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Perceived Sex-Role Attitudes in Self and Other as a
Determinant of Differential Assertiveness in College

Males (52 pp.) :
Director: Phillip H. Bornstein %7£%é§

Three possible factors influencing the amount of
assertion shown towards a female by college males were
investigated,; using a female confederate in an unob-
trusive assertiveness situation. Degree of anxiety
experienced, as a function of the amount of assert-
iveness shown and subjects! attitudes towards women,
.was also dssessed. Subjects with either traditional
or profeminist attitudes towards women observed the
confederate dressed in either a feminine or nonfemi-

" nine manner, and exhibiting either feminine or non-
feminine behavior. Subsequently, subjects were placed
in a situation in which making a reasonable request,
oné form of assertive behavior, was unobtrusively as-
sessed, Immediately afterward each subject. filled out
-an anxiety inventory.

Subgects were least assertive towards the confed-
erate in the feminine appearance-feminine behavior con-
dition, most assertive in the nonfeminine appearance-
feminine behavior condition, and showed an intermediate

amount of assertion in the other two conditions. There
were no significant differences found in assertion be-
tween traditional and profeminist subjects, or on the
anxiety measure. ’
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Sltuatlonal ractors in Assertion

McFall and Marston (1970) have outlined several pro—,
biem areas in assertlon research, 1nclud1ng the need for
sp301f101ty in descrlblng'response clésses, a clearer iden-
tification of the components of'aSSertive_behavior; and
Tthe development of reliable measures of assertiveness, pre-
ferable ih real life situations. Although early résearéh-
ers in the:area were content with broad definitiéhs of as--
sertiveness (e.‘g. Wolpe & Laiarus, 1966),,more;recéntly
attempts have been made to specify separate response
classes within assertive behavior (Galassi, Deleo, Galassi,
& Bastien, 197k Goldsteln, Martens, Hubben, Van Belle,
}bchaaf,.W1ersma, & Goedhart, 1973, O'Connor, 1969) Th;s
trend'héé been encouraged by the failure of factor analyses
of assertivéness inventpries to yield a general factor
(Bates & Zimmerman, 1971; Gambrill & Righéy,'197§;
Lawrence, 1970); RéSPOnse 6l§sses have inclﬁded such abil-
'ities'asvséying "No"‘to unreasonsable requesté, asking fa-
vors, ekpressing positive and negative feelings, initiating
conversations, and méking‘self-eﬁhancing rather,than_seif;5

‘denying responses and decisions in conflictual situations.
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In addition to variations in assertiveness due to re-
sponseé class, situational variables seem to pié&fa large
role in defermining the degfee 6ffésserti?e behavior ex-
.hibited; (Eisler, Hersen, Miller & Blanchafd, l975; Mischel,
1968). ‘Eisler et al. found that both the sex and fémiliar—
ity of the stimulus pefson affected the expression.df'posi- 
tive and negative aéseftion by psychiatric pétients.._FUr—
.,thermbre;_the social context influenced iengﬁh of_talking,:
smount of smiling, and latency'of responding. |
The specifié influence of response class and situa-~
‘tional factors must be takén into account iﬁ devising adé;
guate measures of assertion. Of seven recénﬁ assertiveness
inventories, only the Conflict Resolution Inventory (McFall
& Lillesand, 1971).and theAAssertion Invehﬁory (Gambrill &
Richey, 1975) have'demonéﬁrated'validity_and uséfulhesé‘for
écreening and ass¢SSment. A large part of the difficulty
with the other inventories appears to be due to failure.-
to specify the:reSponSe class precisely (Rich & Schroeder,
1§76). When contrived behavioral or role playing éitﬂations
‘are used, results'may be biased by the subjécts;4awareness
that they are'being’obserﬁéd, by demand characteristips,’of_
by subjecté' discomfort with1p1aying rolesj(RiCh & Schroéder;.
1976). However, parefully.deSigned oOntrived bﬁt unobtrusive
" tasks have overcome thése‘problemé (e. g. Friedman, 1968;

McFall & Lillesand, 1971; McFall & Marston, 1970; McFall &
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Twentyman, 1973). This approach to,ﬁeasuremeﬁt seems to of~-
fer the highest.iikelihodd of validity, but efforts must be
' made to control extraneous influehces.-

There is'disagreemqntvon'thé relatiqnship-betweéhAasser-
‘tion and aggression. While some make little distinctién‘be-”
tween them (e.g. Salter, 19&9; Wolpe, 1958), Lazarus‘(l9?l,
1973) and Alberti and Emﬁons (1974) maintain that aggression
differs from assertion in that the intent of_aggressién.is
to deny, humiliate, oridepreciaté pﬁhers,-whereas assertion
attempts to éonvert adversary into advoqaﬁe situations. -This
_distinction seems to hinge on the appropriétenessfof the |
xcéntent of the response. FOr_example, Réthus (1973) found
that»giobal encouragement of subjécts.to-behave'more aggres-.
sively or assertivély véri§d invérsely'with ratings 6f.
"hiceness"; But what constitﬁtéé "nice"'Behavior in one
situation will not necessarily be'conéidéfed'"nide" or so{
cially acceptable in another situation. This may bé«par—‘
ticularily true for assertive responses involving content
‘which mighf be construed as agéféssive5 Differenﬁ aggressiVe'
behaviors are considered‘aﬁpropriate fof d;fferent ages_and‘
sexes., Sex-role stereotype reseérch'has shown that'while‘
assertive behavior may be desirable for males, it isAConsi4
‘dered undesirable for females. .(Bfoverman,'quvefman,
*Clarkéon, Rosenkrantz,’& Vogel; 19703 Buss, 1971; Bosenkfantz,

Vogel, Bee, Broverman, & Broverman, 1968).



