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VABSTRACT

‘The major purpose'of this reseanch has been to
determlne 1f adolescent relatlons Wlth televaslon correlate
w1th varlatlons in ser role stereotypang amonq adolescents

)
A theoretlcal perspeqtlve conceptuallz1ng telev151on as

51gn1f1cant other Jas developed Subsequently, a research:

gr‘model based the theoretlcal dlscuss1on and relevant
- varlables from the llterature rev1ew was created Hypothesgs_

rdefl relatlonshlps among the model varlables outllned

‘fiwas then created Multlple stage statlstlcal analy51s tested;
';eac o} the,1nd1v1dual hypotheses.

Televislon relatlons were measured'by (al consumption‘
lrates;'tb) identitidatlon'wdth television‘levels? and,v(c)

‘ absorption with'television-levels vResults reported in th{s

-study show the amOunt of telev151on watch1ng is 1nversely‘

related to sex role stereotyplng among adolescents in the
‘istudy Identlflcatlon w1th télev1séon dld not 1nfluence |
‘stereotyplng As with the consumptlon measures, absorptlon
-w1th telev151on is also negatlvely related to- sex role

i

'stereotyplng.-

o Factors related to famlly commun1catlon patterns wereb.
vtound to be more strongly assoc1ated with varlatlons in sex.
.role stereotyplng ‘than . were the telev151on relatlons

- measures For example, adolescents from authorltarlan famlly
env1ronments were more llkely to stereotype than adolescents

'vfrom ‘non- authorltarlan famllies. Famlly communlcatlon s

‘hpatterns also interact w1th a number'of,modellyarlables to.

%



explain differenées in‘both sex role stereotyping and
televmsion relations. - |

Place of re51dence and Sunday televxslon v1ew1ng
provxde the study w1th 1nterest1ng and unexpected results.
'Adolescents sampled who live on acreages were the most
'likely to sex role stereotype. In addition, Sunday

television viewing showed markedly different effects on sex

role stereotyping than total weekly televﬁ@;}ﬁ

hours. The latter relationship changedn51gn5*wh; ,includedf

in the_overail relationehipL however, suggesting the.
possibility of a 5urpre550r effect o ;. -
Studies which focus on more urban samples the‘
“investigation of other family contexts,-and considerations
relating to the. structure and content of telev151on are

;recommended as directions for future research
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A. Introduction’

~ The . advent of ‘télevision : and its subsequent~rise in
® OF S tele 4e € 4

popularity~isfwithoutl precedent.' Introduced ‘;n‘ythe: iate""
40's, .most7 homes had at Ieast one' set by the mid 50 s
(Baranowskl, 1971Y By’the late 76'5; almost every home -had -
one for 'more sets, 50 percent had two or more sets and 70;

perCent had colour sets (Comstock 1978) Telev151on is ,noyy'
‘t . .

avallable 24 hours a day for most of the populatlon. It 1s'

Lo found in classrodms,l alrports, restaurants,. churbhes and'

? .
school cafeterlas. Be51des "regular" television; a second
explosion of televisibn'technology,<one that 1is ’likely\ to

4 . - . N . \1 . -

increase‘-viewihgftime, is upon us."Cable and pay television =~ .

satellites, discs, home v1deo recorders and other play back

.....

devices, 'make p0551ble vast amounts of programmlng in every
°home: Johnson et. al., (1980) estlmate that 80 percent of

all homes',will 'he';able‘to;receive.moO"or.more_te}eyision f4

channels yithin this century,
The intrusion of‘teievision inAour«rives,is;no longer,
‘4debated. The significance of” this. intrUSionv” hoyever,u
rparticularly ~among young‘ﬁbeoﬁie, is open to question. They

- sheer amount of exposure to.television (anywhere from one to '

‘six hours zdally (Baranowskl, 1971) the - nature of some

telev151on content (see Sprafkln & Sllverman 1979) and the =
assumed consequences toaexposure, have produced vast amounts -

[ ot



_of llterature ooncernlng telev151on and soc1al behav1our.

‘The prlmary purpose of thlS the51s IS to determlne 1f7'

telev151on exerts a soc1allzatlon 1nfluence on young people

'ThlS w1ll 'b . done by con51der1ng how andlrnuwhat Ways,'
.telev151on v1ew1ng affects sex role stereotyplng The baSlc
stlmulus response | model _ ofdl.drrect.f causality . which
_character;zes much - of -the. communication ‘literature'. is
‘abandoned ,here' in favour of worklng w1th1n a soc1al1zatlon
.perspectiye: The framework demands partlcular attentlon be

,glven tog the - causes and antecedents of v1ew1ng behav1our

make youngJ

Another objectlve is. to- 1dent1fy factors_ that &

people .elther receptlve or re51stant to. telev1sed messages.

'Y
’

Although there are a number ~of d15t1nct1ve' approaches to
quest1ons ‘concerning soc1al;zatlon, this thesis utilizes a.

.

symbélic interactioniSt'framework.

. Why Study Sex Role Stereotyp1ng7f

\ To a large extent 50c1allzat10n ’is.‘the. learningv of
5001al ; rolesr (Gecas, 1981) Much vof .thée research on
role- learnlng among young people has dealt w1th the learnlng

»of\-sex'uroles and concomm1tant sex role attltudes. Yorburg
(1974) deflnes sex role attltudes as aexpectatlons"in tge
‘performances- of one's role in soc1ety on the basis ~of one's -
sexual. 1dent1ty" and "sexual identity is the lmage. of the
'-self as ?, male or .female\fand conv1ctrons-fahout nhatt
membership\ in: that group .implies“o (Yorburg; p'1976-59lm,

,Referringr to ﬂé relatlvely f1xed set of bellefs, att1tudes

S
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,and. opinions,.  sex.role attitudes may relate to personality

- (boys are‘ lbgldalﬁ ,worldly and ‘ ompetitivefl“girls are

" romantic, neat and sen51t1ve) ,occupatlons Amen are doctors,,

»

?lawyers and truck drlvers- women are nurses, secretar1es\and.r

-waltresses), and/Or act1v1tresv(glrls like to cook, 'sew and -

‘play houSe;.thS:like to 'EoUghAwhOUSe"and play cops and .
ay house;. o rou nd . col :

: robbers}tsee Maccoby '&g Jacklln,o 1974-”Deux, 1976; Laws &

" Swartz, 1977; Stockard B Johnson 11980).,

In . Western soc1ety, tradltlonal sex role dlfferences

dare manlfested most obv1ously in "the d1v151on. ot labour 1

,w1th1n the famlly, or as Mason et al. (1976'78) state- "the’

gender based bread w1nner versus homemaker spec1a112atlon

'Based ‘on ,sexual ldentlty, females have tradltlonally been’

socialized' to play'“the ~role of nurturant ‘mother_' and

Lsupportlve w1fe
N

The rev1val of fem1nlsm launched almost twenty years'

ago 'w1th ‘the- women' s* llberatlon'-movement has had some‘f-

¥

‘1mpact upon the rev151on of female sex roles ,\‘n' add1t1on

t

.more and more women have assumed employment out51de the home
51nce WOrld War 11T extendlng the1r roles heyond fam111al'
dutles ThlS has been accompanled by a change 1n prevalllng

values and bellefs that have supported the tradltlonally sex .

';based--d1y151on fof‘~labour» 1n51de the’ famlly On: the other

'hand; such noteable publlcatlonS’:as The Complete Wbman

:(1974) by Marabelle Morgan:~suggest'that people today are,ﬂﬁ

fd1v1ded in thelr ~op1n1bn toward _sexf role attltudes., In

*_ add1tlon, -someJ KPetras} ;19750& teel"that the long range'

'“r.s*'li[sh_i]h:h.k’"

g
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impact of the 'women”s liberation moVementbremaihs for the .
most pa%t" unrecognlzed

: Lewln (1951) observed many years ago that a phenomenon

is - best stud1ed whxte .'t s changlng.“‘Alludlng‘ to -the

;changes assoc1ated 'with'women‘s‘liberation"Tuchmah (1978)

says the soc1etal need for cont1nu1ty ‘and tran5m1ss1on of

,domlnant ;values may" be partlcularly acute 1n tlmes of rapld

/

‘change such as our own She empha51s that 1nd1v;dgals ‘may .

not only need some famlllarlty with the past if sdciety is .

AY

_to survive, but they must also be prepared to meet éhahgihg ;

..CondltIOﬂSu “Nowhere is" that need as .readily 1dent1f1able as

'invthe.area Qf sex Poles " (Tuchman. 1978).' This <may4 "be

‘ especially- televaht for young people While s“"”group

T

',stegedtypesﬂare readlly adopted early in llfe, a chlldren
gbe’ olderi;thelr /evaluatlons of Sex groups are not statlc ‘

:but seem to be;&n.a genegal'state.of flux (Parlsh & Bryant,

1978) B, . o

A further motlvatldn for conducting this study.is. that

fcurrently, .llttle \is known ahout the impact of television

:

. y;ewlng,'on‘ sex rele 'stereotyping} The limited studies

2

available. suggest a relationship,:lbut results are often

-7
'émblguous conceptuallzatlons weak and theoretical

iorlentatlons not clearly articyiatedﬂ’ The aim of this
*fesearch is \te ;ovefeome.ksome of these difficulties ‘ihg
.dlscernlng 'how'i'young‘ people - acguire \sdc1al, beliefs,
‘lattltudes,‘,ahd,-,evehtually: behavioural sttategies from

‘.telev;SLOnu ';f it. can'be shown that television influences

1
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sek—role stereotyping, the p0551b1l1ty of 1ts yse- to promote

more ‘balanced soc1al attltudes becomes a reallstlc goal
Flnaler as a result of thlS the51s,x,§" ylll'be
. ) - - . 1 . ; :
.possible to make_ several - contr1but1ons toi

the " ex1st1ng
research on communlcatlon behavxour In the fale othmerlcan
data whlch overwhelms communlcatlon research ;&hls study is:
:Canadlan 'in. or1g1n; Rather than' employ1'if:only ‘sQCial

structural varlables, the‘ﬂntent1on of his “sthesis 1is to:

- employ . several klnds of’ predlctor valﬁ ‘,ifng famlly
communlcatlon‘patterns and attltudlnal fVariabI@é?% Lastly,

and ’perhaps»the most'salient point - of 1ﬁterest here( is the"
‘fact that the study was carrled out in an fexplicitly Zruralf
context ‘As af result ‘it’ wlll bear great potentlal for'
-comparlson with cross natlonal and rural/Urban part1c1patlon
studles whlch have preceded it 'The‘follow;ng llteratore
-rev1ew 1s organ1zed 1nto ‘a several sectlons. The first‘;two
sectlons»' rev1e:‘ and evaluate .thel most ,recent, content-
';analytlcvstudles and effects studles-that relate to sex role
stfreotyplng and telev151on v1ew1ng The-remalnlng sectlons
rev1ew generallzatlons made from a number of earller studles

, that hlghllght 1nd1v1dua1 and- soc1al factors that help shape

'the v1ew1ng experlence



B. Literature Review

s_Stereotyp1ng on Television =~ Content Analyt1c Studxes

Clark (1972). says telev1sxon v1ewers develop attltudes -

" toward soc1al : groups through  a» two \step process ‘of
recognxt:on and respect Recognltlon is defxned as how oftend
a group . is represented (or not represented) on, teleVLSlon.
The. 1mp11cat1on for soc1al groups seen‘ frequently ”onf
telev151on. isf that-they ate . a relevant segment of« soc1ety
Convarsely)& groups, never or rarely,b' represented gnc
televzslon are sean by aud1ences as less 51gn1f1Cant Degree'
of respect,-deslgnated‘by occupatlonal and/or‘SOc}al roles{.i
as well ’as‘projected personalities, further'infernces tne
. viewer's’ 1mpress1on of. the group In addition' a group~ seen
iregularly on telev151on can be a551gned an inferior status'
if its members dlsplay unde51rable characterlstlcs or OCCUpy. -
a low soc1oeconom1c p051tlon l
In‘ terms ;f lbothx ‘recognition ;'and’ respect .“the:
accumulated evidence;‘fron da' numberi?of‘;content’ stud1esf
indicates te}evision,portrayals"ofp.females are‘ extremely
biased. _ Research | shows‘ 'tnat*, fenaies’ 'are :grstl§'\
underrepresented.on:telenision.'Telenisdonpmaies nave: much
broader occUpationalv’roies.~than"do'fema1es Who areroften
‘shown as 1ncompetent and as - the butt of comedy (Turowk 1974;
Tedesco 1974 Sternglanz & Sebln 1974--Busby, .975)
a Males and females also. prOJect ve?y different. personal

attltudes -and -formal roles on telev151ong Females), usually.



cast ln- light or comic roles, are'portrayed as attratfiye,f
warm, soclable,,happy and youthful They' are_ more often
assigned -mar1talj romantlc, domestlc or’ famtly roles than~
_are men.vMaleé not only dominate the action shdws,~they also
tend to domlnate women tw1ce as often as' women domlnate men -
(Lemon, 1978). Consequently, they,are seen as belngl more.
.powerful,'rational, and-stablefthan:women; ‘When interastions E
among the‘sexei are violent, womeniare\the VlCtlleed men‘.
are the v1ct1m1zers (Gerbner et-al., 1978; Tedesco, 1974)

‘While the women's llberat1on movem@nt is. thought to
have ‘been 1nstrumental in changlng 1deas about sex roles,
Beuf (1974) says children are Stlll learnlng about 53: role‘
‘structure that ‘is sex typed from watchlng telev1SlOn- JThe
- data’ 1nd1cate that those who are concerned wlth ;séx' role:
.;stereotyplng in soc1a11zat10n cannot 51t back and put the1r
-falth in‘some 1nev1table soc1al ohange. The med1a té which
chlldrenv' are exposed ) Are‘ Stlll stereotyped (Beuf
4‘1974:f4;).fThis statementlis supported by a later study
’conducted\‘by ;O‘Donnell Iand o' Donnell (1978) who found the .
frequency and content of women*-s . roles were- about " the samei
1n the m1d 70 s as they were a decade earlaer u |

Qlthough content. analytlc stddres \provlde~,tﬁg ‘most
'complete knowledge about stereotyped televisionICthent;
they alone cannot brldge the gap l;nklng ‘viewing"aﬂd:/ e%
role ‘attltUdES' and behav1ours. Wlth the except10n 5f_-

“counting-men and women, and data on occupatlonal and Soc1al

‘ roles, 'quantitativei.content analyses 'usually 1generatesf

-
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disagreements in concethalization .(Cantor," 1980). Other
,problems relate to sampllng and measurement. 4For‘,in5tance}'
telev151on‘~fare' changes fromr week to week depending'on'

‘gratlngs and the prevalence of mov1es, mini-series and sports

‘programmlng. ‘In' addltlon, ““the 1ntroduct1on of new season

'programs ‘in September may- d1ffer dramat1cally from a ‘sampleﬁ_:’
taken at a other tlmes of” the year.{~l ,o"? th

" Afother ’recurrlng problem aseoc1ated with’ CQntent
'anal§tio" studles is‘4theQ emphasis 'oné,siﬁilarities.;in

.telev1$1on programm1ng bvef~.thé years 5’In actual fact, -

'changes have occurred Qn. telev151on today ve are see1ng]‘

d1VOrced women ralslng chlldren unmarr;ed 'couples \llvlng”

together and career women who are happy to be- 51ngle ‘At one -
txme in the.”n t . too dlstant past _these _topios - were

"con51dered taboo for v1ew1ng audlences Due“in'part'to"theiri
.jdescrlptlve nature looklng beyond content analytlc.‘stgo{és o
is \necessary 1to‘ determlne concomgtant‘ eff¢CtS betweent
‘v1ew1ng stereotyplc telev151on content.fand'rattitpd¢5f and:
hehav1ours_toward*sexeroles.f, ’ ;- —‘”‘5: )T bn m

’

‘Effects of Stereotyped Telev1sxon Content

Research reports examlnlng the 1mpadt of telev151on s
otereotxplc portrayals lon young viewers beganllappear1n§;
i"primari;yftin.;the_mré—sevent@es,EOrréspond y%th‘the peak of
the WOmenﬁsvmovenent: Given therndmbeﬁ’of’major,prOteSts by
special interest groups: the’,amount\ of'xresearch" is
surprrsingif ifmited; L

,



The earliest studies reasoned that if children accept
television's sex role messages; heavy viewers should have
more stereotypic beliefs than .light viewers. Beuf (1974)
found that over 70% of the boYs and 73% of the girls among
her sample of pre-schoolers, chose stereotyp1cal careers for
themselves. 1In. add;t;on, ¢g1r15 felt blocked from the1r
ambitions,because of their sex. Frueh &_McGhee (1975) found
tnat' heavyf televislon vlewersf in kindergarten, second,
fourth, and sixhh grades were moreklikely to ‘identify with
sex—stereotyped ‘roles-associatedewlth their own gender than
were moderate vienersr_Uslng'the same population 1%  months
laterfJnMcGhee & Fruehf‘did a'follow~uprstudy that yielded
51m11ar results.'Between grades .3 and 7, heavy v1ew1ng
females became 1ncreas1ngly stereotyped rn their perceptlons
as early'as_frrst grade.‘ Bmplrlcally, sex role attitudes
were” “:captured f’_by ’ perceptxons 9 of ipsychological
characterlstlcs (McGhee & Frueh 1980). | ‘ A

Inp an on901ng longltudlnal study, Gross & Jeffr1es Fox
(1978) found a "low,d:but"51gn1f1cant correlation betaeen
telev151on v1ewing and sex1st answers to-questions about
‘women S- roles In contrast to the McGhee/Frueh (1980) study,
however; telev151on was assoc1ated with sex1st attitudes in
boYS‘mdre than 1nfglrls* Using a sample of glrls,‘only, Tan
(1979) found that an experlmental group of adolescents were
more Ilkely o: thlnk b‘!ng beautlful was an important
kcharacterlstlc ,and necessary to attract ;men than were a

. &
control group The former were exposed to heavy doses of
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beauty ads (é'g soap, shampoo and toothpaste'"commercials)

N
o

ﬁwR@%auty messages (e.q. dog food dlaper and soy sauce ads)
Effects “studles;,employlng counter stereotyped models

have also beenrconduoted;:ﬁlerx ‘et al. (1976) showed films
to £1ndergarten dhildren- Wthh deplcted non- stereotypxcal
“portrayals over ;awose;en -day perlod Plottlng pre~_fand‘
_post test :scores“‘pn:loccupatlons for’ women, act1v1t1es for
}chlldr%n and bel1efs about the relatlve 1ntelllgence of meno:
and women, these oresearchers found respondents to be less'
‘ptrad1t1onal after the week long exposure Miller and -Reeves‘
(1976) -also.'found that grade SChool chlldren were more:
llkely toiaccept non- tradltlonal ‘gf roles after .v1ew1ng’
Anon sex - stereotyped programs..‘ln ‘another study; lless
stereotyped responses on sex role.attltudes were g1ven by 5
andf<6'-year old g1rls who -saw a non tradltlonal cartooni‘l
fshow1ng female athletes as ompetent _fhan were";TveQany
those - wh0'.,saw‘ a neutral or",sex‘ stereotypedr:cartoon
(DavidSOn Yasano & Tower 1979) : 4ff' | L |
- The most ambntlous pro;eCt con51der1ng the relatlonshlp
between telev151on v1ew1ng and }sex' role stereotyplng " has
been Fﬁeesty]e,p an Amer1can program funded by the Nat1onal»
'lnstitute of Edﬁcatnon.,A.ser;es of-thlrteen episodes almed
14at combatlng ’sex' r?ie stereotyplng in"9ito 12 year old.
chlldren Fﬁeesty7e was a1red 1n',the Fall _and~.winter “of

1978/79 and _has shown p051t1ve results. For example; among

children who‘have V1ewed theiserles,r”both bpys and. glrls

. whereas n latter éawf commerc1als that did'not’oontain o
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r\.l

“'became - mere., approv1ng qof:“,men’_'and.'.WOmen hav1ng:

-

.non tradltlonal jobs. Chﬁf@ren ‘5 perceptlons of ap roprlate

Q’ l

male and female famlly roles also beéame less ~‘tr dltlonal.
Flnally,‘ there has been more acceptance ©of ]

tradltronal female'act1v1t1es and\/ﬁae vePsa (For’a complete«

L

descrlptlon eof results see. Johnston, Ettema & DaV1dson;i

'1980 Wllllams LaRose & Frost/ T’981)9

’

AWhlle 'theSe; stud1es~prov1de 1n51ght 1nt the probablés

relatlonshlp between~ teleV151on v1ew1ng an -sex _'role‘

stereotprng,« results are mlxed and open to/cr1t1c1sm For

v

, . o
“,1nstance,ythe Beuf (1974)' McGhee/Frueh (1980 1975) and Tan :

. < /‘" A S . P
_L(1975) StUdies “are based on extremely sma, 1. sample slzes

-

"ZExact numbers on wh1ch comparlsons between Jeavy and_ llght‘
'>v1ewers are based are not ev1dent in the,BLuf '(1974) study.

rAlthough the McGhee/Frueh (1980) study use : more”'current )

\

sex_ role stereotypg measure, the It Scali/ut1llzed in, thelr

orlglnal study has been cr1t1c1zed by Kohlberg (1966) ~a’nﬁd',

M1schel (1970) "as” belng 1nva11d :; L T% f'w;l “It,‘:,‘

CUlth?thﬂ theory, the framework eﬂployed by' Gross‘?&'
Jeffrles Fox (1978) had been cr1t1c1zed for belng equrvocal"
»(wllllams et al,, 1978) .On the .oﬁé; hand -.they clalm o

3 ’chaldren with trad1t1onal sex role preferences watch more "

television than thosexjwlth non tradltlonal preferences

'SelectiVe' rexposure,‘ .oartm of the \cultlvatlon ’effects,,
‘explalns the relatlonsh1p between -v1ew1ng and» sex role,
"stereotyplng -(Gerbner. et al., 1978).,Ongthe'other~hand,

1s also stated that telev151on lis,,watched‘ in;jrituallstic‘7

r

boys dang.f
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tow

.”fashlon w1thout respect to the content -(Gerbner -&‘-Grossﬁl'

\-11974) In addltlon, correlatlons between telev1sion v1ew1ng.

[

”‘and questlons about women s roles were dramatlcally Areducedf

/ -glrls.r,m

: in‘ the Gross/Jeffraes Fox (1978) study when controlllng for f.f

¥1ntelllgence.,Aga1n,'thls was more, of a factor among boys as_ -

N N

: ylntelllgence appeared 1rrelevant ‘t : 6he{ assoc1ataon for .

[N

,The,7studiesf‘usin§- counter stereotyplc roles hold out

, some hope that more balanced portrayals m1ght alter bellefo‘

about-'real ltfe seX« roles These too,.however producedy

""mxxed results and thelr llmlted exposure to respondents, ‘as .

