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‘Abstract

o _Role-taking “skills of ethnic. minority children were studled to detefmine
the effect of conflict in the self-identification process on the ability to
“adopt the perspectives of another person. The subjects were 'Ingian children,
.afomd.the age of eight for whom there was evidence of con:[':‘li_cting' ethnic |
ider;tifica‘tic/)n tendencies. These children were asked to attribute th't_amdesir- |
ability of\ unclels “from four different ethnic’ groups to peers from th}gir own .
ethnic gro.up, to peers from a li_ke\d ethnic gi*oup, and to peers froma disliked
" ethnic group. One peer from ?hach"_of tfhe"se.\ cétegbljies s'pok'é -Etiglish and a

_Second peer spoke a non-English language. It was found thét, contrary ‘to

____,,.___M__.s_tudies'_with.uSwiss.,_Bpiti—sh—,—md—Ameﬁem—Whites;—thésléffﬁfﬁardﬂdrerrWéfe: i
a_ble" to_accurately take the ,.réle of ppérs from both é. liked and a-disliked

“-ethniC group. v'I"lilese Tesults wer;e discussed in' terms of the conflicting
,pfesSures ‘on ethnic iﬂihority 'chihldre'n as 1;hey dgv\elqp' an awarene‘ss'of their

own ethnic affiliations, and the effects of such conflict on Tole takirig;

1

“vA secondary aim of this s_tudy' was to detémine whether the attr_i;buti_gp__ Slf_» )
preference to énothef was based on egocentrlc attltudesoron éé.rlcééived |
e similarity of peer éhd uncle. The mulf:ip_le ‘_rég'ression' analyses indig:éf;ed that
; ‘neither of these factors contribut?d;ignificantiy to vrol'e-faicing judgéments,
E_'.. but 'that. w'eigh-.td:s; were more in fa.vomt 6f- Ithe attitude 'fa.ctor"'wiien’ taking the
S Tole of a 11ke<_1_ English_peer and more in-favour of the similarity Fictor vhen

‘taking the role of a liked non-Ehglish or a diskliked peer. v T

n
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Role Taking and Self-Identification
| Frant:és E. 'Abo;__.ld
. MGl University
. : °
The development of ethn1c -awareness has been linked to the development
of role-taking skllls by Piaget and We11 (1951) 'I'hey and other cognitive
developmentallsts (e.g. Kohlberg, 1969, Lambert & K11neberg, 1967) propose-

that ethno;entrlcu:y in young chlldren derlves from their general cognltlve -

egocentrlsm or 1nab111ty to take another s perspectlve Accord_lng ‘to these’
theorists, the development of a self-concept is a crucial factor in the

~
o

de\felopnent .o_f .perceptions of others, For example, Piaget and Weil (1951)

‘proposed that a child must first _broaden his own self-concept to include

affiliations with his family and then larger regional or social instititions

____—such_as_a_town,—a—nat—lm—md—an—et}mo*lmglu' tic group: Only after such

’ characterlstlcs are encorporated into the self-concept can the chlld learn

to attribute analogous affiliations to members of other group_s. The research

supporting this point of view found that Swiss children' were not. -able), wntili—

11 years of ave, to comprehend the relativity of nat10na1 affiliation; that is,

- that a Frenchman ‘would not be a fcrelgner in France but a Smss would be.

.9

In the present study the ethnocentr1c1ty ox ethnlc mmorlty children

 was mvestlgated by looking at their ability to take the role of various
ethnic _andnlmigiia'ge persons. As previously mentinned, Swiss children

apparently do not appreciate fully "the relativity of naticnal affiliations - - _

< -

uul..l.l Tate™ m’m‘ﬁdl"?lﬁ_ahood A study of BrJtlsh chllflren (M:deleton,
TaJ fel, and Johnson, 1970)\found that sevnn-year olds were aware "




o | that certain non-Brltlsh natlonals would prefer the1r own natlon more than

-' they would Br1ta_1n ' The nationals for whom they. were able to ro](f take - ' |
‘accurately were ones that the children liked. Accurate role taking” {or at-" -