'sSex—Role:Eipectations and Aggression

| Research'with aggression indicaﬁes.that.sex of the -
victim and sex role stereotypes concerning the“victiﬁ of -
aggressioﬁ may also be an_impdrtant factor in determining
the‘pérceived appropriateness Of'an_aggressive‘response,
Buss (1963, 1966) did research‘on'aggréssion using a

bogus learnihggexperiment\ The subject w;s infqrméd that
he wés to a¢t as a teacher, and that he must shock the
learnér in the 'situation when he'médé an inéorrect‘feSponse;_
selécting'from among.lO levels of shock intensity. He
found fhaf men administéred-a'higﬁer levgl of’shocks,,but
also that male victims received,QOre intense shocks than
their female counﬁefparté; Taylor and Egstein (196?):did
further research in the area usihgva similar procedufe;
.Suﬁjects were led to believe théy were compétihg against an
unseenvmale or female on a task involving»reaction time.
Beforé each trial; the subject would select one of fivé-le—
vels of‘shock, which was to be delivered. to thé othér_per-
‘8on if the subjects won. The subject was infofmed7thétvthé
voﬁher person'would also éelecb levels of Shock, which the.
subject would receive if he lost. ‘At the time the shooks.
_were administered a number‘would light up to show the 1evelb
of shock se1eéted; Twenty-five trials were run fdr'each_‘
':subjéct;in’blocks of six_trials-eaéh;’fOn three random “

trials within each block; the subject'"ldst" and was shocked.
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With each succeeding block of trials, the average in-
'tehsity'of shocks. Qdmihistered to the subject increased.
‘The thrée'independent variables involved werse sex;of
‘subject, sex of opponent, and:amounﬁ of prdVocatién (le--
vel of shockAreceived), Dependent variables wére amount
of aggression shown (magnitude of shopk'the subject chose
to édminister) and basal skin conductahce;'used‘és a mes-
‘sure of stress. ‘Subjects in the experiment_became very
“embtibnailyvinvolved, banging on the desk, cursing, and
4shouting threats to the unseen.oppénent. Despite vérbalj‘
“ éxpressioné of anger, both.male'and'femalé subjects showed
a greater rise in étress when the subject had a'fémale op-
ponent. Taylor &nd Epstein hypothesize'that this wés duse
tq the strain of refrainihg‘from aggressiVQ responaingi
_Interestingly,'the highest'level.Of aggresgion obtained was
'for female subjécts under high;provocation,éonditioﬁs’with
a male opéonent} ~Taylor and:Epstein.suggest that this was
‘due to the perceived violation of social expec tancy, which‘“
can be:a strong-incentive to aggréssion; Al?hough-these,
.aggression studies indicate that the sex Qf>the'victim is
;an impbrtant'variabie in the degree of aggression elicited,
one recent study has indicated that this may not be so whéﬁ.
forms of aggression other,thah electric shock are used,
such as noxious noiée (Martinoliéh & Sechrest, Note 1).

However, further research is needed to determine precisely
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.which'formé of. aggression do interact with sex of the vic-
.time, which do not, and the cauéative factors involiéd. _Oné
possible eXplénation for ﬁhe difference in willingness tb'
administer é noxious noise to a female viétim, rather than
“a painfgl shock, could be that sdcial eXpectationS'dictate
that ;omen’should not Be physiCalij hurt;:butAthere may not be
anyvdbjéction to making them somewhat~uncomfortable‘in a
way whiéh_would'ndt be actually painful.

bne field study has found that women afe,less likely
1than men té'provoke aggressive responSeS’from'their vietims
after bumping into them, or cutting into line ih‘front.of
them (Harris, 1973). In_cohtradiction to,the;findingé
“cited previdusly,Aboth'men and women'héve beenAfound to
honk at a woman blocking an inﬁersection sooner and more
often than at a man (Deaux;_i971, Doob & Grosé; 1968).'
'Deauxvhypothesizes that this due to the stereotype of
M"damned wbman'driver". Again it wQuld’seem that the social
expectancies~governing‘aggre35ive behavior may, in fact,
be highly situation specifioc.

de.studiesAof aggression'in_childrén have fdund_simif.
lar sex factors invol&ed.‘ In an_experiment'patterned after
Taylor and Epstein, Shortell and Biller (1970) found that
upper middle.class éiXth graders gave less noxious noisé as
 g‘punishment to girls as,victims'than to boys. Girls fated

boys who were aggréssive'as Significéntly less socialiy-de—



sirable than did boys performing the same rating. The
~girls also rated boys as'éhowing more aggression than did
boys performing the same rating‘task. In a stﬁdonf ver-
bal aggression,‘Séndidge‘and Friedland (Note 2) presented
children with-pictures of a conflict'situafion'and,asked

thm what they would answer as either a boy or girl being

. aggressed:. against. The‘éex of the aggressor in the pic-
tures also varied.  Both sex sﬁbjécts answe}ed less ag-
~gressively if the victim was a girl. .Sandidgevand Friedland -
hypoﬁhesize that subjects’were assuming that a girl

should not be attacked, but that if she wers, she had a
right to respond as aggressivel& as pdssibie.'iThis is simi-
lar to the conclusions of Taylor énd Epstein (1967) and
Shortell and Biller (1970).

Recent studies have also found that social expectancies
ihﬁo;vinngomen.vary according to whether or_hot the women
are pefceived és‘holding traditional or pro-feminist atti-.
tudes (e.g. Gdldberg, Gottesdiner, & Abramson, 1975; Richmond
‘& Robertson, 1977). Kaleta and Buss (1973) investigated
the effect that varying the cﬁaracterisfics’of a female
"yictim" would have on theAamountfofvaggression displayed
towards her by male coliege sﬁudents. Both the victim's,

appearance and behavior were presented as either. feminine

"or nonfeminine. In the feminine appearanceé condition ‘the

,victim-wore.make up, a frilly dress;_nylon'stockings, and -
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'stylish shoes. In the unféminine.appearance condition, tné
sameApepson wore no make up, pulled her hair‘back in a se-
vere style, and wore baggy, soméwhat sloppyiclothing.
'vFeminine behavior was represented by asking polite cues-
tions and showing concern for}tbe f'eelings of chers,v'Uné
feminine behavior consisted of acting oblivious to others
feelings and being more'asseftive_in'her statements. Using
an experimental situation with shock being admihiétered as
part of a bogus teaching task, Kaleta and Buss presented
each subject with-one of tne'fbur pOSSible combinations
of appearance and beha#ior in- the victim;>'WOmen who were
feminine in both behavior and appearance received the least
amount of shock. Women who were’uhfeminine in both behavior
and appearance received the méét shdck. Women who were
feminine in one respect but not the other received an inter-
mediate amount of shock. Deaux (1976) hypothesizeé from
this_étudy tbaf‘ |

It appears that our society does have nofms

that say not fight against...But if the

woman in question has chosen to forsake some

parts of the feminine role...there is more

chance that the potential aggressor will also

‘forsake some of his normative beliefs. (p. 88)

Young, Beier, Beier, and Barton (1975) inveétigated
the effects of differences in men's attitudes'towards WO~
‘men on their‘non—vefbai expreSSion of aggression. They

view chivalry as a social convention whose purpose is to

promote a more predictable social climate. [t would be



likely, therefore, if a woman‘were'to violate her sex-role
steredtype and behave in én aggressive mapner‘towards a
normallyvpbivalrous male, he would discontinue hié:chival~
rous tactic and respond,with_more aggressioh“himself in
order to communicate his distaste at'being confronted with
an unpredictable social situatipn. In their experiment
'Young et al. placed male college<5tudenté‘into “pro—lib"
and_"gnti-lib“ categOries on the basis of-their responses
(true or false) to the sfatemeﬁﬁ "You would really pfefer
that‘women play a more tradifional role and take care'of

the home and children." The subject was given a padded

club of the type used in SGhsiﬁivity workshops with sen-
sors imbedded inside it to measure the force of blows.

