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ABSTRACT

Locus of Control, Social Activism and Sex Roles
among Island Puerto Rican College and Non-College Individuals

(June 1977)

Julia Mercedes Ramos-McKay, B.A.
,
University of Connecticut

M.S., University of Massachusetts, Ph.D., University of Massachusetts

Directed by: Professor Bonnie Strickland

Puerto Rican male (n = 106) and female (n = 8l) island college and

non-college individuals were compared on three variables: 1) Locus of

Control, 2) Social Activism, and 3) Sex Roles. Subjects (Ss) were asked

to fill out a questionnaire consisting of a personal data blank, the

Rotter Internal-External Scale, the Gurin et^ aj_. Scale, the Attitudes

toward Women Scale (AWS) , and the Personal Attributes Questionnaire

(PAQ) . Simple comparisons were performed with the data from each of

the scales in order to test the hypotheses. On the variable of locus

of control, no significant differences were found with the Rotter Scale

data on any of the hypothesized comparisons. With the Gurin et al

.

Scale, both hypotheses generated were accepted, A posteriori compari-

sons with this scale resulted in a significant difference between col-

lege activists and non-college activists. Comparisons between the re-

sults of the present research and of a previous study indicated that a

difference existed between mainland and island Puerto Ricans with the

-.^inland indivlduels being significantly more adaptively external. Chi

squares computed on the four factors of the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale also in-

dicated the existence of such a difference. With the sex role scales,

it was found that college females were only significantly different from



non-college males in both attitude toward the role of women and sex-role

self-concepts. In the comparisons between the island and mainland

groups, although several significant differences existed in attitude

toward the role of women, only one comparison was significant on the

PAQ. Island non-college males were significantly more liberal in sex-

role self-concepts than mainland non-college males. Also presented were

the results of personal taped interviews with some of the Ss concerning

relevant issues on the island. The results of the study were discussed

in light of the culture and the experiences of Puerto Ricans on the is-

land and the mainland.
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CHAPTER I

Review of the Literature and Statement of the Problem

I ntroduct ton

For many years, researchers have been interested In studying the

psychological differences that exist between various cultural groups

(Parsons & Schneider, 197^). The absence of one particular cultural

group, the Puerto Ricans, from much of this research is surprising in

view of the fact .that, at present, the Puerto Rican population on the

United States mainland is estimated to number well over a million, with

other 2.8 million living on the island (V/agenheim, 1970). Given this

fact, it has now become important that those researchers who continue

to be interested in cross-cultural differences turn a questioning eye

toward the Puerto Rican culture as It exists here on the mainland, as

well as on the island.

Once interest in Puerto Rico is generated, a number of questions

arise. Why do Puerto Ricans come to the mainland? What are the results

of their experiences here? And what about the Puerto Ricans who remain

on the island? how do their experiences differ from mainland Puerto

Ricans, and what are the results of these different experiences? It is

a historical fact that Puerto Ricans have never been masters in their

own home, being ruled first by Spain and then by the United States. The •

oppression that exists in Puerto Rico is political and economic in na-

ture; as a result, young Puerto Ricans, particuarly at the college level,

have challenged American imperialism and demanded that the island be set

free. It would be of interest to determine, therefore, how the separate



realities of the tv;o Puerto Rican groups have served to bring about at-

titudinal changes. An earlier study (Ramos -McKay, 1976) examined a num-

ber of variables within the Puerto Rican population on the mainland.
'

The present study is an attempt to extend this research to the Puerto

Rican community on the island.

Historical Background of the Island

The first inhabitants of the island were the Indians. According

to Alegria (1969), the Indians who first settled in Puerto Rico (at that

time called Boriquen) may have been part of the group of Indians be-

lieved by anthropologists to have come from Asia and settled in North,

Central and South America. These Indians, probably part of the Arwak

group believed to have been living in the section of the United States

now called Florida, may have reached Puerto Rico on rafts about 2,500

years ago. Other, more advanced groups of Indians later arrived on the

island and, in time, incorporated the original group. By 1A93, when Co-

lumbus discovered the island on his second voyage, the Indians who

lived there were a peace loving group called Tainos (in their language

this meant "the good ones") who existed primarily through agriculture.

The Indian government at that time consisted of a cacique (chief)

and his/her nitainos (warriors and wise men who advised the cacique).

