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ABSTRACT
This ‘study proposes to (1) explore the responses of

boys and girls at three age levels to several different harrier
*“1tﬁa£13ﬁS**12) .assess the personallty correlates associated with

barrier behavior; (3) evaluate covariance differences’ between the

sexes; and (4) determine the relationship between barrier behaviors

and sex-role typing. A total of five barrier tests were administered

at ages 3.5, 4.5, and 5.5 years. A central measure, the barrier -

intensity score (BI), was obtained by an observer who rated the

intensity of the child's efforts to overcdme the barrier. ¥ .

personality characterization of fach child was obtained. from sets of

teacher ratings. Results show an absence of sex differences in means

and sigmas ‘of BI scores; however, reliable differences in the .

correlational patterns associated with BI as a function of sex

suggest that 1nstrumenta1 behavior in ‘response tc barriers 4is

moderated by different psychologlcal structures in boys and girls at

age 4. These findings imply that analysls of covariance is essentla} :

in the evaluation of sex dlfferences in barrier research. (GO) ‘
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Assessments of children's behaviors in the face of barriers
provides the opportunity to eyaluateﬂ in a natupralistic context,

both the affective responses of children to frustrhtion and their
- - oy .
coping abilities or problem solﬁﬂng approaches when confronted
¢ i

~
¥ )’

with ah intractable environment. ~The now-classical experlment

by Barker, Dembo - and LeW1n in 1941 demonstrated that most
» o !

chlldren'ev1dence reqresslon in leVel of play constr t1veness

in the face of a phys1cal barrleruseparatlng them from| attractive,

.

prev1ously played-with toys[ Ind;vldual differences 1% res-

4
ponse to the\Barker et al. Farrler situation were foun
i
Block and Martin (1955) inga replication study and these dif-
£ ;! . . A
ferences were related to dégree of ego control. The predictive

¢

utlllty of preschool barrlér behavlor was - demonstrated Y.

- '

Pederson and Bell (1970L Halvorsen {1971), and Bell, Weller, -’

‘
+

and Waldrop (1971) when e7rly barrler reactions were fo&nd
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related, five years later, to social competence, ‘imagination, -

dominancé and fearleéssness. Toge}her,'these findings under- <
¥

: . , > . . .
score the potential of barrier situations for contributing
to our understandings of the motivational substrata moderating

ifstrumental behavior.

The findings surrounding the question of sex d;fferences ,

in barrier behaviors are somewhat 1ncon51stent and appear to

depend heavily upon the particular behaviors indéxed. Measures

3
- Ll

of physical activity expended in trying to overcome’ barriers

generally do not yield’sexsdifferencee (Pedersgn and Bell, 1976;
Halvorsenl 1971; Bell at al., 1971; Jacklin,'i ccoby and Dick,
1913; Van Lieshont, 1975): However, whén'eﬁefional activity »“\
in the face of-barri;rs is asseésed studiee}%E teddlers have’/ j

‘'shown 51gn1f1cant sex differences (Goldberg &rLew1s, 1969
~

-

Jacklin et al., 1973; Van Lieshout, 1915). ;£  N

ST

~

i ».‘,p y
Because most studles of barrier behavzor have feen con-

-“

1 «
ducted with children between 13 months and é years of age,
the pattern of _results concernlng sex dlff%n%nces is not sur-

prising. W1th increasing age, it might bﬁfekpected that soc1a11—
\)r '
zation pressures in our society would affeehébarrler reactlons

dlfferentlaﬂly for the sexes. Extrapolaﬁin¢ from Hellbrun ' o ’
(1968), Block (1972) and Bem (1973), devéﬁﬁ?ment of traditional

deflnltlbns of mascullnlty and femlnlnltqu uld be expected to
s A" - 1
enhance goal- or1ented~1nstrumental behayg&%s for males and to -

7
\ L'i" 3

discourage or. 1nterfere with these samé behav1ors for females a

1 ’

