
Florida State University Libraries

Electronic Theses, Treatises and Dissertations  The Graduate School

2014

Five Minutes of Fame: The Benefits of
Imagined Contact with Famous Gay Men
and Lesbians
Jennifer Lacosse

Follow this and additional works at the FSU Digital Library. For more information, please contact lib-ir@fsu.edu

http://fsu.digital.flvc.org/
mailto:lib-ir@fsu.edu


 

 

FLORIDA STATE UNIVERSITY 

 

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

FIVE MINUTES OF FAME: THE BENEFITS OF IMAGINED CONTACT WITH FAMOUS 

GAY MEN AND LESBIANS 

 

 

 

 

 

By 

 

JENNIFER LACOSSE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A Thesis submitted to the  

Department of Psychology 

in partial fulfillment of the 

requirements for the degree of  

Master of Science 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Degree Awarded: 

Fall Semester, 2014 

 

 

 

 



ii 
 

 

 

Jennifer LaCosse defended this thesis on October 29, 2014 

The members of the supervisory committee were: 

 

 

 

E. Ashby Plant 

Professor Directing Thesis 

 

Colleen Ganley 

Committee Member 

 

James McNulty 

Committee Member 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Graduate School has verified and approved the above-named committee members, and 

certifies that the thesis has been approved in accordance with university requirements. 

 



iii 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

List of Tables ............................................................................................................................. iv 

List of Figures ............................................................................................................................. v 

Abstract ..................................................................................................................................... vi 

INTRODUCTION ...................................................................................................................... 1 

STUDY 1 INTRODUCTION AND METHODS ........................................................................ .9 

STUDY 1 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION ............................................................................... 14 

STUDY 2 INTRODUCTION AND METHODS ....................................................................... 20 

STUDY 2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION ............................................................................... 22 

GENERAL DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION ..................................................................... 29 

APPENDICES .......................................................................................................................... 34 

A. TABLES AND FIGURES................................................................................................. 34 

B. IRB CO- INVESTIGATOR APPLICATION PAGES ....................................................... 39 

C. IRB APPROVAL MEMOS ............................................................................................... 41 

D. SAMPLE CONSENT FORM ............................................................................................ 44 

REFERENCES ......................................................................................................................... 45 

BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH ..................................................................................................... 49 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



iv 
 

LIST OF TABLES 

1 Study 1: Descriptive Statistics of Dependent Variables .................................................. 34 

2 Study 2: Descriptive Statistics of Dependent Variables .................................................. 38 

 

 

 

  



v 
 

LIST OF FIGURES 

1 Study 1 Condition Effects for State and General Contagion Concerns ............................ 35 

2 Study 1 Condition Effects for Sexual Prejudice.............................................................. 35 

3 Study 1 state contagion concerns mediate the relationship between the famous gay 

man/lesbian (GM/L) and non-famous gay man/lesbian conditions and general contagion 

concerns ........................................................................................................................ 36 

4 Study 2 Condition Effects for State and General Contagion Concerns………………….36 

5 Study 2 Condition Effects for Sexual Prejudice…………………………………………37 

6 Study 2 state contagion concerns mediate the relationship between the famous gay 

man/lesbian (GM/L) and non-famous gay man/lesbian conditions and general contagion 

concerns ........................................................................................................................ 37 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



vi 
 

ABSTRACT 

Past research indicates that imagining contact with an outgroup member can reduce prejudice 

toward that outgroup (Miles & Crisp, 2014). However, for people with few experiences with 

outgroup members, such as gay men and lesbians who are a numerically small outgroup, 

imagined contact may be difficult and less effective. The current work proposes imagining 

contact with famous gay men and lesbians may be one way of resolving these issues and 

improving the efficacy of imagined contact. In one online study (Study 1) and one lab study 

(Study 2) we tested the hypothesis that among heterosexuals, imagined contact with famous gay 

men and lesbians can be an effective means of improving responses toward gay men and lesbians 

compared to imagined contact with non-famous gay/lesbian individuals and famous 

heterosexuals. Results supported our predictions demonstrating that imagined contact with 

famous gay men and lesbians is associated with a more pleasant imagined interaction experience, 

reduced sexual prejudice, and fewer concerns about being misclassified as gay or lesbian.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 

Research in the domain of stereotypes and prejudice has consistently shown that the best 

predictor of lower levels of prejudice is quality intergroup contact (Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006; 

2008; 2011). Although quality contact is clearly beneficial for improving attitudes toward 

outgroup members, not everyone has opportunities for positive contact. For example, one 

minority group with whom many people do not have much contact experience is gay men and 

lesbians. According to Gallup’s 2012 poll of Americans only 3.5% of respondents indicated they 

were gay or lesbian. With so few gay and lesbian individuals, it is likely that a significant 

proportion of Americans do not have the opportunity to engage in the quality contact that would 

help to improve attitudes toward gay men and lesbians. Furthermore, research has shown that 

opportunities for contact with outgroup members are not always pursued (Cameron & Turner, 

2010) demonstrating that gaining the benefits of positive contact may be more difficult than just 

creating opportunities. 

In order to address this issue, a number of alternatives to direct face-to-face contact have 

been explored. One such alternative, that has provided some encouraging results, is imagined 

contact (e.g. Turner & Crisp 2010; Crisp & Turner, 2009; Miles & Crisp, 2014). In this paradigm 

people are asked to imagine having a positive interaction with an outgroup member, and then 

their attitudes and behaviors are assessed. Although this form of indirect contact has been shown 

to be an effective means of improving outgroup attitudes toward a variety of outgroups, 

including gay men and lesbians (Turner, Crisp, & Lambert, 2007), it may not be as effective for 

people who do not have positive experiences with outgroup members to draw upon when trying 

to imagine positive contact.  In order to ameliorate this problem, the current work seeks to extend 

previous work on imagined contact by introducing the idea of imagined contact with famous 
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outgroup members. We hypothesized that imagining contact with a famous gay man or lesbian 

would heighten the efficacy of imagined contact by creating a more pleasant and engaging 

imagined interaction experience compared to imagining contact with a non-famous gay man or 

lesbian. To set the stage for this extension we will first review the literature on imagined contact 

and then discuss why the addition of famous individuals could be beneficial. 

Imagined Contact 

 The imagined intergroup contact hypothesis, originally proposed by Crisp and Turner 

(2009), states that mentally simulating contact with an outgroup member can improve intergroup 

perceptions and behaviors. Support for using imagined contact in these ways has been found in 

numerous studies showing that the effects of imagined contact both parallel and complement the 

effects of direct contact (Miles & Crisp, 2014). Paralleling the effects of direct contact, imagined 

contact has been shown to improve intergroup attitudes toward a variety of outgroups (Crisp & 

Turner, 2013; Turner & Crisp, 2010; Turner et al., 2007). For example, imagining a positive 

interaction with an obese individual reduces weight-based prejudice (e.g. Asbrock, 2012; Turner 

& West, 2012), imagining a positive interaction with the elderly reduces ageism (Crisp & Husnu, 

2011; Turner & Crisp, 2007), and imagining a positive interaction with a gay man reduces sexual 

prejudice (e.g. Turner et al., 2007; Turner, West, & Christie, 2013). Highlighting the robustness 

of the effect of imagined contact, a recent meta-analysis by Miles and Crisp (2014) found similar 

patterns of results for attitudes toward groups based on nationality, disability, religion, and 

mental illness. Furthermore, this meta-analysis found that the effects of imagined contact have 

been replicated in over 70 published and unpublished studies with an overall effect size of d=.35.  

Taken as a whole, this line of research indicates that imagined contact can provide some of the 

same benefits that direct contact affords. 
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In addition to being an alternative to direct contact, imagined contact can be viewed as a 

pre-contact tool as well. Support for this comes from research showing that imagined contact can 

help to remove barriers that prevent people from engaging in direct contact. For instance, two 

interrelated barriers to direct contact with outgroup members are people’s anxiety about 

interactions with outgroup members and their beliefs about their ability to have a positive 

interaction (Plant & Butz, 2006; Plant, Butz, & Tartakovsky, 2008; Plant & Devine, 2003). 

