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ziTaoDUCTXOi

Tha clioh«, "Cloth«s maktt th« man," succinctly oxpr(ias«a

a widaly acoapted ballaf that nan who waar approprlata, atyllsh

elothing will ba assurad of aooial auocass. Varioua writara

hava axpraaaad tha following opinions about tha aooial lapor-

%•»•• of ttlothing

t

For tha apparal oft proelalras tha man (3, p. 611).

Oood clothas ara tha bootstraps by ^loh a aan
pulla hlmalf up In Ufa (9» p. 15)*

Trim up a hadga-hog» and ha will look Ilka a
lord ($, p. 251*).

I « sura teat thara Is gz^atar anxlaty, oownonly,
to hara faahlonabla* or at laast olaan and un-
patohad olothaSf than to hava a aound eonsclanoa
(13, p. 19).

^la aajor purpoaa of this study was to ooapara ballafs

axprassad by fratarnlty nan eoncamlng tha social Importsnoa

of clothing with ballafs axprassad by non-fratemlty man. Tha

•oelal Importaawi of clothing has baan raoognlsad by tema

aconoislsts, psychologists, and sociologists. Howavar, only a

faw rasaarohars hava atudlad tha subjaot. a fact attrlbutad

ganarally to a lack of satisfactory raaaarah aathoda. f^r tha

moat part, tha raaaarch oomplatad has baan oonoamad with

woman * s apparal.

In hla study of man*s social status ratings, Hoult (U)

dl80ovar«d that Information oonoarniag thm soelal aspaats of



tn<8 olothlng 1« a««d«d by th« «*nBw«ar Indufitry. Hoult

trrott mftnufaeturera and diatrlbutors of ami** olothlng fbr

lofomiatlon rogavdlng status faotors. In addition to inditstry

lio oonsultad tho ad 1tors of laadlng publications davotod to

tho subjaot of asla spparal. Mo oonoludod froa roplias, "Ro*

aotions wore unaniaioust tharo has boon llttla if any soiantifio

•titdy of tlio part playad by van's olothlng In social Ufa** (U»

p« 6). Moult also disoovarad that man 20-35 yaara of ago apant

ora for olothlng than any othar aga git>upt thasa «wi aaoribad

oonaldarabla importance to olothlng. Tteo manswaar industx^y has

bagun to raaognisa tha aoolal laipM^anoa of clothing and to soak

profassional advica conxssming ttia subjaot, according to Hoult.

Tha trrltar hopas that findings of this study may answar

o«a quaatlons tha manawaar Industry may ralsa regarding baliafs

about tha social Importanoa of clothing. Ansvars to tnieh

quastloas oould halp manufaoturars and ratallara understand

aona of the clothing practlees of collega man. Results of

this study may also be used by faculty members In advisli^

prospaotlTo or new students, as wall aa parents of such students,

of the expx*essed beliefs collega wtmck have oonoemlnp- toe social

importance of clothing. And, the Information obtained may halp

college men understand some of their clothing practices. The

writer hopes, finally, that this study will be of value to

future researchers concerned with related problema of men's

olothlng both through the methods used and the findlnga

reported.



S«v«rftl t«rms ua^d In this study may b« lnt«rpr«t«d In

41ff«r«nt ways. Daflnitlona for thasa taraa wara avolvad

aftar studying tha daflnitiona givan by Gllaaon and Tata {2),

larl«A (6), Hyatron (8), anA Traaoa (lli). Futura uaas of

tbm— taraa will ba In thaaa fpuiaa of rafaranoa.

Styla . Styla in clothing rafars to a diatlnotlva way

of draaaiac; favorad at a givan tiaa by thoaa who wiah to ba

ragavAad aa up-to*data.

fmU m k alothing fad ia naraly an axaggaratad atyla,

•oally popular for a ralativaly abort tirva.

"'''^mii i>«^iof ' A clothing baliaf ia that which ia

aooaptad or aaaantad to ooneaming dothii^* It ia alao a

conviction or perauaaion of truth about clothing* Although

ona tmj peaaaaa a atrong conTiation about olo things mith a

baliaf nay or may not repraaant tha truth* ainoa it ia a con-

viction, a viawy a judgpMat*

Social Importance . Tha tani* aoalal Inportanca, rafara

to a judgsant placed on SMMthiag by othar nanbara of a aociaty

aa wall aa tha affaat such a ^dgaant haa on tha paraon or

thlnga judged. Juijiwita ara principally ootnpoaad of attitudaa,

a Tiawing of aona thing with favor or disfavor. A aoelaty is a

group of intarralatad paraona; oollaga man conatitute a aociaty.

ifial AoStEllBt£* '^ tara« aoeial aooaptanoa, aa it

ralataa to clothing* aaaaas aociaty* a approval or aoa«ptanca of

an individual baaad on tha clothing that paraon owna and waara.

Spaaifioally, tha objaetivaa of tha invaatigation waras



(1) To study the ways In which college sea think their belief!

about clothing affect associatioaa with other people, and (2)

To atudy the influence of aeleeted socio-economic background

factors on olothinft beliefs.

3lM following hypotheaes were propos«4 •• snides for the

siudyt

1« There is no difference between fraternity and non-

fraternity men in beliefs about the social iaiportance

of clothing aa Measured by the Isq^ertanee of being

vell-dreaaed and owning clothing fads snA elothlng of

the lateat aeeepted atyles.

2» There is no difference between fraternity and non-

fraternity aan in beliefa about the ioportance of

clothing in social acceptance.

3« There is no difference between fraternity and non-

fraternity «en in beliefs about clothlag needed for

participation in tbe aetirities of one*B living group*

If* There is no difference between fratei^ity and non-

fraternity nen in beliefs about clothing needed for

participation in extra-curricular actlvltiea.

5« Thex^ is no difference betunen fraternity and noa-

fratemlty men in beliefa about the influenee of

HMy aTallable on quality, quantity, and style of

clothing owned.

6* There is no difference between fraternity and non-

fratemlty nen in socio-eoononie backgrounds.
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BIUTBD LITSBATUn

A review of available literature conoeming the aoolal

of lean* a olothlag revealed tbat little organised

data dealing directly with the aubjeot la available, lowever,

related atudlea furnished aome background Information regard-

ing social status and clothing beliefs, behavior, and attitudes.

Hoult (U) concerned himself with social status ratings of

Aaerlcan aen. The purpoae of hia study waa to organise, within

a relevant social psycholoeloal framework, facts which de^tion-

strated the Importance of clothing aa a factor in social statue

ratings of men. He syst matlsed such facts in terms of the

concept, status rating. Hoult found ^at interperaonal relation-

ships were affooted by apparel

i

Hany of a man*n statuaes depend In part on the
type or atyle of clothing he wears. Status ratings
affect interpersonal relatlonahlps because men
Interact in terms of the waya they Judge one
another (U, p. 279).

MMver, Hoult aeaoluded that clothing Is not so important in

status ratings as it once wasi

Clothing does not play as Important a part now
aa it once did in the status ratings of American
men. Since most men now are wearing relatively
less expensive and ala^ler clothes, men with
lower statuses can imitate the fashions of those
in higher status positions. The resulting greater
uniformity in dreas means ttiat there are fewer
occasions when clothing can act as a front
(U» p. 280).

5



In twr study of nen*8 olothiag Whit* (15) set out to

diaooTor whother s rslationship sxistsd b«tw««n on«*s bollofs

about tha Ivportano* of clothing and hli soolal atatua

r«f«r«no« group. Both V«ero and Caucaalan mala oollago atnteatt

partlolpatad in her atudy, Piadinga indioated that the white

ajority group had atroager beliefs about the importance of

clothing than did the Megro group tea ted. However, data alao

ahowed no significant differences between clothing importance

and aooial mobility for the subjeets tested.

A theoretical study by Treeee (lU) was designed to help

clothing teachers enhance their understanding of the many soclal-

paychologioal foroea present in clothing behavior. She selected

basic concepts from social psychology relevant to explalnim

aooial behavior, and then applied behavioral ooncepta in a

theoretieal explanation of clothing behavior. According to

Treeoe, clothing plays an Important part in one»8 aelf concept;

An individual by means of dreaa Inadvertently
eonveys to othere his aelf-attltudea. His
elothint^ behavior permits others to arrive at
an estimate oX the degree to which he holds
himself in good esteem (Hi, p. 85).

In brief face-to-faoe meetlnga where Individuals
are not well-acquainted but where favorable
impreaaiona are desired, individuala have learned
through experience that dress may function to hela
convey Impreaalons of personalities to others.
Clothes are visible eymbols of personality, of
one's personal and social traits (Ik, p. 91).

Hurlook (6) earlier wrote about the importance of clothing

in aoclal suoaess. According to Hurlook, adolescents learn from
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•xp«ri«no« In social relationships that personal appearance

plays an Important rola In social acoaptatolllty with both aexes.

She defined an adolescent as one between the SLSes of 10 and 21;

late adolescence begins at the age of 17. To be popular with

both sexea the individual must make a good appearance and coa-

form to a pattern acceptable to the group. Beoauae of tiie

ifll^rtance of personal appearance* the adolescent focuses hie

attention on his looks and critically exsnlnes hlaself to see

how he measures up to others and to group standards. Interest

in appearance Is so strong that the Individual Is willing to go

to any length, even If it involves discomfort or actual paln»

to attain his goal of a socially acceptable appearance, accord-

ing to H\irlock.

Ollsson and Tate (2) described changing attitudes of

youth, those ranging in age from 17 into the early twenties,

affecting the social Importance of clothing* According to

these writers, a youth tends to worry more about being ettooessful

than being popular. Carefulness in dress bocomas motit important

as he attempts to please adults. Thus, clothing design, color,

and selection become matters of great concern. However, a

youth is more willing to accept new ideas and Innovations In

clothing than are his elders; he likes to be the first to be

mm9n In a new style*

The social Importance of clothing was recognized by

Nystrom (8) when he said that success in associations with



oth«PB dapittdt largely on the art of dress. Flugal (1), «lso»

wrots about tha social laportanoe of olothlngt and the lack of

rasaaroh soiiearnlng such:

Clothas» In fact, though saaalnfly mera
appandag«s» have entered Into tho core of
our existence as social beit^s* They there-
fore not only pennlt, but denend treatment
froai the psyeholotlst; It is perhaps rather
the absence of such treatment from our systematic
handbooks of psychology that requires excuse aaA
esqplanation (1« p* 16 )•

Sybers and Hoach (12) nore recently wrote that Interest

in the sociological aspects of clothing has not beoone apparent

until the last decade* They believe that emphasis on socio*

logical studies of clothing is aerely one aspect of an in-

Classing interest in knowledge about huasn behavior* The need

for nore clothing research in the social sciences has been

neatly suimned up by these writers:

Whatever the specific reasons for this new
direction of study and research, there has b«Mi
to date at least a modest accuaulatlon of
research data concerning people end their
related clothinf behavior. However, wuch work
lies ahead; rnuch rcTnains to be done (12, p. I87),
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PROCKDOltl or TRB XIVBSTZOATXOI

Th« purpose of this chapter la to state the criteria

ttsed In developing the lnatruatent» selecting the participants^

oolleoting the information, and analysing the data.

Development of the Opinionnaire

An opinionnaire was used In this study to miaanre clothing

beliefs as such an Instruaent allows beliefs and opinions to be

elicited froa respondents covering nany aspeets of the aubjeot

under study. Alsoy participants respond quickly and freely to

the iapersonal statements* However* data obtained by opinion-

naires are usually limited by the fact that when an individual

is asked to i*espond to written statements, the response nay be

different than what the person actually does in interpersonal

relations* Farthermore, the opinionnaire stateaients may not

b« getting at the Intended information* Sample else and com-

position may also limit the Information desired* If careful

use is made of aooepted statistical tests for significant dif-

ferences between sampled populations* results from opinion-

naires may be considerably more reliable than subjective obser-

vations*

A Likert-type attitude scale (7) was the basis for the

opinionnaire uaed in this study* The purpose of such a scale



10

!• to assign individuals to a position sotaewhex^e between the

opposite oxtreTnos of favoring or opposing sonathlng. Tho

initial requirement of a Likert-type scale is that the state-

nents must be categorized on a five point basis, from "sti'onglj

agree", "agree", "neutral", "disagree", to "strongly disagree."

