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ABSTRACT

. more influenced by the labels than children who were high
‘;sex-lnapproprzate. .This hypothesis was not confirmed but there is o g
.some reason to. doubt the ability of the IT Scale to distinguish . ‘ ' :
'preference, e;ther thhin a. sex or between sexes. . (Author/Ws) B S
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'_Soczal Attitudes

Children six. to eight years old each played a game

which was labeled either sex-appropriate, sex-neutral, or o A %

sex-inapprorpriate. Measures of performance and attractiveness of the .

game were obtained..For both boys and girls, performance was highest N
‘when the game was labeled sex-appropriate, intermediate when no sex SN
label was given, and lowest when the game was ‘labeled : / -§ .
‘sex-inappropriate. For attractiveness, the appropriate and neutral Lo

label conditions were similar and both were higher than the

inappropriate condition. The IT Scale for children was used- to test ,%E;

the hypothesis that children who were high sex-approptxate would be
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Kohlberg has proposed'é theofy of sex—f&piﬁg in which the.baéis

REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EOu.

CATION POSITION OR POLICY.

o? . -

for adopting the appropriate sexfrolelstandatd-is a desire on the paft3

of the chlld to eétablish and ﬁaintain consistencj between a classifi- = . -

.

cation of'hi@se;f as male or female and the‘appropriéte*sex-role

k)

.o himself as either male or female he theh

€

C e

an act which-has been labeled as appropriate £6r his sex thdh to
an act which hés been labeled sex-inappropriate. SO

/ -

LY

6 007 s,éq_ :

st e e mraa care erate

sixth grade children as a fhnction.of the sex-label of the task.

/

- feminine and neutral. - Each child was given ten minutes and told

work dn all three .tasks.

\-

of their time working .on the

¢

. time working on the "neutral" task, and the least amount of .time
o o : :

i "female" task. Girls, however, spent about the same amount of time on

,"/

{ each task.

gl. ' ] . ‘ 1 Lo
i , . .
]

1]

" FILMED FROM BEST AVAILABLE GOPY

(Kohlberg, 1966). According Ed'Kohlberg,“after a child has labeled

" ‘Once a child has acquired -an appropriate gendér ideﬁtity; he f‘
shbuld.behave in a mahner which he views.as_c¢nsisfent with that
Therefdre; ohe ﬁéy hypothesize thét a éhild is.more likely to pefform )

children were presented with three tasks which were labeled masculine,

"male" task, an intermediate amount

standard a

o,

‘comes to value those behaviors -

2

‘and objects that are consistent with this initial self-classifigatiop.~

4

-ideﬁtipy.

perform

Stein, Pohly, and M@éller (1971) examined achievemgn;fbehavidr in

' The,

to

The results indicated that boys spent most

of

on the

N
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N

Although Stein et al, found that label was a significant,déterminant

- of choice;of task they'did_not investigate the're?ited_issne"of actual

performance.‘ One would expect_thatvlabel'and performance would also le
related, although the natnre of that relationship is'unknown. ”

In a study investigatingtoy preferences, Liebert, McCall, and
Hanratty (1971) experimentally‘manipulated the. sex—typed information for
2 groups-of toys. Firstigrade children were told that a goup of toys |
vere preferred by their own sex and that‘a-second group were preferred .
by the opposite sex. The children were_then asked to choose the'toys '
which_they preferred. The data revealed thatlwhen children were told
which toys their owm sex preferred they matched preferences. However,

their preferences were not influenced by knowledge of what the opposite
.sex preferred. These data indicate that same sex labels are more
‘effective in,inflpencing preference than opposite sex labels.

A Stndy by Epstein and Liverant (l§65) examined the effects of high
and low sex-typing on the value of rewards administered by male .or |
female experimenters.' In this- study boys five to seven were divided

‘_into high and low masculine groups on the basis of their score on the -

..Ig.Scale\(Brown, 1956). Both groups'were then'verbally conditioned.by/
two experimenters one male and the other female. The high masculiner,
scoring boys - showed more conditioning when reinforced by a male experi—

--menter than by a female experimenter. The low masculine scoring boys '
showed no difference. in conditioning that could be attribnted to the

sex of ‘the’ experimenter. This study demonstrated that high masculine

boys place greater value on reinforcements from aimale than they do

from a female. 1In contrast, low masculine boys value the rewards-
equally. '
o
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These studies add empirical support to Kohlbergls cdgnitiwe

developmental theory. The data suggest that when an activity is : R TR
J -

labeled male or female, a child will behave consistent with that
label. One would, therefore, expect.that an individual would pet-'
form at a diffetent lewel on a tash which he petceiwed as -either

apptopriate or inapptopriate for his own sex. This leads'to the -

.