" disliked national was not enderlced-»(#\tll 11 year of age. Thus, both |

. cognitive and. affectlve factors seem to be important in determmmg ethno-

-

- CehtI'lClt)’ as measured in thlS way. .
. These concltslons were extended in a study conducted by Aboud and
' 5M1tche11 (1975) to role taking of dlfferent ethno- lmgulsuc groups living -
‘within the same nation. The studles dlscussed by Brand Ruiz, and Pad111a ,
(1974) suggest that ethn1c categorlzatlon is begun at a very early age,
| _ but that its tﬂevelopment is compllcated by processes of self-identification
and preference.. As J.n the study by Mlddleton et al., preference d1d enhance
accurate role tak1ng 1n ‘White American ch11dren ‘with mean ‘ages of 6 and 8.
_However, these children were unable to infer that a disliked ethnic growp _

[P

menber would prefer someone ‘from his. own 'ethn-i-c group. This maccuracy C e,

\se,emed to stem more from poor cue utlllzatlon than from egocentrlsm, s1nce
th.te uncles were not seen as more de51rab1e than.any other group. In

| addltlon, the language spoken by the Tole person :unpeded accurate role ta.king
especlally when the role person was a member of the child's own ethnic group

‘ but spokc a non-Bngllsh language. Thus dlSllke of an ethnic group and lan-' )
" guage’ mcongnuty were most influential in Jmpedlng accurate role taking in

Lo Whlte children,, e |

The present study explored the factor of se1f-1dent1f1cat10n by assessmg

__the role-talemg -skills of ch11dren from a mmorlty ethn1c group. Previous

.4




work W1th Whlte and. Indian ch11dren (Aboud 1975) dlscovered that Whlte

- ch11dren :vere able ‘to 1dent1fy ‘their ethnlc affiliation correctly at flve

“years, sbut. that the maJorlty of flve-year old Ind:Lan children were still

uncértain of their ethnic aff111atlon By s:gc veari of age the IndJ.an ch11d-

ren had reached a 71% level of correct identification comparable to the ._ -
White c.hi.ldren . ThlS same group of six-yea'r-oid Indian children formed part

- of the sample used’ in “this study There are many reasons for this late”

ethnlc 1dent1f1catlon, perhaps centerlng on their m1nor1ty status and con-' :

sequent lack of social support for thls group aff111atlon One reason may
simply be the lack of a concept of ethnicu:y "almost half of the xfive~

year-old Ind1ans stated that they were a11 or none of the flve mentloned

A

o ethn1c1t1es Another Treascn ‘may be attltacu.nal Jn—that mlnorlty groups

S prev:Lously

typically prefer members of the\Wh1te majority Csee also,‘“%her & Allen,

1969) ‘These conﬂlctmg pressures which 1n1t1a11y appear to lead to con-

fusion my later develop 1nto a fttller appreelatron o§ dlfferent ethnlc
affiliations once the correct 1dent1f1catlon is adopted The notion. that :
- confllct leads to improved role- ta.ki.ng skills has also been dlscussed by
'- _ Flavell (1968). Theoreticaily, it is by way of confllcts and arguments .
. w1th peers that a c‘uld hec omes aware of other perspectl\'es It 1s con-
ceivable that 1nterna1 conflicts re1at1ng to group aff111atlon mlght have
the same effect. Fo1 lowmg thlS Ilne of argument, 1t <was e pectedf that i

) Ind1an ch11dren over the age -of six might show greater awareness of a

S S
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A secondary purpose of the study was,to determine whether ethnit role -

| taklng was based more on egocentrlc attltudes thanm Judg;ments of et}m1c
s.l_mlarlty Both of these processes have been usecL to explaln maccurate
role tak1ng (Mlddleton,!Tanel § Johnson, 1970 Aboud § M:Ltchell 1975). -
- .A test of these two mterpretaflons was carried out by relatlng egocentrlc
B prefe.rences and judgments of sz.mllarlty to .role-tak_lng hehanour,_ in a

multiple regression analysis.

e
1Y
N

.\Method 0 A

\ _";ldren were from grades 1, 2, and 3, at an Indian school on

ooy

' Vancouver Island Th1rty two ch11dren were tested 1 male and 21 female, -

"')

5rangmg in age from 6. 08’ to- 9. 92 years w1th a mean age of 7. 97 years.
The’ chlldren were tested by an Indian- female, wh11e a White female recorded

Y

L PR —— momn T

“the ratlngs made by the Chlld

@

"_Stumlus Materlals R ' S o R
. St:mulus persons were presented to the chlldren 1n the form of photo-
s | graphs and tape recorded speech. The coloured photos represented individual -
'nmbers of four d1fferent ethnlc groups Canadlan IndJ.an, Whlte, Orlental
P and Black For each ethnlc group, there were photos of twd young boys aged

6 - 9 years and of two male adults in the1r twentles makmg 16 faces 1n all.

