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been present in this re;earch; Investigating this as the possible
source of nonsignificant findings, there were several factors to con-
sider. It was possible that the measurement of maséulinity-femininity
was too imprecise to detect differences under study, thereby attri-
buting the problem to measurement error. However, the 5-point Likert
scale used did provide individuals with a reasonable number of alterna-
tives such that the qualitative differeﬁce between the response
possibilities could be readily discerned by the respondents. The
validity of this explanation was, therefore, questionable. A second
possibility was that of sample bias. Since the sample was not randomly
drawn from the population, there was the possibility of sampling bias,.
It was possible that the sample selected did not relate to the hypothe-
tical population but that a biased sample was obtained, thus precluding
generalization of these findings to include other seminaries.

This analysis does not contain missing data problems, and
members of the sample all received fairly equivalent amounts of semi-
nary training in church doctrine, Furthermore, there was no reason to
believe the seminarians were not also forthright and honest in their
answers,

Other areas of consideration with regard to nonsignificant
findings in this research related to the issues of reliability and
validity. There was the possibility that the masculinity-femininity
scale was unreliable or invalid. However, this scale was standardized
in 1968 utilizing 154 college students (Rosenkrantz, Vogel, Bee,
Broverman, & Broverman),

Overall, the forementioned discussion would indicate that the
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sample and methodology of this research was satisfactory. Thus, the
difficulties would most likely lie in the theory on which the study was
based.

The major problem with the theory seemed to be that religious
socialization was important but that significant changes in perceptual
development occurred earlier in the lives of the seminarians, The only
way to definitely di;cern this would be to investigate possible changes
which may have occurred between youth years and the beginning of
seminary training. Further research would be indicated to explore this

possibility.
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Year of seminary study ”>V"hwm
1st, 2nd, 3rd, other

You are a member of a sample selected from a population under
study. Your cooperation and assistance is requested in completing
the questionnaires and data sheet contained in this packet, Please
do not include your name or any other identifying information.

It is important that the five questionnaires be completed in
the order in which they are placed in your packet, Please read the
directions accompanying each questionnaire carefully prior to
beginning your responses, It is important to keep in mind that the
same questionnaire is being used to assess five different attitudes.
You might begin by filling in the blank at the top right-~hand
corner of this page. This research is undertaken under the auspices
of the L.S.U, Department of Psychology by a woman and man,

Your participation is voluntary and you are free to withdraw at
any time,

A summary of the results obtained from this research project
will be sent to the chairman of your department for dissemination to
you so you may learn of the results obtained in this study.

Thank you for your cooperation,
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The "Ideal" Woman
INSTRUCTIONS
Think of what you consider to be the ideal, perfect woman. With
this in mind, look at each of the 20 items on the following question-
naire and circle the single number on the scale of each item which most
closely corresponds to your opinion of the degree to which an "ideal®

woman would possess this trait. For example:

Women should be
Easily embarrassed 1 2 3 4 5 Rarely embarrassed

Depending upon the degree to which you believe women should
possess this trait, circle the number which corresponds closest to
your opinion on the continuum,

Please be sure to think in terms of how you think women should
be as you circle your responses,

1. Women should be . ' .
Not at all agressive 1 2 3 4 5 Very aggressive

2. Women should be

Very emotional 1 2 3 4 5 Not at all emotional
3. Women should be Not at all easily

Very easily influ- 1 2 3 & 5 1influenced

enced

4, Women should be

Very subjective 1 2 3 4 5 Very objective
5. Women should be
Very submissive 1 2 3 4 5 Very dominant
6. Women should be
Very passive 1 2 3 4 5 Very active
7. Women should be
Very illogical 1 2 3 4 5 Very logical
8. Women should be Very interested in

Very home-oriented 1 2 3 4 5 world affairs



9.

10.

11.

12,

13.

14,

15.

l6.

17.

18.

19,

20,

Women should be
Not at all skilled
in business

Women should
Not know the way
of the world

Women's Feelings
Should be easily
hurt

-

Women should be
Not at all adven-
turous

Women should have
difficulty making
decisions

Women should
Cry very easily

Women should not
use harsh language
at all

Women should be very

aware of feelings
of others

Women should be
very religious

Women should be
Very interested in
own appearance

Women should enjoy
art and literature

Women should
Easily express
tender feelings
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Very skilled in business

Know the way of the
world

Feelings should not be
easily hurt

Very adventurous

Can make decisions
easily

Never cry

Use very harsh language

Not at all aware of
feelings of others

Not at all religious

Not at all interested
in own appearance

Not enjoy art and

literature

Should not express tender
feelings at all easily
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Women Are
INSTRUCTIONS
Think of how women seem to you, considering what they are really
like, With that in mind, look at each of the 20 items on the question-
naire and circle the single number on the scale of each item which most
closely corresponds to your opinion of the degree to which a woman
actually possesses this trait,

For example:

Women are easily
Embarrassed 1 2 3 4 5 Rarely embarrassed

Depending upon the degree to which you believe women actually do
possess this trait, circle the number which corresponds closest to
your opinion on the continuum.