A

ucompared to exposure-fto "regular“ telev151on programmlng,ﬂ

Rarely are the 1deal condltlons ofyan experlment dupllcated *d!'

tmake the dUrablllty ,of therr effect;veness questlonable“j\

AN

“,1n the real world These stud1es leave open the possrhrlrtyf\

rthatw reSults reflect patterns‘fof .selectlveb-exposure-or-:

.recall. Mo'f‘ecve‘f«j' arve - should s ot ‘be ,1ed’, to . the’

v

"over51mp11f1ed :4 assumptlon f that !thef_ portrayal: be‘

4 -,\

\counter stereotyplcal roles ‘ w1ll : automatlcally ;-changey”

’stereotypes.‘ T ._'*;1 R o f;"5;

-y

N
* .
i )

A

Model1ng or Identlflcatlon Studles/

" Thel effects studles of. the seventles and early eight1es_‘

have thelr orlglns 1n thegéarller modellng or 1dent1f1cat10n,"

_studles. 'As - 1nd1¢ated \ earller "soc1allzat10n through

.

, modellng or 1dent1f1catlon 1mp11es copylng the behav1our off

a others. Modellng occurs elther through consc1ous attempts to;;'



ﬁemuiate a soc1allzat18n agent or 51mply because the agent s‘:
‘behav1our is’ -ther most sallent alternatlve open fto:‘the‘fu
1nd1v1dUal (McLeod & O Keefe,_1972) Proponents of modellng
T~belleved the role~ of parent paftrcularly ef samevfsexihiw
~nty “was;'cruc1al to the development of self Emp1r1ca1
‘studles have.hot substantlated thns notlon Csee Angrllll, o
1950~ B Heller 1959) leadlng “the_. speculatlon that an
emotlonal bond may not necessarlly be a prerequ151te ‘for
’;modellng (Frleze fe f alt, 1973) Stockard & Johnson (1980)
;propose that whlle; modellng theory may / explaln..the
‘"development— of fsexv'fbles lwhen appl1ed 'f' chlldren and - lt
*wparents, ;t may be more effectlve when applled to telev1saon-‘5‘
l v1ew1ng ’Ini thls- medlum larger than llfe stereotypes are j‘
presented for chlldren to copy. . |
. In terms \of“ emplrlcal stud?es;t”Eieanor'Maccoby hasA
ploneered the work 1n thlS‘ area,yfshélband her colleagues '
»5(Maccoby '&' wllson 1957 Macooby, Wllson & Burton JQSS)L‘n’”

"found chlldren preferred to watch characters f‘f thelr;lqwhf

“gender and manlfested greater 1m1tatlon ~and recall, ﬁor the

behav1our of same sex models In- romantlc mov1e sc nes they

. show that male v1ewers spemﬁgmore t1me watchlng th’ hero and

ffemale v1ewers spend more t1me watchlng the hero"ne,_i' ,
' More: recent ~stud1es prov1de further eyldence :that
-youngsters 1dent1fy w1th behav1our they see :on“ telev151on }
.- Sprafkin .& .Llebert,_(J/jBJ. sought to dlscover ‘how’ closely'f\;;;
ohildren"pay .attentioh'“to_ boys .and. garls engaged ,ghj B
.s6x~typed~or>neutertactivities and-whetherlchildren-rdentify’ﬁ

) , S - L -
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jwith"-televisionfi charactets. They ’use-‘atteqtion"'and
y'-'identfficatipn‘ as:.two components“ through which - ,gender,

1dent1ty 1s formed Flndlngs showed. th _mbers_of,each'sex

«preferred\to _watch- characters of;.th'rr - own ﬂgender.h in‘
a:(*‘addrtioni'vthere'awas"greater appeal for sex typed programs
':among thelr sample of thlrty two flrst and second 'graders.
E&atA- is, 'chlldren's selectmon of, and‘ attentloh to,
“characters of thelr own sex tended to be even more. strongly
‘.ev1denced when- the characters actlons were, sex- typed thant
| when they were notr Th15~f1nd1ng lends support to an earller -
study that _concluded "Boys generally seemed to~showgan
';;g: earller preference than glrls gdf‘ actlon \programs,. which‘
1ncrdentally, usually featune stfong male characters. The
glrls 1n ‘th ’first grade were.aalready. fond of. famlly.
51tuatlon comedles" (Lyle & Hoffman 1572a‘4t0): .

Further ev1dence that youngsters model behavioUr theyA?

‘A'see on telev151on 1s prov1ded by McArthur & Elsen (1976)

,',‘ . IR

The results of . thlS study, however, 1nd1cate an: 1nterest1ng_.x

twlst .of- events.rIn thelr 1nvest1gat10n of Saturday morning

’teiewlslon, the‘maln objectlve of the1r »three stage ;study
was.-{to't examine ~the .effects =on pre-school’Achiidrenfs'

i behav1our_‘tof g egposure ;: to;‘ sex- stereotyped y versus:
non stereotyped'. behaviour hy%ftelevlslon models “While
vchlldrenu drd rndeed ‘re0511,‘ahaﬁ reproducex more ‘Qf' the
act1v1t1es’hdﬁf:a same sex model than an opp051te telev1sed~

modeh thlS phenomena also held true even when the same-sex.

.model manlfested sex '1nappropr1ate behavtour. ""Boys were



7more * likely to engage in nuturance, domestlc1ty, and
artistic behaviours than in leadershlp, bravery,iand problem‘
solv1ng when~ former ~activities were performed by a maleﬂ
"‘model and the‘elatter by a female"' (Mchrther?'& érsen;
1976-349)' Although the'authors’indicate'therewis cause'for'
concern’ over.the confllctlng f1nd1ngs they say 1t does not:
diminish the influence of telev151on v1ew1ng Stlll, 1t does"
alert us to p0551ble shortcomlngs in research that. require
‘more: thorough investigation- | ' N ‘

H’..What theée’studies-fail:to_ explicate rs:‘whether ‘the
'Hsubjécts Tperceiye fthe,‘behavfours _or;:the Lmodels, to: he.'
, approprlate.v }~In ‘ the Maccoby/Wilson o (1?57)._ -and -
Sprafkln/Lelbert (1978) studies, the Sex:of the»model is
“PrO]eCted as most sallent; In contrast; ﬁoArthur” &i\giseny,
(1976),  Barkley et .al., (1977) and Bryan & Luria (1978)
" indicate it 'is thef‘Sex approprlateness of 'the'4modeled-‘
2“behaylour that .iQ *1mportant ' rather 'than the sex of the
model For 1n$tance, Bryan [A .Luria. (1978) found 5-6 year oldf
and ‘-10 year 0ld respondents recalled more same sex tasks
than opp051te sex tasks regardless of the sex of the .model'
f Barkley et4a1 (1977) show the same results G1rls in thelr;
bstudy tended to 1m1tate female behav1our more than mascullne
behav1our regardless of the model s. blologlcal Sex. '

l_ wllllams et al.,* (1981) summarlzed he confllct1ng

3 flndlngs ;,by concludlng it:, s,-the. observer s overallj

perceptlon,of the‘models sex role orlentatlon and its: match.‘

'wifh the’' observer's foyn.wthat w1ll ult1mately determl"Q’Hf
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whether " the model 1s 31mllar enough to the observer to: act

‘as an’ effectlve model

\\, - . . B . N . . . S -
N o . . . . >, . P

Soc1al\}ntegration Conteits |

The social 1nteract10n view of learnlng holds that ‘thezr
characterlstlc.:-soc1al norms 1nvolved i ~the. person;s
gﬁinteractiOnsf with relevant others~ shape. hlS : Behavlour'

Qk,}»t. . H . . RN
1nclud1ng hlS communlcatxon style and preferences " (McLead “&

\

e} Keefe 1972) There ié' speculatlon' that chlldren .under
stress or‘ whose relatlons w1th parents and peers are less B
harmonlous tend to seek out telev151on to a. greater extent'b
than otherS’ (von Felltzen & Llnee, 1975) Youngsters from

j“constant.te_l‘eyis.ion v1ew1ng fam1l1es do less well 1n school
haue -less'privacy, and are less llkely to have controls put
on thelr telev151on_consumptlon. They are descr1bed as belng

' ‘more neurotlc and ‘1ntr0verted ~less.1nvolved“1n sports.or-

-other soc1al grOUps,l\more llkely tto' he"nistrustful an'dﬁ'7
afrald and rank h1gher On establlshed 1nd1ces retlectlng |
anomlé and allenatlon.- They feel pesSxmlstlc‘\abopt\hthe

qutureJ‘”and, AWith‘*the exceptlon ot' medla use,'are'less
actlve than others (Wade, .1971 Hendry f& Patrlck '-1977}'

Gross j&- Jeffrles—Fox,'1978 edrich‘ 1979* JackSon~Beeck &"
Sobel 19§Oll The exceptlon to thlS 1s a study conducted by
Welgel and-‘.Jessor3~ (1973), ‘in. that_ they found hlgh
1nvolvement' yith ZItelevisionb ‘tot' be assoc1ated w1th
slgnlflcantly greater value on academlc recognztlon, greater-

_;ntoleranceaof dev1ance, less soc1al cr1t1c1sm apd stronger

Uas



17

negat1Ve attltudes towards drugs.

~

Although 1nvestlgators have beenz“lnterested 1n the’
Vtoplc of telev151on w1th1n the famlly cbntext Eor some tlme'
(for 'example : Maccoby,- 1951) theory and research 1n th1s
'area are llmlted The major f1nd1ngs are based on 'a' foUr
d;mensxonal tam1ly commun1cat1ons,'typology developed by
researchers at the Unlver31ty of WlSCOﬂSln S. Mass
‘Communication Research Center (Chaffee et al 1971' 1973
Mcheod,’et.alr,.1972},McLeod &hBrown, 1976 Chaffee &. Tlms,
1976).‘ . .”‘:_," - ;l' _‘N_._l“f'f'.3.l'i: :AV I“A—\
Based on the premlse_ewhat a parent knows may he less‘
”1mportant than how he transmlts 1t to hls Chlld" (Chaffee et
'al 1973 349) | each d1mens1on reflects 'elther‘ (a); the\
— emphas1s parents place on soc1al harmony and the expectat1on
-j:that chlldren .be' deferentlal tot elders ”in_'str1v1ng to\
malntamn _harmonlous.personal relatlons (socioforrentatlon);
;éé; .(b)' emphasis -on 1ntellectual egpression.; and - the- .
expectatlon that ch1ldren should be encouraged to'develop'
thelr own 1deas about the world (concept or;entatlon)‘ ‘
- | Lalssez falre | famalles ‘/emphasaze ‘ne1ther_ typeevof
‘-relatlon Chlldren “are- not .prohibited -from? challenging
parental v1ews but nelther are they exposed to the world ‘of
1ndependent ‘and contendlng 1deas.~ Inl Protectlve famlllesr
the chlld ‘is 'encouraged _to get along w1th others at, the
expense of concept -relatlons that would. expose h1m ,to -the_

controver51al=w0rld of 1deas; Not only 1s_he-proh1b1ted ffomhr

e&pressingﬂ'dissent,'»hut' he- is” given little chance to.
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§

encounter 1nformat10n on-whlch he mlght base his own v1ews
Plural1st1cbﬂ faleléS emphas;ze the - deyelopmentd of

vstrong .and_ varled” cOncept relations in an’ envirpnmenth
~cdmparative1§ 5free 10f“‘SOC1al restraints. The child is-
encquraéeggwtw 'explore lnew_ ideas and’ is exposed to
cdntrOQersiali materlal He can make updhisfown mind Wlthout_
fear of endangerlng soc1al relatlons wath his parents

‘ ‘Consensual‘ ' fanllles ) éttempt to vstress".both‘
orientaticnsf While the childlis:exposed,to controversy ana
told. he should | enter~ into it, he is paradoxically
ccnstrained_to‘debelcp_ cOncepts ‘that- are consonant¢ With
ex1st1ng «SOclc relatlons. “He'is, in”effect encouraged to
plearn his pareent’'s. 1deas and adopt. thelr valuesV~(Chaffee{
'Mcheod & Aiken, 1971). “"w. y o Ai ( d -

Major research flndlngs show that both adolescents and

parents from lalssez—falre  families - seem generally

. .
]

unlnterested in any type‘of televlsidn‘;programh;ng .thoughh
adolescents in this group,repprt;heavler;involvementpnith;
charactersronfaction.shcws (MCLeddl&rBrcnn 19]6? Chaffee et.
B %al;, 1977{ Teenagers from prbtectiVe famllles are most

susceptlble to persua51ve telev151on messages and are_ more

llkely ‘to say telev1s1on presents a chance for them to learn
' behav;our Both parents and chlldren in. th1s group \are; the

tiheavlest‘pconsumers_ of telev151on but low ‘in terms oflnews
content;(Mcﬁeed &' Brown, 1976 Chaffee et al,, 197]; Stone‘& a
LChaﬁfee;'-197Of ; McLeod & Brown, . (1976) speculate that:

-adolescents from protectlve faleles spend ‘more. 'time. with'

Mo
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television than any other group in order to escape- the
intense relatlonshlp with their parents,

Adolescents from pluralistlc. famllies " are more

, knowledgeahle. about public affairs, make better marks in -
"school are more active 1n -school and polltlcal act1v1txes,
and watch less telev151on than adolescents 1n other groups.

" Viewing patterns center on"news and public . affa1rsi
programnlng. Young people in this group are the least llkely

to say tele&ision..presents a chance for - them to.‘learn
behaviour pfrom teleVision'(McLeod»and Brounf 1975;’Chaffee
’et‘alr, l976, 4971l. Extremeiy heayy:televislon v1ew1ng is‘
,reported among~youngsters'in conSen5ual fahllles People in -
thlS family group also exhlblt 51gns of stress and do . less
well in 9chool desplte devotlng a lot of tlme'to homework
" While they are likely to or1ent to publlc affalrs‘ ano ;news
lprogrammlng, »they do_ so; solely by means of knowlng_and..
adopt1ng parentlal v1ews. Thelr knowledge of current 'events
‘is lower than that of adolescents from plUfallSth famllles
'although each report about the same exposure to news- shows»x
'pThese vaewers' are the: most llkelyl .—' see a 51m11ar1tyﬁ
1'bet&een'the.realtworld-and'yhat they-'watch on televlslon

(Chaffee . et'al., 195},'&973;'M¢neod & Chaffee, 1972; McLeod
.fv&_Brown,hj976)” ‘ B ‘ B ;

| Retaining the two dlmenslonal mooel of soc1o & concept.
forientations Lullﬁv (1980) shows _.thatl, socio- orlentated.
- individuals freport j theY“employ' telev151on for social

. purposes far more <than. concept-orientated - individuals."

[
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’beOple“e‘who'“ had }hlgh. cumulatiwe‘ :scores ..‘ons the
concept or1entat10n : measures said they'i did ‘not ‘use
\telev151on for companlonsh1p, to- 1llustrate experlences; to
glve. them somethlng to’ say,‘lto reduce anx1ety, to mahe
onsuner decrslon, or to gain, conversatlonal entrance. While
fnoti- u51ng. the same typology, Johnstogp (1974} found:
';adolescents ﬁost.stronglw orientated to,oarents show higher
levels\-of ttelevisfon'Zconsumptionf Helalso'foundvlevels of
“orientatfon to oarentsdtovbe lower among those i&'the’ older :
age orades’ in part confirmirg the contentlon by Chaffee et‘
"al;, (19715 that 'soc;o orrentatlon ,decreases ,durlng the‘
adolescence perlod | | .

, Although studlesgln this. area are less -copious 1some
\researchefs have‘iattempted to assess the 1nfluence of the
".peer lgroup on .the)VQIOcess, and effects of '.telewlszon'

dconsumptloh- Earlier studles‘(Riley & Riley, 1951“”Schranm
‘et'al., 1961) found youngsters lacklng 1n 1ntegratlon wlth'a
peer group. showed a preference for actlon and v1olence 1n;
the media. o

.More pecentlw; "qOhnstone‘” (l§74l . ekam&nedr'.the
rélationship'between'adolescents'-'socfal 1ntegrat10n 1nto'
‘the' peer‘ érouo and theif rates of exposure to telev151on
Those cla551f1ed as’ leaders had the strongest self- 1mage andl
watched the least- ‘amount of telev151on. Those cla551f1ed as~‘
.'asplrants had the weakest .self-lmage and tended -f v1ew:
telev1510n more than anyone ‘else.: Draw1ng on the conclu51on’

" that telev151on v1ew1ng i in.. part a deprlvatlon—based
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‘nse that.permits the user to_'escape from a ‘context

generates' teelings of inadequaey,vJohnstone (1974)

concluded that all teenaders watch some television, however,

5~heavy\ consumption within this group may function ' as a: .-

snbstitute.fot fnterpersona; gratificatiqn. These \tindings
are simiiar to an eatlier study—conducted by Wade (1971) 'ne
.'found that the lelsure time -of a creatlve adolescent is full
and the edlted exper1ence of telev151on is- shunned 1n favouri
of spendlng tlmé/wlth others." o i |
Chaffee and Tim .(1976) have“'iookedjfat adolescent/
‘ SR - o ,
.peer/telev151on . processes by ,extendinge the ’_famﬁly
‘communication " typology ontlinéd earlier; to adpiescent/peer_
dcommunication-patterns. Their findings KSquort' those ’et
Jehnstone"s (1974).’$ttenq peer‘orientations'ate dssociated
-with'cénformité to péer viewing notms bnt only Qhen viewing'
‘ with friends Otherw1se, measures of social learning suggest-

'that telev1s1on 1nfluence is ‘greatest when the youngster‘ is T

v1ew1ng w1th parents. . ‘ .

_5Age and Socio—Ecbnomic Ccntexts )
o \

Thece is ev1dence that v1ew1ng tlme decreases w1th age

o and that the decrease becomes .more dramatlc fo& adolescents .

V(Lyle kl Hoffman, 1972; Johnstone, 1974; MiLeQd‘&'Brown,
1976{7Brbwn'& Linné; 1976; Hedinsson, '1981)‘

In their’ 1976 study, McLeod and Brown 1solate early and

v

’mlddle adolescent stages in con51der1ng the ~effects of

teleyls;on, rv1olence on agg;e551on. Using ‘a number of
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1

cognltlve redction measures,’ -they found " there was less

reactlon to ' eleyised 'violence among ' older -adolescents,

’ fespeclally wvtn'girls who were less likely to see telévision

as a source of aggreSsive learning, or as. a llnk to real‘

life‘ as they grew older, than were boys. In addltlon, they'

fOund there was a subStantlve decrease in- v1ew1ng time ffomf

early to m1ddle adolesence correspondlng with changes 1n
content preferences. Varlety and comedy shows becameA l£SS'

popular\ with age, while news and publicyaﬁfairs proggémla

desirability increased (McLeod & Brown, 197%)

.JthStone;s »(1974) hlgh school sample was d1v1ded 1ntof;'

Freshmen (age 15), Sophomores (age 16), Junlors (age 170 and

\

“Senlors (age 18). This study alsowindicates a 'sharp decline

in television”viewing between the‘itwo -extremes of 'the
sample. ~ "Televisian 'consumption is cut ]ust about in- half_
within'this brief four year per{o " (Johnstdn' '1974'43).

S1m11arly, Johnstone notes the decline. for g1rls is. somewhat

'~' L

sharper and llke McLeod and Brown (1976) concludes Ath;s ‘is

an 1nd1cat10n that girls generally mature earlier than boys.“

These andlngs are dnly partlally 'substantlated by the
GrOSS/Jeffr1Q5 Fox.(1972) StUdY' Whlle they found telev151on
viewing did decrease with age there_’werex,n03 substantlal
d1fferences for g1rls.. | & S

Although socio- economlc status is seldom-_of: central -

‘importance .to communlcatlon ~research;~ it is inevitably

-

considered in soc1allzat10n analyses The.ﬁlife exper1ences;

of' young people are based Athe \economic and soclal _

s
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resources of the famlly Dlscussed in terms of upper, middle
and work1ng class formatlons, »socAOfeconom;c‘ status 1is
vuspally ‘meaﬁutea in‘termsﬂef patental‘edqcatiqn, occupation
and/er:inéeme; |

| Weinefti(]975) states sex role patterns are‘assumed to
take a'moteitraditional form ameng the lower strata with the
pppér‘fg:oup' hév;pg the most egalﬁtarian sex role norms. In
tefmsvef communicat{on tesearch itjappears that members of
the.lleweffclass also engage in more television viewing than

other groups (see Bower,1971; McLeod et al., 1972; Comstock

et al., 1978; Lull,1980; Hedinsson, 1981). Comstock et al,,
. - . .

'(1978 20). say “the data are clear. "Viewing 1is inversely

related social class for which _we < take 1income and

:educatxon as surrogate". Hedinsson (1981) speculates that
- the middle~class'are lighter.v;ewers because they®have more

diversified leisure activities “than working class people.

"For: Meyersohn (1965) lighter viewing is attributable to the
faet”midele class peOple have a stronget orientation to
'book ’cuLture'.‘which 'leads‘to a'moretnegative ﬁispositien
towards tele;ision. |

Concentratlng oﬁ adoiésceat elevision view?ng,-both

Cdmstock et a;., (f978) and McLeod et al., (1972) found that

middie .cléss"radolescents are llghter viewers than their

P ! 5

lower c_ass counterparts. Comstock et. al., (1978) believe

thgre ) te 1nd1cators whereby age may modify the predictive
' powers of'soc1al class but data on thls are hlghly tentative

since few studles ‘have compared age and soc1al claSs. Of the
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stndies avallable; t tyle-‘l& ”.Hoffman (1552) -found "no
dlfferences in telev151on v1ew1ng by 6th graders from mlddle
and/worklng class homes leferences were . found however ine
.?Oth grade v1ew1ng hablt! w;th»yworklng ,glassn'adolescents |

V13W1“9 more " tEIGVISIOn_<than middlé.clasS‘adolescents'”In

vthelr sample of flfteen year olds, Hendry and Patrlck (1977)

did * Ef f1nd any 51gn1f1cant dlfferences between h1gh and
low frequency v1ewers.,_e”,p R ”.--‘,',h"[ '&/'
Hedinsson (1981) _s;'attempted to ﬂlink: the»famlly o

typology dlscussed earller to the ‘soc1al p051t10n of the
famlly. .Hev conflrmed that plurallstlc famllles are heav1ly
representedb in;'the- hlghest soc1al classes,_;.consensual
@'famllies' in the mlddle classes, protectlve fam111es in the -

worklng classes, and lalssez—faare famrlres-ll dlfferent

marglnal soc1al classes. In addltaon, he found worklng ClaSS»l

e

xparents stress a soc1o orlentatlon even -asf tb. :adolescent
comes into. mlddle and late adolecence whlle mlddle class

" parents seem Lto' stress the concept orlentatlon of »more.
autonomous participation infsoc1ety (Hedlnssopv.1981)

» :

Summary ' EPR ) ".‘“ .j Q"'"" S T
’To date, telev151on v1ew1ng and sex role stereotyplng

have not been : studled ' extens1vely' d Consequently,_

relatlonshlps between selected varlables, telev151on v1ew1ng

. 1
and stereotyplng have been dlscussed‘1n‘th1S;chapter._‘

The ewidence'r'on behalf “of ‘the -proposition that
telewiSionq.is a. primary agent of - Ssocialization ang.

