situation there i s considerable contact 

between these two groups, especially between the Indians and 

the urban Africans, with whom the Indians associate to almost 

the same degree as with Coloureds ; more so than with the 

Afrikaners , F~glish, and JewG (Van den Berghe, 1964). This 

contact seems to result in a more positive image of the urban 

African than of the tribal one. Urban Africans were regarded 

by the Indians as 'hardworking', 'violent•, 'educated', 

'uncultured', 'impolite ', 'progressive', and 'politically 

conscious' (Van den Berghe, 1962). It seems important to 

reiterate the conclusions reached by Van den Berghe that, on 

the whole , Indians were more willing to accept Africans than 

Africans were willing to accept Indians . 

The attitude of the Indians towards the Coloureds ceems in 

some measure to be influenced by the relatively high standard 

of living of the latter (in Durban). The Soloureds are largely 

descended from Mauritian immigrants who came into South Africa 

around 1860, very often as skilled labourers (Dickie-Clark, 1966). 

The relatively high status of these Coloureds i s also sho\v.n 

in the findings of Van den Ber t;he ( 1964) in ' Caneville', where 

a number of If.lauritians were found to live in s o-called White 

areas and were accepted as '11hites . Russell (1961) found that 

quite a good contact existed between the Coloureds and the 

Indians. The Indians described the Coloureds in positive as 

well as negative terms such as ' gay' , 'happy', •sociable', 

being ' good craftsmen', • t~rdworking', 'hedonis tic', 'friendly', 

' alcoholic', 'quarrelsome', ' apathetic', 'uncultured', and 

•unmannered' (Van den Berghe, 1962). 
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To date, no research haG been carried out to establish the 

attitudes of Indians in ;;.outh Africa towards the Americans, 

the Germans, and the Russians. It would therefore be 

premature to postulate hypotheses at this stage , although 

it does not seem unreasonable to expect the Indians to 

hold views similar to those of the English-speaking 

','lhi tes. 
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4.6. The Coloureds 

About one tenth of the people living in ~outh Africa are 

officially classified as 'Coloureds' (see Statistical 

Year Book, 1964), of which 88~ inhabit the Cape Province, 

especially the area in and around Cape Town. 

The Coloured group has come into existence due to the contacts 

between different racial groups in South Africa over a period 

of more than three hundred years. The three major racial 

elements involved were the Europeans, the s laves from South 

East Asia, and the aboriginal tribes (e. g . Busl~en and 

Hottentots) who lived in the ~~outhern part of Africa. 

Furthermore , the African el ement has become of increasing 

importance during the l ast fifty years. Thus the Coloured 

group is generally not considered to be a dictinct race, but 

rather a group of people of mixed descent, \nlo do not belong 

to any one of the ma jor races in the country ( see Official 

Year Book, 1954-55, p .679). As Golding (1953) wrote, 

"Very few positive definitions of Coloured people have 

been made by the various Government Commissions which 

have been cet up to investigate the problems of the 

Coloured popul ation thus far. Practicall y every 

definition of a Coloured man has been in the form 

of a statement indicating what the Coloured people 

are n21, leaving the actual and positive definition 

as an open question~ {p.?O) 

Neither ?Jas the role of tt.e Coloureds in :..,outh Africa clea rly 

defined in the past . rrom 1828 onwards, t hey enjoyed legal 

equality with the Whites in the Cape Colony (Dickie-Clark,l966), 
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and their activities were limited only by unofficial prejudices 

and discrimination. It was only from about 1920 onwards, when 

the Government began to exclude them from certain occupations 

(Marais, 1939), that the Coloureds were regarded more and 

more as a distinctive group. In spite of this position they 

were forced to take, s omewhere bet·v-een lhi tes and Africans, 

the Coloureds did not act as a cultural bridge between these 

two major groups (Dickie-Glark, 1966). This seems to be 

predominantly due to the ~/hi te-oriented culture of the 

Coloured people. They did not develop a distinctively different 

language and religion. Most of them have Afrikaans as their 

mother tongue, and belong to the Protestant faith. Their 

emphasis on White values and customs was stressed by various 

authors (e. g . Kellerman , 1956; Le Raux, 1959; Nann, 1957; 

Russell, 1961; and Dickie- Clark, 1966) • . 11os t Coloureds were 

found to approve of 'Playing White•, i.e. trying to be 

accepted as a White person (Russell, 1961; Dickie-Clark , 1966). 

In order to measure the ·.vhi te bias in the Go loured people, 

mann (1957) deYised a specific scale and administered it to 

Coloureds in Durban. By means of factor analysis 11e isolated 

three factors, which were named: 1) high regard for Whites; 

2) readiness to adopt the values of Vhi tes ; and 3) a feeling 

that there should be no barrier between Coloureds and fibites. 

Official distinction between Coloureds and Whites is based 

on external appearance only, which correlates with lower 

social status and fewer legal rights. 

"One reason why t he status of Coloureds in South Africa 

is the 'front line' in race relations may be that, 

because they are not culturally different from Whites, 

their different status emphacizes that discrimination 
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against them is on the ground of colour alone . ~his 

marks the boundary between sheer, unadulterated 

colour prejudice and what might be rationalized as 

discrimination on the grounds of cultural differences~ 

(Dickie- Clark, 1966, p.73) 

One result of the Coloureds' strong pro-#hite bias is a 

relatively vague definition of themselves as a group. As 

Dickie- Clark (1966) wrote: 

"Being a Coloured means, above all, that you are 

discriminated again8t by exclusion from many of 

the advantages of the \'r'hites~ (p.l58) 

This leads to the feeling that being Coloured is unsatisfactory 

and unrewarding. In many of the Coloureds tested there was an 

absence of solidarity and little, if any, feeling of identity 

(Kellerman , 1956), or a kind of inferiority complex, very 

often nourished by a commonly held opinion that the offsprinG 

of a mixed marriage would inherit the worst traits of both 

parents (Patterson, 1953). And 1':1ann (1957), in his subscale 

for in-group disparagement, found that his Coloured subjects 

showed a very critical attitude towards themselves, such as 

remarking that they have not such good manners, make more 

noise, are more quarrelsome, are more careless, driru{ more, 

are more two-faced and selfish than the Europeans . But, on the 

other hand, there are indications that some kind of group 

awareness is developing within the Coloured coruaunity, 

especially in the middle class. In thi~ respect , Gol ding (1953) 

stated, 

"To-day it is probably true tha-t they (the Coloureds) 

are gradually becoming a distinct race, and that a 
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community sense is growing among them. At the same 

time we cannot disregard the fact that at the lower 

levels the Coloured :man seeks his salvation nearer 

the Native and at the hieher levels he endeavours 

to be classed as a European. There are good reasons 

for both these fringing movements. In the middle, 

however, the Coloured people have no desire to be 

considered anything but a distinct community~ (p.76) 

This result was also arrived at by Russell (1961) , who 

showed that a certain, albeit small, group showed an 

excessive &roup consciousness. He wrote that such comments, 

II 
••• were made by people who perceived the Whites and 

Coloureds as belonging to two divergent and irrecon­

cilable camps, between whom there must sooner or 

later, develop open conflict~ 

However, an exceptionally hostile attitude towards \'ihi tes 

has generally been found among a small minority of Coloured 

subjects only (Kellerman , 1956; Le Roux, 1959; Mannt 1957; 

Russell, 1961). On the whole, there exists a preference for 

one's own group as regards social contact, when compared to 

other main ethnic groups in South Africa. This was established 

during various investigations using the ~ocial Distance 

~cale (Rakoff, 1949; llacCrone, 1938; Mann, 1957; Russell, 1961; 

Joshua,m p~. It could thus be concluded that alongside a 

positive White bias there is some development of a Coloured 

group consciousness, something which is supported by the 

Apartheid policy, since I . D. du Plessis (1957) wrote, 

'' ~let die huidige beleid moet hy (die Kleurling) leer 

om sy heil in sy eie croep·tc vind~ (p. 95 ) 
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Such development towards an own group consciousness is 

strengthened by the Coloureds' attitudes towards other 

Non-White groups. Several investigators found a relatively 

strong prejudice against other Non-White groups (MacCrone, 

1938; Rakoff, 1949; Mann, 1957; Joshua, in progress). 

The attitudes of Coloureds towards Africans seemed to be 

more negative than towards the Indians. This might be due 

to the Coloureds' economic compatition with the Africans, 

or to the tendency of the Whites to treat Coloureds on the 

same level as the Africans thus causing the latter to 

become a 'negative reference group' for the Coloureds 

(Mann, 1957). 

The relatively more favourable attitude towards the Indians, 

especially held by the Coloureds living in the Cape, could 

be due to the fact that there is little contact and compe­

tition between these groups. 

The Jews constitute another group in South Africa which was 

found to be disliked by Coloureds, since in three investi­

gations (MacCrone, 1938; Rakoff, 1949; Joshua, in progr.) 

the Jews were placed behind the Indians on the Social 

Distance Scale, and in two of them (those of MacCrone and 

Joshua) they were rated as being even more unpopular than 

the Africans. 

Of all White groups in South Africa, the English Gentiles 

seemed to be the most liked (MacCrone , 1938; Rakoff, 1949; 

Mann, 1957; Joshua, in progr.). This is important insofar 

as the basic ties between the Cape Coloureds and the Afri­

kaans-speaking Whites are really much stronger , due to a 

common language and religion. But, as Mann (1957) explained, 
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• • • repressive policies are more likely to be 

attributed to Afrikaans-speaking whites, who govern 

the country, than to Englisb-speakin£" "/hi tes; so that 

there is perhaps a tendency for most Coloureds to 

prefer the Ene;lish-speaking Whites to the Afrikaners'~ 

(p.206) 

The attitudes of ';oloureds towards groups outside :=outh Africa 

have rarely, if ever, been investigated scientifically. llowever, 

it can be seen that the attitude towards the ~ermans has 

changed considerably during the last thirty years, as they 

were considered to be the least favourable group before 

World War II (MacCrone, 1938), as well as a few years after 

it (Rakoff, 1949). Fourteen years later, however, the Coloureds 

placed the Germans before the English- and Afrikaans-speaking 

Whites in South Africa (Joshua,inprog). 

The attitude of Coloureds towards the .Americans has been 

investigated only by r.!ann (1957), who found that, 

"pro-England responses were no more likely to occur 

than pro-U.S .A. responses~ (p . 215) 

It can therefore be concluded that the Coloureds' attitude 

towards Americans was a relatively positive one. 

Lince to date the attitude of Coloured subjects towards the 

Russians has not been studied, it is not possible to formulate 

definite hypotheses at this point, except perhaps for the 

anticipated tendency of Coloured subjects to hold views 

similar to t hose of the ;ihi tes in South .Africa. 



- 58 -

4.7. The Africans 

The majority of the :3outl. African population (68.3f:) 

consists of Africans, numbering about 11 milli on people 

(~tatistical Year Book, 1961 ). Of these , about 24oo are 

presently studying at universities or colleees in South 

.Africa (Lurvey of nace Ite l ations, 1965) . \Jhen investigating 

their attitudes it should therefore be kept in mind that 

the African students are a far more highly s elected group 

than ·;hi te studonts . 

It can be assumed that the attitudes of Africans towards 

other groups in South Africa are mainly due to historical 

developments as well as to the present- day situation 

(tiJacGrone, 1937; Nbrubane, 1963) . Soon after their first 

contacts with nhites, Africans were being employed on 

farms as unskilled labourers. Thus a relationshi p of 

•master- servant' was establ ished. In various wars and 

skirmishes between the advancing White settlers and African 

tribes, the latter became acquainted with the superior 

techniques and skil ls of the former, which almost always 

led to the submission of the Africans . In the course of 
~ 

time the African tribes ~ more and more under the rule 

of the \1hites, and the present-day ~dtuation i:::. that the 

'White group i s governing the country, whereas tl-:e Africans 

have little influence in politics. 

Tensions between the two groups have increased during the 

last decades due to restrictive legislation. \dl s on and 

I.Iafe je wrote i n 1963:-

" • •• the mobility of Africans in the 0outh African 

society as a whole is rieidly limited, and the 
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growth of the middle-class among the Africans is 

impeded by the restriction of opportunity i.n 

industry through the conventional colour ba.r and 

job reservation; by the restriction of entry to 

tovm and choice of employment; by the difficulty 

in acquiring skills since an African can rarely be 

apprenticed and technical colleges are not open to 

him; and by the restriction on investment in land 

or house~ (p.l42) 

.Ao these restrictions have been imposed on all .t\fricans, 

irrespective of tribal membership , they have caused a 

feeling of belonging together, which, together with rapid 

urbanization, tended to diminish the importance of 

tribalism (Mayer, 1961; Van den Berghe , 1962). In this 

connection, ft~ele (1960) wrote, 

"Thus, Africans , suffering as they do, from 

disabilities common to all classes, translate 

their struggle for status and personal recognition, 

not into clas~ terms which would cut across colour 

lines, but into a struggle for the recognition of 

all Africans . They see their struggle as a struggle 

against l,,hite domination'~ (p. 224) 

The idea of African unity is mostly supported by the more 

educated Africans (~~ele, 1960) . It could therefore be 

expected that these ·.vould express more extreme attitudes 

towa rds the Whi t es • .But these attitudes need not indicate 

an out-and-out rejection of the ~lhi tes' way of life. In the 

process of \"Jesternization, many ideas held by the v:hi tes 

have been accepted, particularly those concerning technical 
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skills, but also those with ethical, religious and legal 

implications (Biesheuvel, 1955, 1957, 1958). TtTany moral 

standards of the ;;hi tee were, on the other hand, looked 

down upon by the Africans when these were regarded as the 

sources of \ihi te-·Black discrimination '(Danziger, 1958b). 

As Ngcobo (1953) wrote:-

•'The Bantu readily admit the superiority of European 

arms, technical skills, and knowledge; they do 

admit that the materials of the European culture 

are better and more convenient than most of what 

they have. But at the same time they reject much of 

the morality, folk-ways and habits of the r.uropeans, 

and claim that their role of behaviour and morals 

a re better. To the Bantu the Europeans, probably 

because of their materialistic outlook, lack the 

essential quality of human beings~ (p .56) 

Besides this , an aspect has to be mentioned which can be 

assumed to have been influencing the African subjects in 

the present investigation. This i s the existence of 

considerable fear to criticize t he present-day situation in 

South Africa. According to Danziger (1958a , 1958b), the 

two worst things which could happen to an African are 

political persecution and economic insecurity. The reality 

of the first kind of fear can be demonstrated by the n~ber 

of radical .African political leaders who have been banned, 

exiled, or imprisoned . The second kind of fear is as real 

as the first one, as the Africans generally constitute the 

lowest income group in the country ( Gtatis tical Year Book, 

1964). ~hus it is understandable that by using TAT-cards , 

Brett (1963) found hie African subjects to concentrate to 
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a high degree on the economical insecurity of their work 

situations, such as the following story:-

"This is an African who is being fired from his job 

for no apparent reason - probably just a bad feeling 

of his boss. He is not even given a chance to ask a 

question. Only because he has had another employee 

who is White. The employer fires him outri ghtly . 

~his is very common~ (Brett, 1963, p.21) 

Becauoe of the low waees of Africans it can be assumed that 

a large number of the African students tested are dependent 

on Government scholarships, which are liable to be withdrawn 

if the student in question voices anti-Gove!~ent opinions. 

Due to this it is very likely that a number of students in 

the present investigation might have displayed attitudes 

differing from their real ones , although it was attempted to 

overcome this by asking the subjects not to mention their 

name on the answer sheet. 

Up to this point the Whites have always been discus sed as if 

they were a homogeneous group in the eyes of the Africans. But 

various investigations have proved that they made a clear 

dist inctDn , especially between Afrikaans- and Enelish­

speaking \ihi tes . 

()f all groups the Afrikaners were dioliked most. .1acCrone ( 194 9) 

found that the following characteristi cs were most frequent-

ly attributed to them: - 'quarrelsome', 'stubborn', 'brutal', 

'feeling superior', •noisy', 'domineering', •very religious'. 

Or Van den Berghe (1962) found that his African subjects saw 

the Afrikaners as being 'oppressive', 'prejudiced', 'frank', 
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'inhuman', •uncultured', 'snobbish'; and 'dogmatic'. ~imilar 

attitudes indicating strong rejection were voiced by the 

African subjects of Grijns (1959) , as well as of Brett (1963). 

The English-speaking Whites in touth Africa, were on the 

other hand, generally judged more positively than the 

Afrikaners. 1\IacCrone (1947) found that the following 

characteristics were most frequently a ttributed to them:­

'fairminded', 'energetic', 'charitable', 'having strong 

family feelings', ' good-natured', 'possessing a sense of 

humour•, and 'being politically minded'. Less favourable 

attitudes were voiced twelve years later in the investigation 

conducted by Crijns (1959) . This could be due to the political 

developmant during the last two decades, because Van den 

Berghe (1962) also found that the frequency of anti-English 

a ttitudes had increased. They were regarded as beinr;, 

'hypocritical', and 'cunning', but the ad j ectives 'educated' 

and •tolerant' were also mentioned, though more rarely. 

'Hypocrisy' was also stressed by the subjects of Brett's 

(1963) study, who concluded that the Whites were tolerant 

and tactful towards the Africans on the surface only. One 

respondent expressed this as follows, 

,.Which European do you mean? Anyway the English­

speaking ~outh African is an aristocrat who only 

brags he is annoyed about Afrikaner domination but 

who would not have done anything more for the Africans~ 

(Brett, 1963, p.42 ) 

]'urthermore, Van den Berr;he (1964 ) wrote that, compared to 

the Afrikaners, who were dislilced for their policy of 

Apartheid and their blunt attitudes and bel'1..aviour, the 
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English-speaking ~ihi tes were rejected because of their, 

II . . . only more subtle, more openly polite and 

superficially conciliatory, more hypocritical 

and two-faced dealings~ (Van den Berghe, 1964, p .215) 

The Jews in South Africa were described by the African subjects 

tested as, 'shrewd at business', 'fond of gambling', 'thrifty•, 

'industrious•, 'dirty', and 'unreliable' (rifacCrone, 1949). 

Fourteen years later this picture had changed somewhat, since 

~frican subjects questioned by Van den Berghe (1962) judged 

the Jews only as being 'money-conscious ', and 'good in 

business', whereas the other attributes mentioned above were 

no longer predominant . 

In the last-mentioned study it was also found tha t tr.~.ere 

wa~ relatively little contact between the Africans and the 

Jews, and that the Jews were better liked than the Afrikaners, 

but more disliked than the I:nglish-speaking white Gentiles. 

The relationship between Africans and the Indians in f:; outh 

Africa has been strained for a long time, and open violence 

erupted in Durban during 1949. Consequently, attitudes 

towards the Indians have remained negative on the whole. 

Mann ' s (1955) African s ubjects explained that their negative 

attitudes towa rds the Indian community in Baumannville, Natal, 

were due to the following:- The Indianr ' behaved badly', 

as they ' exploited Africans ', they 'slept with African 

women', they 'could not be trusted', were 'unclean•, ' self­

ish', ' exclusive'; they rega rded themselves as being 

'superior' to Africans, and were generally 'different from 

Africans•, as well as beine 'interested in money '. ~nly 13~ 



- 64-

of Harm's sample made favourable comments, such as that they 

were ' good', ' kind', 'sympathetic', 'friendly', and •not 

different fro.m the Africans' . All in a.ll the Indians were 

the group the Africano were least willi ng to mix with. These 

results were supported by the findings of Van den Berghe 

(1962) and Brett (1963). The Indians were reearded as being 

'good in business•, 'dishonest', 'hardworking•, and 

'exploitat ive' (Van den Berghe, 1962). In hie book on 

'Caneville', Van den Berghe mentioned f our maj or grievances 

the Africans had against the Indians: 

1 . They did not support the Africans in their 

political s truggle; 

2. they were exploiting the uneducated Af r icans; 

3. they were monopolizing the better-paid jobs 

for Non- Whites; and 

4. they were dominating Non-~hite organizations.(p . 216) 

In the sphere of social relations the Indians were seen as 

being more distant from the Africans than the Coloureds. 

It should be kept in mind tha t two of the investigations 

mentioned here (Nann, 1955; Van den Berghe, 1962), were 

carried out in Durban, where tie tensions between Africans 

and Indians are particularly strong . Mann (1955) explained 

these relationships as follows, 

" I n N'a tal, the Africans would regard the Indians as 

next above themselves in terms .of power, with the 

Europeans further a bove and would disregard the 

Coloureds because of identification with them, 

though these are negligibl e because of their small 

number; consequently the Africans would direct 

their hostility chiefly against the Indians. In 
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the provinces of the Union outside Natal, though, the 

Coloureds stand between Africans and Europeans in the 

apparent ascending order of power, and Indians are not 

s ignificant because of their small number. If Africans 

identify themselves with the Coloureds or regard them 

as inferior, according to the hypothesis, hostility 

would be directed chiefly against the Europeans ~ (p.l93) 

These hypotheses were supported to some degree by the findings 

of Brett (1963), whose African subjects saw the Indians in a 

more favourable light . 20~ of the subjects regarded them as 

'fellow sufferers of the Africans•, although 30p still judged 

them to be exploiters. 

The attitude of the Africans tmvards the Coloureds seems to 

be somewhat different than towards the Indians, although 

both obtained very similar mean rankings on both of Brett 's 

(1963 ) attitude scales. Mann (1955), Brett (1963), as well as 

Van den Berghe (1962 ) showed that the Africans seemed to 

loathe the colour cons ciousness of the Coloureds, which 

caused the l atter to prefer Whites to Africans . Mann (1955) 

wrote , 

"••• the Coloureds are resented because they arrogate 

themselves above the Africans , a lthough their race 

is ambiguous and although they have ties of kin­

ship with the Africans~ (p.l92) 

The Coloureds were a l so seen as being 'lazy•, 'drunken', 

'unsuccessful ', and •unstable '. But, on the other hand , 

they were seen as being similar to the Africans, e.g. , 

'they are borne by our sisters • (Mann, 1955, p .l92 ); 
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'they are gay and happy' (Van den Berghe, 1962, p.60). Thus 

the Africans in ?nann's study preferred Coloureds to Jlhi tes 

and Indians. In the study of Van den Berghe (1962) the 

Coloureds were t he group with whom the Africans had the 

closest contact in everyday life, although they still preferred 

the contact with English-speaking Whites. 

Prom the findings of Brett (1963) it may be expected that 

the image of the Americans will be fairly positive, and that 

of the Russians more unfavourable, although the high scienti­

fic achievements of the latter might influence this in a 

positive way. No investigation could be traced which dealt 

with the attitude of Africans towards the Germans. It can 

only be surmised on the basis of Brett's (1963) study that 

the Germans were relatively unkno\~ to the Africans, because 

they were never mentioned in reply to the question, ' Discuss 

and say what you feel about events in countries that interest 

you elsewhere in the world' . 

The last question concerns the self-image of the Africans. In 

the less-educated Africans there seems to be a high regard 

for one's own tribe (De Ridder, 1961; Mayer, 1961; Wilson, 1963). 

But, as has already been mentioned, the more educated and 

urbanized Africans seemed to s tress the unity of Africans 

more t han their tribal differences (Mat thews , 1960, 1961). 

Africans in the cities were a l s o regarded more positively 

than the tribal ones (Van den Berghe, 1962). The African 

writer ?ilkele ( 1960) wrote, 

"As for the urban Afr ican, the pathetic efforts 

being made to revive tribalism and loyalty to 

chiefs would be laughable i f they were not so 
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tragic. Africans will look increasingly to their 

educated elite and their middle class for leadership 

rather than to t he traditional elite~ (p.225) 

Gillespie and Allport (1955) found that the Africans showed 

a higher degree of self- identification than all other groups 

tested. This seems to correlate with their remarkable interest 

in s ocia l problems of their own group ( tJannt 1962; Danzi e;er, 

1958b; Bloom, 1960). 

TtTacCrone (1947) found that his African subjects tended to 

stress the moral values of their own group by ascribi ng to 

themselves qualities such as being •very religious•, ' good­

natured', 'straightforward', and 'having strong family 

feelings: These results were supported by thos e of Mann (1955)J 

Crijns (1959), Van den Berghe (1962), and Brett (1963). 

l't1ann (1955) found that only one third of the Africans tested 

wanted to have social contacts with other ethnic groups, 

such as the Whites, Coloureds, or Indians . And Brett's (1963) 

subjects stated that ·they preferred their own group to any 

other one by far. This might be due in part to the 

'developing black counter-na tionalism with many raci alis t i c 

undertones' (Van den Berghe, 1964, p . 214), which were expressed 

in relatively strong anti-\ihi t e and anti - Indian a t titudes . 

In conclusion it can be expected tha t the Africans are 

probably more racialistic t han the Indians , but less so than 

the Whites. 
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4.8. Implications for the experimental investigation 

As pointed out in the preceding discussion, the aim of the 

present study was to investigate ethnic attitudes in a 

country where much emphasis is placed on differentiation 

between various ethnic groups. This involved not so much the 

verification or falsification of a particular theory, but 

rather an attempt to obtain a more detailed description of 

ethnic stereotypes held by various groups in South Africa. 

The results obtained during the present investication will 

henceforth be compared with the descriptions of t he six 

groups as presented in the foregoing chapters. 

The emphasis in the present study was placed on an attitude 

analysis of the more educated members in each group. I t is 

the educated person, after all, who can more strongly 

influence politics and attitudes in a country. Nevertheless, 

it should be kept i n mind that the results obtained reflect 

only the attitudes of small, but elite, groups; and that 

sweeping generalizations are not permissible. 

~nen in the following chapters the groups tested are called 

'the Afrikaners', 'the Africans' , etc ., this is really an 

abbreviation of the full terms such as 'the White Afrikaans­

speaking students tested ', or 'the African students tested'. 

v~·henever a group ' s name i s 11laced between inverted commas 

(e. g . 11 the Afr ikaners"), it indicates that such a name 

represents the concept rated by va r i ous subjects . 

It was , of course, not possible to establish the exact 

connection between subjects' attitudes as given in response 
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to the test, and their 'real' attitudes which were, or were 

not, mentioned. It can be assumed in the light of other 

findings (especially those of Kellerman, 1956; Le Roux, 1959; 

Brett, 1963; and Dickie-Clark, 1966) that the Non-Whites 

tested were somewhat reluctant to state their real opinions, 

whereas the White subjects were more frank in their judge­

ments of the other groups in South Africa. 

The results obtained will therefore, at best, show attitude 

trends which should, however, point to conclusions of a more 

general nature when dis cus sed in the light of previ ous 

findings by independent investigators. 
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CHAPTER I 

T HE I: XP I'R I M EHT i\ L P R O \J:CDU ~ T:: 

1.1. The subjects 

In order to obtain test results from matched groups, 

760 students in their first acadamic year at various 

Eouth African universities were selected. Co-operation 

was secured from the following six institutions:-

University of Cape Tovm (\ihi tes), 

University of Stellenbosch (Whites), 

University College, Durban (Indians), 

University College of the estern Cape, Bellville 
(Coloureds), 

University College of Fort Hare, Alice (Africans), 

P~odes University, Grahamnto1N.n (. hitos). 

The bulk of the data was collected at the beginning 

of 1965. · ~ome first-year students of 1966 were al~o 

tested at Fort Hare, the University of Cape Town, 

and Bellville College, in order to increase the 

number of subjects. 
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'f 
The English-speaking White Jewish sample was taken 

from ~he University of Cape Town, the Afrikaans­

* '* speaking White subjecto came from the University 

of Stellenbosch, and the English-speaking 'irhi te 

*** Gentiles from Rhodes University. This resulted in 

the following distribution of subjects:-

m f total 

Afrikaans-spoaking students 7o 90 160 

"Snglish-sp .. Gentile EJtudents 50 30 130 

·~ngli sh-sp .. Jewish students 19 50 69 

Indian students 116 34 150 

Coloured students 125 44 169 

African students 50 32 82 

Total 430 330 760 

* Henceforth also referred to as 'the Jewish subjects• 
or 'the Jews'. ~hese wore English-speaking subjects 
who reported in the questionnaire t hat they belonged 
to the Jewish group. 

,\1.~ Henceforth also called 'Afrikaans-speaking subjects' 

or 'Afrikanars • • 
·*** Henceforth also callea n .nglish-speakinr; subjects • 

or 'English •. 
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1.2. The test rraterial 

The tPst consisted of two parts:- the Bemantic Differential, 

followed by a questionnaire (see Appendix, p.241 , for a 

opecimen copy). 

The ~;emantic Differential can be discussed under three aspects~-

the opposite ndjectives presented 

- the rating scale 

- the variou~ concepts to be judged. 

The opposite adjectives 

The adjective pairs were chosen by Professor K. Danzi Fer 

(then Head of the Department of Psychology, University of 

Cape Town), and the author, taking Osgood's selection (1957) 

into account. 

An attempt was made to choose adjectives which would be of 

relevance for judging different ethnic groups under various 

aspects, and formulated so as not to antagonize the subjects. 

It was decided to u~e twenty adjective pni:rs, since a smaller 

number would tend to give too little information und a largor 

number might possibly have bored the subjects. ~he positioning 

of adjective pairs was carried by ceans of random selection 

ac regards their sequence in relation to all other pairs, as 

well as their position on the left hand or right hand side . 
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The following adjective pairs were used (in order of 

presentation:-) 

active passive 

humorous humourless 

unsuccessful successful 

thoughtless thoughtful 

efficient inefficient 

insincere sincere 

simple complicated 

wise foolish 

cold warm 

unhappy happy 

excitable calm 

reserved open 

conservative progressive 

strange familiar 

fast slow 

careful careless 

relaxed tense 

tender tough 

ugly beautiful 

vague precise 

For the Afrikaans- speaking students the test was transl ated 

with the assistance of Dr. E. Raidt , Lecturer in Afrikaans 

at the University of Cape Town. 

The rating scal e 

A seven-point interval scale was introduced between each pair 

of opposite adjectives in order to obtain differentiated 

judgments. This is in accordance with many other investigations 

utilizing the Semantic Differential ( e.g. Osgood et al., 1957). 
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A zero was used in the middle of the scale in order to fix a 

neutral point. The increase from zero through moderate to 

extreme aereement with one of the adjectives was indicated by 

the numbero one, two, and three, respectively, on both sides 

of zero, e.g.:-

active 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 passive 

The concepts 

Ten concepts were to be rated on the Semantic Differential. 

Of these, six were names of ethnic crouye in ~outl: Africa, viz.:-

Abbreviations used 
"the Afrikaners" * AK or AFK 

11 the English-speaking ~outh Africans" TJ\ or ENG 

.,the Jews" Jr or JPW 

"the Indians" IN or IN:D 

"the Coloureds" co or COL 

"the Africans" A'J or .AFC 

The seventh concept dealt with tho individual self-estimation 

of each subject , formulated as 111Je". 

The last three concepts were names of overseas nations,viz.:-

"the Americans .. , put at the beginning of the test as a 
'warminc-up' concept; {abbreviated Mi); 

"the Russians11
, as an opposite concept to the Anericans, 

(abbreviated RU) ; 

"the Germans", because the investigator is German, 
(abbreviated GE). 

* Concepts rated by the subjects are henceforth placed in 
inverted commas to distinguish them from the na~es of the 
actual groups tested. 
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The questionnaire consisted of an evaluation of the test by 

the subjects. The subjects were asked firstly to write down 

their sex, age, etc., and after that to give a short 

comment on the test, as well as evaluating it by under­

lining one of the following five replies:-

Did you find the test a) very boring 
b) boring 
c) indifferent 
d) interesting 

e) very interesting? 

They were furthermore asked to write down the name of the 

group they knew best, second best, etc., as well a.s those 

concepts which they found difficult to rate. 

In order to estimate the social desirability of the adjectives 

they were also asked to underline that one in every pair which 

to them seemed to be a more positive description of a person. 

The administration of the test 

The test was always administered during group sessions. The 

instructions for the test were given on the first page with 

some examples. In order to make their answers as 

spontaneous as possible subjects were not required to 

furnish their names. 
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CHAP T R II 

M 0 T I V A T I 0 N 0 :F !J.' H :r.: GROUP~· 

i.hcn several groups are compared by meano of aooe papcr­

c..nd-pcncil test it is generally assumed that the motjvation 

of the groups during the time of testing is more or less 

the same, unless specific efforts to change the motivation 

in any one group were made beforehund. Limilar motivation 

can be assumed to exist especially in groups which have 

the same cultural background and who have asoembled in a 

routine classroom atmosphere. 

Lince tho cultural background of tho groups in the present 

investigation varied, it 7as thoueht necescary to 

establish the extent of homoeeneity of motivation by 

askin& two questions. The first one dealt with the subject's 

interes t in the test, and the second one asked for coznments 

on it. 

2.1. The degree of interest in the test 

In order to measure their degree of interest, all subjects 

had to answer the question, "How did you find the test?". 

Five possible answers were provided, viz.:- (1) very borine 

(2) boring (3) indifferc~t (4) interesting (5) very 

interesting. 
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Table 1 shows how every group answered this question:-

Table 1 Question:- How did you find the tet.t? 

Afrikaans Bnglish Jewif:lh Indian Coloured African 
subjects subjocto subjects subjects ~ubjects subjects 

(l)vcry 3'" l,t ')1 2',# 1;1> 5'# 
boring 1.) .:.., ... ;.J , .. 
(2)boring 8~ 3/ 10,~ 5~ 2~ 0~ 
(3)indiff- 35,~ 29;: 201 9~ 13~ 2li~ erent 
(4)interest- 41;! 52~ 59% 68t 52,~ 
in~ (5 very int- 13% 15% 9~ 16~ 32~ ere sting 

I.'iedian score 3.61 3.82 3.80 4.00 4.14 

It can be seen that the answer 'interestint;' obtained the 

highest percentage in every group. 

51~ 

23% 

3.98 

In order to obtain the average judgment, each of the five 

categories vms given a acale val ue, ranging from one (very 

boring) to five (very interesting). The median was calculated 

for each group, and the results are shown in the bottom row 

of Table 1. A median of 1 \lould indicate that all cubjects of 

that group found the test 'very boring'; a median of 5 would, 

on the other hand, show that the test was rated as •very 

interesting' by all subjects. Consequently, a median of 3 would 

sugeest an attitude of indifference. 

It can be seen in the table that all medians are above 3.oo, 

thereby indicating that all six groups held a relatively 

positive view towards the toot. It can therefore be assumed 

tr~t all gToups co-operated to a satisfactory degree. A 

voriation in the degree of interest is, however, also 

apparent: Coloured subjects showing relatively greater intaESt 
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(median 4.19), Afrikaners showing relatively less (median 3.61). 

In order to see whether there were any significant differences 

between these average judgments, the A!edian Test (t.iegel, 1956) 

was carried out, comparing males and females of every group, 

as well as comparing the various groups with one another. 

No significant differences were found between the sexes in 

any one group. t.lales and females could therefore be taken 

jointly to establish the significance of differences betv1een 

the ethnic Broups ( see Table 2). 

Table 2 Differences between eroups as regards 
their opinions of the test 

Afrikaans English Jewish Indian Coloured 
Ss. ~s . Ss. Ss. Ss. 

Afrikaans +++IN +++CO Ss . 
English +CO Gs . 
Jewish +CO Ss . 
Indian +++IN Ss. 
Coloured +++CO +CO +CO es. 
African ++AC Ss. 

African 
Ss. 

++AC 

uienificance levels:- + = .. 05 ++ = .01 +++ = .001 
(Abbreviations behind the plus-signs denote the &roup with 
the sienificantly more favourable o.ttitude) 

It can be seen that the Yihi te groups showed nignificantly 

less interest t han the Coloureds. This is especially evident 

in the case of the Afrikaners, who did not only differ 

significantly from the Coloureds, but also from the Indians 

and Africans. 
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It could be hypothesized that the relatively smaller degree 

of interest shown by the •,hi te groups could be due to one 

or more of the following:-

1. The ~bite groups in South Africa do not like to reveal 

their true ethnic e,tti tudes (especially if these tend 

to be strongly stereotyped and negative), because they 

try to explain the need for ethnic discrimination in 

South Africa with (quasi) rational arguments, and less 

by giving emotional reasons. Thus they could be expected 

to show little interest for research in this field, 

since they fear results which might reveal them in an 

unfavourable light. 

2. The Non-'»hi te groups are more apprecia tj vc of the 

possibility to state their real attitudec towards 

other groups in the country on condition that there 

is no fear of being prosecuted for this. They 

furthermore welcome an attempt to explore one aspect 

of their situation by means of objective research. 

3. The White groups are more critical of the test's 

purpose, namely the request to generalize attitudes 

held tov~rds individuals and to apply these to groups. 

In the following chapter an attempt will be made to show 

vrhich of the three explanations could be the most valid 

one. 
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2.2. Comments on the test 

It w~~ possible to classify the spontaneous answers 

according to nine major criteria. The percentage of the 

grand total as well ac of each separate group io given 

in Table 3. 

~he overall picture was further analysed, taking the 

separate groups into account. ?he differences betweon 

male and female subjects in each group as woll as between 

the groups were calculated by the ::!hi-::.,quarc Test 

(or by the Fisher-Yates Tost, whenever frequencies in any 

one of the four cells were less than five; f'iegel, 1956). 

Only three significant differences between males and females 

inside the groups occurred. The English-speaking males 

stressed significantly more often (.05-level) that the test 

was measuring the familiarity with groups, whereas the 

English-speaking females made the more negative comment 

significantly more often (.01-level) that the teet was 

difficult to rate, because of lack of personal contact with 

other groups. Furthermore, male Coloureds found the test 

more interesting (.01-level) than tho females of their group. 

The result is in accordance with ther reaction to the 

question, "how did you find. the test?u , where 1:1ales were 

generally more positively inclined. 

Ae only 5~ of the differences between male and female 

subjects were sienificant, they were jointly taken for 

further calculntions in each group. 

After that the frequencies be~necn the six groups on each 

of the nine criteria were compared by either Chi-f-quare or 
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Fisher-Yates Test. Significant differences arc given in 

Table 4. 

It cnn be seen that only a very small :percentage of the 

subjects (never exceeding 4% in any eroup) mentioned a 

rejection of the test due to emotional reasons, ns it is 

Pxuressed in the answers, "I do not like itn, "it serves 

no pl.irpose", "it VJas a 1aste of time". There rvao moreover 

very little difference between the groups as regards these 

answers. It could therefore be concluded that the first 

explanation in the foregoing chapter concerning the lesser 

interest of the White groups seems to have boen of little 

relevance. They did not express a strong nc:.:;ative feeling 

when being asked about their ethnic attitudes. 

The absence of any detailed and strongly positive 

o.ppreciation of the te.st shows, on the other hand, tho.t 

none of the groups really welcomed this type of research. 

This seems to be valid in the case of the \1hi tes as well as 

the Non-Whitee .. Thus the relatively greater interest in the 

test shown by the Non-~hite groups can not be explainod 

in this vvay. 

nevertheless, the Non-~1hi te groups did stress more often 

that the test was interesting. This is true especially in 

the case of the Indians and Coloureds who differed 

significantly at the .001-level from all White groups . 

It is in accordance with their answers in the foregoinc 

chapter, where both Non-White groups mentioned obtained 

the highest medians. One possible reason for their 

relatively greater interest can be seen in the v~y they 

interpr<lted the purpose of the test, namely, "to measure the 
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degree of familiarity with a group"~ a::J they gave this comment 

significantly more often tlmn any of the other groups, and, 

inside their group IJore often t han ..my other cor.:1ment e:-·cept 

"interesting". Fron this it can also l1e deduced tl.at the 

Indians as well as the Coloureds were not so aware of beins 

tested as regards their ethnic attitudes. 

On the other hand, the lesser interest of the Englif?.h and 

the Jewish subjects seems to otem especially from the fact 

that for about one fifth of them it was difficult to general­

ize attitudes based on individual contacts so as to ~ a whole 

group. Thin critique was voi.ced far less by o:ny one of the 

other four groups. It does not seem to be a specific character­

is·tic of the ·1rhi te groups, as only 2'fa of the Afrikaners 

mentioned it. 

whites, taken as a whole, soem to differ from Non-R~itos 

only in the tendency to have a more critical attitude to­

wards some of the adjectives and concepts, since they stated 

significantly more often that they had experienced diffi­

culties in ra.ting some concepts on soma adjectives. 

The most frequently mentioned critique of the test voiced 

by!!! groups was that they had no previous contact with 

some of the groups to be judged. 

On the whole it can be said that the third reason given in 

the previous chapter seems to be the most relevant in ex­

plaining the lesser interest of the Whites . Among the English 

and the Jewish subjects three reasons were mainly given, viz.:-



- 83 -

1. The difficulty to generalize; 

2. the difficulty of rating some concepts on sorne 

adjectives, and 

3. not having had enough contact with some of the 

croups to be rated. 

Among the Afrikaans subjects, however, only the last ~vo 

points s eem to have been of importance. 

It should furthermore be noted that no subjects made comments 

which could indicate a strong fear of having had to partici­

pate in the test. Two reasons could be given for this:-

(a) either the subjects did not want to otato their fear 

in such an open form, or 

(b) being tested anonymouoly did not evoke strong fear 

reactions. 
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2.3. Conclusions 

The motivation of all the groups as regards their interest 

in the test was found to be adequate, and no ctrong 

emotional aversion towards the test seemed to have pla.yed 

an important role. 

Critical remarks made by the subjects concentrated on the 

lack of contnct with the groups to be judged, especially 

in the "Non-il'hi te testees, whereas the ~hi tes also mentioned 

that they had difficulties in judging some of the concepts 

and adjectivo-pairs. 

11he task to generalize fron attitudes to~varas indi vidua.lf' 

to attitudes towards groups seemed only to have troubled 

a minority of the Ellglish and Jewi~h cubjects, whereas it 

was not relevant in the case of the four other groups. 

Co-operation, then was generally found to be sufficient 

to warrant further analysis of t he data, thus confirming 

Hypothesis I, as stated on page 10 • 
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C H A P T E R III 

I ~ V E ~ T I G A T I 0 N 0 P 

'1.' Il .8 A D J E C T I V E P A I R S 

3.1. The social desirability of the adjective pairs 

The social desirability of the adjective pairs was 

established at the end of the test by asking each subject 

to underline that adjective in a pair, which he or she 

regarded as the more positive description of a person. 

The frequencies of preference were counted for each group, 

male and female subjects taken separately. The percentage 

of each group as a whole is shown in Tabl e 5 in the second 

column.(Because of space shortage only that adjective in a 

pair, which was seen as being the more positive one by all 

subjects tested is given on t he left hand side of tho t able). 

Thus the percentage of subjects who preferred the opposite 

ad jective in each pair, not sho~vn in t he table, can easily 

be calculated by sub~tracting the percentage sho\vn from 100~. 

For exampl e, 96% of the Afrikaans subjects regarded ' acti ve ' 

a s a more positive characteristic of a person, and,accordingly, 

100~ - 96~ = 4~ preferred the adjective ' passive'. The more 

positive adjectives {as chosen by~ subjects combined) will 

henceforth be the only ones listed in the tables . 

~;Iale - female differences 

By means of the Chi-~quare or Fisher- Yates Tes t the 

frequencies between male and female subjects were compared 

inside each group . Significant differences are recorded in 
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the first column of each group in Table 5 under the 

heading "M- F". 

It can be seen that there were only very few significant 

differences, and none in the Jewish and the African groups. 

The largest differences occurred in the case of the adjective 

pair tough-tender, where the English, Coloured, and Indan 

females preferred tender significantly more often than their 

male counterparts. The same tendency existed in all other 

groups, but not to a significant degree. 

A similar trend appeared in connection with the adjective 

careful, although males and females regarded it in general 

as more positive than careless. But the male subjects, 

especially the Afrikaners, tended to stress careful as 

a more positive quality. 

The other two differences appeared only in the Afrikaans 

group, where warm and familiar were regarded by the males 

as more positive than by the females. 

5ince only six of the 120 differences between male and 

female subjects proved to be significant, the results from 

both sexes were used jointly in subsequent calculations. 

The insignificant number of sex differences as regards this 

kind of judgment corresponds to results of various studies 

on the social desirability of certain personality traits 

cited by Edwards (1957). Thus Hypothesis XII (Page 19) 

can be accepted. 
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In order to establish whether the preferences for an 

adjective in a pair were significant, the deviation from 

a 50-50 distribution was calculated by means of the Chi- Lquare 

or Fisher-Yates 1'est. The significance levels in the column 

" '~ - 50%" of Table 5 indicate the extent to which the 

adjective mentioned was preferred to its counterpart. 

It can be seen that in the case of 15 adjective pairs all 

groups showed a preference for one adjective to such an 

extent that it deviated significantly from a 50-50 distribution. 

These 15 adjective pairs are sho\vn in Table 6, and the more 

positive adjectives are always underlined. 

Table 6 Ad jective pairs where one ad jective was regerded 

significantly more often as a nositive description 

of a person than its opposite 

active passive 

humorous humourless 

successful unsuccessful 

thoughtful thoughtless 

efficient inefficient 

sincere insincere 

wise foolish 

warm cold -
happy unhappy 

progressive conserva tive 

familiar strange 

fast s low 

careful careless 

beautiful ugly 

precise vague 
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The same tendency is evident in the case of relaxed-tense 

(although it is not statistically significant in the African 

and the Jewish group~. Here, the adjective relaxed seems to 

be more often preferred than tense. 

A similar trend takes also place in the case of simple­

complicated, where simple is chosen s ignificantly more 

often than complicated by four groupo. Only the Jewish 

group preferred complicated; however, since only 56·% of the 

Jewish subjects mentioned this, it does not differ 

significantly from a 50- 50 distribution. 

Adjective pairs such as tough-tender and calm-excitable 

seem to have evoked few distinct preferences for any one 

adjective inoide a eroup. In the cas e of tough-tender this 

might have been due to the different appraisal by male and 

female subjects, discussed previously. In the case of 

calm-excitable there was a marked tendency in the Jmvish 

group ~o prefer the latter adjective, whereas the Afrikaners, 

Indians, and Coloureds showed a significantly Rtronger 

preference for the former. 

All in all it can be said that for five of the 20 adjective 

pairs there was no definite trend for a distinct preference 

of one adjective in a pair. 

2!~~~=£~lt~ral_£~~E~!!~~~-~f-~~J~£~!!~_E!~f~!~~£~~ 

Although the degre-e of social desirability of adjectives 

has been established, differences between the various groups 

concerning this aspect still have to be investigated. 

In order to see whether the groups differed to the extent 

to which they regarded an adjective as being more positive,the 
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Chi-Bquare and Fisher-Yates Test was carried out between 

each group combination for every adjective pair. The results 

are shown in Table 7 ; the subscripts indicating the group 

which judged the adjective in question as being more 

positive than the other group. Furthermore, a Chi-Square 

contingency table which included all groups was worked 

out for all adjectives. The results are shO\m. in the last 

column of the table. 

It can be seen in Table 7 that for thirteen adjectives 

no significant differences occurred, indicating that the 

six groups generally judged these adjectives in the same way. 

In the case of the remaining seven adjective pairs, only 

one obtained a significant difference on the contingency 

table at the .05-level. This is due mainly to the Afrikaners 

and the Goloureds, since for the former 'familiar• was 

significantly more positive than for the latter. 

Adjective pairs which showed a significant difference at 

the .01-level were precise-vague, and wise-foolish. Precise 

was judged as significantly less positive by the Africans 

than by the Afrikaners. Wise was s tresPed mostly by the 

Indians and the Afrikaners, and significantly lese often 

by the English-speaking subjects. 

The main differences between groups occurred in the 

judgments of the adjective pairs simple-complicated, 

calm-excitable, open-reserve~, and progressive-conservative. 

~imple was significantly more highly thought of by the 

Indians and the Africans than by any other group. 
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As has already been discussed, neither calm nor excitable 

has a very marked positive quality for any group , a lthough 

the Afrikaans , Indian, Coloured , and African subjects 

tended to stress calm, whereas the JewiBh and the English 

groups were more in favour of excitable. 

The adjective open was highly favoured by the Afrikaans 

and least by the Coloured groups. ~ifferences between 

these t \vo groups were statistica.lly significant. 

Progressive was seen as a very positive attribute of a 

person by the Afrikaans and the Indian subjects . It was 

stressed significantly less often by the ~lish, Jewish, 

and Coloured subjects. 

Comparing these results with the foregoing it can be concluded 

that no significant group differences existed as regards 

preference in the case of 11 nignificantly polarized 

adjective pairs , viz.:-

active passive 

humorous humourleso 

~uccessful unsuccessful 

thoughtful thoughtless 

efficient inefficient 

sincere i nsincere 

warm cold 

happy unhappy 

fast slow 

careful careless 

beautiful ugly 
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The adjective pairs relaxed-tense as well as familiar-strange 

can be added to this list with some reservations, as detailed 

previously. Furthermore the adjective pair tender-tough, 

although not showing a definite polarization, was evaluated 

in a similar way by all groups. 

The remaining six adjective pairs did evoke differing 

interpretations. Three of them, however, which for all six 

groups were definitely polarized in the same direction, only 

differed in the deeree to which the polarized ad jective 

was seen as being s ocially desirable . These pairs are 

wise- foolish, progressive-conservative , and precise-vague. 

Thus all groups regarded wise, progressive, and precise as 

being significantly more positive descriptions of a person 

than the opposite adjectives. 

Onl y in the response to three adjective pairs did the groups 

really differ in t heir polarization of the adjectives. In 

these cases the term positive or negative attitude has to 

be used with care, since it depends on the group being discussed. 

On the whole, Hypothesis XII (page 19) can be accepted for 

the majority of the adjective pairs . 
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3.2. The semantic structure of the adjective pairs 

In each one of the six groups the semantic structure of 

the adjectives was investigated separately, using the 

same method. 

The calculations were carried out according to the procedure 

used by Osgood et al. (1957). The corresponding scores 

between two adjective pairs over all ten concepts for 

all subjects were correlated with one another by the 

product-moment correlation method. This was done for all 

twenty adjectives, so that an intercorrelation matrix of 20x20 

(including self-correlations) was obtained. The matrix was 

factor-analyzed by Centroid factor analysio (Harman, 1960) 

and rotated by Kaiser's Normalized Varimax Rotation 

method (1958). 

The results of the factor analyses are shown in 

Table 8 - Table 13. The factor loadings, as well as the 

communalities and the percentage of the variance extracted 

by each factor, are recorded. It can be seen that three 

factors were always extracted in all six groups . ~ ince the 

interpretations of the factors differ somewhat from group 

to group, a short description of the factors of each group 

will be given separately. 

~!!~-~!!'~!f~~~-g!2~E-i~~!!!~~le_§l 

The communalities show that the factors represent the 

various adjectives to different degrees. Adjectives like 

simple, calm, familiar, and tough seem to possess high 

specific variances, therefore their communalities are 
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rather low. On the other hand, quite a number of adjectives 

have definite loadings on one of the three factors. 

The first factor i s best represented by the following 

adjective pairs: successful-unsuccessful (.73)+++, 

active-passive (.70)+++, progressive-conservative (.69)+++, 
I 

precise-vague (.68)+++, fast-slow (.68)+++, efficient-

inefficient (.67)+++, and careful-careless (.60)+++. On the 

whole, this factor deals with the correctness and success 

of performance. It corresponds to Osgood's •activity factor•. 

The second factor seems to express 'emotional attitudes', 

since it includes ad jectives such as happy-unhappy (. 63 )+++, 

warm-cold (. 65 )+++, humorous-humourless (. 63)+++, open­

reserved (.60)+++, and sincere- insincere (.53)+++. 'rhis 

factor mi ght to some degx·ee correspond to Osgood•s factor of 

'evaluation• which has its highest loadings on adjectives 

like good-bad, optimis tic-pessimistic, positive-negative, 

complete-incomplete, and timely-untimely (see Osgood et al. l957). 

The loadings on the t hird factor are not quite s o high as 

on the other t wo. Adjectives which best represent this factor 

are thoughtful-thoughtless (.52)+++, careful-careless (. 48 )+++, 

wise-foolish (.44)+++, precise-vague (.42)+++, and calm­

excitable (.42)+++. Four of these adjective pairs have 

loadings of approximately the same amount on the first factor. 

What tl~n is the difference between these factors? The third 

factor has not quite the high loadings on adjectives 

pertaining to attitudes regarding work (such as active , 

efficient, and fast). However, it show~ the highest 

+++ = factor loading 
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loading for calm-excitable. Taking this into account, the 

third ·factor can be labelled 'reasoning attitude', which 

has something in common with Osgood's 'potency factor•. 

'Che factor best extracted by the factor analysis is the 

first one with 21~ of the total variance , whereas the 

second one only includes 12~, and the third Bf. .• 

As in the case of the Afrikaans group , s ome of the adjective 

pairs which are represented only to a low degree in the 

analysis , are tough-tender (.13)++, and calm-excitable (.18)++. 

Ad jective pairs such as efficient-inefficient (.50)++, 

warm-cold (.58)++, and careful-careless (.56)++ are, 

however, showing the highest communalities and are thus 

the best-represented ad jective pairs on the factors. 

The first factor has its highest loadings on active-passive 

(. 62 )+++, successful-unsuccessful (.62)+++, fast-slow (.62)+++, 

efficient-inefficient (.59)+++, preci8e-vague (.51)+++, 

and progressive-conservative (.48)+++. Ttis factor is very 

similar to the one found in the Afrikaans group, except 

that the loadings are not quite as high, especially on t he 

adjective pair careful-careless (.36)+++ . It can therefore 

be called a factor of activity al s o, where the stress is 

not s o much on the correctnesc of performance, but more on 

the energy involved. Furthermore, it may be ment ioned that 

the adjective pair simple-complicated tended to form an 

opposite to successful and efficient work. It seems that 

in the eyes of the English subjects the more simple people 

were seen predominantly in the light of unsuccessful and 

++ = communality 
+++ = factor loading 
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passive behaviour. 

The second factor shows high loadings on warm-cold (.75)+++, 

humorous-humourless (.66)+++, happy- unhappy (. 64)+++, 

familiar- s trange (. 63)+++, relaxed-tense (.57)+++, and 

open-reserved (.55)+++. These adjective pairs s eem to be 

more i mportant in personal relationships where a chievement 

does not play such a vital role . Here, the emotional mood 

in which the personal contact takes place is being s tressed . 

Thus , it can be called a factor measuring t he degree of 

emotional contact between persons . I t is quite similar 

t o the second factor of the Afrikaans croup , wi t h the 

exception that in t he English group the degree of familiarity 

is s tressed much more . 

The third factor can be characterized best by t he adjective 

pairs careful-careless (. 60)+++, thoughtful-thoughtless (.59)+++, 

. . . ( 49) +++ . f 1 . h ( 47) +++ . s1ncere-1ns1ncere • , \nse- oo 1s • , prec1se-

vague (.44)+++, and calm-exci t a ble (.42)+++. All in all it 

seems to reflect qualities which can be summarized a s being 

introverted and reasonine as opposed to superficial 

carel essness . Thi s is supported by the negative loadings 

of the adjective pair open-reserved (-. 29 )+++, where 

'reserved ' would correspond to the positive s i de of t he factor, 

and open to the negative side . 

Compared with the Afrikaans group , the amount of variance 

extracted by each one of the three factors is different: 

13'fo by the first, 15~ by the second, and 11~ by the third .. 

Factors in this anal ysis are of approximately equal weigLt , 

whereas in the Afrikaans group the first factor has 

predominance over the t wo others . 

++ = communality 
+++ = factor loading 
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Table 10 shows a large number of relatively medium- or 

low-sized communalities. Only the adjective pairs 

humorous-humourless (.55)++, and warm-cold {.69)++ were 

extracted to a fairly high degree. 

High loadings on the first factor are on the adjectives 

warm-cold (.68)+++, s incere-inPincere (.65)+++, humorous­

humourless (.57)+++, thoughtful- thoughtless (.51)+++, 

familiar-strange (.50)+++, and relaxed-tense (.50)+++. 

This indicates a trustworthy, warm, and relaxed intimacy, 

which is furthermore support ed by the loadings on happy­

unhappy (.49)+++, and beautiful-ugly (.43)+++. 