They all posed with a neutral fac1al expressmn Each photo was mounted in.
such a way ‘that it could be stood up to face the subject.

~——
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' '~ Speech tape recordings were made to pa1r w1th the photos of the e1ghtw

boys Usmg the matched-gulse technlque (Lambert 196{) four boys, one |

V. . .from each et}m1c group, spoke f1rst m Engllsh and then in an approprlate
| non-Engllsh language. ‘- The non-English languages selccted were: a Saanlch
'Indlan chalect French, Chmese, and Efik a Black African dlalect, respect- .
1vely Thus, one Indian boy was paired with the Indlan dialett, and the
| other Indlan boy was pa1red w1th the ‘recording of the same speaker mmg
- English, 'I'he message on the tape consisted of numbers from one to ten and
a llst of animals that the boy liked.” A stereotyped neutral message "was

: chosen in order to’ make the. language, rather tha:n its’ content salient.
_ The chlldren made the:.r responses on ratlng scal‘es whlch consZ sted

Jf ~tr1'os of cardboard marked at the slde in mcrements of I'am wup to -

.- “the length of 60 cm. For most measures, the numerlcally low end of the ) _
scale was placed closest to the child. Three d1fferent coloured rat1ng boards
were used to gmanm_the_sub;ecr_s_percepuon.of_the-dlfferent reactlons— S e
required in the three/tasks .
Procedure

. S, . o
The ch11dren, tested md1v1dually, were first auestxoned about thelr - L,

. awareness of the ethmc affiljation of fhe 51xteen st11m1115 persons First
- the photos of one age group, and then the photos of the other %ge group,
were arrariged in a semi-circle facmg the ch11d For a.ll the subsequent

tasks the st1.mu115 photos were arranged in this mamner. Almost all S —~—";

~——"——chrl'l:rer'"were able to pomt to the four representatlves of each ethnlc T

group correctly Those who sheved some initial confusyon fere told the .

correct labels, and subsequently asked agaln unt11 they were certa:n

Wi




Q Followmg thls, the chlldren 3 behav:Lour was measured in three dlfferent
? task 51tuat‘ions *usmg the three d~1fferent coloured ratJ.ng boards: 1) their _
Q attltude toward the peer stimulus persons, ‘2) the1r perceptlons of s1m11ar1ty
w between themselves and the peer stimilus persons, and. between several peer '
stimulus persons and the. adult stnm:lus persons, ard/3) the1r abpllty to ) |
take the role of two peer st:mulus persons from.thelr own ethmc group, “two -
| from the1r most- 11ked et}m1c group, and two f}om/thelr most dlsllked ethnic .'
group, one—£rom eac.h group speakmg"Enghsh and the cther speaklng a non- .
Englrsh larrguage. . The photos were used 1n all three tasks, but the tapes .
in 01'1...}' the third Tole-taking task. RUUTIR B L

1) Attltude ratmgs A ratmg board, ;mtroduced to the ch11d as the

"lemg board" 'wa&placed—rn front of hm Instructions for the use of |
~ this board conveyed to the ch11d that thmgs whlch he 11ked should be placed
o close to him on the .board and things "whlch he d1d not 11ke as’ ‘much shouId

. be placed farther away on tl"e board Each ch11d was_ g1v"en a practlce tr1a1 S

. with’ drawmgs of a dog, ‘a rabblt, and.a snake The tester valldated these

ratings verball)L_wrth the child to make sure that the relatlve Dlacements '

- matched the ch11d's actual feellngs The ch11d was ‘then mstructed to place _

| A. the eight peer ethmc stmmlus persons on the board to 1nd1cate hlS feellngs
) toward them A nmnerlcal score From 1 (hke) to 60 Ld1511ke) was thereby

obtamed for each ethn1c peer 'The average score for each ‘ethnic’ group

other tha.n the ch11d's .OWD. Was used to determme the most 11ked and most |
;__—dlsllked of the White, Chmese, and. Black peer stum1lus persons for the

. .' _ 1ater rolo-takmg task -

-’
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- 2) Sm11ar1ty ratlngs Another 60 cm ratJng board was used to