(o

N
B



;1nstrumental ,affectlng\‘seiflrole‘,Steréotyping_;ygeemsf‘

‘ ‘ P o S
conV@nc1ng What remalns uncertaln -8 the ‘degree’ ©of"

'1nfluence and whether or not’thls 1nfluence is. poSitiye or

Lo

‘_negat;ve,: Rather thanj'lnquire‘ if teleVLSiOn is good'\orr'

"bad', the main_ purpose of | thiS~,1nvestlgatlon ‘Ls'.3to‘\

estahlish..ﬂWhether f,or'§not|»telev151on iS'ga‘ 1mportant-~.

_'predlctor varlable of sex role"stereotyping"among y ung
- .people;f ThlS'>w111 be, accompllshed by treatlng telev1 'onj

- viewing as[an51nterven1ng process through whlch 1nf1uence 1si'

s . v v

dependent‘ on a number of other factors such as age, gender

t

place of res1dence relxglos1ty and family communrcatron'

- ' . ~ e
* '

’.patterns., T -,'_“*f T \ RN - D

-

Chapter II- presents the theonetlcal frame of reference

s ~

“to gu1de th1s study Based on the symbollc 1nteract10n1sm of

kg,

‘ﬁGeorge Herbert rMead- -telev151on‘;1s conCeptuallzed as,,a7

‘significant ‘other< ‘and hav1ng a'number of propertles whach'

\

.may 1nfluence the attltudes and behav1ours of its audlence..

’ -




11. THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVE

e

.fA Introduct1on

s “
b

GeOrge Herbert Mead is credlted wlthmdeveloplng a fully
soc1olog1cal view of soc1allzat10n .He took as p01nt 'of
departure .'the% 1deas "f hlS predecessor Charles Horton
p~Cooley,_that self 1s not concelved in asolat;on,’and- then‘

gufded 1nto soc1al 1nteract10n, but'is a product;of,soc1al

|
1

1nteractlon to begln w1th Cooley wrote' “"there is no. sehse
of f{”,A w1thOUt a correspondlng sense of you,. or‘he,tor
they (Cooley, 1902 182) Slmllarly, Mead ‘statesf that - the

self arlses 1n a process of soc1al experlence “and act1v1ty
/\

'and develops in a glven 1nd1v1dual both as a result of . thé/rf

1:relat10ns-m‘to that process gasf‘a whole,:'and to other
1nd1v1duals w1th1n that process (Mead ‘1934). |

'To- Meady thlS process is, accompllshed in two stages'w
the play stage and the game stage« The f1rst stage of the
)deyelopment. _f'_self 1nvolves 51mply puttlng oneself in the

’ pléce‘of thefother. In the second;stage of full development,f

Mead ,stlpulates. that‘ the 'individual will take:sociptycs
_-attltpdes ;1n the form, of genera%}zed other - as. her or-th/

an! Alternately labé@!ed 51gn1f1cant other Cit s
. : T T ’ -
deflned as jthe "organlzed communlty or soc1al group Wthh

G

glves to the 1nd1v1dual hlS unlty of self" (Mead,“1934:137).

o

1Cooley (1902) used the term "looklng glass self"; Mead
(1934). used’ generallzed other"; Sullivan (1940) coined the
term "significant othe®". All are the same in that they
reflect appralsals of "others (Kuhn, 1964) T

26 .
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. accordance w1th thelr standards (Gecas, T9BT):

. o . *27
.

i

Role tak1ng is thet key -concept h, thls plcture of‘~

developlng self Obtalned through reflectlng .'self from~\,‘

P

the standp01nt f others, the term has been defined'inwaf

numberiof ways Stone (4962 89) descr1bes 1t as the' process

‘of “piacing one s self in the attltude or 1nc1p1ent actlon‘

of the other and representlng one s own symbollc productaon

to oneself from that attltude.; Ahother deflnltlon 15 "thed”

| capac1ty to engage in the mental act1v1ty gof 1mag1n1ng
/ﬁerce1v1ng what ‘15 1n the m1nd of another person" (Burr et-f

'al.}'1979:62 Laurer and Boardman (1971 139) say 1t is "thef'

.o

proceSS‘ whereby' an 1nd1v1dual 1mag1nat1vely constructs thef-d

attitudes of the other and thus ant1c1pates the behavlour of

4

the other

To Mead the‘ emergence- of seif 1involves 1ncrea51ng
rolevtaklng capabllltles 'ihef resuI E that the self

S i

becomes a reflectlon of tHe soc1al structure of Whlch 1t' is -

partr*\The“ self, emerges %hrough the 1nternallzatlon'of_ﬁ

social' roles. Thls_fin vturn is -:accompllshed through o

1dent1f1catlon whlch reflects one s sense of self As a key o

process 1n soc1allzatlon v1dent1f1catlon can be seen ‘as an' |

emotlonal and psycholog1ca1 attachment oné has w1th .an agent
of SOC1allzatlon ThlS attachment makes hlml more’ receptive

the1r lnfluence_ and motlvated to’ be soc1aliied in

[

LA

. ! [ ., ‘ . «
[ . - . f
. - . V. - K
. N . . :
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fB. Telev1s1on as an’ Agent of Soc1al1zat10n
' SOC1allzatlon 1s varlously deflned but typlcally refera
to the process by whlch ‘1nd1v1duals learn to. 1nternallze,
.thelr culture and the soc1al roles expected of them (Goodmani
& Marx, 1978) Hoult (1977) says the term is at tlmes ~used'
:HsYnonymouslj"w1th learnlng but 1is usually reserved for the -
'type of learnlng that 1nvolves .gr0up approval hei.term,"
therefore,; “atways ‘haé added meanlng to .learningf an:
hrperforming. expected’ roles."An""lntegral oart of “the
definitdoﬁ ié that. “the dlstlnctlve patterns that f1t ang
individual 1nto the partlcular place and subgroup ' ‘whlch~
he tliVeg are dependentgon iearn1ng through other peopﬂe and
agencies. S o
, Because‘teleV151on is a relatltely new human’ condltlon,”._
it'~has not trad;t1onally been -con51dered;van’ agent of
'socialraation Now, more ‘and more'writers belieme-it has
brought about many changes to family llfe and the rearlhg of
~ no, children ‘1nclud1ng new - patterns of 1nteract10n,,

‘alterationv of . act1v1t1es and vicarious .socialization

@Comstock 1978) R -
Conferrlng soc1a11aatlon status on telemlslon’rests”'on"‘
a number of con51deratlons One of the main con51deratlons
is the 1nord1nate amount of tlme -young. people spend watchlng“
_telev151on.ﬂ‘ft- dppears .the»etyplcal 4ch11d, watches about
| thirty~hours:ofgteleVisién a'neet'KBaranowski,ﬂ1971; Gross &_:
Jeffries-Fox, 1978, McGhee &*'.:F‘.rueh, .\1980').'Moody- (19_50?."f,sa9s f

babies start watching television as early as -~three months’
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'_,McQuall 1976)
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6ld, often hecause their'mdthers~feed( them 'while -watchihg

fsoap operas orf talk shows.'"By the tlme a Chlld flnlshes
}hlgh school he w1ll have spent some 18 000 hours w1th the-

‘ ._ptelev;saon currlculum and only 12 OOO hours w1th the school‘

curricUlum, (Moodx,‘1980-4) The probablllty that ‘exposure

_;has dramatlc' short term effeots is. low however, the da11y
elngestlon of telev151pn mater1al over long'\perlodS' could

E1nfluence the perceptlon, Qf: soc1al reallty (Brown 1976;1

i

Another f con51deratlon is_ that teievision.pis ;thé

.constructlon of works that have exactly 'the’ same symbollc

'“Character Vas ordanary communlcatlons For example much of

"the- telev1slon programmlng we - are exposed to unfolds human

pred}caments and shows the consequences of maklng certarn'

',deCisions. It shows hOw d1fferent responses affect the whole‘

3course of events and 1t commonly heightens the v1ewets senser

| of- 1nuplvement and part1c1pat10n by cleverly engaglng hlS or

her 1nterest ‘People r0ut1nely cheer adv1se, admonlsh or

-

'l otherw1se respond to telev151on performers as they would in
FfaCe to face contact In short telev151on draws the v1ewer

" into on—901ng actlon gives_’hlm account of';,itg- andi

¢

._51multaneously presentsu him‘ with- descrlptlon of ’the

consequences of the actlons- the c1rcumstances leadlng

' the—actlons, and the personal and soc1al relatedness of the

' actlons to each other (Ellls et al., 1982) ~~:3‘»ﬂ‘3f15fj

"_A? related yef »sllghtly dlfferent concept :that_is;;

fundamental to the dlscuss1on, is that" some soc;ali;ationg
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processes have alwayS“been medlated to. a certaln ‘depree;7
‘That is, - ob]ects,. events and personalltles_ have ;bééﬁ‘
'communlcated 1n one form or another 4if. they have *been'f;
'out51de the range of dlrect experlence (Lang & Lang, 198])1
By prov1d1ng electronlc unlty plugglng mlllxons, of, people
'1nto 'thej sametvexpertence,‘ telev151on has replaced smoke
.Signals, the pony express ;and“fthe: telegraph fin helping. -
”people pool 1nformat10n aconcernlng events and 1ssues that
are - llkely to affect them The power of telev151on however~
11es ot 'only 1n the messages 1t transmlts but also’ 1n thep
‘messages it creates,»produces, dlsSemlnates and)or‘ sustalns
':(Gans 1979) L1ke other agents of soc1allzat10n, telev151on

prov1des a contlnuous or1entat10n» and _a: common p01nt 1ofp

" teference.' . . ;‘ﬁ A . _ "7 : ;i o

C. Television as -Si-cjnificérit Other.
While fhereﬁ;are,-a' number of' ‘strang arguments for
‘con51der1ng télev1slon as &, 51gn1ficant, other, there arejf

also .some -dlfflcultles wh1ch must be addressed These are

'1nterrelated problems and hlnge on the central 1ssue of roleA

'tak1ng whrch 1s based~on 1nteract10n and the evaluatlon of

:; ?another s appralsal 1n the development of self On the face'

"”ofT'it;_ the 1nan1mate nature of telev151on does not Seem to

L7 -

‘ lend: 1tself well to thlS type of act1V1ty

_gFor' Cooley (1902) the . most 1mportant sourceu'of’

".reactlon fac111tat1ng role taklng occur in face to face

_«Lnteractlon. Help wath the problem of plcturlng 1nteract10n-‘

- * . -
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betweenalan‘ individual and the 1nan1mate telev151on set is
.prov1ded by two sources. The- f1rst is Horton and Wohl,s
61956), concept of para socxal" lnteractlonf the secondfls
.'Valhlnger s, (1924) "as- 1f" statement~ / (
Levy (1979 71) deflnes para soclal 1nteract10n as ‘a
" Nkelatlonshlp of - 1nt1ma¢y at a dlstance in’ whlch audiencesv
experlence Ithe-‘;lluslon.yof face-to<face prlmary relatlons
. wlth’actually-remoteumass media' communicators. ] Va1h1nger

(1924) _contended“ that -in a soclal world where knowledge of

\
n

the other 1s‘1ncomplete, ‘an 1nd1v1dual must proceed as if"'
.thlS were ‘not :the .case.' Therrole tak1ng_process has two
dlst1ngulshable “as\'iﬁ"; elements: (a) . A ;hypothetlcal
;assumptlon.’= "suppose I were ’John'.ﬁoe5"jv and,'ylb)_;a
con51derat10n of . the consequences of the 'assumptlon ""Whatw
‘wouldr I Mdo aif I were John- Doe7" (Sarb1n,l11954 225)
Concelvably, John Doe could be substltued for‘ Mr '?.,w
‘\Remlngton Steele or-a host of other telev1s1on characters |
ThlS generates ”the‘ questlon- of. whether or' not aan
"’1nd1v1dual is bllged to’ role take all sallent others w1th
,‘ whomf‘he orv she 1nteracts Cooley (1902 17Q) ) clearly~
~1nd1cates a degree of ch01ce lHe wr1tes: "ot the'new_personS'
~that a ch1ld sees, 1t is ev1dent that some:‘make pa‘ strong

'xmpre551on and awaken a deslre to 1nterest and please them

whlle others are 1nd1fferent or repugnant Z;."{\Presumably,

the’ elements, that" would make one telev151on character more~,;:

51gnf1cant than another are the same as those whlch make one;

‘human ‘more SJgnrf1cant than .another.z Laurer and Handel,
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(1977) suggest these elements mlght 1nclude sallence power~
-affect and one's goals or. plans of. action. Alternately,;
telev151on characters"who most resemble soc1al s1gn1f1cant

2

other's may also be more sallent to the- viewer., R

- The loglc developed to th1s p01nt suggestshthat vlewers
See the_reflectuonS'of thelr attltudes andiaotions from}‘theﬂ
',perspeetiVe\iofJ telewislon ,"others" through..a proeessrof'
para soc1al 1nteract10n -and ~the‘ capac1ty ;6' treat. an -’

gob]ect _or 'event "as 1f" 1t were ' somethlng else.,Remalnlng

unanswered however, is the’ quest;on of why television is

N : L

needed , wanted _ or'_otherwiSe used ‘as:-a facilitator.of,
'1nteract10n ST .”~'
When Cooley iand' Mead wrofe.about the development of -

~self’ there wa’s no telev151on. Family, ‘friends[:'and- peersf

were _the 1mportant agents of - soc1a1azatlon because they
'alone prov1ded the framework for: 1nteract10n + In 'addltlon

.<schools . and. qhurches were among the flrst organlzatlons to
nhave an 1mpact ‘onMAanﬂ_1nd1v1dual s l1fe 'rTh precedlng
remarks by Moody (1980) and others indlcate that thrs 1s no

longer(the case.
Q .

.One. . of the major compla1nts is that telev151on v1ew1ng

v‘\reduces the t1me people spend d01ng thlngs together Studles

'-show~ that hlgh telev151on v1ew1ng famllles eat fewer meals; g
;together play fewer famlly games together and spend less.

.;tlme' in conversatlon (Comstock 1978 Moody; 1980) If-thisim

- is so, para soc1al 1nteract10n may represent an alternativef

‘Ifor soc1al relatlonshrps 1n the abSence of. opportunatzes for



tace-tOAfacé ihteractioht'_ "The motei‘opporthnities .an’
1nd1v1dual has for social 1nteract10n the Iess.likely he:or
she -wlll engage.~inf;a para- soc1al :elationshié"(Levy,
1979 78). The’ converse . 1s also true. ' - |
Flnally,' the notion . ofa "s1gn1f1cant ot;er" does het
rethre*the "other to be elther phys;cally present or human.
(Ellis . et‘_>a1;;“ 1982) A.Attentlon "ia;-drawn ;£O‘ the
aforemehtloned deflnltlons of role ‘taking.'~All ,that.,is
requ1red his fthe'ylmaglnatlon oi’ his. jhdéement ’pfuthat
appearance (Coofey, 1902:231): Peepie"reutihei} 'evaluate
‘thelr behav1our from the p01nt of v1ew of such "others“ such
",as deceased parents,‘former frlends and enem1es> ot.even’God
'(ElllS et .a f, 1982) It, is;‘not .pnneasonable to -add _
telev151on characters to the ll$t of botentiat signifieantm
_others.‘.To .the\ extent that the: viewet" iﬁagihes_ how;a

v

. character ‘would evalqate‘h1s or' her - own  behaviour 'as a

“hypothetical'.fapriCattbn ‘iS"ltrelevant - Researchers have,
long a6cepted W.I. Thomas' statement "Whatever a man .defines

"as real is real in:its consequences" (Thqmas/ixthanieéki,

-~ 1931).

D _.St‘.u_nmafy

| -Ftom. . a }"symbolic ;{nteraction i bbiht‘ of view,
’,aocialization 'is¢ a ucpntinuohs ‘process” . of negotiated.
ifteractions eut of which'the self is-created\(Gecas,‘1981).
with“‘this in mind; Qﬁeﬁets will be considered as consciqus,
creative individyals exiatfng in a ‘numbér 'pf‘:intetactihg

\

~ -
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to the. contexts w1th1n whlch- soc1a11zat10n takes' place

: soc1allzat10n process among young people

- xww.
s

v

_ social and psychologlcal contexts . involved in ‘interaction

rather than reactlon in- attempting to make their'lives

meaningful.
A';further 1mp11catlon i's that attentlon must be glven
Gecas (1981) says contexts, 1nclude ‘such- thlngs as. famllles,

schools and peertgroupsyaSJwell as attr;butes such as 'age

and sex <composition,  educational" level, economic status, .

etc. of these gronpsu : &-5 . !
o SR

'The» number of contex

is llmltless The strategy here w1ll be to con51der the most.,

salient:contexts, and thelr drmens;ons, that may be expected

,{’

"~ to %nfluence television vfewing and -its ‘role .in the

Hypotheses that’ test this" type ot relationship . are

deVeloped and. dascussed :}n "Chapter Ili - These hypotheSes’
. con51der a number. of. contexts generated from the preceeding‘
llterature rev1ew and the proposed theoretlcal perspectlve’
that may 1nfluence the v1ew1ng experlence and have possible .
' effects on ‘séx’ role- stereotyplng_ These—~1nclude;§amiiy

relatlons, -age, gender and place of reSLdence, religiosity-

e

,' . / i , ; .
and soc1o—econom1c,status, Thé{’successﬁul combination of.
" these constructs is aimed at a géneral assessment of -

telev151on s role in people s llves. ‘The study, 'therefore,y

should be regarded as descrlptlve and exploratory in nature.

s et

It is 1ntended to clarlfy concepts,‘test the’Utlllty.Of " the -

\ N .
*The 1mpact of the school is recognlzed but - not studied in
order ‘to reduce the complexlty of "the research undertaking..

i

s in contemporary compléx soc1ety'

-
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_111. RESEARCH PROBLEM AND HYPOTHESES = .~
L . . R ¥ ) .
L

i

‘A. lntroduction

-

In Chapter I, telev151on v1ew1ng was dlSCUSSGd as being -

- S
a possibfe factor contr1but1ng .to sex role stereotyplng-

among - adolescenps; :Toﬂ:3ue&plain' thlS , ‘aSsoc1atton”; .

@

dtheoretically, a’  socialization perspectlve de51gnat1ngd
television as a 'signiffcaht~other‘ wa's presented in Chapter'”
II. _Variablés to be’ used in the empxrlcal 1nvestlgatxon of

thi relationshlp are presented ,here, Suggested variable
i S

~

'relationships are developed and hypotheses to be tested are

\outlined in the, concludlng sectlons bof' thls chapter.

\ : - \

Operatlonal deflnltlons are prov1ded Ln the next chapter

LN

i -~

-

B. The Research Mbdel

~»

‘}A more general Concern of thlS project is to develop a’
conceptual scheme that w111 exp&aln adolescent 5 telev151on?»
”use and any consequences thereof im. addltlon to uncoverlng

pred1ctor varlables whlch accOunt for the greatest portion

Y
of varlance 1n‘sex role stereotyplng.

Flgure 3.9 presents a conceptual model of Aadolescent's

telev151on use. Thrs graphlc presentatlon represents the

major varlable relatlonshlps that wbli be examlned here The

J

_arrows 1nd1cate' -causal links hypothe51zed between the -

-

fdlfferent boxes in the model Although telev151on v1ewﬁngb

may have direct effects on sex role stereotyplng, it is also

* -1

~

o 36
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c . ! » .. ‘ N - ‘ -". .
viewed as g .force that combines with other g4variables to
influence sex. role stereotyping. Fot“instance,‘the_model

stresses television viewing  operating as an . intervening.
‘ ptocess‘through whicthOcial.strUctural variables operate to

lnfluence sex role stereotyplng ‘Each have the potentlal to
g .
be elthe:,'soc1allzatlon agents or cause.var1at10ns in the -

process.

L4

I L. . - . ) - :
““These -relationships, a%i'thelr consequences have been

suggested by both- the literature review and the proposed_

\ - . - R
theoyetlcal perspectlve Structﬁral . variables- include

gendér%‘dage,t.place of res1dence and- feligiosity. . The
“literature ‘SUggest57 that -males _and."females‘~relate

dlfferently to telev151on content. In addltlon ’there appear
to be systematlc changes in both telev1sxon v1ew1ng and sex»“

e

role~stereotyp1ng'dur1ng the.adolescent‘ years. Rural/urban_
differences . and religiosity have- " not q,been~‘stud1ed
extensively  in communicatiOns  research “but . have_

traditiOnally' been considered “in . the. aréa of‘sexfroleSL

Those who live 1n rural areas and those who adhere sttongly

o
to rellglous/ideology are seen as more conservatlve and more '
A . ) ' .

dikely to efigage in sex role stereotyplng ’ e

The /soc1al var1ables employed 1n the model comprlse ofh‘
/

famlly cpmmunlcatlon patterns. Based on the premlse'"what a
/ _

kparent ,knows maiﬁhe less 1mportant than how he transmlts it
to thl' chlld"'(C affee et al.,.1973 349);@%15 two dlmen51on

'typolo y reflectlng elther (a) the emphasis parents place on

social harmony,cand the‘<expectat1on_vthat -children be
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. ) ) v 1 N .
deferential to elders in striving to maintain harmonious
personal  relations (socio-orientation); or, (b) emphasis on

intellectual expression and the expectation that ‘children

4

- should bé encouraged to develop their own ideas about the

wbrIa‘(céncqpt?orientation)¢

”

For the purposes of this’ study,* inpvolvement with
) . . .

television is measured in three different wéYs. First, totall

anber of viewing hours per week . is ' seen as extremely

-

important. The second and third television measures are

,idehtiﬁicationf,and abéorption with television respectively;

v

Identification refers to the degree of*50qial learning the

-

viewer perceives from watching television. Absorption refers

to the 4llusionary face-to-face _primary ‘relation an
individual experiences with television programming. T
Levels of sex role stereotyping may be influenced by

certain factors associated ‘with the aforementioned

‘variables.’These factors, as well as the interrelationships’

v

between the model component will be d§scussea in subsequent

sections. mTheoreﬁicéf.~de£initf0n§ for each of these

variables are now presented in detail, -

N

Y,

C. The Mpdel Components

Social Structural VéFiables

The first variables used in the model are. social

structural in nature. Dembo & McCron (1976) point out that

-~

this kind of information is necessary .to uncover! social

A

{h
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relationships and patterns of ~ meaning .to* individuals «ln":

1

1specific settings.' M1t prov1des 1n51ght 1nto the stocks of -
iknowIedge held'by_them, and the_ relevance -of partlcular:
_features- of; 'their litetstylel for them“;—\_essentlal,fg
blngredients'in understanding'how'jand”.mhyl'theyf'engage1rln z

meanin ful action” (Dembro & McCron"“ 1976 138). 'Direct -

influen e.faccounts  of medla‘ behavxour rely‘ almost_'

exclusivelyl on 'soc1a1 structural explanatlons to 1nterpretf:

commUnication behav1our Although Lioa SleallzatIOﬂ;'

N

perspective ﬁretalns an empha51s *on -socfal- strmctural

vvariables, the 1nfluence 1s seen as 1nd1rect through their

’

-"the*practices 1n' turn' alterlng communlcatlon- behav1our\

(McLeod & O Keefe, 1972 210) “l L ;f- o :'a = {.
O . e
.’, Age, gender, place of res1dence and 'religiosity have

lbeen ~selected for 1nvest1gatlon here Age 1s seen as an

extremely 1mportant var1ab1e because it is assoc1ated with a
%

.part1cular 'llfe style or life stages. In attemptlng to meetf

the general goal gf relatlng what is known about telev151on

v1ew1ng and soc1al~-behav1our to 1ssues and problems in

‘m‘

soc1allzat1on, attentlon here is focused on the adolescent,

. Those begween the ages of 12 and 17 are not only 'in a

o 5{3

p051t14h %o be 1nfluenced by a- host of. SOC1allzatlon agents
% ag

due | to 1ncrea51ng freedpm and 1ndependence (McLeod & Brown

«‘_
‘.4

1976) ; they are also among the f1rst to be soc1a11zed 1n the

new cl1mate surroundlng the women 'S l1berat10n movement and

~

1ts concomltant re- definltlon of sex les.

