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ABSTRACT

This study of contemporary realistic fiction with
settings outside the United States and characters who are citizens of
‘other countries--appropriate for children aged nine through twelve
years--sought to discover the differences between those by American
authors and those by nop-American. authprs. Por, the study, 35 books
(24 by American authors and 11 by non-American authors) were chosen
fros "The Bulletin of the Center for Children's Books"™ and were:

~—— analyzed according to positiva and negative concepts; age, sex,

- economic status, education level, social class, racial group, and

" personality traits of major and minor characters; goals valued by
major and ‘minocr characters; and the positive and negative
characteristics and stereotypes of major and minor characters. ‘
Analysis of results shoved no significant differg¢nces in any but kvo

. categories: non-Americar authors portrayed maijor . characters of
adeguate economic status and in the middle or upper social class,
‘while American authors tended to depict major ch§racters as being of
low econonmic status and in the lower class. (Jn) .
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A Comparison Between HWorks of'Realfstic-Contemporary
. Fiction by Non- Amerlcan and Amerigan Authors‘

) She}ton L. Root Jr

The primary purpose-of this study was to discover what"differences, =
if any, there are between workslof-contemporary realistic fiction by non- 1~U

. American and American aGéLﬁrs whose bboks have settings'other than the

United States,'whose maJor characters arenot c1t1;ens of the-Unlted States,
and wh1ch are appropr1ate for ch11dren nine through twe]ve years of - age '

The problem seems an - 1mportant one since there 1s common agreemen*

understand1ngs, and att1tudes

what if Amer1can ch17dren are read1ng only f‘cfﬁon by ,_eriCan-authdrs e

. t
wh1ch deals with non-American characters in non-Amer1c .sett1ngs? ‘Are the
4 .

poss1b1e consequences that they w111;get biased ) ress1ons? Might‘it-not
fpe’ o

. &
be better for American'children to read this fiction if it is

- . written by non-American authors? Before stich-questjons can be‘answered'.

.- satisfactorily we need to fjnd_out wh -arexthe similarigies and -differences

‘“ y . .

between these twd categories of bodﬁs. . R 3 . )

B /&4*00 - <t ;-P
Sample. The Bu]]et1p pf the Center for Ch11dren s Books,] was selected o .
A 2y

as the review med1um fvdm which to chdose books apprppr1ate to th1s study

The Bu]]et1n ig wi 1y respected and consu]ted and rev1ews more children's .

books 1n depth ihan -any other 51ng1e source.’ The,rev1ews suggest appropriate

N age and/or -grade range§ and 1nd1cate wnether or-not a particular books 'is e

g d‘for\¥fdpg/readers Since thlS study was not pr1mar11y concerned -

. A
" with 41terary qua’ﬁty,(,a]] books rev1ewed regardless of recommendation, L _
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. . P K . .. . ° . . - . - — . .
* - were included in the initial list of titles from w
~ was taken..

o'represent recent f1ct1on those books were
' pub11shed in thé& Unjted States from 1969 through 1
Volumes 24>through.28 of the Bu]]et1n. From apprg
both.fiction and non-fiction, 35 were found.to be.
) American}authors and 11 by non-American authors.
categorj‘were'random]y selected for the'fina1 samg
usually suggests an "age/grade range of ;hree or. fq
books were 1nc1uded whose suggested range fe]] wit
e of the age group under cons1derat1on. (Eg._ages 16

appropr1ate as wou]d be 8 thro gh 10.)" "

Procedure Content analysiis was selected as
's

N

ich ﬁni final sample *

selected which were.
973 and revi ed in
ximately 4, 000 tﬁes, T

\/ ‘

Ten HWooks -from each

appropr1ate 24 by

le, Since the Bulletin
un.years, only those* -
hin at, least two years

¥

through 13 would be

an appropriate method °*

*, for determining certa1n differences. between the tyo categories of- books

o
under 1nvest1gat1on. The 1nstruments and_categor;

- . - s

es employed by Gastz .

in his study’of stereotypes.in children's Fiterature was deemed suitable

for the purposes of the present study and so emplpyed. -

Data anajysls Chi square (Xz) was used as [the medsure of analysis ..

