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ABSTRACT

Txls sruoy tNvEsrtcATEo xow lilolAllr FRENcH-C¡r¡olANr AND

EHcI. ¡sx-C¡nnoIAII ScHooLcIIILDRE'{ sEE THEHSELVES AND PEOPLE IN THEIR

EitVtRONMENT. FlrrV-StX FneHcH-CrteOlANs, FORTY-FOUR EncUlSHr ANo

FIFTY-ONE ITTOI¡HS ACTED AS SUE.JECTSO SUS¿CCTS u'ERE EITHER IN

TxE 6TH r ?TH, 8tx, oR 9ttt cRlogs. TxE¡R AGES RANGEo FRoH TEll ro

STXTEEN yEARS¡ THE lt¡Ol¡¡ SUBJECTS ttJERE FROH rxE FORI AUeXllOen

I t¡o I ¡t¡ ReseRvE At{D THE r{H I TEs IúERE FRoM Powenv I Elv, MAil | ToBAo Born

COHHUIIIlIES ARE LOCATED ABOUT 80 M¡UES ilORTH OT !'I¡NNIPEGO

TO LIST AND DEFINE ALL OF THE GOOD AND BAD I'JOROS USEO TO DESCRIBE

A pnE.resT WAs ADHINISTERED IN T{H!CH THE SUB.,ECIS T{ERE ASKED

pEOpLE THEv Krour. THEil THE SUBJECTS t'rERE REqUESTEO 10 LlsT THE FlvE

MOST StcNtFtCANT PEOPLE tl,t THETR LlvESo FnOH rHE PRE-TEST RESULTS

Tt{ELvE bTOROS t'rERE SELECTED. TfesE Tt¡ELvE t'rORDs trrERE USED AS SCALES

lll THE SEHAT{Îlc DIFFERENTIAL t{HICH l{AS THE ASSESSMENT lÎ{STRUHEHT¡

TrE!¡ rre ROLE TITLES OF Tb,ELVE PEOPLE IN THE SOCIAL ENVIROI{MEiIT

¡{HOH ALL SUBI'ECTS !''OULD HAVE FORMED AN OPI$¡¡ON TOWARD I''ERE USED AS

cot{cEprs. A euesrtoNNAtRE sooKLET oF T!{ELVE pAcEs t'JAs FoRMED. 0H

EACH PACE IN THE EOOKLET !.JAS A CONCEPT OF TI{E ROLE ÎITLE OF A PERSOI{

Al'lD TI{ELVE SCALE !{ORDS AND THEIR BIPOLAR OPPOSITES¡

THe RgsuuTs I.JERE ANALYZEO 8Y SUMMING AND CALCULATING THE HEA¡I

oF EAGH oF THE TI'JELVE coNcEPTs PER suB¡JECTo Txel¡ rxe DATA I'JERE

CATAGOR IZED ACCOROIT'IG TO! ETI{N I C

til

GROUP MET,TBERSHIP; AGE GROUPS;



sEX CROUPS¡ At{D THE IoEAL Hlt{US SELF DISCREPAICY HEAÍ{ SCORES.

Txe rt NDtr¡cs st{or{Eo rr¡r lNotAit suBJEcrs Dto Nor oIFFER

stcNrFtcANTLy tn sELF-pERcEprtoN FRoM txe FReNcx-CrHrotAn oR EHculsx-

CrttoI AN scHooL-cx ILoREil.

(orr r cens)tr s r ct{ rF r cArrly LEss

CO¡ICEPTS BY h'I{ITE SUBJECTS.

IHO¡r¡ HALES RATED THEIR

TrE IHoIrr sUBi,EcTs RATED THE cONcEpls IITowH MAYoRSII IITo IIRCMP

F.AVoRABLE THAI¡ THE IToIITI FEHALES OR

t'lALEs ALsO sat, THEIR EEsT FRlEllo (Or

FAVORAELE TI{AN THE BEST FRIET{D RATING

I ro ¡en suB.rEcrs, eART I cuLARLy rHE FEHALES. HowEven, THE E¡¡cu ¡ sx

suBJEcrs sAt{ rrlHo¡¡t¡ CHtErsrr As BEtNc stcNtFtcAl,trLy LorrrER Îr¡t -THE

OTI{ER SUBJECTS.

TnE noue rtrLE¡ rrlilo¡¡t¡ CxtEFsrt

FAVORAELE TI{AN THE RAT I NGS OF THESE

I OEAL SELVES AS BE I NG S I GII I F I CAI{TLY LESS

Fem¡ue suB.rEcrs sAt', rrDocroRsrr stcNtFtcANTLy MoRE FAVoRABLE THAN

TIIE HALE SUBI'ECTS.

Borx oF THE vARIABLES oF AcE ANo sEx cnoups REVEALED t{o

SlGlllFlCANT DIFFERENcES ON THE SELF-PEROEPTION cONCEPT tr,HEH AI{ALYZE0

BY THE ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OESIGN.

THE t"H I TE SUBJECTS. Tne I NO I nH

THE sAME sex) ls BErNc LEss

OF THE OTHER GROUPS OF SUBJECTSô

h,AS RATED VERY FAVORABLE 8Y THE

ANALYS!S OF VARIANCE FOR ETI{N¡C GROUPS MEMBERSHIP ANO SEX GROUPS

wERE Noìt-stcNtFtcANTo Trese coucgprs rrrERE: I ) "1,8, As I Ar.r Nowtr¡

2) ,'REutctous LEAoERstr¡ 3) ttFemeug SToREKEEpERSTI; 4) rrFemALE TEAcHERSTT;

¡r¡o 5) ItMoÌHERsrr.

iu

Trene wERE FtvE coxcEprs oF RoLE TtrLEs oF pEopLE oN !{H¡cH THE
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Tf I S ReSe¡nCf I ilVEST I GATED HOIâ, O I FFERE!¡T CULTURÂL GROUPS oF

SC¡OOLCHTLOREN VlEb, THEMSELvES AND PEOPLEo SpeC¡FICALLYt TH¡S

sruoy ATTEMpTED To FtND our brHAT DtFFERENcEs ExlsT BETI{EEN FRENcH-

ctHtotAil, EilcLtsH-CAilADtAl{, AND lttOtll¡ scHooLcHlLDREN l1{ THE IIAYS

THEy SEE TI{EHSELVES AND PEOPLE¡ TXe B¡CTCROUND OF THIS RESEARCH

tS pREsE¡TEo ttt THE FoLLolúltlc slx sExTlo¡s (ALL oF CHAPTEn l):

l) CoHcepr oF SELF AilD RELEVANT VARIABLES' 2l loEl¡. SEur-

0rscneerrcy; 3) SrrremErr oF THE Pnoauem; 4) THeonlEs oF Soc¡ru

EHvlnoHusttt l¡¡ruuences oN SELF-Penceertor; 5) CrHro¡lt¡ lxotrns;

AID 6) Derr¡LED STATÉI'IENT OF THE PROBLEM.

CHAPTER I

I NTRODUCT ¡ ON

CONCEPT OF SELF

A pgRsOHlS AWARENEss OF HtS O!{N ExISTEIICE lS OEvELoPED FROM

T}IE IOEAS AI,ID ATTITUDES VIHICH TAKE SI{APE AS A CHILDO IT ETNUY LIFE'

(enoereuv DuRtNc Tl{E FlRsr YEAR) rxe cHILD REcoGNlzEs THAT HE ls A

PARTtCtPAI¡T lt{, AND YET SOMEONE APART FROMr EVENTS lN THE PHYSIcAL

AND soctAL tJoRLD tN tJt{tcH HE LtvES¡ rrHts sEHsATloNs ARE EXPERIENcEo

FROM Ù''ITHIN HIS OI''N EODY ANO HE BECOMES ATdARE OF THE PROPERT¡ES AND

BOUNOARIES OF HIS BODY. AS r¡ME PASSEST HE COMES TO KNOII H¡MSELF As

OilE TdHO HARBORS FEELINGS AND DESIRES ANO AS ONE I',HO CAI{ tIEIôHT

ALTERNATIVES AND MAKE DEClSlONSorr (JenStLor 1968, p. 163)



TOWTnO THE EnD OF cHILDI{OOD, THE cOCNITIVE COI'lPO}lEtlT OF THE

9ELF ITICLUOES A ACPACITY FOR REFLECTION t''HICH ET{ABLES A PERSON

To r,rAKE HlS. loEAs, FEELIt'lGs, lttPuLsEsr AND CHOICEST THE OB.TECT

OF Hts owlt THoUGHT. AccoRolNc TO JERSILD (1968) THE HosT suPREt{E

ATTRIBUTE OF fHE HUHAI{ IIIND AÎID THE HOST SOPHISTICATEO PRE-

OCCUPATION b'ITHIII THE FUNCIIOTiIING OF THE SELF IS TIIE CAPACITY FOR

REFLECT ION. II!'JHET'I TH I S CAPAC ITY I S CULT I VATEO A PERSON BECOMES

ABLE TO DISENGAGE HIMSELF, SO TO SPEAKT FROH Tl{E UNPREHEDITATEO

FLOW oF llls FEELING A¡lO THOUGHT AND TO EXAl,llNE THIS FLOI{' TO

QUESTtol{ HIS IDEAS, TO ltlQUlRE ll'lTo l{ls MoTlvEsr To scRuTllllzE

THE VERY PERCEPTUAL ANO CONCEPTUAL FABRIC OF HIS SELF¡II (P' 164)

Ar IHpORTANT PHASE ltl THE DEVELOPMENT OF A CHILDIS VlEt{ OF

HIHSELF APPEAR Ù',HEN HE

AND TO TEST HIS POT.'ERS

cHtLDt{ooD, A cHILD COMPARES HIMSELF AND l{lS FAMILY T0 oTHER

pEOpLE AND FAMILIES¡ AnO, lr THE SAME TIME' OURING Cl{¡LDI{OoD A

cHtl.o ts LTKELY TO FORH A CLEAR oONCEPTION OF HIS FAMILYIS Socl0-

ECONOHTC STATUS. (JenSlLDr 1969, e. l?0)

RELEVANT V4RIABLES

ACE IITO SEX OIFFERENCES SETT.JEEN SUBJECTS HAVE BEEN CONSIDEßEO

RELEVANT VARIAELES IdHICH ARE THOUGHT TO HAVE AN EFFECT ON HOI{ THE

CII I LO SEES I{ ! HSELF ¡

Ace DtFFERENcES

2

ls ABLE TO COI4PARE HIHSELF I{IT}I HIS PEERS

CON.'UNCTIO!¡ T.'ITH THEHr LTTER OURINGIt{

Reselncr oN AcE DtFFERENcES AND sELF-PERcEPTlot'¡ HAS BEE¡l

vERy spARsE tN THE LITERATuRE. AccoRoll¡c To Jensluo (1968r P. l&l)t



rruttFoRTUuATELy, ilo rxoRoucx LoNcrruorf{AL sruDtEs HAvE BEEl,t l,tADE oF

STABLE AND CHANGII{G FEATURES OF THE VIEI{ INOIVIOUALS HAVE OF THEM-

SELVES (rS.,lUOCeD ACAmST OTI{ER CRtrentr) As rHEy cRor,, oLoER.rt

Recenruv, THERE HAs BEEN REpoRTED A sruoy wr{tcH tNVEsrtcATEo rHE

EFFECT OF ACE OTFFEREilCES Oil SELF-PERCEprtOt{¡ (ROseHaene, 1!721

RoseNaencls FmDtNcs tdERE pART oF Alr ExrElstvE sruDy coNDUcrED By

rxE AMenlcl¡¡ NtrtoNAL lHsr¡rurg or MeHr¡u HsAurH. lts puRpose

I{AS TO INVESTICATE THE CONCEPT OF SELF IN CHILDREN A¡¡D ADOLESCENTS¡

Two rxousAt¡D REpREsENTATtvE cHTLDRE!¡ ùIERE tNvoLvED FRoM THE scxooL

popuLATtor oF BALTIMoRET l¡/xlue No DETAtLEo tNFoRMATtoN !{As

REpoRTED Aoour rHE REsuLts, RoseHBERc DtD srATE THAT:

THE AT{ALYSIS OF THESE OATA HAS ENABLED
US TO MAKE CERTATN GENERALtZATtoilS RE-
CARD I NG THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SELF-
cot{cEpT. PR ¡ mtn tLy, ¡{E F I ND THAT ADOLES-
cEr¡cE (rces 12 ro l3) neenesElrs A

PERIOD OF TURHOIL ATID STRESS II¡ THE STABILITY
oF Tt{E sELF-coNcEpr. Ar rne rtME, THE
IIIDIVIDUAL TENDS TO EXPERIENCE FEELINGS OF
tNsTABtLtTy tN HtS CoNCEPT 0F SELF, AND AT
THE SAME T|ME, HE FEELS MoRE uNHAppy. Ltren
AOOLESCENCE I S CHARACTER I ZED TO SOME OEGREE
BY THE DEVELOPHENT OF A SOUNDER AND MORE
STABLE SELF-CONCEPT.

so, RoseruaeRc (lgrzl FouND THAT TlrrELvE ANo rl{TRTEEN vEAR oLo

3

ADOLESCENÎS EXPERIENCE A PERIOD OF INSTABILITY AI{D A LOÙI OPINIOI,¡

OF ONETS PERSONAL ATTRIBUTES OF THE SELF. ROSEHEERC ALSO STATEO

THAï AFTER THIRTEEN YEARS oF AcE, THE SELF-PEROEPTto¡t !'rAs HIcHER

BECAUSE THE DEVELOPHENT OF THE SELF T{AS HORE STABLE. THE ICE

LEVELS or Rosgt¡seRcls sugJgcrs I{ERE Nor REpoRTEo Bur sHE otD srATE

ALL SUBJECTS T.'ERE IN GRAOES THREE TO T!{ELVE.



Enceu (1959) sruotEo sruDENTs t{Ho ¡{ERE lt{ THE sAME cRADE

LEvELs As soME or RoseilsERGls suBJECTST Alto, Enceuls (1959)

REsuLTs TJERE stMtLAR. lH Enceuts (1959) sruoYr THE sugJEcrs ItERE

RESEARCHED OVER A Th'O YEAR PER¡OD, BETI{EEN GRAoES ElGl{T AND

TEll, AND TEN AND TI'IELVE¡ SXe fOUfO THAT OVER A Tt'rO YEAR PER¡OD'

THE SUBr'ECTS SHOT{ED

Tt{EHsELvEs. Txese

FITIOINGS EECAUSE BETì¡'EEN AGES THIRTEEN AND FOURTEEN THE SELF-

PERCEPTION BECAHE MORE FAVORABLE AND MORE STABLE I't'HICH IS T'JHAT

BOTH RESEARCHERS REPORTEO.

lH ¡NorHeR sruoY, scnooLcxILDßEN l1{ THE FlRsr ANo FIFTH

GRAOES t¡JERE RESEARCHEDT (I¡'ltrXVCOUee, 1970) TXe SUA.¡ECTS t¡'rERE

¡!,HITE ¡HO P¡IUTE, IHOIEN CHILDRE¡I FROM NEVADA. OHE XU!¡OREO EIGHTY

A MORE STASLE AND FAVORABLE ATTITUOE TOttARO

RESULTS ARE COI{SIDERED SIMILAR TO ROSETIBERCIS

STUDENTS ACTED AS SUB.'ECTS BUT NO INFORMATION b'AS REPORTED ABOUT

THEIR AGE LEvELs. Txg ResuLTS SHOWED THAT Ù'JHITE MALE FIFTH GRADERS

SCORED SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER THAN THE FIRST GRADERS I''JHEREAS T}IE

t',HITE FEHALE FIFTH GRAOER.S SCORED SIGNIFICANTLY LOIdER IT,¡ THE FIFTH

cRADE Tl{Ar,t tN THE FtRsr cRAoE. THE Prrure lHolrt¡ cHILDREN scoRED

4

SICNlFICANTLY LOTJER FOR THE FIFTH GRADERS THAN FOR TNE FIRST

GRAOERST

Stmluen FtNDlNcs trERE REPoRTED FoR BLAcK ANo tr',HlrE cHILDREN

oN TtELFARÊ. (crnpeNreR AND BUSSE, 1969) TXe SUA.TECTS Ù',ERE FORTYT

FtRsr cRAoE AND FoRTy, FTFTH cRADE cHILDREN. OHE x¡ur oF EAoH

GRADE T,JAS Tì'HITE. TXE RESUITS REVEALED T}IAT THE FIFTH GRAOE CHILDREN

SHOTJED SIGNIFICANTLY LESS FAVORABLE SELF-PERCEPTION SCORES THAN



THE F IRST GRAOE CH ILOREI{.

HAD SIGNIFICANTLY MORE POSITIVE SELF-PERCEPTIONS THAI{ FIFTH GRAOE

BLACK BOYST FIRST GRAOE ti'HITE BOYS HAD SIGHIFICANTLY MORE

POSITIVE SELF-PERcEPTION SCORES THAI'I FIFTI{ GRAOE BOYS ttJHO I'JERE

b,HITE. FIRST GRADE Iñ'HITE GIRLS

SELF-PERCEPTION SCORES THAT{ FIFTH GRADE I''HITE.GIRLSO FINST GRAOE

BLACK G¡RLS HAO HIGHEß

GRADE BLACK GIRLS BUT

Spec¡FtcALLy, FtRsr GRADE BLAcK Boys

TERMS OF ETHNIC CROUP MEMBERSHIPT ÎHERE târERE NO DIFFERENCES

REPORTED ¡

STUDIES BECAUSE THE SUBJECTS USUALLY !',ERE NOT OF THE SAHE AGE OR

GRADE LEVEL AND Tt{E RESULTS MAY CONTRADICT EACH OTttER. Pt-USt

lr ts DtFFtcuLT T0 ptNpotNT THE stMtLARtrtEs BETI¡rEEN THEsE

SELF-PERCEPT ION SCORES

HAD SIGNIFICANTLY HORE POSIlIVE

THIS RELATIONSHIP T{AS NOT SIGNIFICANT. IN

OIFFERENT SELF-PERCEPTION INSTRUMENTS HAVE BEEN USED IN ONE

STUDY OR BET!ìJEEN STUOIES. HOWEVEN, ONE OBSERVATTON tS THAT AGE

OR GRADE DIFFERENCES APPEARED TO

5

INDI V¡ DUAL VIET.'S H IMSELFT

Sex DTFFERENcES

Sex oIFFERENCES HAVE BEEN coNSIDERED To PLAY AN IMPoRTANT

ROLE IN THE KINOS OF I.'ORDS AN INO¡VIDUAL USES TO THINK ABOUT

HTHSELF AND OTHER pEOpLE. ACCOROTNc rO JERSTLD (1968, p. 187):

THAN THE FIFTH

HAVE A1'l EFFECT I N THE I¡IAYS THE

hlome¡¡, I t{ cENERAL, ARE qu trE coMMoNLy
THOUGHT OF AS MORE EMOTTONAL, I{ARMER,
SOFTER, MORÉ TENOER AND DEL¡CATE THAN

MENO ME¡¡ ENE V¡EI¡JED AS STRONGER THAN
l{oMEN, LESS EMOTIONAL, HORE OOMtNANT,
BRAVER, ANO MORE RUGGED. sUCr OTFFER-
ENCES, ALONG !{tTH MANY OTHERS CONSTT-
TUTE THE STEREOTYPED vlElrJ lN OUR



CULTURE OF h'HAT 19 MASCULINE AiID

FEMININE.

, ResE¡RcH }IAs REPoRTED GoNTRAD!cTORY DATA ON SEX DIFFERENCES.

BE¡en ¡No R¡tzesuRc (1953) sruDtED PARENTAL loENTlrY lN FoRTY-ol{E

uNDERcRADuATEss sEVEI{TEEN FEHALES ANo TwENTY-FouR HALES¡ Tre

M¡nresor¡ l'fulrrpHAsrc PeRsot¡¡urrv INvENToRY (mmpt ) wes

ADHINISTERED TO THE SUB.'ECTS. SICH¡FICAIIT SEX DIFFERENCES ¡{ERE

REPORTED. }4¡LE SUg.'ECTS RATED THEIR FATHERS ANO THEMSELVES

HIGHER ON THE MASCULINE TEST ITEMS¡

HOTHERS AI{O THEMSELVES HICHER ON THE

ANOTHER STUDy, N0 StcNtFtCANT DIFFEREflCES TJERE REPORTED BETI',EEN

FEMALE AND MALE SUBTTECTS I,JHEN THEY urERE ASKED TO RATE THEMSELVES

A}¡D THEIR HOTHER ANO FATHER ON FORTY PERSOT,IALITY TRA!TST

(Jounano, 195?) FIrrv-stx HALE AND FtFTy-s¡x FEMALE uNDERcRADuATE

SUB.'ECTS EVALUATED THEMSELVES. UNI¡TE TTE RESULTS REPORTED BY

Brten ANo RATZEBURc (1953) MALE suBJecrsl RESpoNsEs sxot{Eo No

SIHILAR¡TY TO EACH OTHERO NON OtD THE MALE OR FEMALE SUB''ECTS

REspoNo otFFERENTLv ro rHE FoRTy pERsoNALtry rRAtrs. lru Encelrs

(1959) sruDy, oNE GRoup oF Boys AND ctRLs brERE TEsTED rN Tr{E ETcHTH

GRADE AND AGAIN IN TI{E TENTH GRADE. THg SECO¡¡D GROUP OF SUBJECTS

I,'ERE TESTED IN THE TE¡¡TH GRAOE ATID AGAIN IN THE TVIELFTH GRADE¡

Txe or¡e HuNDREo AND sEvENTy-Tttro suB.rEcrs, Q-sonreD trEt4s lrrHlcH

HAD BEEN PREJUDGED FOR POStTtVE OR NEGATTVE TOÎ,IE, AND SELF-SORTS

WERE scoRED FoR rrpostrlvENEssrr AccoRDlÎ'¡c ro rHE pRE.ruocEo

FAVoRABtLrry vALuEs oF THE trEms. Ne¡rxeR MALEs NoR FEMALES HAo

6

FEHALE suBJEcTs RATED THEIR

FEM I !¡ I II I TY SCALESo I U



SICI{IFICANT DIFFEREIICE9 II{ SELF-PERCEPTIOII. IN TXE STUOY BY

GlnpeHrEn nno Busse (1969), THE REsuLTs sHohrED slc¡¡lFlcltlr

DIFFERENcEs BETITEEN THE sExEs. Txe sua,rgcrs I{ERE DlvloED EQUALLY

ACCOROTNG TO THEIR SEXo TXene VJERE FoRTY, FIFTH GRAOE AND FORTYT

FtRsr cRADE cHtLDREro 0ile-x¡lr 0F THE suguEcrs I{ERE BLAcK ANo

lHE OTI{ER HALF I.'ERE I.IHITEO SEVEN BIPOLAR SCALES IÚERE COHPOSED

IilTO A Q,UEST|ONt'lAlRE. Tre SUe.reCT brAS ASKED TO RATE HIMSELF

OII A FIVE-POINT SCALE ACCORDII¡G TO WHERE OlI THE SCALE THE SUB.'ECT

pERcElvEo HE BELONGEO. TXE SCIUES WERE SHART, HAPPYT I{ELL-LlKEDI

BRAVE, ATTRACTTVE, STRONG ANO OBEOIENT. G¡nUS OBTAINED

S I GiI IF I CANTLY LOI¡,ER RAT I IIGS TI{AII TI{E RAT I TIGS OF TIIE BOYSc

UrroRruntrELy, t¡o scoREs trERE REpoRTEo FoR TxE scALE vALuEso lr

I'AS EVIOE!¡T THAT STUDIES OF THE SELF-COT{CEPT RATINGS OF HALES AIIO

FEHALES T{ERE VERY COI.ITRADICTORY¡ THE AIPOLAR SCALES USED ¡N THE

QUESTtOI|NAtRE OF THESE LAST FEW STUDIES VIERE NOT PREVIOUSLY

EVALUATED FOR SEX DESIRABtLITYo Trlr lS, HOt{ DESIRABLE lS THE

SIPOLAR TRAIT TO THE HALE OR FEMALE !''AS NOT CONSIDEREO AND INSTEAO

THE SUr,r TOTAL OF ALL THE TRAtlS rN THE qUESTIoNNA|RE r{AS SUMMED AND

ONLY THE TOTAL SCORE WAS REPORTED.