The relative’ dbqence “of “sex’ dlfferences in*studies of very yourg- " oo -

e/ﬁ# L]
children, then, may be an eplphenomenoauxelated to their still .
, b , A,.,.f‘h ' g
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\\\‘ ] underined self- and sex-role concepts. ,

B The purposes of the present paper are fourfold: (1) to
ekplore, in the context of a longitudinal study, the responses
of boys and girls at‘three age levels to several different C oy
barrier s1tuations, (2) to assess the personality correlates

. P 4 i
associated with barrier behav1or, (3) to evaluate covariance

differences between. the sexes, if any, in the structurés under-
CAl {i
lying barrier responses and (4) to determine the relationship

between barrier behaviors and sex-role typing.

"Method

Subjects

The subjects are)drawn from a sample of 160 children'par~

-

ticipating in an ongoing longitudihal study of ego and cognitive
development initiated whep- the children were enrolled in either

one’of the two nursery schools compr1s1ng the Harold E. Jones
/x
T Chle Study Center at Berkeley (Block & Block, 1971; Block

Block, & ngrington,’l974). The children live in an urban set-

ting and come from heterogeneous backgrounds The total subject

»

pool includes 97 White children (60 0%), 50 Black children

(3l.2%) 9 Oriental children (5.6%), and 4 MeX1can American
y -

children (2 5%).. The mean soc1aluclass of the sample as re-

flected by the Warner, Meeker and Eells (1949) index is 2.3, '
indicating higher-than-average socio-economic and educational
levels of the parents. S e - L e

Barrier behaviors were assessed when-the children were appro-
. L N

e

-
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Block, Block, & Harrington ‘ S ) -4
ximately 3.5, 4.5, and 5.5 years old ard the numbers of child-
ren actually participating in each of the experiments varies

. - ' -
s?mewhat as shown in Table 1. The table also includes the

means, standard deviations, and results of t-test comparisons -

among the several scores.

The Barrier Tasks - ) . » ‘ )
. i

-

‘At each age level, a battery of tests and experimental-
f

tasks was administered to each child,that ranged from 29 to 41

different procedures spaced over five to 12 sessions depending
3 ' . ' . ca .

) upon age “level. Barrier ta%ks were administereéd in different

sessions and 12 different- persons were involved in their data

-

collection over the three-year.period, thus minimizing syste-

"matic experimenter effects. ’ : )
1

Two tasksS, the Block Tower and Birrier Door, were adminis-

¢

tered when the children were 3.5; two different tasks at four, : .
. ~
the Barrier Block Box and Barrier Drawer, and one task, the

Barrier Puzzle, at five. Tifie does not permit close déscrip-
' ‘ . - .
tion of each of the tasks. 1In the Barrier Door and Drawer

’

situations, the child was asked to help the experimenter either
. ’ ’

by opening’ the'door or ‘drawer which had been fitted with strain

LN .

N

guages in such a way that they would open only 1.5 inches and

I
then ‘would register the strength of the child's exertions in .
the face of the barriers. The Block Box and Block Puzzle were
!

.

somewhat.similar ih that‘éach required the child.to place a .

3

.

Barrier Piece--a block or a wooden jigsaw puzzle piece that looked. .. ———
L wooden jigsaw puzzle picce that L
¢ similax—to—tEE*Uthéf'BIBEEE“SE puzzle pieces--either through a ) ¢
»——-———'—"——’_"_’—"— [} . M ’ - .
hole in the top of the Block Box or in the puzzle space, that, in’

-
.. ., !
%

v

A
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«

each case, was imperceptibly smaller than the Barrier Piece.

. -«
In all tadsks the child's efforts to overcome the barrier were .
b Y

observed, time spent in solution attempts rqurded, the number
of hypotheses generated about the reasons thé block would not
fit or the door would not open'were noted as well as the nature
and number of any alternative solutions to the barrier task

tried by the subject. Additionally, the experimenter and, in
2

most cases, an observer rated the intensity of the child's .