Under the pretext of testing the équipment.hé‘was asked to
engage in two'hittingbboﬁts QithAa female partner. During
the first bout the female maintained a’paésive role, merely
blocking the blows which the male gave. Howeyer;’dufing

the sécond bout she would takefpart-aggressivgly, hitting
the male subject at a fixed rate of‘éttack; They found,
as expected, that the pro-1ib group were éignifiCantly more
'aggregsive towards_thé woman in both bouts than the anti-1ib
group. Members of the anti—lib group.made‘COﬁments such
as'"Canft you get me a~guy?" or "I can't hit her!”’which édd
‘Weight to.the_hypothesis-that they felt unwilling to act
aggressively towards a female. ,Both'thé pro-lib and the anti-
1ib gréup increased the amount of aggression sigﬁifioantly

during the female active bout, but the anti-lib men -in-
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creased their aggression more.

From the fesults,found in the two studies just'des-
cribéd, it seems that hdt only does sex of participént
4need to be taken into account as én important,variéble in
“determining the amount of aggreSsiOn'displayed, but the
sex-role attitudes heid'b§ the participants‘or perceived
'és‘being held by them willbaisoAbe a‘factof; In'fact, one
study'(Borden,.i975) has. found -that the perceived vaiues
-of an observer in a,shpck'aggfession experiment (the ob-
server»was’charaéterized'as being paft of either a pécific 
or an aggresSivé.brgahization)'caused significant differ—.
,ences'in the level of shocks sélected whereaﬁ the sex of
the observer did hoﬁ, But if the subject knew nothing
‘about the observer except‘ﬁhe obéerver's'Sex, than sex was
a significant'faétor. Aggressivelbehavior wés apparently
a functién of the'subjects' expectations of approvél fof
such behavior,'based on tne inferred or explicitly stated
values of the observef; Givén no other information, women

were inferred to be pacific.

- Theories of Sex-Kole Differences in Behavior

v.qut of the explanaﬁions for sex-role differences in
behavior are based on social;learning theory (e. g. MQCcoby
&'Jacklih,'l974; Mischél,‘l966, 1970; Rotter, 1954), é |

. cognitive-developmental approach (Kohlberg, 1966) or the.
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developmental process of identification (e.g. Block,4VQn der
Lippe, & Block, 1973; Kagan, 1964). In social learning
theory, the acquisition of sex-typed behavior uses the same
‘learnihg-principles as anyVOther.éspect of an individual's
behavior, including the patterning of reward, nonreward,'and
punishment underlspecific contingeﬁdiés;' Learning occurs
via modelling and the'individual's'own experience. Grad-
ually the person learns socially épproved.behaviof and.
comés to énticipaté’prdbable-outcomes. Thus the individual
can learn through inferred response conseguences as well
as actual evehtsﬂ However, sex-typed behavior which‘is
learned is situation specific, like all learning (Miéchel,
1966). 1In the-cogniﬁive;developmental fﬁaméwork, basic
sexual attitudes are patterned by the child's'cognitive
ofganization of his social world aldng'sex-role dimén-1
sions. This péfterning»strééses the’obserVatibnal‘learn-
.ing. of social roles Via‘modglling by'dthers. 'The child
jé‘constantly'invdl§ed in the active structuring OfAhis
environment; His or her sexual identity is méinﬁained by
a motivated adaptation to the preViouSly structured.phy-‘
sical-social reality and by the need to preéerve a stable
and positive self-image (Kohlberg, 1966). ‘Kégan (1964)
posits the existence of a fundamental human motive to.make
one's behavior confprm,to a previously acquiréd standard.

This standard'bécomes desirable vialidentifiCation with
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models: who pﬁsséss a cluster of traits, expectation of
affection and acceptance for possession of theltrait
.cluster, and expectation that‘possessiqnbdf the'clustér
will prevent social rejection. Howevér, research done
by Block et al. (1973) indicates that socialization and
thé acquiéitionfcf sek;role typing may.occur indepen-
dently of one another. For example, a person could have
a hlghly mascullne sex-role type but be only poorly so-
cialized, as measured by~ the So scale of“the CPI. Flnal~r
1y reééarch done by Bem suggests that sex-role differences.
may be best represented by seeing masculinity and fém-
inihity not as opposite ends of a single scale, but as
two separate dimensiéns whiéh can Vary iﬁdependently
(Bem, 1976).

All of the theoretical expianations.seem_tQAagree'that
'sexfrole behavior and attitudes are useful for providing"
social expectancies which will increase thevprobability'bf
positively relnforc1ng soclal 1nteract10n However, these
expectan01es are situation spe01flc, and probably far more
.complex than the_31mple dlobotomy of male-female frequent-
Alj used in past research in the(afea;' With . the increaséd
iﬁpactnof the women's movement in the 1970's, traditional
sex-rolé stereotypes are éoming into ouestion,fbut much
'more research is needed to determlne the extent to Wthh

sex-role attltudes and behav1or are really changing.
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Sex-KRole bExpectations and Assertion

In the area of éssertion,_little research has been
done concerhing'the differential impact of‘haviné a fe-
male rather than a male partner for assertive interéctions,j
outside of the area of spacific training in dating skiils;
Eisler, Hersen ananillér (1975) had 60 psychiatric pétients
‘role play assertiveAéituatiOns wifh'eitﬁer ma1e or,female
partners who were éithervfamiiiar or unfamiliar to them
Qithin~the context of the role. Half of the situations in-
volved positive assertive behaviors and half negative as-
sertion. ‘ Considerable sex differences were found, includ- |
ing lohger,taikihg to females, more smiles to females, more
likely to requesﬁ'that,a female change her behavior, more
1ikély to de1iVer préise and appreciastion to a fémale,
greater ratio Of-speech'disturbances speaking ﬁo‘males,
more 1ikelyvto coﬁply’to‘the negative raqdest of:a méle,
aﬁa more>likely.ﬁ0‘péff6rm a favor for a male-. »Eisléf et
al. conélude that an individualt!s assertive behavior depends
on the SOcial'bontext. 'Overall they found that men arai
more ‘1ikely to stand up for themselves with women than men,
and more likely ﬁo’shpw appreciation towards women. They
point'put thatithis was not a normal population and that
further research needs to be aone with vafying populatioﬁs

'to-investigate the generalizability of these findings{
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;Purgpse of the'freéent Investigation

'The éurbose of this study was to use a contrived.
situation as s measure of assertion in thelareé,of.the
ability to make»requésts (Lazarus, 1973). The differing
impact of Sex-role attitudes held by male, college stu--
dent subjects'wésdassesséd. In addition, feminine and’
'nonféminine'appearance and behaVior.on'ﬁhe part(df'a fée_
male partner was varied in the assertion'situation to as-
sess the effect of‘those factors. Fihally; a measure of
'.aﬁxiéty was_adminiétered immediately aftér the suhject had -
been confronted with the assertion situation. |

The following hypotheses were tested:

1) Subjeots‘wifh‘profeminist'sex—rdle attitudes are
more asSeftive'thQn subjects with traditionai sex-role at-
“titudes.