The second factor has its highest loadings on successful­

unsuccessful (. 67)+++, efficient-inefficient (.66)+++, 

careful-careless (.58)+++,precise-vague (. 57)+++ , active­

passive (.51)+++, and wise-foolish (.51)+++. It can 

therefore be interpreted as measuring achievement , which 

is similar to the first factor of the Afrikaans and English 

groups. 

The third factor i s best characterized by open-res erved (.65)+++, 

progressive-conservative (.58)+++, f ast-slow (.49)+++, 

familiar-strange (. 49)+++, hu."'lorous-humourless (.46)+++, 

and a c tive-pas sive (. 40)+++ • .Although s ome of these 

adjectives also have high loadings on the first or the 

second factor, they seem to be regarded here in a different 

connection, together with the adjectives open and progressive. 

This factor i s thus stress ing open-mindedness which goes 

together with a progressive attitude, and the other 

++ = communality 
+++ = f a ctor loading 
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characteristics tend to support this interpretation. 

As in the case of the English group the percentage of 

variance extracted by each one of the factors i s about 

the same, with no particular factor predominating. 

The communalities on the adjective pairs simple-complicated 

(.17)++, calm-excitable (.17)++, and tough-tender (.17)++ 

are very low, and they are therefore represented by the 

factors to a small degree only. Ad jective pairs whose 

variances are fairly well extracted. are wise-foolish (.54)++, 

warm-cold (.49)++, and careful-careless (.54)++. 

The three factors can be characterized as follows:-

Factor one has its highest loadings on careful-careless (.73)+++, 

wise-foolish (.72)+++, successful-un~ucces~ful (.62) +++, 

precise-vague (.61)+++, thoughtful-thoughtless (. 61)+++, 

and efficient-inefficient (.58 )+++. Compared with the 

first factors of the Afrikaans and the English groups, the 

present one does not stress a ctivity as much, because the 

adjective pairs active-passive ( . 20)+++, as well as fast-

slow (.25)+++ have relatively low loadings. liowever, adjectives 

dealing with reasoning , such as ·thoughtful and wise, show 

high loadings on it. It i~ thus more a factor measuring 

reasoning achievement, taking success and efficiency as 

well as carefulness and precision into account. 

The second factor corresponds somewhat to the second 

factor of the Afrikaans and the English group except for 

++ = communality 
+++ = factor loadin~ 
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the fact that it does not show a very high loading on 

happy and expresses more the familiarity with a group; ­

somethinG which is lacking in the Afrikaans sample. Taking 

this into consideration, it might be labelled a factor of 

emotional closeness. High loadings are on humorous­

humourless (. 64 )+++, v~rm-cold (.69)+++, familiar­

strange (. 61)+++, and open-reserved (.52)+++. 

The highest positive loadings on the third factor are on 

the adjective pairs fast-slow (.57)+++, active-passive (.50)+++, 

and progressive-conservative (.45)+++: flere the emphasis 

lies on the quick outcome of performancen , whi cl:. do not 

entail tl. .. oroue;h considera tion (as i n the first factor), 

and which do not always guarantee success. 

The extracted percentage of variance for the t hree factors 

seems to .be more simil ar to that of the .A frikaans group 

than to those of the English and Jewish groups . The first 

factor predominates wi th 17"/; variance, followed by t he 

second factor with 12%, whereas the third factor has 

extracted very little variance with 7~ . 

I t can be seen from the last column that the communalities 

are fairly low, particul arly on the adjectiv e pairs simple­

complicated (.12)++, calm-excitable (.12)++ , progressive­

conservative (.17)++, and tough-tender (.14)++. In the 

factor analys i o , these adjectives are therefore represented 

only to a small degree . Variance of t he other adjectives 

was elicited more completely. 

++ = communality 
+++ = factor loading 
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Factor one has its highest loadings on wise-foolish (.57)+++, 

careful-careless (.52)+++, precise-vague (.51)+++, 

successful-unsuccessful (.50)+++, thoughtful-thoughtless (.49)+++, 

and efficient-inefficient (.47)+++. Taking these adjectives 

together, they seem to express an attitude of 'discerning 

achievement', which corresponds to the first factor of the 

other groups, especially to that of the Indian ~ubjects . 

~'he highest loadings on the second factor a re warm-cold (. 65) +++, 

familiar-strange (.63)+++, humorous-humourless (.61)+++, 

open-reserved (.53)+++, and sincere-insincere (.49)+++. 

It seemed to stress the close intimacy of human contact, 

and is similar to those second factors extract ed in the case 

of the other groups. 

The third factor is represented most by the adjectives 

fast-slow (.55)+++, and active-passive (.49)+++. It can 

therefore be r egarded as a factor measuring activity. 

The factors of this analysis extract only a small amount 

of the total variance, namely 29%. Factor one and factor two 

are extracted to the same degree, whereas the third factor 

only reflects 5~~ of t he va riance. 

The adjective pairs happy-unhappy (.14)++, tough-tender (.17)++, 

calm-excitable (.18)++, and relaxed-tense (.19)++ are 

represented only to a small degree . The highest communalities 

are shov~.n by the a djective pairs wise-foolish (.50)++, 

careful-careless (.49)++, and thoughtful-thoughtless (.48 )++. 

++ = communalities 
+++ = factor loading 
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The first factor has its highest loadings on wise­

foolish (.70)+++, thoughtful-thouehtleso (.69)+++, 

careful-careless (.69)+++, efficient-inefficient (.61)+++, 

. t" ( 47)+++ . (.42)+++, progress1ve-conserva 1ve • , prec1se-vague 

successful-unsuccessful (.53)+++, and active-passive (.52)+++. 

Thus it can be identified as measuring consideration and 

achievement, which is relatively simil ar to the first 

factor of the other groups. 

The highest loadings for the second factor are on 

familiar-strange (.64)+++, warm-cold (.52)+++, s imple­

complicated (.50)+++, humorous-humourless (.49)+++, 

relaxed-tense (.42)+++, and sincere-insincere (. 40)+++. 

This factor seems to stress emotional closeness , which, in 

the case of the African subjects, is also closely related 

to simplicity and a relaxed attitude. 

The third factor shows its highest positive loadings on 

op.en-reserved (.51)+++, fast-slow (.40)+++, active-passive (. 39)+++ 

and progressive-conservative (.36)+++. It may therefore 

be labelled a factor of open-minded a ctivity. 

The order of the factors resembles that of the Afrikaans 

and Indian groups, where the first factor predominates. 

Here, it extracts 16~ of the total variance, whereas 

the second extracts 10~ and the t hird 6~. 

Discussion of the factors has sho\~ that there i s s ome 

degree of similarity between the groups . In all of them 

a factor of 'achieving activity' was identified with 

generally high loadings on the adjective pairs active-

++ = communality 
+++ = factor loading 
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pass~ve, successful-unsucces£,ful, efficient-inefficient, 

wise-foolish, careful-careles s, and prccise-vaeue, which 

bears some resemblance to Osgood's factor of activity(l957). 

A factor of emotional closeness could also be identified 

in all groups, with considerable loadi.ngs on humorous­

humourless, sincere-insincere, warm-cold, happy-unhappy, 

familiar-strange, and relaxed-tense, which in some ways 

resembles Osgood's factor of evaluation (1957). The third 

factor, however, seems to vary to such an extent between the 

groups that it is not possible to give it a definite name 

in all cases. I!owever, the low percentage of the variance 

extracted by it makes it relatively less important. 

It can thus be concluded that the factors of achieving 

activity and emotional closeness a.re relatively likely 

to occur in connection \vith the description of national 

and ethnic stereotypes, s ince they were found in the six 

different ethnic groups tested. 

Looking at the extracted percentage of variance for the 

factors in the six groups, it can be seen that the 

emotional closeness factor (rather similar to the evaluation 

factor) does not show any specific predominance over the 

factor of achievement. This is in line with results of 

other investigations cited in the first part of this study, 

especially with those obtained by Protho and Keehn (1957), 

who also found no predominance of an evaluative factor 

when investigating the national stereotypes of Italians, 

Turks , and Germans a s held by Arab students. 
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In order to compare the factors of the groups directly, 

the similarity indices between the factor analyses were 

calculated according to a method recently developed in 

Germany (Sixtl, 1964; Eyferth and Sixtl, 1965). Since this 

method was published in a German psychological journal and 

is at present not available in English, a short description 

will be given below:-

The aim of this method is to make one factor analysis as 

similar as possible to another. Given two factor analyses, 

A and A (each one having as many factors as the other), 

the factors of A on n variables are a, b, c, ••• n, and those 

of A are a, o, c, ... n. The angle with which a and o have 

to be rotated in order to minimize the distance between 

a and a, band "6, etc., respectively, is calculated as:-

n 

tanJ = 
~ 

n 

D 
1=1 

a.o. -
1 1 

a.a. + 
1 1 

n 
L b.a. 
i=1 1 1 

n 
Cb.o. 
. 1 1 1 1= 

After the rotation of a and '5 the similarity between the 

two factor analyses is given as:-

m n 

B i=,: 
a. a. 1 1 

a=1 
s = v m n 

a? 
m n -2 L 2 L2 8 a. 

a=1 i=1 1 a=1 1=1 1 

m represents the number of factors in each factor analysis 

which are being compared. 
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Rotations between all factor co~binations were carried out 

and stopped only after alpha had dropped below .001 degrees 

in every case. Then the final similarity index was calculated 

as a maximum measure of similarity between the tvvo factor 

analyses. 

The similarity indices between all group combina tions are 

given below in Table 14. 

Table 14 ~imilarity coefficients 

AK EN JE IN co AC 

AK .95 .gl .74 .77 .go 

bN .g5 .g8 .68 • 71 • 92 

JE . 91 • 98 . 92 .93 .go 
IN .74 .68 • 92 .g6 .g4 

co .77 • 71 . 93 • 96 . g3 

AC .go .. g2 .go .94 • 93 

All similarity indices obtained are rather high. 1-'he 

factor analyses of the Jewid.~. and the African group 

show very close similarities to those of all other 

groups. The factorial structure of the responses given 

by the Afrikaners, the English, and the Jews can also 

be made very similar to all others . However, between the 

Afrikaans subjects and the English subjects on the one 

hand and the Indians and the Coloureds on the other the 

least similarities occurred. 

It can thus be assumed that the adjectives were interpreted 

in a similar way by the Afrikaners and the English subjects, 
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which, however, differed to some degree from the 

interpretations made by the Coloured and Indian groups. 

The Jews and the Africans seemed to show interpreta.tions 

which were the most simil ar to those made by all others. 

In spite of the foregoing , the similarities are still so 

high that it can be concluded that the often widely differing 

inter pretations of the concepts by the va :ri.ous groups were 

in all probability not due to different interpretations -
of the adjectives. 

These findings correspond to results of other investigations 

cited in the literature section, where it was found that the 

semantic spaces of the e~djectives are relatively similar in 

different c1litura l groups , when using t he same net of 

concepts. Thus Hypothesis X (page 18) can be a ccepted. 
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3.3. The distribution of scores 

The results of the foregoing chapter have one important 

limitation:- the similarities between the factor analyses 

of the s ix groups can generally hold true only for about 

one third of the total vari ance, and nothing can be sai d 

about the renaining t wo thirds. ·rhus t he factor analysis 

of the Afrikaans subjects extra cted only 41% of the total 

variance , that of the 1~n£;lish 39~, the Jews 39'~ , the 

Indians 36? , the Coloureds 29%, and the Africans 32%. This 

is r ather small when compared with the variances of other 

investigations. However, the findings do correspond t o 

Protmo and Keehn ' s (1957) results , whose study is most 

simi l ar to the present investigation as regards the selection 

criteri a of adjective pairs. They found that their six 

factor analyses of the concepts 'Italians', ' Turks ', and 

' Germans ' extracted 36.1/;, 39.7~, 25.5;t , 37.3/~ , 40.7:%, 

and 27.7~ of the variance only. It might therefore be 

possibl e t ha t t he low percent age of variance extracted in 

the present investigation i s due to specific charac terist ics 

of ad jectives used in studies on national and ethnic 

stereotypes . 

It was furthermore mentioned in the preceding discussion 

of the factors that some adjective pairs were represented 

only to a small degree by the semant ic spaces (i.e . having 

no large loading on any one of the fac tors ), such as 

tough-tender or calm-excitable. These adjectives seem to 

possess rather unique characteristics . Adjectives of this 

type can generally be found in all investigations of the 

semantic space, and are usually not discussed in detail . 
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However, in a study of ethnic and national stereotypes 

they have to be taken into consideration. In the last three 

factor analyses of Protho and Keehn's study (1957), where 

the total variance was found to be rela tively low, eleven 

out of twenty adjectives had been included, because in 

former investigations they had proved to be particularly 

relevant for the characterization of stereotypes. And it 

will be seen in the subsequent discussion of the stereotypes 

that the adjectives mentioned above are also relevant in 

the present investigation of ethnic a ttitudes. Thus it was 

decided not to omit them and to compare the distribution 

of the scores on the adjectives between the six groups . 

The assumption underlying t he subsequent calculations were 

as follows :-

Differences between the groups as regards their s.tereotypes 

would mainly be due to d.i vergent ~,verages and less to 

differing score ranges. Thus it had to be proved that the 

range of s cores on corresponding adjectives t ended to be 

similar between the groups. 

The range of scores was obtained by means of quartile 

deviations. These were calculated for every adjective pair 

on each of the concepts separately, which resulted in 

200 quartil e deviations for each group. Thus six rank orders 

(one for every tested group ) were obtained for each concept, 

and the coefficient of concordance (W) was ca lcula ted f or 

each concept separat ely. 

A coefficient of 1.00 would indicat e that the rank orders 

between t he groups were completely equal, and that adjec t j_ve 

pairs with small score ranges i n one group a l s o had small 

ranges in all of the other groups , and vice versa .. On the 
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other hand a coefficient of zero would mean that the 

groups differed very much in their ranges, with no 

consistency at all. The coefficients for the 10 concepts 

are given in Table 15, as well as their levels of significance. 

Table 15 Coefficients of Concordance ('. ) for the 

rank orders of the quartile deviations 

as regards the ten concepts; and the 

level OI significance 

Concepts \I level of significance 

"the Americans" .70 .001 

"the English11 .65 .001 

"the Africans" -33 .001 

"the Germans" .73 .001 

"the Indiana" • 70 .001 

"the Jews" .54 .001 

"the Coloureds" .30 .001 

"the Afrikaners" .54 .001 

"the Russians" .70 .001 

the "r •• e-concept" .76 .001 

The table shows that there is a significant similarity 

of rank orders between the six groups . Concepts such as 

"!fie", "the Germans", 11 the Afrikaners", "the Americans", 

"the Russians", "the Indians", and "the English" have 

a higher degree of similarity than those of "the Africans11 

and 11 the Coloureds". It can be concluded that for the 

first-mentioned seven groups, differences in stereotypes 

are due more to the average evaluation of the concepts 

than to the range of the scores, whereas for the two 

last-mentioned concepts the distribution of the ratings 

could also have its influence. But even here the significance 
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level of W indicates that differences are due more to the 

average judgments than to the score distribution. 

3.4. Conclusions 

The aim of this chapter was to investigate how well the 

adjective pairs of the Semantic Differential could be used 

as a tool in cross-cultural comparison. 5ince it was found 

that the semantic spaces of the six groups tested show 

considerable similarity, the use of this test seems justified. 

However, the factor analyses represent only about one third 

of the total variance. Since further confirmation of the 

similarity was needed , it was sho\vn that the range of scores 

on the adjective pairs tended to be similar betweBn the 

groups to a highly significant degree. Thus differences in 

s tereotypes will more likely be due to divergencies in t he 

average judgments of a group than to differences between 

the ranges of the ratings . 

It could furthermore be shown that there were only 3 

adjective pairs out of a total of t wenty which differed 

significantly in their polarization of social desirability 

between the groups. 

It can be concluded tha t there i s a con~iderable degree of 

agreement between the groups as regards their evaluation of 

the adjective pairs. When differences in the evaluation of 

concep·ts occur, it is more likely that they are due to 

divert ent attitudes towards the croups to be judged than 

to differing interpreta t ions of the adjective pairs . 
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C II A P T E R IV 

C H A R A C T B R I L T I ~ ~ 

THE 

In order to gain more insight into the handling of the 

concepts by the six groups, two characteristics of the 

groups to be rated were investigated:-

(1) The subjects• degree of acquaintance with the group 

to be rated, and 

(2) the degree of difficulty experienced when rating 

these groups. 

4.1. The decree of acquaintance with the groups to be rated 

This was investieated by asking the subjects to write 

dov.-'11 the name of the group they knew best, second best, etc. 

For every subject a rank could be attributed to each one 

of the nine concepts (excluding the "f~e-concept") according 

to stated degree of acquaintance. A rank of 1 was given 

to the best-kno~vn, and a rank of 9 to the least-known. 

The median scores for these rankings of every concept 

were calculated for each group, males and females 

separately. Then new ranks were assigned to the medians 

of tho nine concepts according to their size, the lowest 

median obtaining a rank of one,the highest a rank of nine. 
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The resulting rank orders between male8 and females of each 

group were correlated by means of Spearman ' s Rank Correlation 

Coefficient, which resulted in the following:-

Afrikaans ~s . r = . 95 
English ~·· ...;S. r = .98 
Jewish c· u S. r = . 97 
Indian t•• ..,:JS. r = . 98 
Coloured Ss . r = . 98 

African ( '• us. r = -95 

All correlations were highly significant,at the .001-level. 

It was therefore concluded that males and females tended 

to make strongly simil ar judements . The scorer.: of males 

and females in every group were therefore added and a new 

rank order was calculated in the manner described above . 

The rank orders for each group are shown in Table 16. 

1able 16 The degree of acquaintance with 

t he group expressed in rankings 

22~£~E~~ ~~EJ~£!~ 

Afri- English Jews Indians C:olou- Afri- Average 
kaners reds cans 

11 the Americans 11 6 6 6 6 5 6 
"the English" 2 1 2 4 4 2 
"the Africans" 4 3 5 2 3 l 
"the Germans 11 5 7 8 8 7 8 
"the Indians " 8 8 7 1 6 5 
11 the Jews" 7 4 l 7 8 7 
"the Coloureds" 3 5 4 3 1 3 
"the Afrikanersn 1 2 3 5 2 4 
"the Russians11 9 9 9 9 9 9 

As expected, in each group the own reference group obtained 

the rank of one, being the best known to the subjects . 

rank 

5. 83 
2 . 50 
3.00 
7.17 
5.83 
5.67 
3 .17 
2 . 83 
9. 00 
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The last column of the t able shows the average rank for 

each concept. "~'he Englishn were, on the average, second-best 

known to all subjects. Thie was especially s ,o in the case 

of the .Afrikaners, Jews, and Indians tested. 

Third- , fourth-, fifth-, sixth-, und seventh-bent knovm 

vmre 11 the Afrikanero" , "the /. fri cans 11 
, "the r!oloureds 11 

, 

"the Jews", and nthe Indians11
, respectively. It i s thus 

evident that the groups inside ....:outh Africa were genera.lly 

also better l01ow.n to all subjects than those outside the 

country, especially ''the Germans11 and "the Rut-r'ianstt . 

It might be of interest to consider some details:-

The Indians seemed to know their Non-·~hi te counterparts 

better than they knew the \thi tes. The Africans and 

Coloureds, however, seemed to know the main ~bite groups 

better, and the Indians seemed quite s trange to them. 

Tl'ds mic.ht be due to the fact that there are few Indians 

in the Cape and none in the Transkei. Joloureds and 

Africans , however, are in Durban, and t he Indians 

are able to have frequent contact v1i th them. 

The English sample hailed mainly from the Eastern Cape. 

They could therefore be expect ed to know Africans more 

than Coloureds , since the latter are mainly living in 

the Western Cape . 
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4.2. ~~difficulty experienced in rating the concepts 

This was investigated by asking tho question: 

"Did you find some concepts difficult to rate?" 

The percentagE' of answers in each group is shown in Table 17. 

lly means of the Chi-~quare or Fisher-Yates Test t be 

frequencies of the male and female subjects inside every 

group were compared. : igriificant differences are recorded 

in the second column of each group under the heading of 

• r~T-F' in 'L'able 17. 

There were only four significant differences betweon the 

males and females ins ide the different groups, three of 

them on the .o5-, and only one on the .01-level. The 

last-mentioned one occurred in the Afrikaans group, where 

the females regarded it more difficult to rate "the Russians" 

than their male counterparts. Because of the small number 

of differences, males and females were taken together in 

each group. 

The last column of Table 17 shows t he percentage of the 

total sample. uThe Russians" were seen as being the most 

difficult group to rate, followed by "the Indiana11 , 

"the Germans", and "the Jews 11
• As mentioned previ ous ly, 

these groups are aloo the ones of whicll t he subjects 

more frequently professed to have little knowledbe• 

One fourth of the English subjects regarded "the Indian~ 11 , 

"the Coloureds", and nthe Russi ans11 as beinP' more 
'-' 

difficult to judge than most of the other groups did. 

The concept "the Jews" seemed to have caused more 

difficulties to the Non-~Vhi te groups than to the \','hi tee. 
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0oncepts such as "the English", "the Africansu, 

"the Afrikaners", "the Coloureds", and "the Americans" 

were generally considered easy to judge by most of tl1e 

subjects. 

4.3. The relationship between the decree of lmowledge 

about a concept and the difficulty of rating it. 

In order to establish the relationship between the 

degree of lmowledge and the difficulty of rating the 

concepts, the percentages of Table 17 were ranked 

according to their size. t\ rank of 1 was given to the 

lowest percentage in each group. The resulting six rank 

orders were correlated with those in Table 16 by usine 

~pearman's }ank Correlation Coefficient. The coefficients 

and their levels of significance are given in Table 18. 

Table 18 Rank correlations between the degree 

of acquaintance and difficult y of concepts, 

as well as their level of sit;qificancc 

eroups 

Afrikaans ~·s. 

English-sp. Gentile Ss. 

Jewish ts. 

Indian Ss. 

Coloured ~s. 

African t.s. 

correlation 
coefficient 

.89 

-94 

-93 

.71 

.93 

.95 

level of significance 

.ol 

.ol 

.ol 

.o5 

.ol 

.ol 
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The results indicate that there is a significant 

relationship between the two variables. Those groups 

which were easy to r a t e wer e also the ones which t he 

subjects knew best. On the other hand, concept s such as 

"the Germans" and "the hussianR", which were said to 

be least known were a lso regarded a s being much more 

difficult to judge. 
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CHAPTER V 

C 0 II P A R I S 0 N S B r T \1 ::: E .N 

M AL I: A N D F I .. LA L f. CUBJ T-;CTf.) 

It has already been shown that male and female subjects 

inside a group were similar in their responses as 

regards their interest in the test, their comments, 

the degree of social desirability of one adjective 

in a pair, the acquaintance of the groups to be rated, 

and the extent to which they regard the concepts as 

being difficult to rate. 

But before a more intensive study of the attitudes 

can be made it should also be seen if sex differences 

influence ethnic stereotypes or not . For this purpose 

the ratings made by the male and female subjects 

were compared on each of the adjective pairs and on 

every concept. This wa s carried out by means of t he 

!iedian 'fest • 

Consequently, for each group 200 fiedian Tests were 

calculated. Table 19 (overleaf) shows the number of 

non- significant and significant differences, for each 

group separately. 
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Table 19 Number of non-significant and significant 

differences between male and female subjects 

at the .05, .01, and .001-leve1 of sigpificance 

~~!~~-~!-~!~if!£~£~ 

subjects >.05 .05 .01 .001 

Afrikaners 183 13 4 

English-sp. ~ .A. 189 10 1 

Jews 187 11 1 1 

Indians 188 8 2 2 

Coloureds 195 4 1 

Africans 191 6 3 

It can be seen that the overwhelming majority of comparisons 

in each group is not statistically significant. Thus it 

can be concluded that the male and female subjects tended 

to be similar in their average judgments and could therefore 

be taken jointly in further calculations. 

This result seems to be in line with similar investigations 

made in ~outh Africa. For example, liacCronc (1949), 

Herman (1945), and Van d. Berghe (1962) did not distinguish 

between the ethnic stereotypes of male and female subjects 

on Katz and Eraly's list of characteristics. 

Differences between male and female subjects did occur on 

the ~:ocial Distance Gcale in the studies of Van d. Berghe 

(1962) and Lever (1966), but not in that of MacCrone (1937). 

Also Pettigrew (1958) found differences. 

However, in Pettigrew's and Lever ' s studies the differences 
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(at the .05 and .01-level) are in the minority, and the 

significant ones generally seem to occur only as regards 

the attitudes towards the Non-Whites, where female subjects 

indicated a larger preferred social distance than w~le 

subjects. This could be explained by looking at the social 

role of the White females in South Africa who are prevented 

from intimate s ocial contact with Non-Whites even more 

than the White males , and whose transgreseons are much more 

frowned upon by their peers. 

~ince this difference as regards the social role is only 

of minor importance in the more cognitive evaluation of 

ethnic £roups undertaken in the present investigation, it 

is highly probable that differences in stereotypes between 

female and male subjects will tend to be insignificant . 

Thus Hypothesis II {page lO) can be accepted on the 

strength of these findings . 
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C H A P T E R VI 

C 0 M P A R I S 0 N S 0 F S T E R E 0 T Y P E S 

I N S I D E T H E S I X G R 0 U P S 

During the following discussions of stereotypes, phrases 
( l 

such as: "the Americans" are more active than "the AfrJ.cans", 

will often be used. This should not be interpreted to mean 

that the former are really more active than the latter, 

but· that the former were regarded as being more acti ve 

than the latter, by the subjects tested. In order to 

avoid repetitions, the phrase 'seen as being' has 

frequently been omitted. 

Furthermore these statements al ways pertain only to the 

subjects being discussed in the rel evant chapter. The 

above phrase should be in full, • 11 the Americans" 

are seen as being more active than "the Africans" by the 

Afrikaans subjects tested', if the discus sion is about 

the stereotypes held by the Afrikaans group. 
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6.1. The Afrikaans group 

§~1·1~---~~-~~~~~~~£~!-~EE~Q~££ 

A detailed analysis of stereotypes was undertaken by means 

of the Sign Test (Siegel, 1956). The ratings of the ten 

concepts were compared with each other on all of the t wenty 

adjective pairs separately. Thi s method was used in the 

case of all six groups tested. The results of the Afrikaans 

group are sho\v.n in Tables 20 - 29 . 

The abbreviation after each level of significance indicates 

the group which obtained significantly higher scores in the 

adjective mentioned in the table. For each concept there is 

one table, showing the concept compared with all others. 

A perusal of the ten tables indicates that the great majority 

of results showed significe.n t differences, mos tly at the 

.001-level. 11/e can therefore conclude that the Afri kaans 

group made clear dis tinctions between the various concepts 

on almost all adjectives . 

How the Afrikaners compared themselves wi th all other groups 

can be seen in Table 27 . For a larger part of the comparisons 

t hey regarded themselves as being significantly closer to 

the positive adjectives . This holds true especially in 

compa ris on with the concept "the Jews", "the Indians", 

"the Englishn , "the Africans", and "the Coloureds". 

~ost of those adjectives on which other concepts were 

rated as being significantly higher than "the Afrikaners" 

consisted of judgments concerning efficiency, e.g. 

11 the Aroericans11
, "the Germans", and "the Russiansn were 
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seen as being significantly more efficient, successful, and 

fast. 

The comparisons between the concept "the Afrikaners" and 

the "Me-concept" are interesting. Here, "the Afrikaners" 

are almost always higher. It could be hypothesized that the 

individuals tested did not regard themselves as positively 

as their reference group. These findings are supported by 

other studies. It seems that the Afrikaners have a strong 

feeling of group membership, where the group is setting the 

standards of behaviour, and the individuals strive to 

fulfill it. It is what Rhoodie and Venter (1959) described 

as 'the specific racial identity' inherent in the Afrikaans 

people. 

But the individuals also have a relatively positive image 

of themselves. Especially in comparison with the Non-White 

groups the feeling of superiority is evident on most of the 

characteristics mentioned (see Table 29). The "Me-concept" 

is also ranked significantly higher on t r aits of emotional 

contact, such as humour, warmth, sincerity, happiness, and 
e. 

calmness, than nearly all the other groups . Ho~er , although 

"the Americans", "the Germans", and "the Russians" outdo the 

individuals in respect to efficiency and achievement qualities, 

this is less the case with "the Jews" and "the English". 

The latter lie in their activi ty level between " the Americans", 

"the Germans .. , and "the Russians" on the one side and the 

~on-Whites on the other. The results of Table 21 suggest 

that "the English11 were seen as being the least efficient 

among the White groups mentioned in the present investigation. 
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As regards their more emotional qualities, "the English" 

are also seen in no extremely favourable or unfavourable 

light. They a re more pleasant than "the -qussians", 11 the Indians", 

and "the Africans" but not as nice as "the .AmericanfJ", 

11 the Germans", and "the Coloureds". All in all it can be 

said that the Afrikaans subjects had neither an extremely 

positive nor a very negative image of "the Engl ioh". 

The very positive stereotype held by t he Afrikaans oubjects 

of "the Germane" (a lready found in other studies , e. g . 

MacGrone, 1937, Lever, 1966) can be Geen in Table 23 . 

11The Germans" were not only regarded as very accompli shed 

in their a chievements , but al s o as thoughtful, wise , s incere , 

warm, and beautiful . They only l acked t he simplicity of 

other groups . Compared with the very positively evaluated 

group of 11 the Americansn, "the Germans" were not seen as 

being a s happy , open-minded, progressive, relaxed, and 

familiar as the former . 

The very positive i mage of " t he Germans " mi ght largely be 

due to historical events, such as t he Germans ' sympathy 

shown towards the Afrikaners in the .Boer War, and the 

Afrikaners ' t endency to support the Germans in \',orld \!ar II . 

The s t ereotype of " the Americans 11 found in this study does 

not sug€es t any ill- feeling on the part of the Afrikaans 

subjects towards recent racial developments in the U. !:·. A. 

I t mi ght be that "the Americansn as such were not seen as 

related to these events, which are ree;arded as int ernal 

changes to which t he average Afrikaner tries to shut his eyes . 

It seems to be that the developments in Russia in the l ast 
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6o years have had a large influence on the stereotype of 

its people. The technical and scientific achievements were 

perceived by the Afrikaners, since they regarded nthe Russians" 

as being very active, success ful, efficient, progrescive, 

careful, fast, and precise. On the other hand, they were 

seen as not being very lovable, because on the whole they 

lacked humour, sincerity, simplicity, warmth , happiness, 

and open-mindedness more than any other group. In spite of 

a dmiration for their efficiency they were thus rejected 

on emotional grounds, a factor which would prevent more 

intimate contacts. 

An image somewhat similar to that of "the English .. is 

that held of "the Jews" (see Table 25),although the latter 

were regarded as having achievement more and being less 

humorous, sincere, calm, and beautiful than the former. 

They seemed to be placed between the very positive 

judgments of nthe Americans" and "the Germans" on the one 

hand and the more critical of nthe Africans11
, "the Coloureds" , 

and "the nussiansn on t he other. A lack of any strong negative 

evaluation on the twenty adjectives indicates that there is 

no exceptionally striking antipathy towards the Jews on the 

part of the Afrikaans subjects tested. 

It could already be deduced from the a bove discussion t hat 

the stereotypes of t he Non-White groups a re generally more 

negative than those of any White group mentioned, with only 

one exception , viz . nthe Russiansn. '!'he Non- Whites were 

preferred to 11 the Russians" on all items which involve 

emotional qualities. However, the Afrikaans subjects made 

a clear distinction between the various Non- White groups. 
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'"I'he Africans11 (see Table 22) were seen as the group w·i th 

the least favourable characteristics of all groups, except 

for "the h:usoiano11
• They were regarded as being inefficient 

and lacking achievement, as well as being less pleasant 

than all others. This image would support Van den Herghe's 

theory (1966) that the Afrikaners are changing from 

paternalistic atti tudes to competitive ones when viewing 

the Africans , since the non- powerful group is no longer 

regarded by the powerful one as an irresponsible child, 

but more a kind of nuisance which ic no longer very 

lovable and which,althout;h showing; low a.cr .. ievement, is 

daneerous becauoe of the numerical superiority. 

A more positive picture i s evident in the case of uthe 

Coloureds" (see Table 26), who were seen as being more 

humorous, sincere, warm, happy, open- minded, and 

beautiful than "the Africans". Their emotional characteristics 

are often ceen in a significantly more positive light than 

those of some · .• hi te groups, especially as regards their 

degree of humour, warmth, happiness, and open- mindedness. 

Thus in the case of "the Coloureds" the stereotype of the 

inefficient but lovable child can still be found . This 

might be due to the fact that becaune of the relatively 

smaller number of Coloureds, and their concentration in 

the Western Cape , no r>trong feeling of competition and 

fear has yet been arouE>ell by them in the 1\frika.ans subjects. 

Compared with Africans and Coloureds, "the Indians" seem 

to present a more powerful competition to the Afrikaners. 

They were rega rded as being more active, successful, 

thoughtful, efficient, progressive, and careful than t he 

two former groups, but as not so pleasant than"the Coloureds " 
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(see for example humour, happinese, warmth , open- mindedness). 

They were the least kno\vn group to the Afrikaans subjects . 

This is understandable as by far the most Indians are 

livine in Natal, thus t~ere is little contact between the 

two groups. ~ompared with other investigationn (J,Ja.cCrone, 1937, 

Pettigrew, 1958, Lever, 1966) they were, however, rejected 

far less in the present study than on the Gocial DiPtance 

~cale. This finding will be further discusced in the 

following chapter. 

~~!~g~---~-~2~~!-~EEE2~£t 

The technique used in the previous chapter permitted a 

very detailed picture of inter-group attitudes to be 

obtained. Firstly, by using the Sign-Test, each subject ' s 

individual ratings were taken into account. Secondly, 

comparisons were made for each of the twenty adjective pairs 

separately. One drawback of thio method lies in the l a r ge 

number of results (900 different comparisons) which tend to 

make a more genera l description of the otereotypes difficult . 

Another dranback ic the fact that no differentiation i s 

possible between all the differences significant at the 

. 001- level. For example, there are about as many significant 

differences at the .001-level between "the Afrikaners" and 

"the Africans" as there are between "the Afrikanersn and 

"the English" ( see Table 27) . However, the differences 

between the two former groups a re generally very much 

larger than between the two last-mentioned ones. To cite 

one specific case: the Median on fast-s low for 11 the Afrikaners" 

i s 2 .01, that for "the }'ng1ish" 2 . 77, and tha t for "the 

Africans" 6 . 20 . The difference between "the Afrikaners" 

and "the Bnglish" is therefore 0 .76, whereas between 

"the Afrikaners" and "the Africans" it is 4.19, but both 



- 125 -

differences are significant at the .001 level. 

In order to overcome these shortcomi ngs, a more global 
Hofs taet ter a 

method was used (1956, 1957, 1959). Instead of the 

individual ratings, the average group judgments were taken 

into consideration by calcul ating the medians for the 

ratings on every concept and each adjective pair. Thus a 

profile for each concept could be established by drawing 

a line through the medians of the adjective pairs for the 

relevant concept . This was done, for example, for the 

concepts "the Russians" and "the Africans 11 in '.(able 30 (over leaf) 

By correlating two profiles with one another over corresponding 

medians, the above- menti oned differences in size between 

the medians were taken into conf:!ideration. A ma.trix of 

product-moment· correlations was established by correlating 

the concept-profiles with one another. It ·Nas factor­

analysed by Thurstone 'G Centroid )iethod (Harman, 1960), the 

resulting factors being rota ted according to Ka.iGer' c 

Normalized Varimax Rotation (1958, 1959). The same procedure 

was followed 1n the case of all further factor analyses in 

this field. 

The resulting three factors of the factor analysis for the 

Afrikaans subjects are shown in Table 31. It can be seen 

from the bottom row of the Table 31 that 90% of the total 

variance has been extracted, indicating that there is only 

a very small amount of variance left which the three factors 

do not include. The communalities are generally large . All 

groups are represented on these three factors to a high deeree 

(communalities exceeding .85), except for "the Indians" (.75)++, 

and "the Russian s " ( . 66)++, who seemed to have been evaluated 

according to more specific chara cterir,tics not given in the 

extracted factors as well. 
++ = communality 
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Table 30 Profiles of "the Africans" (unbroken line) 

and "the Russians" (broken line) 

as judged by the Afrikaans subjects 

; 

l 2 3 4 5 6 7 
active 

humorous 

unsuccessful 

thoughtless 

---- r- ......... ~ ~ ~"'~----- r- __ 

j -......... ..... 
~ ....... 

L ._,., _,.,... 
~ ----- --- ---

efficient 

insincere 

simple 

1---- - ------------ ........ 

~- / - --. ..--~ 

-----~----""'" -r--- -- .-. ---- ----
wise 

cold 

unhappy 

-- --- ~ I / I 

·''" """""' ~ 
' .. 

excitable 

reserved 

cons ervative 

\ ---~ _,. ~ ---. .. --- -' s tranp;e 

fast 

careful 

relaxed 

- - \ -"' ----- - ----, 
I i - -- .. ~- r---·- ', 

tender ~ 

ugly 

var,ue 

-- -
'\ --- ..__-- ---

,. 

passive 

hunt our less 

successful 

t h oughtful 

inefficient 

. sincere 

' 
· Qomplicated 
• I 

· foolish 
, I 

·warm 

hauuy 
' I 

calm 

open 

pro.P.:ressive 

familiar 

slow 

careless 

t ense 

·t ,ough 
I 

beautiful 

precise 
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The first factor is best represented by the 11 1\ie-concept11 

(.98)+++, '"' the Afrikaners" (. 94)+++, "the English" (. 93)+++, 

"the Americans" (.83)+++, and "the Germans" (.82)+++. But 

"the Jews" (.76)+++ and "the Ind~ans11 (.56)+++ also nhowed 

an appreciable loading on it. 5ince "the Afrikaners", 

either as a group or individually, obtained the highest 

loadings on that f actor, it can be called a f a ctor meaf;uring 

characteristics of the Afrikaans group, which are a l so 

represented to various degrees by t he other concepts . 

Because of the low loadings of 11 the Russians11 (.20)+++, 

"the Coloureds" (.13)+++, and 11 the Afri cans" (-. 22) +++, 

it can be concluded that these groups do not possess those 

traits attributed to "the Afrikaners " by the Afrikaans 

subjects. As has a lready bean discussed , they were either 

seen as having achieved less (like "the Africans" or 

"the Coloureds" ), or being emotionally cold (like 11 the 

Ru . ") ssJ.ans • 

The second factor has very high loadings on "the Africans" (. 94)+++ 

and 11 the Colouredsn (. 91)+++ only. All other groups have very 

low loadings on it . This factor might therefore be called 

a ' Non-"t.-hi te • factor, which, :however, includes only those 

groups which were not very accomplished in the eyes of the 

Afrikaans subjects . 'l1hi s would explain why "the Indians 11 

are not well represented on this factor. 

Groups which wer e not very well known to t he Afrikaans 

subj ects showed high loadings on the third factor:-

"the Russians 11 (.72)+++, "the Jews" (. 62 )+++, "the Indians" 

(. 61 )+++, "the· Germans11 (.56)+++, and "the Americans " (.54)+++. 

These are groups with which the average Afrikaans- speaking 

student has little or no contact, in contrast to 11 t he English~ 

"the Afrikanersn, "the Coloureds" and "the Afr i cans" . 

+++ = factor loading 
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From factor II it is evident that the Afrikaans subjects made 

a clear distinction between Hon- ·,;hi te and ·:thi te groups . This 

distinction is £0 overwhelming that the differences between 

,.the .Africans" and "the Coloureds" discucsed previously 

become relatively unimportant. It should , however, be pointed 

out that the two Non-'/.hi te groups were not regarded as being 

opposites of the ~hites . They were classified more into a 

cateeory of their own, with whom one does not like to have 

any intimate contact, according to the findings on the 

~·ocial Distance Scale (Pettigrew, 1958; Lever , 1966). 

~ 

Eovrver, it should be pointed out that only two of the three ,. 

rnaj or Non-White eroups are regarded to be Non-\, hi te; 

11 the Indian"" 11 do not f all into that category. Their high 

loadings on factor I and III indicate that they were seen 

to have more in common with the White groups . Judging from 

the review of literature, this result was not expected, 

since "the Indians" were generally se:sn in a very unfavourable 

light, being the group which had often been strongly rejected 

on the :::-ocial Distance ~~cale (ibid.). ~~hus the cognitive 

aspects and the action tendencies of an ethnic a.tti tude 

seem to be dissimilar in the case of "the Indians". This 

could possibly be explained as follows:- 11 the Indians " a s 

a group are strange to the Afrikaners as regards their 

religion, customs , and language. Living mostly in Natal , 

there has been little contact between the Indians and 

Afrikaners , and the latter know less about the former 

than about the other groups ( s ee Table 16, where 11 the Indians 

gained the second-last rank in the Afrikaans group) . 

Furthermore, the officia l policy of Gouth Africa has until 

recently included attempts to have Indians return to I ndia , 

t hereby trying to eliminate contact with them completely. 

If 
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This whole a ttitude seemn to be expressed in responses to 

the ~ ocial Distance ~cale. On the other hand, it cannot be 

overlooked that the Indians have proved to be hard­

working people who have, on the whole, attained a 

considerably higher degree of education as well as living 

standard than the bulk of the .Africans and Coloureds . The 

image of the Indians seems to have been influenced by these 

characteristics, which makes them more similar to the 

stereotypes of the \illites . Therefore the cognitive elements 

of the atti tudes towards "the Indians" exhibited by the 

Afrikaners do not justify their classification into the 

Non- Wlli te group . 

The stereotype of "the Jews", already discussed in the 

previoua chapter, becomes somewhat clearer in t he light 

of the results from the factor analy~is . Compared to tt-e 

four larges t groups in t outh Africa ("the .Afrikaners", 

11 the English", "the idricans" , o.nd "the Coloureds") they 

were perceived as being more strange than the former 

(see factor III). This corresponds to the findings of 

Table 16, where "the Jews" obtained only the t hird-last 

rank in respect to their contact with the Afrikaners. 

This is also supported by Pettigrew's (1960), and Lever's 

(1966) results with the ~.ocial Di Gtance ~cale, where the 

Afrikaans subjects wanted to keep much more distance 

to the Jews than to the Engli sh-speaking South Africans . 

However, the Afrikaans subjects in the present investigation 

give very little indication of anti- semitic feelings . This 

assumption can be deduced from two results:- Firs tly, 

"the Jewstt obtained a high loading on the first as well 

as on t he third factor , like "the Germano" , ''the _\.merican::> 11
, 

a.nd "the Indiansn . Secondly, there iG no s ingle factor on 
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which "the Jews" only have a high loading, something which 

could be interpreted as an anti-semit ic factor . As regards 

the cognitive aspects of the Afrikaners' attitudes towards 

"the Jews11 there was thus nothing which indicated a specific 

antagonism . It can therefore be assumed that the relati vely 

strong rejection of "the Jews" as displayed on t he Social 

Dist ance Scale, and especia lly outlined by Lever (1966 ) 

s tems mos t probabl y from the fact that this group is 

relatively strange to the Afrikaners . This would support 

narquard ' s (1962) description of the Afrikaners , v1ho wrote 

that they have never been thoroughl y anti-semitic. 

'I'he group wi th whom the Afrikaners showed least familiarity 

were "the Russians" (see Table 16). 1l'hi s group tends to 

form a direct opposite to "the Africans" and "the Coloureds", 

hav i ng the highest negative loading on factor II . However, 

they are best represented on fac tor III, which was interpreted 

as a factor of strangeness in s t ereotypes . Furthermore 

"the Russians 11 seem to possess a considerable amount of 

specific variance, not represented by any of the three factors , 

since the communality is only .67. Thi s might be due to 

the specific image of "the Russians" who are regarded as 

being very efficient but rather unpleasant, an attitude 

which <loes not coincide much with the stereotype of any 

other group . 

It was a lready discussed in t he prev i ous chapter that the 

Afrikaan s subjects tested held a very positive image of 

themselves as well as of their reference group . This was 

linked with a considerable feeling of ethnocentri sm. 

But , as the factor analysis shows , the stereotype of 

"the Afrikaners11 i s not so perfect that no other group can 
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ever reach it . Although "the Afrikaners" and the "11e-concept" 

have the highest loadings on factor I, the loadings of 

11 the l~nglish", "the Gerr:J.an~" , and "the Am.ericane " are not 

very much l ower . '.,llhus the Afrikaners ' etLnocentri~m was not 

so extreme that they judged themselves on a diment-ion quite 

different from all other groups . Especially 11 the English" 

were seen as very similar in their distribution of loadings 

on the three factors. 'rhis a l so indicates that there i ~ no 

longer a strong feeling of anti pathy towards t hem, which might 

have existed in the pas t as a result of events such as the 

il.nglo- Boer War. It also corresponds to the findings on the 

~ · ocial Di stance :Jcal e, where 11 the J~nglish" were regarded 

as the group with whom the Afrikaners wanted to have the 

closest contact outside their own group. 

In conclusion it can be said that as regards the cogni tive 

aspects of attitudes , the slogan of 'the s olidarity of the 

·~ihi tes in ~outh Africa' seems to be accepted by the Afrilraans 

subjects and directed against the seer1int:lY s trange and 

different Non-~ihi te groups of the Africe.nf7! and Coloureds . 
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6 • .,. r.~he ~-..nglish-epeaking ~outh Africans 

~!~!~---~~~~!l~!~1~EE~£~ 

Phe resultf;; of the cot:.pari!"ons between the variouc stereotypes 

ccn oe zeen in 'I'ablos 32 - 41 • 

.• on t of tl.e concepts differ s icnifi cuntly froo eaC'.h other, 

mainly at tbe .01 and .001 levol. It can therefore b<' said 

that the -r'nt;licn subjects had vidcly difforine opinions of 

tho ten eroups. 

i look at 'l'abll.. 33 ol.~.ows t~n.t "tho ~ nzlish11 had a ver~ 

cood itLa{.;e of ti~eir ONn group a ..... regardn huoour, tho1J6htfulness, 

cinceri ty, fhz::.iliari ty, and beauty, but tl oy thoubht t~ ... at 

they v;oro lens open-minded than "the Amoricanef', "tne Africunr ", 

"tL.e Coloureds", and "the ..:;. frikaners". The Englit"h S"'J.bjectc 

were also relatively t:odest es re~ards the achievement and 

efficiency of their own group, since in thin respect they 

thought "the 1u::tericuns", .,the Gel:'l".::::ma", "the '{ucainnsu ,and 

ttthe Jc·t~o 11 to bo ouperior. st"'::he 1 frikaners 11 were, ho·-.evcr, 

judgod to be either eqU3.l ac r~Lard.J trene a.ttri butcs or 

even inferior. J.. ccnora.l f eelinc of su,;Jeriori ty wus ElLovm 

in comparison to the lion-·.'hi to c rou.:po. 

Unlike the Afrikaans oubjects tested (where tho own reforonce 

croup was seen in a more po~itive light than the individual~ 

self-evaluation), there is no consistency in the case of 

the Lnglinh group. On the one hand, the individual~ regarded 

thcmoelves as being core active, sincere, ;;arm, happy, open, 

and probTcueive thun their reference t;roup, and, on the 

other, they saw the~oelves as leoc successful, efficient, 

wise, cnlm, toueh, and beaut.iful (nee '.t nblo 41). r~thus the 

subjects did not place such a stron~ positive enphasis on 

~leir own group, because it ~as not seen no being ~uch 
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superior to the image of themselves as individuals. Tlu.P 

could be due to the fact that the average rnglish-speaking 

·,c'hi te citizen of South Afrj ca has for a long time had 

strong tics with his ancestral country, Britain, vthich 

might have been more dominant in providing a frame of 

reference than the concept of "the English-speaking \1hi tes 

in South Africa. During the last two decades, and 

especially after ~outh Africa left the Commonwealth in 1961, 

the contact with Britain has become less intimate than 

before~ and the Louth African governoent has possibly been 

able to oake up for thic looo by emphasizing the unity of 

all \':hi tes, which would be able to cO\mteract a latent 

etlmocentrism on the part of the Bncli~h-speaking people 

alone. That such propaganda has been able to build on 

some base already in existence can be seen in '.(able 39, 

where ttthe Afrikaners" were porceived as being relatively 

similar to "the English-speaking <-·outh Africano". J~l though 

the English subjects showed some tendency to prefer their 

own group to that of "the ftfrilcaners", e.g. in regarding 

the former as being more humorous, successfUl, thoughtful, 

efficient, wise, calm, fast, familiar, and beautiful, these 

differences are generally not significant at the .001-level. 

The results also correspond to findings on the Social 

Distance ~Jcale (Lever, 1966, Van den Berghe, 1962, 

Pettigrew, 1960), where the Lnglish-speaking : outh Africans 

chose ,.the Afrikaners" as the group with which they would 

like to associate more intimately in the social sphere than 

with any other cultural group in South Africa. 

The most outstanding cl.~.aractcristics ascribed to 

"the Afrikaners" as compared to all other grou:ps were 

their oimp1icity, \varmth, happiness, and sincerity, as well 
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as their l ack of humour. As regards efficiency they lie 

between groups s een as having achieved much, such as 

nthe Americansn• "the Germa.nsu, uthe Jewsn, and "the Russians, 

on the one hand, and the more pn.ssive groups of t he Non-

\Vhi tes on the other. These findings correspond to 

r,IacCrone's (194~). and Van den Berghe•~~ results (1962), 

where descriptions of "the Afrikaners" semned to 

emphasize eva.luative statements more strongly than their 

achievement traits. 

~.imilar characteristics were ascribed more outspokenly in 

the case of "the Africans" and uthe Coloureds"o Both groups 

were oeen as being unable to compete with any o·thor as 

reL,-rards success, efficiency, wisdom, carefulness, and 

precision. On the other hand, they were regarded as 

Sj~pathetic because of their humour, simplicity, war~th, 

open-mindedness, and relaxed attitude. These ~vo groups 

can best dascribed be as 'happy-go lucky' people 1 which 

are liked f or their amiability but which have to be looked 

after becauce of their irresponsibility .. .t\ comparison 

between the two croups shows that 11 the Jolouredsn were 

seen in a relatively better light than "the Africans,., as 

the latter are less efficient, thoughtful, wise, preci~e, 

and careful than the f ormer. 

The stereotype of "the Jtussiansn ie almost opposite to 

that of ttthc .Africans'1 and "the :Jolouredsu. On the one 

hand they were respected for their superior performances 

(see successful, active, efficient, progressive, fast, 

careful, precise). However, they were regarded as being 

not very pleasant in the more social, emotional sphere, 

because they were seen as being humourless, insincere, cold, 
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unhappy, reserved, strange, tense, and ugly. Thus it could 

be assumed that the English-speaking :outh African tends 

to reduce any possible contact with the P.ussia.ns to a mere 

basis of intellectual or technical exchange without want1ng 

to enter into more intimate, personal relations. 

~imilar attitudes, albeit less extreme, were held towards 

"the Germanslt. Although they were judged in a more favourable 

light than "the Russians", they were seen ao being rather 

reserved in their social contacts. In respect of work 

they were on the whole soen as being as efficient as 

"the Russians". It might be asked why 11 the Germans" were 

much more to be preferred on the !.Jocial Distance .... cale 

(I.!acCrone, 1937, Lever, 1966) than "the Africans" and 

"the Coloureds". Perhaps it is due to the feeling that the 

image of the former resembles that of a reserved, proficient, 

and thoughtful adult, with whom one can deal on an equal 

basis, whereas tha t of the last-mentioned two groups is 

that of irresponsible, lovable children, which have to 

a ccept the authority of a superior. 

The stereotype of "the Jews" (see Table 37) supports the 

findings of Pettigrew (1960), Van den Berghe (1962), and 

Lever (1966) that thore was no strong ill-feeling towards 

this group on the part of the English-speaking t~outh Africans 

in the Sixties. As reear<ls the Jewish achievement, they 

can easily compete with "the Germansn and "the hus£:ians" 

(see adjectives such as active, successful , efficient, 

progressive, fast, careful, precis e). ~he most outstanding 

feature of "the Jews" seems to be the wisdom ascribed to 

them as they were seen as being superior in this to all 

other groups mentioned. Although eeen as lacking the 



- 136 -

heartiness of "the Africans" and "the 0oloureds" they 

possessed it sienificantly more than "the Germans" and 

11 the Russians". The absence of any adjective with a high 

degree of undesirability on which "the Je'lm" were judged 

significantly more often than the other groups furthermore 

indicates a lack of any substantial anti-semitic prejudice 

in the English subjects. All in all it can be said that the 

stereotype of "the Jews" in the time shortly before and 

after the :Jecond \t Orld 'y:ar (HacCrone, 1937, 1949) has 

changed in so far as in addition to their ascribed 

diligence and energy, they have become also more likable 

to the English-speaking 0outh Africans. 

Van den Ber&~e (1962) found that his English- speaking 

subjecto in ~atal expres sed far stronger anti-Indian than 

anti-semitic prejudices. This result was supported by the 

present findings (see Table 36). "The Indians" \vare seen 

in a less positive light than "the Jewstt on almost all 

the items, wi th a defini-te polarization as regards social 

desirability. ~hen compar ed with the Non-White groups of 

nthe Africans" and " ·the eoloureds", the image of "the Indians" 

becomes that of a relatively hard-working but emotionally 

reserved group. },specially in the las t-mentioned 

cha.racteristic they resemble tt the Germans", but they were 

seen ao being not so efficient as the latter. As in the 

case of the Afrikaans subjects , these results were not 

expected, because on t he ..,ocial Distance Gcale ( !.lacCrone, 1937, 

Pettigrew, 1960, Lever, 1966) "the Indians" were the most 
Cr rejected group of all mentioned. Hawver, the results of ... 

the present investigation do not indicate the existence 

of an except i onally strong anti-Indian attitude; neither 
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are there obviouc signs that tlLe image of "the Indians" 

is sinilar to that of "the Jews" in r:urope, which was 

fovU'ld by Van den Eerghc (1962). r.'hi~ last reoult might 

be due to a lack of adjectives relating to the buainees 

sphere in the present ~emantic Differential. However, it 

can be said that according to the cognitive aopects of 

attitudes measured by the present ~emantic Different1al 

"the Indians" were not much dircriminated against by tie 

~nglish-speaking South Africans. 

The stereotype of nthe Arnericanc" is not clear-cut.. On 

the one hand they were regarded as being very successful, 

and efficient, but on the other as oomewhat superficial, 

especially in comparison with the other \/hi te groups 

(see thoughtful and wise). Being more active than passive, 

as well as less careful and precise than other groups, they 

recall, on the whole, t~e behavior of an extroverted 

personality. 

The results of the factor analysis are slown in Table 42. 

The communalities for the concepts are r· igh:- thus it can 

be concluded that all of the~& are well represented in the 

three factors extracted. 

The firSt factor has its highest loadings on those concepts 

representing the subjects t! ... ec.selves, viz. the "':e-concept" 

(.93)+++, end nthe l...nc;lish" (.91)+++. FUrthermore it 

shows rather high loadingo on ttthe Indians" (.8g)+++, 

"the Jews" (. 77)+++, "the Afrikanernn (. 74)+++, ''the Germans" 

(.6'3)+++, and "the Americans" (.59)+++. It can be assumed 

+++ = factor loading 
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that the factor represents thos e qualities as cribed to 

"the :?nglish11 by the : nglish subjects, and that the other 

groups were seen to possess these characteristics to 

variour- degrees. nThe Ru~sians" (.24)+++, as well as 

"the Coloureds" (.20)+++, and. "the .Africanfl" (.Oo)+++ do 

not posses~ these qualities to a s ignificant de&roe end 

their characteristics are expres~ed on other factors. 

Thu'"' the second factor represents nthe Africans" (.90)+++, 

"the Coloureds" (.93)+++, and "the Rusf't ians" (-.61)+++ 

very well, but not the other concepts, as their loadine:s 

are low. "The Africano" and "tb.e Coloureds 11 on the one 

side seem to characterize this factor as a •Non-thite' one. 

