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Introducrory Statement
1
I%e Center for Sooal Urganizatich of Schools has two crimary
chectives: to develcr a2 sriemtif:ic }d‘.’.‘le:’ge of how schools affect their

af
stzdents, and to use thus kuowledse to develcr better school practices

= - -

Al

and grganizaticrn,
. -
3 e TENEY FOXIS through DoOTES D ZINtEVE NS OOOETIEIVES. T

ERIC

Tre Zchools and Mturity crogran is studying the effects of school, family,
and

- ¢’
The ckiectives are to formulate, assess, and re-

Deer grour experientes con the develooment of a2ttitudes consistent with

sezrch .wnortant educaticnal goals cther tharn traditvicnal acaden:ic achlieve-
ment The progran hags develooed the Psychosocizl Maturaty (PEM; Inventory

for the assessment of adoclescent socidl, individual, and interpergonal

. . . . \ -
adegua Tne School Organizaticn progream is currently concermed wath
- -

anttority-control structures, task structures, reward sysfems, and peer
group processes in schools. It has frocduced a large-scale study of the
effects of cpen echools, has developed the 'Teams—Ga:n'es-Tou:nament {TGT)
instructicnal protess for teachaing .varigus subjects in elementary and
secondary schools, and has produced a corputérized system for school-wide
attendance monitoring. The Careers rrogran b%ses‘it:s work u(po'n a theory
of career gevelopment. It has develpped a self-administered vocational
guidance dev:.ce.and a self-directed career program to promote vocaticnal
developzent and to foster satisfying curricular decisions for high school
college, and adult poputatiocns. ‘ N

This report, prepared by the Schools and Maturity progran,

. exahipnes the validity of the Psychosocial i&amrity Inventory by inves-

. tigating its relationship with the concept of dogmatiesm. . ‘-
J
;.
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tc Thange was weax.

1r. the wording of the Change items to explain

y

correlztion. The implications of differential m2le ard female

of correlaticn are discussed.

P~ Term T of <he PSM Inventosy and the Bckeach Dogmatisn Scale were ;
~ e
afmanistered To 323 10th grade students to test a predicted correlati 1
-
Letvees The Dogmatien Scale and the Change and Tolerance: sibscales of the
PESM nattery, and tc exemire the pattern of sowariation betwsen psycho-
.,‘ . -~ .

nezative correlation between
fal

the lack ©f 2 more sub-
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VAR

Greenberger and Sgrensen's model of ,sychosz:ial matmars

integrates scciclogical and psyghological perspectives of:maturity by taking

{1974)

1

mnto account the recuirements of soriety as well as the healihy development
) -
of tke ipdip-dusi, Sxsefly; thece genesal copaestres sre cencrdered fHeceo-—

/ - - - -
sary for mature functioning in amy given culture --Individual 2decuacy,
- t 3
Interpersonal Zdeguacy, and Social 2Adequacy. Each of th_sse damernsions of
- k3 . s s
maturity 1s viewed as 2 compogite of more basic attributes which vary in

nature frox cne scciety to ancther. 2 model of psychosocial maturity which

Greenberger and Sgrensen hhve proposed for our own society is presented in

Table 1. 7The model has been translated into a self-report instrument --the

_Psychosocial Maturity Inventory—— which has been used in numercus studies

of adolescent develorment {Greenberger et al., 1974; Greenberger et al.,-

1973). . . -

"This study investigates the relationship betweén the Rokeach E

Dogmatisn Scale (1960) and the subscales of the Psychosocial Maturity (PsH)

Invéntozy. The purpose is twofold. Pirst, by positing specific relation- ;

. :ships. between subscales of the PSM Inventory and the Dogmatism Scale,
" evidence for the comstruct validity of the PSM subscales may be obtained.
(See Josselson et al., 1974 and Bond et al., 1974, for other validity , - .

. -
‘studies of the Individual and Social Adeguacy scales.) Second, an




exzminaticn of the pattern of covariaticn with dogmatism should permit a

7Y, . - . - . .
- fzller appreciation of the nature of psychosocial maturity itself.
L[4
3

Pokeach (1954) has defined dogmatism as "(a) 2 relatively closed

cognitive organization of beliefs ard disbeliefs about reality, (b) organized

. b 4
around a central set of beliefs about absolute authority which, in turn, (€}
provides a framework for patterns of intolerance toward others™({p. 195).
Ro¥each further defines dogmatism as zeﬁgéfing to ®a closed way of thinking

. . . associated with an ideology regardless of content, an authoritarian

+ gutlook on 1ife, an intolerance toward those with opposing beliefs, and 2

sufferance of those with similar beliefs" (Rokeach, 1960, pp. 4-5). &ccord-

p N
ingly, the "closed mind" can be observed both in the practical world of~

. polatacal and religious beliefs, and in the more abstract world of philostphic

- - A

: thought. In refining the notion of dodgmatism, Rokeach used thé term “dogmatic”
synonymously with “closed”; that is, persdms characterized as thgh dogmatic”

are seen as having closed minds and closed belief systems, whereas those

¢
characterized as "low dogmatic" are seen as having open minds and belief

- systems. vhich are fleiib;e and open to change.