Please be sure to think in térms of how women really are as you
circle your responses, |
1., Women are

Not at all aggressive 1 2 3 4 5 Very aggressive

2. Women are
Very emotional 1 2 3 4 5 Not at all emotional

3. Vomen are very ’ Not at all easily
easily influenced 1 2 3 4 5 influenced

4, Women are
Very subjective 1 2 3 4 5 Very objective

5. Women are
Very submissive 1 2 3 4 5 Very dominant

6. Women are
Very passive 1 2 3 4 5 Very active

7. Women are
Very illogical 1 2 3 4 5 Very logical



9.

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

l6.

17,

18.

19,

20,

Women are
Very home oriented

Women are -
Not at all skilled
in business

Women do not
know the way of
the world

Women's feelings
are easily hurt

Women are not at
all adventurous

Women have
difficulty making
decisions

Women
Cry very easily

Women do not use

harsh language at all

Women are very award
of feelings of
others

Women are
very religious

Women are very
interested in own
appearance

Women enjoy art
and literature

Women easily éxpress
tender feelings

Very interested in
World affairs

Very skilled
in business

Know the way of
the world
Feelings are not
easily hurt

Very adventurous

Can make decisions
easily

Never cry

Use very harsh

language

Not at all aware of
feelings of others

Not at all religious

Not at all interested

in own appearance

Do not enjoy art and
literature

Do not express tender
feelings at all easily
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The "Ideal" Man

INSTRUCTIONS
Think of what you consider to be the ideal, perfect man., With this

in mind, look at each of the 20 items on the following questionnaire
and circle the single number on the scale of each item which most
closely corresponds to your opinion of the degree to which an "'ideal"
man would possess this trait. For example:

Men should be
. easily embarrassed 1 2 3 &4 5 Rarely embarrassed

Depending upon the degree to which you believe men should possess
this trait, circle the number which corresponds closest to your
opinion on the continuum,

Please be sure to think in terms of how you think men should be

as you circle your responses,

1. Men should be
Not at all aggressive 1 Very aggressive
2. Men should be
Very emotional 1 Not at all emotional
3. Men should be very Not at all easily
easily influenced 1 influenced
4., Men should be
Very subjective 1 Very objective
5. Men should be
Very submissive 1 Very dominant
6. Men should be
Very passive 1 Very active
7. Men should be
Very illogical 1 Very logical
8. Men should be Very interested in

Very home oriented 1

world affairs



9.

10.

11.

12,

13,

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19,

20,

Men should be Not 1
at all skilled
in business

Men should
Not know the way 1
of the world

Men's
Feelings should be 1
easily hurt

Men should be
Not at all adven-
turous 1

Men should
Have difficulty
making decisions 1

Men should
Cry very easily 1

Men should
Not use harsh
language at all 1

Men should be
Very aware of feelings
of others 1

Men should be
Very religious 1

Men should be
Very interested in

own appearance 1
Men should

Enjoy art and
literature 1
Men should

Easily express
tender feelings 1
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Very skilled in business
Know the way of the
world

Feelings should not
be easily hurt

Very adventurous

Can make decisions
easily

Never cry

Use very harsh language

Not at all aware of
feelings of others

Not at all religious

Not at all interested
in own appearance

Not enjoy art
and literature

Should not express
tender feelings at
all easily
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_Men Are

INSTRUCTIONS
Think of how men seem to you, considering what they are really like.

With this in mind, look at each of the 20 items on the questionnaire
and circle the single number on the scale of each item which most
closely corresponds to your opinion of the degree to which a man
actually possesses this trait, For example:

Men are
Easily embarrassed 1 2 3 4 5 Rarely embarrassed

Depending upon the degree to which you believe men actually do
possess this trait, circle the number which corresponds closest to
your opinion on the continuum,

Please be sure to think in terms of how men really are as you

circle your responses,

l, Men are
Not at all aggressive 1 2 3 4 5 Very aggressive

2. Men are

Very emotional 1 2 3 4 5 Not at all emotional
3. Men are 1 2 3 4 5 |Not at all easily
Very easily influenced influenced

4. Men are
Very subjective 1 2 3 4 5 Very objective

5. Men are
Very submissive 1 2 3 4 5 Very dominant

6. Men are
Very passive 1 2 3 4 5 Very active

7. Men are .
Very illogical 1 2 3 &4 5 Very logical

8. Men are
Very home oriented 1 2 3 4 5 Very interested in
world affairs



9.