2) Men are most assertive towardg a womgndwho‘both»
éppears and acts in a nonfeminine,manner and least asser-
tive towards a-woman,wﬁo'bdth appears and acts in a fem-
inine manner.

3) Men who have just acted assertively'score higher
on an anxiety measure than men who havé refrained from act-
ing asserti?ely.

i) ‘Traditional attitude men score higher on an anxiéty

‘measure than pro-feminist attitude men.
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CHAPTEK II
METHQD

Subjects

'Subjecté were:BOfmale college students enrolled in an
intrdductory-psycholggy élass at the UniverSity of Montana.
The entire class waS administered a short'version_of the.
Attitﬁdes'towardAWomen Scale'(AWS) under the pretext of
gathering normative data .(Spence, Héimreich, & Stapp,
1973) . Men. scoring above thé median were assigned to Group
A (the profeminist group). Men scoring belOW:thefmedian
were assigned to Gfoup B‘(the_traditioﬁal group). Group
rosters were posted together with'sign-up1sheetsifqr the.
experimeﬁﬁ; stéting that group memberShip pertained to cer-
tain data to be}éollécted concerning self-awareness and
vocatioﬁal interests. FPFirst names were pésted?by.initial
only.in‘order to disguise the fact that only males would be
"subjects (see Appendix C for further detail). Subjects
should‘hava]had no awareness of the‘connegtion between_thé
AWS.testing“and tnis_study, és‘the personnel'involved were -
differenﬁiin the twofsituations.

In a preliminary study, the AWS was administered tb
.BOIundergraduate étudents, ahd was found to correlate .58
with a measure of self-rating of pro-feminist attitudeé,
'JéS,with4support ¢f»the Equal Kights Amendment, and .66
with an estimate of lack of.differential'tréatmentxof women

in an assertive situation, for male subjects (see Appendix
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E for instrumenﬁ used)._AThe mean score for-males Was'SZ.é,
with a possible maximum of 75 for the most profeminist at;
titqdes.
gggératus

An ﬁnobtruéivé measure 6f.the subject's assertion in
meking a request (Cummins, Holombo, & Holte,:Noté'B) was
| used. Each.sﬁbject-was reduestgd to enfer'an officé to
~fill out a queSfionnaire. The office contained-two desks
and three chairs., ‘A,fémale.conféderate was seated at one
desk filling out the same‘oueétionnaire thét;wés-gi&en-to'
the subject. The confederate was instrﬁcted'ﬁé pay~n6‘§t-
tentioﬁ to the subjecﬁ. She had her feet propped up on a

..second chair. The thirdIChair_was placed at the'Side of"

the aVailable desk, with 28 American Psychologist jburnal
iésues'piled up on it in such a mannef as to rchife con-
sidérable~effortito remove thémw Thus the subject was able
to obtain a:chairieither by asking the coﬁfederate to re-
move herffeet or by removing the journals. The subjeéf‘_‘u
could also choose to sit on the desk or the floor Whiie7cqm--
pleting the quéstiOnnairé. The subject was rated on a
,five'ﬁoint overali assertiveness scale'by'fhe,QOnfederateAV
ana another'unobtrusive opserver. ‘This rating was baSgd.
on descriptions of‘assertive behavior in Wolpe and Lazarus
(1966) . Specifiqally, the subject was scored 1 if ‘he

moved the books with less than five seconds hesitation;
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scored 2 if he movec.the books; but'hesitated at least
’five seccnds»before dcing so; scored 3 if he asked the
confederate to move her feet, but hesitated more than
five seconds-énd’exhibitedva lack of firm effect, poor
eye contact, and/or low voice volume ; scored‘u if he asked
the confederate .to move her feet, but in a manner still
less than completely assertlve, and scored 5 if he asked
the confederate 1mmed1ately to move her feet -in a self—_
assured manner, using good affect, eye contadt; and voice
.Volumefvahe two observers were given considerable prac-
‘tice in ueing this scele before the experiment began in
‘order to establish an acceptable levei cf inter~rater
reliability. In previous use, (Cummins, Holombo, & Holte,
Note 3) none of 50 subjects gave any indication in a post-
;experimentai questionnaire”of awareness of the true pur-
pose of the chair end desk arrangement. The task also
appeared to be at a good 1evel“of difficulty to'discrimi;
nate aseerfive from nonassertive subjecte,'with 12. of 23.
males and 11 of 27.femaleé having asked the confederate to
remove his feet.

In this studj;lthevnncbtrusive measure of eseertion
described above”was preceded by a Staged.interaction between
the experimenter and the“confederate. As the subject first
enﬁéred gedifferent experinental room, he saw theAeXperi—

menter talking to a female'college student confederate who



18
appearéd to be another Subject.for the experiment. For one
half of the subjects the confederate dreésed_in a feminine
manner (dfess; ﬁake up, feminine hair style, and stylish
shoés), For the other half of the Subjectsvshe dressed
in a nonfeminine manner (jeans, 1oose'shirt,'jacket,‘ho? 
make up, hair pulled béck, andISturdy shoes . )