-

0f specific concern in this study is the relaiionship between

'aogmagggg_and two Psqagﬁbscales, Change and Tolerance. No aspéét of maturity

should correlate éositivel& with dogmatism (i.e., the more psychosocially

]
mature an individual, the less he or she should fit the description of

% closed mindedness), but there is no compelling theoretical reason for certain

) of the subscales --for example, Communication and Work Orientation-- to be
. ] \ .
negatively correlated with dogmatism. Rather, these concepts and dogmatism

]
|
} ) m%ght well be orthogonal. Individuals scoring high on the Openness to
|
k
|




- ’ L5 2
- - (¥4
Chéﬁge anleolerance subscales, however, should logically be less dogmatic

thh those who score lox on these measures. Openness to socio-political

_- R .
héhge, as defined in Table 1, implies-a general lack of r1g1d social

a

°1:titudes because the ind1V1dual w;th this attrlbute recognlzes both the

QQ%ES of the statug quo and the costs of change. Tolerance of Individual
‘nQQ Cuitural Q}ffereﬁces denotes acceptance of peoéie who differ érom the
‘( kﬁx and again, ;n awareness of both the costs and benefits of tolerance

kaQeaberger and S¢retsen, 1974) : é

Thus, two specific predictions were made: (1) No s;gnlflcantly
lthe correlation would be obtained between the Dogmatism Scale and
th -
<

- e
PSM subscales or summary scores; and (2) Significant negative corre-
4 -

1§E

& lans would be obtained between the Change and Tolerance subscales and
A

.Dogmatism Scale.

Subjects were 163 female and 162 male 10th grade students of a

ny
Gale~c1ass, predcmlnantly white hlgh school in a suburb-of Phlladelphla,
QQQISYlvanla. : ; . . ’

P

" tedure

Y

i

. The PsM Inventory1 and the Dogmatism Scale were administered as
pi - . - « - s - / -
t of-a larger survey exploring family, school, and peer effects on psycho-
8Q.. .
lal development. Subjects were told that the questionnaires were designed

X\
Form D of the PSM battery was administered.




»

to elicit their opinions and attitudes on a wide variety of social issues

and common, everyday experiences. Participation was voluntary and the entire
v : . ) .

| . testing session idsted approximately one Jour. ° T

. . !

kvﬁ Results and Discussion -4
. : /' v

< .

Correlations between PSM scores and the’ Dogmatism Scale are pre-

-~ '

sented in Table 2. Previous research has shown that significant differences

— exist between males: and females on several of the PSM subscales ﬂGreenbergex,

et al., 1974), females typically outscoring males of the same age on the three

J . aspects of Social Adequacy. Por this reason, separate analyses were per-

formed for males and females. . ' ‘

- \

As Table 2 indicates, the first prediction was clearly supported. )

‘%

i f11 correlations of Dogmatism with PSM subscales and summary scores were
negative. The second prediction was partially supported. For both males
and *females, the largest zero-order product moment correlations between sub-

- scales was that between Tolerance and Dogmatism. The relationship between

.- - Insert Table 2 About Here (

D it Ty p——

.

Openness to Change and Dogmatism was not' as sﬁrong as had been supposed,

barely attaining significanée at the 5% level in the male sample and not quite

reaching statisticaleignificance at the' 5% level in the female sample.

’

- The lower-than-expected negative correlation between Openness to

Change and Dogmatism may be due in part to similarities in the wordin( of

~

10 -




1 v
. v

»

the Change iﬁems‘and items on the Dogmatism scale. Items on the Change sub-

. LY -
scale are generally stated in more forceful, obligatory language than are the

items of the other subscales (e.g., "A man shouldn*t cook dinner for his
.wife and childien unless the wife is sick."; "Schools spould not let new
methods of teaching, like TV and tapes, take up too much time in school."):

1 [§

The .general “"flavor" of these items is different from that of other subscales,
r

- s 1
where the statements are phraseg more as personal opinions than unalterable

. e M

’ \
social facts. (For example, from the Tolerance sﬁS§calew "It would not
bother me to work with a person whose skin color is different from mine.";

+

. "I don't think I co¥id be friends with a crippled pefson."). Another expla-

nation of the lower~-than-expected associapion between Openness to Change and '

- ’ * » 4
Dogmatism lies in the relatively small variance of the Change subscale

scores (the variance is smaller than Eiét éf ény other ZSM subscale [Table 3}).