1o

I

effects on the practlces of varlous soc1allzatlon agents;»‘\
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gﬁlt_is widely_éccepted that an individual's gender is

one. of .the .mést important determinants of‘interpersonal'

behaViou;l,and _attitudes (see Frieze ' et al., . 1978;

'Bnooks—Gunn & Mathews, 1979). Striking gender dlfferences on

a number of telev151on viewing ‘dimensions are ev1dent in the

':llterature review. In splte of recent changes in soc1al

ey L @
attitudes - reg,rdiﬂg

‘sex - roles,’ studies support

o

Brofenbrenner s /23§679, obseﬁvation that some'families may

empha51ze dlfferences in sex roles more than others (Maccoby

~

& ‘Jacklln, 1974) . Soc1allzat10n"stud1es by deflnltlon,ﬁ

therefore, vshould ~lgok at differences aMong the sexes

4

whenever possible: = . - A A _
. . - S

"Place 'of residence is also ' seen 'as having possiﬁf‘fﬁ‘

implications;‘ Miller ,(1974)‘ haé-rShown that-this variablefﬂ

'generally reflects: special group 1nterests, ‘variations in |

)

llfe style and general 1deolog1cal deferences Thlsisthy'.
was conducted in a .rural area ‘wheqe : large' numbet\}of>:
‘respondents 'llve on.:a ‘farm as;obposed to res1dlng in the
town properf‘Place of resldence also 1nfluences the type and‘n7’

\number ‘of telev151on pqograms avallable to some of thef

reSpondents.u

Flnally, re11g1051ty was selected for 1nvest1gat1on.."
'Some of our most. perva51ve Sexual attltudes are derlved from

the Judeo Chrlstlan tradlglon where the 1nferlor1ty of wOmen :

15 well establlshed (Frleze et al.,'1978). Although the use

of rellgloS1ty as a. varlable is almost non exlstent in .

il

communlcatlon llterature, it has trad1t10nally been used to. -

.



N

'investigate sex role attitudes and perceptions.

{Famlly Communxcatlon Variables

‘di'scussed earlier in the literature review.

-"research undertaking. n'ﬁ

42
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\

The soc1al1zat10n role of the ‘éamlly is of central
1mportance to thls study.’ Famlly communlcatlon patterns are'
employed here as social varlables It is llkely that the
family constitutes the foremost agent .that SYStemat}cally
molds the behaviour patterns ofaadoleSdents. Colenan (1980)

argues that as an interactional system i'ts 'internal
structure and relationships provide the earliest and

_ . _ R .

probably the most impartant context in which adolescents
rot ¥ . ot

develop. That ‘parent-child communication is one of the most

prevalent forces ,in adolescent’fdebelopment is a basic
assumption behlnd the family comnuntcationl:tipology"
discussed w1th1n the social interaction‘ section of’ thet
literature review. In fact? thls tYPOlogY is a §Pegifi&”*
example of trying to treat soc1al 1nteractlon -prcesses aS\x

variables (McLeod & O'Keefe, 1972) ' This study employs the -

pfamlly commun1cat1on typology developed by reseachers at the

Unlver51ty,of‘wlscon51n s Mass Communlcatlon Research,Center

-8

- While  the social origins of family communication’

N patterns are‘dnclear researchers (Chaffee et al., 1972)

have found there are two general d1men51ons of communlcatlon

' -structure in the fam1ly "The concept or1entatlon 1nvolve

—————————————————— ]

JWhlle the 1mpact of the school and the peer group are

.recognized as important social variables, they are not

studied here in order t¢ reduce the complex1ty of the

~
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p051t1ve constralnts to stlmulate the Chlld to develop her'
6t his own ylews~about the Vorld and to con51der more than:
onelside;onan issue" (Mcheod".&' Brown,'-1976:213).~-Thr5‘l
‘environment _not"only veXpOSesl a chlld'to contrQVersef but .
encourages h1m ‘to challenge the bellefs of others.” and ;to“,
express hlS own 1deas. "The~ soc1o orlentatlon '16§Q1&és
parental expectatlons that the Chlld should be. deferentlal»\
to hlS ‘elders, ma1nta1n harmonlous personal relatlonsh;pSr
;and w1thhold his feellngs (McLeod & Brown,'1976 213) he-
hmaln element here is conform1ty although researchers have at
‘tlme dichotomized each dlmen51on (see lqterature-_rev1ew).
) Others (Lull 1982; Wade, 1973) have found 1t more.uséful to
retain.the two dimensional model. .It is the latter-that Will
fbe'employed hererb
vTelevision'Relations VarfableS'
The: successful llnk between the conceptual'model andri
the theoretlcal frame of reference . 1is dependent upon the
:.successful de51gnatlon : of telev151on"as an jaéent"oflﬁ‘
Asocialization..From a~:symbolic-interactionist 'pérspective;
this~;is' best accompllshed by conce1v1ng telev1s1on as a
51gn1f1cant other ‘and by relat1ng ‘some form of 1nteractlonp
between 1t and the v1ewer.' , l
Slgn1f1cant others are those persons who exerclse majorh
influence' over Vthe‘ attatudes ;of 1nd1v1duals$ (Woelfer &l

’Haller 1971) One of the attrlbutes of 2 telev151on v1ew1ng

~

society is an unprecedented sharlng of the same experlence
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thereby standardlzlng and legltlmlzlng cultural patterns. In

addltlon to 1ts w1despread avallablllty, telev151on cultural:

!
. Q.
penetratron ‘is secured because unllke radlo it can show as

well as tell unllke the mov1es, telev151on’rs.'(relatiVelyX

ffree, and unl1ke the prlnt 'medla,. televisionf:does;not

requlre llteracy from 1ts audlence (GrosSj &'fJeffries—on,'.

'
N2

1978)% T

This ‘study -employs ‘ three meaSures of © te€levigion |

relations .or interactions. & Vgeyer. may have with.ﬂhisl
television set. .These - included .are "total" number of

, A

.television hours .consumed per week, 4dent1f1cat1on and
- - ’. . . 'Q

1

absorptlon with telev151on

-,

" Television, .Consumpr fon.  Every  study ‘written'.on the

J,effects of telev151on 1ncludes consumptlon patterns in sheerf

o numbers-‘of hours per day or week In order to achleve thlS
nresearcher5~at one‘tlme'had*to determlne; access1b111ty- orf

L
'avallablllty of telev1szon.l‘Thls rs‘ no longer the case.

.Comstock (1978) reports that today almost every home has one

Or> more telev151on sets, 50% have two or more sets and 70%

S

;haveucolour sets. Closer to home, Ishwaran (1975) estlmatesd

i - 1 “

99.9%"of‘ the Canadlan populatlon are ekposed to telev151onj

on -a- regular basis. It is wvallable twenty four hours a .day'

rto: most‘ of tthe populat .h W1th over 4 mllllon hours ofﬁ-
programming_a{yéarr-Gerbner 2] Gross (1980) say televxsronﬂu
i's now our common and cohs;vh? earn1ng envzronment "It is

" the flrst mass:- produced and an;Callyf'chposed; symbolic

.env1ronment 1nto :Whlch\ all ch{ldren.areiborn~and fn which -



”";1nvolved 1n telev151on v1ew1ng

Lt

.

“‘they - will. live, from .cradle ‘to. grave." {(Gerbner & Gross,

1980:177). .-

L It« appears the typlcal ch11d watches telev151on forf'

'upward of thlrty hours per week-—more t1me than\ he /spends'

¢.with' parents, -peers or attendlng SChool Baronowsff K1971Y

‘lreports young people are exposed to telev151on from 1. 5 to 6f

\

‘hours _da;iy. ~Gross "& ‘JEfff1¢S‘FDXr (1978) found chlldren,

'grades six through.nine witched an average'of 4.3'hours» per

day; Heavy vrewers 1n the McGhee/Freuh (1980) study watched‘

‘ in excess of 25 hours per _week. .n many households,. the‘

;telev1s1on 1is‘ turned on for most of the day whether or not

'-'anyone isl watchlng maklng ;&t_.a background . to. ’famllyL

.-act1v1t1es throughout the day and. evenlng

Identiflcatlon - wzth Televrsron . The . theoretlcal

- 45. .

,‘perspectlve offered earller demands 901ng beyond measures ofy“*

'consumptlon 1n detepmlnlng the p0551ble learnlng 'mechanlsms

a't
T

s From'ythei myr;ad of 1mages, eyentsﬁ"andw patterns

jemanatlng from - telev151on a world ‘emerges that often .°

¥1nterm1ngles with our own. No one . really questlons the ba31c.-

f.“reallty" of the world of telev151on yet we know 1t ‘is- oét

t

: based on artIStIC conventions rather than governed by factsg.
. of :l?f?t' While . It may seem to be an accurate relectlon of L

‘real_l@fe;_it'contarns systematic. dlstortlons and. b1ases

‘such as the“under+represéntation of wd&bn and minorities and

gexaggerated relatlonshlps between various, forms of 'success,,

-3

sex L;age,_and oceupatron'(ﬂawklns & Plngree,.1981). Whilefon}“~
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the‘ one hand a normal adult v1ewer ig llkely to be aware of

‘the f1ct1c1ous nature of telev151on drama, on'the'other hand’

* the extent ‘to 'which - V1ewers suspend their disbelief in

telev151on reallty rs unknown. The prem1se of urealism . may

‘predlspose people, partlcularly young peoole to_falseiy

fassess the. status of 1mages they observe.[f

3

A N

'teleVision content.”they see’ rests on the premise that

- . ) . - ¢

teIevision «v1ew1ng is .an alternatlve for actual human

1nteract10n. Interactlon ‘here is measured by two distinct

concepts.,.one iis the perceived. reality of telewision. A

’subjectlve measure, it seeks to determine*if television-is a.

A

~potent source . of incidental' 1earn1ng by assessing the’

2
‘s -

relatlve 1mportance teleylslon has on the adolescent's world

view, The assumptlon is ‘that \people»s bellef in the

t

Jtrue to l1fe nature of. telev151on content will 1ncrease the-

.

' predlctlonh~of teleylsron 5 effects (Reeves,'1978, Greenberg
& Reeves, . 1976:685). "Perceiving ‘program content to’ be

realistic 1is- presumed to ‘make ™ 1nformatlon more soc1ally

useful and more 11kely “to _be. a551mr;ated equ1table with

v .-

einformation"from non—telemision sources" (Reeves, 1978).

More than'an alternat1ve to actual human 1nteractlon Sebald'

[y -

(1968) suggests telev151on has taken over, wlth some force,
from human -1nteractlon. He says the superlor trength

V1maglnat10n and achlevements of telev151on heros (as well as

v1111ans) make parents seem pale and unlmaglnatlve in

comparison causing them to .decline 1in gfficacy as role

W o

.The prop051t10n ~that adolescents interact with the



‘models. ‘

Absorpt}oh with “Television. The .third measure of
interaction is ‘mpre objectrbeQand baéedhonAthe concept of
pa:a:sociai‘interaction develoced.by Hotton & Wohi (1956)
and ‘modified by Rosengren, & dedahl (1976, i974; 1972) .
Para-social interaction refers tok a 51tuatlon whereby a

viewernffeelg "a close rapport w1th the television model who
T

is pteécnted by design, as an int;mate confident and friend
inva;simulated face-to-face eﬁchange"" 4 | o
Neither Rosengren efﬂ al., (1976) nor Hedinsson (1981f
found thet:four—fold‘_typoLogy‘\of' para soc1al 1nteract10n
ndlscuesed .in\fthe iiterature review to be extremely
51gn1f1cant, ,therefore, some alteratlons have.been made for ~
its use henetn Labelled absotptlon,"thls dimension of
interact{on attempts to measure"the extent to whichha nerson
_recodnizedvself in'a7television ptogram or .wishe; tofbbe
J‘anothet‘and becomes involved in’that individual, vicariously
participating in -hié”u. "her. activities, thoughts f andf
feelings; This concept measures the desire to be or be 11ke
_the hero or hero;ne in the proaﬁamt
Séx— Role,Stereotyp1ng Varlables - "" - e
Launched ‘in the early 51xt1es,. the outset -of'.theh:'
, women's llberatlon movement produced a decade of rapld fire
attacks on the status quo and received such ma551ve publlc

attention that the.‘tEnets of'the"movemént, as well as its
.proponents;a became fam;liar"to " the majority = of the |
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, populatlon. The long range impact of women S llberatlon for’

s

.resources . to - individuals . and impose'j unnecessary

o7

'wéys mass-media reflect, or fall to reflect these changes.

the most part unrecognlzed, is yet to be felt (Petras,

]

1975). It is, however, not restricted to females . or femele

’

sex roles. Serious aCademid‘interest has developed in 'all-
. . 7

espects of the tepiq‘ 1nc1ud1ng male, _sex roles, . the

development pf sex fole 1dent1ty among chlldren -and the

r

.In spite of the intense social turm01l regarding

women's rights and' thel accompanylng " increase 'in’ social

science’ teseatch on male female relations, there is' little

academic on appboagblng or deflnlng sex role stereotyping.

Alternateiy ‘ called k,"“sexism;' sex typlng

'sex~discriminatién' - the dmplications of sex,' gle

stereotyplng can suggest something'negative; il‘@amé on's ‘-

(1977) words: "a prejud1c1al attithdéftor discriminatory *

women. as 'a group." Consequently, sex ;ole:'Stereotypés;— are

seen »by:.some"esjmechanlsms that deny equal opportunity and

' L

‘differentiations between men ang women.

.

¢

'

,behav1ouq based on presumed infe:iority or differénce of .

In-the?empirical‘literature, sex role stereotyping * is

usually . tapped by'l responses"tq attltudlnal _measures

regardlng tradltlonal vs. non- tradltlonal 'behamlout’.and/ot

‘ psyehologlcal dimensions of male/female roles or -attributes.

Studies.show men. are consistently characterized as logical,

.

worldly, active, competit&ve, more agéressive;'independent

’

' . s - - 1 . - > ' ' . . ‘
and ambitious. They are also stereotyped as less emotional,

~
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excitable and dependent than are women. On the other "hand,

females Q;ere .characterized ae ' being more sensitive,
talkative, neat, religious, and 'gentle thah . men. Op
behavioural dimensions, ‘women are seen «as having more
responsibility for doméstic cheres,§1nclud1ng the . rearlng of
children whijle men OECUpy more respon51ble occd@dtlonal

positions (see Udry, 1965; Maceoby and Jacklin, 1974;

Stockaré and Johﬁson, 1980).

Sex role-development as well as concomitant sex role.

stereotyping are aspects of the socialization process,
mediated by various sSocial groups and agencies, by which an

"individual acquires informetion' and forms attitudes that

6.
-

enable comprehension of male and female ¢ es. It is a major

-

contentlon, of thlS 1nvest1gatlon that celevision is both

direct influence and a- mediating .agency in sex " )
. ‘ o o
stereotyping among adolescents.

- » \

- /
D. Variable Relafionships . _ . .

,

s

1mportant factors associated with sex role stereotyplng For

the purposes of this study, "telev151onorelatlons"»mean the

amount of time a viewer, spends watchiné television, the

/

amount of '1dent1f1¢at10n -with television a viewer has and

S N .

'the degree of abosoption one has. It s 'proposed thatx,the

i v
more 1nrense these -relationships’ are/ the more likely the

»

.v1ewer'is.to have stereotypic .sex role perceptions. /.-

In. Chapter I, television relations were discussed as,
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.attitudesV 1nclud1ng their sex role attltudes,
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5

It is ‘suggested that family is one of the most
important agencies insofar as sex role development 1is

concerried. Adolescents from famllles that emphasize

’

»
conformlty ‘and lack of 1nd1v1dual thought gte belleved to i

r

engage more heav11y in telev151on relatlons than adolescents
from ‘concept orlentated famllles. The comblnatlon of fam1ly
communlcataon'orlentatlon and rhtense telev151on relatlons

are seen as influencing sex role stereotyping améng
N 4 b - ‘ I -

‘ N

adolescents. : , .

T

A number of social structural wvariables which'may.

1

influence television interactions and sex role sterotyping

have also been proposed. Gender is one important factor. The

‘literature suggests boys are heavier television consumers

i

- s k4 ' '
than girls. It is\proposed that males identify and.are more

Strondly absorbed  \ with telev131on, than are_\ glrls. :

Additionally, boys are belleved to have strongéf §ex ro&e

.

stereotyplng peréeptlons than glrls.u
As chlldren grow older,

become more diversified. The llterature

adolescents .. not onl&' watch less’ te&eV151on

A 7'.1-

o g
relaxed. Older adolescents are seen as beigg: }ess 1nvo}ved

with television and less- likely to engagpk

$téreatyping than younger adolescents.’

There is no evidence that adolescents glwin i rural N
\,‘ ’ . «%} . ’ B " ’

areas watch more television than adolescent%%luvunglingtowh{

i

In fact there are less viewing hours avai abl to?.those.‘
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"living in'rdral”arease due to‘the unavailability‘ of cable
”and~ pay ‘T.V.< serVices.ﬁGenerally speaking,‘however, rural
residents are- nore conservative 'and' less favourable o to
change; than, 'tnose living in hqre populated areas and are

therefore perceived as more likelydto engagé in sex role

\stepeotypinghvylt' is propased that adolescents: living in

‘rural areas have more intense-televsion relations and are

more likiey‘ toasex'role'stereotYpe than adolescents living

in town.. .. y -

Finally, it .is suggested - that religioaity is an

important variable in that it has traditionally been

considered. a ‘key .factor "influencing a  host of ‘social

‘i‘attitudes and values.'Usually, the dogmatic nature of -a

“rellglous denomlnatlon and the degree of 1nvolvement one has .-

Wlth his or. ‘her church determlnes the scope off influence

.re1191051ty ‘hasn'\ ;t“‘ds proposed ‘that reliciosity is

p051t1vely related to semxroLg stereotyplng |
o .

~E. Reeearch:Probleh:andLHypotheees -‘-;" |

| “The purpose of tnis~ studf‘.iél to establish whether

.telev151on vxewlng may be an 1mportant predlctor of sex role

stereotzplng among/adolescents;,ln addltlon, a soc1allzatlon

Aframef of . reference,- such,_as tne uone'proposed,/aeeks'to
(establlsh the 'connection~,between adoiescent 'tele;isipn
consumptlon and tne social andfstructuraivconstraints that
operate to shape adolescent sex role eperceptionS' Flnally,

i
any 1nterplay between soc1al and structural constraints and

wa&t
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the p0531ble consequences thereof are sought.. S

,

The varlables «to be - employed : in. an "empirical
4nveStigatlon of this research problem have been dlscussed
and, several relatlonsh1ps between the varlables.'have- been”;

"proposed Within the conflnes of the avallable data. ‘and- on

L]

the thebreticalfand.emplrlcalﬁ work outllned ‘earller, :the

following hypotheses represent?the expected oltcomes of this

s
1;»»Sex4rolef stereotyping"among3adolescents iS'directly‘i

.. ‘ . ~
related to 'their telev1szon lhgteractlons'“with the3‘

v

highest' stereotyplc levels vassoclated w1th " the most

- ~

1ntense 1nteractlons.

1.1 Adolescents who are heavy telev1s1on viewers -
more: l1kely to sex’ role stereotype than -are llg
viewers. : R S

1.2° Adolescentsdwho identify with' television ‘are
more likely to sex role stereotype than those who do -~
not 1dent1fy w1th telev151on.,‘; _
< , .
1.3 Adolescents who are absorbed with telev151on are .
more likely to sex: role sterotype than those who are
not absorbed w1th telev151on. ' :

R #, ". . . " ‘
"’ —_— \@ S .

%"‘f‘" ‘ o ‘ :> - >>/ : - ' . N R . L3

\.

.2. Sex-role-steréotypingjamong ado%bscents-is dlrectly
‘and‘ 1nd1recnly related to the1r famlly communlcatlon‘
patterns #1th the hlghest stereotyp1c levels ‘:wlth
"authorltarlan famlly patterns and the lowest stereotyplc
levels ?_assoc1ated ﬂwrth 'non—author;tar1an family

: ‘ 1
_patterns.
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2.1 Adolescents from authoritarian families are more
likely to sex role stereqispme than are 'adolesgents

. 2.2,Adolescents from a¥M -"1tar1an famllles are more

. likely 'to be _ heav television vievers than
adolescents from non-authoritarian families,

PR - . ‘v . . .

2.3 Adolescents from .authoritarian families are more
likely "to -identify with  television _ than are
adolescents from-non-authoritarian families.

2.4 Adolescents from authoritarian families are more’
likely to sex role stereotype than are: adolescents
from non- authorltarlan fam111es o ;

N . ¥ . ) N o
s -

'3. - .Sex-role - stereotyping among adolescents is, directly

and-indirectly-related td gender with males hablng the
/ . .
hlghest stereotyplng levels.

3.1 Adolescent males are more likely to sex role
‘stereotype than adolescent=females. T

3.2 Adolescent males are more likely to be heavy
telev151on v1ewers/than ‘adolescent females

1343 Adolescent: males .are more llkely to identify
'w1th telev131on than are . adolescent females.

!
t

“3;4 Adolescent,maleslare_more likely to be .absorbed
with televisionesthan are.adolescent females.

@

4. Sex—role stereotyping among adolescents is- dlrectly
Aha' 1nd1rectly related to’ age w1th younger adolescents
havlng the hlghest stereotyplc levels. - |

4.1 Younge? adolescents are more llkely to sex ‘role
stereotype than older adolescents. ey
4 2. Younger adolescénts are more 11kely to be, heavy'
telev1s1on viewerd - than older adolescents. )

-



.

°
ey

4.3 Younger adolescenés are more llkely to identify ..

re&oIder adolescents.
*

w1th television than °

RYE

' 4.4 Younger adolescents' are mote llkely ‘to be’

absorbed with telev151on than are- older adolescents,

3

-

5. Sex role stereotyp1nq among adolescents 15‘ dlrectlyt"
and indirectly . related to place, of. re51dence with™

adolestents 11v1ng "in rural - areas having the " highest
stereotyplc levels. ‘; . S
x . [a} . - l’ .