The cacique was the ultimate authority in politics, religion and job

assignment, deciding who was going to perform -which job and distribut-

ing all goods equally among the people' of the village. Upon the death

of the chief, the heir was the oldest of his/her sister's children. If

s/he had no nephews or nieces, the nitainos then chose a chief from



3

among the bravest warriors. War occurred only when the Talnos were at-

tacked by the fierce, cannibalistic Caribs, who came from neighboring

islands.

From this description, it can be seen that, until the !5th Century,

the Puerto Rican Indians were a peaceful group of people who worked the

land and waged war only when life and land were threatened. Such a

threat developed with the advent of the Spanish conquerors.

It was on his second voyage of discovery, on November 19, 1^493,

that Columbus discovered the island of Boriquen. He named the island

San Juan Bautista^ (St. John the Baptist) and claimed it under the

flag of Spain, then continuing his voyage and leaving the island which

was virtually forgotten for fifteen years. On August 12, 1508, Juan

Ponce de Leon embarked on the colonization of the island in the name of

Spain.

After being hospitably received by the cacique of the town where he

came ashore. Ponce de Leon asked the chief to plant a field of yucca for

the King of Spain. He then continued to look for a suitable place to

establish his colony. He encountered many difficulties and relied hea-

vily on the Indians to provide food for his settlers. As they became

comfortable in the new land, their reliance on the hospitable Indians

ended and the Spaniards came to see them as so much cheap labor which

they could use for their own means. The Indians, however, did not turn

out to be as cooperative as expected and the Spaniards, unhappy with

Hhis name was later given to the settlement established by Ponce

de Leon and the name of the settlement, "Puerto Rico" (Rich Port), be-

came the name of the island.



Indians' lack of acceptance of forced labor and the white man's faith,

turned to their queen for help in this matter. Queen Isabella's answer

came in the form of an edict which set the foundation for the "encomi-

enda" (commandersh
i p) system. In this edict, the queen commanded the

governor to "compel and force" the Indians to accept the Christian

faith and to work for the settlers and, in return, they were to be paid

a wage, but the work that they did was to be done as free people and

not as slaves. They were to be treated well and no one was to harm or

oppress them.

The good intentions of the queen were not shared by her subjects

thousands of miles away and the governor, disregarding the actual intent

of the edict, ordered each chief to turn over a number of his/her people

to work, supposedly, for wages and receive instruction in the Catholic

faith. The wages which the Indians received, however, were meagre and

the religious instruction non-existent. The Indians were divided up

like cattle and parceled out to the Spaniards. According to Irving

(1828), the men were separated from their families and taken to work

quite a distance away. They were fed on scraps and made to perform

backbreaking work. If they escaped, they were hunted down like animals

and put in chains. Due to these conditions, the majority died, but

those who survived were allowed to return home until the next work term.

Because their homes were usually far away and they had no provisions,

worn down by the hard labor and poor conditions, many died on the road.

Irving quotes Las Casas, a friar who fought for the freedom of the In-

dians; "I have found many dead in the road, others gasping under the

trees, and others in the pangs of death, faintly crying. Hunger! Hun-
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ger!" The ones who reached their homes often found that their families

had either died or gone, and they had nothing left to do but lie down at

the threshold of their empty homes and die of despair and exhaustion..

Irving concludes his account:

. . .Suffice it to say, that, so intolerable were the toils
and suffering inflicted upon this weak and unoffending race,
that they sank under them, dissolving, as it were, from the
face of the earth. Many killed themselves in despair, and
even mothers overcame the powerful instincts of nature, and
destroyed the infants at their breasts, to spare them a life
of wretchedness. Twelve years had not elapsed since the dis-
covery of the island, and several hundred thousand of its
native inhabitants had perished, miserable victims to the
grasping avarice of the white rnan.

Believing the white men to be gods, the Indians accepted all the

atrocities committed by them until, seeing the decimation of their peo-

ple, they decided to test this belief. The opportunity for the test ap-

peared in Salcedo, a young Spanish gentleman, who asked a group of In-

dians to carry him across a river. The Indians did so but half-way

across they dropped him and held him under water for several hours.

