
divergence of syllable/pause rates 
between glossolalia and English. We 
conclude, therefore, that optional 
articulatory choices characteristic of 
the glossolalic samples can legitimately 
be studied bv means of accepted 
scientific pro~edures and do not 
necessarily require theological or 
religious explication. 
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Attraction and relevancy of attitude 
similari ty -dissimilari ty : 

Impersonal topics and friendship beliefs 

JOHN J. LA GAIP A and RON E. WERNER 
University of Windsor, Windsor, Ontario, Canada 

Three levels of attitude similarity were created in an intrastranger design. 
Within high and low levels of agreement, the more relevant friendship topics and 
the less relevant impersonal topics were assigned equal weights. Within an 
intermediate level of agreement, the two topics were assigned differential 
weights. Agreement on friendship did not evoke more attraction toward the 
stranger than agreement on impersonal topics. The level of agreement rather 
than topic relevancy affected liking and the expected level of friendship. 

A proposition on the relevancy of 
similarity is found in several theories 
of interpersonal attraction. Newcomb 
(1956) postulates that the relationship 
between perceived similarity and 
attraction varies as a function of the 
importance and common relevance of 
the object of the attitude. Research on 
topic importance has produced 
findings that are equivocal (Byrne, 
1961), negative (Byrne & Nelson, 
1964, 1965), and positive (Byrne, 
London, & Griffith, 1968; Clore & 
Baldridge, 1968). These studies have 
been concerned with attitudes toward 
impersonal issues rather than with 
issues more directly related to 
affiliation. 

The process of friendship formation 
involves an active search for 
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increasingly meaningful areas of 
similarity (Fiebert & Fiebert, 1969). It 
was proposed in the present study that 
agreement on friendship expectations 
and beliefs regarding the nature of 
friendship may be more relevant to 
friendship formation than agreement 
on social and political issues. 
Relevancy was defined in terms of the 
instrumental value of the topic to the 
receiver for a specific purpose or goal. 
It was hypothesized that a higher level 
of attraction would be evoked toward 
a stranger who expressed agreement on 
friendship expectations and 
disagreement on impersonal topics 
than toward a stranger who expressed 
agreement on impersonal topics and 
disagreement on friendship topics. 

The failure of several studies to 
demonstrate the influence of topic 

importance on attraction has been 
explained in terms of experimental 
designs in which agreement and 
disagreement occurred on topics that 
were equally important or 
unimportant (Byrne, London, & 
Griffith, 1968; Clore & Baldridge, 
1968). These investigators found 
support for topic effects by 
differentially weighting topic 
importance or interest within each 
level of agreement-disagreement. In 
the present study, topics 
heterogeneous in relevancy were 
associated with one stranger. 

METHOD 
A total of 99 students in 

introductory courses in psychology at 
the University of Windsor rated the 
items from two questionnaires for 
relevancy and/or importance. A 
different group of 80 Ss made 
judgments about an anonymous 
stranger on the basis of his responses 
on these questionnaires. A shortened 
version of the Friendship Expec
tancy (FE) Scale was used. The 
20 items represented the subscaJes 
dealing with acceptance, admiration, 
openness, and ritualistic social 
exchange. The Social Attitudes (SA) 
Scale contains 28 items on such 
impersonal topics as student power, 
authority, drugs, and sex. Each of the 
items in a modified version of the FE 
scale was rated by 47 Ss for its 
relevancy for friendship with a social 
acquaintance on a 9-point scale of 
relevancy. The items in a modified 
version of the SA scale were similarly 
rated by 52 Ss on a relevancy scale for 
friendship, In a later session, the same 
52 Ss rated each of the SA scale items 
for topic importance on a 9-point scale 
of importance, 

The perceived relevancy of the 
friendship items (M = 6.78, SD = 1.04) 
was greater than the perceived 
relevancy of the impersonal items 
(1\1 = 4.24, SD = 1.29). The difference 
between means was significant 
(t = 10.72, df = 1/97, P < .001). The 
FE scale was accordingly designated as 
measuring a topic of high relevancy, 
and the SA scale was designated as 
measuring a topic of low relevancy to 
friendship. The means and standard 
deviation of the ratings of the SA 
items on topic importance was also 
determined (:VI = 5.83, SD = .67). In 
addition, a product·moment 
con-elation was computed between 
each S's total scores based on the 
ratings of the SA items on importance 
and relevancy (r = .42, df = 50, 
p < .01). 

Two questionnaires were initially 
administered to several classes to 
obtain measures of the attitudes of the 
students. The order of presentation of 
the scales was varied. In completing 
the IE scale, the Ss were instructed to 
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rate each of the fri(>!>dship 
prescriptions on a 9-point scale 
according to how ess(>ntial it was for 
maintaining a friendship with a social 
acquaintance. In compi(>ting the SA 
scale, the Ss were instructed to 
indicate the degree of agreement with 
each of the statements on a 
Likert-type scale. A total of 40 male 
and 40 female Ss was obtained from 
the larger pool for the experiment; 
they were assigned randomly to fOUl' 