,'fitst_hypothesis_of this study. When information on the sex—specificity
.of an activity is available-tc an individual, the individual will

perform at a highet level when the activit//is labeled sex—approptiate . e

than when the activity is labeled sex—inapptopriate.

In addition, and by the _same teasoning, one would expect that

N B : /
an individual's value for an activity would be influenced by his i
i .

e\'
- i
belief in its apptoariateness or inapptopriateness. The second - f.
nypothesis is that when,informatio on the sex—specificity of an B f
- activity is awailable to an indivﬁdual,fthe individual will place a

'higher*value on the activity when it is labeled sex—approptiate than

- . . N
-~ e

when it is labeled sex-inappropriate.
The third and final hypothesis was concerned with\potential
"individual differences within a sex; lt was ntedicted that an indivi-

f_,, dual wh; is classified as_.high sex-apptoptiate i.e., males who are

high-masculine or females who are high—femintne, have lncotpOtated

their cultute's standard of sexual(differentiation to a significant
: degtee.' Thevconcept of sexual diffetentiation.is not as salient fot-f
the'low.scOters. Thus, the effect of an apptoptiate or an inapntoptiatec

label on performance and attractiveness for an activity will be greater

for a high individual than for a low individual. o ' - SR
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| HMETHOD

"~ Subjects

| The initial- subject population were 133 boys and 130 girls

drawn from a rural midwestern community. Subjects were first and

second graders between the ages.of 6 and 8 years X = 6.3 years),
‘The design for this study'was a 2 x 2 x3 factorial. Sex. of

subject' sex-role preference' and cognitive labeling of the game were
all varied. Each cell contained lO_subjects.'

Apparatus o o . _ "'». L
. The IT Scale for Children (ITSC) (Brown, 1956) was. used to
determine_the sex-role preference of each cuild. Briefly, the test
consists.of having the child make choices (i.e., either boy or girl)'
for 1T, a sexually.ambiguous stick figure;_from activities and

objects presented on 36 picture_cards.'

The game for this study was "Mr. Munchy" a commercially manufactured,

Canadian toy. This game was chosen becanse'of its unfamiliarity and

- because it did not appear  to be sex-specific.’ Mr. Munchy is a clown

‘with an oval body six inches in diameter. Protrnding from the.clown‘s

-head‘is_a spiral-shaped rod, 12 inches long, with a clown hat attached

to the top. ' . . . .- T e

The game is played by pulling the clown s head up the rod to his
hat. When his head is re1°ased it begins to spin down the rod until
it is attached to the body-again This takes approximately 13 seconds.
The task for the child is to throw as. many plastic marbles as. possible

into Mr. Munchy s body before the head descends.
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L ) i Procedure

‘the Ii Scale was sdministered to'the initial population of§l33 males
and 130 females. 'A frequency distributionﬂwas established and the top
'and bottom 30 Ss of cach sex were selected as study Ss. Thus, the study
population consisted of 30 Hi-masculine males and 30 Lo-masculine males
along with 30 Hi-feminine females and 30 Lo-feminine females. The mean
and range offlT scores for each group.was as follows:..Hi-mas. (§'=.84;
Range = 0); Lo-mas. (X = 62.6; Range = 0-75); Hi-fem. X = ;9.6;
Range;= 0;67);-Lo;fem. (i = 84; Range'e 0). lhefsubjects were-randomly .
assigned to each of the l% cells. | |

About one month'later, the~experimenter returned to the school to .

. : I .fbegin the main experiment. The procedure was as follows. The, experi-

‘ menter took each child from his classroom to the experimental room.
‘There, the'experimenter introduced.himself and explained the purpose of f_ L
his‘visit. lf the subject:was a boy; he received one“of.thelfbllowing'
set of instructions appropriate for his condition.~. . A

"(Boy Condition) "I»have a toy that I would like you to play with.
The name of this toy is Mr.-Munchy. (The experimenter shows Mr. Munchy.