The following example is an illustration of a Likert-type

statenwnt shown with the scoring usedt

1* Style is more Important than comfort
1^ 3 2 1

in slacks and sweaters. SA A M D SO

A person who circles 3A (strongly agree) for this statement

indicates that he ascribes considerable ioportance to style

in sweaters and slacks, and therefore is given a score of l^.

for that particular item* A person circling SD (strongly dis-

agree) would receive a soore of 0, indicating a belief ttiat

style in sweaters and slacdcs is of little Importance.

The scoring aay be reversed by making the statement

negative. For example:

1. Coafort is more important than style
1 2 y k

In slacks and sweaters. 8A A I SD

An answer of 3A would show that style In slacks and sweaters

is unimportant; thus, the stat«nent wotild be given a score of

0* An answer of SD would indicate a favorable resi>on8e and

the statement would be given a score of l^.

With this as a basis for the opinionnaire, statements of

beliefs which college men may have concerning the social

Importance of clothing were developed. The opinionnaire was
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•t up to enable the wrltert

A. To study individual beliefs about seleotod faotors per-

talnlng to the social inportanoo of clothings

I. Hm iapart—so of style in clothing.

2. The inportanoo of style and oowfort in clothing worn

for different oooaslons.

3. Tho ivporttuaeo of a fad in clothing*

u. The inportanoo of being ifell<<Lressod«

5. flM assoeiations betveen a well-dressod individual

and othor atadonts.

B. To dotomino beliefs about the role Mi individual* s olettiing

pl«7« In his aeo«pt«iio« by other society aaiborst

1. Tlie effects of social Judgments about clothing on

••oial W9f^p9r%^

t* TiM influence others have on one*s clothing purolinMMl*

3. Tha iapartanaa of boiag appropriately dressed.

G. to datensine beliefs about the clothing required for

activities of the living group to whloh onm belongs:

1. Tha types of clothing aaadad.

2. The quantities of clothing aaedad.

D. To datendne individual beliefs about clothinF required

for participation in extre-ourricular ftotlvitiest

1. The influenoe of clothing owied on number and type of

nativities in which one participates

•

2. Tho so«d for additional clothing if one eleats to

participate in extra-curricular activities.
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I. To d«t«rmin« individual boli«f« about aonay tpant for

olothlngt

1« Tha iMpertanoo of quality and quantity of olothiag

iMm f«r different ocoasions.

2. Tha iofluMEioa of aoney available for clothing •j^aaaio

torai on quantity and style of cloUiing •niMli*

3. Iha lmptap%mao9 of ttie amount spent for elothing*

All iteias were stated in an iatpersonal form; stateaants

tlMMfht to be neutral were not included as the soorlag MeMiad

for a Likert-type soale depends upon olassifyiag every ite« aa

•greeable or disaip^eable* To inorease tiie reliability of the

opinionnaire. the writer endeavored to follow two M^sfostioas

offero4 by Seweoab (7)t (1) Inolnde a maxiism OMilMr of itoao

in the attitude scale* and (2) Nske oertain eaoh itea was elearly

stated* since the nore unambiguously a stateoient is perceived

within a frane of refereneo by a participant* the aore reliable

the item is at unooveriag tlio desired attitude*

Developnent of the Questionnaire

A short-answer questionnaire was developed to gather sooio-

•ooBoaio infomation about Uie participants. Eaoh respondent was

asked about hist (1) fsally baokgroimd* (2) previous sehoollng*

(3) financial status, (U) present st^iool wirollawnt* ($) extra-

ourrioular activity participation* and (6) shopping area pre-

ference* TTie oooio-econorqic Inforastlon obtained from the

questionnaire aids (mo In underatanding aore fully olothiag



b«ll«fs oxpr«(ia«d in the oplnlonnalre.

The Pretest

A pretest wee given ia Fallf 1962, to epproxlmatelx

20 fraternity nen attending Uashbtim Unirereity, Topeke,

lenaaa. The writer WM (riiiefly Interested in reactions to

the Instramat—eriticlaow «id sosi^stioas for iraprovement

and olarifieetion in particular* Saoh ooiq>leted opinlonnaire

•ad (pestlflimaire was scored and oarefullj atudied. A few

Major changes were aade following tbe pretest { «ost of tiM

Miner ohanges nade by the writer eoncemed opinlonnaire 8tate>

nent olarifioatlon. (See Appendix ZI for a eopy of the final

instrunent.)

Selection of Participants snd Colleotlon of Data

9^ hundred sephonore mm earolled at Kansas State Uni-

versity—100 fraternity and 100 non-fraternity—>partioipated in

the final study in Viater» 1962. The saaple sixe and diatribu-

tion were reoottnended by a university statistician who felt 200

raen would provide the Infomation necessary for a valid study.

Opinlonnaires and q^estlonnairee were collected froa approxi-

mately 2^0 sophoaore fraternity sad non-fraternity nen; in-

eeapleted Instruaents were elininated. Seae eoapleted instru-

aents were deleted so the deeired ssaple sixe and distribution

would be obtained; 108 and 103 eoapleted Inetruaents were



gath«r«d from fraternity aad non-fraternltj mam. rsapactivaly*

1h« oonpleted IniitruaMatfl for oaeh group of bob wore nuMberod

and thoao d«lat«d wore aolaotod by oo rrosponding MHi^ora

appaaring In a tabla of randon dlglta (11).

••ybOMora man war* aalaotad for tha aaiqila aa taaaa

•n, tha writar fait, poaaaaaad Uia aoat typical oollaga

attltudaa of any group of msn In tha four undargraduata

olaasaa. fttiltn vara thought to ba uatevs^iBS * parlod of

transition froa high school to oollaga during which elothii^

baliafs would not ba wall-dafinad. Juniora and saniora wara

thought to hava clothing baliafs lAiioh would ba undargoing

change with raapact to tha plana of aach Individual following

graduation. It woa asauaad that Junior and senior nan would

ba davalopiag olothinf- boliafs co?npatibla to tha career to ba

purauad upon laavin^r college. Bftih participant in the study had

ooopletad at leaat 23 houra of academic work* the requirement

for soptaoMor* ataBding at Kanaaa State Univeraity.

All of the 22 aooial fraternitiea were contacted prior

to admlniataring tba oplnionnaire and queationnaire to obtain

the number of wphoacre members living in the houses. Thus,

on9 could be cartain 100 sof^xomore fraternity man wara avail-

able for the atudy, Kach fraternity waa asalgnad a number, and

thoae groups participating were aeleoted by oo rrespondii^ Boabera

appearing in a table of random digits (II). Septewra aombars of

10 fraternitiea were needed to make up tha daairad aample of 100

fraternity men. Although rmtmHj aalaotad, thaae 10 fraternitiea
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wmr* thought to b« ropp«»«ntmtlve of all th* fraternities

at Kansas Stats in nuaber of asBosrs* social part loipatloa^

and BOholastic standing*

0mm hundrsd aophoaors rssidsnts of Ooodaov Hall» ««n*s

reaidsnos hall» oonstitutsd the sanpls of aon-fratsmitj asn.

Although aany sophoBMrs ssn rssids in iadspsndsnt organizsd

housoSf sAolarshlp housss, or apartnents, rssidsnts of ths

•n*s rssldwMM hall wars sslsotsd priaarily for eass in oollsc-

tion of data* Faeulty ooiMittss asnbsrs fslt, too. that tills

fffOttp «l4i^t sjqprsss stpongsr clothing ballsfs than thoss noa-

fratsmity sophoaores residing in saaller living groups.

Aa appelntasnt for oolleotion of data was aads ttUNranli

tile presidents of all partioipatlag fraternities. The writer

amnssd to visit each fraternity house either before or after

the evening, rasal to adaialster ths Instniasnt , Sarsral eveniag

pyoiatasats vers aads through, ttaa dtreetor of the aen's resi-

dence hall to collect data froa it>lw>re residents.

Aaalysis of Data

fhe KolaogoroT-Saimov two-saaple test (10) was used to

detect significant differences in data eollected from the two

groups of participants. This test detects whether two inde-

pendent saaples were drawn froa the saas population or froa

different populations! the test is eoncsmed with the agree-

asnt or disagreement between two cvnulatiTe frequency distribu-

tlMM froa two sets of saaple valuea. If the two saaolcs ars



u

€rmm ff»« tte sum pfpolatlon, then th« ouaulatlv* fr«qu«no7

distributions of both ssisplss will b« oloss to saoh othsr

inamuoh as thoy both show only random dovlations froa tb«

pwyMlation distribution. If the two sampla eaoiulativs fra-

quanoy diatributions ara significantly far apart at any point,

tha saNplaa ooaa froa diffarant populations.

Cyanlativa aooras fbr aaoh of tha flra aoala oatagorias,

ma^or and parcant, wars caloulatad for tha fratamlty and non-

fraUmlty subjaots prior to a plying a tast of statistical

slfaifioancs to data dlffaranoas. Distributions of ouaulatlTs

oatagory sooras vara raoerdad tnd diffaraacas batwaaa tha tao

••ts of ssnpla valuas ooapatod* tha Kolaogorov-JHalmov two-

saapla tast was than applied to these diffarancas.

Tha 3A (strongly agraa) and A (agroa) raaponaas for any

gltran oplnlonnaira stataaent ware poolod and referred to as

positive baliafa or opinions. Lilcawise, the SD (strongly

dlaagrae) and D (disagree) reaponses ware pooled md oalled

aagatlTa beliefa or opiniona. Pooling of oatagory raaponaas,

rag8««t«d by a statiatioian, clearly showed tha eeatrast between

poaitive and negative beliefs, thus aakiag Ukm dlsoussion of find-

logs neaningfta*

Tha Kolao^rorov-SairaoT test waa applied to data oolleoted

to aeasure beliefa about the social importance of clothing. An

opinionnaire was used in gatherlag this data. Reaponses to the

questionnaire, desipned to elicit info«atlon about each respon-
danfs sodo^ooaoaic baekgxvund, were analysed in a daseriptlva



J

IT

»r« lo tttst to d«t«ot slgnifleant diff«rene«« b«tvM«

th« two partloipatiaK groupm was parforaod*



1

CHAPTBft If

DISCUSSION OP PINi}I\':r3

tt# v«rpos«s of this ehaptttr ar« to discuss and rslsto

fiaAlBgs obtained from the oplalonnelre end qaestionnelz>e.

To detemloe beliefs about the soolal importance of

clothing* the laportanoe of the following factox*s was investi-

Sfttedt (1) being well-dressed, (2) styles, (3) fads, and (U)

oomfopt aaA style in oletl&iiig worn for different oooasions*

file part leipants agreed that university 9ion strive to be well-

dressed. Iinety->one fraternity and 82 Hon-fraternity nen ex-

pressed this belief; two fraternity and six non-fraternity aen

disagreed. Seven fraternity and 12 non-fratemlty men expressed

neutral beliefs. The «en did not agree on the meaning of the

tern, ^well-dressed." (Table I) Sixty-two fraternity nen ex-

yyietd the belief that dressing according to the latest accented

styles narked one as well-dressed| only 29 non-fraternity nen

expressed a slnllar belief. Forty-eight non-fraternity and 19

fraternity sen disagreed; 19 fraternity and 23 non-fraternity

nen had neutral opinions. Sixty-five fraternity and 51 non-

fraternity nen agreed that well-dressed men ignored clothing

fads; 19 fraternity and 22 non-fratemlty men disagreed. Six-

teen fraternity and 27 non-fratemlty men ezpyessed neutral

opinions.