groups, each containing 20 Ss. About a 
week later, the Ss were returned the 
two questionnaires purported to have 
been filled out by an anonymous 
stranger of the same sex. An 
impression formation rationale was 
given for the experiment, and the Ss 
were asked to evaluate the stranger on 
the basis of his responses on the two 
questionnaires. The two scales were 
actually bogus questionnaires prepared 
by the E to vary the degree of 
agreement from .67 for agreement to 
. 33 for disagreement and at an 
intermediate level when 
agreement/disagreement was expressed 
on different scales. The four 
treatments were as follows: 
Condition 1, agreement on friendship 
(.67), agreement on impersonal (.67); 
Condition 2, agreement on friendship 
(.67), disagreement on impersonal 
(.33); Condition 3, disagreement on 
friendship (.33), agreement on 
impersonal (.67); and Condition 4, 
disagreement on friendship (.33), 
disagreement on impersonal (.33). The 
first and fourth conditions represent 
two levels of agreement, and the 
relevant and irrelevant topics were 
equally weighted within the high and 
low levels of agreement. The second 
and third conditions represent the 
same level of agreement at an 
intermediate point between .00 and 
l. 00, and differential weights were 
assigned the relevant and irrelevant 
topics. The basic procedure was similar 
to that suggested by Byrne (1969). 

After examll1ll1g the stranger's 
responses on both scales, each S made 
two types of judgments about the 
stranger. The degree of liking was 
measured by the last two items of the 
Interpersonal Judgment Scale (Byrne 
& Nelson, 1965). The scores were 
summed and converted to yield a 
measure of attraction with a range of 
1-6. An expectancy estimate of 
friendship was obtained by a 6-point 
scale on which the S indicated the 
highest level of friendship that he 
thought he could develop with the 
stranger. 

RESULTS 
A 4 by 2 factorial design with 

repeated measures was used. Attitude 
si mil arity-dissimilarity had a 
significant main effect on the ratings 
(F = 52.93, df = 3/79, p < .001). The 
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t~-p" of illdl2:1~wnt ~ltl(i tl1(' intnactiun 
eff(>cts wer,,- not ,sig:nificant. TI1(' data 
were combined acr";ss tl1l' two types of 
judgment. The highest mean attr<lction 
score was e\'oked when there was 
agreement with the stranger on both 
the friendship and impersonal topics 
(M = 4.45) and the lowest mean 
attraction score when there was 
disagreement on both of the topics 
(M = L95). The level of attraction 
toward the stranger was reduced when 
there was disagreement on one of the 
two topics, regardless of the rele\'ancy 
of the topic. At the intermediate level 
of agreement, the stranger who 
expressed agreement on more 
friendship attitudes than social 
attitudes was not rated as more 
attractive (M = 2.95) than the stranger 
who expressed more agreement on 
social attitudes than friendship 
attitudes (.t-.l = 2.90). All differences 
between means were significant 
(p < .01) except for the last two 
treatments . 

DISCUSSION 
The hypothesis that attraction is 

influenced more by agreement on the 
meaning of friendship than agreement 
on impersonal issues was not 
supported. There are various possible 
explanations. When Levinger & 
Breedlove (1966) obtained 
nonsignificant results in a predictive 
study of marital success, the 
explanation given was that it was 
difficult to specify the instrumentality 
of agreement on each attitude for 
marital success. This was not a 
problem in the present study. The items 
in the FE scale were derived from 
a factor analysis of friendship 
expectations (Canfield & La Gaipa, 
1970) and was judged to be more 
relevant to friendship than a measure 
of social attitudes in the present stUdy. 

The results support Byrne & Nelson 
(1964, 1965), that the proportion of 
similar attitudes rather than the topic 
variable determines attraction. There 
was lack of support for the finding 
that differential weights are required 
to show the effects of topic 
importance (Byrne, London, & 
Griffith, 1968) or topic interest (Clore 
& Baldridge, 1968). The failure to 
replicate this finding, however, needs 
to be considered in terms of the 
rationale of the present study. Topic 
importance was not manipulated. The 
two topics differed in their specific 
relevance to friendship rather than 
along some abstract dimension of 
importance. Furthermore, the 
relatively low correlation (r = .42) 
between topic importance and topic 
relevancy suggests that the variables 
are not interchangeable. Treatments 
other than differential weighting may 
be necessary to demonstrate the 
effects of topic relevancy. 

P"I'haps tupic 1'f!'cCb ar(' obscul'l,d 
",' cunfounded by the pl'esentat;o!1 of 
diffcl'l'nt kinds of information to till' 
.S~\!l1C SS. Bond, Byrne, & Diamond 
( 1968) fOllnd th at the prestige of a 
stranger had a significant effect 0n 
attl'action when no other information 
was available; but when combined 
with attitude similarity, attraction was 
determined by attitude similarity only. 
The effect of prestige was apparently 
suppressed or dominated by the 
s!lnilaritv factor. In the present studv, 
dissona;ce could have been induced 'if 
the information about the stranger was 
perceived as contradictory. The effect 
of topic relevancy might have been 
masked by dissonance·reducing 
mechanisms. An experiment is being 
conducted to determine if topic 
relevancy influences attraction when 
the Ss r-espond to one topic only and 
the stranger (>xpresses agreement Ot' 

disagreem(>nt on the relevant or 
irrelevant topic. 
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