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Empirical studies of birth order and sibling position have one pre-

dominating characteristic: whenever either birth order (ordinal position),

or sibling position is used as a research variable it is only used as an

indicator of some other phenomenon (Kimmeyer, 1967). In sociological and

social - psychological studies birth order and sibling position are usually

taken as indicators of some pattern of interaction that prevails (or is

thought to prevail) between parents and their children in the diffe:7.:nt

ordinal/sibling positions. Stirlies of ordinal and sibling position are

for this reason best viewed as diagnostic or exploratory studies. They

serve us best when they sensitize us to the importance of different inter-

action processes in the nuclear family.

The birth order/sibling position that we are considering in this report

has had such a sensitizing character. We started by examining the effects of

a particular ordinal/sibling position on the achievement orientat1dhs of

high school boys, but this analysis led us on to a broader consideratianmf

parent-child relattvem and theil: in4Duemme on the admmarrent utz0.4nta.'Imiccr,

of c ir subjects. if we -tern -D a z=nsidemetion-ce the

specific ordinal/sailLing position flat stimulated the 7Btudy.

The Younger-Minority Boy

Morris Rosenberg, (1965) in his monograph on the self-images of

'adolescents, described a position in the sibling structure of families that

he called "the younger-minority boy." Rosenberg described younger-minority

boys as boys whose older siblings are chiefly or exclusively girls. The

feature that most typifies the younger-minority boy is that he is the first

boy born into the family after several girls have been born. Rosenberg found

the younger-minority boys interesting because they had higher self-esteem than

other boys. This W4S even more interesting when he found that younger-minority



boys had relatively low grades in their sdhool work, since high grades were

generally associated with higher self-esteem. He speculated that the higher

Self-esteem of younger-minority boys might be a product of the "unconditional

acceptance" that boys in this ordinal-sibling position had received from

their parents (and older sisters). He assumed that a younger-minority boy

would have parents who had long ltd the arrival of their first son, so

when he arrived they would be likely to show him a special warmth and affection

(Rosenberg, p. 114-116). Empirical evidence from the studies of Sears,

Maccoby and Levin, (1957, p. 514) and some inferential evidence from Rosenberg's

own data, tended to support the idea that the younger-minority boy was likely

to be a loved and fa-: Wired.

The observation that, as a group, younger-minority boys tended to

get lower grades than other boys is also of some strategic importance. On

the basis of this information, plus some additional analysis, Rosenberg con-

cluded: ". . . the younger minority boy, unlike other-youngsters, tends

to develop a type of self-esteemwlrL:ch is nom. Oased on i0-

Tent, upon outdoing others, upon social andaoademic success." ..t.Rosenbexg,

p. 125)

From this characterization we deduced that the parent-child

interaction that typifies the relationship between the younger-minority

boy and his parents is one that leads to a relatively low "achievement

orientation." This deduction generated the three questions that this paper

will consider:

1. Does the younger minority .boy display a lower than average level

of achievement, and have lower than average aspirations?

2. Is the younger-minority boy different from other boys in his

relations with his parents?



3. Finally, in the light of our understanding of the younger-

minority boy, are there some general propositions that might

be offered about the linkage between parent-child relations and

achievement orientations?

Findings

The data of this study come from the Questionnaire responses of a

group of 898 boys who were high school seniors. Only thirty-five of the boys

were younger-minority boys.

Our findings with regard to the high school grades of the younger -

minority .boys were similar to those of Rosenberg. Younger-minority boys

tended to have samcmhat lc air grades than other boys. F.cmty percent of the

younger-minority boys had mostly A's and D's, compared to fortyn percent

of the other boys.

also examined several indj.c=itors of the boys' aspirations: for

achievement. When ..asked whether .*-,.hey planned7to7ao,to college, 66% of the

'other boys' said they probably would go, compared to 43% of the younger-

minority boys. A similar pattern was found for future .:--ccupational plans.

Thirty-nine percent of the "other boys" planned to enter professional or

high managerial occupations, while 20% of the younger minority boys planned

to do so. These data lend empirical support to the conclusion that younger -

minority boys are somewhat less achievement oriented than other boys.

Rosenberg argued that this low achievenant orientation was due to the

"unconditional self - esteem" of younger-minority boys, which was produced by the

generous amounts of parental love they had received. However, he had no direct

measure of the assumed parental affection. In our study we had a scale of

parent -child relations, as perceived by the child, so it was possible to get

some measure of how the younger-minority boys felt their parents had treated them.



The parent -child relations scale was developed by Anne Roe and Marvin Siegelman

(1963). It had the two bi-polar dimensions: 1. Loving - Rejecting; and

2. Casual Demanding. These two dimensions are p7rtial1y self-explanatory,

but an item from each scale may better illustrate their content. A typical item

from the loving-rejecting scale as "My mother made me feel wanted and

needed." An item frDvi the casual-demanding scale was: "my mother pushed me

to do well in everything I did." The same items were used for fathers. The

subjects could respond: "Very true," "Tended to be tru," "Tended to be

untrue,' or "Very untrue."