10.

11,

12,

13,

14.

15.

16.

17.

- 18,

19.

20.

Men are
not at all skilled 1
in business

Men
Do not know the way
of the world 1

Men's
Feelings are easily
hurt 1

Men are
Not at all adven-
turous 1

Men
Have difficulty mak-
ing decisions 1

Men
Cry very easily 1

Men
Do not use harsh
language at all 1

Men are
Very aware of feelings
of others 1

Men are
Very religious 1

Men are
Very interested in
own appearance 1

Men
Enjoy art and litera~
ture 1

Men
Easily express
tender feelings 1
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Very skilled in business

Know the way of
the world

Feelings are not
easily hurt

Very adventurous

Can make decisions
easily

Never cry

Use very harsh language

Not at all aware of
feelings of others

Not at all religious

Not at all interested
in own appearance

Do not enjoy art
and literature

Do not express tender
feelings at all easily
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. Self
INSTRUCTIONS
Think of how you see yourself, considering what you are really

like, With that in mind, look at each of the 20 items on the
questionnaire and circle the single number on the scale of each item
which most closely corresponds to your opinion of the degree to which
you actually possess this trait. For example:

I am
'Easily embarrassed 1 2 3 4 5 Rarely embarrassed

Depending upon the degree to which you believe you possess this
trait, circle the number which corresponds closest to your opinion on
the continuum, |

Please be sure to think in terms of how you really are as you

circle your responses,

1. I am
Not at all aggressive 1 2 3 4 5 Very aggressive
2, I am
Very emotional 1 2 3 4 5 Not at all emotional
3. Iam
Very easily influ-
enced 1 2 3 4 5 Not at all easily
influenced
4, I am
Very subjective 1 2 3 4 5 Very objective
5. I am :
Very submissive 1 2 3 4 5 Very dominant
6. I am
Very passive 1 2 3 4 5 Very active
7, I am

Very illogical 1 2 3 4 5 Very logical



8.

10,

I am
Very home oriented

I am
Not at all skilled
in business

I do
Not know the way
of the world

11. My

12,

13,

14.

15.

16.

17.

18,

19,

20,

Feelings are
easily hurt

I am
Not at all adven-
turous

1
Have difficulty
making decisions

I
Cry very easily

I do
Not use harsh
language at all

I am

Very aware of feelings

of others

I am
Very religious

I am
Very interested in
own appearance

I

Enjoy art and litera-

ture

I
Easily express
tender feelings

Very interested in
world affairs

Very skilled in
business

Know the way of the world

Feelings are not easily
hurt

Very adventurous

Can make decisions
easily

Never cry

Use very harsh language

Not at all aware of
feelings of others

Not at all religious

Not at all interested
in own appearance

Not enjoy art and
literature

Do not express tender
feelings at all easily



DATA SHEET

What is your age?

What is your race?

What is your marital status? single married
separated divorced widowed

What was the occupation of your father?
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your mother?

Did you participate in a similar research project two years ago
investigating your attitude toward women (Spring, 1975)?

yes no



VITA

Rose Ann Bergeron was born the second of two daughters on April 22,
1943, in Oakdale, Louisiana, She was graduated from Oakdale High
School salutatorian of her class in 1961, She was graduated with high
distinction receiving a Bachelor of Arts degree in 1965 from the
University of Southwestern Louisiana in Lafayette, Louisiana, While
there, she was named to Who's Who Among Students in American Universi-
ties and Colleges. In 1966, she was graduated from Tulane University,
New Orleans, Louisiana, with highest distinction, receiving a Master of
Education degree in Counseling and Guidance,

During the period of August, 1966, through June, 1971, she was
employed as a classroom teacher at schools in the states of Louisiana
and Maryland., During the summer of 1967 she was employed as a social
worker with the Operation Headstart summer program.

In August, 1974, Ms. Bergeron resumed graduate studies at Louisiana
State ﬁniversity, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, While there she was a member
of Psi Chi, and held student membership in the Louisiana Psychological
Association and the Association for the Advancement of Psychology.
During this time, she maintained employment as a psychodiagnostician,
Her internship training in clinical psychology was at New Orleans
Veteran's Administration Hospital and Greenwell Springs Hospital,

Greenwell Springs, Louisiana.
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In December 1978, she completed requirements for the degree of
Doctor of Philosophy in clinical psychology at Lcuisiana State

University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana,
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