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Abstract
Chanres that occurred in the use of the dimensions of nower and
function were investigated in a cross-sectional study of second-
born and only children aged five to thirteen vears. The investi-
gation focused on age of child, sex df shilc, sex of siblineg, ape-
svacing between sibling and sibling status of child. Restuls
indicated that children significantly utilized these dimensions to
discriminate sibling age- and sex-roles and that the presence of
an older sibliné facilitated the learning of nowér and function in
social interaction. Sex of ;he sibling oroduced markedly different
nercenfions and discriminations o* intersibshino interaction. Age
changes were prevalent in the use of these dimensions to discrimi-
nate sibling age~ and sex~roles. The results were discussed in
relation to previous investigations concerned with Parsonian

theory cf the family as a social svstem. (Lmmerich, 1959, 19€1).
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CHILDPEN'S DISCRIMINAVICN 0¥ SIZLING ROLE CONCEPTS

Numerous social scientists have stressed the significance of
role vmercevtion as an antecedent of social behavior (Meadz 193k,
Parsons, 1955; Strvker, 10¢%). The ability to discriminate roles
is believed to ald the individual in social interaction by pro-
viding a basis for anticipatiﬁg his and others' behavior.

Investigation of the n=zture of ;ole discriminaﬁion wvithin
the family has been vastly neplected (Frmerich, £959, 1061). These
few investigations hauve focused on describing children's nercevntions
of age-~ and sex-roles found within the fawiiv setting (mother,
father, son, daughter). The theoretical orient&tion upon which
these studies were based followed the views of Parsons {1955) in
desciibing the socialization process c¢f children within the famlly.
In brief, Paréons (1955).hypothesized that the socialization of the
child occurred throush interactions with family members in which
motivation was direéted toward some goal or where behavior was
based on some feeling of the c¢hild. Fach stev in the socialization
process followed & seguence of aroused needs and role céncepﬁions.
The organization or cognition of these needs and role conceptions by
the child is thought to be based on the discrimination of a certain
dimension derived from the Pattern Variables (Parsons and Shils,
1951), i.e. alternativesAthat represent a predismositiop toward
availéble cholees for behavior in a varticular social system.

Basing his investigations on Parsonian theory, Emmerich
(1959, 1961) hypothesized that the discrivination of parent;child
(age) roles was based on the perception of the dimension of relative
power and the discrimination ¢f sex-reles was based on the dimension

of function, e.g. instrumental or exvressive forms. Parsons (1955)
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hyrothesized that children's discrimination of apge-roles by the power
dimension began during the first year following birth while dis-
crimiration ot sex-roles by function commmenced during the third
vear. Discrimination of sex~role concepts wzs believed to ihcrease
steadily thereafter, implying that older children would make
sharper sex-role discrimninations than young children.

Since Parsons {(1955) fuiled to provide exwnlicit definitions
of role behaviors based on the power and function dimensions,
Emmerich (1959, 1961) defined these as follows: (a) relative
power --- the degree of control an individual has over the outcome
or goal of an interaction sequence: and (b) function --~ the degree

of agreement between individuals concerning the goals of an intexr-

action seaugnce. The use of these dimensions to discriminate rocle

performances is telieved to be based on a dichotomous pattern.
Power may be verceived in high or iow.ﬂerms and function may Uve
perceived in terms of behavior that serves to facilitaté {goal
agreement) or interfere (gnal disagreement) with others' actions.
Role concepts vere defined as discriminations of & particular
social position on a specific behavioral dimension and were based on
intragroup concensﬁs of the characteristic behavior of a position.
he primary purvnose of the present stud& was to determine if
descfiptive date could be obtained, comparable t¢ that of Emmerich
(1959, 1961), regarding children's discriminations of sibling age-
and sex-roles according to the power and function dimensions. The
nature of the 'sibling relationship offers an important additional
avenue for inuvestigating the dynamics of dvadic relationshivns within