IDEAL SELF MINUS REAL SELF DISCREPANCY

TTe IoEAL sELF HIlIus THE REAL sELF DISoREPANcY scORE HAs BEEN

A TYPICAL MEASURE OF PERSONAL AD.'USTMENT. TXE CRENTER THE DISCRE-

PANCY SCORE THE LOITER THE PERSONAL ADTTUSTMENT lS

Ìdxenees, THE SMALLER THE otscREpANcy sconE, THE

AOJUSTME¡¡T lS CONSTDEREO TO 98. SUBSCALE SCORES

CONSIDERED TO 8Er

HIG}IER THE PERSONAL

OF THE C¡UITONH¡E



Tesr or PeRsorlturry I{ERE coRRELATED. (Mc0anor-essr 1967) Txe

DATA t{As oBTAt¡¡Eo FRoH otlE HUnDRED, Q-SoRTED, SELF-EVALUATED

ITEMS l{HICH rlrERE RATEo FOR SELF AND THEII AGAII¡ FOR IOEAL 9ELF¡

Tne sua.¡Ecrs I{ERE sEvEtlry-E I cHT, PARocH tAL scHooL BoYS¡ Txe ¡n

AVERAGE AGE I{AS 16.3 VEINS AID THEY T{ERE IT¡ THE ELEVE}ITI{ GRAOEO

A neuIrIVELY HIGH oORRÉLATIoN.IIAS Fou!¡D BETI¡ÚEEN THE IDEAL MINUS

SELF DISCREPANCY ANO PERSONALITY AOJUSTMENTS (¡ SUESC¡LE OF THE

Ctu ¡ronHtA PERsonALtry I Hvenronv).

l,lcDor¡¡uo AND GyNTI{ER (1965) usED AN TDEAL-sELF DtscREplt{cY

SCORE A1{O CORRELATEO IT I{ITH THE SCORES OF LOVE AND AND

DOM I NANCE ON A PREJUOGED I Î{TERPERSOI.IAL CHECKL I STT TNE I R SUB"ECTS

I{ERE Ttt O-HUi{DRED, S I XTY-O¡¡E ÂFnO-AMER ¡ CAN AND Ttf'rO-t{UNOREO ELEVEN,

trrHlTE l{lGt{ SOHOOL SENIORS FROM URBANT SEGREGATED SCHOOLS lN THE

souTHERN¡ u. s. A. TXE RESUUTS SHOIIED LESS DISCREPANCY BETI.JEEN

I DEAL ANO SELF-RAT I ¡¡GS OF 3

e) BLAcKS As coMpARED hnrn t'JH trest

B) MALES As coMpARED uJtrr FEMALES oN DoMTNANcE, ANo

c) FEMALES coMpARED !'J¡TH MALEs oN LovE.

HowEvEn, LovE ANo DoMtNANCE ts Nor coNstoEREo ro BE A soLE tNolcAToR

OF AD.'USTMENT¡ IN TNE WESTENU CULTURE A FEMALE IS PERCEIVED AS LOb'

ON OOMINANCE AND HICH ON LOVEO AHO, MAUCS ARE EXPECTED TO BE HICH

ON DOHINANCE ANO LOW ON LOVE. TXESE CHARACTERISTICS OF A NORMAL

I

PERSONALITY t¡'rERE EVIDENT lN THE SIGNIFICANT DISCREPANQY SCORES.

AcconorNc ro Mc0enouess (196?, e. 273), THE roEAL-SELF



DISCREPANCY SCORE

O I FFERE$¡CES EX I ST

RELATED TO UNHAPPTNESS¡ BUT EXCESSIVE SELF-SATISFACTIOÌl HAS ITS

OISAOVANTAGES ANO THAT A CERTAIN AMOUI{T OF RESTLESS OISCONTE]IT

MAY ACT AS COI{STRUCTIVE MOTIVATTON.II

STATEÞFNr .0F THE, PRoBLEM

PnoN¡nENT soctAL sctENcE THEoRtEs HAvE cLAtMED THAT A pEßsonrs

ETHÎ,ilC CROUp MEMBERSHTe aHO/On SOCTO-ECONOMtC STATUS HAS A

SICNIFICANT EFFECT OII HOTI THE PERSON VIET"S HIMSELF. GCUCRIUUY,

ÎHESE ÎHEORIES STATE ÎHAT THE SELF IS PERCEIVED BY TI{E h'AY PEOPLE

mt rHE soc tAL ENvtRoNMEt'tr oR soctETY sEE HlMr s0, A NoN-trrHtTE

CROUP tdHO lS DISADVANTAGED ECO¡¡OMICALLY AND r,rHO lS SEEII l,rlTll A

REsuLTs rrtNotcATE THAT trrHEt¡ REALLY sHARp

BETI.'EETI ONEIS PERCEIVED AND IDEAL SELF, THIS IS

LOI^I STATUS BY SOCIETY lS THEORIZED TO HAVE LESS FAVORABLE SELF-

PERCEPTIONS THAN THOSE PERSONS T{ITH A BETTER SOCiAL STATUS.

ReseeRcn HAs BEEN REpoRTED tN THE LtTERATURE wHtcH suppoRTs
\
I

THE ASSUMPTIION THAT ONE VlEt¡rS HIMSELF BY THE l'rAY PEOPLE lt{

I

soc I ETy v I Ew t{ I M. But , REcENTLY THERE HAS BEEI{ SOME STUD I ES

REPORTED lN THE LITERATURE t¡rHlcH cONTRAOICTS THIS ASSUMPTI0N¡

TnE seur-pencepr¡0N RATtNcs 0F LotÂtER-cLAss, BLAoK cHtLDREN HAvE

BEEN COMPARED !.ltTH HTDOLE-CLASS, ttrHtTE CHtLDREN. TXe RESUUTS

sHotrEo THAT ON oBJECTIVE MEASURES OF SELF-PERCEPTtON, BLACK AND

lirlllTE ScHOOLCHILDREII SEE THEMSELVES lN SIMILAR !,¡AYS OR ELSE BLACK

CHILDREN SEE THEMSELVES MORE FAVORABLY THAN TdHITE CHILDREN¡

To nrtempr ro RESoLvE THE I ssuE oF uTHETHER pERsoNs oF

D TFFERENT ETHN I C GROUPS OR/AND SOC r O-ECOtìtOrvil C STATUS V tErd THEM-



SELVES OIFFERENTLV THAil PERSOÌ{S FROM THE DOMINAIIT SOCIETY, A

sruDy ürAs pRoposEo us I ilc CAßAo I AN UAT I vE I tto I ¡t¡s, FRencx-Cen¡o I ANS,

Ino EHcuIsH scrooLcHILoRET{. A oETIILED AcCOuNT OF THE PRoBLEM AilD

HYPOTHESES' IS PßESEI,¡TED IN THE LAST SECTION OF THIS CHAPTER.

THEORIES OF SELF CONCEPT AND SUPPORTIVE RESEARCH

Tre errecr or I ilTERpERsoNAL RELAT toltsx I ps I t'¡ ongls ENvtRor{MEt¡T

HAS BEEi¡ LONG KNOtrrN BY SOCIAL SclEt{TIST TO PLAY A LARGE ROLE lt{

EFFEcT I Nc rHE sELF-coNcEpr. Soc t eu sc ¡ENT I sr r'l{o HAvE BEEI{

PROMIi¡ENT IN OISCUSSIONS OF THE ROLE OF THE SELF AI¡D THE EFFECT OF

lHE SoctAL ENV|RoNMENT ARE JAr'tEs (1890)¡ CoOleV (1902)¡ AND

l€¡o (1934).

lrlrLu ¡¡¡r Jtues

J¡r.tEs (1890) wAs oNE oF THE EARLTEsT soc¡AL scrENT¡srs ro

THEoRtzE ABoUT THE souRcEs 0F sELF-cot{cEprc To HtM, SELF-EsrEEM

urAs tNFLUENcEo By IHREE posstBLE souRces. Fon rxE FtRsr souRcE,

JIHes FELT THAT HUMAN ASPIRATIOT{s AND AcHIEVEMENTS HAVE AN ESSEIITIAL

ROLE I1{ DETERMINING h'HETI{ER OI'¡E REGARDS HIMSELF FAVORABLY. ACHIEVE-

MEilT tdAS MEASUREo AGATNST ASPTRATIONS tN A VALUED AREA, THE RESULT

ts HtGH SELF-ESTEEM' tF ACHtEVEI4E¡|T WAS GREATLY BELOh' ASPTRATTONS

THEN TltE SELF-EsrEEM ts pooR. OHEls owt¡ vALuEs ARE DETERH¡i{ED

SY l'rHlCH AREAS OF COMMUNAL STANDARDS OF SuccEsS AND FAILURE ARE

usED To DETERMTNE or{Els sEuF-ESTEEH¡ HeRe, Jnmes cLAtMED THAT

PEOPLE MEASURE THEIR Ol¡rN WORT¡{ BY Tl{E OUTtr'rARD STANDARDS THEY APPLY

To orHER pEopLE. JAHES! THtRo souRcE oF sELF-EsrEEt"t t{As rHE VALUE

pLAcED upoN ExrErustoNs oF THE sELF¡ TUE seur lJAs vtEbrED As rrTHE

SUH TOTAL OF ALL THAT HE CAN CALL HlS, NOT ONLY HIS trlFE AND HIS

l0



il
cHrLDREil, BUT HtS AI{CESTOR9 Al'lD }ilS FRIENDS, HIS REPUTATIOflS Ailo

T.'ORKS, HIS LANDS AI¡D HORSES, ANO BANK ACCOUNT. AUU TXCSE THIT{GS

ARE CONSID.ERED TO GIVE HIM THE SAHE EHOTIONSO.. IIF THEY WAX ANO

PROSPERT HE FEELS TRIUMPHANT| lF THEY Ot{lllDLE AND DIE AIáJAY, l{E

FEELS CAST OOI{N...I II IU ¡OOITIOI¡ TO THE HATERIAL CONST¡TUENTS

oF THE SELF, J¡MES PROPOSED A rr TSOCIALI SELF brHlCH tS THE RECOG-

IIITION HE GETS FROH HIS PEERSO A UEH HAS HANY SOCIAL SELVES AS

T|{ERE ARE PEOPLE l¡rl{O REcOGt{lZE HIM AND OARRY AN IMAGE OF HIM lN

THETR M|ND¡ TO WOUHO ANYONE OF THESE, HIS tHAcES, tS TO r.rOUltD

Hil4. TXe enxn¡¡cEMENT OF A MANIS EXTENDEO SELF, BE tT t{ts 8OOy,

FATHERT OR REPUTATION, ITJOULD BE EXPECTED TO RATSE SELF-ESTEEM AND

DEROGATION ¡{OULD BE EXPECTED TO HAVE THE OPPOSTTE EFFECTOII

C¡rgues CoouEv

CoouEv (1902) TooK THE rDEAs oF THE sELF r'rxrcx JAMES otscussEo

AND CONCENTRATED ON THE LARGE ROLE THAT THE SOCIAL ENVIROTIMET.¡T PLAYST

FoR Coouey, THE pERSoNts FEELtNcs Aeour HtHsELF wERE sEEN LARGELv

AS PRODUCTS OF ¡{lS RELATTONS tJtTt{ OTHERS, RELATTONS THAT AFFECTED

HIM FROH THE EARLY YEARS OF LIFE. ONEIS IDEAS OF SELF HAVE BEEI¡

S¡GNIF ICA¡¡TLY EFFECTEO BY !.JHAT HE IMACINES OTHERS TO THINK OF HIM.

Tre nesuurs lrrERE A rrLooKlNc-cLAssrr SELF, oNE THAT REFLEcTED THE

IMAGI NED APPRA I SAL OF OTHERS. COOUEY H IÎ{TEO AROUND f HAT TI{E

trcHARAcrER ANo tJEtcxTtt (rxe tfipoRTANce) or rHAT pERson lil trxose

MtNo oNE sEEs HtMSELF, MAKES ALL THE DTFFERENcE r.ilTH oNets FEEL-

INGS TOT,'ARO HIMSELF¡

!,/e tRe AsHAûlEo ro sEEM EvAstvE tN THE
pRESENCE OF A STRATGHTFORTJARD MAil,
COT.'ARDLY IN THE PRESENCE OF A BRAVE ONE,



GROSS tN THE EYES OF A REFll{E ONE,
AND so oN. hle nuw¡ys tMÀctNE, At'¡D ilt
I HAG I N I NG SHARE, THE .TUOGEMENTS OF THE
OTHER HINDO A M¡I WILL EOAST TO ONE

PERSON OF AN AcT I Ot¡ - SAY SOHE SHARP
TRANSACT I OT.I I N TRADE . WH I CH I{E hIOULD

BE ASHAMEO TO OII,N TO ANOTHER. (e. I52)

GeoncE Me¡o

I{xrue rHE THEoRtES oF J¡r"rEs (1890) ¡¡¡o Coouey 1902) ATTEHeTED

T0 covER BRoAD AREAS oEALlNc tilTlt rHE rrsELFrr, MeAo ilARRowEo Hls

DISCUSSION OOU'N TO THE EFFECTS THAT SIGI¡IFICANT PEOPLE HAVE ON

oilEts sELF-coNcEPTo AcconotNG To l4elo, txe tNDtvtDUAL n¡TERnALtzEs

THE IDEAS AND ATTITUDES EXPRESSED 8Y THE KEY PEOPLE IN HIS LIFEC

Txtr ts, THE nto¡vtDuAL REspoNDs ro HtHsELF AltD DEvELops sELF-

ATTITUDES COT.¡S ISTENT h'ITII TI{OSE EXPRESSED BY THE SI GN ¡F ICAI¡T

OTHERS IN HIS bJORLD¡ INTERUNUIZII{G THEIR ATT¡TUDES AND BEHAVIOR

TOWARD HrM, HE VALUES |{|MSELF AS THEY REGARo AilD VALUE HtM At{D

oEHEANS HIMSELF TO THE EXTENT TI{AT THEY REJEGTT lc'lloREr OR oEHEAI{

HIM¡

l2

I|AVE RESPONDED TO Hll,t, tS THAT HE ASSUMES THE PROPERTtES OF A

SOCIAL OBTJECTo IIJNET TXIS OCCURRED HE TENDS To coNcEIVE oF HII.ISSLF

AS HAVING THE CI{ARACTERISTICS AND VALUES THAT OTHERS ATTRIBUTE TO

HlMr

Txe eHo RESULT oF REspoNorNc ro HTHSELF AS srcNrFrcA¡rr orHERs

Supponr ¡ vE RESEARcH

JaNes (1890), MeAo (1934), ANo Coouey (t9Oz) rHEoRtzEo rHAr

THE Il.IDIVIDUAL'S SEUT ATTITUOES T¡JERE TO AN IHPORTANT EXTENT THE

PRODUCT OF REFLECTED APPRAISALS OF PERSO¡¡S IN ONEIS SOCIAL



EilvtRo¡¡HE¡tr. FRom rxe tR THEoRlEs, HucH HAs BEEN hrntrrElt Aaour

THE ATTITUDES AI{D BEHAV¡OR OF TTC ATRO-AMENICAII CITTZENO TXESE

otgcusstoNs SPEAK oF

commuNlrY" Txe uoc¡c

soc|ETAL RANKTNG OF BLACKS m TERHS OF THEtRt RACTAL STATUS¡

occuPATroHAL POSTTtON; pHyStCAL TypEi FAMtLy BACKGRoUNO¡ SOCTAL

PERFORMAT¡CE MARKEDLY REDUCEO THEIR ABILITY TO PERCEIVE THEH-

SELVES AND THEIR ETHNIC GROUP MEMBERS AS I{ORTHY.

Aususeu (1963) BEL tEvED THAT Lor', sELF-pERCEprtoN I'JAs

COMf'IuN I cATED T¡IROUCH ExTERNAL I NFLUET¡cEs oF THE AmenI cA!¡ cuLTuRE.

(p. 35)

Txg Necno cHILD IrHERITs An InFERIoR
cAsrE srATUSo.. THRoucH uNpLEAsAltr
COIITACTS t'rlTH l{HITE PERSOT{S AND l¡úlTH
¡NSTITUTIONALIZED SYHBOLS OF CASTE
rNFERtoRtry (E.c., sEGREcATED scHooLS,
r¡E r cHBoRHooos, AMusEMENT euaces) ntro
MORE I I{D I RECTLY THROUGH MASS-MED I A ATID

THE REACTIONS OF HIS OhTI{ FAMILY¡¡¡ HE

PERCEIVES HII4SELF AS A1'I OBJECT OF

DERTSON AND DtSPARACEMENT, AS SOCtALLY
REJECTEO BY THE PREST ¡ GEFUL ELEMENTS OF

soc I ETY.

THE Lor', sELF-pERcEprto¡t oF THE Arno-AlleRtcln

UNDERLYING THESE THEORIES T{AS THAT THE LOT.'

l3

SELF-PERCEPTION CAME FROM STUDIES SHO!{ING THAT BLACK CHILOREII

Mucn Or THE EvIOENoE BEI{IND THE ASSUMPTIoN oF A LoÙI sLAcK

PREFER LIG]ITSKINNED

BROtrt¡ SK I N¡ (CUlnX

Cnoors, l97o)

cANAptAN- rNprANg

Txe NuMseR oF

tN 1970 HAs BEE!¡ EsTTMATED To sE BETTIEEN 4801000 ro l rllOr0OO.

DOLLST PICTURES, OR PUPPETS TO THOSE l'rlTH

ANo CLARK, 1939¡ Sreve Hsot't eno Srewlno, 1958;

PERSONS !{ITH NAT I vE I Ho I ¡¡¡ ANcESTRY I I{ CANAoA



(Fnroenes, 197+, e. 12) Nnrrve

LIVING I{UCH LOT{ER I{HETI COHPARED

soctETYo AcconotNc ro HawtxoRH,

(1966, p. 21 ), trrxE HAJoRTTY oF

A GROUP ECOT{OHICALLY OEPRESSEO

HAVE BEcoME t{ I DELY AccEprED I N' CANAoA.rt

Tre ilIr I vE I ND I AT¡ PEoPLES Or C¡nIOA CAN 8E AOM I T¡ I STRAT I VELY

DrvrDEo r¡rro FouR cATEcoRrEs! (Fntoenes, 1974, pp.2-3)

l) .
Tu ¡ s cnoup r s cor{s I DERED To coNS I sr oF
THE TIAT!VES !{HOSE ANCESTORS MADE AGREEI
¡.tEnrs (oR trrnear I Esrr ) w t rn rHE CRowt{.
Trese I no I ltts suRREt'tDEREo rHE I R LAI{D I n

REIUR!{ FOR A RESERVE, A SHALL ANIUtTY ANO

AN rrtrtAL cosr ourLAy. TxEv enE cot-
SIDERED TO BE UNDER THE REGULATIOIIS AS

spEctFrEo By rxe BntrrsH Nonrn ANen¡ceu
Acr (ANn) or 1867 AND LArER rr{E lHorer
Acr. or 1951. 0r rrE .rusr'ovER 2501000
REcrsrEREo lNDrANs tr,¡ C¡Hto¡ nr 1971,
ABoUT HALF I{ERE I N TH I s cATEcoRy. To
HAI¡¡TAtN THETR ttTREATt'r oR REclsrEREo
STATUS, T|{EY MUST LIVE ON THE RESERVE,
MArNTArN A REsrDEt¡cE oN THE RESERvE, ano/on
RETURN TO LlvE o¡l THE RESERVE FOR A SPECI-
FIED PERIOD EVERY TI{REE YEARS¡

IIoIITT PEOPLES HAVE A STANDARO OF

To rHE REsr oF rre C¡r¡¡ol¡n

C¡Inns, JnuIEgoN, Alo Lvsvr

THE IHoIer PoPULATIO}I coNsTITuTEs

III TERMS OF THE STAIIDAROS THAT

l4

2) Rec ¡ sre3Eo NoH-Tneery I Ho r aNs. I r{o r ANs r N

Queeec, THE MrnlrtMES, pARTs oF Tt{E Nt¡lT ¡Ho
tN Hosr oF B. C. olo Nor cARRy oN NEGortA-
TIONS ttrlTH THE FEOERAL GOVERT{MENT AND

THEREFoRE ARE Nor coNStDERED rrTREATyrr

I Ho t lt'ts, ALTHoU ct{ I N soME cAsEs rHEy I{ERE

GIVEN CROI¡JN LAND.
Llre rxosE tN GRoue l, txey ARE DEF tt'tEo

es lruo¡¡t'¡s rN THE LEGAL sENsE oF THE !.JoRD¡

T¡re tMpoRTANT pottT HERE ts rHAT A pERsoN

cAN BE A rrREcrsrEREDtr (uecau) ¡HorAN AnD
suErJEcT To ALL lHE PRovIsIoNs oF THE INDIAN
Acr, even rHouGH Hts BANo oR TRTBE HAS t{or
9IGÎ{ED A TREATY WITH THE GOVERNMENT.



3) NoH-Re c ¡ srEng o lJgr l¡ r¡ o PEopLE I lt
THIS CROUP HAY EXHISIT ALL T}IE
cuLTURAL eHo/on RAcTAL ATTRTBuTEs oF
ll¡¡otANNEssrl Bur rHEy ARE Nor DEFTNED

AS IilO IAI{S I N THE LEGAL SENSE. AITHOUCH
Tl{Ey ARE Nor coNs¡oERED trREctsrEREorl

lHo¡rHs (aec¡use rHEy REFUsEo-oR rdERE

IIOT ALLOI'JED--TO MAKE AGREEHENTS I{ITH THE
Cnow¡¡) rrrv sHARE Mosr oF THE soctAL ANo
PHYSIcAL cHARAcTERISTIcS oF TREATY INoIANS.

