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also indicate that evaluation of the parents (an indicator of

identification with the parents) and identification of the self with

religious images (vhich are valued social symbols in these social
situations) are the most important positive antecedents tested.
Religiosity and SES are not significantly related to self-evaluation.
Father support is positively related to self-evaluation, but mother
support is negatively related. Explanation of this unexpected finding
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The purpose of this cross-national study was to a)
initiate construction of a model to anéi ze thée development of
self evaluvation among adolescents; and to show that this
process of development occurs cross=culturally. A path model
wasg constructed based on a symbolic interaction perspective,
Seven variables assumed to be antecedents of self evaluation
were included in the models 3ES, support from the mother and
from the father, the adolescent's evaluac¢ion of his/her mother
and of his/her father; self religiosity of the adolescent,
and evaluation of culturally significant religious images.,

The model was evaluated using Catholic high school samples from
five cultures: Spain, Mexico, Puerto Rico, West Germany and

the United States. The total sample included 1069 boys and 916
girls. The results show that the same process of self evaluvation
oceurs cross-sexually and cross-nationally. The results also
indicate that the evaluation of the parents (an indicator of
jdentification with the parents) and identification of

the self with religious images (which are valued social

symbols in these social situations) are the most important
positive antecedents tested. Religiosity and SES are no%
significantly relatad to self evaluation. Father support is
positively related to self evaluation, but mother support,
controlling for the interaction of the other dependent
variables in the model, is negatively related. Explanation of
this unexpected finding is provided.
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The purpose of this paper is‘to initiate construction of 2 model
which analyzes the development of self evaluation among adolescents.

The model formulated will be evaluated cross-nationally as a partial

- test of the presupposition that the process of developing self evaly~

ation prior to adulthood is similar across cultures. Development of

‘ self evaluation in adolescence, esoeclally'pcsltlve self evaluation,

has been previously demonstrated to be a crucial phase of the life
cycle. Rosenberg (l965) points out that adolescence is the period in

which questions of self importance and ldentlty are paramount, and,

- since this is a period of rapid physical change, the self image is also

' undergolng rapid change. Erik Erikson also emphaslzes the |mportance

of self evaluation during adolescence. He claims, "Adolescence is the

age of the final establishment of a posltlve ego identity .... What ....

ﬁéEUFTﬁg'VauEﬁs'are now prﬁﬁéF’Ty'Eoncerned“W|th is ‘who and what they

are in the eyes of a wider circle of significant people" (1950: 306~

307).

t
i

Previous research indicates that the level of self evaluation may |

© act as a preclpltator of a wide variety of consequences ranging from

juVenlle delinquency (in the case of low self eValuatlon), to academlc
success (in the case of hlgh self evaluation)., The present paper is
more concerned with rntreatsng one step further in the putat|Ve causal
chain: we are concerned with the antecedents of self evaluatlon.

Theoretlcally, the development of self is 'viewed here from a

symbollc lnteractlonlst pr.rspective. SelF evaluation is one essential

componunt of thd development of self (cf, Osgood. lsszl. Following

' [




Mead (1934) and Cooley (1909), the &eVelopment cf self evaluation, as
one dimension of the total deVelopmént of the self, would occur in the
. L . following manner: we imagine the evaluation otherg are imputing to us
K as we interact with them; we then Feact, in an evaluative manner, to
this imagined evaluation; and we experience:feelings of pride or shame.
If we perceive consisfent evaluations from a number of significant
;' . 6thers. we begin to take thisAeValuatlon as our own evaluation of the
l3 ‘ object in question, the seif. Thus, in shoré. one's self evaluation,
as a part of the self, is formed in interactfpn with others:
There are other factors besides interaction with significant others
‘that are included in the model presented fn ﬁhis paper. Interaction
: occu}s within situations in which values and symbols are present.
ldantification of the self with symbols thatfare socfally valued (e.g.,
N Lo ' a successful father) ‘can lead to high positive self evaluation (here-
'T‘{‘~ ' after SE). ‘This eva]uation of the self based on social values is both
direct (the adolescent, identifying himself Qlth socially valued objects,
_il ; increases his self evaluation), and indirect‘(self evaluation is bolstered
4 . | by interactton with significant others who h;ve a high evaluatign of the |

th . | LI
A : adolescent because of his/her identification.with such socially valued.

i (]

"objects).