Ouranalysis did not confirm Roserivarg's e,2sumption-that younger-minority

boys hadalraloving parents than other pays. As a group, younger minority

boys were sameahat less likely to perce±5e their7mother---, as loving than other

boys thoughteiL_Luothers were. With=esect to: :their fathers, the younger-

minority boys-\wera:much like the other.bws, but -they e -ze__s._L ghtly less likely

to eta that their- fathers were loving.

Rosenberg's discussion also implied that the fathers of younger-minority

boys might place more demands on their. sons, and this was borne out by our

data. The younger- minority boys were more likely to see their fathgrs and

the mothers as demanding than were other bays.

The matter of hod demanding parents affect the achievement orientations

of their sons has been noted in previous studies. At least tao studies have

found that the excessive dominance of fathers can have a detrimental effect

upon the achievemeff. oricarLitions of their sons. The evidence suggests thi.Tt.

if fathers are too deManding, too intrusive, too domineering, their sons

will be less achievement oriented. (Bradburn, 1963; Rosen and D'Andrade,

1959)

So the younger-minority boy. may be less achievement oriented, not be,-

cause, as RoserLarg suggests, his mother and father gave him too much love



(leading to unconditional self-esteem), but because his parents were too

demanding -- possibly because they were eager to see their first male heir

succeed.

This leads to the final question of this study: What types of parents

do have son with the highest achievement orientation. We used the entire

sample of boys to answer this question.

The parent-child relations :,;case Produced two dichotomous measures for

each parent:

Mother: Loving or PejectirG

Casul or Demandinq

Father: Lovirg or Rejectin-7

Casual or De wadi.

By using these four diChotomous classifications, sixteen possible

parental cotbinationS were produced. For example, a boy might have a mother

who was loving and casual, while his father was rejecting and demanding.

Or, of course, the characteristics of _"the parents might be completely, re-

versed; or in any other possible coMbination. Our analySis sought to deter-

mine which combinations produced the greatest addevenent orientation and which

the least.

Adhievement orientation was again measured in three ways:

l. Grades earned in high school

-2. College aspirations

3. Occupational expectations.

In the attached Appendix, Tables 1, 2, and 3 show the data for each of

the three achievement orientations and the sixteen coMbinations of parent-

child relations. These trAbles reveal a fairly consistent pattern. There

are some types of parent-child relations that consistently "produce" boys

with high adhievement orientations and others that "produce" boys with low



achievement orientations.

For example, among the boys whose parents -- both the mothers and the

fathers --Hwere seen as loving and demanding, many had high achiev-,-

ment orientations. In our saple the boys who had this combination. of-

parents had the highest percentage aspiring to go to college (78.8%), the

highest percentage expeLting to enter a high managerial or professional

occupation. (55.2%) , and the second highest percentage with "i"," or "B" grades

(57.8%). At the other extreme there were the boys who saw their mothers as

rejecting and casual, while their fathers-were loving, but dernancTir.r7._ There

were only.siXt A- -dais catescry,but among them 50.0% had college as-

pirations, 33.3% had high occupational aspirations, and 18.8% had high grades.

An interesting feature of the comparison between these two types is that the

fathers were exactly the same type (loving and demanding) in both instances.

This example shows that it may be the particular combination of parents that

acts as a crucial factor in shaping the adhievement orientation of a boy. This

has been suggested in earlier studie, with the casual father and demanding

mother having been singled out as one combination that produces a high achieve-

rent orientation. (Rosen and D'Andrade, p. 216)

Rather than continuing with a category by category analysis of the

combinations of parental types and their relationships to achievement

orientation, we will simply group the parental types according to whether they

were associated with high, medium or low achievement orientations. These

groupings are fcund in Table 4 of the Appendix. Table 4 is based on the de-

tails of Tables 1, 2 and 3. The types as they are listed go from the highest

'to the lowest achievement orientation.



Some Sumnary Observations

Some general s tatements about the relationships observed in Table 4

are possible, but there are alqo some perplexing anomolias. Concentrating

only on the contrasts between the high and low achievement categories, it is

clear that in general having a mother and father who are loving is an important

factor associated with a high achievEnent orientation. Ha4ever there is one

a3,tegory that is an exception. The second highest achievement orientation was

found among boys who had loving and demanding mothers, while their fathers

,laerc rejecting and demanding.

On the converse side, rejecting parents generally were associated with

boys who had lag athieverrent orientations, but not invariably. The boys

with the lowest achievement orientation had fathers who were loving and de-

manding, while their mothers were rejecting and casual. These varying relation-

ships with the different conbinations of parents suggest that there are im-

portant interactive effects on the achievement orientations of boys.