Qﬁ.' Adolescents who 1live in rural’ areas are mdre
likely to sex role stereotype ‘than adolescents who
live in town. , L c

5.2 AdoleScents who .live in ruyral.areas are more

likely “to be heavy telev151on -+ viewers  than\

“adolescents who live in town.
5.3 Adolescents who live in rural areas are more
likely to  identify ' with E”Te1v51on than are
adolescents who live 1n town. - : ‘

o
~ o~

5 4 Adolescents who llve “in rural‘areaS‘are more -

likely ‘to be -absorbed .with television than are
'aéolescents who live 1in town. ’ ’

-

. o

¥

6. Sex-role stereotyplng among adolescents~ Is directly

‘and 1nd1rectly related toJ%e11g1051ty w1th the hlghest

- stereotyplc levels. assoc1ated w1th ghe' hlghest church’

part1c1pat10n PUREEE Y
'6.1 Adolescents who - part1c1pate in church are more
likely tof sex role stereotype than adolescents who
do not part1c1pate in church. .

, 6.2 Adoléscents who part1c1pate in church are Mote
TN likely t be heavy . television -viewers thanv

adolescents who do not part1c1pate in church
g

6.3 Adolescents who part1c1pate in church ‘are more
likely to 1dent1fy with. television than adolescents

who do n?k participate in chprch ‘ >

6u4 Adolescents who-partlcrpatenin‘chprch are more -
o ; _ o ‘ \ o .

o
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. likely to be absorbed with ,télevision than are
‘ adolescents who do not participate in church.

N

1

F,. Summary
.~

In Chapter III, a_‘resea:ch model that includes the

variables -to be emplbyed in this study has been presented.
These variables have-beegi theoretically defined and “f;omﬁ
this discussion, a :esearéh-'problem " was ‘developed and
Ahypqthéses to be\ tested were outlined. -Cﬂaptef' IV "now
includes operational definiti?ns of variablgs containgq ini
tﬁe.research mpdei, ah‘putliﬁe‘of thé.\sampliné procedures,

and the first stdge of the data analysis using descriptive

statistics. =



iV. THE SAMPLE AND METHODOLOGY

N

IO

\

A: Introduction '

The opening sections: of * this chapter putline the;
procedures ° used‘ for .data analysis . and the dperationalf

»"definitions\ Offthe variables embloyed‘in'the study This is

T

followed by -a dlscus51on of the sampllng methqdology and  a o

descrlptlve summatlon ' out11n1ng ' 1mportant . sample

characteristics relevant " to- thed' study " Because' - the

, r

tebeyxs1on relatlons varlables are so central to thlS study,

tHblr characterlstlcs and relat10nsh1ps w1th other var1ables

\

in  the model are jdascussed ;at length‘at the‘endjof thrs;»
4 chapter. - | ’ |

_iB The Sample . J‘. o 3>\'n_7‘ . :.“ S ,A'Qd*

A school settlng may be the best env1ronment to studyf

.\" .4 .

adolescents prlmarlly because such a large portlon Qf their

_-day 1is’ spent there. Ba51c data for the study was"’ prov;ded by

ﬁ-a ,self admlnlstered questxonnalre 'c0mpleted by students",d

4enrolled 1n the Barrhead Junlor H1gh School : Anonymlty was

~‘;assured by numberlqg the questlonnalres rather than have>
students put thelr namesu‘bn them. Barrhead .is a- rural

;g community’ located approx1mately 75° miles .North West. of

L

Edmonton. It has a comblned town and rural populatlong.Of

e 5

; ST
approximatelyv 10, 000 A large percentage of the’ re51dents‘

engage in farm1ng or farm related actlvlt;es. Students in o

) . -

< 5§’
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the‘lBarrhead school system have excellent athletlc, music -
and dramatlc arts programs and are ofﬁered. a'gvarlety,:of'
studles 1nc1ud1ng matr1culation ‘Jbusiness,i vocational,
dlploma and occupatlonal vocatlons.," | |

'.The. questlonnalre : contalned a diyerse'\array Iofo‘
questlons regardlng famlly background‘ parental employment
1ncome,.occupatlon and educat1on as well as occupatlonal and
educatlonal asplratlons of: respondents._It also attempted to
determlne ‘the relatlve 1nfluence of parents, teachers, peers:

I

and telev151on on a varlety of 1ssues: ot

pre test and rev1saon_ of*»the- quest1onna1re 'was

conducted one week before 1ts final admlnlstratlon, Then,

random samples from each of the flve grades seven elght and

iu,nlne ylelded 226 responses from a’ total /populatron ~of 425

students.’ BecauSe the rooms_’are ynot‘ segregated for
spec1alized programs, the ;sample"is( representatlve <and
dlrectly comparable ron a’-number of characterlstlcs. The‘

quest1onna1re was de51gned so that each student ,regardless

vof ‘academxc/'ablllty,j was . able to complete it w1th1n one:

s

"+ class :_perlod At the prmClpal 5. suggestlon, " the -

quest10nna1re was admlnlstered durlng the flrst class perlodr
of the day Not only dld the Superintendent of - Schools and
the“ Junlor ngh School Pr1nc1pal glve thelr approval to theh'

study, they,.along w1th the teachlng staff were &&hbportlve‘

B and helpful both 1n streamllnlng the questlonnalre as well

as 1ts admlnlstratlon..

&f}
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C Analy51s of the Data

The * analysis of the data occurs rn a number of parts.'

SPSSX - (Nie &'Hull‘ 1981); computer programs Were utlllzed ln

"testing the hypotheses.' In1t1al analy51s con51st 4d£

,correlational~method5° faotor analy51s, rellablllty and ,onej‘

way~anova The ma1n analysls USe multlple regre551on.

Pearson Corr was applled to- the data in order to obtaln -
zero- order correlatlons between the dependent varlable (sexﬂ\

“role stereotyplng) and each of the 1ndependent varlables in‘

- the _model ' Although l1m1ted by the latk of control over

outside 1nfluences, ) Pearson correlatlon ‘ coeff1c1ents_i'

"summarize ,the Strength of - assoc1at10n between a pa1r Tof
‘varlables and prov1des an’ easy . means for compar1ng the/f

strength of the relatlonshlp between one palr of varlables‘A

'.and a dlfferent palr" (N1e et al., 1975 279)

Factor Analys1s ‘was used when approprlate to- achleve
-51mpler and theoretlcally more meanlngful 1nd1ces capable ofj#

'measurlng -sdme “of' the concepts of. the model Based On the:

3

‘assumptlon that observed correlatlons are malnly the"resulu_

of some underlylng regularltg in the data, scales are bu1lt‘

u51ng only those varlables that have substantlal loadlngs on

ta. glven factor For th1s study, varlables w1th coeff1c1ent5f:“

o

of. 61or greater were selected for scale constructlon ~'The<

Vfactor procedure v

deletlon of mlssm, ‘%ata. For- exploratory purposes,

”5cale~ was dlchotgmlzed at thelr m1d p01nts to. reflé
TR SO . . :

and low oategorles. o

ed‘here is varimax, rotatlon w1th pa1rw1seﬂ
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, ,E Relxab111ty was JI!d to 1nsure the legltlmacy of scales.

Constructed "In general the computatlons performed by the-

7_subprogram are de51gned to be used 1n thQSe 51tuat10ns where
goal \is"tov assess how rellable ‘a sum or welghted sum
,across .varlablesllis' as an‘.estlmate :of..a case s; truef
‘,:;\Sf:ote (spssx 1 1983: 248) 1f " all ‘th‘e: variation 'M;h ‘the
,iobserved scores is, due to. error; the rellab111ty coeff1c1ent
'::w1ll be 0. If there is no measurement error, the rellablllty
'3vcoeff1c1ent w1ll be 1 Wlthout exceptlon alpha coeff1c1ents

pfor all of the scales constructed are above 0. 7

. v

'Anova'1s very~ samnlar"to Crosstabs but the former
‘y1elds nj&e con01se 1nformatxon and also allows for a test'
of lxnearlty The program calculates the means and varlances~~

-

'for. a dependent varlable over subgroups ol cased deflned by:.
|‘1ndependent ‘ and/or‘ i’contrpl i“ varlables ,; Slgnlflcant )
“dlfferences between-v‘t ' squared and' R’ squared 1nd1cates
non llnearlty Slnce the relatlonshlp between varlables\ln a‘
regre551on' model are presupposed to be llnear and addltlve
f(Nle et al., 1975) the test fort l1near1ty 'is '1mportant .
'_Should curv1llhear relatlonshlps emerge, transformatlons mayb:
be accompllshed through the 'creatlon loﬁ dummy var1ables -
'¥"Slnce the dummy varlables have arbltrary metrlc values of OL
&1, they may be treated as 1nterval varlables and 1nserted
'1nto a regre551on equatlon (N1e et al., 1975 374)

Crosstabulat1ons are’ 2 promlnent analytlcal tool~ in

: fTSOC1al SC1ence research due to thelr ease 1n presentatlon'

“and 1nterpretatlon.‘The maln bases for u51ng }crosstabsﬁ,ln
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”this.study is for ”clarity of presentation, particularly’

among nomlnal level varlables ‘ »;~ . u;
Multlple Regre351on is a general statlstlcal technlque
nthat analyzes.’ the relatlonshlps betweén”a\dependent varlable
and a~set.of‘;ndependent variables by spec1fy1ng the amount:
of.variation~in‘the dependent variable'thatxoan_be aéconntedm
for by all the lndependent variables 3actfng‘ together.,"ft
:summarlzes the relat10nsh1p of variables and oreaks‘down
those relatlonshlps in order to asseéss. the 1mportance,sot‘
partlcular 1ndependent-var1ables‘1n terms of the1r effect, on
the dependent varlaple. Standard and_forward~stepw1se method
witn'jlfstwise".deletion lof' missing data listed }n’tNer,
- Régr*ession (SPSSX, 1983)* is used. With the st‘epwis’e‘methoa‘,
each variable 1is added to thez regression eduation in a
separate Step until.ali'hane oeen included. Attér«the first
most powerful-nariable is :ntered; the;contribution‘of.eaoh_
successive variable -is COmposed _of the 1ndependent -and

interactive effects due to whlchever varlable has previously,

4

been entered. As a further check - for interaction’ effects,‘w
backward e11m1nat10n procedures have also been conducteﬁb w ° #
A,regre551on coeff1c1ent represents the slopel of ;hé;
reéression line,of the dependent varlable on an 1ndependenti
varlablen“that would be. obtalned by holdlng out or holding

constant each of- the remalnlng 1ndepé%%§nt ‘variables
. ,‘J&}ﬂ; ot . .

eonsidered in the‘regression equation"” - 1972). Such

- ————  — — — ———— - —

* The tolerance criterion was set at 0. 001 with the
probability of F to enter as. 0.1 and th ~probability of F to
remove as 0.15 (Nle & Hull 1981-107)

i ;’:“;25::
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2

coeff1c1ents are constants and indicate the expected ,change

in the . dependent 'varlable with one init of change'indan

independent ,var;able; This- study: utilizes poth the

standardized ' partial - regression coefficient. (Beta) and the
,unetandardized"B.‘Beta,repreeents.the‘siope'of.theﬁline when

al '\thei‘varlables are Z transformed to have means of zero

li and standard devnatlon§ of oﬂ%N(Kerllnger\& Pedhazur 1973).

r

?Thev coe£f1c1ent of determlnatlon or multlple R squared

1nd1catds the amount of. varlatloh in the dependent ~variable

A
N

that can be- accounted for by all of the independent
.'variables actlng together.» ?high R sduared would in general
indicate' thatc | \

1ndependent variables vis-a-vis the -dependent varlables is

good.

(

D Operat10na1 Def1n1t1one and Frequency :Distributions for
Model 'variables - . ' |

In this section, the '-Selection andl~ operational

vdefinitions of the model variablee'are discussed along with

! sumnary of .various frequency distributions. For -the most

part, variables aré "discussed in the order they appear in

the model presented on page 37 The ekception .to this is
w;th the telev151on relatlons varlables which are dlscussed

in more detail at'the end of the chapter.

c

the explanatory ‘power of the chosen set of:
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_pgocial‘éﬁrucﬁﬁral Variables and;charactéfistiCs
o Thé firﬁt foﬁr variables, §éﬁdér,)zagg}, plé¢e of
-residence and religiosity, are spcia;_étruétura; ih ~né£ure.
'>In: estimating} sek role stereoﬁyping as‘a«functién‘of thesé
varlables, age‘and religiosity have been dfcﬁotomized atvthe"
mid égint for easier presentatidn. |
\Gender is measured in the uéual‘way by fesponséslto the
guestion: ‘ . |

Are you? ‘Male.  Female

/

. ) ." ‘
" Table 4.1 shows there

e slightly more females in the
sample (53.5%) than males (46.5%). |

Age 1is operationalized by the numbef of years ;hek(
nresponaent has lived f}om bifth to enumeratiqn; These scores - .
were émployed for the fhitiai descriptive analyses and later
dichotomized to reflect those adélescenfs 13\ yearS'Jof agé'
and under (reféffedn to Vthoughout‘»the; study as younger
adolescenté)-and those 14 years of age and over (rgferred tol
as older adolescents). The age rangé is {2 to t7,With a meén
agé‘pf;13. After dicﬁotqmiZihg-the.age variable, 43.8% fall
‘into the 'YOung, age category and 56.2% g:e\ciassified_éﬁ
older. . - 11_1"* | = "
Place of résidence is determined by answers to the

question: ~

Where do you live?
1.___In Town

2, . -On an Acreage
3. On a Farm

¢



- ' . Table 4.1 .

Frequency Distribution for Social Structural Variablés

" 63

A

N
Gender . ‘ -
1) Male . S . 46.5 . . 105
©2) Female : ¢ . 53.§5 - 121
_Age \ ‘ S Cos
: 1) Twelve , . o142 32 '
- 2) Thirteen i 29.6 T 67
'3) [Fourteen e - 34.5 78
4) Fifteen 3.7 31
5} Sixteen - 6.6 , 15
6) Seventeen- 1.3 3 "
Place of Residence o i '
1) Town - , S 29.2 66
2) Acreage . , 21.7 .49
e 3) Farm . ’ 47.8 108
Re11g1051ty
1) More than once a veek o 3.5 8.
2) Once a week . 22.6 51
3) Two or three times a month 13.7 31
4) Once a month -~ ~ ) 7.1 16
.5) Once or ‘twice a year ' T 24.8 56
6) Not at all T 26.5 " 60
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The majority of those surveyed almost half (47 8%9 lhve an R ¢
‘! . «.: s
. ;A,, -

© farms- Twenty nine percent of the respondents llve in townw, G
~and 22% live on acreages. ‘ . : P M
: . ) Y » - “’% ,

» . Religiosity refers to the -extent 'one adheres to ‘the Y

b
"‘religious ideology of their choice.'It is operationalized"

according to self-reported, Mactual" frequencies - of

attending church services. The question was presented as:
\‘ N .

-

‘In the past. year, how often have you attended

church? &
1._.__More thHan once a week .
- 2.___Once a week '
, .3.___Two or three times a month
o ~4.__ Once a month:
. - 5. _Once or twice a year .
. 't’ _ 6. Not at all

' The variable vas recoded for crosstabs so that-the first two

“

categories “represent high religiosity and the remaining

‘categories’ indicative of low religicsity. Table 4,1 shows

‘that 51.8% of the ample have low re1191051ty scores and

48 2 score hlgh on re1191051ty measures . :

‘Family Communication Patterns

Qhapter I‘pre%ented«a theoretical discussion of family
commonioation patterns developed by researchers at the
‘University of Wisoonsin's Mass Communication Research

i

’Canter. This study employs the concepts developed from that
S oo , .

research.
, Socib-orientation stresses - conformative family
relations. "The socio-orientation involves parental

expectations that the child should be deferential to his
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eldgrs, maintign harmonious persogal rélationships and

withhold his ,f@a;§ngs" (Mci#od and  Brown,1976). . For

simplification, socio-orientated families are referred to

here as agghopitarian’ families. | | |

, - ' Concept-orientations are built on a se\ -

. ' . - L]
factor. "The concept-orientation involves:

.views about the world, and to consider/more than one sidd of _
: 4 2)
an issue" (McLeod and Brown, 1976). Socio-orientaked . -

families in this study are referred to as non-authoritarian
» ) . * M R -~ . o

fam111es.
ﬂ * ’ : .
Responses to gquestions 1listed 1in Appendix A were

“ ¥

recoded an& then additively constructed to form the family

A4

*

_ communxcation scalé. Reliability tests were then conducted

WY
=

’andftﬁe séale was dichotomized to represent each family

{ok

.;étegorY. The'sgale was divided at the mid point so there is.
‘;&;;nféQUaleistribption.%f aaolescents in each family gfoups. ¢
Low { gcores represent non-authoritarian families and higfg;

’f;:%&béeﬁ répfeﬁeht éuthoritarién families. . Ty

‘ ‘»*’)',&‘ l Y :

';;giam;iy‘qpmhuquatioh Pattern Characteristics - -
Q&f;  faﬁle.4¢2"summarize€’the descriptive statistics for the

S Lq . . ) . - .. ’
- “family communication patterns variable. After dichotomizing

‘sWhile the term "authoritarian" embraces a number of
“concepts (punitiveness as a response to deviance;
~chauvinistic nationalism; social prejudice and h 4
. discriminatiopn; restriction of civil'liberties, etc.), for . S
~ the purposes of this study, it refers strlctly to the ’
orientation definitions outlined.

.
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¢ Table 4.2 N -
Characterlstlcs Qf Famlly Communication Patterns
o 4 - - k
f . ’ »,b ‘,' Nch—Authbritarian ‘;_Authoritgrian
ST “% N % o« N
I : VA LA
1 . % -
’ | - o 3
Total Sample 4948 108 =t 50.2 109

Gender . - -
1) Male' - ® .

41

' 59.4 60

. 2) Female L~ 58.6 68 . 41.4 48 N
P : k |
p;ge ' v . v . A .
Yo Less than 13 '° 47.4 - 45 52.6 - " 50
2) Greater than 14 52.5 64 * - 47.5 58
Place of Re51dence S : T
8 1) Town : 56:7-. 34 43.3 .26
» .- 2) Acreage 50.0 . - 24 45.8 24
: - 3) Farm s . 45.8 49 54,2 .58
Reﬂ‘%lOSlty {f’,,;l t " L o o
. Low, : ‘46.? - 53 . +53.5 . 61
- jz) High .~ .~ . 54.%. 56 45,6 . 47
. R o o . "\,\; s "'n e ; \ .
aﬂ & ) ; 3 "A.“ . 6[ ‘ ‘6 2 . n." " g ) . ..
me o See e @R g T
e ¢ o N o ] . .
- ] , 2 3 . L e . ., ) < i o
. o N IO I s N T
§ S T e - B AR
= . ST - ’ . D . @&3? ;n""\ E ‘)A
.’:g; ’ \ . QA ,:" ) Y :. ‘;L .
G o RN
¢, . ‘ ,,:éd - ‘ ‘ . . 4.
. } . g .,;ﬁ‘f . &\‘ .
s [ 1 : | l
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'pattern types for those living om acreages. Adolescents ‘Wwho

67

the scale, 49.8% of the adolescents surveyed are from

non*authorhgarian homes and 50.2% are  from authoritarian.

homes. Males are more likeiy to come from authoritasian

bomes than are females Wthh may have- 1mp11c%tlons for 7se&

role stereotyplng,"Of' the males surveyed, 59.4% are from
b, , : .
authoritarian homes compared with only 41.4% of females.

Predlctably, ' younger - adolescents . 5sport being from

authorltarlan homes more often tham °1dﬁﬁfﬁd° scehts

a - Vs

JgJion- authorltarlan env1ronments than are- adolescents 11v1ng

,On' farms, There is an egpal spllt of - famlly communication

)

£

&‘;,5core high on sreligiosity‘"ate more Likeiy to come from

.

1rather than on 1nd1v1dual behav1ours¢ (Wllllams et

non-authoritarian than authoritarian homes.

&

Y . . "
x , s
EY

.n ‘4 _‘
ov Sex W;ﬂ‘tén%% ; E;';;,W o : | &‘f

"Fgr the purposes of thlS study, sex role stereotyping

K3

is con51dered ‘to be ap attltude towards male and\&emale

L4 . ,E_‘ .
K}

T )
soc1a1 roles as opposed to 'sex', . sex—dlfferences ,and/or<

LU ® -

rj-sex-Arole '1dent1f1catlon /. The prééess-ofrstereotyping may

-
<

pe , deflned ‘iaﬁf ‘thefai'attibutioh of psychologlcal

2y

B characterlstlcs -to’per%ons orv. the- bas;s Ofﬂ$foup membershlp

. ¢

- S ’
' al. ’;1

-, e 2
1975) A short mult1 dlmen51onal scale develéped by. Romhgmgh

& Vent1mglla (1978) measurlng attltudes toward sexarqﬁé% -1&1,"

2, .-

Adolescents l1v1ng in town are more llﬁefy-to be from’

¢

@

[

-

o8

”~

three broad areas is employed here. The 1t§ms Sme&gﬁeg fob %&“_

factor ana1y51s are“found in Apppendlx B. : £, e ;,-ﬁ@g"n

"
-

-

.

2
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Factor analysis reduced the 17 items to three scales.

o »

The first scale reflected an external division‘of labour

element and consisted of VAR'S 481, 482, 485. “and V496.>'The

second factor .included VAR'S 489, 49@ 493 and 494. and

»reflectedkinternal division-Of Aabour. The thlrd represents'

N

'the nurturlng role of women and 1ncludes VAR S 483, 484, 487

and 494, In1t1al analys;s showed the first and thlrd factor .

to be 1neffect1ve, therefore, the decision to 'use a

\ ' ) . ) /
unidimensional measure reflecting sex role stereotyp1 g was

made. The measure is represented by the second factor which

.

is the welghted score of VAR'S 489, 490, 493 and 494 - They :

L3
are as fo;lows.