S ‘Toward a Model

1 The variables included in the models, then, are derived from two
! " theoretical sources: first, those that deal with interaction with signi-
fi.ant others; and 'second, those concerned with identification with

valued social symbols. These two sources are not'meant to exhaust possible

s aws

_var!able:types, ‘The model is explanatory, aﬁd new variables must be

added in future research.




. previously by'the-authors.

i further analysls)

. The model presented here is a simplified version of a model applied

The original model!contalned fifteen variables
|

" as compared to the eight in the present model' (see Buehler, 1972, for

1
1

A word or ‘two to explain the selection of variables and construction

of models is necessary at this point. The analysis is secondary research,

‘and thus initial selection of variables was limited by aVallablllty.2

.~ " - variables were selected from thoseavailable. .

. After a revlew of lliterature concernlng the deVelopment of SE, relevant

In addition, some variables
|

which were not mentioned in previous research were chosen either because

s they seemed theoretically lmportant to the aut?ors or because they were

f.hlghly correlated with SE. | I

We have followed a procedure of analyzlng!survey data suggested by

‘ Rehberg, et al. (1970: 35): ".... (1) order the data In accord with cues

| provided by the correlational analysis, and (2) cast these varlables into

a path analytic framework. Following this guldellne, we chose variables

I
" that were theoretlcally linked .to SE, and then used the correlational

. research was lacklng..

cally linked to SE, and most of which were al;o correlated'wlth SE.,

t . analysls to suggest how the remainder of the paths In the model (those

from one independent variable to other independent variables) might look,

In most caras there were previous theoretical 1inks between variables
' !

provided oy past literature, and thus the construction of the model was

" alded by a comblnatlon of past research and corHelatlon guldes where past

i . .
‘ N |
. v I_’-

Us'ng ;hls technlque we selected 15 Varlables that were all theoretl=

We

lncluded_somo verlables in the model that we bdnsldered to be thaoretlcally




~In most cases that the path analysis might sbecify an indirect'}elation-

| ship between the variable and SE). We constructed two m&dels. ane using
or) . all 15 variables and §ne using only eight (the eight variables which we
‘bel ieved to.be most theoretically important). We compared the models in
terms of ability to explain variation in SE and in terms of which model
best allowed analysis of the process of development‘oﬁ SE. On both counts
we chose the simplified model as superior.3 It explained the same amount
of variance and the 15 variable model was too complex to use in comparing
various subsamples. It is fhis simplified model that is used in this paper.

To reemphasize, we are attempting to test a process cross-culturally.
We deemad the best technique to achieve this end to be path analysis (see

Sewell, et al., 1970, for an example of using path'analysls to compare

various subsamples). We recognize that the mode]l presented'hére is not

yj causal, it is better described or termed as definitional. We are using
|

‘ ' S RANREY
‘ path analysis not only to test a theoretically derived process, but

24221, 22000 had

X | mainly as a_device of ordaring eight variables acroés twelve subsampies.
We agree with Blau and Duncen (1967: 172) that, 'We are a long way from
.‘; ' *- being able to mske causal inferences with confidence, and schemes of the
.’;" kind presented here had best be regarded as ;rude first approximations

| to adequate causal models." Again, quoting Blau and Duncan, they have

:@ | ‘suggested the technique used in this paper, "When the same interpretive

f; . structure is appropriate for two or more popylations there is something

to be learned by comparing their path coefficients and correlation pat=

' ' terns" (1967: 177). Thus, what we are attempting is only partially a

bt




demonstration of a causal ordering of antecedents of SE, more importantly
ve have chosen the path analytic technique to demonstrate that the pro- .

cess of development of SE is a cross-cultural phenomena:

-------------------

Figure | about here

The following is a presentation bf the variables in Model S (see
.Figure 1) and a théoretical rationale for the inélusion of these variables.
Again, thgse are not meant to be exclusive. They are exploratory variables
designed to ald in the initial development of models w."ch can be more
fully developed and tested in future rese;rch.

