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CHAPTER VI.
DLACUSSION. <.

Sex role identification in Boys and
Girls, on 1T5C.

Soxerole identification of boys and
girls from three scclo-sconomic
levels and thelr perflormance on -
{s) Vocebulary test -

{b) Trawes.man test -

Sex~role identification differences
for boys and girls fron three
different soclo-econcmic levels.
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Sex Role ldentificetion in Boys and Girls.
An asaumption underlying the present study is that the
sex-role preference petterns exist in young children, thet young i’
boys 88 2 group ldentify with models, setivities &nd goels that

N

are socially defined as masculine, while voung girls ss & group
1dentify with thosze that are soclslly defined as feminine, Thus
very different patterns in boys compered to girls might be expected. |

T chopbey M zddds waesstated thet the mesnsof the total
173C acores for beys and girls differ significantly {Girls 29.33,
Boys 48,34, ¢ velue, 5,69 significant 1 % level), indlcsting that
boys and girls are different in thelt sex role preferences as
messured by the 1TSC. The scores also reveal thet boys! preforence’
i more masculine than girls snd girle are more feminine in their
preference than boys, regerdieas of thelr belonging to any cne
socio=gcononic ststus. As msy be noted in fig. 1 and teble I,
large and sipnificsnt differences occur between boys and girls
indieating the existence of definite, relstively Jclichotomous sex-
role preference patterns im boys and girla. The mean differencs of
19,06 peints and tha median difference of 24.5 polnts between boys
and pirle are highly significent. Further the results indlcote thet
these children show considershle veriebility, boys in their

preforences, being significsntly. more wariable then girls.

Data from table 2 tend to fefute the hypothesis thst E
thers i3 no differanvé«betwaen boya' end girlst sex-role ideatifica =-:
tion smene children of 3 to 6 years of age. BOys are more consistent
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over the subparts of the ITSC than girls for this particular sample
of 3. to & years old children. Boys show higher and significant

corrclations as compered to girls for a lsrger munber of combiuations

of the subeparta (Table 2) and (Table 3). This finding seems to be
in line with the results of some of the previous resesrch, which
1ndi¢s£e that 8 girl in Americsn Culturs, &s compayed to a boy 1s
trested with permissiveness about her becoming feminine., However
in Indian Culture bacsuse @ boy ie velued more then a girl perhaps
the enviornment may provide him with stronger cues to pick up
masculine idontificstion them in the case of girls. Hence perhaps
the Peminine orientaticn of young girl is less strong thon the
mesculine orientstion of & young boy. (Dslucis 1960, Spencer 1963,

Joshi W1969}¢

A number of children in both groups show & mixed or
confused preference pstteorn in indicating acceptance of components
of both the male and femele roles. This tendency is more frequent
in girlaligmgn boys, in that 5 of the masculine cholce cerds
{Table V) 1,5,6 8,11 were picked up by higher mumber of girls as
againat 3 faminin& choice cards (3,9,12)‘ -‘,\packed by higher
number of boys®. In gddition, & aiuabla nucher of both groups &re
within the score range indiceting considerable pixed preforence.
nelated information about scores of boys and girls on the eight
peirs of the subpart 2 of the 1786 (Teble 6) support the rejection
of hypotheals concerning differences in sexercle preferences of
boys and girls. Figure 3 dregwn from hﬁis information revesls thet
in pair 3 (Sewing materisls for the feminine cerd snd -the sirplane

parts for the mssculine card), the msle cerd is more gttractive to
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children thaen the femele card, It is pogsible that the greakﬁyﬁ

] .attraction for the male card in thié pair is csused by the airplane

§  psrts being more of & "toyY es compsred to the making of & hand = |
kerchief, The child gebs to play with the eirplane after he hea
.gsssnbled the parts together but s handkerdrief ls a utilivy
article, not a toy. Bven if the handkerchief is considered as & B
fashionshle aqcnmp&ahimaﬂt of the Pfeminine ettira, it is posaible

that 4 year old girl is noct as fashion conscious yet as she is

L S SAGEM R g e INeA e m o

interestod in the toys. The sswing erticles do not seem comparable

e

to the airplane parts as far as the play velue of these articles

19 concorned gnd to @ child, the pley velue mey be the wmost
importent aspect of sny article, 1t ls not impossible that nore i
¢hildren {(probably more girls) might find the use of the sewing \;

articles more attractive if the product, turns cut tobe &3

e, o s At (R e b -

exmiging a?@n\airplane (¢ soft toy such as 8 doll), The preforence
of the masculine card os compared to the feminines csrd in this

pair can be interpreted ss the greater preferonce of the mesculine ;
trait by both boys and girls only if 4t cun be established that