,efforts to overcome the baraier. It should be noted that each \i

barrier task was terminated in such a way that the child clearly °
recognized the task was indeed impossible, even for the exper;-'.

menter. In all cases the experimenter tried the barriers, .was

) .

unable to effect solution, and substituted materials ('oh, look,

no wonder you couldn'é do it--the right block fell on the ‘floor--

1 .
“ - \ ’

now you can use’fﬁZS one") or suggested an alternative route
. [ »

-

that wpould enable the child to bring-the task to a success ful

coRclusion.

The Barrier Intensity scores most clearl reflect the vigor

-

and persistence of the child's goal-oriented efforts to over-

come the barrier and are,:.therefore, the scores with which we ,

will be primarily concerned. The intensity scores for each

task were composited and-‘include the inpdependent composited .
A p , ‘

intensity ratings, use of the body for leverage, number of dis-
. ; )

crete efforts’ to overcome the barrier —pults;~pushes, etc.), and
\ § ome L 1

‘ ! - y 3 = -
strain guage readings where' available. . The intercorrelations of
I

.

the composited Intensity scores are shown in Table 2. At ages

¢ - " .

«
. A

SIRENTR Y ' .
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three and four, the Intensity scores on both tasks were stan-
dardized and composited to provide an overall index and their

"intercorrelations are presented in Table 3. .

H
The Personafitxroata

-

The California Child Q-set {(CCQ), an age-appropriate modi-
fication of the California Q-Set (Block, 1961; 1971) was usea
to develop personalit& chagacterizations of each child. The
.CCQ consists of 100 widely ranq;né,‘pegsonality-relevant items
that were ordered, using the forced-choice method with a pre-

scribed rectangular distribution, by the several nursery school

teachers to describe the personality of each child. One set

of teachers--either two or three--independently describéd each

A

' the four year olds. The teachers were trained in the use of

Al \

the Q-set.énd formulated their descriptions after the children
' ¢
. had been in’'school from 5 to 9 months.. For each child the

two or three independently achieved descriptions comple .

at threc were averaged, yielding a co ite personality char-
acterization gt,ageﬂéhrééfffgggfgg;;/ii:jedure was followed in
obtaining-a composited personality characterization at age

four based on a different set of teacher descriptions. For the .

lOO;Q-itoms, the' average across time correlations, calculated

i v

via the gitransformation, based on a sample of 87 children

®

dssessed at both age levels'is .48, uncorrected ”for attenuation.

L

.
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The CCQ datd at age four was factor analyzed, resulting ih 19
factors. However,  the result; were not aitogether satisfactory
in that several factors were tos global or inclusive in content.
In order to achieve factors th&t were cohceptually more dif-

‘

ferentiating, seven of the over-inclusive factors were "re-

¢ -

factored." That is’, the Q-variables loading highly on a par-"
ticular global or high—order"factor were selected out and
were‘then refactored. - This procedure splits up a global factor

into several factors useful for a mid—rénge level of conceptuali-

zation.. Using this approach, 40 "superitems" were defined

whiéh, in some instances represented the factors emerginé from
the initial factor analysis and, .in other instances, represenged
factors obtained by the "refactdring"'method. The factor scoring
method derived from the four y r4oid d;ta was then applied to /
the three year old data, a procedure that prevents unfair maxi-
mization ©f the relationship between data sets found in such
methods as canonical correlation. The average cross-time cor-

-

relation of the corresponding superiteﬁs'is +48, uncorrected for

»

‘attenuation. The primary gontribution of this series of

‘ ) 3 3
analyses is the achievement of discriminant validity; 86% of
the superitems manifest discriminant validity. The scores on
the 40 superitems at age three and the 40 superitemé at age

four constitute the dependent data™in this report.