The dependent variable in the modeliis self evaluation. The impor=
tance of the variable as a predictor of shqh phenomena is juvenile delinque
“and academic success has been alluded to above. WOrking.from left io right
the first variable is the exogenous variable, Father's Occupation. This

~variable is intended as an indicator of the Socio-Economic Status of the
adolescen;. We can sum up thé basic direét effect of SES on self evalu- )

~ation with a quote from Coopersmith (1967: 81), "If we assume that greater
honor and material success accrue to persons on the higher rungs oF‘the
social ladder thén those below them, we cértalnly expect persons on the
higher rungs of the ladder to be higher also in their self esteem.” The

- social status of the adoiéscen; is the social status of his/her family;
thus, we can predict a direct effect from the SES variable, Father's
Occupation, on self evaluation. This is én eSpecially_egploratory var-
iable since previous research has ggg_beed able to establish empirically
strong Ilnké'between the two variables (Céopersmith._1967: 83; Fiedler,

'.1958; Hil1l, 1957; Rosenberg, 1965: ]39; Wﬁlie. l96i= 138) . e

:\{)




The next two variables are based on the first theoretical source

mentioned.abOVe, (viz., interaction with significant others as an impor=

tant antecedent of nositive self evaluation, assuming such interaction

to be positive and reinforcing). The variables are Mother Support and

Father Support. Gecas (197i: 472) found that, "....parental support is

strongly and consistently related to the various measures ¢f adolescent

self evaluation, " Coopersmith (1967: 178) . found support generaiiy re-

lated to positive self evaluation, 'Where ‘children with low self.esteem

express more frustration and rejection. those With high esteem see jess

rejection and a greater amount of facuiitatiOn ard approval." Other

researchers have also found this relationship (Wylie, 1961: 12)

H CoOper-
smith, 1967: 110 and 170).

Thus, we predict a direct effect from both

Mother Support and Father Support on self evaluation.

The next pair of variables, Evaluation of the Mother and Evaluation

e T R o - -

.‘adolescent with his parents by those with whom he interacts.

‘-'.'b P

ations of his parents are important.

lower SE scores than non“religious adolescenty

of the—Father-by—the adeescent. concern the identification of the

According

to Rosenberg (1965: 61), "Personal feelings ,of worth depend on the social

evaluation of the groups with which the person is identified." ‘Since
the adolescent is identified with the famiif unit by society, his evaly-=

If he evaluates his parents highly

he should evaiuate himself highly since he is identified wlth the parents

both by society and by himself. Thus, the adolescent's evaluations of

his/her parents should have a dlrect effect on self e\aiuatuon.
The final two variabies deal with the religiosity of the respon=
dents. Theoreticaliy, we could expect’ religious adolescents to have

(see Berger. 1967, for




a theoretical rationale, and Tawney, et al., 1965, for empirical evidence).
A | : ‘ However, bacause of the nature of the samples used in this research, ve
expect the opposite. The samples were selected from Catholic high schools
in thelvarious cultures. The resoondents, therefore, hava a common re-
ligious background and probably a relatively homogeneous world view. Con=
+ formity to the tenets of this world view would bring support and approval,
~ and thus lead to higher rather than lower self evaluation. We therefore

predict that religicsity, in this case, is associated wlth positive self .

i

- e ———— ame -

evaluation.
fﬂ ‘ | " The preceeding descrip;ion concerns direct links to self : valuation
" in the poth model to be evaluated. There are also indirect path. postu=-
N lated in the model (see figure 1). Their ioclusion is necessary to in=
dicafe what factors are involved in the caloulation.of the path coefficients