. .
Whether this smaller variance results from genuine conswpsuyd of opinion on

- L \ 7
the items or from uniform reactions to the wording of the items independent

iof their content will require further research. ,.

P

= A clear and consistent finding of potential importance is .the

generally stronger negative relationship between dogmatic thought and
psychosocial maturity in the female sample. With the exception of the Roles

and'Change scores, where the correlations for both groups are virtual{y'

identical, all relationships were more pronodunced in the fémale group. It

should be noted that the sexes do not differ on the Dogmatism scale (see ~
. 4
4
Table 3), but that, consistent with previous research, females tended to

v
|

score in the more psychdsocially mature direction on all PSM subscales.
. : S .

Thus, it appears that the more psychosocially mature £he individual, the

P .




better able we are to predict his or her degree of dogmatism. This certainly

|
appeals to our intuitive notion of ?oth the nature of psychosocial matirity

~

itself and the dynamics of psychosocial development. . R

Y
Although no predictions regardiné other sunscales.were made,'several

findings are worth brief comment. The moderate reIationship between two IA

[

subscales, Identity and Self-reliance, and Dogthatism are not inconSistent With

a growing body of literature (See Brown, 1965) which indicates that dogmatic
A . - . T . .
individuals, in the formation of their beliefs, tend to rely more on authority

from above than their own evaluation (i.e., they 'tend to be less self-reliant).

The literature on the relation between "Identity" as defined here and Dogmdtism

is 1dss clear (Brown, p. 500), scme researchers concluding that dogmatic

' . .

individuals possess a clearer, more pgéitive (but Iess accurate) picture of
t . .
themselves than less ‘\dogmatic persons, while others have concluded just the
opposite. Our findings give moderate support to'the latter view ~--that per-
-SOnS*WhO“pOSS£SS a, cléar and unambzvaient-picture of_nh____ey are_are also

likely to be less dogutatic.

Summary 4 ' A . .

»

This study provides %&idence'for the construct validity of the
~

-

Tolerance and Openness to ¢han§e subscales of the PSM Inventory through . -
their predicted negatibe ebrreiation with a measure of dogmatic thinking.

' . . . . .:
Additionally, the implications of differential male and female patterns of

covariation were examined and discussed. It was hypothesized that a moreé

-
.

accurate statement about an individual's placement along the dogmatism con—

IO 4

tinuwim is possible given some knowledge of his level of psychosocial maturity.
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Table 1

1 ’

Detailed Model of Psychosocial ¥aturity

Izdivadnal Zlecuacy

3 » *

+ Self-relianrce

. : rabizence of excessive need for sosial validaticn
sense of trol
initiative
Work Crientaticn t

standards of competernce
pleasure in work ,

gereral work skilis - ,
3 ™
r’ » .
Ifentity .
T claricy of self-concept
consideration of 1ife goale
gelf-esteen \ ’
internzl:zed values 4
. b . —~ | - -
©  Intlerperscmal 3decuacy ——— ——m o -
- ¢
- Commnicaticn Skills - ; 3
Ut 2bility to emcode messages . - 3
2bility to decode messages ’ ) . E
erpathy d —_— —— -
. ] -
Enlightened Trust . LT E
raticnal dependence £
- rejgction of simplistic views of human mature Al
awareness of constraints xn trustworthiness o—y o ]
, ) 3
¥nowledge of ¥ajor Eoles - -

role-aporopriate behavior
wanagement of role-conflict

Social Adeguacy

Social Commitment .
feelings of community .
willingness to work for social goals - .
readiness to form alliances f i

interest in long-term social goails ’

Openness to Socio-political Change
. general opemmess to change v
'recog.ition of costs of status guo R
recognition of costs of change

Tolerarce of Individual ard Cultural Differences

willirgress to interact with pecple who differ from the nom
sernsitivity to rights of people who differ frem the rorm °
awareness of costs ard benefits of tolerarce N

4

a ! -
Prca Greer.b’?rger‘ E. ard Sgrensen, Za. B., 1974

o, , -
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