~ to-the"child.) Have you eyer seen Mr, Munchy before? (Only 7 out of

120 children had ever seen Mr. Munchy before and this had been in a

‘local toy store; None of the children had played the game’ before or

knew how to play it,) Well, Mr.rMunchy is a brand new game just-for |
boys. And since it is a b:and new game just feor boys, the people who
made it have asked me to test it .for them. So, I am asking some of
the boys in this school to play it a few times to make sure that the

game works and that boys can play it. Would you mind playing the game

. ~

./f'; . a few times for me?
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© "The way Hr. Munchy is’ pla\cc’ is like anot:he. game that boys

play-~ basketball When I pull Mr. Munchy s head up to his hat and

—

\

let it go, it will" start spinning around and around until it falls

back on his body. What you have t:o do is to throw, one at a time, as

many balls as you can into Mr. l-lunchy s t;ummy before his head ‘comes

all the way down. You can get ‘as close to Mr. xMuncllly' as you like bué.

you can't touch him and you can only pick up.one ball at a t:ime."‘
(Neutral Condition) "I have a toy that I would like you to play

with. . The. name of t:his toy is: Mr. llunchy. Have you ever seen Mr. Munchy

I;efore? We]l, Mr. Munchy-is a brand new game, and since it is a new

game_,_t:he people who madeit: have asked me to test it for them. So,

I am asking some of the children in this school to 'play it a few times

.t:o make sure that t:he game works and that children your age can play

\

“it. Would you mind playing the game a few t:imes for me?"

"The way nr. Munchy is played is like this. When I pull Mr.

- Munchy s head. <"

(Girl Condit:ion) "I have a toy that I would like you to play with,
The name of t:his toy is Mr. Munchy. Have you ‘ever seen Mr. Munchy -
before? Well, Nr. Munchy is a brand new game just for girls. And
since it is a brand new girl's game, the people who made it have asked

me to test it for them. - So I am asking some of t:he girls in this ‘

.school “to play it a few times to make sure t:hat: the game works and t:hat:

girls can play.-it;. But I also - thought that I would ask'a few boys to

play it just to see ‘if boys could play'it. So even though this is a

“

girl's game, would you mind playing it a few t:imes for me?"

"The way Mr. Munchy is played is like another game that girls

- play--jacks. When I pull Mr. Munchy s head up. " _ J

e '6

1

4
1
{
\




" to place Mr. Munchy on a scale of 0 to 6 where 0 repfesented _t_h'e le?ét _

~ the task.

Montemayor ,' . _ , : 7

&

" The inst'mct:ions for female subjéqts were similar to the male .
instructions except that the labeis were reversed in the apbropriate

and inappropriate conditions. ' \ o . -
» ' L \ .
" After the instructions, the child was given one practice trial
| _ 2 ' e c
and three test tfials. - After each trial, S's score was rec;orded by

/
7
/ .
7

/
/
/

the experimenter. At the conclusion:of the third trial, Mr. Munchy was ,

. . ' . : / .
removed from sight and the child's attractiveness for the toy was assessed.
. . M /

The first measure of attractiveness (Scale) was to ask the ch':l.ld’,;"" : E

" . . 3 B /
attractive toy and 6 the most attractive. It was recognized, however,
that a seven-year-old child might experience difficulty in-un&er?tanding

. ) ./ .
the concept of a 0-6 scale. ' Thefefqre, _é pictorial scale was devised

ol e S L0 e

P N AN R

which at_tempted.' to minimize, .a_s much e&s possible, thé Hifficulfy of '

N

B

r
-

.-

The séale consisted_of‘a line‘div;l.ded into 7 equal parts drawn

R )

on a sheet of paper. At the‘]_.e'ft: ehd of the line wés a drawing of a

child dressed in a raincoat.. The child was drawn in dark colors. It

SEF AT DN

-,

s -

had a frown on its face; it was standing in the rain; and it was holding

a wilted flower. At the righf end ',6f the scale was-_'_a child drawn in . ' f
i:r;l.ght coloxjs. ‘. The z_:'nild had. a ém;.le’on its face; the sun was shining; - i
and it wﬁs holding a blooming f]f;)‘aer. An attempt was madg té make §
oL . i B

the drawings se:é—neu_tral. | ‘ f{
The drawing _was__‘used in the folllowing'manner. _'l‘he 'subjecr: ivas"' . S § '
uskéd to name bo_t:.h .his‘ least favorite and ﬁxost fa'vé‘ri_g:‘c;‘a- toy. 'l‘hgvl %