<

<

Results

Sex Differences

The means, standard deviations, and sample sizes at each

!”!31)%




'age level for the several barrier scores are presented. in Table

-

1. With respect to the intensity of effort to overcome barfiers,
there are no sex differences even approaching significance at

ages three and four although a difference of borderline sig-

nificance (p (.10) exists age age five when boys exhibit some-
what higher intensity scores.

Time spent in contact .with the
barrier at age five is also marginally higher (B.<.10f for

ﬁ\
about the possible causes of the stuck door (p .0l) but this

boys. . At age three, boy$ generated significantly more hypotheses
difference -was not manifest at ages four or five.

At ail three
age periods, boys suggested more alternative solutions to the
barrier problems but this difference was significant only at
. age four (p ¢.05) ahd marginally so at age five (2‘<.10). Over-
all, the résults suggest %here is little in the way of appre-

ciable or. consistent sex difference with respect

to means or
““standard deviations in barrier solutions at the a;%f studied.

’

~—

Personality Correlates of Barrier Behavior
v

\2% ,'
To evaluate the personality implications of barrier be-

]

havior, the barrhﬁr scores were correlated with the 40 CCQ Super-

items and the results are presented in Tables 4 and 5.

. ,‘}‘
At age
‘three, the Barrier Intensity scores (BI/3) were significantly
a§sociated with
(

8 Superitems for girls and 9 Superitems
P .
for boys, as shown in Table 4.

For girls, BI/3 was positively correlated with Attractive-

ness, Restlessness, and Vitality and was negatively correlated
with Inhibition,

Interpersonal Reserve,'Fantasy Orientation,
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Scaéegoated and Victimized, and Inappropriate Affect.

‘For.boys, BI/3 was positively correlated with Interesting,
Competitive, Teasing, and negatively cérrelated with Inhibitign,
Compliéf;é, Interpersonal Reserve chpégoéted\and Victimized,

s

Proteé%ive, and Immobilization under Stress.

Although sbme éorrespondengg'between the results for the

.

boys and girl samples at age tﬁree exist,'the extent of such
correspéndence tends to be obscured by the conventién of repor-
ting only statistically significant results, a practice wﬁich
applies a dichotgpy/ksignificant vs non-significant) to Qhat
is a continuum.‘lA better way of evaluating the personological

equivalence of barrier intensity in three year old boys and

girls is t6 correlate the vettor of 40 correlations generated

by the BI/3 scores versus the 40 CCQ Superitems in the boy

sample with the corrésponding vector of 40 correlations for

‘the giri sample. This correlation, the "intercolumnar corre-
™ . lation" (Spearman, 1927) reflects the extent to which the same
pattefn of personality-implicative relationships characterizes
both sexes. At age three, this intercolumnar correlation is/
.75, an impressively high figure. Generally, then; whenver
a personality variable is related, either pgsitively or hega-
tively, to BI/3 in one sex, a correspoﬁding relationship
cxists for the other sex. ..

At aga four, in the sample of girls, barrier intensity

correlated significantly with only\one CCQ Superitem, Teasing,
where a negative relationship obtains. For boys, however,
"Significant correlates of BI/4 are more numerous. Positive
. J ¥

o - ERTEE N}
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‘correlates include Vitality, Sex-typed, Competitive,- and Undek-
* .

controlled. -Negative correlates include Inhibited, Scape- v
goated and Victimized, Intolerant of Ambiguity, Compliant,
and Worried and Anxious. The iptercolumnar correlation between

the BI/4-Superitem correlation vectors for the boys and for

the girls .correlated ;;49, indicating'appreciagle oppositeness

. . . . 4
in the personality implications of barrier intensity behavior
> —_

for 'the two sexes at the age of 4.5. When it is further observed
that the intércolumnar correlation for the sample of boys across
the ages of three and four is .77--indjicating a stability or

' 'continuity in the peréonality implications of barrier intensity

behavior while the intercolumnar correlation for.-the sample of

girl§\across the ages of three and four is -.49; it is apparent
that the discrepancies noted are largely ascribable. to-changes
over time in the personality implications of barrier intensity

behavior within the sample of girls.