- B

VAR489 A husband should handle the money.
% . ’ . Q i‘,' ’

o 1. Strongly Agree Z?HSfrongly Disagree -

. VAR490 A  woman should wait until her children.are out
of school before she goes to wor\L
i agree

1. Strongly Agree. 2. Strongly D
VAh493'.wOmen should have ‘the same freedom as men. |

1. Strongly Agree '2. Strongly Dlsagrée’

VAR494 'Men are more emotionally: suited for politics

l T ’ N
R than women. = | » . ~ . | ‘“h% X
B g '

A g

»

Strongly Agree 2. Strongly‘DiSagree ‘

Thxs scale w1ll be referred to throughout thlS the51s~as sex
role stereotyplng or sex role attltude.‘

A2

&g

. Sex Role Stereotyping CharaCteristics"é-ﬁ' -

al

Based on the sex 4rol%‘ste?eotYpin§ scale developegfs"

frequency d15tr1but1ons outlined in Table 4. 3.1nd1cate‘ fhat

%‘3 ,\@

= ’ . ' %’gﬁ.ﬂ
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| Teble 4.3 ..
Characteristics of Sex-Role Stereotyping
’» v ' ' .
Low = High
. _% N % N
.TotaLmSample  ,“ A‘ 51.8 117 ;48.2 109
Family Communication Patterns ‘ :
1) Non-Authoritarian 67.9 74 32.1 . 35
2).Aauthoritarian | 1 35.2 38 64.8 70
Gender BRI R o a n
1)\ Male : . ..39.0 41 .0 61.0 64
© 2) Female , "62.8- 76 . -37.2 45
L s \ b
Age . B £ LI T : . “ -
1) Less than/ 13 - 56.6° 56 43.4 43
2) Greate han 14 - = 48.0 , 61 52.0 66
e : : .
N
Place O}f"'R' A :
W 1) fowh 65. 2. 43 © 34.8} 23
2) Acreage 42,9 21 - 7.1 28
- 3) Farm - 47,2 51 52.8 57
‘Religiosity ' o ‘ o
2 1) Low = = . 47.9 56 56.0 61
. 2) High - 52.1 « 61 44,0 . 48
AR T P T | )
) . N , :
a . .
. . .
L ' !
g
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' scores also highly absorbed-with televrsion

70

N .
(¥

52% of the adolescents sampled are classified as low and 48%

glassifled as high in terms of'sex‘role stereotyping. Among
those who have high sex role stereotyping scores, there is
an equal split between heavy and light 'television “viewing
for total ‘telev151on hours. For Sunday teleV151on v1ew1ng
hoWever those with h1gh sex role stereotyplng scores tend

to be. llght television viewers. Table 4.4 a s1m11ar patterns

L

for 1dent1f;cat10n scores. In  terms of absorptlon ~w1thb,

television, 54.4% of thoseIW‘iiihigh sex role stereotyping

Agolestents from authorltarlan famllies have higher sex
‘\I)““

«role stereot pzng scores than adolesceg@% : ‘from

&
‘non- authorltarlaﬂ hoges (65% compargd w1th 35%). '

Males 1in th1s study have hggher sex role stereotyplng‘

2

scores than females. As bele 4“3 show§%163% of the males

ﬁ i

scored high on sex role stereotyplng score$ | compared WIEh‘

- . _ . . . ‘
37%. of thé femalesy Surprisiﬁgly, older addblescents score

4\ -
higher on Stereotyping measures than younger adolesents.' of
. ‘. l 3 . ”"J "

' the« older..ddolescents surveyed, ‘52% have h1gh sex role

gt /,', ~
s

stereotyping"scbres compared with 43% of ‘the s-younger

i

'adolescents Adolescents who \llve 1n rural areas are ﬁbre

llkely to sex role stereotype than thelr counterparts llv1ng

I

~in town. Adolescents living on acreages have the hlghest sex

role role stereotyplng scores. As Table 4.3 shows, 57% 'ot”

i

those 11v1ng ©on acreagés have hlgh stereotyping scores_

bcompared w1th’53% of those 11v1ng on farms and 35% of thoseﬁ_

11v1ng in fown. Surprlslngly, h1gh relaglOSlty scores do not

°

o ’

o
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Table #.4

Characteristics of - SeX-Roief Stereotyping

Viewing

71

& Te leéisio_n

7 High..

.

Totél Hours
1) Low
2) High

o

Sunday Televisidn
1) &Kbw = =
- 2) High

w =

Identification
1) Low

‘2) High . /% 48.5 49

Absorption 4 :,,‘

1) Low | ' 58.5 48

2) High ‘ o 41,5 34

» ) s51.5 52

|

49,1 54
47.4 55
50,0 43

50.0 . 43

-54.,3 . 63
457 53
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necessarily mean.high'sex role stereotyping scores, -Table

72

4.3 also—shows that 44% of those scorlng high on re1191051ty"

)

also score hlqh on sex role stereotyplqg,i Among those
. .scoring low on religiosity, 52% alSo score,high}on sex role

stereotyping.

Telewsxon Relahons v .

The argument‘preSEnted earller suggests people ~watch

television as an alternatlve to actual human 1nteract10n

hence, telev151on may be consi?ered a 51gn1f1cant other‘.
a4 :
‘Presumably, a ‘human "signt cant~ other' would be most

-

1nfluent1al to a young person hf (%9 they spent a lot of

time together' (b) if the .young person learns from the
v ‘ P : 4

'signiflcant othef" and”-(53 if the young person imagines

' what hlﬁb"behavmur .would he like if he we%the 'significant

7 other.

B

Thé televisiOn relation. measures gre 1ntended to. tap'

- the 1nteractlon a viewer has Mlth hlS telev1§§on set. Each

-measure has 51m11ar attr1butes as a humen 'significant

4

rother.' Hours of teglevision watched per“week“represents the

s

: timex\element; identifiddtion has a learning component and.

absorption is indicative - of the imaginary, or- capture
~ element, that television may have. e
. . u . . 1‘ “

Television Consumption“ o | PR T
Hours of telev151on v1eW1ng per week was. determ1ned by

responses to the question: | ‘ gyi

-



'viewing. The. decision to employ two television consumption

‘ a

~ About how many hours do yoﬁ spend'
Qf/ﬁ ~watching television each day of a

typical .week?

‘hours Monday
hours Tu y
hours Wegggﬁéay
‘hours Thursday-
hours Friday
hours Saturday
hours Sunday

" a 4 ‘ 3 .& ‘ -

LYo AW —

[TEEEED

o
L

wiéable 4.5 outllnes the descriptive statistics for daily

@
Py ~t
i

television hours qon5umed by 'theg;geSpondents surveyed.

Originally, the inteﬁ%ibh,xasgtpﬁpregﬁe éﬂﬁ%é&lyww%e&eﬁisfbn

viewing 'scale by 6dd1ng up the tetal hours of television,

viewed per day. Pearson correlation coeffiecients presented

in Table‘4'6 however indicated that there were differences

:V the varh?bles in direction and strengths for Sunday

scales was made. One reflects total viewing from Monday to
Saturday inclusive and the. other reflects only Sunday

viewing hours. The former may at times be referred to as

total viewing hours or total week{y viewing hours, ‘howevér,

’

at no peint in the analysis will it includet Sunday viewing.

v : . . ,
For ease of -presentation respondents who report

- gétchlng telev151on 16 hours per week or less are cla551f1ed

r

- as a llght vzewer and those watchlng 17 hourswper week or

.

more are classified as heavy viewers. For Sunday -teleyr51on

. T, Co .
viewing, heavy viewers are considered to be anyone watching

3 hours or more. )

-

'

/

«
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Table 4.5

Characteristics of Daily Television Consumption 2

Mean “Median Std Dev vRange

Thu!sdé’?% g

Monday

! .
Tuesday

L A
T

wédnqéday

B

2.757

2.965

2.619

.
A

7 3.004

3.482

3.907 %

2.447

3.0

3.0

2.0

3.0

3.0

3.0

2.334
1.574
717

1.719

' 2.380

3.075

2.046

10

12

20

12

T KR Sy
Frlagx
Satﬁ£:5§~
Sunﬁ%&
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Teievision Viewing Characteristics _

Television Consumption. }n geheral ) adolescents
surveyed watched 3 hours of tefevision, on average, per week
nighf Based on a dichotomy of heavy and light telev151on
viewers, 49% of the sample are light viewers and 51% are
heavy v1ewers.k (See Table 4.7) Males are more likely to be
classified as heavier television viewers than females (56%
- compared with 47% for tetal television viewing hours agll 42%
compared with 35% for‘Sunday te}evision_viewing'hours - see
ﬁ;gable  4.85. AQa}escents 13xyears ?; age and under are the
f heaviest television consume:s:\ﬁespendents who live in rural

»

areas watch slightly less telévision per week than their

mere urban counterparts, however diff es are extremely
~elight. In .spite -of the fact t.}* more television

i

available to those living igi*town with the actessibility Bf -

cable and pay television there is only an average gf five. o

percent difference in total weekly television consumption
between~,those living in town, those living on acreages, and

those living on farms. People who score high on religiosity

\.

measures tend to watch less television than those who score .

low on. religiosity to total television wviewing hours. For

Sunday television viewing, however, those scoring high on

re1191051ty also .score high on consumption. T v

_As the literature" suggests, adolescents from

authoritarian famil ies are heavy telev151on consumers. Table

o~

4.7 shows 59% of adolescents from authoritarian families are

‘classified and heavy,;eLev1sion viewers and only 41% " of

P . : . e el

[

Ly

L
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Table 4.7
Chardcteristics of Total Weekly Television Consumption

Light Viewers Heavy Viéwefs
% N % N

Total Sample 48.7 110 51.3 116

i gy
Gender _ ‘ .o

1) Male 43.8 46 56.2 . 59

2) Female 52.9 64 47.1 57

» 1) Less than 13 ‘ 37.4 ' 37 62.6 62

2) Greater than 14 57.5 73 42.5 54

Place of Residence o ' i

1) . Town co 45,5 30 54.5 36 _\
2) Acreage - .. . 49.0 24 . &0 25
3) Farm . 50.9 55 . 49.1 53
Religiosity o / . ool
1) Low - 43,6 51 56.4 66
2) High T 59 45,9 50
Family Communication- ’ , o .
1) Non-Authoritarian 58.7 6& 1.3 . 45
"2) Authoritarianm - 40.7 44, 59.3 . 64
| \ “ ~ ‘
. ) } ‘ . 2




Characteristics of Sunday Television Consumption °

Table 4.8,

Light Viewers Heavy Y&
. % N : % < "
, 4
Total Sample 61.9 140 38.1, -
)
- ol
Gender @
1) Male 58.1 61 4
2) Female 65.3 79 34/7’“////4
e
Age - . ‘ -
1) Less than 13 56.6 56 43.4 43
. 2) Greater than 14 66.1 84 33.9 43
. ‘
P¥sge of Residence
.4 1) Town 53.0 35 47.0 3
2) Acreage 61.2 30 38.8 19
3) Farm 67.6 73 32.4 35
..Rel1g1051ty .
1). -Low 6%.2 74 36.8 43
2)"High 60.6 66 39.4 43
: A o
Family Communication . : N
1) Non-Authoritarian 70.6 . 77 54.6 59
2) Authoritarian. 29.4 32 45.4 49~
‘ ‘ ” 3 u/<
) w R S 7 ¢ N
. 4 ,f i .
\ : . ) Q};. >~ -k ‘n A >
- W e Ty © .
o - ‘ "6 2 . B & *
¥ . ’ .
=~ e e R now 7
. *' K P y ! !
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those frcm~ non- author1ba?ﬂan families _are‘rclassified as

. - r
heavy V1ewers. Table 4.8 shows a reverse trend for Sunday

television v1ew1ng. Her! ,; adolescents from authoritarian
families are.less likely to be heavy viewers than those from
non—authoritarian families.

¢ Y

S

television interaction variable. This too is an. additively
P N B \

constructed scale that indicates the extent to which

television is a vehicle for learning among young viewers. To

"some extent, this scd@le also represents the perceived'

reality of Eelevisionr A total of 26 possible varlabl&i’were
submltted to factor. and rellab111ty analy51s Items y1$ld;ng
the best p0551ble measures ' with which to conscruct the
identification scale are listed in Appendi#,t.‘

Overall, 45% of the »sample fall{ into ;the lcw

identification category and 51% identify strongly w1th

teleVision. Data -in Table 4 9 show females are more llkely

to have higher 1dent1ty with televxs1on scores than males

/

" but the.dif}erences are only sllght s expected, f younger

3

scores than older,adolescents Invsplte of the ffact« that

" . ‘ P

. . 1'\\
of thelr place of - re51dencer the data shows that adoﬁ%scents

who 11ve ‘in rUral areas have hlgher 1dent1f1cat1@’fscores
R

. Yy
Q%&ﬂﬁ’ é?an other adolescents Those 11v1ng on acreages_ have the

EF.

R P 3 .
highest’ 1dent1f1cat10n scores while those'kiving on farms

have th& next h1ghest scorz; £ollowed by adolescents who

~

2

_ Identification with Television. This is the-second’

adolescents t5core hlgher on identification with ;elev1s1on

. adolescents watch szm&lar amounts of telev151on regardless

&

‘ G
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Table 4.9

Characteristics of Identification With Television

-~ N Low . High

. ‘ ) Identification Identification
* R N % SR
Total Sample 465 101 53,5 116
Gender , ’ : -
1) Male 50.0 - 51 50.0 51 -
2) Female - : " 43.5 - 50 56.5 65 ‘
Age - - o :
1+ 1) Less than 13 39.6 38 60.4 58
- 2) Greater than 14 - 52,1 - 63, : 47.9 58 .
‘”Plécé of Residence : : o
1) Town . . © . 54,1 33 45.9 28
2) Acreage . ™ 40.8 20 59.2 29
3) Farm =~ 44,2 46 - 55.8 58
Religiosity . : , : ,
1) Low o 46.5 = 53 - 46.6 48
2) High '53.5 .61 - 53.4 55
Family Communication ' _
1) Non-Authoritarian .49.0. = 51 : 51.0 53
2) Authoritarian 40.4 =~ 42 59.6 62
E R : : ) . .
3 s



3 SR . L _ / ‘ .
. | - 8

»
1

'live in town. .There is no difference in absorption with
television scores - between high. and low categoff@s - of

N
~

reliﬁiosity.

In terms of famif} communication patterns, adolescents
from non-authoritarian- homes - are more likely to A'dentify

strongly ‘with television than adoleSCenta,from authoritarian
'homesf(éﬁ% COmpa:eo with 51%, aeevTable 4.9). ‘
Absorpt ion Wﬁtﬁ‘TelerSion‘ Simiiar ateps were taken to
x create a ‘scale reflectlng the 1mag1nary Jr capture element
v1ewers may- develop as part ofxthe 1nteractlon process w1th
teleyision.. In " the final ana1y51s,« varrables\(l1sted in
Apoendix C.combined to make the scale reflectlng the capture,'j

- dimention. For clarlty this scale is referred to throughout

N e

the dlscu551on as absorptlon with telev151onf” N
Overall, 60% of the sample\abe hlghly absorbed with
television. In'spitejof’the fact that males are'the heaviest
consumere ~of televiaion, it'is females who have the hlghest
absorption scores. As Table 4.10 shows, 73.5% of the females
.sampled "-are highly absorbed with television comoared with
.only 4?.5% of*the males. Youngen_adolescents, those 13 years
‘of age and undet; have higher absorption écoqesvthan oider
e'%'adoleicents bdt_this was expected. |
| For soﬁe 'reaaon adolescents living on acreages are
more llke%y to. have high absorption rates thah.those vliving'
\ on farms or in town. Table 4.10 shows. 69% of those 11v1ng on
\acreages have hﬂph abso:ptlon rates compared with 63% of

\those'living in town and 59% of those living on farms. No\\

s : ‘ . o , s L)
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.Table 4.10

Characteristics of Absorption With Television

. .. I * X o . “ -* : .
: L 6w Absorption - High -
: - “ . o . Absorption

v A \\

. - Y ) o : : )
Total Sample - 37.6 82" 62.4 136
Gender : . , . ‘ DR ‘ ,

1) Male 50.5 51 49,5 4. 50
2) Female _ 26.5 31 73.5 86
3 Agé Y ‘ . .. o | .
1) Less{ghan 13 24.7- 23 75.3 70
2) Greater "than 14 47.2 59 52.8 66
" Place of Residence - s o
1) Town . . 36.9 24 63.1 41
2) Acrea%e ° 31,1 14 68.9 *3:1
3) Farm Y« . 41.0 43 5940 62
Religiosity x ) A
1) Low 5 .- 37.8 42 62.2 69
'2) High Co - 37.4 " 40 62.6 67
Family Communication’’ _
1) Non-Authoritarian - 46.2 . 49 . 53.8 57
~2) Authoritarian . 27.9 29 72.1 75
[R5
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$ N . o .
"differences were found in  absorption rates between -

b

" categories of religiosity.
- p-> - As Table +4.10 shows, "adolescents from‘apthdr}tarian
homes have higher absorptien. with television scoreS'Athan -

e adolescents. from non-authoritarian homes. among adolescents
from non-authoritarian families, 72% fall .into the high
absorpt%on ’FCategory compared with 54% of those from

non- authorltarlan ‘hémes. = CoE e T

[ &

' E. ASummary v ’ e v _ \ :
- | ThlS chapter has outllned the operatlonal definitions, .

sampling procedures and analytic‘techniques employed in this

9

»
3

investiéation.JIn addition, a number of measures describing.
"soc1a1 struc{ural sex role stereotYping and television
characterlstlcs haue neen prov1ded
: Fhese preliminary analysls ;ield”some interestiné,”and
‘fn,some cases, unexpected results.; First‘dof. all, older
-adolescents in this sample have hlgher sex role/stereotyplng
scores than younger ~adolescents. Tne‘ llterature review
suggests the reverse trenduis mcre usual} as adolescents get-'
older their»‘seﬁgsrple attitudes become more’ liberal.
. Secondly, .peeﬁiejwncﬁscore high-onfrelidiosity.score iow on
total television viewing‘ hours ‘but‘ high for Sunda§
television viewing Th1s could be due to the empha515 of
religious programmlng on Sunday, or, to the fact that Sunday

is considered ‘a day of rest, therefore, more time for

leisurely activities, It is also interesting " to note that o
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adolescents living on, farms have the highestn.identification

with teldvision scores and the lowest abosorption scores. At

».*the same time, qdoiescents living én acféages have 'higher

sex role stereotyping' scores than either those living in

L
o
\

- <town or on farms..
| In the :next chapter statistical procedures including
mulzyblel régression are used to  test the hypéthesés
ae@ 16ped. from %he ‘reseézch modeif The findings. that havg

resulted from the initial descriptive analysis 'will be

©

elabofated upon with the use of more powerful multivariate

statistical techniqueé;\
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~ V. TESTING THE HYPQTHESES :

“A. Introduction ‘ .v» ' v . : , v
The' major aim of this chapter is to detgrmine yhether»

there is statisticai support ﬁor “any cf' the hypotheses

presented»'in ~Chapter III,. Analy51s of the effects of the

1ndependent variables on sex role stereotyplng suggested’ by

;the research deel are examlned and statistical support for
each hypothesis “devgloped from: the tmodeI is ther;;y

assessed. hn igﬂaminstion~ipf possible interaction effects

among ﬁhe;vgriables is ais% inciuded in this analysis. The

rationéIe for - these 1nclu51ons, as well as their effects, '

w1ll be dlscussed with the progress1on of the data analy51s

,ﬁ- Summary of thelCdrrelations
Pearson's coffelation,coefficieht is useé" to measure
the strength and-direction of the more linear relationships
and those involving?nominal varfables sub programiﬂBreakdown
is emplgyed 50 that:diffetences'in means may be compared. Iﬁ
some ihstahces; crosstabs-ﬂare usedl for clarity = of
presentatlon ’ Ih the second part of the analyéis,‘the
dependent varlable, sex role stereotyplng is ‘regressed on
all remalnlng 'model varlables u51ng standard and stepw1sef
9regre551on procedures. Flndlngs are discussed in the orderl

‘the hypotheses are presented in Chapter III.

E
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Television Consumption and Sex-Role Steréotyping'

Tabie‘ 5.1 -épmmarizes the ,zero-order correlations for
sex réle stereotyping, total weekly tglevisioh viewing and
‘w~”\g\SUnéay tglevision viewing houdls . Perhafs the most important
H&%i%éiﬁg is-thé-high cor?elation ibetween fotal television
Qiewing‘ hoﬁrs and.-Suﬁééy television. rnispite of ;his‘(or
perhaps because of'it)j ééch consumption variable influences

Sex,role stereotyping in a different direc;ipn. S
‘ Contrarly to the main argument of this thesis, that
teléQision " and = sex role stereotyping are positively
cﬁrrelated; there is in fact, an 1inverse relationship
between lbhe two. That ié, as televigion viewing bdurs
incfease, sex role ‘sgerebtypiqg decreases. Althqudh the

direction 'is totally wunexpected, the relationship is not

statistically significant.

. S
As - indicated, the results are different for Sunday

television viewing. There ?@i‘a " poditive, significaht
+ relationship, between sex rolé.stereotypihg ana television
viewingvon'Sunday. There is nolpbviOUS-reason as to why any
one (particulér. viewing day would Have a different effect
“thao any other day. There séems to be more éﬁphasis on
reiigioﬁ§'<pfograms‘oanundays which may account forrsome of
the variation. étherwise, the finding is - difficult to
ldnterpretr‘ ' .
" Based on the findinQS’ fér- total“ wéekly 'televisiOﬁ

viewiné hours, which include Monday to Saturday viewing,

there is little statistical support for hypothesis 1.1 which

N e

K

LI
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 states: Adolescents who are heavy television viewers are
more likely to sex roie stereotype than are 1ight viewers.
Ident1f1catxon w1th Televxsxon and Sex-Role Stereotyp1ng
Data summarlzed in Table 5.1 show a Dpositive
relatithhip between,identification with television Fnd sex
role stereotyping. Adolescents who identify highly with
television are more 1ikelyhto Eﬁ&ereotype than adolescents
who do nopg;.Although ‘the relationship is in the expected
direction, the;gesults are not statistically significant.
Findings~’ reported here provide little statistical

Huho

support for hypothesis 1.2 which states: Adolescents
identify with television. are more Iikely to sex role
Sstereotype ‘than adolescents who do not identify with

television.

Absorption with Television and Sex-Role Stereotyping

' The data indicate the relationship between absorption:

q

with television and sex role stereotyping is not
étatisticaiiy significant, however, the direction is
unexpecfed Pearson's correlatlon coeff1c1ent 1ndlcate that
as absorptlon with telev1s1on 1ncreases, sex-role
stereotjping decreaseep

These results provide little statlstlcal support for

hypothe51s 1.3 whlch states: Adolescents who are absorbed

with televzs;on are more |ikely to sex role stereotype than‘

adolescents who are not absorbed with television.

7
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Family Communication Patterns and Sex-Role Stereotyping

+ .

. -

Data summarized in Table 5.1 indicate a strong,
significaﬁ;( relatidnship between family - éommunication
patterns énd sex role stereoﬁyping among adolescents. Thé
Pearson r of .242 is significant at the 1% level. Table 5.2

further clérifies the relaﬁionship. Amdngdgdolescents~from 
authoritarian families, 65% have high séi ;die stereotyp;ng
scores comparéd with | ’only 32% of thoée from
non—authoritarian’_families. "More than ) fwice ‘i s many
adoleécents from authoritarian families,‘ than
non-authoritarian faﬁilies, engage in sex role §tereotyping.
‘These results ‘provide strong statistical support,forf
hypothesis 2.1 which states: Adolescents from authoritarian
' ﬁamifieSj are more’ likely to sex role Steneotype than are
adolescents from non-authoritarian families.
’Family Cﬁmmunic;tion Patterns and Televisiqon Consumption
In terms of ﬁplevision consumpfion patterns, there is’a
\ . .

positive relationship between both television consumption

-

measures and family cphmunication patter2§. Adolescents from
authoritarian homes @étch morgﬂteleQision than adglescept
from non-authoritarian homg;. Péarson's'rAis significant at
the 5% level for total television viewing and at the 1%

-level for Sunday television viewing hours.
These results lend strong statistical™ support “for

hypothesis 2.2 which states: Adolescents from authonjtarian

families watch more television than adolescents from

0

0
.
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.prle 5.2

Crosstabulation of the Television Relations Variables
' : & Sex-Role Stereotyping by Gender

4

Male " Female Pearson r
% N % N -
Total Hours , "
1) Light 41.8 46 58.2 - 64 -.091%
2) Heavy. : 50.9 59 49.1 57
Sunda§ Television ' ,
1) Light © 43,6 61 56.4 79 -.072
-2) Heavy 51.2 44 48.8 42
Identification '
1) Low SR 50.4 60 49.6 59 : .075
2) High - A 42.9 42 57.1 56
. ‘ ;‘\
Absorption : - *
1) Low o 61.9 65 38.1 40 30T kx%x%
- 2) High . 31.9 36 68.1 77
Sex-Role’Stereotyping '
1) Low 2 35.0 41 .~ 65.0 76 -.237xxxx
2) High 58.7 64 41.3 45 :

Note: The level of statistical significance of each estimate
under the one tailed t-test is indicated by #***%, *xx, *x,
and * for one, two, five and ten percent *levels
respectively. :

“
¢
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’

non-authoritarian famil ies.

| -~
Family ~Communication Patterns and Identification with
TelevisiPn

?&% expected, adolescents ~ from ‘authoritarian families
are more likely to identify with television than are
‘adolescents from non-autﬁogitérian families. Rearson' r
values for this relationship is, however, not statistically
siénificant.