Ry g e L T T A A ST

1n Indian culture s handkerchisf is @s sttractive to & child as

4 st

& toy.‘

wr o

The differences in the scores of boys end girls on
paired cards in tsble VI further rovosls thet this differsnce
in the percentsge scores within the group of boya is cloger 1.6. |

e N e B D A St

SR e S, b T e

some boys picked up @ feminine cholee card whers 83 gocwe weuld pick i
up & masculine choice cerd: whers as thers is & contragt rwlaniﬁnshig
in opposite direction svident in ésa@ of girls, i.e. girle as @ :
group picked up a masculine cholce coard less often thsn boys as &

R e

i he :
group picked up feminaAehaica cerd.

\
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§ It is not impossible that the young boys tend to pick
; up wonmsn's choice erticles upen being glven 8 cholce béeause they
| lack & masculine model around the hwme snd school while glrls have

| a feminine model availsble most of the time.

: ‘The possibility of boys' picking up @ feminine card
hecause of not having ﬁaé enough time with a masculine model is
supported by the éonclusions of previous research (Hertley 1959

- and Joahi, \ 1969) on subpsrt 3, more girls picked card d, (boy
dressed up &2 & boy), then boys picied up cord & {(girl drassed uétz
girl), As cen be seen in Teble VII 21,67 % of girls picked up card

d, while 13,76 ¢ of boys pickud up card a.

As nostulated by Mowrer {1950} as to how a normal adult

in ehildhood desired and accepted the role gccially appropriste to

[

his or her sex. Figura 1 sugzests that at this age boys fare much

ey

better in this respect then do girls, &t lemst in terms of sex-role
rreference. Although some girls show @ merked preference for
femininity, the others vary from clear cut feminine  preforence, A
cleay majority of boys reveal decided preference for this mpsculine

rols, Thus it is clesrly evident that boys show compsratively

e T S RS SR I S Ry it

greagter prmfaréice for the masculine role than girls show for the

S !

The point of socio=gconomic status and its relstion to

| aex rele vreference in this study iz not in agreenent with the

:"» AT

results iin Habbon (1950) whe found thet 'middle class glrlas

aignificantly lag in sex appropriete choices from the sge of five

'

P

3 yaars,  In the present study no such relstionship was fnund, Hurleck
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j “ .. {1953} interprets Rebban's finding here as indicsting Béﬁig‘
b are "more clearly aware” of sppropriste sexw-role ﬁahavicr than are

: girls, Howavar, it may be slnply thet boys prﬁf&r aspects of the
i masculine role mopre than girls prefer espects of the feninine rdles L

; Furthermors, such findings arce not out of keeping with f
the wide spread assumption of grester stetus and prestige attached |

to the mole rols compsred to the female role in the Indian culture.

-When the total scores of the three subparts sre
conaidersd (Table IV) boys are more consistent than girls in their

e )

meseulinity scores on the ITSC, It has been found in seversl
abuﬁiggkmf nrowschoc), children (Brown 1956, 1957, Fauls snd Smgth

= 1956, oilbert 1957, Rebban 1950) that boys are more aware than girls
|- about what is expseted of them by the culture, ' '

T An spalysis of the items end gections of the 1190
provides further information relstive to the differences betwesn
bors snd girls in their sexersls prefersnce patterns,

(A) Toy picture section @

NN

SR ST

2 g a3

SR L

In the development of the ITSC it was assumed that toy
chjects comnonly ossocisted with girls conatitute s source of
difference in gexwrole preferonce, To the extent thet boys prefer
the mgaculine and girls the fapinine f@lm, differences in their ;

A T, I O S TR B

choice of play bhjaets connected with such roles should be evident, %
results listed in Teble V indicste thst on the whole this

