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This study is dedicated to the numerous girls, who ;at~

across from my desk asking for help in udderstandin? what Qas.:,-
happening to them 1in their expefiences with bays. Their naivéfé/J

of the male world was a source of dontinual fascinatjon. Their
prob]ems df 1nteraction,'their‘se1f ubts in the faée of the N ‘
- conflicts brou%:g about through their ignorancé and their efforts. . .
directed at try ng to understand gl1 contributed to the formulation -
of this researcd To ghem and to the many girls like them, tQ}s |
study is dedicated to the ‘end that the differing sexual perspect1ves
may be understood Certain]y,.the 1nst1tutfons of dat1ng and o
marniage can only be enhanced by mutual understand1ng between the
sexes. A first stQp in this bu11d1ng of understanding would seem

to be the demise of the sqxual subcultures with their mythqlogical

The equality of.tye sexes and mutual

portrayals of the other sek.

>

- regard fpr pgople as pera, s.regardlass of sex would seem to

L e
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This study is ﬁased on tuo impprtant assumptions. First] -
! “ ! ‘ g

Y

)
between male and female subcultures Second, these differenigil »
}

heterosexual relationships. Given these aséumptlons, thls study I!;

explores the 1mpact of parents, siblings, peers and med1a caﬁtent i

definitions of attractiveness are seen to systematically vary " '

‘ conceptions are assumed to have a slgnlflcant‘lnfluence on ~3.,

" on the relative awareness of male subcultural def1n1tions among

.Ck pubescent and post-pubescent females , '. vy .

l A sample of 112 Rubescent and post-pubescent girls were d\ven

a questionnaire which 1ncluq:>\questions about \helr attltudes,

familfal relations, reading habits and dress habits The

questlonnaire also included a pretested semantlc diffcrentéal ' \
scale designed to measure various deflnltloNS of attractfveness.'

| The subjects were classified as being high or low 1n male
‘coﬂggnt in tpeir—def1n1t1ons of what~5pn§t1tuted an attractive

girl. These groupings made it possible ta 1nvest79ate the

: variqbles which mlght be- assoclated wlth a llka-male perspectlve

among young adoleseent fpmales. Several variables were hypotheslzed
to be associatad wlth aigh male contgnt in deflnltlons of o |
| attnctivenen ‘among q{\rls. e R
e - Lo

tbe findings' sugeg;t that pre-éafinlescent glrls mem mlnml
untlélpatory soolall;q ( ggrnmg the m boys tMnk. Hush e
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actual interaction with males (on the level of dating), is, subject
to "retrans]atioﬁ by tq%gﬁrﬂ 1nto her femp]e perspectiqu This Y
is due primarily, it would appear, to the genera]ized and Vague\
character of the early information transmttted by ‘parents and otﬁgrs.

It would appear that the messageés of the med1a are also Subjécted
4

to this reformu]at1on proces » where the messages are not’ conqruent

with the feminine understanding of reality.

[

Awareness of the male sexual subculture andnjts'ﬁperception of
things" seems to come ta the giri through actual interaction with

males in situations involving sexudl themes, i.e. dating. It

H
«* .

would appear that many of the cues-and symbols involved in heterosexual

interaction are not cd@patible with the female definitions of realite .

0

and that it is this 1ncompat1b1]1ty which "suggests" to the girl 1hq%

boys may be seeing things differently : o f.g- '

Finally, 1t was cencluded thft the girls who were aware of the
. '

contant of the male subculture tended to adopt its perspectives

This tendengy was particularly evident 1n their defin1t1ons of

what constituteﬂ an attractive girl, " : I
! C .

] v
e . . o . " ,
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‘\\gﬂ' CHAPTLR 1
J INTRODUCTION )
This study is concerned with factors whh%;contrihuto to
knowledge about the male subculture among pubescent and post-
pubescent girls. Several variables are as;essod which érc
hypothesized to account in part for awar™mness about male attitudes.

aware girls would secem to be in the more advantag®us position in”

The issue of awareness versus unawareness is of gp‘ortance in that
fnteracting with males, than their‘naive counterparts, Such awareness
s an especially important issue in the 1ife of the adﬁ]nscent.

in the last century, the period of adalescence has expanded in
both diractions covering at present nearly a decade (qurison 1998).
Accordingly. R l(:gev numbér of individuals are affecged by this period

ﬁ£h1story There s 1ittle argument that adolescence

s

than at any time
marks a peried of time bethen childhood and adulthood, What most
layman fgqjlto appreciate fs that this period of transition'1s in fact

a socfal constr tioﬁ. Sacfologidts and anthropo]o;T§§x\E§ve long noted
{Latlour society{ lacks definitive rites of passage, particularly from
childhood to aduXthood.

context of a host of other changes.'1t has come upon us quite ’

eéuuse this gpr1od'has-ovolved within the

unobtrudiyely. Befng fn a sense a by-product of these other changes
in the social order, the adolescent period 1§;f1119d with ambiguity.
While it 1s generally agréed that pubarty”is one ind1cator of‘the
beg{hnfna of Adolescénce.‘it should be noted that ;mny behaviors ,
_ rnarded as bning typmmy adolescant nre occurring earlier; for oxmple.

smoking, dating and modes of dross. Several writess M\n . o~
observed that bohnviorg nppropriata to provocative sexuol oxporiancg SR
- A \- ‘. ' ’ A . e,

L >



often occur at ages prior to puberty and that the phenomenon of
adolescence seems toAbo primarily emotional, having very little to
do}with efther puberty or chrondlogical age (Campbell, 1969, Bauer, i965).
Seferal researchers hawe-noted the existence of norms which encourage

-~

ctoss-sex intc15ction among children as early as the fifth grade and

2

that a substantial number of ten and eleven year olds claimed some

A3

dating experience (Broderick and Fowler, 1961). Regional norm differences

.. N
\

seem to be more,expl@nafqry }haﬁ thff age of the pa;t4cjpdﬁts or their P,
level ;f-physibal dpvq‘quent 1n’deterﬁtn1ng when dating begins (Lowrie, l i¥\
1961). Burchinal's obsgr;atiﬁn that only a minimum ]eyel of physical
éeve]opnent is necess;ry'for initiating dating would seem to accurately
relate physical development tq the beginning of typically adolescent
activities (éurchtnal. ]964;.
Moving from childhood ta adulthood tﬁrqggh the period of adolescense,
the adolescent comes to realize that he {s treated as neither child nor
adult. 'In some situatfons he is responded to as an adult, in other
contexts as a child. The end of this perfod, 1{ke its beginning, is
vague ahd undefined. VYocational aims requiring extended education require
the adolescent to remain a student wel[ into early adhlthood, an
enterprise wh\ch in many aspects 1s éonsid&red to be typically adolescent,
‘Tbc right t6 vote at eighteen, varl&ble drinking ages, and ineligibilfty
for‘AQult automobile insurance rates are but a few examples of the varying
definitions of the adolescence. | B |
It 1s durind adolescence that the task .of Qeve10P1ngfa aql( fdentity_,
ts most apparent (Elder, 1968; Erickson, 1963). The salience of/ the '
;cx;al component of the wt* ‘conception increases markgedly with the coming ..
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of pubescgnc@. The physical changes occuring at this time affect’ the

. o7 -
self fdentity. The adolescent's emerging sexuality with its new body
awarcnesses and the implications of these changes must be incorporated
into the self definitign. Numerous elements in the adolescent's social

world contribute to the process of integrating'this'dewly discovered
-»
sexual dimension, / ‘ -

The female, ]1ke‘the male, is confronted with the societal ideals

of physique, aﬁd as a result, her physical appearance increases in

its impgf%ance as an OBBCCt of self feelings (Staton, 1963; Doyvan and
;‘Ade]son, 1966) . In comparison\to the méle. the deveiopment of the girl’'s

secondary sexual‘characterist;cs are mor; public and as such, it can'bé

argued, they are more likely to bd a source of embarrassment or pride, -
 Whereas the males might‘Le comparing physique and genital development in

the relative privacy of the locker rooﬁ &he~young aaoiescent girl fs

well aware of the tact that the development of her h1ps aed breasts for

example, 1s public information in-that her development can be viewed by

-

]

both sexes. ATong with her heightened concern over- qEr subject1 e

sexuality she also becomes aware of herself as a sexual obje (deBeauvo1r. !

1953) Acutely aware of the sexua) changes transforming “er dy, she
necessarily becomes sensitive to the awareness of others regardijg her
deve]opment Cqsual remarks ‘teasing and/or comments about h r "becoming
a young lady" Are normal These response; of others ignsﬁzize her to
tne fact that"her emerging sexuality has meaning to others. 1ndeed .
mamng of som cOnsequence. ‘ \/"’ . ..

‘Kovar coumnt.s that what appears to be mdesty dur1ng this périod
1s rcmy a fean bf "antic!patﬁ mnison of her body, and especunx

# .

.
. . ,
. " s .

Cor

L



her bust, with her peers" (Kovar, 1968:42). It is during this period
that the adolescent girl faces "one of the‘most inportant developmental
tasks, that of accepting the reality of ...[her] own appearance: in
this process...[sh; is] trying+to make that reality as attractive as

possible" (Tryon, 1944:223). The ideals of feminine form and

-
attractiveness are well articulated in her society offering her numerous

opportunities for self evaluation. She faces the decision whether to

\

accept the normal course of her development or to speed up her entrance
into the sexual role through her dresadand the use of grooming aids.
The pressure to be sexually mature is particularly strong upon those

who are developmentally behind their peers.
"I am 12. Everyonc of my friends has a bra. I asked my mother
1f I cpuld get one. 1 know 1 don't need one and that 1'm very
flat, but I just wanted to be popular..." (Edmonton Journal,
July 26, 1969:15)

Concomitantly wigﬁ the development of the séxua} self awareness. .
comes the required réd2$?n1t1on of self. She must laok for definitions
of who she 15, what she is and the behavior which appfopriately -
accompanies these emerging definitions. There are many sources to .
which she might turn for assistanck in this process of 1ncorporat1ng /./ ! ,
her physical development into her self concept fon. Perhaps the most .
1nflup,nt1a] sources of the meaning of her development are parents, : ( - Q'
peers and the media. In any case, the point s sim;hy that the ) | o
' deve’lopment of feelings of self is significantly altered by the baqinning L
of pubentx and that ‘others’' in her self—-other encounters are

1mport;ant convayors 'of meaning to her. . " '

; Her nbﬂity to 1ntcgrm these changes in her. body will be of ..
PR

consequence to her in h;qr ‘Interaction with others. _Erlk Ertkson's .

o & .
: . i . * . L.
v R . . . K ) . 4 hwm
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formulation of the eight ages of man designates the fifth stage, \
puberty and adolescence, as the Identity v§;‘Role Confdsion eéo
conflict. The danger of this stage is seen by Erikson as being role
confusion. When this role confusion is based on s;rong previous doﬁbt
as to one's sexual identity, serious problems can arise (Erikson, 1963).
Applying Erikson s insights to the young adolescent female, doubt and
confusion concerning her sexual 1dentxty might well be one of the major
contribyting factors to later role confusion The 1ncorporat1on of her
developing sexuality into her self conception is one of the pressing
demands of this stage. How she perceives her sexuality and how she
perceives others to be perceiving these observable changes are
paramount in their effect upon her self conceptual process. Conflict
between her own conceptlon of Ber sexuality and her perception of
others' reactiong to her sexuality can resu]t in serfous psychological
and interactiondl problems. , -

The process of deve]oping a self view is further complicated by
the fact that the stimuli are not alwdys consisteht. The att1tudes of
others concerning body images: not onngvnrx by age and sex but alsg as ’
a.result of distvinet soc1a11zat1on experience. In consaquence. the girl
is confronted with attitudeiof both male and female subcultures. Her '
own socializgtion experience may result in her msinterpreting the
symbols. There 1s some evidence that males tend to view girls as sexual
‘objects (wry 1965; HoklngShead, 1949; Whyte, 1943). A common fmle
articuhtto of this. subcultural “\fgmn« is ﬂmt "hoys are only
Jntarasm 1D@ex."” It mld appcnr fm the mnarch that the ‘wider
. impltcations \of tINs mmuur mle wspective are frmntly unknmm
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to the adolescent female. As a result she may experience male

responses as beiﬁg inpoos1stent with the way she understands things to
f .

be. The contgnt and function of these subcultures will be discussed

more fully later.

Suffice it to say at this ooint that the existgnce of the two

r
sexual subcultures presents several intriguing questions related to

the female's self congeption and her'ability to manage social situations

involving the opposite sex. 'Relative to this issue, Montagu notes

that while ma]es have long known the female rules! of sexual interaction,

they do not play the game by them, but rather use them to achieve their
~own ends (Montagu, date unknow?). Other questions generated by the

sexual subculture phenomenon are of theorg}fca] interest. «£ven though

interag pcreases markedly during adolescence, why do some females

| Bin 1gnoran§ of the male definitions and symbols? What
is the relationship betweermr awareness or non-awareness and tho gompOnents
of the self conception? e | | |

These and similar kinds of questions led to the formulatign of’ this
research project, “The 1nterplay between the self cencepﬂon of gms
and the responses of others As of'phrt1cular theoretical interest,

\\Ihe f0110w1n9 chaptgr will further develop the 1ssues through a

review of the 1{terature and a further considerat?on of the theorotical
1ssues. Integration of the theomticg] chets of the problgm wﬂ) be '

’follmd by a statement of. the msenrch problem in the form of specmc

th”s‘!’ " ot sv ’ ) ' » ’ ‘; “,“ Y:,,"‘
: , ‘.

. m third chaptcr wm dcscriba the mthods u:mzeg‘ in the
'gottming of m dm. Jm; nngpcer mn m on%x ma mn the
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particular methods used, but will also elaborate on some. of. the
difficulties encountered in connection with their use. .

Chapter four will deal with the analysis oftthe\Nesuits.
Included in this chapter are additional, analyses beyond the testing
of the actual hypotheses, | | n

The final chaptcr five, contains a discussion of the resu]ts
and draws conclusions from the f1nd1ngs This .chapter a]so contains

a model pertaining to ease of role transition whlch is used to

‘1ntegrate the results.
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CHAPTER 11
* THEORETICAL ISSUES

, Research into human behavior is 1imited by the instruments g N

available. Confronted with theqlimitations imposed by one's
research instruments, the complexity of human behavior and the
quantity of unanswered questions, tgg Kesearcher is ob]iged té
settle for a f?ﬂ!’ed number of questionshich are amenable to the
capacity of the available research techniques. The commOB result is
that the problem cannot be 5atisfactori1y JLexplored.  *»

There 1is no question that this forced comp]iance to research a
l1mited number of var1able§ resu]ts in a SBvere distort1on of reality.
Blumer' (1956) argues that .the se]ection of one, two or even several
variables, labelled as independent or dependent, overgimplifies human
behavio:/' However, his pleas to limit anglysis to those areas of socia]

1ife "that are not mediated by an interpretnt1ve procesa [by the

‘participants]." seems ta be over-cautious (Blumer 1956: 689)

In contrast to Blumer, Kap1an (1964) points out that madels in
the behaviorai scien}s cannot be éxpected to fit the data exactly.
Arguing that it 1s the outcome of the analysis and qhe predictive

ability of the model, rather hald the antent of the a;:!ions 1nvplved

in the research process that; are 1mportant he conc]u s that too”

- r19°"°“3 meﬂiance to the mcdeI only serves to stmtffy understandmg

” ?f.ﬁﬂlnlock (1961), aq&howledging the complex1ty of human pehavior. |
| \;\points out that %he quasti@n 18 not onc of merTS versus‘po mode1s but ,"'
?{;har hen JECh to Qversimniify raarity, c;gggl (1953) ,pgues pr the ;‘r

f_l
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place of exploratory research designed not to’@erify a theory, but
rather to cqptribute to the formulation of pheory.

The research herein proposed is consonant with the definitions of
exploratory research, It urdeniably omits numerous variables and as
such'oversimplifies réa]ity. The variables related to this research
problem are most elusive. It could well be that this study will jin ‘the

B A end be found to be both a test of the instruments as well as an inquiry

A
\ '
[.\

into the‘world of the adolescent. In any event, findings in either arena-

will contribute to future research endeavors.

REVIEW OF LITERATURE
_This section includes an assessment and review-of the literature
perfinent to the study of adalescent sexual subcﬁ]tures and interaction.
The review of literature is arbitrarily divided into four broad areas:
the interrelationship between.the body and the se]f-concept,\;:: self-~

e~
concept in interaction, reference groups and interaction and ual’

‘ ‘ . -
/ subcultures and interaction. o

y } .
The Somatic Self and the Se]f Concept N

) The 1nter-connect1on between pne's self view and his view toward

\l

»

his body is particu]ar1y 1mportant during pubescence. The always present
¥

'potentials for reproduction become active at th1s time. and the somatic

';fself manifests new sensatians. Tbese 1’ee11ng$,L sensations enten into’ .

L

A L the awareness onie has of self. The,prev1ouslx ”sexless“ se]f conception

| becomes sexual, rehtive],y speaking {Stmon and aagnon, 19@9).. e T
_ffVig E}déf 61968) notas thgt the changing form of the body during o f;?
| ado1asc¢nce enhances its sqlienca as an object of‘self‘feelings and a§, :

P ;u L)
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/' a source of'variation“in self esteem. Elder's observations gain support
from several studles among which }s that of Mussen and Jones (1957).
Their research demonstrated that the rate of phys1ca] maturing may
indeed affect personality development in numerous ways related to se1f~
conc‘Ets, adequacy-inadequacy feelings pr loﬁged dependency needs.

. Cfécord and Jourard (1953) in their studies of the degrees of
Satisfaction or diss;fisfdction with various parts g} processes of the
body, body-cathexis, related these feelings yith their sup;gsts\ self

. esteen. Studying subgects perceived devig!rons f%om ideal body sizes,
they concjuded that the body and the'se]f tended to be cathected,

« valuategd, to the sdme degree. For exampl Tow body cathexis was ﬁound
to be assoc1ated with 1nsecur1ty ’ Suggestive too is Maehr s (Maehr et al.,
1965) work on the'§e%f;concepts of ado]escent males. He notes, on the

basis of his research that the self toncept of adolescent males 1s

connected with their perce1ved reactions of'aﬂhgrs to their physijcal .
. , staw Although the 1ast study brings 1Mhe vscusswn Iﬂe -added
dimepsaan of interaction, the 1mportant poi.t 1#\;h€3£103e ye

|
Vs between feelings about ope's body and the §eﬂf con’

ationship

ion,

Numerous writers on ado1escent behaytar ndte‘ﬁbﬁ intense concern
. over physical development which dom1ngtes th?é“pqrﬂod FraTzer and | o .
Lisonbee (1950}, in a very 11m1ted study, noted the great’ coneéFB over | ; i

- physica] character{Jtics and 1qeals of physical deve]opment found among S‘wa_f

£§eir adoléscent subjects. Schonfeld (1969) ohserves that a common . (MR_?f,ﬂ“

_ 1- concern among young adolesqents is whether the1r development 15 sexuany

l[ff'fﬁﬁi,.appropria:e,,a concern wh1Ch he sees as bging 1n part a rgsu}g of the “
o ovgr emphasis of unréalistic stqndards of qttracﬁveness faimd ‘in t;he

' S Pl DL

s& mdu, w,yer amd mm ( 19&3) sugggs“t that the greatgr coﬁcﬁe

f‘.,td ”;', o h RENEA VIR [ - '
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over physical development observed among girls is probably felated to
the fact that‘putward appedrance and inward self are more g}osely
related in the female. The intense coﬁcern over se]% imdgé among
ado]escent g1r]s is viewed by at least oné authorzqia period of time

qua]ifying to be called an identity crisis (Gergen 1971). r

The adolescent girl's concern over her personal rate of develop—

-+ ment is not @ntirely unwarranted, as developmenta] maturity has been
found fo be related to prestige within ébe'paer group. Particularly A
during the juniop high school grades, tho#e girls who wéye adVanceﬁ in
their physical development rated highéét on prestige' ems when rated .
by “the group (Féust 1960). As Schilder (1935) strésses, the body',:
image is not merely perceptions of the body received thqugh one's 2
Jsénsatlons but more: 1mportant]y, mental pictures and represénta$1ons \
involved in the image TheAbod11y changes and the concommitant somatic
Sensat1ons have to be placed 1ﬁto'the Qﬁtrix of meaning as it pertains
. to the elemental and ever~present question, who am I?

TR

The Self and Interaction - , o L

| George Herbert Mead's. (1956) seminal thoughts on the deve]opment |
" of the se{f as a product of socal 1nteraption in effect called into, f[ 2§
7ques&10n tha "little man inside of ,man" concept1on of the se]f The N .‘ . -
R lsoc1a1 process model of the self. brougnt 1nto consideration the myriad
| 'of variables which impinge on the self, Theoretieally, at least, every
-?denute of. life 1nvnlves new and relevant 1nput to thg on—going self i

f".conmpt S




To Mead the SEIf'wes essentially a social process involving two
"”fana]ytically distinguishable phases, the "I" and the ;Me".‘ Tee A

wQé represented the impulsive tendency of the 1nd1v1dua1 "the spontaneous,

‘\ /}34: the unorgan1zed asgect of human exper1ence The “Me" represéntéd the

o fncorporated other within the 1nd1v1dua] including, attqtudes, def1n1t1ons,
meaningg commen to the grodp. Human behav1or is viewed as‘a perpetual

series of 1n1t1at1ons of acts by the "I" and of acting-back-upon the act’

i by the "Me". These concepts are not to be considered entities or

. Mﬁ‘ structures, but rather as processes of behavior, The self is a p/ocess

5 ﬂ . Besides Mead's process conception and h1s e]aborat1on of the "

L L .and the "Me", he also 4ntroduced the 1mportant concepts of the "Other"

;! E " and thé‘%hgn1f1cant Symbol". (The idea that when a gesture arouses in

{ﬁ}",‘i another person essential]y the same meaning 4s that held by the actor,

| Qiﬁ,; . a s;anificant symbol, is well known. Furthei. the "Genera]ized'Othee" '

\ ‘\fﬁg{.al ashghe attitude of the who]e community taken by the actor toward himself

‘]s basic to symbolic 1nteract1on1sm¢and is well known e
. . Ny]ie s (1961) demanding crlgique and summary of research on the |
P ‘,\i;\ 1 se]f concept ranses the tmublesome methodglogmﬂ d1ff1culties 1nhérent |

’ ' in 9athering empirica]l,y sound suppart for such a phenomenO’logical S Y
postu]ate as Ehe sew She observes despite the numenous phenomenolog'ical
\ “" ‘theorists that there 1s no one 1ntegrat1ve theor.y 1n existen

K ‘“‘;\i\.*, , shq argues, tﬂere 1s- a bewﬂdefr’j'ng array of hwothesese "'9‘5“ ‘

! ’t,har. the theqries 'ée ambiguoqs, ihmmmgte. md oxVerIappmg Thg \
: W e \ THRE ‘ R
d ﬁ?’!sms center; nn the 1m¢equa¢~18$ 1n cnmeptiqn
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definition. The net result and most damaging aspect of interactionist .
theories (phenomeno]ogkgaT theories) is that‘these theories‘"frequent1y
seem to point to no .clear enpirfcal referents" (p. 21). Essentiail}

* .the dlfFlcu]ty rests on finding a systemat1c way to articulate the
nonphenomenological determinants of behavior into theor1es of a-
phenomeno]oglca] orientation. As she notes, theré‘ls a'great deal o#

.effort. being expended in gather1ng empir]ca] support fop self theor1e§

with few returns, | | o o K S
Like the roncept of~et£itude in many reSpects she concept of Self

is useful in- accountlng for human behav1or part1cu1ar1y from a symbolic 7

interaction perspect1ve As A]]port (1955; 37ff) notes in rep1y1ng to

the questigns of whether a concept of self s needed "empirlcists f1nd1ng

- Qhat they have gone as far as poss1b]e w1th analytic tools and being .

dissatisfled w1th th‘l'ro¢uct resort .., to some concept of self in
" order to represent, however tnadequately, the coherence un1ty and
purpos1veness they know they have ]ost in the1r fragmentary representa~
gaons." Hylie (1968) summardzes the reasons g%ven for retent1on of the o
thét the higher »;AH“

thought proceifgs of man. the apparent contradict1ons'anf unltxes 1n A

- se]f refhrent cgnstructs as belng based on the contentlon

‘ ," motivqted behav1or anf the uanueness of each person require suCh

construcﬁs to make them undgpscandable.\ SR #hbﬂm:

N
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1 Self-Concept

‘

What ego takes himself to be as a, person is$ his se]f
concept. The main function of reference to self concept ‘ ,
appears to be to make this connection between what a
person knows (be]1eves) about h1mse1f and what he does,
2" Self as Agent | -
Since what a person does (with respect to ofpers) depends
on his person«descriptive appraisals of them, and
since these are in part a function of his ‘own persoh~
characterlst1cs what a person does ref]ects wha't he 1s

An 1ntent1ona1 act]on is what a. person does.
|

' 3 Unity of Se]f |
A PSYC“"'OQWN "whole" which 15 more than, the. ~sqm of
its parts, The articulation of the "Whole“f"'"

'

4 Consistency of Selfr *
+ ' “ ‘ . , .
i - Phrase used to direct attention to the logica)] ‘consistency S

) _ e \J- N . . L.
or motivatjonal coherence which we see in“hufian behavior,
RESE 5' Self Esteen - ' I
o n . . N . . ) . i . ;»\

"Sense of wm‘th“ U e o *‘j Y
| . Social pract'ices in which we particimtﬂvolm : 2 L
IR "evaluations of 1nd1viduql difference characteristics |

.(.«'
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like self-acceptance, self-satisfaction, self-worth, self-favorability,
salf—adequ.cy. self-depreciation, etc., all of thch are subsumed under
the'heading "Self-Rogdrd"Yin her index (Wylie, 1961). It is probably
safe to say that thesc tcrms <tould also be just as easily subsumed
under the "self-esteem" comphgﬁht of Ossorto and Davts' (1968) system.
_ Further listing of "component;:of the self" appears to be of 1ittle value.

Essentia]ly there are t;;‘conceptualizations of the self; the self\
as Ehing and the self as proaess At first it would appear that these
‘ﬁormulation; are apposites and necessarily mutually exclusive. However,
’as Gergen (IQZﬁ)Wavgheg. bucﬁ need not. be the case. While the self- ~as-~
process mode] 1s ﬁéner!/)f.PCCepted as more pppropriate in representing
 reality, there is heuristit va]ue in tonceptualizing the self as a
Structure, particylarly wher dealing with the issue of consistency of
behavior. In keeping with Kaplan's (1964) suggestion that the useful-
.ness of the model, the payoff, is what reélly'matters and not
necessarily its correspondence fo realityy Gergen (1971) argues.for
the utilization of several models of the self.

