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Abstract 

People do not exist in a vacuum. Any given individual can expect to be perceived by 

others as compared to those whom they associate with and those in their immediate 

surroundings. This is particularly relevant to Black-White Multiracial individuals, as the 

perceived racial identities of these individuals by outsiders is extremely sensitive. Despite 

Multiracial individuals encompassing a growing portion of the population, there has been limited 

research conducted on the ways that Multiracial individuals are perceived by their White peers, 

especially among children. The present study looks to address this gap in the literature by testing 

whether White children and adults are more likely to categorize Multiracial children as Black or 

White when those Multiracial children have either Black or White peers. While the race of a 

Multiracial child’s friends did not have an effect, the tendency of White people to categorize 

Multiracial individuals as Black was pervasive across all conditions and age groups, and 

participants’ levels of White contact were correlated with the tendency to categorize Multiracial 

individuals as Black under certain conditions. 
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The Company You Keep: The Effects of Social Context on Multiracial Categorization in 

Children 

In the United States, Black-White Multiracial individuals (henceforth referred to as 

“Multiracial individuals”) make up a rapidly growing population that represents the “blurring” of 

traditional racial boundaries (U.S. Census, 2011; Lee & Bean, 2007). Nevertheless, Multiracial 

individuals are often categorized in accordance with hypodescent (i.e., “one-drop rule”) which 

dictates that Multiracial individuals are categorically Black and not White (Davis, 1991; Ho, 

Sidanius, Levin, & Banaji, 2011). For example, when shown Multiracial children with one Black 

parent and one White parent, White U.S. adults (and children) more often categorize those 

children as Black than as White (Roberts & Gelman, 2015). 

Hypodescent in Adults 

Recent research suggests that White adults often endorse hypodescent for ideology-

driven reasons. For example, White adults high in social dominance orientation (i.e., a preference 

for social group hierarchies) tend to categorize Multiracial individuals as more Black than White 

as a means to maintain and reinforce the social hierarchy (Ho, Sidanius, Cuddy, & Banaji, 2013). 

Moreover, White Americans who are politically conservative and in opposition toward equality, 

categorize Multiracial individuals as Black and not White as a means to exacerbate inequality 

(Krosch, Berntsten, Amodio, Jost, & Van Bavel, 2013). Likewise, White adults with high levels 

of anti-Black prejudice and racial essentialism (i.e., the belief that racial group membership is 

indicative of an innate and unchangeable “essence”) are also more likely to endorse hypodescent 

because they feel negatively toward a “Black essence,” which they subsequently overemphasize 

and use to categorize Multiracial individuals as Black (Ho, Roberts, & Gelman, 2015; see also 

Chao, Hong, & Chiu, 2013).  
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Critically, ideology-driven categorizations do not fully explain how Multiracial 

individuals are categorized by others, contextual characteristics that are external to the perceiver 

also play a significant role (Freeman, Penner, Saperstein, Scheutz, & Ambady, 2011; Krosch & 

Amodio, 2014; Rodeheffer, Hill, & Lord, 2012; Ho et al., 2013). For example, when shown a 

racially ambiguous individual wearing a suit, as opposed to janitor attire, adults are more likely 

to classify a racially ambiguous individual as White because high-status social roles are 

associated with Whiteness (Freeman et al., 2011). When primed with words and images that 

evoked a competitive economic environment, White adults were more likely to categorize 

Multiracial individuals as Black because they viewed Multiracial individuals as a threat (Krosch 

& Amodio, 2014; Rodeheffer, Hill, & Lord, 2012). Notably, Ho et al. (2013) found that 

perceiver’s ideologies can interact with contextual characteristics to elicit hypodescent; 

individuals high in social dominance orientation endorsed hypodescent, especially when they felt 

that their group was threatened by conditions of economic scarcity. Nevertheless, these studies 

demonstrate that context-driven categorizations play an important role in Multiracial person 

perception.  