Groups which were regarded by t he English subjects as 

emoti onally warm but of not very high achievement obtained 

high positive loadings on that factor. Thi~ would expla in 

the large negative loading of "the Fussiunc" and "the Germans", 

as both of theae groupo were seen by the English subjects 

as having high achievement but being emotionally cold. 

They thus tended to constitute a direct opposite to 

"the Africans" and "the Colouredo". 

The third factor shows fairly high loadings on 11 the Americans" 

(.64)+++, "the Russio.ns" (.61)+++, "the Jewc" (.57)+++, 

and "the Germans" (.47)+++. txcept perhaps for "the Jewl:'l" , 

these concepts represent groups with which the average 

s tudent tested had little or no personal contact. This 

factor therefore seems to be mea~uring the degree of 

acquaintance with other groups. It is quite similar to the 

third factor found in the analysis of responses from the 

J~frikaans group. 

+++ = factor loading 
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How do the results of thie factor analysis correspond to 

those factors obtained by Pettigrew (1960) with the aid of 

the ~ocial Distance ~ .. ce,le? 

First of all, three factors were extracted in the present 

investigation, and only two in that of Pettigrew. The 

structure of ethnic attitudes tested by the :...:emantic 

Differential therefore seems to be more refined than those 

of the Bogardus Scale. 

In addition to Pettigrew's two factors, which roushly 

correspond to factor I and II in the preoent study, there 

is a third factor which mainly deals with the degree of 

personal contact. This one seems to reflect those groups 

which clu~ter around the middle position of the ~ocial 

:;)istv.nce f.cale, groups which were not so much chosen for 

very intimate contact but also which were not totally 

rejected. This conclusion can be drawn only in the case 

of the concepts "the Jews11 and 11 the Germans 11 (r.acCrone, 1937, 

Lever, 1966), and not for "the Americans" and "the Russians", 

as these last two have to the knowledge of the author 

never been investigated in f..outh Africa on the Social 

Distance ~cale, using English-speaking Couth Africans as 

subjects. 

Comparisons between the first two factors in the present 

study and those found by Pettigrew suggest that there is 

no perfect agreement between them.. Although "the Coloureds" 

a.'l'ld "the Africans" have particularly heavy loadings on the 

Non-'nhi te factors in both studies, "the Indiana " have a 

hich loading on Pettie rew's factor, but almost none (.06) 
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on that of the present study. It tt .... crefora seems to be that 

"-the Indians" werf' only categorized as Non-\','hi tee as regards 

social contact, Wllereas their general imace ie much closer 

to that of the \ihiten than the Non- r.hites. They show, for 

exaople, a very sicilar distribution of loadin£s on the three 

f a ctors aG "the English" and the "f"c-concept". It can trufl 

be assumed that t!..e image of "the Indiuncn ic on the Vlhole 

quite similar to tl"at of 11 t he ""'ne lieh". 

A second charFlcteristic of the tron-\,hi tc factor is its 

tendency to have strone pos itive a s well us negative 

loadings. On the one side there are the more extroverted, 

but inefficient g roups, and or the other there are the 

hard-working , but reserved ones. 

Factor I cannot unequivocally be called a ' ::hi te' factor 

(as could be done in Pettic rew's study), because "the Russians " 

obtained only u smull loading on it. It might be better 

to call it a factor of those t;roups ins ide and outside 

~outh Africa which were pe-rceived as being axlia.ble , 

industrious, and not r emote for personal contact • . (his 

would explain the hie:,:her '"ei&;ht ob tained by "the Gcmans 11 

as compared to 11 the 1\nerican£'", a~ t .c1erc e re far fewer 

American~ in ;:: outh Africa than G(;lrmans . /1. casua l encounter 

with a German is thue much more lilwly than with an 

American . 

The government propab-a.nda towards 'd1i te unity in ..::outh 

Africa seems to ha ve chanc es of success a.monr; the 

English-speaking \.ihi tes, as a ll l.'hi te groups a.re best 

represented on factor I . ')n t he whole there i s very little 

indication of anti-semitic or anti-AfrikaanF feelings , 
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but there does exis t obvi ouc discrioina t i on towar ds 

'
1 t he "' .. f ricanL11 and " the '.,.olouredo». 

All in all these three factors r:how considerable 

resemblance to thos e found in the Afrikaans 0roup , 

indicating t hat, on t he whole, a simila r structure o~ 

a ttitudes s ecmr- to be present in both groups . 



- 142 -

6.3. The Jewish grouE 

2~J~±~---~~-~~~1~~!£~!-~EE~2~2Q 

The results of the Sign Test are sh~ff.n in Tables 43 - 52. 

Most of the concepts differ significantly from one 

another, mainly at the .001 level. 

Table 48 indicates that most of the comparisons favour 

"the Jewsn. Only on the adjectives simple, calm, and tough 

were 11 the Jews" generally seen as being lower than the 

other nine concepts. This can be explained by the fact 

that the Jewish subjects considered complicated, excitable, 

and tender to be more positive descriptions of a person 

than the adjectives mentioned previously. Thus even on 

these three adjectives "the Jews" were, relatively speaking, 

seen as more positive than the other groups. 

These results confirm the findings of MacCrone (1937, 1949), 

and Lever (1966), where Jewish subjects showed a high 

preference for their own group. Thus,i9spite of fairly 

strong assimilation by the Gentile English-speaking section 

in South Africa, the Jews still possess a definite 

identity in the country . 

That their own group still has considerable influence on 

its members can be seen in the attitudes towards the 

relationship between the "ltie-concapt" and ., the Jews", 

because most of the comparisons were in favour of the 

reference group. For example, "the Jewstt were regarded as 

more active, hun1orous, successful, efficient, wise, open, 

progres sive, familiar, fast, and careful than the subjects 

themselves. It can be assumed therefore that to many 

Jewish subjects the Jewish community is still an entity 
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whose values are striven for. This might stem from the fact 

that there were obvious signs of anti-.;e.rniti~m in the 

!drika.ans as well as the 1 'n_:lish-speakinc3 Gentile section 

of the country before and during .7orld 'dar JI, wl:'icl ... 

cauned a strong tendency to mutual assistance inPide the 

JewiPh community (see ~ichel, 1966). Indications of the 

r0lbvance of such close affiliation are the various 

Jewi~h clubs and periodicalE exieting in f.:outh ldrica. 

Furthermore, Table 48 and Table 52 show that there is no 

significant deeree of self-hatred inside the Jewish subjects . 

It mey be concluded that, on the whole, there is a 

positive acceptance of being tTewish. 1t'his was also found 

by Lever (1966). 

It was only as regards achievement qualitiec that the 

individuals were somewhat reluctant to ~tress their 

superiority over other groups, especially in the case of 

"the Gemans 11 and "the l:ur-f:·ians" (Pee 'l'able 46, and O:able 51). 

But this ir-- especially due to the extremely high evaluation 

of the last-mentioned two groups' efficiency, with which 

none of the other could compete. The tendency to evaluate 

those two groups in terms of extremes can also be seen in 

respect to their emotional characteristics. Here the 

Jewish subjects showed strong negative attitudes, since 

both groups were seen as being far less pleasant in 

intimate contact than any other mentioned:- they were 

lacking in humour, sincerity, warmth, !~ppiness. open­

mindedness, and familiarity. Thus it can be expected 

that the Jewish subjects would reduce any kind of contact 

to a very formal basis without emotional attachment. Of 

course, such a result is not suprising, since it is 

understandable that many ill-feelings ~till exist on the 



- 144 -

part of the Jews towo.rds 11 the Russians" and "the Germans" . 

Both groups have persecuted them s everely, which was in 

mo.ny caseo the nain reason for their coming to -..~outh 

Africa. ~his might also be the reason why "the Rus~in.nc" 

:tnd 11 the Germa.nt~" were regarded as being very oimilar, 

partic~larly at the present time where the former have 

achieved so much in the field of technology, and the 

latter have shown a fast indu~trial recovery after a 

disastrous war • .But it should be added that 11 the Germans" 

were regarded to be core sympathetic than "the Russians". 

:Rather different s.tti tudes were shovm. towards "the Africans" 

and 11 the l;oloured::n (see Table 45 and Table 49 ). Both of 

t ltese were seen an l a ck inc the drive to R.chieve much 

(see their ratincs on adjectives such as succossful, 

efficient, fast, careful, and pr ecise). On the other 

hand they were judged as easy-going, s incere, sympathetic 

peoplep who a re open-minded, simple, relaxed, and easily 

excitable • .All in all they had the image of being 

uneducated and inefficient, yet amiabl e. These characteristics 

correspond to thoso found by !.1:acCrone (1949). It does, 

therefore, not seem that the stereotypes have changed much 

durinB the last twenty years. 

As was found in t he case of the English and Af·rikaan~ 

subjects tested, the Jewish subjects did not regard 

"the Indians" as being very s imila r to the other Non-

\ hi t e groups {see Table 47) . "'J~he Indi ans" were seen as 

being significantly mor e successful, effici ent, fast, 

careful, and precise than "the Africans " und "the Coloureds11
, 

as well as being more reserved, cautious, and con~iderate. 

The most outstanding characterir.:ti.c of "the Indians " was 

seen to be their beauty. But general ly their stereotype 
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is very similar to that of "the English", cince only a 

few a.djectival ratings differed significantly. Doth were 

pla ced into s. kind of median pof"i tion, t ince on most adjectives 

they were seen as beinc very little outstanding and were 

generally somewhat lese positively evaluated than "tha Jews". 

Compared to the other groups, they were seen us being 

more pleasant than 11 the Germans" and "the r..ussians" , and 

more efficient than nthe Africans" and 11 the Coloureds". 

The results are to so~e degree remarkable because of the 

discu~sion in t he literature section (chapter 4.4.), as 

a result of which a more positive image of "the ~:nglish" 

and a less positive one of "the Indiano" could be expected. 

'.'rhe strong rejec-tion of n t he Indians" on the .... ocial 

Distance ~ cale (MacCrone, 1937, 'Pettigrew, 1960, Lever, 1966), 

which does not correspond to the more positive findings 

by the ~emantic Differentia l is similar to the results 

already cliscuased in t.he case of the Afrikaan$ and Englisr. 

sample teated. ~here seeme to be an aversion only as regards 

social interaction, which is a sphere cecsured by the 

t:ocial Di otance ~ cale but not by tlw ~~emantic Differential. 

In the case of "tho l~nglir-h" fewer significant differences 

were expected when compared to the subjects' self-evaluation 

as well as their reference group, if they \70Uld really 

have been integra ted fully into the J~nglish-speaking 

Gentile society in ~~outh Africa . This , however, does not 

seem to be the case , becaus e the subjects voiced 

conniderable criticism of this group .. 

"IJ.'he Americans,. seemed to evoke a more positive image than 

"the English". 'ihe only criticism mentioned concerned their 

superficiality (see adj ectives:- thoughtful, wise, and 

careful). But t hey were regarded to be very open-minded 
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and relaxed, as well as efficient, and, on the 11hole, 

rather pleasant. 

'"l.'he Afrikaners" on the other hand, were viewed less 

favourably by t he Jewish subjects. £hey were regarded a s 

lacking the energy of " t h e GermanE:" and "the Hussians ", 

aa well as the \:;o.rmth and humour of "the Africans" and 

"the Coloureds". r; he strongest criti que was voiced 

towards their con~erva tism in which ·they Here s een ao 

exceeding a ll ot~cr e roups mentioned . ~hie relatively 

reserved attitu<1o towa r ds "the Afrikaners 11 ic supported by 

t he results of Lever (1966), I~ac . .,ronc (1937), end 

.ecttig r ew (1960) on the ...,ocia.l D~ ::; ta.nce ~: cale, and by 

Herman (1945) on t he Katz and Braly Test. 

r'f'he factor ma trix of the concepto i o e iven in 1'able 53. 

One striking rcoul t of the factor ana lys is irJ tha t four 

f a ctors ins tead of the u~ual three were extrac t ed. ?his 

seerns to indica t e that t he conceptual s ys tem of the 

J ewish g roup is more d.ifferontiated than that of the others. 

A fl. ca n be seen f r or.1 t he comr.nmali tic a , t he four factors 

extra cted de te~1ined t he characteris tics of the concepts 

to a l arge ex tent . especially those of " t he Cett.an$'1 (. 97)++, 

" the Jc.m" (.99)++, tl' e "f,ie-con cept" (.96)++, "the Coloureds" 

(. 93 )++, and " the .hmericans" (. 91) ++. 

The first f a ctor s howed the highes t loadings on the 

"J:le-concopt " ( . 94)+++, and on 11 the Jews" (.88 )+++. 

++ = communality 
+++ = f a ctor loading 
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It therefore seems best to reflect the characteristics 

which were attributed by the Jewish subjects to their 

group or to thenselveo. Thus it can be called a self­

description factor. These characterintics were also 

ascribed to "the 1;nglir-h'' (.71)+++, "the Indiannu (.67)+++, 

s.nd nt:he American~" (.55)+++. As in evident from the 

correlation matrix, these are the groupo which showed the 

closest similarity to "the Jews", and wl:ich were seen 

as being considerably ach1eving as well as emotionally warm. 

Very different from the Jewish subjects• self-image are 

"the Africansn ( .oo)+++, "the Germans'' ( .16)+++, 

"the Coloureds" (.16)+++, nthe Russians" (.18)+++, and 

"the Afrikaners" (.20)+++. 

nThe Germano" (.95)+++, and "the !russians" (.91)+++ 

obtained the higheot loadings on a oecond factor which can 

be characterized as measurint; c roups which are of high 

achievement but emotionally unpleasant. 

"The Coloureds" (.91)+++, "-the AmericanP- 11 (.74)+++, and 

"the Africans" (.56)+++ are hie;hcst on the third fa ctor. 

Common to all three groups is the degree of emotional 

warmth, and an easy-going attitude, which goes hand in 

hand with a relatively superficial wa.y of handling 

situations (see chapter 6.3.1. , -r.:xperimental ... ection). 

They tend to create an open and relaxed atmosphere in 

social contacts. This could therefore be called an 

extroversion factor . 

mhe fourth fuctor £howed the hichest louding on 

"the Afrikaners" (.77)+++, which was followed by tha t 

+++ = fac-tor loading 
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of 11 the Africanc" (.50)+++, "the Indians " (.44)+++, and 

nthe Fne;liahu (.41)+++. This factor seems to reflect a 

feeline of cons cious t'belone inc' to ~ outh l•frica, s trossed 

~oat publicly by the Afrikancro, but which hac been nlso 

shown by tho Africans i n the nore rocent past throUC':.h the 

strong emergence of t he nationalis tic idea~'Africa f or the 

Africans'. Nationalistic sentiments Ge em to be weaker in 

t he ··:nglish and Indian ~outh 1'\fricans, who cnn and s till 

do refer to a mother country which i n not ~out!1 ~ frica; 

not s o much in their political but rather in their cultura l 

a ffiliations . The question ariaos why 11 the Coloureds" and 

"the Jewnu are r epresented s o weakly on thie factor. The 

l a tter ( espn.cia lly t he students) neom to have d.ovelopcd 

cona i der nble ticc \"ti t h I r.:rael; and, as Suron (1963) oays , 

t here i s a small but si~ificnnt trend toward~ eJ11i g:ration 

o:f J ews from ,_ou.th. /.fricr.. . In respect to "tl.~.o :Jolourads " , 

i t can bo lJ.Ypothesizad tha t the Jowish subjects di d not 

r eally rct ... Urd theD an a contpet.i ti.ve group which hat.J the 

power as w~ll ac the energy to fight for equal accepte,ncn 

in t he ..:. outh A.fri can corn:n.mi ty. 

The results of the factor analysis show that there is no clea rly 

defined ' Non-,tlli te' f actor, nai thcr i s the:r:-e any ' ' .. ni te' 

one. The best identifiable dimens ion is t hat of the very 

ef f icient , but unpleasant groups . It chows tlmt groups on 

this f a ctor a r e seen a s being very i sola ted from t he ot her s 

and a r e dist i nct ly s t ereotypad . 

The lack of a ' l~on-,hi te• factor s ecv.e to in<.lica t e t ha t 

t he colour ba r i s not a very important cri t erion f or t he 

Jewish subjects when dis tineui shine between groups. Thin 

+++ = factor loa.d.int: 
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tlight be due to the fact that, 

II • • • the Jewish community has not found it 

possible or desirable to take up a collective 

position in regard to the racial policies of 

the country" (Laron, 1963, p.J7). 

The Jews in fouth Africa are lmown for their relatively 

antagonistic ~ttitudes townrds the Apartheid policy 

(see Litera turc '-.action, chapter 4. 4.). This rnic;ht be 

due to the fact that the Jews themselves were victims of 

discrimination inside and outside the country and can thus 

be expected to reject di~crioinatory tendencie& towards 

other groups. Thus th€ evaluation of "the Ruscians" and 

"the Germans" is not so much along lines of ethnic criteria, 

but ruther according to personal qualities attributed to 

the t m groups. 

It is also clear from the factor analyoia that the 

JewiDh subjecto do not exhibit an extremely strong 

etr~ocentrism, because the tt?Ue- concept'' and "tho Jews" 

hav0 no factor of their o\m. They are seen to be very 

similar to "the ::nt)li .... hu and 11 the Indians 1
•. ~:'! o:rnmon to 

these three groups is their considerable degree of 

urbanization and their strong representation in the world 

of trade and business rather than in farming. All three 

nre seen as being rather industrious and thorouel1 in 

their undertakines, as well as quite pleasant in social 

contact. Thus on t ho basis of these results there should 

be relatively little tension in the Jewioh subjects as 

regards 11 the Lnglishu and "the Indians". 

But this seems to be due only in the case of the Gentile 
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English-speaking South Africans, as in a number of 

investigations the Jewish subjects showed very positive 

attitudes towards them. The attitudes towards ''the Indians", 

however, were not nearly so positive when measured with 

the Social Distance Scale. But this can be explained in 

the same way as in the case of the Afrikaans and Eng]sh 

subjects. Furthermore, in the case of the Jewish group, 

"the Indians" do present an effective competition, especially 

to the Jewish traders. Antipathy might also be due to the 

fact that Indians are at present at an economic level at 

which a number of Jewish immigrants found themselves when 

arriving in the country. Thus it is understandable that 

Jews would prefer to mix socially with the English-speaking 

Gentiles, whose standard of living and culture is closer 

to their own, especially in the case of German Jews. 

The fact that "the Afrikaners" are weakly represented on 

the first factor leads to the assumption that as regards 

the attitudes measured by the Semantic Differential there 

is little indication of a '\Vhite solidarity' feeling on the 

part of the Jewish subjects. It is striking how little 

"the Afrikaners" were seen to have in common with any other 

Vfuite group, a finding which suggests that they were seen 

as being isolated or dllferent from the others. Their greater 

similarity shown with "the Africans" on factor IV is in 

contrast to the official policy in South Africa. This finding 

might be explained by the hypothesis that the Jew~ish sub­

jects still regard "the Afrikaners" as belonging to a some­

what backwarl society in which European-style thinking has 

not prevailed until recently, apart from being an emerging 

business competitmr. Thus it seems that the stereotype 

of the Afrikaners found by MacCrone (1949) as well as by 
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Herman (1945) has not changed very much, and is still one 

of fairly narrow-minded and tradition-loving people 

who oppose any great changes in a larc e number of fields. 

Altogether it can be said tlla t the l.dea of P pe.rtheid a..n<1 

·, '}ll. te unity does not seen. to play an important role in 

the Jewish attitudeo towards other groups. 
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6.4. ?he Indian group 

§~1~!~---~~~!l~ic~!~~!2~£g 

The results of co~parison~ between the stereotypes can be 

seen in Tables 54 - 63. The oajority of the differ~nces 

are statistically significant, mostly at the .001 level. 

Prom thifJ it can ba deduced that the Indian subjects 

distin~~ished clearly between the different stereotypes. 

Their i mage of their own group can best be seen in 

comparison with those of other groupo in Table 58. It i~ 

evident that they attributed many more positive traits to 

"the Indians" than to n.ny other !:;outh African e;roup listed. 

It is not only 11 the 1~fricanr-" and "the Coloureds11 who were 

reearded as inferior, but al s o "the :Snglish" and "tl..o 

Jl. frikanero". r~he lnst-Ir!cnti oned two groups were, on the 

whole , seen a.s baing less indu~trious, thorough, and 

pleasant than the o\m group. Thi£ is especially evident 

in the case of u the Afrikaners••, where differences with 

11 the Indiana" tended to be sienificant at a high.er level " 

of confidence than between "the 1;nglioh" and "the IndianP". 

The only group in .. ,o\J.th Africa seen an superior to 

11 the Indians" in some respect was that of Hthe Jews", namely 

in the field of achievement, where the latter were regarded 

as being more succe.so:ful, efficient, wiso, and cn.reful. 

!... uperiori ty \Vas adoi tted, however, in the case of non-< outh 

.African groups, s uch as "tLe Ar:tericans", "the Germane11
, 

and 11 the Pucnians ", who were judced to be very energetic 

and ouccessful, al thourih. the two latter c roupo were seen 

as being less pleasant t.hnn "the Indiana". ':'huE- t1e major 

criteria according to which tt.e Indians ~av• thems elves 

as being uifferent from all other groups, lay in the field 
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of emotional qualities, ruther than on the level of 

performanceo. 

A compari~on between the ''Lie-concept" and "the Indianf' 11 

shows a trend in the Indian cubjects to regard themselves 

in a more positive light than their reference group. Thus 

it can be expected that the Indian subjects tested see 

themselves an a kind of elite in tl.eir own 67oup. ' hit• 

seemEJ plausible, since the Indian cor..mm1i ty in ~-outh 1\frica 

values education highly, so that many Indian parents 

sacrifice much in order to gain a better education for 

their children. The prestige of well-educated Indians in 

the own community is very high (Kuper, 196o), thus the 

very positive picture held by the Indian individuals of 

thenselves seems to be no lopsided overestimation, but 

more a. reflection of their expectations in eociety. 

The groups which are most different from the Indians' 

self-evaluation are "the Africansu and "the ,.,oloureds". 

Both were rated as being inferior to "the Indians11 on 

almost all characteristics listed. But tho degree of their 

inferiority becomes les~ obv1ous when these eroups are 

compared with the other sterooty-oes, especially on the 

adjectives concerning the more emotional qualitiezt such 

as humour, warmth, oinplici-ty, excitability, openness, 

and toughness. 0nly in the field of activity were they Been 

to lack the vigor and business acumen of the others 

(see adjectives such as:- successful, thoughtful, efficient, 

wise, progressive, careful, and precise). Althougll the two 

groups seem to have a number of characterinticn in common 

when compared .,ith other groups, the Indian subjects also 

clearly distinguished between "the Africans" and nthe 
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Colouredsu. "The Afric8lls" were seen in a less positive 

light t!1an "the Coloureds". This might be due to two 

factors influencing the Indian coer u:ni ty in Durban. 

Firstly, the riots in 1949 have clearly shown that there 

ic not much love -t>etweon Indians and ... fricans in Durban. 

It is even astonishing that tho Indian subjects tested 

did not show more antipathy towards "the J,fricane11
• But, 

as Van den Berghe (1964) writes, there i s quite a 

considerable fellow-feeline on the part of many Indian 

intellectuals towards the cause of t he Africans, a 

sentiment which trieo to overcome the racial and economic 

barriers between the two groups. Therefore this feeling of 

Bolidarity cay have counteracted the development of an 

extremely strong anti-African a ttitude. 

Secondly, the Coloured community in Durban is somewhat 

better off ~1an the one living in the ·estern Cape, or 

the African one in the town. S:he former have experienced 

relatively less discrimination for a longer period and were 

able to attain a higher standard of living, which to s ome 

degree brid£eS the gap between the Indian and the r:oloured 

communitias. There has been thus more interaction with, 

and respect for, the Coloureds than wac the case with the 

less educated Africans. 

The relatively positive oterootype of "the Coloureds" is 

not only apparent in comparison to that of "the !tfricans", 

but alco when compared to "the Afrikaners". It can be seen 

th~t in the eyes of the Indian subjecto "the Afrikanero" 

were oeen as being leas kind than most of the other groups 

(see Ta'ble 61 ) • 'l'hey were also rated as being lower in 

achievement t han "the Aoericans", "the Germanr:", and 
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ttthe Russiano", and l a cked the humour and warmth, as well 

as beauty, of the other groupo. They were regarded ao 

be~ng scarcely progressive, as well as relatively unwise 

and thouehtless. 'i'hey were, however, seen as being more 

happy tr.an most of the other crroups, especially ''the Indians". 

'l'here was t huo , on the whole, little adl!lira tion for "the 

Afrikaners" . 

Between the stereotypes of ttthe l nglif'h" and " the JewBn 

there is far less difference than between these two groups 

on the one hand and 11 the Afrikaners" on tlle other (see· 

J.'able 55 and rable 59). Both ~roups v1ere seen to be less 

ener6etic than the t hree non-~outh African ones, although 

they were more efficient than "the Afrikaners" and "the 

Coloureds 11
• Comparisons between "the 'Sngliohn on the one 

hand and "the Jewsn on the other lead to the concluoion 

that the latter were seen as being sonewhat mor e successful 

in their performance (see adjectives sucb as:- successful, 

rfficient, wise, progressive, careful, precise), althouGl' 

the Indian subjects stated that they were less acquainted with 

them. Thic is understandable because the majority of 

·,,hi tes in natal arc fngli~h-speaking Gentiles. 

It should be pointed out that in spite of economic 

discrimination against Indians in Natal by the rnglish-

speaking ·.,hi tes there was no indication of strong anti -

English feelings in the resul t r: obtained. Anti-,,.hi tc 

attitudes therefore seem to be conccntra ted on tho \,hi te 

Afrikaanr-speaking oection only. 

Lookine a t Table 54 it seemo that the Indian subjects had 

few objections to "the Americansn. In I!lost cases they were 

preferred t o the other groups (excluding their own). 
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They were only exceeded by "the r.ussians" as regards 

success, calmness, wisdom. and carefulnesB. 

It was generally found that the Indian r'ubjects showed a 

high regard for the achievements of "the Tiussions", with 

whom none of the other groups, except "the Americans", could 

compete. On the other hand, the subjects were not equally 

enthusiastic about the personality of "the ;mnsianFu, who 

were regarded as lacking some endearing traits, such as 

humour, warmth, happiness, and opennesfl, which most of the 

other groups wer8 seen to possess to a significantly larger 

degree. But this criticism did not extend to their 

trustworthiness, as "the Russinnstt were judged to be more 

sincere, wise, and thoughtful than e.g. "the English" or 

"the Afrikaners". 

Not too different from the stereotype of 11 the :::-. ussians11 is 

that of "the Germans ". Like the forner they were appreciated 

for their accomplisr~ents, but l ess so for personal qualities, 

as they were seen as being more tense, complicated, and 

humourless than most of the other eroups. Compared to 

"the Runsians", "the Germans" were seen to be more pleasa..l'lt, 

but of less attainment. 

2~i~g~---~-~12B~!-~EE!£~E~ 

The factor analysis extracted three factors (see Table 64), 

which represent most of the concepts to a high degree, since 

the communalities for the "I1te-concept'', uthe Jewc", "the 

Germans", "the Indians", and nthe Russianou were above .90, 

and those for "the Americans", "the English .. , and "the 

Coloureds" above .80. Only the communalities for "the Russians" 
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( • 71) ++, and "the A.fri cans n ( • 6 9) ++ were considerably lo•'ler. 

This seems to indicate that thesC" two concepts possessed 

13pocific varinnces which hE1 d :not beon extrac·ted by the 

factor analysic. 

· b t h t · d b 11 t.,..,1e f1e.,,manP.n (. 88) +++, r.rhe first factor 1s es c nrac er1ze y lJ u ... -

"the Tiur·sianc" ( .83)+++, " the Afrikaners" (. 76)+++ f and 

11 the Jews" (.7C)+++. '.rh.ese are grou·ps whose members were 

ju~~ed by the Indian ~ubjects a ~ beine men of achievoFent, 

but sor:~e•vhat lackin.:; in errotional wnrr1ti:~ or in hunour (as 

has already been discussed in cl~apter 6.4.1.). J.'he 

sinilari ty between these groups and the evalur~tion of 

"the Indians11 and the "r.le-concept" is not oo high as with 

those concepts which r.:howed .nie-.h loadings on the third factor. 

The third factor ha d its highest loadines on "the Indian~11 

(.39)+++, the "t:e-conce:pt" (.86)+++, "the T. nglish'f (.81)+++, 

and "the ft mericanf.' 11 (.68)+++. l3ecaut":c of the high loadings 

which represent concepts of their own group, thin factor can 

be called an 'Indian• factor, wLere those characteristics 

seen as typical for the Indians were seen to be preoent to 

a lesser extent in ~ome of the other concepts, especially 

"the i ... ngliflh11
• 

i'he r-econd factor has rela tively lovt lo'"'dings on all concepts, 

except in the case of nthe Colouredo" (. 88 )+++, and .. the 

African~" (.83)+++. In these two loa dings it showed a l:igh 

degree of similarity to the oecond factor of the Afrikaa.ns 

and the Enelish subjects. It roieht therefore a lGo be called 

a 'Non-'fjhi te • factor, emphasizing the lack of achievement 

but emotional warmth of the l'ion-\ihi te groups. 

++ 
+++ = communality 

= factor loading 
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As in the case of the Afrikaans and l~nglish subjects, the 

Indian group also made a clear die.tinction bet ween the 

Vlhi tes and the Non-Whites, while regarding themselves as 

not bel onging to the Non-nhite groups. Thus the Indian 

subjects could not prevent t hcmoelves from thinking 

according to colour cri.teria, although they themselves 

are not gaining much advantage from such a distinction. 

?he evaluation of themselves was very similar to their 

stereotype of "the I .. nglish" and quite different from their 

image of "the .Afrikaners". This might be caused by variuuo 

factors:-

(1) Through the medium of English the Indiana have 

become more acquainted wi·th r nglis h customs than 

vri th those of the Afrikaners. Most IndianE:" speak 
' i 

English and not Afrikaans as their first or second 

language . 

(2) The concentration of Indians in Natal has created 

a more persona l contact between the Indians and the 

I.n gli:::;h, than between t he forn-.e r and the Afrikaners. 

This i 8 mentioned by t he Indian Eubjects in, for 

example, Van den Berghe's study (1962). 

(3) By introducing the more radical measures of the 

Aparthei d policy, the Afrikaners have become the 

obvious target of dissa tisfaction within the Indian 

community. 

(4) Afrikaans life was less familiar to the Indians t han 

that of t he English. '.lhil st the former a re regarded 

mainly as being farming people , t he latter showed 

much interest in urban life and bus iness as many 

Indians do i n South Africa (Kuper, 1960 ). 
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This last point might a lso have influenced t he i mage of 

11 the Jews",. who were seen as being more similar to nthe 

Indians" than "the Afrikaners" (see factor III). However, 

there is also an attitude of dista.nce towards "the Jews" 

(see Van den Berghe, 1962), a fact which presumably caused 

their strong representation on factor I. 

The image of "the Americans" on the factors is not very 

distinct, as they obtained medium-sized loadings on all 

of them. "The Americans" seem to share their ascribed 

sim:plici ty and extroversion v;i th the Non-'Nhi te groups, 

whereas on factor I they have the good performance in 

common with the other groups, and with 11 the Indiansu they 

share a generally positive s tereotype. 

In conclusion it ca,."l be said that the Indian subjects seem to 

be in a difficult position. On the one hand they are 

officially classified as Non- Whites and restricted by many 

social customs and laws. On the other hand they do no·t regard 

themselves as belonging to the Non-White groups and try 

to associate with the r nglish-speaking \lhi tes by whom they 

are rejectedG Thus they seem to be forced into an isolated 

unity between the White and the Non-White tensions, where 

they cannot count on the help of a:ny s ide • .However, some 

do not yet seem to be fully aware of this development, 

otherwise one could. have expected a tendency in the factor 

analyeis to judge "the Indians" on a separate dimension. 
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6.5. The Coloured grou£ 

§~2~1~---~~-~~~!~~!£~!-~EE!2~£~ 

The results of the compa risons between the stereotypes are 

shovm in Tables 65 - 74. ~iiost of the differences are 

sta tistically significant. 

A number of sociological and psychological descriptions of 

t!.~.e Coloureds concentra ted on their r.1ost striking psychological 

characteristic, the so-called 1 .,-hi te Bias' (e. g . hlann, 1957, 

Kellermann., 1956, Patterson, 1953). The question in the 

present investigation therefore concerned the kind (if any) 

of ~hite Bias the Coloured subjects would show in their 

attitudes to other groups. Let us consider three possible 

manifestations:-

(1) a strong prejudice against other Non-\ihi te groups , 

( 2) an extremely positive stereo-type of Whites in 

general, and , 

(3) the attempt to be like t he \ihites, \'lho are 

regarded as being somewhat (but not very much) 

better than the Non-Whites. In this l ast- mentioned 

case we would expect a high degree of s i mil arity 

between the subjects' self-evaluation and their 

stereotype of the ~~hi tes. 

Let us start with the first possibility. Various investigations 

cited in the literature section have shown that the 

0oloureds do possess quite definite anti-African attitudes 

and are anxious not to be categorized under the same heading. 

These results are to some extent supported by the findings 

lis ted in Table 67, where "the Africans" were, on the whole, 

judged to be less efficient and comtemplative than other 
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groups. But this prejudice did not extend to cateeories such 

as humour, sincerity, warmth, and openness. Here "the Africans" 

were generally seen to be on the same level as the other 

groups, or even exceeding them. Thus the image of 11 the 

Africans" was not, on the whole, so negative that one 

could speak of an out-and-out anti-African attitude. Only 

when comparing them with their self-image did the subjects 

show a significant trend to regard "the Africans" as being 

i nferior. 

This last statement a lso holds true for the ;-tereotype of 

"the Indians" who on many item~ were judged less favourably 

than "the Coloureds" (s ee Table 69). However, in comparison 

with "the Jews 11 and "thf> Afrikaners", "the Indians" were not 

seen as being so different from the \'ihites that one could 

infer the existence of an extreme anti-Indian attitude. 

It should furthermore be added that the differences between 

"the Indians 11 and ttthe Africans" were not so consistent t hat 

one could deduce a distinct preference for either one of 

the groups, something which seems to be ~ore the case on 

the Social Distance f., cale, where 11 the Ind:i.ans 11 were preferred 

to "the Africans" as regards intimate rela tionships. This 

might be explained by the fact tha t most of the Apartheid 

laws discriminate on the social l evel. Thuf' interaction with 

Africans on t he part of the ~~oloureds might initiate a loss 

of s ome pri vile~:es which only the GolourGu"' have , especially 

becauoe the Africans with whom the J oloureds i n the ~ape 

come into conta ct a re generally manual worl::ors , who have 

very few rights in that part of the count1~ and live under 

the threat of being sent back to their ' homelands' . On 

the other hand, a social rela tionship with an Indian is 

less seriously regarded as a decrease of rights, as the 

---- ----------
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Indian community is still enjoying some privileges which 

are withheld from the Africans. 

Thus the first possible indication of a strong ~~hi te Bias 

is only evident within certain limits, where we find that 

the negative attitudes the Coloured subjects h&.ve towards 

other Non-\ihi te groups are not so strong as to allow one 

to speak of exceptional anti-lion-White prejudice. 

The possible existence of a second kind of ;thi te .Bias 

- an extremely positive evaluation of all White groups -

can be checked in Tables 65, 66, 68, 70, 72, and 73. 

If this kind of bias were present, one would expect ~ 

\thite groups to differ significantly from the Non-Whites 

in the direction of greater social desirabil ity. An 

inspection of the Tables indicates that this is not 

generally the case. It seems thus that some qualifying 

remarks have to be made. As regards the adjectives describing 

performances, the White groups tended to be superior to the 

Non-·~:hi tes, although the Coloured subjects al~o graded 

consistently among the former. The groups outside Couth 

.Africa were seen as beine sienificantly more proficient than 

those inside the country, and in the l ast-mentioned section 

"the Afrikaners" were seen as least competent. However, the 

Wnites were not regarded as possessing superior emotional 

capacity. It can, for example, be seen that "the Africans" 

and "the Indians" were regarded being as humorous, sincere, 

and warm as nthe Germans", "the Jews ", "the Afrikaners", 

and "the Russian~". Only in the case of "the Americans" and 

"the English" could one find a e;eneral superiority of nhite 

groups over flon-·Nhi tes , except, of course, for "the Coloureds". 

But it can also be seen from Table 65 and Table 66 that the 
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two groups were judged in a significantly better light than 

"the Afrikaners" . 

The preference for 11 the English-speaking :.::.outh Africans" 

over "the Afrikaners" is consistent with findings of other 

investigations (see LiteraturaGection). It might be due to 

the fact that the Coloureds never enjoyed equal rights under 

an Afrikaans government, whereas they were not legally 

discriminated against in the Cape colony during a part of 

t he last and .the beginning of the present century. The 

introduction of the official Apartheid policy might have 

been the rnajox factor in changing Afrikaners f'rom an 

admir ed group to a disliked one. 

The stereotype of 11 the Jews" in ;..outh Africa is also not 

very favourable (see Table 70). It is, for example, s omewhat 

less favourable than that of "the English". Thus it seems 

to be that the liberal movement larcely sponsored by 

c..Tewish people in the Cape has either not been recoe;nized 

by the Coloured subjects or it has not been evaluated ve17 

highly. It is of course a lso possible that the Coloured 

subjects were thinking of Jewish businessmen and not of 

Jewish intellectuals when rating them. 

In conclusion it can be said that there is no indication of 

a perceived White supremacy in all fields. Only "the Americansn 

tended to be seen in such a way, whereas the other Non-:Jouth 

African groups, such as "the Germans" and "the Russians" 

were admired for their efficiency, but not for their emotional 

qualiti es. Inside South Africa the Whites with the mos t 

favourable image were •tthe Englishu and not "the Afrikaners". 
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The third possible sign of a White Bias seems to be the most 

valid one ( see Table 71 and Table 74). It can be seen that 

the Coloured subjects regarded "the Coloureds" as well as 

the 11Me-conceptn as being superior to the other two Non­

White groups, as all significant differences are in this 

direction. Furthermore, as comparison with "the Afrikaners" 

and "the Jews" shows, "the Coloureds" were not generally 

thought inferior, - there even seems to be a significant 

tendency to rate "the Coloureds" more positively than the 

two other groups . The group perceived as being most like 

"the Coloureds" is that of " t he Afrikanerst', as there were 

only a few statistically significant differences between 

the two stereotypes. But the Coloureds did not see 

themselves as being really able to compete with the other 

two White groups as far as performance was concerned. 

However, they saw themselves as being .on ~same level with 

all other groups as regards emotional characteristics. 

It can therefore be concluded that there was no indication 

during the present investigation that the Coloured subjects 

tended to criticize their own group as severely as had been 

found in other studies (see Literature Section). On the 

contrary, the subjects did have a positive image of their 

group, which could be interpreted as evidence for a s trong 

attachment towards their own community. These findings might, 

of course, be relevant in the case of the present sampl e 

only, as they were not found to such an extent in other 

investigations where more criticism was voiced by some of 

t he subjects. But those r esults might have been a reflection 

of the opinions of less educated peopl e, as some investigators 

did not interview students ( e . g . Mann, 1957, LeRoux, 1959, 

Kellerman , 1956). The opinions gained from the present 
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sample reflect the attitudes of the more highly educated 

Coloureds , who mi ght be showing a more conscious s triving 

to regard "the Coloureds" as a positive entity separate 

from other groups which will then become the frame of 

reference more and more. This tendency wa~ already pointed 

out by Golding (1953). 

Furthermore it seel!l0 that the subjects have not developed 

a particularly bias~ed relationship to thei r o\vn group 

(see Table 74). They did not a l ways cons ider it as being 

a value-setting authoritative community, unlike the 

Afrikaans and Jewish subjects, who tended to regar d their 

reference group in this way, because in many ins tances the 

Coloured individuals rated themselves as being superior to 

"the Coloureds". On the other hand, they did not seem to 

regard themselves as being an elite group ins i de the 

Coloured community, like the Indian subjects tended to do, 

because 11 the Golourads11 were seen in a more favourable 

light than the subjects • self-evaluation on a number of 

adjectives . 

§~2~g~--!_~!2~~!-~EE£2~E~ 

At t his point a few remarks about the correlati ons 

involving the Coloured group s eem relevant before t he 

results of the factor analys is a re discussed • 

. Fir stly, the matrix of the Coloured group is the only one 

without negative correl a t i ons . In t he matr ices of t he 

other groups, negat i ve s igns generally occurred in 

correlations between either "the Africans " or "the Coloureds" 

on t he one hand, and s ome of t he stereotypes of 'tlhi t e groups, 
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especially those of "the Germans" and "the Russians .. , on 

the other. The lack of negative correlations indicatesthat 

the Coloureds differentiated less between the stereotypes 

than all other groups . 

~econdly, "the C!oloureds" as well as the "!.!e-concept" 

correlate strongly with "the Afrikaners" ( .94, . 94), 

"the Americansn ( .91, . 93), and "the Fnglioh" ( . 85 , .93), 

respectively. This would mean that on the whole the 

Coloureds ' image of themselves and the three groups mentioned 

is very similar. 

These two characteristics of the correlation matrix are 

mainly responsible for the shape of the resulting factors. 

It can be seen in Table 75 that three factors were extracted. 

Although the tendency of this analysis was towards a 

two-factor solution, it was decided to extract the third 

in order to increase the variance of the concept "the 

Africans", whose loading on the third factor proved to be 

too high to be dismissed out of hand. 

The first factor has its highest loadings on the following 

concepts:- "Me-concept" (. 81 )+++, "the Afrikaners" (.73)+++, 

"the English" (.72)+++, and nthe Americans" (.72)+++. 

These are the groups with whom the Coloured subjects are 

most eager to associate. It could be called a ' \tl!i te Bias ' 

fa.ctor , which excludes thooe ·,. hi te Groups whose values and 

behaviour could not be accepted since they were regarded as 

relatively strange . 

+++ == factor loading 
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The second factor highlights the more efficient, but at 

the same time s omewhat emotionally remote groups , such as 

"the Jews" (.87)+++, "the Indians" (.81)+++, "the Russians" 

(.72)+++, "the Germans" (.65)+++, and "the English" ( . 65)+++. 

The third factor cannot be interpreted in the absence of 

further information. For a better understanding of this 

factor more concepts would have to be included in the 

analysis, s omethin£ which should be done in future 

investigationfl. It can only be said that the :factor represents 

some characteristics ascribed to 11 the Germans" (.64)+++, 

"the Africans" (.57)+++, "the Afrikaners 11 (.54)+++, and 

"the Hussians" (.51)+++. 

It is obvious from these findings that the Coloured subjects 

did not tend to categorize groups a ccording to the criterion 

of colour, as there is no definite 'Black' or ' White' 

factor. Although the Coloureds have more than one dimension 

on which they judge other groups, these dimensions seem to 

be more difficult to interpret than in the case of the 

other groups tested. 

+++ = factor loading 
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6.6. The African SEOUP 

§~§~1~---~~~!l!i~~1-~EE!2~~ 

Tables 76 - 85 show the degree to which the Africans varied 

in their a·~ti tudes towards the ten groups mentioned. Most of 

the comparisons between the stereotypes were statistically 

significant. 

It should be kept in mind that the Africans in ~outh Afri ca 

connist of a relatively large number of heterogeneoun 

croups, not ' only as regards their tribal affiliation but 

also as regards the degree of urbanization and westernization. 

On the one extreme there are those Africans in t he tribal 

areas who are illiterate and whose major loyalty is towards 

their tribe. On the other extreme there are the sopr~sticated 

political leaders who proclaim an over-all African unity 

and oppose the restrictive measures of the Apartheid policy. 

It can be assumed t hat the subjects ' positions in the present 

study are somewhere between these two poles . To s ome degree 

they have been alienated from the 'primitive• Africans by 

their educational achievements, but neither can they 

publicly identify themselves with the opinions of the 

political extremis ts, because then they would not be allowed 

to s tudy at a s tate- run university. As in the case of t he 

Indians and Coloureds i t can be expected that the well­

educated Africans suffer more under the restrictions of 

the Apartheid laws than the uneducated ones, since, for 

example, the former are more likely to encounter racial 

discrimination in their professional career t han the l a tter. 

Thus it can be expected that these people a r e more inclined 

to express aniroosi ty towards the 'l.'hi tes than the more tribal, 

uneducated Africans . 
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Prom '.i:able 83 it emerges t:r..at "the Afrikaners" were their 

main target as these came off worse than the other Yihi te. 

groups. Differences between "the Afrikanersu on th~ one 

hand and the other Vi.hite groups on the other generally 

favoured the latter. For example, "the Afrikaners" wer e 

regarded as being significantly less contemplative than the 

other groups (see adjectives such as thoughtful , wit'e , calm). 

They were also judged as being very tough. One of their 

most significant ascribed traits was their happiness, in which 

they significantly exceeded all other groups, except "the 

Americans" . It is not s o strange that t~e African subjects 

were found to show a con~iderable dislike toward~ the 

Afrikaners , as the la·tter represent a group which tends to 

restrict t heir freedom. It i8 i nteresting t hat the 

criticism concentrated more on their wisdom than on t heir 

efficiency or even emoti onal evaluation. For exampl e, it 

can be seen t hat they were judged to be as warm as t l t he 

Germa.ns11
, "the Jewsn, and "the Rusaane"; and "the Ene;lish" 

were regarded as being warmer than "the .Afrikaners" only 

at the . 05-level of confidence. The same results can be 
.. 

observed on the adjecti ve sincere. On the whol e , " the .Afrikaners " 

were not underestimated in their performances and even their 

behaviour was not regarded as being significantly less 

progressive than that of "the Engl i sh" or "the Jews". 

The more positive attitude shown towards the Enclish- spea.kinc 

... .;outh Africans, when compared with ''"the .Af rikaners 11
, hac 

been f ound in variouP other investigation (see Literature 

~ ection). This might be due to vari ous reasons :-

Ji'irstly, the English-speaking ...,outh Africans are t hought 

to be less openly prejudiced against the Africans, thus 

they offend less in the situations of day-to-day contact. 
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~econdly, the Africans at Fort Hara are taught in English 

rather than in Afrikaans, and through this they get a 

better chance to become acquaint ed with the E'nglish way 

of thinking . The Afrikaners are also r.1oro openly propagators 

of racial discrimination and fighters againct an African 

nationalist movement in Couth Africa. 

The stereotype of "the Jewsn seem<> to be similar to that 

of "the English", as there were only few significant 

differences between the two groups . "The Jews" were r egard.ed 

on the one hand as being more active, efficient, and tough 

than "the English" • and on the other hand easier to excite, 

less careful, and less beautiful. "The Jews " were a l s o regarded 

as being relatively strange to the Africans. ?his was already 

found in chapter 4.1. and it is also supported by Van den Berghe 

(1962), whose African subjects had very little contact with 

Jews. 

In order to give a more precise description, the stereotypes 

of the three dhite groups in outh !tfrica will be compared 

with t he image of "the Africano" a.s well e.s with the subjects ' 

self-evaluation~. From Table 78 and ?able 85 it can be 

seen that the African subjects showed a high respect for 

"the Afr i cans" i n regard to their emoti onal as well ao their 

social behaviour. On traits such as humour, sincerity, 

simplicity, warmth , openness , and beauty "the Africans" were 

regarded very hi ghly. Another typical characteristic ascribed 

to "the Africans " seerns to be their simplicity . It is, 

furthermore, quite striking to see how relatively unhappy 

"the Africans " were thought to be, becaus e almost all other 

groups were judged as being happier. I t i s only in their 

performances that "the Africans" were rated as being 



- 171 -

significantly behind most of the \~hi te groups, especially 

when compared to "the Americans ", 11 the Germans", and "the 

h.ussians". Generally it can be said that the African sub jects 

did not underestimate their emotional qualities, but were 

s omewhat critical towards their achievements. 

This seems to be a reflection of Ngcobo' s opinion (1953), 

who wrote that the Africans admire the European's 

technological abilities, but regard their own moral and 

social behaviour as better than that of the VJhi tes. A 

kind of prototype of the latter seems to be 11 the Russians" 

who were considered extremely efficient, act ive, progressive, 

and careful; but on the other hand less humorou~ , sincere, 

warm , opon, relaxed, and beautiful than "the Africans" 

(see Table 84) . 

The same picture, though to a lesser extent, can be seen in 

the case of "the Germans". These results are striking in 

so far as the African subjects tested had little if any 

contact with Germans or Russian~ (see chapter 4.1.) and 

thought of them as being very strange. Furthermore, these 

were two groups which the African subjects had found the 

most difficult to judge (see chapter 4.2.). Thus it can 

be assumed that the image of the White prototype held by 

the African subjects need not necessarily be concentrated 

on the 1ihi te groups in ~outh Africa only, but can also 

apply to groups outside the country. 

To gain further information of the African auto-stereotype, 

the concepts of "the Africans" and the "Me-concept" were 

compared with "the Coloureds" and "the Indians". It can be 

seen from Table 82 that "the Africans" were on the whole 
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judged in a more positive light than "the Coloureds". 

"The .)oloureds" were not only seen as being lesz good in 

thei r performance, but they also lacked the thourougr..ness, 

warmth, and humour of n the Africans". This corresponds to 

results die cussed in the I1i terature Gection, where it was 

found that the Africans tended to look dovm on the noloureds. 

Eowever, 11 the Indians11 secJII to pose greater competition to 

the .A fricans (see ,.,able 80). They were deemed more 

successful, although less pleasant than "the Coloureds 11
, 

because they tend to be significantly more humourless, 

complicated, cooler, reserved, and strange than t he latter. 

The best imaf_;e of all secmf' to be that of "the Americans 11
, as 

they were rated not only as being very active, but also as 

humorous, thoughtful, progressive, and fast,- to mention 

only their most outstanding features. ~hey either poseess 

the good characterist1cs to t he same extent as the other 

groups, or they even wore on a superior level. Thus it seems 

that "the Americansn have a very positive stereotype in the 

eyes of the African subjects, which seemc to be little 

influenced, if at all, by recent clashes between '1hi tes 

and Non-',,hi tes in the U. ~ . A . (a lthough it chould be kept 

in mind that the more violent conflicts took place after these 

da.ta were collected), since the African subjects did not show 

any animosity towards "the American!=';" on adjeciives describing 

more emoti onal qualities. Furtl ... erzrore it should be pointed 

out that the subjects tended to idealize " the Americans" 

more than "the Russians". 

A further remark has to be made regarding the relationship 

between the individuals and their own group, "the Africans". 

Table 85 shows that the individuals tended to rate t hemselves 
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higher than their reference group. ':'his is especially 

under~Eitandable in the sphere of success, efficiency,and 

progress, as the subjects tested were a highly selected 

group who represented the intellectual elite of the 

Africans. However, the differences were not s o frequent 

that one could infer an alienation of these students from 

the large body of Africans. Both were seen as still hav~ng 

very much in common, especially in the more emotional sphere 

(see adjectives such ae hunorous, warm, open, relaxed). 

The rotated factor matrix is shown in ~able 86. lhrt'e 

factors were extracted. As the communalities show, "the 

Germans" (.98)++, ttthe Pussians" (.99)++, "the Jews 11 (.99)++, 

the "?lie-concept" (.95)++, "the .Americans" (.93)++, and 

11 the English" (.91)++ are reprosented to a very high degree 

in the factor analysis. On the other hand, "the Coloureds" 

(.51)++ have a rather low communality. It follows that the 

latter seem to possess a fairly high degree of specific 

characteristics which were not extracted. 

The highest loadings on the first factor are on "the 

Germans" (.95)+++, "the Russians" (.92)+++, "the Jews" (.81)+++, 

and '1 the Afrikaners" (. 82) +++. This factor seems to represent 

groups which were seen by the African subjects as being 

very capable but not emotionally close. 

The second factor is highly loaded on "the r:nc;lish" (.83)+++, 

ttthe Indians" (.80)+++, and the ... le-concept" (.72)+++. It 

++ = communality 
+++ = fa.ctor loading 
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can therefore be regarded as a factor measuring characteristics 

of groups which were seen as not s o capable as those on 

factor I, but who were more pleasant . 

The third factor shows the highest loadings on "the Africans" 

(.70)+++, "the Coloureds" (.68)+++, and the "Me-conceptn 

(.60)+++. It could therefore be called a 'Black' factor, 

although "the Americans 11 (.54)+++ also obtained relatively 

high loadings on it. 

This f a ctor seems to indicate t he exis tence of a feeling 

of ' Black Unity' in South Africa on the part of the African 

subjects . Although it was mentioned pr~viously that the 

subjects looked somewhat down on "the Coloureds", this 

prejudice is not s o strong as to create an aversion towards 

them. Quite the contrary, on a more global basis the 

emphasis seems to be on the similarities rather than on the 

differences. This result is supported by other findings 

(see Literature Part), where a considerable number of Africans 

emphasized that the Coloureds were fellow sufferers and they 

should give up their preference for the \'thi tes. This was 

also stressed in various books on Apartheid written by 

Africans, when they used the concept 'Blacks' or 

' Coloureds', including all ron-White people in South Africa 

( see for example Ngubane, 1963). On such occasions the 

Indians were generally excluded , as t hey were regarded as 

Asians and not as natives of Africa; persons who tended 

to sit on the fence without taking a definite side in the 

colour conflict . This attitude is also visible in the 

present study , where "the Indians" have a very small, 

negative loading on the third factor . 

+++ = factor loading 
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It seems also evident from factor III that there is a kind 

of African nationalism, which has very little to do with the 

ideas t he African subjects have a.bout "the Russ ianr-", who 

have a negative loading on t hat factor. Ano ther indication 

that t here is little in common bet·ween nthe Russians" on 

the one side and the Non-Whites on the other can be seen 

in the distribution of loading on factor I. Here 11 the Russians 11 

are very well represented, whils t "the Africans" , "the 

Coloureds", and t he "r,.e-concept" obtain only sma.ll loadings. 

The negative attitude towards "the Afrikaners11 seems to be 

both cause and effect of the l arge gap between t his group 

and the Non-'#hi tes. Although t he Africans know the Afrikaners 

qui t e well, there is very little rea l contact with them 

(see Van den Ber ghe , 1962 ), and no common basi~ exists on 

which t hey could communicate easily. 

This seems to be less the case with the :;ngl ish- speaking 

~outh Africans and a l s o "the Indians". I t can be seen that 

trai ts a ttributed to "the English" and "the I ndians" were 

seen as relevant i n t he case of the individuals' self-image, 

but l ess relevant as regards "the Africans" . There i s thus 

quite a difference between the subjects ' s elf-evaluation 

and the s tereotype of their reference group. ~hilst the 

l atter was mainly described by the t hird factor, the 

indi viduals, in addition to this description, regarded 

themselves also as havi ng those traits in common which they 

attribut ed to t he more moderate groups in ~outh Africa, 

viz .- "the Engl ish" , "the Indians ", and "the Jews" . 

I t can thus be hypot hesized tha t the wel l - educated Africans , 

such as the subjects in the present investigation , did not 
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judge them~elves to be so unique as to have nothing in 

common with the more positively rated White groups. This 

identification with the White characteristics does not, 

however, seem to have alienated the African students from 

their reference group, as the "!1e-concept" has a considerable 

loading on the third factor, pointed out before. I t i s , 

of course , quite likely that the students regarded themselves 

as being more westernized than the average African. 

It should furthermore be mentioned that the only ones which 

were seen to have very little similarity with White groups 

were "the Coloureds", who obtained very small loadings on 

factors I and II. "The Coloureds" were considered only 

roughly like "the Americans" on the t hird factor. The 

fairly high loading of "the Americans 11 on that factor can 

be explained by their warm and friendly nature in the eyes 

of the Africans. They were seen to be as emotional as the 

Non-Whites. It is al s o evident from the factor analysis 

that the image of nthe Americans" is not easily categorized 

a ccording to a single dimension, as t hey obtained medium 

loadings on all three factors. 

with these points in mind, it can be said that the African 

subjects did not seem to have merely two categories 

determined by the colour line, according to which they 

classified the Whites into one and the Non-Whites into 

another. The reason for this seems to be a perceived 

subdivision of the Whites, although there was a distinct 

trend to judge the Non-Whites as differing from the Whites. 
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6.7. Conclusions as regards hypotheses III, IV, and V 

These hypothQses cover the rela tionsl ... ip of etrlllic stereotypes 

inside the six groups. 