After this, they took him ashore and watched him for a day, asking his

forgiveness all the while since they were afraid that he might still be

alive. V/hen Salcedo showed no signs of life, they were convinced of his

mortality and sent work to their chief who spread the news. Shortly

thereafter, the Indians staged an uprising against the Spaniards but

they were no match for their modern war implements, and even though the

Indians allied themselves with their former enemies, the Caribs, the re-

bellion was crushed and many of them fled to neighboring islands. There

were 30-50,000 Indians on the Island (Morales Carrion, 1968) when the



Spaniards arrived. By 1797, however, approximately 2,312 remained

(Brau, 1956). In spite of this, the rebellion was not in vain since It

served to prove that the Indians were not as docile as the Spaniards
'

believed, and in 1502 the Indians were freed.

Along with this extermination of the Indians, many of the Spaniards

intermarried with them and the slaves who were later brought to take

over the labor formerly performed by the Indians. From this intermar-

riage emerged a distinct, Puerto Rican personality type called criollos.

These individuals adapted themselves to the climate and developed a sim-

ple. Independent life-style which incorporated the peaceful attitude of

the Indians. Their loyalty, therefore, v;as to Puerto Rico, which they

called their "amada patria" (beloved homeland), rather than to Spain.

But the reality was that Spain was still the ruler and Puerto Rico a

colony. Political conditions on the island depended upon the political

conditions in Europe and rights were given or taken away according to

the fluctuations on the continent.

Some Puerto RIcans did not accept the colonial situation and a

group of pro- i ndependence patriots demanded the independence of Puerto

Rico from Spain. Among these, the most vocal was Dr. Ramon Emeterlo

Betances who, during exile from Puerto Rico for his subversive ideas,

wrote the following declaration of independence:

PUERTO RICANS!. . . The government of Queen Isabella Is making

a terrible accusation against us:

It says that we are bad Spaniards. The government is

spreading falsehoods.

We do not want separation; we want peace and union with

Spain; but it is only fair that we should also specify the

conditions in the contract. They are very simple.

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY
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' THE RIGHT TO REJECT ALL TAXES
FREEDOM OF RELIGION
FREEDOM OF SPEECH
FREEDOM OF THE PRESS
FREEDOM OF COMMERCE
THE RIGHT TO ASSEMBLE
THE RIGHT TO BEAR ARMS
THE INVIOLABILITY OF THE CITIZEN
THE RIGHT TO ELECT OUR AUTHORITIES
These are the
Ten COMMANDMENTS
of Free Men

If Spain feels capable of giving us these rights and freedoms,
and does so, then it may send us a captain general or govern-
or. . .made of straw, and we shall hang him, and have him
burned during the days of carnesto 1 andas , to commemorate all
the Judases who, until today, have sold us out.

Thus, we shall be Spaniards. If not, NO.
If not, Puerto Ricans, PATIENCE! You shall be free.

Dr. Betances
St. Thomas, November 1867

Revolution was in the air and pro-independence groups began to plan

for the takeover of the island. In 1868, however, Betances was appre-

hended in route to Puerto Rico with a boatload of arms and ammunition.

Plans on the island were also discovered and many of the leaders ar-

rested but one, Manuel Rojas, was not and on September 23, at 9 p.m. he

marched on Lares and took over the town. In the history of Puerto Rico,

this is known as the "Grito de Lares" (Cry at Lares) which is Puerto

Rico is as significant as "The shot heard round the world." The insur-

rection, however, was short-lived and the rebels were defeated by the

Spanish soldiers. Corretjer (1968) does not see this defeat as a total

fai 1 ure and wri tes:

The Lares insurrection has been pointed out as the historical

moment in which Puerto Rico's nationhood was defined. Our

nationalist leaders and theoreticians have maintained that

that is the deep meaning of the Lares insurrection. National

thought had developed enough to see independence as a neces-
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sary condition to solve Puerto Rico's social and economic po
problems, and national will sufficiently developed to carry
this understanding to what some consider its logical conclu-
sion of separation by force of arms.
History, Puerto P.ican life itself, shows nothing was again
the same in Puerto Rico after Lares. The Spaniard became
Spaniard and the Puerto RIcan, Puerto Rican. . . .