-
it

the family. Since Fuamerich (1959, 1961) has described children's use

of these dimension~ in discriminating family roles (parent-child,



maie—female), it is probable that the use of these dimensions
generalize to discrimination of sibling roles. The descriptive nature
of this investigation hud several objectives which are vertinent to
devélopmental soci:.i psychologsy. First, sincc little empiriceal
evidence is available concerning the nature of sibling relations,

any emerging'patterns'in role perceptions will aid in describving a
child's sociel milicu within the sibling relationship and serve to
predict future behavior.'Second; information concerning sex and ege
changes in role concensus will have bearing on theoretical formula-
tions such as that cof Parsons (1955). Third, the derived paranmeters
will add further information on the value of the sibling relationship
in aiding a child's development of self-definition and to anticipate
both his own and others' behaivor in social interaction. To further
illustréte this point, current research trends have focused on
sources other than the pareﬂtal_model, €.g. siblings, in expleiting
sex~-role dévelopment (Bigner, 1972; Bronfenbrenner, 1958; Kahn et.
al., 1970; Kohlbers and Zigler, 1967; Santrock, 1970). An important
question in this area would attempnt to ascertain which role rela-
tionships (age or se¢x) serve as referents of the modeling-prdcess
within the sibling relationship.

Research interest in sibling interaction has focused reveatedly
on differences between first- and second-born children within the
8ibling constellation. The greatest amount of atteﬁtion-has been
placed on the research paradigms that: (a) an older sibling acts as
a model snd vacemaker for younger siblings; and (b). siblings vper-
ceive each other as rivals and antapgonists in social interaction
(Sampson, 1965). Diffcrencos between child}en have been attridvuted

to interaction between variables such as sivling status. (présence




or absence of a sibling), ordinal position, sex of child, sex of
sibling, and age-soocing between s5ibling {Bigne:, 1971, 1972: Brim,

1957: Koch 1956 a, b, 1957; Suttorn-Smith and Resenberp, 196L, 1965,

&+

1968, 1970). If it is assumed that differenc.s in personality traits
among children might well be ascribed to the dissimilear, divergent
roles that are enacted in intersibship interaction =5 Sietto (193h)
as suggested, then it is possible that these variables would be
particularly salient in mediating differences in children's ver-
‘ception of the power and function role dimensions within the

gibling relavionship.

On the basis of the rationale previously discussed, the

following vredictions weré made: (1) Sibling Ape-Roles: Children
would assignr(a)-high vowver actions more frecuently po en older
sibling and low power actions to a younger sibling; and (b) goal
interference actions more frequgntly to en older sibling ané goal
<facilitation‘actions to a youuger sibling. (2) Children would assign
(a)'high.power actions more freguently to a male sibling and low
pover actions to = feﬁale sibling; and (b) goal interference actions
to a male sibling ard goal facilitation actions to a female sibling.
It was predicted also that there would bé no significant difference
in children's assignments of soéial action dimensions in Hypotheses
1 and 2 as a function of age, sex of child, sibling status, sex of

sibling, and age-spacing between sibling.
Method
Four hundred ninety-eight male and female children ranging

in age from 5.7 to 13.4 ysars composed the sample population. Since

QO the investigation utilized u cross-sectional design, subjects were
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selacted at prades K, 2, L, 6, and 8. The subjects were selccted at
each ape level according to the following criteria: (ad second-~
born cr only (singleton) child; (b) ape-spacing betveer sibling of
either 12 to 20 months or 28 tc 48 monthe: (¢) from intsct honmes
{(both mother and father present); (d) middle-class sociocecononic
background; and (e) Caucasian race. Sociceconomic status was measured
by the McQuire-White Index of Sociel Status, Short Form (1955). The
subjects who met these criteria were assigned to one of the
following subgroups on the basis of sex of sibling &nd aFge-spnacing
between sibling status:

1. Age~Sibling Dyad A (12-20 months age-spacing)

a. Males with an older brother (AMM)
b. Males with an older sister (AFM)
¢. Females with an older brother (AMF)

d. Pemales with an older sister {AFF)

2. Ape~8idbling Dyad B (28~48 months age-svpacing)
a. Males with an older brother {(BMM)
b. Males with an older sister (BFN)
c. Femalesiwith an older brother (BMF)
d. Females with an older sister (BFF)

Table 1 presents subgroup size: and age descrintions.