.assess how similar the™child perc\nlved the peer stunulus persons to beg .
- to himself, and i low simiTar he percelved the adult stmmlus persons to be
‘to the most llked and the mr"“f dlsllked peerc “ That is, Judgments of
smul& ity to himself were maclf= using the peer photos, and Judgments of

similar 1ty to the peers were made u51ng the adult photos For the self-

s:mlarlty ratmgs the numerlcally low end of the board was closest to

-

‘the Chlld and he was: 1nstructed to place closest to h1mself those boys

! .
~who were most llke him, and to place farther away the boys who were’ d1ffer-

-ent from him. For the other s:m11ar1ty ratlngs, the same board was ‘turned

_ s:zdeways (to tﬁfferent;ate these* ratmgs from the later role takmg ratlngs)

Four peer stnmlus persons werm chosen, two trom the eh’ild's most llked

":;.;-\etlm1c group and two trom hlS most dlSllked et}m1c group One at.a t:.me :

these photos wereplaced at the numerlcally low end of the board and the:

. J.._ '
ch11d .was- asked to arrange. ‘the: elght adult stmmlus .persons on- the board

close to the peer if they were s:mllar and farther away if they were d1ffer- .

«

- The other-smllarlty ratlngs were :mtrodllced to explore the 1ssue e

‘. -
ent.: For each of these ratmgs a numerlcal Score! was obtamed rmgmg

from l (snnllar) to 60 (dlfferent) o - ' " foen e

of whether egocentr1sm or poor cue ut1] 1zat1on was the soﬁrce of maccurate -

. role takmg Aboud and Mltchell (197 ) were unable to expl‘am 1naccurate

role taklng of a. dlsllked group in terms of egocentrlsm Instead it seemed

that ‘1e dis 11ked group ‘was percelved in a smple "d1&erent fiom me'"

. ,,-‘_fashmn, S0 that any "d1fferent from-m‘e" uncle wbuld be adequate Thls '

P P T

&

suggests an 1nab111ty to d1fferent1ate perceptually In the present s't,udyv, "



L ro.m e ';
’ O thls factor was mvestlgated by measurlng perceptlons of s:unllanty

‘ / 3) 3 Role takmg task The th1rd ratlng board 1dent1f1ed as the .
: "Unclé“board" has placed in front of the ch11d One at a tlme, thé c}uld T
2 4 . wis requ1red to take the role o£~snc role persons 'Ihese role persns
o cons::.sted of the twe peer stmulus persons from the child's own eth':' i“ o
group (Indlan), _tWO Peer Stl!mlllB persons i-rorb the Chlld'S most hked C
ethruc group, and tup Reer st:mulus persons from the auld's MR dlS'.
‘1.ked ethnlo group One role person m:m each ethmc gmun ‘"oke Engllsh
and the other spoke a non-Ehgllsh language The photu—‘anguage pa mg\~ |
';_’.' B was systemtlcally varled SO’ that for half of the duldren Representatlve
o (he “from each ethn1c group spoaTCe Engllsh and. for “che “other half Represent- :
" ative TWO spoke Engllsh Engllsh speak:mg roles were always taken before'
non-Engllsh speakmg roles, and own et}m1,d roles were always ﬁtaken before

R S

.

other ethn1c roles but the order of the other ethmc roles was.~ randomzed.n;_

L

The instructions for this task weref to place each of the adult stlmulus

\ persons on the board in, the way that the role person would 1f he were in- .
- _'d1cat1ng hlS preferences for an unc]e. AlI chlldren confumed that. they
understood the meaning of uncle 'Ihe photo of the role person was “placed
. o .~ at the front of the board between the Chlld and the numerlcally low end ;- |
:‘ " of the ratJ.ng scale The C.hlld Was. mstructed to ;\lace cIose to h.nn the .,
'adu'lt st:tmulus persons who would be 11ked by. the role persoh and to place -
'. __farther along the boa:cd adults- who would not be 11ked by h1m . _. N
. A Vanatlon of the procedure was mtroduced for half of the children.
These chlldren were asked to make uncle preference ratmgs for themsélves

before domg the role taklng task The other ch11dren 1nd1cated the1r own’

o
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uncle preferences after role takm; Thifs varlatlon was mtroduced for
— :

R purposes not reiated to- this studyy and it was expected that such a proce- -

oy
-

. ~ dm‘all_modlfl‘catlon _would not_ make the.children more or -less egocentric.

v, - s . Results'». : ' )

. . ) . L . [

.
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Behavmur on the role ta.kmg task was ‘of primary concern in th1s study. .