\ | prediction is confirmed. A grester percentsge of girls than boys
prefar each of eight fenslo toy cbjects, while a gregter percentage ;
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of boys thon girls prefer sach ofjeizht mele toy objects,

‘ Despite the expected consistent aex differences noted
above, there are interssting ciii’ferem @s in the realative extent -of
bcqu f ghoicaa of male toys compavred to g;ii*la' cholces of fensle
toys, o» For exenple since each child made eight cholcey, it night
be expectod that & rank order of the 16 toys would show that rank

1 o 8 would include only male toys in the case of boys and only
female toys in the case of girla. This expectation is confirmed for

6 cholce in boys but not for two cholces i,e. this ssmple of boys

selected 2 female choice cerds out of 8 totel cholce cards, the
other &.csrda were male cholee cards, Followlng is the discription

of this order of selection.

'Eiubjegt of the g Terole or | )

ard, ¥ale cholce. Ronk No. Percentage.
.| 2o % 3. b 4,
Doll. - Fa 1. 69,2
Soldiev, Mo 2. 6be2
Gun, - He , 3. 61els
Sump, Truck. \ Te Lhe 60,5
Earth Movers e b 6045
RACOT M 6. 52,2
Cradle. | Fo 64 5242
Bullok Cert. M 8, 8.1
High Chair, He P L7.7
nighes, T P 2. ‘ h7.7
poll Bugeye Fo s 47.7
Train Engine, . We 12, L5.8
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511 the seme as stated by s

Purse, T 12, us.e 168

Knife. Fa 1he L2e2
Necklace. Fe 15, 39.4

Daby bath. Fa ‘ 16, 206

It is interesting to note thut out of the first 8
choices, the firat and the seventh rank cards (holl and c¢radle)

- are femsle cholce caprds. Although these cards ers highly feminine

in neture &s fer as sex role identificetion in Indian culture goes
\Joshd {1969), this mixed pattern

perhaps indicates the concertrsted exposure to & female model in
" ease of boys which is kvue.even in Indian culture.

in the caae of girls & out of & cholcés are fomale

cholces, Dut the first and the seccnd cholee cards sre masculine

‘cholce eérﬂe {Bullock e¢srt asnd train engine) whers as the 3,4,5

and & cholce cards gre female choice csrds (doll, dishes, purse,
cradle and the &, 9 choicq cards are msle choice csrds (Barthmover
and’ scldier) .7 . grovn (1956) found the similsr results in his
study on~sex~rele preferences in young children. This result is
consistent with the overall finding that girls do not show
preference for ccmpénénts of the feminine role to the extent that
boyé ghow preference for the masculine roles Also when the rank
order distribution of the total 16 cards is geen boys and glirls in
this sample hgve picked up equsl number of masculine and feminine
choices however in the casse of girls these 16 chcices are scettered
in its rank order, Doys in this ssmpiﬁ es coupsrad to girls have
rated on the whole mpsculine oards much higher then girls have
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rated the f@michareia {Table V).

It is quite possible that these rosults msy have been |
;nfluanced 1# the gense that the male items, épart from thelr aoxe
role connotation, may have been more desirablaythsn the female
items, Parwallel to this is the possibility ihat the drawing
themselves were such g@s te enhance the sttractivensss of boy toy
items over thes girl toy iftems, Although it is not pasaible to
detornine the extent, if sny, thet these fectors msy have been
operstive in the nresent szud;.(f//i Brown {1956) stady also
confirms such doubts. {n the other hand T |Joshit (1969) found
this confused cholce of cards more aftea 1n boys then in girls, in

her sample, b

*

Although otherwise consistent with Habbon's findings

(1950) not all cards out of 16 cards indicated s clear cut masculine ?

r

or feminine choice. i

The fallure in the present instance to obtain siznificent:

differences on every item may be due to one or more of several

factara,

{a) Use of actﬁal toy cbjegts rather then plctures of
LOYS. ‘

{b) The ausinuaeenemie clsas on which subjects were
divided mey not be so different and therefore &
greater contrast in this background could hsve been

gelected,

D T P b B = D T T e b R TP I
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(e} Geographical difference of the asmple. ‘ :

e
2

{d) The tendency of scme children in the present study ?
%o make two or three premeditoted choices end.
thercefter to chooge the remsining items indiserd <
, minately or without appsrent faé%hought»
‘ {a) Asking the child in n‘moro indirect mannor his : i

e s s e g

choice of preference then thet was selected incthe

e eSS S

prosent study,

f ‘ B, Eizht psired pictures sgetion

&1though -toy item choices in themselves conatitute one

basis fer defining sox rolé prefarence the paired items could slso
give an additaional appraisal, some of these. paired items are
directly connected with rasculininity » femininity in tie adutb

gex roles as well as childhood sex roles.