Hypodescent in Children 

Distinguishing ideology-driven from context-driven categorizations is important when 

considering how hypodescent emerges in development. That is, previous research suggests that 

adults’ categorizations are both ideology and context driven, but the extent to which children’s 

categorizations are as well remains unclear. Because young children may not have the deeply 

developed ideologies that adults have, they may make more context-based categorizations. For 

example, young children are less likely to endorse racial essentialism than are adults, often 

believing that race is not stable (Kinzler & Dautel, 2012; Roberts & Gelman, 2016), or an 
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objectively correct way to categorize people (Diesendruck, Goldfein-Elbaz, Rhodes, Gelman, & 

Neumark, 2013; Rhodes & Gelman, 2009). Thus, if children may be less likely to make 

ideology-driven categorizations, they may rely on contextual information when making 

categorizations of Multiracial individuals.  

With regard to children, there are two main types of context-based categorization patterns 

that have emerged: perceptual and affiliation-based. Previous research suggests that children, 

like adults, rely on perceptual information when categorizing Multiracial individuals. Roberts 

and Gelman (2015) found that young White preschoolers relied on perceptual information when 

categorizing Multiracial children. That is, due to infrequent contact with racial minority children, 

White children overemphasized Black out-group features (e.g., relatively darker skin tone than 

their own), overemphasized those features among Multiracial children, and subsequently 

categorized Multiracial children as more Black than White. The data presented by Roberts and 

Gelman (2015) were consistent with data from the adult data presented by Halberstadt, Sherman, 

and Sherman (2011): when presented with racially ambiguous faces along a Black-White morph 

continuum, White adults with lower rates of out-group contact were more likely to overweigh 

outgroup features and thus categorize those ambiguous faces as Black rather than White 

(Halberstadt, Sherman, & Sherman, 2011). Although White children in Roberts and Gelman 

(2015) may have relied on perceptual information when categorizing Multiracial children, an 

alternative explanation is that White children may perceive Black children and Multiracial 

children as outgroup members who are socially affiliated with one another, and subsequently 

conclude Black children and Multiracial children belong to the same category. While this 

alternative possibility remains unexplored, Roberts, Williams, & Gelman (2016) found that 

White children expect Multiracial children to affiliate with both White and Black children.  
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The Present Research 

Taken together, recent research warrants two competing predictions regarding White 

children’s categorization of Multiracial individuals. On the one hand, they may overemphasize 

Black perceptual features and subsequently categorize Multiracial children as Black (i.e., 

perceptually-driven categorization). On the other hand, they could expect Multiracial children to 

socially affiliate with Black children, and therefore categorize them as Black (i.e., relationship-

driven categorization). In the present study, we tested these competing predictions, which had 

important implications for furthering our understanding of how social relationships influence the 

categorization of Multiracial individuals, and whether these categorizations are perceptually or 

ideologically driven. 

Previous research has not thoroughly explored the effects of peers with certain racial 

categorizations within a social environment on Multiracial categorization in children, and this 

study seeks to simulate that so that we may better understand how Multiracial individuals are 

perceived in real-world contexts. We randomly assigned participants to one of two conditions: 

the White-friends condition, in which Multiracial children were depicted as having only White 

friends, and the Black-friends condition, in which Multiracial children were depicted as having 

only Black friends. Following random assignment, participants were asked to categorize 

Multiracial individuals as either Black or White. These conditions are designed such that we 

could determine which of our competing hypothesis was supported; if White participants are 

more likely to endorse hypodescent in the White-friends condition, then it would suggest that 

endorsement of hypodescent was driven by a perceptual overemphasis of Black features 

(Halberstadt et al., 2011; Roberts & Gelman, 2015). For example, if categorization is based on 

perceptual context and information, we would expect participants to categorize the Multiracial 
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target in a White-friends condition as Black due to the contrast between the target and white 

group making the target’s skin seem darker.  Likewise, the Multiracial target in the Black-friends 

condition would seem lighter in skin tone in comparison to the friend and would thus be more 

likely to be categorized as White. Alternatively, if White participants are more likely to endorse 

hypodescent in the Black-friends condition, then it would be likely that endorsement of 

hypodescent was driven by ideas regarding social affiliation, specifically the notion that 

Multiracial individuals are similar to their friends. Therefore, if categorization was based on 

affiliation, we should expect that in the White-friends condition, the Multiracial target would be 

more likely to be categorized as White, and in a Black-friends condition, the Multiracial target 

would be more likely to be categorized as Black because of who the Multiracial target’s friends 

are. 