Whatever the model, the 4sent danger lies in the tendency
to re1fy the homunculus the “Jif{ie man inside the head," Sevéral
self theorists, parttculanly Al}port (1955) and Wylie (1968), warn
against such dirﬂqﬁghﬁﬂyﬂdlhis pitfaII can easily be avoided by bearing
in mind that any’ ho&&g ‘of the self, be it static or dynam1c. is
sinply a aodgi tendered for its heqrisuc value. -

" As noted, most ttuaroris;tg,;W,’4 tl& ﬂqlf gra'ito/te toward a process
model. Gordon's (1968:K36Kuke 1 m of the self might well be

considered as ‘represg ; f; Jority of thesmdels.

o
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The self {8 not a thing; {t is a complex process of continulng
interpretive activity - glmultancously the person's located
subjective stream of consciousneks (both reflextve and non-
roflexive, Including percefving, thinking, planning, evaluation,
choosfing, ctc.) and the resultant aceruing structure of selt-
conceptlons (the special system of salf-referentlal meanings

aynllnblu to this active conacioutnens),
In a similar manner, Gergen (1971:22,23) submits that the notion
of self can be defined both as process and then as structure:

- That process by which the person conceptualizes (or
’ categorizes his behavior - both his external conduct
and his internal gtates. The system of concepts

available to the person in attempting n%dofim-lnnmclf.
Kinch's (1963:481) definition embodies both the dynamic and

structural components in a succinct statement:

-

The self concept 18 that organization of qualities which
the individual attributes to himself (which) individual
cf;:eplion of self emergea from soctal interaction and in

*»
t%‘ "Euidea or influences the behavior of that individual.

Turner {1970:29:31) 1solp&$s for conceptual purposes two components

of the self: the self—co ‘éptio and the self-image. The self-image
is “the picture whtﬁhN(he 1nd dl sées at a given moment...which
corr1es ‘with §t the sense of 'the real me.'" The "I-mysélf as |
rgqﬂy am," 1s the ..concepﬁon. Turner notes that these 1mages'
v!\(_greatiy‘1n cl;r1ty varying relative tq the situation in which the
1nd1v1dual finds Mmself In the same discussion, Turner‘ hints at the
possibﬂny@hat the self-conception may only he 1d¢nt1fiable by
obsm1m reactions to changing self-images in controned situaqc:\s.

. . Z 4
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;'W d‘ent with the other postulates of symbolic inturaction

' *the by; Slnce the self emerges from interaction, it necessarily
f‘{?:ws that the self conception is in this sense the dependent
variablg. " Thg self conception 1§ relative to given situational fields.
Succinctly, one does not know whom he is except in terms of others.
\ _,/Shifts in the sqﬂf~other fieldg necessarily produces conmensurate
alterations of the self conception (Cottrell:1969).

Parenthetically, it should be noted, that the actual changes 1in
the situational field are n0t<near1y as important as are the subjective

experience of these changes. Thomas's (1951) now famous dictum, that
what a person does depends fargely on his definition of tée situation
fs worthy of note. Building on Thomafs stress on the 1Mportance of
the subjective experience Quarantelli and Cooper (1966) note that the
perce1ved rather thdn the actual responses of others {s what 1s most
crucial to the formation of the self conception.’ .

In sum, the process of self conception, while appearing to be
esse§i1al]y stable, 1is ratﬁer in constant flux, subject to the input
fgSm the actor's field. Changing self-other systems and their perceived
nuances'of meaning }mpinge upon the Salf‘proqess résultgng in on-going
mod1f1cat1on and alteration. i

Tha experiments of Miyamoto and Dornbusch (1956) give some
émp1r1;al support for the symbolic 1ntecacf1onist conception of the

self. They'have shown that the responses and attitudes of others are

related to the self ggggzhtion and to an even greater degree the

subject‘s percaption ‘of tho:e responses is related to the' subject s sclf.

.
» A

-
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conception. Similar findings are repokted by Schwartz, Fearn and
Stryker (1966) in their study of emoti&ﬂa]ly dQSturbed children and
their self conceptions. They note an impb%tant linkage between the
views attributed to relevant others by their emotionally disturbed
subjects and the possibilities for changes in self conceptions. Both
studies lend evidence to the "self-fulfilling" effect attendant w{th
the responses of others (Merton: 1948). Further, Rosenthal and
Jacobson (1968) found that teacher expectations were linked to the
performance of children in school. They found support for -their ;'
hypothesis that teacher expectations had an effect on the performangeI
of students (which would be linked to their self canceptions). A1l of
these studies contribute impelling evidence concerning the connection
between perceived situational fields and the self conception.

It was earlier noted that the onset of puberty elicits new
responses for the subject to assimilate from others in the environment.
In a very real sense the developing preadolescent may feel herself to
be stigmatized. Building on Goffman's 21963) discussion”of stigmatized
peﬁsons. Physical development can be viewed as a stigma symbol. Just
as the st1gmat1zed gsrson assumes that his differences are known
others, so also the developing adolescent is acutely aware of the fact
that others will notice her "stigma." HWhile the attributes of
development can confirm the normality of one person, they can also he
vexperienced as peing deEply discrediting if felt to be lagging, 1.e.

a defect in the stigmatic sense. ‘

Others are cogniqlnt of these changes, or at least are felt to be
cognizant of these changes; it makes differéncg to the argument
uhether thcy are 1n fm;t cognizant ‘

£. The perceived responses of

18.



of others are postulated to be based at least in part on the subject's
experienced physiologica; changes. Faust's (1960) work suﬁgests that -
the judgments of peer others on each other showed a significant
re]ptfonShip betwegn prestige apd developmental maturity.

While Mead's (1956) "convefsation of gestures" certainly provides
for much more than the verbél and emotive components of interaction,
most work 1d this area has considered 1ittle else. Appearance
qualifies as an fmportant factor in any model of symbolc interaction.
Stone (1962:87), for example, states that the perspective of symbolic
1n%eract10n "requires (demands) consideration of appearance for the
adequate 1nterpretat%on of social transactions as well as tﬁe careers
of selves ™n such transact%ons". The appearante of the actors sets the
stage for, permits, sustains, and delimjts the possibilities of
discourse by underwriting the‘possibiiities of meaningful discussion.
Stone argues that Mead's "communication" suffers from a discursive bias
and proposes that the perspective be broadened to include: (1962:87,88)

1 Every socfal transaction must be broken down into at

least two analytic components or processes ~ appea?ance
. and discourse, |
2 Appgarnnceiis at least as important for the establish-
ment and maintenanee of the self as {s discourse. )
3 The study of appearance prov1des 2 powerful lever for
. the fomnation of a cgnception of self camble of
ambrnging the contributions of Cooley And Sullivan as
. well s Md " . ,
4 Appearance is of mafor 1mpo.ce at every stage of

the w"lx development of self. L

4
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IJ developing his case for inclusion of appearance as a camponent
of interaction, Stone argues that the responses mobilized in others by
clothes form the basis by which iden;ities are placed, Vaiues appra{sed,
moods apbreciated'and attitudes anticipated.n A schematic preseqtation
of this model summarizés the exchanges based on appearance which occdr

fn interaction (see Figure 1).

Stone's argument is that people select their clothes and how they

.will wear them in an effort to get others to form the desired impression.

In this way one attempts to get validation for one's own conception of
self and at the same time helps the other to act appropriately in the
sitdat1on Stone's arqguments are weakened somewhat by the present
availability of imported c)othes which tend to eradicaté the differences
between c]asses of people in terms of being "in" or "out" of dress,

Further his arguments fail to take into account that the present'form

of merchandizing, in which current fashion 1is the‘only style available,
which.in effect places restrictions upon his contention that people seTect.

their clothes and how they will wear them in an effort to form impressions.

With these limitations in mind, Stone's arguments for the 1ncius1on ?

“-of dress as an important,variable in the symbolic interaction mode]

i “',}v

merit consideration. ,

.Reférring.to,the model, Figure I,‘it‘js oﬁgerved that' by appearance
a person announces his fdent1ty.‘shows his value, gggresses his mood,
or pro gose s his attitude. The responses{pf the “reviewer" (a]ten).~ " x {;

‘ placement, appratgd? apprec1ation adipo? anticipat1on aither confirm

(validate) or deﬁs (1nval1d¢ta) the progra? of Appnnrancg, - A e
annune to thii ﬁf;cussign 1s Stone s observation that Myhe o

S

programs (nesponses mada ny ;he wearer nbout the unarer) and reviews j

- . NI |
N + ty N
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FIGURE T"
*«
STONE'S MODEL OF THE MEANING OF APPEARANCE
: ) :
. . Q\
REVIEW OF APPEARANCE
Program of 4 . ' -
Appearance Placement Appraisal.  Appreciation Anticipation
Announcement Identity
Show . , Value
Expression | Mood . ; :
Proposal | S  Attitude
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(responses of others to the Qearer) tend to coincide, the self of the
one who appears (the one whose clothing e]jcitéd such responses) is
validated or established; when such.respohses tend }Bward disparity,
the self of the one who appears is challenged, and conduct may‘be’

.l.

expected to move in the direction of some redefinition of the

22,

challengled se]f (1962: 92) While Stone, in arguing the case for dress,

fails to take into account the other variables of interaction, such
as conversat1on, voice, facial expression, he builds a strong case for
the 1nclusion of appearance in any model purport1ng to reflect human -

. ¢
interaction,

The linkage of the self-concept to the responses of others to one'

appearance and discourse is apparent. The next section will deal with
specific referent others and their relationship to the self. After a
prelimingry discussion of reference group theory, sevebal'specific'
referent others wiil be considered rere closely: .parents, cliques,
peers and the media. Though there are obviously numerous referent
»‘others these in particul&r have been se]ected as being of pr1mary

LN

fmportance to this inquiry " .

Reference Groups and Interaction

. "

Thirty. years ago, Hyman (1942) introduced the concept of the e

| ._reference grqup, which became and still remains a widely employed -

analytica] tool Roughly a quarter of a century latera Hyman wrote,
‘ f”the fact that men mcy shape thetr gttitudgs by: reference to grqqps
"n&hgr than tha1r own and thefr self-evaluqtions by the chotee of

, unusual points of social eomparison is ;hg dis@inctive ggntribqtion "
o °f refeﬂem amup theory (Hman and smger, 194&;4)&1.%1“ m '

3
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would doubt this contrtbution, it would also have to b; nated that the
concept still suffers from lack of consensus both in definition gqnd
usage. Ni]liamsl(197q:550), in her very thorough and succinct sdmmation
and appraisal of reference group theory sums up the situation, "The
reference group concept, despite its wide use ...., 1s still not
conceptually o1arif1¢d.5‘ |
It shou]a be notéd.(at‘this point) that there are s;me peculiar
pitfalls connected with the concept. Cohen (1962:104) emphasizes the
circularity of the concept when he writes, "Your rgference group is a
group that you behave 1ike and you behave like them because they're
your reference group." One ‘problem conhected with the term involves
its deterministic use: reference groups determine behavior or
motivations add needs wii] determiné choice of reference groups. In
either case, thé referende group de}erminist fails to account for the
“Bargaining" which may go on between the individyal and the reference
groups availab]e to. him in the process of arriving at a v1ewp01nt
Kelly (1968) defines two functions of the reference group: the

group toward which the individual is motivated to gain or maintain

acceptance and the group which 1$vusedAby the individual as a .
r;ferehce Bdf;:t?: assessing and/or molding his ﬁ;hav16r.‘ Turner .
~ (1956) ahd Kemper-(1968) hoth éee refépénCe grodﬁs performing three
functions: prqviding norms and values providing judgment upon ‘ .
. behayior and providing others who are accounted for in interaction, : TR

* Turner refers to three different reference groups as peing 1ndent1fica~

c tion. va]uation and interaction groups'and then adds a fourth aategory,

- . ¢ "
. S W
. :

‘ ‘audience. which he seas as eutting across al] three groups. R

Lo . : K o
» \ . o _— »' :
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Kemper's (1968) system makes provision for three funétions as
noted in.the preceding paragraph and refers to them as normative,
comparison and audiénce groups. Kemper's system e11m1nates Turner's
_audience group, The conceptual distinctions identified above are
summarized in Figure I]. | /

Shibutani (1955) argues that usage should be restricted to groups -«
‘whose outlook is used by the actor as a form of reference in the
organ1zat10n of his perceptua] field. This, he argu?s, will increase
its uséfu]ness in research. Consistent with Shibutani's preference,
Sherif (1953:214) says, "The individual's directive attitudes, namely,
ego-attitudes, which define and regulate his behavior to other persons,
other groups and to an important extent even to himself, are formed in
relation to values and norms of his reference group.“

Kuhn (1964) suggests that the term "reference group!" is in effect
too limiting and would betfer be ieferred to as orientationa]“other.
This term, as he sees it refers to:
| 1 Others to whom the individual is most fully, broad1y and ‘ -

basically committed emot1ona11y and psyChological1y. a (}m

2 Qthers who havg provided him with his general vocabulary, S

ihcluding'h1s most basic and crucial concepts\andx
;categorieé, '
3 Others who have prov1ded anq cqntinue to provide him with
: categories of self and otner and with ‘the meaningfu] roles |
to which such asstgnments vefer, |
S 4 vOthers 1n c0mmun1qat10n witn uhom hfs selfpconception is  ‘11
| | basically sustained and/or changed



FIGURE 11

" 1,
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FUNCTIONS OF REFERENCE GROUPS: TURNER.AND KEMPER COMPARED
l .

Eésgntia] Functions Turnep's System Kemper's System
‘ .
1 Providing norms and Idenitification Normative
values ' .
. 2 Providing judgment Valuation Audience

upon behavior

3 Providing others who* . Interaction V Comparison
are accounted for in "
interaction e

4 May be inxabove groups Audience . X XX

~ cuts across all
of them o
"'f%i
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The trend sees.to be toward a broaderiiiilent of the concept

of reference group. Hyman (1960), in a speech entitled, "Reflections
. /

on Refelence Groups," given twenty years after he coined the concept
suggests Fhat more use be made of reference individuals and makes

t o . R . . ,
implicit pleas for broadening the concept.

It 1s_tﬁe position of this author that reference group will find

+ its. greatest value if expanded to encompass any referent ather in the

subjective experience of the actor. This would have the effect of

breaking the bonds imposed by "group" and the requirement of "objective -

£

existence". In this context the term "reference set" seems closest to

the application herein suggested. Kempeky(]966) use? the lerm1"set"

to mean the indinidual's configuration ofvsignificent‘others; the sum .

total of others -~ present/absent, real/imagined, 1nniv1dua1/group,

normat1ve/compdrat1ve/or aud1ence who exercise influence over the a ‘\

1nd1v1dua1 Sherlf.and Sher1f (]969) echo this def1n1t1on when they

define reference set as a category of peopﬁ?vﬂu)are not a group as A

such, 1.e, women, social c]ass etc., in which a person 's attitudes and - \

goals are anchored, . " “ N
In his d1scussion, of reference group behavior, Eisenstadt (1954)

/
\fluctuates in uSage between reference grqup and refere ce norms and

concludes that reference norms most often are in fgct ade up of norms ‘4~,47.

from. seﬁaral grOUPS, In essence. he too, argues for ar expanded: usage ,u/[}‘
Y

of thdsvimport@nt conceptualatool ‘ ;Ahr "‘ ' ,]; ='j:'V cn', - ~',L§13§
| Undar thts‘broadened def1n1t1un. the concept stil} petains the - ’ﬂ~LxLErf
ssentia1 ehargct}r Qf befng the aourc@,af thalindividual‘s vqlues~gr ngnfeég%

WIf men defina

parspsstinSx bu; 1s expanded to nonegbii:" “btnersfa




*;-ensuﬂ!ﬁ atscusbsiona

| groups and. anticipatory socia]ization Individuals may take‘hs'a

and. the "'e“’“~ , """‘" her Pcssib’!e referent sets gt be ‘the 1deals S
i of attraceiuﬂpess feminjnity, popularity, etc. spequjg,gpoups JR
‘ i;lP!rent ‘beers, Cquues a the meefe shell be the eeneern of tﬂh ‘,‘ vi‘.ff

Tﬁé issue rests with:the effect ofﬁtﬁé'referent other.on the actcr,
which in this sense is obJect1ve, rathér than with the objective
ex15tence of the referentkapart from the actor. V1ewed in the 1light
of Thomas' dictum, the referent becomes objective in its effecc.
Sributani (1955:569) suppcrts this position‘yhen he notes that
cye crucial prob]em for reference group theory is, "ascertaining how

a person defines the sftuation, which perspective he uses in arriving

" at such a definition and who const1tutes the audience whose’ responses

provide the necessary conf1rmat1on and support for.his position," This
observation is consistent with the symbolic interactionist position
that the nacure of reé]ity is ﬁeither relevant or‘hecéssarfly even
knowab1e' - _

Merton. and Rossj (1968) observe a connEinon between reference

reference group a, nonmemberehip group to wh1ch they aspire to bﬁ]ong B

and begln to 50cial1ze themSe1ves to what the Eerce1v to be its |

Y

norms before they are eyer exposed to its 1nfluence

I Hith the onset of pubeﬁﬁence come numeroqs referent Sets te which ;:_,i
the maturing girl can turp, both normative and comparative Some of . ; *‘“I

. “these sets will obv1ous1y be more shlient than others Those aroups - fﬁr‘;;
eneral]y noted by researchers 1n this area are parents, pegps eliques ‘{& {‘;;i
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previous self conceptual scheme, the ability to attain correspondence
i . '
in meaning with the cues of others, and which others are salient in

the interaction.

Orientational OtherseffPanents )

Few self theor1sts, if any, wou]d dnspute the cogent role of the
parents in the deve]opment of the ch11d s self system particularly
se]f—esteem. It is reasoneb]e to expect that the parents, who hold a
virtual monopoly on commynicefions through ch11ghpod,'wou1d play a

| major role in the se]fvesteem of the child (Rosenberg, 1967)f As
Cottrell (1969) observes, the self-other patterns established earlier
in the déve]opmen;a1 history of the perSon appear to pepsist more
than thnse established ]ater Dager's (1964 765) cautibus statement
perhaps best summar1zes “the consensus cgncern1ng the nature of the

re]at1onsh1p between Parents and childrens' self conceptions: "
‘ . [}
"Although there’ 1s‘lf;tle doubt ‘that interpersonal familial

relationships have an iméact npon'the.persohality, there is
little speeific'evidencé whien will permi: us to conclude

thac a particular nype of parenc~child interaetion will

reault 1n a parcicular personality Certainly, the total
acmOSphere in the home and the totality of chdﬂpersonelity

. configurations of‘mother father, ‘and siblings‘a:e of

weors ; significance to the neothte.Pf S TR "'n\ D

I

F‘?V“’lf7"‘The 1mpbrtange of the parenta] dyad fo]lows log1cally from three

f cqgmtiens aod valsqgg; an import;ant parg of thia learning comes from

) A\"l"

[ T IR
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premiseS’Z tbe self concept is. a 1earned constellation of perceptions, nﬂ-x

28.
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his affection for them, that the parents have d'uniqueropportunity
to seIOCQRv;ly reinforce the child's learning.

Frequently cited in djscussions ;egérd1ng the influence of
parents on tgzd;elf conceptions of their children fs the study geported
by Jourard and Remy (1955). Focusing on th; body-cathex1s and self-
conceétiuns'of ado]uscent‘bdys,_they found suppo#ting corre]ation;
between the boys' attitudes about their ﬁodies and thefr belfcefs
concerning the attitudes of their parents toward their bodies. Simi]ar (
relationships were found between the boys' attitudes toward ﬂ\emse]ves
and their beliefs concerning their parents attitudes toward themsclves
by these researchers. The authors note, however, that their findings
may only reflect a function of self conception and a tendency to
similar attrjbugion to the parents. Wylie (1961), in discuséing thejr

L]

work.‘wnkés a similar observation; that the find1n§s sannot reveal
| whether the subjects' perceptions of‘the1r pqrégzi feelinés were indeed
accurate. Schonfield (1969) observes that the child's aSsessment of
his body reflects'the values of those who take care of him.

| Rosenberg (1963) reports evidence fﬁZhjhﬁi work that perceived
1ndiffcrenc§ in parents 1s associated with a lower self esteem in the
qhﬂﬁ. even lowerghan in cases where tha parents are perceived to have
negative attitudes toward the child.
g& - Recognizing the limitations of Rasponse-Responsa designs (the "Self" /
u.*not airecﬂy accumble for mannt) there are several findmgs
which are suggestive as to the connectjon between parents and the chﬂd 5
. mf concept chh are summarized by uyne!mn
L "Children's self conccpts are mmg 10 the view of

R . themselves which they attribute to tmlg?‘pgéonts.
. ) ? ’ .

-

.
[



2 A child's level of self?regard {s assocfated,with the
parents' reported level of regard for him.

3' Children see the 1ike-sex parent'{\self concept (as
contrasted to the opposite-sex parent's self concept)
aslsging somewhat more l1ike thoir own self concept.

In regard to Wylie's "findings" Sherwood's (1965) remarks are of
1nténest. He notes tihat where the stimwlus is ambiquous, its
perception is determined more by the GS;;dCtCF1511CS of th;vperceiver
than by the charactertstics of the stimulus. He concludes that self-
evaluation (self—conception) is more of an effect of self esteem than

of actual valuation by others.

Orientational Others; Peers’

' Peer groups have long been noted as important reference sets.
Through the spgc1f1c linkage between the peer group and the self—.
concept hassynt to be emp1r1cally deqynstrated and delineated, most
theorists see important connections. Consistent with Wylie's
criticisms concerning a™ R-R research designs, Campbell;(1964) notes,
in the introductfon to his essay on peer groups and children, that
there 1s the eéervpfesent problem of'separnt1pg concométance from

- causation. o | | ,

Explicit fn Coleman's (1961) work is the position that the social

structure,of North America virtually guarantees that the adolescent

will be confined. to a separate society, an adolesgent society. He argues

that, the adolescent, by virtue of the almost dominating school

enporfaace. is segregated with peer, "cut off"from the rest of sogﬂety.

S$ince Coleman's wqu. nuUMerous ;tudies have accuuulatg¢ data uhich has

» i Com
o ST -
o
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verifiéd what has long been suspected about Co]eman';:Qork, essentially
that he overstated the cas¢ (Campbell, 1969). There seems to be litt]e
question that peer groups are linked to the self congept, but the
questfon of dearee still remains open.

Rosen (1955), 4n his study of Jewish high school students, found
that when the attitudes of the family conflictod w1th those of peers
rqgarding the use of kosher meat, that the peer group tended to wield
more influence. Neiman (1954) conc]udes on the basis of his work that
peer groups exert more influence than parents in attitudes toward the
feminine role. Both of these studies related specific choice or decision .
situations to the peer group variable.

In his study of grade nine through eleven girls, Brittain (1963:390)
concluded that "the responses of adolescents to parent-peer cross-pressures
are a function of the content of the afternatlves and that peer-conformity
varies systematically across situations." Essentially, he concludes
thét the role of *parents aad Rﬁ:jf in the decision making process
among adolescents 1s not an efther or, all:-or nothing, situation, but
" rather fluctuates depending on the nature of the decision and other
relatfonships. The findings of Brittain seem to be suggest1ve of the
observation made by the Sherifs (1964:250) in their work oq reference

groups: . O T . -
"Group norms most binding and most conoequential in the memberc'
schome of concerns are the ones that ro;ulate nattern of :
dolidaxity among members apd that set etandards of conduct in tite
vnry spheres of motivational promptings that brought thea qagnther "

A critique of Brittain's "sitvational: ‘agproach” to the study of °
parent-peer refarsnce groups {s offered by Larson (1972). who qmstims

some of the mac assumptions mdcr!ﬂng Brittain $ cmclus?ons. 4"
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Based on his research, Larson argues that situational dilemmas (the
technique used by Brittain) are notsnecessarily indicators of the
adolescent's relationship with either parents or peers. After
assessing his adolescent subjects invterms of their parent or peer
orientations he confronted them with personalized situational df]emmas.
He found that the parent or peer orientations were sustained for the‘
maJOrit‘pof adolescents fn situations wh1ch involved low priority
content alternatives that had only a temporal impact. Where decisions
were called for which related to future roles, parent-peer orientations
had a diminishing effect. This\suggests that the impact of referenge
groups depends on the nature of the‘decis1on being made.
| Larson's critique of Brittain's methodology and his own use of
“hypothetical situations" which provided only "]imite& insight" points
~out the difficulties involved in researching reference group theory.
Several studies have noted the importance of clothing to social
acceptande in the junior and senior high schop]s and this finding is
| cons1sfent with the observation that dress is one of the ways that one
pvoids being too different, thereby breaking the group solidarity
(ﬁ:nnon. et. al., 1952).
One finding regarding the 1nfluenc( of the peewr group which 1s
feularly relevant to this research is that girls are more likely 4
influenced by the peer';;;;;“fhnn boys (Campbeil, 1964° Soloman, 4
\ Supportive of Campbell's f1ndin9; are those of Larsun (1969)
, who re rted- that femles were found to be proportionately uhm best
. friend rienm tmm mies. The findings of Neiman (1954) regarding

the 1nf1'gnga of thav@hgr group on the femininé role has Alreadx bcqn*

L
.v:»-.
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noted. This observed greater influence of peers ppbn female adolescents

fs obviously re]ated to the findings that q1r]s conce;ve of the group
as a setting in which to f1nd close dyadic re]ationships (Douvan and
Gold, 1966).

That peer groups are influential in the 1ife of the adolescent and
that their influence is greater among girls than boys is widely noted.
However, the factors operative in peer group choice and subsequent

influence strength are widely debated. As noted, conceptualizations

‘lthich pit the peer aroup against parents are ovefsimplifiéd.

-

.

Orfentational Others: Clique Groups.

Before proceeding to a discussion of c]ique groups, it should be
noted that there is a strong tendency in the literature to treat peer
groups and clique groups as synomonous. While there is a distinctive
characteristic ébout the clique group, fntimacy, which 1s noted by many,
the similarities between the peer and cliqué concepts are striking. |t

could be argued that in effect the two are synomonous, for during this

age level the peers who are most “influentfal are those within the
cMque gnoup, The following discussion on c31ques for the§e reasons see

to be an artificial separation and should perhaps. be viewed"in this 14

en safd about peers 1s certainly
-S , -
i

Suff1ce‘1t to say that )

'applﬁcable ta cliques.

} LY
"

Cl1que groups, as the Sherifs (1964) aoﬁé. are a specified case:
of roference group, 11ke peers. buddies, club ¢rowd, . fr1ends, etc.
Hol14ngshead"s (1949) study of Elmtown's. youth led.
of the 1nﬂucncg of &js raferenm set. As m%mi

im toﬁcn appreeiation
- "gomes |
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into existence when two or more persons are related to one another in
an intimate fellowship that involves going places and doing things
together, a mutual exchanqe of ideas and the acceptance of “gach
personality by the other," (Hollingshead, 1949:205). Intimacy seems
to be the distinguishing element which sets this concept apart
from peers. He notes the powerfu] influence of these groups during
the pre—ado]éscent years up to and in some cases inciuding the dating
© years. Hol]ingshead‘s findings that these cliques are confined to social ’
classes is also noted by Dodvan anleo]d (1966).