4) lEItg. MeMeeRs oF TH r s cRoup ARE DEF I NEo
As HAvn¡c rtMtxEDrt ANcEsrRy. lHtrtALLY
THE TITLE MEANT A HALF rrmtxrunErr or FReHcr
lilo lNDtAN, ALTHoUcH tr ltAs Nor¡J BEEN

BROAOENED TO INCLUDE ALL PEOPLE h'ITH AT
LEAST soME I Ho I ¡TT AI¡cEsTRYo Txesc PEoPLE,
As t'rELL As rHosE r N cRouP 3, nne ¡g¡
SUBJEcT TO THE REGULATIoNS oF THE IHoI¡H
AcT.

Fn¡oeRes 1197+, ep. ?4-54) ourut¡tED FtvE BAstc coNDtrtons oF

rHE Cer¡orAN t.tATrvE ctrrzEN ToDAyo TresE brERE: l) r-ow tNcoMEi

2) roon occupATtonsi 3) pooR HEALTHS 4) utcx oF FoRMAL CnHlor¡H

Eouc¡rroNi Ano 5) poon LtvtNc corlDtrtoNSo

l5

Low lHcoue. HAwTHoRN ET ALo sHot, TI{AT THE
pER cAptrA tNcomg pER YEAR rroR Netlvgs ts
ABour $300, AND ABour $1400 ron Euno-C¡H¡otANSot
TxEne rs A srHILAR otscRgpAncy BETTJEEN THE T!{o
CROUPS IN A YEARLY EARNINGS PER I{oRKER. FoR
l¡¡o¡ans rxE FtcuRE rs $l136l; ron Euno-CANADtANs
tr rs $4rooo.

Us¡¡¡c rHE STANDARD KEy By rHE FEoERAL GovERN-
r4E¡¡T As A MEAsuRE oF povERTv ($srsoo), .¡.ovER g0
PER CENT OF THE NATIVE PEOPLE COULD BE CONSIDERED
LlVltlc l1{ P0VERTY.

&roR o_ccuper¡o¡ls. THE spEctFtc compostrtoN oF
lro¡e¡rs ¡N THE LABoR FoRcE sxo!{ THAT 20 peR cenr
ARE CLASSIFIED AS FARMERS OR FARM I¡JORKERS¡ AH

ADDITtoNAL 36 pen cENT ARE EvENLy sp¡-tr BETttEEN
TRADtTtoNAL AcrtvtrtEs (e.c. HUNTT¡tc ANo rnneetHc)
ANO PRODUCTION I.JORKT F¡TTEEi¡ PER CENT ARE LOGGERS.
Txe Reun I N r Nc 27 pen cENT HAvE Lob, srATus JoBs
Excgpr FoR THE 3 pER cgnt tN MANAGERTAL ANo pRo-
FEsstot{AL AcrtvlrlEs¡ THe¡n REpRESENTATton tN



Poon xe¿!-rr. UNTIL THE ece or 35, IroI¡rs
GEI¡ERALLY HAD A I4UCH HICHER OEATH RATE THATI

THE ¡tATtorAL LEVEL, Bur AFTER 35 rxe ntre
BECOMES VERY SIHILAR TO THE REST OF THE
POPULAT I ON. ¡ I ¡THE C¡NIO I EH I flD I AI{S HAD T}IE

EFFECT OF I NCREAS I ¡¡G OEATHS I ¡¡ I IIFAIICY
By 5.4 pER cENT, THE NATtoltAL TNFANT t{oRTALtry
R¡tg sy 3.1 pER cENT, THE tLLEctrtMATE BTRTH
RATE By 10.9 pen cEilT AND DEATH FRoH ALL
cAUsE,s sv I .3 PER cErlTe

$cK oF FoRMAL CANADtAil EDucATtoN¡ ¡o¡ THE

IIATIVE IS BECOMING INCREASIT.IGLY UNDER-
REPRESENTED I N THE EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM h'I{ILE
THE REVERSE APPLIES TO THE BRITISH
(corelnlr t ve cnoue). I Ho ¡nH cH TLDREN r N THE
5-24 ¡ce cRoups btERE UNDER-REpREsENTED By
12.5 peR ceNr tH 1951. By 196l rHev r¡o
It{cREAsED ro 13.5 pen cENT¡ lr wE coHpARED
THts 0ATA To rHE Bn lrtsn ETHI'|tc cRoup¡ wE

FmD A REvERSAL. lr.r l95l , THE OVER-
REpREsEnrATtvENEss r{AS oNLy 3 pen cEilT,
sv 1961. THE oATA THEII succEsr rHAT rNsrEAo
oF THE rrEoucATtoNAL cACr cLostilc, tr ts lt¡
FACT ltJ I DEN I I'lc.

PgoR trv¡He conorrroHs. THE TNTERNAL
sTRucTuRE oF I Ho I¡¡I llous ING GENERALLY I s
REPRESEt'¡TAT¡vE oF Lot{ER cLASS¡ FoR EXAMnLE,
..., rru 1968-1969 neenuy 20 pen cENT oF THE

HousEs tN [',lANtroBA HAD ot¡E Roomo
ResenvE HoustNc ts cENERALLv oF Lot{

quALrry (rH nec¡no ro FAcrLrrrES sucx As
ELEcrRrctry, HEATINc, etc.) THe xouses ARE

Hosrl.y oLD AND ovERoRo!.JDED. AccoRotNG To
Sr¡r t sr I cs CereoA, ovERcRor.JD I Nc occuRS !.JHEil

TIIE IIUMBER OF PEOPLE PER HOUSE EXCEEOS T¡{É

ltuMBER oF RooMs. Us I Hc r¡{ | s STANDARo, ovER
80 pen cENT oF lruol¡H HoMES cAN BE DEFTNED
As ovERcRovJoED. (Fn t oenes , 197+, 1974, pp.24-541

!'l¡rt rxe BLEAK coNDtrtoNs UNDER rtrHtcH THE lHo¡¡Hs ulve tN

THIS LAST CATECORY CAI.I 8E SETTER VIETJED

Ir{ RELATTON TO rHe BnrrrsH (12 een cenr),
.lews (+o een ceur) ¡ro FRercr (B pen cenr).

l6

Ctrlo¡, vERy LtrrLE RESEARcH l{As BEEN REeoRTED coNcERNtNc rHEtR

psycHoLoctcAL REAcrtoNs ro rHEtR struATtoNs. HowgveR, oNE sruDy

OIo INvESTIGATE SPATIAL PERcEPTIoN oF BRITISH CoLUMBIn IHoI¡H



ANO WHtrE SCHOOLCHILDREN. GAODEs, MCKenZlEr AllO B¡Rt¡sUeY (1972,

p. 2+31 sruotED spATtAL tMAcERy tr{ INDtAN Alo t{llrE scxooLcxlLDREN.

Slxrv-etcHT rtn{trE cHtLoRE¡r Ar{D F tFTy-stx ¡ NDtAt{ scHooLcHlLDREtl

I{ERE THE sugJEcrs. TxE resr HEAsUREs brERE THE¡ Buocr Destcu Tesr¡

PoRrsus MnzE Tesr¡ Goooerouc¡ DRAbr-A-M¡tt Tesr; ANo rHE CuesslFlcA-

TIOII SUETEST OF THE CATTEUI- CUUTUNE F¡IR TEST. TXE IH¡UVSIS OF

vARtANcE pERFoRHEo oN THE DATA YIELoED slGNlF¡cANT F v¡uugs roR

rne c¡rreuu cuurune Fe¡R lNIELLrcENcE euorrEnrs tl ] o.go, .df = 3rlzof

! (.ot), Ponreus Mrze Tesr quortEnrs (E - 3.02r..f .3rl20, 2< .05)t

rxo WISC Buocr Des¡en Sc¡uE scoREs (L= z.?8, df = 31120, B ( .OS).

No DIFFERENcEs trERE Founo BETt¡rEEt¡ THE cRouPs o1'l rHE GoooEnoucx

Dnaw-A-l4rn r NrELL r cENcE QUor rErrs (E = 0.6+, d,.f = 3rl20, N.s. )

Txe coÈrp¡R r sou oF cRoup HEANs BY THE Scxerrg PRocEDURE

Y¡ELDEO NO SIGNIFICANT RESULTS FOR

Buocr DesrcH Sceue scoREs oR Tt{E PoRreus Meze Tesr QuortENT.

HoweveR r oN rne C¡rreul CuuruRe F¡ I R I NTELL I cEl¡ce quor I ENTS,

l7

DTFFERENCES WERE OBSERVED BET!'JEEN RURAL !{HITE At¡D SEMI-AoCULTURATED

lHorrn cHILDREN (E. = to.45r df = Irl2or g<.05)r R'RAL hr*trE AND

rsoLArEo lruo¡lH cHILDRET{ (f . t3.00, df - trl29, g(.Ol), aro

uRBAr{ rtrxtrEs ANo tsoLATED lruo¡¡H cH¡LDREN (E = t 0.29t Slf - t ,720)

!, 2.05). Tre compaRtson BETI{EEN uRBAN trHtrEs ANo sEMt-AccuLTURATED

lxo¡¡ns urAs nor stcnrFtcANT AT THE .05 LeveL (E- = z.gz, *lf = I rl2o,

!,(.10). Txese FrNotNGs pRovtDED suppoRT THAT THE lrorax cHTLDREN

HAD NO S¡GNIFICANT DIFFSRENCES IN THEIR SPATIAL IHAGERY FROM THE

h,I{ I TE G}I I LDREI{ ¡

TI{E scOREs OF EITHER rUE I.JISC



t8

l¡ rxe AREA oF HortvATror, AtH C¡mEnor ¡ro Txor'ms SroR¡r (19721

ALso sruDleo BRtrtsH CouuNetn, lNDtAfl cHtLoREt¡. THE suoJEcrs trEßE

THtRTv-TI{REE lt¡o¡¡t¡ scxooL cHtLDREn AnD FoRTy-FouR t'rxtrE r{oRKtNc

clAss AltD HtooLE-cLAss scHooLcHtLDREN. Auu sue.recrs !{ERE HALES Ai¡D

RAt¡cED FRoH sEvEN To THtRTEEt¡ yEARs oF AGEo Txe wntrE suBJEcrs

I{ERE otvtoEo tt¡To t{oRXr'tc cLAss oR MTDDLE-cLASs (euue Ailo r'JHtrE

coLLAR) oeeerotNG ot¡ THErR FArHeRst occupATrofis¡ oile sue.recr FRor{

EACH SOCIO-ECONOMIC GROUP T{AS HATCHED TO EACH OF THE IT,lDIAN

SUBTIECTST FITTV TRIALS OF A CONCEPT LEARTIING TASK TdERE PRESENTED

uNDER COltDtrtONS OF HATERTAL (CenOV) OR NOI{-HATERtAL (UrCXr rUrSX)

REITARD. Trg goys:I{ERE RANDoT'tLy AsstGI{ED To Etrt{ER n M¡teRte¡_

REIJARD GRoup oR n NoN-HATERtAL RET,TARD cRoup. Fon EacH coRREcr

GUESS l¡l THE HATERIAL REITARD GROUP, CANDY trlOULo APPEAR¡ TXE

TIOII-MATERIAL REI.JARO GROUP RECEIVEO A LIGHT FLAS¡{ FROM A BULB AT

A coRREcr GUESS¡ Trene brERE No stc!¡tFtcANT DtFFERENcEs Auot{c

ItolaH, HtDoLE-cLAss AND t{oRKtNG-cLAss, trHtrE cHILDREN t{HEt{ A

HATERIAL REIdARD T{As PRESENT. MIDDLE-CLASS cHILOREN PERFoRHED BETTER

rxlr lNDrAr,r cllLoREN (s = +.18; g < .01) ano woRKtNc-cLAss bJH¡TEs

(! = 3.00t g < .01) wxen No MATERTAL RErdARos !,JERE crvE!¡. lHo¡ens

AIID I.'ORKINC-CLASS T{HITES OID NOT DIFFER SIGT{IFICA}¡TLY UNDER EITHER

cof{otrtoNS. EveH tF No stcNtFtcANT otFFERENoE urAS FouilD tN soME

cAsES MTDDLE-CLASS, WHTTE

¡.rORK lNG-CLASS trH ITES UNDER BOTH cONOITtONS OF REITARD.

Mot¡v¡rrofl ANo ATTlruDlt'rAL cHARAcrERrsrrcs oF rdxrrE Ailo

cHILDREI{ DID BETTER TITAN Iuo¡e¡Is on



lrolr¡¡ sruDE!¡Ts HAs ALso BEEII REpoRTEo tt AtorHER sruDvo

(svolAHA Ar{D REHeEL | 1El2l Txev usEo rHE THEHATTc AppeRceprror{

Tesr (fnf), A pRoJEcrrvE TEsr, To Assess orFFERErcEs n{

ATTtruotr{AL ANo HortvATtoNAL cATEGoRtES FoR r{lttrgs nno lilDtAnsr

Two HuronED FoRTy-EtcHT suB.rgcrs FRoM roßTHERT¡ S¡sx¡tcxgwn¡¡

IúERE usEo. ONE HUnDRED THTRTEEN suaJEcrs ù{ERE lHol¡r¡s AND oNE

HUNoRED THtRTy-FtvE susJecrs ¡{ERE htxtrEo Txe ¡ce RAilcE r{As ELEVEN

To E I GHTEE¡¡ yEARST Tre expen t MElrERs I{ERE I t{TEREsrEo I }t

IIIVESTIGATIÎIC T{HETHER OR I.IOT ['ETIS CHILDREN HAVE A GREATER AI{ARE-

t¡Ess oF povERTy rHAr{ rolr-lHo¡¡r¡ cHtLoRElt. Atso, THE ExpERtMEltrERs

ÙrAnrED To Knotd tF lHol¡t¡ cHtLDREI{ Asp¡RE To Act{tEvEMEnrs Ano

sATtsFAcrtoNs ort{ER THAI'¡ THosE ExpERtENoED By rHEIR pAREt'trsr Foun

oATEcoRtEs oN rxe TAT u¡ERE DEStcnATED As sr{or{tN6 Al AbrAREr{Ess oF

povERTy. TtrE spectFtc cRtrERtA FoR EAcH oF THE cATEcoRtEs rrJAs Nor

FIENT torED. THE cATEcoR tEs I{ERE: THEMES oF povERTy AND û¡URTURANoE¡

sEcuRtryi MoNEyi EMnLovMENT¡ Txe EXeERtMENTERS tNvesrtcATEo

ASPIRATIONS 9Y USING EIGHT CATEGORIES h'HICH ALSO HAD NO CRITERIA

l9

T.'ENT I OT{EDO TNESE CATEGOR I ES I{ERE 3

EXAMtNATt0t{; ASPtRATtOilS tNVOLVtNC HtGH HARKS AND EDUCATTON;

sERVtCE ORTENTATTONS; SPENDil¡C; POSSESStt¡6 MATERTAL GOODS¡ tNCOMEi

HOl'rEY¡ STATUS ANO PRESTtGEi SECURtTYi HAVtNc BETTER HOMEi HORE

Fooo. Txe a-resr srATtsrtcs I{ERE Nor REpoRTED. Txe otrn sHotdEo

GREATER AwARElrEss oF povERTy AHoilc lro¡¡H scHooLcHtLoREt{ rxni¡ wx¡rE

CHILDREN AS FOUT{O FROM THE 9IGIIIFICANTLY HIGH SCORES OF SECURITY

ANo povERTy nuáruRrrcg. lH TERHs oF AsptRATtolts rHE REsuLTs

sHobrED lnora¡l suairccrs ro BE stciltFtcAt'trLy HtcHER oN THREE oF THE

ÎHEHES OF SCI{OOLT{ORK AI¡D



EIcHI AsPIRATIoII CATECORIEg¡ TNE SICIIIFICAIITLY HIGHER CAÎEêORIES

I{EREt COoO MARKS AND EDUCATIOI¡¡ SERVICE; SPEtlDlllc HOI{EY FOR

HATERTAL cooDs. lT wAs Fouito THAT URBAN clRLs sHo}JED HIGHER scoREs

FoR rrcooD HARKS, EoucATloNrr THAN BoYsr 8ur rHERE I{ERE llo sEx

DTFFEßEÎ{CES FOR I HO l¡t'¡ oR TORTHERN t{H ITE cH ILOREN. lU cenenlUt

THIS STUOY SHOT.,,EO THE IilOIAT{ SCHOOLCHILDREII TO BE A!'ARE OF

POVERTY 8UT 10 IIAVE TIIE AHEITION TO ESCAPE IT THROUGH THE ATTAIN-

HEÎ{T OF A l{lGH EDUGATtOt{o U¡¡rOntUHeTELY, lT IJAS NOT REPORTEO HOW

REPRESENTATIVE THE Il¡DIAN SUBJECTS WERE TO ALL THE IruOIIH CHILDREN

¡N THE COMMUNITY.

Venv LITTLE RESEARcH HAs InvEsrIcATED How INoIAll sruoENTs

FEEL ABOUT THEMSELVES. AeU-L¡elH (1E721 STUDTEO THE lil-GROUP

ORIEiITATIONS AND SELF-CONCEPTIOI{S OF IUO¡II EHO NON-INDIAN STUDENTS¡

Aeour sEvEûI PER cENT oF SEVETI I{UNDRED IIIGH SCI{OOL STUDEI'¡TS WERE

lroltt¡s. TlrE suBJEcrs trERE NtNETy-stx HtcH scHooL sruoEtlrs. 0¡¡e-

HALF r'rERE I HOI¡HS AND OI{E-HALF VúERE wHlTE. At'¡ INTERVIEt'J TECHNI QUE

T{AS USED hTHICH b'AS DESIGNED TO YIELO INFORHATION ON THE SUEJECTSI

TRIENDSHIP RELATIONSHIP ANO SUB.'ECTIVE DEFINITIONS OF IDENTITYO

Txe euesrtons wEREs

l) Wxo ARE YouR sEst scnooL FRTENDs?

2l lr vou HAD THE opponTuNtry, t'ltrx brHoM ELSE t¡rouLD You LIKE
TO 8E FR IENDST AfilD

3) N¡ue rHREE sruDENTs brxom you LrKE LEAsr tN scxooL.

20

THe seur-ATTtruoEs oF sruDEt¡Ts !,rERE

euEsr¡oN rrl,r/Ho A¡l lrr? lr/xenE EAcH suBJEcr r{As REeuEsrED To Ltsr rEil

STÂTEMENTS T{H I CH BEST OESCR I BED H IMSELFO

DETERHINED BY RESÞONSES TO THE



Tre nesuurs sltotJgo FRtEnosxtp pATTERTS Amot{c rHE lrolnH. ano

brlt tTE sTUoEflTs TO BE I tt-cROUP OR lEI{TEO. WfeH ¡sXeD AEouT FR lENo-

sHlP cHOtCES, THE LIKES AND DISLIKES OF THE trHlTE CHILDREiI I{ERE

ORIEÎITED TOVIARO T}IE I"HITE CHILDRE¡¡, I''HEREAS THE LIKES OF THE

ITTo¡¡H cHILoREII !{ERE oRIEìITED Tor''ARD THE I¡O¡¡T¡ CHILDREN AND THEIR

DISLIKES T{ERE ORIE}ITED TOI"ARO THE T{HITE GROUP.. !{XEil ASKED II!'JITO A¡T

ltr? StXTy pER oENT OF lHE lUOl¡HS IDENT¡FIEO TI{EMSELVES BY Tl{glR

ETH!¡tC GROUP MEMBERSHTP. !'JHEnenS, ONLY SEVEN PER CEI{T OF Tl{E

w}IITE SUBJECTS IOENTIF IED THEMSELVES AS I{HITET NO CONMENTS WERE

¡{AOE AS TO TTIHETHER OR }tOT THE IHO¡¡rS SAt{ THEltsELvEs lN cOOD 0R

BAD !{AyS¡ HOWeveR, THE RESEARoHERS DID STATE THAT FORcEO OR

VOLUNTARY SEGREGATION OF MII{ORITY GROUP MEHBERS h'AS LIKELY TO

RESTRICT OR FORMALIZE IIITER-ETI{NIC RELATIONS AND CORRESPONOINGLY

E¡IHANCE THE SELF-AWARENESS OF l'lll{ORITY GROUP I'IEMBERS¡

I n ¡HorneR ArT I ruDE 5TUDY, ZuK ( l97l ) sruo I ED THE DRAv.r l Ncs

OF NATtve cHtLoREN tN PoPLAR Rtven, MANIToBA (300 mlLes NoRTH OF

!,Jrrunreec) IN oRDER To AssESs THEIR ATTITuDEs TOI.JARD h,HITE PEOPLE.

TTE sua¿ECTS NUMBERED FORTY-THREE AND THE AGE RANGE I.,AS N I I,IE TO

2t

FIFÎEEII YEARS OF AGEO AEOUT HALF OF THE

OUTSIDE OF THEIR COMMUNITY INTO THE h,'HITE'

RESULTS SHOlrrED THAT EIGHTY-I'¡INE PER CENT OF

T{H IÎES AS NOT BE I NG SUPER I OR TO THEI'I I N EVERYOAY L IFE¡

TXESE FEþ' STUDIES HAVE II.IOICATEO THAT I¡¡O¡¡II SCHOOLCHILOREN

SEEM VERY MUCH AtrrARE OF THEIR POVERTY CONDITIONS AND THEY HAVE

HIGH ASPIRATIOITS FOR A I{IGH EDUCATIO}¡AL ATTAINMENTO AHO' TXAT

SUB\'ECTS HAD TRAVELLED

URBAN CENTERS¡ TXE

THE SUB.'ECIS ORE!{



Tt{E r.rorrvATroN oF ltto¡¡¡¡ cHtLoREr oN cot{cEpr LEARNtNc rlsKs

t'rAS tlOT S I CN lF I CAI{TLY D IFFERENT FROM ¡'rH ITE CH tLOREI¡ UI{DER

HATERTAL REwARD conDtrtoNs. lHotnr scHooLcHlLoREN I/úERE ALso

FOUT.ID TO I{OT SEE Ù{HITE PEOPLE AS SUPERIOR TO THEME TXCSE

F IIID¡NGS ARE GENERALLY II'I CONFLICT ¡{ITH THE THEORIES OF PßOMINENT

SOclAL SclEl¡TIST ABOUT THE ATT'ITUDES OF POORr'llON-t{HlTEr MINORITY

GROUPS IN NONTT AMERICA.