We also aimed to study how intergroup contact was correlated with the effect social 

relationships on Multiracial categorization in children. In order to do this, we also had adult 

participants and the parents of child participants complete a survey on intergroup contact. 

Consistent with previous research, we predicted that participants will higher levels of ingroup 

contact, or White contact, will have higher levels of Black-categorization bias because of ideas 

regarding outgroup homogeneity and overemphasis of Black features (Halberstadt et al., 2011). 

Method 

Participants 

Participants were White U.S. children and adults (N = 136). Children were identified as 

White by their parent or guardian. Child participants were recruited through the Living Lab 

program at a Midwestern museum, adult participants were recruited at a Midwestern university. 

The child participants were separated into two age groups, 4- to 6-year-olds (n=46) and 7- to 9-
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year-olds (n=47), which parallels previous work with similar methods (Roberts & Gelman, 

2015). Forty-three adult participants were also studied. 

Materials 

Materials were presented on a laptop using PowerPoint software. The images consisted of 

22 child faces. Images were drawn from the Child Affective Facial Expression Set (Lobue & 

Thrasher, 2014) and are fully available at databrary.org. All images were of real children and 

were forward-facing with happy expressions. Images were pretested with 55 U.S. adults, who 

were made to answer the question “What is the racial background of this person?” with the 

response options of “Black,” “White,” “Black and White,” or “Other.” For a full report on the 

pretest data, see Roberts & Gelman (2015). Of the 22 images, 6 were categorized as “Black and 

White” by the majority of participants, 8 were categorized as “Black” by the majority of 

participants, and 8 were categorized as “White” by the majority of participants.  Of the 8 Black 

images, 3 were male and 5 were female; the 3 male images and 3 of the female images were used 

as friends in the Black Friends condition, 1 female image was used as a control target, and 1 

female image was used as a response option. Of the 8 White images, 3 were male and 5 were 

female; the 3 male images and 3 of the female images were used as friends in the White Friends 

condition, 1 female image was used as a control target, and 1 female image was used as a 

response option. The 6 Multiracial faces were all female and were used as targets. 

Each slide consisted of a target (one of the 6 Multiracial faces or one of the two control 

faces) centered at the bottom of the screen. For half of the participants, all Multiracial targets 

were shown surrounded by Black children (i.e., friendship group), and for the other half of the 

participants, all Multiracial targets were shown surrounded by White children. The faces of the 
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two response options appeared in the upper-left and upper-right corners of the screen, and the 

position of the response options was counterbalanced across participants.  

Procedure 

After obtaining consent, we randomly assigned participants to either the Black-Friends or 

the White-Friends condition. First, participants were shown the friendship groups (i.e., a group of 

either six Black children or six White children), presented in a circle and told,  

 

Look at these kids (pointing to friend circle). They are all friends. I’m going to show you 

pictures of some of their other friends, who will show up in the middle (pointing to the 

middle of the circle). Your job is to tell me if each friend that I show you is more like one 

of these two girls (revealing and pointing to the Black and White response options). The 

two girls are this girl and this girl (pointing), OK? 

 

Then, the Multiracial targets would appear in the middle of the circle. For each 

multiracial target, participants were told, “Look at this girl (pointing to the target). She’s with 

her friends (pointing to the friend circle). Is this girl more like this girl or this girl (pointing to the 

Black and White response options)?” After participants responded, the target would fade out and 

the next would fade in. The same language was used for each target that appeared. Participants 

were shown a total of six multiracial targets, presented in a randomized order, and two control 

targets (one black target and one white target), the order of which was counterbalanced across 

participants. These control targets were included because we wanted to ensure that participants 

had some conception of race and were using it to make categorizations. After completing the 
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study, child participants received a toy, and adult participants received a piece of candy. See 

Appendix A for example slides. 