i

{ 7he number of boys choosing the mapsculine pairs of the
! 8 paired cholee cards ranged from 52,2 to 6649 as comparsd to girls
| choosing feminine paived choice cards which renged from 53,0 to 76.0 |

é !
| This renge is much higher end veried in the cass of girln than in !

| cage of boys. , ;

Whan boya and girls were eampared on the oppegite sex

chaica of the paired csrd it is ohsgrved that thils range in tae ease

F

of boys is 33,03 to hﬁ@ﬁ, compared to girls this secore 1s 23433 to
! 1,664

in the feminine eholces of paired carda for the gsample

I

of beys, the most often selected pair of the cerd is card Ho, 2

s oeaten

e
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- 161rls clothes = Poys clothes' s compared to the lsst pair card,

card No, 8 uers cooking articles wii¢

mﬂﬁ.xa&hiﬁhkxﬂﬂ@?&v

These results polnt once again to the fact that boys

do not show the seme preference for aspscts sascciated with thelr

gex role &8s in the cese of girls,

paired card, it can be gsid that wore girls picked up ¢

cavd

paired as compared to

|

The pereenéage of Boys end Glrls !
selecting the ssme sex paired ch

On the whele locking at the range of the geari on each
he feminine

Faivre

boya who picked up the maaculine’\card'

otce = subport IT.

!

Ps\aﬁv‘ te
Palr 2.
Pair 3,
Pair be
Pasir 5.
Paly 6n
Pair 7.
Pair 8.

Roys. P © Girls,
Msgculine Chioice, | Fewminine Choice,
59.63 - 73.33
67.97 61,67
52429 53433
58,33 63433
5933 66467
55450 68.33
58,33 73433
53433 76,67

i
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T The pevtenbage 0§ boys amd givis Eclecking oppesila _i 7»2: -

- Sent poaived Choice: Subpart T

g | Boyé : 3“ "‘Gifis
{ ~Meminine Choice. | Masculiné choice.
Pair 1, _ S 40037 : 26,67
Pair 2. 33.03 : 38,33
Pair 3. L7.71 | - h6.67
Pair L. L1.67 36.67
Pair 5. | ‘ 50.37 33.33
Pair 6. . bh.95 31.67
Pair 7. 1,67 26.67

Pair 8. 46,67 23,33

The same picture is evident on each card when the
opposite sex'choice is observed, On the whole more boys picked up
th e feminine paired card than girls., The ambiguity or lack of
consistency in selecting the same .sex card is supported in Joshi’g

| ] > . MR ‘ ‘-!\5—"
| research on sex role identification (1969).. However,
Brown (1956) found that in his data, girls did not show a strong
preference for aspects associated with their sex role as is seen

for boys.

The first three alternétives qf feminine choice in
girls are 'girls playing!, 'boys playing'; 'building tools and

cooking articles’, 'king and Queent.

The first three alternatives of masculine choice in

boys are -

t1Girls clothes'.—'boys clothes', 'house hold objects,

paﬁ.mechanicél toyst, tking aaé queen!,‘girls?‘piayihg.boyg playing’'.

‘\
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‘Thus two of the first three choices for boys and g}jig
in terms of masculine prefersnmce or feminine preference choice@

are common.

The item involving girls playing together and boys
playing together is of interest in itself, inview of several studies
coqcerned\with the sex of playmaté choices in children. In this
connection compbelirﬁﬂ—‘j(1939) has concluded that children in the
5 to:8 yéar age group show no definite sex preferencea hpﬁever,
cleér cut preferenceslfor playmates. of the same sex, even in .

YOuhg age children, have been reported (Hurlock 1953).

The present results in the case of boys and girls
suggest that they both prefer to play with their own sex. However
boys more often preferred to play with girls as compared to girls

wanting to play with boys.