There 'is I{ttie statistical support for hypothesis,2,3
which states: Adolescents from authoritarian  families
‘identify with television more than adolescenfs from
non-authoritarian families.

b

Family Communidation‘Pattern§ and Absorﬁtion with Television

Data sumﬁ;ri;ed in Table 5.1 show ‘an unexpécted,;
inverée relationShip ‘between family communicatfonbpafﬁefnz
and absorption with television. That is, Pearson r values
suggest - absérpfioh with television is higher éﬁong
adoiesceéts from non-authoritarian families than émqng thdée‘
from- authoritarian family homes. The literature Suggests
otherwise.>The relationship is, however, ﬁot sﬁatistiéally
significant therefore ‘there is little statisticalVSUpport to
hypothésis 2.3 wﬂich states: Adolescents from autho%itarfan‘
families are more absorbed with television thaﬁ are

adolescents from non-authoritarian families.



Gender and Sex-Role Stereotyping .
“The relationship between gender and sex role
stereotyping 1is summarized in Table 5.2 with  mean

fw?

differences outlined 'ianable 5.3. Results show there is a
éignifigant reiatibnship between génder and  sex role
stereoéyping._ Boyg are almost twice as likely as girls toh
have high stereotYping scores. As Table 5.2 shows, 61% of
“the lboys have high sex.role stereotyping scores compared
with only 37% of the girls. . |

These findings give‘ strong statistical support for
hypothesis 3.1 which st?tes: Ado{eécent males are more
likely to sex PoIéASteneotype‘fhén'adoiescent,feméles.
Gender and Television Coh§ﬁm§tioh

Summary statistics for ggnder '~ég§ ‘television
cbnsuhption,are also found in Table 5.3. In addi:ion to
stereotyping more, boys also watch more television. This is
true for both total weékly“-television viewing fand . Sunday
television viewing hours.'}Table 5.4 shows bnly)47% of the
girls‘afe*heavy television viewers compareé to Sgﬁ( of the
boys for total weekly television viewing hours. Percentage
differences are almost identicai for Supday television
‘viewers. These findings offer considerable statistical
support for hypothesis 3.2 which states: ,Adoleééent males

9

watch more television per week than do:adoléscent females.

'?b‘vy
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Breakdown of Sex-Role Stereotyping by Place of Residence,
' . Gender and Age

l

‘Table 5.3

Mean Std Dev - Cases
. ~.
PLACE OF RESIDENCE
Total Sample 1.4843 . ,5009 223
1) Town _ 1.3485 -~ .,4801 .. 66
2) Acreage b 1.5714 . .5000 .49
'3) Farm 1.5278 .5016 108
. GENDER |
8 4 : . . ’ .
Total Sample . 1.4823 .5008 : 226
1) Male | 1.6095 - 4902 . 105
2) Female ‘ S 1.3719 .4853 121
LAGE . - | -
Total Sample | 1.4823 .5008 226
1) Less than 13 1.4343 . .4982 " 99
2) Greater than 14 1.5197 . .5016 127
A ree _ | 27,
N L 2
) g
&
. "



94
Table 5.4
Crosstabulation of the Television Relations Variables
.& Sex-Role Stereotyping by Age’
< 13 o> 14 ~ Pearson r
% N % N ' ‘
' S ' _
Total Hours : , ' ’ -
1) Light ! 33.6 37 66.4 73 - 199%xxx%
'2) Heavy - y 53.4 62 46.6 54 »
Sunday Television - ' e o '
1) Light . 40.0 756 60.0 84 - —~.0598%*
2) Heavy _ - 50.0 43 50.0 43 :
; e R .
Identification o , S ‘ '
1) Low . 39.5 47 60.5 72 © -.105%
2) High 50.0 49 ‘50,0 49 - .
‘Absorption | : ' | o ' A
1) Low | 31.4 33 68.6 72  -.219¥%*x
2) High 53.1 60 - 46.9 53 e
. . ) 5
. ./
Sex-Role Stereotyplng ' ' : : o)
1) Low 5 47.9 .56 52.1 61 /.085
2) ngh S '39.4 43 60.6 66 AR
= ‘ — 4

Note: The level of statistical, 51gn1f1cance of each estlmate
under the- one tailed t-test is indicated by **** *kk, Kk,
and . * for one, two, five and ten percent levels
respectively. : i ; ‘ ¢
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Gender and Ident1f1cat10n with Telev1s1on

Crosstabulatlons presented in Table\ﬁ 2 indicate that
‘girls 'are more likely to 1dent1fy w1t? telev151on than boys
even though they watch less television per week 49% of the
g1rls surveyed have high 1dent1f;tatlon scoresAcompered with
41%‘of the boys. Bivariate statistiCS' show, howevet, that
‘the,teletionship is not statistically significant.: |

‘Based on' these flnd;ngs, there ~is 'little statistical
support for hypothes1s 3.3 whlch states' Adolescent males{
are more 'fikely _to ldentlfy w:th telev:s:on than are

1 :

adolescent females.

Gender and Absofption with Televisioht

Table 5.2 1nd1cates a strong'kfelatiohshﬁp' hetweeni
bgender and absorptlon with teleulslon AgaiﬁE;Ttthtf gitls”
' who are more likely to be absorbed w1th telev151on than boys
- even, though they watch less telev151on S;xty—51X'percent of
:thep girls, compared with 36% of the boys -have ‘high
ehsorption rates. ‘ .' e |

The assumption was that boys would he more abs§§hed
with television because they watch more of.it; Cleariy_ the
tuo vatiables are not reieted in a positive manner. There is
llttle statlstlcal support for hypothe51s 3.4 wh1ch stetES'
Adolescent males are more. likely to be absonbed wrth»

teleVISIOn than are adolescent females.
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Age ahd Sexfgole Ste:eotjping

Table 5.4 indicates there is a p051tlve relatlonshlp
between age ané sex role stereotyplng . The 11terature rev1ewF
presented 1in Chapter I1, and subsequent hypothe51s, suggest .
that. younger. adolescents are more likely to sex' role
stereotype than older adolescents aThe flndlng here show,

{

that for this sample'at_least oléet adolescents, i.e. those
~14 years'ofﬂQge and over, are the most llkely to stereotype.
Ctpsstahs‘show that\52% of older adolescents have hlgh sex .
role ‘attitude scores compared h with 43% of' younger
adolescents.:In view of these ‘findihgs theré is ,little

statlstlcal sqppbrt for hypothe51s 4 1 which states. Younger

adolescents are more Iikely to sex role steneotype than are

older adolescents, -

~
A

Age and,Television'Consumptioﬁ

The ‘reletionship between total television viewing and
sex role stereotyping is a negative but significant one.
This is true for both consumptlon measures. As expected,

i3

age 1ncreases the time spent viewing television decreases.
With age comes an increase of diverse acgivities /for
vadolescents SO tlme spent on any one act1v1ty is mlnlmlzed
These f1nd1ngs lend »support to hypothe515'4 2 which
tates-~Youngeﬁ adolescenfs ane*;more likely to* be heavy

television vzewers than older adolescents
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Age and Identification with Televisioh

& Data summarized in Table 5.4 show there is an "inverse

I .
relationship between 1dent1f1catlon w1th telev151on and age.

Younger adolescents are' more ~likely" to 1dent1fy with
‘teleVision tnan are older ones. Given the fact they watch
more television, this finding is consistent. Table 5f1,
‘.verifies; the tinding that total hours watched .and
1dent1fldat10n with television are highly correlated.

These findings.lend statisticalisupport for hypothesisf
4.3 which states: 'Younger* adolescents are more llkely to
ldentlfy with televzsron than are older‘ adolescents
Age and Absorption with Television

As expected, 1there"is alsoktan\inverse relationship
'between age_and absorption with teleVisionf\\gs adolescents
grow older'*they are less ldkely'uto be absorbed w1th
tele“Tsion. This finding 1s even stronger than the ‘gr\61ous
one. Slgnlflcant at the ’1% level, these flndlngs prov1de\
statistical support for hypothe51s 4 4 which states. YoungeP
adolescents ar'e more llkely to- be absor'bed_ w;th televrszon
than. ane olden adolescents. . AN - '\A

Plade of Residence and-SeXwRoie‘Stereotyping
Table 5.1 .indioates that adolescents 'who live on

acreages are more likely to engage in stereotyplng than

o

those 'either living on a farm ‘or  living 1in town.
Statistically,  the relationship is significant at the' 1%



Place of Residence and Total Television Consumption
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4
° & - , , . i A “ . . . . B ‘ l ‘
level. When the hypothesis was formulated, however, the
assumption was that fural liVing would refer. basically to

farming. While in, a sense acreage 11v1ng is rural other
e

.than perhaps hobby farmlng, 1t does not apply to. farmlng in

the tradltlonal sense of the word f"

Because of the unusual nature of - the< 'ffndingsj
= L LT

confirmation cannot ‘be glven to hypothe51s 5. whlchvstates:‘
. Adolescents who Tive in Pural areas are more llkely to sex

role stereotype than adolescents who 1ive in town.

Table 5 1 summarizes the relat1onsh1p between place of

4

residence and the televzslon relations wvariables. The

relationships between the television consumption variables
and sex role stereotyping are not statistically significant.

It has already been pointed out in the earlier descriptive

.

analysis that adolescents surveyed watch apprcxinately equal

amounts  of television regardless of where they live, or the

accessibility of television.

These results lend little ~statistical support for

hypothesis 5.2 which states: Adolescents who live in rural

areas watch nore television than adolescents who live in

town.

Place of‘Residence and Identification with Television .
Slmllar f1nd1ngs are ev1dent when looklng at place of

residence: and 1dent1f1catlon with telev151on measures, Table

7
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Religiosity and Sex- Role Stereotyp1ng

Pural arels are:

who Tive in town. _ . \

- Place of Residence and Absorption with Television
‘Although the other k television measures do not . have

‘significent relationships with . place of residence,

i

. absorption with television does.\Table 5.6 shows adQleseents-

who live .on acreages are more llkely to be absorbed with

telev151on than adolescernts either living on farms or'fthose'

living in town. As w1th'the relat;onshlp Qetween sex role

stereotyping and ‘acreage - living, there is no reasonable

gekplanatidn for this unexpected relationship.

In view of these unusual.findings, little statistjical

Suppertbis giveﬁ to hypothesis 5.4 which states: Adolescents

]

who 1ive in rural areas’ are more likely to. sex role

stereotype than adolescents who live in town.

Due to the tradltlonal nature of rellglous dogma, it

was assumed the more one is involved w1th his or her church,

&

the move 'likely that person would be to have high. sex role
stereotyping scores. For this sample, at least, the reverse
is be true. Teble 5.} shows there is an inverse relatlonshlp
berween reliéiosity as measured by frequency of church

attendance, and sex role stereotyping. The relétionghip is

A\

)

99_:"l'

a

&

jd
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only slighﬁly significant, - -
These findings do  not lend statistical support for
hypothesis 6.1 which states: Adolescents who participate in
~church ;éne nore likely' to sex role stereotype than
adolescents who do nof pafticipate in church. | h

1

Rel1g1osxty and Telev1s1on Consumpt1on

’ It was expected that if re11g1051ty scores were high,
:television consumption,would also be high. This is based on
onv ghe argument that adolescents who are not encouraged to
be expre551ve and creative are more llkely to be 'epen to
suggestion and ,engageA in "more passive activities. Usiné

Pearson correlation coefficient as the most important

indicator' of - the relative strengths of the variable

relationships, Table 5.1 shows the opposite to be true- for

both television  consumption measures. There is a

~significant, but inverse relationship for both total

television viewing hburs and Sunday television viewing. That

is,' as re1191051ty _ increases, television consumption.

decreases

These’findings do not lendA'statistical-'sppport"fo; o

hypotheSis 6.2 which states: Adolescents who partzc:pate in
4

church ane more likely to be heavy television consumens than

adolescents who do not panttCIpate in the chunch ' )

P
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Rgliéiosity and ldentification with Television
Results summarized in Table 5.1 a indicate . the
relationship between religiosity’;and identification with

television are not statistically significant. For the most

part, the identification measure has not yielded any

important analytical results ‘to date. There is little
statistical Suppoft for hypothesis 6,3 which states:
Addleécents who pénticipate_in church are more IiRély” to
identify with television than adolescents who do not

participate in church.

Religiosity and Absorption with Television

As with the other television measures, the relationship

between . religiosity &and absorption with television~ are

negative. That is, as religiosity increases, absorption with

television decreases. This result is unexpected, however,

‘not statistically significant. There 1is no statistical

support " for hypothesis 6.4 “which states: Adolescents who

participate in chuncﬁrabe more likely to be absorbed with

' teleivision than adolescents who *do not participate in

-church.

-

Summary . ' o | E
The major arQument of this thesis 1is. that television

viewing operat;s~ to incfease sex role stereotyping among

adoleépents. Initial results show this is not the case: for

total weekly television viewing hours which comprise Monday

-
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to Saturdéy viewing. In fact, the opposite is true. Heavy
television consumption scores are related to low sex role

stereotyping scores. This relationship 1is no#, however,.

o

v
(g

statistically significant,

The trend for Suhday viewing is different. Here a more

expected result is evident, 1i.e., as telev1sa: viewing
. A -

increase,’ sex role stereotyping increases. Stagitically,

the relaltionghip barely reaches significd
earlier, there is no obvious reasén aspt%ifﬂ
should yield different results. The other television
measures have not contributed significantly to the variation

in sex role stereotyping among adolescents in this study.

‘Boys in this sample are almost twice as likely as girls -

to have high sex role stereotyping scores and are also the
heaviest television consumers. In spite of this, girls are
_actually more absorbed with television than are boys. Age
also‘/appears to be an important factor. As predicted, older
adolescents dén't watch as much televisioh, do not 1identify
"with %Yelevision and are not absorbed with television to the

same extent younger adolescents are. What is unexpected,

however, 'is the fact that as adolescents grow older they "

fend to stereotype more,' insteéd of less, than younger
adolescents.

Place of residence yielded interesting results in the
bivariate analysis with both =~ measures df sex role
stereotyping and television ‘relatibns. ‘Tﬁose livingv on

acreages are more likely to engage in sex role stereofyping

Ay
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than other adolescents in the study. Although all groups
seem to>watch abgué equal amounts of televisidn, adolescrnts
living on acreages are more absorbed with television than
their counterparts living in town. Those li&ing on farms
have the loweét absorption rates.

Religiosity plays a minor albiet unexpected role in sex
role stereotyping. As religiosity 1increases, sex' role
stereotyping decreases..Moreover,‘there s an unexpected,
inverse [relationship between reiigiosity and. television

o
consumption. The other television measures are  not.

significantly d;;ful to explain any of the variation.

The most significant “relatioqshipsy in this analysis
involve the family communication ~ patterns measures.
Adolescents from authoritarian families, as prediééeé, are
much more likely to have high séx role stereotyping scores
than are adolescents from non-authoritarian  families.
Adolescents from authoritarian families are also much more
like;y to be heavy televisibn viewers. Surprisingly, they
were less likely to be absorbed with television 'than
adolescents from non-authoritarian families in spite of the
h?avie? conéumption. Although the correlation between family
communication and absorption wigh televiéién is  not
significant,‘.the direction is unexpected and hopefully the
relationship will be clarified witﬁ further ahalysis. |

Sfatistical findings vshmmargzed toldate suggest tha;i

other .'variables, or combinations (of ‘variables, may be

stronger predictors of sex role attitudes than the
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television relations variables. Statistical analysis

employing controls for the model variables are¢ tested in the

next section.

C. The Importance of Television Relations Variables as
Predictors of Sex-Role Attitudes

In this section, variable relationships suggested by
the %esearch ‘model presented in. Chapter III are further
tested by using multiple regression analy51s. The purpose of
thlS’ section is to evaluate which of the model components
are likely to - be stronger ‘,pred1ctors of  sex role
stereotyping. levels by controlling for the confoundind‘
effects of the other independent variabies of the model.

The dependent variable, sex role“stereotYping, is.
regressed on all remaining model variables wusing both
standard and stepw1se regre551on methods With the standard
procedure, all the predlctor variables being examined are
entered into the regression equation at bnce. With the

" :
stepwise procedure, predictor varfablesdare added one by one
so that the independent contribution of each variable to the
overall variance can be assessed (Vonnacott and Wonnacott,
1977) The dlSCUSSlOn will emphasis only those variables
that yield maximum predictaoility.

The variable, place of residence;’is transformed‘into a
a dummyvvariable for regression purposes. Dummy variables
are not' only usefui in regression equations becausé they

’

represent the effects of a discrete,  independent variable,



105

they are also helpful in testing for interaction effects.
For the purposes of this study, the main contrast will be
between those }iiing on an acreage and the other two
residential categories of town and férm;
| Initiaily, regression analysis,wés conducted using all
of the model variables. Both forwa?d and backward stepwise
methods indicate tﬁat the variéble; 1Sunday television
"viewing, idé’htification~ with television, and age, have
little utility- as bredictof variables. With régards to
‘Sunday television vewing and_identificagﬁon,KT§ble 5.5 shows
they are highly.correlated with”otheriindgpendéht variables
‘in“~th§' modél suggesting the possibility of 'a supressor
efféct. Sunday felevision Gﬁewing correlatés highly with-
total television yiewing‘ hours'.and identificétion with
v \ ' .
television correlates  highly with absorption with
television. Both have oppoéite effects on sei role
stereotypi;g, however, only - the. consﬁmption‘ measures_vare
statistically éignificant. _ | D
Age was predicted to play an- important- role 1in the
analysis, however, did not contribute to the analysis. One
possible exp;anation‘is,the likelihood of a zéohort' effect
.overridingﬁ‘any developmental effect as emphasized in the
literatﬁre’feview; Age is not simply a measure, o£ symptomf
of developmerit; it also tells us sométhing about a young
persons social situétion. Yarying social and historical i
conditions often- mean differences in cohorts' world views
and life's conditions. Although Elae} (1975).poihts'oﬁt that

’
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all events do not impinge uniformly'on members of a cohort,
one cannot _jgnore the shared experience of a generation. Age
could be a proxy for social change indicating higher .
tolerance toward socialgfg;es among succeésiye cohorts.

In.subsequent regression, analysis, the seven remaining
independent variables im the model account for 15% of £he
vatiation in the dependent variable, séx role stereotyping.
Although it was predicted that television viewing would be
the most important predictor 'of sex role stereotyping it is
in = fact the leasé. Méreover,. when holding family
communication patterns, .gender, ‘apd place of residence
constant, the inverse relationship between television
viewinq aﬁd sex role stereotyping remains.

Family  communication patterns explain - the most
variation in sex role stereotyping. As expected, the
authoritarian family énvifgnménts produce higher sex role
stereotyping scores than ~ non-authoritarian families.
Confirming earlier findings, boys are more likely to engage
in sex role stereotyping than girls. Adolescents- living on
acreages are also uniformly higher on sex role stgreotyping
scores than either adolescents 1living in town, or those
living on farms. These findingé are summarized in Table 5.5.

The strong impact of family communication patterns and
gender warrénts further éxamina;ion ~of each' of the
Sub—groups in these <ategories. Table 5.6 summarize. the
results for boys. Familx communication patterns are the most

significant variable. Boys from authoritarian families are
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‘more likely to stereotype than boys from non-authoritarian
,families.' Absorptionwis also‘a.significant'variable but the
direction of'the relationship is nnexpected. As absorption
with' television_ 1ncrease, sex role stereotyping decreases
Standard regress1on shows all the " variables - in the model,
account for.. 24%' of the varlatlon in sex-role stereotyplng
- among:- boys. The famlly communlcat}on andl‘absorptlon ,wlth
>teleyls;on ‘varlables : themseiyes A explainh"19% of ‘the
variation. Nelther total number of telev151on hours watched
vnor- 'acreage 11v1ng -‘has _any-ﬁlnfluence on sex role
'stereotyping among boys. - |
b‘ For 'girls | family communication patterns are also
1mportant however the slope in not as strong as for  boys.
Glrls 11v1ng on acreages are the most l1ke1y to sex role
stereotype and glrls 11v1ng 1n town are the least llkely AS
~Table 5.7 shows, standard regre551on‘shows that'18% of the
'variatron in sex role stereotyping amongngiris is‘ accounted
. for by Jall- of the varlables in the model. Of thlS familyt.
communlcatlon patterns and acreage 11v1ng account for fS%‘of’
" the yarlatlon.
When looklng at the sub—groups ~ within ,family ‘
communlcatlon‘ patterns, adolescents. from non- authorltarlan
R iami}ies have.the most amount of variation in their sex role
| attttudes explained by religfosity, total weekly television
yiewinoy hours. ano acreage . living (see Table 5.8). As
‘-expected, ‘among this group the relationship between'total-

television viewing hours and sex -role stereotyping ‘is



110

* % xxx

‘s#xxx AQ pa3ed[puU} s}

>—w>w~uwawmg St@Aa{ 1uaduad uayl pue aA}Lj ‘omy
«mw~ 3 Uw__m~ duo ‘ayy Jepun w«as,umm yoea jJo mocmo.m_cm,m —mu_wm,umuw 30 |8A8| ayl.