Hypothesis III: 

In any one ethnic group, stereotypes attributed to other 

ethnic groups will indicate that the various groups judged 

are seen as being distinctly different . 

This hypothesis can be accepted for all six groups, based 

on the results of the analytical approach. However, from 

the more global approach ( factor analyses) the main 

dimensions become apparent, where similarities (high 

loadings on the same factor) as well as dissimilarities 

(high loadings on different factors) between the stereotypes 

are more pronounced. 

HyPothesis IV: 

Differentiation between Whites and Non- Whites in Gouth 

Africa will be particularly strong. 

This hypothesis can E£1 be accepted for the Jewish as well 

as for the Coloured group on the basis of the factor­

analytical results. 

However, and with some reservations, it seems to be valid 

for the other groups . In all of them there is no uni­

dimensional system, where the Whites are regarded to be 

direct opposites to the Non-Whites. But in a ll four groups 

there is a Non-\lhi te factor, which refers only to "the 

Africans" and to "the Coloureds", and not to "the Indianr-". 

Furthermore, Vlhi te groups a re not evaluated on only one , 
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but on two dimens ions. 

Thus the most obviouo sign of the colour line in c·outh 

Africa seems to be a set of distinct atti tudes towards 

the two main Non-White groups, which, however, does not 

correspond to a unique set of attitudes towards the Whites. 

The main distinction between the Non-~hites and the Whites 

made by all six groups seems to be in respect to 

achievement level and not so much to the more emotional 

qualities. 

Hypothesis V: 

The stereotype of the subjects• own group will be the 

most positive one. 

This hypothesis can be accepted only in part, namely for 

those characteris tics describing tee more emotional traits. 

It has to be rejected in the case of those adjectives 

concerning the level of performance. Here the self-descriptions 

referring to the reference group or to the "Ue-concept" are 

generally less positive than those characteristics 

attributed to the hon- South African groups mentioned. 
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C H A P T E R VII 

C 0 M P A R I S 0 N L .B E T h' E :C N T H f. 

S T E R E 0 T Y P E S H E 1 D By T H 1-: GROUP~ 

The aim of this chapter is to find out if the six groups 

differed in the stereotypes described in the foregoing 

chapter, or if the stereotypes tended to be universal inside 

the framework of Louth African society. 

For the purpose of clarification, the term '~EJP-~?e~~ image ' ........ __ _ 
as used in the present context is defined as t he i mage of a 

particular group as held by members of the sa~e group , i . e. 

the group-self image of the Afrikaans cubjects tes ted is the 

concept "the Afrikaners". The tenu is different from the term 

•self-image of the individuals' since the l a tter i s used in ... ~ .. ·~ - . 

the case of the "M~-:£_gncept11 only. Used synonymous ly with the 

term group-self image is the term •auto-stereotype', whereas 

'hetcrostereotype' indicates a stereotype of a group held by 

members of another group. 

All comparisons were made by means of the Median Test, which 

compares the stereotypes of two groups with one another on 

each adjective pai r separately. Statistical differences bet~ween 

two groups a re given a t the . 05, . 01, and . 001 level of 

significance in the relevant t ables. 
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7 .1. Comparison between the group! self-images 

It has already been found that the subjects held a rather 

positive image of their respective reference groups. At this 

point the question arises whether the groups' self-images 

approximate, or whether some groups are excessive in the way 

they attribute positive characteristics to themselves. 

Table 87 shows the results of the comparisons between the groups' 

self-images. The first t wo letters before an oblique stroke stand 

for the concepts to be judged, and the second two letters 

indicate the group which was judging . Thus AK/AK means the 

stereotype of "the Afrikaners" as given by the Afrikaans subjects, 

whilst vs. is an abbreviation for •versus'. Therefore AK/AK 

vs. Eli/EN means "the Afrikaners" judged by the Afrikaans subjects 

compared with the image of lfthe English" as given by the Eng­

lish-speaking South Africans. The letters inside the Table in­

dicate which one of the two group-self images was judged to be 

significantly more positive than the other one. 

As can be seen from the first five columns, most results which 

are statistically significant have the subscript "AK". This in­

dicates that when compared with the self-images of the other 

groups, the Afrikaans subjects tend to attribute significantly 

more positive characteristics to their reference group than the 

others did to theirs. This means that the Afrikaans subjects 

possess a very positive image of their own group, and it is 

brought out especially when comparing the Afrikaans self-image 

~vith tha t of the English, Indian, Coloured, and African subjects. 

Only the Jewish subjects tend to show a similar pattern to that 

of the Afrikaans group, and for success and humour the Jews rat­

ed their r eference group even higher than the Afrikaners did. 

The Jewish subjects• very positive judgment of their ovm group 
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can also be seen in columns six, ten, eleven, and twelve. The 

major part of the significant results shows the subscript "JE". 

Exceptions to tl1is are the adjective pairs simple-complicated, 

calm-excitable, and tough-tender, but it might be remembered 

that these are the adjective pairs on which the Jewish subjects 

tended to differ in their evaluation from the other groups. As 

was been mentioned already, many subjects rated complica ted, 

excitable, and tender to be a more positive description of a 

person than t he respective opposites . 

The Coloured subjects show a markedly more positive i mage of 

their reference group than the English subjects show of theirs 

The same tendency, though to a lesser extend, can also be seen 

where they were compared with the Africans' self-image . When 

the self-image of the Coloureds is compared with that of the 

Indians, it is evident that the former stress humour, warmth, 

happiness, open-mindedness, a relaxed attitude, and toughness, 

noticeably more often, whereas the latter are concerned more 

with success, thoughtfulness, efficiency, simplicity, and care­

fulness. 

The Africans and the English showed the most deprecating group­

self-images. The question arises whether these hvo groups tend 

to shape their auto-stereotypes r.1orc a ccording to the image 

which other groups have of them. This,among other,things was 

investigated in the following chapter. 
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7.2. Relationship between a group self-image and the 

stereotl~es of that group as held by others 

In order to see how much the auto-stereotypes of the groups 

tended to correspond with other group! stereotypes of them, 

the auto-stereotype and the hetereosterootypes held of the same 

concept were compared. The results are sho\vn in Table 88 and 

Table 89 for the six groups . 

It can be seen from the two tables that in five of the six 

groups (Afrikaners, Jews, Indians, Coloureds, and Africans) 

the au·to-stereotype i s very different from the hetero-stereotypes. 

The members of a group tended to see their reference group in 

a much more positive light than the subjects of other groups. 

In the case of the Non-White t,:rroups this result was expected 

especially in the comparisons between the Non-\','hi te auto-stereo­

types and the evaluations of these groups by the White groups , 

because the latter tend to be negetively prejudiced towards 

Non-L11i tee, especially as regards their performance. As was 

pointed out by van den Berghe (1966)1 the situation in 0outh 

Africa has changed to such a degree that the Non- Whites no lon­

ger accept the White stereotypes as their own, but tend to 

evolve a ~uch more positive picture of their reference group . 

Thus they saw their own perforcances in a much better light 

than did the White groups. They also thought of themselves as 

being more conscientious and contemplative than the White groups 

did. All in all, the Non-White groups did not look upon them­

selves as irresponsible children, but as people on whom one 

could rely much more than was generally credited by the ','f'hi te 

subjects. 



- 183 -
However, the discrepancies in auto- and hetero-sterootypes 

did not only occur bct\veen the Whi to and the :N·on-\Yhi te groups, 

but also inside these two major categorles. Thus it can be 

seen that the Indian and the )oloured ~roup-self-images were 

much more positive than the images held of these two groups 

by other non-Vlhi te groups. This is especially evident in the 

case of the Coloured auto-stereotype, where the Coloured sub­

jects had a much better picture of their own group than the 

Indian and the African subjects. Fro~ this we can infer that 

the Coloureds feel denigrated not only by the White groups 

but also by the Non- Whites. However, it is interesting to sea 

that,in ·the case of the African auto-stereotype, it roughly 

corresponds to the image of the Africans as held by the Colour­

ed subjects. This could have two reasons:- Firotly, a relative1y 

positive image of the Africans as held by the Coloured subjects; 

secondly, a modest group self-image of the Africans (both points 

were discussed previoucly) But it should be added that the 

latter point i s less important, because tbe auto-stereotype 

of the African subjects is nevertheless not so modest us to 

correspond with those images held by the other firoups, as there 

were very many differences, which indicate that the Afrikaans, 

English, Jewieh, and Indian subjects did not show such posi­

tive attitudes towards the Africans as the Africans themselves 

did. 

Ac regards the White groups the larees t number of differences 

between the auto- and hetero-stereotypes ie in the case of 

the Afrikaners. Not only did the Uon-V/hi tes seem to hold the 

Afrikaners in much less esteem, but the English and the Jews 

did s o as well. These discrepancies were not concentrated on 

particular characteristics, but seemed to involve almost all 

of them. The same tendency is evident, but to a lesser degree, 

in the case of the Jews . 
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All in all it can be said that the Afrikaanst Jewish, Indian, 

Coloured and African subjects saw their own group in a much more 

positive light than any one of the others .regarded it. 

In contrast to the picture of thes e five groups is that of the 

English-speaking subjects. They did not show such a constant over­

estimation of their reference group. On a number of items there 

was even a reverse trend, where the other groups sat'I tho 1~nglioh 

in a better light than they did themselves. ThiP is especially 

evident in the case of the Coloured subjects, where all signifi­

cant differences indicate that the Engli sh subjects tended to 

judge their reference group more critically than the former. 

Two reasons could be given for this:- 1. ) The Coloureds 

enjoyed a greater degree of legal freedom under the English 

government than under the Afrikaners with their codified discri­

mination laws. Thus the English might to some degree be idealized 

for what they attenpted politically, and such political attitudes 

were then generalized to include other characteristics of the 

English. 2.) The trend of the Coloureds was to make reasonable 

judgments on every kind of group, which in the present case over­

laps with the modeot image -the English-speaking subjects had of 

their own reference group . 

It can be seen that only the Indian subj ects generally tended to 

have a less favourable image of the l.'nglish than the l:nglish did 

themselves. This might be due especially to the Natal situation, 

where the Enel ish and the Indians have a much more competitive 

relationship than, for example, t he English and the Coloureds in 

the Cape . The Indiane' critique was largely concentrated on the 

more emotional aspects, such as humour, thoughtfulness , sincerity, 

\varmth, happiness, and open-mindedness. They agreed, on the other 

hand, with the English subjects on the success and efficiency of 

the English. The critical attitude of the Indians could be due to 
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discriminative laws by means of whicr: t he Fnglioh tended to 

prevent effective competition between the t wo groups in the 

economic sector. 

mnong the Afrikaans, the Jewish, and the Afric~~ subjects there 

was an astonishing amount of agreement between their image of the 

Bnglish and the image as held by the English subjects themselves, 

and, all in all, it can be said that the other eroups tested saw 

the r;nglish as the latter saw themselves. How could thi~ be ex­

plained? 

In our discuss ion so far it was been noted that the Fnglish in 

~outh Africa generally belong to the groups evaluated favourably, 

which indicates that they possess a rather positive image in the 

eyes of all ot her groups. 

Purthermore, they tended to show a fairly modest self- evaluation, 

so that their sclf-imJ.ge cou.ld be 3CCe''Jted by the other c roups. 

'£his would indicate a high degree of realism and self- effacement. 

2mreral reasons could be advanced for this:-

1.) The Engl i sh in South Africa never really had to fight f or 

their ethnic identity, and were thus not forced to develop 

an overoptimistic group image. This is proved by their 

lower ethnocentrism score (Achr on,l963 ; Pettigrew, 1958 ) , 

and their more modest evaluation of overt achievement 

(Filorsbach , 1965), as well as their tendency to show less 

extreme judcmcnts,e.c . as re~rds Capital Puninhment 

(i':Iorsbach, 1967), and nationalism (Gillespie&Allport, 1955). 

2.) The English-speaking subjects stress racial discrimination 

to a lescer extent than the Afrikaners. 

3.) The eeneral image of t he English people outside South Africa 

mieht also have contributed much . IIere , the recent develop­

ments in the African and As ian continents might have played 
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a role, where the English supported the idea of decolonization 

and self-government. 

It should, however, be added that although the English subjects 

seem to be well adapted as regards their auto-stereotype, they 

did not shovT the same degree of empathy when judging other groups; • 

as the auto-stereotypes of those groups differed significantly 

from the stereotypes a s hel d by the English on such croups. Here , 

the ?nglish subjects tended not to meet the demands of the other 

~roups . Thus it can be assumed that in a relation~hip ~1hore 

conething is expected of the I:nt;li ~l.. _::rou1) there '."'ill be a 

considerable conoensus between all groups concerned.; 1:.o·sever, 

in a relationship where somethine is expected of any other group 

in South Africa there will be little agreement between the group 

in question on the one hand and all other groups on the other, 

and even the English group will not show a significantly greater 

insight into t:te self-concept of that group. 
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7.3. Gtereotypes of the Groups inside ~outh Africa, 

excluding judwents of one's OJA'!l group 

Comparisons were made between the six groups as regards their 

judgments of the concepts representing groups in South Africa. 

The reference groups were always excluded from the comparisons, 

as these have already be~~ compared with those of the other 

groups in Tables 88 and 89. 

The comparisons covered all adjectives and are shown for the 

six concepts "the Afrikaners", "the English", "the Jews", 

"the Indiansu, "the Coloureds", and 11'the Africans", in 

Tables 90 to 95, respectively • 

.. The Afrikaners" -----·--------
From Table 90 it can be seen that the ~oloured subjects general­

ly held more positive opinions about "the Afrikaners" than the 

other groups. They regarded ttthe Afrikaners'' as possessing 

significantly more humour and beauty. Compared with the '£'nglish 

subjects they did not regard "the Afrikanersn as being so 

sincere and warm; however, they saw them as being more progres-

sive and fast. 

When the Lnglish were compared with Jewish subjects, the 

former either shared the same opinions, or had even more 

positive ones,- as on the adjectives thoughtful, sincere, wise, 

progressive, and beautiful. In general, the English subjects 

seemed to have a higher opinion of the sincerity and warmth of 

"the Afrikaners". 

The Indian subjects stressed the adjectives successful and 

fast in "the Afri kaners" significantly more than the Bnglish 

and Jewish subjects, but they did not see them as being so 

warm, sincere, and relaxed as the latter two groups did. 
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The African subjects rated 11 the Afrikaners" as more progressive 

and open-minded than all other groups except the Coloureds. 

Thus it can be said that none of the groups generally had a.n 

extremely positive or negative picture of "the Afrikanersn, 

although the Coloured subjects seemed to be more positively 

and the Indians more negatively inclined than the other groups. 

:x~~~~~!1~-~~e1!~~=~E£~~!~B-~2~!h_!!r!£~~~: 

From Table 91 it is clear that the Coloureds held the most 

positive image of "the Englishn. They stressed the adjectives 

active, humorous, sincere, and fast significantly more than 

any other group. 

The Afrikaans subjects had a more positive image than the 

Jews of "the English" on some adjectives such as wise, open, 

progressive, familiar, fast, and precise; on the others they 

did not differ to any great extent from the Jews. The 

Afrikaners also preferred 11 the English" more than the Indians 

did. 

On the whole, the Indian subjects seemed to hold the most 

critical opinions of ttthe English". Only in some cases were 

the Jewi sh subjects still more critical, such as on the 

adjectives active, simple, progressive, and fast . The l atter 

group was , however, attaching more signi fi cance to the 

thoughtfulness, sincerity, and warmth of "the English". 

The Africans did not express many differing opinions from 

those of the Jews and the Indians , although they tended to be 

more positively inclined towards "the English". 
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On the whole it can be said that the Coloureds had the most 

positive image of "the English", whereas the Jews and the 

Indians tended to see them in a less favourable licht. 

"The Jews" 

The Coloured and the African subjects showed very similar 

es timations of "the Jews". The three differences between the 

~vo groups are significant only at the .05-level. However, 

these two groups differed from the opinions of the Indian 

subjects on quite a number of adjectives. The latter regarded 

"the Jews" as being l ess humorous, thoughtful, open, and more 

simple, wise, and careful than did the former. When compared 

with the other groups, it was noticeable that the Indians 

stressed the simplicity, wisdom, and carefulness of 11 the Jewstt 

more than the others. Por the Afrikaners, "the Jews" seemed to 

be more familiar, progressive , and precise than for the 

English, Indian, Coloured, and African subjects (see ~able 92 ). 

\Then the image of "the Jews" held by the Afrikaans subjects 

was compared with that held by the English, it was shovvn that 

the latter emphasized the efficiency, warmth, sincerity, and 

carefulness with a greater frequency. Quite a number of 

differences exist between the English and the Indian group. 

The English subject s did not consider "the Jews" as simple, 

wise , calm, and beautiful as the latter. It is v1orth observing, 

however, that they were more inclined rather to deem them 

active, humorous, warm, happy, open, progressive, familiar 

and f ast. 

Generally speaking, it can be said that none of the groups had 

a substantially more positive or negative picture of nthe Jews"; 



- 190 -

although there seems to be an indication that the two .ihite 

groups, especially the English subjects, tend to see "the Jewfj" 

in a more favourable light than the Non-Whites. 

''The Indians" 

The Jewish subjects seemed to have a rather similar opinion 

of "the Indians11 to that of the English, Coloured, and African 

subjects (see Table 93). However, compared with the Afrikaans 

subjects, the Jewish subjects thought "the Indians" more 

sincere, wise , warm, fast, careful, and beautiful, althoue;h 

they were not so familiar wi th them. Generally, 11 the Indians" 

seemed to be more familiar, open-minded, and tough to the 

Afrikaans subjects than to any other group. 

The Indians' activity, thoughtfulness, and sincerity seemed 

to be significant characteristics in the eyes of the 

Coloured group . An interesting finding is the significantly 
-

higher rating of the African subjects as regards the beauty 

of "the India.ns", when compared to the ratings made by all 

other groups. 

It may be mentioned that a high degree of homogeneity of 

opinion between the groups is found for the adjectives 

humorous, successful, efficient, simple, happy, and relaxed 

when rating 11 the Indians". 
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"The Jolou:reds" 

From Table 94 it can be seen that the Jewish subjects had the 

most positive image of "the Coloureds" when compared to those 

of the other groups. The only exception is the Indian group, 

which believed "the Coloureds" to be more efficient, 

beautiful, and tough than the Jews did. This positive 

attitude held by the Indian subjects is corroborated when 

compared wi th the Afrikaans, the Englisi1, and the African 

eroups. Here, the Indians saw "the Coloureds" as being 

noticeably more active, t houghtful, progressive, fast, 

beautiful, and precise than the Afrikaans subjects did, 

although the l atter regarded them as being more humorous, 

sincere, simple, and relaxed. 

The bnglish and the Indian subjects have markedly differing 

opinions of "the Coloureds". The former look upon t hem as 

being I!lore pa osive, huoorous, thoughtful, sincere, simple, 

warm, excitable, conservative, strange, s low, relaxed, tender, 

ugly, and vag"..1e • 

Although "the Coloureds" were felt as being more familiar to 

the Afrikaans subjects than to the English, the former did not 

see t hem as being as thoughtful, progressive, fast, careful, 

tender, and beauti ful than the latter. 

The African subjects did not demonstrate a very consistent 

positive or negative attitude towards "the Coloureds" . This 

is in clear contrast to all other groups . They regarded 

"the Golouredstt as being l ess humorous, sincere , warm, and 

tough than the Afrikaans, English, and Je\vish subjects , but 

did ?ee them as being more precise , and more beautiful. 
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Overall, it can be said that the groups did not correspond 

very much as regards their image of nthe Colouredsn. But 

none of them had an extremely negative or positive picture 

of them. 

"The Africans" --.... ----------~..-. 

If Table 95 is compared with the five foregoing ones, it can 

be seen that it shows the highest number of differing opinions 

between the groups towards a concept. 

The Afrikaans subjects appeared to have the undoubtedly 

most negative attitude towards "the .Africans ... Thus they 

considered them more foolish, passive, thoughtless, careless, 

and ugly than all other groups did, although they seemed to 

know them quite well; certainly better than did the English, 

Jewish, and Coloured subjects. 

The attitude of the Coloured subjects was rather different 

to that of the Afrikaners . nThe Africans" they thought as 

being more active, successful, efficient, wise, calm, 

thoughtful, sincere, fast , careful, and precise than mos·t 

other groups did . The image of "the Africans" held by the 

Jewish subjects and the English subjects was either the same 

on some adjectives , or more positive in the eyes of the 

Jewish sub j ects. such as on thoughtful, warm, careful, 

beautiful, and precise. 

Contrasted with the Indian subjects, the English and Jewish 

subjects regarded "the Africans" as more passive, inefficient, 

complicated, warm, slow, relaxed, and tender. 
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All in all it can be said that the differences between the 

groups towards the image of "the Africans" are greater than 

for any other South African concept tested. The Afrikaans 

subjects had the most critical opinions, whereas the 

Coloureds had the most positive ones. 

From the foregoing discussion the following conclusions can 

be drawn concerning the stereotypes of South African groups :­

(1) White groups in South Africa were~ evaluated 

much better by other White subjects than by the 

r;on-Whi tes. 

(2) V.'hen comparing the ratings of White subjects with 

those of Non-White subjects on the topic of 

Non-White concepts, the Non- White subjects did not -
consistently evaluate these concepts much more 

favourably. 

(3) The most controversial concept is that of nthe Africans". 

The Coloured subjects had the most favourable 

image of this group, whereas Afrikaners had the 

least favourable. 

(4) Coloured subjects generally tended to rate all 

other groups in a more positive light than the 

subjects of the other five groups did. 

(5) Inside the "nite groups, the Jewish subjects tended 

to be l east pre judiced towards t he Non-V,'h.i t e groups , 

and the most criti cal of the White groups 

(excluding their group-self image). 
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7.4. ConceEts representing groups outs i de South Africa 

"The Amer i cans" 

It can be seen in Table 96 tha t in the case of a l most all 

comparisons where the Indians differed significantly from 

the other groups, the former displayed very positive att i -

tudes towards "the Americans''. Thi s i s particularly evident 

when compared with t he Afrikaans , English, and Jewish sub-

jects. Thus the English did not find "the Americans" as 

active, humorous, t h oughtful, efficient, wise , happy, calm, 

progressive , fast , careful, tough , beautiful, and preci se 

as the Indians did. The same is true (but to a lesser extent) 

for the Afrikaans and the Jewish subjects. 

Quite simil a r a ttitudes to those of the Indians were hel d 

by the Coloured subjects. There a r e only four significant 

differences be~veen these two groups . And when the Coloureds 

were compared with the other groups, their positive imace 

of "the Americanstt came out cl early. They found them more 

thouchtful, sincere, wise, calm, and careful , than the Afri-

kaners, English, and Jews did . 

The English, on the other hand, sea~ed to have a more critical 

image of "the Americans" . They very rarely stressed the 

positive adjectives more strongly than the other groups. I n 

some way they reacted simil arly to the Jewish subj ects , as 

there are only two comparisons where the two groups differed 

from one another, although it must be mentioned that tb.e Jews 

were more positively inclined towards "the Americans" than the 

English. There are quite a number of adjectiveo ( es~ecially 

when compared with the Afrikaners and the Africans ) on which 

Jewish subjects had better opinions of "the Americans" than 

the two other groups. Thus , for example, they regarded them 

as being more activ e , humorous , simpl e , open, and fast than 
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the Afrikaners did. But on the other hand the Afrikaans 

subjects were more inclined to judge "the Americans " 

thoughtful, wise, careful, beautiful, and precise. And, 

furthermore, "the Americans 11 seemed to be more familiar 

to them than to any other group. The African subjects 

occupy a middle position.. On the one hand they regarded 

nthe Americans" as less warm, and tough, but more thought-

ful, than the other groups did. 

By way of summary, it can be said that there is no 

adjective pair on which all groups corresponded in their 

opinion of nthe Americans" . The more positive attitudes 

towards them were expressed by the Indian and the Coloured 

subjects, and the more negative ones by the English group, 

whilst the others were more or less inbetween with differing 

opinions on various adjective pairs. 

11The Germans 11 

It is evident from Table 97 that the Afrikaans subjects had 

the most positive image by far of "the Germans". They rated 

nthe Germans" as being s ignificantly more humorous, thought-

ful, efficient, s incere, wise, vvarm, happy, open-minded, 

progressive, familiar, fast, relaxed, beautiful, and precise. 

Contrary to this very positive picture is the one held by 

the Jewish sub j ects . They regarded t hem as being humourless, 

thoughtless, insincere, foolish, cold, excitable, conservati ve, 

slow, tense, and ugly noticeably more often than the other 

groups did. 
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The ~nglish subjects tended to share the opinions of the Jews 

more than those of the Afrikaners, although they were not 

quite so negatively inclined towards "the Germa.ns11
• 

But when compared with the Indians end the Goloux·eds, they very 

rarely stressed the pooitive adjectives with any oore 

significant frequency, whereas these latter t?m eroups did. 

Thus the Joloured subjects judged "the Germans" to be more 

humorous, thoughtful, wise, warm, open, progressive, fast, 

tough, and beautiful than did ~1e English subjecto. The 

Coloureds' opinion of "the Germans, seemed to be nearer to 

that of the Afrikaners than to that of the Jews. 

The Indians, being in a middle position between the Afrikaners 

and the Jews, saw "the Germans" more favourably on adjectives 

such as wise, progressive, fast, and tough than did the 

Lnglish subjects. 

The Africans have a lot in common with the Coloured and Indian 

subjects in their image of "the Germans", as there was only a 

small number of differences between them. 

It can generally be said that there seemed to be two dis­

similar images of "the Germans":- a very positive one (held 

by the Afrikaners) and a very negative one (expressed by the 

Jews). It 'ms already pointed out that these two diverging 

stereotypes might be a reflection of the different attitude 

which the Afrikaners and the Jews have towards nthe Germans19
• 

While, for example, many Afrikaners sympathized with Germany 

during ·,/orld ~iar II, the Jews suffered from German persecution. 

It can be seen that in spite of \test Germany' s insistence 
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that the atrocities during the Nazi regime were carried out 

by a relatively small number of powerful and brutal people, 

ther~ is still a. strong aversion towards all Germans in those 

Jews who expe~ienced the war at first hand, or from afar. 

And this seems to be even in those Jewish students who were 

born after the war, as the students tested were generally 

younger than twenty in 1965. This antipathy s eems to be 

concentrated more on the emotional traits of Germans than 

on their actual performance, as there was little disagreement 

between the ~rewish subjects and the other groups on adjectives 

such a s success, activity, VJld carefulness. 

ttThe Russians" _...,._,.,_......,._ ...... __ _,_.._ 

It can be seen from Table 98 that among the \Jhite groups the 

image of ttthe Russians" does not differ to a large degree. 

There are no significant differences at all between the 

English and the Jewish subjects; and between the English on 

the one hand and the Afrikaners on the other there are only 

a few, namely on the adjectives progressive, familiar, and 

ugly. Here, the latter group stressed these characteristics 

significantly more often. It should furthermore be mentioned 

that ''the Russiansn seemed to be more familiar and more ugly 

to the AfrikEtners than to any other group. 

The opinions held by the Non-\lhi te groups are quite different. 

The Indians, Coloureds, and Africans showed a significantly 

more positive attitude on a number of adjectives. This is 

particularly evident in the case of the Indians, who frequent-

1y saw '1 the r.ussianr~" in a more posi tive light t han even the 

Coloureds and Africans did. ~heir positive opinions did not 
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concentrate so much on characteristics dealing with achieve­

ment as on those dealing with emotional qualities, such as 

humorous, thoughtful, sincere, wise, warm, happy, calm, 

beautiful, and relaxed. The same holds true, although to 

lesser extent, in the case of the Coloureds and the .Africans. 

Of the thref-J Non-\, hi te groups, the J;\.fricans were the most 

critical ones. 

On the whole it can be said that the ~!hi te groups displayed 

a more critical attitude towards "the Russia.ns 11 than the 

Non-White groups, especially on characterist1.cs of an 

emotional kl.nd. 
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7.5. Self-images of the individuals (the "fie-concept'•) 

Table 99 reveals 'that there are quite a number of differences 

between the groups on tho rating of their individual 

personali·ties. The ratings between them corresponded only 

on two adjective pairs, active-passive, and relaxed-tense. 

Here the groups did not differ :from one another in their 

individual self-evaluations. The English subjects :h..ad the 

least positive image o:f themselves. Their relatively modest 

attitude has a.lready been noticed in the context of their 

group self-image. It was the only case where auto-stereotype 

and hetero-steraotype coincided appreciably. 

The second group ~ith a relatively restrained estimation of 

itself v~s that of the Jews. Although they saw themselves 

as significantly more humorous, warm, progressive, familiar, 

and tender than the Lnglish did; and as being warmer and 

happier than the Afrikaners saw themselves; they had more 

critical opinions towards their persona.li·ties than the Indians, 

the Coloureds, and the Afrikaners had of theirs. Thus they 

seemed to be more reluctant in attributing positive 

characteris tics to themselves than to their reference group, 

a finding whl.ch has already been discussed before. 

The Afrikaans subjects , however, had a significantly more 

positive image of themselves than the English and the Jews 

had. The former stressed the adjectives humorous, ouccessful, 

efficient, wioe , warm, open-minded, progressive, familiar, 

fast, and precise much more than the "English did. 

The Coloureds' "Me- concept" is rather s imila r to that of the 

Afrikaans subjects. Here it shouJ.d be r omen1bered that the 
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Coloureds saw nthe .Afrikaners" as being very sir.1ila.r to their 

own reference group. It could therefore be assumed that from 

the Coloured point of view there were not cany differences 

between themselves and the Afrikaners, as they judged both 

groups to be very similar. However, the Afrika~~s subjects 

seemed not to be very conscious of this similarity, because 

they judged "the Coloureds" as being very unlike themselves. 

Thus they wo~ud probably not agree to this implied similarity, 

which is therefore one-sided only. 

The self-image of the Indians is not very different from that 

of the Afrikaners. In four of the five significant differences 

the Indian subjects judged themselves in a more positive 

light, such as on the adjectives thoughtful, ~incere, simple, 

and familiar. This attitude was already discussed before, 

where it was suggested that the Indian subjects might have 

seen themselvea as an elite group inside their reference group. 

The African subjects did not deviate very much in their self­

evaluation from that of the Indiana and the Coloureds, 

although they tended to be significantly more modest on some 

items, such ao on happy-unhappy, and tough-tender. It should 

be mentioned that they are the group which saw itself as being 

significantly more unhappy than others did. 

On the whole it can be concluded that differences also occur 

in the individual self-estimation of the s ix groups. The 

English subjects, on the one hand, eave the more modest 

picture of the~~elvos, 'vhereas the Indians, Afrikaners, 

Coloureds and Africans tended to l1ave a more positive image 

of their own personality. 



- 20 1 -

C II A .P T r.; R VIII 

C 0 U P A R I u 0 N S .B T-, T W F. TI N T H :'3 

FACTORIAL STRUCTURE OF 

T II E C 0 N C :::: P T S 

In order to see whether the structure of stereotypes in 

one group v·Tas similar to that of other groups Sixtl' s ( 196 4-) 

nethod to calculate the similarity between two factor 

analyses was applied. 

When comparing any two factor analyses it must be borne in 

mind that the factors of tho second factor analysis must be 

arranged sequentially in ouch a way tl~at the hir;hest 

possible similarity coefficient is obtained; the criterion 

for such an arrangement being the s ize of the ~roduct sum 

of the corresponding loadings of one factor in A and its 
- n 

counterpart in A { i~l a a= max). If this sum is negative, 

all loadirlb'J'S on A are reflected. Thus, for example, the 

product sums of tho first factor of A with all factors of A 

were calculated, and the factor of A with the highest product 

sum was taken as the 'new• first factor of A. 

As for the Jewish group, where four factors had been 

extracted, those three were taken which gave the highest 

coefficient of similarity. It can be seen from Table 100 

that they varied be~veen the groups. As regards comparisons 

between the Jewish 5roup on the one hand and the Afrikaners, 

the English, and the Africans on the other, it was factor one, 

two, and three (++); for the Indian group factors two, three, 

and four (+++); and for the Coloured group factors one, 

two, and four (+). 
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Table 100 shows the similarity coefficients between the six 

factor analyses. 

Table 100 Dimilarity coefficients 

AK EN JE IN co A~ 
... __. ____ ._. __ .... _..........,.......,. __________ ...,.,..._..,. ____ _.._ ______ 

AK .94 .. 82++ .89 .77 .74 
J;;N .94 .84++ .89 .. 71 .84 
J}' ..t:• .82++ .84++ • '"(1 +++ .73+ .83++ 
IN .89 .89 .71+++ .70 .94 
co -77 • 71 .73+ .70 • 77 
.AC .74 .84 .83++ .94 .77 

As mentioned previously, the similarity indices can be inter­

preted in the same way as correlation coefficients. It can be 

seon that the coefficients vary between .70 and .94. A 

correlation coefficient with N ~ 30 would differ significant­

ly from zero a.t the l .~level when r ~ .. 463, and r :: .361 at 

the 5~ level. It can thus be concluded that there were 

significant similarities between all factor analyses. 

Although all coefficients were significant, considerable 

differences did appear. The highest coefficients were found 

between the Afrikaans and the English subjects; and between 

the Indian and the African subjects, where the similarity 

index was as high as .94. But although both are equally 

high, the similarities can be interpreted differently. 

With the Afrikaners and the F~glish, the global stereotype 

structure seems to be very much alike because these ~vo groups 

apparently reflect a similar set of attitudes:- (1) A 

generally positive evaluation of White groups in ~outh Africa 
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to whom the Afrikaans ao well as the ":nglish subjects belong; 

( 2) a definite Black Factor on which they rated "tl.e Africans" 

and 11 the Coloureds"; (3) o.nd a dimension which they 

attributed to groups of more distant relationships, generally 

groups outside ~outh Africa. 

This picture seems to correspond rather well to the official 

policy in the country, and has largely been internalized by 

most members of the two major groups who approve of, and 

benefit from, this oystcm. The similarity between the two 

groups could also be a sign for the present-day trend in 

South Africa to bridge the gap between Afrikaans and 

English-speaking \thi tes and ·to arrive at a unity based on 

common interests. 

Fecent developnents seem to substantiate the fact that the 

Afrikaners are the ones who arc openly proclaiming this 

unity, whereas the English- speaking ~hites are really the 

ones who are changing their O\vn political ideas so as to 

coincide more with those of the Afrikaners, and not vice 

versa. 

This is, for instance, noticeable in the gain of votes by 

the National Party at the expense of the United Party. 

Another sign is the stricter implementation of segregat1on 

in traditionally English areas, such as the Cape Peninsula 

and Natal . 

?he feeling that a unifying basic outlook exists does, 

however, not seoo to hold with respect to the Indians and 

the Africans. As regards factor-analytic results, there is 

a great similarity between these two groups. Both have a 

factor for groups which are seen as hard-working, but 
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emotionally disagreeable. Neither is there much difference 

on the second factor, which is, in both cases, largely 

determined by the relatively positive image of the English, 

with whom both groups are ready to identify thems elves r1ore 

easily than with the other White groups, especially when 

contrasting this with the subjects• self-image. Even here, 

however, there are differences between the Indians B.-l'l.d ·i;he 

.Africans. 

The group self-ima~e of t he Indians i s like the image they 

have of the English, whereas this is not the case within 

the African group tested. The Africans do admit that the 

Indians are similar to the English, but not they themselves. 

I:f our starting point is thu..~ the reference group and not 

the concepts, a dissimilarity between Indians and Africans 

becomes obvious. The factorial similarity is thue only a 

superficial one which does not tally with the basic 

attitudes of these two groups. 

The dissimilarity is further emphasized by the :Slack Factor 

found in both groups. 1,ri th the Africans, it implies a 

feeling of solidarity between the Non-'id1i te eroups from 

which the Indians are, however, excluded. Thus we find here 

a pos i ti vc fe·eling of' identity. Amone tho Indians, on the 

other hand, the Black Factor implies an exclusion of the 

Non- \·!hi te groups from the \/hi tes, where the Indians s ee 

themselves as belonging to the latter. Thus, whereas the 

Indiano are identifying themselves quite consciously with 

the \\nite groups, the Africans tend to see their group 

members, and thus to some degree themselves, as distinctly 

different from the \/hi ten, willing also to accept their 

own •otherness'. On the whole it would appear that the 
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Indian subjects tend towards accepting and internaliz~ng 

the attitudeo of the whites towards the Africans and 

~oloureds, although to a somewhat more moderate degre~. 

Tho Africans, on the other hand, seem to be trying to 

develop a new concept, in many ways similar to that of 

Apartheid, wh~ch, however, only stresses the ethnic 

'otherness' of the Coloureds and Africans, but not a 

negative evaluation of them. 

This may also be the reason for the finding that the factor 

analyses of the Africans and the Afrikaners are relatively 

different (r = .74). The Afrikaners differ especially 

- as has been mentioned before - in their judgment of 

"the Africans .. , which is significantly more negative than 

those of any other group tested. The Black Factor is 

therefore determined much more by negative attributes in 

the case of the Afrikaners, and by positive attributes in 

that of the Africans. 

It can also be observed that in cpite of many similarities, 

the English-opea.king r..outh Africans have a more positive 

picture of the Africans than do the Afrikaners. The size 

of the similarity quotient (r = .84) could also of course 

arise from other factors. For example, both gToups see 

"the Germans" in a more or loss similar way which is far 

less positive than the attitude of the Afrikaners towards 

this group. ~oreover, the group-~elf-imuge of the English 

is closer to the stereotype the Africans have of the 

English than the group-s elf-image of the Afrikaners and the 

stereotype Africans have of them. 

All in all, it is evident that the attitudes of the English 
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correspond oorc to those of other groups than do t he 

attitudes of the Afrikaners, since the similarity quot~ents 

of the t:,nglish are virtually always higher than those of the 

latter. 

It is interesting tc see that the African subjects are 

relatively alone among the Non-Wllite groups in their conoept 

of positive black unity. The inter~retation of the Indiano as 

regards the topic has already been discussed, but the low 

quotient between Coloureds and Africans also points to the 

fact that these groups show sizeable divergencies in their 

stereo'type structure. This is partly owing to the fact that 

the Coloureds do not havo a Dlack Factor, and who in any case 

in the judgment of ethnic e;roupS' tend to use criteria differing· 

from all others. A eC"neral feature of tho Coloureds seems to 

be their tendency not to evaluate other groups as critically, 

- ,ihi tes as well as Iion-i'i'hi tes -. 

This is especially so in the case of the major groups in South 

Africa, viz. "the li.frikaners", "the English" , and "the Africansn. 

~his could arioe from t he following:- The groups mentioned 

are of great importance to the Coloureds. "The _\frikaners" a.re 

generally regarded as their reference group, "the English" as 

the 'ideal' \?hites in ~~ outh Africa, and "the Africans " as the 

group most similar to the Coloureds as regards legal position:­

the group they are Most likely to opt for if the diacrinination 

by the .t11i tos continues . This is in line with the comment of 

Golding (1953), that lower-class Coloureds are tending to 

have more friendly feelings towards the Afrjcans, with whom 

they would rather co-operate than with the ·,hi tes. This 

feeling seems to be weaker in the eoloureas who are better off, 

(such as these tested), since the similarity coefficient between 

Africans and Coloureds would otherwise be r~gher. 
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The similarity coefficients of the Coloureds tes t ed permit 

the deduction t~~t this group has to date not identified 

itself with any one of the other major groups in South 

Africa in parti.cular. It looks more a.s if they are 

arriving at a relatively unique interpretation, which 

stems :ft.:lln their special •marginal situation' (Dickie-Clark, 1966). 

Another group rela tively uninfluenced by the typical 

Douth African s tereotypes is that of the J ewe. Unlike the 

other groups the Jews tested appear to think not so much 

in categories of ;:hi te and Non-\Thi te, but are showing a 

greater differentia tion. Although they obtained 

considerable similarity coefficients with the Afrikaners, 

the English, and the Africans, it mus t always be kept in 

mind that the Jews showed four factors in their evaluation 

of the stereotypes. It was suggested previously that the 

Jews• special s ituation in South Africa might be responnible 

for this . Ilaving experienced racial discrimination in 

r ecent yea rs, mc.ny Jews can be expected to play down 

racial differentiation in South Africa and support the 

claims of hon-Whites for more rights. This, of course. can 

and does lead to an isolati on from t he other \,hi te groups 

in South Africa, who think differently, so that the Jews 

are s een as opponents rather than an possible ca t alys ts. 

However, the s imilarity coefficients are otill high enouch 

to show that at least t wo of t he four ca tegories nr e 

fairly similar to t wo of the other groups. 
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C H A P T E R IX 

C 0 N C L U S I 0 N S 

9.1. Possibilities and limitations 

of the present investigation 

Introduction ------------
The major aim of the present study has been to investigate 

national and et~~ic stereotypes in South Africa. The 

comparisons of the stereotypes in six different groups 

were determined by two major questions: 

1) What are the specific characteristics of 

stereotypes inside the different groups? 

2) Are these characteristics shared by all, or 

are they unique to the relevant group? 

The investigation of stereotypes concentrated on the 

cognitive aspects of ethnic attitudes, thereby indicating 

the use of the measuring instrument, viz. Osgood's 

Semantic Differential; the reasonsfor the choice of this 

specific test have been discussed in the Introduction. 

It must be remembered that in any test of this kind only 

a limited number of adjective pairs can be administered 

(20 in the present case). 3ince many stereotypes are likely 

to be multiplex, it can be assumed that some aspects can 

not be measured due to the absence of appropriate adjective 

pairs. Although it was attempted to include those adjective 
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pairs found to bo the ~ost relevant in previous 

investigations, it must be pointed out that the st~reotype 

structures established are most probably not complete and 

can only point to general tendencies. Future investigations 

will. have to deal with this deficiency in grea ter detail. 

However, the factorial structure of adjectives in the 

present study seems to indicate that the most important 

criteria which make up attitudes have been included in 

the choice of the adjective pairs , since similar factors 

(albeit in different cultural groups) have been found by 

other investigators. Bas ically, it involves variations of 

the factors labelled activity and evaluation which were 

shown to be present in all s ix South African groups. 

~his last-mentioned finding touches on an important po~nt, 

namely the question to what extent a particular test can 

be uoed in different cultures. Cince the preoent study 

tested subjects belonging to six different cultural groups, 

of which at least two (Africans and Indians) l1ave been 

gr ea tly influenced by non-Western civilization, it seems 

relevant to check how the groups compare on the basis of 

a fow relevant criteria before starting with the 

investigation proper. This is attempted in the following 

section. 



- 210 -

~!!~-~2:!!~j!i2!L2f-~!!~L~!2~E~_!Q_!~~E2~-.:!:2.-j!~~~£:!! 

On the whole it could be shown that the interest nhown by 

all groups in the test was satisfactory; none voiced 

particular objection~. 

The request to judge various ethnic groups by means of 

oppos ite adjectives met with little difficulty in the 

raajority of subjects. Very few seemed to be disturbed by 

a task which made them pass judgment on a laree group on 

the basis of an acquaintance with only a limited number of 

its members. A few subjects mentioned that they had too 

little knowledge of a particular group and thus felt at 

a loss when asked to rate it, but this mostly concerned 

thos e groups with whom very little, if any, personal contact 

could have taken place, viz.- "the Russians", "the G-ermans", 

"the Indians,., and "the Jews". The first-mentioned two are 

groups outside South Africa, and the last two are relatively 

small minority groups inside the country, with whom contact 

i s often very limited due to the fact that both Jews a.nd 

Indians tend to be concentrated in particular areas . It is 

interesting to note that "the Americane" were, on the whole, 

regarded as easy to rate, although personal contact is in 

most cases non- existent. Perhaps their image has been 

moulded by the mass media to such an extent that the need 

for personal contact as prerequisite for their evaluation 

no longer exists. 

Another critique someti mes mentioned (again, only by a omall 

minority), was the fact tha t i t wa s difficult to us e some 

adjecti ve pairs for t he t a sk of r a ting . ,'hites commented on 

this more than Non-\Jhi tes. 
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In spite of these objections the general consensus among tho 

six groups was so strong as to allow the conclusion that the 

differencos in motivation ao regards responding to the 

questions wer e of minor importance. 

~h~-~~~E!~~~!i2~~-2f_!h~-~£j~£tiY!2 

Apart from their motivation, it was thought valuable to 

check the attitudes which the six groups had towards the 

adjectives. The investigation of the stereotypes was based 

on the assumption that any differences would be due to 

differences in ethnic attitudes and not due to differing 

interpretations of the adjective pairs which were presented. 

The best known method in this field is to carry out an 

investigation of the factorial ~tructure of the adjectives 

and then to compare the resulting factor analyses. The 

results of such a check confirmed the claim made by other 

investigators that inside concept groups (here: ethnic groups), 

the semantic structure of adjectives is supra-cultural, 

leading to a similar interpretation of specific adjectives 

in various cultures. On the basis of results found in the 

present study it can be concluded that the adjective pairs 

were interpreted in a similar way by every one of the six 

groups tested. 

A limitation of the validity of the previous s tatement must , 

however, be mentioned. This concerns the finding that only 

about one third of the total variance was extracted by the 

factor analyses, thereby indicating that the factors 

obtained reflect the uniqueness of the adjectives only to 

a small degree. Information about the remaining variance 

was obtained by showing that the six groups were fairly 

s i milar as regards the spread of their scores when 
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judging the various concepto . 'l1his indicates that the 

differences in the stereotypes between the groups a re due 

more to a difference in attitude and less to differences 

in score dispersion. 

Moreover, an investigation of the social desirability of 

the adjectives was carried out. It could be shown that 

in only three adjective pairs some groups preferred the 

first adjective to its counterpart, and other groups 

preferred the second one of that pair. The knowledge of 

the extent of social desirability attributed to particular 

adjectives helped in gauging the strength of positive or 

ne&~tive attitudes of subjects towards various concepts . 

Although hypotheses concerning the ctlmic attitudes of the 

six different groups had been sta ted, the pres ent 

investigation took the form of an 'Erkundungsversuch' 

(attempt at exploration) rather than an ' F.ntscheidungsversuch' 
1> 

(attempt at decision), ( see Hofst~tter, 1957). 

In spite of the fact that a number of publications dealing 

with the various groups in South Africa do exist, there 

are relatively few socio-psychological studies which 

concentrate on ethnic attitudes. Here again, very little 

has been published on the cognitive aspects of these 

attitudes; moreover, nothing which used the Semantic 

Differential. 

Due to the preosing need for a more detailed s tudy of such 

a ttitudinal aspects which , after all, a re of extreme 
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1mportance in the shaping of social as well as political 

action in South Africa, it was decided to concentrate on 

their measurement and description even in the absence of 

concise hypotheses. 

It was hoped to describe 0outh African inter-group 

attitudes by concentrating on the six major groups in the 

country. '.i'hese are, among the Non-···hi tes:- the .Africans, 

the Coloureds, and the Indians. In the case of the ·~.hi tes, 

a study was made of the 21glioh- speakins Gentiles, the 

Bnglieh-speakine Jews, and the Afrikaners. 

Only students were taken as samples. This means that only a 

small minority in each group was selected, theroby 

limiting the degree to which expressed a ttitudes of any 

one sample could be generalized so as to be taken as 

representative :for the whole group. However, it was felt 

that the young intellectuals in any one group are the ones 

who mainly determine future political and economic 

orientation. Tho question of representativeness is less 

acute in the case of economically more pr~Grous groups, 

such as the \Yhitcs, since in their case a large percentage 

can and does attend university. Among the Ion- Whites this 

is at present not the ca~e. Only a small minority can 

afford to send its children to university. It follows 

that any generalizations based on the results obtained 

from these students must be treated with great caution. 

If in the following pages mention is made of the African, 

Indian, or Coloured attitudes it always means the attitudes 

of the subjects tested, subjects far better educated and far 

more sophisticated than the other members of their group. 
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Lince the present invcstieation aimed at determinin~ 

differences in stereotypes between the various flroupa, 

intra-group differences had to be checked so as to 

determine whether they played a significr..nt role or not. 

This was done by comparinc males and females in~ide 

every one of the six groups with each other. It was 

established that sex difference3 were so small that it 

was in order to combine their scores for all further 

calculations. 

~~£2!!£~E.!~ 

The concepts were chosen with the aim in mind to learn a!? 

much as possible about the ethnic stereotypes of the major 

groups in South Africa. For this purpooe, the six groups' 

own names were given as concepts to be rated, as i7ell as 

the names of three groups outside ~outh .Africa {"the -~uasians", 

"·t;he .Americanf'", and "the Gerr:1ans") which were thought as 

especially pertinent in an investigation of ::. outh African 

stereotypes. It is obvioue that many t.ore nationalities 

could have been included, but the test would then have 

taken too long to answer. Finally, the "F.te-eoncept" wns 

included so as to obtain judgments of the self and to be 

able to contraot this with the subjects' O\vn reference 

group as well as other groups which influenced them. 

Attitudes towards some of the groups mentioned have 

frequently been investigated, eopccially those towards 

some r.outh African croups as held by the ·,.hi tes. Little, 

however, is known about the attitudes of ~outh African 

Non-uhites towards their own group, towards the other 

Non-\, hi tes, and towards the \'/hi tes; not to mention their 

views of groups outside the country. 'l'he scarcity of 
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research on the attitude of ~outh African subjects towards 

groups outside South Africa could well be due to the pre­

eminence of local problems caused mainly by ethnic 

group differences. 

The results obtained by testing the various subjects do, 

of course, not correlate perfectly with the subjects' 

~attitudes, since it can be assumed that e.g. the 

Non-White subjects approached a test of this kind with 

greater reservations than the Whites, although this was 

not expressly stated. However, even a direct statement 

of dislike could not really be expected, since such 

students are likely to be discriminated against if 

opposition is voiced too directly. It was, of course, 

attempted to counteract this to some degree by requesting 

the subjects not to furnish their names and by 

promising to keep all data confidential. 
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9.2. The ethnic attitudes of the six groups 

!~-~f!ik~~-~~h~Q£~~~1~-~~s1~=~E~~~inG_~h~!~~ 

The two groups most similar in ethnic attitudes are the 

Afrikaners and the v'thi te I'nglish- speaking Gentiles. This 

becomes especially evident when comparing their factorial 

structure of Gtereotypes w!1ere the similarity coefficient 

is very high. 

Both show a definite category on which the Africans and 

the Coloureds obtained high loadings; groups which were 

viewed, on the whole, not too unsympathetically, but 

lacking in thoroughness when thinkinc or working. The 

Afrikaan~ as well as the Englioh-speakinc subjects 

rated t hemselves ("lie-concept") o.nd their reference grouu 

as being on a different dimension - a dimension 

characterized by many more socially desirable traits 

than that of the Non-' ,hi tes mentioned proviouoly. A 

third factor seems to round off their stereotype 

structure:- strongly represented on it are those groups 

and nationalities with whom both Afrikaners and English­

speaking Gentiles have had little contact, such as 

"the Germa.:nsn and "the Russians". 

Although the two ~hite groups diocussed have many a ttitudes 

in cownon, there are so~e differences which should be 

mentioned:-

One important difference lies in each group's self-image. 

~hereas the Afrikaners tended towards an extreme over­

evaluation of their reference group which differed 

sifll'lificantly from t he way in which they were judged by 

otherst the English-speaking ~.hites showed a far more 
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modest and realistic self-appr aisal. This consistent over­

evaluation on the part of the Afrikaners could be a sign 

of strong ethnocentric tendencies which have already been 

noted by variou~ investigators (see literature section). 

Such a tendency is often expressed by the belief that they 

are a 'chosen people', thereby counteracting tendencies to 

mix with other ethnic groups and to att~npt the preservation 

of their uniqueness, whether real or imagined. It seems that 

being an 'Afrikaner' does not only consist of belonging to 

a certain church (overwhelmingly Calvini~t), but a l so of 

the ability to speak a certain language (Afrikaans), the 

sharing of a common historical background (e. g . 'Great mrek', 

Anglo-Boer har), and the acceptance and observance of well­

defined values and attitudes, not only in the political 

sphere (e.g. National Party), but also in social and 

moral areas, such as similar future expectations and a 

strong identification \vith tho reference group. All this 

is contained in the concept of 'Afrikanerdom'. Everyone 

who fulfils these requirements can say with pride that he 

or she is an Afrikaner, a membership frequently evolved 

from and accompanied by a strong feeling of ethnocentrismo 

The F;nglish-speaking Gentile Whites J..n South Africa 

posses~ no equivalent of the 'Afrikanerdom' concept. This 

does not 1mply that etrillocentriom is altogether lacking , 

but rather it i~ expresned in a way similar to tha t of 

other nations, e . g. the United Ltates (Pettigrew, 1958). 

~he Bnglish-speaking group's relatively modest self-iraage 

corresponds by and large to the evaluation of their group 

by the other inhabitants of South Africa. ~uch a self-image 

could partly be due to historical factors:- the English 

in South Africa had, after all, far less reason to fight 
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for their o~n ethnic identity than any other group. 

Being a member of the Engli~h-speaking community in 

c outh Africa also carries with it the feeling of belonging 

to a world culture, and, formerly, to a world-wide Empire 

and eubsequent 'Commonlvealth'. For these reasons the 

Pnglioh-speaking population was never really forced to 

build up a consciously positive group image which could be 

used as a symbol in times of clashes with the other 

inhabitants. 

Another difference between the ~::nglish and the Afrika.a.ns­

speaking Whites lies in the tendency to make extreme 

judgements. ~his emer ged clearly in the present 

investigation, and it was not limited to each group's 

self-image only, but sometimes included judgments of other 

groups as well. This tendency towards extreme judgments can, 

of course, be in both positive as well as negative 

directions. 

Concerning extremely positive judgments, the high regard 

in which "the Germans" were held by the Afrikaners ic 

especially noteworthy, s ince this nation was sometimes 

judged even more positively than the group's self-im·--ge. 

The English-speaking ~hites, on the other hand, a lthough 

tending to give credit to the Germans' a chievements, were 

skeptical as regards t heir emotional qualities. This kind 

of evaluation was also made by all other groups tested 

(except for the Jewish subjects). 

Alongside the highly favourable judgment of "the Germans•• 

by the Afrikaans subjects we find a Cl"nsiderably neeative 

evaluation of "the Africans", who were seen to be lacking 
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in achievement as well as in emotional qualities. 

This tendency towards extremes may be one reason why 

"tho "'Snglish'' were generally preferred to uthe Afrikaners'• 

by all other groups tested. 

It should, however, be added that the Afrikaans subjects 

did not show extreme judgments in all cases, but rather 

in the case of describing tho~e groups with whom they 

felt emotionally involved, e.g. the reference group and 

'•the Germans 11 in a. positive - and "the Africans" in a 

negative sense. 

Both Afrikaners and English- speaking subjects did not voice 

particularly extreme judgments as regards "the Je·m", a 

finding which could indicate that there remains no 

outspoken anti-~emitism among the ~nite Gentiles in South 

Africa. Nevertheless, the attitude of the groups mention! .. d 

towards "the Jewsn is one of reserve, something which 

explains the loading of nthe Jews" in the factor analyses 

of both groups and which also corresponds to the recent 

findings of Lever (1966). 

In spite of all this, the similarities of attitudes 

between Afrikaans- and English-speaking uhites cannot 

escape attention. ~uch similarities are most likely due 

to the fact that both groups enjoy mar~ privileges due to 

their skin colour, privileges which both groups are 

jealously guarding. The most obvious sign of this is an 

undeniable emphasis placed on the 'colour bar', by the 

members of both groups. Perhaps the Afrikaans group is 

less reticent about mentioning it in public, but the 
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English-speaking V.'hi tes are by and large quite in 

agreement 'vfith its continued enforcement. This might also 

explain the slow but steady trend of the latter to 

gradually endorse the more extreme ideas of Apartheid, 

an ideo.:.ogy which seems to guarantee their continued high 

standard of living to a greater extent than alternative 

policies. 