.05. The Yates torrection ¢

.-~ and theslevel of signifﬁgcnce was established at y
} o S . L .
»  formula was used on all 2lx 2-analyses. .The Phi KB) coefficient was used
"~ to determine the magnitude for-all significant x4 values.
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< o TABLE 1.
X2 ‘or Pos1t1ve and hegat1ve Coﬁtepts
Conce t 'ah i . jca 2y
pts N@h-American American X p

Positive ' '

Explicit 17 20

Implicit 27 30 :006 | n.s.
Negative - , .

Explicit 9 ,¥. "5 ' ,

Imp11c1t , 6 . 5 -007 n.s.
df =1 .
* calculated with Yates correction

TABLE 2 _

x2

for Age of Major and Minor Characters

Aéq Non-American Ameriéan ! XZ* p
" Major - ' R :
7 Child 14 12
“Adult . - 0 0. | -0 |ns
Minor o
Child % 5 8 os | 27
“Adult | 27 22 S e
' Y
df ] . ’ .
* ca]cu]ated w1th Yates correct1on
? ‘ v
. TABLE 3 .
X% for Se;—qf~Major and Minor Characters '
' - SR IR
Sex ;Non-Amer1can _ Ameriggﬂ X D
Major . " R
Male 910 . ng- ' 06 | n.s
~ Female A ‘ N S
Minor 'I }’ ' I > b
Male | 7 ; ' A
- Female 10 /ﬂf93 4 M

df = ]

% ca}cu‘lgted ;ﬂ:h Yates correction /



X

for Edication Level of Major and Minor Charaé?ers

S : - - TABLE & ;o
X2 for Economic Status- of Major and Minor’Charécpers
. . \ ‘ -
Status Non-American Americahn XZ o g*
Major e B '
Low = a1 10. ! 1.
Adequate . 5 . 1 15.4 | .00 | .77
Comfortable 8 1 .
1 M"inO.Y“ L :
Low 7 10 ¢
Adequate 17\ g - 1-2.79 .S. -
Comfortable - 9 10. : '
‘ A = 4
- df = 2 .
* calcu]atedAwith_Cramef's Phi
&
, -
nl_ .
/ {
N \ ) . -
' ' TABLE.5
2 ' .

P

Education Level | Non-American |- American X L
Major . ' | o . : /
JUneducated 0- 2 - J CL
Average . 11 7 .3.06 [ n.# |- [
Above Average 2 3 ) : '
\ Minor - ' - _
.  Uneducated 30 12
Average : 21 | 20 16 | n.s. | -
Above Average -7 7 .
' P i & ‘
df = 2 ‘ ‘ "
6, .. G .
. Y °
. . s
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Xz-fpr'SociaIﬁC]éss of Major and MjnorACha%a;tersg

J.

. | Class. ~ Non-American ‘| American | X°: PN #* ] .
|- Major S N N '}'

T ~.7Lower - f ' -0 : 9 . ’ . }S |
< Middle o 9 . 2- 16.09 .001 .79

Upper 5 ' ' ‘ .

—r

s e Minor . ' o -l /
' Lower:-- | -+ 10 . 8 e

| S Middle | - 18 . | s .68
G . Upper 5 ] 7.% -

5"\\

odf =2 -
* calculated with Cramer's Phi
R W LI

< ' o : C ’ ~

~
yz

“ . TABLE7
.\ - X? for Racial Group of; Major and Minor Characters:

e

- .| _Ethnic | Nom-American erican] X% [ p-| g
Black - | 0. oy 0\
.Caucasian.| . =~ 11 iy 393 | n.s i
Oriental o . . ‘;k 1 :
Other .3 | .- 8
Minor <} - |7 o e ’
Black|] 1. 2 | o [y .
, goucagian | 28 - lwuer | Loor | a3
_ Other 3 A T CE ) \
/ . R o o ) . -
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) l TABLES . | - -
) X2 for Goals Valued by Major amd Yinor Characters ;
. Major Characters ' -Minor pharacters'
Goals , American 2 : p

1. Aéceptance in
dominant tulture

2. Acceptance in
. own culture-

3. Social advancement
4. Eéohomic-advaﬁéement
5.'Sé1f-realizat%0n_

é. Indepgﬁdente

7. Future-past
orientation

8. Security

- { Non-American

7 -

.5... y

~ 598

X

05 |.

p || Non-Anerican

2.