The influence of the clique, the peer group, as a nonnative and
comparative referent has been noted Consistent whth Campbe]l s»(1964)
" observation that the average amount of time spent in family settings
decreases and that time spent in group settings increases through child-
hood into adolescence, is thé suggestion that these groups have-an
important influence on the self concept. Mannheim (1966) faund that
to the extent individuals‘peréaived a discrepa;;y between their
referent sets and éelf 1mage,‘they tended to ¢hange their sel 1mage
over time in the direction of their reference group self. Manis' (1955)
work sought to test a similar hypothesis, that there would be an

ncrease 1in agreement over time betweenAan individual's self qqncept

¥ . .

and-his fgiends perception of him, :“g?ﬁ S p

~ As Mylie (1961) notes, the influgnce of peers, significant 9thers,
on the self canception {s rqreiy 4f ever disputed. In spite of the ?'

‘reasonabiengss of the proposit. empiricol support is wgak due

‘ uith meking dirgcttnnai inferences.‘;}

S
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A1l that has been said to th1s point, regard1ng the importance of ¢
the peer ‘groups and difficulties of 1nvest1gat1on can be summed up by
the study conducted by Mirande (1988). Using an R-R design, he avoids

the direction.issue by hypothesizing that "the sexual behavior of an

1ndiv1ﬂua1 will tend to be a funct1on of the expectations of his peer

)

reference group, 1rrespect1ve of the direction of influence" (p. '576).

\

The hypothe51s was ver1f1ed and the fo]]owing observation made, still
non-directional; ' persons are influenced by the expectations of peers
but they also tend to seek out groups which reinforce their psycholog1cal

pred1spos1t10ns," (p. 575)

Orientational Qthers: The Media P
2 ¥ "' . ' .
The final reference set to be’consihered is the media. It is,
¢ .
widely argued that the media are. highly influential in shaping both K

attitudes and behav1or Genera]ly such arguments are most vociferously
employed in connection w1th portrayals of vialence andprrnography
(Hertham, 1953). While the debates on the affects of thé mass mgq1a go
on, researchers cont1nue to point out that there is little found empirical
evidence 1nto the affec%s of thp media. The conclusion of the °*
Commiss1on on Obscenifx and Pornography (1970: 32). rerated spec1f1cally
Wi to emtic med1a sm{marizes the more general findings of research into -
i the effects of tha media mhatever tmnr form or content. "empirieql

founq no evidence to dnte 3

{

research des19ned to clarify the question |
t.tnt exposura«o epocit sexual mnteriahﬂ’plaxs 2 sfgnificant roie m o -
,cwsation of denquent or criminal behavwr among m@th or gdu’its,"jﬁ ',
oy &erelson s (194&:1?2) mmm\t (ﬂmg&, written tmnty years %90) \ 'J;.r
"', ”,5{") smrizas; the prgth mce nf eomunimﬁgns mseth, "m kinds ;

) Yo ) . ‘.‘,‘ P e R . vl Dl g o iy
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of communication on some kinds of issues, brought to the attention df
some kinds of people under some kinds of conditions have some kinds of
effects." Contrary is a common idea‘that the media act upon pedple.
Weiss (1969) points out that the effect of the media is more a function
of what people use the media for, rather than what the media d& to
people. The }mplicatioﬁ is clear; the effect of the media appears to
be determined more by thé recipjeﬁtyihan by the message. ‘{
Davison (]959) points out that the audience is not a passive ?
‘recipient, but that persons select that which is useful to them The
communicator can 1nf1uence attitudes and behavior most effect1ve]y when
he is able to convey 1nformat10n that may be ut111zed by members of
his audience to satisfy thgir'wants and needs. )
| Much of the concern over the effecté of the media are based on an |
apalysis of the content. There is little question that there are sgxua]
themes, violence and other "undesirable" content. However, the fallacy,
as Weiss (1969) notes, is to assume effec:; on the basis of content
analysis To assume that the implicit or even the explicit "message"
,15 received, let alone rece1ved iMtact, is an assumpt1on with 1ittle
- support (Heiss 1969).
Germane to this research 1s the issue of aud1ence pred13p031t1on,
The media appear to function most effect1va1y when the wants and needs
‘of the users ane heing met, "what ‘people usq thq media for rather
fthaq what the me.din do to people.'! (Heiss, 1969 115) The pubescent BRI
een noted, 1s..confrontad with a nevny emerging se]f '“

Cgirl, a5 b |
it sets begome impprtant mirrors

: :gqncqpt. a2 sexuel self qgr ref ”

K _5\7.

| - 1b9 ﬁhigh this pmcess of caneeptualizatmn is fas:mtatad “One

| ',ﬂbkus rﬂfnmnt m containing 4ef1n1tg themea of 1mpqr'sAnca PO
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emerging sexua] 1dent1ty, body ideals, beauty ideals, groom1ng aids,
romantic themes, etc., are the media. If these referents are "sought
out," then the evidence would suggest that these media will have an
effect. On this basis, of what is known about the effects of the

media and cencoqitant conditigns,'it can be assumed that the media
constitute an important reference set in the 1ife of the pubescent giril,

One suggestive finding is that of Himmelweit, Oppenheim and Vince .
(1958). They note in their studies of the effects of television on
youth that television tended to reinforce the girls' sen;e of insecurity
by failing to providelreassuring models. Schonfeld (1969) contends’
that the media contribute to the adolescent stress over body image by 13?
- overemphasizing unrealistic standards of'beauty and attractiveness,

McCandless (1969:815) observes that the media prov1de a flow of sexual '
stimulation from subtle to open and direct and concludes that this
"probably makes it 1mposs1b]e for a child to suppress sex in our cu]turé."

In conclusion, it {s clear that the ved1a appear to be 1nf1uent1a1
when sought by the yser. ;he pubescent female in her quest for self
- conceptualization as a gexua] being would have reason ta utilize this
very bresent referent set. 'Therefore, she would appear to be receptive
to the “messaées."‘ . | | | /

.'\
Sexual Subgu1tures and Interactton

It 1s widely agreed that the major ascribed ro]e prescr1pt1on is
that -of agawrole. SOC1alization 1nto sex role appropriate behaviar beg1a§

.

with. the determination of the sex of the child and continues throughqut o
it (Head 1949), Nhﬂe tnammﬁmwmam@mmme«ww” ]
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behavior prescriptions cross culturally, the variation between cultufes
15 manifestly diverse. The sex ro1e socialization of North American
children has been the subject of intensive study and there {s general
consensus regarding the content o% such socialization.
. While there is general consensus on the vario staQeL in sex
role socialization, there is some important disagrﬁment as to the‘
mechanisms whereby sex role learning and identifigation takes place.
Though there are numerous subtle differenceé'between socid]izatiop"
theories, thearies in this area may be subsumed under three major
divisions: Freudian, social learningland poénitive deyelqpmental.
There is no neegd to explicate each of these thepretical'positions in
this context as each position is thprough]yvﬁevé]oped by the major
proponents of‘each (Miller, ]969;'Bandura, 1969; Kohlberg, 1969).
Fidﬂre 111 summarizes the three positions as they pertain to the male.
Kohlberg's (1966) summary (Figure 1I1) should suffice tg highlight the
differences in the‘theorfes; 5y | , , ) <
Nhatever the mechanisms involved in the learning of appropriate sex
role behavior, the .important point relevant to this d1scusswon centers
on the form taken in'this culture. A well articulated descript1on of
sex role development and its related behavior is furnished by Udry (1971),‘
of 1mportance to this discussion is the pSychological, and to a 1esser
‘degree the physical, separation of the sexes which ° occurs arouﬁ the
| ages of five and six in our culture, A§$ thie young malea withdran from
| their female peers in their strugg]e to demonstrate and achieve mseu‘lin-
‘ jty, An part. accompH jd by rejec;ﬁon o females, two sexua] subculturesa , ’ﬂ‘;
whlch are gnterpd at an important time *in the deve]opment of the chﬂd, o

4 i gy :
. " \.ﬁu e 1 4 ' : . . )
e ™ . - - ¥ ' T
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FIGURE 111

Y

-

A COMPARISON OF
THE FREUDIAW, SOCIAﬂgiEARNING AN COGNITIVE DEVELOPMENTAL
MODELS OF SEX-ROLE LEARNING | |

-

1. Desire for mother 1. Attachment to father 1. Sex~typed
Cam? as major rewarder identity
'qv'Fear of father's (punisher/cantroller) "
retaliation C
2, ldentification 2, Identification ~ 2. Modeling of
with father ' g modeling of father father

3. Sex-typed identity - 3. Sex-typed identity 3. Attachment
o . to father

1
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provide differing attitudes and views which serve to keep the two sexes
psthp]ogica]]y segregated up to the time of dating and under certain
conditions beyond. The difficulties related to this period are well

known and might well be summar1zed by Lynn (]969:35, 36) who describes

‘the period when boys must reject their mother-identification as a

"problem for boys, a lesson for girls".

As noted, the separation of the sexds results in the deveTopment
of two separate sexual subcultures with differing perspectives,
Bgrger and Luchmann's (1966) important treatise on the éociolpgy of

knowledge argues fop the importance of culture in determining one's

perception of the world. The essencé of their argument is the social

construction of Eea]ity. One's culture cdhstruptS'tpg world in which’
one exists. A reasonable extension of thgir'aﬁgumept wdu]d suggest

that one's subcultures alsa may have a.similar effect upon one's
perception of the "world out there". -By virtue of their identification
with sexual subcultures, males and females see thihgs«d1fferent1y,'
p;iticu1ar1y as these'perbept1ons are,re]ated to ‘the arda of ,sexual
1nteract10n (Didato and Kennedy, ngﬂp Ehrmann, 1959). Under such
conditions, males and females would have tge tendericy to qttr1bute fheir

perspective to the oth er sex. Males would see ‘females as viewing the

: world as malel feques would see wa]es as viewing the world as they da.

Hhi1e s,ch discrepancfe# 1n perceptions hava been well c&tglogued

| the utiliza,1on‘nf differing épcial real?ties as an an§1ytica1 t%o1
L is less fr_quent. Each sex viaws ghe wor1d 1n,term§ of their Fgferencelvfﬁ

set;, the/cqmponents of wﬁmh diffpr importnﬂ;

- -
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of the other sex, ot

1.

In sum, prepubescent boys and girls become psychologically = . \\\ :

"\\segre \ted (the girls more by default than by ch01ce) in this stage

of sex\role development, Enveloped in differing Subcu1tures, they tend ~
to acquire differing perceptions of the world. Making the natural N
"ethnocentric" mistake, they assume that their perspect1ve 1s the sole -
. W

perspective ahd unwittingly attribute their viewpoint to .the members

As a resu]t of this subcu]tura] socia11zat1on, sex for the male is
divorced from-emotiondl involvement and is v1ewed primarily as a means
of demonstrat1ng ascu]1n1ty (udry, ]971) The pubescent male, while
not part]cu]arly ‘“‘FreSted\XP girls, 15 1ntense]y 1nterested in sex. | .
As Udry. observes, sex\j regarded by the males as somethind to be "done
to girls" and which girhi, if properly approaqhed "let boys. have"
(Udr‘y, 1966:74 - 88). \\ Y ; '

The female subcu]ture d\ffers ma\kedly Glrls are more concerned

\
1 wlth soc1ab111ty, popularity ane attwact1veness Discuss1ons of ma]es

ere highly romanticized and sex 1ntn1n51ca11y bound up with "being in

love" (Udyy, 1971) Femlnlnity 1s‘ oup]edswith physical attractlveness,
| which in turn is based on ideals whién\pervade our society (Jourard and

\ . o J‘ :
Second 1955) . o R L \"'A , ' r\%M‘ T

The d1fferences q»;ﬂgyed 1n the two subcu]tures toward sexuality »:ﬁxv ;f?;i

. are. summarized hy Simo“*h‘ Gegnon (1969) whd obsenve that males are1

ngnitted 0, sexuelity and relative1y untrafned invromangic love

\

r' m‘ '
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h.

© led him to cdnclude th’aﬁm female subculture is rich in symbols of
- love, whlle the male subcu]ture is'rich in symbo]s of sex. )
The separation of the sexes at this time in the]r ﬁeve]opment |
: resu]ts in discrepant meanings be1ng at%ached to each others' behavior
and self presentat1ons. ~These differing definitions of rea]iﬁy'restrict
the accuracy of . understand1ng which each sex has for the other. These
differing perceptua] frameworks become cm1t1ca1 when heterosexua]
’ \1nteract1on begins in datingg . R I‘,‘ R
‘ Oy'E;e many symbolic interactionist conceptua]iéatlons
. of .humarf 1nteract1on the sequence furn1shed by McCa]l and S1mmons

[

- (1966) ‘is usefyl to this d1scu581on.-

In tngnr etiology of the 1nteract McCall and S1mmons\d1st3ngulsh

N
- four stagesg 1mputation, 1mprov1sat1on presentatjon and altercast1ng

,l

Imputatwon 1nvolves the attrlbut1on of a role to a]ter. These soc1a1 ag' A

- 1dent1t1és may be 'read’ from alter § physical aPPearance to a 11m1teq. PR
\ degree, but most frequent]y ihvolve lnferences made from’ §;31b]e cues }@; o
“and meanings attributed Jo behav1or, Involved in tst stage Is also '7{xf'

“‘;‘ - the imputation of PUPBQNS agd Inotives-&his Process is simiVan to = \

v

., that’ described Qy Tann&r (1956) as.role- ta ). Th1s role%paking ,~ﬂﬂ

‘, ',
A gl -

- ';,J metaph;, 1mp]ies that ego has some of tng cqmpo(

incernal self«other repert'ire qg%Eh are similanﬂtoilge L§entit1es being.-‘j¢ﬁ
N ‘-»' {,«zs ; |\

Ty

, GVQilable 1n his'“.

L X

_{ 1mpqtsd L e e
- ) e ¢ w" v o

1nq stdge, 1mbrovis§t19n, refers gssentma]T
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rolos;\by making cartain of our role-identities (those for which alter

k L}
role constitutes opportunities) are more salient in the situation.”

The third stage, the prosontgtion of self, has been exploved in
depth by Goftman (1959). This staqge is expressive in nature, for it
amounts to "controlling one's expressive behaviors to convey to alter
aﬁ image of the character one desires to assume in the situation®
(McCall and Simmons,,]966:138). Lssentially, eqgo is making a claim
regarding his identity, a claim which may or may not ?v aCKNle;dch
by alter(s) depending in great measure upon the quality of the
“performance" ‘

The fourth and final stage in the etiology of the interact is
altergasting. In the claim t6 fdentity, presentation of self, is
implicit the simultaneous expression of ;ho ego takes alter to be.
Alter s ip a. sa\fe "cast" into a role by ego's presentation of sel’.
However, this casting process may be to varying degrees accepted or
even quected by the response of alter, ’

In the McCall and Simmons model, human 1ntera;t16n is viewed in

L}
his role in the encounter until a satisfactory ¢

LI

essence as negotfation, Each participant 1n_thel;nteract10n negotiates

Through numerous models of the interact have been constructed-

.transaction game, -bargaining - all of them have in common the idea of

negotfdtion and mutual compromise nscessary "to the continugnce of the

1nterqction (Be)ne. 1964; Homans, 1958; Goffman, 1961).

"The progression of the 1n;eract a3, traced by the above model leads |

to a consldbration*of the earlier discussion regarding sexual sub- .
cultures. -As ihr111r noted, the social realittes prescated by these
tvh subcultures differ significantly, As ’ resurt of thoso-diffaring

LI .
. .

promise 1s attained.

S
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‘\

social realities, reterence sets, the definitional components of any

interaction between them Ji]l not be entirely congruous. Depending

upon the amount of the other subcultural perspective known to eqo, the

whole. process of imputation, improvisation, presentation, and alter-

casting will be based on more or less erroncous assumptions [adtributions] «
~ about the members of the other sqbculturo. The importance of this ., s

observation will be expanded in a later section. \

-Krmggr‘s (1968) audicnce referent s particularly useful in under~

standing the role éf male peers in relation to the pubescent female.

As noted, goys and girls are in many ways separated from;ﬁéaningful

1nteractidn 1éathe earlier years of adolescence, alfhough they share

the same coeducational environment. Yet; they are very important

"others” in the self-other systems of each. The male peers function

at this age much in the role of the audience referent. As many sex

role writers note, the early adolescent girl def1nes femininity in

‘terms of male accept;hce and approval (Kohlberg, 1966; Kagan, 1964).

This follows from the assumﬁtioh that the girl's sex role identification

1q¢pased more oh identification with the complementary (father) role

than 1s the boy's (Hetherington, 1965). The male peers become very

alient referent sets in the 11fe of the young girl, though sexual ’ !
‘i! 1

nteraction is minimal. ,Giris impute values to them and grork for rewards

stenming from their perceived approval of ihe1r appégrance and b;h&v1ors;
' Several researtliers have found that se;ftypad attributes are |
widely shared in the culture (Kagan, 1964). ihg culture has sex role |
standards which are shared. These meanngs, while vety much a part of

early sex-role development, become meaningfui at the time of adolescence.

1 .
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This is the period when society first acknowledqges the sn*ual capacity
of thé individual and the meaninas of masculinity and femininity
rehecarsed in childhood and assimilated in many non-sexual ways become
joinod wfth one's now salient sexuality (Simon and Gagnon, 1969).

Further, the ideals of maﬁcu]inity and femininity are not peculiar
toﬁsﬁeir respective subcultures, but are culturally shared. Jourard
and Secord (1955) note in their research on body-cathexis and sclf
feelings tHat there is a subjective ideal shared among females, and
obviously among males, regarding the ideal feminine form. While it
is true that Ydeals of fomin}ne fgnn and appearance are culturally
shared, it should be obvious‘from the preceding that the meaning attend-
ent to these ideals do not exhibit such commonality. ~

Further, the ideals of masculinity and femininity are not peculiar
to their respective subcultures, but are culturally shared. Jourard
and Secord (1955) note in their research on body-cathexjs and'se#f
feelings that therg is a subjective ideal shared among females, and
obviously among males, regarding the 1d§a1 fgminine form. While it is
- true that ideals of feminine form and Rﬁpearance are culturally shared,
it should be obvious from the preceding that the meaning attendent to
these ideals do not exhibit such commonalit}

The world of fashion, for example, is a stimulus to both the mald

and the female. Yet through the imputations given fashion, sty]¢ and

clothes by the two subcultures numerous and differing meanings . are evoked

€ s. \

In essence, the stimulus is shared, but the responseg differ subcu)turally.. !

In conclusion, the essential ideag of this sec iog require reitera-

‘tion. The effects of the sex role developmental jyocess n our culture
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in prodﬁcing sexual subcultures has been discussed. These diverse

subculturat differences should be related to the process of symholic

interaction with the notation that differing perspectives will result

‘in di§érepant meanings being brought into the interaction by the

participants.

In Review

\
i ol

Before integrating the preceding into the conceptual model from
which the hypotheses will be deve]pped. a copcise summary of the
Itterature will Se presented. This will be conducted following the
four divisions developed in the review of literature.

Pubescence marks the onset of sexual maturity. The numerous
components of sex role behavior leagned as a child are at this time
reset into the context‘of sexual meaning.' The somatic component of
the self necessarily incorporates the added dimension of sexual1ty,
which 1mpjnges on the self conceptualization process.

The self concept is a proce§§. As the person interacts {r new
and varied self-other systems.ffhe self undergoes change, ﬁnportant '
in this process of change 1s the persan's subjective experience of his
self-other systems. ! R

The somatic experience of emerging sexuality coupled with the
perceived reactigns of othgrs heighten§<the saliency of the appearance -
variable in the ever-changing self matrix. The responses o%‘bthers in’
the situat1ona1 field are the mirrors by which feelings about the self

are 1'mﬂm.nautgd,v""r . ' , . .

L3
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[ ;
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Utilizing the conceﬁt of referenge set, the configuration of all
significant others subjectively experienced, it was noted that many
significant referents impinge on the pubescent female. Building on
the ideca that reality is what is experienced, rather than what is "out
there," it was concluded that the\girl's perception of her r&ference
sets, orientational others, were of parameunt ihportance to her self
conceptual process.

Several reference sets were explored: parents, peers, eliqués;
and the media. FEach{of these were seen as being theoreticalfy important,
The parents were nof&thas being particularly important because of the

quantity of time the} commanded in the éarly life of the qirl. Peers
and cliques come to the fore with pubescence and {n varying degrees
vie with the parents as referents. The media become mportant as the
girl turns to them for orjentation. .

The literature germane to the development of sex roles was reviewed\
with the notation that .in our §oc1ety the socialization process virtually

.'guarantees the emergence gf sexual subcultures. These sgbcultures act

to furnish differing social realities by which the world 1s viewed.

The interaction model of McCall and S1mqa9’y(l966) was developed.

Persons 1n interaction negotiate common definitions of each other' s

place .in the interaction. One's success in interacting with others

depends upon ane‘s-abilities in the process' of negbtiation (Kohlbebg, 1966) .

It follows that the ébi]jty to negotiate in interaction is not . o
enhanced by differing social realities; specifically those reatif?es '

\

furniébed by the sexual subcultures. Interaction with the éthef sex
‘ 'brings these tﬂo real1ties togather as the participants seek to negotiate
the . terms of th:ir relationship N

BN : ‘ ' i,

- N . ! . KT
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A O

Differing sexual subcultural realilies influence the imputations
‘ placed on others, specifically to males by females. Finally though
the media contain elements of both subcultures, they are reacted to
in terms of the meanings furnished by the social reality of the viewer.
_Cﬂlc_e_p_@_uai;/ipp_r‘gash

One of the seminal contributions of Goffman (1959) to symbolic
interaction theory is the idea of impression management. To success- Y
fully manage one's presentation of self, uhe rnust make minimal
\assumptions and attributions abolt one's others, either based on
familiarity and knowledge or based out of necessity or speculation.

In the case of the pubescent female, she assumes that significant
and relevant others are aware‘of her stage of development. Apuearance
increases'in saliency in‘per self concept as a result. Oné of the
more 1;pqrtant e]ement; 1h the definition of femininity is the approval
by others of her appearance. . |

A major orientational other is the male peer audience. Though
her interaction is at first minimal, she nevertheless begins the process
for which her culture prepares her, of turning to’uhem among others,
far cues of approval It foliows that 1in order to elicit male approval
and acceptanca. she must successfully present herself, manage her
1mpress1on. To do, ghis she makes certain postulates about the values
and perspectives of this audjegfe. There are good reasons, the
existence of sexual subcultures why she may have d1fficu1ty n |
achieving correspond nce. betwqdn her 1mputatioﬁs and thehp mputations. L
" These differing perspectivcs and the dﬂema they create const‘ltute the
core of thia,study e T e “‘{m‘

- .
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- Figure Iv, provides a diagramatic illustration of this approach.
The first issue apparent in the schematic is whether pubescent females
can effectively negotiate heterosexual inferaction The model assumes
that girls who are relatively aware of the content of the male
subcu]ture‘can be more successful in negotiating heterosexual
interactions to secure their expectations and goals. Aware girls
would be cognizant of some of the characteristically male perceptual
attitudes as they pertain to the interaction. For example, girls who
are aware would ]1ke]y know that boys are very %nterested in girls
who are developmentally precocious. In_contrast the unaware girl
'might.think that her personality is one“of the main interests of
boys rather than her physical choracteristics;

Secondly, the chart émphagizes the influence of reference sets
on female insight into the male perspective The first group of
reference sets is made up of 51gn1f1camt others who contr1bute to
her awareness prior to heterosexual interaction. In their role'as‘
anticipatory socfalizers, parents and older siblings can provide
{nformation’ about male att1tudes. The content of these communications
may range from be1ng very specif1c to vague or ;ven non-existent.
Specific information might come in the form of warning the girl that
some boys may attempt to fondle her breasts. or if vague in nature,
the same 1nformat1on might take the form of a warning to be cardful ‘
“when' with boys. The model indicatgs that direct and specffic |
1nformqtfon from these significant others contr1butes to the girl
being more fully qwarp of €he male-pgrspective. | |

' The thinﬂ principle &een in the, diagram is that aware girlg seek ‘ “,

vnut and utili;; certain‘other referenge sets which further contribute |

*
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to her knowledge apgut males. These reference sets\inc]ude males,

the media qnd peers. The aware girl orients toward securing male
approval. Her orientation toward males also results in her being

further sensitized to cues from the males which might te]i her what ,
they value in girls. Because of her desirgfo_r male approval she turns
to the media, particularly the printed media, which will furnish ﬁer

with information about what is necessary-to secure male approval.

Fashjon magazines and teen magazines incorporate large amounts of

information about dressing for male approval and advice on how to

act for male acceptance, The terd referehce‘set toqard which she

13 \A"
orients and one which further contributes to her awareness are her

-peers.f The model indicates that the aware girl will associate with

girls who are similarly aware and oriented. Through this association
().
with 1ike minded peers, the girl adds to heK;grow1ng awareness of the

"attitudes of boys through interchange with these girls about experiences

with boys,

Finally, the model indicates that aware girls, seeking male
apprové], will utilize male perspectives in defining'ihemse}v s.
This is to say, that 1n'beéng desirous of their approval these girls
assess and define themselves in male terms.

These s1x refergnce sets‘reprasent the major determinants of

awareness of the content of the male subculture among pubescent and

pggt -pubescent. girls. - Being aware means being able to understand the

meanings of the. ma1e symbols and cues, which in turn ‘results in being

" better equ1pped to "manage“ hetﬁrosexuel 1nteraetiqn. Stated differently,

the unaware girl 15 more 11kely td‘$'11 v1ct1m to xhe "ma]e line:" This

mo¢e1 genarates the fol]owing genera1 hypothesis and spec1f1c hypatheses.

‘ »
N . N
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THE ANABENESS OF MALE SEXUAL IMPUTATIONS AMONG PUBESCENT FEMALES
IS RELATED TO A KNOWLEDGE OF MEDIA CONTENT
AND
- THE ATTITUDES OF PARENTS AND PEERS

The existence of sexua] subcultures is perquls1te to the prob]em
in interaction set forth in the preceding discussion. The nature and
content of these sexual subcultures are set forth in the first set of

hypotheses. The hypotheses are consistent with the observations made

. by Udry (1971) concerning the content of the male and female subcultures.

HYPOTHESIS 1. Deflnitions of Attractivencss Differ By Sex Role
1.1 Males, more—go than females, emphasize the

physical and action dimensions of attractiveness.

1.2 Females, more-so than males, emphasize the dress

dimensions of®attractiveness.

Recalling that the gir]'s éctua] interaction with male others is
at this time“minimal, it follows that her 0pp0rSyn1t1&S for checking
the accuracy of her imputations are restricted. During this period
of her 1ife, her primary orientational others are her parents, her
same sexed peers and her cliques ' Thus her most influential “se1f~
:other" encounters represent an essentially fema1e perspective,

The argument is not that her 1nteraction is limited exclusively

- to the female perspect1ve. but rnther that: this perspect1ve cbnstitutes

the greatest share of her orientational matrix. Ihe amount and

accuracy of maie subculturql material that she can 1ncorporate into

her view of the world will be dependent upon the nature and qua]ity of

.