'I'hese results were analyzed f1rst in tenns of -an ana1y51s ot Varlance, and’

N,

second in terms of amultlple TS au :sion ana1y51s usmg attltudes and

| smularlty rat1ngs as mdepend( L qableg Analyses were f1rst performed

.

- to see whether the role tak\mg scor;s of ch11dren who had one set &f photo-

- RIS T nguage pa1rs drffered “from those who had the other set of photo-language
| palrs,, and to see whether chlldren who mad,e\thelr own’ uncle «preferences\ .‘_’

L f1rst dlffered from’those who made thelr own uncle preferences later. No ! |

W : \51gnlf1cant d1fferences were. found between these groups, so they were sub-
Ve el .

v sequently combmed

)

- N .
N . LT . - %,
g C - - e ’ B

¢ ’I'he uncle placaltentsrfor the six d1fferent rn]eq were snhwrfed to.a

~
fom'-way repeated measures analysm of varlance,«—*—B}:}mmlty, per se, of thg.

oL role person was aot a factor, rather role persons were categorlzed 1n terms\ . ) :

(

e S of the 11kab111ty of thelr ethmc group Slns:e role ta.kmg was stud1ed in ".

q%*' terms of ma‘tchmg a role person Wit h a s:.m11ar ethnlc uncle, the ethn1c1ty
' - yof the uncles was translated 1nto the same categorles of Ilkablllty of ethnic .~ -
group\\\erefore, the four factors 1nc1uded in thls analy51s were - 1) 11k-
ability- of}the ‘Tole person’s ethmc group (own ethnlc group, most 11ked ]
” § ethnlc group, most dlsllked ethnrc group) 2) language spoken by the role T

3\,-'-:
'..',J- ’ ’

. person (En 115h or. Non-Engllsh) 3) 11kab111ty of the uncle s e.t}m1c group

-




e

N (own -ethnic .g'roun, most liked.ethnic group, middle liked ethnic group, and’
) ' most d1s11ked ve:thnicf‘group), and 4) the two re’presentative uncles from: ” ) 7
- “each et}mic group. Since previous reseatch (Aboud § Mitchell 1975) had |
mdi'tated no S1gn1f1cant d1fferences in role taklng between first and fh1rd
-‘ grade students Tall grades were combined. A frequency count revealed that,
for -the mo_st 11ked ethnic role, 15 ch11dren used White peers, 12 usea :
) Chinese peers, and 5 used Black peers. For the most disliked ethnic role,
5 used Wh1te peers, 6 used Chmese\ peers, and 21 used Black peers. '
The results of th]S ana1ys1s showed a main elfect for the ethn;c1ty
of the uncles, F (3 93) = 19. 24 p <.01; and an mteractmn involving the
- ethn1C1tv of the role’ person and the etlm1c1t}' of th uncles, F (6,186) ‘_= | B
| 26. 68 p <.01. No main effects orimte%eact:.ons we\fe found mvolvmg -
‘e1ther the language spoken by the role person or the two representative ?.ﬁ
N . g

uncles from each ethnic group. 7 ce c e

- : H

The interaction between ethnlc1ty of rolerperson and ethn1c1ty of

__.__ﬁ.lmcle_xexealed-the—degree—ee—whi—eh—m}#*‘

levels of affect.. Table.l presents uicle . ratmgs for thesF tk

~ groups -in companson w1th the child's own imcle preference
T _ __compansons were perfonned on each of the four sets of ratmgs Pg‘r all @
- . four sets, the uncles simildr to the ethn1c role-were placed 51gnlf1cantly o
clc;ser than were uncles from the other three ethn1c groups. Thls demo ts

accura‘te role takmg Placement of the uncles from the three non-smular .'

ethnic groups is also mterestmg When ratmg their own preferences the |

. ch11dren dlscnmmated s1gruficant1y betwee:u the most liked and’ the othe'c

~two non-sm1_1ar ethn;c groups.. When taklng another.s role,. this deg‘ree of
7 S L 12 s \
b . . ) . ‘e B R