: 5 ]9

American| - X~

X

- 10

n.s.
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Yoo Coomy oL
B ,,sz forPersonahty Tra1ts of Major and Minor Characters ‘. ‘ ' r
. Major Characters © TR Winor Characters - .

e

- { . S
Trait Non-American | American X2* P || Non-American | American’ } *0 p g1
. ,{ B N - \ r——— "
Introvert C3 3 . : 8 8T S VS
Extrovert J 1 - 9 b | n.s. |- 24 ‘ 2 . 112 .
Authoritarian 3 L 1 . [ 19 17 03# s’
Democratic | 1 -8 e 1 L W 13 e
. . . -

Optimist -«

W bt e
Pessimist - :

14 s, | . : 002 | n.s. | -
’ d 9- . 1 9 !

v ' ) . Y97 & ' -
Troure S s | - || B AT S O I B

“ : " .ns - 10 9 f 06[ n.s - ‘
Selfish ¢ -0 7 3 LA R 1 oo \v ‘. QL
Unselfish W kg o I nsg - 2 S |00 s, \

/ . » » - .. . - .
Dependab]e 13 - ._ ) 2% i '.27 : N |
UndepenJab].e . 1 ' 1 Afns |- . 7 . 3 W5 n.s.

Homest, « {14 |- | .o ] O N
dshoest ") s B T |
Infantﬂle_ o IR DU 2 .
Mature - 10 \ 10

N

S ST I G- RS S NV Y

=1 et L - Tt
*.ca]culate_d with Yates correction e o : g :

- : H ’ . . ’ . 7




¢ \ - -
. .‘ / \D -
> & .
- . X2 for Positi e -and Negatwe—Charactemstws i _,_;_____ —
| _ qf M} or and Mmor Characters R -
‘ . U ‘e .- - - - . ‘ 2 . . - v‘ : ,A‘ %
Position Non Amemcan _American | . X< p 1P ©
. .sv Major s ‘ "' ' . ""».‘ < I . 4 ] ., -’; ’. ] -
: |~ Positive’ 67« 59 0 iy, T
P Negativé 3 _‘ T A 12 n‘;s T . i
| Minor - o E * e .
Positiye 110 111 g R
N'egatigl:e '55 . 29 5.4, 0573 -
o , “a .
df -’] T e ‘L? : . . -
* calculated with Yates correctwn ,
. R 7 ‘ o . t \\ FARN
v S
© 7 TABLE 1] IR
- for Positive .and Nedative ‘Stereotypes T
%2 for Positi nd Negative Stereot
' - . ' . gL > ) St e
‘ of Major and Minor Characters P . Vo
X . o R T : o
C Stereotype |* Non-American | American ‘ X2 - p ) Y _.
. -4 Major . | : B SN
- Positive s . 57 - 50 _ 5o
y Negative SeI3 , 10 003, ] n.s Lo
, SR . : " . - ) R
Minor . L : s ¥ Vo
] Positive 105 105 - -« PO _ Yoo
| U Negative || 60 |-+ 40 | 233 0ese - o
: ‘ _ ° Mo SN
o 1n 4 . ) ’__/ ‘ . '(“:.‘
\‘./ " - ’ 4 ) ‘ ‘/ e ot " \
. - BN - . ,‘- ‘37:"{":"‘ ;:
- . . : " k : xé qi"@i
D / R 3
o \ AT DT ey,
i - s - ) Y d‘. - £ i :
| - T :
. f . . + :
\1 a ‘ { ) 12 N : N ®,



¥

'preference for adults as minor characters. Is it not possible that at

¢ . . . \

. Analyses. of the tables yield the following information and, in.most.

* " instances, raise relevant questions.