'

] +
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contacts that she makes: with such material. It will also be dependent
: ‘ a ‘ ' , :
upon her ability to recognize and assimilate the male pe%spective\wdthout

1
.

retranslating it into her perspective (Kinchy 1963). The second
. \ ) N
group of hypotheses concern possibfe sources of information concerning

the characteristics of the male sexual subculture. .The first two /

/

hypotheses (2.1 and 2.2) suggest ‘that the fewa1e who turns to males

for approyal, either in dating or in dress, will be more aware of malé
-

characteristics than females who.are not looking to males for approval.
The remaining hypotheses in this section (2.3 through 2.6) look at

specific "others" as possible sources of information about males.
] P ,

!

HYPOTHESIS 11. Deffhitions of Attractiveness Among
‘ . Females Differ by Relative Contact with

Others' Orientations.
. "

2.1 Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiVeness,

o more~se than females who don t, are dathng. («—\"

2.2 Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,

more-so than females who don't, dress for male approval.

) : 2.3 Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveﬁess; v
more-so than females who don't, do not perceive their

relationship w{th their fathers as being very close.

b} ‘ ' ol

R 2.4 Females who emphasize male dimensions of\a:;ragciveneaS, b
. more~so than females who don't, do not have older male . % :
or femala'aiblings.' : oo , ' % ;

) : ) 14 '

2,5 Females who emphasizgwmale dimensions of attractiveness, ‘ ?~
; b

more~8o than females wha don t, know more abou; media ‘
S \ St b

¢

P
2

content.
2.6 Fenmales who cmphasize male dimensions of atgrantiveness,
' ‘more-so. ‘than females vhe dqn’t, 1nteract with Eemalga o
v withe similar otientations.,' T iy; oo DRRRP 5
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The final set of hypotheses (III) set forth certain personal

attributes and attitudes which should be found in the presence of the

awareness of the&content of the male subculture. These hypotheses

are concerned with the correlates of awareness of the male perspective.

// " HYPOTHESIS I1I1. Femele Definitions of Attractiveness

. In Goffman s (1959) terms, she is on stage before the male dienee.

3.1

3.2

3.3

314

3.5

| are Related to

Other Self Attributes and Attitudes -

Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,
more-so than femalaes who don't, define themselves

physically.

Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,
more-so than females who don't, regard their appearance

as highly impbrtant.

Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,
more-so than females who don't, are less satisfied

with their physical development.

Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,
more-so than females who don t, will accurately

categorize opher females, Ce

" 54,

Females who emphasize male dimensions of attractiveness,‘R
»

more-so than females 'who don' t, will view males as being

'1ntereseed dn the physical attributes of fema}ea

Females-whovemphasize male dimensions dﬁaattracciveﬁess,

_more~so than females who don £, will ‘be aware of mele

' ' L

spbqulgyral macerial ' J“»f . ) !

L3

Her performdnce w411 depend in greas measure\upon her ab111ty to vvew

. herse]f as they view her~ .1so1ation from the mqfe erspegmlve ferees j

. . \ .
A hE e v w
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thrqygh adoléﬁcence this.may of caurse cpgnge ‘kBrggerick and Fowler&
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©1961). Parenthet1ca11y, it is interesting to note that Montagu (CBC

v

tape) comments that males are taught an apprec1at1on for the female
"way of thinking" and use it to secure their ends, ‘” .

| In ;hort, her knowledge of the existence of the two sets of: ‘k o
rules by whichothe Qame of romance is being played will enable her
to successfully negotfate to‘the ends she desifes Failure to
-apprec1ate these d1ffer1ng rules puts her into the pos1t1on of being
unable to p]ay as effectlve]x

Because this 1s‘an exp]orafory'stqdy the hypotheoes which have

been developed are intended as guide]ines Based on “the conceptual

‘approach to the phenomenon, it is ant1c1pated that the hypotheses are

- \reasonab]e reflections of the issues generated 1n the prev1ous dis-

-
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‘a sample of ear]y adolescents was obta1ned . The sample and the

" CHAPTER 111 .
METHODS

The exploratory nature of this study necess1tated the deve]opment

-

-

-of 1nstruments which would be- apprOpr1ate to the quostions be1ng
researched. Prior to the actua] conducting of the research, a

semantic d1fferent1al instrument had to be deve]oped For this purpose .

procedure used to devgqop the final semantic differentfhl will be

described first, This will be followed by a description‘of the test
sample, The chapter will conc]ude with a discusSionuof the specific.
instruments used in. the study.{ '

THE SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL DEVELOPMENT SAMPLE * ° =+ -

Four schaol classes pade up of e1ghf‘and ninth graders were used
for the deve]opment -of the semantic different1a1 1nstrument The
schooT’from which the classeslwere obtained was 1n an urban settlng,
serving both lower and middle soc1oeconomic classes. The four class~
rooms yielded 133 subjects, split about evenly'%etweén males and
'females 65 ‘and 68 respeetlve1y After, appropriate 1nstrugtdon'and,ae

non re]dted examp]e these students 51mp1y 1nd1cated whethér they were .

?‘ male or female and proceeded to respond to ghe semantic qifferential

I i
.r‘Q '

1tems beforq them,’ The completion qf this 1nstrumgnt took very 1itt1e o
tjme WhiCh may T" part accoun; for the receptive attitude of the ' N AENS

, | Ll T
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THE RESEARCH SAMPL L
It was originally intended to Lolivvt data from aighth pr&dv classes
in schou]‘xvttinqs. Numerous approaches were made to various school
systems in urban areas. In all cases the request was rejected, most
frequently on thu grounds that ndministrdtnrﬁ did not wish to got

involved in potential (onfrnntatlonu with parents over rescardh which

was not directly related to tlu‘?du( ntional ontorwi se.  The assurances

"

ﬁiié“:; nt‘%ﬂg%qschnuls Could not be considered as a
source for thf;{k%ﬂ?»~ 0ther possibilities were explored. After consider-
ation of many bossihilitivs, it was found that church groups of juntor
high school students would be available. It was discovered that the
smal™size of some of these groups werce in some ways more suited tq the
techniques being used.

Using the small groups meant that a total sample would have to be
built up from numerous groups. It was found that the smaller size of
the groups meant that the whole testing procedure could befconducted
fn less time than for a larger group. Further, the smaller si§e of the
groups meant that fewer individual judgments had to be made, thereby
reducing the possibility of respondent fatigue. However, the use of

small groups did have,the unforeseen effect of eliminating one hypothesis

by making it untestable. This will be discussed in connection with the,

-

specific hypothesis. .
The 9r0ups\ucve gathered from éeyenth eighth, and ninth grade

.confirmation classes. The fact that these groups were religiously

homngcneous cl1u1n¢tn¢ the possibility: of testinq religion as a variable.



" but was not folt to be a contaminating variable either.  The
questionnaires were administered in a @lassroom sott}nu.

The final sample, comprised of-ten groups, consisted of 112
females and 78 males, grades seven through nine. Af&or initial
assessment of the quvstinnnairvs. it wns}fnund that 16 quogtionnairos
had to be eliminated for various FUGSOHﬁ; "ch as 1ncomp1;tenoss or
obvious failure to understand some of the procedures,  The elimination
of these questionnaires produced sample of 96 subjects. The aqe
breakdown of these subjects is indicated in Table 1.

The ggeh of the males were not solicited as they were not felt to
be necessary to the analysis. The sole function of the males in the
sample was to provide sociometric judgments of the females in the sample.
They were not being studied as such, but rather being ut11152d to
furnish a judgment criterion which would be used in the/analysis of the
sociometric data from the females, The additional purgode served by
Ancluding the males, that of cheqkind on the factor analysis sample
males {n terms of definitional réalitfes.vd1é‘not require a knowledge
of their age. In retrospect, acquiring more personal information from
the males might have been valuable for analyses which emanate from this

/

research at a later date. .

The andlysis of the sociometric data required that the data be
. kept in the original group categories. . The other grocedures allowed
for pooling of the data. The original data was kept fn sucﬁ a manner

as to make th §eparat1on a simple matter. ‘ ’
' ‘ a.‘ “3 X,? § . ?
) .



TABLE 1. Pge Distribution of the
temale Sample

——— T R e L LTI

Age ", Nurber
of Subjects

- ———————

12 19
13 38
14 ¢
15 9

N=96"
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THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE FIRST SEMANTIC DLIFFERENTIAL

The first semantic differential instrument was constructed by
gathering as many synomyns and antonyms of the word "attractive" as
possible. These words were collected from’dict{onaries, a tﬁosaurus,
advertisements and current teen literature. The words collected were
paired with antonyms. A word and its antonyr became one bipolar item.
A bipolar item was separated hy a seven point scale sovthat a highly
negative to a highly positive attribution of meaning could be indicated
by the subjects. The middle cateqgory, 4, represented a mid-point of
"no-meaning". Fighty-eight such bipolar items were developed all of
which were possible meanings assocfated with the word "attractive."

The instrument, though three pages in length required very little
time to complete. The first semantic differential is included in g
Appendix A. v

Though several of the eighty-eight bipolar items were repeated,
it was felt that all df the possible meanings of attrhctiveness'were
well presented in the instrument. The bipolar items were arranded
randomly, positive and negative items being represented on both sides °
of the scale. This random placement -offset the pos§1ble effects of
response set. | ‘

The students were given verbal ‘instructions cohcerning the nature
of the 1nstrument, which included an example not related to the" word
being defined There were indications that the students enjoyed the ”'
task and that they took the task seriously. ,

The resu]ts of this pref?ninary semantic differential will be

d1scussed in the rasults chapter. The e.ty-eight bipolar H;em

' Q
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y
responses were factor analyzed and from the factors a second semantic

differential was constructed for use in the actual study.

L

L]
1

THE *SCCOND S[HANTIC'DIFFERLNTIAL INSTRUMENT

The factor analysis of the first semantic’ differential yielded

' five factors. The ané]ysis and the factors will be described in detail

in the results chapter. Twenty-five bipolar items making up the five
*fattors wére placed in the second instru&ént which was inc]udgd in the
questionnaire presented to the test sample. The inclusion of this
second éemantic differential served two fuﬁcti;ns: a concise (25

versus 88 L}ems) nmasurelof the perceptual reality of the sample sub-
jects which would be compared to theafirst sample, and, most importantly,
a base for the later grouping.qf the subjects in the sanple according

to their definitiona] realities. The second semantic differential was
also given to the male subjects in the: samples, wﬁ&ch Provided a further
check on the factors obtained from the first instrument.

THE SQCIOMETRIC TECHMIQUE -
Several of the quéstions addressed by this researth necessitated

.the deve]of)ment of a sociometvIIc instrument chr;- would permit the
placement of each subjec‘f along a rough contfnuum.of attractiveness’/
bé\éed on evaluations of male arid female peers. Besides providing a
measure for p]acemfeqt.'the 1nstrwnen,tvwou1d have to requirg,,‘wery little

time and effort from the evaluator since ‘each female peer would be
¥} . ] " -

< .
* evaluated by a1] members of the group. -

!
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Using the two major factors, personality and physical, rating
sheets consisting of seven bipolar items were developed. These seven
items were made up of four items from the personality factor and
three from the physical factor. These seven items showed marked
differcnces between males apd females alona with having high loadﬁnq
in their reﬂpectlve factors. Like the bipolar items on the semantic

differential instrument, the seven items were separated by seven dearees

of meaning. The four personality items were not of interest. The

three physical items were of considerable theoretical interest.” The
inclusion of the four personality items was done for purposes of
subterfuge. The development of the faqtors and the rationale of their
selection and use will” be discussed in the results se;tion.

A small sheet containing the.seven itemé, randomly reversed for
positive and negative positions, was provided for each judgment to
be made and placed into a booklet for each evaluator. Each male
received a booklet containing a rating sheet for each girl in thé
grdub. Each fema]é‘received.a similar booklet, differing only in the
fact that the covering page instructed her to rate herself on one of the
sheets in addition to her }at1ngs of her female peers. A sample paée
is reproduced in Figure v, | |

From these rat1ngs a profile of attractiveness was deve10ped for
each girl “In this manner a “micture" of the male-defin1tjon of the
sipuatipn.-regarding the attractiveness of each of the females.,was?
deve]ogﬁé; Comparison with the female rat1ngs wou]d 1nd1cate if the
defin1t10ns d1ffered. .

The ratings were conducted us1ng)a system whereby each girl waaa

Iessigned a number which was written on a cho]kboard next to her name,
1 “ \
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FIGURE V. .

SAMPLE PAGE OF THE S@CIOMETRIC RATIHNG COOKLET

Affectionate | | Cold °
Shap;a]y R " Shapeless
Dull e ,‘_ Padiant
Sexy - Iceberg
Disgusting ” ~ Enchanting
"Blah" ' | Built

Fasﬁnating Repelling

! ”
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thereby avoiding the use of names on the rating forms. The girls were
instructed to use only their numbers on the questionnaires. The use
of numbers and the explanation that these were necded to relate the

two parts of the questionnaire added credenée‘io therassurances of

.
A

anonymity.

THE QUESTIONNAIRE
- The questionnaire was designed to gather. as much jnformation
as possible from each of the female respondents, which in an exp]orato%y
study provides data for additional analysis which might be suggésted
in the course of testing the guiding hypotheses.

Since the research was designéa to study the séciometric grouping;
of yqung ado?eséent girls by Self and others' definitions of a%tractive~
ness, the questionnairg gathered information about each girl which
might provide clues about the characteristics of such groupings.

Questions regarding family relationships, siblings, reading habits,
attitudes, clothing -and make-up habits were also solicited. Through-
out the questionndire care was exeréised tolmake each: 1tem succinct
and easily answerabh@) The advert1sing awareness scale fnvalved writing
a word tb identify each product, wh1ch was not considered laborious.

.The quest1ond61re is included in Appendix A.

| THE RESEARCH PROCEDURE .
The actual adminjstration of the 1n§truménts was'stra1ghtfor;ard'
~ and required veby little by wéy of verba1 1nstrﬁction ofher'than a
few instruct1ons regarding procgﬁures the assyrance of- anonymity
| And the explantion of the number code, Pri_gn,‘to the assgnblyv of the

L
ot
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group, the first names of the girls were placed on the chalkboard.

'; If there were idendical first names, the last name was jdentified by
th; initial. When the class arrived, the girls were assigned numbers
beside their name in a casual manner indicating that theAnumberQ
were not preassigned and thus possibly recorded elsewhere. The use
of the numbers was explained as being part of the assurance of '
,énonym;zy and subjects were instructed to use thie numbers in the

:‘ahestio;naire wherever names were required.

The boys were segre@ated from the girls 1in another classroom
and an identical list of the names of the girls with their numbers
was transferred to their location., The boys first completed the
semantic dif%érentia] instrument. Upgn completijon of this task they
were given the sociometric judgment booklet and asked f;/}ate each
girl fn the class, using one page for each girl. Tadking was not
permitted, for obvious reasons. The boys weré not asked to put

“identifying marks on their booklets or the sociometric scale. Uptn
completion of these two tasks, they'were]dismissed. In most cases
the boys finished within fifteen minutes. p

" The gif1s‘weré firstxgiven the questiqQnnaire and told to fi11 it
out as honestly as pbss1b]e and to use numperslin all cases where
names were called for and to use. their.number on the front respondent

w'1n1"“orm.at10n page. Upon completion of the questionnaire, the quest10n~
aires were collected and each girl was handed the sociometric rating

“ . booklet and given opportunity to ask progedural questions after she

| }had read the writ;;n 1nstruct1ons This was hand]ed 1ndiv1&ual]y since

the questionna1res were completed at differing rates; Upon complation

'of the booklet the girl was free to leave.

. N . : ,
» : Bl : .
. . - R N RS . ) [
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) from €%e f1rst semantic differential

| The test sapp]e of M2 subjms mi¥e up of ld grbups pf g1rls L
and Q,ys. ‘Each gir] received a questiqnnaire. which included the |

F

During the pretest stage it was found to be necessary to
separate the sexes for two reasons. The boys finished earlier and
when handed the booklets the girls quickly became aware that they
were being rated. Further, the fact that the boys were finished

earlier and were teaving would cause disruption. That neither group

knew what the other was doing" sé!ﬁs of considerable value to the

accuracy of the results,

Both ma]e§ and females were thanked for their cooperation and
assured‘further hhét‘the researchers were notvin any way {htehested
in their names. Most subjects appeared to be quite interested in
the questionnaire and tried, by all appearances, to take the enterprise
seriously,

In a'fgy cases’, some of the girls did not rafe themselves as
requested, inspite of repea}ed instrhctiohs‘tovdo s0. The value of
the se]flratings as a wholefwi]] be discussed in the results sec£ion.

|

SUMMARY

The first semantic differential consisting of 88 items was
administered to 133 subjects, It was from a factor analysis of these
items that the second semantic differential was developed, a reduced

1n size version of the first instrument. Also, sociometric Judgment

- booklets, utﬂizi‘a semantic differential based scale, was deve'loped

'An

f»_second semqnﬂc differenth‘l and a 3ociometr1c 3udgment book]et ~ Thei.
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boys were given the second semantic differential and a sociometric
judgmént booklet for rating the girls. Finally, it was noted that'
. there were 16 subjects eliminated from the sample, 'leaving 96

usable questionnaires.
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CHAPTER IV

|
. RESULTS ‘
L 1: ' ‘\ }

[ »
y A

INTRODUCTION .
A Thé first section of this chapter describes the analysis of
the first semahtic'differential scale and the factors comprising
the definition of feminine attractjvehess used in subsequent
analyses, The.second section p;esents the anal}ses and ffndings
related to the hypotheses. 'The fiha] section discusses the resu]ts

in some detail

" THE ANALYSIS OF THE FIRST SEMANTIC DIFFERENTIAL

i

The responses of the -133 subjects to the 88 bipolar items, making

up the first form of the semantic differential on feminine attract-
ﬁyeness? were factor analyzed using the quaﬁtimax rotation, All items
clustering &t a .500 loading or greatér wﬁi’ iggluded as componehts
of the particularnfactor The quartimax: system of rotation, because
of Ats emphasis on s1mp11fy1ng “the rows of the factor matrix, tends
'to produce a general1zed f1rst factor; that is, many varfables tend
"load h1gh on thd first factor, The subsequentlfactors tend to
_be subclusters of variables. | | —
The quartlmax rotation yielded five major factors wh1ch were -
labelled' personal1ty, physical, modes%}, act1on and dress (see T
;Tab]e 2). The'twenty~fmwe b1polar items mak1ng wp the five factors
', 6n the. second semant1c differential, given to the testing samp]e, ;
were selected from the quartimax factor 11st The mg]e, and fc_e,malg. '
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TABLE 2. Five Dimefsions of Attractiveness ==
. Y : - i .J ‘
Loadingl' . : ) Vamabfe B ‘ \
. v FACTOR 1 PERSONALITY e
.747 . Graceful - C]umsy ‘
.692 Interesting - Un1ntaszt1nq
679 - Sveet -~ Sour:
.647 Fascinating - Repelling
647 ‘ Adorable - Unadorable
: .633 : Good - Wicked -
A .613 Delicate -~ Rough
. 4594 . | | Lovable - Unlovable
.589 Fascinating - Unfascinating" ’
.576 . ‘Radiant - -DuM
572 . Glowing ~ Dull
.572 Affectionate -~ Cold
.547 : , Neat ~-S1bppy
.525 : Lovely ~ Homely _ R
.523 N * Enchanting ~ Disgustina >
.513 7 " Thrilling -~ Uninteresting
512 Tender ~ Tough, -
511 ’ Nell Kept - Straggled _ o
lh' *
| . FACTOR 2 PHYSICAL
173 : Shape]y - Shapeless
.761 : Figure ~ Flat:
.735 Built -"Blah °
. .612 \ o Sexy - Iceberg
Y . .560 : Beautiful..~ Not Beautiful
- .583 . Good Looklng ~ Not Good Lopklng )
B | ~ " FACTOR 3: MODESTY o
" , . -, 867 ‘ - Bold ~ Modest
.763 . . Daring - Modest L
.624 ‘ ‘ Spicy - Modast | e ’ r
Vo . , | FACTOR4 ACTIQN . -
o ‘ v . ' . - ©
, .857 ‘% Fast - Slow. . LA
» 837 “ . . Hot - Cold . . .
| S .516 S, Pa351anate - Cold ‘ v
B L FACTOR 5; DRESS R
o 776’* o Fashionablg - Plain -
TR 776 ' HWell Dressed -~ Plainly Dressqd S
T ", ‘ 609”v D }ntriguing = P1a1n . ,( L B,
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‘.are: cancerned with the d1fferences which might exlst between fetheSV

mean rat1ngs of each of the ‘bipolar items omD?TsThg the Five factors

. from the f1rst semp]e (the samp]e used t deve]op the factors) are’ 4

- presented in Appendix B, Tab]e.B~1n

~ ! &

The Deve]gpmeng of Attract1vengss Scalps

‘ .
The 96 subjects were groubed by the1r mean scores on each“of the

\
A

five factors making up the definition of fem1n1ne attractiveness The

*groups and the number of subjects in each group, along w1th the number N

of bipolar items contributing to the mean score, 'are presented in Table: 3. g

For contrast, the male groupings are also included in the table, though

they. are not useéd in the subsequent analysis.’

¢

These .groupings will s@igeeuent]ybe refehred to as "salience

- levels" behtaining to each of the factors. Subjects weré qrouped into

one of two groufs, high (5 50 ~'7 00) and low (1.00 - 5, 49) salience.

A SubJECt was grouped in t%&ns of thefphys1ca] factor on the bas1s of

the mean of her %esponses to. the six bipolar 1tems mak-na up the par~ &

ticular faqtor A | ﬁa' . e ST i
The rat1ona1e for the selecsaon of the phys1ca] and dress. factors . “

was based on Udry s (1971) contention that’ the d1st1nguish1ng d1fferences :

between ma]e and female subcultures is the1r respecéive emphasis on PR

sex versus fash1on. _These two factors ‘would typ)ﬁywthe,d1fferehges ‘

“between' the male and female perspectives on feminine atthact1veness= RN

v .
such‘differences bewnq evident in the male and female means on these '

two-factors (Tab]e Br1 and: Tab1e 8) Essent1a11y, the hypotheses ,hfa' .,‘

\

N

" who expressﬁffgh saliency on- the physica1 factor and ‘those thSe

\>."' "\A\

sa]iency 1eve1 15 1qw on this fantor, J‘J ;" . h~ B 7”» "-=‘N;r"fg
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The responses on the physical and dress factors distribute the

same way, t.e. 59 - 60 percent are high salience (see Table 3).

There is a tendency for respondents to be cfther low or high on both

of these dimensions of attractiveness (see Tabbe 4). Jt is

.

\ R ',
fnteresting to note that among those wil*pdlffcring Jevels of salience
-
on these dimensions, femalgs with low physical salfent attitudes are

less inclined to have high dressg salfent attitudés than the éonverse. »

This suggests that strang physical attifudes toward attractiveness:

has a spill over effect on dress attitudes, whereas strong dress

-

attitedes toward attractiveness are less likely to carry over into

the physical dimension. It is because Qf these differences that '

éfth dimensions of attractiveness were retained in the testing of
the hypotheses. N K
The testing of gach of the hypotheses fol¥ows. In each specific
test, age and dﬁting ;re controlled. Becadse the process qt' ‘
maturatfon may have an effe%t on,a girP's definition of attractive-
ness, control1fﬁ§ for ;ge will show thisikblgttonsnip should 1t'extst
SlmitarTy: interaction wtth’males on a more inyolved level than just
ina c1assroom may be related to d1ffer1ng dimensions of attractiveness.

hence.the control for datinga Both of these varthbles. age and dating,

“are 4npoftidt in the ¢onsideration of other vairables which may be '

related to definitions of feminine attractiveness. -

' sfp' ﬁrst group. of nypothqm arlp in essence tnts of Udry s
obsmmttom abont t.he dtffmmcu in sexual subcultures. Further. cm
hm set &t nmmm serve to further mabmn the Mtionalo for

uimttm of tjn &micﬂ and éress ‘acms 28 the ‘n nritcrtqn for

tm wmt h;potm“ s , \
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HYPOTHESIS 1. Defintttons of attractiveness differ
‘ by sex role,

1.1 Males, more-so than females, emphasize
) the physical and actfon dimensfons | ¥
’ attract lveness.,

1.2 Females, more~so than males, emphasizoe
the dressgalimensions of attract iw\-m-un,
1

It will be recalled the original semantic differential

(88 bipolar items sce Appendix A) yiolded five factors (see Table 2),
wh1ch we:e 1ncorporated into a second semantic differential scale,
which was includéd in the questlonnaire. The first hypothesis, with
its Sub—hypotheges.‘was tedted using the results of the secénd semant ic
differential. The results of this analysis are reported in Table 5:
‘T-tests fér no differznce @ere applied to each bipolar {tem méans
for the males and females. Bifferences sfignificant at the .05 level
or more are ndted in the table. . ' )

Referring to Table 5, 1t will be noted that hypathesis 1.1 is |
supported for both the ph;sical ahd action faetors. .The differences

in def1n1t1on of feminine attractiveness age more striking in the

case of thn physical factor where sjgpificance levels attain 005 or

more on each of the m bipolap 1;ems The dres; factqr also
distinguishes betwden the males aﬁqifemales. though not as strikingly

as the. phgs“lcal factos in terms of the sﬁmmcance levels. o )
, ’ Tbe modesg( factor {tems dp not distinguish between the maleﬁ
aad fwies.‘ It m1 be nated, further. that the terms seem to be

% uarelated ta the subjects definitivns of fﬂgmne attractiveness

in that the mqns all cluster 1n or gbout tbe mddle category [4). Ly B

uMgh 1s the mtrﬂ cateqory. The we«ng bf thesa nm ml tbc

LI N

s

A

L
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TABLE 5. Male and Female Mean Salience Levels on Five Dimensions
of Feminine Attractzvonnss

e e e B ot e e e e e e e ———— e 4 et e s e em e+ e oo

T Ma fema
Fa:;grs .., Saliefice - SBalience Difference  T-test
Bipolar Items Level Level
e e A e 4‘-4_.--__(.N 781 ‘ S_A‘q_t}l_ e e e
PERSONALITY ' /
Gracefyl - Clumsy - 5.19 i-lé“ 54 <005
Interesting - Un1nterest1no 5.95 6.09 82
Sweet ~ Sour 5.68 v 5,60 .08
Fascinating - Repelling S Y | 5.55 .01 :
Adorable - Unadorable 5.68 5.49 .19 .
Delicate - Rough - 1 5.24 L2 ~
Lovable -~ Unlovable 5.72 5.62 .20
Radiant -~ Dull 5.67 5.48 .19
"Glowing - Dull 5.76 5.81 .05
Affectionat® -~ Cold 5.65 5.60 .05 '
Lovely - Homely 6.09 5.64 A5 0 <<,005
Enchanting ~ Bisgusting 5.37 5.24 .13
PHYSICAL
Shapely - Shapeless ~ 6,23 5.65 .58 <.0005 !
Figure -~ Flat < 822 5.76 46 <.005
Built -~ Blah 6.04 5.39 .65 <.0005
. Sexy - Iceberg 5.8 - 5.04 7 <.0005
.Beautiful - Not Beautiful 6.21 ‘*‘ .54 T .87 . <«.0005
‘Good Looking - Mot 6ood Look. 5.44 , j.04 .40 <.005
MODESTY /. | . - p '
“Bold ~ Modest " 3.9 " 4,01 05 o
Daring - Modest . - 4,13 A.03 .10 ,\
Spicy - Modeste, ~-3.8% 4.20 . 36 -
" ACTION N
Ast - Slow - . - 5.08 4,72 32 . <.05
Passionate - Gold . 5.64 5.11, .53 < .005
‘ o - A . o ...