The Insurrection also convinced the Spanish government of the

strong desire for more independence of the Puerto Ricans and, in I897,

it allowed an autonomous government to be set up on the island. This

government was composed of some of the best known Puerto Rican political

figures of the era and served for about five months, until July 25,

1898, when General Nelson A. Miles landed at Guanica with his North-

amerlcan troops. On September I3, I898, while aboard the steaner "Phil-

adelphia" as it left Puerto Rico, a Puerto Rican writer, Eugenio Maria

de Hostos, wrote in his diary words which vjere reflective of the feel-

ings of many other Puerto Ricans:

. .1 grieved for her, and with her, for her beauty and mis-
fortune. I thought how noble It would have been to see her
free by her own efforts, and how sad, and crushing, and
shameful it was to see her change from one master to another,
without ever being Ker own. . .

The Spanish-American War of I898 was the first step taken by the

United States towards a world-wide imperial ism which was to culminate in

the entang lem.ent in Southeast Asia. Landing at Guanica, the American

troops established their headquarters in Ponce. On July 29, General

Miles (1898) issued a general proclamation which was to explain the

plans that the United States had for the island. In it, he indicated

the good will of the United States toward the Puerto Ricans and the fact



that they were there to liberate them from Spanish oppression. The

United States was not there to interfere with the laws and customs of

the island but to
. .give all. . .the advantages and blessings of

enlightened civilization."

The Puerto Rican leaders were optimistic and the general public

rejoiced at the invasion. On the United States mainland, however,

opinions were not as positive. Concerning the proposed self-government

on the island, an editorial in the New York Times (I898) spoke out

against "putting votes into the hands of men who can make no intelli-

gent use of them. A few years of experimenting with the natives will

instruct them in the duties of freemen and ourselves in regard to their

capacities." If the feeling toward the Puerto Rican people was nega-

tive, the feeling toward the island itself was not and another article

in the New York Times (I898) called it "a highly productive island. . .

yielding coffee, sugar, fruits, nuts and tobacco," adding that "the

business of the country is in an unusually sound and healthy condition."

Opinions about what to do with Puerto Rico, pro and con, were presented

from all sides. Carroll (1900), in a special report to President Mc-

Kinley, asked the United States to "Let Puerto Rico have local self-

government. . .and she will gain by her blunders, just as cities and

States in our own glorious Republic are constantly learning." Foraker

(1900), on the other hand, felt that the Puerto Ricans "have had no ex-

perience that would qualify therr,. . .for the great task of organizing

a government, with all the important bureaus and departments needed by

the people of Puerto Bico."

In 1898, Governor-General Henry charged that the members of the
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Autonomous Council set up by the Spanish government were uncooperative

and disbanded the council. Resentment began to develop on the island

and an article in the Puerto Rican newspaper, La Democracia (I899)

warned: "Let the generals from the North remember that they were

greeted as friends, they should not labor in a way that tomorrow will

cause the Germans or Russians to be so welcomed."

It became evident that the United States was not about to let

Puerto Rico be free, self-governing or a State in the Union. The trust

which Puerto Rlcans had plac.j 1 American democracy began to diminish

and the words of Mariano Abril (I892) written six years before the be-

ginning of the Spanish-American War proved to be prophetic:

To believe that the yankees will grant us all their freedoms
and all their progress just for our pretty face is nonsense.
Yes, they would grant us those liberties which they judged
to be adequate, in exchange for guaranteed and ample ex-
ploitation. Yes, we would have elevated trains crossing our
streets; big, beautiful ports, with jetties and docks; big-
ger factories and commerce than ever before; but all of this •

•in their hands; taken over and exploited by them; because all

those things are not achieved without large amounts of capi-
tal, which would be yankee capital, because there is nothing
here to support such enterprises. And, after a few years,
industry, commerce, and even our agriculture, would be mono-
polized by the yankees. and the Antillean v^ould be reduced to

the condition of a miserable tenant farmer, without a home-

land, without a home, and without fortune, . . . And, as for

liberties, we would have a yankee army, a yankee navy, a

yankee police, and yankee courts, because they would need all

of this to protect their interests. And this rich and beau-

tiful Castillian would disappear from our lips, to be sub-

stituted for by the cold, barren English language. . . .