S ' from each variable to SE. The major emphasis of this paper, however, is

ko " ' to compare and analyze the cross-cultural utility of certain variables
as direct effectors of self evaluation.. Furkher analysis of the indirect

paths and of other variables in the model will be the subject of future

4 ! ‘

Worka |

Operationalization of the Variables

The dcpendent variable, self evaluation, is measured by a semantic

' ' " differential scale. The technique has Been used to measure SE previously

e g ———

. (Stratton and Spitzer, 1967; Walberg, 1967; Fiedler, et ol., 1957; Miller
and Hagedorn, 1969; Phillips, 1969; Schwattz and Tangri, 1965: Pervin and
|'. Lilly, 1967). The stimulus concept for‘the:SE scale is MYSELF. A factor
analysis of the twelve adjective pairs osed in tﬂo semantic differentia!l

scale was performed. The evaluative dimension was isolated and nine

&
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adjective pairs were chosen to form the SE scale,

Each pair formed & five
point scale and the nine scales were added to form the SE scale.h

Mother Evaluation and Father'Evaluatiqn are also measyred by semantic

differential scales. The stimulus concepts for these scales are MOTHER

and FATHER. The same factor analytic process as above was used to {so-

late the evaluative factor,

In creating:the dependent variables, five

adjective pairs were chosen and added to form the Mother Evaluation Scale

and the Father Evaluation Scale. By using a standard five items per scaje _

in the consti*uction of the dependent varﬂables we Were able to make the

scale scores somewhat comparable and r

eta}n the .40 factor loading dec-

ision criieria used to form the SE scaleq

Religious images in the final variable

measured.with semantic‘dif-
ferential scales.

For use in the model , three separate scales concerning

religious images were combined to form the final Religious Images Scaje, °

|
The stimu]us concepts were BLESSED VIRGIN'MARY, JESUS, and GOp. The same

factor‘analytic process was used for each ‘componentscale to isolate the

evaluacive factor. Five items from each component scale were summed to '
|

arrive at the religious images scale.5 The same decision rule for sel=

ecting the adjective Pairs to be used as that used to select the other

dependent‘variable scales y&s used (five péirs;_.ho decision rule).

Father's Occupation is measured by a ranking of occupations on a

scale from one to nine. Occupations clustered hgavily around the top

of the scale, | -
Adolescent's Se]f Religiosity is measu

red by a scale “hich summed

the responses to twenty-five items. Tie items were designed to cover

the four constitutive dimensions (omitting'the 'consequential ! dimen=-

’
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sion) of religiosity specified by Glock and Stark (1965). A description

of the scale and the items used can be found in Weigert and Thomas (1971).
The barental support variables are measured by the short form of the

-Cornell Parent Behavior Description (see Thom?s and Weigert, 1971).

Father Support zrd Motier Support scales were each constructed by summi g

responses to four Likert scale items. A high score indicates high support,

The Samples

The original data for this study were collected for a cross-nationa{
study of adolescgnt socialization (see references to Thomas and Weigert).
The sample consists of male and femaie adolescents averaging about six=
teen years of age. The questionnaire was administered at Catholic male
and female high schools in the United States kNew York and St. Paul),

Mexico (Merida), Puerto Rico (San Juan), Spain (Seville), and West Germany

(Bonn) The—total—(aggregate) sample consists of 1069 boys and 916 girls.
Only Catholic respondents 1iving with both pa}ents are included in the

sémple.

Findings _ 5

. L]

Table 1 presents the direct path coefficients by sex and by cultural
sample to SE. Only the direct results are presented since we are trying
to evaluate which variables-are important direct antecedents of SE. The
results in Table 1 indicate that religious images and the variables
measuring evaluation of the parents are of moat importance, Father Sup-
port.is a}sq fmpﬁrtaqt, but Mother Support isi_surprigingly. négatFVely

related to SE.6

Table 1 about here '
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Vallier, 1971), the ranking of the variables in each cultural subsample

o s presented in Table 2. The Table provides an iilustration oF the rela-

1 L tive cons:stency of the strength of the direct paths of the variables to
1

SE. Yhe major exception to the pattern of the relative importance across

o sex and cultyre s Merida, an anomalous sample in many of the analyses
. I . ' . ) .
{
|

berformed on the data.