N ; DRESS ' e ‘ g '_ o : [ ',
Fashionable - Pigin.- 5.17 '5.68 51 - <01 ° ..
‘Hell Dressad \mmy Dressed 5.04 53 IO IR S - T

B —— < - .
Bi;hh' means are idnlw . .
’ ‘ » . . | ‘ “. . * )
. . . : . . - & N R
“ A - ol
V) ;: ! ' * K] *
L ' + . : . . ‘D.c
. ..< :-ﬁmr ’ . . * . ’4"*4 Y .:“H ) ‘JJJ.-"(
o ,"i'a & ' : » E[v& \‘ ‘




creation of a factor is prohabiylaccounted for by the common word

N

"modest" and not by salioncé.
The dress factor indicato; significant differepces between the

males and females, with the females showing higher salience levels,

\ This is consistent with Udry's contentions and supports hypothesis'T.Z.

HYPOTHESIS Il. Dpefintitions of attractiveness among * )y
' females differ by relative contact vor

, with others' orfentations, \
_ {

This hypothesis looks specifically at 1nteract1on as a var\ablo
which might account for the pubescent female bscomlng aware of the
1mportance of the phys1ca] component of feminine a‘!?activeness to

\

‘ mqjes. Essent1a11y, each of the hypothe§}s explore the re]at1on§h1p

between the amount’ of 1nteract1on with ma]es and the g1r1's def1n1-

tion of feminine attractiveness ‘in terms of the two selected factors. -

Hypothesis 2.6 differs i]ight]y in that 1t*pred1cts that females of

4 1ike definftional orientation will assoc1ati w1th each other, which
assoc1at10n might contribute to the high salfency on thé phys1ca1
component of each g1r1 3 def1n1t1on .

HYPOTHESIS 2.] Females who emphasize male dimensigns
, of attractivenesd) more-so than -

»

T . females who don't, are datins Y
- , . Y . A . -
The relationshtp hetweed’physical salience and dat ro1{ing
* fnr age. 1s presented in Tah]e 6 The result: m 'no ;!gnt‘. "
ﬂowever. dating does appegr to have an influence on physﬁe& " mmp

1n tha 14-}5, aga wup. Oress smew attft@: "are nqt rehted ta

e.mm dmns or: aam. ﬂm hypothesisﬂs not suppcrtgd

o EEEIAT A
S erg L c b5 X
: ’r.g‘ O DR "“, ',

76.

|



. ’ =T e
\ Y = - ) -

. _%‘7.. ; =

‘ - *paseq §T mmmunmuuma es .mu,ﬁﬁn nban K EQH.N A
X *ardues sTy3l ut 1uedFyTudysuou ST mnﬁumm mnm mmm 8»30@ nﬂ&nﬁo.nuwﬁdﬂh uﬁﬂ ok
gv=h GT=k £E=N 8h=N ~  §Z=H St .
STU pUDg -0°09 9709 stu 9°%9 £°89 ' S5 29 .m mweaﬁx . ..4. 5
B = - ’ ) - ’ P m,..... . M.-« ¢

. . mua@ :
STU frpome £°€g £°9S SU 9799 8°0L - €789 .."HSF,WEMFMWE :

7 Z 3 % y A | e
(0L “SuA GT 90 "s«L €1°21 (e10g *s4k mﬁaﬁ.. “Suk gT°ZT- T DRIWS , e A T w
. : e : T LdMMeI - o~ e A
S43389- - uoy i s43yeq . Nhne e
. tulkmwm . - - - - . “ .A.l.“.Av.o )
. 4 [P0y pue Burieq Aq saua((es 3daaues ‘g TM@YL- . -




78.

HYPOTHESIS 2.2 Females who emphasize male lemonqluns
of attractiveness, morce-so than fmnxlos
who don't, dress for male approval, o9
HOne attitudinal item was dir2etly related Lo the hypothesis,
"Gjrls Shoulq dress with boys in mind."]. Physical and dre5§ saliency
“were compared to the responses of this attitude, controlling for'age
and dating, see Table 7. The results were not significant. However,
the predicted tendencies can be obscrved in re]ationsh1p to high .
physical salience, with the exception of the 14 and 15 year olds. e
In ather words,*there is a suggestion that among thbse who agrec with,
the a_t'titude of dressling for male approval, the pl\yéica] dimensiomy V
of feminine attrabtiveness is highly important;
Thére 1‘% slight re'ver;sal of the trend in relation to high ,
" dress salience. This reversal is particularly evident among the 14 |
and 15 yéar old group and -among the‘non~égzers. Although high in
“dress sa]iénﬁeaphége subjgéts d;sagree'with the attitude of dressing
- with bo&s in'mind. The countertrend hoyever 1s not necessarily a i I

. ‘contradiction of the hypothesis As Udry (1971) Qbserves female

conversation at this age 1s quite sexless m contrast Ato their rﬂale

+
“

C peers. The reverse trend in relatfon to dress saHence suggests

Py ', , . L I
. .

. ]The regponaaa to this accitude.*and tf hther*attitudes,. .
o Allowed for five possible levels of agreement or disagreemqat'
e gtronsiy agree; - gnee, don't know, disagree and atrongly L

NET dipagrneg Theae 19vela wage combined to produde three
o ;. - ‘éategorigs: agree, flon't kng d disagree. . This progeduxe, .
o of QQMbinﬁna the atticuﬁinal ponges was followad in all .
c »@n&m where ncutud;ml {tens W ;m analw
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that‘being‘we]] dressed is equated wtth being pretty or well groomed —
and 1is not pecessarily male directed. Thus, being pretty or

attractivé is hot understood by these suhjects as being in reference

/tolmales, ive, attractiveness without sexual connotations.

o One hther ;ttitude is indirectly re]ated to the hypothesis,

"Boys notice attractivély dressed qirls" (see Table 8). Severa]
observations are in order. There are-no 14 and 15 year o]ds who .
disagreeﬁyith this item. Secondly, 67. (23) of the 12 and 13 year

olds who aqrece are also hlgh in physical sallence as contrasted ‘'with
W12.J% (1) of t2e1r age g!eh§-who disagreed.

A

The patterns of responses between daters and non-daters afe alike,
' . 4
indicating that dating has no effect. The patterns of response were

]
is re]ated to the physical sa]ience attitude Dre @ salience 1s not ,,{/

also unaffected by age. Thr§ 1t can’ be concluded ;;?tﬂthis attitude
re1ated to the att1tude This Jends furtﬁ?r SUPPQT@’tD the idea that /
X3 e = N
{4
when ginls are aware of the meaning of atttact1veqe§5{1n tarq# pﬁl$hé {
51 /

oppogite sex, the physica] dimension of attractiven@&s 1ncreases fj ¢i f, (

\‘« .

sa]‘ience In other‘f ords nt 1s quite poss1b1e that t,here are”two
e

: agphysical aspecx "he other meaning of beingcttragttvew dressed

[ oo
" v

~ woum seem to 1ack thé reference to mal,e "attractioh Amf }hay be said

.

 to be lacking the physk:al c&nponet P L . o
I ‘It is a]sqﬂinterestfng to note tﬂb ;tlatfvely h1gh nuhber df o ftf‘ N
,., o subjects Who did not -know whetbwm not boys noticed g“f’ﬂcﬁvely RN
dressea gir'ls.. ther, uthcmgh ‘the number qf "dbn t; knw"
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'lﬂ respondenes amohg daters and nen~dateES i§ﬁelmost identical (10 and
1]) 80.0% of the daters are high in phys1ca1 sgl1ence as contrasted
to 36.4% of the non- daters This seems to suggest that there is a
re]at10nsh1p between phys1ca] salience and dat1ng fhie possible
re]at1onsh1p will be d1scussed later.

It can be conc]uded from these f1nd1ngs that those who see boys
as not1c1nq attract1ve\y dressed girls are a]so hlgh on physlcal
| ., salience. The hypothes1s that g1r1s who w0u1d dréss for males wou]d |

~also shaw high physical sa]1ence is not d1rect1y supported However,

those who feel that boys notice attractively, dressed g1r]s, though not

. conveywng 1n th]s att1tude that they would adJUSt their mode of dress -
Lo .

f' accord1?gdy, show high phys1ca1 sa11ence W1th both of these att1tudes

copsidered qn@,._takmg into account the trends noted, the hypothesis , \

gains 1imited support. ° E v o - 'f

A

HYPQTHESIS 2 3 Fehgles who emphasize male dimeps ons. ,

of attractiveness, more-so Fhan females '
who don't, do not perceive their relation~ .
' | ship wich thelr fathers .as very close, " \

[ 4 » Y

' . ,; :
. k

. The subjects were asked to’ evaluate their relat]onship with both o “;;'

o

tqe1r father and mother. The responses to the father re]ated question o J;ff;

1

Wil pe used.ln,thepassessment of ‘the hypqthes1s, The r@}pgnses to f,, .

* .Qé

(n;he mother reiateq question are also gresented,,,. ;" ~‘

,,c .

"hw' ‘vf Referﬁﬁng to Tab]e 9. ft is seen that when age is cnntr011ed

. Y

i a.h RN

 § 34-‘*‘% (a) uere
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_among those who evaluated their rolat1onsh1p as c]o%e or not c]ose

respect1ve]y. The same pattern is- observed among the non-dating T,

group. Similar trendskﬁgnough not npearly. as ster1nq, may be observed

among the other girls (14, 15 yeafudid%) and amonn theedaters, o

\

ﬂ!$1 ?¢ " larly among-'the older age gt Qupy’ TN r lﬁteaﬁtq the: physﬁcgi

", From these f1nd1ngs, it can be concluded that among those who

t

are younger apd amopq those who don't date, a'perce1ved V9ry c]ose‘ P

"relationship with the father is re1ated to 1ot sa11ency on. the

phys1qa] component of fem1n1ne attract1veness and that aS"the
perceived/:;;;klonshap to the fathen~Weakens, phystcal sa]f%ncy
tends to increase.t . . - I 4 *
Hh?]e no significant reTationshios were Obtaineq‘ﬁﬁén the relation- S
sh1p to fq‘her was compared ta dress sa]1ence, some grends are worth |
noting Théve is a tendency’suggest1ng that‘?ress $a jence 1ncreasas , .j“ ™
w1§h pérceived c1oseness to the father., Again this w n1d seen to, be o
cons1stent w1th the - propos1t10n wh1ch Was ear]1er adanced that the \ o "M
dress d1mens1on may wel] 1ack the phy51ca1 component, nesu]ting 1n ; ,
furﬁher support ﬁor the hypothesis., Th?s wi]] be disqussed more t?prough]y ‘;

. ' - .

in the d1scuss1on sectien. . "

Fon further c1ar1ficat1on; the perc:#b”-ﬁnelat1onsh1p w1th t e :

mother was compared‘to the phys1ca1 ang (ssg Foiuow
» ’ } " J’ u' ' Bl . ’ A “:TL** L
! A.“.» o v, s “,,
* ' J"’!ﬁ- y 'F ! .t

; . e
Zneﬁarxing Back coTable 6 ic wi;; ba oqnn thanAagg 4 nq;
" related 't dating in nhik qgtiqoiar ge. range._ In.geé, 1t h

' "~ ﬂenld,qpoear that' the d&tin *stqt ; £he: 4 pbjggts' pa:tiquﬂ _\5,‘ ;

. Adlience variableg‘ Among.‘the 14, and’ 5‘yegq olds,’ those n
b hg‘uggtng aye alao’ §ﬁrikinglx/highgr 1n§phra1.‘",‘ n
f.idiﬁl togohqh@in nonjgg ing»peqrs (iﬁu“ o




; i
‘ \
L]

TdhlL 10). Although RONC @ theso comparisons resalted in aiuhiliVAn(v
levels of L0 or more, there are some trends which are observable.
X ‘ .
Amnng the older age urnup.‘hiqh physical salicnce i nhnerpd among
'tPKnJ\yﬁuunro very close  to their mothers, which ij.ﬁlwwnr\ql ot the

trend observed in this age group relative to the refatiodahip with
the father (see Table 9) Otherwiné, the trend observed fn relation-
Ship to perceived closeness to the father, ﬁ$gQ\:fysical salience |
increasing as the perecived velationship veabens Nis supported by the
mother related data.  The other noteworthy exception occurs among the
yaunger age group in connvctigy with dress salience, where thoae who
feel clusest to their mothers are lower in dress sa]iongo than those
who feel [close”, leftrends arc quite weak and for this reason it
is djffi(u t to draw any conclusions.

The hypothesis, which is specifically relative toff{thersifig
supported, the strongest support coming from the younger aq; qroup

and the non-dating group. Possible explanations of these findings

"will be discussed later.

HYPOTHESIS 2.4 Females who emphasize male dimensions
of attractivenesa, more-so than
' females who don't, "do not. have alder
male or female siblings.

i

This hypothests states that those girls who do not havg older
siblings are more likely to display high physical sa]iency than those
girls who are not ,the eldest children 1n the,fgmﬂy. fhe ’relatﬁn«
ships between ’th'é two sal'!ence varfables and the presence dW\qnale
siblings are ‘presentéa‘.ﬁ' fap]e 11, The data pertaining to thé
. presence of f'eml{ siblings 1s§§presented fn Table 12.

&
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observed among the reSponses of the younger age qroup ?nd among daters

- not dating and who do not have older ‘male sib!‘hgs (see Table 11) ‘-

| , ainngs among the sub.tects of tba 12 and 13 ,mr nld me Qmup and cmong“ )

’*
)
®

Sthee the'dircet1on is predicted by the hypothesi$ a.ongétdtl :;;i i&
test for significance 19 apprapriate. Referr1ng to TaP]e n, théQB j .iﬁ:; §
pred1cte§1 re]at1onsh1p betwoen high physical sa'henceeand the absence ?xg
of o]der male siblings is e1gn1f1cqnt in the responses- of the non~ Vb
date's The predicted trend may a]so be observed in the younger age
group. Further, dress salience is significantly re]ated to the:
presence or ahsence of oldér male siblings among the older g1rls

The pattern of high dress sa]1ence and no older ma]e sfb?lqgs may bé M

>

' " " u'
and non daters ;o . S o - A

4

Referrlng te Table 12, the predicted trend is strlkingTy seen *

-l
b )

V. 1

amor% the dating sub‘iects and less so amona the younger age group

Those girls who g dat1ng and who do not have older €6male sib11nqs
show high physwcal séﬁience (80.0%) as ;pmpared to the1r doting peers
who have older sisters (38 9%). There is a treénd for dress s$1ience
to be higher amonq those gir]s who do not have older fema]e §1bl1ngs,
the one exception to this being seew among the older.age group. This
relationship 1s part1cu1ar1y strong ameng the 12 and 13 year olds

where dress sal1ence dacreases markeﬂly in the presence of older

' ‘female siblings. . = ) o Co

]

High phys1ca1 sa11ence i$ most evident among those. g1rls who are

3

High physical saliance is. also re)ated to. the absence nf o’lder femqle, }'

|ut

those uho are deting f(see Tableula).e “The mst.&iqnmcent mkuenship




A

4l
' [] . . ¢

between physical saliente and no older sib]ingé occurs among those a

who have no older sisters and who are dating. L \

- The hypothesis gains onfy']imiteﬂ support in the case of o]der"‘
r . : \
male siblings. ‘The hypothesis gains more support in the case of older. .
. ' ‘ J B
female Siblings. A

~

of attractive ness,@more—so than females
who don't, know mofe about media content.

HYPOTHESIS 2.5 Females wha emphas':e male dirﬁensioﬁs

The hypothesis suggests a relationship between media awareness
and high physical sa]iencsé On' the questionnaire the subjects were

. L oY -
asked to respond to fifty brand names by identifying the product

N
which they represented. The product names were taken from fashion

and teen magazines and consisted oS items related' to grooming, mq\ke— .
up,fnd clothes. If the subject c‘c:rrectly 1cfentif1ed the product by
its brand name, credit was: given. The SCOres were grouped into high oo
and low. using the mean score correct as the‘Eutt1ng point
The relat1onsh1ps between concept §a11ence and brand name aware-

. ness qontrolling for age and dating are reportgd in Table 13, Conqept
salience is not signifwcantly related to brand. name awareness. In

point of fact, there is a4rend qbservabie among the non-dating group “. ;
aqg the o]der age group which contradicts the hypbthesized re]at1qn~

ship. Among both of these groups hfgh pnys1Cal salience 1s assacfated
‘with low brand name auarbhess. anis particuian ;rend will be - N

| 'discusaed in spme mam 1 1n connect.mn mﬂpmd;pg 1evels md teen :
mem 1@ t;hq disqussiqm mt, n, Tne fgnmmg bem taln }q 8
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~ [

There are three magazines which are directed primarily at this (

’
-

age grouﬁ, Seventeen Teen, and Miss Chatelaine. The subjects were

asked on the quest1onna1re to 1nd1cate whether or not they read any of
these magazrnes and w what extont The Tevels of read1ng were: read
each issue, read most issues, read some 1ssnes, very rarely read, and
don't read it. The five categories were collapsed 1nto three categories:
neader, occas}eadt”reader, and .infrequent reader. The-crosstabu1ations
for~concept salience and readership, contrelling for age and dating
b are reported in Tab]es ]4 -~ 16.
Referring to Table 14, 1t can be' sgen that amgng the older group
of girls, high physical salience is asseciated with occasional reading
of Seventee: contrasted WIth Tow phy51cal salience among those who
read the magazine. regu1ar1y A similar, though statistically non-
significant, relat1onsh1p 1s seen in the responses of the non-daters,
Looking at dress sallence a pattern similar to that observed re]ative
to phiﬁlcal sa11§nce can 8 seen in the responses of the younger age .
group and the daters. C g ’_ S
Similar patterns to those f Seventeen magazine readership and

concept salience are also seen in" re]ationshtp to Teen (see Table 15) .. v
Low physical saH is associated with a. Mgh 1eve1 of readership ‘
among the oIder grqup of girls and among those who are n ~daters, . |
The pattern of lou dress salience and regular reading oj Teen 15 most’ "')Q'. ‘

- :mkins among the dat‘lng, groug, though there is a "trend tow@rd Co
;rgmrsﬂ of this pattern. among the nonsdaters, B

i

—cme in" mmg the 12'and 13 year, glds anti, amang thqseg-irls R
. "‘!'. 41."‘ o “ N v Loy ’. n ; '- t* * | B
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-y . o s Sy B P e oy T A ! i
) L ), P2 7 Y Sy o Ay

e =k . e '
Ly e s f AR s0 e ’ . L SN ! ! L ! #e e ;
; .,V»-a ; ) A /. . e £, i f i L, Y i R i . ' S
S , e i, . 2 ¥ L S ey vk - :

Low physfcql smence was. associated&with rlgular readensmp of
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. ) '
who date, (see Table 16). It should,.be noted however that none ﬁf

e - the re]ationsh1ps pertaining to M1ss Chagp?a1ne and concept sa11ence\\

-
il

)

are stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1c%£t

In a1l cases where degree of read1no of ‘teen magaz1nes was
~associated with phys1ca1 or dress salience; reading was associated
'with Tow sa]iency an non-reading with‘high saliency.v The inverse
relationship betwegn high s@lien¢ and Familidrity with.the magazine
appears to be consdstent. .Exp1anaf1on'w111 be undentaken in the disx

‘cussion section. The hypothe3\s, as défined, is'unsuoo?fted.

.

P . _ \
- MHESIS 2,6 Females who emphasize male dimensions
: . . of attractiveness‘ more-so .than females
who don't, interact with females with
similar orientations. v T,

It was or1g1na11y pkanned to qo]]ect the sample from classes ";A»,,»jfx\
of junior high schoo] students. Within such a context the fr1endsh1p R |
patterns would be well estab11shed apd - meaningful to the sybjects,

Since the samp]e could not be drawn from the schools, it had to be

’ made-up from groups which were heterogenous in tenms ‘of gather1ng\ . -

students-ﬁfom ncnoss schools. The natune of the groups compvis1ng//,

¥

the sampab;was such that the supjects friendship patterhs were nﬁt

iepfesented 1n the groups.. Tbis faqt made it 1mpossib1e to test, the '43.§:[

S

v""

tgcg;veneg‘




F‘»- [ R ' A
{ s n ‘ . ' | N *
. | “

Th1s set of %ypotheses coibern self correlates of -female L
definitions of attractiveness The hypotheses spec1fy atﬁltudes N -
and attr1butes which mlgnhfpe expected to be found in the presence

\, . VT
of high physical sa]1ence.‘_l : |

J//ji HYPOTHESIS 3.1  Females who emphasize male dimensions | )
e . . ," of attractiveness, more~so than ‘ %‘.
\ . females who don't, define themselves \
' § - h -physica;l%. : -

A4

It was origina1]y anficipatld that those qgirls who‘were high
! physical salient would also favor the component in judging“ehemselvepx
Two 1nd1ces were deve]oped * test this hypothesis The first 1ndex, o ﬂ"
| the phys1qal salience 1ndex, was based on thg\ hnee bipolar physical |
1tems whieh were used in.the judgment books Th1s index was similar )

to the first phys1cal sal1énce 1ndex in all respects except that the g / "3

- mean score uded to determine high or low salience was based on ' i - '
" three, rather than 51x‘d;tems The secfndqandex was-a physical self ~.~ | A
. . f .1'_‘ ﬂ‘. .”I“
}\rﬂte 1ndex, thqvmean of the ee prsica] se]f rate qtems. For both '
indices the Tow ange nﬁn ffom 4'00 to’ 5. 49 and the h1gh range from f ,;‘33';;
% ‘b't " ! ) ' .‘ . E:' ‘!"‘ ‘
55@1:0790 W LT e e

a

.-1 " Dtmzing tha tVo 1ndices, physm‘ self "@“"95 "ﬁ"e ‘:°"‘P““"*d o

physical'@oneept salienoe controliing fnn}age and qatang (see Tab]e ]7)!
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in this cave gravitated toward the "4 category.  In consideration of
this, 1t v not <surprising that the predicted association between the
variables does not attain statistical <ianificance,
JHYPOTHESTS 302 Femalen who emphasize male dimensfons
of attracti®enens, nmole-so than

femates who™on't, ropaand thelr
appearance as hitphly fnportant,

L]
The hypothests suaagsts that hiah physical salience will be

-

astociated with appearance beina anardvd R %;ry important. -~ The*~s

..

-

responses to this.ttem fm]l into two (dteoaries, vvty important and
important. These two cateqories are uttlized in tho development of the
tables T It. is clear that all of the qir]s regarded their appearance
as important, so the question becomes one of the dearee of importance.
Inspection of Table 18 shows that none of the relationships are
statistically significant. However, 1t should be noted that among
those who consider their appearance to be very important, with the
exception of the non-dating qroup, there fs a tendency toward higher
dress salience. The assocfation of high dress salience and\hfgh reaard
for the importance of appearance s particularly evident upon the
dating subjects. . e

The hypbthes1s is not supported by the data. It 1s clear from
the data that physical salience is not related to the level of
importance placed on personal appearance.

HYPOTHESlS 3 3 Ferales, who emphasize male dimenaions

of attractiveness, more~so than females

vha don't, are less satisfied with thelr
physical development.

99,
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The subjects were asked to evaluate their figures in terms of

five categories; poor, below average, average, dbore average and
excellent. These five categories were collapsed into three éategories
for testing 6f the hypothesis: below average, ave;age, and above
average. The cross tabulations of figures evaluation and concept
salience produced no statistically significant relationships (see
Table 19). The hypothesis is rejected.

However, some comments on the data are in order. It wifl be
noted that among the older group of subjects and among the non-daters,
those rating their figures as either below average or above average
tendad to higher physical and dress salfence than those evaluating
their figures as average. This relationship wj]l be analyzed later
in the discussion sectjon.\.A]so, as might be expected, there were
more older girls evaluating their figures as above average than younger
girls, /

HYPOTHESIS 3.4 Females who emphasiz; male dimensions of

attractiveness, more-so than females who

don't, will accurately categorixe other ;
femalea. ///

1/.

The nature of the groups which comprised the total sample made SR '
_ the testing of this hypothesis difficult, since subJects were not = ‘
necessar11y school mates and therefore it being highly probable that o
friendsh1p patterns were not represented within these groups. Further,<A ;gp*fﬁfg
-1t was evident from the sociometric ratings, the latk of them, that K hi N . 1§¥é
many of the subdms ﬁithin these groups did not reall_v lmow each othgr.