••lag well-dressed was as Inr^ortant to the particlpuits

18
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to

in tb«lr aasoolatlons with collog* women as with other n«n

(Table 2). Slght««B aon-fraternity and 28 fraternity «en

agreed that well-dreased aea bad little trouble getting dates

with girls; howeYer» 39 non-fratemity and 37 fraternity mMk

disagreed* Forty-three non-fraternity and 35 fraternity men

expressed neutral opinions. Seventy-seven non-fraternity and

d6 fraternity nmi indioat«d that frirla preferred to date well-

dressed college aea. Only five non-fraternity and thr««

fraternity aon disagr*«d| 18 non-fraternity and 11 fraternity

mm had neutzral beliefs. Forty-five fraternity and 51 non-

fraternity men expressed the belief that girls seldom dated

•l«P9ily dressed ooXlege men. Only 19 non-fraternity and 25

fraternity men disagreedi but, 30 fraternity and 30 non-

fraternity men expressed neutral beliefs. Over half of the

respondents agreed that they were more favorably impressed by

a well-dressed oellege man thea • poorly dressed man. Fifty-

eight fraternity and 21 non-fraternity men agreed that they

preferred well-dressed friends, and would be embarrassed if

their friends were sloppily dressed. 3evenfceea fraternity

and kl non-fraternity men disagreed; 25 fraternity and 32 non-

fraternity men had neutrnl beliefs. When responses for opinion-

naire atatements regarding the importaaee of being well-dressed

were compiled, data ahowed that over half of the fraternity men

believed that being well-dressed was important in one's assooia-

tions with other oollage men and women. Less than half of the

aea-frateml ty men expressed a similar belief.



*

• n
M

^
4* w
0«r« 0* 'U\ <^ 15 CM

i 13
<n H ^

fH X ••

n >» a*
H O

flk^ 4> v4 li* o

i

t4

g
o

o

t

CO
r4 S( s^

US

1

1
•

d
o
as

s
*»

Or4
«o
f-l f: A d

1^

3i £K
gS

o

ik5 «> o

is
0«4

i:;
•n » 5 H

O 1 1
M ^au « n «

MO
4^

s
2^

« H
9, » f^

IS

§1
2 <<(

If
1

•

•P o

£2
% ;s ^ « »

MH
go o

1 e

pi
<4 a o!«

53 Li e p.
*» a

O

.2^
s

o «• H-P O

1
<*> o

4»

ail
•OH
d*

«»4 • X) o

9
H ••

e
V4i3 ti

o o«
o • >»

t o e o o »««H t>
°**f

(« Or-t

i'

r4tt • O m-rt o f«

M 4» 4U O » • « u m A 0*4 Q
t* o 5

ill

s

i

Oi-li-l
U t«»4
0.«H 0,

O »•
Or4 Oi

&^5
4»

n <4« m

e «

<<jO o

m



22

Hm partlolpants dlsagr**^ that oloth«s md* th« »ib|

liow«T«r» nearly all of tha man trnvA that ona waa at aaaa

aoolally iihan ha felt approprlataly draaaad. Plfty-flva

fratamlty and 6k non-fratamlty nan diaagraad that elothaa

wkdm tha mani 29 frataniitj «i4 20 aoA-flPatamlty nan agraaA.

Sixtaan fratamlty and 12 iMi^fratamlty nan huA aautral

oplnlona. Mlnaty-ona fratamlty and 97 non-fratamlty nan

axpraaaad tha ballaf that ona waa at aaaa aoelally vhan ha

fait approprlataly draaaad • inly alx fratamlty nan and ona

non-fratamity nan dlaigread; thraa fratexnalty and two noa-

fratarnity n«i axpraaaad nautral oplzilona*

Tha man axpraaaad ainllar ballafa oonoarnlng tha naan*

Ing of tha tarmat "atyla" and "fad." 8airanty-ona fratamlty

•bA fill non-fratamity nan axpraaaad tha ballaf that fada ara

•sacgaratad stylea; 16 fratamlty and nlna non-fratamlty nam

diaagraad* Thirtaan flpatamlty and aaran aoa>frataniity nan had

nantral opinions. Ovar 7Si of tha raapondanta Indieatad that

atyla In olo thing waa a dl8tlnotlTa» upoto-data nannar of

di«««iag* Ovar 1$% of tha partleipanta further agreed that

aolor» linea* fabric texture, and gament features were Inportsnt

in detemlnlng whether a gamaat waa of the latest, aeceptad

atyla«

Clothing fada were apparently aa ij^>ortant aa clothing

atylea. Fifty-eight fraternity snd 6^ non-fratemity nan Aid

net agroa that both the neweat fada and tha lateat atylea were

needed for an aooeptable eoliege wardrobe; only 19 fraternity



•ad 1$ aoii->frat«mlt7 partlolpaats agr««d« Twenty-thr««

f1r«t«ral^ aad 21 aoa-friit*i>nlt7 mmi •xpr«ss4kl n«utral

opinion! • OT«r half of th« respondents sgrssd tbat a eollogs

«sn ownsd at Isast on* oXothiag fsdt and a Majority of tha

partleipants indioatad that alottULag should b« worn stmi

ttenn^ it was no longer of the latest aooepted style. Forty-

five nonofraternity sb4 6? fraternity aen agreed that one

felt eonepiseume wlistt wearii% elotatiag no longer oonsidared

to be of the latest aooepted style; 32 non-fraternity and ^
fraternity »on disagreed. Twenty-three non-»fratemity nd tk

fraternity aea eipreaaed neatral foeliefa. Twenty-nine aon^

fraternity and kZ fraternity aea agreed tiiat olothlag style

leaders were well-known by ether students} 37 non-fraternity

•ad 28 fraternity aen disagreed* BewoYer, 3k non-fraternity

aad 30 fraternity aen had neutral opinions.

fhe partieipants expressed varyiag beliefs ooaeeming

the iapertanee of style and e«afort in olothlng worn for

different ooeasioae. Bowever, a aajority of non-fratemlty

aen indieated that ooafort was awre iaportant than style in

sebeoX elothes, sport ooats, easual suits, sweaters, and sleeks*

le tMBd was apparent in respensee froa fraternity aen* Both

gyoups ef respondents expreeeed the belief that style was aore

iap«rtsnt than eoafort in a dinner jaoket. A greater niaaber

of fraternity then non-fraternity asn indieated style in a dress

suit was a»re iapertent than ooafort (Table 3).
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fb* b«li»fa of s«l«ot«d doll«g« m«a eonocmlng th« aoelal

imp9rtmac% of clothing ub»vA no •Ignifieant dlff«r«no«» wlMtt

tho KolMOg«roT-SMLfn»T two saapl* t*tt wa« appliod to data at

thraa lavals— •10, ,0$, and .01 • Suoh data vara ol>taitt«d fi>on

r«m«Mai to opinionnaira atata«antt« Tlnu» tiM awiilatlv

fraquancy distributions, ao«|i«aad of sats of saapla valuas for

•Mh of tlM tMO gvota^t of aala partiolpaata, v^r^ olosa to aaek

othar inasaiuoli as only random dariatlons froa tha population

distribution ooourra4. (Saa Appondlz I for tm SBaljraia of data

aeUaatad froa opinlonnalra rasponsaa*)

Flfty-nina paroant of tha wm-fratamlty aan and ^0% of

tha fraternity nan axorassad pesltiva baliaf^ eonoamiag Um
social i«9«rt«aaa of elothlng as aaasurad by tH* iaportanoa of

b^lag well-draaaad and o»raing clothing fada and clothing of tha

latast aoaaptad stylaa. f««a%y-ona parcant of tha non-fratamity

participants and 31^ of tha fratamity partlolpanta axprasaad

nagatlTa ballafa; 20% of tha fratamity aan and IH of the non-

fratarnity aan had neutral opinions. {$%% Appendix I-A for tha

statistical analysis).

Fraternity and non-fratemlty aen axpraasad siailar beliefs

eonoamlng tha role sn individual* a clothing played in his

aooaptanoe by other aoeiety aaaibars. A aajority of the partioi-

l^ants agreed that since one la often Jndgrad by his appearanea.

Ma ahould be appropriately draaaad at all Uaea. HowoTer, the

aatt axpreaaad varying baliofa as to the aaaifl« of appropriateness

la drass (Table U). Fifty-eight fraternity and ^0 non-fratemlty
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Mm tL§jnmt that being KpproprlmtAj dmias«d aaant drasalng la

a mmamr aJaiXar to 9ihmr oolloga naa; 22 fratarnlty and 33

non-fratamity aan dlaagraad. fwaaty fratamitj and 27 non-

fraternity partialpanta axprasaad neutral beliefa • Thirty*

aiae fraternity and 2$ non-fraternity sen indicated the tem

aeant dreaaiag in a lunner aiailar to Maeoaa Mhoae taate In

elethlag oa« admired* Forty-one fraternity and 60 non-fraternity

partioipantt diaagreed; 20 fraternity and 15 aon-frateroity nen

had neutral opiniona* Forty-tw) non-fraternity nd U3 fraternity

en diaagreed tliat dreaaing la a manner aeoeptable to one* a girl

friend(a) eonatltuted appropriate dreae. Twenty-three non-

fraternity and 37 fraternity aea agreed; 35 non-fraternity and

20 fraternity aen had aeutral beliefa. A majority of the

partiaipanta further dlaagreed that dreaalag ia a meaner aeoept-

able to one* a parenta waa apprapriateneaa ia dreae. About one-

half of the fraternity aen agreed that approprl ateaeaa In dreaa

maant all of the previoualy mentioned thiaga; approxlaately one*

third of the non-fraternity mea alao agreed. Coareraely* about

eae-half of the aon-fratemity and one-third of the fraternity

man diaagreed that appropriateneaa la dreaa waa explaiaad by all

of the above mentioned thinga.

tte aen indieated in reaponaea to opinloanaire atateaenta

that othera influenced one'e aelootlon of olothing* tighty-ona

noiv-fratemity and 92 fraternity aen indicated a college a«i

porahaaad elothing alailar to that worn by other college men.



MvHUk non-fraternity unA four frmt«rnlty men dltftgr««ds 12

aMft*rm«tmlt7 and four fraternity aea hJtA iMutral opinions.

Fifty-four fratamlty and k9 non-fratemlty participant*

iadioatad eleaa frienda %i<ar« goo4 Ittdgea of oiM*a olothlngi

19 fraternity and 2k non-fratemlty «ea dlMcread, Twenty-

seven fraternity and 21 non-fratemlty aen expreaeed neutral

opinions* Wkmk reapoxxaes to oplnionnalre atatesionts regard-

ing the Influenoe of othera on one* a clothing aeleotlon were

MMipil«4» data thowed that over half of the fraternity and

non-fratemlty sea believed the above mentloiMd people

Influenced one* a aeleetlon of olothlng*

Hesponaes froa participant! showed the aen were aeaaltlve

to ooanenta froa others about their dreaa (Table 5)« ^orty-

nlne non-fratemlty and 51 fraternity aen agreed a oollege aan

would be easily eabarrasaed if another college aan erltlelsed

hla on his seleotlon of clothing. Twenty-four non-fz»atemity

aad 25 fraternity aen dlsagreedi 27 non-fratemlty and 3i^

fraternity aen expreased neutral beliefs. A aajority of the

respondents agvoed a oollego aaa would feel ill-at-ease if a

girl orltloised hla on his seleotlon of clothing* Fifty-four

non-fratemlty and 60 fraternity aen agreed a oollege aan woiad

enjoy hlmaelf acre on a date If the girl eoapllaented him on

hia seleotlon of elothlng rather than If die said nothing*

Fifteen aoa-fraternity and 19 fraternity aen disagreed; 31

non-fratemlty and 21 fraternity aen had neutral opinlona.