Indeed, this research has shown that both of these factors are related to the avoidance of 

outgroup members and negative expectations for contact when it does occur. Imagined contact 

helps to reduce this intergroup anxiety (e.g. Birtel & Crisp, 2011; Husnu & Crisp, 2010) and 

increases feelings of self-efficacy for future intergroup interactions (Stathi, Crisp, & Hogg, 

2011).  For example, one recent study found that for both male and female participants 

imagining contact with an unspecified gay individual was associated with decreased anxiety 

about future contact with gay individuals, which in turn lead to less avoidance of gay individuals 

and more interest in getting to know them (Turner, West, & Christie, 2013). From this research 

we can conclude that imagined contact can help to remove barriers to contact and facilitate 

positive outgroup contact expectations. 

 Although quite promising, there are some limitations to imagined contact. For example, 

imagined contact may be less effective for people with few or no opportunities for contact. 

People with relatively few outgroup contact experiences may find it difficult to imagine positive 

contact with an outgroup member since they have no personal experiences to draw from.  

Preliminary support for this comes from research showing that prior contact with outgroup 

members enhances the vividness of imagined contact, which in turn leads to increased intentions 

to engage in future contact with outgroup members (Husnu & Crisp, 2010). Thus, individuals 
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with little prior contact may have a less vivid imagined contact experience, which may result in 

the imagined contact being less effective. In addition, people draw upon their meta-cognitive 

experiences during imagined contact and when these experiences are negative, imagined contact 

becomes ineffective (West & Bruckmüller, 2013).  Finally, given the positive relationship 

between contact and prejudice (see Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006 for a review) it is possible that 

individuals with few contact experiences may possess negative attitudes toward the outgroup and 

be unwilling or unable to imagine a positive outgroup contact experience. If this occurs, then it is 

unlikely that these individuals would be able to garner the benefits of imagined contact.    

  One goal of the current work was to extend the imagined contact literature by looking at 

its effects on the previously untested outcome of social contagion concerns (i.e. fear of being 

misclassified as gay/lesbian).  Contagion concerns are related to, but separate from, sexual 

prejudice and stem from the fact that the sexual orientation is concealable, opening the 

possibility of group misclassification (Buck, Plant, Ratcliff, Zielaskowski, & Boerner, 2013; 

Plant, Zielaskowski, & Buck, 2014).  For heterosexuals, being misclassified as gay/lesbian could 

result in being targeted for the prejudice and derogation that gay men and lesbians face. 

Furthermore, being misclassified as a gay man or lesbian could take heterosexuals out of the 

proverbial dating pool, resulting in missed opportunities for finding a potential partner.  As a 

result, some heterosexuals are highly concerned about being misclassified as gay/lesbian and 

these concerns lead to avoidance and derogation of gay men and lesbians (e.g., Buck et al., 

2013). This research highlights the detrimental effects of contagion concerns and points to a need 

to explore ways of decreasing these concerns. We hypothesized that imagined contact may be 

one such way, as will be developed  in more detail later. 
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Together, these findings indicate that imagined contact with outgroup members is an 

effective means of improving attitudes and intergroup interaction expectations. Building off this 

line of research, the current work seeks to take the next step by examining the effects of 

imagined contact with famous outgroup members on a number of different outcomes. 

Specifically, the present work examines the efficacy of imagining contact with famous gay men 

and lesbians for  improving responses (i.e. attitudes and contagion concerns) toward sexual 

minorities. In the following section we discuss why we believe that famous outgroup members 

may be an important addition to the imagined contact literature. 

Why Famous Outgroup Members? 

 We hypothesized that the use of famous outgroup members, and famous gay men and 

lesbians in particular, in the imagined contact paradigm would be beneficial for a number of 

reasons. First, there is extensive support from the communications literature demonstrating that 

exposure to positive media portrayals of gay men and lesbians can improve attitudes toward 

them (e.g. Hart, 2004; Mazur & Emmers-Sommers, 2002; Shiappa, Greg, & Hughes, 2005). This 

line of research, which has been termed “parasocial contact” or “vicarious contact” in the 

literature, also shows that these effects are mediated by some of the same factors that mediate the 

effect of both direct and imagined contact on prejudice, such as increased feelings of self-

efficacy in intergroup interactions and decreased intergroup anxiety (Mazziotta, Mummendy, 

Wright, 2011; Rossler & Brosius, 2001; Shiappa et al., 2005). Thus, imaging contact with a 

famous person may be particularly potent because it allows people to reap the benefits of both 

imagined contact and vicarious contact at the same time.   
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Further support for the usefulness of imagined contact with famous outgroup members 

comes from research showing that parasocial contact effects are strongest among individuals 

with relatively little direct contact with outgroup members (Shiappa et al., 2005).  As previously 

mentioned, one of imagined contact’s limitations is that it has the potential to be difficult for 

individuals lacking past outgroup contact experiences to draw upon. By adding the use of famous 

individuals to the imagined contact paradigm we may be able to tap into the same psychological 

processes that parasocial contact uses, thus enhancing the imagined contact experience among 

individuals with few outgroup contact experiences. Moreover, research shows that television is a 

primary source of information for children in rural settings to learn about different groups 

(Greenberg, 1972, Greenberg & Brand, 1994; Lichter & Lichter, 1988). This research indicates 

that if people do not have real life experiences with outgroup members to draw upon, they can 

use outgroup members they have seen on television as a source of information instead. It stands 

to reason than that famous individuals may be more accessible outgroup members when 

imagining contact compared to non-famous individuals. Taken together these findings support 

the utility of using famous individuals to improve attitudes toward outgroup members, especially 

among individuals with few opportunities for contact. 

 In addition to directly improving attitudes toward outgroup members, famous individuals 

may also influence the way that people approach imagined contact. From both passive exposure 

and purposeful consumption, people feel like they have a sense of familiarity with celebrities 

(Fukioka, 1999; Ortiz & Hardwood, 2007). This sense of familiarity may provide a more 

comfortable starting point for imagined interactions with outgroup members and facilitate a 

positive contact experience. This reasoning is supported by work that demonstrates that people 

are generally interested in, and want to get to know, famous people (Jun, Han, & Kim, 2014). 
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Moreover, people can even form strong attachments to famous individuals (Leets, 1999), a 

phenomena that is less likely to occur with non-famous individuals. The current work 

hypothesizes that this intense interest in celebrities and their lives makes them prime candidates 

for imagined interactions and sets the stage for a positive imagined contact experience. 

In addition to setting the stage for the imagined interaction experience, famous 

individuals also have the potential to change the goals and strategies that people pursue during 

imagined interactions, which could possibly extend to future outgroup interactions. In particular, 

imagining contact with a famous gay man or lesbian could alleviate contagion concerns within 

the imagined contact experience (i.e. state contagion concerns), which in turn could lead to less 

general, non-imagined interaction specific, contagion concerns. We theorize that during an 

imagined interaction with a famous gay man or lesbian there is less of an expectation that 

interacting with them would lead other people to misclassify one’s sexual orientation, simply by 

virtue of them being famous. The fame of the imagined interaction partner may lead people to 

focus on the fame and excitement of the situation rather than the fact that the person is gay or 

lesbian and that there may be a potential for misclassification. These effects may then generalize 

to real life concerns about being misclassified, and change the approach that people take to both 

real and imagined contact with gay men and lesbians.  