DETAILED STATE]'€NT OF THE PROBLEM

J¡r.rEs (1890), Meno (lSs+¡, Aro Coouey (l9OA) rHEoRtzED rt{Ar

AI'I I ND I V I OUAL'S SELF-PERCEPT I ONS A!¡D PERcEPT I oI¡s oF oTHER PEoPLE

¡{ERE TO AN IMPORTANT EXTENT THE RESULT OF

oF pERsoNs tN THETR ENvtRot{MEilTr TnE¡n

IIANY RACIAL PREFEREÀICES STUOIES ALL OVER

DETERMI NE lF NoN-rtrH I TE ETHI¡ I c cRoups REALLY pERcE I vE THEHSELvEs

ITI DIFFERENT I{AYS THAII THE DOHINA¡¡T I{HITE SOCIETY¡ RCCEHTIY,

SEVERAL RESEARCI{ERS HAVE STRONGLY DISAGREED tJITH Tt{E ASSUMPT¡ON
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THAT NON-!{HITE ETHNIC GROUPS SEE THEMSELVÊS IN DIFFERENT T{AYS

T{HICH CAN BE SHOWN IN THE PREFERENCE OF I.JHITE OR BLACK COLORED

Toys (oolr-s, puppETs, ETCo)r sreveHson AND STEIJART (l9sg, pp.4o?-g)

EXPLAINED TI{E RACIAL PREFERENcEs oF CAucAsoIo FEATURED ToYs AMol{G

BLACK CH ILDREN AS THE FOLLOÙ.JI NG3

NecRo cHILDREN LIvE !N A PREooMINATELY
t{HlrE soclETy. DouLs, BooKs, MAcAztNEs,
AND TELEVtStON MORE FREqUENTLY DEptcT THE
túHlrE THAN NEGRo tNDtvtouAL. WHtrE
CIIILOREN LIV¡NG IN A SEGREGATEO COMMUNITY
HAvE LEss ExpERtENcE wlrx NEcRoEs AND RE-
PRESENTAT¡oNs oF NEcRoEs. lr tr ts Hypo-
THESIZED THAT YOUNG CHILDREN PERCEIVE OBì'ECTS
As BEING rro|FFERENTn To THE DEcREE THAT Tl{E

REFLECTED APPRAISALS

THEORIES HAVE GENERATED

Nonrn AmEn¡cA To



C}IARÀCTER I ST I CS OF THE O8r'ECTS DEV I ATE

FROM THOSE EIICOUI{TEREO IN THEIR EVERY-

oAY EXPERIENCEST lT MAY BE PREDICTEO THAT

YOUNG T.JHITE CH ILDREN h'OULO PERCE IVE THE

CHARACTERIST¡CS OF b'HITES AS BEING

RELE VANT o

LEvtN AND !ìrARov,rELL (1962, P. 48) suRvEYED THE RESEARcH UsEs

oF DOLL PLAY IN THE LITERATURE. TXEY TOUND THAT T{HEN ELACK ANO

I{H¡TE CHILDREN I'JERE OBSERVED IN AN UNSTRUCTUNEO DOLL PLAY

SITUATtON, THEY SHOI'IED NO DIFFERENCE FOR A DOLL¡ TXe pOINT HERE

tìrAS TH^T THE T¡{EORlEs oF IEAO, JAMÉS¡ ANo COOUEY weRE l1'¡ DoUBT

¡,HEN THEY ¡NE USEO TO EXPLAIN THE SELF-PERCEPTION OF NORIH

Amen¡cAls PooRr Noll-vlHlrEr ETHNIc GRouPs

TXE PNOSUEM IS COI{SIDERED TO BE TIIE CONTRADICTIONS BETI'JEEN

THE THEORTES OF THE SELF-PERCEPTION AND RECENT EMPIRICAL RESEARCHT

Txe rxeoR¡Es oF J¡MEs (1890)r cooLEY (1902)r AND MEAD (1934)

pROPOSED THAT ONErS sELr-PERCEPTIOtI lS RAISED OR LOI'TERED FRoM

THE pERSONTS tfi¡TERACTIONS l,rlTH HIS ENV¡RONMEtIT. ReCE¡¡t RESEARCH

HAs SHOTJN THAT tN CANADA THE POOR, LOt, STATUS, lHoIANS oO NOT

SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFER FROM t''I{ITES IN COGNITIVE SKILLS NOR DO THEY
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t{AvE A LACK OF MOTlVATlOtl. BUt, HO RESEARcH HAS BEEI¡ REPoRTEo

b,HIcH EXAMINED HOW IHOIIHS FELT ABOUT THEMSELVES AND PEOPLE IN

THEIR SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT.

IH OROEN TO RESOLVE THE COû¡FLICT BETV',EEN THE THEORIES OF

MEAD (1934), JANes (1890), AND Coouev (1902) ArlD 5ELF-PERcEPrloN

STUO|ES, A STUoy trAS PROPOSED. TXtS STUOY uTOULD MEASURE HOtd

SCHOOLCHILDREN FROM DIFFERENT STATUS CULTURAL GROUPS SAT'' THEM-

SELVES AND HOT.' THEY VI ET''JEO PEOPLE I N THE I R ENV I RONMENT¡



S¡rce lHol¡Hs ARE coNStDERED RELATtvELy DtsAovAnrAGED

tl¡ THE C¡u¡orAN soctETy ANo BEcAusE THEv ARE LooKEo oor{N upor

BY SOC IETY IT b'AS HYPOTHES I ZED 1HA13

I ) FRercx-Ca¡¡AD r AN nno EHcu r sr-C¡Hao I AN suB.recrs
¡{ILL RATE THEHSELVES SIGNIFICANTLY MORE

FAVOßABLE THAN THE SELF-PERCEPTION RATINGS OF

Tl{E lro¡¡H SUB.JECTS.

lH loo¡Ttofrt ro rt{E EFFEcrs rHAT ETI{Ntc cRoup HEHBERsHtp

HAS 0N SELF-PERCEPTION, lT lrrÂS THOUGHT THAT AcE ANO SEX

DtFFERENcES MAy AFFEcT oNErs pERcEprtou. AcE o¡FFERENoES As t{As

DISOUSSED EARLIER SEEMED TO HAVE AN INFLUEI{CE Otl HOI{ ScHooL-

CIIILOREII VIEh'ED TI{EMSELVES. TXE RESE¡RCH F IIIDINGS OF

RoseneeRc (1970) AND ENcEL (1959) tNDtcArED rHAr tr{ rHE rEN ro

SIXTEEN YEAR OLD ADOLESCENT AcE RANGE, TI{ERE ù'JERE SlcNlF ICANT

AGE DTFFERENcES. SpEctFtcALLy, THE TwELvE AND THTRTEEN vEAR oLD

scHooLcHtLDREN SAr{ THEMSELVES AS LESS FAVORABLE THAi{ THE 10, ll,

14,15 on 16 ye¡n oLD ADoLEScENTs. Sl¡¡ce rHE AGEs oF THE scHooL-

cHrLoREn rN THts sruoy RAt¡cE FRoM l0 ro 16 yenns oF AcE, tr

WAS HYPOTHESIZEO3

2l Sueuecrs urxo I{ERE lO-lt, 14, 15-16 yEARs oF
AGE },' I LL RATE THEMSELVES S I GN I F I CANTLY MORE

FAVoRABLE T|{AN THosE suBirEcrs !,rHo ARE 12 nno
13 ve¡ns oF AcE.
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CI{APTER SHOI/\,EO THAT SEX O IFFERENCES S I GN IF I CANTLY I TFLUENCED HO!{

Sol4e or rHE sruDtEs DtscussED

SCHOOLCH ILOREN SEE THEHSELVES¡

HORE FAVORED I II SOC I ETY AND

LEVEL A1 Tâ'H I CH THE FEHALE PERCE I VES H I HSELF. SO, I T T.'AS HYPOTHE-

s I zEo T|{AT 3

IN AN EARLIER SECTION OF THIS

lr rs rHoucHT THAT THE HALE brAs

PERCEIVED HIMSELF EETTER TI{AN THE



3) Maue sue.rEcrs t{tLL RATE THEHSELvES stcNtF tcA}trLv
HORE FAVORABLE THAN THE SELF-PERCEPTION RATIIIGS
OF THE FEHALE SUEI'ECTS.

Tre ¡DEAL Mrtus sELF DrscREpAilcy scoRg HAs BEEn ryp¡cALLy

A HEASURE oF pERsot{AL AD¡rusr}lENT¡ Tre cne¡rER THE DtscREpANcy

BETITEEN THE |OEAL SELF ANO THE ACTUAL SELF' tlt LO!{ER Tt{E LEVEL

OF PERSONAL AD.'USTHENT COMPARED TO THE REST OF THE POPULATION.

AccoRornc To HewrxoRn ET AL¡ (1966, p. 7271, ttA r{tDELv AccEprED

POPULAR EXPLAi¡ATtOt{ AND PERHAPS 0il8 THAT tS VALtD, FOR THE

FAILURE oF tNDtvtDuAL lnolens ANo BANDs ro DEvELop EcouomtcALLy,

COULD BE LUMPED U!¡DER THE GEI{ERAL HEAOINc OF PERSONAL DIS-

ORGAN I zAT IoN. Bex¡v I oR PATTERNS I¡,I DELY ATTR I BUTEo ro I no I als

AS PROOF OF PERSONAL DTSORGANTZATTON ARE THOSE OF DRUNKEIil¡ESS,

sExuAL PROMTSCU tTY, SHTFTLESSI{ESS OR LAZtNESS, tRRESPONStB¡LtTy,

NECLECT OF FAM¡LY, At{D THE LtKEott cOtSeqUeUrUy, tT !{AS HypO-

THESIZED THAT

4) l¡¡ot¡t¡ suB.recrs r,lLL HAVE A stcNtFtcANTLy HtcHER
DISCREPANCY SCORE BETI,JEEN II IDEAL SELFII HI}IUS
rrgg¡¡'rr , THAN FnEHcn-CaNAD I At{ on EHcu ¡ sH-Cerno t ¡r¡
sugJEcTs.
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CHAPTER I I

T€THOD

Sug.rEcrs

Tre sue.recrs wene: 5l (30 Naues nr,¡o 2l remnues) lnotaHs¡

4 (25 HALEs ¡Ho l9 rem¡res) E¡rcutsx-CeHeotAN; AitD 56 (24 HALES

¡no 32 remlres) Fnercx-CeNADrAr scnooLcrtLDRENc Txe lroteH

sue.rEcrs I{ERE scnooLcrtLoREl tN TltE 6rnr TrHr AttD 8rr cnnoes

t Ho ATTENDED scnoot- oN THE FoRr A¡-exAilDER RESERvE. Tre

rúH I TE suBJEcrs weRg FReHcx-Ce¡¡¡o I At¡ AND Et¡cu ¡ sx-CetAo I lH

scxooLcxtLoREN m rHE 6rx,?rH,8ttt, AND 9rH cReoes AT THE

Powenvtew Scnoor-. S¡nce rxe Fonr Auex¡noen ReseRve oÌ{Ly PRo-

vtoED A FoRMAL C¡HlorAN EDUcATto¡¡ up ro Ano tNcLuDtHc rgE 8rx

cRADE, Tt{E 9rx cRnoE sTuDENTS usuALLy coNTtNuEo rHEtR EDucATton

AT Tr{E PoweRvtEw ScHooL. So, rxe Powenvlgw Scxoou 9rx cRADE

sruDEltTs rnom FoRr Auexn¡¡oeR ReseRve þrERE ALso usED AS suBtrEcrs

AND cLAsslFtED As rrlt'¡DtANrr. THE MA!¡troBAN coMMuNtrtEs oF

FoRr AUexANDER ¡uo PoweRvtEw ARE LooATED ABour B0 mlles NoRTg

or lTIINNtPEG¡ TrE rOW¡¡ Or PINEFALLS, MAI{ITOBA, IS LOCATED

serweEH Font A¡-exeroEn ¡ru0 PowgRVtEttr

Txe Fonr Auex¡¡¡ogR ReseRve REStDENTS LtvED MosrLy tN NEt¡JLy

BUtLT, RANcH-TypE HousEs. Txese HousEs t{tERE FUNDED BY THE



FeOeR¡u GOvERNmeilt. Aaout SIxTY PER cEl{T oF THE ll¡ot¡r

FAMILtES HAVE CARSo HOWEVeR, TAXI-CAB SERVIcE ls PROV¡DED FROH

P¡Her¡uusn THe Fonr AuexANDER ReseRve HAo A PoPULATIoN oF 1909

RESTOENTS tN 1972. THe RSSIOENTs ARE cONSIoERED TO BE TTTREATY

STATUstt I r¡0.¡ eHs (see eece 14) . MOsr I ND I AN sUE.rEcTS HAVE

FATI{ERS }l¡o ARE EMpLoyED As3 àelo cou¡¡clL MEHBERS¡ PAPERMILL

T{ORKERS¡ HUNTERS; AI{D SOME ARE TEACHERS-IN-TRAINING' TTE

¡ilDIAN SUS.,ECTS HAD FIVE TO SEVEII CHILDREN IN TI{E HOUSEHOLO¡

POWSRV¡Et{, MANITOBA l,rAS OFFtcIALLY RECOGT{IZED AS A VILLAGE

til 1953. lt 1972, lT HAo A PoPuLATIoN oF 950 neslDENTSo 0¡e-

THIRD oF lHE POPuLATIO$I I{ERE EHOUISH-CANADIAN PEOPLE AND THE REST

r{ERE HosTLy FRENcH-Cll¡olAN PEoPLE. AUU Or THE FRENcH-CAflADIAN

SUBJECTS V,IERE HOsTLY PROTESTANTS¡ TXe FneHcH-CANAOIAN SUBJEoTS

HAVE AN AVERACE OF FOUR TO FIVE CI{ILDREI{ IN THEIR HOUSEHOLDS¡

TnE EHcuISH-CANADIAN SUB.,ECTS I{AVE AN AVERAGE OF THREE TO FOUR

cHILOREN IN THEIR HOUSSHOLDS¡ MOST OT THE I{HITE FATHERS
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I{ORKED AT THE PAPERMTLL GOMPAT{Y¡ Tfetn EARNIt{GS ARE EST¡MATED

AS EEtNc BErr.rEEN $900 AND $1000 ren MoNTll¡

I NSTRUMENTS

Pne-rest

USED TO DESCRIBE

THE SUBi.lECTS IdERE

AI,ID 8AD I.JOROS AS

A pne-resr brAs ctvEN 1o oETERHINE l'JoRDs

PEOPLE ¡T{ GOOD AI{D 8AD !.JAYSr

RËqUIREO TO L¡ST AND DEFINE AS MANY GOOD

THEY COULD THINK OF¡ TTIEI TXE SUBJÉCTS bJERE

THAT THE SUB.'ECTS

lH rxts PRE-TEsrt



ASKEO TO LIST THE FIVE HOST IHPORTAIIT PEOPLE III TI{EIR LIFE.

(see rxe AppElrorx FoR rxe rne-resr)

Quesrto¡rNArRE

Txe lvpe oF euEsrtoNNAtRE usED To coLLEcr rHE AcruAL

oATA ¡{As rHE sEHANTTc oTFFERENTTAL (so). Txe SD w¡s usEo

BECAUSE IT T{AS A METHOD OF OBSERVING AND HEASURING HOt,{ PEOPLE

FELT ABouT concEprs (¡H THrs cAsE Tt{E concEprs ITJERE NAHEs oF

THE RoLE TrrLEs oF pEopLE. (E.c. MoTHERST rarxens).

Txe SD coNstsrEo oF Tt{ELvE PRE-sELEoIED scALEsr EAcH oF ldxlcH

hrAs A BtpoLAR AoirEcrtvE pAtR¡ Ttg cRtrERtA FoR cxooslNc IJoRDS

trERE OIVIDEO UP l$¡TO THREE CATEGORIEST

I ) Auu woRos trrrH DTFFERENT HEANtNcs MENTtoNED
AT LEAsr 20 r¡MEs oR MoRE BY EAcH ETHNtc GRouP.

2l Au¡- wonos wrrr oTFFERENT HEANtNGs t{¡Tt{
FREeuENcy or l0 ro 19 TtMEs occuRRENcE
EACH ETHNIG GROUPo
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3) Auu wonos ulrH D TFFERENT HEAN I Ncs wtrr A

FREquENcy or 5 ro 9 rlmes occuRRENcE tN
EACH ETHNIC GROUP.

A IIsT OF ALL wORDS THAT SATISFIED A!¡Y OF THE ABOVE THREE

cRtrERtA r{As coMp|LED FRoM THE pRE-TEsr RESULTSe Txe u¡sr

ÎOTALLEO FORTY I¡JOROS FROM trHlCH

FoR THE quEsrtoNNArREo TxeN rne RESEARcHER ASStcNEo EAcH oF

Tt{E TbrELvE wonDs trs LoctcAL BtpoLAR oPPostrEr Txe lweuvg Bl-

poLAR SCALES WERES FR IENDLY-UNFR IENDLY' SMART-STUP I D;

FAST-SLOh,i POL ITE-IMPOLITE; K IND-CRUEL; STRONG-WEAK; l{lCE-AIJFUL¡

A

BY

T!'TELVE l,rERE RANOOMLY SELECTED



ACT I VE-PASS M¡ HELPFUL-TTNHELPFULi GENEROUS-SELF'|SH¡

CLEAN-O I RTY! At{O BRAVE-COII ARO.

TI'TELVE CONCEPTS hJOULD BE USED¡

PRESEI'¡TATIVE OF THE DIFFERENT TYPES OF PEOPLE THAT SCHOOL-

CHILDREN OF DIFFEREIIT CULTURAI. BACKGROUNOS I{OULD HAVE COHE

I IITO CO¡¡TACT I{ITI{ ANO FORHED AN OP I I'¡ I ON OF I I'I THE ¡R ENV I RON-

HENT. Fnom rnE pRE-TEsr DATA, oveï 97% oF THE suBJEcrs FELT

THAT THEIR MOTHERS AI,¡D FATHERS hIERE THE MOST IHMEDIATE

stcNtFtcANT PEOPLE lN THETR LtVES. sO, tHe ROLE TTTLES OF

rrMorHgRsrr AND IIFATHERsrr t{ERE I NCLUDED I N THE euEsrt oNNA lRE.

Next, t r r{As oEc t DEo rHAT

Txese coNcEPTs t'rouLo BE RE-

TxE ReSeERcHER cHOsE THE REI4AITIING RoLE TITLES Ù,,HIcH h,ERE!

rrl'lÉ, As I Ar'r Nodri rrl€, As I Lrlouuo Ltre To Berr;

'TFEMALE TE¡cttERsrt ¡ rrFEttALE SroREKEEpERsrr; rrDocroRsrr 
3

ttREu I c tous LsAoeRstt; ttRCMP (orr r cERstt ¡ trBesr Fn ¡eHo (or rxe

SAHE sEx As you )tr ' rr I Ho I ¡u CH I grsrt ; AND ItTotJN MAyoRstr .

THE sus.rEcrs I¡JERE REqUESTED To cHEcK I{HAT THEY FELT !{AS

lHE APPROPR I ATE SCALES SPACE FOR EACI{ B ¡ POLAR AOJECT I VE I I.¡

oRoER To RATE THE concEpr. .(see neeenotx FoR euESTtoNNATRE

eooru'er) Txg sceug spAcE REeRESENTEo NUMBERs oNE THRoucH FtvEo

FoR exnmeue, tF AN tNDtvtDuAL cHEoKED THE ADJEcrtvE pAtR ttGooD-

BAott BELo!,, THE uroRo ttvgnytt ANo NEAR THE soclALLy DEs|RABLE END

oF THE B rpoLAR scALE (cooo), THEN A F I vE rârAs Asst cNED. (see

Frcune l) A roun rs AgsrcNEo tF THE suBJEcr cHEcKED THE spAcE

UNoER THE broRo ItsoMEulHATrr NEAR THE soctALLY oEslRAgLE END oF
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THE SCALE. IF A SUBJECT CHECKED THE SPACE BELOI.' THE !{ORD



rrequautv BorHrr, THAI{ A THREE wAs AsstcNED. A rwo hrAS AsslcNED lF

Gooo

Venv So¡rgwx¡r

THE socrALLy uNDEsTRABLE END oF THE scALE (e¡o). AND, oNLy

ONE POIl'IT h'AS GIVEN IF THE SUE.JECT CHECKED THE SPACE UNDER TI{E

¡loRD trveRytt AT THE soclALLY uNDEstRABLE EilD oF THE co¡lrtNUUM¡

OHUY OHC RESPONSE IS ALLOI,ì'ED PER SCALE IN EACH CONCEPT. TXE

HIGHEST NUMBER T,'AS A FIVE ANO IT SYMBOLIZED A VERY POSITIVE,

SOC IALLY DESIRABLE RATING I¡IIHILE THE LOWEST NUMBER !.'AS A ONE.

0r rrE TtlrELvE scALEs usED FoR EAcH concEpr, FtvE oF THEM TJERE

RANDoMLY REvERSEo To couNTERAcI RESPO¡ISE BIAs TENDENcIES. Txer

tsr li{STEAD oF L¡sTtNG THE TbTELVE SCALES WtTH THE SOCtALLy

DESIRAELE END ON THE LEFT AND THE SOCIALLY UNDESIRABLE END ON

Equnuuv Borr SoNewH¡r Veny

woRo rrsoMEl'rHATrr Bur ilEAR

F¡cune 1.
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THE RIGHT, THE

COULD I'IOT GO

scALE spACE¡ Eec¡ coHcEpr AppEARED oN A

PAPER BUT I{ITH THE SAME SET OF SCALES¡

SCALES I.JERE RANDOMLY REVERSED SO THAT THE SUBJECT

DO!'JN THE LIST AND CHECK ALL SCALES AT THE SAHE

SEPARATE SHEET OF



Reg!:¡îcx Des I cH

TxEne v'rERE Foun FAcroRs lt¡voLvED!

l) ETHNTc cRoup MEMBERsHte (FneHcx-C¡H¡otaH, EHcutsx-

C¡reo I Ail, AnD I uo r afi

2l sgx (m¡ue on reuaue)¡

3) AGE cRoups (lo-ll, 7?, 13, 14, 15-16)¡ AilD

4) loetu MrNus ssLF DrscREpAltcy scoRE¡

Txe IVEREGE SCORE OF THE SUM OF THE TI.JELVE SCALE VALUES FOR

EACI{ CONCEPT I.'AS CALCULATED FOR

THE SUB.'ECTS b'ERE GROUPED INTO THEIR ETHNIC GROUPS. NEXT, AN

AIIALYSIS OF VARIANCE DES¡GN OF CONCEPT MEAN SCORES T'JAS USEO TO

INDICATE At'lY SIG!¡lFl0ANT DIFFERENCES BETI'JEEN3

ETHNTC GROUPSS AGE GROUPS; AND SEX GROUPS

I II HO!,¿ THE CONCEPTS VIERE RATEO. IT AUV S I GN IF I CANT D IFFERENCES

brERE FouirD, THEN A stMpLE Gresr !'rAS usED To LocATE THE

SIGNIFICANCET

3l

ALL OF THE SUEJECTS. TXEN

PRoceouRg

Aul or rHE sruDENTs tN THE 6rx, Trxr Bru ¡Ho 9r¡r cRAoEs

AT THE Powenv¡ew ScHooL AND AT THE 6rH, ?rx eHo 8rn cRADES AT

rte FoRr Auexanogn RgseRve Scnoot !{ERE ctvEN THE PRE-TEsr lF

THEv oAME To scnooL oN THE DAY oF THE TEST. (MencH, l%4l

Txe pRe-rgsr t¡¡As ADMrNtsrEREo By rHE LaHcu¡ce ARrs re¡creRs

To rHE¡R EHcu tsH cLASSES¡ ElcH sus,rEcr HAD 40 ¡l¡l{urEs ro Llsr



AND DEFII{E TNE WORO9 HE I{OULO

OR 8AD I{AYS¡ TXCT TXT SUBJECT9 WERE ASKED TO LIST THE FIVE

I{OST IHPORTAIIT PEOPLE IN THEIR LIVEST

AOOUI EtcHT ITEEKS LATER, oNLY THE EXPERIMENTER AoMINISTERED

THE qUEsTtot{NAtRE (see lene¡Dtx) To THE 5AHE sUBJEcTs ll{ T}lElR

Llnculce ARTs cLAssEs. (rHe rencHER ttAs Nor PREsENT) 0t¡

TUeSonV, MoRNtNc, THE CHtLDREI¡ AT Tl{E FOnr AUeXANoER ScxoOt- wgne

ASKED TO ANSIúER THE qUESTIONt{AlREo THe FOLLObTI¡¡C DAYt

WeOneso¡v MORutt{c AND AFTERNoOI{, THE POweRvlEW ScHoOL STUoENTS

TOOK THE TEST¡ THE LEHCTH OF THE TEST SESSTOII ¡''AS 45 MINUTES¡

EncH sus.,ECT I.,AS GIVEN ONE HIIIUTE PER CONCEPT. THCNE WENE

USE TO DESCRIBE PEOPLE III COOO

TVTELVE COnCEpTS. BerORe THE TEST, Tl{E EXPERIMENTER INTRoDUcED

HERSELF AND SAIO THAT SHE WAS INÎERESTED IN HO!{ THEY SEE THEH-

SELVES AND PEOPLE lN THEIR ENVIRoNHEt'lro Arren THE TESTr THE

EXPERIMENTER THANKED THE STUDSNlS FOR THEIR CO-OPERATION ANO

pRoMtseD To LET THEM KNOkI OF THE RESULTS. (rXnOUC¡t rHElß

TEACHER).
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Txe oEpEIoENT vARIABLE IN

RATED HIMSELF AND THE PEOPLE IN

DEPENOENT VARIABLE TdAS GROUPED UNDER FOUR FACTORS3

ETHNTC CROUP SELF-PERCEPTtONi AGE GROUPSi SEX GROUpS

AI{D IDEAL MI!¡US SELF OISCREPAIICY SCORES.