‘B8U0 404 . pue
:@30N

US|D} 44000 pazipdJepuers 'q

. i ‘ SIU3|D}§ 44900 D1UIBW ®
. Tve o ' s BZE. . // ‘q
B A&&u«v (*+%xx)
LS T 910"y ‘e
WOOWV3 . 39V3d0V
ESEN . A
R ’ . L .
OO0} =N . 123 NT:
mmm uodn sajqe} Jep _muo: 3o mwcw,uwmuwou co_mmemwm a(diltnK wm_zamum /
X, 1\‘. . \WV
- : v - ! ’ -
280" ~ . 4Y°M 90t - . CLLETS L : zZy - ' SvE” 690" 11O~ qQ
] (erex) - BECTYYY -
090" 0€0" . 860" - tes°¢ LBE - IR ¥ A AN~ ’ LyL” [ 4100 ‘e
840S8v " J3INNS S YHIvIOL WOOWV.4 YSEES I5V3EoV WYV 3 35V
- T - .
. ‘p6=N - 18} =4 ,
S{J¥D dAjoguais sioy

Y

L°§ @1qey

xas uodn sa|qejdep |9POW 40 SIUdD} 3480 Dommmwcmwm 8{d131 1NN pJdepueis



&

“rx Txax ‘axsxax AQ RBIEDIPUL S} 3SB3-) PB|IE] BUO BY} JBPUN

©

‘Al®ay3oadsed mww>wp ~cmewa us} pue aAL 4 ‘omy
BlBW}ISS yded jO B8ouUBDLJIUBS {eD}3S5138IS 4O {eAa] "9yl :830N

-

‘8uU0 Joy 4 pue

-S3U3}D} 43800 pazZipueRUELS g
S3IU8}0} 44800 UJLuwz ‘e

s,

Zvo" 80"

N r—
3

»,
>

.>—*Emu.cm,Lm~FLoc«3<ucoz 403 BuirdArosusirs s

N

>

mchuwma.co_umu_CDEEou

0y xas uodn saiqgejuep [sponPo S1us(9ol1 3380) Qovmmmmea a1diyinw pJepueys

8°'G atqey

0O€0 " ‘q
(%) (xx) ()
2 004 " - vES ' - B z8L ) ‘e
. 3HIVLIOL DI13d 3OVIYOV . -
. $6=N TR RE B .
S3S DOQD Sa|lge}Jep [9pOW JO S3IUB|D} 44800 uossaabay v—nvajz asjmdaysg
. . t
zsh - 190" - gez - zre - vEl . 090" 080" - 9€L" - ‘q
: ,A,u*uv (%)
260" ' TGO - 98} " - 801 " - 09§ - St0°¢C SES” LLE " - [T N ‘e
g30sav IN3AT T3LNNS JYHIV101 9113y ,mo<mu04 Wiavd / 3oV 43IANIH
> 68=N ¢S '=.38 ¢



e

o . . 2.
| +
negative.\Encouraged‘to develép ang express their own ideas
as well as be open to the ideas of others, television
viewing‘waé not expeéted to positiveiy effect the ‘sex role
percepfioné of_tﬁis gfoup. The importance of religiosity and
f%s-negatiVe'relétionship Vith sex rolé Stereotyping among
this group is hafaer} to explain.“Onithe face of it, one
could‘sﬁéculate the influence of more_iiberél thedlogfes may
be emerging, howevér, chur¢hes in the area Qhere the data
were collected tend bto be over fépfesehted by - strictgr
fundaméntalist ideologies. ?
~Among adolescents . from o authbriﬁariah ~ family

environments, those 1living on acreages and farms are the

most likely to have high 'sex role stereotyping scores. Table

5.9 shows there is .almost a.two point difference between

those living on farms and those living on écreages, with the
latter having the ﬁost stereotypic scores. Authoritarian
family communication .patterns also seem to enhance the '

effect of Sunday television viewing on’ sex role

'stereotyping.‘ This finding was expected, however, the

inverse relationship between absorption and ‘sex role
$tereotyping for this group was not. Possibly this'group use

television . to escape the authoritarian nature of their

environments and absorption with television 1is actually

operating“ to promote more balanced social attitudes toward

‘gender roles. :

The most notéable effect yielded by regression‘&naiysis

are the differences in partial tables when controlling.‘for.

(9]
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other variables in the model. For, example, authoritarian

familyj communication patterns seem , Jﬁo‘ enhance the
pro~§terebtypie effects of some of the other variables

including Sunday telev1sxon v1ew1ng, re1191051ty and acreage

"11v1ng Slmllarly, the effect of acreagé living is much more

prominant forlglbls than for bOYS..These differences make it

difficult to talk exclusively about main effects because

interaction effects q:e[} in ail likelihdbd,ﬁ operating.
13

Stated another way, the magnitude of the impact of X1 on Y

is conditional on the current value of X2 (Hayduk and

VWOnnacott,‘l980). . N o ¥ ' .

L]
¢

A cursory examination. of ‘Table 5.8 ehow the main
interactions involve family communiéatidn'_patterns wifh
Spnday television viewiné; religiositf;"acreage living,
abeorption with television and total telev151on viewfng
hours; and, éender with acreage iiving, famlly communlcat;on
pafterns and absorption with television. The p0551b111ty .ef
interactions between these variables was - tested through the’

inclusion of relevant multlpllcatlve terms in the regresglon

\

equation.

The hiearchical F Test (Nie et. al., 1975):was used to
evaluate the‘contribution of each of'fhe-eight interactions.
The‘ model was also tightened up bj‘~intnoducing. ~more
stringent limite (PI&=0.04). In dding.‘eo, interactions,
between gender ana faﬁily cdmﬁuhicéﬁion patterhs;lgender and
absorption,‘ Qith televiSion; and, vfamily 'eemmunication

patterns and total television viewing hours became
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non-significant and dropped from the analysis.

Table 5.10 summarizes the final fegression equation
including intéraction‘terms. The overall exﬁlained variance'
has .almost doubled from 15% (see Table 5.7) to 26% (see
Table '5.9). All of the indirect .interactions are
stafistically significant. In gddition, the analysis yields '
several tentative conclusions. B

Perhaps the most relevant-finding to this study, gnd
the most inferesting, is the ;elationship between ielevision
consumption and sex role steréotyping. In spite of the
¢onvincing - arguments. to the contrary and the riéorous
testing procedures, television viewing does not operate to
increase sex roie stéfeotyping. For tﬁis sample, sex role
stereotyping ‘decreases as television viewing increases.
‘Although the coef?%cient for total television viewing hours
renmdin witﬁin an acceptable level of  statistical
significance, it is clearly not as large as thosé for
several other variabies in the equafioq, Gender, absorption
with ggle;iSion'religiosity and the interaction wvariables
_ é;éaﬁed”are more significant.

-In terms of the other television relations variables, -
identification = with television did not contribute
statisfically to the overall -mddél.-‘ Absorption  with
televi;ion and Sunday television viewihg houré{ on the other
hand, both had' significant main effects and interactpon

effects when combined with famiiy communication patterns.

When holding all other variables constant, absorption with
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television correlates positively with sex role stereotyping
"but when combined with family communication patterns the
effects of absorption on sex role stereotyping ‘“are

v

inhibited.

D. Summary -
Family communication patterns appear to play the most\
dominant role in the analysis. As Table 5.10 shows, in the
preéence of the variablés' net effects, it can be concluded
that the zero-order relations between family 'coﬁmunﬁcétion.
patterns and sex role stereotyping is the spurious prbduct
of their relations with other vériables, "pérticular;y
religiosity., Sunday: television viewing, . absorption with
television and place of reSidence. .It .appears thé more
authoritarian family /;gﬁmunication pattérhs enhanée‘ the
pro-stereotypic effect of these variébles. Otherwise,  the
main effects of family communication p§tterns constitute
‘little unique explanatory Tpower -to the wunderstanding of
ado;éscent sex role stereotyping. ‘ | |
Another fiﬁding which calls for . some ‘comment is the
observed interagtion between gender and place of residence.
Females 'o live on acreages aré more likelytto have higher
-stergotyping scores ﬁhan anxone-else.fThe-otﬁer-male/female.
d}ffe:ences are limited to those éébiéé;en€%7livjdg oﬁ farmé
or in town. Among these adolescents,,malgs aré,mcre likely
‘to engage ‘in sex role stereotypiﬁg than ﬁgﬁéles.' Perhaps

females 1living on acreages are-Socialized differently but
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-

~speculative and there 1is no theoretical
fationalg%fot these differences. |
Aithough thé ihteractiqn terms do much to enhance the
ahai;;is as a wﬁole, a word of caution is in order  when
'inﬁerpfeping~‘individual cfogs—product terms ‘due to the
multicollinéarity among \independent variableg (see Table
'5.10). Blalock (ﬂ972y point out that when multicollinearity
exists‘between original variables and the cross-product
 term§ (the comtelations'here'are all higher than 0.8), it is
reasonable to measure the exfent to which the entire set of
-cross—product" terms adds ‘;fgqificantly to the Explaine@
variaﬂce since the assessment, of the effects of particular
cgoss-proauct' terms ﬁay be too risky given ‘the large

sampling errors involved.. ~ '

LI



‘VI.FCONCLUSIONS

"A. Introduction
The pfimany aim of this'study has been to determine the
relative importance of television as a ‘major source of
validating information within the broad context of
socialization. Results show that the influen;e bf television
does not increase sex role stereotypingfémong this sample of
rural adoleScenté. In fact, the‘ results imply _that
television\ ;iewing may reduce sex role stereotyping among
; adéle;cents. In addition, other variables worthy of fﬁture
consideration have emerged as important: factors influencing
sex role stereotyping and Etelevisién - relations. The
implications of these findings along with theoretical and
methodological considerations are discussed- in 'subsequent
sub-sections. Suggestions for future researgﬂ afe found in

the concluding section of this chapter.
- B. General Implications

Television ﬁelations

Perhaps the most % obvious\ o@ggggg“ is that the
relationship between tefevision relations' and s;x role
étereotyping is more complex than generally assumed. In

fact, the socialization process itself is complex and long

term making it difficult for - researchers to _attribute

119
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changes in attitude to any single expérience. Determining
.the specific effe;ts of television 1is an enormously
difficult task. Although this study is unable to maké any
conclusive statements about the influence of television on
adoléscents, a number of findings justify the effort.

First of all, 'findings that indiéate an inverse
relationship between television viewing and sex role
stefeotyping show that ;our gréatest fears about the
monumental impact of television are unfounded. Television is
not a perfectly developed medium and the categorical
conclusion that Eelevision is bad for young peoplg is
probably counter productiveJ) The finding herge suggest the
possibility of positive influences. Ellis et al., 1983
believe Qicari;ﬁs role-taking through television viewimg-can
;e»thought of as a tool which can be useful . for imbroving
social competence. This 1is consistent with a small but
‘growing number of researchers investiqating~ the possible
pro-social effects, of television viewing. (Baran et al.,
1978, 1974, Sprafkin et al., 1975) In relation to this
study, this may be pafticularly important for those who view
sex role stereotyping as having negative connotations, or
for those who ~ Selieve it must be discussed in terms of
péejudiEes towafd womgﬁitForﬂxhis samp}é, television apﬁears
{ﬁo be 4 encouraging more balanced sex role attitudés than
ofiginally.beliéved{ ‘ |

Another conclusion is that television functions as only

one element in a highly complex social system; its effects



imply escapism as many authors ¢laim.

N o | o 121

are mediated and moderated by numercous other factors. “he

argument presented earlier was that 1in the absence of

1

face-to-face human interaction, television would act. as.

"surrogate. Television viewing is ‘obviously fiot mutually
AN : . .

exélUsive of ﬁnter—QErsonal*interacticn; and realisticélly;
human beings 'ére‘\rafely, if ever, ‘totally'.deVoidb of
interactions with other people. | |

' Aﬁ;thér ﬁihding »#hi;ﬁ calls fop soméléomment was the

observed negative relationship  bétween absorption with

o _.' i : . : s L
" television and sex role stereotyping. These findings could

-

réiniorce,the likelihood that television,fviewiﬂg provides

pro-social influences but it also suggests that TV does not

H

While television viewing accounts for part ~of the

variationiin sex role stereotyping, albeit in. af negative

fashion, its effect .within "this sample: are much less

important than some af the other variables.” The data show

that 4family :communﬁcaﬁion“patterns are much more important
than ény of'gh; televiéion relations variaﬁles in predicting:
Segf“>roie ‘stereotybihg‘ 'amdng" adbiescehts. ' Family’
communicétionbpat;erné'obviously;have mediating effetts on

television use. These and other features of the family

‘context on television relations are worthy of attention in

[

future research. o
Gender, acreage living and religiosity were also more

critical than were the television relations variables. While

it is useful to establish the demographic ‘factors relating

Q : - E ¢
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to television relations, it is analytlcally imperative to -
relate these varlables to the television eﬁperlence thrg%gh
&

the famlly communicagion orlentatlons of the v1ewer.
. . S .
3heoret1ca1 Considerations
.Rathe:-than present a strUctural representation of what

people get out of television watchlng, the appllcatlon of

B 3

symbolic.interactionism has been an attempt to 1ntrodlg
kconcepts " and atgﬁments-»that emphasize the dynamics | 3
television viewing as a process. MéQuail (1976) Says“that
media résearthets are:mdre Ofteﬂ ésked for facts tather than
ithedries but tﬁeories are essentiélfif Qe afg to. understand
the prdcesses_.by' whith television - can ”inferncé ;young
péople.‘ .A- | ;;\ | ‘b FR » ‘ |
3 Evaiuatﬁng a theory is ‘mOré; difficult ,because you
’ cannot'empiticaliy test; $~ theoty. Stoékgrd and AJphnson
(1980) say all one can do is examiné the evidence'fothénd

aéainst certain hypothesis that one might . develop ’QH the

- basis of, a particular theory. When a patticular hypothgsi;
id Qp,.one'may question the theory itself “but
frequently the fault with the hYpothesis‘fbrmulation
., rather than with the underlying theory. The phenémenon
predicted by the theory maY{indéed exist, but not exactly as
specifrea in-é concrete hYpéthesis‘.<St9tkérd §§ Jghgson,
1980) . | -

- Inspite of a lack of ;statistical 'Support “for the

‘ hypothesié' presented, - confidence = in  the theoretical
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T

‘ rationale remains high for a number of reasons. First, the

“model is genuinely concerned with influence in that it takes

the interaction ‘ofiﬁsehde: and receiver and the outcome of
that interaction; into account. Rather ,than assuming the

viewer is the passive recipient of télevision messages, -the

. creative relationship between the viewer ahd his environment
is stressed: Secondly, it captures a variety of range of

television situations. One potential danger 1is that many
w . "‘;7

studies concentrate strictly on the number of television

hours watched. Knowledge of consumption data alone does not

-

Tdemonstrate the net effect this has on attitudes - and

behaviour. 'fg ’ ’
; {

‘Another argument fecommending this approach has alréady

been. touched upon.. If television - can  influence the

expression of anti-social behaviour. it can undoubtedly
R | S | | ; ; 2
affect other behaviour patterns as well. This approach does

‘not  embody a negative image of teievision yiéwing and is,
. theféfb:e, uséful as'a féamework wﬁiqﬁﬁcanfbe applied.tdﬂtﬁe
evalﬁatioh' and planning.of the posifive uses of tel;;isidh.
wWhile there are advantages to’ adoptingzgthis fmodél it is
'recognized"that thére,is room for alternative.pérspeCtigesj'
1Aa11 can ﬁdf;her'_goth’ ;hg-“pUSiié, ;%% '$¢ien#ifi&‘"débat¢,'
{egarding'“thel effects .o:";élevg§fon.bﬁy enéduraéing more
‘Bystematié»nesegrqh, eﬁiéétsjof’,eqﬁal"gr greétér,;.soéial
significancevthan\those curréntllender invesﬁigagidn, miéht, .

be revealed. = = N
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Methodological Considerations’

There are a number of methodological issues that should
not go unnoticed. Many are common to’ all social science
research; ‘others specific to this study. First of‘all
caution must be used in- generallzlng from any study taken I'n
1solat10n Aespec1ally when sample~51zes are modest and fromf
specific  school popuiations. This' study is in - double:

jeopardy because it was conducted in ‘a small rural commun1ty

making comparlsons with other studles dlfflCUlt . Thef“

majority of studles are based elther on large nationai'
sampleskor, conducted in ‘larger urban centersA Where_:the“
impact of different variables _are:'more pronounced
-Generalizations .from the present _data,. therefore,' remaln'
‘speculative., J . |

It was suggested earlier that the pr t study is openp
to criticism in that young people w1§ften respond to
ouestionnaires in a soc1ally§ acceptable _or stereotYpedl
manner; Though every attempt was made to eliminate this and
other common questlonnalre problems it may be thatvsome “of
the correlatlons reflect response set rather than a true
- correlation between conceptually different vuariables. This
oonbined with prohibitiveicoéts,~time restrictions and the
need to gather,data amenabie to statistical"analysis -and
numerical presentation prohibit the richness inidescriptions,,

and detail a viewer can‘provide'when he can talk about his

or her personaI'experiehces.
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There are a myriad of other télevisiqn experiences that
were measured but hot_included in the analysis because of
the husdal restriétioné, ‘Fa§orite’ telgvisio; shows ana

. characters as well as parentaleiewing habit and conditions

. under which a viewer watches may provide.more insight into

the influegze -of television, In‘vadditidn} the existing

knowledge one brings‘ to. bear_on theiinterpretation of the

programs they watch could also be imporﬁént. For example,

) _ ) .
the level of knowledge young people have concerning attempts
made to change traditional behaviours: by the  womens'

liberation movement is important and relevant information.

While_’the data analysis included some interaction
E\ . . . - ! . .

terms, second or even higher order interactions .are

possiblé: Lack of a sound theoretical rationale as well "as
time réétrictions- negated further 'investigation in this
direction. ' ‘

Finally, subsequeni research must fulfill at least two
more metho@dlogiéal reguirements: (1) In 6rder | to

investigate the long-term effects of television viewing, as

L 4 R N . .
well as the adequacy of the theoretical stance, longitudinal

‘data is needed. (2)-Cross-sectional data is both useful and

necessary particularly for ~determining age groupb

differences. ‘ ' .
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C. Suggestions for Future Research »

The results of this study give rise to suggestions for
future reseafch. It is clear television‘playswﬁn important,
yet poorly understoéd role ash an agent of sbciélizétio&.
Futﬁre research will require more conceptual development as
well as more emSirical wo;kl‘The'schematic framework ‘shown
in Figure 1III has guided the pfgéent research but some of
the.concepts are_tobvgéneral‘for gdiding‘empirical research.
For ~example, standardizéd measures for the absorption and
iéentificaéiop with, television could . be developed.',‘Ln
.addition; researéh is.needea to'clérify disparéties between
the bresenk ‘data»‘and_ other researchfnundertakinés. For
example,  most scientific  reports suggest éh ﬁositive
 corfelation_between‘ée§ role gtereotyping “and ﬁelevisioh
viewing. These data do not. w |

» Othe; §SSential factors thcb have ﬁot been téken\‘Lnto
considerat%éh relate to the structu;e énd 'édhtent of
television,“i.e. Broadcasting_times; pfogramVSCheauling‘ and
tyées of programs, favorite shows and the like.

The importénce of the family‘ commuéication’ vé:igﬁles_
suggesf that other family contexts should be more thoroughly
examined in future S£udiés tha; prbvide“a " place for -
television ' as an ageht, of 'Eocialization: " The empirical
‘Signific;nce of sex cq@pogition, ~age differences;, family
size, occupationél histofies éﬁd parental viewingfhabitsnare

o

but a few of the posSibilities for examination.
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APPENDIX A

Family Communication Patterns

Category 1 respresehts authoritaﬁfan family
communication patterns  for the following
variables. S :

o A\ v
VAR369 My parents tell me not to argue my
| - point of view with .those who are
older and more experienced. ‘

11‘Dafly 2. Never

VAR370 My parents tell me to give in on
: arguments rather than ‘argue with
other people.

1. Daily 2. Never

VAR371 My parents tell me that I should not
show anger in group 51tuatlons

1. Daily v 2. Never

VAR372 My parents tell me that if I am not
. able to discuss things in a gquiet
and low tone I may as well stop it.

1. Daily "’ 2. Never

VAR373 My parents tell me that their point
- of wview as a parent is the correct
~one and should not be ch;llenged by -
me. o -

1. Dally  “2, Never

'VAR374 My parents tell me that the best way
to to keep out of trouble is to stay
~away from it : _

i ‘ t.-Daily - 2. Never

VAR375‘ My - parentsm tell me that if I don't"
: .-~ understa somethlng they are trying «
to exp. too me now I will

X understahd 1t when'I grow up.

1. DEMlYy. . 2. Never -




()

Cétegdry 1 respresgts non-authoritarian

: family communication patterns for the following

variables,

N

VAR376

T
oot

S
!

VAR377

. VAR378 .

VAR379

VAR380

When we discuss something in our
family my parents ask for my point
of view. : '

1. Daily 2. Never

My parehts tell me that even though

I may have different ideas and
beliefs I should be able to listen
to others.. :

1. Daily 2. Never

My parents encourége me to challenge

their - beliefs and ideas.
[ ]

1..Daiiy' 2. Never
My parents encourage .me to get my
point of wview across even though
others may not like it.

1. Daily 2. Never

We .often have family discussions on
matters like religion and politics

where different  members of the
family take different sides.
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APPENDIX B

Identification with Television
Which of the following describes your
favorite television programs?
It shows life as it really is
Yes No

— T T —

The people in it aré just like
people in real life. :
__Yes __ _No . ¥ \
Illea:n f?om it.
Yes No

It shows the " way people ought to
act, ‘

Yes No «

——

I watch tele&ision,becausqg

It helps me understand  what's
happening in the real world.

1. Strongly Agree 6. Strohgly'Disagree

I learn things from television.

1. Strongly Agree 6. Strongly Disagree

It's like a friend to me.

1. Strongly Agree 6. Styongly Disai;'

It shows me what is right and wron

1. Strongly Agree 6. Strongly Qisggreg '

&
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" APPENDIX C

Absorption With Television

,When I watch a TWV. program that I

‘llke I sometimes think I am in the story.

';1. Strongly Agree 6. Strongly Disagree

| f |

When I watch a T.V: program that I
like I sometimes wish that I was in
the story.

\)‘ ‘ . ’ ~

7. Strongly Agree 6. Strongly Disagree

4

When I see some T.V. programs ‘1 feel
llke I am one of those 1nvolved

1. Strongly Agree™ 6. Strongly Disagree

Often when I have seen a T.V program

I think about it for a long time afterward
y ,

1. ?&rongly/Agree 6. Strongly Disagree

I would really llke to be like the
people on some T.V. Programs. '

1. Strongly Agree 6. Strongly Disagree

I think about some television
programs the next day.

-

1. Srrongly Agree 6. Strongly Disagree
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VAR481

VAR482

VAR483

VAR484

VAR485

VAR486

VAR487

VAR488

| ‘ APPENDIX D

Sex-Role Stereotyping

The job of plumber is equally
suitable for men and women.

1. Strongly Agree 2.Strongly Disagree
It's all right for the women to have
a career and the man to stay home

with the children.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

Men make better engineers than women,

1. Strongly Agreé 2. Strongly Disagree

Working women are too independent.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

L3

Women should not be discriminated
against in getting manual labour jobs.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Stronglyﬁbisagree

Driving a truck is equally suitable
for men and women.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

It is more important for a wife to

~help her husband than to have a

career herself.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

A woman should take her husband's
name in marriage.

-1.‘Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree
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 VAR489

VAR490
<

VAR49 1

VAR492

VAR493

VAR494

VAR495

VAR496

VAR497
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A‘husbang should handle the money.

1. Stronbly Agree 2, Strongly Disagree
A woman should wait wuntil her
children are out of school before

she goes to work.

1. Strongly*Agree 2. étrongly'Disagree
. y ‘ . .

3 e

Women should stay‘home and care for
the children.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree
The major responsibility of the wife
is to keep her husband and children happy.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree
AN / - |

Women should have the same sexual

freedom as men.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Sfrongly Disagree

Men are more emotigredly suited for
politics than women.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

. Young girls are entitled to as mxch

1ndependence as young boys.

1. Strongly Agree 2, Strorgly Disagree

Men are better leaders than women.

1. Strongly Agree 2. Strongly Disagree

Women are more envious than ‘men.

1. Strongly Ag?ee 2. Stroﬁgly Disagree