Within each of these appeargnce'condiﬁions the con-
federate also varied her behaviér so as to act in a fem-. .
inine~mannervhalf of the time, and in a nonfeminine man-
ner half.of the time. Feminine cualities were seiectéd
from surVey résearch concérningAsexérOIe stereotypes}
OnlyAquélities consideréd‘positiVe were chosen. Nonfem-
inine:qﬁalities were chosen which represent the ébsence of
the feminine qualities, rathéf than masculine qualities,'
in.consideratién of Bém's findings that ﬁascuiinity‘and,.
femininity are more'likely4£0'be separateveﬁtities than
opposite poles on a éonéinuum (Bem, l976), 'Nonethelesé,
the nonfeminine qualities choseh»were very similaf.télsoﬁé
of those found to bé positively valued-maéculiné7trai£s<
(Rosenkranté‘et al., 1§68). 'The,feminine_traits selécted
'weré: '1)  refrains from using.harsh language, (Bem, 19763
Kosenkrantz et 817,11968) 2)'quiet_(Résenkrahﬁz‘et al.,
1968) or soft spoken (Béﬁ, 1976) 3) expresses teﬁdef
'feeiings (Rosenkrantz et_él,, 1é68) or tender (Bem,-l976)
u> aware of feelings ‘of others (Rosenkranti'etAal.,
1968)7or_sympathetic'and~understanding (Bem, 1976) 5)

appreciates art and literature (kosenkrantz ot al., 1968)11
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The nonfeminine traits correspondihg to the above were: 1)
uses harsh languagefZ)‘speaks'loudly and fordefully’3) does
not display emotion, ihpasSiveﬁu) doé;~not'disp1ay awareness
- of otheré"feelingSIS) likes maﬁhfand-sciende. Scripts
wéré prepared forAanAintefaction"between the‘confedefate
and - the experimenter whiCnRWOuld display either the femi-
nine or nonfeminine traits described above (See Apﬁehdix‘A);
Both the appearance conditions and;the,behavior con-
d;tions wefe»raﬁed prior to the study by ten graduate stu-
dents in Clihical Psychology, using a Likert séaie to eval-
uate the presence of each of the qharacteristics described
above.(See Appendix B). Raﬁings of behavior were made after .
‘Viéwing‘a videotape of the cqnfederate engaging‘in each of
the two behavioral scripts with an experimenter, while
wearing neutral clothing. hétings of.appearance were made
afﬁer viewiﬁg a ‘videotape of the confederate dréééed as
she would for'each(of the two appearance condiﬁioné. A
T-test of the ratings indicatéd a significant difference
(p .Ol) between the-nonfeminine andvfeminine conditions of
each factor.
Procedurs
| On alternating days the confederate, who was the saﬁé
person throughout ﬁhe study, dressed for either the femi-
‘nine or nonfeminine appearance. ‘Within each day of the

study, the confederate alternated between feminine and non-
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feminine behavior after each twd subjects. The sign up sheet
was constructed .in such-a way that every other subject
was a member of the.traditional”attitudes toward Qoménvgroup,
alternating with profeMinist group members,. The éxperi~ V
menter, the unobtrusive_observer, and‘fhe confedérate
were uninformed as to the reason for these two groupiﬁgs,
being told simply that 80 males were to be tested. (See
Appendix D for details of schedu1ing of ﬁhé Vafious treat-
ment conditions.)

As each Subject entered the first room used for the
study, the experiﬁenter,and the cohfederaté enacted either
.the feminine or nonfeminineAscript, under the pretexf ﬁhat
ithe.¢onfedérate was also a subje@t_and that the eXperimenﬁr
Nwas.running late. After the4éénfedefate was sent across
the'hall:to‘the_room to be used for the'unobtfusiye mea -
suré; thé-experimenﬁerlasked the subject the same eoues-
tions he just asked the‘confederate (see scripts, Appen-
dix A). He then gave the subject the State-Trait Anxiety
Ihventofy (Speilbérger;“Gorsuch,-& Lushene, 1970) to fill.
 §ut andAdirected him across the hall to the room where
the confederate and the unobtrusive observer were waitiﬁg‘
’(Thé unobtrusive observer was locatéd benind a one-way mir—
fror partially covered with plywood.). They recorded fhéif
'fating.of tﬂe.subjectrs overall assertiveness, and then:the5

confederate left, after seeming to finish her copy of the
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anietylinventory. - When the subject had finishedAthg in-
ventory aﬁd returned t6 the original robm,'he'was de;'
:-briefed by a.second,eiperimehtef; uéing the prbcedures‘
suggested bj‘Aronson éhd Carlsmith (1969) fbr poSté
experimental interviews. It was deéided before‘thé ex-
v'periment'bégan»that aﬁyvsubjecté_would be'eliminétéd
'from thé study’who_realized tﬂat the subject was ihtene-
tionally acting in an extremé feminine of nonfeminine
manher'and‘that he was being watched to sée how,hefwould:
react to this situétion. The éecond experimenter{ whp
wéslképt‘unaware.of'the éssqrﬁion_scores obtained by the
subject, determined-aftef the interview whether that sub-

_ ject should be eliminated.
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CHAPTER III
'RESULTS

Measures taken to ensure reliability and.Qalidity of
the dataiappeér'to have been aquite successful. When the
introductofy psychology class £ook the short form‘Of_the
Attitude toward Women scaley a»subject pool of 133‘ma1e§
was obtainedjWith a mean;scofe of 48.7. The median score
of 48 was used as the cut off score to,sepafafe Group A
frbm'Group B; In Addiﬁidn,'a_Pearson prbduct moment cor-
relétion of r'.96 was obtéined betweeh the assertibn Score;
as rated by the cohfederaté and the unobtrusive obéerver,
indi@ating_a high levei of(interérafer reliability. Fi-
nally, none of the-subjects met the criterion for elim-
ination from the experiment in the post-exﬁerimentall
interview. Although 11 subjects indicated that they
Vthought there was. something stfange about‘the confederate's
behavior and suspected this was.connectéd with the ex-
periment, they were unable to surmise the reaSon_fOf4her
actions. These 11 subjects wefé apprpximately-evenlyvdisA
tributed among.the treatment groups,

:Thére were eight treatment groups, gaéh with 10 sub-
jects. Data were analyzed using a 2x2x2 analysis of vari-
ance,(with subjects'! assertion scorés,as the dependent
variable. The thfee_factors were subjects: attitude to-

wards women'(tfaditional‘or'pro—feminist), appearance
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(feminine or nbnfeminine), and behavior (feminine or non-
feminine). 'A'Significant.mainAeffect was found for the
appearance féctor, where subjects' assertion scorps.were
significantly’higher (p .05) for the nonfeminine appear-
ance groups (X 3.2635 than .for the femininevappearance
groups (X 2.&75); A significant interaction effect was
also found between'the‘appearance and'benaviof factqfsu
'(b .05) (See Pable 1 and Figure 1). A Neumann-Keuls
Analysis,df the data réﬁéaléd tbat,all cbmparisons were
1significantly diffgrént except ﬁhaﬁ betﬁéen the honfemQ
inine appearance, nonfeminine behéviorAgyoup and the
fehinine appearahée, nonfeminine‘behavior group. ‘The
highest'mean assertion‘scofe was obtained by the ncnfem-‘
inine appearance, femininevbehévior group'(xl3.925),
followed.by‘thejfeminine appearance, ndnfeminine.behévior
group (X 2.825), thé'nonfeminine appearance,.nqnfeminine
behavior group (Xt2.600); and the feminine appearance,
feminine behavior group (X 2.125) (See‘Figure 1). The
crossed naturé of this interaction may well'have pre-
‘cluded the finding of significant results for the main
factof;of'behavior;f For a summary of meanlscores:f6r>allz

factors and levels of factors, see Tables 2 and 3.