Nevertheless, 1t cgn be argued :hat ratings on the phys1cal ?iems |

n the socfometric booklets did not requira social intaractioq, but s {;',1i{

]
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could well be done on the basis of appearan§€; Based on this rationale,

the high and low physical salience groups were compared as to their

ratings of each other in terms of the male ratings. The mean male

rating qf each gir] formeé,the base agaihsﬁ'which the high physﬁgal

salience and low physical salience girls' judgment§ were compared,

The hypothesis predicts that the high phys1cél salience subjects, will

be more accurate, in terms of approximating the male means, thaﬁ’kil1

"be the low physical salience girls, e i )

o A mean score was deve]opgd for the three bipo]ar items for each

rate which a girl made of each of her female peers. Thus, if § girl

rated eight other girls, eight mean judgment s;ores wdu]d be calcuiated

from her bosklet. A1l of these scores pertaining to one subject were

divided 1nto two groups on the basis of the physical sa]ience group1ng§

of the raters. Thus for each subject, there are the ma]e ratings,

high physical salience female mean ratings, and low physfcal salience

female mean ratings. - . . ‘ ' R
The analysis consisted of comparing the mean male scores on a, ‘

subject'with the mean scores of the high physical sg11ence group on - {

that same subject. Similarly, the mala mean scores and the Tow | ‘

phys1cal salience group mean score was campared The differences for

the "Male High a\ysical Sa11enqe” and the "Mala Low Physical Salience”

| groqes uere tested for signif1cance us1n9 a "t test“ Where there was

jqni.y one mmng. whteh occured on a Hmim number nf syh,jects a, -

;ns-testn for ona sqmple was u:ilized. using'the one Jqumgng as. ghe ST ji
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If the hypothesis is suppofted, then ther shou]d,Pe a greater
| number of significant differences between the 10w pb&gﬁéé]“sa]1ence
group and the males than among the high physica] sa11ence grpgp and

the males. Such a trend is observed and the d1fggreRge expressed as
a proportion of errors between .the two groups is gfstéa“for signific-
ance in Table 20. The difference betweea the prgggrtions of errors
of judgmeht is significant at more than the .05 ieve]. The supporting
data, the mean judgménts; may be seen in Appendix B, Table B-2, Where
significant differences occured between female and méle ratings, it -
was frequentl}‘because the males gross]y uhderfrated the particular -
igirl-(Subjects 9, 12, 22, 68, 75, 80, 90) 95, 97, and 108). Further,
examination of the mean Judgments#jor the threg>groups shows that she,
females mere consistentl}‘h1gher in their evaluations of their’fema]e
peers than tﬁé males, The females were higher than the males in 118
Jjudgments, 73% of the‘Judgments. . EAS
, Jhe"gsciometric instrument suffers from sévgra1 deficiencies yhen:\;’:;»;*\r
assessed in retrospect. First, the males in thig age group did not S
‘seem to take the task seriously and at times- it seemed appareq} that |
they viewed the test as a means of gattinq‘even“ with the girls.
Second]y. it -would have been more appropr1ate. in terms of testing this
| nypothes1s to ask the 91r1s to rate anch othen-in terms of how thex .
thought the males sav, ;v;_em, rather than simply evaluatfng éach other. S

e W

If such hqd been done, the acquracy qf the percqptiqn of ma]g :
,pcrcepmns «cwm have bgen nsmsgd L " e L

o ’(‘

| The fmz xhat ‘the lnw ph,vsical salima gmup mqg‘ gnr t\mg
as mmt errors ;s enmpared :m the Mgh ph,ysicnl m e

s)‘ i
" N
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that this difference is statistically significant supporte the
hypothesis. However, since the test suffers from the weaknesses
already noted, these tindings should be taken .as suggestive, requiring
further research.
HYPOTHESIS 3.5 Females who emphasize male dimensions
of attractivenese, more-so than females
who don't, will view males ad being
1nterested in the physical attributes
- Rf females., .
The attftude! of the attitude scale were directly related to the
girl's perception of boys' interest in the physical attributes of

L)

girls. One attitude stated that "Boys are more interested in a girl's
figu?e than in her personality." "

» Th1s attitude was cross tabulated with both physical and dress
salience, The attitudinal responses were collapsed into agree, don't

~ know and disagree, Physical salience is significantly related to

this attitude abqgg;boye among the older girls and amoné those girls \\\’
who are dgting, see Table 21, Consistgntly, agreement with the
.attitude is assoc1ated with high physical salience and disagreement
is associated leH\low physical salience. Interesting aLgo is the
obserVQtion that a greaten percentage of the non-daters 60 4% (29)
disagree with the statement than daters who disagree, 43, 8% (21)

; Th1s suggests that 1t may be through dating that girls become aware N

3
* T
v

of male gttitudes. ' ’ .
' , Another antitude, "Boys talk among themselves about girl’ s figures," "
prnvfsgﬁ a further tﬂSt of th1§ hypotbesis.v ?he reSpangcs to th1s

attttude nare not sigqificantly assoc%ated~with concebt salience (;ee
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Table 22). The high‘qumber of disagreers and don't knows among the 's )

younger group and among the non—daters sugoeits that dating is
., probab]y one of the major means whereby the girl becomes avare of ’ }
male att1tudes Further, the data suggests that h1gh phys1ca] salience
is re]ated to agreement and that not know1ng whether boys ta:; about |
girls' figures is gelated to Tover physical salience. This pattefn
is‘most striking among the non~datgrs. This reiationshipAsuggests
that with the awareness of how males think apd act, physical salience
increases. This possibility will be.pursued in the discussion‘of the
resu]ts. The hypothesis is supported. |
- HYPOTHESIS 3.6 Females who emphasize male dimensions
. , of attractiveness, more-so than females 'Aﬁ

who don't, will be aware of male
- subcultuﬁgl matérial.

There. Were ' many att1tudes wh1ch were. rq]ated to this hypothesis
.Pr1or to testing this hypothesisa a corre]atlon matrix of the fifteen
attltudes was developed, see Appendix B, Table B- 3 Three att1tudes
;o were tbund to corréWate high]y, attitudes wh1ch were all, expressions
| of male subcu]tura] mater1a1 - To test this hypothe51s a score was  »
' deve?oped for each f the subjects utiliz1n9 thetp responses tqfthese
‘three att1tud1nal i )'N; a ma]e subcu]ture awqrenesq 1ndex 3*,,3V

[k
.

The tnree groupinas based on the male subeultural awarenass R ,.f}i

5xibdex were cross~tabu1ntgg with pnysica1 and dress salignce (see Table 23) 1

! rmhpqs sub ge;g_f'
n;nb;if&q 8 'aw
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. The table'jprovides ev1dence that physical dimens1ons of attractiveness

are._signi 1cant1y related to an. awareness of male att1tudes toward

girls among 14 and 15 year olds and daters. These patterns are also

appareqt; ong y:j§§er and non-dating females. It can be seen, for\ﬂ
example that 91.7% of the o]der, aware girls atnxibufe high salience \

Lo physjcal attractiveneas In contrast, ‘about 44% of unaware oldep

girls and 71% of aware younger girls have high physical Sallehce

attltu,es |

ress sallent attitudes, though not s1gan1cant1y related,. appear

f\to b assoc1ated with awareness of male perspect1ves except among ‘the 14
ana'ls year o]ds The 1mportance of dress att1tudes in female

»perspect1ves of attract1veness w111 be discussed 1in the f)nal sect1on

of th1s chapter . o " "

Further support concerning the eohtﬁibutibn of dating‘t6~an‘,¢?‘f

- i |

-, AWareness of ma]e subcultute values seefis. apparént in Table 23. _ Nearly | 4

n\ L4
- twice as many daters (17 35 4%) as non-datérs (9,u18 8%) are aware .
A of male valyes, S1m1]ar patterns can be seen between" unawgpe qaté¥s ‘
-,'— | o "> ¢ - ' ‘.' . m.{"\“f"'”

and non-daters. e AT o @ o

R : Tt has been suggested 1n severa] places in this chapter that dating

© . may’ bring abeut 1ncreased grareness of male attitudes and ma bcdlture ?g ;{
Tf;qgmong the 91r1s, To further exp]ore this possib111xy, one attﬁtude wa§ SN

AN
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dating, contrasted with the 67,7 (1) of the non-daters who di<agreed
with the attitude.  This test lends further support to the suggestion
that dating i+ one important means whereby awareness of male attitudes
and actions come to the female.

Since the questionnaire included several itens pertaining to dating,
it is possible to turthoer explore the relationship of dating ?o phy.ical
and dress salience. Dating has been shown to be related to high
-physical salience sugqgesting that increased physical salience mdy be
a consequence of the awerceness of the male subcul ture gaiqu through
this fom od heterosexual interaction.

To furtﬁor test this rvlat{onship, the age at which the girls in
thd sample first dated was related to salience, It wqy]d be reqsonab]e -
to expect that those who began dating early would tend to be higher
in physical salience than thosc who began dating later. The
results of this test are reported in Table ?5. Age was not controlled .
because the four year age range represcnted.in the sample would make
the comparison”bgtweqn late and early daters very difficult. Although

the relatjonsh1p is not significqnt there-is a trend which would
suggest that high phyéfCal salience 4 chakacterist{c of those girls who
have Just begun to date, thetlg~}° :E\)nq;j>roup. and further that
snlience decreasds as a result of dattfng experience Thig can be seen
in the gorup which began dating between 10 and 12 years old. Dress ‘.
saltence also shows this trend.

.. Table 26 shows the reletionship between concept s31iente and

parental control over dating frequency. _The responses o the question

of how ﬁrequen;ly the subJths were. allowed to date were co!lapsed -

.
M .

»
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into two categories; controlled and\uncontro]]ed daters. Although
none of the relationships are significant, there are trends which are
suggestive. It can be seen that concept saiience is higher among the
older (14 and 15 year olds) uncontrolled Qaters than among those

whose dating frequency is regulated. This can be seen most strikingly
in the physical salience comparison where 76.5% of the uncontrolled
daters were high in physica] salience compared to 40% of the
controlled daters. Since tﬁe number of subjects iﬁ these comparisons
is small, the relationships do not attain significance. The trends
are nofed since they. tend to support the ‘earlier findings regarding
the importance of datIng to the awareness oflmale attitudes.

Finally, concept salience was cross~tabulatqd with the age of

the boys who were dated. ‘The results are reportealin Table 27,

Again, none of the relationships are significant. However, there are
several -important trends which should be noted. Younger girls (the

12 and 13 year olds) who date older boys are high in physical salience
contrasted to their-age peers who date boys who are their age.
Interestingly, this trend 1s not seen in the older age group. 1ndeed.
physicql salience tends to decrease among those older girls who are
dating older bays and fs higher among those who are dating boys who
are the1r own age. These trends suggest that physical salfence
decreasas a3~g1rls~ date older boys. In other nords. it is poss1b1e
that mgng o'lder, boys, 16 and 17 year olds, physh;al attributes of |
| ,femles lassen in. mpor'tcnce. mqulting 1n the decrepse in physical
! salience ohsqrud in the older girls who are dutinlupmm in age,

' rThe_ower 9irft;m are ﬂnng bnys their o\m. *hting boys in, the
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later stages of pubescence, for whgm thé physica1'attr1hutes of girls

are still very important. This explanation gains added support from a’
comment made by a fifteen year old girl (relayed to the autho?) to the
effect that she preferred to date older boys since they were not as h
"dirty" as boys her own age The younger age group of gir]s who are dating
upward in age are dating this same age group of boys and as a resu]t they
are highly physically oriented. The yodﬂ!@r girls who are dating age -
peérs are, 1t may be assumed, relatively new at dating and thus would

lack the experience which seenfs tp lower physical salience. These !

trends pose some very interesting questions which merit further

e

‘investigation. They also lend further support to the earlier fihdihgs

which suggested that dating is an important vériab]e‘inmthe question of

how pubescent g1b]s gain insight into the male subculture.

'

: " DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS | S
The ffrst set of hypotheses predicted that thege would be perceptual .

differences between the male and female subcultures, These differences
were found, supporting Udry's (1971) contentioh that males are more
physically oriented than females. The basic question then became one of

asking what differehces might be found between fema]és whose perspectivés

lweres1m11ar to males and those whosq{perspectives were different. Two .

dimensions of attract1Veness were selected gs‘cr1ter1on for classifying

the responses of Ehe subjects. The l"%snonses of the subjects on the I

'semantic differgntial were c1ass1f1ed'1ntn high or low sal1en¢e for both
: ,m Physim and dress dimenswns of, attracuvaness. Girls whose any L
’porapectm mas high 1n mmn s&’lmﬁa wgm simﬂar m ﬁmir »; |

rsmtm tn mlaa. TM mbsmﬂt !wpothaa@s ware m MPNSQMS af
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Although Table 6 indicates that dating is not significantly re-
iated to physical salience, subsequent tables indicate that older and
‘dating females, given the effect of other factors, appear to h‘(e more
. salient physical pezspect1ves of attractiveness than do younger and non-
dating females. | | \
Girls who concurred with %he attitude that a girl should dress .
with bays\i? mind w;re not shbyn to be hicgher in physical salience than
girls who diségreed with the a£t1tude (Table 7). However, when asked
'iflbOys noticed étfractive]y dressed girls, a significant broportion of the
younger gjr]s and the dating girls who agreed were found. to be among the
high physical salfency group (Table 8). In contrast, low physical
salience éharacferized the greatest proportion of respondents whoil
disagreed witﬁ the statement. These findings suggest that tHose girls
Nﬁpqmige the physical dimension of attractiveness as being important are
also quite c°gﬁizant of the fact that boys notice.attractively dressed |
girls, However, their awareness of these characteristics of boys did
not seem to have any effect on theﬁr behéviour (Table 7). The question-
ériées froi the prgceding'as to wheiher girls would or indeed, could, T
admit to dressing for male approval, Such an admission might betray

" the "1nnocence" which is supposedly to be found in the presence of “true .~ X

Ea

1attr¢ct1veness" ‘embraced in the romantic mytholog1es prevalent in our f,'
-society The find1ngs would seem to conf1rm these observations. "Yes,

‘bays notice attractively dressed girls," and "No, this makes no d1fference
",1n the way & drass.“ This paradox is. intensified by the observation

| ,‘that high physical sal1ence 1s assnciated with, the amareness that boys o
"if'ﬁmticg g;gmetiva gms, gesﬂng thqt the ﬂttitudes chh are 'befng. W "
?vkmm Am 1n fact Prsssnt. ce [RARIRRA Ce |
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A"

Hypothesis 2.3 suggested that girls who are very close to their

fathers would have lower physical attitudes of attractiveness. The

reasoning behind this hypothesis is that a very close relationship Q?

with the father results in the girl becoming aware of Fhe male
pérspzctive, the over-emphasis of males upon the secondary sexyal
characteristics of fema]gg, through specific warning§ or more "1htimate"
convehsations with her father. .In other words, the very close

féther would tend to share with his daughter the male perspectivef

‘In several respects such a father is betraying some of the codes of the

male subculture.4‘

His departure froh the values of his subculture
‘'would be passed along to the girl {n counsﬁ] to the effect that the
physical d1mens1ons of attract1veness are too shallow and do not

produce re]at1onsh1ps 11ke those which she can see in her family. In

a sense, 1t is through the example of her very close father that she
may pick up walues which result in her defining attracti&eness in term;‘
other than Just dhys1cal dimensions. Stated soméwhat differently, it
may be that the kind of ma]e toward whom she orients 1s Tike her father
and thus is not one to be attracted exclusively to physical qualities.
The data are only suggestive of the above and much more research has to

be undertaken to,support r reject these ideas.

4

B LY

gharins the male persp&ctiva with females ia one eueh taboo.
ehales should he shielded from locker xoom talk, Secondly,
 the .fact that the father is very close to his daughter is a
‘ break with his subculture, Typically, males are supposedeto
prQucg families, not raise them. . The gubculcurn ortrays the
. male aaree, virile, -a provider; yet he myst pot g
 wish hi faxiily, vnleas such {nvolvement 1% in the form of
Iﬂmting -xandatds for bip son on the, apor;c {}@14, (Iurnar. 1970)

.ok
'

4

4
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Low physical salience was found to be associated with“s very
close re]ationsh1p with the fath;r among the younger g1rls‘and among
those g1r]s who did fot date (Table 9). This trend was not observed
among the older girls and among those girls who were dating. Thls
m1ght suggest that the close re]at1onsh1p with the father is an
artifact were it not for the further obs.ervatlon tr& high physical -
salience is consistently seen to be assoc1ated with a "not close"
relationship to the father. Indeed, if the distinction betwean very
close and close 1is dropped, a distinction which may be too f1ne - the

predicted trend is clearly supported,

Another explanation is possible. It could be that the younger

gir}s&and the non-daters are not aware of the importance gf.the physical
J : ~~

, , ) ~
dimension to males, not being interested in boys at this younger Ege\\\\\wh
or not being involved in dating. 'Nith the advent of physical develop- :

ment somewhat past among the o1qer girls, physttal salience undersEand-

ably increases with their emerging sexuality.* Daters, also, would

‘1tkely be-very much aware of the importance of‘their physical

éharacteristiqs to males. In both situations, béing older or'dating,

heightened physical saliency may take precedence over'the father-

«daughter counse] which was more important when she ‘was younger or when

she was not involved® with other males. ) _

Ingqny case, the hypothesis 1s only partia]]y supported by the

‘data. The consistently higher physical sa]ience among those ‘who are

anot close to their fathers lends further Support to1fhe hypothesws..
_though the 10w N s in the categoriy weaken' the suppor't considerably. |

~
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The mother - daughter relationship and concept salience was

jnvestigated as a possible means of further understanding the role of e
parents in the formation of concept salience. In cohtrast to the B
fqther - daughter relationship, high ﬁhysica] salience was found to be
assaciated with a very cTose re]ationship:to the mother ambng thé older
(14, 15 year olds) group of girls. This 1s;a reversal of the trend
observed in, this group in the father relaté& data. Further, it was
observed that among the nén—daters high‘physical sa]iénce was associated
with a very c]dse relationship to the mother to a much greater dégree
than in the very close relationship to the father (50%:n=28/26%:n=19).
Otherwjse, the mother related data is similar to the father related
data. The one other exception pertains to'@ress salience where in‘,

the mo}her relationship datasy lower-dress salience and a very close
reldtionship are associated among the younger group, It is finally
worthyioﬁ ;ote Eaat without except%on a greater proportion of gfr]s feel
very close to their mothers 1n contrast to'their fatheis,
| .~ The association of high physﬁcally salfent attitudes of attract1ve-
-'. ness and closeness ta the mother (1n~contrast to the patterns abserved
'1n the father related da a) merits some attempt at explanation. It is
possible'that a close rgTationShip withrthe mOther generélly does not |
proyide the girl with insight into the male subculture. since the . K ',jl
mother's counsel about boys 1s "f11tered" through her femnle p@rspective., -
K“The mother, being pleased with, her daughter s davelopment. encourages ..

Aher to dress and cct 1ike a ”young wom@n“ The attention directed to o

.her physica] davelomngnt 15 mt 1n terms of b0¥§a but rax:her in term:i
. of pegomng a womain, She 15 gnwuraged tq 4mss Agmctively. to
&kg the most ot’ her attributgs, m J mrd. to be at 12

Y g o :
N N A T G ety .
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emphasis on attractiveness, however, often lacks a ref {. Who is
1t that she is supposed to attract? Nith1n this context of being
encouraged to be attractive, she is also counse]ed by her mother to /
be warylof males. Mead (1949) refers to th1s phenomenon as the bad—.///
.girl, good-girl contradiction. She is to attract males, while at the

| i

same t1me resist their ofertures. It is possible that the mother

does not convey to her daughter that males may be arqused through her
dress,anp mannérisms, but rather shares with her the essentially
female perspect1ve that males are "that way". Sucoinct]y, girls’ere
not provocative, boys ‘arg just over -sexed. Thus, high physical salience o
might be expected to be associated wlth the very close mother re¢lation-
ship, since the physical development of her danghter is important to :
the mother. However, sfnee the‘imp]ications ane“megnings connected
l:w1th this deve]opment are either missing or avofded, the high salience
s not tempered by the added awareness of its meaning to males, as
_ postulated to be the case in the close father - daughtgr relationshlp
,These ere only speculations built on weak trends, It remains for
. further research ta explore these, issyes further and. more thorough]y. #\\\
‘ Logically, the next question was ane -of what effect the presence m
. -of older siblings would have an physical salient aftitudes. It was p _,ﬂ
| a'anticipeted that the presence of older,siblings wo d. ]ower physical
salience (hypothesis 2, A).: The older siblings, in ffect wou]d be h
"'performing the seme f‘..r nctions as fathers 1n a ciose relat‘ionship with R
thg*lr daughters. The older mles mght conve,y gues to their younger e
l ters eheut the mtqre oﬁ the mgle sqbcultures while the o]der mm
etrecﬂy; ‘thr,ough thef nj o

RERTAE
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High phy51ca] salience was found among those g1r1$ who had no older
male siblings and who were not dating. Also, ‘the one exception regard-
jng dress salience, occurred among the o]ﬂerbgir]s who had no older
'male‘siblings: o ' |
Althbugh high physical salience was fpund amongdthe younger gir]s
"who ﬁad no older Sister§ (see Table 12), more striking etidence of
high phy51calqsa11ence was found among' datlnq.;:rls w1thout older
sisters. The 1atter f1nd1ng suggests that the presence of older
s1sters may have the’ effect of tempering or ]OWEr1ng the emphasis on
the¥hy51ca1 d1mens1on among daters. This may well occur as a result ' ®
of d1scuss1pg their dating, with the older sisters counselling the
younger gir] in these areas‘ | : o | .
Further, while the hypothesis suggests that the presence of o]der
N males may have the ‘effect. of making the younger girl aware of the male
subculture, there are rkasons why this may not in fact be«true ' It i
m1ght well be that the girl 1nterprets What she exper1ences in the
preQche of her older brothers in terms of her female perspect1ver In
other words, the cues about the ma]e subcu]ture are re1nterpreted in |
terms of the female v1ew of reality. H&ereas older males: when "caut1on1ng“

}

theﬁp.younger sisters about boys probably speak in genera11t1es, it is b

possible that. the older females might be more candiq with their younger

sikters. Thare is’ a auggest1on in tﬁe data tha& such 1s the case. T 1 ,;"'~2yu
Girlgtwﬁq were d@ting and whq had nn Q1der s1sters ware fbund to pa tt*;€ﬁ?§
highly ﬁalient qn the g@ysiqa] Qomponent of attractiveness, The ravarse :w:{fyié
"'.wns true. for ".tbe-f@gting! subaect,s wita\qmer sisterys (m Taiﬂe 1@) T
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The hypothiesis which suggested that familiarity with the media
pertaining to dres§ andimake-qp wou}d be as;ociated with high physical
salience (hypothesis 2.5:) was not supported. A further test‘re1ated
the level of reading’of téén-fashion-magazines with saliency on both
the physical and dress.dimensiohs of attractiveness. Significant

- relationships were found, thoughvnot in the dirgction predicted (see
Tables }4 - 16). It was found: that low physical and’Hrgsé‘sa1ieqce

were associated with regular reading of Seventeen gnd Teen. High

bphysica] and dfess'saliencewwere assoéigted with‘thoée girls who read
 lth§ magazines very infrequently or‘not\af all. . ﬂl
‘ ‘.The findings suggest an expianatioh. It is possibié that those
-who are regular readers of these magazines confront models of physidhe
anq‘fashion which are in the' sense of‘their'statiqn'in l1ife, unreal
or unattainab1e Most gir]s‘are not fashion mode]s'nor do'they have
access financial]y or otherw1se to the kinds of ctpthes be1ng A
de]]ed N1th these qnatta1nab]e norms confronting them, cogn1t1ve

d1ssonance may be the resu]t (Fest1nger, 1957). 0p1n1on change 1s one o

ethod of d1ssonance reduction. Defensively, the reader changes her

1§

evaluatlou of physi%Leﬁqqq fashion;.say1ng to herse1f, 1n effect,. |

x * . *
that such thtngs aren { rtq]ly that 1mportqnt - «f - Y . P
609"1t1ve*df5$°aNC? theofy suggests Qne other possible exp]gnation, ’

; ‘yRegular readars of such magaz1nes may be exprgssjng, through their J,}
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(clothes, fiqure, personality, ete. ), dissonance results from the
, ¢ . .
unattainability of these ideals. Through increasing exposure to these
t
fdeals, throuch reading fashion macazjness the veader is attempting
to w0 increase the dissonance to a point areater than the resistance

to change of.one or Mare of her coqnitive elements. The final effect

fs the same as that sugaested in the previous explanation; the ideals

 of fashion, fiaure and personality are not that important. These

»a
-

fssues were not addressed in this rescarch, so nothino may be of fered

in support of one explanation over the other, “
Alternatively, girls who are not reqular readers of these pacazines

are not as directly confronted with these unattainable norms. Pather,

their physical and fashion norms may, for sorme unknown reason, be

more realistic. Their dress norms may be within the ranqge of vhat 15

available and fihancially possible. As a result, there i3 no’ \

psycho]ogicél'need to lewer their valuation of the physical and dress

dimensions of attractiveness.

In terms of the second possible exp1anat10q‘re.?ﬁ34ng dissonance
reduction, non-readers may not experience dissonance, fr&h the
omipresent 1déals of feminine appearance. Why ‘they might not experience
dissonance Ro%@s an 1nteres{tng question which falls qyts1de the scope
of this research. This issue awaits further investigation.

The,th%gd'snt of hypotheses investigated the self attflbutes and
attitudes ofﬁthq subjects which might bc'raluQQH to high physical or
dress tal1aﬁéy. _

Hypothesisla.l predicted that those girls who rited certain
prus‘yuf'bmm {tems highly in refershce to “an dttractive girl® would

[ ] »
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tend to rate themselves highly on thuo terms. Two indices wore
dvvv]opvd for the testing of }cnx nypothesis, a physical \d]lOH(P‘
index and a4 self Tate index. iTho data did not support the hypothesis,
though there was o weak trend in the direction of the hypothesized
rolatfonﬁhip.

Since all girls in the sample considered their appearance to be

very important or important, hypothesis 3.2 concerning the relationship

Lof importance of appearance to physical saltency could not be

adequatéﬁ} tested. The data indicated that physical salience was not
reiated to the importance placed on personal appearance.

Satisfaction with her stato of physical development was not shown
to ne related to a girl's physlna] or duess salfency (Mypothesis 3. 3)

One pattern was observed which merited fugther consideration, Among

- the older subjects and non-daters, those rating their figures as either

ﬁe]ow or above average tended toward higher physical and dress salience
than those eva]uating the1r figures as average (see Table 19). In

\
contrast, high physical and dress salience were agsociated with

L “average" figure evaluators among tho;e who were dating,

Those who evaluated their figures as abnormal, above or below .

average, might be expected to be high fin physical salience., Since

o

they perceived their physica] development to be exceptional, in

- nomative sense. the{:ﬂgﬂxsical development would be more salient than

among those who considered their development to be normal. 'Tne
1ncnaasad concern salfency, would likely be reflected in their. physical

salience scores. Increased dress salience follows from this. r dress

would be the logica)] means whereby the feelings of’exceptiqui1txgmfght

s
s

127.
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be managed.  Because dress would be a means vhereby the "stigma," being
the oxceptioﬁ, could be covered up, 1t would be expected that this
dimension of attractiveness would be highTy salient. The fact that

thé highast proportion of high dress salfent suhjocis are in the older
age group who fael their figures to be below average tends to confjrm
the above explanation. Amona this aoce aroup, being below nvnraqo~;n
physical development beoins to take on the dimensions of "given-ness,”
a fact of ligé which 1s unlikely to chnngé and therefore dress salience
might be expected to be at its highest.

One further observation concerning the data, not related to the
questions posed fn ;his research, should be ﬁbted. Age was clearly
related to satisfact;on with physical developm:nt; a relationship
displayed vividly in the column totals, sec Table 19. This is
understandab]e'and requires no further exp]anatidn.

If girls who are high on physical salience are more like boys
in their perspective of fﬁe world, would not their evaluations of other
girls tend to be similar to .tAho‘s’e of the M? This was the question
asked in hypothes# 3.4. There was limited support fc;r the hypothesis
in that the high phy:\1cal]y saH.ent group of g1"rls made significantly
less errors in judgment than did their low physical salience female
peers, This finding suogests that the highly physicaT .perSpective .
carries over into the criber1(oh vhich these girls invoke to‘ev'aluate
their peers and in thts respéct they tended to be more !1ke the malps:

“That the %i s displaying Méh physical saliency are more 1ike

boys in their perspective, or at least more aware of the male persp tiveé’*
' . . * -
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and its impoftance to them in‘ferms of gaining male approval, was
further supported in the testing ofvhypothesis 3.5. Older girls
- and girls who were dating amonq the hihh physical salience group
were well aware of boys' interests in the physical attributes of
girls (see Table ?l). The low salience aroup did not see boys as
being particularly interested in oirls' figures., Further, the
same groups, daters and older girls, were represented in the
significant association between‘high physical salience and
awareness of the content of the male subculture (Table 23).