Procedure

Twelve types ¢f social action were classified by Fmmerich
(1959) according to vower (nigh and low) and function (inte=ference
and facilitation) dichotomies. These actions were derived fron

Parsonien theory and vere used to test the hypotheses concerning
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the dimensions children use in discriminating sitling are- and sex-
&

roles., This classiflication scheme is presented in Table 2.

Stylized figure drawings which represented four sibling roles
were prepared on three by five inch cards. The figures revpresenting
these roles differed according to size and sex mnd were presented
to the subjects based on combinations'of the following in pairs:

(a) older brother (Ml)- younger brother (M2):; (b) older sister (rF1)-

younger sister (F2): (c) older brother (Ml)- older sister (Fl); and

(d) younger brother (M2)- younger sister (¥2).

The procedure used in testing followéd.-that of Emmerich
(1959). The subjects were tested individually by the experimenter
in a private room near each classroom. The test proper consisted of
ﬁresenting i8 pairs of figures in a predetermined order after
Emmerich (1959). The sequence of pair presentation and corresvonding
social action item iz presented in Table 3. Each social action item
appeared once in each quarter of the presentation sequence. High and
low powef items, facilitation-interference items, and individuel
sibling figures were alternated randomly. The same pair of figures

did not appear in succession.

The younger subjects (aged five to seven years) were brought
into the experimentsl room under the guise of pmaying a picture
game about siblinpgs. The older subjects (aged nine to 13 years)
wvere gimply asked to narticinate in.a project conéerned-with how

...... i
siblings related to each other. Each subject was presented with a
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samnle palr of the stylized sibling figures, e.r. MIM2_ before the
test proper was adﬁinistered. Fach subject wnz ashed by the exneri-
menter to point to or'name the appropriate Tigure who would say,

"I'm the big brother."” After a correct resmcuse, the experimenter

r (F1F2) to the subject and asked,

e

a

1o

presented another figure

iy

Who would say, 'I'm the little sister.'?" After the subject had

e

responded correctly, the actual testing beganr with the nresentaticn
of the older brother-older sSister pair (M21¥1) and the instructions,

"Who wo':ld say, 'You can have it.'?" (see Table 3).

Descrivption of Measurement

The use of power in discriminating siblins ame-roles was
measured by the frequency of assignments of high power items to an
older sibling figure (male or female) and low power sctions to a
younger sibling figure (male or femazle). The use of the function
dimension to discriminate sibling age-roles was measured by the
freouency of assignments of goal interfercnceﬁitems to an older
sibling figure and goal facilitaticn items to a younger sibling
figure.

The freouency of high power items occsipgnred to a male sibling
figure (older or younger) and low vower items to a female sibling
figure (older or younger) in épposite-sex Ffigure pair presentations
measured fhe use of the power dimension in discriminating sidbling
sex-roles., The frequency of assignmcnﬁ of interference items 1o a
~me.le sibling figure and facilitation items to a female sibling
figure in opposite-sex figure yair presentations measurecd the use of
the function dimension in discriminating sibling sex-roles.

Analysis

In anzlyzing the data for intragroun concensuvs, chi-square
ERIC "
t

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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was used to assess if more than half of the social action assignments
fell above or below a point that revresented eoual assignment of
both dimension tyves to euch figure pair. This nroint was referred *o

as "chance."

The median test or its extensicn to several) independent
variables was used to test differences in assignments of the sample

subgroups, i.e. age, s2x, sibling status, etc. grouns.

Results

Sivling Age-Roles by Power

The combined freguency of assignments of high and low power
items on the oldertbrother-younger brecther and older sister-younger
sister pailr comparisons was fhe measure of aée~role dis;rimination
Dy power. Scores could range from 0O to 2L with a scoré ol 12 indi-
cating "chance”. The median score for the total sample was 16.23,
and 89 percent of the total sample made scores above 12.