The Indians and the Africans 
~-~-~----------~-~~-----~~--

The Indians and the Africans are groups whose stereotype 

structures are apparently simila.r to thane of the 't~hi te 

Gentiles. Fowevor, important differences do exist, and 

they also differ in some respects from one another. 

The sioilarity with the Afrikaans- and Bnglish-speaking 

~hite groups is shown by the fact that both Africans and 

Indians also had a 'Non- 'h'hite Factor', on which "the Africans" 

and "the Coloureds" obtained significant loadings. Indians 

and Africans are, however, classified as 'Non-~hites' in 

~outh Africa, in contrast t o the Afrikaans- and English-

speaking \',hi tea. It it1 therefore of interest to note that 

by and large the stereotype struct ure of the Pfrican and 

Indian subjects matched that of the \' hi te Gentiles, 

although such an attitude constellation is concomitant 

with discri~ination in everyday life.Uow, then, do the 

Indiano and Africano react to the question of colour 

whose existence they acknowlodee? 

The Indians: 

Judgine from the data obtained during the present study, 

thQ Indian_ subjects did not see themselves as belonging to 

the Non- 1¥thi te groups, but regarded themselves as being more 
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similar to the ·,'fui tes, especially 41 the r.nglish" as \vell 

e.o 11 the Americo.ns ... This means that although the Indian 

subjects were, on the whole, more critical of "the r:nglishu 

tha.n the other five groups tested, they still felt that 

this was the group with which they could identify more than 

with any other in ~outh Africa {except for their reference 

group). 

The question arises to \Vhat extent the Indian subjects 

have an unrealistic image of their O\~ group if they deny 

that it belongs to the Non-W~ite groups in South Africa. 

But from the factor analyses of the other groups• responses, 

especially those of the Afrikaans- and English-White 

subjects as well as tb.0 Africans, it also emerges that 

uthe Indians" are to be viewed as belonging more to the 

White groups. Thus the self-image of the Indian subjects 

is largely in accordance w'i th the view which other South 

African groups have of them. On closer inspection it does, 

of course, become apparent that the Indians tested had a 

much higher regard for their own group than other groups 

had of it, but this i!'!l, after all, a na tural phenonenon 

which occurs in nearly nll groups. 

The overall stereotype held of "the Indians" by the other 

groups tested i a one of hard-working, thoughtful, and 

successful people who are, however, lacking somewhat in 

warmth and with whom one keeps at a distance. The last­

mentioned point is brought out strongly by all investigations 

using the ~ocial Distance Scale where it seems to be u 

dominant feature. Even the Afrikaans subjects tested in 

the course of such investigations wanted to keep a greater 

distance from "the Indians " than from "the Africanou, which 
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makes their repeated efforts to 'repatriate• tho Indian 

community more understandable. :Juch outapoken anti-Indian 

feelings were, howevor, not found in any group tested 

during the present study. 

The difference between the results of the two tests could 

be due to the fact that the t' ocial Distance ;~cale measures 

action tendencies as reeards degree of social contact, and 

the bemantic Differential measures attitudes of a more 

cognitive nature. If subjects thus regarded 11 the Indians" 

as being very hard-working (tem. Diff.) this in no way 

needs to imply that intimate contact i~ desired with them 

(Goc. Dist. Scale). On the contrary, the history of South 

Africa shows that "the Indiano" were disliked precisely 

because of their effidBncy. Thio is shown by the 

discriminatory laws introducet'l by the -~nglif'l! in Natal 

which aiced at reducing the freedom of movonent of India.nc 

competing in tho ophore of trado and business. It is further 

evident from the 1949 Durban riots, where the Africans 

attacked Indians mainly because they felt exploited by them. 

Furthermore, the Indians represent a culturally distinct 

group in South Africa which avoids racial intormarriagc 

and which still has its ov~.n customs, religionG, languages, 

and family structure. 

It is most likely that in the realm of social contact the 

results obtained from the Locial Distance Scale are of 

decisive importance, and that it is only in emotionally 

more neutral situations, where achievement plays a greater 

role, where "tho Indians" are seen as belonging more to the 

Whites than to the Non- ·nhi tes. 
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It is of interest to note that the Indian subjects evaluated 

nthe Americans" and "the Russianstt more positively than 

did the other groups. ~ince little data on this point is 

available rrom other sources, such a tendency can only be 

pointed out in the present context, but a satisfactory 

explanation will have to wait until further investigations 

have been carried out. 

Finally, the Indian~' strong emphasis on education seems 

to be corroboration of the finding that the students 

tested saw themselves as an elite group because they 

rated themselves ( UJ,Ie-conceptu) more highly than their 

own reference group. 

The Africans: 

As mentioned previously, the stereotype structures of 

African and Indian subjects resemble one another at first 

sight, but important differences emerge on closer inspection. 

Whereas the Indians possessed a 'Non-White Factor' on which 

they; however, did not place their ovm group, this factor 

seems to be one of identification for the African subjects, 

since their reference group a.s well as their "Me-concept" 

obtained high load.ings on it. I'urtherraore, the 1\ on-Whi te 

Factor seems to have many :c:tore positive qualities for the 

Africans than for any of the other groups who a l s o possess 

one. 

The Africans naturally saw their own group in a favourable 

light, but this concentrated more on their emotional 

qualities, whereas some reservations were evident when they 

discussed. their group • s achievement criteria. This is in 
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line with the findings of Ii~cobo (1953), who wrote that 

the Africans admire the scientific and technical 

achievements of the ,lhi tes, but not their moral and 

social attitudes. 

It was assumed that the !fon-White Factor represents a 

feeling of solidarity among the Africans testedt something 

they experience when thinking of their own group and also 

partly as regards the Coloureds, but not as regards the 

Indians. ~ imilur results by other investigators are 

discussed in the literature section. 

Although the African subjects frequently critized the 

Coloureds by calling them relatively inefficient, the 

gener a l feeling towards them seams to be one of solidarity. 

That this a ttitude i s not one of extreme ethnocentrism is 

evidenced by the loadings which "the Americans" obtained 

on the Non-White Factor- a factor positively evaluated 

by the Africans. 

Furthermore, the "Me-concept .. obtained high loadings on 

factor II together with "the English" and 11 the Indians". 

Here we seem to have the assumption by the African subjects 

that, through t heir good education, they attained the 

positive qualities of "the English" and "the Indians", 

aualities which t heir om reference group still l a cks. 

~hese qualities lie mainly in the field of achievements, 

where the individuals tested see themselvec as better and 

more procressive. It thus seems that the students still 

see t hemselves as being full members of the African group 

as rega rds emoti onal qualities, but as diffGring from t he 
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latter in their accomplishments - thus claimL~g for 

themselves the role and s t a tus of an elite group. 

The African subjects did not show any ~arked sympatl~ 

or antipathy when rating other groups, ratings in whic!l 

they differed consis tently from the other five groups 

tested . lt i s of interes t to note that other Non-'.t:Li t e 

groups were not regarded us being exceptionally 

favourable; neither were the Lnglish-speaking Whites and 

the Afrikaners much dioliked. 

Of course the question cannot be answered to what extent 

the African subjecto showed reluctance in making public 

their real opinions about the White South Africans, since 

an outspoken criticism mi ght endanger the subjects ' tenure 

a t university. however, should this reticence have been 

present, it i s a s tonishing to see the accuracy with which 

the African subjects \'!ere able to approximate their 

answers to thos e given by the subjects in other groups 

t ested who had moderate a ttitudes. 

The C!oloureds -----------
The more moderate attitude constell ation ac shown by t he 

Africans i e not shared by t he Coloured subjects . not only 

do the ~;oloureds show a distinct tend.ency towards pos itive 

judgments; their ster eotype structure is also l ess s i milar 

than that of the Africans when both are compared t o t ho 

main Hhite groups. This might be due to the s pecial 

s ituation- discussed previous ly- in which the Coloureds 

find t hemselves. Dickie- Sl a rk (1966) describes their 

situation as 'marginal', i.e. identifica tion with the 
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\ hi tc group and mel7.!bers.hip of the Non-'.'thi te population. 

Hhereas tl:..e Africans seem to be Fccepting their being 

t~on-\.hi te as a positive value, the Coloureds are attempting 

to play do\vn the queotion of colour, since they appear to 

have no special factor concernirl€ this area. On the othe:r 

hand, the data obtained do not permit one to taD~ of a 

significant '',tlli te ..dias' in the form of an over-evaluation 

of all ./hi tes and a deprecation of all Non-·.:hi tes 

(including their own group). If present at all, it seems 

to be a selective type of 'nhite Bias':- a tendency 

towards a relatively positive evaluation of Americanc as 

well s.s Enclish and Afrikaans-opeaking \'ihi tea. However, the 

subjects saw the 0oloured group as well as theoselves as 

l~aving many characteristics in common with the ·hhi tes. The 

positive evaluation of nthe Coloureds 11
, especially in the 

sphere of emotional qualitier;, points tmmrds the fact that 

the subjects tend to regard their membership group as a 

reference group also. It may be the case that "the Afrikaners" 

as '1--vell as "the Englishu represent further reference groups, 

oince •• the Afrikaners" were seen as being very similar to 

the Colouredo. 

"The En&lish" wero, on the other hand, seen in a significantly 

more positive light than "the Afrikaners11 -a finding which 

could indicate so~e degree of idealization. This might be 

due to "the fact that the Coloureds, under English rule, 

had many more privileges than under the present Afrikaner 

govetnment. In spite of this, however, there exists a 

sinilarity between the stereo-types of nthe Coloureds 11 

and 11 the Afrikaners" in the eyes of the ~oloured subjects. 

The Afrikaans subjects, on the other hand, saw their own 
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group as being distinctly different from that of the 

Coloureds. This similarity is thus perceived by the 

one group only. 

The •marginal' situation of the Coloured subjects might 

have contributed towards their tendency not to condemn 

any one group, so as to be friends with all of them. 

This is evident especially in the case of the dominant 

~ outh African eroups, who determine their lives and 

future more than any other ~roup. 

All in all it may be concluded that the colour question is 

deemphasized by the Coloured subjects tested. 

The Jews 

The Jews were regarded by all other groups as being 

relatively ambitious, but lacking in emotional warmth. 

It is striking to see t}l..at the image of "the Jews" is very 

similar to that of 11 the Germa.ns11
; although Afrikaners, 

Indians, and Coloureds seem to have a somewhat higher regard 

for "the Germans", and the English subjects a higher regard 

for "the Jews". The last-mentioned ·tendency could be due to 

,,'orld ~~ar II, where the Germans were fighting the British. 

The generally assumed similari·cy between Jews and Germano 

is most probably not welcomed by the former, ~ince they 

haibour a distinct resentment against "the Germans" which 

s tems from persecutions and forced emigration during the 

thirties and forties. 
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Their ascribed similarity to "the Germans 11 as regards 

industriousness and achievement will, however, not be so 

unpleasant for the .5outh African Jews, since they saw their 

ovt.n group as possessing these qualities as well. ~he fact 

that "the Jews'* were, on the other hand, aloo seen as 

similar to t'the Germans" in being emotional ly more 

reserved will probably not meet with the Jews• approval, 

since the Jewish subjects saw their own group as being 

just the opposite; apart from judging "the Germans .. as 

being extremely unpleasant in this area (e.g. humourless, 

not trustworthy, colder, and more tense) . The anti-German 

feeling of the Jewish subjects is thus concentrated on 

a disapproval of their emotional qualities while their 

achievemen·ts were duly acknowledged .. 

Not only do the Jewish subjects differ from all other 

groups in their evaluation of n the Gerrnans'*, but they also 

have a different stereotype structure, as brought ou·t by 

means of factor analysis. Instead of the usual three 

factors they have four, which points to a more differentiated 

attitude structure. 

In contrast especially with the Afrikaans- and English­

speaking Gentile subjects they do not have a distinct 

Non-White Factort indicating that their classification of 

groups i s made less explicitly along colour lines. This 

mieht be due to the fact that until recently the Jews 

themselves were victims of persecution, not because they 

had committed unlawful deeds, but simply because they 

belonged to a group regarded as inferior in Europe as 

well as in South Africa (see literature section). Tho 

Jewish subjects• attitudes towards "the Africans" and 

nthe Coloureds .. are, on the whole, also significantly more 

positive than those shown by White Gentiles. It must, 
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however, be added that the answers of the White 

Gentiles showed little, if any, trace of anti-temitism 

anymoreo 

T,ihereas distinctions according to colour cri toria were 

we&k or absent, the images of those two groups outside 

South Africa evoked distinct attitudes in the Jewish 

subjects, viz.- "the Russi ansn and "the Germans". Both 

groups have, in the past, persecuted Jews wi th great 

cruelty. It i s therefore not suprising to see that bot h 

0roups were seen as being very similar (r = .93), as well 

as being the ones who had high loadings on one factor to 

the exclusion of all other groups. These are two groups 

who were rated as very efficient, but greatly lacking 

emotional warmth. 

The group seen as being the most similar to the Jews' 

self-image is that of "the Englishu. This i s, of course, 

not suprising, since the 0outh African Jews tend to 

associate with the F~glish-speaking more than with any 

other group. The South African Jews have in many cases 

attempted to adopt the English way of life. They are very 

strongly represented in the large urban universities where 

t eaching is in English. The nicknru:1e 'Ikeys• for the 

students at the University of Cape Town points to their 

influence in this place of learning. 'rhis does not 

automatically mean that they are giving up their ethnic 

identity, since they rated nthe Jews" more positively 

than any other group tested. It thu~ seems that the 

Jewish subjects are still regarding "the Jews" as their 

major reference group. This is also evident when comparing 

the rating of their own group with that of the ulile-concept", 
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where almost all significant comparisons favour the 

reference group. ~his is not due to the fact that the 

subjects are very critical of themselves, since the 

"l.re-concept" was also rated positively; more pos itively, 

in fact, than the images of the other groups, especially 

in the emotional sphere. 

\"orth ~entioning ie also the finding (already quoted by 

Lever, 1966), that the South African Jews showed no 

self-hatred, something which could have been expressed in 

a negative evaluation of their group's self-imaee. 

?he preferred association with the English-speaking 

Gentiles does not, however, go hand in hand with a general 

feeling of White solidarity in Gouth Africa, since the 

attitude towards ttthe Afrikaners" is one of criticism 

and alienation. The latter were seen as occupying a fairly 

isolated position among the Whites in South Africa, since 

they obtained the highest loading on a factor which does 

not feature either 11 the Jewsn or "the £nelieh" to any 

considerable de0ree. Contrary to official policies ar1d 

attitudes the Jewish subjects seemed to notice similarities 

between "the African~" and "the 1\frikaners". As discussed 

previously, the common link might be a strong nationalin~ 

ascribed to both, or perhaps the fact that these arc the 

two groups most directly involved in the struggle for 

po~er in 5outh Africa. 

In conclusion it can be stated that the colour line 

determined the stereotype structure of only four out of 
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six groups tested:- both Jewish as well as r oloured 

subjects seemed to make use of different major criter~a 

whether consciously or lli~conseiously - to evaluate the 

var i ous groups . 
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9.3. The universality of stereotype~ 

In the literature section it was mentioned that the 

results of cross-cultural studies s~ested two possible 

answers to th~ question whether stereotypes of national or 

ethnic groups are (a) universal, or (b) dependent on the 

cultural characteristics of the subjects tested. 

This was stated most clearly by Diab (1963):-

(1) "li terata subjects in different cul·tures hold 

somovntat ~imilar stereotypes of certain 

known national or racial groups~ 

(2) "••• members of different groups attribute 

somewhat different stereotypes to certain 

national and ethnic groups, depending mostly 

on the nature of t he relationship between 

the groups in question~ (p.29) 

Q!Ei-1~!!~!~~!-~~£r~2!~~-~~!!~-El-~~Ei!£~-!~ 
different cultures ....................... ..__...._ ...... _ .. .__ __ 
If the tables dealing with the • analytic approaches' in . 

chapter VI (experimental section) are compared with tho8e 

in chapter VII (experimental section), it becomes evident 

that there are many more significant differences in the 

former tables than in the latter. 'l1his would oupport the 

hypothesi~ that the cultural backgrotmd of the subjects 

plays a less important role than the specific etl'mic or 

national group which is to be judged. For example, the 

Jewish subjects did not differ significantly from the 

Fngl:ish-speaking Gentiles when rating nthe Russians ... 

On the other hand, stereotypes of various concepts as 
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held by ru1y one particular group differ ereatly from each -
other - so much• in fact, that no group rated any two con­

cepts as being alike to the extent that significant d.iffer­

ences were completely absent. 

The relative similarity of stereotypes be~veen subjects 

belont;ine to different groups becomes especially clear 

when comparing their factorial stereotype structure, since 

the similarity coefficients are all remarkably high. This 

is a l so true in the case of the Jewish subjects, where at 

least two of their four factors are very similar to two 

factors found in the factor analyses of other groups tested. 

These similarities are not only apparent when making over-

all comparisons, but a l so whon comparing the various nteroo-

types of one particular concept as held by the different 

rating groups. "The AI!lericanou, :for instance, were highly 

thought of by all six groups tested. ?he small differences 

which did occur concern the degree of positive evaluation:­

t he Indian subjects had a significantly higher regard for 

11 the America.na11 than the English-speaking Whites, although 

the latter were positively inclined as W€11. 

On the basis of these results the first hypothesi.J mentioned 

by Diab (1963) receives strong support . 

This should not be taken to mean a 100~conaensus,but 

rather a general trend which differs in inten..qi ty but not 

in direction, except for special circumstances which will 

be discussed in the following section. 
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The following factors which restrict the tendency for 

stereotypes to be held by all persons. do most probably 

not constitute a complete list, but they were the major 

ones found in the present investigation. Only further 

research can determine their relevance in countries out-

side ~outh Africa. 

Special attachme~t of certain subjects to one particular 
grou;E 

One example of a particularly eood relationship between 

subjects and a group is found in the case of the reference 

group. Numerous investigations have sho~m that subjects 

tend to view their own reference group in a particularly 

good light. In the present study this was especially the 

case when subjects rated their reference group'c emotional 

characteristics. In the case of the Afrikaans and the Jewish 

subjects this trend is also evident in all other qualities, 

becaus e they saw their O'tvn group as beine significantly 

better than all others in all respects. Although the other 

subjects tested were somewhat more skeptical as regards the 

achievement traits of their reference group, the auto­

stereotype was still rated significantly more positively 

than the attitudes which other subjects had of that group. 

Only in the case of the Gentile English-speaking Whites did 

auto- and hetero- stereotypes about "the English" coincide. 

The probable reasons for this have been discussed preViously. 

A second kind of special preference i s caus ed by specia l 

historical circumstances. This is, for example, the case 

with the Afrikaans subjects, who rated "the Germans" 
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significantly more positively than did any other group. 

As discussed previou~ly, this tendency was traced back 

to specific relationships between Afrikaners and Germans 

during t~he last 70 years. 

The third type doeo not emerge as clearly as tho previous 

special preferences. It seems to involve a stronger- than­

usual liking of those groups which are forced to live 

under similar circumstances than the reference group, 

and who are dominated in their development by the same 

power. Here we could talk of a. feeling of unity due to a 

'common destiny•. It is especially noticeable in the 

responses of the Indian and 0oloured subjects, who tended 

to rate other Non-,frlite groups more positively than e.g. the 

~nites rated them. Thio kind of response did not, 

however, occur as a consistent trend among the African 

subjects. That could be due to the fact that the 

Coloured and Indian groups consist of relatively few 

members, who are thus forced to look for support among 

Groups which are not too antagonistic. The Africans, on 

the other hand, might feel strong enough numerically that 

they can do without the aid of minority groups, especially 

when the latter can sometimes be accused of real or 

potential co-operation with the Whites. 

Special aversion as regards a particular group 

~pecial aversions can also influence the universality of 

certain stereotypes. 

This is, for instance, the case in the critical evaluation 

of nthe Germans" by the Je\vish subjects. It could be a 

reaction againot the Germans' anti-~emitisrn during Nazi 

times. Theoe aversions are concentrated mostly on the 
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Germans' emotional qualities. The negative stereotype is 

also long-lived, since the teen-age subjects tested must 

have acquired the dislike from their parents or older 

siblings:- direct contacts with Germans being relatively 

rare in South Africa. 

The strong antipathy shown by the Afrikaans subjects when 

rating nthe Africans•t seems to encompass emotional as well 

as achievement qualities of the latter. This aversion is 

probably due to historical (I.TacCrone, 1937) as well as 

recent develpments. The basis seems to be the fear of the 

Africans' numerical superiority. The stereotype of the 

latter does not resemble that of a lovabable yet 

irresponsible child anymore, but rather that of a 

dangerot.l.S group which has to be resisted enorgetically. 

Particular characteristics of the judgine group 

Under this point the etl1nocentrism of the Afrikaners could 

be mentioned, ethnocentrism partly responsible for the 

stereotype of their reference group and that of the Africans. 

A further case is the more liberal and differentiated 

stereotype structure of the Jewish subjects, who seemed 

to disregard the colour line to a la.rge extent when rating 

other {!roups . 

The 11marg:i.Juitt situation of the Coloureds seems to be also 

relevant in this context, which to some degree counteracts 

the stereotype universality by their attempts to be friends 

wi tl1 all groups, as well as playing down the Black-White 

classification. 
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A further development. mentioned by Van den Berghe (1966), 

is the gradual transition of 0outh African society from 

a pa·ternalintic to a. competitive one. However, the Apart­

heid laws seem to be slowing down this trend considerably, 

and little \vas shovm of possible future developments in 

the present-day attitudes tested. The greatest amount 

of CO.t:lpeti tive feeling was shown by tl1e Indian subjects 

when asked to rate "the .:Jnslish", the group which is, 

in fact, their strongest rival in buaines n. 

On the whole it can be concluded that the stereotype 

similarity of the various 00uth African groups is most 

evident in those cases where special factors are not 

influencing the image of the group to be rated. 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

The purpose of this investigation is to discover what eertain conc~pts 
Llean to you. 

You are asked to judge these concepts against a set of opposite adjectives. 

On each page you will find the concept at the head of the list of ad­

jectives. You are asked to rate the concept on each of these adjectives. 

Please make your judgements on the basis of l'l'hat tb.ey mean to you. 

Please fill in the test as follows: 

Suppose the concept to be ratod is "& mother" 

If you feel t hat this concept is very closely related to one of t he 

adjectives, make a cross through the~ as follows: 

strong 3 2 1 

strong X 2 1 

0 
Ol" 

0 

1 

1 

2 

2 

X weak 

3 weak 

I f you feel that the concept ~my mothern is suite closell related to 

one or the other adjective, make a cross through the 2 as follows: 

old 3 

old 3 

X 
2 

1 

1 

0 
or 
0 

1 

1 

2 

X 
3 young 

3 young 

If the conce:pt seems only slightly related to one of the adjectives, 

make a cross through the 1 as fol1Qus: 

active 

active 

3 

3 

1 

2 X 
0 

or 
0 1 

2 

2 

3 passive 

3 passive 

If you feel that the concept could be related to both adjectives 

equ..ally well, or if the concept has nothing to do with the adjec­

tives, then cross out the zero as follows : 

sharp 3 2 1 X 1 2 3 

Very important 

Be suro to check every pail• of adjectives, please do not. 
omit any. 

Don't hesitate to use the &xtreme ends o.f the adjectives 

wherever these seem appropriate. Use the neutral zero as 
l ittle a s possible. 

Please rate the concepts on the basis of what they mean 
?Jake each rating a separate and independent judgement. 
Note down your first impression and dontt take too long 
make any rating , rather try to wo:t-k at a steady speed 

without looking back or correcting previous judgments. 

to 

to 

blunt 

;tou. 

We thank you very much for your participation in this investigation. 
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Sequence of the ten concepts rated by subjects 

1. "the Americans" 

0 

''• ttthe English-speaking South Africans" 

3 . nthe Africans" 

4 . " the Germans" 

t:; . "the South African Indians" 

6 . ttt he Jewsn 

7. "the Coloureds '' 

8 . nthe Afrikan.ers71 

~ - ttthe Russians " 

10 . t»_:e« 
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five pages of the following: 

" n ( conco!)t) 

active 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 ;passive 

humorous 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 humourless 

unsuecesstul 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 successful 

thoughtless 3 2 1 0 1 2 thoughtful 

efficient 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 inefficient 

insincere 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 sincere 

simple, 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 complicated 

wise 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 foolish 

cold 3 2 1 0 1 2 warm 

unhappy 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 happy 

excitable 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 calm 

resel'Ved 3 2 l 0 l 2 3 o;pon 

conservative 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 proeressive 

strange 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 familiar 

fast 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 slow 

careful 3 1 0 1 2 3 careless 

relaxed 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 tense 

tender 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 tough 

ugly 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 beautiful 

vo.zye 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 ;precise 

If " (concept) 

active 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 ;passive 

humorous 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 humourless 

unsuccessful 3 1 0 1 2 3 successful 

thoughtless 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 thougl1ttul 

ef'f"icient 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 inefficient 

insincere 3 2 1 0 1 2 since:re 

simple 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 complicated 

wise 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 foolish 

cold 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 warm 
unhappy 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 happy 

excitable 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 calm 
roserved 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 open 
conservative 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 progressive 
strange 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 familiar 
fast 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 slow 
careful 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 careless 
relaxed 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 tense 

tender 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 tough 

ugly 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 beautiful 
vague 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 precise 
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male or female • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • age •• • •••••• • • years 

date ... ................ .. .... - name of university • · ···· ··· ······•·•• 

------------·--------------~-------~----------~~~-----~---·----~~ 

Please give a short general impresGion of the test: 

Please write down the name of the group you know best under (a) , second­

best under {b) and so on: 

(a 
b 
c 
d 
e 
f 
g 
h 
i 

Did you find some concepts difficult to rate? 

If so, which concepts? 

Did you find the test : 

very boring, boring, indi fferent , interesting, very interesting? 

(underline) 

Tihich of the following adjectives in each pair is a more positive 

description of a person? Please underline it : 

active 
humourous 
unsuccessful 
thoughtless 
efficient 
insincere 
simple 
wise 
cold 
unhappy 
excitable 
reserved 
conservative 
strange 
fast 
careful 
relaxed 
tender 
ugl y 
vague 

pa.stdve 
humourl ess 
success ful 
thoughtful 
inefficient 
sincere 
complicated 
foolish 
warm 
happy 
calm 
open 
progressive 
famil i a? 
slow 
careless 
tense 
tough 
beautiful 
precise 
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A F R I K A A N S VERSION 0 F T H E T E S T 

INSTRUKSIES 

Die doel van hierdi e ondersoek is om uit t e vind wat verskeie 

begr ippe vir u beteken. 

U word gevra om hierdi e begrippe met behul p van teenooruesteldo 

adjekt iewe t e beoordeel. Op e lke bl adsy sal u die begri :p bo-aan 

die l ys van adjektiewe vind. 

Jiobeer om iedere -eer ' n eie , onafhanklike beoordeling te maak. 

Vul asb. die toets in s oos volg :-

Gestel die begrip wat beoordoel moet word is nmy ma" . 

Indian u voel dat die bep,rip besonder P, oed nas by een van die 

adjektiewe , trek u ' n kruis ie deur daardie 3 wat naaste aan die 

adjektief p,eleU is, bv . :-

sterk 2 

sterk 3 2 

1 

1 

0 

.2! 
0 

1 2 3 swak 

1 2 swak 

Indien u voel dat die begrip "my ma'* redelik goed pas by een van 

die o.dj ektiewe , trek u ' n kruisie deur daardie 2 wat naaste 

aan die adjektief geleH is , bv. : -

oud 3 X 
oud 3 2 

l 

1 

0 

.!?!. 
0 

1 

1 

2 3 jonk 

X 3 jonk 

Indian u ~oel dat die be~rip net effentjies pas by een van die 

adjektiewe , trek u ' n kruisie deur da~rdie 1 wat naaste aan die 

adjektief gel eg is , bv. :-

aktief 3 2 X 
aktief 3 2 1 

0 

of 

0 

1 

X 

2 3 :passief 

2 3 pass ief 

Indien u o.r;ter voel dat die bet;.rip tot geen van die teenoorF"estel de 

adjektiewe :pas n i e , of tot a l t wee ewe goed , trek u ' n ltruis i e 

deur die nul (0) , bv.:-

s kerp 3 2 1 1 2 3 stom:p 

Baie belangri k:- Maak seker dat u ol ke adjektief- 'l)aar beoordeel , moenie 
iets uitlaat ni e . - Mo~nie hui wer om die uiteindes {3) van die skaal te 
gebruik nie waar dit van toepassing mag wees. Gebruik nul so mi n as moontlik. 
Beoordeel di e beFri p:pe asb. volgens hull e betekenis vir uself. Maak e l ke 
beoordeling apart en onafhanklik van anderes . Skr yf u eerste i ndruk neer 
en moenie te lank aarsel om ' n oordeel te maak nie , probeer liewers om teen 
•n konstante spoed te werk sonder om t erug t o kvk en sonder om voripe 
beoordelinrs te verbeter ni e . tlaie dankie vir u deel name aan hd. ondersoek! 
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Sequ nee of t he ten concepts rated by the subjects 

(Afri kaans version) 

1. 11die Amerikaners " 

2. "di e Engel ssprekende Suid-Afrikaners" 

3 . "die 13antoes t' 

4. "die Duitserstt 

5 . "die Suid-Afrik'lanae Indi@rsu 

6. "die JodeH 

7 . "die Kleu.rlinp,e" 

8 . .,die Afrikaners" 

9 . "dio Russe" 

10. ".Ckt1 
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(Five pages of the fo11oning:-) 

It tf (concept) 

aktief 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 passief 

humoristies 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 sonder humor 

onsuksesvo1 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 suksesvol 

onbesonne 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 bedag 

bekwaam 3 1 0 1 3 onbekwaam 

onopreg 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 opreg 

eenvoudig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 moei1ilt 

verstandig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 dwaas 

koud 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 warm 

ongelukkig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 bly 

omrindbaar 3 2 1 0 1 2 .3 kalm 

teruggetrok.ke 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 toegank1ik 

konserva.tief 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 vooruitstrewend 

vreemd 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 welbekend 

vin.11.ig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 stadig 

sorgvu1dig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 sorgloos 

ontsna.nne 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 eespanne 

teer 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 taa i 

l elik 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 mooi 

vaa.g 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 noukeurig 

II (concept) 

aktief 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 pas sief 

humoristios 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 sonder humor 

onsuksesvo1 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 suksesvol 

onbesonne 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 bedag 
bekwaam 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 onbelmaam 

onopreg 3 2 1 0 1 2 . 
eenvoudig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 moeilik 
verstandi g 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 dwaas 
koud 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 warm 

ongelukkig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 b1y 
opwindbaar 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 ka1m 
terugl!etrokke 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 toe~ank1ik 

ltonservatief 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 vooruitstrenend 
neemd 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 we1bekend 
vinnig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 stadig 

sorR;vuldig 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 sorgloos 

ontspanne 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 gespanne 
teer 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 taa i 
le1ik 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 mooi 
vaag 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 noukeurig 
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reanlik of vroulik •••••.•.••••• ouderdom j nar 

dat'Utll .•• -.. , •..• ,. ........ ·-..• naam van universiteit •.•.••..••. . • ••.•• 

---------------------------~----------------------------------~---------~~~ 
Gee asb . ' n k.ort a.l gemene indruk van die toats: 

Skryf asb . die naam van die groen wa t u baste ken neer onder (a), 

tweede-beste onder (b), ens . :-

(a) 
(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(:f) 

(g ) 

(h) 
(i) 

Het u moeilikhvid onderviud met die beoordeling van son11.: i ge begri])pe? 

Indian wei • \Vat t er ber,rip:pe? 

Hoe het u die toets qevind:-

baie langdradi~ , langdradi? , middel matig, i nt eressant, baie interessant 

( onderstreep as1,.) 

»atter een van die twee teonoorr;cstelde adjektiewe is volgens v. mening 

meer positief as 'n beoordelinp van 'n persoon? 

Onderstreep hulle asb. 

aktief 
humoristies 
onsultsesttol 
onlH)s OYllle 
bekwaam 
onopreg 
~envoudie 
v ers ta:ndig 
koud 
onReluk'~<-ig 
opwi ndbaar 
teruBp.etrokke 
konservatief 
vreemd 
vinnig 
s orgvuldit; 
ontspa.nne 
teer 
lelik 
va.ag 

pa.ssief 
.s onder humor 
suksesvol 

- bedag 
onbekwaam 
oprep; 

- rnoeilik 
d?laas 
warm 

- bly 
kalm 
toeeanklik 

- vooruitstrewend 
- welbek~md 

sta.dig 
sorp;loos 

- gespanne 
- taa.i 

mooi 
- noukl'urig 



TABLE NO COW~ENTS 0~ THE TEST MAOE BY THE SUBJECTS 
------~~~)-----~--------~------~-------------------·---~ 

PE~CENTAGES 0~ TOTAL GROUP AND SIGN IFICA ,;T DIFFElE~CtS BETWEEN MALE AND FE~ALE SUBJECTS iN EACH GROUP 
M---------------·-----------------------~-------~--~------~-------------~---------~------------------

I AF'RIKAANS 
l SUBJECIS 
I %T .~ .. F 

E~GLIS l~ 
SUBJ~CTS 
~ T • M .. F 

J E.W IS rl 
SlJ8JECT~ 
%T . \~""F' 

INDIA ·~ 
SuBJECTS 
%i e\A•F 

COl.. OUR ED 
SUBJECTS 
% T • M-F 

A~RlCAN 
SUBJECTS 
'kT •M-F 

bRAND 
iOiAL 

% 

-~----~------------------~-~-------~------------------------~--------------~---·----------~ - ---~-~-~------~------------
• 

1 • INTERESTING ~ ~ 29 • 1 7 t 55 55 • ** '6 :?9 
2. THE DEGREE Or FAMIUARI TV ' WITH A GROUP IS TESTED e • 1 7 ~ 1 4 31 • 29 • 1 6 1 9 

• • • 
3. I DO NOT LIKE li 3 2 • 3 2 • 4 2 
4. IT GIVES GREATER INSIGHT 

INTO MYSELF 2 4 2 0 2 

' s. IT SERVES NO I'URPOSE 2 • 2 4 • 0 
6· IT IS I ,viPOSS I BLE • • • ro GENERALIZE 2 • 1 8 23 2 • 0 0 7 

7. IT IS A WASTE or TIME 4 0 • 4 0 • 0 
8. AD J tCTIVES AND CONCi::PTS • • 

WERE DIF-"FicUL.T TO RATE 20 26 t 17 • 6 9 4 1 4 
g. NO CONI ACT WITH SOME GROUPS I • 

THEREFO RE DIFFICULT TO RATE I 1 3 • 37 I ** 1 7 • 1 1 , 2 22 • 20 
------------------------------~------------"-----~----~------ - - ~-~-----------------~ -------~-------~------~------------
COLUMNS HEADED e,n CONTAIN THE FREQUENCY ~VITH Vv HiCH A CERTAIN ~ESOONSE OCCURRED -IN , .. 
COLUMNS HEADED ~· -F CONTAIN 'tHE LEVEL or SIGNlrlCANT DIF"FERENCES 8[ TWEE J MALES AND FEMALES 

WHERE ~ EQLJALS .os LEVEL 

** ECJiJALS • 0 i LEVEL 

*** EJL.ALS .001 LEVEL. 

1\) 

~ 
0\ 



TABLE NO 4 DIFFERENCES BET WEE~ 1HE GR OUPS AS RE GARDS THEIR cOMMENTS ON THE TEST 
a-----------~-----~•-----------~--~-----•~--~--w---~-~-----------~-~-------~---~-~-

INDIAN CO~OURED AFRIKAANS 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
e: ;~GL I S'1 
SJBJECTS 

vs. 
JEWISH 

SUBJECTS 
vs. 

susJacTs sueJEcTs 
vs, I vs. I 

ENG. JEW, IND. CO~. AFC. JEW. 1 ~0 • OjL• AFC• IND• COL.. ArC. cOL. AFC. I AFC. I 

---------------~--~-----------·-~-- - -------------------------~-----~~-~-~~----------------~----~--~---------------------I I 
, I INTERESTING I ~· AK ***IN ***CO ***iN *~~co 1.-Uf* IN ***CO ~AC *IN *CO 
2· DEGREE OF FA t.I IUARITY I I 

WITH A GROuP I *EN ***IN **~CO *AO **IN ~co I * IN *CO *II~ *CO 
I I 

'· I DO NOT LIKE IT I I 
4a IT GIVES GREAiER I I 

INS IGHT INTO MYSELF I I 
I I 

s. IT SE.RVES NO PURPOSE I I 
6. IT IS I '.APOSS I BLt: I I 

TO GENEIALIZE ' ***EN ***JE ***EN *~*EN ***EN 1 :~on~Jt ***JE ***JE 
I I 

7. IT is A WAsTE or- TIME I *AK *JE I 
s. ADJECTIVES & CONCE~Tsl I 

DIFFICULT TO RATE I ***AK *AK ***AK ***EN ~*EN ***EN I *JE **JE 
9. NO CONTACT WITH I I 

SOME GROUPS '***EN *AC **E~ ***EN *~*EN *E'l I 
------~------w-w --------~-----4------------~--------~~-~-------~--·------~-•--·---~----~------------~----~~~--~---------
ABREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP WITH THE HIGHER PERCENTAGE ON iHE ~tSPONSE 
F 0 R A B REV I A T I 0 I'• S SEE ~AGE S I G ~ I F I c A N C E L ~ VEl~ I N 0 I C A i ED 

BY THE FOLLOWi~G SIGNS 
* EQUALS • Os ** EQUALS .01 *** EQUALS a001 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

1\) 
.p. 
-3 



T~. BLF NO 5 T"iE EVALUATION OF THE ADJECTIVES AS B~ING POSITIVE DESc~IPTIONS OF A PERSON 
---------------------·--------------~--~-~----~------------------------~-------~----~-----

AFRIKAANS ENGLISH I J EWisH INDI AN I CjLOURED AFRICAN GRAND 
SUBJECis I SUBJECTS I SUBJECTS I SUBJEdis I SUBJECTS I SUBJECTS I TOTAL I 

M-F %T %•50%1 'A-F %T %- 50%1 M~F %T %~50%1 M~F %T %•50%1 M~~ %T %•50%1 M~F %T %*50%1 %t %•50%1 
-------------------------~------------------------~---•------~-~------------~----~---•---------------v-----------------~ ACTIVE 

HUMOROUS 
*SUCCESSFUL 
*THOUGHTFUL 

EFFICIENT 
*SINCERE 

SIMPLE 
WISE 

*WARM 
*HAPPY 
*CALM 
*OPEN 
*PROGRESSIVE 
*FAMILIAR 

FAST 
CAREFUL 
RELAXED 

*TOUGH 
*BEAUTIFUL 
*PRECISE 

96 
97 
94 
88 
96 
96 
65 
94 

* 95 
88 
67 
83 
91 

* 89 
91 

* 85 
75 
53 
89 
93 

*~* 
*l::* 
*** *** *** *** * *** *** *** * *** *** *** 
**~ * ·~* 
*7X* 

*** *~* 

99 *** 
94 *** 
96 *** 
87 *** 
93 *** 
94 *** 
64 * 
77 *** 
85 *** 
94 *** 
48 
63 
75 *** 
16 *** 
87 *** 
81 *** 
70 ** ** 46 
82 *** 
84 *** 

96 *** 
96 *** 
98 *** 
84 *** 
93 *** 
91 *** 44 
82 *** 
93 *** 
91 *** 
3i 
73 
76 * 
80 * 
82 ** 
89 *** 
71 
40 
87 *** 
93 *** 

98 
99 
97 
89 
97 
92 
81 
90 
93 
92 
69 
74 
90 
86 
86 
86 
79 

* 58 
92 
88 

*** 
*** :~** 

*** *** *** 
*** *** *** *** 
*** 
*:xi* 
*** *** *** 
*** 
* *** *** 

99 
99 
95 
95 
9~ 
90 
64 
88 
89 
88 
70 
49 
74 
7"!J 
86 
71 
74 

** 55 
92 
81 

*** I 
*** I 
*** I 
*** I 
*** I 
*** I 

I 
*** I 
*** I *** I * I 

I 

** I * I 
*** I ** I ** I 

I 

*** I *** I 

90 
93 
93 
88 
95 
90 
84 
83 
90 
90 
61 
67 
84 
88 
81 
83 
72 
41 
88 
71 

**r­
**~ 

*** *** 
*** 
**f.it 
*** **~ 
**~ 
*** 

*** 
*** 
**~ 
*** 

97 
96 
96 
89 
95 
93 
71 
86 
91 
91 
61 
10 
83 
82 
86 
83 
74 
51 
88 
86 

*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** *** 

** 
*** *** 
*** 
*** 
*** 
*** 

*** 
*** 

-------------------------------------------~------~---------- ----~----~-----~-------------~----------~-----------------4 
COLUMNS HEADED %-50% CONT AIN T~ E DEVIATIO~ FROM 50-50 OISTR18UTI ON OF PREFERE~CES 
COLU MNS HEA DED t T CONTAIN THE FRE QUENCY WiTH WHICH A CERTAIN RESPONSE ~CCuRRED •IN %• 
COLUMNS HEADED ~ -F CONTAI~ THE LEVEL OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES B ETWEE~ MALES AND FEMALES 

WHERE * 
** *** 

EQUALS 
EQuALS 
EQuALS 

.os 
• 0 1 

.oo1 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL. 



TABLE NO 7 DI FFERENCES BET ~EEN THE GROUPS AS REG ARDS POSifiVE- .~EGATIVE EVALUATIO~ OF THE ADJEcTiVES 
--------~---·-----------~---~---- ----- - - ---~---~--~-------~-·~~-------~-----------~---------~-----~~---·-

Ar~ IKAANS 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
E~ ' G• JEW. 1:-..JD, COL, AFC• 

E~GL.IsH 
SW9JECTS 

vs. 
JEW• INO• COL, AFC. 

JEWISH 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
IND, COl... AF'Ce 

INDIAN COLOURtD CONilNG. 
SUBJECTS SUBJECTS TAB~E OVER 

VSa I VS• I ALL GROUPS I 
COL. AF'Ca i AFC. I I 

------•---·-----------~----~---••------~---~------~-----•--w•----~-------•-••------~------------------------------------ACTIVE 
HU MOROUS 
SUCCESSFUL 
iHOUGH'fi="LJL 
EF'FICIENT 
SINCERE. 
SIMPLE 
WISE 
WARM 
HAPPY 
CALM 
OPEN 
PROGRESSIVE 
FAMILIAR 
FAST 
CAREFUL 
RELAXED 
TOUGH 
BEAUTIF'UL 
PRECISE 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I***AK 
I *AK 
I 
I **AK 
I*~*AK 
I **A K 
I *AK 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

l!EAK 

*~*AK 

*AK 

*** IN *AC itEEN ***I .--J 
*AK **I~ 

*** IN 
***AK *AK 
*~AK **'"~ 
liiU~AK 

**AC 

~wo *AC 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I~**IN ~**AC 
I 
I 
I 
I***IN ***CO ~**AC 
I ~JE 
I *IN 
I 
I 
I 
I 
i 
I 
I **JE 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I***'~ I 

***IN **l'l *'"i 

*AC *** ** 
*** 
*** ~** 

* 

---------------~---------~ --------- --------·--------~·-----·- ··~-~-- ----~----------- ---~·------~-----------------------~ ABREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP WITH THE HIGHER PERCE~TAGE ON THE RESP~NSE 
f OR AB~EVIATIO~S SEE PAGE SIG~IFicANCE LEVELS I~DICAiED 

BY THE FO kLO#IN6 SIGNS 
* EQUALS • 05 ** EQUALS • 01 *** EOUAL.S •001 

LEVEL 
l..EVEL 
LEVEL 

1\) 
.;:.. 
1.0 

I 



TABLE NO 8 ROTATED FACiOR•MATRIX OF THE ADJECIJVES FOR THE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
-------------------------------------------·---------~-----~·-----~~-------~----~------

2 
FIRST FACTOR SECOND FACTOR THIRD FACTOR H 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------~--·-------------~---ACTIVE o.1o o.oe o.oa o.so 
HUMOROUS 0. 12 Oa63 o.o1 Oe42 
SUCCESSFUL 0.73 0.02 Oa21 Oa58 (\.) 

V1 
THOUGHTFUL Ot45 o.os Ot52 Ot48 0 
EFFICIENT 0.67 Ot03 0. 1 9 Oa49 I 
SINCERE 0' 1 4 o.s~ Oa35 Oa42 
SIMPLE -0.37 0. 1 7 Ot04 0 I 1 7 
WISE 0•56 Oe20 Ot44 Ot5!5 
WARM Ot09 Ot65 Oa04 Oa43 
HAPPY -0.02 Ot63 0. 1 8 0~4~ 
CALM Oa03 o.o2 Ot42 0. 1 8 
OPEN 0. 12 Oe60 •a. 1 e 0•41 
PROGRESSIVE Ot69 0. 1 9 Ot05 Ot51 
FAMILIAR 0.34 Oe22 -o.o?J 0. 1 6 
FAST 0.68 o.o9 Ot05 Ot41 
CAREFUL 0.60 ""'0t09 Ot48 Oe60 
RELAXED '"'0e24 Ot42 0 a1 0 Oa24 
TOUGH -o.04 ... 0.16 -o.25 Oa09 
BEAUTIFUL Oe40 0.36 Ot29 0;37 
PRECISE 0.68 Ot04 Ot42 0.64 
------------------------------~---------------------~~-------•-w-•-•-----~--••------------~-----•• 
Variance 12% 8% 



TABLE NO 9 RoTATED FACTOR•MATRIX OF THE ADJECTIVES FOR iHE ENGLISH GROUP 
--------------------·--~----~--~--------~---------·--------~-~-~-------4-------------·-

FIRST FACroR SECOND FACTOR 1' HIRD FACTOR 
2 

H 

------~-----------------------·--------~-8---------------------·-------------~--------------------ACTIVE Oa62 o.o4 Ot04 o.39 
HUMOROUS 0•06 0.66 o.oo 0•44 
SUCCESSFUL Oe62 ~o.o7 Ot29 Oe41 
THOUGHTFUL Oe22 0. 1 7 Oe59 Oe43 
EFFICIENT o.s9 ... 0 e14 Ot36 o.so 
SINCERE -0.03 0&42 Oa49 Ot42 
SIMPLE -0.47 Oe20 -o.1s Ot29 
WiSE 0.40 Oe07 Ot47 o.~9 
WARM -0.07 Oa15 0 • 1 1 o.se 
HAPPY 0404 Oa64 Ot14 Oa43 
CALM -0.02 -0.09 Ot42 0 • H~ 
OPEN o,og o.ss ... 0.29 Ot39 
PROGRESSIVE Oe48 0. 1 9 •0 ., 0 Oa28 
FAMILIAR o.og e.G~ o.o3 0.41 
FAST 0.62 0. 1 , •Ot05 Oa40 
CAREFUL o.36 .. 0.21 0•60 Oa56 
RELAXEO -0.20 o.s7 o.oG 0.37 
TOUGH o.og -o.2o -"0e29 0 I 1 3 
BEAUTirUL Ot22 o.21 o.~g Oa24 
PRECISt o.s1 •0.17 Ot44 Ot49 

--------------------------·---·----~----------~---~-------~-----------------~-----~--~·-----------
Variance 13% 15% 11% YJJ~ 

1\) 
VI 
~ 



TABLE NO 10 ROTATED FACfOR-MATRIX OF iHt. ADJECTIVES FOR TH~ JE WISH GROUP 
--------------------·----~----------------·~~---M--·----~---~--------~-~--------~------

F IRST FACTOR SECO"-JD FACTOR fHIRO FACTOR 
2 

H 

-------------*-----------~--------------------------------------------------~---------------------
ACTIVE .. 0.02 Oa51 Oa40 Ot42 
HUMOROUS o.s7 "'0a12 Ot46 o.ss 
SUCCESSFUL o.os Ot67 0t02 Ot45 
THOUGHTFUL 0. 51 Oe28 ""0e21 0.38 
EFFICIENT Oa02 Oa66 .. o.o1 0•44 
SINCERE Ot65 o.oo ""0e02 0•42 
SIMPLE 0. 1 4 .J0·4~ .... ~ t 11 0.22 
WISE 0.25 Oe51 .. 0 t 1 1 Oa33 
WARM Oa68 -0·27 Ot39 Ot69 
HAPPY 0,49 o.o1 0. 1 9 Ot28 
CALM 0. 16 Oa06 "'" ~h41 Oa20 
OPEN o.2o ... 0. 11 0,65 Oa47 
PkOGRESSIVE o.16 0., 8 Oa58 Oa39 
FAMILIAR o.so ~o.o6 Oa49 0•49 
FAST -o.os Oa48 Oa49 0•47 
CAREFUL 0.10 o.se -0.31 0•48 
RELAXED o.so -0.31 o,o4 Ot35 
TOUGH ·0.48 o.o1 Oe 06 0.23 
BEAUTIFUL 0.43 0 I 1 8 o.oo 0.22 
PRECISE ... 0.10 Oa57 o.o1 0•34 
-------------~------------~----------------~---~---------------~-~-~-"~--~----------------~---···-
Variance 14% 14% 11% 

~ 
\J1 
1\) 



TABLE NO 11 ROTATED FACTOR~MATRIX ~F THE ADJECTIVES FOR THE INDIAN GROUP 
---------------~~---·----·---·-·---~--~---~~"---~~-~-*-------------------~---------~--~ 

FI RST FACTOR SECO :~D fACTOR fH IR ;) FACT~R 
2 

H 

-------------~-~---------------------------~------~---------~---- --------~------------------------
ACTIVE 0.20 0.1~ Oe50 Oa31 
HUMOROUS o.os Oa64 0. 11 0•44 
SUCCESSFUL o.62 ""0.02 Oa24 Ot44 
THOUGHTFUL Oe61 Oa26 -o,o1 Ot44 
EFFICIENT o.ss o.o2 0.2~ Ot39 
SINCERE 0.48 0,39 .. o,o1 0.38 
SIMPLE -o.o2 Ot.35 -0.21 0.17 
WISE 0.72 o.os 0. 1 2 Ot54 
WAR M 0. 1 2 Oa69 -o.os 0•49 
HAPPY 0. 1 1 0•40 Oa 26 0.24 
CALM 0.41 o.oo - o. os 0 i 1 7 
OPEN -0.21 Oe52 Od1 0.41 
PROGRESSIVE 0.34 Oe26 Oe45 0.39 
FAMILIAR 0.02 Ot61 Oa07 o.3a 
F'AST 0.25 0' 1 ~ Oa51 0•40 
CAREFUL o.73 -o.oe o.os 0•54 
RELAXED 0. 1 2 0·43 Oa 08 Oa21 
TOUGH -o.21 -o. 12 Ot.33 0. 1 7 
BEAUTIFUL 0 • .39 0.33 .. 0 .04 0.26 
PRECISE 0. 6, 0. 1 0 Oa24 0 •44 
~--------M-------------------------------------------~--·---4·-~------~--~--·-~-----------~-------
Variance 17~6 12% 7% 36% 

I\) 
\J'I 
VJ 



i ABLE NO 12 ROTATED FACiOR•MATRIX OF THE AD JE CTIVES FOR THE COLOURED GROUP 
---~-----------~------------ ---·--------~---M------ ------------·--~--------------------

~IRST FACTOR SECO:-.JD FACTOR TH IRD FACTOR 
2 

H 

-------------·----------------·-~--------------------~-------~----------------4-------------------ACTIVE Ot32 0. 1 ~ 0149 Oa36 
HUMOROUS 0. 1 1 0·61 0. 1 0 0·39 
SUCCESSFUL o.so o.o1 Oe26 013:2 
THOUGHiFLJL Ot49 0.21 Ot09 Oa29 
EFFICIENT Oa47 o.o3 0 I 1 8 Oa25 
SINCERE Oa31 Oe49 ... o.o6 Oi34 
SIMPLE -0.21 0. 11 -0.26 0 I 1 2 
WISE o.s7 0. 1 0 0 .1 3 0.35 
WARN! 0. 1 0 0•65 -0.04 Ot43 
HAPPY 0. 12 Oa44 0. 1 1 Ot22 
CAL M 0.29 0. 1 8 -o.o9 0 ·12 
OPEN .. 0.16 o.s3 0128 0·39 
PROGRESSIVE Oa20 0. 1 8 Ot32 0.1 7 
FAMILIAR 0. 14 Oa63 -o.o4 Oa42 
FAST o.3s 0. 15 Oa55 0•45 
CAREFUL 0.52 ... o.os Oa09 Ot28 
RELAXED Oa04 0•43 -o.14 0121 
TOUGH -o.o1 --0.11 Oe36 0. 1 4 
BEALJTIF'UL Oa44 Oa26 Ot0 7 Oe27 
PRECISE o.s1 0. 1 8 Oa21 0.34 
------~-·------------------------------·--------~----~~-----·--~-------------------~---~------~---

Variance 127; 12'fo 5c/ 10 2CJ(o 

1\) 

\J1 
~ 

I 



TABLE NO 13 ROTATED FACTORMMAiRIX OF THE ADJECTIVES FOR THE AFRICAN GROuP 
-------~-----------~-----~----------------·-•-w---------•---~~---------~------------•-• 

F'IRST FACTOR SECO ,~D FACTOR 1'HIRO FACTOR 
2 

H 

-------------------------~----~-----------------~---------------------~-----~------------------~--ACTIVE o.s2 -o.12 Ot39 Oa44 
HUMOROUS 0.20 Oa49 Oc21 0.32 
SUCCESSFUL o.s, ... 0.15 Ot24 o,36 
THOUGHTFUL 0.69 Oa01 .... o.o6 Ot49 
EFFICIENT o.61 ... o.o1 o.oe Ot39 
SINCERE 0.38 0.40 -o.os o.,, 
SiMPLE -o. 12 o.so Ot05 0•27 
WISE o.7o o.o9 .. o.o1 o.so 
WARM 0. 19 o.s2 0. 1 8 0.34 
HAPPY 0. 1 5 0.14 Oe31 0 I 1 4 
CAL 'A 0 a 1 0 ... o.o1 -o.41 0. 1 '3 
OPEN -0.07 0.2, Oa51 Od2 
PROGRESSIVE Oe47 o.o1 Oe36 0•35 
FA MILIAR 0.02 Oa64 0. 1 9 Ot45 
FAST Oa38 -o.o6 Ot40 0.31 
CAREFUL Oe69 ... 0.02 -o.13 Oa49 
RELAXED .. 0. 1 , Oe42 Ot04 0. 19 
TOUGH 0. 1 0 -*0a36 0 I 1 1 0. 17 
BEAUTIFUL Oe27 Oa35 "'0t17 Oe22 
PRECISE 0•42 0 t14 Ot09 0.20 
------------------------------------------------~-~---~---------·--------~------------------~-----

Variance 16% 10% 696 32<;~ 

1\) 

\Jl 
\Jl 



TABLE NC 17 CONCEPTs JHICH J!RE SEEN AS BEING DIFFICULT TO RATE 
--------------------4---~----·-------------·---------~-------------~---

PERCENTAGES CF TOTAL GROU~ AND SIGNIFICANT D lrFE rt E~CE S BETWEEN MALE AND FEMALe SUBJECTS I ~ EACH GROUP 
-~---------------~----------~---------------------~-----~--~------------~----~----~------------------

I AF'RIKAANS 
I SUBJE CTS 
I %T aM"" F 

t: 1\lGL ISH 
susJtcTs 
%i •M-F' 

JEW iSH 
SUBJE:C'l' S 
~T • 'v1'"'F' 

iNDIAN 
SUBJECTS 
%1 a 1A-F 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 
~ T • ~-F 

AFRICAN 
SUBJECTS 
\ T • M-F 

GRAND 
TO TAL 

% 

------~------~---------------------·-------~----M------~-------~------------~------------------------~-----------------
• 