Txe OIII u'ERE ExAMINED 8Y A T¡'O-wAY ANALYSIS oF vARIANcE DESIGN

FoR uNEq,uAL cELL stZE¡ As n nesuLT oF THE uNEquAL oELL stzE tN

Tl{E ANALYStS OF VARTANCE DEStcN, AN ADJUSTED ERROR HEAN SQUARE

IiIAS CALCULATEO. TT¡S WES OOHE IN ORDER TO GET A HORE ACCURATE

ERROR MEAN SqUARE I'IEASURE.

ErrH¡c Gnoup Seur-PencEPTroN

CHAPTER I I ¡

RESULTS'

THIS SÏUDY TIAS HOT{ THE SUB.'ECT

Hts ENvtRoNHENT. Tx¡s

Tre colcEpr rrME, As I Am Nowlt t¡tAs coNStDERED To BE AN

t¡¡DtcATtot{ oF THE sELF-pERCEprtono A 3 x 2 recrontAL, ANALysts

OF VARIANCE DES¡GN h'AS COMPUTED ON TIIE HEAN SELF-PERCEPTIOII,

coNcEPT scoREs AccoRDING To THE ETHNIc GRoUPS oF FRencx-

CtH¡otAN, Eruct¡sx-C¡H¡olAN, AND lruoteH suBrtECTSo Txe Resutts

SHOV',ED THAT THERE T,JERE NO SIGNIFICANT OIFFERENCES BETI{EEN THE

ErHNrc GRouPs (E = I .77; lf = 21145¡, g > .05) (T¡eue l).



TABIÐ 1

SUI,ÍI"fAHT TABLE OF A 3 X 2 ANATYSIS OF VARIANCE DESTGN.

THE FÂC1'ORS ARE ETHNIC GROUPS(FRBNCH-CANADIAN, ENGLISH, AND

ì
TNDTAN)rAND sEx(TEMALES AND MALEs)2. THE:coNcEpr RATEÐ rs

IMETAS I AM N0ltltt(or the se]f-perceptlon concept).

souRcq

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB(interaction)

ERRoR(ad.j. L !L2

lotal 1j0

:DF
2

I

2

SUM OF SQUÀRES

-

0,034

0.000
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ns¡Trot slgnlficant
xThis value 1s signlficant at the .o5 tevel of signlficance
lFrenctr-Canadian=56 

( f enals s+2 and nale s:24) ¡ Engll sh=ly[ ( f enale s=I9
_and nale ç25) and fndian=51(fenales=21 .na- úaf"I=3õ)
2Females'{2 

Males={9

o.o52

3",89?

36.OtA

T{EAN SQUARFS

-

0.0I7

0"000

F-
L.77ne

0.Oons

2.72nso.026

0.010
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Auso, r{t{En rt{E DATA wERE At'tALYzED FoR slculFlcAtlr sEx

(E = o.oot dl = lrl45¡ e ) .05) on tilrERAcrtoil lt-= z.7z; dJ = 211453

g ) .05) otFFERENcEs, r{oNE t{As Founo. ConsequEilTLYr THEsE

REsuLTs FATLED To supponT THE HYPort{Ests rHAT FneHcx-CeNADtAtt

¡no Etcurs¡-C¡Hto¡AN suBJEcrs t{ouLo RATE THEMSELvES

sror¡rFrcANTLy MoRE FAvoRABLE rfutn rxe sELF-RATtttcs oF THE

lro¡lH SUBJECTSo lHsre¡o, THE RESULTS sHol.rEo THAT THERE !'JERE

ll0 S I cN lF I 0ANT O lFFEREi|cEs.. I ll THE SELF-PERCEPT I ONS OF THE SUB.JECTS

BASEO Ot¡ ETHNTC CROUPS ANO SEX. At'tO, tHnr IHO¡AH FEHALES HAD

THE sEcono HrcHEsr FAVoRABLE RATtNc (mEnH = 3.87) oF THE coNcEPT

tt¡,¡, As I Au Nodr t{H tLE I Ho reH MALEs HAD THE F IFTH H I GHEsr HEAI{

scoRE (neen = 3.721 our oF s¡x cRoups. (FrcunE 2)

AeE DrrreReilces

lr w¡s pREDrcrED THAT THE TwELve (n = 18) ¡¡¡o rH¡RTEEN

(n = 39) vEAR oLo suaJEcrs r,rouLo RATE THEMsELvEs s.rcNrFrcANTLy

LESs FAvoRABLE THAN THE TEN To ELEvEN (n= la)r FogRTEEH (n = 46¡,

FtFTEEn ro stxrggt{ (n - 34) vEAR oLD sua.recrs. H¡nueyts

t"* (xrnr, 1969) v',As FrRsr compurEo oN THE DATA To DETERMII{E

IF ALL OF THE VARIANCES I¡I'ERE HOMOGENEOUS. THg RESULTS I.JERE

Nor stcNtFtcArur (t*o* = 0.30¡ df = 19115; g>.05) euo rHE

vAR r ANcEs r.*r roiln-*Eouso

A 3 x 5 enluys¡s oF vARtANcE DEstcN I¡JAS usEo ro ANALyZE

THE DATA. (Taeue 21. TrE r¡croRs t¡rERE:

ETHI'IIC GROUPS ANO AGE GROUPS.
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ÎABTA 2

SUMI'ÍARY TABI,E OF A 5 X 3 ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE DESTGN.

TtrE l'Acrons ARE A@ LEITELS(to-u, rzrr3rLt+rr¡-r6)Ì a¡¡u

ETHNTc cnoups(FTùEI¡oH-cANADTAN, ENGLTsH, t¡¡o rnornl¡)?

TllE C0NCEPT IS rtl'fE, AS I AM NOW" (or self-perception).

SOURCE

A(age groups)

B(ethnic groups)

Àts(inÈeraction)

BrÌOR(adi. )

TotaI

DF

l+

2

I

122

Il+9

3?

ns=rylot significant
*This value is signiflcant at the .O5 1evel of significancel¡cu lwnm tO-tI ( n=12 ), t2 ( n=IB ), IJ ( n=3 9 ), 14 ( n=4 n ;l,-16 (rF34 )
futruu rc cno ups ( FR j$\jc tr-c A N AD t AN=5 ó ; ENcLrsH-,+3 ; rND rAN =J f )

SUM OF SSUARES

-

o,2L7

o.o3l+

o'4lo
ql.976

35,838

MEAN SQUARES F

0.054 I.65ns

0.0I2 0.54ns

0.051 1.5óns

0.0??



Txe v¡RTABLES oF sEx AND ETHNtc

AII AI.IALYSIS OF VARIANCE DESIGNO

I.JERE ANALYZED 8Y ANOTHER ANALYSIS OF

REASON THAT T!.JO OIFFEREiIT ANALYSIS OF

USED trrlTH A VABIABLE OF ETHNIc CROUPS

DES I GI{ OF lHE VAR IABLESS

AGE, SEX, AND ETHNTC GROUPS

hrAs ooNE, HAr{y oF THE 30 CEIUS t,rouLD HAVE 0, lr 2, On 3

SUBJECTS tN A CELL. sO, TWO DES|ct'ts ttERE usED t{HlcH tNcREAsED

THE ERROR RATE BUT ENABLED THE CELLS TO HAVE AI{ AOEqUATE SAMPLE

OF SU8.'ECTS TO GET AI¡ ACCURATE ANALYSIS OF VARIAIICE HEASURET

NO SIGIIIFICAI{T OIFFERENCES h'ERE FOUND FOR THE VARIABLE OF

CROUP9 WERE ANALYZED BY

Tren, AcE Auo ETHI'Itc cRoups

VARIANCE DESIGNO THE

VAR I ANCE OES I CI{S I{ERE

}JASTHAT IFA3X2X5

AGE GROUPS.

ACE GROUPS.

F I vE AGE cRouPs (l o-l I , 12,

TI{E SUBdECTS BECAME OLDER

FAVORABLE BUT LESS EXTREME

Sex DtFFERENcEs

(E = t.65; d! - 417353 g>.05)

38

(E = t.s6; df

lr w¡s pREDrcrEo rHAT tue T9 MALE suBJgcrs rvouLo RATE THE

coNcEpr ItMe, As I AN Nowtt (seur-eencEprton) stcNtFtcAilTLy HoRE

FAVORABLE TI{AN THE RATINGS OF THE 72 PEMNLE SUBJECTS ON THIS

cot¡cEpr. Txe Resuurs (Teeue I ) sxoweo ño stcNtFtCANT sEx EFFECTS.

(E = O.OO; df = 11145; p).05) BErr.rEEN rHE MALE5 AND FEMALE5.

EFFECTS BETI.'EEN ETHNIC GROUPS ANO

= Irl35; t, >.05) Txe NE¡Hs oF THE

13, 14, l5-16) tNDtcATED rt{AT AS

THEY DESCRIBED THEMSELVES IN STILL

vJAySr (F r cune 3)

Auso, THERE IúERE
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So, txe REsuLTs FAILED To suPPoRT THE HYPoTHESIS¡

A OISCREPANCY SCORE t''AS OBÎAITIEO BY SUSTRACTIIIG THE CONCEPT'

ttl€r AS I Am NOWrr rnOU THE cOtlcEPT rrME, As llrlouuO L¡re TO BErro

TXIS OtScREpANcY SCORE t{As cOMPUTED ON EACH SUB.JECT¡ A 3 x 2

ATALYSIS OF vARIANCE OF THESE DISCREPANCY SCORES I{ERE CALCULATED.

(T¡eLe 3) Txe r¡croRs uJERE3 ETHl¡lc cRoUPs AtlD SEX. No s¡GNIF ¡-

CANT DTFFERENCEs BETþrEEl{ THE FRENcH-CANADIANT ENGLISHT ANO lUot¡H

suB.rEcrs þ,ERE FouNo. (l= z.gz; 4f = 2r745i P >.05) Aro, ro

srct{rFrcANT sEx DtFFERENcEs TJERE REvEALED (E = O.let d! = lrl453

e ),05) NoR ¡{ERE THERE stcNtFlcAl{T INTERAçTION EFFEgT5 (L= Z.gZ;

4! = Zrl+st g>.OS). Txe srarlsrlcAL ANALYsIs oF TllE DIscREPANcY

SCORES OID NOT SUPPORT THE PREDICTION THAT IHOINN SUBJECTS !'IOULO

I{AVE A S¡GNIFICANTLY HIGHER DISCREPANCY SCORE ÎHAN ÎHAT OF THE

D ¡ scnepan

FneHcx-C¡NAD I AN OR EHCU I SH SUB.JECTS¡

THE OppOStTEs IHO¡¡H SUB.TECTS OBTAINED THE SMALLEST oISCREPANCY

scoRE (r,reeH = 0.56) BET1'¡EEN THEIR 9ELF AND ¡DEAL SELvES THAN THE

F¡EHcX-C¡NADtAN sUBirEcTs (Neer = 01746) oR ENcLlsH (r'rear = 0.860)

(F r cune 4) .

Rlr I ¡¡cs or Pgopte I N THE EHv I Rot¡t¡eHr

40

THg sue.recrs v'rERE GRoUPED AccoRDlNc ro rllElR ETHNIc GRoUP

HEMBERSHtp ANo sEx cRouP. So rHAT THERE !,rERE slx cRouPs oF sug.rEcrsS

FneHcH-CnNAotAt{ FEMALEs¡ FneHcX-C¡HeolAN MALEs¡ EnculSH MALESi

Er.¡cutSt{ FEHALES¡ lHol¡H FEMALES; AND l¡tolAN HALESe Tne mea¡ ScORES

OF ALL THE CONCEPTS WERE ANALYZED IN THE ABOVE-MENTIONED SIX GROUPS

lNsrEAD, THE REsuLTs lNolcATED



ÎABLE t

suMMARy IABIE 0F A 3 X 2 ANALYSIS 0t' VARIANCE DESICù,¡.

THE FACTCIRS ARE BTII¡üIC GR0UPS(TRENCH-CANADIAN, ENGLISH, AND

I
rNDrANs)r AND sÐ((FEMATES ANÐ M.ÀrEs)? THrs rABrE rs AN

ANALYSIS OF TTIE IDEAT SELF I.frNUS ACruAL SEIF DISCREPANCY SCONES

souRcg

A(ethnlc groups)

B(sex)

AB(tnùeraction) 2 0.069 0.034 Z,32ns

nnHon(ad.ï:) llz 52.3t+o o.olq
TotaL lSO 56.629

nsryrot significant
*lhls value is slgnificant at the .05 leve1 of signifieance
l
'French-Canadlarp5 ó ( f enale s=12 and nale s=24 ), Engll sh=44 ( fernale s=19
and naler2J) and Indian=5l(fernales=21 and malei=3O)

tFetaales=?2 MaIes=?9

DL

2

41

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARES

0.087

0.002

0.043

0.002

F

2.l?ns

O,I2ns
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OF SUBT|ECTSo GeneR¡UUV, THERE tdERE oNLY A FEt{ CONCEPTS t{l{lCH

SHOh'EO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES IN lHE ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE

CALCULAT I ONS I

ErrHlc GRoUP DlrreRsnces

Txe co!¡cePT RATlllcs BET!'JEEN THE u'rHlrE GRouPs tárERE MosrLY

NON-SrGNlFlCAl,lr. HOWEVERT THE t{HlrES DID HAVE COIICEPT RATI¡¡GS

TdHIcH I{ERE SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFEREI{T FROH THE ITO¡NH SUBJECTS.

TXe Wr tTE SUBJEcTS RATED TllE CONcEPT ItFATltERstr s I GN lF I cANTLY

rloRE FAVoRASLE rHAlt rHE lHoteil suBJEcrs. (E = g.oo; df = 2r145i

g<.05) (Tasr-e 4) S¡Npue t-resrs SERE çALqULATED EET¡'JEEN THE

ETIITIIC GROuPS AND THE RESULÎS SHOIIED THE IIO¡AHS TO HAVE RATED

THE CONCEpT IIFATHERStT SIcNIFICANTLY LOWER THAN Tl{E FREI¡CX-

c¡n¡orAN suBrrEcrs (9- 2.293; df - l05i B <.05) Aflo ENGLIs¡l

suBrEcrs (g = 2.5+5i Íq = 93i t(.05).
AUSO, THERE trERE Sl cN lF I CANT D IFFERENcES REVEALED FOR Tl{E

corucEpr rrTown MAyonsrt gETIJEEN THE ETHNIc cRouPs. (E = 2.99;

d! = erl45; g<.05) (Tasue 5) Nuurlple ù-rEsr sltot¡JED rHE !{HlrE

SUBJECTS TO HAVE RATED THIS CONCEPT SIGNIFICANTLY MORE FAVORABLE

rHAr,r rr{E RATrNcs (F rHE lHol¡tl suBtlEcrso (È = g.6SO; df = 105i

g(.05 - FReNc¡-crlnoreH) (! = g.z+8; åf = 93i g<.05 - Encu¡sx)

S¡cnlFtcANT ETHNIc cRouP DIFFERENoEs uJERE FouND FoR THE

concEpr ttRCMP (orr¡cens)tr (E = g.Olt d! = 217453 p (.05) (tasue 6).

A rquut¡pug t-rgsT SHOwEo THE vlHlTE SUBJEcTs TO HAVE RATEo ITRCMP

(OrrrcenS)tt StcNIFtcANTLY MORE FAvORABLE THAN THE RATINc OF THE

lto¡¡n suBJEcTs. (! = +.gSS; df = 105i p (.05 - FnsHclt-CeHnotlu)

(! = z.so6; df = 93i p (.05 - EHct-tsx).

49
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TABTE 4

SUMMART TABLÌr 0F A 3 X 2 ANALYSIS 0F VARIANCE DESTGN.

THE FAcroRs AnE ETHNT0 cRoups(rnr¡¡cH-cANADTAN, ENcLrsH, AND

rrunrm)l AI\D slx(nnrums rND u.qlrs)2. TttB coNc..clpT RATEÐ rs

rtuTllEÌsil.

souRcE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB(interaction)

ERR0R ( adJ. ) 14å 5q .775

Total I5O 57.28I

DF

ns=r¡ot signlficant
xThls value is significant at the .05 level of slgnificance
hrenctr-Canadlar¡=56 ( f e¡nale=3Q and male=24 ), Engli sh=44 ( f snale=I!
and nale=25) anA Indian=5l(fernales =21 and rnales=3O)

Iemales=?2 MaIes=?9

SUM OF SQUARES

0.1I2

0.011

o.004

MEAN SQUARES. F

0.056 3.66x

O.0Il 0.74ns

o.002

0.015

O.13ns



t+j

TABIE 5

SUMMART TABI,E OF THE ANALYSIS CF' VARIANCE FOR A 3 X 2 DESIGN.

TIIE FACTORS ARE ETHNIC @OUPS(FÎEI{CH-CANADIAN, IINGLTSH, ÂND

1

TNDIAN)T AND SH((FE},IALE A}üD MALE)? t¡M CONCEPT RATEÐ IS

xTOl¡lN MAYORS|I.

souRcE

A(ethntc groups)

B(sex)

AB(interaction)

ITùROR(adj.l

TotaI

DF SW 0R SQUAP.ES

2 0.302

1 0.009

2 0.006

)J+5 66.662

150 66.662

ns=not significant
+This value is significant at the .0J level of slgnlficance
l¡'rencf¡-C anadiarn5 6 ( f em ale:32 and nale=2{), Engllsh:44 ( f eraale=]9 and

and=2!), and Indlan=ll(fenale:21 and male=3O)

1"tu1uq2 MalegTg

MEAN SQU.ARES

0.15r

o.0o9

0.0o3

0.org

F

7 "99x-

o.45ns

0.16ns



TABLE 6

sutfMARY TABTE 0r A 3 X 2 ANALYSIS 0F VARIANCE DESIGN.

TttE FAcloRS ARE ETFn¡rc cnouts(rnnlcH-cANADTAN, BNcLrsH, AND

t
n¡nrm¡s)r e¡¡o sax(rnulns AND mr,ns)?' mE coNc¡pr RATED rs

üRCMP(officers)tr .

SOURCE

A (ethnic gr.oups)

B( sex)

AB (interactlon)

ffiIùOR (adj.l
TotaI

DF

2

1

2

u5
150

ns=not significant
xThls velue ls significant at the .05 level
IFrunch-.Canadlan=5ó 

( f enale s:32 and male=24 ) r
and males=25) and Indiarr5l(femaLes=2} and.

2}.emal-es:?2 
Males=?9

l+6

SUI,Í OF SQUARES

0.611

o.001

o.olg

It g.ógg

L35.355

MEAN SQUARES

0.306

0.001

o.o0g

O.O3l+

F

9,olx

O.Ol¡ns

0,28ns

of signlfÍcance
Engl1 sh={& ( f enale s=I9

naleo30)



FoR rxe coilcEpr rf lNotnn CxtEFsrt THE ANALysts oF vAR¡Attcg

sx.ohrEo srcr¡tFtcANr ErHNtc cRoup (E = t1.02¡ !!= zrl+5; g(.0S)

ANo sEx DtFFEREilcEs (E = g.O8; dl :l lrl4S¡ e (.05) (Teaue ?)

A murrlpue É-TEsr BETvúEEN THE ETHNtc cnoups trJAS oALcuLATED. Tre

RESULTS SHOIôTEO TI{E IHO¡NN SUB.'ECTS TO HAVE A SIGI'IIFICAT'ITLY IIORE

FAvoRABLE RAT I l'tc oF THE coNcEpT rr I No I ar CH I EFSrr THAN THE wH I TE

suBJEcrs. (! =-2.708i 4t = t05¡ g(.05 - FneHcx-ClraoraH)

(! = -+.s88¡ df = 93i !,(.05 - Encr-tsr) HoweveR, þrHE* rHE !{HrrE

cRoups r'rERE coMpAREo ro EAcH orHER, tr wAs FouND THAT THE Fnercx-

Cnn¡otANs RATED Txts coNcEpr stG¡¡tFtcA¡¡TLy MoRE FAvoRABLE THAn

txe ENcllstl. (! = e.loa; df - 98i g<.05)

SEx DTFFERENcEs

THe coHcEpt ttDocroRstr sHotJED slcNtF tcANT sEx olFFERENcEs.