- v

Rank order correlations were calculated to compare the consustency
'é " of the rankings.
i

Table 3 shows that within each sex there is a strong

consistency of ranking of the variables. Most of the associations are

strongly positive. Three of the four negathe results occur in the

Merida samples. The consistency is considerably stronger for males

. o than females. | h.

. : Table 3 about here
- 1. . . .

.Table 3 also shows that, except for the Itwo American Subsamplps ,

there Is a strong correlation between the male and female rankings’

in 2ach cultural sample (average correlation ] 52)

Conclusions and Discussion

Conclusions can' be drawn according to three criteria: 1. is the

a " variable an important antecedent of SE in genéral (i.e., does it have

T a high direct path coefflcient); 2. is the Variable conrlstently impore
i

- ' tant cross-culturally and cross=sexual ly; and'3 y and particularly e

| important here ist are the variables selected for testing consistent
'a

,i in their rankings

among themselves across tha cultures and by sex?




. BEST COPY AVAILABLE

- appllcability of the model. This lends further support to the hypothesis

e s our conclusion that tha data demonstrate the cross-cultura)

e f,‘. which were‘deVeloped through observatlon of American samples, may have

cross=cultura] validity, and can be subjected to cross=~cultura) data,

ﬂ; These concloslons‘are. of Course, tentative and Suggested, no't tested

by the data, - In this Paper, the methodology of testing and causal f|te

ting was suborhed to the intention of expforatory Secondary analysis,

v adjust or expand the model to other variables to enhance the modais

. '.1 explanatory power. Verba (1971: 343), ln:osseslng strategies of compa pae

: to their parents gave themselves a high evalqatlon. Also, adolescents
" who gave a positive evaluation to culturally relevant religious Imagos

' gave themsalves positive evaluations as well, (n terms of variables

designed to measure interaction wi th signlfiqont oﬁhers, the ' results
.f'-'—-—-—_..— I )

A
are significant angd consistent cross-culturally, but not quite what wasg
L o . 'I ! ‘
e ~expected In the light of earlier and 'dlfferent'g'onalyses of this data and

" the results from oth_er studles'.' "Supportf ft"om"%hq"father lod to high
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‘BEST COPY AVMU‘BLE across the twelve subsamples (with the exceptlon of the Bonn and St

_other varlables) that the ‘negative results appear.

S¢il evdiuation in every culture and its ranking was rather consistent

Pau

" female subsamples)

Mcther support, on the-other hand, In terms of direct effect, was
gegatIVeIx related ln ten of the twelve samples.,

vlous research which found the relationship whlch we also expected to

‘This differs from pre=

~find:' that mother' support "Is positively related to SE (see Coopersmi th,

1967. l70, and Gecas; 197l for thls result using other data; and Gecas,

“at'al.; 1970, for the same result In a prevlous

analysls of this data).f
"It should be'

pointed out that the totel effect (correlations) of Mother

Support and SE are positive in every sample descrubed in thls paper, it

Is only for the, direct path coefficlents (l.e., controllung for all

The studies Just

clted use correletlons to test the relatlonshlp between the variables.

. measurement error.

. -cents' self evaluation may be
f ‘which the support takes place.

' ‘;.fﬁlmmedletely, it mey have 8 represslve effect on the adolescent e ft

1...the.cnnselee+ens-between'$E”aﬁd'M”fﬁEF“S%pport are posltlve) and in

‘. another sense,

.. analysis to control for interactive effectf). -

- The relationship between support or love,from the mother and the adoles=

mey become 'smother support." Adelescents mav need structural lnter~

Thus, in one sense we have repllcated their flndlngs (ln all the studies':

we have speclfled this relatlonshlp (bv the ‘use of path

wa believe that the resul ts relative to Mother Support are due to

a compllcated Interaction of the varlables and not to some form of

Thus the problem Is theoretlcal and not empirical.

a result of the larger context within

lf mother support is experlenced too

I i e
Iy o
) ) \I ( ,.
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i ' 4
o

Y
[
!
too
'
i

)
'