The total ssemple utilized the pover dimension in discriminating
sibling age-roles (B < .001). The older sibling wés consistently
assigned high power items and the yourger sibling low power items
in both figure pair comparisons. The data confirmed the predictiocn
concerning discrimination of sibling age-roles by power.

Sex differences were found in the use of this dimension to
discriminate age-roles. Boys avpeared to be more sensiiive to the

use of this dimension than girls (» < .001), and this finding did not

-change or increase as a function of increase in age of subjects.

Figure 1 presents age chanpes in discrimination of sibling
age-roles by power. The use of this dimension increased significantly
as a function of increase in age (p < .001). The tendency for scores

to increase with age was significant for both figure pair comparisons.



Insert Fipgur2 1 about here

Only (singleton) subjects differed significeatly (p <.05)
from subjects whc had an older sibling in that singieton subjects
made more random assignments of high and low power items to both the
older and younger sibling fipures. This finding failed to change
significantly es a function of increasing age of subjJects.

Sex of the older sibling.influenced the use of the power
dimension in that subjlects, both mazle snd female, who.had ah older
male sibling differed significantly (p <.05) from subjects who had
an older female =ibling in assirgning high power items teo the older
sibling and low power actions to the younrer sibling figure. Sub-
Jeects who had an older male sibiing ;ssigned more high power actions
to the older sibling than subjects who had an oldér female sibling.
This finding failed.to chenpge significantly as a function of
ihcrease in szge of subjects.

Age-Spacing . between sibling failed to produce significant
differences in assigning hipgh and low vower actions to discriminate
age~roles by power, excent for.girls who had an older btrother
(AMF-BMF groups). Girls who were snaced froﬁ 12 fo 20 months from
their older brother assigned more high power items to the olger
sibling and low power actions to the younger siblirg figure and
girls who were spaced 28 to &8 months between their older brother
(p}i.Ol). This finding failed to increasg significantly as a-function
of iﬁéreasing age.

Sibkling Ape-Roles by Function

The use of the functicn dimension to discriminate age-roles

was measured by the combined assigned frequency of interference items
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to the older sibling and facilitation items to th. younger sibling
in bofh the older brother-younger brother and older sister-younger
sisﬁer‘paif comparisons. Scores could range from 0 to 24 with a
score of 12 indicating ”chanée." The median Jor the total sample ...
14.71, and 86 percent of the‘total sample made scores above 12,

Discrimination of age-roles by function did not occur as
predicted. Subjects consistently assigned facilitation rather than
interference items to the older sibling (p< .00l). Facilitation
actions were assigned slightly more than interference items to the
younger sibling figure (R<:'05)' There were no significant sex
differences on this measure ;s a function of increasing age of
subjects.

Age changes in discriminatipn of age-~roles by‘function are
presented graphically in Figure 2. Significani increases in assign-
.ment of facilitation and interference actions to the older and
Younger siblings as a functién of increaﬁing age were found fo
both the combined sc ares and the older brother-younger brother
vpair comparisons (E<:.Ol), while changes in scores approached

significance for the older sister-younger sister comparison.

Insert Figure 2 about here

-t e .t e e Gms et k- . - — - —

Both male and female singleton subjects differed significantly
(R<:a05f from sublects wvho had an older sibling on this measure.
Singleton subjects made assignments of facilitation and interference
itemg randomly to both younger and older sibling figures.

Sex of the older sibling significantly (p< .01) influenced
the use of this dimension only for males who had a same- or opposite-~

Q sex older sibling. Male subjects who had a same-sex older sibling
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assigned more facilitetion actions to the older sibling and more
interference actions to the younger sibling than male subjects who
had - an opposite-sex older sibling. This finding failed to increase
or chuiige significantly as a function c¢f increase in ave.>

Age~svacing between sibling produced significant differences
in scores only for girls who had an older sister.»The AFF grouo
subjects assigned more facilitaetion actions to the older sibling
and more interference items to the younger sibling than the BFF
group subjects. (R<:.Ol). This findingxalso failed to change or in-

crease significantly as a function of increasing age.