Sixty-nine non-fmtemlty and 73 fraternity aen agreed a oollege
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MB f«lt «or« ftt •««• If •oapliiMatW by parents on his

•slsstlon of clothing ratlMr than if parents said nothing*

Six Boo-fnttomity and XI fratamitjr m»ti ditagvead; howavar*

25 non-fraternity and 16 fraternity ««b aocj^rasaad neutral

beliefs* Kore than y$% of the respondents indieated in

opinlonaalre responaea that oaa paid taov attention to aelea-

tion of olo thing idien giving a rapert in elaaa tti«i trtian

attending a claas leetuz*e« Twenty-two non-fraternity and 19

fvatemity ««b indiaatad senaitivity to o^era* opinioaa of

dress in every situation deaorlbed, while none of the parti oi-

pnata expressed a laek of sensitivity to all Una situations

AMOvibadi*

flba men indicated in opinionnaire reaponses that ona

•Aeptad a fa< to baoone "one of the crowd". Fifty-five frater-

nity and 61 non-fraternity ni»n expreaaad the belief that one

afiapted a fad to be aoeepted by a partieular group. Twenty-

three fraternity and 22 aon-fratamity nan diaagraed} 2Z

fraternity and 17 non-fraternity men had neutral opinions.

Fifty-eight fraternity and kS non-fraternity sen indieated one

adopted a fad beaawaa wsiate(a) and/or dose friends did|

22 fraternity and 32 non-fraternity men diaagraed. Twenty

fraternity and 23 non-fraternity men expressed neutral opinions*

Opinionnaire data revealed that 53^ of the aon-fraternity

MB and 62J( of the fraternity men believed that olothine played

IB important role In one's aaaaptanoe by others. T^anty-fiva



n

p«ro«nt of th« trmtTaitj aim ftad 21% of th« non-fraternity

Mm •iq}rttaa«d nagativa attltixdaa eoncamlng the ivpertaauM

of olotblng In aoelal aeoaptanoa} 22% of tha non-fratamity

aan and 17% of tha fratarnlty man a3q>raaaad nautral baliaft*

(Soa Appandix X»B for tba atatlatleal analyaia.)

Fratamity and non-fratamlty man dlffarad wldaXy In thair

ballsfa about tha quantity aaA typa of clothing naoaaaary for

ona*8 living group (Tabla 6). Twanty-nina fratamity partioi-

panta indiaatad fratamity aian naadod a graatar quantity of

•WMitara and alaoka than noa^fratainlty man; U5 non-fraternity

an agraad with tha fraternity nan. Forty-aavan fratamity mwi

and ?8 non-fraternity ««n diaagraad; 27 non-fraternity and 2^

fratamity nen had nautral opinions*

Thirty-four fratamity aan indiaatad that both fraternity

ftaA ao»->fratamity m»n naadod ^proxi«ataly tha aa«a quantity

of adhool olotheai $k fraternity partioipanta diaagraed la

their opiniona* Converaely* 51 non-fratamity nan indiaatad

that tha two groupa of mm raquirad about tha aaoa quantity of

•ohool olothaa* vhlla only 28 non-fratamity partioipanta

dlaagroad* Twelve fratamity and 21 non-fratamity nan ax-

praaaad nautral balinfa.

A gVMitar nunbar of non-fratamity than fratamity nen

axpreaaed the belief that fraternity nen naadad two or thraa

dreaa auita while non-fraternity wn tta«i«d onej 73 non-

fraternity and U9 fratamity nen expraaaad suoh a belief, IIjm

non-fratamity and kk fratamity partioipanta disagreed} Ifl
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non-frat«mltj and 27 fraternity n«a had n«utr«X oplnioxM*

limtmtmr, bath trmtmraltj and non-fr«t«mlty men indioat«d that

noa-fratamlty nan noadad mora aport coats and oaaual aultt

tiian fratarolty nan. Eighty-two fratamlty and 68 nea-fratar-

nity and 68 non-fratamlty nan axpraaaad thla ballafi only

thraa fratamlty nen aad ona non-fratamlty aan dlaagraad*

Thlrty-ona non-fratamlty and 15 frmtamlty man axpraaaa4

nantral baliafs.

Son-fratamlty man thought thay had at many elothaa aa

fratamlty man, but fratamlty man dlaagraad* Forty-two non-

fratamlty and 20 fratamlty man Indloatad In oplnlonnalra

raaponaaa that ona group had aa many olothaa as tha otbar. Bat,

k2 fratamlty and 29 non-fratamlty partlolpanta Indloatad that

fratamlty man ownad tha graatar quantity of elothlngi 29 non-

fratamlty and 30 fratarnity raapondanta had nautral opinions.

Ion-fratamlty man fait, too, that fratamlty man wara axpaotad

to own elottiing of tha lataat aooaptad stylaai but fraternity

mm diaagraad* Plftyfour non-fratamlty and l|d fratamlty man

Indloatad that fratamlty man wara axpaotad to own clothing of

tha aawaat, aocaptad stylaai 12 non-fratamlty and 28 fratamlty

raapondanta dlaagraad* Thirty-four non-fratamlty and W^ fra-

Umlty nan had nautral baliafs*

A graatar numbar of non-fratamlty than fratamlty partlol-

panta Indloatad In oplnlonnalra rasponaaa thora la llttla dif-

t»T9no9 in tha styla and quality of clothing worn by fratarnity
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•ad non-fpaternity nan* Sixty-four non-frat«rftlty •nd 3^

fr&t«raity •& •39r«as«<i th« b«lUf that thara la llttla dif-

faranea in tha ttyla of clothing worn by fratapnity •& «ftd

that worn by non«firatamity nva, fwanty-two non-fratamlty

«bA 50 fpatamity ««n diaagraadt l^ aon-fratamity and 12

fpatarnity man axpraaaad aautral opinions. Fifty-alx non-

frataralty and 33 fpatamity wan India atad thara la llttla dlf-

faranoa In tha quality of clothing worn by both fratamlty aA4

non-fpatarnity wan; 19 non-fratemlty and 52 fratamlty aan

diaagraad. Twantyflva nc>»-fratamlty and 15 fratamlty aaa

Msyraaiad nautral ballafa*

Oipinionnalra data showad that a majority of tha partici-

pants agraad that one atrlvaa to hava elothlag approprlata for

tha aativltlas of his living group. Thay furthar agroad that a

aoUaga son did not aaad to ba wall-draasad to Join a fratamlty;

61^ fratamlty snd 60 non-fratamity aian axpraasad auoh a ballaf.

Only Ik fratamlty and 15 non-fratarnity «aa dlaagraadi 22

fratamlty and 25 non-fratamlty partlolpsnts had nautral

opinions*

Fifty-flva paroant of tha non-frat«mity participants and

kyii •t tba fratamlty partleipanta agvaad that oao'a living

group Influanoad tha typa and quantity of clothing aaadadi 2^

•f tha non-fratamlty and yji of tha fratamlty partialpants

diaagraad* fha pareantagaa of aaoh group axpraaalng nautral

attltudaa to oplnlonnalra statamanta wara naarly tha sana*
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b«ine 22^ ^or non-fraternity •!! and 20^ for fratamlty

(3«« Appendix I-C for th« atatlstioal analyala.)

9li« «8n axpraaaad Yarylag ballafa oonoamlng tha Izxflu-

•oea of olothing ea thm aui^or and typo of oxtra-ourrieular

aetlTltiaa In whleh oaa partlolpatod. Forty-throe fratomlty

and 30 non>fratomlty non agvood thot tho olothing ono ownod

did i»t influanoo tho nui^or of aotlvltloa In whioh ho partlol-

patod; 39 fraternity and ^2 non-fratomlty «ob dloagrood*

lightooa «0B froa oooh group lioi soutral oplnlona . Thlrty-

«M frotomlty and 35 non-fraternity «on agrood that ono*

a

elothinf; did not Influonoo tho typo of aotlvitloa In whleh

ono partlolpatod* Bowovor* kk fratomlty and 1^9 non-frator-

nlty nan dlaagrood; 25 fraternity and 16 non-fratamlty nan

oxproaaod neutral beliefa*

tho two gvoi^pa of aophoaoro partleipanta ejq>ro8aod aiallar

boliefa eonoomlng tho quantity of clothing ownod and noodod by

men partiolpatlog In aoToral aotlritloa eoaparod with the

quantity ownod and needed by mmk %«ki«g part In few. Sixty-

flTo fraternity and 63 oon*fraternity portlolpanta Indicated In

oplnlonnalro reaponaea that «oa taking port In aororal cmpus

••tiiltlea needed laoro elothea than those taking part in few.

Ilneteen fraternity and 21 non-fraternity non dioogrood| 16

fratomlty and 16 non-fratemlty non hod neutral oplnlona.

Thlrty-aoTon fraternity and i|l non-fratemlty awn agreed thot

thoao partlelpatlng In aereral extra-ourrioular aotlTitles had
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nor* eloth«« than tiioa* partloipating In f•«• Forty fra-

tamlty and 36 non-fratertxlty ««n dlsagra«4t 23 fraternity

•ad 23 Qon- fraternity men airoreBaad neutral beliefs,

Opinionnalre data revealed ttxat the men belleirad the

•aount of aoaey aTailable for clothlag had little influenoe oa

«M*s participation in extra-ourrieular aetiYitiea, Forty*

nine fraternity and kl non-fratemi ty «ea agvood that well-

dreaaed nen participated in more activltiea than «en not

eonaidered «fell*dreaae4* Tventyflvo fraternity and 29 aoA»

fraternity aen diaagree4« but 26 fraternity and 30 non-frater-

nity «en expreaaed neutral beliefs. Twenty-nine fraternity

•ad 36 non-fraternity mmk acrood that aoa wi th much aoaoy to

apend for elothiag participated in aoro extra-curricular aoti-

vities than thoae with little to spend. Boirarer, 39 fraternity

•ad 36 aon-fraternity aea diaagrood with the above opinion)

32 fraternity aad 26 aon-fratemity ana expreaaed neutral

beliefa.

Farty-two percent of the fraternity aea and koi of the

non-fraternity aen agreed in opinionnaire reaponsea that cloth-

ing ittflaenoed one* a particlpatioa ia extra-curricular aetivi-

tiee; 35^ of the fraternity participanta and 3djf of the non-

fretemity partioipanta disagreed* Twenty-three peroeat of tha

fraternity aen aad 22% of the non-fraternity nea exproaaad

aaatral opiaiona. (See ApyMidix I-D for the statist leal

analysis.

)

Fraternity aad aon-fraternity aea oxpressed siailar
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b«lisf8 about the Influttno* of olothing on one*« participation

in aotivitl«a; bowavar^ qaaatloaaftlra data 8howa4 m»T% fraternity

ephomoras vara involvad in axtra*currloular aetlvitlaa than wara

non-fraiamity aophoaoraa (Tabla 7).

fkVLt 7

OP FSATBUilTr AID KOI-PiATBHVUT MBII PARTICIPATIIO Zl
88L!?CTS0 EXfRA-GURaiCTLAR ACTIVITISS

tjp% of AatlTlty Xo. of
Fratamlty Man

So. of
fon-Fratamity Man

IntTttBoral or aralty aporta 77 kl

Profaaaloaal intaraat groupa %) s$

Saligloua groupa k» U4

Honorary organlsatlona U 15

Studant union oonaittaaa 1^ 2

Muaio groupa 1$ 9

tobby eluba T ih

Studant govamnant U $

StaAant publioationa ? 3

Dabata t 1

Othar 2» 7

Total 89i 202

Opinionnalra raaponaaa ahowad that fratamlty and non-

fratamlty man hald aiailar baliafa oonoaming tha axpandituraa

for clothing. Although tha partloipanta indlaata4 that oollaga

I
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•trlT* to b« w0ll-dr«Bt«d, tta*j also Indicated that on*

n«a4 not ba axpantlvaly djr««a«d to ba wall-draaaad. Fifty-

alght fraternity «nd 73 non-fratamlty «an dlsagraad that th*

mat ajcpMialTa elothas vv tha nost daslrad; 17 fraternity and

firm non-fratamlty partlolpanta agraad. fw«aty-fiva frataroitr

•ad 22 non-fratarolty man had neutral opinion*. Plfty-four non-

fratamlty and U7 fraternity aan dlaagraad that tha amount of

oaay spent for clothing la a fltoA Indication of one* a flaaaaial

atatua. Thlrty-flva non-fratamlty and 28 fraternity sian agraad,

tfhila 18 non-fratamlty and l6 fraternity man axprassad neutral

opinions.