[]
|




‘ mediaries (e.g. positive evaluation of the mother) if support from the
'v".éEST COPY “A“J\BLE ‘mother is to result in higher self evaluation on the part of the adoles=
X cent. Support from a mother who is not highly valued by the adolescent
may not allow the adolescent to form @ high opinion of his or her own

worth. Thus, in rhe absence of other positive dimensions of the relation=-

ship between mother and child, mother Support may become a threatening
and repressing type of interaction for the child. (Note that this re-
lataonship is not sex specifuc, it occurs for both males and females),
Granted the plausibility of some of the abovereflections, why do
we not get the same results with respect to support from the father?
We have no definite answer, but the following suggestions can be made .
Mother is the expressive and,as we may say, the support leader in the
family (see Parsons and Bales, 1955, for the basic instrumental and
expressive roles in the family for husband and wife) . Support is the

mother's principle source and means of power. Thus, naked support wjth=

out the unteractive effect of other posituve dimensuons of the mother~
child relationship becomes unaccepted dominance of the mother over the
adolescent (who |s trying, at this time, to' ‘establish an independent
identity). The father, on the other hand, has other sources oF power, |
both as a result of cultural norms and control of resources which are
"‘generally not available to mothers (perhaps especially in the more
traditional cultures .included in the samples.reported here). Further-
_ more, the father is not as interactionally close, neither in intensity
nor freeuency. Thus, whatever support is manifested by the father may

have a positive effect regardless of the adolescent's evaluation of him.

The instrumental and relatIVely aloof role oﬁ’the father renders any

kS




SUPPUT L e ulters LU the aduiescent o pusibive Jackol in the adolescent's
view of himself or herself., Father support is not threatening, mother
R S support may be. (Further research is needed here with an added variable,

» . conjugal power, to clarify the proposed interaction of these variables).

Thus, the exploratory thrust of the present analyses led to a major
suggested specification of previously reported findings (another advantage

of using path analysis) and call for additional research and adequate

IR " multi=variate analyses to document the.complicated relationship of mother

k

'uafi support to adolescent self evaluation and by implication with other form
v'yg ' of adolescent beliefs and behaviors as well;
‘n:é | Religiositf.does ﬁot prove to be an important variable, an interest- |
'j_% | In§ finding considering the fact that the situation§ in which these actors
7;3 are interacting have an expressed goal of instilling religiosity in thesé
?.é 5 adolescents. |t may be that all the adoleséents are religious and thus
;.i ;, ~rheTe 15 no variation In the séﬁﬁish(howeVef, this is not the case), or,

simply, that religiosity is not, at the present tima, an important ele~
.ment jn determining self ideals and perceptions among adolescents. There
' is some element of reliability in our findings, however, since religiosity, .
although not very important for either sex, iwas even less imporpapt for
males than for females. | |
ldentificétion with reljgioug_symbols (images) i; }mportant. The
. conclusion may be that, religiosity per se does not have much effect on

self evaluation, but identification with religious symbols in a religiously

defined situation does lead to positive selﬁ Svaiuation.‘ Or, in more
gqneral,terms, identification with highly valueq symbols'or significant

'others,'wfflﬁiead to positive self evaluatiqn.

. | . , .
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' to be important predictors of self ev
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variables are‘cross-cultural antecedents of self evaluation (father
n of one's parents, and identification with socially
nt others); B) some variables do not seem

alqation in any of the cultures

sampled here (self religlosity and father s occupation); and ¢) one

variable, mother support, is negathely related to self evaluation when

other variables are controlled for. These ‘selected variables account

for only 25% of the variance ln self evaluation, and future research

must attempt to add additional Variables to the model. Some sugges tions

that the authors have relative to new variables are academic successS and

dating succesS, assuming these to be lmportant elements of evaluatlon '

among adolescents . Also, the adolescent's estimation of his or her

masculinity or femininity may be an umportant addition to future models.

- weos

The most important finding of thls paper Is the consistency of the

We believe that the

;,r_

:*gn%ileansa-and.:anleQ:Of the_chosen varlables.