8 Positive and Negatﬂ'E Cdncepts (Tabﬁe 1). Even though statistica)

*ftreatment did not revea] sig'ificant differences between non-Amer1can and

American authors, is it not probaB]e that concepts, e1ther explicit or

1mp11c1t, revea]ed through positive characters havegpore 1nf1uence on

young readers than do concepts revealed through negative characters?

* Age of Major and Minor Charag;ers (Tab]e 2). Even though statistical

treatment did not revea] significant differences between non-Amer an and

American authors. if is noted that both non- Amer1can and Amerwca author]b

]
emp]oyed ch11dren exclusively as maJor'characters while both showed a marked

)

- least some books should cast adults as major characters’ Vel

&

Sex of VaJor and Minor Characters (Tab]e 3). Even though stat1st1cah

'treatment revea]ed no. difference between non-American and American aJthors.
it 1s noted that both have a proclivity for casting boys as major characters,
and that American authors prefer minor male characters over-:ﬁnor female
characters by a ratio of 2:1. Is it not time for males and females to
reggg%i?equal attention in literature for young readers?

Economic Status of Major and Minor Characters (Table 4). §)ﬁtistica1

. evidence indicates a Qidh]y significant difference between non<frerican

and American authors.: While a large majority of non-American authors dealt
gith major characters of adequate.and comfortable economic status, most
hmerican duthors pOrtrayed major characters as being of low economic status.
If ch[]drenlwere to read exclusively either non-American cr American authors,
mighc they not receive unba]ancedrimpressions of cultures other than American?

Also, ft is moted that non-American authcrs portrayed well over half of their

13



10
m1nor characters as be1ng ofVadequate.or comfortable economic status. If
young readers were to reaad such book§4§¥clus1vely might they not- draw

erroneous 1nferences concern1ng the econom1cwstatus of cultures other than

' . o

American? s S * « v,

Educatron Level of Major and‘Minor Characters (Table 5). Although
there are no statlstical dlfferences between non-American and American |
authors, it 4s noted that both have strong tendencies to portray both
major and minor characters as having average educations for the clrcumstthes :
in which they are cast. Would children not profit from books which reveal y
to a greater extent‘characters from both extremes;éf the educatlonal‘Spectrum?

_ Social Class of Mklor and Minor Characters {Table 6). Statistical

treatment reyeals that books by non-American authors werq far more likely
to portray major characters as being of middle or upper :\h. 1 class than
were those by’ American authors who indicated a marked preferz\be for major
‘ characters from the lower social class While not stat1st1cally sigﬁff’cant,
the same tendency is 1nd1oated in the treatment of minor characiirs Are
not both treatments equally, though obversely, d1storted? Might not young
readers who are exclusively exposed to either group of authors be subject
to erroneous impressions concerning the cultures portrayed? ;

Further, a comparison of tables 4 and 6 1mpl1es a strong relat1onsh1p
between economic and social status with some relationship to_level of

educat}on (Table 5). ‘.;e real life situations as often comparable? Miéht

not‘ildren profit from books which revea'l/examples in which such strong

!
A~

1inks do not exist? -

Ethnic Groups of Major and Minor Characters (Table 7). Wwhile there

is no difference in treatment of major chardcters between non-Americen ~

and Amerlcan authors, there is a modest statistical difference-ogtween

14 Z{
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"the offerings of mihor characters. 'Noh-American*authors showed a marked

- preference for minor Caucasian characters while A@Erican authors had a

. : : g ol
greater tendency for gopulatiqng their stories with minor characters from '

the éroup classifidd as Other (i.e., Australian Aboriginees, Laps,
Mediterranean, 1cah, and Mexicam Indian). In the cases of both groups,

/f/ o -
might not younk readers profit from books wh®se major and mindr characters

w0
reveal a broader assortment of rac1a1 orig1ns7 : ;-# .

Goa:; Valued by Major and Minor Characters’ (l‘le at *Mnle no
statistica]]y s1gn1f1cant d1fferences are 1ndycated in the goals valued by \

maJor characters, it is interesting to note that only &merican authors

sdeed concern over "future -past or1entat1on Perhaps, because of a longer

(-}
’h1story, non-AT;;}pan\guthors are more’ inc11ned to take this goal for granted.

the case of fiinor characters, there seem to be no Epportant differences.