The last two hypotheses (3.5 and 3.6) suggest a possible
velationship between physical concept saliency and bofh datina
and maturing. It may be possible that girls become more literate
concerning the male perspective through dating ‘and throuah
maturing. Their attitudes about boys are modified by their interaction
witﬁ\them. Although they may not be able to articu]ate their
attithdes as such, girls are "aware" that boys seem to see things
differently than they do, particularly in the area of sex. The
parentak warnings without explanation or detai] about boys begin

to take én meaning. HWith their growing awareness’ of how boys

| are th1nk\Pg, coupled with their desire for app oval ‘in terms of
dating and attention, the physical components of attractiveness
increase in ;;11ency. "The older, non-djting, girls probgply came

~4n contact with ipformation about boys through their peers who are

. e



SUMMARY

Within the limitations already discussed in relation to each
hypo&,esis, it can be said that the three major hypotheses were
supported, Considerable theoretical and research work sti11 remains,
as the majority of the findings in this study are only suggestive.

The next chapter deals with one theoretical model in terms‘of

which theﬁ findings might be explained and clarified.

, o .
>~
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CHAPTER V
CONCLUSTONS

L | ™

-

Introduction ‘

.. .The period of pubescence marks an 1mbortant juncture in the life
of the female, for it is a. Per1od in which she moves into a saliently
sexual role. With the onsct’ég\pubescence she necessarily must
incorporate this dimension of hér somatic self into her self
conception. The awarene;s of the changes taking place in her
physical being results in the concommitant awareness of othe?s'
awareness of these changes and the meanidgs connected with her
sexuality.

What Q;s previously Eegarded as cute or pretty was also quite
sexless in meaning. As cutengss or prettiness 1s rephrased into
‘ Q)attractiveness the appearance quality takes on an added dimension
of mean1ng which 1s relative to those who are "being attracted."
Being attractive has sexual overtones wh1ch were not present 1in tna
earlier physical descriptions, See1ng herse]f in terms of
Attnact1venass (postive!y or ne9¢t1vely) const1cutes a major role
transition for the girl in that the whole concepg@%gvolves new
orientetional others males. Possessing the qualfﬁy of being
’ ' ttractive means many things Such as ‘being datable. being popular or
st enjoying the attention of these qultyra!ly daf1n¢d stgnificent

A0

"othcrs. Baing dafined as attractive Qr %“flﬁasx knowing how - to -“.. '
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closely linked to the self concept. The girl's attitudes about
herself, her ideas of what constitutes femininity and to what degree
she possdsses it, are relatgg to how she perc#ﬁvés those significant
"judges" (males) to be perceiving her (Turner, .1970; p. 309) .

With the coming of pubéﬁcence the gir],tgrns to the male
audience for cues of approval as her sexuainty derives much of its
meaning from the responses of the other sex. Knowiné what}these
others are "looking for" {in their évaluatfon§ aﬁounts to knowing the
"~ rules of the heterosexual 1nteract%on game. Kndﬂing the perspective A
of fhése others places the girl 1in thelposition of being able to "
"present" herself to maximize the desired benef1t; frdﬁ the interaction.

In terms of the‘model developed 1in this research, kpow1ng the rules

places the girl in the position of. béing better prepared to negatiate

the 1nteraction to maximize her personal benef1ts Conversely, being

unaware of the male perspecttve places her.in the pos1t1on of being

at a disadyantage wh1ch in male term1no]ogy 1s regarded as being Vs

naive. Being partially aware, such as fn the case of know1ng\what

constitutes attractiveness but being” unaware of how males valuate .
physical charactertst'lcs a]So const1tutes @ d1sadvantageous position_ ' ‘
in the 1%teract1on. For while shé may kn@w how to present herse]f

. she lack' the required acting ékms.. In such a s'1tuat10n she may | A

A r

defined by meles as “ae&' and not bedng. ablg to b

!

ormy eccept._ N e
or.rejgf;t tha role, o : L ’“




OV iy

b

[ .

- 133,

REVIEW OF THE FINDINGS

In this study, two conceptual dimensions of attractiveness, as.-
it refers to females, were utilized as measures of the differing

perceptual realities of males and females. It was found that among

' ma]es attractiveness embraces high]y phyéica] components of meaning. 1v

Among fema]es attractiveness 1nvolves dress meanings. Deeper
analysis of the male and female perspectives reveals that both
perspectives involve appearance in the deftnition of attractiveness. .

The essential difference between the male and female perspective 11es

"with the physical dimension. Females see the attractive girl as one

who is dressed appropriately and wha is physically good looking. The
female perspéctive does not equate attractiveness with sexuality,

An attfaé;1ve'gir1 1s pretty or cute}‘not sensgous: A synonym for
Attractiveness which might well describe the components of thg;male
perspective ié "sexy." , ‘\

The question was addressed as to how pubescent females become

‘aware of the male perspective. It was hypothesized that several

" varfables might be related to their being prepared in advance of

actudl‘heterpsexual interaction; that is, their ant1c}pqtory

soc1nlization ' What characteristics might be fodnd‘to be

: associated w1th the male perspective. q1gh physical salience, among,

yQung adolescent females? o ]
- KWith only a few eXertion;, high physical salience was found tq
be qssocigtad with tha variables tqsﬂad among older girls and cmong..Q B

"girls who uere dating As e¢r11er p@ted. 1g§$he absence of these
’Fﬁthcr variahlas, dating and aga did not account fqr high physical

sultgncq. Lo I 'Za I



High physical salience was found to be associated with other

knowledge about boys among the older and dating groups. Thise who

knew that bbys noticed attractive girls, that boys were interested

in the physical attributes of females and who knew something about

the male subculture tended to be highly physically oriented. Also,

these older and dating gfr]s who were physically oriented tended to

“ be close to their mothers and not close to their fathers. High

, physical salience was associated with low levels of reading of the

teen magazines. Among the daters, high physical salience was
assoc1ated with having no older female siblings.

Among those girls who were not dating, high phys1ca1 salience

+

was found to be associated with the absence of older male siblings.

. The physical dimension was found to be associated with either under

or over evaluation of their figures among girls who were older or
who vere not dating.. Finally, physical salience was found ta be
related to accuracy in sociometr1c§judgménts of female peers in
terms of attractiyenesé; those ginﬁs wha were hich in physical

salience being the most accurate in relation to the male judgments.

+

ONE EXPLANATION

That dat1ng u;s found to be associated with high physical’

sa]ienqe in the presence of othér varfables 1s not unexpected but

"rcther quita consistent with the gqnceptugl approach of this stuqy.

It 1s thrnugh datdpg that the girl becomes aware of tha gymbols
of . the male subcu1ture, Nith1n the framawnrk of heterosexqa1

1ntaragtign shg encoynters cues andvsymbols which she cgnnot fully

A

Vf34r



~  with the young adoiescent giri is either 50 nehuibus s0 as. to be ,'g‘»"

135.

interpret within her fééé]e subcultural view of reality. These
incongruous symbols and experiences may be cognitively fused with
earlier "counsel" from ;érents, sib]irés\and'peers or other input,
which were previously not fully comprehended in terms of both
subcultures, to produce the rudiments of aw;reness‘oﬂ the male
| subculture. In other words, much of what she previously reggived
by way of preparing her for heterosexual interaction was nchiiy
nderstood because it was placed into an essentially femaie perSpective
Through interaction with ma]es her female perspective is altered
to the degree as to permit these previous inputs to be'
reinterpreted against a broader reality base. lSﬁmi]ariy, experiences
‘of the world increase with age. Therefore, that increased physicéi
salience was found to be associated with older age in the presence
of other variables is quite understandab]e
| In defining an attractive girl, it wouid seem reasonable that
those girls who have some familiarity with the content of the male
subculture would define aftréctiveneés-as including physical terms.
Attractiveness implies a referent, which in this-case 1s thelmale
audience. Ther awareness of* the other reality, the maie wbrid, | -
provides ihe:EdEiris with meaninqs of attractiveness which epcompass
‘the meanings held by those who are being attracted : ‘ L
- of this suggests. that anticipatory socfalization directed | -
at prgparing the gir] for 1nteraction with males n&y not accompiish.
to any great degree, the purpose “for which it ifﬁiﬁianded. This 1s

‘primariiy due to tha fact that the content of thglcommunication “,

. f‘devoid of meaning or~it i$ assentiaiiy femg]a 1n per;pqstive B
: ) L N P ! ' ' \4 A = ‘) I B 4> f’?.‘ i . .;.x’]
.!_,f. ﬂr;ﬁ,u.;u g%'»<"ﬁ.3 e g&u*. AL ;
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resulting in a bias which makes interaction with maies more difficult.
Considering,éhe significant others who surround the girl at this age,

it can be seen-why it is difficult for her to gain acccss to information
about the way bo&s‘think.n

Parenthetically,.it should be noted:fhat the situation relative

to boys 1s quité diffegrent. Boys can and do gain access to how

females think, primarily because tigh content of the female subculture

15 not taboo. Fashion, romance and love are reodi]y accessible

themes in our culturc. In contrast, the themes of the male

suoculturé are not as accessib]e This 1is particularly the case

when it comes‘to transmitting the male themes to the young innocent

giri who igﬂ’zcing the big, wonderful, exciting world of dating and

fun, ' |

It is possible that the reason that the .young girl "cannot”

gain insight into the male subculture from her mother is re]aced

. to the fact that the mother s warnings or information about males - A
is communicated in terms of the femaie perspective In other words,n |
the ihformativn that the mother communicates to the daughter about

boy§ has either undergone a reformulation in terms of the ‘female
perspective or that the mother herself 1s essentiai]y ndive of the
differing male per;r tive, (In any oase, the gir] recetves an 55
"essentially" inaccurate account. of the way her mo]e peers think o
’ ~ Where ‘the giri is ciose to ﬁer fnther, his ngonitiqns and . T~§}iii~;_,i
1counse] are probabiy subjected to the same processnin‘tuo ways,, sl,fég'. |
First he couches m: coun;e‘! in less thgn direcg language, -

]anguage whieh be feels appropriote fhr\his yﬂungr

iu return receiuescthis nather_nebuioug coun§cl Gﬂﬁ“
‘ T [l TEE Vi | et

- 0 . .
‘\ ‘ [N v . . B lf‘v - : ( o P
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\
it in férms of her female perspective. To elaborate, since the
fathqr tempers his counse] about boys, the st1mu]us received is vague
and this amb!gu1ty permits the girl to easily place his counsel into"
her mother s terms, the female perspective. Concretely, it is
doubtful that the father would tell his daughter that boys are
sexua]ly stimulated by breasts and t1ght sweaters. More likely,
he wou]d say something to the effect that boys are more interested
" in sex than girls and that she shou1¢ ;atch out for this; indeed, if.
he commun}cates even this much. 51m11ar1y, the mother too may refrain
fromlbeing:explicit and opt for giving general counsel about bays
being aggressive or only "out for one thing." oo
Interestingly, among those girls who ‘reported be1ng "very close"
to their fatﬁers, there was indication that they were morb 11kely to
| be low in physical sa11ence This may be related to their closer -
relationship to their fathers, which may at fhié’age retard their.
.~ Quest for outside male attention L .
In a similar manner, the presence of o]der ma]e sib]ings can |
, be explained in terms of the effect on the girl's awareness of the
. male subculture, Through overhearing her oldiﬂ?brother(s) she may
.‘ﬂndirectly come upon limited ins1ght about ma]es. B seems doubtfulv s

 , that her brothers would 1ntenti’1y teH her how boy,v. talk and see

tMngs. at ]east not epocitw In any cas'& there is the. ver'.Y |
ﬁea] possibﬂity that th\s 1ndimeetly secureo\infomgtion my be
’»;‘mranshted U AR PREEIE R

. L . R . s T
‘\“; | a. \ oo 3'%‘,-;- i
La

oR f . In the t;ase of thea pmseme of °1de"- ﬂ‘m ’*“’”"9’* ‘”“*
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| with boys, Sincé these experiences are likely to be recent, théy | “»
would be 1e‘ss"l§\§ly to be tempered by time, as in the case of the o,
mother S B«Per1en es); Under such circumstances, the information is
less likely to be retrans]atabie. It is recent, it i explicit and
it is shared betweeh-intimates ' |

The same reason1ng app]1es to the use of the media. As Weiss ;',h e
(1969) Qbserves the med1a_are best understood_1n terms of,wh;;‘ o
people use the media for, rather than what thé media do to people.
In this study, high ph}siéal sa]iehce was found to be 1nvehse1y

associated w1th regular readersh1p of Seventeen and Teen. - It is

\

quite ‘possible that those who, read these magazines are do1ng so for

their fantasy value. This woufq make\the magazines particularly
attréctive to those,who are not }nvoTved in heterosexual interactian ‘
or whose involvement is much less- ;hen it ig felt it shogﬁd be Those\' E
who are actively involved in heterose%ya] 1nh\r@ctlon, whose phys1cal -
salience Is higher through knowing about\males dp not requ1re the .

counsel and. fantasy of these magazines.

\/ in a sense know uhat it

takes to maintain heterosexual lnteractinn and ecoghize that the

content Qf the magazinqs is’ foreign to thé1r experlencqg, Those who :,“f‘
| ‘%are not yet 1nvolved or whose 1nvo]vement with ;hdes 1s\jnfrequent ; : '> if'

- may . turn to the media to f1nd out what it wi]l be like or to. receive
’n, ra5pecnive1y.‘ In gither case,

~f,advice ‘O hqw to 1mgrove the 51[ | P
. r»,,‘ - ' '

‘LhJ;Tthe 3§g;§§y;,¢§§$ﬁtﬂﬁein tqg-“mmpgazinﬁs is 9engra11y quttainable,h, uiil‘;_vﬁg




mytho]ogy that with be1ng a vibrant,
comes romance, adventure and male attEnfﬁon is part and parce] of
g _the‘Cindenellq dream for which the‘gir1 has been prepared-in so-many
ways (Nyiie 1955). Those‘Who do not have actual hetenosenua]
exper1enqe&"or whose’ exper1ence is minimal may not realize ‘that a
gu]f ex]sts between these myths and rea11ty |
| Thus, 1t seems that actua] interaction with ma]es, not

"*_necessar11y 11m1ted ta dating, is the most eff1c1ent way of becom1ng
R L)

aware of the content of the male subculture. The extent~to which
.a girl became eware of the mq]e perspectlve would depend upon the,

quantity an¢tQua11ty of her 1nteract1ons with ma]es as we11 as

the. content of the real ity Jnto which she 1ncorporates these new | ‘

experiences *.‘“ . o . - . - "”. ' P

It seems, in sunmary, that once a gir] begins to receive ma'le
cues which she cannot readﬂy fit mto her fema‘le perspectwe, she .

b : R

| beg1ns th‘e pr‘ocess “of putting together a pictire of the male “{."'v-, L

subcul ture.‘ Though she ;nay never artieu]ate her ‘understandings

" ,»

S of ma1es as SUChg i eu &hat th°\§e vmf‘ferences af’a“b‘:"]t”“”s"
: y or use in-

produced She nevertheless has acgéss to tms rea




140,

High phyﬂia*] salience was tound to be assoc fated with more

accurate jngmvnflnt chvr fefalon \Thin too can be understood

Cin terms of the pvfapo(tin against which the phyﬁit&lly orientoed
girl i€ defining attractivengss,  Being aware of tﬁv mile pur§pvctin.
she incorporates males as the referents of the word.  Thus, when
as&qghzn evaluate the nttrngtivvnnan of {hv qirls around her, she does
SO in terms of how males would julge t“un. She defines attractivenns,s
simi]ar]y to males,  Girls Vhb are not yet avare of the male
perspective would tend to judge their pecrs in an essentially -
female perspective; cute, precty, well dressed.

Finally, the finding that high physical salience is accompanied
by a greater awareness of male attitudes and subculture has already
been discussed. It is through interaciion with males that all of
these insights are gained. When the girl becomes aware of how males
see fh1ngs. it 1S~understand$ble that her definition of attractiveness
will é%d)nd to 1nc]dﬂe the physical dimension. Being attractive
implies being attractive to somcone and thus it would be in terms of
'lhat "other:s" understanding of attractiveness that the "attractor"

"uou}d define attractiveness. - .

L

» ROLE TRANSITION: NON-SEXUAL TO SEXUAL
n .
. Bufr;(1972) developed a theoretical scheme which aélembté to
- refornulate and relate theoret1cgl‘prbposit16ns pertaining to
variation in theiegsa of making role transttions. The conceptu;l
model deve)oped in this Fesearch can be expressed in’terms of this -
role trg}xsitwp"mcfgl. e ¢

s i oo - B

-
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It is hypothesized An this rescarch thate the role of sexual
female cowes with the onvet of puberty.  As carlier noted, a
distinction vas made betyveen being cute or pretty and brring
attractive; a distinction vhich is pade on the absence or presence
of sexual meanings.  The pubescent girl, to state the polaritics
for contrast, roves from beino non-sexual to being <exual in terms \
of sipnjticant othera.  This certainly can be considered to be a
case of role transftion in the sense of Burr's paradiom. Purr's
model 6f the annglva related to case of role transition 1is

presented in Figure VI.

As seen in the model, case of role transition is a function
"~ ' /

i

of anticipatory socfalii&tion. r%ie strain, role clarity, importance,
amount of normative chanae, degree to which roles facilitate aoal
attainment, value of the coal, substitute gratifications and lenath
of time in the role. C[ach of thesc variables can be related to

the issues addressed in this research.

The question of ant1c1pat6;y socialization has already been
Hiscussed. Suffice it to say at this'po1nt that the results seem
to indjcate that very 1ittle accurate anticipatory socialization
occurs in terms of making th putescent girl aware of the male
perspectives. ‘'hat does seem to happeh in this respect is that
her sm{y prepares her to look to males for evailuation of her
'”;ttract1vengss.“ The preparation of the girl to look to males
for acceptance.has been well discussed in the literatﬂre'and
sufficiently documented so as not to require extended discussion

.. bayond mention in this context. 'hat 1s of interest {is that
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a??uggpss of the male perspectives comes through actual interaction
with males rather than previous to such interaction. It appears

that heterosexual interaction requires the girl|to reinterpret

her anticipatory socialization. The vaaue "warnlings" about boys
become concrete through interaction with them. “With the exceptions
previously noted, it appears that afcurate avgdeness of the male
subculture does not come until actual intefaction with males.

Role strain is related to ease of'transition into roles in an
inverse relationship. The more role strain oxperienced»by the
subject, the more difficult Will be the transition into the new rp]e.
Role strain is a function of role conflict, incompatibility,
compartmentalization and the amount of activity prescribed in relation
to the new role. It can readily be'seeq that conf]icf could ensue
when the girl is unprepared to Fhink of herséﬁf in sexual-attractive .
terms. Being unable go think of herself in such terms, her physical
development may become stigmatic in'her self image. Her heightened™
sensitivity to others‘ awareness of her physical development may
result in behaviors typical of the stigmatized (Goffman 1963). N
Withdrawal from 1nteract1on shyness and negative self feelings
are several possible results of feeling stigmatized. Conflict
might be'generafigugyanMerous Attitudes which valuate sexuality
in essentfa]]y'negative terms, 1.e. dirty or wrona. Such negative _
valuations find expressian in sayings such as, "Boys are 1nterasted
in only one thing." Pole conflict might also result from be1ng “
aware of the male perspectives and being unwi]ling to play to the
‘full nxpectntions of M{& audience,” in Goffman's (1959) teminolog.y.
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Similarly, the awarcness of the full dimensions of the male

'perspective may result in role incompatihility. A frequently heard

femaie expression related to this situation is, "But I'm not that f

kind of girl." |
Given the circumstances of adolescent heteroscxual 1nteéaction, ]

compartmentalization of }o]es is very understandable. The confext

in which the role of the attractive girl is played determines the

J‘t performance—imthe specific Eituation under consideration, the

pubescent/adolescent girl might play to the male audience the role .

of an attrgétive girl more fullly than she would play it in the

presence of her parenta{ audience. Such a dual role would contribute

to role strain and affect the eas7/6} transition into the new role

of being sexually attractive. Such‘peffofmances might well earn the

label of "coquetteish.” | |
Finally, the amount of activit; prescribed {s related to role \

strain. If the girl is fully aware of the expectatious of the

audience to which she is playing (in thjs case males) and the T

\

considerable role strain could follow affecting the ease of ° \\ '

expectatigns exceed ,the definitions she holds of propriety, then ‘

transition fnto the new role,

&ury's mode]l also suggests that role glarity influences the ease
of transition 1nto ro]es:_zﬁggin\the problems and conflicts related -
to the "good-bad girl" presentation ar? well knowp and covered - in |
the 1iteraturs (Mead, 1555). The‘role'é?'the httractive-female is “w
not character1zed’by‘clarity. Indead. this would seem to be the | . '
place qhera the major proportion of difficulty would seem to lie. |

The role anbraces cnnflict1n9 dqmands. She 15 to be sufficiently "
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attractive so as to elicit the attention of males, which in male

terms means being physically attractive (measurements, figure, ctc.)
and further th§t this attractiveness bc accompanied by a performance
in keeping with the quality of beito attractive. However, she is also
expected to embrace valyes of one degree‘or another which prohibit
her from fully respénding to the expectations of tHe male audience,
the "good~bad'g1rl." She is to be flirtatious, tantalizing, and (ﬂ
attractive as a means to popularity, while at the same time not'fu]]y .
acting out the messages which she conveys. Attractiveness which
embrace§ sexual components coupled with majntaining non-involvement
sexually contributes to a lack of role clarity. This can be summed
upkin.phe female question, "Where did he ever get the idea that
I'm that ‘type of girl?" ‘ _ | ,
The 1mportaﬁce of the role transition cannot be denied. Simply,
the girl cénnog avoid pubescence. It commands attention! ler ’
societyﬂacknowledges the onset of pubescence with comments such as,
"You're a young lady now" and/or commepts about figure, deve]opmen;, etc.
The adornment of the body to enhance the emerging sexuality is still
another wayvthat>the importance of ‘this transition 1s marked.
. The amount of norhg;ive change required influence the ease of
transition 1nt;‘$ﬁé5rble and has already been'touched up0n in the
.paragrAphs on role clarity and role compartmentﬂlization. The

qh‘

normative change comes pq;ticu1ar1y in the context. of viewing

herself sexually and adjusting her values tq permit playing tpe : v
. new role within the.tolerable 1imits of those values. o
) . o . . N ﬁ’wi\ '
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The other variables in Burr's model which contribute to the ease
of role transition are length of time in a rale, substitute aratifications,

value of the goals and the degree 'to which roles facilitate goal

‘bnpttainment. It is sufficient to say that the pubescent femrale will

e
t

spend the remainder of her life in the sexual role and therefore

T

the transition is of paramount importance.
| The number of acceptable substitute gratifications available as
alternatives to the sexual role are limited and accompanied by
negative valuations. That our society exhibits values to the effect
that every girl should be desirous of male attention, be attractive
as possible, and ;hat every gir] shonld "get a man" 1s well covered
in the literature. Alternatives to these values are still considered
to be abnormal and as such are accompanied by varying amounts of
sncial castigation, witness the comments made about tnmboys. In
Goffman's4(1963) terms, the female who 1s not interested in male

- attention is "stiomatized." She is an “old maid," "nnng~up," or
"frustrated. " Similarly, the value of the goal can be seen in térms
of the great pressure toward the attainment of sexuality in our
soc1ety and the great amount of preJudice directed at thos€ who
don't attain it. The value of the goa] of being sexua1 is also
related to the atténtion which the g1rl enjoys and the enhancement
of her self feelings. . R

. The role nf being a sexual female fac11itates the atta1nment

of the goal to which she. has been socia]ized that of being found
accgptable (desirable) by the males. Popu]ar1ty. datubility and : _:i‘ff

‘attrqct1veness are all bound up with beinn Acceptgble to males.

-~
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IMPLICATIONS

Burr's model suggests that the easc of transition into being
sexual is related to a number of variables connected with the role.
The findinos of this research sugoest that an impprtant reformulation

~ of the expectations of the role may take place with the advent of
)

heterosexual interaction. Prior to the actual interaction with males,

the girl may present much of thg apprdpriate behavior and appearances
without being aware of the meanings and implications. With the

acquisition of the male meanings these appearances and behaviors may

: be revised in terms of the new awareness of the audience's expectations.
. p

) ‘ ' ,
It would appear from this study that there is little

information conveyed to the pubescent female about the male perspective,

subculture, by sources other than her male peers End possibly older
sisters. Thus it migﬁ; be concluded that much of the anticipatéry
soc1a11zatioﬁ for the sexual role involves essentially the trépp1ngs
without the meanings of tnése appearances to the audience to which
‘Ehey_are directed. There js little to suggest that these méanings,
“these insights into the male experience. of reality, are obtained

~ from any other'source than‘ﬁctuél heteéosexual interaction,

\

' ~ FUTURE RESEARCH

L

The question of how much the typical pubescent female knows

about the male perSpectives prior to dating certainly has not been .

ndequately answered in+this study This woufd certainly be an area

' for future research, The whole question of the content and. extent

- .
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o
to which the male subculture is embraced today constitutcs an
important question, particu]ar]y“ﬂh considefation of the current
movement to abolish the double standard and to equalize the roles
of the sexes.

Indeed, if it could be demonstrated that some girls possess an
awareness of the male subculture prior to actual heteros32ha1
interaction, it would be of considerable importance to detcrmine
the sourcés of their information. Further, what are the effects
of such advanced information in terms of p]ay1nq the came of
heterosexual interaction in dating? Is the g1r1 better able to
negotiate the sexual re]ationship with insfght into the malp rules?

It would seem so.

Another intereéting possibility for study is the hypothetical situation

wherein the girl has the appearance of beipg aggressively sexual

and is not aware of the messages which she 1s sending. Is such a

situation poss1b1e? If so, what can be known about it and what

‘ variab]es might account for 1t? The case is 1interesting in that 1t

ﬁnvolves some very ijmportant questions for symbolic interaction
<

theory in that heﬁ “othen$" would be responding to her in terms which <°~j

N

it would appear she is unable to "read."  The whole question of-

"unintended" presentdtions of self is an intriguing one.

| o summy .
. o »g% . - o Uy |

It would aﬁpear from this: study that males and females

o |
continue to view the sexua1 1nteraction ritual differently InSpite -

‘

©iof the fncreased pressure toward d01n9 away wit" these mﬂ‘e‘fem“‘e

k]
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differences, this research would: seem to suggest that the
egalitarian moves have not rcached the pubescent males and females
of our societx, at least not the ones sampled for this study.
The differﬁng definitions of attr&ctiveness certainly do not suggest
much change from earlier déscriptions of the content of the male
subculture. Perhaps Montagu's observation that males only say they
are playing in terms;qf the female's rﬁ]és/sti]] attains.

| This study sugééstg that the pubésce;t girls sampled Qere
playing the heterosera] interaction game in terms of the male rules,
It might well be that as daters they realize that the male audience

sti11 determines the success of their performances in the area where

it counts most at this age, securing dates. When the audience, males,

retains the power of asking, then it would seem reasonable that those
whd,desire to be ask;d will find it to thein~hd¥gptage.to know the
preferences of thé askers. ‘For the adolescent girl desirous of ﬁa]a
attention the issue is not the rightness or wrongness of the dating
"rules," but rather playing in terms of the rules. The desired

"payOff" seems to determine the performance).

149.
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(The,first Semantic DiffefentiaID

"
.