.We have studied the particular correlations for each age

1

level and .each sex in order to identify those variables showing

an appreciable and reliable change in their implications over

time. The BI/CCQ correlations chéractefizing boys and’girls at
\ -

boys and for girlls at age four werefcompared, and the BI/CCQ

t
correlations at ages three and four were completed for boys, and
scparately for girls. 'The results of these several analyses are-

summarized in Table 6. Reliable covariance differences between

" the sexes are found only at. age four where eight of the 40 BI/4-




e

. Picture for girls has changed. Girls demonstrating instru-

3
.

-
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.CCQ/4 relationships diverge significancly. Reference to-Column .

3 indicates the loci of the covariance differences in the BI-

CCQ relationships for girls between ages three and four. We
. 4
see in these data a pattern that warrants presentatior and ten-

. D)

tative interpretation. .
In young boys of #the ageé studied, active, vigorous attempts
to overcome barriers seems to repyxesent a continuing and ex-

tending indication of competénce, confidence, vitality, and .rela-

tive freedom from the immobilizinL, inhibiting effects of

stress. They were expressive, less compliant, and more under-

" L

controlling than their peers showing less instrumental behavior

B ¢

in the barrier tasks.. In general, many of the same personality
3

characterlstlcs were descrlptlvg of three year old glrls actively

coplhg in. the’ barrrer~tasks. *By;the age of four, however, the .

.

mental behavior in the barrier situafions at age four are no
¢ \

longer the vital, ebullient, attractive, expressive, active

girls seen at age three. Rather, they appear ihhibited,,less

attractive, less vital, less restless, more isolated, and are

equently scapegoated and victimized by their peers.

For girls, however,

the trend is reversed and there are significant differences

in the barrier intensity-sex-typed relationship between boys

and girls at four. These results suggest that active coping

Qith barriers is both culturally- and ego-syntonic for boys.
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For~girls, however, the cultural proscriptions surrounding

appropriate feminine behavior as these are communicated in

-

differential socialization emphases come to interfere with

-~ . N .
problem-oriented, ‘active 'instrumental behaviors in the face

of barriers. We might ask, "What about tﬁoSe_vital,'ener—

-ﬁ [] ' ‘. .
. 2y . .- . . . - .
getic, expressive, attractive, restlessp interesting girls

at three who attempted to cope'effectivély'With the bar;ié}

situations? Have theyclearned——so early-and so well--the  _

: { ) .
cultural proscriptipns--learned fthat they ‘should not be too

vigorous in the face of physicaﬂ barriers--learned that they !
{

. I :
should seek help?" At this poipt we cannot answer these .

a

. . . s . fx
questions with sufficient confidence; we are, however, contih-

'

uing to pursue these and related questions in the context of.

v

our longitudinqi study, igdexing other behaviors and evaluating . ,
parental socializat;on practi;és and tegchng stratédies

associated with differential responses to barriers in boys

and girls and ovér tinte.

.

'In summary,despite the absence of sex differences in_the

- v

means and sigmas of the Barrier Intensity scores, we have iden-

)

tified reliable differences in the correlational patte}ns
associated with BI as—a function of sex, Suggegting that instru-
‘mental behavior in response to barriers is‘méderated by dif-
ferent psychological'structures in boys and girls at age four.
'The ﬁethodoiogical implication of these findings warrént emphasis.

In evaluating sex .differences, comparisons of means and sigmas ?or '
the two sexes is simply insufficient; covariance differences

-
0 %

must beé evaluated as well. ‘ ,

-

(GRS



Block, Block, & Harrington
. . SCRD, April, 1975
Table 1‘.