99%lk gvattpt of partlaipanta Indloatad that Income or

allowance Influenced tha quantity and stylo of clothing one

owned. A Majority of both fraternity and non- fraternity men

Afroad that aaa hairing anoh aoney to spoadi owaod aore clothes

than ttioaa havllng little to spend. A majority of the partici-

pants further Agreed that men with much money to spend were the

first to be seen in new clothing styles. Forty-four fraternity

and kk notk-fraternity participants agreed that clothing fads

were seldom purchased by collego aon with smnll incomes or

allowanoes} 39 fraternity and 33 m>n-fratemity men disagraed.

Seventeen fraternity and 23 non-fraternity reapondants ax-

prassad neutral beliefs.

Fartlaipants agrood that quality was mora important tliaa

quantity of clothing. A majority of both tha fraternity aaA

aoa-fraternity men Indicatod thoy would zither own fow school



eleUi«fl» sport ooats* tults, tii«at«rs, and sla^t of good

qu«Iity than aoTorol of lottor quality (Table 9)«

Fiftj-four p«ro«nt of t^a t^atarnlty nan and 62% of tho

non-fratamlty man axproasad poaltiva attltudaa to opinionnalpo

statamanta oonoaming ttia Influanoo of ona'a Ineona or allowanoa

on tho quantity, quality, and atyla of clothing ownad. Twenty-

Aiao pareant of tho aoa-frat««rnlty »on and 2ki of tkio fratamity

mmk axpraaaad nagatlva attitudoa} U^ and 17)^ of tba fraternity

and non-fratamlty nan, raapaotivaly, ajq>rasaad nautral boliofa*

(Soo Appondix l-£ for tba statiatioal analyala.)

tha quaatlonnalra data ravealad that noat of tba raapon-

daats voro aatlafiad with tba aaiount of monay availaUa for tbalr

olotblng axp«aaaa (Tabla 9)» Savanty-alx fraternity aai 73 non-

fratamlty «an Indloatad tbay had an adaquAta viount to apand

for elotbing* Tvonty fratamity and 22 non-fratamlty m»n did

not faal tbay bad an adaquata anount to apand} four fratamity

and fivo aon-fratamlty aan Indioatod tbay had a nora than

Adaquata aaaount*

fha quaatlonnalra data ravaalad that fraternity nmn bad

mora nonay to apand than non-fratamlty aan (Tabla 10) • Sovanty-

feur non-fratamlty and $2 fratamity mm indloatad tbay bad

approxiaataly lO-U? to tpond for «lseallanooua axpansaa, in-

oludlng clothing, aftar paying for booka, tuition, rooa aaA

board. Twanty-four non-fratomity and 37 fraternity mmn reported

they apent approxiauitely #50-99 per Aonth; three non-fratamlty
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and 11 frfttornlty aen said they spent Sij.l00~199 for aiseellane-

ous expanses Ttonthly. One non-fratemltj aan said he spent

over $200 aonthly.

SABLI 9

8ATISFACTZ0K EXPR58SED BT THE FRATERRITT AKD V0M-F1UTKRII¥Y KKI
WITH THE AMOUJTT OP MONEY AVAILABLli i'Oh CLOTHIHG BXP8SSSS

Adequaoy of Amoimt
No» of

Fraternity Men
No. of

Ion-Fraternity Men

Adequate 76 73

Leas than adequate 20 2f

More than adequate k 5

Total 100 100

TABLE 10

AMOUNTS OF MOHEY SPEITT MOMTELY FOR MISC£LLA1S00S IXPENSES BT THE
FRATERNITY AID EOH-FRATgRHITI NEI

Amounts
Ho. of

Fraternity Men
No. of

Non-Fraternity Men

ifO-1^9 52 7i*

50-99 37 22

noo-199 U 3

Over $200 • • 1

Total 100 100
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Many of th« p««pond«nti reported th«y shopptd for woit

ettt«rw«Ar, luoh m suita* ooata, alaeka •to,. In thair iaosM

towna or oltlaa* Forty-flva fraternity and 51 non-fraternity

•a indicated auohj 30 fraternity and 19 non-fraternity aen

aid they ahopped for outerwear In other towna or oitiea.

Twenty-five fraternity and nine non-fraternity wen aaid they

p«rehased aoat outervear in Maittiattan*

^oio-eoonoaiie inforaatlon obtained from the queatioanaire

revealed that the hoaea of li7 non-fraternity and 50 fraternity

en were located in elUea having at least 10,000 reeidenta.

Thirty-one fraternity and 3U non-fraternity nan lived in rural

areaaj 19 from eaoh grv^v reaided in towna having leaa than

lOfOOO reaidenta*

early all of the participants graduated froai public hi|0!ii

achools; only four fraternity and three non- fraternity men

attended private high aohoola. Sieea of high achool graduation

olaaaaa varied. Howevert Hi* greateat nuaber of both fraternity

and non-fraternity aen graduated in olaaaaa having over 200

(fable 11).

The School of Arts and Soienoea olaiaed the higheat

of enrolleea aioog Ibe partieipanta; the Setaool of

lagiaeerlng and Architecture had the next hi^eat muber* Itore

non-fraternity than fraternity neo were enrolled In the School

of Agriculture* while acre fraternity than aon-fratemity aea

were enrolled in the Sehool of Ooanerae (fable !?)•
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1

tkMM n
SIZES OF HIOH SCHOOL CLASflKS FROM WHICH THB PaATEHHITY AJID

NOH-FRATKiUriTX M8H GRADUATED

Sixes of High School
Graduation Claaaas

Ho* of
Fraternity Ken

lo. of
Ifon-Fratemity Men

0-U9 19 32

50-99 27 13

100-199 19 21

Over 200 35 3k

Total 100 100

fABUB 12

PRBSIHT SCHOOL ENROLLNSMT OF TIE FRAT£HHITY AID lOI-FRATEHHITX
KBI

Sohool of Enrollment
lo* of

Fraternity Kea
Ho* of

Hon-Fratemlty Men

Agrloulture 9 16

Arts and Soienoes U6 U2

CoMiMroe 13 6

Engineering and
Arehlteoture

32 36

Total 100 100

A majority of respondents indicated their educations were

beiag financed either by parents or wages earned (Tables 13 and
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lU). Ov«r lOlt of emoh group elaia«d to b© totally lolf-

•upportlng. Most of tho •» iM»i%ine to financo tholr oduea-

tiooa oarnad 2i-60^ of tho total amoxint apant for oollaga*

8ow«Tar» aon-fraternity aen aanxad a alightly hlghar paroant-

««• of tha total aiount apant for eollaga than tha pareantaga

aamad by fratarnlty «an. A graatar nutabar of ••-fratamlty

than fratarnlty nan indicated thalr aduoatlona wara balng

through aoholarahipa.

UMM xy

VATS II WHICH ME KDUOATIOVS 07 fHS riATSIfflTT AHO HOH-
FSATBiniiTr mn mow riRAMcsD

Waya of Flnanolng Ho. of Ho. of
Idueatlona Fratarnlty Man lon-nratamlty llan

Paranta ^3 76

Work •« •i

Soholarahip 11 22

Loan $ •

Balatlvaa or frlanda k 9

0. I. (govamaant iaaua) • • 1

2 iothar

Paranta of tha aophoaora partiolpanta dlffavad alightly

in yaara of aohoollng eoaplatad. Oanarally, aora paranta of

fratarnlty than paranta of non-fratamlty »»n raoalvad foraal

aduoatlona at four lavals: (1) grada aohool, (2) high aahool«
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(3) ooXlegt or ualverilty, tn4 (U) ptof««»lon«X l«v«ls (Tablt

15).

PIRCBIVAOI or TOTAL COU.!>!(}B BXPESSBS nkBMm BT US PlATBSIXnr
AlfD NOX-FSATBllllITir Klf

F«ro«at«£« of lo* of
FVfttomlty Hon

So* of
en-Fraternity Mtn

0.9jt 1 • •

10-l9Jt 4 4

20-29J< 10 10

30->9)J 16 10

iK)-i»fJJ U «

5o.59i< 12 18

60-693^ i •

70-79J^ k •

io-M^ k S

90-100^ 13 12

Total 62 61

Tho difforoQoo botwoon tho two ^roupa of man In nuabar of

f«ally MMbara waa alight; howaTar* fratamlty aaa oaaa fvov

aoaawkiat largar faalllos than non-fratarnity man. Queationnalra

data ravaaled fratamlty nan had a total of 106 brothara and

110 aiatarif whlla oon-fratamlty aan had a total of 91 brotbara

•ai 92 alatara.

n
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TAKJI X5

JtAMf TUB OP tmMfLJm CONPLSTED BY PARSm OF TBI
flUTKJUflTT AID VOV^FSATSIWITy Nil

T*Ax>« of S«iieoX->
lag Go«pl«t««

Fk*at«rnlt7 N«n Von-Frotomlty Hon

!•• of
Mothopo

Ho. of
Pothers

lo. of
Mothers

Bo, of
Pothers

Grad« 8«booll • • • • • • 1

• • • • • • • •

• • 1 • • • •

• • 1 • • • •

9 12 k 11

ligh Sehooli 2 3 3 • •

It 1 • • 3 t

U 1 1 2 1

u 3k 32 i»8 36

Oell«g« AT
13 8 k k t

Ik U 13 13 U
X5 i* 9 3 • •

16 It Ik If 18

Frofattlonal
Trftlniogt It J 1 2 t

16 3 k 2 $

19 1 k 1 i

20 • • 1 • • i

»ot«l 100 100 100 100
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COHCLUSIOVS AID BIOOMNSSDATXOlfS BASSD 0« FUTDZIOS

Tb* KolsegoroT-SnlmoT two-iample t«st showttd n»

ignlfioant dlffar«noQt at the .01, .O^, and .10 Xavela in

baliafa axprasaad about tha aoolal Inportanoa of olothiim*

Although thera vara no atatiatlcally aignifleaat differaneaa,

tha mm axpraaaad aoawwhat varjlnf baXlofa ragax»dlngt (1) tha

inportanoa of atyla and confort in clothing worn for diffarant

oaaaaiona, (2) tha naaning of baing wall-draaaad, (3) tha «aan-

iBs of appropriatdnaat in draaa* and ik) tha typa and quantity

of olothing naadad for partioipation in tha aotivitiaa of

ona*a living group*

It waa aaaunad thmt fraternity nan would expraaa aictnifi.

eantly atrongar clothing ballafa Uian non-fratamity man ainoa

fraternity aan appear to be nora aotiTa aooially than non-

fraternity aan. Alao« tha atandurd of draaa maintained by

fraternity «en waa thought to be higher than the atandard

maintained by non-fraternity ttaii» a faotor which could influanoa

elothing baliefa. Ihm leak of aignlfieant diffaranoaa in tha

clothing beliefa expraaaed by tha particlpaata may poaaibly ba

attributed to 8iTallariti«8 tn the following aooio-eaomo«da

baokground faotorat (X) family background* (2) prerioua aehool-

ing* (3) financial atatua, (k) present aohool enrollment, (5)

extra-curricular activity partioipation, and (6) ahopping area

kf



pr«f«r«no«* Perhaps on* or b««ii srotipa of ««n did not

r«v«al th«ir true olothlac b«ll«ft» bnt r«tpond*d to

opiixionnairo atfttonontt as thoy folt thoy thoiad* 3ignifi-

oant difforoneos In btllafa oxprosaed by tho two groups of

mm nay hava baan arasad oy tiw gvov^ioi^ of opinlonnalra

atatwiant raaponsaa int;<> tha flva aatagorlaa} poaitiva baliafa

viould hava nautrallza4 nagatlva ballafs mA leo varaa.