Intergroup Contact Survey 

While child participants completed the categorization task, parents were asked complete a 

short paper survey in which they were asked to approximate the percentages of the racial makeup 

of the family’s neighborhood, the child’s friends, and the parents’ friends. After completing the 

task, adult participants were asked to approximate the racial makeup of their neighborhood and 

their own friends. This enabled us to study the effects of intergroup contact on children’s and 

adults’ categorizations. 

Measures and Coding 

 Responses were scored on a scale from 0 to 1, with Black categorizations (i.e., saying 

that the multiracial target was more like the black response option) being given a score of 1, and 

white categorizations (i.e., saying that the multiracial target was more like the white response 

option) given a score of 0. If a participant said that any target was like both response options, 

they were asked to state which the target was more like. For our dependent variable, we 

calculated the frequency of black categorizations (the precise inverse of white categorizations). 

Thus, scores could range from 0 to 6. 

Regarding group contact, we calculated the average of participants’’ contact with White 

people, as well as their contact with Black people. For children, this average was calculated 

using three dimensions (i.e., neighborhood, participant’s friends, and parent’s friends), and for 

adult participants, this included two dimensions (i.e., neighborhood and participant’s friends) 

rather than three.   
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Results 

 There were no effects of any of the counterbalancing factors (e.g., order of response 

images), so data are collapsed across these factors. While many participants failed the control 

questions, the results do not change when those participants are removed, so those participants 

are included. All comparisons are Bonferroni corrected at the p < .05 level.  

 To test our hypothesis that condition would have an effect on children’s categorization of 

the Multiracial targets, we conducted a 2 (condition: White friends or Black friends) x 3 (age 

group: 4-6, 7-9, adults) repeated measures ANOVA with age group and condition both as 

between-subjects factors and categorization choice as the dependent variable (scores could range 

from 0 to 6). There was no main effect of condition, F(1, 136) = .72, p = .40, ηp
2 < .01, or age 

group, F(2, 136) = 1.53, p = .22, ηp
2 = .02, or an interaction of age group and condition, F(2, 136) 

= .99, p = .34, ηp
2 = .01. We next tested whether each age group endorsed hypodescent across the 

two conditions. To do this, we conducted a series of one-sampled t-tests to determine whether or 

not participants’ categorization choices were above chance (i.e., 3), thereby reflecting the 

hypodescent pattern. In the White-friends condition, all age groups made categorizations that 

were significantly above the midpoint (4-6: M = 4.33, SE = .25, t(23) = 5.43, p < .001, Cohen’s d 

= 2.26; 7- to 9-year-olds: M = 4.13, SE = .21, t(23) = 5.33, p < .001, Cohen’s d = 2.22; Adults: M 

= 3.91, SE = .39, t(22) = 2.33, p = .029, Cohen’s d = 0.99). Similarly, in the Black-friends 

condition, all age groups made categorizations above the midpoint, though the categorizations 

for 7- to 9-year-olds trended toward significant (4-6 (M = 4.25, SE = .30, t(23) = 4.13, p < .001, 

Cohen’s d = 1.72; 7-9: M = 3.48, SE = .25, t(24) = 1.90, p = .07, Cohen’s d = 0.77; adults: M = 

4.05, SE = .29, t(21) = 3.60, p = .002, Cohen’s d = 1.57). See Appendix B. 

Ingroup Contact 
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 In order to analyze the relationship between group contact, specifically White group 

contact, of participants’ categorization of Multiracial individuals, we calculated levels of White 

contact for each age group in each condition on a scale of 0-100%, and we conducted a 

correlation. There was a significant effect of intergroup contact on categorization choice for 4- to 

6-year-olds in the White-friends condition and for 7- to 9-year-olds in the Black-friends 

condition, such that higher levels of White contact predicted Black-categorization bias. Among 

adults in both condition, 7- to 9-year-olds in the White-friends condition, and 4- to 6-year-olds in 

the Black-friends condition, there was no effect of intergroup contact on categorization choice. 