Similarly, imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians may also encourage 

specific successful interaction behaviors within the imagined contact experience. Past research 

has found that individuals who approach intergroup interactions with goals that promote positive 

interaction behaviors, such as getting to know the other person, have better intergroup 

interactions compared to people who approach intergroup interactions with the goal of trying to 

avoid the appearance of prejudice, (Plant, Devine, Peruche, 2010). Moreover, more recent 
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research shows that adapting a learning orientation for intergroup interactions, in which one 

focuses on learning about their interaction partner, is more beneficial than adapting a 

performance orientation in which one focuses on saying and doing the “right” things (Migacheva 

& Tropp, 2012). Specifically, Migacheva and Tropp demonstrated that middle school students 

who had a learning orientation in intergroup interactions had more interest in future intergroup 

contact and said that they would be more comfortable in those interactions compared to students 

who had a performance orientation.  Both of these lines of work highlight the importance of 

approaching an intergroup interaction with the goal of trying to get to know one’s interaction 

partner. As previously mentioned, people tend to want to get to know celebrities, so by using 

them as the target in an imagined contact paradigm we may be able to elicit this type of positive 

approach to intergroup interactions and garner the benefits of having that approach.  

The Current Work 

In one online study (Study 1) and one lab study (Study 2) we tested the hypothesis that 

imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians can be an effective means of improving 

attitudes toward gay men and lesbians compared to imagined contact with non-famous gay and 

lesbian individuals and famous heterosexuals. We also tested the hypothesis that imagined 

contact with famous gay men and lesbians would be associated with fewer concerns about 

misclassification within the context of the imagined contact experience compared to imagined 

contact with non-famous gay men and lesbians, and that this would in turn alleviate general, non-

imagined interaction specific, contagion concerns. Finally, we hypothesized that imagined 

contact with famous individuals would lead to more positive interaction behaviors (i.e. trying to 

get to know one’s partner) and less of a focus on avoiding the appearance of prejudice during the 

imagined interaction compared to imagined contact with a non-famous gay man or lesbian. 
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STUDY 1 INTRODUCTION AND METHODS 

Study 1 had several important goals. Our primary goal was to test the hypothesis that 

imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians would be an effective means of improving 

attitudes toward gay and lesbian individuals compared to imagined contact with non-famous gay 

and lesbian individuals or famous heterosexuals. Secondly, as mentioned above, we wanted to 

explore the effects of imagined contact on the previously untested outcome of contagion 

concerns. Specifically, we tested the hypothesis that imagined contact with a famous gay man or 

lesbian would be associated with fewer state contagion concerns, specific to the imagined 

interaction, which in turn would lead to fewer social contagion concerns in general. Finally, we 

wanted to address the current lack of studies exploring imagined contact with lesbians. In their 

review of the imagined contact literature, Miles and Crisp (2014) only found five studies looking 

at the role of imagined contact with non-heterosexual individuals, four of which used gay men as 

the target group and one that used a non-descript “gay individual” as the target group. One goal 

of the current work was to ameliorate this issue by focusing on imagined contact with both gay 

men and lesbians.  

Method 

 Participants. Participants were 98 heterosexual undergraduate students (N=63) and 

Mechanical Turk workers (N=35), however data from 27 participants were excluded from 

analysis because they were not heterosexual (N=13), they failed to follow directions (N=7) (e.g., 

wrote about contact with their boyfriend instead of a famous person), or failed our attention 
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check (N=7), leaving us with 71 participants (32 Males, 39 Females).
1
 Participants were on 

average 20.75 years old (SD= 4.43) with 59% identifying as Caucasian, 21.1% identifying as 

Hispanic or Latino(a), 14.1% identifying as Asian or Asian American, and 5.6% identifying as 

African American or Black. Undergraduates were compensated with course credit and 

Mechanical Turk workers were paid 25 cents for their participation. 

 Procedure. Participants signed up for an online study on “celebrity contact” and were 

emailed the link to the survey. Participants first provided informed consent and answered some 

demographic questions. They were then randomly assigned to imagine and write about a positive 

contact experience with either a famous gay man/lesbian, a famous heterosexual, or a non-

famous gay man/lesbian.  In each condition female participants were asked to imagine contact 

with women and male participants contact with men. After imagining the contact, participants 

completed a series of questionnaires assessing their affect during the imagined contact 

experience, how difficult it was to imagine a positive contact experience, state (i.e. imagined 

interaction specific) contagion concerns, general non-situation specific social contagion 

concerns, and moral condemnation of homosexuality.
2
  Finally, participants were debriefed and 

thanked.  

 

                                                             
1 Non-heterosexual participants were not included in our analyses due to the fact that our primary dependent 
variable, contagion concerns, would not be relevant to these individuals. Additionally, given the small number of 

 
2 Additional measures were included in both studies reported. However we had no a priori hypothesis concerning 

these measures and the results were inconsistent across studies. As a result, these measures and their results are not 

reported. 
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Materials. Participants were asked to imagine a positive and comfortable interaction with 

either a famous gay man/lesbian, a famous heterosexual, or a non-famous gay man/lesbian, 

matched to the gender of the participant. The instructions for the imagined contact manipulation 

were as follows:  

“We would like you to imagine that you are taking a trip and upon arriving at the 

airport you find out that your ticket has been upgraded to first class. As you get settled 

into your seat a man/woman [matched to participant gender] sits down in the seat next to 

you. Take a moment and think of a famous [or no mention of fame] person (can be from 

any field) who is gay/lesbian [or no mention of sexual orientation] and who you would 

like to meet.  Please write down the name of that person and use that person for the rest 

of this task. As the person takes his/her seat, you realize that that you are actually seated 

next to your target person.  As the flight starts you and your target begin talking.  The 

interaction is positive, relaxed and comfortable.  You share personal stories and find that 

you have many things in common.  Take a few minutes and use the space below to write 

about the interaction you are having. Please take a few moments to think about this 

interaction.  Then, take a few minutes and write about how you would feel, what you 

would say, and what you would be thinking.” 

 Participants’ affect during the imagined interaction was measured by asking participants 

to rate on a 5-point scale how much they felt a series of different emotions while imagining the 

interaction. Participants’ excited, positive affect, during the imagined contact was assessed using 

3 items (i.e. happy, enthusiastic, excited) (α = .85). Negative affect during the imagined contact 

was assessed using 4 items (i.e. annoyed, upset, distressed, threatened) (α = .77).  
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 Difficulty imagining a positive contact experience was measured using one item (“I 

found it difficult imagining having a pleasant interaction with this person.”) rated on a scale 

ranging from 1 “strongly disagree” to 7 “strongly agree.”  

Participants’ state social contagion concerns specific to the interaction they imagined 

were measured using adapted items from the social contagion concerns scale developed by Buck 

and colleagues (2013). This scale used ten statements rated on a scale ranging from 1 “strongly 

disagree” to 7 “strongly agree.” Items on this scale include, “While sitting next to this person on 

the plane, I would be worried that other people would think I was gay.” Scores on all items were 

averaged with higher scores indicating more state social contagion concerns (α = .89).  General 

social contagion concerns were measured using the original ten item scale created by Buck and 

colleagues (2013). Items on this scale include, “If I were hanging out with a lesbian, I would 

worry that other people would think I was a lesbian, too.” Scores on all items were averaged with 

higher scores indicating more social contagion concerns (α = .90).   

 In addition, participants completed a measure of explicit sexual prejudice using the moral 

condemnation of homosexuality scale (see Buck, 2010; Buck et al., 2013).  Four statements were 

rated on a scale ranging from 1 “strongly disagree” to 7 “strongly agree,” with items such as, 

“According to my personal morals, homosexuality is wrong” (α = .85). 