The Foraker Act, passed by Congress on April 12, 1900, made provi-

sions for three governing bodies on the island: a governor appointed

by the President of the United States, an executive Council composed of
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11 Presidential ly appointed members and requiring only five of these po-

sitions for Puerto P.icans, and a Chamber of Delegates with 35 popularly

elected members. It was evident that the real power on the island was

in the hands of the governor and the six Americans on the Executive

Council since the Chamber could only deal with minor local affairs. For

representation in Washington, the people could elect a Resident Commis-

sioner who would represent them in Congress with a voice but no vote.

Realizing their lack of power in their own country, the members of the

House of Delegates protested by refusing to pass the appropriations

bill for the following year's budget. This protest resulted in a strong

r'-buke from President Taft who said to Congress: "In the desire of cer-

tain of their leaders for political power, Porto Ricans have forgotten

the generosity of the United States in its dealings with them. . .the

present development is only an indication that we have gone somewhat too

fast in the extension of political power to them for their own good."

Despair mounted on the island as pleas to the American government

went unheard. When a group of island leaders went to speak with Presid-

ent Taft about increasing local participation in government affairs, the

President, after a large meal, fell asleep while the Puerto Rican lead-

ers were speaking with him.

Boyce (1914) apparently spoke for the American leaders when he

stated: "It v;ould not be the better part of wisdom for us to surrender

the government entirely into their hands, since they are of a different

civilization, not looking upon matters of government in the same light

as the Anglo-Saxons. They really have no conception of the true meaning

of equality and liberty." The American definition of "equality and lib-
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erty" became clear in 1917 when Congress passed the Jones Act which made

all Puerto Rlcans American citizens. Puerto Ricans had a "choice."

They could give up their own citizenship and accept American citizen-

ship, or they could reject it. Those who chose the latter, however,

would not be able to vote or hold public office on the island and

would become aliens in their own country.

In the years that passed, Puerto Rico's pleas for statehood or in-

dependence were discouraged by the United States in spite of the opin-

ion at that time that the Americanization of the people and country was

the answer to the dilemma. Luis Munoz Marin (1929), who later became

the first Puerto Rican governor on the island, was not optimistic about

- thi s possibi 1 ity:

Will this ever come about? Will the island retain its his-
torical personality? An unqualified answer to either of these
questions would necessarily fall short of the possibilities.
Perhaps a more absurd fate is in store for us. Perhaps we
are destined to be neither Porto Ricans nor Americans, but
'merely puppets of a mongrel state of mind, susceptible to
American thinking and proud of Latin thought, subservient to

American living and worshipful of the ancestral way of life.

Perhaps we are to discuss Cervantes and eat pork and beans in

the Child's restaurant that must be opened sooner or later.

Perhaps we will try not to let mother catch us reading the

picaresque verses of Quevedo. Perhaps we are going to a sin-

gularly fantastic and painless hell in our own sweet way.

Perhaps all this is nothing but a foretaste of Pan-American-
ism.

And his words, too, proved to be prophetic.

The United States began to foster economic investment on the island

and gradually the main product and industries in Puerto Rico, sugar, to-

bacco, coffee, fruits, etc., were taken over by absentee owners who were

only interested in making large profits. The island also became the
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largest importer of American goods.

The words of Abril were becoming a reality. The liberties granted

by the United States were paid for in the opportunity to exploit the

natural resources of the island. All of the products of civilization:

electricity, telephones, big factories, and modern medicine were all in

the hands of American companies and organizations. The police was pat-

terned after American ideas of law enforcement, and the courts control-

led by the United States government. The rest of his predictions came

true after July 25, 1952, when Puerto Rico became an Estado Libre Asocl-

ado (Free Associated State) and entered into its present status.

Some Puerto Ricans were no longer willing to wait for the results

of promises made long ago by the United States. Angry at the injustices

on the island, a group of individuals, led by Pedro Albizu Campos,

formed the Nationalist movement. On October 30, 1950, the same year

that President Truman signed Law 600 allowing Puerto Ricans to draft

their own constitution, five armed Nationalists attacked the governor's

mansion in San Juan and bloody uprisings occurred throughout the island.

On November 1, of the same year, two Puerto Rican Nationalists attempted

to assassinate President Truman. In spite of the protests by National-

ists groups and other Puerto Rican leaders, the Commonwealth Constitu-

tion v;as passed by a majority of the people on November 3, 1952.