. %Brown}(1950) found in his researeh'onAsexnrole
preferenc; gﬁat éirls 5d% of the times expressed prefgrence for B
male and 50% of the times a preference for female playmates.(wwﬂﬂf -
Brown (1956) also found in his research that more girls than bbyé
preferred the opposite sex role._In his samp19 81 % of the tptal
choice of boys were for the mascuiine alternative; whi}ngnly 5%

of the choices of girls are for the feminine alternative,

G. Four child figure section :

The last section of the ITSC, the four child figures

‘section, involves the use of four child figures to which the child

résponds by indicating the one that it would rather be, This item

- B T e Ll S P T e
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gets at the problem of sex role preforence most directly in the

sense the child's response here suggests not only his or her desired |
role but the preferred sex itself; In ghort, the child does not Y
simply indicote & preference for objeets or activities asscecliated
with one sex or the other, he or ghe expreases, via It, a preference é

for being a male or fomale.

In table VII, 43.33 % of Girls selected the eard Girl
dressed up as 8 gitlwhéra as 47,71 % of boys picked up hoy dressed :
up as boys, 13.76 % of GirlSindicoted it to be & boy whers as 21,675
of boys indicated It to be e girl. Responses to the mixed {igures,
girlish boy (boy dressed as girl) anﬂk@iish zirl (Girl dressed as
boy) show that 157 of the girls in this ssmple selected tc be boyish .
girl ss compared to 28,44 percent of boys 4n this sample ssleocted :
to be girlish boy. Althoush this is comsistent witli the over all
tendency of boys to respond more in the direction of inconsistent
gex role choicey, as shown through the gcatterod nature of tneir ‘
cholees as compared to girls who have thelr more consistent choices*g

Thig is seen through the item snalysis of their choices on the

three subparts.

Although in Indisn culture sex~role division is quite
cleerly made in younger children, there is less sceial disapproval

involved in pgirls participating in mesculing activities then in

boys following feminine pursuits,

| Brown (1956) found in his dsta &n unnistaken aexc

difference thet suggests that being male is favoured over belng

femaio.

U B a7 ae = eremme n Lo e 2
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This rsther pronounced trend 1s eonaieteht with the
finding of Terman L.U, (1938) and lendis, Landis and Bolles (1940),
who posed the question "Have you st some time in your life wished
that you were of the opposite sex ? Termen found in @ gample of 792
couples that about 31 percent of the women but only abeut 2% % of
the men indiceted, they had wished they were of the cpposlte sex;
and among 549 intellectuslly gifted wemen or wives of gifted men |
snd 5L7 intellectuslly gifted men or husbends of pifted women.
Torman found that 42 percent of the men indieated, theoy had some -
times wished, they were of the opposite sex. And in the study by
Landis, lendis and Bollea of 295 women, 61 percent reported having
wanted to be @ boy at some time in their lives.  Brown (1956)
concludes that in Ameriecan culture, there are w;ny more girls who
prefer to be male thon there are boys who also prefer to be femsle.
From the results of the present resesrch this can noi be seid about
Indian women. Perhaps Indien girls like to be living their own sex

rolea as comparad to Vestern wonen.

The fsct thet & large percent of females express a
preference for being male does not_mean.uhat the basis of sex-role
1dentificstion of such girls and wowen is masculine . Here the
distinction between role preference and role identificgtion should
be kept in mind, Since if this were the case much more aoxual

inversion among women would exist then 13 actually found,

g

1t might be suggested in this connsetion, that sex-role
inversion is & function both of bagic identificution with snd &

.

175

basic preference for the role of the opposite sex. Thus, for axample,

a femalé sexual invert is one who has made & yredominantly‘maaculine,
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1dentification as well as one who strongly prefers the mesculine role,

gnd vice verssg for the male invert. This is the pattern found in

. cases of active female homosexuality and comversely, in cases of

pessive male homosexuslity. The problem of sex role inversion

patterns thot was shown in . Brown's {1956) study in some children .

Cpee——

in early‘chiidhccd whether siivge tendencles continues into adulthocd ﬁ‘

] f H
morits further exploration, | b

As the atatistics required for these tendencles for
Indisn men and women gre not availshle, not much can be sikald about

indian culture.