 Finally, participants’ approach to the imagined interaction was determined by having two 

independent raters (one male, one female) code participants’ descriptions of their imagined 

interaction. Raters’ coding scores significantly correlated with one another with correlation 

coefficients ranging from r=.32 to r=.77 (all ps<.05), so raters’ scores were averaged for each 

coded item.  Specifically, we assessed if participants engaged in positive, approach-focused 
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interaction behaviors using four items rated on a scale ranging from 1 “strongly disagree” to 7 

“strongly agree,” with items such as “The participant wanted to get to know the target person” 

and “The participant respected their target person.” (α = .69). Additionally we assessed if 

participants were focused on avoiding the appearance of prejudice during the imagined 

interaction using two items rated on the same 7-point scale, “The participant was worried about 

appearing prejudice” and “The participant wanted the target to know that they were not judging 

them” (α = .61).  
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STUDY 1 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Results 

Primary Analysis.  Past research indicates that men are generally higher in both social 

contagion concerns and sexual prejudice compared to women (Buck et al., 2013; Herek & 

Capitanio, 1996; Kite, Whitley, & Herek, 1998), so both condition and gender were included as 

factors in all reported analyses. Additionally, a series of independent t-tests were performed to 

determine if our mechanical turk workers significantly differed from our undergraduate 

participants on any of the dependent variables.  Results revealed that the only two dependent 

variables that differed by participant type were difficulty imagining contact and coded positive 

interaction behaviors.  Undergraduates (M=2.02, SD=1.16) found imagining contact significantly 

easier than  mechanical turk workers (M=2.71, SD=1.45) (t(69)=-2.01, p=.05), and 

undergraduates engaged in more positive interaction behaviors (M=5.56, SD=.91) than 

mechanical turk workers (M=4.96, SD=1.29) (t(69)=2.14, p=.04). For both of these variables 

controlling for participant type in our analysis did not change our results so the results reported 

do not include participant type in the analysis. There were no significant differences on any of 

our other variables, all t’s <.44, p’s > .20, so all results reported are collapsed across participants.  

Therefore, a series of 3 (imagine condition) X 2 (gender) factorial analysis of variance 

(ANOVA) were performed on each of our dependent variables. For each dependent variable any 

effects not explicitly mentioned did not reach significance. Descriptive statistics for each of our 

dependent variables see Table 1. 
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The analysis of participants’ positive affect following the imagination task indicated a 

significant main effect of condition, F(2, 65)=14.79, p<.001, ƞ2
=.31.  Not surprisingly, pairwise 

comparisons revealed that participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=3.22, 

SD=.90) reported less excitement about the interaction compared to both participants in the 

famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=4.24, SD=.83) p<.001, d=1.19, and participants in the 

famous heterosexual condition (M=4.44, SD=.66) p<.001, d=1.55. In addition, an analysis was 

also performed with negative affect as the dependent variable, but results did not reveal any 

significant effects. 

Analysis of the difficulty of imagining the contact revealed a significant main effect of 

condition F(2, 65)=4.92, p=.01, ƞ2
=.13.  In line with our predictions, participants in the famous 

gay man/lesbian condition (M=1.50, SD=.67) found imagining a positive contact experience less 

difficult than participants in both the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.55, SD=1.23) 

p=.01, d=1.06, and participants in the famous heterosexual condition (M=2.44, SD=1.43) p=.01, 

d=.84.  

Next we examined participants’ state contagion concerns and found a main effect of 

condition F(2, 65)=3.30, p=.04, ƞ2
=.09.An assessment of pairwise comparisons indicated that 

participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.10, SD=1.14) were significantly less 

concerned about being misidentified during their imagined contact experience compared to 

participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=3.06, SD=1.08), p=.01, d=.86 (see 

Figure 1). Also of note is the finding that participants in the famous heterosexual condition 

(M=2.57, SD=1.21)  were not significantly different from participants in either of the gay 

man/lesbian conditions, which is expected given that interacting with a heterosexual individual 

should not elicit concerns about being misidentified. 
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The analysis of general social contagion concerns revealed a main effect of condition 

(F(2, 64)=3.09, p=.05, ƞ2
=.09). Participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=3.00, 

SD=1.24) had significantly fewer general contagion concerns than participants in both the non-

famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=3.80, SD=1.13) p= .03, d=.67, and participants in the 

famous heterosexual condition (M=3.78, SD=1.07) p=.04, d=.67 (see Figure 1).  

Following this, we examined the effect of condition on sexual prejudice. Once again, 

results revealed a significant main effect of condition F(2, 64)=3.89, p=.03, ƞ2
=.11. Pairwise 

comparisons indicated that participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=1.83, 

SD=1.36) were significantly lower in sexual prejudice compared to participants in both the non-

famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.88, SD=1.25) p=.01, d=.80, and participants in the 

famous heterosexual condition (M=2.95, SD=1.45) p=.02, d=.80 (See Figure 2).  

Finally, we assessed the effect of condition on participants’ coded interaction behaviors 

as described in their descriptions of their imagined interaction experience. We started with 

positive interaction behaviors such as trying to get to know one’s imagined interaction partner. 

Results revealed a significant main effect of condition F(2, 65)=6.78, p=.002, ƞ2
=.17, with 

participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=4.71, SD=.82) engaging in less 

positive interaction behaviors compared to participants in both the famous gay man/lesbian 

condition (M=5.70, SD=.61), p=.003, d=1.37, and participants in the famous heterosexual 

condition (M=5.69, SD=1.21), p=.001, d=.95. 

Analysis of participants’ coded concerns about appearing prejudice during their imagined 

contact experience also indicated a main effect of condition F(2, 65)=6.38, p=.003, ƞ2
=.16. 

Pairwise comparisons demonstrated that participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian 
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condition (M=1.69, SD=.82) were rated as being significantly more concerned about the 

appearance of prejudice compared to participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition 

(M=1.23, SD=.52), p=.02, d=.67 and compared to participants in the famous heterosexual 

condition (M=1.10, SD=.32), p=.001, d=.95.  

Mediation Analyses. We were interested in testing our hypothesis that imagined contact 

with a famous gay man or lesbian was associated with fewer state contagion concerns specific to 

the imagined interaction, which in turn led to fewer general social contagion concerns.  

Therefore, we conducted a mediation analysis on general contagion concerns with state 

contagion concerns as the mediator. As noted above, participants in the famous heterosexual 

condition were not significantly different from participants in either the famous or non-famous 

conditions on state contagion concerns. Therefore our analysis focused on explaining the 

difference in general contagion concerns between participants in the two gay/lesbian conditions 

which did significantly differ from one another on both state contagion concerns p=.01 β=.483,  

and general contagion concerns, p =.04, β = .398. When state contagion concerns was entered 

into the mediation model, there was a significant relationship between state contagion concerns 

and general contagion concerns, t(37) = 7.75, p < .001, β = .84, such that greater state contagion 

concerns were associated with more general contagion concerns. Moreover, the previously 

significant effect of condition dropped to nonsignificance (t(37) = .11,  p = .91, β = .02). The 

PROCESS macro developed by Hayes (2013) was used to test mediation and confirmed that the 

mediated effect differed significantly from zero (CI = .09 to .69); thus, state contagion concerns  

mediated the difference between participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition and 
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participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition on general contagion concerns (see 

Figure 3).
3
  

Discussion 

In Study 1 we tested the hypothesis that imagined contact with famous gay men and 

lesbians would be an effective means of improving attitudes toward gay and lesbian individuals 

compared to imagined contact with non-famous gay and lesbian individuals or with famous 

heterosexuals. Our results supported our prediction, participants who imagined a positive contact 

experience with a famous gay man or lesbian reported lower levels of prejudice than participants 

in either of the other comparisons. In addition, these participants reported that imagining a 

positive contact experience was easier than the participants in the other imagine conditions.  Not 

surprisingly participants who imagined contact with a famous person (regardless of whether or 

not he/she was gay or heterosexual) reported more positive, excited affect regarding the contact 

experience.  These results are important because they provide preliminary evidence that 

imagined contact with a famous outgroup member may be easier and more beneficial than 

imagined contact with a non-famous outgroup member.  