Discussion 

In this study, we tested whether Multiracial children’s friendship networks (i.e., whether 

they had White friends or Black friends), affected how White children’s and adults’ categorized 

Multiracial children. To test this, we asked participants to categorize Multiracial targets as either 

more similar to a Black child or a White child. We had two conditions: the Multiracial target was 

shown among either Black friends or White friends. The three age groups we examined were 4- 

to 6-year-olds, 7- to 9-year-olds, and adults. We predicted that participant responses would differ 

between the White-friends condition and the Black-friends condition. We had two competing 

predictions: that children would rely on perceptual information, overemphasizing black 

characteristics to tend toward hypodescent in the White-friends condition while tending away 

from hypodescent in the Black-friends condition, and that children believed that multiracial 

individuals were Black because they had Black friends, which would lead them to endorse 

hypodescent in the Black-friends condition but tend away from hypodescent in the White-friends 

condition.  We expected that there would be an age effect because adults use ideologies to drive 

their categorization, but children lack these ideologies, thus the modes of thinking must change 
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throughout development (Kinzler & Dautel, 2012; Roberts & Gelman, 2016, Diesendruck et al., 

2013; Rhodes & Gelman, 2009).  Our aim was to determine which of these two predictions was 

supported and thus determine how social context affects Multiracial categorization.  Counter to 

our expectations, there were no significant difference in categorization patterns between 

conditions, suggesting that Multiracial individuals’ friendship patterns did not influence how 

they were categorized by White children and adults.  

Limitations and Future Directions 

Of course, it is possible that there were several methodological issues that may have 

affected the results of the present study. First, participants in the present research were recruited 

in a relatively liberal city, which has been shown to have to have flexible concepts of race 

(Rhodes & Gelman, 2009). Future research conducted in more conservative contexts may find 

more nuanced responses.  Further, all child participants were White children recruited through a 

local children’s museum that charges admission to visit, so it is likely that our child participants 

came from primarily high socioeconomic backgrounds. Similarly, all adult participants were 

White university students recruited at the student union of a liberal university with a high 

proportion of students with high socioeconomic status. These factors limit the generalizability of 

our conclusions, and future research could mitigate this problem by sampling children and adults 

outside of a liberal college town. Future researchers may also benefit from surveying more 

participants, which would make for a more normalized sample. 

Furthermore, the method may not have accurately represented social context. Participants 

may have viewed the targets and other faces as disembodied heads on a screen rather than as 

characters who have relationships with each other. If participants made categorizations based on 

social affiliation, then the task might not have accurately measured that. Future research could 
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perhaps show full bodies, rather than only heads, and place those bodies in some sort of setting. 

Additionally, perhaps a more detailed narrative that emphasized the social relationship 

surrounding the Multiracial target and her friends could be included. By making social context 

more salient, future research can better ensure that participants acknowledge it.  

Many participants also failed our control questions, likely because physical differences 

between the two response options as well as the two control targets made race less salient. For 

example, the White response option had curly hair, and the Black response option had hair that 

was less visibly curly. Neither of the control targets had visibly curly hair. Similarly, the White 

response option and the Black control target both appear to have their hair tied up, while the 

White control target wears her hair down and it is unclear whether or not the Black response 

option has her hair up. These visual differences give participants factors to think about other than 

race in their categorization, so it is possible that participants could fail the controls but still 

acknowledge the existence of race. This likely did happen, as even when we remove the 

participants who fail one or both of the control questions, the data does not significantly change. 

In order to amend this problem, future research should use response options with less physical 

variation, such that race is the most salient trait.  

Also, asking parents and adult participants to approximate the racial makeup of their 

friends after neighborhood is likely to be inaccurate, especially considering that White people 

have a tendency to overestimate the number of minorities or people of color in the population 

(Gallagher, 2003). In order to amend this, future research can perhaps ask for participants’ zip 

codes so that it would be easier to determine the actual makeup of the areas where participants 

live. 

Theoretical Implications 
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In spite of our predictions going unsupported, several interesting patterns did still emerge. 