The combined freguency of assignments of high power actions
to a2 male sibling figure and low power actions to a female sibling
figure in cross-sex figure mnair vresentations measured discrimina-
tion of sibling sex~roles by nower. The median for the total sample
on this measure was 1L.0L, and 79 percent of the total samplé made
scores above 12, or ‘"chance."

'The total sample utilized clear-cut.perception of the power
dimension to discfiminate sibling sex-roles by power (p <.001) as
predicted. Chanfses were prevalent in the use of this dimension as‘a
function of increasing age (R<<.Ol) as presented graphically in

Figure 3.

M e e mm £ = L e e e e e e e e e e S e -

Insert Figure 3 about here

Sex differenceg were found on this measure in that females
anmpeared to be more percentive of the vower dimension to discriminate
sibling sex-roles than boys (p< .01). This finding failed to change

significantly as 2 function of increasing apge of subjects.
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The vresence of an older sibling apveared to influence
signigicant differences (3<{.001) in comparisons of scores of both
boys and girls with an ovvosite-sex older sibliﬁg.and singleton
suvjects. The singlzton subjects made more random assignments than
subjects who had an opp&sitensex older sibling.

Analysis of the data indicated that sex of the olde. ... .ing
prdﬂuced ineXxvected differences in assignments of high and low
power items. Boys who had an older sister performed opposite to
that predicted in eonsistently assigning'high vower actions to the
female sibling figure and low power actions to the male figure. This
response pattern prodﬁced a significant difference (g}<.001) in
comparison with responses of boys who had an older brother. A simi-
lar result was found in compéring responses of girls with same- or
opposite-sex older sibling. Girls who héd an older brother con-
sistehtly assigned high power actions to a male sibling figure and
low power actions to a female sibling figure than girlsvwho had an
older sister (p<.001). |

Age~spacing effects failed to produce significant differences
on this measﬁre exqept for boys and girls who had anropposite-sex
older siblipg. Boys who were closely spaced (12 to 20 mdnths) to
their older sister assigned significantly (p.<c .001) more high
vower items to the female sibling figure and low vower items to the
male sibling figure than boy: who were widely spaced (28 to 48 months)
from their older sister. Girls who were. spaced close to their older
brother made significantly more (E<:.Ol) high power assignments to
the male sibling figure than girls who were spaced widely from their
older brother. These findings failed to change sihnificantly‘with

increases in age of subjJects.
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Sibling Sex~Roles by

—e

Function

The combined frequehcy of nassignments of interference actions
to a male sibling figure and Tacilitation actions to & female sibling
figure measured discriminatior of sibling sex-roles by function.

The median for the total sampnle was 13.80, and 75 perc~ t of the .
total sample made scores above 12, or '"chance

The total sample'discriﬁinated sibling sex-roles by function
as predicted in that.the male sibling figure was consistently
assigned interference actions and the female sibling figure was
assigned facilitation actions (p<.001). Significant'(3<f.oi) age

changes were found on this measure as presented in Figure 4.

Insert Figure 4 about here

A significant sex difference in performance was found on
thié measure. Girls were found to make significantly mo}evassign—
ments of facilitation itéms to the femsle sibling and interference
items to the male sibling than boyvs (n<« .01). This finding failed
to change significantly és a function of increase in age of subjects.
Significant differences in response patterns wvere fouﬂd in
comparisons of singleton subjects.ﬁith thosé vho had an clder sibling.
Singleton subJects randomly assigned both facilitation and inter-

-

ference items to both sibling figures (p <.05).

-

Significant differences were found in resvonse patterns on
this measure when comparing both boys and girlis who. had a same- Or
opposite-sex older sibling. Those who had aﬁ older brother assigned
more interference items to the male $ibling fipgure than’ . those who
had an older sister (p<«<.00L). A simiiar pattern occurred in assipgn-

Q ments of facilitation items. Those who had an older sister assigned
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more ¢f these items to 4 femalé sibling figure thnan those gubjécts
who had an older brother (p<.001).