'experimenter then procfﬁced the drawing an& explained to’ i:he child that
the drawing would be used to assess his attracti\réness for a group of

toys that t_hé experinienter would name. Toys which were the least

\

£ A, PR
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favorite would be placed in the space at the far left of the scale, in

the space next to the sad child. While toys which were the most favor- |

,...

ite would be placed at theiopposite end of the scale in the space_ next
~to the happy child. It was-explained that each of ‘the 'seven spaces

represented different degrees of attractivenes_s. Beginning from left

to right, the spaces were for toys which were: "The worst in the vorld; -

"Very bad; Bad; Good sometimes and bad sometimes, Good; “Very good; The
. .best in the world_. In order to ascertain that the child was attending
to t:he instructions, lhe was duizaed as to where‘ toyS'which'w'ere. verw "
bad, good etc. would be placed.l. S | |
5 The expe'r.lmenter then began naming toys (e.g., 'Where would.you
_place a b'Lcycle, a doll house a coloring book, etc ‘) until the fol- :
lowing two criteria'were met: First, the subject wds not’ making
exclu_sively extreme respo‘nses’ ’ i.e.-, only using the worst and'best
spaces; and Second;-the .subject was not responding i_n a random manner.
;,.-as indicated. hy beha\"riors such .as .pausing before pointing.:to, a space
_for a particular toy and using the same space for a toy named ‘at two
different timés. When these criteria were met, the experimenter then
asked ‘the subject:" ''Where ‘would you.place Mr. Munchy?" " T
The second measure of attractiveness (Rat.ing) consisted of the fol-

lowing set of duestions: "lf youi owned !r. Munchy would you play.With.
him, yee or no?" If "No," stop. If Yes, "would you play with him much

or a little?" If duch, 'would you play with him very much or . just -

- much?" If Little, "wo:uld you play with him a little or a very little?"-

\

' lThis scalé is an adajii-x sf the Syracuse Scale of Social

Relations. It was suggested to me by'John' ilcKinney.

\
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The following numerical values were assigned to each answer: No = 0; ’

)

~ Very little = l; Little = 2; Much = 3; Very much = 4,

RESULTS
L . - o

ITSC Distribution ' —
o ' ‘ ) /

It was hypoth:esized ‘that sex-role preference would be a signifi-

' 1

cant factor_ in the performance and attractive_ness of an act-ivity'. This
) l\YPOthGSis'; was tested by ex'amining“the responses of males and .females

whose IT scorss: placed them 15 the extreme/ends of their: respective

distributions. An examination of thes'el; distril)utions’, lio\veuer ; reveal

’

T that the pattern of scores for males and females are more similar than
: dissimilar and that differences between the ' extremes were only‘ .
‘moderate. o _ . ., L - |
As may be noted in l-‘igure 1, the distributions for males _and
femal_es are remarkably' similar (ii;ig's,_i = 77.27; Fema'l'es, X = 70.97).
In'both" groups, a_lmost- 5()2_ of the 'children‘scored in the 80-84 Category,
° o essentially a’perfect mdl-sculin.e score. The difference of 6.3 points
R between male and female means was not significant, indicating the
extreme overlap of the two distributions. _As indicated in Figure l, >

the distribution' of IT scores was' greatly ’skewed toward the masculine

end of the scale. Because so few indiv{idua_ls’ga\fé 'fé'm'ini;e—type

responses, the groups conipsed ofvSs-with ‘low scores were not as clearly :

° : defined or homogeneous as the groups composed of Ss whose scores were

°

high, i.e., masculine.