(E = +.06i df = l rl45; g <.05) (T¡sLe 8) A t-resr brAs coMpurED

BETuIEEN FEMALEs AND HALES FoR EAcH ETHNtc GRoup¡ (! = 0.4?8¡

if = s+; Ê) .05 - FRer,¡cn-cannotan) Txe reneuE ANo MALE

D IFFERENCES FOR EACH ETHN I C GROUP I,JERE NON-S ¡ GN IF t CANTO

(t = t.?71¡ llf= +e¡ 82.05 - ENcursn) (!= 1.2*i 4f = +g; g>.05)

TxEnerone, tr sEEHEo EvtDENT THAT THE FEMALE sueJEcrs As A GRoup

RATED THE coNcEpr rrDocroRsrr To BE slcNlFtcANTLy MoRE FAVoRABLE

47

THAN THE MALE SUB\'ECTSI

I Ho I¡H MALE$

Txe nn¡uysts oF vARtANcE REvEALEo rHE coNcEpr ttME, As I

V'/ouLo L¡xe To Bert (loenu sELF pERcrertoru) To HAVE stcNtFtcANT

ErHN ¡c GRouP DrFFEREÌ.|CES. (E = t0.73; !! = Zrl45; g <.05) (Teeue 9)



TABI,E .7

SUMMARY TABI.E OF A 3 X 2 ANAIYSIS OF VARIANCE DESTGN.

l'HE FACTORS ARE E"IHNIC GROUPS(rNN¡ICII+ANADTAN, BNGLISH,

rrorn¡¡)l AND sEX(FE{Ar,Es AND MALns)? THE coNcEFT RATED

III¡IDIAN CHIEFS'I.

SOURCE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB(lnteraction)

It.R0R(adj. )
Total

DF

2

1

2

a5
150

ns=not signi
*This value 1s significant at the .O5 level of slgnlficance
\tencr¡+anadlan=56(fenaræ32 and malæ24)¡ English={4(femare=19 andnales=25) and Indiare5l(fenales=2l and náies:;Ot-
2Females{2 

MaIes=?9

'¿g

SUM OF SQUARES

O.'l+Zh

0.059

o.o23

6z,g49

79.1+95

AND

IS

MEAN SQUARES

-

o.2w

o.o5g

0.011

o.olg

F

Il,.02rÉ

3.08*

0.59ne



. TABI.E '8

SUI'î4ART OF Ï{D ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE FOR A 3 X 2 DESTGN.

lHE FACTORS ARE ETHNTC GROUPS(FRENCH-CANADIAN, ENGLISH, AND

1Z
INDIAN) AND SH((TB,ÍALE AÑD MAI.E). THE CONCEPT RATED IS

nDocToRSnr 
.

souRcE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB(lnteractlon) z

ERROR(ad.i.l 14¿
TotaL I5O

DF

2

nrnot s

SUM OF SQUARES MEAN SQUARES. 
-F'

0.018 O.OO9 O.6J ns

*Thls varue ls slþnlficant at the .oJ rever of slgnlflcance
hrenct¡æ anadi. an:5 ó( fenare=3! and male=2h, ) ¡ Engll sh=l¡4 ( f emareslg
^and 

gale=21), and Indlan=51(female=21 and'maiãu=:ôl--
2pemals=f2 

ì,Iale=?9

'l+9

o.o5?

0.012

L9.lÌ3

- 

-
5L.2h2

lcant

o.o57 4.06 *

0.006 0.43 ns

0.01¿



5o

raglg I

suMì,tARï TABLE OF A 3 X 2 ANALYSTS 0F VARTANCE DESIGN.

TttE FActoRs ARE ErItNrc cncups(nnn¡¡ctt-cANADTAN, BNcLrsn, AÌirD

rnor¡u)t N{o sm(r'sMA[ES A¡\D tr¡Lus).2 mE coNcupr RATED rs

nME, AS I'$JOUI^D LIKE T0 BEn(or the trldeal Selfttconcept).

SOURCE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB (interaction)

DF SUM_ OF SQUARES

2 0.8?'

t 0.002

TotaI

ne=not signlficant
xThÍs value is significant at the .05 leve1 of signlficance
hrencf¡-Canad.ian:5 ó ( f emale r32 and nale s:24 ), Engli sh=44 ( f enale s=19
and male.æ25) and Indlan:5}(females=21 and nale-3O)

2penales=?2 MaIes=?9

&2 l+5.2& o.ol?
150 55.29t,

MEAN SQUARES F

o.&?? 10.730#

o.ogo

0,002

0.045

0.I9ns

3,5ù#'



5l

A SII{PIE t-TEST SHOI,'ED THE OIFFERENCES TO BE BETT{EET.I THE INOIIH

lrALEs ANo rHE orHER GRoups oF suBJEcrs. (Femeues-FRENcH-CANADtAn

¡Ho INDIAN (! = t.501; g[ = St¡ 3).05); Encltsg At{o lt¡or¡H (! = O.Zg+;

dî = s8; p').05)i (M¡ues - FnEncr-cnn¡o¡nH ¡uo Ercursx (! = o.sso;

Åf.= +Zi p >.05); Fnencr-CrnaotA¡ Ar{o luol¡H (!- +.?ZB; df = 52i

p (.05); EHcutsH AND tnoler (! = +.og+; df = s3t g (.0s) ). Txe

IHoIITI MALES HAD SIGNIFIcANTLY LEss FAvoRABLE IDEAL sELvEs THAN

THE orHER cRoups oF suBJEcrs. Auso, THE ANALysts oF vARIANcE sHot'rED

srcNrFtGANT tr{rERAcrroN EFFEcrs. (E = g.so; df = 2r74'i, g <.os)

F t cune 5 sroweo rxE I nrERAcr I oN EFFEcrs ro occuR ri,HEN THE I Ho t ¡n

HALEs RATED THETR trtoEAL seLvEsrrLESs FAvoRABLE THAN tt: lHo¡¡¡¡

FEMALES. Tre FneHcr-CnllotAN AND EttculsH MALEs HAD TDEAL sELF

COIICEPT HEAN SCORES !.'HICH I{ERE HIGIIER THAN T¡'IE IDEAL SELF RATINGS

oF THE FnEf.¡cr-CeNADIAN eruo EHcTIsH FEMALES. BuT, Txe REVERSED

occuRRED !{ I TH THE I ¡¡o ¡ eHs.

SIcTITIcANT sEx DIFFERENcES I.JERE REVEALED FoR THE coNcEPT

ttBcsr Fnreno (or rxe sAME sEx es you)tt. (E = 0.58i d+ = lr145i

g <.05) (Taeue l0) THe stm¡le t-rEsrs sHor,JED THE lHol¡r,¡ MALEs

TO HAVE RATED THIS CONCEPT SIGT'¡IFICANTLY LESS FAVORABLE THAI¡ THE

OTI{ER GROUPS OF

MALES AND FEMALEs) (! =-0.223i 4+ S+¡ g>.0S - FReNcr-CeHno¡an

MALES eHo reuaues) (g= g.g9o; df= 49i E(.05 - lHotAN FEMALES

AND MALEs)

PnoF¡ue ÇHAnTs or CoHceprs trtrx Slm'¡tFtcnnr DtFFERENcEs

su8rEcrs. (! = Oraa4t -d = +2i g>.05 - E¡cu¡sn

FReNo¡-C¡NADtAr{ eno EHcutsH sugJecrs RATED Mosr coNcEprs ut

SIHILAR ttAYSr HowEVeR, !{HEN THE RATINcS OF THEsE }rH¡TES brERE com-
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ETHNIC C.ROUPS

Flg. 5 Ideal-Self concept mean scores for
each ethnic group ln order to see the
interactlon effects



I'ABIE Ìp

SUMMART TABLE OF A 3 X 2 ANALYSIS 0F VÁ*RIANCE DESIGN.

TllE FACTORS ARE EIHNIC CR0UPS(FRENCH-CANADIAN, ENGLISI{,

TNDTAN)I Ar{D sÐ((FB"IALES At\¡D MAI¿s)?' rur coNcrpr RATEn

nBESIFRIE¡'¡Drr .

SOURCE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB (interaction)

ERROR(adi. )

Total

DF

2

I
2

u2
r.50

lt

ns=fiot
xThls*I'hl-B value ls significant at the .05 leve1 of signlficance
I!'rench-Canadlan=56(fenales:32 

and nales=2A), English=l+4(fenales=19 and
nales=Z5) and Indian=5l(females:2l anO nates=30)

SUM OF SOUARES

-

o.041

o.o9o

o.w5

t8.3?L.

55.b03

significant
value ls significant

2Femates:22 Males:?9

AND

I'{EAN SQUARES

0,02I

0.ogo

o,062

o.ol4

IS

F

1.51ns

ó.59*

l+.56ìt



PAREo ro rHE lHolnH suoJecrg,

Erxrtc Gnoups

Txr I to ¡ ¡¡¡ suB.rEcrs RATEo

LESS FAVORABLE THAN THE RATII{GS

rrFATHERsrr sHot'ls HAJoR DtFFERENcES ro BE ot'l rHE scALEst PoLtrE-

tMpoLrlE; KrND-CRUEL¡ STRONG-b,EAKi AND rrilCE-AIrJFULr (F¡CUne 6) THe

trHlTE SUBJECTS RATED THIS CONCEPT AS MORE POL¡TEr Klllor STRONGT

ANO NtCE THAr,r Tt{E INO|ANS. PI-US, tHe IHO¡eHS RATEo THE CONCEPT

rrFATHERsrf As gEt¡¡G Nor vERy BRAvE. Tne lHo¡¡Hs ALso RATEo TTRCMP

(orrrceRs)rr AND tfTouln M¡yonsrr LEss FAvoRABLE THAN THE RATtNcs oF

THE ¡lHrrES¡ TrEse FmDtNcs I{ERE ExpEcrED. T¡rE pnortLE c¡{ARTs

SIGI{IFICAT{T DIFFERENCES I{ERE FOUIIDO

THE RoLE TIrLE |IFATHERsrr stct{tFtcANTLY

oF TxE wnrrEs. A pnortLg cHART oF

REvEALEo (Frcunes 7 rr¡o 8), rrer lNorens wHeH coMpARED To brHtrEs

cons r oERED ttRCMP (orr I cens)rr To BEt Nor vERy FR TENDLv; Nor roo

SMART; ANo Nor vERy BRAvE. THe l¡o¡nHs ALso RATED THE rrTowr¡

MAYoRSII As NoT EEING vERY FRIENoLY NoR vERY BRAVE. BUT THEY ALso

RATEo trTowN MAyonsrr As sLotJ, Nor roo poLtrE, Nor vERy HELeFUL, At{D

Nor r0o KtND¡ Txe lHotnru suB.rEcrs, nARTlcuLARLy rHE lruo¡¡H

FEMALEs, RATEDTTINDT¡H CxrEFsrr srcNrFrcANTLY MoRE FAvoRABLE THAt'r

THE I,'H I TE SUBJECTS. TXE FNEHCX-CEN¡O I AN SUB.'ECTS RATED II I HO I ATI

CHtEFstt slcNtFtcANTLy MoRE FAvoRABLE THAN THE EHcllsH suBJEcrs.

AccoRorNc ro rHE pRoFrLE cHART (F¡cune 9) lHo¡¡H FEMALES FELT

THAT rrl¡¡ol¡H CHtEFsrr þIERE vERy HELeFUL AND oLEAN. At¡o, THE

IHoI¡H MALEs sAtJ THEM As BEING vERy FRIENDLv. Tue FnEHcx-CeH¡oIn¡

54

SUBi'ECTS SA!.' IIIT¡O¡¡H CHIEFSII AS BEING STRONG ANO BRAVE BUT NOT TOO

N I cE oR HELpFUL. k'JH I LE , THE EHcu I st{ suBJEcrs FELT THAT rr I Ho t ¡¡



1. unfrlerdly

2. stupld

3o slon

4. lnpollte

5. cruel

6. weak

7. awful

8. passlve

9o unhelpful

10.selflslr

Il.dirty

12ocoward

Scalee
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friendly 1.

snart 2,

fast 3,

pollte l+.

kind 5.

strong 6.

nl-ce 7.

actLve 8.

helpful 9.

generous 10o

clean 11.

brave W.

ScaIes
Flg. .6 Profile chart of ocàIe mean values for

the concepu ilFATHERSTT rated by Indians and White
eubJects
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1. unfrlendþ

2. stupld

3. slow

I+. i"npollte

5. cruel

ó. weak

?" aHful

8. passive

9. unhelpful

l0.seIflsh

IL"dirty

12,coward

Scales

,6

.v

P

q,)

,lp

r'nl

I

Fi'g' 7 Proflle
concept nRCMP (offlcers) tf

ïndians
l,lhltes

+a

frlerdly l-.
smart 2,

fast 3.

polltc l+,

klnd 5.

strong 6.

nLce 7.

actLve 8.

helpful 9.

generoue 10.

clean II,

brave W.

\+
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4P

¡â

,ltf

/,1I

. t\,tì

*/

ScaIes
chart of scale mean values for the
rated by Indians and lrlhite subJeets

,4!.

ju\
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I. unfrle.ndly

2. stupld

3. slow

4. lnpollte

5, CrüeI

6. weak

?.. awful

8. passlve

9. unhelpful

LO.selfish

ll.dirty

12.cowa¡d

Scales

J7

t3
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\,
'{, O

\ 3,t \
¡l-

rt.3

\r'

friendly l.
snart 2.

fast 3"

pollte l+.

kind 5"

strong 6,

nlce 7.

actlve 8.

helpful 9.

generous 10.

clean lI.

brave W,

for the
su þJects

FtgB Profile
concept rrTClJN MAYORS|T

_Inrliane
_lrJhltes

/-' '/
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Ì. unfriendly

2. etupid

3. sLow

4.

5.

óo

trnpoJ-ite

cruel

weak

7. awful

8. passive

9. unheÌpful

10. seÌfish

LL.dirty

12.cor.ard

Scales

¡3 nrl r,

5s

. I1g.9 profile chart of scale nrean values for theconcept rrrndian chlefs'r rareci by the rndian iu*"ru", rndlanma)-es, French-€anadian, and engii*f., 
"uUju"tr- 

-'"

- 

ïndian fe¡nales
_ In,lian ¡oa1es

friendly l.
smart

fast

po1lte

kind

strong

nice

actÍve

helpful

generous

elean

tr r r..French-Csnadien subjecLs
English-Canadian sub¡ects

,I

2o

3.

l+"

5.

6,

,þl
'. j{ rl

I 
'.sl

, :{

7.

8.

9.

ro.

brave W.

Ìl-,
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CH tErstt I{ERE sL I cHTLY cRUEL r sELF I sH ANo D I RTYo

Sex DtFFERENcEs FoR ttDocroRsrr

TXE f em¡UE SUBT ECTS RATED rtOOCTORSII I'IORE FAVORABLE THAN lHE

RATrNcs oF THE HALE suB.rEcrs. Tne pRorlLE cHART (Flcune l0)

sHotrúED THE FEMALES TO HAVE RATEO trDocToRsrr AS VERY SMARTT lllcEt

AND HELpFULo wHeReAs, THE HALES RATED trDocToRsrt As NOt VERY

KtND, STRONGT NlcEr OR GENER0UST

I Ho t eH l'4¡les

TME IOEAL SELF OF IUOIITI MALES T{AS RATED LESS FAVORABLE

T{HEN COMPARED TO THE IOEAL SELF RATII¡GS OF lHE OTHER SUB'IECTSO

Txe pnortLE çHART (FrcunE lt ) lNolgATED THAT ll¡DlAtl HALE5 RATE¡

IHElR IDEAL sELvEs lloT As3 FAST; PoLlTEi NlcE; AcTlvE¡ HELPFUL¡

OR GENEROUS AS THE RATINGS OF IDEAL SELF BY THE OTHER GROUPS OF

suB.rEcrs.Txelr¡DIANMALESALsoRATEDTHEIRttBEsTFnteHo(or

THE SAHE SgX)'' AS LESS POLITE' NOT VERY TIICE AND NOT TOO HELPFUL

çOMpARED TO TltE RATlNcs oF Tt{E OTHER GRoUPs OF'sUBJEcTs' (F¡cune 12)'

F t ve concEPTs sHot'JED 1'¡o s I GN lF I cANT

OROUPS OR SEX DIFFERENCES I"HEN ANALYZEo

Txese FlvE coNcEPTS þJERE3

I ) rr l4E, As I Am Nowrr ;

2l ITREL I G I ou$ LeAoensrr ¡

3) trFEMAuE SronereePeRsrrs

4) rrFE¡lAuE TEAcxERsrri ANo

5) rr MorHERsrr .

DIFFERENGES FOR ETHNIC

BY AT{ AI¡ALYS I S OF VAR I AI'ICE O



1. unfriendly

2" stupld

3" slow

4. impolite

5. cruel

ó. weak

7" awful

8. passive

9. unhelpful

l0.selfish

lI.dirty
12.cowarrl

ScaLes

,&

friendly

snart

fast

lrupollte

klnd

strong

nice

Fig. 10 Profile char$ for mean scale valuesof-the concepù ilDoctorsrr rated by Fenales and
Males

Fenales

Malès

I.
2.

a

l+.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

T2

active

helpful

generou9

clean

brave



l. unfrlendly

2. etupld

3. slor,f

4. lnpollte

5" CrUeI

6. weak

'7. awful

8. passive

P. unbelpful

LO. selfl.et¡

lI.dirty

l-2.conard

ScaIes

6r

Scalos

Flg.ll Proflle chart of scale mean values for the
concept rrideal selfrr raþed by Indian rnales and the othcr
groups of subJecte

_Indlan males

- - -Mean scale score of all groups of subJects except
Irdlan males

frJ.endly I.
snart 2,

fast

pollte

klnd

strong

nice

actfve

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

helpful 9.

generous 10.

clean 1,1.

brave 12.



1. unfrlendly

2. stupld

J. :..sIorv

/a. impolite

5. cruel

ó. weak

7. awful

I, passlve

Ç. unþelpful

10. selfish

Il.dirty

12.coward

ScaIes
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frÍendly I"

smart 2.

fast 3"

lnpolite 4.

klnd 5,

strong 6.

nice 7.

active 8.

helpful 9.

generous I0.

clean '11.

brave l.2.

ScaIes
Fig. 12 Proflle chart of I'Bestfrlend(of the
same sex as yourr with Indian nales and the
other groups of subJects

- Indlan ¡rales
Other subJects



rr14É, As I A¡l Nodt (seur-pencepr I on )

FOR f Xe SELF-PERCEPT I 01{ CONCEPT, THERE t{AS llo S I Gt¡ lF I CANT

otFFERET¡cEs BEïtì,EElt ETHNIc cRouPs A1{o sEx. (E = 1.7?i ü = 21145¡

g >.05) (T¡eLe l) GeHenaLLY, rHE PRqFtLE cHARr (F¡cune 13) sxoweo

THE SUBI'ECTS TO RATE THEMSELVES A9 EEIIIG VERY FRIEI{OLY AIIO CLEAII.

BUT, THE SUB.TECTS ALSO RATEO THEI,ISELVES AS t{OT VERY BRAVE OR

STRONG¡

ttRELtctous LeAoERsrr

StcNtFtCAt{T OTFFERENcES FOR T¡{E COI{CEPT ttRELlclOUs LEAoEnSrr lN

rERr.rs oF ErHNlc GRouPs (E = O.Oga¡ df = 2r745i g>.05) AND sEx

(E = O.Sl¡ d! = 11145; g> "05) (t¡eLe ll). Tre pRorlLE cHARr HEA¡I

SCALE SCORES !.JERE VERY S IHILAR FOR I HO I¡TS AND VJH ITESO (F I CUNE 14)

THe ¡H¡l-vsts oF vARtAt{cE DEslcN sHolvED THAT THERE I'JERE ¡lo

lH cEHeR¡L, THE suaJEcrs RATED tfRELlc¡ous LEaoeRsrr As t{or roo

FAST OR STRONG BUT VERY POLITEO

tTFEHALE SroRExggpERsrl

TreRe !.rERE No stcNtFtcANT D¡FFERENCES BETþ{EEN ETHNIc GRoUPS

(F = 1.68t ¿f = 21145; r ).05) AND sEx (E = O.Ol¡ Jt = l rl45; g> .05)

FoR TTFEMALE SroRerEepERsrtn (T¡eLe l2) Txe sua.rEcrs RATED THls

colcEpr As FRrEr{oLy, poLtrE GENERousr AND cLEAN. (F¡cune l5)

rrFEmALe TEAcxERsrl

THEne WERE so s I G}¡ IF I cANT D IFFERENcES EETI'JEEN ETI{N I C GROUPS

(L= Z.lg¡ df = 21145; g>.05) (T¡eue l3) GENERALLY, rHE sug.rgcrs

RATED THts concepr As sMART BUT t¡or roo FAsr. Txev wgRe RATED As

VERY KIND BUT T¡OT VERY POLITE ANO NOT TOO BRAVE. (FTCUNC 16)
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1" unfriendþ

2, stupld

3. sLow

4" inpolite

5. cn¡el

6; weak

?' av¡ful

8. passive

9o unhelpful

L0. selfist¡

ll.dirty
12,covcard

Bcalos
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?:i
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frlerdþ
smart

fasù

pollte

klnd

strong

nl.ce

acülve

helpful

generous

clean

brave
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Flg. 13 profile
the concepL 'rMe, As
Whlte subJects
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2.
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IABI.E 1I

SUMMART TABLE OF A 3 X 2 ANATTSIS OF VARIANCE DESIGN.

T}IE FACTCRS ANE EIHT\-IC CNOUPS(F'NENC}i-CA}¡ADTAN, ü{CLISH, AND

'l
nioren)'auo su(rE¡fALES ttso ¡r¡l,gs)2. THE coNCEHr RATED rS

IIRELIGIOUS LEADERSN.

souRcE _

A(ethnic g roups)

g(sex)

AB (interaction)

ERRgn(adå. )

Total

DF

2

nsqlot slgniflcant

65

xThis varue is significant at the .0J lever of signlficance
brenctr-Canadian=56 ( f enrare s=JZ and rsle s=24), En gli sh=44 ( f enare s=r9
^and nraleæ25) and Indian=51(females=21- a"¿'áafu3:jõ) 

\ÞY'-e-!

fuenales=?2 MaIes=?9

SUM OF SQLÌARES

o"026

0.007

o.o53

h9.56L

51.91*L

&2
150

MEAN SQUARES F

O.0l_3 0.94ns

0.00?

o.o2?

o.ol/n

O.5lns

I.lOns



1. unfrlendly

2. stupld

3" slow

l¡. lmpollte

5. Cruel

6" weak

?' awful

8o passive

9. unhelpful

l0,seLfish

lI.dirty

12.coward

ScaIes
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friendly

smart

fast

polltc

klnd

strong

nlce

actlve

helpful

generous

clean

brave

Flg. 14 Proflle chart for the mean scale values
of the concept "Iteligious Leadersrr rated by Indians
and Whlte subJects

Indians

1.

2.

a
)c

l+"

5.

6.

(o

8.

9,

lo.

11.

)2.

tlhit,es

-+
Scales

z
_!t-

r Y,le

t\.



TABIE 12

su,ÍMAnï TABTE 0F A 3 X 2 AÌJALYSIS Or VARIANCE DESIGN.

.lTrE FACToRS ARE EtiNIC CR0UPS(I',r(ENCII-CAÌIADIÂN, Et¡cLrSH, At\Ð

'lô
TNDIAN)' AND Sil((FF.11IES AI,ID tfiT.FS)o. TliE CO¡¡CEpl p,ATÐ IS

NFE¡II.II STOREIEEPIRSI' .

souRcE _

A(ethnlc groups).