~e

dlfferentlatlon vas not made. In the own and most liked roles, uncles from

all three non-s:.mlar groups were clustered together aromd the m.ﬂ-polnt

When takmg the dlshked role, there wasksllghtly more differentiatioh in

»that own. ethn1c1ty uncles were placed\closer than middle 11ked ethn1c1ty

uncles. S oL P -

Although there was no ev1dence of inaccurate role takmg, the issue

of whether egocentric preferences or perceptions of smularlty contr1buted

(Aso oax eddad Takla)

- more to role takmg was checked Mlﬂtlple regressmn analyses were performed

_' to determme the extent to which the uncle preferences of a role person

-were related to the chlld's oun uncle preferences and.to the percelved

| Ex of the uncle to the role person. E1ght ana]yses were performed
_usmg the placements of each of the eight uncles on thes° three rating .-
tasks Therefore, elght multlple regresslons were done for each ‘of the two

"llked and two disliked role persons For example, for the-, 11ked English

role, three ratings made o Representatlve One of the own ethnic f;dults )

were compared ‘the uncle preference ratmg g1ven to this person when takmg

"the mle, -the: uncle preference ratmg glven to this person when’ the child

L g

o ‘,mda.cated his own preferences, and the s1m11ar1ty ratmg given to thls

person. when the c}nld rated perce::ved similarity to the role person. . Beta

'welghts revemed the extent to which each of the 1ast two factors contributed
to the first Tole- -taking behaviour. On only six of the 32 énalyses'was a

- s1gnlf1cant proportlon of the varlance accounted for m the regresslon

i3
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In other words the attltude and s:.m11ar1ty factors taken together were -
_not able to predict the rele- takmg behamour very well. However, a
| frequency count was made of the nuiber of analyses in which’ attltude con-_;;__f_.'- -
. R tr1buted more than smllanty a+d visa versa (frequency ratio will always -
be given as Attitude: Smularlty)\ Placement of uncles for the, liked
. Engllsh role was done more on the basls of attltude (5:3).- Placement
i  of uncles for the liked non- Engllsh and ‘both disliked roles was ‘done more
g “on the ba515 of smularlty (3: S 2:6 and 3:5). 'I‘herefore, the chlldren !

_ are more egocentrlc in arpply:.ng theJr own preferences to others when the '
other is 11ked and spea.ks a similar language, but use the1r own Judgments
of 51m11ar11:y when takmg the Tole Of others who are disliked or speak a- ‘
'd.1fferent language. The se strategles resulted -in accurate role taking in
all cases. However, because the regressmns explam only a small proportion
of the variance and because the beta welghts were so low, 11tt1e confldence

- can be placed in these conclusions.

[

“ e , - Discussion’

These results quite clearly indicate that Indian children between the
- ages of six and ten are able to acctn'ately adop'ta different ethnic person"s '
'ﬁreferences for'- same-ethnicity uncles. In contrast to the fmdmgs with
White Ameucan (Aboud § M1tche11 1075), and British children (M1dd1eton, . !
Tajfel & JohnSon, 1970) the Indlan children were not um)eded by negatlve °
-atfect from taking the role of a disliked growp. Since it was p0551b1e that
_the IndJ.ans did not rate their disliked group as negcltlvely as the White

Am&rlcan chlldren, these attltude scores were compared The Indian children

1
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in, fact rated their disliked group peers more negatively M= 42 11) than '

‘._,—"dld the White children’ M=3512). - . . .
_ A second possible explanation is that the Indian children were older

on the average and so performed better.‘ The mean age of the Ihdian children -

~was approximately eight years; the mean age of first grade White American
~!11‘7“dren was six years, and of._ the’ third grade White children was eight
| years.  This age difference in the Wh1te children did not result in. 51g- -

: _vnificantly different mle ta]cmg scores. However, a separate analysis was.
Tun for the first grade Indian children (n = 16) whose mean age was -7.38
"yedrs. This analysis i £fered’ from the larger _inclusive analxsis in only
ane respect. In the disliked role, the preference for dislilced ethnicity
'uncles was significantly greater than for liked and middle ethnicity -

s uncles, but not greater than the preference for own ethnicity (Indian)

uncles (D1$11ked M =.15.36, Own M = 22.34, Liked M = 29 41 M:dele M= 30. 91) J

These younger children were therefore somewhat more egocentric when negative
' affect interfered. This still compares favourably with the White children
who did not distingu:Lsh between any of the minority ethnic uncles wheri
taking the role of a disliked minority person” (Middle M = 19,53, Disliked

M =.20.26, LikedM-2164 OwnM-26l4) . .