Insert Figure 1 about here
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Anal'j\rses of the‘data revealed thag the preference factor ‘was not

to one mea'sure of attractiveness, Scale, (p<.05). Hypothesis 3 was not
“confirmed, No relationship was found between sex-role preference and
either performance o attractiveness. ‘However, hypothesis,3 may not

| have received an adequate test. On the. basis of this ITSC distribution,

no fair compar:l.son ould be made between High arid Low groups since

the difference betw en these groups was small. -

o

Perfornance ; S o e

- - A

Each § rece ed'a“.pe'rfornance score which was the mean number
of balls thrown intu the toy over all three trials. The group ‘means
and standard deviations are ‘given in.Table 1.

en

Insert Table 1 ‘about: here:

The resultl of the analysis of variance for performance revealed
a significant la\lfl by sex fnteraction. " No. other effect was signifi- :
cant. Subjects 0 received a label for the game appropriate for their

: own sex had a higher mean than Ss with the meutral label who were higher

: N still than Ss wiLh an mappropriate label (F(Z 108) = 10. 40 p< 001).

wa —

_ As may b noted in Figure 2 there is a monotonic relationship
between sex and label for both sexes and all labels. ~The highest score
for each group was in the appropriate label condition, followed by the '

: neutral label crndition andi li,a‘stly by' the inappropriatel’abel condition.'

' Hypothesis '1 was confirmed for both m_ales and females.

) o : ’ °

Insert Figure' 2 about here

significaht for performance or Ratin’g." Preference was marginally related

P A B

Hypothesis 1 predicted this interaction -and the prediction was confirm d.
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. Attractiveness: Scale .

The écale 'mealns. and standard deviations are given in Table 1._‘
The ana.lysis;,of. variance summaryior attractiveness Gi.e;,
where S placed the toy on a scale of ‘0~6) again indicated a highly -
significant sex by iabel ‘oincéiécuan, (F(2,108) = 20.11, p<.001).
In addition, significant: differences were found for the efrccts of

label, (Ef‘_'g__9_,7,,a.p<-01)",' p_reference. (F=4 79, p< OS), and the label

by sex by preference.‘:fnteraction (F=5.57, .p<.01).

The \significant label effect..was due. to a _depression ‘of _the

_ scores., in.the boy and girl condition as compared to the neutral

o

condition when the male and female scores were combined (boy !\=4 97,

_ neutral X=S 20, girl X-4 30). A significant preferenf‘e effect was ‘

» also found (Hi X=4.97, Lo X=4. 45) The significant: label by sex by

preference interaction was due to a reversal of positions for the

High:and Low 'groups which ._occurred for both males and females in

s

- the appropriate 1abe1 condition. For- males, the ‘Low group rated

the toy as less attractive than the High group in the. inappropriate
and neutral condition. In the appropriate condition, however, the. ,
Low group rated the toy as more attractive than the High group. A °

similar finding occurred for females.  Among females, the Low.group

rated the toy as. less attractive in the inappropriate and neutral

~condition but more attractive in the appropriate condition than

. the High group. As may be ,'«‘."f‘?d in Figure 3 _,' the'pattern of attrac-

tiveness scores for males and females are very similar.

Insert Figure.3 about here-

K )
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fAttractiveness: Rating

ER YIRS

/ - o ~ The Rating means and standard deviationsare g‘iven in Table'1l.

SR

S " - The results of the analysis of variance for_ attractiveness for

R T

. Ra__ting. _(i.e., _S_'s rating of the toy from 0, never play, to 4, play
-very much). indi't':ate a signi'flicantleffect for label, (F(2,10'8) = . o - i S
.3.32, p<.05) and-again-for'.. the sex by label- interaction, (F(Z,l:OB) = .. .. 3 ;
12.08, p-. 001). ' Once again, the signi‘ficant label effect was due’ to_' T | 3
a depression of scores in the boy and girl -label condition as. com- a
pared to the neutral condition when males and females are combined

| (boy X==2 78, neutral X=3.30, girl X==2 78). The significant label o o,

A
. by sex 1.nteraction was found, confirming Hypothesis 2. _‘

"'"7?: _' o As may be noted' in I‘igure 3, the Pattern of scores for males . -~ = - L ..