AltlMMish no algnlfleant diffaranaaa vara found in

clothing baliafa axpraaaad by tba two gjroupa of partielpanta*

a alHllar atudy datienad to eoaipara baliafa and aoaio-aoonoalo

bftokgrounds of mm aalaotad from aaoh of tha four undargraduata

olaaaaa night ravaal quita diffarant opinions about tha aooial

inportanaa of olothing. Clothing baliafa axpraaaad by both

narriad and unaarriod nala atudanta could ba aongparod 1a

anothar atudy. Tha aoeio-eoonoraio baekgrouoda of ooll«ga nan

iiLl^t ba atudiad in graatar datail in an affort to datarailna

whioh faotora, if any, influanoo baliafa oonoamlng tha aooial

inportanaa of olothing. Also* aaoh of tha praoading saggaatad

studiaa eould ba oarriad out at collegaa and univaraitiaa

looatad in othar aaotiona of tha country. Findinga of thaaa

atudiaa nay halp thoaa involvad in tha prodaetioa and Baroh«ndia<

lag of wia*a elothini; to understand aoira fully aona alothiag

ballafs as wall aa olothiag praotioaa of oolXago nan thro«||||M«k

tha oountry.

A oonparisoc of beliefa axprassed about tha aocial

^#

n
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i^portano* of clothing by noa attending Kansas Stata Univarslty

•a* «sn attandlag other sohooXs mleht ravaal that tha nan at

Kanaas Stata aaarlbad lass aoolal inportanoa to clothing than

other oollaga HHin* fhis asaunntlon la prasnppeaad by tha fact

that Kanaaa Stata, halag a Rlawastam land*grant unlvaraity,

is not located near a aen*s clothing faahion center; thus*

Kansas Stata sian probably nalthar wear nor are acquaintad

with tha latest fashions in sMn* s clothing . Also, oasualnass

in draas prevails at Kanaaa State partially due to the many

laboratory oouraas taken by tha sen} this factor may iofluwioe

beliefs about the aoolal iarportance of dothinc for school wear*

The partlolpanta did not place ao great aa eaQ>haai8 on

style in clothing aa ailason and Tate (2) indicated youth doea.

niese vrltera aaid youths like to be the firat to be seen In a

new atyle. Over half of the partlolpanta agraed tbat clothing

should be worn even tlMragiii it was not of the latest aooa;>ted

style. They further agreed that only those with nuch isoney to

•pMid for clothing were the first to be seen in a new atyle

trend*

tha uma partial pating in this study Indicated that cloth-

ing fade ware aa Inportant aa clothing s^leaf thua iMplying

dlaagreement with Qliaaon and Tate (?)• The participants

expressed the belief that a eollega aaa owned at least one

iXtm of clothing whieh could be eonsidared a fad. Ollaaoa

aad Tate atatad that youths tend to look at draaa fads
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diiapprovlngly. Willi* youth mmj b« Mma«d by th* •xtr«ml>t

in dr99», th«y hav« llttl* d«8ir« to Initat* hUi* ?*rhftp«

th* partleipants fait thay oould aora auooasafully baeoaa

"aaabara of tha crowd" by adopting clothing fads. Tha

iaportanoa of clothing fada may ba attrlbutad to thair rala*

tlvaly low coat whan eonpax>ad with tha coat of naw olothing

atylaa. It la alao poaalbla that tha partioipanta oarad

littla for tha lataat aooaptad olothing atylaa.

flM iapertanoa of clothing fada atul atylaa abould ba

Invaatigatad fUrthar in an affort to uadaratand tha olothine

practioaa of oollaga oian. Thaaa faotora alglit ba atudiad uaiag

gMttpt of man from Uia four uadargraduata claaaaa in tha amnpla*

Thua, ona oould datarmiaa at what laral, if any* alothlng fada

and atylaa ara aapaoially important. Tha importanoa of clothing

fada may ba furthar invaatlgatad by atudylng tha maounta of

monay apant, tima of purohaaa* tima of usa, and approxireata

mnibar of purohaaara.

fha inportanoa of atyla and oomfttrt in elothiag mam for

diffarant oocaaiona ahould ba atudiad furthar aa tha fraternity

aad non-fratamity partioipanta In tha prataat axpraaaad varlad

baliafa about thaaa two faotora* Varbal opinlona wara aolioitad

following tha a«aiaiataring of tha prataat, and aoma of tha

fraternity man partieipating varbally axpraaaad tha opinion that

ityla and oomfort in clothing ara af aqual importanoa. A faw of

thaaa aama mam furthar stated that atyla la comfort, and.
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oonT«r8»ly, that comfort !• ftyX*. l»«Mi of t&« mtm participat-

ing in tba final atudy oxpraasod lika opinions » but vorbal

attitudaa w«r« t»t aolicitad. Howavor, oplnionnaira raap«BMS

Indieatad ttxay may hava had similar baliafs.

Althou^ Xonlt (U) fDUAd that man 20*35 yaara of ag«

spant mora for clothing thmn tenj other aga 8V0up» qpiaationnaira

data revsalsd that tha participants in this study did not

apparantly spwad larga SMOunts of winay for clothing* Host of

Um man said thay spant |0-[|^9 flK>nthXy for misoallanaous axpanaas,

inalttdiag clothing. :3«v6ral indioatad Ihay apant #50«99« whila

only a faw said thay apant ovwp llOO monthly. Tha majority of

participants statad that tha amount of money sTailabla for

clothing waa ada<mata« Savaral elaimad thay had a laaa than

adaquata amount, and only a fav individuals said thay had a

grantar than adaquata msount* Raaponaaa to opinionnaire stata-

manta indioatad that partioipanta baliavad oollega men eara

littla about owning tha moat aspwaaiva clothaa avan thottgh thay

strive to be waXl-draasad. Tha majority of man further indioatad

that ona naad not ha ajq»ansivaly draasad to ha wall-draasad.

Hoult found that tha peak in mala clothing axpandlturas waa

raaahad whil^ man ware ralatlvaly joungi liowaver» findings of

this investigation indioatad auch may not be true.

Iha majority of {>articipanta apparently neither spent

larga amounta of money for olotbing nor axprassad diaaatisfao-

tion with tha nmney available for clothing axpansasi howavar«
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p«lat«d 8tadl«« with differont aatnolas ftnd/or dlffarant

nathoda of stadTing olotning •aqpaadlturas in greatar dataiX

Might ravaal dlffarant opinions. A coa^ariaon of opini<Hit

ajcpraasad by oollaga •» who ipand larga mnw of aonay Tor

olo thing with opinions axprasaad by thoaa vho spand llttla

my ravaal aignifioant diffaranoat in baliafa about tha aoaial

inportanaa of alothing. Attitudaa collaga wMk hava about tha

•aount of «onay availabla for elothinif, ooxild ba atudiad in

ralation to tha anount actually spant. Suoh information nay

halp raaaarahara aa wall aa tha nanawaar industry gaift an

undarstanding of satisfactiona and disaatisfaotiona oolXag*

Ml hava ragarding thair clothing.

TiM participants indioatad that ooXlaga «an do not

aapira to oim axpanaiva olothaaj howaver, t^ay axprassad tha

baliaf that quality was aora liq»ortant than quantity of

clothing. Apparsntly tha aaa prafarrad wall-flnida» inaxpansiva

garmints. But, from obsarvation, aruah of tha clothing warn ¥y

eellaga ««n sppaara to ba of lew quality. Ona tfondars if thaaa

wn actually purohaaa faw garmants of good quality rathar than

flutay of laaaar quality. Farhapa oollaga sMn do not raaognisa

tha% whiah oonstitutas quality la a gam«at. Baliafa about tha

Ijq^rtanoa of quality or quantity in dlffarant typaa of cloth-

lag ahould ba furthar atudiad to gala sa luidarstanding of ttaa

clothiag praatioaa of oollaga man. A atudy of aoUaga nan* a

opinions oonoarning tha aaaaiag of quality in clothing aay

anabla tha aanawaar industry to proTida a widar aalaation of
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olothing of th« quality th«s« ii«n di«sir«.

Tr««o« (lit) 8tftt«d iQ h*r study of aeelftl-psyotxologloal

factors of olothlng bshavlor that olothlng halps to oonvay 1»-

prosslons of ons*s sslf-attitudas sad parsoftallty to ottwrs}

tiM son partiolpatlag in Ihls study axi^^asssd slailar ballafs*

Thsy agpssd that a ooll9g« nan should b« appropriately drassad

at all tlmis slnoa ha Is oftan judgad by his appaaranoa* Tha

partlolpanta furthar agraad with Traaoa that ona's olothlng

contrlbutad to his aaeaptanea or ra jaotlon by othar aoelaty

aabara* Kaspendants Indloatad thay fait at aaaa uhan coapll-

•antad on thalr sal action of olothlng and ambarraaaad trhaa

erltlelsad. Tha vsn axprassad tha ballaf that othar paopla^

stedanta la partiouXar* playad a vital rola la halpiag oaa

astabllsh social rapport through drasa} tha nan Indlcatad

thay rallad on olosa frlands to judga thalr elothlag.

Fiadivga firon thla study agraad with thoaa of Hurlo^

(5) who wrota that an adolaacant* to ba popular with both saxas.

muat aaka a good appaaranoa. Rasponsas to oplnloanalra atata-

aants ravaalad that tha participants ballavad wall-dressad nan

had no troubla gattlag datas, as girls prafarrad to data wall-

drassad oollaga nan* fha partialpants ladicatad thay prafarrad

wall-draaaad frlands. and would ba anbarraaaad if thalr frianda

vrm alepplly drassad. tha raapondants also agraad that wall-

drassad oollaga asn wars known by naay naa and wesMtt atudants.