The current work also extended the imagined contact literature by looking at the effects 

of imagined contact on the previously untested outcome of social contagion concerns. Our results 

indicated that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians, compared to imagined 

contact with non-famous gay men and lesbians, was associated with fewer state (i.e. imagined 

interaction specific) contagion concerns which in turn led to fewer general contagion concerns. It 

seems that for participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition imagined contact alleviates 

                                                             
3Because gender was a factor in all of our analysis, but did not moderate any of our effects, gender was included as a 

covariate in the mediation model. 
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concerns about misidentification within the imagined contact scenario, which then minimizes 

those concerns in real life. Past research indicates that contagion concerns are associated with 

negative responses (i.e. derogation & avoidance) toward gay and lesbian individuals (Buck et al., 

2013), so finding ways of reducing these concerns offers an important contribution to the 

literature.  

Also of importance is the finding that, in their descriptions of the imagined contact 

experience, participants in the two famous conditions reported using more positive approach-

related interaction behaviors such as trying to get to know one’s partner and less of a focus on 

avoiding the appearance of prejudice. As previously mentioned, past research indicates that in 

real life interactions engaging in these positive behaviors and refraining from focusing on 

avoiding the appearance of prejudice is associated with more successful and pleasant interactions 

for both ingroup and outgroup members (Plant et al., 2010). The current work demonstrates that 

imagined contact with famous individuals elicits these types of behavior during the imagined 

contact experience.  

Although we demonstrated the benefits of a famous imagined interaction partner, we also 

established that the fame of the fame or prominence of the interaction partner was not the only 

factor driving the differences between our two gay and lesbian conditions.  If fame alone were 

driving our effects we would expect that participants in the famous heterosexual condition would 

also be lower on sexual prejudice and contagion concerns compared to the non-famous gay 

man/lesbian condition, but this is not the case. This indicates that while the fame of one’s 

imagined interaction partner may result in an overall positive interaction experience, there is 

something in particular about imagining an interaction with a famous outgroup member that is 

beneficial for changing responses to an outgroup.  
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STUDY 2 INTRODUCTION AND METHODS 

 
In Study 2 we sought to replicate the findings of Study 1 and examined whether imagined 

contact with a famous gay man or lesbian would reduce baseline levels of sexual prejudice and 

contagion concerns. In order to do this we performed a two part study in which baseline 

measures of sexual prejudice and contagion concerns were obtained before participants came 

into the lab and had their imagined contact experience. 

Method 

 Participants.  Participants were 99 undergraduates, however 3 participants’ data was 

excluded from analysis for not identifying as heterosexual, leaving us with a final sample size of 

96 participants (21 Males, 75 Females). Participants were on average 18.85 years old (SD=1.07), 

with 70.8% identifying as Caucasian, 11% identifying as Hispanic or Latino(a), 4.2% identifying 

as Asian or Asian American, 12.5% identifying as African American or Black. and 1% as 

American Indian. All participants were compensated with course credit. 

Procedure. Upon signing up for the study participants were emailed the first part of the 

study which consisted of a short online survey containing baseline measures of general contagion 

concerns and moral condemnation of gay men/lesbians. Approximately 48 hours after 

completing the baseline measures participants came into the lab for a study on “Celebrity 

Contact.” After providing informed consent, participants were randomly assigned to imagine a 

positive contact experience with either a famous gay man/lesbian, a famous heterosexual, or a 

non-famous gay man/lesbian for five minutes. Following the manipulation participants reported 

their affect during the imagined contact, the difficulty of imagining a positive contact experience, 

state contagion concerns, sexual prejudice, and general contagion concerns. 
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Materials. The manipulation for Study 2 was identical to that of Study 1 and once again 

participants were asked to imagine an interaction with a person of their own gender. Participants’ 

excitement or positive affect (α = .93), negative affect (α = .92), and difficulty imagining a 

positive contact experience, were measured in the same way as they were in Study 1. This was 

also the case for our measures of state contagion concerns (α = .91), general contagion concerns 

(α = .96Time 1; α = .99Time 2), and sexual prejudice (α = .94Time 1; α = .97Time 2).  

Additionally, as in Study 1, participants’ approach to the imagined interaction was coded 

by having two independent raters code participants’ descriptions of their imagined interaction. 

Raters’ coding scores significantly correlated with one another with correlation coefficients 

ranging from r=.26 to r=.68 (all ps<.05) so raters’ scores were averaged for each coded item. 

The same coding scheme used for Study 1 was used for Study 2 and composite positive 

interaction behaviors (α = .82) and avoidance of the appearance of prejudice (α = .93) scores 

were created.  
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STUDY 2 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Results 

Primary Analysis.  As in Study 1, in order to assess the effect of our manipulation a series 

of 3 (imagine condition) X 2 (gender) factorial analysis of variance (ANOVA) were performed 

on each of our dependent variables. For each dependent variable any effects not explicitly 

mentioned did not reach significance. Descriptive statistics for all dependent variables can be 

found in Table 2. 

 To start we assessed participant’s excitement during the imagined interaction and results 

indicated a significant main effect of condition F(2, 90)=23.54, p<.001, ƞ2
=.34. Pairwise 

comparisons revealed that participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.93, 

SD=1.03) reported significantly less excitement compared to both participants in the famous gay 

man/lesbian condition (M=4.23, SD=.93) p<.001, d=1.32, and participants in the famous 

heterosexual condition (M=4.64, SD=.58) p<.001, d=2.05. Participants in the two famous 

conditions were only marginally different from one another p=.10, d=.53.  

In addition to assessing excitement or positive affect, a factorial analysis of variance was 

also performed with negative affect as the dependent variable. Contrary to the results of Study 1 

we found a marginal main effect of condition F(2, 90)=2.81, p=.01, ƞ2
=.06, with participants in 

the famous heterosexual condition (M=1.10, SD=.17) experiencing marginally less negative 

affect during their imagined interaction compared to both participants in the famous gay 

man/lesbian condition (M=1.18, SD=.34) p=.10, d=.30 and to participants in the non-famous gay 

man/lesbian condition (M=1.23, SD=.46) p=.10, d=.37. The difference between the two gay 

man/lesbian conditions was marginal as well (p=.10, d=.12). In addition to there being a main 
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effect of condition there was a main effect of gender as well F(1, 90)=10.96, p=.001. Male 

participants (M=1.39, SD=.47) experienced significantly more negative affect during their 

imagined contact experience than women (M=1.11, SD=.34). 

An analysis of the effect of condition on participants’ ratings of how difficult it was to 

imagine a positive contact experience revealed a replication of the results obtained in Study 1 

with a significant main effect of condition F(2, 90)=4.00, p=.02, ƞ2
=.08. Once again participants 

in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=1.72, SD=1.02) found imagining a positive contact 

experience less difficult than participants in both the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition 

(M=2.18, SD=1.57) p=.01, d=.35, and participants in the famous heterosexual condition 

(M=2.29, SD=1.5) p=.04, d=.44. There was also a significant main effect of gender F(1, 

90)=5.83, p=.02, ƞ2
=.06, with men (M=2.67, SD=1.74) experiencing more difficulty than 

women. (M=1.89, SD=1.37). Additionally, the condition by gender interaction reached 

significance F(2, 90)=3.63, p=.03, ƞ2
=.08. Analysis of simple effects revealed that women did 

not significantly differ in how difficult imagining a positive interaction was across the 

experimental conditions, but men did. Women in the famous lesbian condition (M=1.79, 

SD=1.14) did not find the task any more difficult than women in the non-famous lesbian 

condition (M=1.77, SD=1.57) or women in the famous heterosexual condition (M=2.12, 

SD=1.74). Men in the famous gay man condition (M=1.5, SD=.54) rated imagining contact as 

significantly less difficult compared to men in both the famous heterosexual (M=3.00, SD=1.79) 

p=.05, d=1.13, and men in the non-famous gay man condition (M=3.71, SD=1.98) p=.003, 

d=1.52. It is important to note that these interaction results should be interpreted with caution 

given the small number of men who participated in the study.  
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Next, we examined the effect of condition on sexual prejudice controlling for baseline 

levels of sexual prejudice. A marginal main effect of condition (F(2, 81)=2.74, p=.07, ƞ2
=.06) 

was found. Pairwise comparisons indicated that participants in the famous gay man/lesbian 

condition (M=2.04, SD=1.26) were significantly lower in sexual prejudice compared to 

participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.66, SD=1.72) p=.02, d=.41. 