The causes far greator swareness of cultural sex-role
expeetationa on the part of boys are suggested in ueveral previous
research studies. One of the strong reasons seems to be thet more
stringent demends are placed on boys as compared to girla (Hartley
1959). Also, such pressure crestes greater asnxiety in boys (Hartley
1959) end the ddlemma of having to learn the appropriste male role
with any feminine modols boing availsble further intensifies the
gifficulty (Lynn 1962). An ouy come of such kind of learning %

much greater reseublance of girls to thoir mothers as tompared wikh

-

I
t

boys to their fathers (Beler and Ratzberg, 1953, Gray 1955, Lazowiek

1955, Raff 1950, Scoeppe 1953), whet may &dd to the adversity of

the situstion is thst boys alsc are found to have poorer relationship -

with their fathers as compared to the relationships wkth girls have

with their mothers.(Mettzer 1941, 1943, Nimkoff 1942) 1t is assumed ?
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that the quality of relstionship with the model affects the

1dentificetion of the child snd hence slso may influence his sex
role develcpment (Mowrer 1940, Sumsnds 1940).

With all these difficultlies, anxiety and pressure it is
not too hard for the boys toc be confused enﬂugh&o pick the feminine
card from some of the masculine-feminine pairs,

The uncertainty thst boys és& feel sbout their
appro-priste sexerple has been detected in sceme other research
studles alsom, in which the ehildren were glven an opportunity to
play with toys, The two variables (a) the attrsctivensss of a toy

and (b) the sex-role orientstion of the toy, were presented to

ot ot F e

children in a particular copbinstion., Hartup, Moore and Sager (1963)3

found that upon being permitted to play 1ndi§idually with a

4
i

selection of attaractive feminine toys snd unsttrsctive neutrsl toya,?

S A :
most of the boyK svoided the feminine toys, spending their time with |

the unattractive neutral ones, The svoidsence of feminine toys was

less when an adult was not pregent in the situation (Hartup, loore

and Ssgar 1963, Kobasigeve, Arkski snd Awsguini 1966). In the caseof

girls, the avoidence aspect wag not as strong ss that among boys.
Hence in the present study the uncerteinty among boys about their

appropriste sox role support the finding of previous research

| {Hartup, Moore end Seger 1963, kcbasigave, Arkskl end Awaguni 1966,

Kobagigava 1966).

The boysmoy feel uncertain sbout their sex-role behavior

because of the fatherss not being available in the home, Also in

Indisn culture the foninine models reinforcea the male child and
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Therefore the male child may get the cues which reinforce hiu to
adept to a glven culture from a mala model as well asifrom a fenmalie
model. Some researchers and theorists have discussed the under
lying csuses in the culture pabtern of the Americsn scclety that
may ‘glve rise to the situation of greater uncertain'l:w in the boy

as compared to theg girls (Mash’ 1965, Iyan and Sawrey 1959, Héa;i
thrington 1966, Brown 1958, Delucia 1960, Spencer 1963),

k
|
From the results of the present 1nvestiga£ion, it is (

\di ficult to say what children perceive in terms of sex—roles and

what changes oceur in Indian family life, sibling relatians, ;
femilial relations, changing role of the wonen etc. affect thié
perception. It is possible o eay that the boya and girls 1n
this sample of three diffevent socio-economic classes differ

from each other in the same direction of what 1o traditionslly
understood as "masculine” end "femine" as defined by Kagen (1964).
The various factors reiated to sex role 1den$1fiéation certainly
need a more thorough investigation, specially in view of the fact

that there is no one 'Indiasn Culture'.

II; Sex role vreferencea of boxs and girla fram three different
‘socio~gconomic levels and their performance on vucahulary

 test and "draw-a-mon".