Tha writar obsarrad while oollaetlng data fron participants

that nany nan wara wall-draaaad whila othara wara sloppily

I



dretstd} olothlng appeared to be Important t» aom» w»n and

Wda^rtant to others* Raapo&a«s to oplniorm&lre 8tat«n«ata

alao indloatad that partiolpanta in tiila atudy had quit* dlf-

farant opiniona atout tha inportanoa and naanlag of baing wall*

draaaad* Thay aXao arpraaaad varying, baXiefa aa to tha ivpor-

tanoa and laaaniag of appropriatanaaa in draaa. Thaaa clothing

faotora, aa thay ralata to ona*a aocaptanoo by other aoeiaty

aMMibor«t Muld ba atudiad in graatar detail. Findinga fron

uoh a atudy may help future reaearcbars gain an underatanding

of tha role one* a elothing waa foxmd to play in hia aoeeptanoe

by others*

Fraternity and non-fratamlty aea expressed si*nilar

beliefa about the Influenoe of clothing on one* a participation

in extra-curricular actlvltlea} however^ q^eationnaira data

revealed that a greater number of fraternity than non-fraternity

mm took part in oaiapua aetivitiea* Pratemities enoouirage and

often require mcsibers to participate in outside organisational

usually merit points are awarded eaeh «MAMr aeoording to tha

number of eampus aetivities in which he la aative. Though semo

aotlYltiaa are rlanned for the men residing in Coodnow Hall,

these students are not required to participate in extra-

eurrieular aativitiea. And« sany men may ehoos* to live la

the reaidenoe hall to avoid being "poahed" into e«NFU organiza-

tions. The influenoe of clothing on one* a participation la

extra-curricular aotivities ahould be studied in greater detail;

an investigation might be desigaoA to show relationships

J



b«tM««n b«li«fs about dlff«r«at tjp«» of olothiag »««d»d for

oriout typos of totivltioo* Findings from ouoh rotooreh aoy

enablo both atudonta and fatuity aaaboro iavolrod In oanpus

aotlvltloa to undoratand mora fully tlio rolo elothini^ waa

flMnd to play In one's partloipatlon in aotivltiaa*

tlM ••• oxproaaod ainer diffaronooa in ballofs rogardlng

tho quantity* typo and atylo of clothing noodod for partloipa-

tlon in tho aetivitios of OBo's living group* HewoTor, tho

partioipanto agrooA that a sollago man strivoa to havo

clothing appropriate for tho aotlYltios planned by his

living group, fh* son participating in thla study indicated

that fraternity sen noodod aoro dreaa olothoo than non-frater-

nity nan* and eonTersely» ^at aon-fratomity aen needed aoro

oasual olothea thwn fraternity aen.

Aetivitiea planned for both fraternity and domitory

reaidonts should be further studied in an effort to undoratand

clothing beliefa ejq>rossod by fraternity end non-fraternity aen.

Studies of living group aotivitiea ia relation to beliefa about

the social iaportance of clothing riioald bo oonduotod at aohoola

whore aarkod aoolal dlfforeneos exist betwoon fraternity and

non-fraternity nan. Findings of auoh an inveatligation would

allow one to aaaoaa aoro aoourately the influence of living

group aotivitiea on quantity, quality, type, and atylo of cloth-

lag Roodod* Such information aay alao aid proapeetive aalo

students ia deciding on the type of living group oMii «»«14

prefer*



54

Umaj of the part lei pant* tald thay iriiomMd for

il»at out«n#«ar In thalr hcm« towns or eitiai; how«T«rt a

fV«at«r iitt«b«r of frmtamlty than non*fraternity nen raported

thay ahoppad for aoat outarwaar in Maidxattan. Thia dlffaranoa

may ba attributed to the Tarylng ahopping pmotioaa of the two

groupa. Fraternity «an nay wiah to own currant clothing atylea

•tem iR Manhattan, ao delay purohaaaa of oatarvaar uatll the

•«lMel year bagina* Hon-fraternity aan «ay ahop for outerwear

during acation perioda; these men nay not attaoh any great

inportanca to owning the imrrent clothing atylea ahown Im

Manhattan* ?arhapa» toov non-fraternity nen feel there ia

no great difference in the atylea of clothing available in

their hone towna or oitiea ana that aTailabla in Manhattan*

Shopping praotioea of college nan ahould be inveatlgatad

furthorf ohopplng praotioea Might be atudiad in relation to the

inportanee of owning current atylea ahown both in the ho«e towna

and oitiea of ooUago ima 8mA in their oollaga towna or oitiea.

Pladinga fron auah aa laTeatigatioa any be velooaed by nana*

wear retailera*

ftaaearchera ahould Invaatigata and inproYe the nethoda

uaoA in thia atudy to obtain inforaation eoneaming the aooial

importance of elothini^* More atatementa of beliefs regarding

the inportanaa of clothing fade and atylsa could be inolndoA

in future studlea where opinionnairea are uaed* Ihm iHf»ort«aoo

of atyle and aosfort in clothing worn for many different oooaaiona

m
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•cmlA b9 «ortt «o«pX«t«Xj inv««tlgftt«d ttwenglt oplnionnalr«

•tat4ni«iiU. Infox««tira ooaetxnlng types of olothinf needed

for on#»« pftrtloipatlon in both «xtra«currioul«r uyi living

gtwp aotiviti«t way bo i«oro aaeooaofully obtminod througli

questionnaire9. A fow of tbo partioipsnts indicated Torballjr

tboy felt statements eXleitin^: siiob iaforaation were used to

cheek consistenoy of responses throughout tho opinionnalre.

Sinoe oaeh opinionaaire state^wnt was different in content,

oonsistenoy of responses oould not have been cheeked. So«o

•f the ««a oould have unknowiagly Misinterpreted one or

several statevents ooaeemine the types of clothing Qee4o4

for participation in extra-curricular and llvii^ group

activities. However, mmm of tike participants asked for

either clarification or explanation of any opinionnalre state-

sat.

Finally, future slwllar studies should investigate each

participant's knowledge of and interest in elothlag styles,

fads, and quality in relation to his beliefs about the social

importance of clothing* If significant differences ia

clothing beliefs exist anong aenbers of s sanpled population,

•ueh iafomatloa oould point up these differences. Oae*s

knowledge •f and interest in clothing styles, fads, and quality

could be studied in depth tlaBUgli an instruaeat such as aa

opinionnalre.

fh» present investigation only touched upon «oae of the

social aspeets of aea*s clothing. However, the subject is oae
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«fUloA d«s»rT«a furtiMr attention from r«a«ftreh«rf slnott f«v

rvporlMd data ar« availabla.
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Stotlstloal Analysis of Data

A» l|ypoth«8l8s Tti«ra Is no dlffersnos bvtwasn fratsmltj

and non-fratarnity m«n In beliefs about

tha soolal i^^rtanea of clothing as maasurad

by tba Importanea of baing wall-draaaad azut

ewaiag olothln^ fads and clothing of ttia

latast aeoaptad styla.

Coaalatlva Category Scores

X 2 3 %

Fratamlty

Ion-Fraternity

*Dlffaranoa

.0333

.055U

.0221

.2167

.301^6

.0879

.Ul$o

.U975

.0817

.310^2

.9087

.06U5

1.000

1.000

•a difference of ,2305 Is significant at the .01 leTal.
.1923 St the .05 level, and .1725 at the .10 level.

r < .01

Conelttslont TkMi hypothesis was aeoaptad.



B* Hypothosltt 1lMir« Is no dlffflr«noe b»tw««n frftt*rQlt7

•Bd non-fraternity nan In baliafa about tha

iaportanoa of clothing in aoeial aooaptanea.

Caaulatira viatagery Saorat

X 2 3 k

Pratamity

on-i'>atamltj

*Dlffaranoa

.0260

.0333

.0073

•2180

.2513

.0333

.3833

.U6$3

.0820

.8727

.8993

•0266

1.000

1.000

. •

••a footnota on paga 63

•

f < .01

0—aluaioni Tha hypotheaia waa aaoaptad.



65

C. lypothetlBt Th«r« is no dlffarvne* b«tw««n fratsmlty

ftad n<m-frat«rait7 M«a la b«ll«fa al>out

tl«tlUag •••d»d for partlelp&tlon in th»

a«tivltias of oa**t liviag gf«up.

OiMalatiTO Category Soopat

I t 3 %

Prftttraitj

Ieii-Fmt«mitj

'Dirf«r«n««

•Olill

.0261|

.0210

.3700

.2209

.li^91

.5736

.U5J6

.1200

.9^09

•WOf

.0200

1.000

1.000

• •

Soo footnot* on pag* 6J.

f < .01

Conolutiont Tbo hypothoiis wn« aoo«pt«di



D* iTpettMsist 'Shmn is no dlff«rttne« b«tw»«n fr«t«mit7

•ad Bon«-fpftt«mlt7 son In b«li«fi about

elothine aoodod for partioipation in oxtra^

ourriettlar aotivltiaa.

(taHMlativa Catagory Sooraa

X t 3 k

Fratamitjr

os-Pratarnitj

n}lffar«aM

•OU83

•0267

•0216

.3433

.3717

.028U

.5767

•5900

.0133

•9600

.9750

.0150

1^000

1.000

• •

^Saa footnota on |»aga 63*

P < .01

ConolualoQi Tha bypothasia was aoeaptad.
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• Iyp9th«tlsi fItMrm It no dlff«r«ne« b«tw««k £rmt«rttitj

aai non-fs*«temltx a«ii In b»li«fs about th«

Inflncnoa of wonmj available for clothing on

qttaXlty, 9»aaUt79 cttd ttylo of clothing •mod.

CiuMlatiT« Catogory 8«er«i

1 2 3 k

Fmt«ftii«7

l9»->Firftt«mit/

•Diff0r«noo

.0239

.0311

•0022

.2367

.2955

.0588

.3767

.U600

.0833

.904?

.9222

.0155

1.000

1.000

« •

••• footnoto on pag« 43*

P <.01

Contfltttioai fho hypothoai* was ao««|»WA«
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Oplnliwwialra

n««i« vponA to •ftoh of tbo followiaf atatonoata by eiroltat
•1^ roapoaao for aaeh atatoinont. Tha raapanaa kayi SA*atm^y
asraa* A-a^raa, l-iiautpal* D-dlaagraa, SO-atrongly dlaagraa.

1. Onivaraity van atriva to ba wall-draaaad. SA D SO

2. Cloaa fiiaada ara good juigaa of ona*a
alething. SA D S0

3. A olothing fad la an axaggaratatf atyla,
uaually popular for a ralatlvaly ahort
tilM. •A 8»

1». Styla In olothing rofara to a dlatlna-
tiTa» up-to-data aannar of draaalng. 8A SO

5. Color* llnaa, and fabric taxtura ara
iiQMrtant in dataralning «liathar a gar-
nant la of tha lataat aooaptad atyla. SA SO

6. Oarmant faaturaa* auoh aa nuabar of
buttona on a auit eoat« abapa of a ahirt
aollar* ato.» ara alae iaportant vhwa
dataralning whatbar a garaant la of tha
lataat aooaptad atyla. SA D so

T. Sinoa ona la oftan Judgad by hia appaar-
anaa, ona ahould ba appropriataly
draaaad at all tiiaaa. SA D so

a. •aiog appropriataly draaaad naana
draaalng in a laanaar aeoaptabl* to
otbar eollaga nan. SA D so

9. Indapandaat aan* ganarally* own aavaral
aport eoata or awaatara and alaeka of
^lo lataat aaoaptad atyla. SA so

10. Ona* a olothing doaa not influanca tba
anaibar of axtra-ourrloular aotlvitiaa
la whioh ona partloipataa. SA so

11. Tha moat axpanalva olothaa ara tha noat
wantad by oolle^a mmn. SA 9 so

12. A clothing fad, auoh aa hobo hata, ia
aaldon poroiiaaad by man with aaall
Ineoaaa or allowaneoa. SA D so

1
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13. Dressing aeoordlng to ths Istsst soospt«d
stylss indlostvs to othsrs that ons is
wsll*dr«ss«d* SA P 30

Ik-
ft Amu mr* if thm ^.Tlmmi^SmUA Ida
on his sslsstion of clothing rsthsr Mum
if sbs said nothias* SA 80

15. wh«n shopping for oloth«s, ons buys
slothing sittilar to that goiMrally worn by
ot^or oollsgo «sn« SA D m

16. Only wsll-drossod «sb ara askad to join
fratamitias. SA D SD

17. Man who partioipata in savaral axtra-
ourrisular astivitias hava morm elothing
than «SB wlM partiaipata in f«w aetivi-
tias. SA M

18. Tha anouat of HSMtay a eollaga nan apanda
for clothing is a good Indication of his
financial status. 8A D SD

19. Ona naads both tha nawast fads as wall as
tha latast stylas to aftlntaln m aceapt-
abla eollai?a wardroha. 3A » iD

20. CoMfort ia laora important than styla in
S(^ool olothas. SA D SD

21. Boiag appropriataly draaaad naans dross-
lag la a aaaaor siailar to soaaoao wboso
tasto in clothing oao sdairos. SA D SD

22. A eollaga man would foal ill-at*aasa if
ft girl oritioixad hiai oa his salaotion
of olothiag* SA SD

23. Ona atrlvoa to hava olo tiling which is
appropriata for aetivltias of tha living
group to irtiioh ha balon^s. SA D SD

2U. Indopandont vnn naad approxiaataly tha
saaa quantity of aohool clothos
frfttamlty man naad. iA P 80

25. Ona* a olothlag doaa not Influaneo tha
typo of axtra-eurrloular aotivitlaa in
which ona partloipataa. tA D SD

J



SA l»

8A D 10

SA SO

SA D so

U D 80

lA SO

n

26. Coll*g« nvA vltli Mttoh monaj to sp«nd for
clothing own sDro elothot tlk«n thoso havlag
llttl* to apvoA for clothing.