.evldence suggests the cross-cultural appllcablllty of a possibly cul=~

ture bouqd theoretical framework, symbollc interactionism. Ve also

suggest the further and future use of path analyslis as @ tool for

analyzing such theoretical precesses cross=cultural and for speci fying

the interaction of numbers of variables in such models (as in the case

of mother support presented here) « e
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Notes:

MR 1. The variables included in the expanded model, but not in the

’ simplified model, are: conjugal power of the father, religiosity
of the father, religiosity of the mother, education of the father,
education of the mother, father control, mother control and con-
formity to others.

‘:{c ' g 2. This did not present a problem since most of the variables deemed -
- to be theoretically important were included in the original study.

Previous publications from this data include: Gecas, et al., 1970;
Thomas and Weigert, 1971; Weigert and Thomas, 1970.

.\: ve B 3. The "coefficient of alientation" (Land, 1962: 12) was used to com=-

o pare the explanatory power' of the models. It measures the amount
o ] . of variance not accounted for. The coefficient was .760 for the
SIS expanded model and .763 for the simplified model, or no difference.
Y ' .
g . b The pairs used were: strong-weak, brave-cowardly, clever-foolish,
I , active-passive, friendly-unfriendly, happy=sad, attractiVe-repuIS|ve.

;} M; : good-bad, and Just-unjust.

S 5. The items used in the Mother Evaluation scale were: good-bad,
. friendly=unfriendly, just-unjust, happy=-sad, and mild=stern.

% . The items used in the Father Evaluation scale are: brave-cowardly, :

= —= —SEEangaweskmymeteveratootishy=act-verpasstves~and hapoy=-sad.
. ! )

The three scales used in constructing the Religious Images Scale
are: L

Blessed Virgin Mary: good-~bad, Just-unjust, clever-foolish, friendly=
unfriendly, happy=sad. | .
Jesus: good-bad, just-unjust, cleversfoolish, friendly-unfriendly.
brave-cowardly.

God: clever-foolish, good-bad, just*unjust, friendly=unfriendly,
and strong=-weak. .

6, There is a problem in -that the high intercorrelation of responses to
¥ . semantic differential items may produce spurious results. However,
o ' the controls used as part of path analysis, and the fact that dif-
o . ferent adjective pairs were used in each scale. shouid minimize the
S - problem. -
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Table 2

RANKS OF DIRECT EFFECTS! OF VARIABLES ON SELF EVALUAT!ON
BY SEX AND CULTURE

' Variable : ) Rank

Female "7 Male Tot

NY SP B 5J S M _[Agg ‘.. NY SP B SJ_S MJAggham
RIZ 3. 3 1 - 5 .2 71 1.5 000 s o2 97
EN . 4 2 . 2 1.5 " 2| 1.5 1T 2 2 1.5 1 2 2/ 2
EF - 2 ] 3.5 1.5 6 ] 3 3 6 L 3 6 1| 3
FS + 6.5 7 3 5 b 5 5 3 3 5.3 31 &
S 5 k.5 . 5.5 b - 4 g5.5 4 b b5 55 6.5 5 & 5

SES 6 b.5 5.5 7 -7 3 6 6.5 7 7- 4 7 6 7

R 7 6.5 3.5 6 b . 7 6.5 hs 5.5 6.5 4 4 g

]Variables are ranked in terms of strength of effect. rather than direction.

See thure l on previous page for key to abbreviations."
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3 SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS FOR RANKS OF DIRECT EFFECTS
BETWEEN SUBSAMPLES BY SEX (FOR MODEL S)

Cem e - = L - -
.. [ d - B .
. T e ewme D e o e ,._.__..-..'P - -
>

Female Male Betwaen male
SP ] SJ S, T M SP B SJ S M1 and female
NY , ohb 00 | .61 -.86 Jdb4 1.86 .86 .86 56 o1 23
g sP .64 .68 . .25 b3 93 .78 . .07 .23
;’ B : ‘ 025 . 64 -075 . 090 . 063 -39 057
A 1Sd ¢ ' o . 02‘ 057 i - 053 033 a67 .
o ls : - l-.61 - -.83 67
" M L : . N . ‘ ' J5 =
. '
2 J -
‘ A ! 1 !
' !
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