Age-spacing failed to produce signific .t differences in
sibling subgroup comparisons except for boy§ of both age-spacing
differentials who had an Qlder sister. For this grour comparison,
itvwas found that boys who were spaced closely to their nlder sister
assigned significantly (Q;<.Ol) more facilitation items to a male
sibling figure and more interference items to a female sibling
figure than boys who were spaced widely from their older sister.
This finding failed to change significantly as a function of
increase in age.

Discussion

The paucity of empirical daté on the sibling relationship
as a dynamic sociai system was the basis‘of performing the present
research. The data presented in this study appeared to indicate
the value and imp&rtance of an older sibling in that second—born

"significant other" and,

children perceived an older sibling as a
in a2al1ll likelihood, used the interpersonal perception of sibling

roles as.an adjunct to other operative socieal forces (parents., peers,
etc.) in defining their role positions and concepts. This is con-
sistent Qith other data in this area (Bigner, 1971; Cicirelli,

1972; Sampdon, 1965: Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg, 1968). The deata
appesared to indicate that second-born children relied extensively

on the social-action dimensions of power and function in definipg

and discriminating sibling age= and sex-roles, and that the extent

of use of these dimensions was contingent on the age of the child,

his sex, the sex of his older sibling, and, in certain instances,

the age-spacing between his older sibling . The data perhaps kive
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relevance to the assumotion that younger children in the sibling
constellation "look upn to" or rely on the older sibling as & model.
In this instaﬁce, the data would indicate that if second;born
children do indeed Yook %to their older sibling for social guidance,
modeling, etc., perhaps it is becéuse they have 1earn§d to recognize
and acknowdédge his soc ial power and ability to provide certein
functions and powers in their relationship. The data additionally
indicate that second-born children ascribe to their older sibling

as Qell as to themselves culturally determined sex-role standards
and discriminations and perhaps are influenced by theApresence of an
older sibling in learning a sex-role. It would appear from the data

that second-born children who have an older sibling of the obpposite-

'sex are presented with the ovportunity to iearn to discriminsate

role bekaviors of this sex-role better than children who have &g
same-sex older sibling. This is consistent with other research
(Bigner, 1972; Brim, 1957; Koch, 1956a; Sutton-Smith and Rosenberg,
19653 1970). Thus, it is possible that such patterns of discrimina-
tion of age~ and sex;roles within the family and learned within

the unique properties of the sibling constellation may generalize to
discriminations of the behaviors and roles of other individuals,
guide the developning child in the development of his self—concept,v
and serve to predict future behavior in social interactionAwith
others.

Parsonian theory holds the contention that children discrimi-
nate age-roles by the power dimension and sex-roles by the function
dimension. Imnlicit in the thecry is the converse, i.e. that age-
roles would not be discriminated on the function dimensién and sex-

roles would not be discriminated on the powver dimension. The present
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data suvvported the first contention in that children discriminated
sibling age-roles by power and sibling sex-roles by function. The
data further indicated that seéond—born children utilized both the
power and function dimensions to discriminate sex- and age-roles,
respectively. However, discrimination of age-roles by function did
not occur as predicted in that the older sibling was consistently

; assigned facilitation rathe; than interference items. The datas in~
dicated aiso that sex-roles Qere discriminated on therpower dimen-
sion ahd that girls utilized this dimension significantly more
(R<:.Ol) frequently than boys. Furthermore, the data suggested phat
sex of the older sibling and age-spacing between sibling were im-
portént determinants of discrimination of sex-roles on the power
dimension. Essentially, these data confirm Emmerich's (1959, 1961)
findings regarding chilren's discrimination of family roles.