In both conditions and across all age groups, participants tended toward hypodescent. This is 

significant in that it affirms how pervasive hypodescent is. This finding aligns with previous 

research that affirmed the existence of hypodescent and suggests that hypodescent’s effects are 

stronger than predicted (Ho et al., 2013). The tendency of White children and adults to categorize 

Multiracial children as Black persists even in the presence of contextual factors that could sway 

participants to categorize them as White.  

Also, we did find that ingroup contact (White contact) was related to endorsement of 

hypodescent among 4- to 6-year-olds in the White-friends condition and 7- to 9-year-olds in the 

Black-friends condition. The finding that 4- to 6-year-olds in the White-friends condition were 

more likely to endorse hypodescent when they had high White contact suggest that that these 

children use perceptual differences in making categorizations. We might see this result among 

young children with high White contact because seeing the White friends on the screen may have 

reproduced the social context that these participants already experience. This condition may 

remind these participants of their own experiences, which in turn may have led them to 

overemphasize Black features because they are particularly unfamiliar to them. Furthermore, 

both White children and adults have been demonstrated to overweigh minority features on 

racially ambiguous targets, by virtue of being the majority race, and the presentation of the target 

and friends in this condition may have reminded these 4- to 6-year-olds that they belonged to the 

majority group (Bar-Haim, Ziv, Lamy, & Hodes, 2006). 

In the Black-friends condition, only the 7- to 9-year-olds were more likely to endorse 

hypodescent when they had high White contact. This suggests that older children, but not adults, 

are more likely to categorize Multiracial individuals as Black because Multiracial individuals are 
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assumed to have Black friends. It is possible that these older children make this assumption 

because they themselves are more likely to socially affiliate with people who share their racial 

category. The current body of literature indicates that children become more likely to choose 

same-race friends as they approach adolescence, so it is likely that children at this age expected 

that the target’s friendship patterns mirrored those they observe in themselves and their peers 

(Hallinan & Teixeira, 1987). Younger children have been shown to still be likely to make friends 

along racial lines, but because those tendencies increase with age, this reasoning may be more 

prevalent in 7- to 9-year-olds than 4- to 6-year-olds. This could explain why White contact 

played a role among 7- to 9-year-olds in the Black-friends condition but not among 4- to 6-year-

olds in the same condition.  

The results of this study may suggest that the tendency to think of others in terms of their 

social affiliations emerges later in development, at least among White children with 

homogenously White social contexts. Younger children with high White contact rely on 

perceptual markers and may tend toward hypodescent in the White friends condition because 

their lack of familiarity with Black and Multiracial people would lead them to overemphasize the 

multiracial target’s Black features. Older children with high White contact, on the other hand, 

may be more able to draw assumptions based on social affiliation. Rather than focusing on visual 

differences, older children may perceive the Multiracial target as similar to her friends because 

of the social relationship, leading these children to endorse hypodescent in the Black-friends 

condition. Adults with high White contact, especially in a university setting, would have been 

exposed to non-White people even if they did not live around them or befriend them, which were 

our measures used to calculate White contact for adult participants. This may explain why no 

effect of White contact was seen among adults in either condition. This reasoning outlines a 
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possible explanation for our results. However, this reasoning is speculative and this finding is 

unpredicted, so we suggest a cautious interpretation of these results. 

Implications for Organizations 

These findings have implications for schools and other organizations in which children 

interact with each other. Our results suggest that regardless of who they befriend, Multiracial 

children in the United States are more likely to be categorized as Black. So, Multiracial children 

in White-majority schools will be considered Black by most of their peers. In schoolchildren, 

cross-race friendships have been observed to be rarer than same-race friendships, as well as of 

lower quality and shorter duration as same-race friendships (Hallinan & Texeira, 1987). White 

children have demonstrated to show a preference for members of their racial ingroup over 

outgroup members (Aboud, Mendelson, & Purdy, 2003). If Multiracial children are consistently 

categorized as outgroup members by their White peers, Multiracial children may thus struggle to 

make and maintain friendships in primarily White contexts. 