Participants in the famous heterosexual condition (M=2.13, SD=1.45) did not significantly differ 

from participants in the other two conditions.  

In addition, we were interested in determining if our manipulation actually reduced 

participants’ sexual prejudice across our two time points. To test this hypothesis a repeated 

measure analysis of variance was performed with both condition and gender entered as factors in 

the model. Results revealed no significant effects, however, there was an approaching marginal 

effect of the interaction between condition and morality change overtime F(2, 82)=2.13, p=.13, 

ƞ2
=.05.  Participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition showing a significant decrease, 

F(1, 82)=5.96, p=.01, ƞ2
=.07, in sexual prejudice after the imagined interaction. This was not the 

case for participants in either the famous heterosexual (F(1, 82)=.02, p=.89) or non-famous gay 

man/lesbian conditions (F(1, 82)=.08, p=.78). 

After these analyses we turned our attention to state, imagined interaction specific, 

contagion concerns. Analysis revealed that even when controlling for baseline general contagion 

concerns there was a significant main effect condition F(2, 83)=15.98, p<.001, ƞ2
=.28. Pairwise 

comparisons indicated that participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=2.35, 

SD=.78) were significantly less concerned about being misidentified during their imagined 

contact experience compared to both participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition 

(M=3.31, SD=1.54), p<.001, d=.79, and participants in the famous heterosexual condition 
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(M=2.41, SD=1.00), p=.05, d=.07. Participants in the famous heterosexual condition were also 

significantly lower in state contagion concerns compared to participants in the non-famous gay 

man/lesbian condition as well p=.004, d=.69. In addition to there being a main effect of 

condition, there was a main effect of gender F(1, 83)=4.01, p=.02, ƞ2
=.08, with men (M=3.57, 

SD=1.67) experiencing more state contagion concerns than women (M=2.50, SD=1.00). The 

condition by gender interaction was also significant F(2, 80)=3.68, p=.03, ƞ2
=.08. Simple effects 

analysis revealed that women in the non-famous lesbian condition (M=2.91, SD=1.26) 

experienced more state contagion concerns than women in both the famous lesbian condition 

(M=2.43, SD=.78) p=.005, d=.46, and the famous heterosexual condition (M=2.17, SD=.70) 

p=.005, d=.73. Among men we see a similar pattern of results with men in the non-famous gay 

man condition (M=4.73, SD=1.70) reporting significantly more state contagion concerns than 

men in the famous gay man condition (M=2.53, SD=.49) p<.001, d=1.76, and marginally more 

than men the famous heterosexual condition (M=3.73, SD=1.48) p=.06, d=.63. Results also 

revealed a significant difference between men in the two famous conditions (p=.05, d=1.09), but 

as with our analysis of difficulty imagining contact, these interaction results should be 

interpreted with caution due to a lack of power.  

Following these analysis we examined the effect of condition on participants general 

contagion concerns controlling for baseline general contagion concerns. Results indicated a 

significant main effect of condition F(2, 80)=4.68, p=.01, ƞ2
=.11. Participants in the famous gay 

man/lesbian condition (M=3.35, SD=1.27) had significantly fewer general contagion concerns 

than participants in both the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=3.73, SD=1.46) p= .004, 

d=.28, and participants in the famous heterosexual condition (M=3.52, SD=1.33) p=.04, d=.13.  
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Next, we assessed if our manipulation actually reduced participants’ contagion concerns 

across our two time points. To test this hypothesis a repeated measure analysis of variance was 

performed with both condition and gender entered as factors in the model. Results revealed a 

significant interaction between condition and general contagion change from time 1 to time 2 

F(2, 81)=4.25, p=.02, ƞ2
=.10. Follow up analysis revealed that participants in the famous gay 

man/lesbian condition had significantly fewer general contagion concerns, F(1, 81)=8.19,  p=.01, 

ƞ2
=.10 at time 2 (M=3.35, SD=1.27) compared to time 1(M=3.79, SD=1.19). Neither participants 

in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition (F(1, 81)=.10, p=.76) nor participants in the 

famous heterosexual condition (F(1, 81)=1.01, p=.32)  significantly differed in general contagion 

concerns across the two time points.  

  Analysis of participants’ coded positive  interaction behaviors as depicted in their 

descriptions of their imagined interaction experience revealed a significant main effect of 

condition F(2, 89)=14.01, p<.001, ƞ2
=.24. Participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian 

condition (M=3.52, SD=.18) engaged in less positive interaction behaviors compared to 

participants in both the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=4.60, SD=.80), p<.001, d=1.86, 

and participants in the famous heterosexual condition (M=4.69, SD=.19), p<.001, d=6.32. 

Next we turned our attention to participants’ coded concerns about appearing prejudice. 

Results indicated a main effect of condition F(2, 89)=11.54, p<.001, ƞ2
=.21. Pairwise 

comparisons demonstrated that participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition 

(M=2.19, SD=1.46) were rated as being significantly more concerned about the appearance of 

prejudice compared to participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition (M=1.27, SD=.63), 

p<.001, d=.82, and compared to participants in the famous heterosexual condition (M=1.00, 

SD=0.00), p<.001, d=1.15.  
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Mediation Analyses. For our final analysis we tested to see if the mediation we found in 

Study 1 was present in Study 2. We anticipated that the drop in general contagion concerns 

following the imagined contact with the famous gay/lesbian was due to the fact that participants 

experienced less contagion concerns in the imagined contact experience.  Therefore, we 

conducted a mediation analysis on general contagion concerns with state contagion concerns as 

the mediator, with both gender and time 1 general contagion concerns as covariates in the model. 

As noted previously, participants in the famous heterosexual condition were not significantly 

different from participants in either the famous or non-famous conditions on state contagion 

concerns. Therefore, our analysis focused on explaining the difference in general contagion 

concerns between participants in the two gay/lesbian conditions which did significantly differ 

from one another on state contagion concerns, p=.01, β=.47,  or general contagion concerns, p 

=.01, β = .235. When state contagion concerns were entered into the mediation model, there was 

a significant relationship between state contagion concerns and general contagion concerns, t(56) 

= 5.51, p < .001, β = .50, such that more state contagion concerns were associated with more 

general contagion concerns. Moreover, the previously significant effect of condition dropped to 

nonsignificance (t(56) = .03,  p = .98). The PROCESS macro developed by Hayes (2013) was 

used to test mediation and confirmed the significance of the indirect effect (CI = .12 to .40); thus, 

state contagion concerns once again mediated the difference between participants in the famous 

gay man/lesbian condition and participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition on 

general contagion concerns. 
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Discussion 

 Overall, the results of Study 2 replicated the results we found in Study 1. Participants 

who imagined contact with a famous gay man or lesbian had a more positive and less difficult 

imagined contact experience compared to participants in the other two conditions. Additionally, 

as in Study 1, participants in Study 2 engaged in more positive interaction behaviors and less 

concern about appearing prejudice when they were in one of the famous conditions compared to 

participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition. Furthermore, we also replicated that 

finding that participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition had fewer contagion concerns 

and less sexual prejudice compared to the participants in the other conditions. We also found 

evidence for mediation when comparing participants in the two gay man/lesbian conditions. 