THE AMERICANS • 5 • 4 0 • 2 

THE ENGLISH • 2 • 0 

• • • 
THE AF'R I CAt S 0 • • 4 0 

• • 
THE GE~MANS , 1 1 2 9 • , 6 1 1 9 

t 

THE. 1!\JDIANS 8 • * 26 ~ , 3 • 1 1 • 2 1 0 
• • 

THE JENS 5 5 0 , 1 • 1 2 1 0 * 7 
• 

iHE COL.OURE.DS 0 • 9 3 0 • 0 0 2 
• • • 

THE' A F' R I K A~~ E R S 0 • • 3 2 
• 

'tHE RuSSIAI\S 7 • ** 28 20 • 9 , 8 1 , , 5 

---------------------------~--~---- - --- --------------~---------~-----~---------·--------------- ------------~-----------
COLUMNS HEADED %T CONTAIN T"iE FREQUENCY WITH WH ICH A CERTAIN ~ ESPO"-iSE OCCURRED .. iN , ... 
COLUMNS HEADED 1·: -F CON'f'AI N iHE LEVEL Oft S IGNIFICANT DiFFERENCES BETWEEN 'iALE S AND FEMALES 

WHE~E * EQL;ALS .os LEVEL 

** EQuALS • 01 LEVEL 

*** EQuALS .001 LEVEL 

rv 
\.1l 
0'\ 

f 



TABLE 1\JO 20 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS iNSIDE iHE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
----------------------------------------~-·~-~-~----·-~---------------------

THE AMERICANS COMPARED WllH 
-----------------------~-------4 

ENGLISH AFRICANS GER'AANS INOI ANS JEWS COLOIJ REOS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------------------------------·---------------~~-----~~~-------------------------------~--------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** A ~ *** GE *** AM *** M.~ ~~* A~.~ *** RU *** AM 
HUMOROUS ** AM *** Mil * Gf *** AM **~ AM * co *** AK *** AM *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ~** A ·A *** AM ~** AM ** AM *** AM 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN *** A \A *** GE * MJ *** JE *** AM *** AK *** ~~E 
EFFICIENT *** AM *iPlf* A A *** GE *** AM *** AV! *** AM ** A~ *** AM 
SINCERE *** AA *** GE *** A~ *** AM *** AM *** AK *** AM *** t-?E 
SIMPLE *** AC * AM *~* IN * AM ~~* co *** AK *** AM * ~E 1\) 

WISE *** AM *** A',l *** GE *** AM ** AM *** AM * AK *** AM *** AM \.11 
-.3 

WARM *** AM *** A A *** AM *** A..J. *~* AM *~* AK *** AM ** ~{ e: 
I 

HAPPY *** AM *** AJ * AM *** AM *** AM *'** AK *** AM 
CALM *** EN ** A'A *** IN *~ JE *** AK * RU *** ~E OPEN *** AM *~* A ~A *** AM *** AM **~ AM *** AM *·i!!)ilE AM *** AM *** AM 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** A ~A *** AM *** AM *** A l~ i«** A "A *~* A~~ *** AM *** AM 
FAMILIAR *** AM j~** A ~ *** AM *** AM *** A ~ ~** AM *** AM *** AM *** AM 
FAST *** AM *** A ~ *** AM *** A 'It ~~** AM * AM *** AM 
CAREFUL *** A'A *** GE *** AM ** JE ·~** AM *** AK *** RU * ~~ E RELAXED * AC *** AM ** AM ~ A .J. *** AM * AM 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC ** GE ** AM ** co *** RU *** AM 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** MA *** GE ** AM **~ A~ *** AM *** AK *** AM *** AM 
PRECISE *** AM *** AVt *~* GE *** AM * AM ~** AM ** RU ** AM 
-----------------------------------------~--------~---·------~----------------·-----------~----------~------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE 3ROUP SIGNIFICANCE l.EVELS IND ICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY irlE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0, LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** tQuALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 21 COMPARISON 01=" iHE CONCEPTS INSIDE tHE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
------------------------------------~------~--------~----------------------~ 

THE ENGliSH COMPAREO WITH 
--------------------~--~--------

AMEPICANS AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEIVS COLOUREDS AF'RIKANE~S RUSSIANS ME 
------------------------------~----w-----------------~--------•~-----------------------------~------••--•---
ACTIVE *** AM *** E ~·J *** GE ** EN *~ JE ~** EN *** AK *** RU *** ~ E 
HUMOROUS ** AM * E"-1 ** GE *** EN * EN *~* co *** AK *** EN *** ~E SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** E\1 *** GE *** EN **~ JE *:~* EN *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHtFUL *** EN *** E !~ *** GE *** EN *** EN *** AK *** EN 
EFF ICI ENT *** AM *** E :~ *** GE *** EN *** JE A** t:N *;!;!* AK *** RU ** EN 
SINCERE *** E ~ *** GE *:.** EN **~ EN ~** EN *** AK *** EN **~ ME 
SIMPLE *** AC *** IN ~ E\1 ~** co *** AK *** EN 1\) 

WISE *** AM )ll<** EN *** GE *** EN *** EN *** AK \J1 
0) 

WARM *** AM *** GE ~* co *;j!* AK *** EN **~ WE f 
HAPPY *** AM ** GE * co *** AK *** EN *** ME 
CALM *** EN ~** E'J *** EN ** E ~ *** EN *** EN 
OPEN *** AM ** E~ * EN ** co *** AK *** EN 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** E"i *** GE **~ JE *** EN *** A-!.. *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** E~ *** GE f.~** EN *~* EN *** AK *** EN 
FAST *** AM *** E ·~ *** GE ~* EN -«~* EN *** AK *** RU *** ~~ E 
CAREFUL *** EN *** GE *** EN *** EN *** AK *** RU 
RELAXED *** AC * EN *** co *** EN 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE *** IN **~ JE *** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E.'>J *** GE *~ EN ~** EN *=~* AK *~* EN 
PRECISE *~* AM *** EN *** GE *** EN *** EN *;~* AK *** RU 
-----------------------------·-----------------------~------~--~---------~·-----------------~-----~-------~· 

ABBREVIATIONS INDIC ATE THE GROUP SIGNIF'ICANCE LEVELS INDicArED * EQJALS tOS LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLONiNG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENT IONED *** EQuALS .001 LEVE"L 



TABLE NO 22 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE 1HE AFRiKAANS GROUP 
------------·--------------~--------~--------------------------w•--•----~---

THE AFRICANS COM~ A RED WliH 
~-------·-----------~-----------

AMERICANS ENGLISH GERMANS INDIA NS JEWS COLOU~EDS AFRIKA.NERS RUSSIANS ME 
---------~-------------------------·------------------------~-------------~----------·----------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** EN *** GE ~~** IN **~ JE * 00 *** AK *** RU *** N·E 
HUMOROUS *** AM * EN *** GE *** co *** AK *** AC *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** EN *** GE. *** IN **~ JE *** AK *** RU *** WE 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E ~~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ti E 
SINCERE *** AM *** E~ *** GE ** co *** AK *** AC *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC *** AO *** AC *** AC *** AC *** Ac *** AC *** AC t\) 

WISE *** AM ~** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ~· E \11 
\.0 

WARM *** AM *** GE *** co *** AK *** AC *** ME 
' HAPPY *** AM ** GE ** GO *** AK *** AC *** ME 

CALM ** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** J E ~* co *** AK *** RU *** M ~ 
OPEN *** AM ** Ei\J *** GE * JE *** co *** AK *** AC ** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** E~ *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co *** AK *** RU *** M~ FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** GE. ** AC *** JE *** AK *** RU 
FAST *** AM ~** E ·~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *** AK *** Rl.J *** ME 
CAREFUL *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE * 00 *** AK *** RU *** ME 
RELAXED * AC ~** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC 
TOUGH *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AO *** AC *~* AC *** AC 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
PRECISE *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
---------·----~-~-----------------------------~------~·------~---~----------------------------~------·----~-

ABBREVIATIONS INDICA'T'E THE GROJP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * eOUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGN IF I cAt-.'TL Y HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLO'IliNG SIGNS ** EQUAL.S • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQuALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 23 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIOE iHE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
~-------------------------------~---~--------~---------~--------------------

THE GERMANS COMPARED WITH 
~-------~-----------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS INDIANS JEWS COLOJREOS AFRIKANERS RUSSIA NS ME 
-----------------------------------------~--------~--~~---------------------~---------------------~---------
ACTIVE *** GE *** GE *** GE. *** GE **~ GE *** GE **~ GE. *** GE 
HUMOROUS * GE ~* GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ** AK *** GE 
SUCCESSFUL *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
THOUGHiFUL *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
EFFICIENT *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
SINCERE *** GE ~** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE l!E** AK *** GE *** ~E SIMPLE * AM *** AC *** IN *** co *~* AK *** ME N 

0\ WISE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE * GE *** GE *** GE 0 
WARM '*** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** AK *** GE ** ME ' HAPPY * AM ** GE ** GE *** GE ** GE *** AK *** GE ** ~E CALM ~:** E ~ *** GE ~* IN *** AK *** WE 
OPEN **~ AM *** GE ~* GE ** co *** AK *** GE 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ~** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE *** GE 
FAST *** GE *** GE:. *~* GE *** GE ~** GE ** GE *** GE 
CAREFUl *** GE ~** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
RELAXED *** AM * EN *** AC * IN *** co *~* AK *** GE 
TOUGH ** GE *** GE *** AC *** GE *** GE *** GE *** RU *** GE 
BEAUTIFUL *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE * AK *** GE *** GE 
PRECISE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE **l!E GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
--------·•---~-------------------------------------------~---~-~------~------------------~------~-• --w-----• 

ABBREVIATIONS iNDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNI F ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQU ALS tOS LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFicANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY irlE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MEN TIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL. 



TABLE NO 24 COMPARisON OF THE CONCEPTS iNSIDE THE AFRiKAANS GROUP 
-----~------·----~------------------~------~---------------~---------------~ 

THE INDIANS COMPARED WITH 
--------------------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------------------------------·--------------~-------~---------~-~------------------------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM ** EN *** IN *** GE *** JE ** IN *** AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** GE ** JE *** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM l<** E~ *** IN *** GE *** JE *** IN *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL * AM *** E ~ *** IN *** GE *** JE *~* IN *** AK *** ~E 

EFFICIENT *** AM *** EN *** IN *** GE. *** JE *** iN *** AK *** RU ** ~E 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** GE * JE *** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 1\) 

SIMPLE *** IN *** IN *** AC *** IN **~ IN ~** co *** IN 0\ 

WISE IN JE iN AK *** RU *** ME -' 

*** AM *** E ~ *** ~** GE *** ~** *** WARM *** AM *** GE *** 00 *** AK *** IN *** ME 
HAPPY *** AM *** GE *** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 
CALM *** IN *** IN ** IN * IN >*** IN * IN 
OPEN *** AM * EI\J ** GE * JE *** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** IN *** GE *** JE ~:~* IN *** AK **~ RU *** WE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** Et-.1 ** AC *** GE *** JE ~* co *~* AK *** RU 
FAST *** AM ** EN *** IN *** GE *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
CAREFUL *** AM ~** EN *** IN *** GE *** JE *~* IN *** AK *** RU *** ~E RELAXED ** AM *** AC * IN *** 00 ~* AK *** IN 
TOUGH *** IN *** Ac *** GE *** IN ** co *** RU *** IN 
BEAUTIFUL ~* AM *** IN *** GE * IN *** IN *Je<* AK *** IN * IN 
PRECISE *** AM ~** Et-.1 *** IN *** GE *** JE ;))!** IN *~* AK *** RU *** ~E 

------------------------·~--------------------~--------------~-~---------·----~--"-----------~--------------

ABBR'EV IATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNiFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQuALS e05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 25 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS iNSIDE THE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
~------~-----------------------------------~--------------~-----------------

THE JEWS COMPARED WITH 
-------------------------------~ 

AMERICANS EI'• GL ISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RJSSIANS Mf 
--------------------------------~---------------------•w-------A~-------------------------~-------~---------
ACTIVE *** AM ** JE *** JE *** GE **~ JE ~** JE *** AK *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM * EN *** GE *~ JE *** co *** AK *** JE *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** JE *** JE: *** JE *** JE *** JE 
THOUGHTFUL *** JE *** JE *** GE *** J E *** JE *** AK *** JE 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** JE *** JE *** GE *** JE *** JE *** RU *** JE t 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** GE * J E *** AK *** JE *** ME (\) 

SIMPLE * AM * EN *** AC *** IN *** co *** AI< ** JE *** ME 0'1 

WISE ** AM *** JE *** GE *** JE *** JE *** AK * JE * jE (\) 

WARM *** AM *** GE *** co *** AK *** JE *** ME 
HAPPY *** AM ** GE ** co *~* AK *** JE *** ME 
CALM ** JE ** E"J *** JE ~ IN * JE *** At< ** ME 
OPEN *** AM * JE * JE *** co *** AK *~* JE 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** JE *** JE *** J E *** Jt: -~* AK * JE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** JE ** GE **~ JE *** JE *** AK *** JE 
FAST *** AlA *** JE *** GE *** JE ~** JE *** AI< *** RU 
CAREFUL ** JE *** JE *** GE *** JE ~** JE * AK *** RU 
RELAXED * AM *** AO *** co * AK *** JE 
TOUGH ** AM *** JE *** AC *** GE *** IN *** co *** Rl.J 
BEALJfiFUL *** AM ** E\J *** JE *** GE * IN *** JE *** AK ** JE 
PRECISE * AM *** JE *** GE *** JE *** JE * AK ** RU 
-------------~------------------·-~---------~------~------------~------------·-------------------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICA'rE IHE 3ROLJP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICAfED * EQU ALS t05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFicANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY 'l'HE FOLLOWI NG SIGNS ** EQU ALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQl.JALS .001 LEVt.L 



TABLE f\1 0 26 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPiS INSIDE THE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
------------------~-------------~---•------·-·------·----------------------w 

THE COLOUREDS COMPARED WITH 
~-------~-----------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------~-----------~------------·------------------~------w~-~~----------------------------------------•-
ACTIVE *** AM *~* E :~ * co *** GE *~ IN *** JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS * co *** co *** co **~ co *** 00 *** co 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ~E 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** tv'E 
EFFICIENT *** AM *~* ;: ... .. ·.· E\l *** GE **~ IN *** JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN ** co *** GE *** co lif&* AK *** co *** ME 
SIMPLE *** co 1'•** co *** co *** co *** co *~* cc *** co *** co 1\) 

0'\ 
WISE *** AM W.** EN *** GE **~ IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME w 

WARM liE** AM ** co *** co ** GE *** co *** co *** AK *** co *** ~} E 

HAPPY * co ** co *** co ** co *** AK *** co ** ME 
CALM *** EN ** co *** IN * JE * ~* AK *** ~E 
OPEN *** AM ** co *** co ** co **~ co *** co *** co * co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** EN *** co *** GE **~ IN ~~* JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** E .~ *** GE ** co *** JE *~* AK *** RU 
FAST *** AM *** El\l *** co *** GE *** ..JE *~* AK *** Ri.J *** ME 
CAREFUL *?.::* AM *** Er-.j * co *** GE **~ IN *=~* JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
RELAXED *** co *** co **~ co ~** co * co *** co *** co 
TOUGH ** co *** co *** Ac *~ co *** co *** co *** RU *** co 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E"-l *** co *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* AK. *** ME 
PRECISE *** AM *** EN *** co *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
---------·-------------------~---------------~----~---·---------------------~-·-----------------------------

ABBREVIAiiONS INDICATE THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVt.L 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HiGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLO+fi NG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVE.L 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUAL3 .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 27 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
~--------·-------·----------~------~----------------·--------------w----·---

THE AFRIKANERS COMPARED WITH 
---------------·~~·-~---~-------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS CuLOUREDS RUSSIANS ~E 

---------~------------------------------------~-------~-----------------------------------------------------
ACTIVE *~* Ai< *** AK *** GE *** AK *** AK ;tE** AK *** RU *** AK 
HUMOROUS *** AK *** AK *** AK ** AK *** AK ~** AK *** AK 
SUCCESSFUL ** AM *** AK *** AK *** GE *** AK *~* AK *** RU *** AK 
THOUGHTFUL *** AK *~* AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK 
EFFICIENT ** AM *** AK *** AK *** GE *** AK *** AK *** RU *** AK 
SINCERE *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK 

1\) 
SIMPLE *** AK *** AK *** AC *** AK *** AK *** co *** AK *** AK 0\ 

WISE * AK *** AK *** AK * GE *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK ~ 

WARM *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK * AK I 

HAPPY *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *~* AK *** AK *** AK * AK 
CALM ltE** AK *** AK *** AK *~* AK *** At< ** AK 
OPEN ll1!** AM *** AK *** AK *** AK **~ AK *** AK *** AK *** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** AK *** AK **~ AK ** AK *''** AK *** AK 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK 
FAST * AM *** AK *** AK ** GE **~ AK *~* AK *** AK * RU *** AK 
CAREFUL *** AK *** AK *** AK *** GE *** AK * AK *·~* AK ** RU *** AK 
Rt::LAXED *** AC *** AK ** AK * AK * co *** AK * AK 
TOUGH *** AK *** AC *** GE *** co *** RU *** AK 
BEAUTIFUL *** AK *** A 'I< *** AK * AK *** AK ~** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK 
PRECISE *** AK *** AK *** GE *** AK * AK *** AK *** AK 
------~------·--~-------------·----~-------------~----~---------~-----~--~-----------·----~--4~-------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDicATED * EQUALS .os LEVF.L 
WiTH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY iHE FOLLOfliNG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTiVES MENTIONED *** EQuALS • 0 0 1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 28 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE rHE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
------------·---------------------------------------------·-----------------

THE RUSSIANS COMPARED WITH 
-----~--~----~----------------·~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JE.VS COLOuREDS AFRIKANERS ME 
-------------•-----------------------------------------------~-·--------~-------------------------w-------•-
ACTIVE *** RU *~* RJ *** RU *** RU ~~~* RU *~* RU *** RU *** P.U 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** Ac *** GE *** IN ~~** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** RJ *** Ru *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** E~ *** Rw *** GE *** JE *** RU *** AK ** ~E EFFICIENT *** RJ *** R\.J ** GE. **~ RLJ ~** RU *{t* RU *** RU *** RU 
SINCERE *** AM *** E'J *** AC *** GE *** IN ~** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AM *** EN *** AC **l!l! IN ** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
WISE *** AM *** RLJ *** GE *** RU * JE *** RU *** AK 1'\,) 

0'1 
WARM *** AM *** E\1 *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME \.11 

HAPPY *** AM *** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN *~* JE *** co *** AK *** WE 
CALM * RU *~* E~ *** RU ~ IN ~* AK ** WE 
OPEN *~* AM *** E\1 *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** W-E 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ~** RU *** RU *** RU *-** RU ** RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
FAST *** RU *** RU **~ RU ~** RU *** RU * RU *** RU 
CAREFUL *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RLl ** RU *** RU 
RELAXED *** AM *** E !~ *** AC *** GE *** IN ~** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
TOUGH *** RU *** RU *** AC *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E~ *** RlJ *** GE *** IN ~* uJE *** AK *** ME 
PRECISE ** RU *** Rl.J *** RU ** GE *** RU :~* RU *** RU *** RU 
-------------~--~-----~-------~----~------------------~-----~----~--------~-~--------------·---------------~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE 'tHE 3ROUP SIGNi F ICANCE LEVELS INDICAiED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFicANTLY HiGHER SCORES BY iHE FOLl..O N I NG SI GNs ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED ~** EQUALS .oo' LEVEL 



TABLE ~10 29 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE fHE AFRIKAANS GROUP 
-----~-----------·---------~--------~--------------------~--·---------------

ME COMPARED Wl'tH 
~-------------------------------

AMERICANS ENGL ISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOWREOS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS 
--- - -------------------------------~--------~-----------------------*-~------~------------------------------ACTIVE *** AM *** ME *** ME ~** GE *** ME *·~* ME *** AK *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** ME *~* ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** ME *** GE ~** JE *** ME *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHiFUL *** ME *** ME *** GE *** ME *** ME *** AK ** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM ~* E\1 *** ME *** GE ** ME *** JE *~~* Mt. *** AK *** RU 
SINCERE *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME ~** ME *** ME *** ~E • SIMPLE * ME *** AC *** ME *** ME *~* co *** AK *** ME 1\) 

WISE *** AM *** ME *** GE *** ME * JE *'~* ME *** AK 0'\ 
0'\ WARM ~* ME ;t** ME *** ME ** ME *** ME ~** ME *** ME * AK *** ~~ E 
t HAPPY *** ME *** ME ** ME *** ME *** ME ;~* ME * AK *** ME 

CALM *** ME *** ME *** ME ** ME *** ME ** ME 
OPEN *** AM ** ME *** ME * co *** AK *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** ME *** ME *** GE *** ME * JE *** ME *** AK ** ~u FAMILIAR *** AM *** E~ *** GE *** JE *** AK *** RU 
FAST *** AM 2<** ME *** ME *** GE **~ ME *** ~E *** AK *** RU 
CAREFUL * ME *** ME *** GE *** ME *** ME *** AK *** RU 
RELAXED * AM *** AC *** co * AK *** ME 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE *** IN *~* co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** ME *** GE. * IN *~* ME *** AK *** ME 
PREC ISE ** AM *** ME *** GE *** ME *** ME *** AK *** RU 
------~------------------~--------- ---------------~---·----M-•----~--~---·---------·-----------------~-----· 
ABBREVIATIONS IND ICATE i~E GR OUP SIGN IF ICANCE LEVt:LS IND ICATED * EQUALS . os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHE~ SCORES BY '!'HE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUAlS .001 LE'.VEl.. 



TABLE NO 31 ROTAIED FACTOR-MATRIX OF THE CO NCEPTS FOR i HE AFRIKAA~S G~OUP 

-~-----------------------------·-----------~-------------- -----~----------------~---

riRST F,t., CTOR THIRD FACTOR 
2 

H 

------~--------------------------------·----------------------~~-- ----------~---------------------THE AMERICANS o.s3 0. 1 1 Oe54 Oa99 

THE ENGLISH o.93 -o. 1 9 Ot22 Oe95 

THE AFRiCANS .. 0.22 Oa94 -o.o6 0.94 

THE GERMANS o.a2 -- o.o2 Oe 56 0 . 99 

THE INDIANS o.sg 0.13 Oe61 Ot74 

THE JEWS 0.76 -o.os Ot62 Ot96 

THE COLOUREDS 0. 1 3 Oa91 •Oe09 o.ss 

THE AFRIKANERS Ot94 Oa01 0 •24 Ot94 

THE RUSSIANS o.2o ... 0.33 Ot72 Oe67 

ME-CONCEPT Oa98 .... 0.10 0. 1 4 0•99 

------~------~---------------------·--------------~---~--------- ---------~--~-------------------~~ 
Variance 51% 19% 2(/fo 9096 

1\) 
~ 
-J 

' 



TABLF NO 32 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE iHE ENGLISH GROUP 
~----~------~-~--------·------------~---------------------~-----------------

THE AMERICANS COMPARED WITH 
-----------~------·-~---------·~ 

ENGLISH AFRICANS GER~ANS INDIANS JEWS COLJI.JREDS AF'RIKANE~S RUSSIANS ME 
-------~------------------------------------------·---------·--~-~------------·-----------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** A A * AM *** AM ~** AM ~'** AM *~* Alv'· ii** AM 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AM *** AM *** 00 *O** AM *** AM 
SUCCESSFUL *** A ~.A *** A '<1 * AM *** AM * JE ~** AM *~* A~, *** AM 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN ~** A ,~ ** GE *** JE * A~~ ** AK *** ~E 
EFFICIENT ** AM *** A ~A ** GE *** A~A *~* A\1 *** AM ** RU *** AM 
SINCERE *** EN *** AM * AM ** AK *** AM *** tJE 
SIMPLE \;f: ~B~ AC *** IN ~ AM *** co *** AK {\) 

WISE *** EN *** AM *** GE *** JE ** AM * ME C"\ 
0:> 

WARM ** AM *** AM *** At! *** AM * A ~ *~* AM 
HAPPY *** AM *** Afvl ** AM * AK *** AM *** ME 
CAL M *** EN *~* A'J. *** GE *** IN *•:$!* AK ** RU *** w·E 
OPEN *** AM ~** A \4 *** AM *** AM *** AM *~* A\i ~ .. ~* Ml *** AM *** AM 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ~~** A ~~ *** AM *** AM **~ A'A *** AM *** AM *** AM *** AM 
FAMILIAR *ltlE* A \1 *** AM *** A~~ *** AM *** A\~ ** A~· *** AM *** At.! 
FAST *** AM ~** AA *** AM *** AM *** A-A ~~* AM *** AM *** AM *** A'fo.l. 
CAREFUL *** EN *** A .,~ *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** AM *** AK *** RU ** ~E 
RELAXED *** AM * AM * A *** Ar-.~ 
TOUGH *** AM *** AO ** GE *** AM *** AM *** RU *** AM 
BEAUTIFUL *** EN *** AM ** GE ** AM ~** A~ ~* AM *** AM * AM 
PRECISE ** EN *** AM *** GE * AM *** JE *** AM *** RU 
-----------------------------------~-----------------·---------~-~·---~--------------------~----------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDIOAfE THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS t05 LEVEL 
WiTH SIGNIFicANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY '!'H E FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS '0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEctiVES MENTIONED ~** EQUALS .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 33 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP TS iNs I DE fHE ENGLISH GROUP 
------------~----~-----------------·-------·-~------~----------~------------

THE ENGLISH COMPARED WITH 
------------------------·-----·-

AMERICANS AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AF RIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------·---------------~--------··---------·-------·---------------~-----·------------------~--~---------ACTIVE *** AM *** E\J *** GE ** EN **~ JE ~** EN *l** RU * ME 
HUMOROUS *** EN *** EN *** EN * co *** EN *** EN 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** EN ** Gc. ** EN *** JE ~** EN * EN *** RU *** EN 
THOLJGHTt='UL *** EN *~* E:'ll * EN *** EN *** EN ** EN *** EN 
EFFICIENT ** AM *** EN *** GE *** EN **~ JE ~** EN ** EN *** RU *** EN 
SINCERE *** EN *** E ~~ *** EN *** EN ~** EN *** EN ** WE 
SIMPLE ~~* AC *** EN ** IN *** EN *** co *** AK ** EN F\) 

WISE *** EN ~~* E t~ * GE * EN *** JE *** !iN -u~ E:k *** EN 0\ 
\.0 

WARM ** AM *** EN ** EN * AK *~* EN * ~,1 E 
HAPPY *** EN *** EN * AK *** EN *** ME 
CALM *~* EN *** EN *** EN 3i!** E~ *** EN ~** EN *~* EN *** EN *** EN 
OPEN *** AM * AC * EN * EN *'** 00 * AK *** EN * ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ** GE *** JE *** RU * ME 
FAMILIAR *** E"'4 *** EN *** EN * EN ** EN *** EN ** EN 
FAST *** AM }.:** E t~ ** GE *** JE ~* Et-- ** RLI 
CAREFUL *** EN ~** E~ *** GE *** JE *** EN *** RU ** EN 
RELAXED ** AC *** EN *** EN ** EN ** co *** EN ** EN 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE ** co *** AK *** RU *** EN 
BEAUTIFUL *** EN zr** E ,;J *** E~ !.4** EN *** EN *** EN *** EN 
PRECISE ** EN *** El\l *** GE *** EN * JE *** EN *** RU 
-------------~------------·--------~--~-----~-~---·---~---~--------------~----------------------·-~--·----~-

ABBREVIATIONS iNDICATE THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDicATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICA NTLY HIG HER SCORES BY THE FOLLOWING siGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS t001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 34 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP'l'S INSIDE THE ENGLISH GROuP 
----------------------------~------~---------~~-----~-------4---------------

THE AFRICANS COM~ARED WITH 
~------------------------------· 

AMER I c~.NS ENGLISH GERMANS INDIA NS JEWS COLOJREDS A~RIKANERS RlJSSIANS ME 
-------------------------------------------M------·--·-------·------------------------------------·---------
ACTIVE *** AM *** EN *** GE *** JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS *~* AO *** AC ** AC ·~* co *** AC *** AC 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM \i?R* Er..J *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ~** El\l *** GE *** IN *** JE ** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *~* AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co *'** AK *** RU *** ME 
SINCERE *** EN * GE *** AK *** AC *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC **~ AC ~** AC *** At *lf.i!* AC *** Ac f\) 

WISE *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE ** co *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
....., 
0 

WARM *** AC *** AC *~ AC *** AO 
HAPPY *** AO ** AC * AK *** AC ** ~E CALM *** AM ~** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
OPEN *** AM * AC **~ AC ** AC * co *** AC 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ** GS *** JE *** RU *** ~E FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN ** AC * AC ~ JE * co ** AK *** AC 
FAST *** AM *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
CAREFUL *** AM *** EN *** GE *~* IN *** JE ** co *** AK *** RU *** ~E 
RELAXED ** AC *** AO *** AO *** AC ~~ AC *** AC *** Ac 
TOUGH *** AC ~** AC ** AO *** AC *** AC *** AC ~* AC *** AC 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E'l *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* At< *** ~E 
PRECISE *** AM *** E~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *~* AK *** RU *** ~E 
-M---•--------------------------~-------------~-------~---~----~------------~--------·----~-------•w-~----~-

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP SIGNit='ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS tOS LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY ·rHE FOLLOW I 1~ G SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 35 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPTS INSIDE iHE ENGLISH GROUP 
------------~-·------------------------------~--~---·-----·-----------------

THE GERMANS COMPARt:D WITH 
-------~------------~----------· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS INDIANS JEWS COLO ·JREDS AF'Rit<ANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-----------------------------------·-------·----~----~---------- -~ ----·------------------------~------------
ACTIVE * AM *** GE *** GE *** GE ~** GE *** GE *** GE 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** AC *** JE *~* co *** GE *** ~ , E 
SUCCESSFUL * AM ** GE *** G~ *** GE *** JE *** GE *** GE ** RU *** GE 
THOUGHTFUL ** GE * P.J *** GE ** GE *** GE *** GE * ~ E EFFICIENT ** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ~** GE *** GE *** GE 
SINCERE * GE *** GE * GE ** GE ** AK *** GE *** ME 1\) 

SiMPLE *** E"l *** AO *** IN *** co *~* AK ** ~~ E -.J 

WISE *~* GE *** GE *** GE JE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE ~ 

* GE ** WARM *** AM ~** EN *** AC * JE *** 00 *** AK *** GE *** ~ E 
HAPPY *** AM *** E"J *** AC ** JE * oo *** AK *** GE *** ME 
CALM *** GE *** EN *** GE **~ GE )~ ** GE * GE 
OPEN *** AM * EN *** AC **~ JE *** co *** AK *~* GE ** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ** GE ** GE ** GE ~ J E ~** GE *** GE * RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM ~** EN ** AC **~ J E *** co *** AK *** GE *** ~E 
FAST *** AM ** GE *** GE ** GE ~** GE *~* GE 
CAREFUL *** GE -** GE *** GE *** GE ~Hf* GE *~* GE *** GE 
RELAXED *** AM *** E"l *** AC *** IN ** JE *** 00 *** AK *** GE ** ~E 
TOUGH ** GE *~!!* GE ** AC *** GE **~ GE ** GE *** RU *** GE 
BEAUiiFUL ** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE *** GE 
PRECISE *** GE *~* GE *** Gt. *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
-------------~----------------------------------~-----------~--~--------------------------------·----------~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE i HE GROUP siGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICAT ED * EQUALS •05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY tHE F'OL.LOw ii\IG SI GNs ** EOUAL.S t01 LEV EL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 L.EVFL 



TABLE f\10 36 COMPARISON or THE CONCEP'I'S INSIDE i'HE ENGLISH GROUP 
-------~---------~-----------------~·------~--~----~---~-------~---~----~---

THE INDIANs COMPAREr> WITH 
-----------------------~------·· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS JE~S COLOWREOS AFRI"KANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-------------·-------------~-------------~-~------~--------------~------------------------·---~4-----·------ACTIVE *** AM lll* EN *** GE *** JE *~* AK · *** RU ~** ME 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** AC * JE *** co *** IN *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ** EN *** IN *** GE **~ JE *** IN *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** E\J *** IN ** GE *** JE ** IN *** AK *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *~tE* EN *** IN *** GE *** JE *** iN *** RU 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** GE * JE *** AK *** IN *** ME 1\) 

-.l SIMPLE *** IN ~* 1\l *** AC *** IN *** IN *~* co ~~* AK *** IN ** IN 1\) 

WISE * EN *** IN *** GE *** JE *** IN * ~ E I 
WARM *** AM ** E ·~ *** AC * JE *** co *~* AK *** IN *** ME 
HAPPY *** AM *** El\l ** AC ** JE ** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 
CALM *** IN *** E"l *** IN **~ IN *** IN 
O~EN *** AM * E"l ** AC ** JE ~** co *~~ AK *liM* IN * ~E PROGRESSIVE *** AM ** GE *** JE *** RU * ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN * AC *** JE *** co *** AK *** IN *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** IN ** GE **~ JE ~ IN ** RU 
CAREFUL *** IN *** IN *** GE **~ JE *~* IN *** RU 
RELAXED * AM *** E'\l *** AC *~* IN ~~* co *** IN 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE * co *~* AK *** RU *** IN 
BEAUTIFUL *** IN *** IN ~** IN ** IN *** IN ** IN 
PRECISE * AM ~** E~ *** IN *** GE *** JE *** IN ** AK *** RU ** WE 
--------~---~·-----------~~--~~----~--·--·-----------·----------------------~----~~-----------------~-------

ABBREVIATIONS INolcAiE Tt-lE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED ~ EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY iHE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEV EL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MH!T I ONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 37 COMPAR ISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE THE ENGLISH GROUP 
-----------~------·----·-~------~---~-~--------~----~-------------·---------

THE JEWS COMPARED WITH 
-----~--------------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS C(Jl..OUREDS AF~IKANERS RUSSiANS ME 
------~--------------------------~-·-------~---~---------------------~------~-------------------~-----------ACTIVE *** AM *** JE *** Jf **~ JE ~~* JE ** JE: ** RU ** JE 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** E'l ** AC *** JE * JE *** co ~* JE *** JE *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL * JE *lif* JE *** JE *** JE *** JE ~** JE *** JE *** JE 
THOUGHTFUL *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
EFFICIENT *** JE *** JE *** JE ~** JE *~* JE *** Je: 
SINCERE *** EN * GE * JE *** AK *** JE *** ME 
SIMPLE * AM *** E~ *** AC *** IN *** co *** AK * ME N 

WISE *** JE *** JE *** JE ** JE *** JE ~** JE *·~* JE *** JE *** JE -.3 
VJ 

WARM *** AM ** AC * JE * JE ** co *~* AK *** JE *** ~~E 
HAPPY ** AM ** JE ** JE *** AK *** JE *** ~AE 

CALM :~** EN *** JE *** GE *** 1:-..J *** AK * RU *** ME 
OPEN *** AM *** JE ** JE *** co *** JE 
PROGRESSIVE *~* AM !'!':liE* JE *** JE * JE *** JE *** JE *~* JE ** JE 
FAM ILIAR *** AM * E "I * JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
FAST *** AM *~* JE *** JE *** JE ** JE *~* JE * JE 
CAREFUL *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE * "~* JE *** JE 
RELAXED * AM ** E~ *** AC ** JE *~* 00 * AK *** JE 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE :'** co *** AK *** RU *** JE 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM *** E1'1 *** JE *** GE *** IN *~* JE ~* JE 
PRECISE *** JE * JE *** JE *** GE *** JE -~** JE *~* JE ** JE 
------------------~-----------~----~-----~--------~---·----------~------------·---------------------------~-

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAIE iHE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS •05 LEVtL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCOR ES BY THE FOLLOWi ~G si GNs ** EQUALS '0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 38 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS iNS IDE THE ENGLISH GRO UP 
----~-----------------------------------------~-----~-----------------------

THE COLOUREDS CO\lPARED WITH 
-------------------------------~ 

AMERICA NS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS IND IAN S JEWS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------------------------------·-~--·-------·-----------~---------~------------------------------------------ACTIVE *** AM *** E\1 ~** GE j** J E *** AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS *** co * co ** co *** co *** co '*** co *** co *** co *** co 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM '11~* E~ *** GE *** IN *** Jt: **~ AK *** RU *** ME 
THOUGHTFUL * AM '*** E\1 ** co *** GE *'lll I~ ;*** JE *** AK *** ME 
ErFICIENT *** AM ~"{** E ~ *** co *** GE *** IN ~** JE *** AK *** Rl.l *** ~E 
SINCERE * AM *** E!\1 ** GE *** AK *** co *** ME 
SIMPLE *** co *** co *** Ac *** co *** co *** co *** co *** co 1\) 

WISE ** AM *** EN ** co *** GE *** I~ :*** JE *** AK *** RU ** ME 
-3 
~ 

WARM * AM *-«* co *** co ** 00 * AK *** co 
HAPPY * co ** co * AK *** co *** ME 
CAL'A ~** E\1 *** co *'** GE **~ IN *~* At< *** RU **~ ~E 
OPEN *** AM ~** co * co *** co *** co ~** co *** co *** co ~** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GE *** JE *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM * co *** co *** co *** co 
FAST *** AM *** co *** GE ** JE ** RU * ME 
CAREFUL *** AM *** E~ ** co *** GE *** IN ;*** JE . *** AK *** RU *** fiE 
RELAXED ** C0 *** co **~ CJ ~** co * co *** co *** co 
TOUGH ** co *** AC ** GE * co ~* co ** AK *** RU *** co 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E'J *** GE *** IN ~** ..JE *~* AK *** ~E 
PRECISE *** AM *** EN *** co *** GE *** l"l A!** JE *~* At< *** RU *** ME 
-------------~----------------~------------------·~---~-----··---~----~-------~------~---~------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNI FICANCE LE VELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY 'l"HE FOLLOlVI NG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL. 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS ·001 LEVEL 



iABLE NO 39 COMPARISO N OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE ENGLISH GROUP 
----------------------------·-----------~-----------------------------------

THE AFRIKANERS COMPARED WITH 
~----·-----------------·~------· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIAN S JEWS COLOUREdS RUSSIANS ME 
-------------~---·----M-------·----·------------·------~---------~-----------------------------------·------ACTIVE *** AM *** AK *** GE **~ AK ** JE *~* AK *~* RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** AC ** JE *** co *** AK *** ~JE 

SUCCESSFUL *** AM * EN *** AK *** GE *** JE *** AK *** RU ** AK 
THOUGHtFUL ** AK ** EN *** AK **~ AK *** AK *** AK 
EFFICIENT *~* AM ** E !~ *** AK *** GE *~* JE *** AK *** RU 
SI NCERE ** Af< *** AK ** AK *** AK *~* AK *** AK *** AK ** ME 
SIMPLE *** AK *** AK *~* AC *** AK *** AK ~** AK *** AK *** AK 1\:) 

WISE ** EN ~t"** AK *** GE *** JE *** AK * ~E 
......J 
\.11 

WARM * AK *** AK *** AK ~** AK * AK *** AK 
HAI='PY * AK * AK * AK *** AK *** AK *~* AK * AK *** AK 
CALM *** AK *** EN *** AK *** AK *** AK * AK 
OPEN *** AM * AK *** AK *** AK *** do *** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GE *** JE *~* ~u ** ME 
FAMILIAR ** AM ** EN ** AK *** AK **~ AK *** AK 
FAST *** AM '* EN *** AK *** GE * IN *** JE *** ~u **~ ME 
CAREFUL *** AK *** AK *** GE *** JE *** AK *** RU * AK 
RELAXED ** AO *** AK * AK li! co *~* AK 
TOUGH *~* AK ** AC *** AK *** AK ** AK *** RU *** AK 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM *** EN *** AK *** GE ** IN *** AK *** AK 
PRECISE *** AK *** GE ** AK *** JE *~* AK *** RU 
-------------~-~---~--·-~-------------------~---~--~----------·--"-----~~--------------------·-------------· 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICA'l' E THE GROUP SIGNiriCANCE LEVELS iNDicATED * EQUALS t05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORE:S BY Ti1E FOLlOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEcTiVES ME~IT I ONED ~** EQUAL.S .001 LEVEl.. 



TABLE NO 4o COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP"'fS INSIDE iHE ENGLISH GROUP 
~------~---------w--------------~-•••-----••-•-·---~-------------------~•-•• 

'!'HE RUSSIANS COMPARED WITH 
-------*------------~--·------·~ 

AMEPICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS J~WS COLOuREDS ArRIKANERS ME 

-----------------~---------------------------------------------~---------~-~--------------~------------~----AC1'1VE *** RU *** RW ~*~ RU ** RU *** RU **~ RU !$!** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN *** .JE *** ~0 *** AK ~** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *itf* Ru *** RU ** RU **~ RU *** RU *** RU ~** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN *** RU *** GE *** JE *** AK *** ~E EFFICIENi ** RU *** R!J *** RI.J *** RU *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
SINCERE *** .AM *** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN ~** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
SIMPLE ** E'-J *** AC *** IN *~* co *** AK ** ft E i\) 

-3 WISE *** RiJ ** GE '~~* JE *** RU ** RU 0\ 

WARM *** A.M *** EN *** AC *** GE *** I r'l j!** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
HAPPY *** AM *** E"-l *** AC *** GE **~ I N *** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
CALM ** RU ~** EN *** RU * GE * RU *~* RU * RU 
OPEN *** AM *** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** MA *~* RJ *** Ru * RU **~ RU *** RI.J *** RU * RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN ¥** JE *~* Co *** AK *** ME 
FAST *** AM ** RU *** RU ** RU ** Ru *** RU * PU 
CAREFUL *** RU *** RU *** RW *** RU *** RU *** RU *** FW 
RELAXED *** AM *** E\1 *** AC *** GE *** I"' *** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
TOUGH *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU ~** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** Ei\1 *** GE *** IN ~* JE *** AK ** ME 
PRECISE *** RU *** RU *** RU ~* GE *** RU *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
-----------------------------------~-----------------~-------------------~----4------~----~-----------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE 'tHE GROuP SIGNIFICANCE LE VELS INDICA TED * EQ:.iALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICAI\ TLY HiGHER SCORES BY fHE FOLLO't'iiNG S iGNS ** EQUALS . 0, LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTiONED *** EQJALS . 001 LEVEL 



·-· --... 

TABLE NO 41 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE !HE ENGLISH GROUP 
------------------------------------~------~-·-·~-----~---------------·-·---

ME COMPARED Wlili 
------------------------~-------

AMERIC/J.NS ENG LISI"I AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOlJREOS AFRIKANERS Rl.JSSIA ~ S 
------------------------------------------------~-----------·--~~-·----------~---------~--~-·---------------
ACTIVE *** AM * ME *** ME *** GE *** ME !'** JE *~* ME *** RLJ 
HUMOROUS *** ME *** ME *** ME *** co *** :-AE *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** E!\J *** ME *~* GE *** JE *** ME ** AK *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *~* ME *** ME * ME *** ME *** ME *** VE 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** EN *** ME *** GE ~~** JE *** ME *** RU 
SINCERE *** ME ** ME *** Mt: *** ME *** ME *** ME *~* ME ** ~~ E *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC il(* ME ** IN * ME *** co *** AK ** ~'E 1\.) 

WISE * ME *** E r~ *** ME *** GE * ME *** JE ** ME: * ME ** f<U -.J 
-J 

WARM * ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** WE 
l HAPPY *** ME *** ME ** ME ~** ME *** ME *** 'JE *** ME *** ME 

CALM *** ME ~** E\1 *** ME *** ME *~* ME 
OPEN *** AM ~ ME ** ME * ME *** do *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * ME *** ME * ME ** JE *~* ME ** ME * Ru 
FAMILIAR *** AM ** EN *** Mt. **~ ME *** ~.~ E 
FAST *** AM *** ME * J E * ME *** AAE * RU 
CAREFUL ** ME ~* E'IJ *** ME *** GE *** JE *** ME * AK *** RU 
RELAXED ** EN *** AC ** ME *** 00 *** ~IE 
TOUGH *** AM *** E t~ *** AC *** GE **~ IN *** JE *'* co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL * AM *** E ·~ *** ME *** GE ** IN *** ME ** ~· E 
PRECISE *** ME *** GE *~ ME ** JE *** ME *** ~ u 

------~---~-~--~---------~---------------------------------·-~-~-~---~~--·--~----------~-~--~--·----------~-

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE fHE GROUP SiGNIF'ICANCE LEVELS INDicAlED * E:QUALS .os LEV~L 
WITH SIGNIFICAf\: TLY HIGHER SCOR ES BY t .-iE FOLLO WII\jG SIGNS ** EQUALS I 0 1 LEV E"L 
ON THE ADJECTIVES ~ENTIONED *** EQUAL.S .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 42 ROTATED FACTOR-MATRIX OF THE CONCEP IS FOR fHE ENGL.. ISH GROUP 
---------------~---------------------------·------~~-----------·----~---------------

FIRST FACTOR SECO :~o FACTOR tHIRD FACTOR 
2 

H 

-~----~------------------------------------~-----------------~-~--·-----------------------~-------THE AMERICANS o.sg Oa30 Ot64 Qj85 

THE ENGLISH 0.91 o.oo 0. 1 2 o.s4 

THE AFRICANS o.oo Oe90 .. o.o6 0 I 81 

THE GERMANS 0.69 -0.47 Ot49 0.94 

THE INDIANS 0.89 -o.os Oo24 Ot85 

THE JEWS Ot77 ""0t05 Oe57 Ot92 

THE COLOUREDS 0·20 o.9~ o.os Os91 

THE AF'RIKANERS 0.74 Oe36 Ot23 Ot73 

THE RUSSIANS 0.24 ... 0.61 Oe61 o.so 

ME-CONCEPT Oe93 o.oe Ot20 Oa91 
-------------------------~-~--·------------~-----------------~--------------~-~----------------~-~ 
Variance 45",.6 25% 15% 85% 

(\) 

-.J 
(X) 

' 



TABLE NO 43 COMPARiSON OF IHE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE JE ·~ isH GROUP 
--------------------·--~------------~-----··--------~---------------~-------

THE AMERICANS COMPARED WITH 
------------------~-~--·-------· 

ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-----------------------------------------------------~-----------~-------------------------------~----------
ACiiVE *** AM *** A~ *** AM *** AM *''** A~~ *** AM 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AM *** AM * J E *** AM *** AM 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** A 'A *** AM *~ JE *** AM *** AM *** AM 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN ** IN *** JE *** ME 
EFFICIENT ** AM *** A A *** GE ** AM ~ JE *** AM * A tv. ** RU *** AM 
SINCERE ** AC *** AM *** JE *** AM *** ~E SIMPLE *** AC * AM *** AM ** co *** AK "' WiSE * EN ** GE ** IN *** JE ** AM ** RlJ --3 

\0 

WARM *** AM *** AM *** A~ * AM *** A~· *** AM 
HAPPY ** A A *** AM ** AM * AM *** AM 
CALM *lr* EN * AM *** AM l* AK 
OPEN *** AM *** A A *** AM *** M! *** A "A *** AM *** AM *** AM *** AM 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ;i'i** A .1 *** A~~ *>** AIJ * A ·~ *** AM *~* AW. *** A~~ *** AM 
FAMILIAR * AM *** A ·~ *** AM *** AM ** JE ** AM *** AM 
FAST *** AM ~** A ·~ *** AM *** AM *** AIJ. *** AM *** A ~ *** AM *** AM 
CAREFUL *** EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AM * '~* AK *** RU ** ME 
RELAXED * AC *** A~ *** AM 
TOUGH *** AM *** AM *** AM * M~ * RU *** P.M 
BEAUTIFUL ** A \~ *** IN ~* AM *~* AM *** AM 
PRECISE *** A .4 *** GE * AM *** AM *** RU 
---~--------------------------~-------~------------~-·~--------·------------·------------·--------~---------

ABBREVIATIONS iNDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INOICATED * EQuALS .os LEVE.L 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORl:S BY i'HE FOLLOW ING SIGNS ** E.QUALS • 01 LEV EL 
ON THE ADJECTiVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 44 COMPARISON OF !HE COf\JCEPiS INSIOE THE JE !fi SH GROUP 
-------~---------~----------------~~---------~------------------------------

THE ENGLISH COMPARE i) Vv i TH 
--------~----w----------~------• 

AMERICANS AFRICANS GERlAANS INDIANS JEWS COLO UREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----~-----------------·------------------------------~~----~---~-------------------------~~-----------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** GE **~ JE * co ~* AK *** RU *** f.A E 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AC *** EN *** JE *~* co *** EN *** EN *** ~E SUCCESSFUL *** AM ~** E ·~ * GE **~ JE *** EN ** RU ** EN 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN ** E ;~ * EN ** EN *** EN *~* E~t * EN 
EFF IC IENT ** AM *** E"i *** GE **~ JE *** EN *** RU 
SINCERE ** AC *** EN ~ JE ** EN *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC * EN ** IN *** E:i *** co *~* AK 1\) 

WISE * EN ** E:-.J *** JE *** EN ~* EN a> 
WARM *** AM *** AC *** EN **~ JE *** EN *** l.f E 0 

HAPPY * EN ~ JE * AK *** EN * ME 
CALM *** EN *** E .~ *** EN *** EN *** EN *** EN ~* EN *** EN ltr.:*li EN 
OPEN *** AM ** AC *** JE *** co * EN 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM **~ JE *** co *~~* tN ** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR * AM ** EN *** EN ** EN **~ JE *** EN 
FAST *** AM ** E"i *** GE ~* IN **~ JE *** RU ** ~!E 
CAREFUL *** EN ~** EN ** GE ~ JE *** EN ** RU 
RELAXED ** AO *** EN *** co *** EN 
TOUGH *** AM *~* AC *** GE ~* co *~* AK *** RU *** EN 
BEAUTIFUL *** E".J ** IN ** EN *** Ef\1 *** EN 
PRECISE ~** E"J *** GE ** EN *** RU 
----~-~--------·-------------------~--~----~-~--~---~-----~-~~---4------------~---------------------~-------

ABBREVIATIONS INDiCATE THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQt.JAL.S .os LEVFL 
WITH SIGN IF I CAt'-1TL Y HIGHER SCORES BY iHE FOLLOW I t~ G SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVtL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES ME~~T l ONED *** EQu ALS .oo, LEV EL 



~ 

..... , 
' '" -- - -- ---.=--

TABLE NO 45 COMPARISON OF THE. CONCEPiS iNSIDE THE JE!VISH GROUP 
----~-----------------------~--------------~-~-·----~--~--------------------

THE AFRICANS COMPARED WITH 
--------------------~------·---· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOuREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
--------------------------------------~-----------~---~--------~--------------------------~----·------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** GE; *** JE *** RU * ~E HUMOROUS *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** Er-.1 *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ~ E 
THOUGHTFUL ** EN *~ JE :~* AC ** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E .~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
SINCERE ** AC ** AO *** AC ** AC ** AC *** AC *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC ** AC *** AC *** fJ.C 
WISE ** Ei\J *** Gt. *** IN *** JE *** RU ** ~~ E 
WARM *** AC *** AC *** AC *** Ac *** AC 
HAPPY ** AM * JE * AK *~* AC ** ~~ E 
CAL~~ * AM ~** EN ** GE *** IN *** AK * RU *** ME 
OPEN *** AM ** AC ** AC * AC *~* AC 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM **~ JE *'~* co *** AC *** VE 
rAMILIAR *** AM ** E ~~ * AC *** JE: *** co * AK *** AC *** ~~ E 

FAST *~* AM ** E i~ *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co ** AK *** RU *** ME 
CAREFUL ~~* EN *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* A-I. *** RU *** ~ E 
RELAXED * AC ** AC *** AO *** AC ** AG * AC *** AC *** AC 
TOUGH *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM ~** E :~ *~* IN ** JE 
PRECISE *** AM *** E\l *** GE *** IN *** JE * co *~* AK *** RU *** ~ E 

-----------------------------------~------------~----~----------~ ------~-------------·----------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE THE GROuP 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MEN TIONED 

SIGNIFICANCe LEVELS INDICATED 
BY T~E FOLLO~ING SIGNs 

* EQUALS •05 ** EQUALS '0 1 *** EQuALS .001 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

1\) 
C) ... 