Insert Tables 1, 2 & 3 and Figure 1 about here
An additional 2x2 analysis of variance was performed

‘using State scores from the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory
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as a dépendent variable. In this analysis the'two-fécﬁors'
wére.gttituae.toward~womenf(traditionalidr pro—feministf
‘and assertiveness (asseftiV9 or non-assertive).. As indi-
cated in Table L, the results_of;this analysis wefé not

significant.-

 Tnsert Tablé»h abduf here
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CHAPTER IV
DISCUSSION

The first hypotheéis to be tested by this study'waS'
that subjects with prb-feminist‘éexeTOIe attitudes would
be more assertive than subjects with traditional sex-role
attitudes . Although results in this direction were found,
the difference between groups waé not significant. This
.is:contrary to the findings‘of Yoﬁng, Beier, Beier, and
 Bart§n'(l975) in a SimilarAexperiment uSing'physiCal ag-.
gressién rather than assertion ags a dependent measure.
- There are seﬁeral possiblébexplanations for ﬁnis discre-
pancy. Firstly, a reluctdnce to'be aésertive towardé;wo—
men may not be as deeply1entren6hed'a'éécial'expectancy
ambng traditional males as is their reluctance to show
physical aggreésion.'.Segondly, it iS'possible that a
competing social expectancy exists among traditionél<
"malesi They»may-feel more free to stand up forithemselvéS'
with women ‘than with men (this is suggested by the re-
sults of Eisler, Hersen & Miller 1975 who f ound that
maielsubjects "stood up for’themseiVes'more" in role-
played assertibn situations inﬁblVing women than situa-
tions involving men{) This competihg‘expectancy could
4temper the traditional men's tendenciés-to‘refrain from'

assertive behavior towards women. There is also a third,
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vmethqdologiCa}LcOnsideration. By defining tne‘two groups'
of subjecﬁs éimply'as thosevabove:and bélbwAthe mean, -
rather’ﬁhén a more.polérizingﬁdefinition such as the .top
and bottdm thirds of the subject pool, a quite»rigorous
comparison wasvaﬁﬁempted. It is possible that by elimin-
vating those subjects towards the center of the'cohtinuuh,‘
Significant results might.have,been obfained However,
Young, Beler, Beler, and ‘Barton (1975) were able to ob-
tain a 51gn1f1cant dlfference using a dlchotomous divi-
sion of their subject pool 51m11ar to the one used 1n thid
study, Thus this métnodologicaldexplanaﬁion sééméEuﬁ-
likely It would appear once again’that‘aSSertiondis a
hlghly 81tuat10n Sp801flc behavior, and that phy31cal
aggression w1th a padded club is 81mp1y a dlstlnct re-
Sponse category from making a reasonablevrequest. This
is 1ndlcated by the fact that one behav1or is labeled

"aggressive" while the other is labeled "assertive", butA
the varletytof significantly differehﬁ résponse cate-
gories is probably far'too'great to be édequatélyidistin-_
gulshed by only these two terms

The second hypoth651s to be tested was that men would
be mqst assertlve toward a woman whodboth appeared and"
dressed in a nonfeminine manner and least aésértive to-
ward a woman who both éppéared and acted in a feminine

manner. HKesults involving these factors revealed a
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complex pattern. There was a significant interaction
between the factors of appearance and actién.ﬁrlfﬁthe
~confederate was acting ih a feminine manner, there was
a great difference in the amount of assertion demon-
strated depending On:how she'dressed.f However, if she
was beha%ing‘in,a nonfeminine manner; her appearance
caused an insignificant difference in the amount’ of

assertion,shown;. It would be productive.to replicate
this étudy'with the factdr of appearance held neutral.
- The nonsignificance.of the behavior factor in this
étudy may well be due to}the'croSsed interaction ef-
fect which occurred.

Theumost assertion'was‘shown towards the COnfederats
when she behaved in a feminine manner but drésséd in a
nonfeminine manner. It is poséible that in this condi-
tion she became the victim of the'conflicting social
‘expectancies;described in the discussion of the first
hypothesis.' Since she was dressed in a nonfeminine man-
ner she did not elicit the tendency to refrain from act-
ing assertivély tOWard‘a_woman. Moreover, since‘Shé'was
acting in a feminine manner (including such cualities as
being quiet,’éoft spoken,vtender, sympéthetic,'ahd under-
standing (Bém,_1976;'Résenkrantz et al.), she may well
_have elicited the expectancy that fﬁere is someone with

whom I can easily stand up for myself" (see Eisler,
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Hersen & Miller, 1975).

In fact,'this'second expéctancy may be ' as much due to-
the nonassertive nature of.typically feminine béhaViof as
:fovanything else inherently "femininef about it. A com-
parison of the qualiﬁies typically considefed to be fem-
inihé with,quaiities:considered to be components of as-
sertive behavior reveals that they are almost exactly
opposite., When the confederate acted in a nonfeﬁininé
‘manner, she also may well have coﬁveyed the messggeythat'
she was an assertive individual, one less likely to re-
sppnd in ready acquiesence to‘aﬁothef's'requéSt ﬁhan a
nonassertive indi?idual. 'Certéinly severai éubjects.whq
encountered the confederate's nonfeminine behavior‘made'
_étatements during the debriefing indicating their reluc--
tance to deal with her (e. g. "Boy, the way she was act-
ing, I sureiwgsn;t goint to ask Qggltb move her feet!").
.Another study with a male.confederate acting in:ah_assertive
or ndnassertife manner mighf'separaté out this assérﬁion(
factor from the overall éex-rqle expectancy factor. |

In_cénfirmation of the last half of the second hypd;’
'theéis, less assértiqn was shown towards the confederate
when . she bdth'appeared’and behéved in a feminine manner
than in any other condition. It'wouid seem .that if thera-
are two conflicting‘expéctanéies,fthetexpectancy that a

“man should not be what he perceives to be "aggressive"
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towards a woman is more powerful than_the expe¢tan¢y fhét
he_should'be,able'to stand. up for nimself’ﬁith her. Ob-
‘viously this type of interaction is highly éituatidnéllfn
determined. | .