Compared to participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition, participants in the 

famous gay man/lesbian condition experienced fewer state, imagined interaction specific, 

contagion concerns, which then led to fewer general contagion concerns. Finally, in addition to 

replicating the findings of Study 1, Study 2 also provided evidence that imagining contact with a 

famous gay man or lesbian can actually reduce baseline contagion concerns and sexual prejudice.   
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GENERAL DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 

Imagined contact with outgroup members has proven to be an effective means of 

improving attitudes toward those outgroups in past work (Miles & Crisp, 2014; Turner & Crisp, 

2009). The goal of the current work was to see if we could improve the efficacy of imagined 

contact by adding the use of famous outgroup members. In two studies we demonstrated that the 

use of a famous gay man or lesbian in the imagined contact paradigm can result in improved 

responses toward gay man and lesbians compared to traditional imagined contact with non-

famous gay men or lesbians.  

Specifically, we found that imagining contact with a famous gay man or lesbian was 

easier for participants than imagined contact with either a famous heterosexual or a non-famous 

gay man or lesbian. Additionally, participants in the famous gay man/lesbian condition reported 

more excitement about their imagined interaction, performed more positive interaction behaviors 

during their imagined interaction, and were less concerned about appearing prejudice compared 

to participants in the non-famous gay man/lesbian condition. Overall these results support our 

prediction that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians is a more pleasant experience 

than traditional imagined contact with non-famous individuals.  

In addition to creating a more pleasant imagined interaction experience, imagined contact 

with famous gay men and lesbians was also associated with lower levels of sexual prejudice 

compared to our other conditions. Furthermore, in Study 2 we found evidence that this effect 

holds even when controlling for baseline levels of prejudice. We also found that the only one of 

our conditions to actually produce changes in sexual prejudice was the famous gay man/lesbian 
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condition. These results suggest that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians is more 

effective at reducing sexual prejudice than traditional imagined contact. 

The current work also tested the effects of imagined contact on social contagion 

concerns, which have been shown to be related to the derogation and avoidance of gay men and 

lesbians (Buck et al., 2013). In line with our hypothesis we found that in both of our studies, 

imagining contact with a famous gay man or lesbian was associated with significantly fewer 

general contagion concerns compared to imagined contact with a non-famous gay man or lesbian 

or imagined contact with a famous heterosexual. Additionally, in Study 2 we found that like 

sexual prejudice, general contagion concerns were significantly reduced from time 1 to time 2 

among participants who imagined contact with a famous gay man or lesbian, but not among 

participants who imagined contact with a non-famous gay man or lesbian or a famous 

heterosexual.  

Across both studies we also demonstrated that these reduced general contagion concerns 

were being driven by reduced state contagion concerns experienced during the imagined 

interaction. It appears that when imagining contact with a famous gay man or lesbian participants 

became less concerned about misidentification within the imagined contact experience, and these 

effects bleed over to real life. One possibility is that imagined contact with famous gay men and 

lesbians draws attention away from the sexual orientation of the individual, and frees participants 

from the misclassification concerns created by a focus on sexual orientation as the defining 

characteristic of their imagined contact partner. In a similar vein, another possibility is that 

imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians allows people to attribute any anxiety or 

arousal to the fame of the individual rather than the fact that they are an outgroup member, thus 
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alleviating concerns about misidentification. A next step for future work would be to empirically 

test these possibilities. 

 Although our results indicate that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians in 

associated with a number of positive effects, it is important to address the limitations of our work 

as well. For example, while we believe that an imagined interaction with a famous gay man or 

lesbian is important for explaining our effects, our data do not allow us to say with certainty that 

an imagined interaction is required. It is possible that simply imagining a famous gay man or 

lesbian, without imagining one actually having an interaction with them, could produce similar 

effects. This is supported by research showing that positive outgroup exemplars can reduce 

prejudice toward that outgroup (e.g. Blair, Ma, & Lenton, 2001; Columb & Plant, 2011). 

Although this is certainly true, past research on imagined contact has shown that imagining an 

interaction is required in order for imagined contact to be effective (Turner et al., 

2007).Therefore, we would predict that this would be the case with imagined contact with 

famous outgroup members as well. In the future it would behoove us to test this empirically. 

Another limitation of the current work that provides avenues for future research is that we 

did not find a mediator for the effects of imagined contact condition on sexual prejudice. We 

were able to establish that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians can reduce sexual 

prejudice, but more research is needed in order to get a clearer picture of why it is effective. One 

possibility is that imagining contact with the famous individual could lead to less perceptions of 

homogeneity among gay men and lesbians. Support for this theory comes from research showing 

that imagined contact reduces perceptions of homogeneity among outgroup members and 

discourages the use of stereotypes (Brambilla, Revenna, & Hewstone, 2012; Cameron, Rutland, 

Turner, Holman-Nicolas, & Powell, 2011; Turner, et al., 2007). Of particular interest to the 
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current work is the finding that imagining an interaction with a gay man led to increased 

perceptions of variability among gay men (i.e. decreased perceptions of homogeneity) (Turner et 

al., 2007). This is particularly important given that both perceptions of homogeneity and 

stereotypes are known to be key contributors to prejudice and discrimination (e.g. Taylor, 1981, 

Taylor, Wright, & Porter, 1994), especially toward groups like gay men and lesbians that are 

often dehumanized (Bastian & Haslam, 2006; Haslam & Levy, 2006). 

Conclusion 

 According to the FBI hate crime statistics from 2011, 20.4% of the victims of hate crimes 

were targeted because of their sexual orientation (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2012).  At the 

root of these hate crimes is often intense sexual prejudice. Furthermore, recent research on the 

derogation of gay men and lesbians indicates that social contagion concerns may also be playing 

a role (Buck et al., 2013). Although sexual prejudice and contagion concerns may not always 

lead to acts as extreme as hate crimes, they may well lead to other harmful behaviors such as 

verbal harassment, which 82% of lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT) students have 

reported experiencing (GLSEN, 2011). Taken together these statistics highlight the need to find 

ways of reducing sexual prejudice and social contagion concerns. 

 As Pettigrew and Tropp’s 2006 meta-analysis indicates, one way of accomplishing this is 

to have people engage in positive direct contact with gay and lesbian individuals. However, as 

previously noted, not everyone has the opportunity for contact with gay men and lesbians. 

Fortunately, research on indirect forms of contact, such as imagined contact, have proven to have 

some of the same benefits of direct contact with outgroup members. The current work extended 

the imagined contact literature by taking advantage of the appeal of famous people and showing 
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that imagined contact with famous gay men and lesbians can reduce sexual prejudice and 

contagion concerns more than imagined contact with non-famous gay or lesbian individuals. By 

using this novel approach to imagined contact we have found an improved alternative to direct 

contact that with more research could prove to be a useful intervention to improve responses 

toward gay men and lesbians.  
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APPENDIX A 

TABLES AND FIGURES 

Table 1 

Study 1: Descriptive Statistics of Dependent Variables 

  

Famous Gay 

Man/Lesbian 

Condition 

(N=22) 

 

Non-Famous 

Gay 

Man/Lesbian 

Condition 

(N=20) 

 

Famous 

Heterosexual 

Condition 

(N=29) 

 

Overall 

Dependent 

Variable 

 

M SD  M SD  M SD  M SD 
             

Excitement   4.24 .83  3.22 .90  4.44 .66  4.03 .93 

             

Negative Affect  1.22 .34  1.4 .69  1.52 .67  1.39 .60 

             

Difficulty 

Imagining 

Contact 

 

1.50 .67  2.55 1.23  2.44 1.43  2.18 1.26 

             

State Contagion 

Concerns 

 
2.10 1.14  3.06 1.08  2.57 1.21  2.56 1.20 

             

General 

Contagion 

Concerns 

 

3.00 1.24  3.80 1.13  3.78 1.07  3.55 1.18 

             

Sexual 

Prejudice 

 
1.83 1.36  2.88 1.25  2.95 1.45  2.59 1.44 

             

Positive 

Interaction 

Behaviors 

 

5.70 .61  4.71 .82  5.69 1.21  5.41 1.04 

             

Focus on 

Avoiding the 

Appearance of 

Prejudice 

 1.23 .52  1.69 .82  1.10 .32  1.30 .60 
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Figure 1. Study 1 Condition Effects for State and General Contagion Concerns 

 

 

Figure 2. Study 1 Condition Effects for Sexual Prejudice 
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Figure 3. Study 1 state contagion concerns mediate the relationship between the famous gay 

man/lesbian (GM/L) and non-famous gay man/lesbian conditions and general contagion 

concerns. Gender was entered in the model as a covariate. Path values correspond to 

standardized regression coefficients (β). *p<.05, **p<.001. CI [ .09, .69 ]. 