On the casual-demanding dimension our data tend to shave some support

for the previously made contention that mothers who are demanding will tend

-U.; have boys who are more achievement oriented than mothers

who are casual. The three highest achievement oriented types had demanding

mothers, while the three lowest achievement types had casual mothers. The

casual mother in combination with the demanding father appears to be particularly

effective in reducing the achievement orientation of a son (see the two lcwest

achievement orientation groups). Again these general statements must be

tempered by noting that variations on the loving- rejecting dimension can change

the effects of the casual and demanding characteristics of one or both parents.
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Conclusion

Wu can now return to a consideration of the younger-Minority boys in the

light of the patterns found with the total sample of boys. We can ask if

the lower achievement orientations of the younger-minority boys can be accounted

for by the particular kinds of relationships they have with their parents.

We might hypothesize that the younger-minority boys will have parents with

characteristics that would lead less often to high achievement orientations.

Table 5 shows that this is in fact the case. Younger-minority boys were some-

what less likely than other boys to have parents with the characteristics found

to be associated with high achievement orientations (shown in table 4).

While the difference is not great, it could account for the somewhat lower

achievement orientations of the younger-minority boys.

When we went on to examine the relationship between parent-child relations

and achievement orientations for only the younger-minority boys, we found

that they generally showed the same relationships as the total sample of the boys.

The younger-minority boys who had parents of the type generally associated with

high and medium achievement orientations, did have higher grades and expected

to go to college more often than the younger-minority boys who had parents of the

type usually associated with lc;i adhieverent orientations. However, occupa-

tional aspirations were not clearly related to parent -child relations among the

younger-minority boys. The nuMber of doses in this naj s is WEILS very small.

ins a result of our analysis we would conclude that Rosenberg was wrong on

two counts in his explanation of the lower than - average achievement orientations

of younger-minority boys. First, the younger-minority boys in our sample did

not necessarily feel more loved than other boys. Indeed, on the average, they

were somewhat more likely to feel rejected. Second, and of more general imc-

portance, Rosenberg's deduction that the boy with very high self-esteem



will have lower need to achieve is questionable. Coopersnith's studies of self-

esteem have shown that boys with high self-esteem have higher aspirations than

boys with low sulf-eSteum. (CoopeIsmith, 1967, pp. 142-1-18) This was especially

true for what Coopersmith called the "socially espoused goals,".e.g., occupation.

Our research shows that boys whoa see their parents as most loving will often

have the highest achievement aspirations. If being loved produces high self-

esteem, Rosenberg's interpretation is invalid, even for those younger-minority

boys who feel loved by their parents. On the basis of our data it does not

appear to us that there are good grounds for concluding that excessive parental

love is going to bo detrimental to the achievement orientation of sons. In-

stead, achievement orientation appears to be related to the various combinations

of parental relations with their sons. The evidence from this, and similar

previous research, is beginning to suggest at least the most important parental

combinations that have an impact on the achievement orientations of boys.
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Table 4. Pa;Jental Charateristics Associated with High, Medium and Low Achievement
Orientation: of High School Boys.

Boys with High Achievement Orientations had:

1. Mothers Loving and Demanding - Fathers Loving and Demanding

2. Mothers Loving and Demanding - Fathers Rejecting and Demanding

3. Mothers Lovin-_, and Demanding Fathers Loving and Casual

4. Mothers Loving and Casual Fathers Loving and Casual

5. Mothers Loving and Casual - Fathers Loving and Demanding

Boys with Medium Achievement Orientations had:

6. Mothers Rejecting and Casual - Fathers Loving and Casual

7. Mothers Rejecting and Casual - Fathers Rejecting and Demanding

8. Mothers Rejecting and Demanding - Fathers Loving and Demanding

9. Mothers Rejecting and Demanding - Fathers Loving and Casual

10. Mothers Loving and Casual - Fathers" Rejecting and Casual

llv Mothers Rejecting and Demanding - Fathers Rejecting and CaSual

Boys with Low Achievement Orientations had:

12. Mothers Rejecting and Demanding Fathers Rejecting and Demanding

13. Mothers Loving and Demanding - Fathers Rejecting and Casual

14. Mothers Rejecting and Casual - Fathers Rejecting and Casual

15. Mothers Loving and Casual - Fathers Rejecting and Demanding

16. Mothers Rejecting and Casual - Fathers Loving and Demanding



Table 5. A CoElparison of the Parental Charateristics of Younger-Minority
Boys and All Other Boys.

Parental
Characteristics
Associated
With

High
Achievement

.'1edium

Achievement

Lew
Achie.vement

Younger-Minority All-Other
Boys Boys

40.0% 49.5%

N=12 .N=405

23.3%
I

21. 7%

i

N=7 !

I

N=178

36 . 7%
1

28.8

I\11 1 N=236