Parsoﬁian theory implies that age-role discrimination should
occur earlier in the dévelopmentéi scheme than sex-role digcrimina;
tion. Data of the present study failed to confirm this hypothesis.
This finding was comparable to that obtained by Emmerich (1959,
1961). While these dat@ suggest modifications to Parsonian theory,
it should be emphasized that additioﬁal investigation ié necessary
to determine whether age-roles are discriminated earlier than sex-
roles by other dimensions_postulated by Parsons and Shils (1951).

The differencés in age-trends in the discrimination of age-
and sex-~roles provide gdditional interpretations. The data indicated
that the amount of power and function attributed to an older sibiing
increased at almost each age level"(Figures 1 and 2), wvhile there
was a curvilinear.relation in the~amount of power and function

Q attributed to a male sibling and ezge (Figures 3 and 4). Comparison
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of these curves suggests that children appear to continually rely
on these dimensions to discriminate age-roles a£ the ages under
investigation while the use of these dimensions to discriminate sibling
sex—rdles reaches ai apex at the ninth yeer. It appears that the
reriod bvetween thr uges of “iye pnd nin: years are particularly
sulient in the development of sibling sex-role concevts and that
differentiation of these role concepts commences betwéen the rinth
and thirteenth years. Data from previous investigations have
indicated that the continuity of sibling power relationships eccurs
across the age levels from childhood through cullege (Sutton-Snaith
and Rosenberg, 1968). The data of the present study suggest ﬁhat the
differentiation.in sibvling sex-role concepts after the ninth year
may be due to the increased cognitive andrsocial awareness of
children in the completidn of the identification process. Perhaws
the efficacy of the older sibling as a model has.reached an epex
at this .gear and significance hes declined thereafter.

The deata of this study may be considered to represent-the
perceptidns and discriminations of sibling age- and gex-roles from
the viewpoint of the second-born child. It is quite possible that.
different results"would be obtained if children from other ordinal
positions were included as subjects. Research is being performed
currently by the author to include responses of first-borns for .

comvarison purposes with the wresent data.
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o TABLE 2
Classification of Social Actions According to Power
and Function Dichotomies
"Function | : Power
' High Low
1. You can have it. T. Can I have this?

Facilitation 2. Thank you for doing it]| 8. I'll do as you say.

3. You did that very well 9. I can do it very well.

k., You can't have it. 10. Give me that.

Interference 5. Stop doing that. 11. Fo. I won't do it.

6. You did that wrong. 12. I can't do it very well.
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TABLE 3

Presentation Sequence of Figure Pairs and Social Action Items

Seqguence Itemnm Seauence Item | Sequence Ttem
_Numbver Palir Number Humber Pair | Number Number Pair| Numdber
1 M1F1 1 17 F1F2 9 33 Ma2M1 11
2 FoM2 11 18 M2M1 7 3k FoM2 4
3 F1F2 3 19 FoM2 6 35 F1F2 8
N M2M1 N 20 M1F1 L 36 M1F1 6
5 F2Fl 6 21 M1M2 8 37 M2F2 8
6 FoM1 8 22 F1M1 3 38 M1M2 6
7 M1M2 9 23 F2F1 11 39 F2F1 in
8 M2F2 7 2L M2F2 1 Lo F1M1 11
9 M1F1 5 25 F1Fr2 5 L1 F1F2 1
10 F1F2 12 26 FoM2 9 L2 M2M1 3
11 FoM2 2 27 M1F1 2 43 F2M2 10
12 M2M1 10 28 M2M1 2 Ly M1F1 .2
13 F2Fl 2 29 F2F1 10 L5 M1M2 12
14 F1M1 10 30 F1M1 12 L6 F2F1 7
15 M2F2 12 31 M1M2 1 L7 F1M1 9
16 M1M2 5 32 M2F2 3 48 M2F2 5




Figure Cantions

Figure 1. .-Discrimination of sibling age-roles by power.
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Figure 2.

Flgure Captions

Discrimination »f sibling age-roles by function.
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Figure 3.

Figure Carptions

Discrimiretion cf sibline sex-roles by powver.
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Pigure UL4.

Figure Cavtions

Discrimination ©of sibling sex-roles by function.
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