Personalify Tmits of Major anc Minor Characters (Table 9). Both
- . " L - . »
non-American and American authors portrayed their major\characters simildrly.

A compos1te major character uou1d probab1y ‘have the following-attributes:
extrovert democratic, optmmist‘"unselfish dependab]e, honesty.and macure
M1nor!pharacters would fare ln about the same fashion.

Positive and Negative ‘Characteristics of MaJor and Minor Characters

(Table 10). ~}hér:were no*stjtistically significant differences between
non-American ano Awerican authors concerning either major or minor,characters.
However, it is interesting fo note that boch groupssbqrtrayed their major
characters as being almost totatly deto1d of negative character1st1cs

Is it not qu1te possible that children of the age ror‘uh1ch these books are
suggested are ready for and need books which reveal major characters with

a more natural ba]ance of positive and negative characteristics? ‘

The more near1y even treatnent of minor chagacters is largely attry-

butab]e to the fact that many of them were purpose st by the authors

‘ o 15
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. as antagonists The<stat1;€ﬁca1 treatmert emgloyed could not analyze the

degree to which this is true.

e

Posit1veggnd Negative Stereotypes

f Major and Minor Characters.(Table*fli;' C
A]though no statistically 51gn1fica diffe;anes are revealed between the -

'itwo groups, ‘it is evident, as in Table 10, dhat pos1t1ve factors far out- *,

f‘weigh negative factors in the case of maJor’characters with a ratio Of(nearly-ﬁ

;ﬁ 5 1. Itis speculated th§!'th1s fact may be the resu]t of the commcn1y

accepted practice of authors u51ng stereotyfes to quickly define characters

o
g

Again as was the. .case with Tab]e 10, the smaller ratio of pq’rtive ‘
to negative stereotypes 1s accounted for b; the fact that many minor char- "
-;:ters werlf1ntent1ona11y cast by the authors as antagonists oA\thpugh
the statistical procedures amployed do not verify this conclusﬁon Mb 3
“ examination of the raw datayindicates that antagonists, w1thout exc tion,

were portrayéd asm’mny negative aspects and- a'lmostynp positive virtues.
‘ S T A
Rgain, as with Table 10, the question is naised as to whether young readers

are not in need of having even negative characters revealed with some

redeeming "virtues? -~ .

. . SUMMARY Ny i
) 4 1. These findings and queries are in some ways influenced by the
Timitations of the investigatore:lknowledge of the peop]e, settings, and
circumstances revealed in the begks under consideration, as well as by his
own unidentified cultural biases.
Z} The dpscriptors used to arrize at the findings indicated by Tables
10 and 11 may not have been ideal for the pyrpose of this study. Descriptcrs
specifica]iy selected for a study of this type might have y%elded sonewhat

diqurent results.
i - [ . 16




of the books *involved in this study, both by#§

c 13, e
.~, :
. { '
3. Because of the 11m1ted universe (37 in approxfmate]y 4 000) fronu '
which the books for this study‘ware se]eéted, it seemé\féir to question

»

'whether American ch11dnen have at. the1r disposal eno rea11stac f{ct1
whose

that 1s contemporar11y sef in p]aces other than the.Unite States a
major characters are not natives- of the U?1ted States
4. Because-of the frequent]y marked S1m1}ar1t1es between boo:s by

non—Amer1can and American authors, there s'ems room for va11d'sp t1on R

S 4

”*-that the. preponderance of books oy fore1gn authors are se]ected for publis

éat1on 1n the Un1ted States because they

re, indeed, much 11ke those by . ;

3

Amer1can authors

t

.5. The subjective evg,hation by this researgfergf the 1iterary merits

American and American
W < ”\'

authors is low in most «instances.

e
)

L}

]The Un1vers1ty Chicago Graduate Library School Bu]let1n of the
Center for Children's Books, University of Ch1cago Press, VoT 24-28. &

2Dav1d Karl Gast, "CMctemsucs ank Concepts of M1norﬁty Amemcans“
in Contemporary Children's Fictional Literature" (unpub11shed Ed.D.
dissertation, Arizona State University, 1965). : \\
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