N T

and females. are alike and this pattern is similar to the one found ' _ '

. -
£ % S

_when attractiveness was measured by Scale. For both males and ' o
' females, the apprppriate and neutral conditions'are not differen_t :
from each other but bqth are. differe‘nt from. the.inappropriate condi- ."

o tion. Hypot:hesis 2 was confirmed for both measures of attractive-

ness, Scale and Rating. i

Relationship of Dependent )
Measures REE o

The three dependent measures, Performance, Scale, and Rating, N

' ‘were correlated.’ Performance was a’ poor, although statistically ' _ _ 3

significant, predictor of both Scale (r- 25) and Rating (r-.23) o - ;

}"'

The two measures of attractiveness were highly correlated (r=.74) :
DISCUSSION . - | o I |
One question which this study attempted to answer concerned he :

o relationship between a cognition and cvert behavior. 'l'he finding .‘”

' of a strong interaction between ‘the’ sex of the child and the label
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that he received for.the game indicated that in the area of sex
standards, a direct relationship existed between the cognition that.
the child received for the activity and his own behavior. It was
foundvthat performance was_highestvwhen the child recéived a label

" for the'game'which was appropriate.for_his sex, iptermediate when no

information was given on the sen-specificity of the.game, and lowest

when the’ game was labeled as inappropriate for’the child's sex. This '

same interaction was found for the two measures of attractiveness,
althoughithe specifics of the interaction_differed slightly from
the performance=findings.' Hypothesis 1 and 2 were'confirmed for
hoth.males and females. 1Hypothesis 3 predicted that the label would
'haveia greaterdeffect on the high—preference group than on the low-
preference group. This prediction was not confirmed but there is
some cause - to doubt the effectiveness of the IT. Scale to distinguish
a high- from a low-preference individual. | |

These findings ‘support the idea of a atrong desire to act f
'vconsistent with a classification of oneaelf as either male or female. '

A

" The. findings support Kohlberg s assertion that sex-typed labels are

sufficient to- influence a child's motivation and value for an activity, '

The effEct of label:for bothvperformance and attractiveness was

E 4

in the same direction and of the same intensity for males and females. ’

Scores for males and females were almost the mirror image of each .
,other. This finding differs from most findings in the area of sex-
'ﬂtyping. -Masculine roles and attitudes are typically found to be more“
o stereotyped and conétrained than feminine roles. - Por.example, .

Stein, et al. (l97l) found that when children were allowed to work .

on tasks which had been labeled male, female or neutral boys worked

L .. N - s . a0,
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| do for the feminine role.

PR

BT
most on the male task less on't“oineutral task andileast on the female |
task Females, however, spent an almost equal time on all three tasks.
The authors conclude that "the effects of sex-typed labels were larger

and more cons1stent for boys than for girls, probably because boys _

S

" generally have a stronger preference for the masculine role than girls

- . s

On the basis .of a great-deal'of empirical evidence, most researchers
in the area of-sexrtypingphave concluded that'boys have a stronger pre-
ference for the male role’than girls do for the female role. - This

conclusion is based on evidence which shows that girls choose activities

' and’objects which are-culturally defined as masculine more often~than

”boys choose feminine activities. Although the empirical evidence is
impressive“the conclusion does. -not necessarily follow.

. A major component of the process of sex—typing is the learning of
.the sex-role standard for males and females in .the culture of origin.
Kagan (1964) defines sex-role standard as "a learned association between
" selected attributes,’behaviors and attitudes, ‘on the one hand and the

concepts.male and female, on the other; |
Oaevould expect.a:child's conception of male and female to.undergo

a considerable change with time. A child must acquire -more than a long

list of behaviors/gnd attitudes that are appropriate or inappropriate

for.his sex. . Hé/must learn to factor out, as it were, the essential ) /7" '
. \ (’/ L .

qualities of maleness and femaleness and to apply these constructs to
himself and others. As Piaget has~demonstrated, (Piaget; 1947; 1952)
cognitions'about the non-social world charige over time. One would

expect that concepts such as male and female would also change over

time. Thus, a child's sex—role standard may differ significantly from-

‘.éh'adult 8.
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Besides this cognitive facta azsecond important aspect of sex-

i
d

typing is a motivational one, the desire to act in‘a%cordance with'

.#the standard judged appropriate for one's own sex. It is not endugh
simply to know what are - the appropriate standards for men and women...
One must also act on those’ standards. Thus, any mismatch between the,_
child's gender and his behavior may. involve one of the. following: First,l
the child does not know the appropriate ‘standard and behaves in a manner.