27* Styl* Is wro Iwportant than eovfert In
port ooats uml aultt.

l6* Ob* i» at eaaa whan ha faala cpproprlataly
draaaad.

tf • Olrla aaldoa data aloppily draaaad oollaga

30. Collaga «aa ara aaibarraaaad if thair
frlMkda ara aloppily draaaad.

31. Ona parohaaaa a do thing fad baaauaa hi a
rooTB aataCa) and/or doaa frianda do.

32. k oollaga «an would faal laora at aaaa if
hia paranta aoiaplimmtad him oa hia
aalaotioA of elothiag rathar than If thaj
aaid nothing. 8A A f 80

33. Fratamity nan ara expaotad to own aavaral
sport ooata or awaatara and alaoka of tha
lataat aooaptad atyla. SA A I 80

3^. Wall-draaaad wan partlelpata in »ora oxtra-
aurriaolar aetiYitiaa than mmn who aran* t
eoaaidarad wall*draaaad. SA A I D 80

35* Oollaga aan with Hoah Aonay to apand for
olothing ara tha firat to ba aaan in naw
clothing atylaa. SA

36. Coafert la aora laportant than atyla in
awaatara and alaoka. 3A

37. Baiag i^propriatiAy draaaad maana draaa*
lag Itt a aannar aooaptabla to ona* a girl
frlandia). 8A

3d* Pratamity mmn naad nora awaatara aad
aladia than indapandont aan* SA

39. A oollaga aan would rathar own faw
school eloth98 of pood quality thaa
any of laaaar quality* 8A A 80

I 80

f 80

1 SD

K 80

^
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ko. M«n who pftrtlclpate In ••«rftl •xtra-
eurrleular aotlvltiva n««d xnov olothiag
than mma wbo partloipnta In f•«
aetlvltlat. ftA 80

Ui. Styls it mor9 important than ooafort in
a dimwr Jaakat. •A D SO

U2. Clothaa aaka tte sam* SA D SO

U3. Adopting a alothing fad indioataa that ona
wiahaa to ba part of a particular group. 3A D so

U4. Fraternity rnmn naad two or thraa draaa
auita whila indapandant wan naad ona. SA 6 so

U5. A oollaga a«i weuld rathar own faw sport
ooata and auita of eoo^l quality thaa
wuqr of laaaar quality. SA D so

U6. Clothing fada aara ignorad by wall-draaaaA
aoXlaga «an. 8A D so

U7. Styla ia laora important than amafert in
a draaa auit. SA 80

US. Collaga nan ara mof favorably inpraaaad
by a wall-draaaad eeUaga nan than a
poorly draaaad nan. SA D SD

l»9. Baing appropriately draaaad «aana ^r—"
ing in a naanar aeoaptabla to ona*

a

paraata

•

SA D SO

50. Indapandant nan naad nora aport ooata
than frataralty nan. SA D SD

51. Ona baaoaaa anally anbarraaaad whan
anottaar aollaga nan eriticlKaa hin on
hia aalaotion of elothinf-. SA 30

5a- A aollaga «an would rathar own faw awaatara
and alaoka of good quality than nany of
laaaar quality. SA B 80

53. Wall-draaaad nan hava littla troubla
gatUng dataa with girla. SA D SO

Sk> Caapua clothing atyla laadara ara wall"
kaawn by both nan and wonan atudanta. SA D so

J
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55. Clothing whieh i« no longer of the lateet
Atteepted etylo aidie* one feel oon-
•pieuous \Ai»n worn. SA A D Vi

56. There Is little difference in the style
of clothing worn bf fraternity n«n «nd
that worn by independent tten. Sa A D SD

57. College Mh with aueh aoaey to spend for
olothlag partielpaW In «ore extra*
ourricular aotlTltles then those hariag
little to spend for elothing. SA A 3D

58. A college Man would rather own one dress
suit of g«od quality than two or three
of lesser qiaality. SA A 3D

59. Olrls prefer to date well-dressed
eollege aen. SA A SD

60. There is little dlffereaee in the quality
of slothing worn by independwnt men and
that worn by fraternity men. SA A D SD

61. College men prefer well-dressed friends. SA A D SO

62. College «en own at least one item of
elettoing whi^ may be eonsidered a oloth-

A D SD

63. One pays aere attention to elothing when
glTlfig a r^ert in class than wtaatt attend-
Mg a class lecture. lA A SO

6U. Independent mmt ganerally* hare as aany
clothes at fraternity sen. SA A 80

65. Clothing which is no longer of the latest
accepted style shoiild be disearded. SA

QsMistionnaire

A D SO

Th9 following questions ftp* d^signv^ to glre the
iofomatlon about 7t>u. All nnswors Mill bo kept

researcher mere
confidential.

1. fresently» do you reside in
a fraternity houae? in Goodnow Hall?
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2. Indloftte the number of activities for each j;roup listed in
which you participate.

3.

intramixral or arsity sports professional interest
student >^ovemaent groups, such as the Ag
student union ooonitteea Boon club. Chancery
debate club. American SooiotT
music ftrouos for Neohanleal
religious Kroups Bnctineers. etc.
student publications hobby clubs, such as the

Sports Car club
honoraz*y orRsnisations
others (list)

Cheek the way(s) in which yotir education is belnf financed*,
parents woz4c
loan relatives or friends
scholarship other (list)
G. I. (ftovez^iiBent issue)

5.

If you woric, about i*iat percent of the total amount spent for
college is earned by youT

After books » tuition, roon and boax^ have been paid for«
approximately how much do you spend monthly?

6.

IO-li9 $100-199
$50-99 Over «200

Do you consider the amount you spend for clothings
more than adeauateT less than adequate?
adequate?

7. Is your home located*
in a rural area, or town under 1.000 oopulation?
in town (1.000-9.999)? in a city (over 10.000)?

6. Do you shop for iwst outerwear, such as suits, coats, jackets,
slaoks, etc.t

in your home town or city? in Manhattan?
in another town or city?

9. Pill in the information about your brothers uid sisters.

Number i^es

Brothers

Sisters
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10. Pill in th« Infonmtion nbout jour parents.

Oeoupfttloa
of each

Dosoribo dutiot of eaob
(onlt «oth«r*s dutiea
If iho li > fao^emaker)

11^ rotired or
Aoooasodf

nf>»r

!f^
yar of sohoollag
fg^aUd by o»^

<lr«d«
School

Sli^
Sehool

Collogo Profos-
or aloaal

UnlvraltT TralnUMi

fiathor 1 2 3 if 9 10 U 13 lif 15 16 17 18 19

5 6 7 • 12 20 21

Methor X 2 3 If 9 10 11 13 14 15 16 17 13 19

5 6 7 8 12 20 21

11* Old yott graduato froa as

_.,__^ publie high aokioolt privata higli aohool?

12. Approxlaataly how nanjr wara la your high aahool graduatiag
olaaaT

0-^9 100-199
50-99 ovar 200

13* Chaak tha aohool In whloh you ara now anrollad.

Agrleultura
Art* and Salanoaa
Com

lAgiaaaring and Arehitaatura
Hoaa BMnealea
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••livfs •xpr«ased by fraternity and non-fraternity Men

•Mieeming the eoolal importance of clothing were studied* A

reTiew of literature revealed that little ei^aniaed data is

available ooaeeming the aocial aapeote of iaen*s olothine*

A Likert-type attitude aeale was the basia for the

opinionnaire used to aeaaure clothing beliefs* A short-answer

questionnaire was used to feather socio-eoonoMio baokgrouad

Infomation* two-hundred soyhMwro «en attoadiag Kansas State

University—100 frsterail^ and 100 non-fraternity—psriicipatod

in the study* nie Kolaogorov-Saimov two-saieple test detected

no significant differences at the •01» *059 snd .10 levels in

beliefs about the socisl iaportaaoo of clothing ospressed by

^e two groups*

A Majority of the nen agreed that slothing was important

socially as aeasured by the ii^portanoe of being well-dressed sMl

owning clothing fads and clothing of the latest accepted styles*

loirov«r» the isea did aot agree on the aesnlng of the tern*

Srell-dressed** Pads were apparently as inportant as styles in

clothing* A greater nuaber of non-fraternity than fraternity

Moa indicated coafort was acre iaportant than style in clothix^

worn for different oeeasions*

Over half of the aen indicated clothing played an

iaportant role in one's aoceptaice by others* The respoad«its

believed that well-dressed college aen wore well-known by otber

stedentsi they preferred well-dressed friends* nie aen llkod

I



%• b« •oaplla«nt«d on their clothing but vare •mb^rvm»»mA whta

orltlolcod*

A gv«at«r nusib«r of non-frmt«mlty th«i frfttcmlty B«n

•gr««4 that oat* a livlac srottp lafXu«nood tho typo and quantity

of olothiag aoodod. thoy Indloatod that fratomlty aaa noodod

noro droaa elothiag Urn non-fratomlty wn, mA that non>

fvaUmlty nan noodad nora oaaaaL oXotklim* Tha paapondantt

ballavad frataralty warn oimad «ora clothing than non-fratamlty

Approxlaataly half of tha van Indlaatad olothlng Influanoad

ona*t paptlelpatlon In axtim-ourrleular aotlvltlaa* Tha «aa

agraad that thova aogaging la tavaral oaapua aatlvltlat naadad

w>ra elothlag tkMB tkeaa partlalpatlag in faw. A graatar

wnbai' of fratamlty than noa-frataralty von partlolpatad In

axtra-eurrioular aetlTltlaa.

Ovar half of tha aan ballavad oaa*8 laaoaa or allewanoa

influonead tha quantity, quality* and atyla of olothlng ownad.

Ytaay ballaTad eoXlaga nan atrlva to ba wall*draaaad, but on*

naad not ba a^qpaoalvaly draaaad to ba wall-draaaad • Tha aaa

ladlaatad thay prafarrad quality rathar than quantity la

alothlaf • Moat of tha aaa vrm aatlaflad with tha aaount of

WMiay a^allabla for olothlng) a aajorlty of tha nan raportad

•pwMllag ralatlTaly llttla for olothlng* Kaarly half of tha

an ahoppad for no at outarwaar In thalr hoaa tawaa or eltlaa*

Approxlaataly half of tha partlolpanta wara fron eitl aa

haTlag at laaat 10,000 raaldanta, and aaarly all graduated frcM



publio hl|^ toboolt. Noat of tbm «•& w«r« •nrolled ia

th« Sehool of Arts wad ooianeoti tti« Sohool of lii§liMi«riag

•bA Arohltaetur* olainod th« iMzt higlMit nvmbor of oarollcM*

A Majority of tho aon lndloato4 tliolr oduofttiont woro boing

Hataood by eithAr paroato or wagos oarnodi evor 10^ of oftob

group roportod thoy woro totally solf-supportlag. Fsailios

of tlio fpstsralty and aoa-fratsraity noa dlfforod so slightly

la oduoatioaal baokgrouad aad also thst ao tost to dotoot

slgalfioaat difforanoas was appliad*