The results of this study.did not support the last
two hypotheses, that assertive subjects wouldAscore higher.
on an anxiety measure~than nonassertive subjects and that_
traditidnal;Aassertive,éubjécts would score higher than
pro;féminist, asseftivé~subjects. It is likely that acts
of ésseftibn towards women are not as anxiety provoking as-
acps of physical'aggfession. Other possible_exp;anations'
are that the instrument was:not sensitive enough to recofd'
accurately any chénges_in énxiety which did occur, and/or
‘that there were too many uncontrolled ekfraneous variables
involved in this~anaiysis‘to obtain valid results.

The results of this study reemphasize the crucial need.
to further éxamine'éituational determinants of assertive
behévior; [t seems that a peréohvcohfrontéd with a situa-
tion potentially calling for assertion may be inf luenced in-
his decision on how to behave not only by the type of re;
‘Sponse'cailed fbr; but by atfributes of“the other person
.or persons involved.Which,may set up certain sociél~expec-
'tanciés. The sex of the other ihdividuai may be . one such‘
attribute, but it appears that even more specialiZed_diS~.

stinctions such as manner of dress may have a significant
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‘effect on assertive behavior.

Various further research‘inVestigations'in‘this,area
‘have been suggested above.  Itjshou1d be noted that the
‘unobtrusive measure of assertion employed‘in this study
proved ‘to be an exceptionally‘uééful and éfficient re -
search tool. It is'inexpehsive, easy to set-up,lwuick to
adhiniétér, highly éuccesSfu1 inﬁdeceiQing subjecfs, and
produces behavior by the Subject which can be evaluated
with high inter-rater reliability after only a brief
'training period for obéerversf It alSo avoids the draw-
‘backs of paper and pencil inventories, cOntrived'behavibf~
al situations, or role playing.

Besides pointing out‘ﬁhe specificity of assertive
behaviors, this sfudy suggests that current sex-role ex-
pectancy effects in the area of aggression and assertion
may be more complex than pre?ious studies such as Young,
Beier, Beier, and Barton (1975) or Kaleta and Buss (1973)
would-indicate, It would seem that a woman who would pre-
fer not fo be asserted againstgsh0u1d~qhoose4£6 be con-
sistent in her méhner of appearance and behavior. .Espe-
cially; she should not choosé té relincuish the "protective
'colofation" of typically feminine dress ‘unless she has
learned effeqtive.techniques of assertion or other forms
‘df nonfeminine behaviof to accompany-her appearahcé. 'Hér
choice of feminine or'nonfeminine dress may actually sig-

nal to others a broader,choice,on-ber'part between abiding
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by traditibnal,femininé stereotypes or expanding into a

Mofe aﬁdrogynéusASténce; RelinouiShing the fémininé stereo~-
tjpes’may well also meanvreiihouishing receiving the
geﬁtler”treatment usually reserved for the "wéaker" sex.
However, the nonfeminine bebaVior)condifidns in this_study:
‘seems- to suggest that tnis‘heighﬁened aggression and/br
assertion can be limited if the woman does not present
herself in a way giving the impression that éhé would be-

an easy victim. Given the'increase in anti-sex-discrimina-‘
tion legislation, visible:impaqt of the'women's»mévement,'
higher incidence of workihg womén, etc.; many traditional
'stereoﬁypes concerning women may become weakehed whether

‘an individual woman deéires it ér not. If this is the

cése, clinicians éhould be aware of the héed to'help QOmen
‘whose own behavior is still nuite'traditiénal to cope with

the new social expectancies that may arise.
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TABLE I

Analysis of Variance:

Unobtrusive Measure of Assertion

Source
Betweén
- Attitude
Appearancé
Behavior
‘Attitude x‘Appeérance
Attitude x Behavior

Appearance X Behavior

Attitude x Appearance x Behavior

Within |
Total

*p .05

3.82813

15.7531
.903125

.0281251
.003125
16.6531
.378125 "

242.175

279.722

72

L0

3.82813
'15.7531 .

.903125

.0281251
©.003125
16.6531

378125

3.365L

3

1.138
Ip. 683
.269
.008

.001

4951

.112
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, | - TABLE 2 ' o
Mean Assertion Scores of Subjects Grouped by Levels of Factors:

Subjeéts'AAttitude Toward Women
Traditional 2.60
Pro-Feminist 3.13

Appearahée bf Confederates:
Feminine 2.48.
Non-Feminine 3,26:

Behavior of Confederate
Feminiﬁe | 3.03

Non-Feminine '2.71

--::-p .05
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TABLE 3
Mean Assertion Scores_fOr‘Subjects Grduped by

Appearance, Behavior, and Subjects' Attitudes

Subject Group _ ,FemininelBehaVior ‘Non-Feminine Behavidr
Traditional
Feminine Appearance 1.85 2.70
‘Non-Femn. Aﬁpéarancé' 3.75 2.10

Pro-Feminist
Feminine Appearance 2,40 2.95

lNon—Fem, Appearance .10 ©3.10




TABLE I
4Anaiysis of Variance:

'Anxiety Measure

Source 55
‘Between
Attitude 1£00..00
~ Assertion 7225.00
Attitude x Assertion 3025.00
‘Within 390,50

Total. 401100

60

43

400.00 .06l

7225.00  1.110

3025.00  .465

. 6507.50



Figure Caption
Figure 1. Mean ratings of assertion showing the inter-
action'effeCt of the behavior factor with the .appearance

factor.
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brary is‘always losing the books. “What do you ﬁant
to know now? .

E: Okay, where were we?’ Could you tell me what your
favorite course in high school was?

S Science. All the Science classes.

E: PFine. And what is your major now?

S I'm a math major.-

£ What do yeu plan to do when you finish college?

S: I'd like to find'some sort bf'job where 1 can apply
my math. Maybe working for some researchers, some -
thing like that

B Okay. That's all I need to know for now. Would you

‘ please take this questionnaire into the next room -
and fill it out. When you're finishedi bring it
back here.. '

,S: How long does it take to fill out?

E: Most people take 5-10 minutes, but don't feel like
“you have to rush for my sake. .

General~Directions

Start into the script as the subJect enters the room. After
the script is finished, the confederate goes into the other
room and starts fllllng out the guestionnaire. The Experi-
menter then gives a rationale to the subject, saying: - "We
are interested in comparing how people evaluate’ themselves
in general with how they see themselves at any given time.

We think this may have a connection to a person's interests
‘and goals. [First I need to ask you a few questions about
your experiences with school and your future plans. Then I
have a questionnaire I'd like Xpu to fill out that has to do
‘Wwith evaluating your feelings."