Seeing as we found no effect of condition, our findings suggest that the social 

relationships that Multiracial children make in their classrooms and on the playground have little 

bearing on how their White peers will perceive them. However, our results indicate that the 

racial socialization of those White peers will make a difference. Our finding regarding group 

contact have particular relevance for young Multiracial students attending schools in primarily 

White areas. The present study suggests that in places where young White students interact 

almost exclusively with other White individuals both inside and outside of schools, 4- to 6-year-

old Multiracial students are especially likely to be labeled as outgroup members by their White 

peers. If the majority of these Multiracial students’ classmates are White, then White peers’ pre-
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existing tendencies toward hypodescent may be magnified because these White peers may 

overemphasize the Multiracial students’ Black features.  

On the same line of reasoning, if schools were to actively encourage intergroup contact at 

young ages, then White students would be less likely to label Multiracial individuals as outgroup 

members. Without such high levels of White contact, 7- to 9-year-old White students would 

likely be less likely to label Multiracial individuals with Black friends as Black than they 

otherwise would because they might not assume that the racial makeup of a person’s friend 

group determines that person’s own racial category. After all, if a White student has both Black 

and White friends, that White child likely will not think that it changes their own racial category. 

While cross-race friendships are less like to form organically among children than same-race 

friendships, mutual cross-race friendships between children are similar to same-race friendships 

in terms of several (but not all) functions of friendship, like loyalty and emotional security 

(Aboud, Mendelson, & Purdy, 2003). So, by actively encouraging cross-race friendships, schools 

and other children’s organizations may be able to provide a friendlier and more comfortable 

environment for Multiracial children. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, our data suggest that hypodescent transcends Multiracial children’s 

friendship patterns, and both White children and adults are likely to categorize Multiracial 

children as Black regardless of whether those Multiracial children have Black or White friends. 

Among White children of certain age groups in certain social situations, high levels of White 

contact may be related to higher likelihoods of endorsing hypodescent. Further research can 

examine the extent to which White contact has an effect. 
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Appendix A 

 

 
 

Figure 1: Example – Introducing Friends (White-Friends Condition) 

“Look at these kids. They are all friends. I’m going to show you pictures of some of their other 

friends, who will show up in the middle [pointing]. Your job is to tell me if each friend that I 

show you is more like one of these two girls [revealing response options].” 
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Figure 2: Example – Introducing Response Options (White-Friends Condition) 

“The two girls are this girl [pointing at left response option] and this girl [pointing at right 

response option], OK?”  
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Figure 3: Example – Trial Question (White-Friends Condition) 

“This girl (pointing at target) is with her friends (pointing at friends). Is this girl (pointing at 

target) more like this girl (pointing at left response option) or more like this girl (pointing at right 

response option)?” 
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Figure 4: Example – Black Control (White-Friends Condition) 

“This girl (pointing at target) is with her friends (pointing at friends). Is this girl (pointing at 

target) more like this girl (pointing at left response option) or more like this girl (pointing at right 

response option)?” 
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Figure 5: Example – White Control (White-Friends Condition) 

“This girl (pointing at target) is with her friends (pointing at friends). Is this girl (pointing at 

target) more like this girl (pointing at left response option) or more like this girl (pointing at right 

response option)?” 
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Figure 6: Example – Introducing Response Options (Black-Friends Condition) 

“The two girls are this girl [pointing at left response option] and this girl [pointing at right 

response option], OK?”  
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Appendix B 

 

Figure 7: A score of 0 indicates that a participant categorized all Multiracial targets as White, 

while a score of 6 indicates that a participant categorized all Multiracial targets as White. Our 

data show no effects of condition or age group. 
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Condition Age Group Contact M(SD) R Contact (Choice) p 

     

White-friends 4-6 71.20(22.73) .58 .004 

 7-9 84(17.81) -.18 .414 

 Adults 68.54(18.29) .11 .618 

     

Black-friends 4-6 79.09(19.90) .169 .451 

 7-9 86.17(9.65) .526 .014 

 Adults 71.39(18.55) .221 .324 

     

 

Table 1: Correlation between White Contact and Categorization Score 

Our results indicate that White contact is positively correlated with endorsement of hypodescent 

among 4- to 6-year-olds in the White-friends condition and among 7- to 9-year-olds in the Black-

friends condition. 