Standardized Barrier Scores at Ages 3.5, 4.5, and 5.5 for Boys’and Girls

1

o, t JAge 3 . Age 4 Age 5° ", p
jBarrier Iintensity . Mean'\. Sigma N Mean Sigma . N Mean Sigma N
'Boxs 49.95 7.84 55 . 5Q.15 7.25 64 . 51.62 9.39 57
Girls 50.20  9.1I 6l 49.74  8.00 , 63 48,08 10.35 48
: \
t s .16 o .30 1.83 (p ¢.10)
¢ t
" Barrier Time . .
Boys * 50.59 8.38 54 49.32 6.18 62 " 64.21 9.58 ; 57
h Girls - ..  48.65 5.32 61 50.82 ©  9.81 63 49.04 9.04 47
. L 3
t ¢ ' .29 : © .49 1.87 (p<£.10)
¥ = .
Barrier Hypotheses > |
Boys - 53.17  11.45 49.80 7,62 64 . 50.97 10.64
Girls 47.27  7.68 49.79  7.24 63 48.82  9.14,
2 - .
£ ° . 2.95 (p ¢.01) ' .01 _ 1.12
. . . , -
*Barrier Alternatives ‘
Boys 51.69 11.68 51.24 7.97 64 51.57 9.80
' Girls : 48.54 8.13 48.29 5.72 63 47.89 10.33-
# o . ‘
.1.52 2.40 .02 1.87 .10
t 5 (e {-02) (e {
3
3
b
~. |
’ ’ ‘ *
’ % .
. . .
o, 7
AN '
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¢« Table 2 ! .

3
. .

Intercorrelations among Barrier Scores af Three Age Levels for Males and Females
! N ( : .

.- A ‘ . }par 3 . - Year 4 ., Year 5
Barriéf *  Barrier Barrier ° Barrier Barrier; '
- Door Tower Drawer-~ - Box Puzzle
Barrier Door (3) _— L. 32%% .31* .t.a .19 - .01
.Block Tower (3)° L31%% -— »21_..—:--.;5'-- - - =303 -
Barrier Drawer (4) .21 .07 ——— - N:OO , .14
Block Box (4), .27 .03 .15 S " o9
Barrier Puzzle (5) 2 v . 29% . ..04 . .08 ( ---
‘ . s - . . . ’

- - ~

The results for Males are above thgydiagonal; the results for ,Females

N are below the diagonal.- . s . . ,
% % .05 s L A ‘ .
R < L : o
. **3p .10 vl - N
' . ' <
\ "
*, Table 3 . ' : .
. ’ . ) o )
Intercorrelations of Summary Scqores for Barrier Tasks at Three y
| Age Levels for Males. apd Femaled . : '
9 . - .
‘ - 4
BI/3 B1/, BI/S .
BI/, — Y -.03 |
BI/4 .19 -—- .15,
BI/, .27 05 -

The results for Males are shown above the
diagonal; the results for Females below
the diagonal.

Y4
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'Tap;é é. §ignifican£ CCQ Superitem Correlates of Barrier Intensity
T i | at Agés 3 and 4 for Males and Females E
Boys ) <t Girls
. Age 3 . Age 4 CCQ Superitem ) ‘ _Age 3 Age 4
. 3g ke . 25%+ }'. Compliant / -.15 .01
—.22_ ) -.26%* '.‘ Worried, anxious ) -.22% .i3
25 3Tk ) Energetic, vital 3R, -T13
-.,37"'*;?5* /" X ELLL Inhibited; ‘constricted -.33& . .08
-.31;; // - £3 Inéerpersoﬂél-reserve - 27 .14
-423% / -.14 \Fantasy_orient;d p -, 27%%* -.05
,'225; \/" .24* . Physical attractiveness' ‘ .35*;* -.20
.fj3**/ . —L%7*f*'; ” -Scapegoated, vicpimized; 'g:/ T -.28%% .14
15 , ' ‘.'27*'{;, | Undercontrolled . 23% .07
..09:"' : ;}iégyf‘/ “ Restless " .36**; -.15
.30£;. ¢ ?;.15‘1 ' Interesting .24% -.07
19" L3k Sex-typed .21 -.01
-.21 ’ =, 3T Rk ' ‘Intolerant of ambiguity ) -.10 .17
= 27%* / _ .20 ‘ ‘Protectivg of peersu“~ -.08", .02
:29f* oy .33*;* Competitive ill - %3*
—.éQ?* SEENEY Immobilized by stress, -.19 01
;25*; / -.02 Teases others. .07 -.26%*
-.03 -.14 Inappropriate affect - 27*% .05
18 .23 N Curious .10 -.02
-.26% .00 Wiphdraws‘under stress ~-.10 .14
. 26% Q -.12 Enjoys s;)litary éctivities -.19 . -16
(\L;;/ 23* Au;;nomy striving .15 .« .08
. .- .
ww=p (01 -p o5 *=p<ao )
©