Another interesting finding relates to the language variable, Whereas,
White children were most cOnfused when a role person’ from their own &thnic
g'roup spoke a non-English_ language, Indian children showed no such conflict:
l‘hese ‘Indian children all grew up with English 2s a mother tongue, but were
aware of Indian languages sp)ken by older members of the commmity and
- learned at school. - They had developed an understanding that language differ-

S -

o

. 3 'i,o

:,I,‘
A



14,

ences d1d not dlsrupt ethn1c aff111at10ns For" e:tampl@' an -Indian boy who
spoke an’ Ind1an language was assumed to: 11ke Indian tmcles (M = 12 06) as
much as an Indlan boy who spoke Engllsh M = 12: 12) ‘ -
The present fmdmgs along with the earller results suggest that the
process of development of self-1dent1f1cat10n may 1ndeed be an :unportant
. factor-ln understand:mg other ethnlc gr:)ups. - The lacka-of significant 1nter-
ference of fanguage dlfferences or of negative. affect led to better rolé
- tak.mg in thlS group than in othex group: tested, uthough these chlldren
1dent1f1ed themselves as Indlan (assumedon the ba91s of a label 1dent1f1cat10n |
of grade one students tested eight months earlier-and on &?%15 of the1r
own preference for Indlan uncles) the develo‘pment of their 1dent1f1catlon
/ was a complex and conflicting process. "Ey1dence forpthls conflict comes
from sereral sources. /s mention'ed previously, kindergarten children from
N - the same school tested elght months earller, did not for-the most part |
o e 1dent1fy themselves as Indlan. Secondly, when the present sample of child-
| ren rated the1r att1tude toward the four groups of ethnic boys, they indi~
cated a greater preference for the liked ethnic group (M = 15 91) (lS of
a | ,‘ whom were White, 12 Ch:.nese, and.5 Black) than for their own Ind1an ethnic
group CM =20. 75). This suggests a more p051t1ve attitude “(as fr1ends
rather than as k:.nshlp) toward peers from an ethnic group other than the1r
own, And flnally, ‘these- chlldren have iearned to 1ncorporate ‘into the
Ind1a.n 1dent1ty the use of both Indian languages and Engllsh On this last
_ | pomt a study of chlldren attendang school in their non-native language
" (Genesee, 1974) demonstrated that the COIIﬂlCtS generated by such a sltuauon

led to greater reciprocity in role taklng In conclusmn, it would seem that, )

~
IH
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"-',thdl_igh awareness of one's own ethnic _"idm_[:ificatim may be ci'uc'ial_" for an

imderstar_lding of other ethnic affiliations, the nature of this . identity-

dévelopnmt influences the extent of full reciprocity. ' ' ‘_
_ P
a - 1 7 ,,‘.‘ s 1
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RN L Liearl'placeﬁleiifs of eﬂﬁxic‘fmc-:les '4fc->r self a{ldzrblles

_' (iow score” represents high des‘imbi_li_ﬁty) " R

»®

Ethnicity of Uncle‘ _

© 7 Owm Most Liked Middle Liked Most Disliked

Self Preferences = 12.61  26.64 . . 33.53 38.38
" Own etfnicity role- L1228 26076 . 0 33.02 . 30.69
Most liked ethnicity role 26.66~ 10,85  -30.98 .  32.36

" Most disliked ethnicity role 24,32  29.06 32.88 .,  13.41-
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 "Most Preferrea” Ethnie Kin |
(Canadian Indisn children)

ser -\ ‘ R - R . ..

o R A Frequency of Kin Categorization

" Bgocentric  ‘Incorrect - .

. . ‘Correct

Liked English Role _ . i _ '
‘Grade 1 . on . i - s 3
Crade- 2 &°3 R 1.3 L SR » 0 .

Liked non-English Rode -~ . R
' Grade 1 . S 5 1 1-
Grade 2 & 3 : NMis R |

o &

Dﬁsliked English Role A . ' :
" Grade 1} ) B V- 27 : 2
Grade 2 & 3 12 3 : 1
ﬁiali_kednon—English Role S _ S
= Grade 1 S [: BEET | : 3.
- Grade 2 & 3 13 ' Y ' 3 -
. Totals . e
: Grade 1 R S
Grade 2 & 3 - 56 - ! P 4
( . . - . e e e —————