After World War II, when the economy on the mainland was on an up-

ward swing, Puerto Ricans began to leave the island in search of a bet-

ter life for themselves and their families. The economic conditions in

Puerto Rico had improved but unemployment was still high, higher than on

the mainland where, relatives on the island were informed, jobs were
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Cul tural Background

Of this migration to the mainland, Maldonado-Deni s writes:

This mass emigration is a forced emigration in the grestest
number of cases.

^ Due both to the high degree of unemployment
and to the colonial government's encouragement of emigration,
the country's poorest inhabitants are forced by circumstances
to submit to an even worse ordeal in a society which scorns
them.

Coming primarily from rural areas of the island, Puerto Ricans find

themselves living in slums where their style of life and method of com-

munication are no longer applicabl?. Ma I donado-Den i s states: "The re-

sult is the phenomenon of alienation: a feeling of impotence and fatal-

ism in the face of the surrounding world."

This fatalistic aspect, hov;ever, is not a mainland phenomenon. In

Puerto Rico, beginning at birth, Puerto Ricans are instructed \r. reli-

gious beliefs which remove responsibility for life and actions from him/

her. The outcome of plans are entrusted to God and, when these plans

fail, the individual may hopelessly shrug his/her shoulders and say,

2
"ay, bendito," a phrase which expresses the feeling of powerlessness

that s/he feels. It is as if s/he were a pawn in a chess game without

the ability to direct her/his own life or be independent.

The concept of "personal i smo" (personal i sm) (Pi t2patricl<, 1971)

serves to explain, in part, the world view of the Puerto Rican individ-

^"Ay, bendito" is a shortened form of "Bendito sea Dios" (Blessed

be the Lord), but closer to "Ah, woe is me."



15

uaT. A person is valued according to the inner qualities which make up

his/her uniqueness and worth, in contrast to the more materialistic

American valuing of the ability to compete for higher social and econo-

mic status. An added aspect of "personal i smo" is that it is other-de-

pendent. It is destiny which ordains which class one will be born into

and the individual defines his/her values according to the qualities and

actions regarded as good and respected in her/his social position. A

sense of respect and dignity are brought about by doing what is expected

of one. When the Puerto Rican arrives on the mainland s/he is faced

with a myriad of problems which s/he finds difficult to surmount. When

this occurs s/he has nothing to counter it with except his/her own cul-

tural reality and the fatalistic aspect serves to mitigate the guilt

which may exist for not succeeding. In measuring locus of control, the

present study expects that the fatalism which appears to be an integral

part of the culture will be evidenced by high external scores.

In the area of sex-role differences, a predominant concept is the

concept of machismo. The Puerto Rican male is expected to present him-

self as being brave, calm, self-possessed and masculine. Women are to

be conquered and, once conquered, the male expects obedience when he Is-

sues a command. Seda Bonilla (1973) reports that, of 200 Island indi-

viduals surveyed, 66% expected the Ideal wife to be faithful in marri-

age; 51% indicated that a wife should not go out of the home without her

husband's permission; 30°^--th3t a wife should stay home and keep the

house clean; 52%— that she should have her husband's food and clothes

ready and well prepared; and \k% did not think it proper for women to

have male friends outside of the family. With the advent of the women's
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movement, attitudes have changed dramatically within the mainland Anglo

community. It is expected in the present study that changes have also

occurred within the Puerto Rican community on the island. The present

study will attempt to measure present attitudes and sex-role self-con-

cepts within this group.

Locus of Cont rol and Social Act ivism

The above discussion of fatalism in the Puerto Rican culture indi-

cates that the Puerto Rican individuals see their lives as being influ-

enced by powerful others who are beyond their control. This orientation

hrs been defined by Rotter (1966) as an external orientation in which

the individual perceives an event as being due to luck, fate, chance,

and the influence of powerful others. At the other end of the continu-

um is the internal individual who feels that an event is contingent

upon his/her own behavior or characteristics. Rotter's (1966) and other

researchers' (Lefcourt, 1966, 1972, 1976; Phares, 1965, 1968, 1970;

Strickland, 1977) work has firmly established the concept of locus of

control within the field of psychology. Up to the present, such aspects .

as power 1 essness , level of aspiration, and social class (among many

others) have been examined in light of the i nternal -externa 1 (IE) con-

trol theory. Of special interest to the present study are those studies

which have researched socio-political involvement and IE.