B(sor)

AB(lnteraction)

EEBd,å.dj. )

lotaL

6?

._Dl-

2

I

2

ALã.

150

hs==not sj-grrif
*Thls value 1

\'rench-cana¿
anci males=25

2Fe¡n'rles:?2

SUM OF S!]JARE-S

0.038

o,000

o.o22

qq..664

l+I.256

lcant
s significant at the .05 level
ia¡=56 ( fem¡Ies=?2 and nal-eç2.! ),
) and llrdian=51-(fe¡nales=2l and

llales=79

MEAN SQUARES

0.o19

0,000

o.o].l

o.oll

F

1.68ns

0.01ns

0.9?ns

of slgnlficance
Engll sh=Å.I¿ ( fe-¡aale s=I9

males-30)



1. unfrlendly

2. stupld

3. slow

4. Ínpollte

5r cruel

6. weak

7. awful

8. passive

9. unheÌpful

I0.selfish

ll.dirty

12,coward

ScaIes
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friendly
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fast
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kind
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acgive

helpful

generous

clean

brave

7,o

Flg. t5 profile liå"tï"r"" the mean scare varues
of the concept rrFe¡nale Storekeepersrt rated by Indians
and hhite subjects

-Indians

/

9,1

Itf
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, 
TABTE 13

suMMARy TABLE 0F A 3 X 2 ANALYSIS OF VARIÂNCE DESIGN.

TltE FAClCIRS ARE ETHNIC cRoUpS(FRENCI{-CANADIAN, ENGLISH, AND

TNDTAN)I AND sÐ((FEuALEs AND MALES)z. THE coNcrpr RATED rs

IIFEMAI.E TEACIIERSI'.

souRcE

A(ethnic groups)

B(sex)

AB (lnteraction)

DF

2

MROR

TotaI

(adj. )

ns=r¡ot significant
xThis value is slgnificant at the .01 leve1 of signlficance
hrenctr-Canadian:56( female=32 and nalæ24), Engllsh=44 (fernale=I!
and nale=25) and Indian=51(fenales=2l and males=3O)

ZFerna1es=?2 MaIes{9

SUM OF SQUARES

o.o95

0.000I

2

u2
150

MEAN SQUARES F

0.047 2.79ns

0.05I

59.8r8

63.928

0.000

o.026

0.0Ì?

0.OJns

I.50ns



I. unfrlendly

2. stupid

3. slovr

4. inpolite

5' cruel

6. weak

f. awful

8. passlve

9. unhelpful

10. selfish

II.dlrty

12.coward

Sca1es
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I23t+
Scales

Fig. 16 Profile chart for mean scale
of the concept rrFemale Teacherstt rated by
and llhites

-Indi.ans

- -Whites
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generous
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lr MorHERsll

TreRe brERE No stcntFtcANT DtFFERENoES BET¡{EEI{ ETHNtc cRoups.

(L= z.z5¡ df = 21145; p).05) Ailo sex (E= O.+a; ¿f = lrl45;

g>.05) FoR rrMorHERstf . (Tasue 14) Txe sua.lecrs RATeD THts

coilcEpr As BEtNc t¡or roo FAsr oR BRAvE. Bur, THEY RATEo HER As

BErNG vERy FRrEnDLy, poLtrE, KtND, HELeFuL, AND cLEAr¡ (rrcune l7)
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Tx¡s sruoY I{As OESIGNED TO IIIVESTIGATE HoU SUBJEoTS sEE

THEMsELvEs AND pEopLE tN THETR soctAL Et¡vtRoilMENT. Txe oarn

FROM TI{E SUBJECTS h'ERE ANALYZED ACCORDING TO TI{E VARIABLES OF3

ETHNTC GROUP MEHBERSHTP; AôE GROUPS; TDEAL-SELF DTSCREpAT{Cy¡

A olscussror¡ oF THE REsuLTs ts pREsENTED ¡N THE FoLLobnr{c

SECT ¡ ONS.

ErHHrc Gnoup MEHseRsHlp

CHAPTER IV

DI SCUSS I ON

lr w¡s pREDtcreD TxAT FREHcH-C¡NAotAN ¡Ho EHct-tsH suBJEcrs

T{OULD RATE THEHSELVES SIGNIFICANTLY HORE FAVORABLE THAI¡ T}IE

I tto ¡ ¡H suBJEcrs. Ttt I s pRgo I cr I ot¡ tJAs BASED or rHE THEoR I Es oF

MEAo (1934) ANo CooLEv (1902), uJHo REAsoNED THAT AN trlotvrou¡urs

SELF-ATTITUOES AllD ATTITUOES ABOUT PEOPLE lt'¡ HtS ETHNIc GROUP I¡JERE

To AN tMpoRTANT ExTENT THE pRoDucr oF tTREFLEcTED AppRAtsALsrf.

T¡¡r ¡s, How oNE pERcEtvES HIMSELF ts AFFEcTEo By Ho!'J pEopLE tN

SOCIETY PERCEIVES HIH¡

CotrneRv ro rREDtcrtoN, A srATtsrtcAL Ar{ALysts oF THE DATA

REVEALED NO SIGNIFICANT OIFFEREI¡CES IN SELF-PERCEPTION RATIT{GS OF

THE lnolnH, FREUcH-CaHtotAN, ANo EHcutsH suBJEcrs¡ , lHste¡0, THE

RESULTS suppoRTED THE AssumprtoN THAT lHot¡H sruoENTs AND r¡JHtrE

SEE THEHSELVES I1'I VERY SIH¡LAR TrJÀYS¡ TIE NESUITS SUGGEST THAT

THE IHOI¡¡¡ SUSJECTS COME FROM A SOcIAL ENvIRoNMENT tdIIIcH DoEs NoT



Lot'rER THEIR SELF-PEROEPTIot{ Iil coHpARIsoN To THE pERcEIvED 9ELF-

RATINGs OF FRENCH.CEHEOIAI¡ AND EHCUISI{ SC}IOOLCHILDRE}I. THESE

9ELF-PERCEPTIOII RESULTS TdERE CO!¡SISTEI¡T Ù',ITH RECEIIT STUOIES OF

llotl-t{l{lrE, MtNoRlry ETI{Ntc cRoups AND I'JHtrE cRoups til AHERtcA.

HeruEv (1969) tilvEsrrcATEo sELF-pERcEprtoN ¡H ¡ New Mexrco puBLrc

scHooL SYSTEM. Hls sua,¡ecrs [{ERE ELACKT WHtrE, AND f,EXlCet

SCHOOLCH ILDREI.IO TXE RESUI.TS SHOh'ED NO S I GN IF I CANT D IFFERENCES

FOR THE THREE ETI{NIC GROUPST SISEHWCIT (1970) INVESTIGATED THE

SELF-PERCEPTIONS OF BLAcK A¡¡O tr'rHlTE SCHOOLCHTLDREN. HtS SUB.TEcTS

h,ERE II{ TIIE FIFTH ANO SIXTH CRAOES. NO SI6TIIFICA¡¡T DTFFEREilCES

T{ERE REPORTED¡ lTIITTYCOI,IEE (IY/O) INVESTIGATED THE SELF-CO¡¡CEPT

OF THE P¡IUTE INOIA¡¡ EHO t.'HITE SCHOOLCHILDREI{ IN NEVAOA. HER

REsuLTs sHottJED lto s | ôN lF I OANT D tFFERENcEs BETI{EEN THE ETHil I c

GROUPSr TresE PROMtt¡Elr soctAL sctENcE Tt{EoRtEs HAvE pREotcrED

THAT POOR ETHNIC GROUPS, NON-!ÚHITE PEOPLES IN NORTH AMEN¡CA HAVE

LESS FAVORABLE SELF-PERCEPTIONS

I'I I ODLE-CLASS DOI4I NANT GROUPS I N
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FROM THls RESEAROH DID NOT suPPoRT THAT AssuMprrot{o

Ir cI¡¡ BE ARGuED THAT A I{oMoGENEoUs IT¡oI¡H GRouP sUcH As

THE SCHOOLCHILDREN rNOM FORT AIEX¡HOER RESERVE hJERE ONLY EXPOSED

T0 SIêNlFICANT OTHERS tfi{O HAVE FAVORABLE IMAGES

s I NcE THE I ND I AN scrooLcr I LDREN sAT{ THEHsELvEs . I N

THE t{HITE scl{ooLcHlLDRENr lT I'JAS BEcAusE oF FAVORABLE tHAcEs

THAT PEOPLE IN THEIR ENVIRONMENT HAVE OF THEM. HOWCVEN, IT

APPEAREO UNL IKELY THAT THESE INDIAN SCHOOLCHILDREN T^'ERE ONLY

OF THEHSELVES AS COMPARED TO h'HITE,

SOCIETY I{OWEVER EMPIRICAL F INDII.¡GS

oF TltEMo At'to,

SIHILAR WAYS TO



EXPOSED TO PEOPLE

THEH. Auu or txe

SCHOOL bJERE T'JH I TE O

BECAUSE THEY COULD NOT FIND TEACHING JOBS II.¡ THE !{HITE COHMUNITIES¡

AHo, tHe rEAcHERst ATTlruDEs rowARo lr¡oleH sct{ooLcHtLoREN T.JERE tN

HANY cAsEs LEss rHAN FAV0RABLE. ALso, THEsE lHo¡aH sct{ooLcHtLoRE¡

HAVE TV SETS II,¡ THE¡R HOMES ANO THEY FREqUENTLY GO TO THE MOVIES

AT¡D SHOPPING IN THE ADJACENT T{HITE TO!.III¡

Oll THE lR RESERVE trllo HAVE POStTI VE IMAGES OF

TEAcHERS IN THE Fonr AISxANDER RgseRve SecxeEn

MnIv oT THEsE TEAcHERS TAUGHT oI{ THE REsERvE

RESPONSIBILITIES THAT THE 8Ai¡D coUNclL HAS OBTAtt{Eo, tNFLUENOED

THE SELF.PERCEPTION OF THE INOIAN STUDENTS. ANO, ECCAUSE THE

lnolaru coMMuNlrY HAs HoRE pot{ER ovER THE coNTRoL oF trs okrn REsERvE

ALso' IT cAN 8E URGEo TI{AT TI{E REcEI¡T AcquIsITIoiI oF MoRE

THIS HAS RAISED THE SELF-PERCEPTION OF THE IHOINH SCHOOLCHILDREN

TO SIHILAR LEVELS AS THE t¡rHlTE SCHOOLcHILDREN. TnE FOnr ALSXANDER

I no ¡nns U,ERE G I vEN MoRE REsPoNs I B IL IT IEs REcENTLY BY Txe FeoeR¡u

GovgRNNENr. BUT, I Ho ¡ ¡IIs I',Ho !',ERE T,IoN-REG I STEREo TREATY t Ho ¡¡Hs

trlERE NOT AFFECTED By THESE OCCURRENCES. Yer, l¡¡ NORtHenH 1,4¡HtTOSA

SEFORE THE FEOEROL ò0"*NI4ENT STARTEO GIVING THE TREATY IHO¡NHS

MORE RESPONSIBILITICS, ZUK (19?O) IilVESTIGATED SELF-PERCEPTIO¡I
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US I NG I HO I ¡H SCHOOLCH I LOREN WHO T{ERE

STATUS¡ Txese I Ho l¡H scHooLcH TLDREN

THE PROVINCE TO TEACH ON TI{E RESERVEO TXE TINDINGS SHO!{ED THAT

TI{E HA.'OR ITY OF THESE ITTO I¡IT SCHOOLCH ILDREN (AE6¡ D I O NOT PERCE I VE

THEHSELVES AS BEING INFERIOR To T.JHITE PEoPLE. ZuKIs (Igzo) FINoINGs

ANDTHE PRESENT STUDY ARE CONSIOERED TO SUPPORT THE ASSUHPTION THAT3

NON-REGISTERED ANO NON-TREATY

HAD h'HITE TEACHERS HIREO BY



I ) THE lHo¡¡n sct{ooLcHtLDREr{ pERcEt vE THEMSELvEs tr¡
StHILAR l,rAYS TO THE ltrHlTE SCHOOLCHTLORET{¡ AilD

2l THE I ¡¡D I AN sct{ooLcn I LoREn rENo ro HAVE HA I NTA I NED
A POSITIVE SELF-PERCEPTION.

Ac_e I trrene Hces

RosEHeeRc (lnZI I ilvEsr I cArEo

SELF-pERcEprtoNo Fnom RosEngEncfs

THosE suBJecrs hrxo hrERE l0-ll, 14,

THEMSELvES s¡cNlFlcAt'¡TLY MoßE FAVORABLE THAN THosE suB.rEcTs I¡JHO

I{ERE 12 on 13 yeaRs oF AGEe No s¡cntFtcAltr D¡FFERET{cEs wERE FouND

FOR AIIY OF THE AGE GROUPSO TXE ECE GROUPS SHOT''ED TI{AT AS TI{E ACE

LEVEL TNCREASES FROH l0 rO 16 yeens, rHe suBJEcTS trouLD RATE

TI{EHSELVES FAVORAELE BUI IN LESS EXTREME bTAYS¡ THE TEH AIO ELEVEN

YEAR oLo suBJEcrs OBTAlllED THE Hosr FAVORABLE MEASURE oF sELF-

PERCEPTION VIHILE TI{E I5-I6 YEAR OLD SUBJECTS RATED THEMSELVES

SL IGHTLY LESS FAVORABLE.

Trg o¡r¡ wgRg ALso ANALyzEo sEpARATELy Fog EAcH AGE AND ETHNtc

cRouPr THls t{As DoNE TO DETERHiliE tF THE TI{ELVE ANO THTRTEEN YEAR

THE EFFECT TI{A1 AGE HAS ON

F I ND I Ncs lT. tárAS PREO I CTEO THAT

15-16 YEARs oF AcE rdouLo RATE
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OLO SUB.'ECTS HAD RELATIVELY LO}JER SELF-PERCEPTIOT{S FOR ANY ONE OF

TI{E ETHNIC GROUPS. HOT.,EVER, THE REsuLTs AGAITI sHoT{Eo 1'Io sIGIIIFIcANT

OIFFERENCES FOR ANY ETHNIC GROUPS.

Sex D r,rreneH c.es

IN SOCIETY ANO THEREFORE TI{EY T{OULD RATE THEMSELVES SIGNIFICANTLY

IT T',As REASoNED THAT MALES I,JERE GIvEN A MoRE PRESTIGIous RoLE

HORE FAVORASLE THAN THE FEMALE SUB.JECTST HOWCVER, TI{E RESULTS

Sl{Olt ED ÂlO S I GN lF I cANT D IFFEREtICES BETI{EEll THÊ SELF-PERCEPT I ON RAT I NGS

OF HALES ANO FEMALES. TXIT IS, THE MALES DID NOT VALUE THEHSÊLVES



ANY HlCl{ER THAI{ THE FEi{ALES }'rHlCH l'lAY BE DUE TO THE FACT THAT THE

RAlI}IC SCALES USED OID NOT NECESSARILY OIFFERENTIATE BETI{EEI¡ HALE

VERgUS FEIIALE QUAL IT IES¡

loeeu MrHus Seur 0rscREpAncy MEAi{ Scones

T{OULD LIKE TO BE HII¡US THE SUBJECTTS SELF AS HE IS I¡OT" IS TYPICALLY

Tre ¡asouurE o¡FFERENcE BETI¿EEN A sugJEcrrs R¡rtilcs oF Hob, HE

USED AS AN INDICATOR OF PERSONAL AOì'USTHENTO BECIUSE ¡XE IHO¡NHS:

LIVED ITI COI{O!T¡ONS OF: RELATIVE POVERTY AND H¡GH HORTALITY RATES

AS COMPARED TO THE REST OF THE cnn¡OlAil SOCIETY, lT lS THOUGHT

THAT THEY I''OULO HAVE A RELATIVELY LARGE DISCREPANCY SCORE. AND,

THE IION-INDIANS MAY LIKELY SHO¡,' A LESS DISCREPANCY SCORE THATI THE

lro¡eu suBJEcrs.

Txe REsuLTs sr{ot{ED THE Et¡cLtsg sug.rEcrs ro xAvE A DtscREpAt{cy

SCORE III{ICH I,'AS LARCE* 
'U'II.O*E 

SIGNIFICAiIT THAN TI{E DISCREPANCY

scoRE oF THE Fnencx-C¡NAoIANS oR IHoI¡T¡ SUBTJECTSo TrE FnEncn-

CI¡¡Io I AN suBJEcls OBTA I I{ED THE NEXT LAR GEST D I ScREPANCY scoRE I.JI{ I LE

7B

THE IiloIAil suB.rEcrs oBTAtNED THE SMALLEST oIscREpANCy scoREo

Txe lxollH suB.rEcrs oBTAtNED THE SHALLEST DtscREpANcy scoRE

wHtcH otD nor suppoRT THE pREDtcrtoNo Txe sl¿euu otscRÉpAncy scoRE

FoR IT¡oI¡H HALES T.IERE OETAINED BECAUSE TI{EY SCORED LOh, OT{ IDEAL

SCORES, ANO TI{EREBY HAD LOtI'TERED THEIR ASPIRATIONS HUCH HORE

RELATIVE TO THE FRENCH AIID ENCUISH-CANAOIAN MALES OF THE SAME AGE¡

Txe neasoil FoR THE sMALL OIScREPANcY RATING oF TI{E IHo¡¡Hs

T{AS TI{E S I GN IF I CANTLY LESS FAVORABLE RAT I T¡G OF THE COT'ICEPT I' I OEAL

SsLFtt By rHE lnor¡¡r HALES¡ ZeHren (1973, p. l5-16) REHARKED THAT



THE RESERvE I rolnnsT ASPIRATIoNS AND HoTIvATIoNS ARE oIFFEREIIT

FROM PEOPLE I{HO OO I¡OT LIVE Of{ RESERVATIONSE

Llcxlrc As HE DoEs AccEprlt¡cE or A

BAsts oF EquALtry rfl Tt{E Hon-lNDrAN
soc I ETy ARour{D H I M, THE I ruo I e¡ HAs HAD

FE!{ IF AIIY EXTER]IAL REFERET{CES-cROUPS
IÚHICH MIGHT INSPIRE AI{O MOTIVATE BEHAVIOR
OF A TYPE CALCULATEO TO AOVANCE HIH IT{

THE PRESTIGE scnLE oF THE Nor¡-¡NDIAII CoT{-
TÂ I t'¡ I Nc soc I ETyo AlrgRnet I vELy, r{ | TH I N

THE coNF I NEs oF THE I Ho ¡ ¡tt soc I ETy, trH I cH
}IAS SERVED AS A REFERENCE GROUP TO SOME

EXTENT, BEHAVTOR HAS HAD NO APPARENT
!NSTITUTIOI'¡AL COûINECTION T{ITH ADVAI,ICEMET{T

I ]'I THE PREST I GE SCALE OF THE I NO ¡ ¡T SOC I ETYO

TrE stcNtFlcANTLy LEss FAvoRABLE rrloEtt SErFrr RATtNc oF THE

l¡¡o¡¡r¡ HALE AppEARED To uto¡cATE A RELATtvELy Lord DEcREE oF

AsPIRATIoNS To AcHIEvE MoRE socIALLY DEsIRABLE BEI{AvIoR. Txe

REASON FOR A LOT,,IER ¡DEAL SELF FOR TI{E IHOIIH T4ALES Iì'AS PROEABLY

BECAUSE HtS FURTHER tS PERCEtVED AS t{OT REQUtRtNc THE NECESStTy

FOR IMPRovED SocIALLY DESIRABLE BEHAvIoR. NoHE or rxE INoIAN

HALES IN TI{IS STUDY INDICATED PLANS FOR POST-SCHOOL TRAINING FOR

A SKILLED TRAoEo bJHtLE, Tr¡rELvE pER oENT oF THE trHtrE MALES DtD

AND SO DID THIRTY-ONE PER CENT OF TI{E FEMALES IN EACII ETHNIC
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GROU P ¡

Trg rurune

D I FFERE NT TIíAN

EXPECTEO TO ASPIRE FOR COALS CENTEREO AROUND HAVING A FAMILY AND

I{oUSEHOLo I¡I,HEREAS Tl{E MALEs ARE EXPECTED To OBTAII¡ EHPLOYMENT TO

ADEqUATELy suppoRT A FAMtLy ANo THEREFoRET lrotAN FEMALES sHor,JED

HIGHER IDEAL SCORES THAN INOINru MALES¡

ExPECTATIoNS oF INDIAN FEMALES ARE conSIDEREo

FOR THE IHOIIN MALES¡ T¡TE IIO¡¡H FEMALES ARE



Rrrr¡¡cs og PEopue Jl rxe E¡¡.v¡normeHr

Mosr peopLE THAT rxe FneHcx-cnnaorAN AND EncursH-cANAorA¡

RATED T.'ERE SEET{ II.I SIMILAR ¡{AYS BY BOTH ETHI{IC GROUPS. HOWEVCR,

TIHEN THE RATINGS OF THE T.'HITE SUBJECTS T{ERE COHPAREO TO THE

RATII¡GS OF THE ITOIIT SUBJECTS TI{ERE T,JERE SOME SICNIFICAI,¡T

OIFFERENCES FOUNDO

Erxru ¡c Gnoups

Tre l¡¡DtAr't sugJEcrs RATED THE RoLE TtrLE TTFATHERsI

S I GN IF I CANTLY LESS FAVORABLE THA]'¡ THE RAT I NGS OF THE I,{H ITE SUBJECTS.