vy (8
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e . ’ Table §, )
Significant CCQ Superitem Correlates of gil"rier Time, Hypothesis Generation, -
o ~ X, '
d Alternative Solution Scores for :Big'ays and Girls at Ages 3 and 4 .
v ' T—‘i\k;
\\ N g -
oot Correlates of Barrier Time L
! A . éﬂe_3 - ’ ’
Girls-(N = 61) . Boys (N = 54)
L] 'y '
CCQ Superitem ' ﬁ - " CCH Superitem I
wOrrie?i, anxious -.31* ~ None
‘; .
Intoterant of ambiguity -.27% “e .
Fantasy oriented o0 -.26%+
- ) Age 4 . - ,
1} I .
Manipulative . _ -.33%%* _ Attractive .27*
" ‘a2
Vitality : h , -.26* . & ) s
( .
Restless / -.27% A
. . 4
Competitive ° ~.,30%* .
Teases - .oma27 d .
Correlates of Barrier Hypotheses
‘L Age 3 NI 4
Girls (N = 50) L Boys (N = 43)
Competitive . . , .31* T None \
L3
, (N = 63) fge 4 (N = 64)
Inhibited . .35%%* Manipunlative - % .29%
Resilient -.27% ) '
Scapegoated . .27%
Competitive . -.27% - o J
Withdraws under stress .28% ° ’ o
» 4 ‘
% % !
v . L]
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Table 5 (continued) ,

2 r'e

(N . Correlates of Barrier Alternatives
Age 3

Boys (N = 43)
\

Attractive
.Negatﬁve self~-evaluation

Girls (N = 50)

(N = 64)

b2

Sex-typed . .28%

Acknowledges negative feelings ~-.25%

Popular

Interpersonal reserve

Imitates those admired

Y
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Table 6

, -

' CCQ Superitems Scores for Boys and Girls at Ages Four and Five

.

.

& .
y, t
S

~

.

"

14

, Probability of Difference% between r's"

£

CCQ Superitem
. Girls vs Boys -Girls vs Boys Age 3 vs 4 Age 3 vs 4
. Age 3 Age 4 Girls_ Boys,
Worried, anxious - .05 .08
Energetic, vital . 006 .02
N I W , ~
Inhibited, wonstricted s, . . 005. .03 .
In erpersonal reserve N .03 .
- ) .

*Physical attractiveneés ' ' .Oé‘ . 004
Scapegoated, victimizeg . .006 .03
Restless. ) P .007

. ; )

Intgresting ) ; .09
Sex-typed v .03 ﬂ\“*

+ Intolerant of ambiguity +004 -

" N
Protective of peers ) . .02
‘ 03 . " <“ ,"

Competitive - .07
Teases .08
inappropriate affect .08
Enjoys solitary activities .06
a. Differences assessed via 2z transformation

X . s vy

. -
-~ f ,
’.
. * J
O \ ] i‘}
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