(a) Vocabulary Test: TheArelationSQip between the vocabulaxry test

items, the sex-sge and the socio-sconomic status of the child was

studied, This relationship was really to observe an additional aungle

to the present study. The mainvaim of the study was msrely to
cheek on the performance of the child on voecabulary test as rele-

4 , .
ted o0 I?SC. The corrélation betwsen ITSC and vocabulary
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items did npt come out\significant,kﬁ ehild who may be edvenced

in his language develonment &id not néeessarily show this
relationship on I73C, besides one comnot rate a child higher

or lower qualitatively on sex-role performasnce. Although sex

_of the subjpet is not related to his/her performance on voca=
bulary test, it is interesting to see that the socio-economic
‘background effects the child's vocabulary status, girla are

generally found to be bettéi'on languege items then boys,

However, in this particular sample,,this is not quite amo,
On the whole soeio-econonic status differencé has not

come out significant enough to have'influenced the subjaéts

performancé on ITSC, however, the soeio-economic status has

. some influence on the lenguage proficiency of the child. This

could be explained by the feet that:the socio-sconomic stetus
would also determine the kind of stimmlation the child gets‘
et home, The homes where the child‘is exposed to the written
word through & lot of story books, reading materizls, things,
0 look 2%, things to work with, and where the family members
t2lk to the child and the child also gets opportunities to
express himself will provide more verbal stimmlation %o
the child, such an opportunity for self expression should
facilitate the child in communicating with the world around
ﬁim/her. '

Another such reletionship was observed in the
cage of ‘draw-g-men' and ‘'vocabulary test's The
Child's capacity to observe, perceive and express hinself

through, drewing elso indicete child's level of intelligence
to an extent, We also know that various tests of intelll-

Mo BORC T, -~ ALEC-to0Y- child' o-language-abllity.-Thus-to—find
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that these two neasures were found to be positively relsted does ;
not need further explaenation, This relstionship was more evident
in boys then in girls. Although it wes found to be significant both

Sl B G G £ s T = e S

in boys es well &3 in girls.

Farpthormore in this ssaple,only in the case of girls

X ekween vocabulay awd age
& positive ralatienshipiwas evident s roveasled through thelp T
performance on vocabulary test. 1t 1s possible %o say thet slthough !

girls as a8 group may not be better than boys on voesbulery test, g

R S SR L e e S L n e ST

m’{??ﬁé

but the rslaticnship between age snd the perfcrmanéa on voesbulary g
test is more evident ip girls than in boys. This could be expleined g.
. {’

by the fsct thet slthough givls on en sverage are more person
oriented. thean object orlented,they may show this through their
interaction with the tester end test msterlisls more often than

boys.

about equsl nunber of boys and giris geve opposite sex label to

(b) firaw-a=nen Tesc?
Lhe

old childrsn more than double nusiber of boys as compared to glirls,

from the total ssuple labollaed thelp drswingse as same asex, Just

their drawings.

then girls, boyes upy be mope sure of themselves,/their sex role
and this they indicate through their drawings alsoc.

For g numbey of ressons, zex typing hes been inter - |
preted by nonepsychesanalytic theordsts sz an instence of primery
fdentification, gemder roles arve very brosd end very subtle,

It would be difficult to imdagine thst sny kind of dlrect %
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Perhsps in Indisn culture since boys ers nmore vslued .
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In this sample of 3 to 6 yeary
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tution could provide for the learning of such elaborate behaviarJ&I R
sttitudinal and manneristic ?&tt&?ﬁs #s are subsumed under the )

rubrigs of maschlinity snd femininity,

Although sigmund Freud's ehalysSesh of the rescluticn
of the ocedipus complex (192&) and Anns Freud's anaslysis of the
Ee_fe_ngwe proceaa H%G /\,;, 1abened identification with the agpressox;; '
/hoth suggest that masculinity may be sttaributed to tie %

defeﬂsive identification process, s?a age &t which gender role f
WR&i (n

differentiation is doteoctable andA;ts reversibility is no longer
sccomplishable, This throws considerable doubt en the importence of

such & process for sex typing,

~ Primary identification} involving mainly the modeling
process, 1s far less conflictusl than defensive ldentificetion. The

evidence for the importance of modeling in the sexstyping procesas

,'consists largely of observations of parallelism in the behavior of

-parenta and their children. ?

In a definitive summary of their relovant data, Bandura’
and Valters §19635 have shown that such parallels occur in meny
bahaviar qualities, including aggreassion, dependenecy, withdrawal, ;
autigtic behavicv scx enxiety and guilt. In mest of the reported
regeerches, thest parallels are between parents snd children of

the sgme sex and more of them between fathers and sons.

