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The first result had answered the first hypothesis. Regardless of the
behavior in the paragragh, smoking behavior:is recalled more than nonsmoking
behavior. Smoking became apparent to most subjects as noticeable than
nonsmoking. However, it still can't.be specified whether smoking behavior
is an undesirable oradesible behavior. It can only inferred in line with
Brooks et al.(1981) though that smokers are less responsible, autonomous,
and rebellious. In addition it supported also a pattern of hypermasculini-
ty and bravado among male smokers. Therefore, since smoking behavior is
recalled more than nonsmoking ones, it maybe congruent with personalities
that can be attributed to smokers that's why it appeared more significantly
among the subjeets.

Specifying the level of desirability between the two behaviors is a
difficult one. There can be two possible explanations that why smoking ™
behavior is recalled more than nonsmoking one. It can be inferred that
due to Brooks et al. findings, smoking behavior has hypermasculinity and
bravado among men, that's why perhaps it was recalled more. On tﬁe
contrary, smoking behavior of the stimulus person is recalled more due to

probably the undesirable behavior that smokers have. With regards to

“Adea (1975) acquaintanceship usually is based on individuals' values,

principles, ideas, and integrity. Due to Brooks et al. results that smokers
are usually rebellious it contradicts to Adea's findings that's why why
nonsmoking behavior of the stimulus person is less recalled than smoking
behavior. That contradiction had.probably made an outstanding effect and
become apparent more among the subjects. Since the subjects are Filipinos
who base first impressions on principles, values, and attitude(Adea, 1975)
and a person with smoking behavior is more rebellious, lacks reponsibility

(Brooks et al., 1981), it contradicts to tiings Filipinos base their
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appeaf emd a naet,= prmacy ef_‘ eat. ;occurs. In this study sinc@ t:me vam.able

1nvolved.
~ The s:.gniﬁcance of. behavior sentence positmn enly followed a;s qhat
San’ooa: (1 9'71 )i did 1n her experlment. The results of-her experment ms*

dependent,: cm ﬁhe 1st length. The 1onger the 1ist of tralts, the more of
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In thm study however o 1t trled 'be fmd on'h 11" behavior
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Further stud:.ea and researcb is reaomnendedu to rpl:l..cate or estabhsh
new cencep‘b frm this stud;y' This study is i’ﬁ:unit:ed; only en smeklng :
be:mg the mos*h re@alled behan _ Eowever, it doe not ;mply sclenti:f al-
ly ye’s if _smek:.ng indee& 1s a. fa. r%.ble or fmfk varable behavior. The sa-me“