TABLE NO 46 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP'fS INSIDE fHE JE VI SH GROUP 
·-----------~---------------------------~--~-------~-----------·------------

THE GERMANS COM1'ARED WITH 
~----------~----~------~4------· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS INDIANS JEWS COLOJREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------------------•--•---------w--•-••-~---------~~---~--•-·-~------~-----~------·--------------------w-
ACiiVE :,*** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** E"J *** AC *** IN *** JE .x** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL * GE *** GE *** GE * JE ~~* GE *-14* GE *** GE 

. THOUGHTFUL * Ef\J *** JE *** ~E 
EFFICIENT *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE *~~ GE *** GE 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** AC ** IN *** JE * co *** AK *** WE 
SIMPLE * AM * E~ *** AC *** IN *** co *** AK * RU 1\) 

WISE ** GE *** GE *** JE *** GE *** GF.: * GE co 
WARM *** AM *** E:-1 *** AC *** IN *** JE *** co *~* AK *** iiE f\) 

HAPPY *** AM * EN **~ JE *** AK ** GE *** ME 
CALM *~* E"' ** GE *** GE 
OPEN *** .AM ** AC * IN *** JE ~** co * AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** JE * co *~* GE *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *~* EN * AC ** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** GE *** ME 
FAST *** AM ;*~* GE *** GE * JE *** GE 
CAREFUL *** GE ** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
RELAXED *** AM *** E"J *** AC *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
TOUGH *** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
BEAUTIFUL *** IN 1t* GE ** GE 
PRECISE *** GE ;i;E~* GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
-------------~--~--------------------------w-------------------------••-••--•----·--------~•-------------••• 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE THE GROUP SIGNIF"ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EOUAL.S e05 LEVE.l.. 
WiTH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY 1HE FOLLOWI NG SIGNS ** EQuALS • 0; LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENT I Or-JED *** EQuALS .COl Lt:VE:L 



TABLE NO 47 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS iNsiOE THE JEwiSH GROUP 
----------------------------~-----------~-~~-·-~---~---~--------~-----------

THE INDIANS COMPARED WITH 
----------------~-------·-------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS JEWS OOLOUREOS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
---------------~--------------~-~-------------~-~----·~----------~--------------------------------·---------
ACTIVE *** AM *~* GE *** JE ~* AK *** RU ** ME 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AC *** IN **~ JE *** co ** IN *** IN *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *~~* AM *** IN *** GE *** JE ~** iN *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL ** IN ** E ~ ** JE *** IN ** IN *** ~~ E 

EFFICIENT ** AM *** IN *** GE: **~ JE *** IN *** RU 
SINCERE ** AC ** IN *** JE *** IN ~** ~E 
SI MPLE ~* 1\1 *** AC *** IN *** l:-.1 ** co ** AK * IN ** IN 1\) 

WiSE ** IN *** IN *** JE *** iN *~* IN * IN co 
WARM *** AM *** AC *** IN *** JE * co *** IN *** ~J E w 
HAPPY ** AM *** JE *** AK *** IN *** ME 
CALM ll'!** E~ *** IN *** IN *** IN 
OPEN *** AM * AC * IN *** JE *** co ** IN 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** JE ~* co *** IN *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM ** E'-l ** IN *** JE *** GO *** IN *** lviE 
FAST *** AM ** I"' *** IN **~ JE ~* I 1\1 * RU 
CAREFUL *** IN *** IN *** GE ** J E *** iN *** RIJ 
RELAXED *** Ac *** IN ~* co ** AK *** IN 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE ** IN * co *** AK *** RU *** IN 
BEAUTIFUL *** IN ** 1 \1 *** II\ *** IN ~ I ~ *** i N *** IN ~** IN *** IN 
PRECISE * AM *** IN *** GE ** JE * IN *** RU * tv- E 
---------------~--·------------------------------------------~-~- ·~-----------~--·--------~----~-----~------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP SIGN IF ICANCE LEVELS INDI C~TED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY iHE F'OLLO'NING SI GNS ** EQUALS a01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 48 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPIS INSIDE iHE JEWISH GROuP 
-------~-----~·---------------------~--------w~-----------~-----------------

THE JEWS COMPARED WITH 
-----~--------------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISI-1 AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS COLOUREDS AF({If<ANERS RUSSIANS ME 
--~-------~--------------------------------~-----------~----~------~-----~-~--·--~~--~------~---------------
ACTIVE *** JE *** Jt. *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
HUMOROUS * JE *** JE *~* JE *** JE *** JE *** JE ** JE 
SuCCESSFUL ** JE ~** JE *** JE * Jf. *** JE *** JE *~* JE *** JE 
THOUGHTFUL *** JE ** JE *** JE ** JE *** JE *** JE ** JE 
EFFICIENT * JE ~** JE *** Jt:. ** GE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
SINCERE *** JE * JE *** JE *** JE ** JE *** JE *** ~~E 

SIMPLE *** AM *** EN *** AO *** IN *** co *~* AK * ~~ E (\) 

WISE *** JE *** JE *** JE. *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE (X) 

WARM *** JE *** JE *** JE ~* JE *{.~ * JE *** JE ~ 

HAPPY * JE * JE *** JE *** JE ** JE *** JE I 

CALM *** AM ~** EN *** GE *** IN ** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
OPEN *** AM *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
PROGRESSIVE * AM **~ JE *** J E ~** JE *** JE ~** JE *** JE *** JE * JE 
FAMILIAR ** JE ~** JE *** JE: *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
FAST *** AM *-*'* JE *** JE. * JE *** JE ~** JE: *** JE *** .JE 
CAREFUL *** JE * JE *** JE. *~ JE *** JE * JE * JE 
RELAXED *~ AC *M* JE l>\t* co *** JE 
TOUGH *** AV. *** AC *** GE ** IN *** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL ** JE ~ IN *** JE *~* JE *** JE 
PRECISE *** JE *** GE *~ JE *** JE *** RU 
------------------------------~----------------~--~--~~------~-·-~------~-~-~----~-------------~----~------~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICA'l'E THE GROUP SiGNI~ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY iHE FOLLOWING siGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQJAL..S .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 49 COMPARISON OF iHt CONCEPiS INSIDF. iHE JEVISH GROUP 
~-----------~----~------------------------------------~---~----------------~ 

THE COLOUREDS CO .~PARED WITH 
--------------------~--~------~~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AF'RICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-----~--------~--------------------------------------------------~-------~----------------------------------ACTIVE *** A \i * co *** GE *** JE *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** co *** co *** co :>'H~* co *~* co 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *~* E\1 *~* Gt: *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** Me: 
THOUGHTFUL *** E'-1 ** AC *** IN *** JE * RU *** ~i E 

EFFICIENT *~* AM *** E\1 *** GE **~ I~ :«** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
S INCERE ** AC * co ** JE *** ME 
SiMPLE ** co *** Cj ** AC *** cc *~ co *** co *** co *** co (\) 

WISE *~ AM *** EN *** GE *** IN ~~* JE * AK *** RU *** hJ E ():) 

WARM * AM *** co * co ** JE * co *** co * ~~ E \.Jl 

HAPPY * AM ~* JE ** AK *** co ** ~~ E 
CAL :~ *** E!\l *** IN ~~* co *~* AK * ME 
OPEN *** AM *** co ~** co **~ co *** co *~* co ** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** co *** co * co ** co ~** JE *~* co * ~ E FAMILIAR *** co *** co *** co *** JE ** co *** co 
FAST *** AM *** co *** JE ** co 
CAREFUL *** AM *** E~ *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* AK *** RU *** ME 
RELAXED *~* co *~* co ** co ** 00 *** co *~ co 
TOUGH * AM ~* co ** GE * co *** oo ** AK *~* RU *** co 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM ** E~ *** IN *** JE * co 
PRECISE *** AM ** E~ * co *** GE * IN *** JE ** AK *** RU *** ME 
-------------~----------------~-----------·-----------------------~---~------~-------·-------·---~--*-------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROW? SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDiCATED * EQUALS •05 LEVtL 
WITH SIGNIFICAt--.TLY HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLL.OWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVE:L 
ON THE ADJEOTiVFS MENTIONED ~** EQUAL.S .001 LEVEL 



iABLE NO 50 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPTS INSIDE fHE JE~ISH GROUP 
"----~--------•-••-----•-w------•--••----------~----------------~---------•• 

THE AFRIKANERS COMFIAREO wliH 
-----------------~-----~~------~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS RUSSIANS ME 
------~---·----·---------~---------·-----~-·------~---------------------------------------·-----------------ACTIVE *** AM ** AK *** GE ** AK *~* JE *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *~* EN *** AC ** IN *** JE *** 6o *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** AK *** GE li** JE *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHfFUL *** E ·~ ** IN *** JE * RU *** f.J.E 
EFFICIENT * AM *** AK *** GE *** JE *~* AK *** RU 
SINCERE *** AK ** AK **~ ME 
SIMPLE *** AK *** AK *** AK *~ AK ~** AK ** AK *** AK 
WISE ** EN *** GE *** 1.~ *~* JE * AK *** RU 

(\) 

o:> 
WARM *** AM *** AC *** AK ~** JE * co *** AK *** "'E 0\ 

HAPPY * AK * AK *** AK **l(( AK ~* AK *** AK 
CALM ** AK ** E"J *** AK ~** AK *** AK ~* AK * AK 
OPEN *** AM * AK ~;** JE *** ~0 ** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ~~* E .~ *** AC *** GE **~ IN ~** ..lt *** co *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR ** AM * AK *** AK ~** JE ** co *** AK ** ME 
FAST *** AM ** AK *** GE ** IN ~~* JE ·~* co *** RU *** V. E 
CAREFUL *** AK *** AK ** GE * JE *~* AK *~* RU 
RELAXED * AC *** AK ** AK *** AK 
TOUGH *** AK *** AK ~** AK ** AK *** AK 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E r~ ** GE *** IN ~~* JE *** ME 
PRECISE *** At< *** GE ** AK *** RU 
-------------------------~------~------~-------------~------·----~-----------~--------------------~---------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHfR SCORES BY fiiE FOLLOwiNG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES ~ENTiONED *** EQUAL.S .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 51 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE JE-NISH GROUP 
------------~---------~-----------~·---~~----~--------~-----~---------~-~--~ 

THE RUSSIANS COMPARED WITH 
-----------~-------------------~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOlJREOS AFRIKANERS ME 
----------·----------------------------~-------------~------------·-----------------------------------------ACTIVE *** RU *** RU *** RJ *** RU *** RlJ *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** E'J *** AC *** IN *** JE *** co *** tJ E 
SUCCESSFUL ** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL * EN ** JE * RU * RU *~ ME 
EFFICIENT ** RU *** RU *** RU **~ RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
SiNCERE *** AM ** E '~ *** AC *** IN *** JE ** AK *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC * RU * IN *** co ** AK 1\) 

WISE ** RU *** Ru *** JE *** RU *** RU ()) 

WARM *** AM *** EN *** AC *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME -4 

HAPPY *** AM *~* EN *** AC ** GE *** IN *~* JE *'** co *** AK *** ME 
CALM *** EN * RlJ *** RU ** AK 
OPEN *** AM * Et-..J *** AC *~ IN *** JE *** co ** AK *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** A \A ** RI.J *** JE *** RU * ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** AC *** GE **~ IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** RU *** RU * RU *** RU 
CAREFUL *** RU ** Ru *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
RELAXED *** A 'A *** Et-..J *** AC **~ IN ~** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
TOUGH * RU *** RU *** RLJ *** Rll *:~* RU *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** E:-J ** GE **~ IN *** JE * co *** ME 
PRECISE *** RU *** RU *** RU *** GE *** RU *~* RU *~* RLJ *** RLi *** RLJ 
-------------------------------------------------------------~--------------~---------------------~---------

ABBREVIATIONS INclcA'l'E THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEvELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEV!:L 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOWI NG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .oo; LEVEL 



iABLE NO 52 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPfS iNSIDE THE JE vI SH GROUP 
-----~-----~·----•-----•-w------·-------~--·-----------~-----------•-------~ 

ME COMPARED WlfH 
------------------------------·-

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANE~S RUSSIANS 
------------------------------------------------------~---------------------~~-----------------------~------
ACTIVE *** AM ~** ME * ME *** GE. *~ ME ~** JE *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** ME *** ME **~ ME ** JE *** >.AE *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ** E :~ *** ME *** GE *** JE *** ME *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** ME ** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ~E ** ~; E 

EFFICIENT *** AM *** ME *** GE *~* JE *** ME *** RU 
SINCERE *** ME ~;** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AC *~ IN * ME *** co *** AK 
WISE ** ME * GE * IN *** JE *** ME "-> 

co 
WARM *** ME *** ME *** ME * ME. *** 'AE *** ~1E OJ 

HAPPY * ME ** ME *** ME *** ME )((* ME *** ME 
CALM ~** EN *** ME *** ~YiE * ME * AK 
OPEN *** AM *** JE ** co *** ~ E 
PROGRESSIVE *** MA ~** ME *** ME *** ME **~ ME * JE * ME *** ME * ME 
FAMILIAR *** ME *** ME **~ ME *** JE ** ME *** ~E FAST *** AM ~* ME *** ME ~** JE *** ME 
CARE~UL ** ME *** ME *** GE * JE *** ME *** RU 
RELAXED *** AC *** ME ** co *** ~lE 
TOUGH *** Al..l *** E:'-1 *** AC *** GE *** IN *** dO *** AK *** Ru 
BEAUTIFUL *** IN *** ME *** ~A E 

PRECISE *** ME *** GE * ME *** ME *** RU 
~--------------~-------------------·--·---------~-~-----·-------- ·--~-~--------------~-------~--------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROL.IP SIGNIF'ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY T~E F'OU .. OW 1.'-IG SIGNs ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVFL 
ON THE ADJECTiVES VENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



fABLE NO 53 ROTATED FACTOR~MATRIX OF THE CONCEPIS FOR THE JEWISH GROUP 
----------------------------·-----------~--~-------·------------·-------------------

~IRST FACTOR SECO .~D FACTOR "''HIRD FACTOR 
2 

FOURTH FACTOR H 
------~----------·--------------~---------------------·--------~-~---------~--------------~-·---~----------------------
THE AMERICANs o.ss 0.22 Oe74 0., 0 0.91 

THE ENGLISH c. 71 o.o9 -'0e21 0.41 o.12 

THE AFRI.CANS o.oo -0.40 0·56 o.so 0.72 

THE GERMANS 0. 1 6 0.95 ... o,11 0. 1 7 0.97 

THE INDIANS 0.67 0.25 0 t1 2 Ot44 0.72 

THE JEWS o.se o.22 0.40 -0.02 0.98 

THE COLOUREDS 0 . 1 6 -0.26 0.91 o.os 0.92 

THE AF'R I K.AI\IERS 0.20 0., 3 0. 11 Oa77 0.66 

THE RUSSIANS o. 1 e Ot91 -o.oq o.o1 o.a7 

ME-CONCEPT 0.94 Ot05 Oa29 o.o7 0.97 
------------------~---~--~-----------------~-~-----------------~- -- --~---·--~-4-----------~-------·--~-----------------
Variance 3CY/o 21% 2cY/o 13% 84% 

1\) 

co 
1..0 



TABLE ~JO 54 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE iHE INDIAN GROUP 
------------·------------~------·---------·--·-----··---------~----·--·-~--~ 

THE AMERICANS COWPARED WITH 
------------------------~-------

ENGLISH AFR ICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFR IKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
--------------~------------~---------------------------------~--------~-------·----------------------------~ ACTIVE *??* AM *** A,, *** A~ I *** AV *** Av1 ~ ~* AM *~* AM *** AM 
HUMOROUS *** AM 1** A A *** At. *~* Ai~ *** AM '*~* AM * '~* AM *'** AM 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM '?!~* A 1l * AM *** AM *~* .A. M ~* A~:. *** RU *** A.M 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ::~~* A 11 ** AM *** A ·.~ ~~* AM *** AM * ~AE EFFICIENT *** AM *** A,; *** AM *~ AA ~~* AM *~* A "I/ *** AM 
SINCERE *** AM *~* A.A *** A'J. *** AM *** AM ** AM *** 1</E 
SIMPLE ** EN *** AC *** IN ** JE ** co * AK *** tJE 1\) 

WISE *** AM ~** A'A ** GE *** JE ~~* AM *** A~\ *** RU *** AM \.0 

WARM *** AM *** AVt *** AW< *** AM *** AM *~* AM *** b.M *** ~E. 
0 

HAPPY *** AM ~:~H~ A•A *** At,·~ *** AM *** AM *~* AM ~* AM *** AM ** AM I 

CALM *** EN !)cl** AlA ** IN *** JE >~* M.'l ** RU *** VE 
OPEN *** AM ~** A 'A *** AM *** AM *** AM ** AM *** A~~ *~* AM *** !>. M 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** A A *** AW *~* AM *** AM ~ "** AM * ·~* AM *** ~ ~ *** M.~ 

FAMILIAR **~ AM ~** A':l *** AM * IN *** A~ ~** AM *~* A'W- *** A t~ 
FAST *** AM *~* A .~ *** A~,~, *l-** M• *** AM *~* A~ *~* AM ** Al.4 **~ AM 
CAREFUL *** A 'A *** GE ** IN *** JE *** AM *** RU 
RELAXED ** A·./i ** AM ~* AM *~* A~· ** AM 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** AM *** AM * AK * RU *** AM 
BEAUTIFUL ~** A A * A Vi *~* A ~I * AM ** AM 
PRECISE *** AM *** A~ *** AM *:a! AM *** AM *** A~· 

--------------~------------~----------~-----------~--~---------~-~----------~--------·----~~~~----·----·----

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP SIGNIF'ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUAL.S .os LEVEl.. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY 1'i-!E FOLLOWING S IGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVtL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQlJAL.S .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 55 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS iNSIDE iHE INDIAN GROUP 
-----------------~-~-------------------------4------------~-·---------------

iHE ENGLISH COMPARED WITH 
--~-----------------------------

AMERICANS AFK ICAN~ GERMANS INDIANS JEW S COLOU REDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------------------------------------------~-----------------~~--------·------------------------------- ~-
ACTIVE *** AM ** AC *** GE ~ AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS **~ AM *** EN * IN *** EN *~* EN *** EN *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ·~** EN *** GE ~* IN *** JE *''** EN *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E~ * GE *** IN ~** EN *~* EN *** RU *** ~'E 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E -~ *** GE * IN *** JE ~~* EN * EN *** RU * ME 
SINCERE **~ AM *** GE *** IN ;~* EN * RU *** ME 
SIMPLE ** EN *~* AC *** EN *~* IN ** EN *** ME 
WISE *~* AM ~·** E .~ *** GE **~ JE 14~* EN *~* EN *** RU 1\) 

\0 
WARM *** AM *** IN 11* co *~* EN *** EN *** ME .... 
HAPPY *** AM ** E <~ ** 0~ ** E ~-1 * A'!( * EN *** ME 
CALM *** EN 1-** EN *** Ef'J ~*REN ~*~* EN *~~* EN * RU * EN 
OPEN *** AM :~** AC * GE * IN *~* co *** N'E 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ** E ~~ *** GE *** IN * J E * co *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** IN *** E;'l *** EN *** EN ** ~1E 
FAST *** AM * E ~ *** GE ~* co *** RU *** ~E 
CAREFUL ~*** E\l ** GE *** IN *** JE: -«~>'~:* EN *** EN *** RU 
RELAXED '* E'J *** EN * El\ *~* EN 
TOUGH *** AM :··** AC *** GE *~ JE ~** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL '>.** E'l * IN * EN *~* EN ~* EN * EN 
PRECISE *~* AM '~*~ E I *** GE ~ JE '~** EN *** RU *** ~ E 

------------------------------~------------·----------~------·---~----------~------------------------~-----~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE T~E GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED ~ EQU ALS .os LEVEL 
WIT H SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES ev i'HE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS I 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED ~~ *** EQUALS .oo1 LEVEl 



TABLE NO 56 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIOE THE INJIAN GROUP 
~---·-----------------------------------------·~--------~---·-----------~---

iHE AFRICANS COMPARE:D WITH 
------------------------·-----·-

A ~A ER I CANS ENGLIS~ GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ~E 

----------------------·------------------------------------------ ~------------------------~-----------------ACTIVE *** AV. ** AC * GE ** AC *~ AC * AC *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** M~ *** AC *** AC * co *** AC *** AC *** ~~E 

SUCCESSFUL *** AM :X:** E'l *** GE *** I t-J *** JE * co *"«* AK *** RU *** ~!E 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ;~~* E .~ *** Gc *** IN *** JE ~** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *~* AM ;.~* El\J *** GE *** IN *** JE '** AK *** RU *** ME 
SINCERE *~~* AM *~* IN ·~* .A.C * AC *** ~E SIMPLE **~ AC *** A'J *~* AC *** AC *** AC ; ** AO l!OBi'i AC *** AC *** AC 1\) 

WISE *~'* AM .<;** E~ *** GE. ~** IN *** JE * AK *** RU *** f.JE \..0 

WARM *** AM *** IN *** AC *** AC *** AC *** ~~ E 
1\) 

HAPPY *¥.!i.e! AM ~* E~ ~~~* co *** A~ *** !v,E 
CAV~ *** AM *** E\1 *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co *·'** AK *** RU *** ME 
OPEN *** AM ·'':** AC *** AC *** AC **~ AC *:l!!* AC *** AC 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ·~* E\1 *** Gt: *** IN *jX :'* JE 'l~* co * o\,( *** RU *** ~~ E 

FAMILIAR *** AM *** AC *** IN *** AC ** AC *** AC *** ~'E 
FAST *** AM * f\j *** GE * IN ~ JE ~~* co *** ~u *** ~A E 

CAREFUL *** AM ''** :;..~: ... E ·I *** GE *** IN *** JE *}~* AK *** RU *** ~1E 
RELAXED ** /J.V, * E. N * co 
TOUGH *** AC ~** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC ~~l~* AC *~* AC *** AC *** Ac 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM ~** E ;~ *** GE *** IN *** JE )1~* co * AK *** RU "** ~ E 

PRECISE *** AM 0>** E·-.1 *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *** AK *** Ri.J *** ME 
----------~---------------------------------------~--~------~--*-·----~-------------------------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP SIGN IF I C."NCE LEVELS INOICATED * EQJALS t05 LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORt.S BY THE FOLL.OWI NG SiGNS ** E.OUAI..S • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES \AENT I ONED ~** EQUALS .001 LEVF.L 



iABLE NO 57 COMPARISON OF iHE. CONCEPTS I~SI O E THE I NOlAN GROUP 
----~------------------~---·----------------~--~------------~---------------

THE GERMANS COMPARE!) WITH 
~----------------------M·---~---

AMEPICANS E~IGL I Sli AFRICANS INi)IANS JEWS COLO 'JREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------------------------------~-*----------·--·------~--~-------------------~*---·--------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM "~** GE * GE *** GE **~ GE ·~~* GE ~*** GE *~* RU ** GE 
HUMOROUS *** AM ~~** E *** AC *** IN *** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL * AM ~** GE *** GE *** GE ~** GE *** RLJ *** GE 
THOUGHTFUL ** AM * GE *** GE * IN ~ ~* GE *~* GE ** RU *** ~E EFFICIENT ~~* GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE * '~* GE. * RU *** GE. 
SINCERE *** GE ** IN ~ GE ~** GE *** GE *** WE 
S IMPLE ~~~* E\J *** AC *** IN *** JE ~* co * AK *** ME 
WiSE ** GE *** GE *** GE. ?.{** GE ~~·"l<* GE *~* GE *** GE 

1\) 

\.0 
WARM *** AM *** IN ** co *~* GE *~* GE *** ME w 
HAPPY *** AM * GE. ** GE ·~* co *~* AK ** GE *** ~; E I 
CALM *** E'l *** GE * JE *** GE ** RU 
OPEN *** AM * GE *** AC *** GE ~** co * GE *** ~fiE 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *..it* GE *** GE *** GE ~*~ GE 'l!** GE *~* GE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *~* E~ *** AC *** IN 1.~~* co *** AK *** GE *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** GE *** GE *~~* GE *** GE *** GE ** RU * GE 
CAREFUL *** GE ** GE *** GE ~** GE *** GE ** RlJ * GE 
RELAXED ** AM ~~'i* E\1 *~ JE ~* co *** ME 
TOUGH ~:** GE *** AC *** GE *** GE *** GE 
BEAUTIFUL *** GE *** IN *** GE 
PRECISE :"** GE *** Gt: *~* GE *** GE :>.f'~* GE *.H: GE * GE 
------------------------------•---------------~------w•-----•~•••----------------~----------·---~----------• 

ABB~EVIATIOf...IS iNDICATE iHE ~ROUP siGNf~ICANCE LEVELS INDICATEu * EQUALS a05 LEVEL 
WITH S I G N I F I C M' T L v HIGHER SCORES sY iHE FOLLOWING S IGNS ** EQUALS I 0 1 LEVEL. 
ON THE ADJECiiVES MEl'>!T I ONED *** EQJALS .001 LE'VFL 



iABLE NO 58 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSID~ iHE INJIAN GROUP 
-----------~-----·-----·-----------~-----------------------~------------~---

THE INDIANS COMPARED WITH 
•-----------------~-------w----• 

AMERICANS ENGLISY AFRICANS GERMANS JEWS COLJJREOS AF'rilr<ANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-------------·---------------------~--~----------------.---~--~-----~--~-------------------~-------~--·------AOiiVE *** AM ** AC *** GE. *** RU *~ ~E HUMOROUS *** AM * I r-.J *** IN *** IN *"H~ IN *** IN *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ** I ~ *** i N *** GE **~ JE ~~** IN * AK *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** I ~ *** IN * IN ** IN ~** IN *** IN 
EFFICIENT *** AM * I "~ *** IN *** GE * JE ~*** i~ * ·~* IN *** RU 
SINCERE ~** I ~.J *** IN '** IN *** IN ~~* IN *** IN ** IN *** ME 
SIMPLE *** IN *** IN *** AC *** IN ** 11\J li:i* IN '~* IN *** IN 
WlSE *** IN ~** GE. *** JE *** iN *** IN *** RU ** IN I\) 

WAR t.~ *** 1\l *** IN *** IN *** IN ** IN *~* IN *** IN ** ME 1.0 
~ HAPPY *** AM ** EN * GE *** co *:~* AK *** ~I E I CALM ** IN ** E 1~ *** IN *** IN * IN 

OPEN *** AM * IN *** AC **~ IN .~~* co ** IN *** ~~ E 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ~{liH!~ I \I *** IN *** GE *:#* IN *** RU *** f) E 
FAMILIAR * IN *~* I ~~ *** IN *** IN *** IN ~** iN *** IN *** IN ** IN 
FAST *** AM * IN *** GE * co *** RU *** ~ E CAREFUL. ** IN ·~** I'J *** IN * J E *** IN l~L~* IN *** RU * IN 
RELAXED ** AM * E ~~ * co * IN * ME 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE *** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL * I ·~ *** IN *** IN ** IN ~l~* iN l~t~* IN *** IN ~** IN 
PRECISE *** AM *** IN *** GE .«** iN *** RU *** WE 
-------------------------~---------~-------·------~------------------~------~-~------·----~-----------------
ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE !'HE GROUP SIGN IFICANCE LEVELS INOICAI ED * EQUALS a05 LEVE:L. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HI GHER SCORt:S BY f~E FOLLOWING S!GNS ** EQUALS t 01 LEV tL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** t"QlJALS .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 59 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPtS INSIDE THE INDIAN GkOUP 
------------~----·--~----~---------·----------------·-----------------------

Tt1E JE WS COMPARED WITH 
------------------------·---~--~ 

AMERICANS ENGL. ISH AFRICANS GERMANS iNDIANS COlOUREDS AF ·~ I KANERS RUSSIANS ME 
--- --------------------------------~-------~--------- ·----------·-~----------------------------- --~---------ACTIVE !*~!* AM ** AC *** GE ~* AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** L~ *** AC *** IN ~** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** JE *** J E *** J E -~** JE *** RlJ *** JE 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** J E *~ IN *** JE *~* JE ~* RU *** ~E EfFICIENT ** AM *** JE *** J E *** GE * JE :~** JE *** JE *** RU * JE 
SI NCERE *** AM * GE *** IN ~** JE *** ME 
SIMPLE ** JE *** AC *** JE *~ IN ** JE *** ME 
WISE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *** JE *~* JE *** JE 1\) 

'-!) 

WARM *** AM *** AC *** IN *~* co ** JE *** 11-E IJl 

HAPPY *** Arv1 ** E ·~ ** GE ~~** co *;,t* AK *** ME 
CAL'v1 *~* JE *** JE. * JE *** JE ** JE 
OPEN *~* AM *** AC *** GE *** IN *** co *** ME. 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * JE **~ JE ~** GE ~* JE *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM ~** E•\l *** Ac *** IN ·*** co ~* AK *** JE *** ME 
FAST *** AM * JE *** GE *~* co *** RU ** ~A E 

CAREFUL *** JE 1:** JE *** Jt ~ JE *** JE *** JE *** JE 
RELAXED ** JE ~* Jt. 
TOUGH *** AM ** JE *** AC *~* GE *** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** JE *~ IN *~* JE * JE * JE 
PRECISE ** AM * J E *** JE *** GE *** JE ~* JE *** RU 
-----------------------------------------~---------------------------~---~--·-------------------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE fHE BROlJP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFICAI\TLY HIGHER SCORES BY 'THE FOLlOW i 1~G siGNs ** EQUALS • 0, LEVEL. 
ON THE ADJECTiVES MHJT I ONED *** EOUA L.S • 0 0 1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 60 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPfS INS IDE fHE INDIAN GROUP 
-------------------------------------------~-~------------4-----------------

1HE COLOUREDS CO-APARED WITH 
-----------------------~~-------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
-----------------------------·-------------~---------·--------------------------------~---------------------ACTIVE *** AM ~ AC *** GE *** RU *** ~ E 
HU MO ROUS *** AM ~ co *** co ·~** co *~* co *** co ** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ~·~* E ~~ * co *~* GE *** IN ~~* JE *·** AK *** RU *** fv'E 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *-** E..J *** GE *** IN ~** JE ~** RU *** HE 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E ~~ *** GE **~ IN ~~'** JE ** AK *** RU *** t-i E 
S I ~!CERE *** AM ** E ~ ** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *** RU *** ~E 
SIMPLE ** co *** AC ** co ** IN ** co ~** ~~E 

WISE *** AM ~** E\J *** GE *** IN *** JE ** AK *** RU *** ME 1\) 

1.0 
WARM *** AM ** co ** co ** I ~~ *~~* 00 * ~~* co *** co *** ME "' HAPPY *** AM *** co ** co *** co *** co *** co 
CALM l&* AM ~;~* El\l *** co *** GE *** IN ~~* JE :~H~ AK *** RU *** ~E OPEN ** AM ~** co *~* co *** co ;~~* co *** co *** co *** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * co *** co *** GE * co *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** co *** IN '*~* co *~* co *'** co 
FAST *** AM ~* co *** co * co ~~* co ·~* co ~** RU 
CAREFUL *** AM ~** E ·~ *** GE *** IN ~** JE *** AK *** RU *** ~E RELAXED * co ** co * co *~* co 
TOUGH *** co *** AC *** co *** co *** co 
BEAUiiFUL * AM * Et-.l *** co **~ IN *·~* co 
PRECISE *** AM >.!~* E .~ *** co *** GE *** I~ *** JE '** AK *** RU *** ~A E 

-----------------------------------~------------------~------- -~--·-----------------------~----~-----------~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE (iROUP siGNI ~ ICANCE LEVELS INDicATED * EQUALS t05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORt:S BY THE FOLLOWiNG siGNs ** F. GlUAI..S • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES lvlENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 61 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS iNSIDt: THE INC) IAN GROUP 
-------~-~----------~--~-------------------·---·------~--------~-----------~ 

THE AFRIKANERS COMPARED WITH 
·-~-----------~---------·-----4-

AMERICANS ENGL I s.1 AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANs JEWS COLOJREDS RUSSIANS ME 
-------------~--------~--~----------------------~----------------~---~-------~---~--------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM * AK *** GE ~* AK *~* RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM %** EN *** AC *** IN * ~* co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL ** AM *** AK *** AK * AK * ·~* AK *** RU *** AK 
THOUGHTFUL *l&* AM *** Ei\1 *** GE *** IN ;~** JE *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *?.-•* AM ?<I E '~ ** AK *** GE *** IN *i~* JE -~* AK *** RU ** ~E SINCERE *** AM * AC *** GE. *** IN ** RU *** ME 
SIMPLE ::<: AK *** AC * AK ** IN ** AK *** ~E 1\) 

~ISE *** AM *M* E ~ * AK *** GE *** IN ~** JE ** AK *** RU *** ME \.0 

WAFHA *** AM *** E\! *** AC ~** GE *** I~ ~* JE *'** co *** ~~ E -..J 

HAPPY ** AM * AK *** AK *** AK *** AK ·~** AK ** AK I 

CALM ··;~ ~~* E~ *** AK * IN ~* JE ~* AK *** RU ** ~- E 
OPEN *** AM *** AC *** co ** AK *~ ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * AK *** GE *** I~ ~* JE * co *** Ru *** IJE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN ** AC *** AK *** IN ** AK *** co *** AK *** ~E 
FAST *** AM ~** GE ~* co *** RU *** w.E 
CAREFUL *~* EN *** AK *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
RELAXED *** AM ~** E'-J * IN ** JE *** co ** Mt: 
lOUGH * AK *** AK *** AC *** AK *~* AK *** AK 
BEAUT IFUL *** AM ~** E •~ * AK *** GE **~ II~ *** JE *~* co ** RU ** ~}E 
PRECISE *** AM *** AK *** GE ** JE ** AK *** RU ~** ME 
-------------~--------·--~---------------·-·-----------------~---~---------------------------------~--------

ABBREViAT IONS INDICATE iHE GROvP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INOICAiED * EQuALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNiriCANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY 'fi1E FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS I 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MnJT I ONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 62 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS INSIDE rHE INDIAN GROUP 
----------------- ~---------------------------~------~------- ---------------~ 

THE RUSSIANS CO~~PARED WITH 
-----~-----·-------------------~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JeWS COLOJREDS AFRIKA"JERS ME 
---------- ------------~------------u----------------- ~-------------------~--------------------------------•-
ACTIVE *** RJ *** RLJ *** Rl.J *** RU ~*** RU *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM ~** E .J *** AC *** IN *** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** RU ~** RJ *** Ru *'** RU **~ RU ~** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL ~** RlJ *** RU ** RU ** RU *** RU *** RU 
EFFICIENT *** Rd *** RU * Rv *** Ru ~~* RU *** RU *** RU *** F\U 
SINCERE ** AM * RU ** IN *~* RU ** RU *** ~E SIMPLE AE* E J *** AC **~ IN ** JE ~* co ~* AK *** ~! E 
Wi SE *** RU *** Rd *** RU *** RU *)** RU *** RU *** RU I\) 

\.0 
WARM *** AM *** E\J *** AC *** GE *** IN *~* co *** ME (X) 

HAPPY *** AM * E\1 ~* GE *~* co ** AK *** ME I 
CALM ** RLJ %: RJ *** RU ** RlJ *·~* RU *** RU 
OPEN *** AM *** AC * GE ** IN *** Cb ** AK *** ~! E 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** RJ *** RU **!!il Rt.J :!P~* RU * '~* RU *** RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM ~** E r~ *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *~* co *** AK *** ME 
FAST ** AM ~** Ru *** RU ** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
CAREFUL *** RU ~~* RU *** RU ** RU *** RU *** RU *** RLI *** RU 
RELAXED ** AtA * ME 
TOUGH * ' RU *** RU *** AC *** RU *** RU *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL ~ AM ** E ~ *** RU *** IN * JE ** RU 
PRECISE -~*-* RU *** RU *** RU *** RU *~* RU *** RU ** FW 
------------------------------~----------------~~------------4-------------------~----------~---------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP s iGNiFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQlJALS t05 LEV EL 
WITH SiGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY frlE FOLlOWING SIGNS ** FQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MEN TIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 63 COMPAR I' SON OF iHE CONCEP i S INSI DE THE I NOlAN GROUP 
-----------------~------------------------~------------·~-~----------------~ 

ME COMPARED wlfH 
------------------~-------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS 
----------------~-----·---------------------------~---------·----~-------------------------------·---~--~--~ ACTIVE *** AM *** ME ** GE ** ME ~** ME *** ME *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** ME *** M~ *** ME **~ ME *** ~AE ** ME *** ME *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** ME *** GE *** JE *** ME *** AK *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL * ME *** ME *** ME *** ME ~** ME *** ME *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM * ~E *** ME *** GE * JE *** ME ** :AE *** RU 
SINCERE *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME 
SIMPLE *** ME *** ME *** AC *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ~E WISE *** AM *** ME *** GE ** IN ~** JE *~* ME *** ME *** RLJ 

1\) 

~ WARM *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME ** ME *** ME *~* ~E *** ME *** WE \0 
HAPPY ** AM ~** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *l:M* ME ~** ME I 
CALM *** ME * EN *** ME *~* ME ** ME 
OPEN *~* AM *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** co ** ME *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *~* ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME 
FAMILIAR ** ME *** ME *** ME ** IN *** ME: *** ME *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** ME *** ME * GE *** ME ** ME *** ME *** ~LJ 
CAREFUL *** ME * GE * IN *** JE *** ME *** ME *** RU 
RELAXED *** ME * ME ** ME * ME 
TOUGH *** AM *** Ac *** GE *** do *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM * E '~ *** ME *** IN * JE ** ME 
PRECISE *** ME *** ME * GE *** ME *** ME *** ME ** ~u 
------•----~------------------·----~------------~-~------------~------~----~~-----------------~------------w 

ABBREVIATIONS INDicATE 1HE SRO UP SIGNIF' ICANCE LEVELS INDICI\TED * EQUALS a05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGN IFICA NTLY H I GHE ~ SCORES BY THE FOLLOW I t~ G S IGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUAlS .oo1 LEVEL 



I ABLE NO 64 ROTATED FACTOR•MATRIX OF THE CO~CEPTS FOR rHE INDIAN GROUP 
--------------------------------------------------------·---~-------------- ---------

FIRST FACTOR fH I RlJ FACTOR 
2 

H 
------~---------------------------~-------------------~-----------------------------------~-------THE AMER ICANS 0•44 Oe47 Oe68 Oa8B 

tHE Et~GL ISH 0;43 -0.14 o.s1 Oa86 

THE AFRICANS o.oo o.s3 -o.os o.69 

iHE GERMANS o.ae o.o3 0 ..38 Oe92 

THE INDIANS Oe35 o.o6 0,89 0.92 

THE JEWS Oa70 ... 0.34 Oa59 0.95 

THE COLOUREDS -o.o1 o.aa 0 .1 8 o.a1 

THE AFRIKANERS 0.76 Oe25 Oe27 0 . 71 

THE RUSSIANS o.ae ... 0.10 Ot36 Ot91 

ME-CONCEPT 0.33 Ot32 Oe86 Oa95 
-------------------------------------------~---------------------~-----------------------------·--

Variance 34% 86% 

V-.1 
0 
0 



TABLE NO 65 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS iNSIDE THE COL jURED GROUP 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

THE AMERICANS COMPARED WITH 
-------------------~~---~------~ 

ENGLISH AFRICANS GER iAANS INDIANS JEWS COU1UREDS AF'RIKANEF<S RUSSIANS ME 
-----------------·-------------------------·----------~--------~---------~----------------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** A·A *** A~A *** A'<J. ~** A \1 *~* AM *** AM 
HUMOROUS ** A :A *** AM *** AM **~ A \A ~** co *** Aw *** AM * ~fE SUCCESSFUL *** AM ~** A ·A * A ~J *** AM ~** A ~A *** A~ ** RU *** AM 
THOUGHTFUL *** A\), *** AM * A -~ ~1* AM *** AM ** AM 
EFFICIENT ):: i'$H~ A "A *** AM *** AM ~~* AY. *~* Ail *** AM 
SINCERE * EN * AM *** AM *** A 'A *** M' *** AM *** ~~ E 

SIMPLE *** EN *** AC *** IN * JE '*** co *** AK ** ME VJ 
WISE ** AM ~** A •A *** AM *** A \~ :~n* * AM *** AM *** AM 0 

WARM * AM * A A *** AM *** AM ** AM ~~* co *~* A ~ *** AM ...... 

HAPPY ;;..,** A .1 *** AM *** AM *** A .i *** AV! *** AM 
CALM ~* EN ~~* A .~ *** ~ E 
OPEN *~* AM *** AM *** AM *** AM ~* AM *** AM 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** A1A ** AM *** M.' *** AM i~** AM *~* AM *** AM 
FAMILIAR !~'<** A 'A *** AM *** AM *** AM ** co ** A~. *** AM 
FAST *** AM ).~** A 'A *** AM *** M~ *** A~~ ~** AM *~* Aw. ** A•A *** AM 
CAREFUL ** EN * A ~A *** GE ~* AM *** RU * ~JE RELAXED *** A LA ** A~~ ** AM * A~~ *** AM 
TOUGH *~* A 1v1 ;.:{** AC ** GE *~* A~ *** AM * AM *** RU *** AM 
BEAJTIFUL ~** A'.,l * AM *~* A ~· *** AM *** AM 
PRECISE *** A ',~ *** AP-1 * AM ** AM * A'W< 
------~-----------------------~-----------------·----~--~---4--~---------~---------------------------~------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP SIGNiFICANCE LE VELS INDICATED * ECilUAl.S •05 LEV~L 
WITH SIGNIF ICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY f HE FOLI...OW I I~G SIGNS ** ECilUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE A:)JECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 66 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS iNSIOE iHE OOL~URED GROUP 
--------~---·----------~------·---~-~-----·------------~-------------------~ 

THE ENGLISH OOAPARED WliH 
-----------~--------------------

AMERICANS AFRI CANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----~----------~-------------~-------------w---------••---------~-----•----·---------~----~------~----------
ACTIVE *** AM ~ E ·~ *** GE *** EN *~* RU 
HUMOROUS ~* EN *** EN *** EN *** EN *~* co ** EN *** EN * ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** E'J * GE * EN ** EN *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** [ :~ *~* EN *** EN *** EN * EN 
EFFICIENT *** E~ *** EN ** EN *~* EN **lf: EN * RU *** EN 
SINCERE * EN *** EN *** EN **~ EN *·** EN *** EN 
SIMPLE *** EN ~* AC *** EN ;~ * co * AK *** EN w 
WISE ** AM *** E\l *** EN *** EN *~* EN *** EN 0 
WAR\1 * AM * EN *** co *** EN *** N1E 1\) 

HAPPY »:** E''l *** EN *** EN ** El\l * EN *~* EN I 

CALM ** EN ~** E\l * EN ** EN ~ EN * EN 
OPEN *** AM ** AO *** co ** ~E PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GE ~* co *** RU ~** ME 
FAMILIAR *** P.J *** EN *** EN **~ EN *** co ** EN *** EN 
FAST *** AM *** E '~ ** GE *** EN ~* EN *** RU 
CAREF'UL ** EN *** E i~ *** EN *** EN ** EN 
RELAXED liE* E'l * EN *** EN 
TOUGH *** AM **-* AC *** GE *** co *** AK *** RU * ME 
BEAUTIFUL ~** E\j * EN ** EN *** EN *~* EN *** EN 
PRECISE :r:** E\1 *~* EN *** EN ~* EN 
------------------------------~~--------------------~-----------------·-----~-~-----------~-------~--~-----~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE THE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQuALS .os LEVRL. 
WITH SIGNIFICA~TLY HIGHER SCORES BY IHE FOLLOWI NG SIGNS ** EQUALS '0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 67 COMPARISON OF IHE CONCEPTS INSIDE iHE COLOURED GROUP 
----------·----·------~---~---·~------------~-~--------~-·-------------------

'rHE AFRICANS COMPARED WI TH 
~------~-----------------------~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFR IKt\NERS RUSSIANS ME 
-~--------~-----------------------------------~------------------~------------------------------------------ACTIVE *** ~M * E ·~ *** GE *** RU 
HUMOROUS ** AM ** EN * AC ** AC ** AC -~** co *** AC *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *~* AM *** E"i *** GE >.(* IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ~iE 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E;..J *** GE *** JE *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E ~ *** GE ** JE *** RU *** ME 
SINCERE ** AC *** AC *** AC *** Ac *** AC * fJ. E 
SIMPLE *** A.C ** AC *** AC *** AC ** AC *** AC ** AC 
WISE *** AM ~** EN *** GE *** JE *** RU w 
WAR 1A * AM ~** co *** AC *** fviE 

0 w 
HAPPY *** AM *** EN * co *** AK *** ME 
CALM ~* AM *** EN *** GE * IN * JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ME 
OPEN ** AC * AC *** AC **~ AC * AC *** AC 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** Gt ~** co * AK *** RU *** ME 
FAMI LIAR *** AM *~* E '~ *** co ** AK *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** E'J *** GE ** JE ~** oc * AK *** RU *** wE 
CAREF UL * AM *** E\1 *** GE ** JE * AK *** RU ** ME 
RELAXED *** AM ** EN ** I N ~** co * AK "* AC *** ME 
TOUGH *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC ~** AO *** AC *** Ac 
BEAUTIF'UL *~x* AM *** E'IJ *** GE *** IN *** JE ~** co *** AK *** RU *** ~ E 
PRECISE *** A~~ 4':** E.~ *** GE * IN ** JE *** co *** AK *** RU *** ~~ E 

----------------------~---~---------------------~-~---------------------------------------~-----------------

ABBREV IATIONS INDICATE 'fHE ("3RO uP SIGNIF ICANCE LEVELS INDicATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HiGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOWiNG SIGNS ** EQUALS . 0, LEVEL 
ON IHE ADJECTiVES f.IENTiONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 68 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPfS INSIDE THE OOL':JuRED GROUP 
-----------------------------------------------~---·--------------------~---

THE GERMANS COMPARED WITH 
--------------------------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS INul.A.NS JEtiS COLOUREDS AF'RIKANERS RUSS IA NS ME 
-------------------------------------------------------------~---~-~----------------------------------------
ACTIVE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE ~~* GE *-i* GE *** GE 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN * AC *** co ** GE *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL * AM * GE *** GE f~** GE ~** GE ~* GE *** RU * GE 
THOUGHTFUL *** GE ** GE *~* GE 
EFFICIENT *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *~* GE * RU *** GE 
SINCERE * AM ~** E . ~ ** AC * GE ~~** co * GE * GE *** ME 
SIMPLE *** EN *** AC *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
WISE *** GE *** GE * GE '~** GE *~* GE *** GE (Jj 

WARM *?.-:* AM * E\f ~** 00 ** GE *** ME 0 
~ 

HAPPY *** AM *~* El\l *** AK *** ME I 
CALM * EN *** GE * GE 
OPEN *** AM * AC * GE ** GE ~** co *** GE * ME 
PROGRESSIVE ** AM ~** GE *** GE *** GE **~ GE * GE '** GE * RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** [ .-J "*~* co -~* AK * GE *** ME 
FAST *** AV! ** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE '~** GE *~* GE ** GE 
CAREFUL *** GE *** GE ** GE ~** GE * GE 
RELAXED ** AM * p.J * IN :~* co * Ai< *** GE ** kA E 
TOUGH ** GE ~** GE ~:** GE *** GE *** GE ** GE *** GE 
BEAUTIFUL *** GE * GE * GE 
PRECISE *** GE *** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE 
-------------~~~------~--------------------·------~------------~--------------------------~-------•--w------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE GROUP siGNIF"ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUAL..S .os LEVEl.. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HiGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOI'IING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON TH E ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 69 COMPARISON or- THE CONCEPiS iNSIDE iHE COL OURED GROUP 
-----------------------~--------~--------------------------------~-~--------

THF: INDIANS COMPARED WITH 
------------------·------------~ 

MiER I Cll.NS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------~---------------------------------------~---------- - --- --- --·-------~-----------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** E\l *** GE * co * AK *** Rt..l *** ME 
HuMOROUS *** AM ~** E'l ** AC *** co * AK *** IN *** ~E SUCCESSFUL *** AM * E '~ ** IN *** GE *** JE *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *~* E'.J ** GE ** J E ** RU * WE 
EFFICIENT *** AM ~** EN *~* GE * JE *** RU * ME 
SINCERE *** AM ~~** E ;~ *** AC ** IN *** co ** IN *** ME 
SIMPLE *** IN *** AC *~* I N ** co * AK *** I~~ 
WISE *** AM ~** EN *** GE * JE *** RU 
WAR r~ *** AM ~** co *** IN *** ~~ E 
HAPPY *** A "A ~** EN *** AK ** IN *** ME 
CALM ** E"IJ * IN * GE *** ME 
OPEN *** AM *** AC * GE. *~* co ** AK *** ME 
PROGRESS IV E *** AM *** GE * co * AK *** RU *** ~E FAMILIAR *** AM *** E~ *** co ~* AK * IN *** ME. 
FAST *** AM ,t;}igr~ EN *** GE * JE ~ :~* co *** RU *** ~I E 

CAREFUL *** E 1\l ~* GE * JE *** RU 
REL AXED ** IN * IN * co *** 1 r~ * ~AE TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE *** co *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL * AM * E'll *** I N 
PRECISE *** AM ~** E''l * IN *** GE * J E ** AK *** RU *** ME 
-----~----------~------------------------------w --•--••---~----~- ~------~----~~-----------------~---------•-

ABBREVIATIONS iNDiCATE THE GRO UP 
WITH SIGNIFicA~'TLY HIGHER SCOR ES 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES ~ENT I ONED 

SIGNiFICANCE LEVELS I~ D ICATED 
BY THE FOLLOWI NG s iG NS 

* EQUALS t 05 
** EQUALS • 01 

*** EQ UALS .001 

LEV!;.L 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

w 
0 
\Jl 



TABLE: NO 70 COMPAR ISON OF iHE CONCEPTS INSIDE IHE COL ~ URED GROUP 
•---------------------------------~~~---~------·----•--w~----•----------~-~-

THE J EWS COMPARED WITH 
-----------------------~------·-

A•AER I CANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS CJLOUREDS AF ~ IKANERS RUSS IANS ME 
-------------·-------------------------~-~--------------------- ~--~------~----------------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *~* GE ~** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** E ~-.J ** AC *** co * AK * JE *** !I!E 
SUCCESSFUL *** JE *** JE ** JE ~* Jt: *** RU 
THOUGHiFUL * AM *** JE ** JE *** JE 
EFFICIENT *** AM ** E\) ** JE *** GE * JE *** RU 
SINCERE *** AM 0~H~ E '-1 *** AC * GE ** IN ·~** co *** ME 
SIMPLE * JE ** AC *** JE ** co *** JE 
WISE *** AM *** JE * GE * JE ;'** JE * ~~* JE ** RU ** JE 
WAR\1 ** AM ?.l~* co *** JE *** ~' E 
HAPPY *** AM ** Ef\1 *** AK *** t-iE 
CALM * Et~ * JE. * Ru *** ~iE 

OPEN *** AM *** AC ** GE *** co * AK *** ME 
PROGRESSI VE *** AM *** GE * co *** RU ** ~E FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** co * AK ** JE *** ME 
FAST *** AM ** J E *** GE * JE *** RU 
CAREFUL ** JE * JE *** JE ** RU 
RELAXED ** AM ** co *** JE 
TOUGH *** AM *** AC *** GE ~** co *** AK *** RU * ME 
BE.~UT I FUL ** Ei\j *** JE 
PREC ISE * AM ** JE *** GE ~ JE ** RU 

------~---~--------------~---~-----y--~---------~------ -----~--~-- ---~·--~--~----~---------------~----------

ABBREViATIONS INDICATe iHE GROUP 
WITH S IGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED 

SIGN IFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY 1HE FOLLOWING SIGNS 

* EQUAL-S • 05 ** EQUALS • 01 *** EQUALS ,Q01 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

w 
0 
0'\ 



TABLE NO 71 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPfS INSIDE THE COLOURED GR.OlJP 
-----~------~------------~------------------------~-------~~----~---------~-

THE COLOUREDS COMPARED WlrH 
-----~-~---------------~-------· 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GE~MANS INDIANS JEWS AFR IKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
----------------------•-------~------------------------------~---·----·--~----·-------------------•--------w 
ACTIVE **~ AM *** GE * co *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** co *** co *** co *** co **~ co *** co *** co *** co ** co 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ** E i~ *** co *** GE ** JE *** RU * ME 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E ~ ** RU * ME: 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E ! *** GE *** RU 
SINCERE *** co *** co ~~* co ~UH! co *** co 
SIMPLE *** co ** C·J *** co ** co ** co *** co * co 
·wISE *** AM :«~* E"l *** GE ~* JE *~* RU w 

0 
WAR 'A *** co ~** co *** co *** co *** C') *:~* co *·~* co *** co * co -.3 

HAPPY *** AM * Ef\1 * co * AK * co *** WE I 
CAUA *** co 
OPEN *** co *** co *** co ~** co *** co *** co ** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AlA ** co *** co * GE * co * co *** RU 
FAMILIAR ** co *='** co *** co *** co *** co "-i~* co *'** co *** co ** co 
FAST *** AM *** co *** GE **~ co * co *** RU 
CAREFUL ** AM *** E'l *** GE *~* JE ~* AK *** RU *** ~~ E 
RELAXED *** co *"' '~* co * co ~* co *** co 
TOUGH * AM *** C0 *** AC *** GE *** co * ·~* co * AK *** RlJ *** co 
BEAUTIF'UL *** co * CD * co ** co 
PRECISE ~n~ AM *** EN *** co *** GE *** RU *** ~~ E 
---------------~-------------------------------------*·-----·----------~----~------~--------~~-~------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GRO LJP SIGNI F ICANCE LE:VELS INOICATEO * EQUAL.S .os LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOt/iNG SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 72 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPfS INSIDE THE COL OURED GROUP 
------------------------------------~---------------~-------~---------------

THE AFRIKANERS COMPARED WI TH 
--~--~--------------~-----------

A\-IERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GE'iMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS RUSSIANS tJE 
----------------------~------------~-----------------·~--------·---------~----------------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** GE * AK *** RU * ~E HUMOROUS *** AM ** EN ~ AK * AK *** co *** AK *** ~A E 

SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** AK ** GE ~* JE *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ¥** E'J *** GE *** JE *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM ~** E •,J *** GE *~* RU 
SINCERE *** AM f<~* E\1 *** AC * GE *~ IN *** co *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AK * AK *** AK ~ AK *** AK ** AK 
WISE *** AM ~~ ~* E~ *** GE *** JE *** RU w 
WARM *** AM *AA* co *** AK *** ~E 0 

co 
HAPPY *** AK *** AK **~ AK *** AK * AK *** AK 
CALM * . E "-! *** AK ** ME 
OPEN ** AM * AC ** AK * AK *** co *** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * AK ** GE * AK *~* RU 
FAMILIAR ** AM ** E\1 ** AK ** AK ** AK * AK *HH!~ co *** A.K * ME 
FAST *** AM ** E ·J * AK *** GE ~ co *** RU ** ME 
CAREFUL ** E ''l * AK * GE ·~* AK *~* RU 
RELAXED * AM * AK * AI<' *** AK 
TOUGH *** AK *** AC ** GE *** AK ~** AK ~ AK *** RU *** AK 
BEAUTIFUL *** A :~1 #.** E ~ *** AK * GE * co 
PRECISE * AM *~~ E\J *** At< *** GE ** AK *** RU ** ME 
------~----------------------------------~--------~-------------------~-------4-·--------------------·------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE iHE '3ROUP SiGNIFICANCE LEVELS INOICATED * EQJAL.S t05 LEVEL. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY fHE FOLLONI NG SIGNS ~* EQUALS I 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES wEI"T I ONED ~** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 73 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPi'S INSIJE iHE COLOURED GROuP 
---------~-------~-------~---------~---------~-----------------~------------

1HE RUSSIANS COMPARED WITH 
-----------~--~-----------------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOJREDS AFRIKANERS ME 
-------------------------------------------------------------~--------~-~-----~-----------------------------
ACTIVE *** RU *** Ru **:tt RU :,~** RU *** RU *** Ru *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** EN *** AC ** GE *** IN * JE *** co *** AK **~ ME 
SUCCESSFUL ** Ru *** Ru *** RU *** RU *** RU ~** Ru *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** RU ** RU ** RU *** RU 
EFFICIENT * RJ *** RU * ,, RU *** RU *~* RLl *'~* RU *** RU *** RU 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** AC * GE *** co *** ME 
SIMPLE *** E'l *** AC **~ IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
WISE *** RIJ **~ RU 1t* RU *** RLJ *** RU *** RU w 
WARM *** AM *** E\j *** AC ** GE *** IN *** JE *** 00 *** AK *** ME 0 

\0 

HAPPY *** AM *** EN ** IN * co *** AK *** ME 
CALM *** RW * RU 
OPEN *** AM *** AC *** GE *** co *** AK *** ~ E 
PROGRESSIVE *** RU *** RI.J * RU *** RU *** RU *~* R\J *** RIJ *** ~u FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN * GE ~ IN ** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
FAST ~* i\ ~~ ~~** RU **~ Ru ***" RJ ~ ·~* RU * ~* RU *** RU *** RU 
CAREFUL *** RU *** RU *** "Ri.J ~* RU ~iHH~ RU *** RU *** RU 
RELAXED *** AM *** E~ * AC *** GE *** IN *~* JE *** co *** AK *** !vi E 
TOUGH *** RU ~~* RU **~ RLJ *** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM ~*~ E·~ *** RU * co 
PRECISE *** RU *** Ru "i* RU *** RU *** RU 
------~-----------------------·----------------------·-------·---·------------------------~-----------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROLJI' SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS a OS LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY T'1E FOLLOWING SIGNs ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL. 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES ME:NTIONED *** EQUAL.S .001 LEVEL. 



TABLE NO 74 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPtS INSIDE THE COL "J URED GROUP 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------* 

ME COMPARED WliH 
~-----------------------~------~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GE :~MANS INDIANS JEWS COLOuREDS AF~IKAr-..JERS RuSSIANS 
---------------~-------------------~------------·----••----------·-------~---------•-•----·--~----~------~w• 
ACTIVE *** .AM *** GE **~ ME * 'AE *** Fw 
HuMOROUS * ME ~ ME *** ME *** ME **~ ME ~~* ~~ E ·~* do *** '.4E *** N'E 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** ME * GE * ME *** P-U 
THOUGHTFUL ** AM * El\1 *** ME * ME * ME *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E ·~ *** ME *** GE * ME *** RLJ 
SINCERE *** ME * ME ~U€* ME *** ME *** ~.1 E *** ME *** ME 
SIMPLE *~ ME ** AC *** ME * co ** AK *** ~·E 
WISE *** AM *** E ·~ *** GE: ** JE *** RU w 

..l. 

WAR'A ~** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME * do *** •AE *** ME 0 

HAPPY *** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME *~* ME *** h1E t 
CALM *** ME *** ME *** ME ~** I-..1 E ** :~E 
OPEN ** ME * ME *** ME '*** ME ** co *** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *~* ME *** ME **~ ME ~* ME *** RU 
FAMILIAR *** ME :X..** ME *** ME *~* ME ** do * ~A E *** ME 
FAST *** AM *** ME ** GE *** ME ** ME ~** RU 
CAREFUL * ME ** ME *~~ ME *** RU 
RELAXED *** ME ** ME ~ ME *** ~E TOUGH *** A!J.. .~ ME *** AC :«** GE * ME *~* eo *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *r-* AM *** E<~ *** ME * GE ** co 
PRECISE *** ME **~ ME *** ME ** ME 
------------~~-----------~----~-----------------------~----------·-------------------·----~--------~-~------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE ·iHE GROWP SIGNI F'ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEV EL 
WITH SIGNIF'ICANTLY HIGHER SCOR ES BY iHE F'OLL .. OW I NG SIGNS ** EQUALS t01 LEV EL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 75 ROTA1ED FACTOR-MATRIX OF THE CONCEP TS FJ R THE COLOURED GROUP 
------~------------------~-----------------------------~----~-----------------------

j;' I RST F' r\CTOR SECOND FAOiOR THIRD FACTOR 
2 

H 
-------------·------------------~--w--•-------~--~--M•••----------------------~-----------~~----•• 
THE AMERICANS Oa72 Oa46 Oe43 o.91 

THE ENGLISH o.12 Oe65 0 • 1 1 Ot95 

THE AFRICANS Oa31 0. 1 2 o.s7 Ot44 

THE GERMANS 0.37 0·65 Ot64 0.97 

THE INDIANS o.46 o.a1 0. 17 Oa90 

THE JEWS 0.45 o.s7 0 . 1 8 Ot99 

THE COLOUREDS Ot 90 0·21 Ot36 0•98 

THE AFRIKANERS o.73 0.35 Ot54 Oa95 

THE RUSSIANS o.oa 0.72 0 . 51 0.76 

ME ... CONCEPT Oa81 Oa44 Oe30 Oe94 

-- ---------------------------·~----------~----~--------------- - ~--------------------------------- -
Variance 37% 33% 18% 88% 

w _.. 
_.. 