Seme indiceticns of the parental qualities important
for this process in boys have been suggested in a set of resesrches
by liussen and his Collaborstors (Payns and Fussen 1956, lussen and .

nistler 1959, 1960, Fussen 1961, lussen end Ratherford 1963) who ;
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have ahown thet the fathers of highly massculine hays,agea six through

RSP, b e e i St o, ety vt gt T g B tmy w S, oy Am [ PR
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high achocl are viewed by the boys ms rewarding snd effectionate, on ;

the one hand, and as rposesing strength and power on the other.
Sesra (1963) found thst the five yosr old sons of Yerm and
affectionste fathers tended to adopt the father role in doll play
to a greater extent than the sons of older, more distsnt fathers.

Pandura, Ross and Ross (1963), who showed that a child
tends to imitate the behavior of the model wito is more pewerful and
therefore more able to control desirable resources. As in the case

of typical suthoriterian pattern of Indien family structure, where

the father has power, one might expect his children to initate him

snd his son, at least to be more like him i.e. masculine,

Prom the results of 'Ydravesemen! this foct of boys'
awsreness of strong masculinity is clea?&y eviﬁeﬁt. Another
sisnificant relaticnship wes observed between age of the girls in
this sample end draw-g-man, in the case of vocgbulery items and
age. In the case of drawegeman it geems that aé the girls progress
in sge, a5 & group they show & progreasive relationship in their

understending and in their perception of themselves in relation to

the world sround, this relstionship is not seen in the case of this

somple of boys and their performsnce on Dravegwiian test,

- I11, SEX ROLE 1DENTIFICATIGN DIFFLRENCES FUR BUYS AND
GIRLS FRCM 3 DIFFERENT SQGIU.BGDNUHIG LEVELS,

W WA G

Since the total ITSG seore means ameng the three

goclo=gconomic levels do not differ oither for boys or for girls,

the hypothesis stating that (1) there is not relationahip in
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the sexerole preference and sceres of hoys among the 3 sceio-economic !
clags and [(2) there is no relstionship in the sex role prefersnce
scores of giria end haya snong the 3 socioeeconomic classf%annot be

rejected. The significence of this result is seen} - Ibgﬁ tablea V
through VIII, F rstic is presented in table VIIX,

T g me, Pt e

Hall ond Keith (1964) and Rabban (1950) found that
ehildreh from working class homes ere esrlier snd more clearly aware
of gexerole pattorns than are chlldren from mliddle class homes, The
taboos sgainst effeminate behsvior also heve been found to be ssrengar:
in the’lcwnr sociowooonomic families (Hertley 1959).'Laftkowitz's :
dots (1962) did not support these findings but instead, like the

present study, indiested thet there were no difforences based on

goclisl class level.

A different approach by liinuchin (1965), about the
problem of differences in sex-role development varying smong groups,
revealed thet the heme end school, environments "modern® or
"traditionsl® tended to sitect the sex=role leasrning of children,
pértieularly in the case of girls. It is quite possible thet lower
class femilies sre more traditional than are middle class families
shd hence in some of the studles (Hsll & é;tb 1964, Rabban 1950)
the differences turned out to be significant, The sctual factor ;
regponaible for difference may still have been one of a "traditienal“i
or a "moderm” sttitude within the family, The "modernt hcmes
probably sllowe more flexibility in gex rele éavalopmant. as the

‘reles of the two sexes gre moving towsrd @ cenvergence in the modern

nuclear family (Browni1958),
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'i!hé gbove mentioned factors, whether are r@levantg %3
not, or as to whet extent they are relovent needs to be cafafully
s#&&iad, It also needs to be clogely studied if as defind by :
Kupuswany's scale of socioeeconomic c¢lass, our indian families
distinctly end &k truly can be divided in such c¢lear cut upper

middle, middle end lower middle sccio=econcmic class structures.

The question relevant liere is, sre these three
strates of sociowsconomie conditions really different on the
S
various aspect, effecting femily life, and the personality

structures of its individualg *

The jointness of family structures, the singleness of
the fanily structure, the Ymodernness”™, "traditionality” of home
#ryral oF urben set up of a fawily, e¢ity or the small town
regidence of the fawily sre other factors which Sﬂgﬁliétneed@*‘(:

fuvbhey study ss these alse could affech the gocial class level.
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