which is judged to be inapprOpriate, Second the . child knows what is

the correct standard but acts in a manner that is inappropriate for

St : 2
L . i

. ; v
his. sex. . - . L : - R

e

Previous research in sex-typing has not separated these factors in

order to investigate them individually. A child's masculinity&or

femininity was judged on the basis of .the match between his behavior
R
or attitudes and the cultural standard\of masculinity or femininity.
'vw'f’:@ ’ '
Any mismatch was judged to be indicative of a lack of preference for

the culture .S standard An alternate conclusion is that'the child.has
z}t -' :
not learned the standard or has learned it in a different form.
B ) ’
' It should be clenr, then, that evidence for a mismatch .does not

- © s

necessarily imply a lower motivation to act consistent with the _accepted
standard It may also\imply a different understanding of the standard

The'question of whether or_not males-and females differ in their desire

to act consistent with their understanding of correct male and-female",
" " behavior is an entirely different issue.

The evidence from this study indicates that males and females do
not differ in their consistency strivings. When an activity was clearly
. :'-& |
defined as appropriate .or inappropriate, both. males and females approached

: or avoided.the activity with an equal strength..'.
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The findings for attradtiveness indicate that both males ‘and
females valued the game as highly with the neutral label as they did .

with the appropriate label. The inappropriate label however, signifi——

AN A et

" cantly reduced the attractiveness of the game. The results indicate

i

that although both approach and avoidance gradients are. operative and
~equally. strong for performance, only the avoidance factor is important
)

. in’ the value that a child places on an activity. Children may have an

initially positive value orientation towvard all objecté-and-this ,
'. orientation may be operative at full strength, and is, therefore, dif-

‘ficult to increase with more information. However, children may be

more'seﬁsitive to negative'information,5more_sensitive to-holding.a {

N . ) N
‘negative valué,'and will devalue thosezactivities which are clearly
inappropriate. - ' w /

e . N

The results of this study cast’ sTrious doubts on the sensitivity

e R T N 2 B g S e 6 s e, St T ey Py
DUEA P L IR ARE E YN N RTINS RTER T IOHN G ¥ T A NS AT,
T ) RO .

, .

" of the ITSC as an instrument for the reasurement of either differences A

between o within sexes., There is corsiuerable evidence to indicate

that the IT Scale. may have a masculi bias to it..-

OFIR

Thompson ‘and. McCandless (1970) compared IT scores obtained with

!
standard instructions with scores under instructions where IT was
l

.identified as a member of the‘same sex as'the'child. Their findings

gL

. - .
T A

indicated that labeling IT F boy did ‘not significantly change the
scores for males. However, labeling IT a girl reduced the female score
. by almost,25 points. These results are consistent,with.a considerable:.

number of studies indiCating that‘IT actually.loORs like a boy rather

A

than a neutral figure (e Bey Sher & Lansky, 1968 Pling & Manosevitz,

(g

1972). .
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Footnotes
This paper is based upon a thesis submitted to the Department
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. Table 1 .
e . Means and Standard Deviations for Performance. and Attractiveness

_(Pfeféte_nce Factor Collapsed)

Cos e T el e L e P
A A N SR L A 5

Sex Typing of Game

" Boy - _Neutral _Girl

RS S g % SRS

M sD ' s . M " SD

S L

Performance

Males’ 9.35a  1.96 8.255 1.80  7.35a  2.54
 Females ?,90; 2.41  8.98b 2.56  10.46ab 192 -
.Séale o o _ S | 4 ' _ N 3
Males 5.5 0.97. 5,506 0.69  3.20ab - 4.02 o

;Fgmales 4.00ab . 1.62 4:90a’ '1.41 . :5.40b  0.94

T T R L L AU

Rating‘

Bhzrs

Males 1.25a  0.72 . - 3.30b  ‘0.80  2.10ab 1.8

b e

Females 2.30ab . 1.22  3.30a 1.17. . 3.45b - 0.69 -

Y

Lo _ Note~-Within each row, means with .the same subscript are

-sigﬂificantly‘r'di‘ffetent, (p<.05) accofding to ,Newmaxi—l(eulé test -

e

3
3
A

E(

R
it

§

e

(Winer, 1962).
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