- __Male __ Female : T

Some people def1ne "attract1veness" in d1fferent ways.  Listed below aYe
séveral different-ways of describing your definition of "attractive.' \
Using the 7 point scale, indicate tith a check’ (V) the degreg of

« importance each word has in your definition of attractjve.

The center space for cach word means that neither vord is 1mportant in
your definition of attract1ve or that it 1s not a part of your definition.

bold ./ | . Modest/
In the above examp]e the person has 1nd1cated .that being "bold" is a
very 1mportant part of beino attractive. .
= /] = =1= S fRRAas AR 82 28 82 a8 RfRf\m B R 8 R 3 8 3 838 =z = = = =
An ATTRACTIVE GIPL is
. Glamourous . __ __ __. udglamouraus
. Rigid ' . " spontaneous
Elegant L | (T~ Coarse
Unnatural. - - =~ - Natural
..+ Charming s Offensive
b ‘
' Ugly \ N Pretty
!
"Mysterious ) ' Knawn
\ v — T T TR T T T
Brazen o Docite
Unfascinating o Fascinating
. Daring - : . Mbdest
Mluring 3 ___ Unalluring
y , Guilty . — ~i_  Innocent
, s -Uplovable e Lovable -
Uninhibited — - Restrained .
u?)t L told
'; ~4h Uninterest1ng e .. [Interesting. = |
P} 'v ﬁpsy v e e  Hard / -
£ Not sensational . . “Sensational |
cBeMd T o Modest |
:Sophist'ica,ted 1, ‘ R AP crud,e" R
o - _"" . ‘ . S , \ " ! ) ; o ,‘ o
: Not sensuﬂ R T PR Voluptuous U
| ‘ 'Grgaefu] (N L o Clumsy /7N
 Not passionatq __ Passiqnate :
- Unsqimuluting, Stlmu]ating

't," L Offessive ,#"‘Mx-v*




.

“
- .
.

o S ‘Enticing

Ya

B

Provocative
Well kept
Groovy
Unpopular
Fast,

[y

Irresistible
\Cé]m,

Not drean&
Wild
Shapely

“Not yu]nerab]e
Afifectionate
Iceberg

bl
Delicate

Feminine
Unadorable
Good R
Luscious
Thrilling .~
 Built | ,
Tough .-, .
Not bew1tch1rw
Fascinat1ng
Coo1 i
Not vibrant -
"Devéstating- -
‘Simple

" Not des1rous jé,___

Proportioned /

Unseductwe S

Nel] dresqu

Souv

i “ATTRACTIVE" 2.
.~ Not provocative
" - Straggled
e e Out -, of it
— — POPU1ar
I [
\ _ Resistible )
— — — } B
- S ShOCking o ]
— S Dreamy '
. — . Tame
___* Shapeless -/ %
— ,___. ____ Vulnerable 3
. Cold
’ . sexy
‘ . Padiant '
) ), —_ﬂ' T Rouh .
‘ __ Masculine
Y . __ _. __  hdorable
, X ___ Micked
“ ! . " +
‘ A ' Pepulsivye
e
© < . * Uninterestirg
- N
' ! ﬁ- "B]ah"'
o L Tender .
. ‘ ___ Bewitching
S ‘M« Repelling
— e — ;_;H — 7 " Mot cool /
— —- ’ : - — ! |
,:.'ﬂ ‘ - _*~;'JH1E‘ . VVibrqnt _ .
- - s N Not dévastating
. i I SOphisticated , <4ﬂg
S e A _ ' ~Desirous N
ey ! e anroportioned S
S 1&%*% §eductive v Qﬁ’if
prormn ,-—-. -. . ‘ “‘/“ Frai] " "‘-‘1".?.
s ‘ | PTainly dre5sed“ o

Nat enticing ;
Sweet ;



Exquisi to |
Home 1y
lﬁ(hnnrinq
Leagy .

CMComes on” o strong

Fiaure
Dull.
Tantalizina
Sensual

Stuck up

Sweater
hibrted N
Fashionable S
Notfsmushing
Lqrav1shinq‘

0004 looking
Long hair
Plain

Heat

Not raptuous

o
Romantic

Pass1on¢té ’
Fun loying

Sp1cy -

168,

PATERAGTIVE" 3,

. .

Not beautiful °

!
Resistible :

Bold

Hot exquisite
Lovely
Disqusting
Hot leqoy
"Comes on" weal
lfnt;.

Gloving

Not tAnLﬁ]i;fnq
Not sensual
Fliaty

Blouse
Free
Plain

)
Smashino

Not onrnv1xhino‘

Not aood Tooking
Short hair
Intriquing
Sloppy

Raptuous

Fast L
Boring |
Cold

Serfous minded
Modest *

Beaut {ful
lrregistible

'Modest
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Your Numboer

Your Ace

» Grade in school ~

/

(

)

. ]
NOTE: Fach airl in your qroup '
. has been assigned a number.
The number is written on

R the boar® fgr you to use in

answering some of the questions.
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! .

1.

The tollolving questions are in the form of rultiple choicoy which means

thew by placine g
no "right" anuvers

that you can aoawer
answer,  Thore are

1. Do you dke? Yo Ho

2. How old were you when yod had

your first date?
10 14
11 R LI
12 16
_f3 __haven't
dated
3. What grade were you in when you
had your first date?
) 9
. 10 <
.8 ~_haven't
", dated.
4. How often do your‘paronts
allow you to date? ‘
__Not allowed i
___dh;e'ﬁ month
__Twjce a month ) ’
___Once a week |
___As often as I want to
5. How often do you date?
__Not allowed
__Once a month
—Jwice a.month - - .
__Once a week | '
As often as opportunity per r
~ permits . . '

W)‘nld are the boys that you
mpst often date] |

(v) before the most fitting
to those questions,

fust your answer,

~

7. My relationship with my father is:

~ Very-closo /
CTdvhe
Not very close
Not close at al)

Don't know

\

8. My relatfonship with my mother fs:

__Yery close
_Close )
_’Frlot very clogn
___Not clove at all
_Don't know
9. My father thinks the way |
dress is: .
__Very important

~ _Don't kngw
Very .
“_hgzmporgant
10" My mother thinks the way I
dress is:
Xery 1mpoq;aa;f ~___Importgpt
__Don't. know'

___Important

]
__Unimportant

oy
L il

;g_;_ynjmpoftént __Very s
b " unimportant

11 Do your parents interfere with

.= the way you dress?

Yes, father mbstly

e

Yes, mother most;ly

pr——
-

mBath of my parents interferd -

' , My parents’ do not
T finterfere . o :
r o .
- : R LR
L) . :’ * -
f, .3 .

Y
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A}
How would you describe your I If your general appearance
father's & mother's taste in were considered to be
clpthes? "excessive" who wolld tell you?
Father Mother ~__Father Mother  Both'
[xcellent - . '
e .- __Other, vhor
) Very «ood - - \
* Good e ' : !

. 16. tlow would you judae your
0.K. ,
figure to be?
Not very aood
e o . v Poor
)
... Poor : - ___Less than average
13. When you have a’new “dress up" —Averace
outfit, before whom would you " __ Betfer than averace

normatly moded it? __Excellent

_._Father 7 Mother  Roth ‘ v
_ Other, whozu"]‘ o 17. How #wportant ‘is vour /
. R appearance?’ .
14. If your skirt were "too short™ . __VYery important
v who would most likely cormfnt? _~“Imp0rtani .
., Father _ Mother _ Both R __Not very important
+*__Other, who? | ~__Unimportant

, . {
XXXXX‘XXXXK.XXXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXXXXXXX)(XXXXXXXXXXKXXXX)(XA)(KXXXKK)‘XXXXKXXXXX

What are the ages of your brothers.and sisters and how do you judge that
you g t‘along vwith them?

” \
) A '
- f
« ¢ MAge Poor  Fair . Average Good  Qutstanding
. .
, . \
Brother 1 : - . .
— e——— . —— e—— o,
2 * . N ’ .
-—— | — ————— — r— ——— LI
3 " o . . .
N vom————— —— r— * B r-—a-. —— r——— -
.4 — . —
. - . .. -
5 —m—— .' —— ever—" i » —t ..........‘. .
; ld —r—r— ] ———— ‘A——-—- re—— " ——— . . g— . . f .
) - “ . ‘ » A ‘
97 . ' : » R
Sister 1 b L ot : e A
. - ,m,,' ' —— _— o~ —— T
. &ﬁb»:“‘ vn—p— .\a“ w———— R ——r— ——— 4,'
. B .o <0
’s o, er— i — ' e— : ooy )
4 . * & ¢ .t *
4., . : S a * - \ L]
N — p—— | w——— ——— + p— a— * ' R 2
sv . 2 . * , v o LN
‘l i wm—— Sove— e I b o ! Y ol " e—— s L '
+ . . . . ' . L] y '5‘
5 — C— L —— f— T T — " L E—
. o . . . , R R PO
* . ' ) ) 5% A ¥t
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Qlamour
Ingenue,
‘Mademoiselle

“Miss Chatelaine

HOQ often do you

Blotting powder
Cologne
Eye make-up:
Mascara
Lye shadow
False_eyelashes
Lipstick
Liquid make-up
“Na11 polish
Ferfume

Toner:

What do boys look

Clotggs
Figure

Looks

.Morals
" Personality

*

Bazaar .

Seventeen '

EACH ISSUE - MOST ISSUWS

use the followina?

NEVER RARELY

for fn the'giris they date? -

Highdy

Medium
Important Importance
—_— —
_— —_—

| m——— [

[

READ ®-. READ ° °~

OCCASTONALLY

(

Low
Importance

oy
B,

Below are )isted -efght fashion mpgheines. Indfcate with a §) in the
appropriate column hov often you read each pdbljcan1on;
READ
SOME 1SSUES

o172,

REGULAPLY

Not
Amportant

VERY RARELY DOR'T -

READ  READ IT .
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-

If you read any of the above mentioned fashion macazines, cither

reqularly or occasionally, what do You find most interesting in them? -
Most Sliahtly Not at all
Interesting  Interestipa  Interesting  Interesting
Advertising o L o o
Decorating Artip1es . — —
Fashion\?rtic1es ) L L L o
Fiction L L . o
Food Articles - o L L
.. Make-up Articles . e . -
Sports . . N R
Travel o . o o .
XXXXXXXXKXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXRXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX '
The following questions concern your fr1ends and otnersdnn your class.
. For each of the five questions, write in the numbers ot the%r]s 1n your
class who fit the descript1on givan in-the question. :
. 7 ‘ .
Who are youg best airl l "~ List the girls whose opinion on .
friends in the c]ass? your appearance you would \
] ' ; welcome 1in -your class. '
.‘ 2- — 5‘ ) ! s 1‘ a—r—y .4| e
3. S * . _{ ’ -2- "——_; .51
. , o __ “

{our opinion, who are-the s -
bes

dressers in your class? | o / \

. Lo A ‘ e

/ ) ;. S _Who are the most attractive
P — P . 'girls in your plass? R

. 3. .0 : , -

K] C ' 4 1" [
f. ., . b '.. :.!'j.. 2‘.‘_:_;”

"-,: . Hho are the most pppula 1rls ‘ 3-~—-
S, .. in'the @Iq;s wi;,h boys? g
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The following 10 items are statements often heabd in school. Indicate
how stronaly you agree or disamree With the statement by placing & (V) \
in the space which best indicates your feelina.

)
STRONGLY  AGRLE  DON'T  DISAGREL  STRONGLY
AGRLE KNOW DISAGRLE "
\ Boys are always interested in
- 77 — e - \ seeing how far a qirl will go.
Boys are more interested in how
—_ - — —n — a girl looks than how she acts.
‘ . ' Boys are more interested in a
— e e —— + girl's figure than her personality.
‘ e Girls don't like girls who are
— _— — — — prettier than themselves. '
Girls talk about airls who
P - T ., are phony dressers.
. . Girls dislike airls who dress
—_— —— — — to attract boys.
Boys notice gir]§ who dress
— attractively.
. - o Boys talk among themselves
—_— ‘ — about girl's figures.
(" L Girls talk among ‘themselves.
N ‘ — L -=— . aghout ather n1r] s figures.
. , R A g1r]'shou1d dress with boys,.
— T -~ ' in mind,
.o It Ts‘1mportant‘f0r a g1r1 to'
' ; _— look her best at all times. . "
You cay tell what a girl is ]1ke
—~—— * . o by the way she dresses, ‘
C | ' S ,;E a boy:becomes "too friendly" K
~— i —_— — , on a date, the girl is to blame. "y
. L3

i -+ .- Ifa boy becomes "too friend]y“ j
. . — - on a date, the boy is te blm

e e 4 = If a boy becares "too friendty o
T e T T il B data, bqth are, to b'l@me. '?‘?“
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Below are listed 50 brand names and company names.. After each name in
the space provided, write the product if you know it, otherwise mark an "X"

, ) EXAMPLE:  Ford _ cpr

. Name Product Hame - | Product .

Chanel o o Northern Lichts
| _Red Eyes

NatuhaT Wonder

————n S e e e

o iy S

. Tee-Kays e Berkshire. » ) -
‘Gothic ~ Cyb711
‘ - B S
Monet ___-Tigress
A ., ‘ ) ) Py
White Rain Lovable
Kiku . - Cole .
. Lollipop | Twice as Nice ~; )

Breck . . Colopsiltk @ = .

Exquisite Form * Hanes

" Danskin : " Great Body - 14£\\, .

Buxton o , Matidenforq . \ .
Nide n' Easy Yhite Stzgé\n;k b
. x,

Bass Tacks S _ Protetn 21 _ ' S
Today's Girl | Grenier '

b/
.

* Daisyfresh . ______ Cover Girl
Pure Magic ° S . Tame o :
. Wrangler e g Warners '»-"g } -
- Maybelliner o T .- Abush L ‘
: | ".He1]$. ' S "va Sugarfrost Plups = - -
L Ty

'~ Miss America, . borraine Pt

"

B * - O F . . ) ™~ .
S BeautyMist . o -7 - Arpege
,}1.‘1‘: . [y v i ‘ . ' ki - o— m—‘w‘» .
i . 'No‘. 23 iy LR N “."' P . Uanes
i o P T pTe—— .

Cave g Clenox T

:1{ T' . e . ' /@ i ‘Y T i . s[ﬁ,
#2007 Ses Dream-Collgction . Bright §ide,
b e e e e Ty AP e
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4

‘Some people define "attractiveness" in different ways. Listed below
arg several different ways of describino your definition of attractive.
Using the 7 point scale, indicate with a check (v) the dearee of
importante each word has in your definition.

The center space for each word means that neither word is important in
your definition of attractive or that it is not a part of your definition.

‘ ~ Bod S . Modest

—— — —— —— RSSO\ W O .

In the ahove example, the person has indicated that being “bo]d" is
very important in being attractive.«

B T e Gl DN TN S U S TS S AUUN N S S oy
? An ATTRACTIVE GIRL is:
Unlovable - , ' - Lovable
. Unintekesting e '___“ Interesting
' " Daring e ___ Modest
_ Fashiomable Plain
’ Elunsy . GraGefu1
Affectionate - . ‘ " Cold
« Mot beautiful 1 | S Beautiful
h ‘" Passfonate ' 7 fi - - Cold
Dult : ' ‘Radtant
Modest . T s
: W T "‘f‘f\*" . ' _ .
Delicate -4’«‘ - . Rough N .
Iceberg o B . SBxy
Hell dfﬁséed - _*; ‘ ’.‘ ‘ Plainly dressed
‘nadofable R Adorable o
.| Sweet A ___;A oSour -\
© " Modest ;_,° " ~:i_“_+__ " Boud o .
 DMsudttng © : o ' . . Echanting
le. Figure | ML — o Flat SR
., Fascinating L '} | PN A -4 ‘Repelling o
.o« .. Shapeless ) ' , "Shafpewﬂ'r -
g "gﬁh/ . clovely
P Ko A . {. 3j;
. lah". Suilp

ol @owing . .. D
i e, NOE gOOd Tpoking 7

) . R
B T ST e
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N

TABLE B-1. Mé]e and Female Mean Salience Lexels on Five bimensions
of Feminine Attractiveness - ‘ -
Semantic D1ffcrent1a] Developmont ﬂamp]o

0
f
A

-

Bold ~ Modest

e st

Daring - Madast
Spdgy Moﬁest

Male Female . ¢ R
X\Fag;gfs Salience Salience Difference T-test
Bipolar Igens Level Leye]
e (N=265) (N=68 -

. - PERSONALTTY \ .
Graceful ~ Clumsy 5.63 6.09* A6 <.,005
Interesting - Uninteresting  6.15. 6.24 .09
Sweet ~ Sour 5.94 6.15 21
Fascinating -~ Repellina 5.62 5.84 .22
Adorable -. Unadorable 6.02 - 5.94 .08
Good -~ HWicked 5.97 6.13 .16

° Delicate ~ Rough 6.28 6.46 .18
"~ Lovable ~ Unlovable 6.32 6.15 A7
Fascinating -~ Unfascinating  §.66 5.54 .12

Radiant ~ Dull 5.95 .6.10 .15 -

-Glowing -~ Dulil 5.95 ,6,26 1. <.025
Affectionatd ~ Cold .. 5.98 6,10 .21
Neat ~ Sloppy | "6.34 | 641 .07
Lovely -~ Homely+ - *6.12 6. A1
Enchanting - Disgusting 5. 71 6.01 . .30
Thrilling - Uninteresting 6.02 $.06 .04
Tender ~ Tough, ' 5.37 *5.49 12
Well Kept -~ Straggled 6.31 6.54 . '".23

‘ Tay A
- PHYSICAL .

Shapely - Shape1ess 6,46 6.09 .37 <.025
‘Figure -"Flat 6.42 6.22 .20
Built - Blah 6.22 o 5,71 - Bl .01
Sexy ~ Iceberg 208 5.41¢ .67 " <.0005 .
Beautiful - fot Beaut1fui ; 5,91 .29 |
Good Looking ~ ot Good L 6.48 6.16 .32 <.,025

5*)DESTY S, ‘
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. ?ABLE B-2. Intra-Group Judgments of Female Group Members
: Males, Hioh Physical Salience Females and Low Physical
I Salience Females.
Subject Male _ High Physical " Low Physical
. Number,  Judament, Salience Group Salience Group
i Mean (N) T " A TE ) :
o ‘ _ Mean (N) "T Sig. Mean (N) T Sig.
| 4 3750 § 4) 4.398 1,592 4,500 ( 2)  2.500
s 6 *3.762 ( 4) 6.200 ~110 5.333 E 1.057
7 4.750 ( 4) 4.666 . 106 3.670 .989
» 8 3.917 ? 4) 5.276 1.576 . 4.670. .944 h
' 9 ,2.250 ( 4) 3.866 2.266 4.835 ) 5.535 <.01
10, .5,992 ( 4) 5.055 .107 5.000 . Q09 L
11 3.835 ( 4) 4.Q00 .254 4.330 +1.089 | e
12 . 2.915 ( A4) »4.466 2,376 <.05 4,335 3.613 <.05 . ,
' 14 5.714 (7) -6.835 .517 4.666 4.125 <.01 . L
15« . 3,428 (7) 4.335 1.193 3.666 ( 3) .573 ' :
W : ' ‘ L o : ‘ .
e 160 4,904 (7) 5.000 346, 4.666 ( 3) .706 L,
17 4524 (7) 5.000 .809 4.886 636
.18 . 3.238.( 7) 4.333 2.154 4,085 1.548 \
\ 20 .  4.582 } 4;.’ 4,142 1.341 . 4.380 . .500- ,
) 21 .- 4.830 (2) 4.792 .025 5.167 222 ' e
. . : . : A L
.22 2.210 (11)" 2.788 ( 1.470 3./500 - 2.534 <.05 \ |
L. 23 2,335 ( 2). 3.401 2,110 4,085 2,611~ |
e 24 5.667~(14) 5.951 .574 5.237 | L6940
. C . 26 . 5.417 &16 - §:733 778 . 5,868 ( .633 A
.2  5.268 ( 5) 4.055 1.663. .5.250 ( 023 L
.21 4,000 (2) 4. 3t - ,453 A.666 Y -
o 28 - 4,553 ( 3) A.721 .336 ~ 5,113 (8 «626 g Cr
| 29 4,082 (+4) 3.665 3717 . b,oss { 4)" " 882 . 2 o
.. 32 5,000 (2) 3.665 6 544 <.001" 4.800 (.2) 2.9%¢ . .. .. .
33 - 3,750 ( 4 4-075 .488 4 832"‘ 4) - 1,568 R
f ,‘, BT | -3 '\‘4',.001 ,, 4. 915 4) ~2~350‘ "
ST & 43 . 2 (4)4.611 (. -5,776 ( 3) . 220" |
45 me70 (3 5 0. - ,A.832 (. 2.626 § 05 e
@ | 466.. RN R casse () 2onY L
47 4.546-': 11 5 334; K 4.667 (- 385 ,p "o
toe s °4 867 A1 5333 (. ‘ 359 *
{8 . 370 1 66° Ao 1525 SRR
":.‘- :,F\: ‘: .‘. '1;.». -1 ¢ 8 )' * ‘ﬁﬁa ',i"j ' d :':‘ ‘4,{@90‘: o l 708 . $' v ;
- 51 ; 44 sg £100" 42684 4,000, 2Bt gx
‘e w (‘9] .26 4,867 ( 1 ) za <\a§ bl

i R
.( .
o ',»‘ A
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TABLE B-2. continued . R
- Subjeat Male _High Physical §a11encq Low Physical Salience
Number Mean (N) Fean (1) ™" Siq. Hean (1) T Sig.
53  4.125 ( 8) 3.925 ( 9) .329 4.000 ( 1) .318
64 3.299 (10) ' 3.501 510' .347 3.667 1& .944
55 3,466 -(10) 3.667 (10) .467 (4.000 ( 1) 2.667
56 6.167 (10) 6.101 (10) .186 - 5,000 1; 4.506 < .01
57 3.701 (10) 2.852 ( 9) 1,718 3.000 ( 1). 1,788
. 5
58 3.876 ( 8) 4.433 (10)..1.582 oo
59 2.334 5; 3.000 5 2; +759 3.6662 3g°‘ 2.223
60 4.268 ( 5) 4.333 ( 3) .082 4,500 ( 2 .297,
62 4,066 5; 4.666 } 3; 895 . 4.500 2 2; .566
63 . 3.868 (.5) 5.170 ( 2) 2.256 4.823 ( 3) = 519
) . A - —
66  4.260 - sg 4.446 ( 3) .287" 4.Q0b° 6; 17358
A 67 30602 ( 5) 3.830 (2) .139 - 4.000 ( 3)° .586
68 3.221 ( 6) 4.500 ( 2) 2.164 © 4,780 (3) 2,697 |
69 " 4,890 é 6) 5.330 (2 .910 4.500 §'w§-~ 674
70 3,778 ( 6) 4.500( 2) 2.022 | - . 4.250 ( 4 971
71 4666 5 6; '5..000 é 3;, 1920 | §.113'§ 3;‘ &7
« 72 3.945(6) 4.553 ( 3) 2.140 .. 4.890 (.3) 4,521 <.01
73 3.666 ('6) 3.443 ( 3) .292 3.890 ( 3 . 449. :
74 4.0 (.6) 4.685 (2) 1.630 4.750 2 4) 1,949
75 3.000 { 2) 5.000 (2) 2.684 74.915 ( 4) 4,935 < .01
| 76 4.835°( 2) 4.443 ( 3) « .77 4,223 { 3 2.214 -
.77 2.330 (2) 3.110 { 3) 1157 2,890 ( 3) 1.396
. 78 3.500 ( 2) 4.800 ( 3) 1,368 4,443 (13) , .854 ¢+
. 80 2.665.( 2) 3,000 (2) ..714, 4.417 é\4' 4,735 <.01
o1 3.83 (2) 3.8% (3)° .R01 4,443 ( 3)- .81f <
82 ' 3.170 (2) 2.835 (2) .638 3.667 ( 4) . ',641
84 ' 5,000 ( 7) .5.165 (2) .889 " 4.890 33 25,458 2
- .86 ‘4,761 (T} 5,776 | 3) 2.079 4.6g5 A 2 .246
: .86 2.620 ( 7) 1.500 ( 2)‘ 1,821 3.653 3;.‘ 1,740 -
e BT "',? 620 { 7) 4.113 (3) 343 3,835 (2) 460
T o Lot L.
v 88 5, 0017(:7) 6.000 ( 3) 1,575 4.665 ('2) .470
O 89, 6,428 (7) 5.170 ( 2)®. 484 5.{56  3) - .295 .
!‘_;. 91+ 3,150 (1N. 4.168 ( 6 ”2.39‘7 < 05 - 4,134 5) 1421 T
.92 . +5:946 ( 6) 4.934 (5) 2.333 - i 5.817 (4) 17E8Q. LT
e 195\5 1,500 ( 2) 4.582 (4) 4,648 =.01.. 4101 (6] 4.864.< ,.01,;_ s
ﬁf ‘ "\:‘5-’ - ’ o ;1 "““ ' ﬂ'i N E; :;
K ‘ N t ; A L g ) \‘- i * : ;_;;‘,
\' ‘ ,'kv: " . » ' !j};’;l‘l’ ' * " :‘ﬁ: ‘ ‘}'Ml r:‘
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TABLE B-2. continued 3 i
Ny T N
Subject ‘Male High Physical Salience Low Physical Salience
Number “Mean (N) :Mean (N} — - Sig. Mean (V) U RS T
96 3,333 §2; '3.113vf 3; an i 4.250'§ 4; 748
97 2.534 (5) 4.134 ( 5) 2.366 <.05 4200 ( 5) 2.279
98 - 5.000 g 4) 4.58 5 4) .59 4.890 § 3) 173 ®
99 3.446 ( 3) 3.934 (5) .38 4,085 ( 4) .489 '
101 A4.333 (1) 3.556 (3) .965 3.832°( 4 72
102 2.890 ?3 5.000 -4;' 1,870 4.335.( 2) 1.299 !
103 5.556 ( 3) 4.780 ( 3) .566 5.000 ( 3) ,.415
104 4.667 é 1) . 4.750 4; .283 447 (4) “.740 .
105. 4.000 ( 2) 4.333 ( 3) .654 4.582 ( 4) 1,572 . |
108 . 2.333 (1) 3.556 ( 3) 1.529 4.890 ( 3) 6.389 <.05 -
. o , L . A
Y110 3.667 (1) 2.132 (-5) 3.697 '<.05  3.534 (5) .469 K
: » o S ‘ Lo FE o ) A l"
_I | ‘ ) T ,\V,h e * ‘ %
1'Some "subjects were not ‘ratgd b‘y the males or were ’glfllldllg those -
dropped from the sampde.” As a result some numbgfts are missi‘ng‘r ~
S 2'Number of , judgments ma-ﬁ'i.'ng'up tﬁe ﬁbaﬁ( ‘ / > ' . “"
’ . . ? ) ' ‘ «.‘ LY
L \ ‘: ’ l ) \ .
- : LI A
. ! \ /" 'l " -
S " Y
'./. , /l » ‘ » “
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