 

 

 

Figure 4. Study 2 Condition Effects for State and General Contagion Concerns. Values for 

general contagion concerns represent post manipulation means. 
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Figure 5. Study 2 Condition Effects for Sexual Prejudice. Values represent post manipulation 

means for each condition.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. Study 2 state contagion concerns mediate the relationship between the famous gay 

man/lesbian (GM/L) and non-famous gay man/lesbian conditions and general contagion 

concerns. Gender was entered in the model as a covariate. Path values correspond to 

standardized regression coefficients (β). *p<.05, **p<.001. CI [ .12, .40 ]. 
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Table 2 

Study 2: Descriptive Statistics of Dependent Variables 

  

Famous 

Gay 

Man/Lesbian 

Condition 

(N=22) 

 

Non-Famous 

Gay 

Man/Lesbian 

Condition 

(N=20) 

 

Famous 

Heterosexual 

Condition 

(N=29) 

 

Overall 

Dependent 

Variable 

 

M SD  M SD  M SD  M SD 
             

Excitement   4.23 .93  2.93 1.03  4.65 .58  3.92 1.14 

             

Negative Affect  1.18 .34  1.23 .45  1.10 .17  1.17 .34 

             

Difficulty 

Imagining 

Contact 

 

1.72 1.02  2.18 1.57  2.29 1.76  2.06 1.49 

             

State Contagion 

Concerns 

 
2.45 .73  3.31 1.54  2.41 1.00  2.75 1.22 

             

General 

Contagion 

Concerns* 

 

3.35 1.27  3.73 1.46  3.52 1.33  3.54 1.35 

             

Sexual 

Prejudice* 

 
2.04 1.25  2.66 1.72  2.13 1.45  2.29 1.51 

             

Positive 

Interaction 

Behaviors 

 

4.60 .80  3.52 .97  4.69 .61  4.26 .97 

             

Focus on 

Avoiding the 

Appearance of 

Prejudice 

 1.27 .63  2.19 1.46  1.00 0.00  1.51 1.06 

Note: *Post-manipulation means and standard deviations are presented. 
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APPENDIX B 

IRB CO- INVESTIGATOR APPLICATION PAGES 

 

Human Subjects Application For Full IRB and Expedited Exempt Review  

 

Go back  

1. Project Title and Identification 

1.1 Project Title 

Evaluating the relationship between attitudes toward different stigmatized groups.  

Project is: Faculty Sponsored Research  

1.2 Principal Investigator (PI) 

Name(Last name, First name MI): 

Columb, Corey James 

Highest Earned Degree: 

Master's Degree 

Mailing Address: 

1107 W. Call St. Tallahassee, FL 32306 

Phone Number: 

607 742-0431 

Fax: 

  

University Department: 

PSYCHOLOGY DEPARTMENT 

Email: 

columb@psy.fsu.edu 

The training and education completed in the protection of human 

subjects or human subjects records: 

None              

Occupational Position: 

Student 

 

1.3 Co-Investigators/Research Staff 

 

javascript:history.back()
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Name(Last name, First name MI): 

LaCosse, Jennifer A 

Highest Earned Degree: 

Bachelor's Degree 

Mailing Address: 

1107 W. Call St. Tallahassee, FL 32306 

Phone Number: 

517-376-2878 

Fax: 

  

University Department: 

PSYCHOLOGY DEPARTMENT 

Email: 

lacosse@psy.fsu.edu 

The training and education completed in the protection of human 

subjects or human subjects records: 

NIH Web-Based Training Course “Protecting Human Research 

Participants” Certificate Number 978217              

Occupational Position: 

Student 

 

1.4 Faculty Advisor/Department Chair/Dean Information 

Name(Last name, First name MI): 

Plant, Elizabeth Ashby;  Advisor 

Highest Earned Degree: 

Mailing Address: 

1107 W. Call St. Tallahassee, FL 32306 

Phone Number: 

850-644-5533 

Fax: 

  

University Department: 

PSYCHOLOGY DEPARTMENT 

Email: 

plant@psy.fsu.edu 

The training and education completed in the protection of human 

subjects or human subjects records: 

  

Occupational Position: 

 

2. Funding 

2.1 Is this research funded by an internal (FSU) or external agency? 
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IRB APPROVAL MEMOS 

 



42 
 

 



43 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



44 
 

APPENDIX C 

SAMPLE CONSENT FORM 

 

Informed Consent Form 

I freely and voluntarily and without element of force or coercion, consent to be a 

participant in the research project entitled “Interactions with Others.” This research is being 
conducted by Jennifer LaCosse, psychology graduate student, under the supervision of Ashby 

Plant, Professor of Psychology at Florida State University. I understand the purpose of her 

research is to better understand the way people think about the previous intergroup interactions 

they have had with others. I understand that if I participate in the project, I will think about, 

report, and reflect on my previous intergroup interactions. In addition, I will report my attitudes 

and experiences with different social issues and groups. The total time commitment will be about 

60 minutes (10 minutes for Part 1-Online Survey; 50 minutes for Part 2-Lab Study) and I will be 

compensated by receiving one research credit total for the study. I understand that my 

participation is totally voluntary and I may stop participation at anytime. If I decide to stop 

participation, I will still be entitled to the credit. At all times my responses will remain 

confidential to the extent allowed by law. Although my name is recorded on this informed 

consent form and the website under which I signed up for this experiment, neither of these will 

be linked to my responses keeping them anonymous. Also, no individual responses will be 

reported. Only group findings will be reported. The data will be stored in A306, which is a 

locked room in the new psychology building. In addition, all paper materials will be destroyed 

by March 2018 and all electronic data will be destroyed by March 2020.  

I understand there is minimal level of risk involved with participating in this research 

project. It is possible that I may become uncomfortable thinking about my previous contact with 

Lesbians and Gay men and my social attitudes. I understand there are benefits for participating in 

this research project. I will be providing researchers with valuable insight into people’s 
interactions with others. I understand that this consent may be withdrawn at any time without 

prejudice, penalty, or loss of benefits to which I am otherwise entitled. I have been given the 

right to ask and have answered any inquiry concerning the study.  

Questions, if any, have been answered to my satisfaction. I understand that I may contact 

Jennifer LaCosse, Florida State University, Department of Psychology PDB A303, (517) 376-

2878, or at lacosse@psy.fsu.edu or Dr. Ashby Plant, Florida State University, PDB A332, 644-

5533, or at plant@psy.fsu.edu for answers to questions about this research or my rights. Group 

results will be sent to me upon my request. If I have questions about my rights as a participant in 

this research, or if I feel I have been placed at risk, I can contact the Chair of Human Subjects 

Committee, Institutional Review Board, through the Office of the Vice President for Research, at 

(850) 644-8633 or at humansubjects@magnet.fsu.edu.  

I have read and understand this consent form.  

______________________________________(Participant’s signature) (Date)  
______________________________________ (Participant’s printed name) 
 

FSU Human Subjects Committee Approved on 10/31/2012. Void after 8/07/2013. HSC # 

2012.8998  
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