'!'ABLE NO 76 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPTS iNSIDE THE AF'~ICA~l GROUP 
------------·-----------------------~---------------------------------------

IHE AMERICANS COMPARED WITH 
~--------------·----------------

ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEVIS COLOUREDS AFR IKA NERS ~USSIANS ME 
-~---------------------------------~--------------- ---·------~----------------------------·---~------------~ ACriVE *** AM *** AV! ** AM *** AM *** AM *~* AM *** AM *** AM 
HUMOROUS ** AM *** AM *** AM *** A '~ *** AM *** AM 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** A iA ** AM *** AM ** AM *** AM * M! *** AM 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** A •.~ ** AM *** A ~ * AM ·,~** A \A *** AM *** AM 
EFFICIENT ** AM *** A "Vi *** AM *** AM ~* A'M * AM 
SINCERE * AM *** AM *** AM * AM ** AM *** ~E SIMPLE *~* AC *** co *** Afoit *** ~E 

WISE ** AM *** A.Jt *** A ~ *** AM *~* AM *** AM 
......, 
_. 

WARM ** AC ** AM ** AM * AM ** A~~ ** AM * ME 1\) 

HAPPY ** AM *** A I~ *** AM *** A~ ** AM ** AM *** AM *** AM 
CALM *** EN *** IN * JE *** ME 
OPEN *** AM *** AM *** AM *** AV.. * AM '** AM *** AM *** AM 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM :tl** AM *** At/. *** Af.J. *** AM *** A ~;, *** AM * AM *** AM 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** AM *** AJ, ** AM *** AM 
FAST *** AM *** A A *** AM *** Ai~ *** A;A *** A·A *~* AM * ~ M *** ft. M 
CAREFUL *** AM ** AW *** AM * A ~4 * RU 
RELAXED * AM ** co * AM 
TOUGH *** AM *** AO *** GE ** A ~ ~* AM *~* AK *** RU * AM 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM * IN ** A >It *~* AM *** AM *** AV. 
PRECISE * AM *** AM *** AM 
------~------~----·------~----- ----- ---------~----~-~~-----~----------~-------~-------------------~--------~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE i HE GROuP SIGNiFICANCE Lt:VELS INDicATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIF'ICANTLY HIGHER SCORt:S BY iHE F'OLLO.~ i NG SIGNS ** E.QU AL..S • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTiONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 77 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE AF'qlcAN GROUP 
-----------··-----------------~-~---~--------------------------------------~ 

IHE ENGLISH CO .vlPARED WITH 
---------------~~-~--~~-------~~ 

AMERICANS AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLO'JREDS AFRI~ANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------~------------------------------------------------------~----------------------------~---------------·-ACTIVE *** AM *** GE * J E ~* AK *** RU *** ME 
HUMOROUS ** AM ** AO * EN ~* EN * EN * ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM ~** e~ *~* EN *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** n .. * )~* EN ~* EN *** RU 
EFFICIENT »:* AM * EN ** GE * EN * JE *~* EN ** RU 
SINCERE ** EN *~* EN * E~ * EN *** ~E SIMPLE *** AC *** co *** EN *** ~E WISE ** AM ** EN *** EN *** EN * RU 
WAR 'A * AC * EN * Et-. *** ME 
HAPPY ** AM * E:-..i ** EN * AK 
CALM *** EN ~~** E''J *** EN ** EN *~* EN *** El\ *** EN 
OPEN *** AM ** AC ~~* cc ** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GE * EN *** RU * ME 
FAMILIAR *** EN *** EN *** EN ~* E ~~ *** EN 
FAST *** AM ** GE *** RU 
CAREFUL *** EN *** EN ** EN *** EN ~* EN * RU ** EN 
RELAXED ** EN ** EN ** EN 
TOUGH *** AM ~** AC *** GE *** JE *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL *** El~ ' * EN ?.H~* t:N *** EN *~* EN 
PRECISE * EN ** t:N ~** ME 
•-----------------~----------------w--•--------------••-----~~----·----~------~------·-·------••------------

ABBREVIATIONS iN DiCATE THE 3ROuP 
WITH SIGNIFICA~TLV HIGHER SCORES 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES ~ENTiONED 

SIGNiriCANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY THE FOLLOWI~G SIGNS 

* EQWALS • 05 ** EQUALS a 01 *** EQWALS ,001 

LEVEL 
LEVF:L 
LE.VEL 

w ...... 
w 



TABLE NO 78 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE IHE AFRIcA~· GROUP 
-----------------------------------~·----------·----~----------------------~ 

THE AFRI CANS COMPARED WITH 
--------------------~--·~-------

AMERICANS ENGLISH GERMANS INDIA~S JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIK~NERS RLJSSIANS ME 
-----------------------------------·------------------~----------·---------·--------------------------------
ACTIVE *** AM *** GE ~* AC *** 'iU 
HUMOROUS ** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC ~* AC *~* Ac *** AC 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** E:\.) *** GE *** IN **~ JE *** AK *** RU *** ~E THOUGHTFUL *** AM * GE * AC *** AC *** RU 
EFFICIENT *~* AM * Ell *** GE ~ JE * AC *** RU * ME 
SINCERE ** AC *** AC * AC *~* AC *·~* AC *** AC ** ME 
SI MPLE *** AC *** AC *** AC *** AC **~ AC *** AC *** AO 
WISE *** AM ** AC *** AC *** AC ·** RU 
WARM ** AC * AC *** AC *** AC ** AC ... ~ ~* AC *** AC *~* AC 
HAPPY *** AM * E~J * IN * JE ** 00 *** AK ** k/E 
CAL ~.~ ~** E .~ ~* I ~I * AC ** ME 
OPEN ** AC *** AC *** AC ** AC *** AC 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GF * JE ** AC * AK *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AC *~* AC *** AC * AC **~ AC *** AC 
FAST *** AM *** GE *** RU 
CAREF'UL *** AM :~** EN ** G£: *~* AC *** RU 
RELAXED *** AC * co ~* AC *** AC 
TOUGH *** AC ~** AC *** AC *** AC ;~~* AC *** AC 
BEAUTIF'UL *** AC * IN * AC :'*** AC *-** Ac *** AC 
PRECISE * AM * Ru ** ME 
-----------------------------------~------------~~~-----------~·---~---------------------~--~---------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROUP 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCOR ES 
ON iHE ADJEcTIVES ~ENTiONED 

SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY f~E FOLLOWING SIGNS * 

** *** 
EQUALS • 05 
EQU AL.S • 01 
EOUAL.S .001 

LEV~ I.. 
LEVEl 
LEVEL 

w 
~ 

~ 

i 



TABLE NO 79 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPiS li~SI~)E THE AF~ICAN GROUP 
---~-------~-----~-----~---~--------~-----~--*------·---------------------~~ 

THE GERMANS COMF'AREO WITH 
--------------------~---~-------

AMER I CAI'-JS ENGLISH AFRICANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS AFRii<ANE~S RUSSIANS ME 
-------------·--------·---------------~---------------~---------------------·-·-----------------------------
ACTIVE Je!>* AM *** GE ***~ GE *** GE *** GE ~>~* GE ~* GE ~** GE 
HUMOROUS *** AM * EN *** Ac *** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL %1* AM *** GE ·,*~* GE *** RU * GE 
THOUGHTFUL ** .AM * GE ** GE *** GE *** GE ** RU * GE 
EFFICIENT ~* GE *** GE *** GE * GE *** GE ·~* GE * GE 
SINCERE * AM ** AC * GE ** GE ** GE *** liE 
SIMPLE *** AC *** co *** GE *** ME: 
WISE *** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE Lv 

~ 

WARM ** AM * E~ *** AC ** JE * co *** ~'E \.J1 

HAPPY *** AM ** EN * co *"** AK 
CALM *** E"J ** IN ** GE ~* GE 
OPEr~ *** AM *** AC *** co * AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM ;_u.** GE *** GE *~* GE *** GE * SE 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** AC *'** co ** AK * GE *** ME 
FAST *** AM ** GE *** GE *** GE * GE * GE '** GE * RU * GE 
CAREFUL ** GE ** GE *~* GE ** GE ** RU 
RELAXED * AM ** E"i *** AC *** IN * J E -~ ~* co *** ME 
TOUGH *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE *** GE 
BEAUTIFUL *** AM *** El'~ *** AC xH* IN ** JE * co ~ ~E 
PRECISE ** GE ** GE * ~.i E --------------------------------------~-----~~----~-------------- ~ ----·----y--------------------------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICAiE THE GROUP siGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVU. 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORfS BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LE".VF.L 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED *** EQUALS .oo1 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 8o COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP TS INSIDE THE AF~ICAN GROUP 
------------------------------~---•••---~------•-•--•--•--w-~--4---~---~~---

THE I t-JO I ANS COMPARED WITH 
--------------------~-----------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS JEWS COLOUR~DS AFRIKANERS RUSSIANS ME 
------w---------------~------------------~~----------~~--------~------~------------------------------------~ ACTIVE *** AM *** GE * JE * A~ *** RU * WE 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AC ** co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** IN *** IN *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM *** E!'l * AC ** GE *** JE *** IN *** RU 
EFFICIENT *** AM * EN *~* GE *** JE *** RU * ~~ E SINCERE *** AlA ** EN *** AC * GE *** ME 
SiMPLE *** AC ·~** co *** IN ** Mt 
WISE *** AM ~* E ~~ ** Ac *** GE *** JE ~** iN *** RU 
WARM ~n~ AM *** AC ** JE * co *** ME 
HAPPY *** AM * IN * AK 
CALM *** IN ** IN ;~* IN *** IN *~* IN * IN 
OPEN *** AM *** AC *** co >-~* AK ** ME 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM *** GE * JE * A~ *~* Rl.l ** ME 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** AC *** co *** IN *** ~E FAST *** AM *** GE * JE *** RU 
CAREF UL ** AM ~~** E~ ** GE * JE *** IN *~* RU 
RELAXED *** IN ~ IN ~* IN *** IN 
TOUGH ** AM *** AC *** GE ** JE *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL * IN * IN *** IN **~ I~ *~* IN *** IN *** IN * IN 
PRECISE *** AM * EN ~* GE n~ AK ** RU *** ~~ E 

------~----------------------·------------------------------~-·----- --·-------~------------------M·---------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE fHE GROUP 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES 
ON THE ADJECTIVES ~ENTiONED 

SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS 

* EQUALS • 05 ** EQUALS • 01 *** EQUALS .001 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

w 
...w. 
0'\ 



TABLE NO 81 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSIDE iHE AF~iCAN GROUP 
---------·-~--------------·-~--·-----·------~-------~--------·-------------·~ 

iHE JEWS COMPARED WITH 
-----------------------~------~~ 

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS COLOUREDS AF~i KANERS RUSSIANS ME 
---------------~------------------------------------·~---------------------------·-------"-----~------------ACTIVE *~* AM * JE *** GE * JE :x!* JE *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM *** AC * co ~* Jf * JE *~ ME 
SUCCESSFUL ** AM *** JE \:If~* JE *** RU * JE 
THOUGHTFUL * AM *** JE *** JE *~* JE ** RU * JE 
EFFICIENT * JE * JE * GE *** JE ~** JE * JE 
SINCERE * AC *** JE *** WE 
SIMPLE *** AC *** co *** JE *** ~A E 

WI SE *** JE ~** JE *** JE * RU * JE 
WARM ** AC ** JE ** JE *** JE ** tiE 
HAPPY ** AM * JE *~* AK 
CALM * JE ** E•'IJ ** JE liE* JE 
OPEN *** AM ** AC *** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * JE * JE ~* JE ** RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM *** EN *** AC *** co * AK *** JE *** ME 
FAST *** AM * GE * JE * JE * JE ~* RlJ 
CAREFUL ** E\1 * J E *~* JE *** RU 
RELAXED * JE * IN *** GO * JE ** ~E TOUGH *** JE *** AC *** GE ** JE ** JE *:~* AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL ** AM * E ~ * AC ~* JE ~*~ IN * JE * JE 
PRECISE * JE * RU *** ME 
------------------~----~-----------·------··----------·----~----~-----~-~·--4--------~----·--~------~-·-----

ABBREVIATIONS iNDICATE i HE GROUP 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCOR ES 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED 

SIGNI~ICANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY tHE FOL~OWING SIGNS * ** 

*** 
EQUALS a05 
EQUALS e01 
EQUA LS .001 

LEVEi.. 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

w 
~ 

-l 



TABLE NO 82 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPi'S INSIDE THE AF'RICAN GROUP 
-------~-~----~--------~-------~-·-~----------------~-----·----~--------~---

THE COLOUREDS CO .~ PARED \\ITH 
--------------------~--··-------

AMERICANS Ei\JGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS AFRIKAN~RS RUSSIANS ME 
---------------M----------------~--~------------------·------~-~------·-------------------------------------ACTIVE *** AM ** AC *** GE ** JE *** AK *** RU *** ~.A E 
HUMOROUS ** AC *** co ** co * co **~ co * co ** W.E 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** Ei\J *** GE *** IN ~** JE *'~* AK *** RU *** ~ E 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ?:tl** E'l *** AC *** GE *** IN i!** JE *** AK *** RU *** ME 
EFFICIENT *** AM *** E ~ * AC *** GE *~* JE *~* AK. *** RU *** ~E 
SINCERE *** AM *** EN *** AC ** GE *** JE *** ME 
SIMPLE *** co *** co *** co *** co ~** 00 *~* cc *** co 
WISE *lr* AM *** E"J *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE * AK *** RU *** WE w 
WARM * AM *** AC * co * co * co * co *** ~.~ E ... 

co 
HAPPY ** AM ** co * co * AK 

• CAL ~.A *** E 4 * AC ** GE *** IN ** JE * RU *** W.E 
OPEN * AM ~** co *** co *** co ;~):!Bt~ 00 *** co ** co 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * EN ** AC *** GE ** JE li.f'i!~ AK *** RU *** ME 
FAMILIAR * AC *** co *** co *** co ** co *** co 
FAST *** AM * GE * JE *** RU 
CAREFUL *** AM ~** EN *** AC *** GE *** IN *** JE *** AK *** RU *** WE 
RELAXED ** co * co *** co *** Cj *~~ co *** co 
TOUGH ** AM *** AC *** GE ** JE *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL ~** AM *** Et...l *** AC * cc *** IN * co 
PRECISE *** AM ** E:\1 ** GE * JE * Ai<. ** RU *** ~l E 

----------------------·---------------------------------~------~~-----·--------------~-----------·---------~ 
ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE t;ROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATt:D * EQUALS t05 LEVEL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORt:S BY THE FOLLOWiNG SiGNS ** EQUALS t01 LF.VFL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MEN TiONED *** EQUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 83 COMPARISON OF iHE CONCEPTS INSIDE THE AFR I cA~i GROUP 
--------------------------------~----------~-·------~------~-~--------------

THE AFRIKANERS COMPARED WITH 
--------·----------~~-----------

AMERICANS ENGLISH AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS JEWS COLOUREDS RUSSIANS ME 
-------------------------------------------~----------·------·-------~~--~----·----------------------------· 
ACTIVE *** AM ** AK ** GE ~ AK *** AK *~* RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM ~* Ef..l *** AC ** JE *~* co *** tiE 
SUCCESSFUL * AM *** AK i'~HH~ AI< *** RU ~ AK 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM ** E'J *** GE ~** JE *** AK *** RU 
EFFICIENT ** AM ~* GE * JE *~* AK *** RU 
SINCERE * AM * EN *** AC *** ~E SIMPLE *** AC *** co *** AK *** ME 
WISE *** .AM ~** E :~ *** AC *** GE *~* JE * AK *** RU ** ME t.u 
WARM AM co *** ME 

_. 
** * E\J *** AC * \D 

HAPPY * AK *** AK *** AK * AK *** AK * AI< ** AK ** AK I 
CALM *** E~ ** GE *** IN ** JE ** RU *** ~.4E 

OPEN ** AM ** AK * AK ** AK *** AK 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * AK * GE * AK *~* AK *** RW 
FAMILIAR ** AM ** EN *** AC ** AK * AK ** co *** AK *** ME 
FAST *** AM ** GE * JE *** RU 
CAREFUL * AM ** E ;\l ** GE *** AK *** RU 
RELAXED ** E\l ** AC ** IN *** do *** lYE 
TOUGH *** AK *~* AK *** AK *** AK *~* AK *** AK 
BEAUTIFUL *** .AM *** E1\l *** AC **~ IN * JE * co *** !viE 
PRECISE ** AK * AK * ME 
-----------------------------------~-----------------~~---~--~---·~---------·-~-----------~~----------------

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE THE GROLIP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS t05 LEVE.L 
WITH SIGN IF I CAf''TL Y HIGHER SCORES BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS I 0 1 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJEcTIVES MENTIONED *** c.QUALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 84 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEP TS iNSIDE iHE AF~ICAN GROUP 
-----------------·----------------------------------~---·------------------~ 

1'HE RUSSIANS COMPARED WITH 
-----------------------------~--

AMEPICANS El\iGL IsH AFRICANS Gt.~MANS INDIANS JEWS COLOuREDS ArRIKANE.RS ME 
~---------------------~----------------------------------------~------~--~----~-----------------~-----------
ACTIVE *** R·J *** RU *** RlJ *~~* RU *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
HUMOROUS *** AM * Ei\1 *** AC * JE * co *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL ;d~* RU *** RU *** RU *** Ru ¥.f~* RU *~* RU *** RU *** RU 
THOUGHTFUL l<** R0 *** RU ** RU *** RU ** RU *** RU *** RU *** RU 
EFFICIENT ** RU *** RU *** RU * ·~* Ru *** RU *** RU 
SINCERE ** AM * Et\J *** AO ** GE *** ME 
SIMPLE *** AM *** E'-1 *** AC *** GE *** IN ~** JE *** do *** AK *** ME 
WiSE * RU ** RU **~ RU * RU *** RU *** RU *** RU w 

I'...J 
WAR\ol ** AM *** AC *** JE * co *** ME 0 
HAPPY *** AM ** AK I 
CALM ;.!<** E'l ~ IN * RU ** RU 
OPEN *** AM *** AC *** co *** AK * ME 
PROGRESSIVE * AM *~* RU *** RU **~ Ru ~* RU *** Ru *~* R\.J ** RU 
FAMILIAR *** AM ~~* E ;~ *** AC * GE *** IN *** JE *** co *** AK *** ME 
FAST * A f\1 *** RU *** RU * RU *** RU ·i<l* RU *** RU *** RU ** RU 
CAREFUL * RU * RU *** Ru ** RU *** RU ~** RU *·~* RU *** RU *** ~. LJ 
RELAXED * AM ** E.J *** AC **~ IN * JE *** co *** ME 
TOUGH *** RU *~* RU *** RU ~** RU *** RU *** RU 
BEAUTiFUL *** AM *** EN *** AC *** IN * JE *** ME 
PRECISE * RU ** RU * RU ~* Ru 
------~------~--------------------------------~-------~------~-~------------~---~-------------------------~~ 

ABBREVIATIONS INDICATE TI-lE GROUP SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICArED * EQUALS t05 LEVtL 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES BY Tr!E FOLLOi'IING siGNS ** EQUALS • 01 LEVEL 
ON THE ADJECTIVES ~ENTIONED *** EQuALS .001 LEVEL 



TABLE NO 85 COMPARISON OF THE CONCEPTS INSID!t THE AFRICAN GROUP 
---------~-------------------------~-------~-----------------------~------·~ 

ME COMPARED WliH 
--------~---------------·-------

AMERICANS ENGLiS"'i AFRICANS GERMANS INDIANS ,JEWS COLOUREDS AFRIKANERS AuSSIANS 
------------------------------------------------·---·-------~~-~----------------------~--------------·-----~ ACTIVE *** AM *** ~E *** GE ~ ME *:$!* ME *** PU 
HUMOROUS ·~ ME *** ME **~ ME '~* ME ** ME *~* ME *** ME 
SUCCESSFUL *** AM *** ME * GE * ..IE *** ME * AK *** P.u 
THOUGHTFUL *** AM * GE * JE *·~* ME *** RU 
EFFICIENT * AM * ME * GE ~ ME *** ME *** Ru 
SINCERE *** iv!E *** ME ** ME *** ME *** ME .. ~** ME *** ME *** ME *** ME 
SIMPLE *** ME ~** ME *** MF *~ ME ~~* ME'. *~* t~E *** ~E WISE *** AM *** GE * JE *~* ME ** ME *** P.U 
WAR )A * ME ~** ME *** ME *** ME ~* ME *~* ME *** ME *** f.}E 

HAPPY *** AM ** ME ** AK 
CALM *** ME ** ME *** ME *** ME 
OPEN *** AM ** ME -~* co * rYE 
PROGRESSIVE *** AM * ME *** ME *~ ME *** ME ** Ru 
FAMILIAR *** ~AE *** ME :~:~* ME *** ME *** VE 
FAST *** AM * GE ** ~u CAREFUL ** EN *~* ME *** P.U 
RELAXED *** ME ~* ME *~* ·~E *** ME 
TOUGH * AM *** AC *** GE *** AK *** RU 
BEAUTIFUL * ME * IN *** ME *** ME 
PRECISE :..~~* ME ** ME * ME *** ME ~** ME *** ME * ME 
--~---------------------------------------------~-~---·-----------~-----~----~---------------~-----·-·~----~ 

ABBREVIATIONS iNDICAiE THE GROUP 
WITH SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER SCORES 
ON THE ADJECTIVES MENTIONED 

SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED 
BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS * ** *** 

EQUALS eOS 
EOUAL.S • 01 
EQUALS .001 

LEVEL 
LEVtL 
LEVEL 

lJJ 
!\) _.. 



TABLE NO 86 ROTATED FACTOR-MATRIX OF THE CONCEPTS FJ R iHE AFRICAN GROUP 
-------------------------------~-----------~----------------~--~--------------------

2 
FIRST FACTOR SECOND FACIOR THIRJ FACTOR H 

-----------------------------------·~---------------~~----------------~------------~------~-------
THE AMERICANS o.se o.ss '1e54 Oe93 

THE ENGLISH Oe25 Oa89 Oe24 Oe91 UJ 
1\) 
(\.) 

THE AFRICANS 0.36 Oe30 Oe70 0. 71 

THE GERMANS o.9s Oe28 o.o~ 0.98 

THE I~JDIANS 0.25 o.so -0.14 0&72 

THE JEWS o.s1 o.ss o.o4 0.99 

THE COLOUREDS -o. 19 '"'0e09 Ot69 o.s1 

THE AFRIKANERS 0.82 0.12 Ot34 o.ao 

THE RUSSIANS 0.92 0.31 -0.21 0.99 

ME-CONCEPT o.26 0·72 Oe60 0.95 
-----------------------------------~------------4-----------·----~----~-----~~---------------~---~ 
Variance 38~~ 2% 18% 85% 



TABLE NO 87 COMPARISON OF GROUP~SELF-i~AGES 

---------------~-----------~-------4-------------

I AKIAK AKIAK AKIAK AKIAK AKIAK I EN/EN EN/EN EN/EN EN/EN I JE/JE JE/JE JE/JE I IN/IN IN/IN I CO/CO I 
I vs. vs. vs. vs. vs. I vs. vs. vs. vs. I vs. vs. vs. I vs. vs. I vs. I 
lEN/EN JE/JE IN/IN CO/CO AC/AC I JE/JE IN/IN CO/CO AC/AC I IN/IN CO/CO AC/AC I CO/CO AC/AC IAC/AC I 

-------------4----------------·----------------~·----~------~----~~-----------------------------------------------------
ACTIVE I***AK ***AK A:U~AK **AK ***JE *CO ***JE: ***JE ***JE 
HUMOROUS I **AK ~H~~JE ***At< *CO ***JE ***CO *~*JE *JE **l&CO *AC I 
SUCCESSFUL I***AK ***JE **AK .~**AK ***AK **W. JE *>~m E N ***J~ ***JE ***JE * IN *'** IN ***COt 
THOUGHTFUL I **AK *IN I 
EFFICIENT I *AK *AK ~**AK ***AK *JE *EN ***EN *JE ?.O~*JE ***JE **IN ***IN I 
SINCERE I***AK **AK ***AK **AK **AK I 
SIMPLE '***AK ***AK **I N ***AC **)((,EN ***IN ~l>H~AC ***IN ***CO ***AC ***IN *AC ***ACI 
WISE i***AK **AK ·~**AK **AK ***JE *IN **JE I 
WARM '***AK ***AK *AK ***JE *~-«CO ***Jl: **JE )IS!~ CO *COl w 
HAPPY I***AK ***AK .. ~**AK ***AK ***EN *~*EN ***JE ***JE **co *IN ***COl [\) 

CALM I *EN ***AK **AK ***EN ?.::Et\ ***EN *** 1·-J ***CO ***AC *COl 
VJ 

OPEN I***AK ***AK ***JE **~CO ** AO ***JE **:>:'CO **AC I 
PROGRESSIVEI***AK ***AK ***AK ***AK ?.H~nr. JE *IN ***CO ***JE ***JE ?HH~JE *IN **COl 
FAMILIAR I***AK *AK ***JE ***IN ***CO *~*AC *JE I 
FAS T I***AK ~**AK i*?.::AK ***AK ***JE **CO ***JE *JE ***JE *COl 
CAREFUL I **AK ~**AK ***AK ?.:: IN **EN *EN ***JE **JE **Jt-IN *** IN I 
RELAXED I ***AK **AK ***EN **EN **CO *COl 
TOUGH I***AK ***AK **AK *AC *EN ***CO *** AC ***CO *·~*AC ***CO ~HO'~AC I 
BEAUTIFUL l*~*AK ***AK ***AK ;~** AK **AK ***IN ***CO ~* I !~ **CO I 
PRECISE I*:>H:O.K ***AK ***AK :~l**AK ***AK *E~ I 
-----------------------------------~------------~-~---·--------~-~-------~- --------------------------------------------
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE S I Gt-J IF I CANCE LEVELS IND CATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 

BY 1'HE FOL.L OW I ~ G SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
*** EQUALS •001 L.EVEL 

LETTERS BEFORE THE SLA SH INDICATE THE CONcEPT jf') BE RATED 
LETTERS BEHIND THE SLA SH INDICA TE THE. GROUP WHO Is RATING 



i ABLE NO 88 COMPARISON OF ThE GRQuPwSEL~wiMAGE AND THE RATINGS OF THAT GROUP BY THE OTHER GROUPS 
--------------------------------------------·-----------------------------------------------N-------

I ENG• 

CONCEPT THE AFRIKANERS 
--------------~----~-------

AFRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW• IND . COL. AFC. I AFK. 

CONCEPT • THE ENGLISH 

ENGLISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW• IND . COL• AFC • I AFK. E\IG. 

CONCEPT ~ THE JEWS 
--~------------------

JEWiSH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

IND. COL. AFC. 
--------------------------------------------------~------------·------~--------------·----~----·-----·-----------------
ACTIVE I***AK ***AK *A~ :~**AK **EN ~*CO l~OH~JE **JE ***JE **JE **JE 
HUMOROUS I***AK ***AK :~**Af< :~:i.B.<!AK ***AK **EN *EN **EN *.<EN *>**JE ***JE ***JE *~*JE ***JE 
SUCCESSFUL I***AK ***AK **AK *JE *JE 
THOUGHTFUL I***AK ***AK ***AI< ~~**AK *AK **EN 
EFFICIENT I***AK ***AK ***AI< :~**AK *%AK ***JE 
SINCERE I **AK ***AK ~**AK ~**AK ***AK *EN ***EN ***JE **JE **JE ~H~JE **JE 
SIMPLE I *AK *EN ***IN *AC *** IN **CO **AC 
WiSE I*~*AK ***AK ***AK ~~**AK ***AK ***CO **IN 
WARM I *AK ***AK ***AK :,~**AK ***AK **EN *•~*E.N *EN ***JE ***JE **l!!JE ***JE ***JE 
HAPPY I *AK *EN *JE ***JE ***JE 
CALM I *~*AK *EN ***AK ***EN ***IN ***CO ***AC 
OPEN I***AK ***AK ***AK ··~**AK ***AK ··~*EN *JE **JE ***JE ***JE **JE 
PROGRESSIVEI***AK ***AK ~**AK '~**AK ***AK ***AK *EN *JE ***JE ***JE *JE 
FAMILIAR I***AK ***AK ***AK ~**AK ***AK ***AK *CO *AC *JE ***JE ***JE ***JE ***JE 
FAST I*>**AK ***AK ***AK ;***AK ***AK ***CO *Bil(JE *JE ***JE **JE *JE 
CAREFUL I***AK *AK ***AK *AK **AK *CO *EN 
RELAXED I ***AK *AK ***AK ~EN *EN ***EN 
TOUGH I -~**I ·~ *AC **EN **EN *EN *AK **AC 
BEAUTIFUL I***AK ***AK :~**AI< ~**AK ***AK *IN ***CO *JE 
PRECISE I***AK ***AK ~**AK ~**AK **AK *AK ***CO *AK *EN 
---- -------------------------------------------------~----------------~---------~-----------------~--------------------
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * E:JUALS .os LEVEL 

BY l'HE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
*** EQuALS t001 LEVEL 

VJ 
1\.) 

~ 

I 



TABLE NO 89 COMPARISON OF THE G~OUP-SELF-IMAGE AND iHE RATINGS OF T~AT GROUP BY THE CTH£R GROUPS 
----------------------~--w-------------------------------------~------------------------~------- ----

CONCEPT THE INDIANS CQ.ICEPT ... THE COLOUREDS CONCEPT ~ THE AFRICANS 

iAFK• 

----------·--------~----

INDIAN 

ENG• 

SUB JETS 
vs. 

JEW. COL. AFC. I AFK. 

--~------------------~---~ 

COLOURED SUBJEC1S 
vs. 

ENG. JEW. IND • AFC. I AFK. 

AFRICAN 

ENG. JEW. 

SMBJECTS 
vs. 

l ~·o . COL. 
-------------·---------------------------~-~---~~-----~------------------~--------------------~-----------------·~-----
ACTIVE I***IN ***I N *** I ~\j ***CO **'*CO **CO ***AC ***AC *AC *IN 
HUMOROUS I***IN ~**IN :;H~tl ~ #** IN ** IN *CO ***CO ***CO ***AC **AC **AC 
SUCCESSFUL I ~* I N ***IN *IN ~?.H*CO ***CO ***CO *~*CO ***CO ~Hl!AC *AC *AC ~H*AC 
THOUGHTFUL I***IN ***IN '*?.~*I '\1 *IN *~IN ***CO ***CO ***CO ***CO **lliWO ***AC ***AC **AC ***AC 
EFFICIENT I***IN ***IN ~**IN ***IN **CO ~iH*~CO ***CO '~Ol! CO ~*CO ***AC ***AC ***AC 
SINCERE I***IN ***IN ***1\l ** IN ***IN ;~**CO ~**CO ***CO ***CO ***CO *~*AC *AC ~H~AC 
SIMPLE '***IN ***IN ~**1"-l ;';**IN ***IN **AK **EN **AC *AC *~AC 
WISE '*** IN *** 11\1 **IN ***CO *~f*CO ***CO ***CO ***co ***AC ***AC ***AC *'-<* AC ***AC 
WARM I***IN ***IN *I~ ·~**IN ***IN ***CO ~H**CO *~*CO **~co *JE 
HAPPY I **AK **CO ***AK ***EN *JE 
CALM I ***CO ***CO *'*~~co **CO ***CO ***AC ***AC ***AC *~*AC 
OPEN I *AK 
PROGRESS IVE I **IN *I~ *IN ***CO ***CO **CO ***CO ***AC *~H*AC 
FAMILIAR I*** IN ***IN ·~**IN ~**IN ***IN ~**CO ***CO ~*CO ~~*CO ~co **AC ***AC ***A C l!OilB*AC ***AC 
FAST I ** IN ***CO ***CO ***AC ***AC ***AC 
CAREF'UL I***IN ***IN ** I ~'-l **IN ***IN :~**CO ***CO ***CO ***CO ***CO ***AC ***AC ***AC ***AC 
RELAXED I *AK *AK *EN ***AK ***EN ***JE *AC 
TOUGH '***AK *IN *f-*CO *IN ***CO ***AK *l**IN ***CO 
BEAUTIFUL I ~*IN ***IN ***CO '***CO ***CO ***CO *:~f~CO !iOl(*AC *~*AC *AC *~*AC **AC 
PRECISE '***IN ***IN ~~*I '.J *IN ***IN ~**CO ***CO ***CO ***CO **~CO ***AC ***AC ***AC ***AC 
-----------------------------------------------------M·----------~--------------------------------~--------------------FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PA GE SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS l l~ D I CA iED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 

BY THE FOLLOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS . 0, LE VE L. 
*:V.* EQUALS • 00, LEVEL 

w 
[\) 

\J1 



TABLE NO 90 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS REGARDS THEIR RATINGS OF CONCEPIS REPRESENTI NG GROUPS I ~ SOUTH AFRICA 
-----------------------------~------------~----------------~-~------M------------------------------~-------------

Et~GL ISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW. IND• COL. 

- EXCLUDING THE GROUP~SELF~I~AGES 
----------------------------~----

CONC EP'r THE AFRIKANERS 
----~---~------~----------

AF'Ct 

JEWISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

IND• COk• AFC. 

INDIAN SUBJECTS vs. 
COL• AFCa 

COL.OURED 
SUBJECTS 

vs. I 
AFC. I 

-------------~---------------·---~-·--------------·---·---~-----~----------~-------------------~----------~---------· ACTIVE * AC I 
HUMOROUS ** co *** co I ** co *** co 
SUCCESSFUL ** I"' * AC ** IN * AC I 
THOUGHTFUL ** EN *** E '~ ** co ** AC I ·~** co * AC 
EFFICIENT I 
SINCERE * EN -~** E\J *** EN lK** El\ * JE * J E I 
SIMPLE ** E ~ ' ** JE I 
WISE * EN ** co I * co * co 
WARM *** E"l *** EN *** E f\1 *** J E *** JE I * co * AC * co 
HAPPY I 
CALM ** EN ** JE I ** IN *** co 
OPEN * AC ** AC I * co li!* AC 
PROGRESSIVE ~~** EN *** co *** AC *** I~ *** co *** AC I * CJ ** AC 
FAMILIAR I * co 
FAST ** IN *** co * AC ** I I~ *** co * AC I 
CAREFUL I 
RELAXED *** EN *** Ef\1 ** JE *** JE I ** co 
TOUGH ** IN I * IN 
BEAUTIFUL * EN ** co *** co I * co *** co 
PRECISE * co r 
-----------------------------------~-----~--------•-- ••---•-•w-~-------·----~-~----------~·--~-·--~--------~---------
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE ~AGE SIGNIFICANCE LfiVELS INDICAiED 

BY THE FOLLOW ING SIGNS 
* EQUALS • 05 ** EQUALS • 01 *** EQUALS t001 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
L.EVEL 

(.;J 
tu 
()) 

I 



TABLE NO 91 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS REGARDS THEIR RATINGS OF CONCEPTS REPR~SENTING GROUPS IN SOUTH AFRICA 
---------------------------------------------------~---------~-~----~-~-------------------~-----~-~--------------

JEW. 

AFR IKAANS SUBJECTS 
V

., 
;}t 

IND. COL. 

- EXCLUDiNG THE GROUP-SELF~i ~AGES 

--------~----------~·-------·----

CONCEP 'l' 

AFCa 

THE ENGLISH 

JEWISH SJ BJECTS 
vs. 

IND• COL. AFC. 

INDIAN SUBJECTS 
vs. 

COL• AFC• 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 

VS. I 
AFC. I 

------------------------------------------------------~----------~------~~-------------------------------------------
ACTIVE 
HUMOROUS 
SUCCESSFUL 
THOUGHTFUL 
EFFICIENT 
SINCERE 
SIMPLE 
WISE 
WARM 
HAPPY 
CALM 
OPEN 
PROGRESSIVE 
FAMILIAR 
FAST 
CAREFUL 
RELAXED 
TOUGH 
BEAUT IFUL 
PRECISE 

* AK 

*** AK 

*** AK 

** AK 

** AK 

* AK 

*** AK 
*~* I~ 

*** AK 

*** AK 
*** AK 

*** AK 

*** co 
** co 
* co 

** co 

* co 

* co 

* co 
** co 

** AK 
** AK 

* co 

*** co 

*** co 

** IN *** 
** 

* AC * JE 
* 

* JE * ** AC *** IN 

*** * JE 

*** AK 

* I .\l * * ** IN *** * AO * ** AK 

*** 
* AK *** 

00 ** AC r ** co * co 
~0 I ** co ~ co 

r ** co 
I ~** co *** AC 

co * co 
co *** co * AC >S( co 

~ AC * IN * AC 
co * AC ** co 

* co 

** co * co 

co '** AC 
co * AO * co * AC 
co *** co *** co 
co * co 

* IN * co 

co ** co 
co ~** co ** co 

--------------------------------------------------~----------~---------------------------------~-----------------~---
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE SIGNIFicANCE LEVELS INDICA TE D 

BY iHE FOLLOWi NG SIGNS 
* EQUALS .Os ** EQUALS .01 *** EQUALS t001 

LEVEL 
LEVEL 
LEVEL 

w 
1\) 

-.J 

I 



TABLE NO 92 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS-AS REGARDS THEIR RATINGS 0~ CONCEPTS REPRESENTING GROUPS IN SOUTH AFRICA 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------~-----------------~-------------------· 

AFRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

ENG. IND. COL. 

- EXCLUDING THE GROuP-SELF ... I '.!AGES 
----------~·------·--------~-----

CONCEPT IHE JEWS 
--------------------------

AFC• 

ENGLISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

IND• COL. AFC. 

INDIAN SUBJECTS 
vs. 

COL• AFC. 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 

VS. I 
AFC.. I 

-~------------------------------------~--------------------~-~--------~------~---·-----------------------------------ACTIVE ** El'-J * co 
HU MOROUS *;~* AK *** EN ** co * AC 
SUCCESSFUL * EN ** EN 
THOuGHTFUL * AC * co * AC 
EFFICIENT * EN ** AK *** EN *** IN 
SINCERE * EN 
SIMPLE *** ~~ * co * AC *** IN * 00 ** I N * IN 
WISE *** IN **~ IN *** IN ** IN 
WARt.A * EN *** EN * co 
HAPPY * AK ** EN * EN * C:1 ~ co 
CALM *** IN *** I ~ ** co ** AC * IN 
OPEN *"~* AK *** AK *** Eq ~** EN * co ** AC 
PROGRESSIVE * AK *~* AK *** AK * AK ** E . ~ *** EN * AC 
FAMILIAR *** AK *** AK *** AK *** AK *** EN * EN 
FAST * AK * EN 
CAREFUL *** EN ** I .~ ** EN *** EN * I~ ** IN 
RELAXED ~** AK ** EN *** IN 
TOUGH 
BEAUTIFUL * IN ** co *** IN *** co * IN ~ co 
PRECISE * AK * AK *** AK ** t:N * IN 
----------------------------------------------------------------------·-----~----------------------------------------
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE SIGNIFICANCE LEV ELS I~DICATED 

BY THE FOLLOWiNG SIGNS 
* EQUALS • 05 

**EQUALS .01 
*** EQUALS t001 

LEVEL 
LE VEL 
lEVEL 

w 
1\) 
co 
I 



TABLE NO 93 COMPARISON 0~ THE GROUPS AS REGA~DS THEIR RAtiNGS OF CONCE~tS REPRESENTI NG GROUPS IN SOUTH AFR IC A 
---------------------------------------------------·----------------------~------------------------~-------------

ENG. 

ArRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW, COL. 

----~-------------~--~--~-------~ 

CONCEPi ... THE I ND I A,J s 
--------------••---w---~*-

AFCt 

EN GL ISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW· co~. A~c. 

JEWISH SUSJECiS 
vs. 

COL. AFC• 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 

vs. I 
AFC. I 

-------------~----------------~-------~---------------·----------------------·---~----------~-----~------------------
ACTIVE *** HUMOROUS 
SUCCESSFUL 
THOUGHTFUL *** EFFICIENT 
SINCERE ** EN ** JE *** SIMPLE 
WISE * . JE ** WARM ** EN *** JE ** HAPPY 
CAL 'A 
OPEN *** AK * AK ** PROGRESSIVE * AK 
~AMILIAR *** AK *** AK ** FAST * JE 
CAREFUL *** EN * JE ~** 
RELAXED 
TOUGH *** AK . .r:~* AK *** BEAUTIFUL * JE 
PRECISE 

co 

co 

co 
co 
co 

AK 

AK 

co 

AK 

* AC 

* AC 

** AK * AK * AK 

*** AK ** AC * AK 

** co 

** co 

* co 

* co 

* J E 

** JE ** co 

*** E,\j 

*** AC 

*** EN *** AC 

** co 

* co 

* JE 

*** JE 

** AC 

** JE 

*:.tt co 

*** co 

* co 

1 AC 
* co 

--------------------------------------------------~------------~-----------------------------------------------------
FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS IND ICATED 
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TABLE NO 94 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS RE3ARDS THEIR RATINGS 0~ CONCEPTS REPRESENTING GROUPS IN SOUTH AFRICA 
-------------~-------------------~-----------------------·~~-------- - ------------------------------~----·--------

ENG. 

A~RIKAANS SUBJECTS 
V3• 

JEW • I NO. 

- EXCLuDiNG THf: GROlJP.olSELF--1 : ~AGf:S 

------------------~~-~-~---------

C0 i'-ICEPT 

AFCe 

THE COLOURt;;)S 

ENGLISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW• I '~D. AFCe 

JEWISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

INDa AFC, 

INDIAN 
SUBJECTS 

VS. I 
AFC. I 

-~-------~----------------------------------------~---------~~-~-·---~-----~----~~-------------------~------·--------
ACTIVE 
HUMOROUS 
SUCCESSFUL 
THOUGHTFUL 
EFFICIENT 
SINCERE 
S IMPLE 
WISE 
WARM 
HAPPY 
CALM 
OPE:-J 
PROGRESSIVE 
FAMILIAR 
FAST 
CAREFUL 
RELAXED 
TOUGH 
BEAUTIFUL 
PRECISE 

*** EN 

*** EN 

** AK 

* EN 

*** EN 

~** AK 
** EN 

* JE *** IN 
** AK 

** IN 

*** AK 

** AK 

* JE 

'r** JE *** IN 

** JE *** IN 

*** AK 

* AK 
:1<** JE *** IN 

* JE *** IN 

* 
~* 

*** 
** 

~~ 

** 

*** *** 
** 

AK 

AC 

AK 

AK 

AC 

AC 

AK 
AC 
AC 

* JE 

* JE ** J E 

** JE * J~ 

*** *** 
* 

*** 
* 
* 
* 
* ** *** 

*** 
*** 
*** 
** 

IN 
EN 

EN 

EN 
EN 

EN 

IN 

IN 
IN 
II'J 

EN 
IN 
IN 
IN 

*** E ~~ 

* EN 
*** E~ 
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LEVEL 
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TABLE NO 95 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS REGARDS THEIR RATINGS OF' CONCEPTS REPRESENTING GROUPS IN SOUTH AF RICA 
------------------------------------------------~---------~------------~--------------------~·--~------------·-~-.. EXCLUDING rHE GROUP~SELF~I~AGES 

---------------------------------
CONCE:PI THE AFR I CA !~S 

--~-~------------------·-- INDIAN 
AF'RIKAANS SUBJECTS ENGliSH SUBJECTS JEWISH SUBJECTS SUBJECTS 

vs. vs. vs. vs. I 
ENG. JEW. IND. COLe JEW• IND. coL.. IND• COL.• CoL. I 

-----------------------------------·--------------~----------~--------~--------------~-------------------------------ACTIVE ** EN ** JE *** IN *** co *** IN *** co *** IN * co 
HUMOROUS ** EN *** JE ** JE ** JE 
SUCCESSFUL ** co * co * co *** co 
THOUGHTFUL *** EN *** J E ** IN *** co *** JE *** co ~** JE *** co 
EFFICIENT ** IN *** co *** IN **~ co *** IN *** co 
SINCERE ** JE *** co ** Cj ** JE *** co w 
SIMPLE * EN *** IN * IN *** EN * 1 .-..J * JE *** IN w _. 
WISE * EN *** JE ** IN ~** co *i~* CO *** co *** co 
WAR ~A *** EN ~** J£ ** JE * EN *** JE *~* JE 
HAPPY * AK * AK ** EN ~ EN 
CAL M ** AK ** co *** C:J * co *** co 
OPEN *** IN ** co * IN 
PROGRESSIVE *** EN * JE *** co ** EN ** co 
FAMILIAR *** AK ir** AK. *** AK ** IN * IN 
FAST *** IN *** co *** IN *** co *** I N * co 
CAREFUL * EN *~~* JE ** IN ~** co * JE *** co *** co *** co 
RELAXED *** AK *** AK *** EN *** EN *** JE *** JE 
TOUGH *** AK :t:** AK *** IN *** co *** IN *** co 
BEAUTIFUL *** EN *** JE *** IN *** co * JE 
PRECISE ** JE ** IN *** co * JE * IN *** co **~ co *** co 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------~---------------------------------------~·--
FOR ABREViATIONS SEE PAGE S I G ·~ IF I CANOl: LEVELS INDICA1ED * EQUALS o05 LEVEL 
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TABLE NO 96 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS KEGARDS CONCEPIS REPRESENTING G~OUPS OUTS IDE SOUTH AFRICA 
---------------~----~ ---------------~-------------~~---~ ---~-~----~----------------------------------

I ENGL. 

AFRI KAANS suaJECTS 
vs. 

CO ~CEPT ~ THE AMERIC~Ns 

------------------------~-

ENGLISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW. IND. COL. ArC• I J~W• IND. COL• A~C• 

JEWISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

IND. COL. AFC. 

INDIAN COLOURED 
SUBJECTS SUBJECTS 

vs. vs. 
COL. AcF. AFC• I 

------~---~------------------- ·----~------ -*----·---~----------*--------------------------~-~·*~- ----------------------~ ACTIVE *JE ***11\l ·~**CO ***AC *IN ~wo *AC I 
HUMOROUS **JE **I ,'J **-JE *~IN I 
SUCCESSFUL *AC *AC I 
THOUGHTFUL **AK ~**I ~ A** CO ***AC ***IN ***00 ***AC *·~*IN ***CO ***AC ***AC *ACI 
EFFICIENT *IN *IN **IN I 
SINCERE **l'l **CO *CO *IN **CO I 
SIMPLE **JE ~{IN **AC *EN **JE *I N **ACI 
WISE ***AK ***AK ***I~ *~*CO ***Au ***I~ ***CO ***AC I 
WARM **AK ~*EN ***JE *IN **COl 
HAPPY * ~ -~ *I('; *I ~ I 
CALM * I \I **CO *IN **CO *CO I 
OPEN *EN ***JE *At< ***F.N ***JE *JE *~IN I 
PROGRESSIVE *AK *IN I 
FAMILIAR '***AK ***AK ***AK ·*** AK ***AK I 
FAST I **JE *** IN ~**CO **JE ~**IN ***CO I 
CAREFUL I***AK ***AK ***IN ***CO ***AC *·~*IN ***CO ***AC I 
RELAXED I *AK *EN *COl 
TOUGH I *AK *'\j **AK ***IN ***CO *EN **JE ***I('; ***COl 
BEAuTIFUL I***AK ***AK ***IN ***CO ~*AC **I"' ***CO **AC *co I 
PRECISE I***AK ***AK *AK ***IN ***CO *AC *** 11-.J **CO *AC I 
---------- ---·---------------------·----------~-~-~---~--------------~-----------------~--------------------------------
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TABLE NO 97 COMP~RISON OF THE GROUPS AS REGARDS CO NCEP TS REPRESENT I~G GROUPS OUTSIDt SOuTH AFRICA 
----------------------------~---------~----~-----------·---------------------------------------------

I ENGL. 

AFRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

CONCEPT THE GERMANS 
--------~------~--------~-

E ~GLISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW. IND• COL• AFC• I JEW• I~D. COL• AFC• 

JEWISH SUBJECTS vs. 
1~0. COL. AFC. 

I ~m I AN 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
COL. ACF• 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
AFC • I 

-------------------------~---------------------------~-~---------~- ---~------~---------------------------------~--------ACTIVE I *AK ~AK I 
HUMOROUS I***AK ***AK ~**AK ~**AK ***AK *EN **CO '**IN ***CO **AC *~CO :S.WOI 
SUCCESSFUL I **AK ~. AK *JE 
THOUGHTFUL I **AK ***AK *AK **CO ~*AC *IN lnn>~co ***AC ~co *AC 
EFFICIENT I *AK ~**AK ***AK **EN *EN ***JE ***JE ***IN *I~ 
SINCERE I **AK ***AK ***AK **AK ***AK ***EN *EN *~*IN ***CO **AC 
SIMPLE I ***I~ **AC **IN **AC **IN **AC 
WISE I ***.A.K ***AK *AK ***IN ***CO *~*IN ***CO **AC *IN 
WARM '***AK *l~B~A K ~**AK **AK ***AK ***EN *GO ***IN ~I** CO ***AC *co **co 
HAPPY I **AK ***AK **AK **AK ***AK 
CALM I *EN **IN *CO *EN *IN *CO 
OPEN I***AK ***AK ***AK **AK ***AK ;,n~oo 
PROGRESSIVEI***AK ***AK *AK **AK *AK *EN **IN *CO **AC ***IN ***CO ***AC 
FAMILIAR I***AK ***AK ***AK ~**AK ***AK *EN ~ EN **CO *co 
FAST '***AK **AK **AK ***IN ***CO *AC *I ·~ *CO I 
CAREFUl.. I ***AK *EN I 
RELAXED '***AK ***AK **AK ***AK **EN ** IN **CO I 
TOUGH I ** AK * IN ***CO *AC ~co I 
BEAUTIFUL I***AK ***AK ***At< *AK ***AK **CO **EN *IN ***CO *co ***IN ***COl 
PRECISE I *AK ***AK ·"'l**AK ***AK **JE ***EN i~BtH~ JE ***JE ***JE *IN *COl 
------------------------------------------·--------------------------~------·---------------·-----------------·---------FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PAGE S I G,'ll F I CANOE. l.EVELS INDiCATED * EQUALS .05 L.EVEL 

BY 1HE FO L. LOWING SIGNS ** EQUALS • 0 1 LEVEL 
*** EQUALS • 00, LEVEL 
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w 
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TABLE t-;0 98 COMPARISON OF THE GROUPS AS REGARDS CONCEPTS REPRESENTI~G GROUPS OUTSIDE SO~TH AFRICA 
---------------------------------------------------~-------------------------------------------------

I ENGL. 

AFRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

CONC~PT THE RUSSIANS 
~-------------~~----------

E~GL ISH SUBJ!iCTS 
vs. 

JE W. IND• COL. AFC• I JEW• IND· COL• AFc . 

JEWISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

IND. COL. AFC. 

INDIAN COLOURED 
SUBJECTS SUBJECTS 

vs. vs. 
COL. AC F. AFC• I 

-------------·----------------~----- ------------~-----~--------·--·W--4-----~-------------~---~---~---------------------
ACTIVE I I 
HUMOROUS I ***1'-l ***IN *CO *l'l I 
SUCCESSFUL I * I >l **IN I 
THOUGHTFUL I *** II\! ~**CO ***AC *~*IN *~*C O *~*AC **IN ***CO *~*AC **AC I 
EFFICIENT I *IN *IN I 
SINCERE I *JE *** I r--J Hi.:!l$!CO **AC **~.< IN **GO ***IN * IN **IN I t 
SIMPLE I *EN ***1\1 ~ IN **IN llH~ IN IW 
WISE I *~*I~ . .f.;,iHl(CO ***AC *** IN ***CO ***AC ***IN *~'*CO ~*AC I~ 
WARM I **IN ***AC **IN ***AC *AC *AC I 1 
HAPPY I ***I'\) ~**CO ***AC ***IN ***CO ***AC **'"! *CO I 
CALM I ~**IN ***CO ** IN *CO *·~*IN **CO ~**IN *COl 
OPEN I *AK ~*AC *AC I 
PROGRESSIVE I **AK ***AK *~*IN *GO *AC ***IN **CO **AC I 
FAMILIAR '***AK ***AK ***AK ~**AK ***AK *CO I 
FAST I***AK *'~ ***IN ***CO *AC **I~ ?.WO I 
CAREFUL I I 
RELAXED I **IN *** IN ***'~ ~He: IN *IN I 
TOUGH I *CO I 
BEAUTIFUL I **EN *JE ***IN :~**CO ***AC ***IN ***CO *·~*I~~ ***CO *AC **IN **COl 
PRECISE I *AK *IN *COl 
---------·-------------------------------------------~------------------~~----------------------------------------------FOR ABREV I AT I Ot,S SEE PAGE SIGI\JIFICANCE LEVELS INDICATED * EQUALS .os LEVEL 

BY THE FOLLO ~~I NG SIGNS ** E~UALS . 0, LEVEL 

*** EOUALS •OOl LEVEL 



I ENGL. 

TABLE NO 99 COMPARiSON Or THE GROUPS AS REGARDS THE ME-CONCEPTS 
---------------------~-~--~~-----~--M------------· ---~-----------· 

AFRIKAANS SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW. IND• COL. AFCa I 

E ~~GL ISH SUBJECTS 
vs. 

JEW• IND· COL• AFC. 

JEW ISH SUBJECTS 
\s. 

IND. COL. AFC, 

INDIA N 
SUBJECiS 

vs. 
COL. f.CF• 

COLOURED 
SUBJECTS 

vs. 
AFC • I 

-----------·-----------------------------------~--•-•w~--------~-~----•--•---------------~--------·---------------------ACTIVE I 
HUMOROUS **AK ?.IJE *CO I 
SUCCESSFUL **AK *~*IN ***GO *I~ **CO I 
THOUGHTFUL *** 1\J *IN I 
EFFICIENT ?MK ***IN ** IN ~ I N I 
SINCERE * I'll **IN I 
SIMPLE ***'~ ***AC ***IN ***AC ***IN ***AC ***IN ***ACI 
WISE ***AK ***AK *AK **I"-- *CO *AC I 
WARM *AK *AK *JE *IN *JE *IN I 
HAPPY ***AK ***E"J **JE ***IN ***COt 
CALM *AK **CO *IN ***CO *AC *co I 
OPEN ***AK **AK *IN *CO I 
PROGRESSIVE ***AK ~H~JE ***IN **CO *AC I 
FAMILIAR I *AK **IN ~**CO ***AC **JE ***IN ***GO ***AC I 
FAST I***AK *AK *** IN ***CO **IN *CO I 
CAREFUL I *IN I 
RELAXED I I 
TOUGH I ***AK **EN ***IN **CO ***I~~ ~**CO *IN - ~wo 1 
BEAUTIFUL I *AC *IN **CO ~H~AC *IN ~wo 5i0i.~AC I 
PRECISE I***AK **l&EAK ***IN ***CO *AC **I~ ***WO **AO I 
------------------------------~-------~----~--~~-----·~--------~------~---------------------~-----·---------------------FOR ABREVIATIONS SEE PA GE SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS INDICAiED 

BY IHE FOLLOWING SIGNS 
* EClUALS • 05 ** EQUALS .01 
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LEVEL 
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