A pnorlLE 0HART oF THts coNcEpr sr{otrED Tt{E lt¡olens ro vtEw HtH AS

NOT TO0 POLITET NOT T0O KINO¡ NOT VERY STRONGT NOR NICE, ANO SLtcHTLy

cot'JARD M BEHAV loR. Tmese D IFFERE¡tcEs succgsrED THAT I no ¡ ¡t¡ pEopLE

DO NOT CONSIDER FATHERS TO I{AVE AS SOCIALLY OESIRABLE BEHAVIOR AS

THE brHlTE SUB.JEOTS COI{SIDERED THE ROLE OF FAT|{ERS. Tfe RE¡SON couLo

8E ATTRIBUTEO ro THE ROLE 0F rxe Feoeneu GovERumenr til pRovtDtlc FoR

TI{E IND¡ANS. USUIUUY, IT IS CONSIDERED THE RESPONS¡SILITY OF THE

FATHER To !'roRK ANo ro pRovtDE THE BAS¡C NEEDS FoR Hts FAMtLy At{D
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THE DOMINANT CEH¡OIAT{ SOCIETY IS GEAREO TO!,,IARD THAT THINKII,lG. HOW-

EVER, t{tr¡{ trREctsrEREDr TREATY srATusrr lHol¡HS, THE FEOERIU GOVenn-

HENT HAS ACCEPTED RESPONS¡BILITY FOR PROVIDING SOME OF THEIR BASIC

fi¡EEOS. sO, 'rHe I Ho I er FATHER I S PERCE MO AS PROEABLY NOT HAV I nc

AS VITAL A¡¡ ECONOMIC ROLE lN THE FAMILY AS THE IlrHlTE FATI.|ERS HAVE¡

Txe ReInTIVELY Lotd RATINGs oF FATHER BY THE IHoIeHs ¡s suPPoRTED

FURTHER BY RELATIVELY LOhJ RATINGS OF IDEAL SELF BY THE IUOINH MALESO

Tx¡T Is, THE Itlo¡¡II MALE sUEJEcTS PRoBABLY REALIzED THE LIM¡Teo

occuPATlONAL OPPORTUN¡TlEs THAT lno¡tH FATHERs HAvE At{D THE sugJEcrs



COilSEqUENTLY HAVE LOITER

Txe wxtrE sruDerrs

Í|IORE FAVORABLE THAI.I THE

OUE TO THE TRADITIONAL

LOcAL oovERT¡ING FIGURES. IHo¡eru

sruDENTs FELT THAT ttTowN MAyoRstt

8l

ASP I RAI I OIIAL LEVELSO

VIEt¡JEO IITOWN MAYORSII AS BEI¡IG SIGIIIFICA¡¡TLY

I Ho ¡er sruoENTs. Tx t s r I ilo I NG r{As ExpEcrEo

HOSTILITY THAT IHOI¡H PEOPLES HAVE T{ITH

FAVORABLE THAN THE INDIAN STUDENTS. TXE RCMP OFFICERS HAVE EEETI

Txe wH¡TE sruoeNTs ALso RATED TTRCMP (orr¡ceRs)t¡ As MoRE

TRADITIoNALLY SEEN As REAcTING NEGATIVELY ToT{ARD IilD¡ANs.

o ¡ ouosr poL I cE (RCMP) ARE r/út{ I TEs r{Ho ARE
NoT AccoUNTABLE 1o THE InoIeH coMMUNITY
AND THUS DO NOT ATTEMPT TO AMEL I ORATE
pRoBLEMS rHAT M I cHT AR I sE. lr ¡ pR t sott
SENTENCE tS tMPOSEo, Tt{tS NoT ONLY REMOVES

TxE pERsoN FRoM THE commutrrv (ano
suBsEquENTLv REDucEs rHE poLtcE wonx) aur
ALso sHohrs rHAT THEY ARE ItDotNG THEIR .tog.r,
(Fnroenes, 7gT+, p. 56)

TxE l¡¡ol¡rus wHEN coMpARED To t,,rHtrEs sew RCMP oFFtcERs As BEtNc:

NOT VERY FRtENDLY¡ NOT TOO SMART; AND NOT TOO BRAVE.

AUU TXNEE ETHNIC GROUPS FELT DIFFERENILY ABouT'IIIToIAN CH¡EFSII.

THe INDtAN sruDENTS, NorABLy rHE FEMALEs, RATED rrlNDt¡r cxtEFstt As

S I GN IF I CANTLY MORE FAVORABLE THAÍ'¡ THE FNEHCPC¡NAO I AN ON ENCI ¡ SX-

Cen¡otAN suBJEcrs. Txe lHot¡H FEMALEs sArr, ItlHo¡eH CHtErstt As vERy

HELPFUL ANO CLEAN. THE IITO¡¡H MALES CONSIDERED'IINOIAN CHIEFSII TO

BE VERY FRIENDLY. TIE FNENCH-CNH¡OIAN STUDENTS PERcEIvED IIIHoIeH

CH r eFsrr tN s I GN tF I cANTLy r"toRE FAvoRABLE wAys rHAN rxe EHcu I stt-

STUOEÎITS I.JHEN COMPARED TO THE WHITE

I'JERE t¡OT VERY FRIENDLY 0R BRAVE.

CaHnotANS¡ FneHcu-CnNADIA¡l sruDENTs FELT THAT rt lNolaH CxlEFsr I,,JERE

STRONG AND BRAVE BUT NOT TOO NICE OR HELPFULO WX¡UE, THE ETCIISH



SUBJECTS FELT THAT I' I NO I EH CH IEFSII I''ERE SL I GHTLY CRUEL, SELF I SH,

AT{D

Sex

D I RTY¡

0lrreRgHcEs FoR rrDocroRsrr

Txe rem¡ug sruoENTs FELT THAT ttDocroRsrr þJERE HoRE FAVoRABLE

THAN THE RATINCS OF THE MALE SUBJECTSO ACCONOItlc TO THE FEHALES,

ItDocroRsrt TJERE vERy SHART, ilrcE, Al,ro HELpFUL¡ L,JteRE¡s, THE MALES

co¡ts I DERED ITDOCTORSTT AS NOT VERys K I lto, srRoNG, N I CE, OR GENEROUS.

I ro rer. Mrues

Txe toEAL SELF oF lnornn MALEs hrAs RATEo LEss FAVoRABLE ù,rHEn

COMPARED TO TI{E IDEAL SELF RATINGS OF THE OTHER GROUPS OF SUBJECTS.

Txe ¡DEAL SELF oF lrotnH MALEs r.ras RATED AS ¡ror AS! FAsri poLtrE;

tllCEr ACT|vEi HELPFUL| OR GENEROUS AS THE RATINcS OF IDEAL SELF BY

ÎI{E OTHER GROUPS OF SUBJECTS. TXESC FINDINGS ABOUT THE IUOI¡r

HALES CAil SE INTERPRETED AS SHOI{IÎ{G THAT THEY DO I{OT PERCEIVE IT

I¡EcEssARY To STRIvE FoR HoRE SocIALLY DESIRABLE BEHAvIoR. Tue

lrolaru HAS REALtzED THAT Hrs oppoRTUNrrrEs FoR HAvtNc A MoRE soctALLy

DESIRABLE BEHAV¡OR ARE PROBABLY LIMITED BECAUSE OF THE PREJUOICE

A¡¡D.DISCRIMINATION THAT I{E MUST ENOOUNTER IN THE OOMINANT }JHITE

soclETY. lrlxeREns, THE lHo¡aH FEHALEs srRtvED FoR soctALLy DEstRABLE

EEHAVIOR BEOAUSE lT lS EXPECTED THAT THEY trúll.L BE l{OusEtrlvES AND
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HOTHERS AND TI{EY !'rlLL NOT HAVE TO COHPETE FOR GOOD úOBS.

Txe lHo¡en MALES DrD Nor RATE THEIR BEsr FRTEND (or rne same

SEX) IS FAVORABLE AS THE RAT¡NGS OF THE OTHER GROUPS OF SUSJECTS.

Tx¡s Is PRoBABLY BEcAUsE THE IHoI¡H HALEs PERcEIvgo THEIR HALE

BEST FRIENOS AS WELL AS THEHSELVES AS NOT REALLY NEEOING TO STRIVE



FOß SOCIALLY OESIRABLE EEHAVIOR TO REACH THEIR FUTURE GOAL9O

R¡r¡ncs oF PEopLE sEEr¡ tN stu¡LAR hj¡vs sv Auu GRoups oF suBJEcrs

RAT I Ncs By rHE GRoups oF suBJEcrs hrERE NoN-s I cû¡ ¡F I cAt{To Txene

Txene wERE FrvE coNcEPTs oF

T{ERE FIVE COI.ICEPTS OF T.'HICH ALL GROUPS OF SUBJECTS RATED IN

SIHILAR ITIAYSO TTESE COilCEPTS !{ERE

l) ttlE, As I Am Nowtt;

2l trREL t c t ous Leaoensrt ¡

3) ttFEHAuE SronereepEßstt;

4) ITFEHALE TEecxsnsrt i ero

5) rrMorHERsr.

ttl'Ë, As I Am Nodt (seur-eenceertoH)

Aul rnRee ETHNtc cRoups sAtft THEMsELvEs

ROLE TITLES OF PEOPLE TdHOSE

EAoH orHER. TrE sus.recTs sAt{ TI{EHSELvEs As

CLEAN BUT I¡OT TOO BRAVE OR STRONG.

rrReLtctous LgAogRsrr
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DIFFER AHONG THE ETHI{IC AND SEX

RATED rrRELtclous LeAoeRsrt AS Nor

THE RertNcs oF rrRELtctous LeAogRstt DtD Nor stcNtFtcAitrLy

POLITE¡

rfFEuAtE SroREKEgpERsrr

Tuene hrERE No stcNtFtcANT DTFFERENoEs BETI¡JEEN ETHNtc Ailo sEx

GROUPS TOR IIFEMAUE STORETEEPERS'I. THE SUBJECTS RATEO THIS CONCEPT

As SLIGHTLY sLol'r, trEAK, AND Nor too BRAVE. But, THEY ALso sAt{ THts

coNcEPT As FRtENoLY, poLtTE, GENEROUS, ANO CLEANo

IN SIM¡LAR }'AYS TO

VERY FRIENDLY AND

cRouPs. lN cENERAL, Tt{E suBJEcrs

TOO FAST OR STROIIG BUT VERY



rrFEt'tALg TEAcHERslf

Tte ne brERE No s I cN tF I cANT D tFFERENoEs BETI{EEN ETHN I c AND

SEX GROUPS.FOR IIFEI,IALE TEAC¡TERSII. THE SUE¿ECTS RATEO THIS CONCEPT

As sHART Bur Nor roo FAST¡ Auso, ITFEHALE TeAcxgßstt I,ERE

CONSIDERED VERY KIND ANo HELPFUL 8UT NOT VERY POLITE, STROftlc OR

BRAVE.

rr MorHERSrr

Tnene brERE No s r cN rF r oANT D TFFERENcES BETT.JEEN ETHI{ ¡ c AND

sEx cRoups FoR rrMorHERsrr. THe suBirEcrs RATED THts coNcEpT As Nor

VERY FAST oR BRAVE 8UT VERY FRIENDLYT PoLlTE, KINDr HELPFUL, AND

CLEAN e
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TxeRe ARE A

FUTURE RESEARCH.

CHAPTER V

IMPLICATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

THtS STUOY WAS THE TNSTRUMENT OF ASSESSMENT, THE SEMANTTC

DTFFERENTtAL. lreM DEstRABlLtry (t.E. I'rHEN oNE trEM MAy BE

CHOSET{ OVER ANOTHER SIMPLY BECAUSE IT

FEù't FACTORS brHlCH

Tne mosr ogvtous

cocN r zED DEs I RABLE I DEA, (¡<enu I NGER,

OVERRIOINC IMPORTANCE IN ANShJERING THE

oF THE TI'JELVE coNcEPTsr THE scALE sPAcE usuALLy SELEoTED r'rAs

fre quluuv BorHrr, rrsoMEt.,HATtt FAvoRABLE oR ttvERyrt FAvoRABLE. VERY

FEI', TIMES DID A sUB.rEcT cHEcK OFF A scALE END THAT tdAS NEGAT¡VE.

FuruREttRATrNc"guEsrtoNNAtREs tNvoLV¡Nc rEN To stxrEEN vEAR oLD

COULD BE IHPROVED UPON IN

FEATURE ABOUT THE DESIGI{ OF

SCHOOLCHILDREN SHOULO USE AN ATTITUOE

ô so((¡l¡att¡
EFFECTS OF ITEM DESIRABILITY.âHAS BEEN

OF A IIFORCED-CHOICEII TYPE qUESTIONNAIRE !.JHEREBY THE SUBJECT MUST

CI{OOSE AMONG ALIERNATIVES THAT ON THE SURFACE APPEAR ABOUT

EqUALLY FAVORABLE (ON UHTEVORABLE). (XCNUINGER, 1873, P. 506)

OHe or rre TMpoRTANT FrNDrNcs wHtcH THE DATA rN THrs REsEARcH

REVEALEO WAS THE RELATIVELY LOI.J STATUS THAT MA.'OR REPRESENTATIVES

OF I TO ¡AN PEOPLE HAVE ¡ N THE EYSS OF I¡JH ITE SCHOOLCH I LDREN. TXE

CONCEPT IIINOINH CgIEFSII T.JAS SICNIFICANTLY RATED LESS FAVORABLE BY

EXPRESSES A COHMOI{LY RE-

1973, n. 506) sEEMED AN

QugsrtoNNAtRE. Fon encx

MEASURE b'HICH REDUCES THE

CONSIDERED TO BE THE USE



THE ENcLtsH ANo FneHcx-CeNADtAlt sug.rccrs tl rHts sruoy. lr ts

THOUGHT THAT IHOIEH PEOPLE IN GENERAL HAVE A LO!{ STATUS IN THE

mntos oF hrHtTE PEopLE, lT ls succEsTEo THAT FUTURE RESEARCH

w¡rr lNDtANs ANo sELF-pERcEprtoN BE DtREcTED AT uNcovERtNc rHE

Pos IT I vE ASPEcTS oF lHE I ¡¡o I e¡¡ cULTURE t¡JH I cH EI.IABLEs THEM To

HAINTAIN A FAVORABLE IHAGE OF THEHSELVES III THE FACE OF A

HOST I LE T.JH I TE SOC I ETY O

86



CHAPTER VI

SUMMARY

Txe pReseilT sruoy tNvEsrtcATED ttow FReHcx-C¡Heotan, Etcutsx-

C¡Heo r AN, AND NAT I vE I Ho ¡ ¡H scxooLcx I LDREII sEE THeMSELvES AtlD

PEoPLE IN THEIR ENVIRONMENTo IN A

HADE A LIST

BAD Ù'AYS.

TO BE USED AS BIPOLAR SCALES IN THE SEMAIITIC DIFFERENTIAL

QUESTIONNAIRE. THEN TI¡JÊLVE CONCEPTS T.,ERE USED OF ROLE TITLES OF

OF

Auu

I{ORDS !{I{ICH TI{EY FELT

PEOPLE I N THE ENV I RONMET{T OF TI{E SCHOOLCI{ I LDREN

Ftrrv-srx FReHoH-CANAD tAN, FoRTy-FouR Erucu tsH-CANADtANs,

AND FIFTY-ONE NATIVE IITO¡¡U SCI{OOLCHILDREN I,TERE USED AS SUBJECTS.

Tte ece RANGE oF THE suB.rEcrs vARtED rnou l0 ro 16 yEARs oF AGE'

THe cRnogs r{ERE 6rx, Trxr Btx e¡¡o 9tH. TxE w¡lrE suoJEcrs uIERE

rRom PowERvtEtr, Mlu¡rog¡ AND THE INDtAN suB.,Ecrs TJERE FRoM Fonr

ALexlnoen, MautroBA. Borx or rHEsE commur{tr¡Es ARE LocATeo ¡eour 80

HtLEs NoRTH or l¡'/lt{NtPEc.

LISTS IdERE COMPILED AND TIâTELVE bTORDS ¡'JERE SELECTEO

PRE-TEST SESS¡ON, EACH SUBJECT

DESCRIBED PEOPLE I¡I GOOD AND

A cluculer I oN oF MEAN scoREs oF ALL

SUB.'ECT t¡'AS ANALYZED It¡ ¡ 3 X 2 RH¡UYSIS

ACCOROING TO ETI{NIC GROUP MEMBERSHIP AND

FICANT DIFFERENCES BETIIEEN ETHNIC AND

bJERE FOUNO.

, 
THE TlrrELVE cONCEPTS PER

OF VAR I ANCE DES I GN

sEXo So rxer, THE slct{t-

SEX GROUPS OF EACH CONCEPT



Foun vAR I ABLEs I.,ERE I IIvEgT I GATEoS

cRouPs¡ sEx GRoupsi Ar{D TDEAL HINUs SELF

Puus, THE scHooLcHtLDRENls peRceprtoN oF

HENT trAS

Tre

SIGNIF I cANTLY lN SELF-PERcEPTI Ot{

E¡¡cu I sx-C¡¡¡¡o r AN scHooLCH r LDRENo

STUDIEO¡

FITID,INGS SHO!{EO TI{AT THE

YEARS. THE RESULTS REVEALED NO SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES EETb'EEN

EAcH oF THE AcE LEvELs. l-loweveR, THE MEAN scoREs FoR EAcH AGE

LEVEL SHOT"ED TI{AT AS THE AGE LSVEL INCREASED TROM IO TO 16 VENNS

OF AGE, THE SUE.rECTS ITJOULD RATE THEHSELVES lN FAVORABLE BUT LESS

EXTREI4E T,JAYST IH TERNS OT SEX D IFFERENCES, THERE II'ERE IIO S I G!¡ I-

SELF-PERCEPT I Ot{, AôE

DISCREPANCY MEAN SCOREST

PEOPLE I I'l THE El{V I ROll-

FICANT DIFFERENCES BÉTT'IEEN HOþ' FEHALES ANO MALES PERCEIVED THEM-

SELVESO TXE IDEAL SELF HINUS TI{E ACTUAL SELF DISCREPANCY SCORE

lHo¡¡H suB,rEcrs Dto Nor otFFER

FROM THE FNEHCN-C¡ilADIAT{ OR

Tre tce RANcED FRoM l0 ro 16

¡{AS NOT SIC¡IIFICAI,ITLY DIFFERENT FOR THE THREE ETHNIC AND SEX

cRouPS. Txer ts, THE lttolrt¡s, FneHcx-C¡HeotAN, AND Er¡cr-¡SH-CANADtAN

SCHOOLCI{ILDREN TENDEO TO HAVE LEVELS OF PERSONAL AOJUSTMENT !.JHICH
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DID NOT DIFFER FROM EACH OTHER¡

People tN Tl{E EruvlRo¡t¡'re¡¡r

rrFATHERsrr AS stcNtFlcANTLY MoRE FAvoRABLE

Also, rre brH I TE susJEcrs pERcE I vEo rrTolrlN

TxE FnencH-CANAD r AN AND EHcu ¡ sH-CANAo I AN suBJEcrs sAr,t

AS SIGNIFICANTLY MORE FAVORABLE THAN THE

Txe remnuEs coNstDEREo rrDocroRsrr To

RATINGS OF THIS CONCEPT BY THE HALES.

TTe IHoIRH MALEs DID T{oT RATE THEIR IoEAL sELvEs AS HIGHLY AS

THAN THE lHoleu SUBJECTS¡

MAYoRsrr AND TTRCMP (orr r ceRs)tt

I Ho ¡ ¡N su Br,Ecrs.

8E HORE FAVORABLE THAN THE



THE IHO¡I¡ FEHALES AND THE WHITE SUBJECTS. PI.US,.THE I4ALE EEST

FRtEfiD oF THE lnoler¡ HALES hrERE Nor RATED As H|GH As rHE BEsr

FRIEND (OT.TUC SAME SEX) N¡TINGS OF THE OTHER CROUPS OF SUBJECTS.

As ron rHE coNcEpr ttlilotAN CHtEFstf , ALL THREE ETHÌ¡¡c cRoups

PRODUCEO D TFFERENT RAT tNcS. Tre I HO I ¡H STUDET'¡TS, fi¡OTAgLy rHE

FEMALEST PERCEtVEDItlHOlnr cHtErsrf As stcNtFtcANTLy MORE FAVOR-

ABLE THAN THE !.JAYS THAT THE tI,HITE CROUPS PEROEIvED THIs coNcEPT.

Txe Fneucx-ceHeorAN sTUDENTS RATEo ttlNo¡AN cHrEFsrr stcNrFtcANTLy

MORE POSITIVE THAN THE RATINGS OF THIS CONCEPT 8Y THE EHCU¡SX-

C¡teo I ANS ¡

TIHEN THEY TI,ERE ANALYZED TO

T¡rese concEPTs !',ERE3

Txe nemltNtNc FouR coNcEprs

I ) rrREL I c tous Leaoensrt ¡

2l ItFEmALE SroREKEEpERstt ¡

3) ITFEMALE TEAcHERstt¡ AND

4l rrMorHERstr.
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ETHN I C GROUP OR SEX D IFFEREI,¡CES.

SÍOt{ED NO S I G1.¡ tF I CATIT D IFFEREIICES
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INSTRUCTIoN$ FOR TtrE SflJDBüT TO Frtt-OUT TH,E QUESTIONNAIRE

BOOKI,ET

-thc purpose of thlE study ls to find out how you descrlbe or talk
ebout cerùain things. So, I would Ëke you to tell me how you personal]y

deserlbe the persons listed Ln tl¡is booklet. For cxarnpler you uay ùhink

of gonething being very fast or very slor or a llttlc bit, strong or a
låttle bLt wealc. Supposc wc wented to know how strong or wealc sonething

like a trl,lOlJNTAINt ig, then ¡rou would do Èhe following.

You could thlnk of ùhis erd(experinenter polnts to.tbe end
of tùe ttlæUNTAINn scale which ls labellcd ttsjrongrt) a6 being

rtrong
. IIer?
4- ";

UOUIüTAIN -
,So¡aentrat -Equally boùh Sonewhat, VerT

Irlli!r¡lf?êk

sonethlng very strong becauac lt has the word.rrstrongtr here
at thls 9¡É 

Mou*,ArN

, If you think ttUOUlfTAINtt ia vety strong, lt would, be nuch lJke
the epace underneath tho word Itvetyrr, and you would show mp

by putting an [ïtr tn thls space here(experj..nenter puts an rrXrl

Ln the rvetxrtr spaee at the strong erd of the line-on the black-
boanù).

0n the other hand, lf you think of a rtMOUItll[AINn ag belng
very nrcakttr pl¡t on rrxrt ln the very weak space here(experÍnenter
denonstrates tbe appropriate space)r rr

l,foUtfIAIN '-..
Very Somervbaù Equalþ both got"ìhàt - yerï

st"o'clllíÉ)(r""t
Or, i.f you feel that a tr¡4OUNTAINrr lsrrsomerchat weakrr, then
put an rtÏn ln the space urderneath the tcord rrsomewhatrr whlch
ls closest to the trweaknend of the llne.(experlmenter denonstrates
the approprlate response)> -_,

MOUNTATN

Very Sonewhat Equalþ both- Somewhat VerTrr | | ;È'V I wearr

Some¡rbet EquaÌþ both ,Somerhat Ver?
weak

s

È

{i



ffrMOtNTAINttto you ls equalþ etrong and weak, then put en trXn
u¡derneeùh the ¡cord nequarLy bothrr (¿he experi¡o.enteü denonstrates
the appropriate space! on the blackUoa$)

}IOUNIAIN ,'

-2-

Pllr lf a nlCIUNTAINtt to ¡rou lebsoneryhat etrongrt, ùhen
nXtr ln the space underneath the rcrd |tsoneÌ.hattt-which
to the nstrongrt end of the Dne.(experlneater puts an
approprlate space on the btackboarrt)

Arc therc ar¡¡r queations? 0K. rn ùhiE booklet, there are twelve pageE

with the name of a person or persons at the top eenter of cech pag€.
Alsor each pagc has twelve sets of ¡ror.rcls ïith, ,one set of words per line.
For eacb pager rate the.name at the top of tbe page by checking off the
appropriate space for each I1ne which best expressea how you feel about
the ¡¡ame. There are no rlght or rì¡rong a¡rslrers and qbsolutely no one will
sce your answerå except ny thesis reaearch eupervisor a¡d nyself.
Thank you.

ÌpuNrArN

V F4uaIþ both Sonerùraù Very

nake an
ls cLosest
X tn the
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