Show the subject the guestionnaire and explain the dir-
ections to him. Then send him into the other room. When
he comes ow , take the questionnaire from him and direct
“him into the debriefing room.
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Appendix B

'The following rating scales were administered to
‘establish the validity'of,the-feminiﬁe and'non~'
- feminine behavior scenes and appearances used:

Please rate the behavior of the wéman Subjéct you have

just seen on the following five characteristics:

1. Refrains from using harsh language

1 e 3 L 5 6 7

not at all ‘somewhat —_very much

2. Quiet,_sbft-Spbken
1.2 3 L . 5 6 7

notvat_all_ Somewhat very mich

3. Tender, expresses tender feelings

1 2 3 5. 6 7

not at all - somewhat very much

'u} Aware of feelings of others, sjmpathetic, understanding'

1 2 3 L .5 6 -7

not at all somewhat ' very much
5. Appreciates art and literature

1.2 3 L - 7

not at all - somewhat ' very much

Pléase rate the extent to which the sﬁbject Y6u~have
just seen exhibits a traditionally feminine appearance.
1.2 . 3 L 5. 6 7

not at all ‘ " somewhat ) very much




Appendix C

Sign Up Sheet for Subjects (A Traditional, B Pro-
Feminist) '

Self-Awareness and Vocational IntereSts-Expérimenﬁ

This experiment is looking at possible correlations
between a persont's degree of self-awareness and various
. aspects of vocational interest, both at school and con-
cerning future career plans. 1t involves filling out
‘a short guestionnaire and having a brief interview.

,Day Ohe_ Group A Group B
'9:00 A . Andrews, B, “Alsatian, D,
9:30 B ‘ : Cook, C. Bonaparte:, N.
10:00 A ‘ etq.' - ete.

10:30 B”

L8



Appendix D

Schedule of Treatments and Subject Groups (n.BO)

Day 1

Day 2

_N. tem. Appear.

"Day ...

- Fem. Appear.

i

Day 8
N. Pem. Appear

Fem. Appear

A-Fem. Act
B-Fem. Act
A-N. Fem. Act
B-N. Fem. Act
A~Fem Act
B-Fem Act
"A-N. Fem. Act

B-N. Fem. Act

A-fem. Act
B-Fem. Act

B-N., Fem. act
A-N. Fem. Act
B-Fem. Act
A-Fem,. Act

B-N. Fem. Act

A-N. Fem. Act
B-Hem. Act

A-Fem. Act

B-N. Fem. Act

A-N. Fem. Act

A-fem. Act
B-Fem. act .
A-N. Fem. Act
B-N, Fem. Act
A-Fem. Act
B-F'em. ‘Act

. A- N, Fem, Act:
B-N. Fem. Act

A-r'em., Act

" B-Fem. Act

B-N. Fem. Act
A=N; Fem. Act
B-Fem. Act
A-Fem. Act
B-N. Fem. Act:
A-N. Fem: Act’
B-Fem. Act
A-Fem. Act

Br N. Fem. Act
"A-N., Fem. Act
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Appendix b o

Validation QuestlonnaLre and Attitude Towards WOmen bcale-

Short Version

Sex: M

Please circle the number wnicn most closely represents

your response to the following statements.

Indicate your attitude towards the role of women:

1 2 3 i 5 6 7
strongly : ’ : ' strongly
traditional pro-feminist

Indicate your attitude towards the’ ﬁroposed amend -
ment to the US Constitution concernlng ecual rlghts
for women:

1 2. 3 - 5 - 6 7
strongly support : : strongly
oppose

If you are in a situation where you are in conflict
with someone, are you easier on the other person-
if it is a w0man rather than a man”'

1 .2 3 T 5 6 . 1
almost ‘sometimes frequently almost
never ’ ' always

The statements listed below describe attitudes toward the
~role of women in society that different people have.
There are no right or wrong answers, only opinions.. You
~are asked to express your feeling about each statement

by indicating whether you (A) agree strongly, (B) agree
mildly, (C) disagree mildly, or (D) disagree strongly.
Please indicate your opinion by marking A, B, C, or D

on the line before each statement. - '

A% 1. Swearing and obscenity are more repulsive in the
~ speech of a woman than of a man,

D 2. Women should take increasing responsibility fof
leadersnip in solving the 1ntellectual and social
problems of the - day.

D 3. Both husband and wife should be allowed the same
’ .grounds for divorce.

A 4. Telllng dirty jokes 'should be mostly a masculine
prerogatlve :

A 5. intox1catlon among women 1is worse than. lntox1ca-
tion among men.



10.
11.
12.

13.

1.

15.

16. -

17.

18.

19.

20.
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Under nmodern economic¢c conditions with women be-
ing active outside the home, men should share
in household tasks such as washing dishes and
doing the laundry.

It is insulting to women to have the "obey"
clause remain in the marriage service.

‘There should be a strict merit'system in job
- appointment and promotion w1thout regard to

seX.

A woman should be as free as a man to propose
marrlage.

Wwomen should worry less about their rights and
more about becoming good wives and mothers.

Women earning as much as their dates should bear .

ecually the expense when they go out together.

Women snould assume their rightful place in .
business and all the profession along with men,

A woman'should not expect to go to exactly the

same places or to have quite the same freedom of
action as a man.

Sons in a family should be given more encourage-

_ment to go to college than daughters.

It is ridiculous for a woman to run a locomotive
and for a man to darn socks.

In general, the father should have greater auth-
ority than the mother in the bringing up of chil-
dren. ’

Women should be encouraged not to become sexually
intimate with anyone before marriage, even their
fiances.

The husband should not be favored by law over
the wife 1n the disposal of family property or
income.

" Women .should be concerned with thelr'dutles of 2

chlidbearlng and house -tending, rather than with
desires for profe331onal and business careers.

‘The intellectual leadership of a community should
‘be largely in the hands of men.
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D 21. Economic and social freedom is worth far more to
women than acceptance of the ideal of femlnlnlty
which has been.set up by men. :

A 22. On the average, women should be'regardéd as less
capable of contrlbutlng to economic production
than are men.

A 23. There are many-jobs in which men should bevgiven'
- preference over women in being hired or promoted.

D 24. Women should be glven equal opportunlty with men
for apprenticeship in the various trades.

D 25. The modern girl is entitled to the'same_freedom
from regulation and control. that is given to the-
modern boy.

#The most conservative altérnatlvé, scored O, is shown. bBach
item is given a score from O to 3, with 3 belng the most
contemprorary, pPOfSMIHlSt response.
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