A study on social activism was conducted by Gore and Rotter, with

Black individuals (1963), in which it was hypothesized that social ac-

tion behavior could be predicted from a generalized attitude of internal

vs. external control of reinforcement. Results supported this hypothe-
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sis. Those individuals who saw themselves as determining their own

fate tended to commit themselves to more personal and decisive social

act ion.

In a refinement of the Gore and Rotter study, Strickland (I965) as-

sessed Black individuals who were actually participating in social ac-

tion as opposed to merely indicating a commitment to social action. The

results of this study supported those of the Gore and Rotter study. In-

dividuals involved in social action were more internal in their feelings

of personal control than individuals who were not involved. Escoffery

(1968), on the other hand, found a significant relationship between in-

ternal control and participation in civil rights organizations, but not

relationship between internal control and participation in civil rights

acti vi ties.

By contrast, Sank and Strickland (1973) looked at militant and mod-

erate Black males involved in social action movements and found that

militant Blacks were more likely to be external than moderate Blacks.

The conflicting evidence from the Sank and Strickland study might be ex-

plained in terms of the shift in attitudes of some of the Black civil

rights workers from a moderate attitude of patience and determination

acceptable to the majority, to one of demanding, and forcing issues less

acceptable to the majority. As some Blacks moved toward this militant

end of the continuum, the concept of IE as measured by the Rotter Scale

{1966), a product of the majority culture, was no longer applicable. It

appears that its previous applicability to Blacks was very likely based

on the fact that, at that period of time, most Blacks involved in social

change were still operating within the majority framework. This frame-
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work stressed individual striving, educational preparation, patience,

etc. Militant Blacks, however, challenged this framework and have di

covered that, no matter how hard they work within the system, they

make little, if any, progress economically and personally. Militants

attribute this, not to their own personal failure, but to the system.

This attribution of blame for one's condition, however, is measured by

the IE Scale as being an external orientation.

The work of Gurin, Gurin, Lao and Beattie (1969) began to shed some

light on the limitations of the concept of IE as applied to Black popu-

lations today. In their work, Gurin et_ al_. supported the point of view

that an internal orientation can be damaging to minority individuals if

it involves excessive self or group blame. V/ith this in mind, they con-

structed a composite scale which included Rotter's original items, items

from the Personal Efficacy Scale and new items specifically written for

their study. Their results led to the suggestion that, in order for the

concept of IE to capture the personal level, the questions asked of

Blacks would have to be put in personal rather than general cultural

terms. They, therefore, .wrote specific items which would measure be-

liefs about the role of external and personal forces in the race situa-

tion. Their results showed that, in reference to Blacks and the causes

to which they attribute their conditions, it was the external and not

the internal orientation which was related to more effective behaviors.

An Internal orientation which implies self-blame involves the acceptance

of traditional restraints that have been put upon Blacks' behavior. In

relation to Gurin £t. £]_•
' s work, in a study of ghetto rioters, Paige

(1968) demonstrcted that rioting was associated with a rejection of this
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self-blame.

Forward and Williams (1973) had a unique opportunity to test some

of the predictions made by the locus of control theory during the 196?

Detroit riot. A year before the riot, Epps (I969) had collected a large

amount of data on academic achievement in Detroit. Included in these

data were questions pertaining to background, future educational and oc-

cupational aspirations, and family. Also used in the study were several

personality and attitudinal scales including the Rotter and Gurin et al.

IE scales. Five days after the start of the riot in July, I967, Black

interviewers went into the riot area and contacted students and former

students from the Epps study who went to one of the high schools located

in theriotarea. The interviews concentrated mostly on the students'

perception of the riot and, at this time, the Gurin ej^al. IE Scale was

administered for the second time to the individuals participating in the

study. This was the only measure which was administered both before and

after the riot. New measures, such as Coleman's Personal Efficacy Scale

(1966), Epps' Alienation and Fear of Success (I969), the Criticism of

Education Index (Moore &Holtzman, 1965), and measures to test the

blocked-opportunity theory^ (Caplan 6 Paige, I968) and the alienation-

powerl essness theory^ (Ransford, 19^8) were also administered.

In their analysis of the data. Forward and Williams divided the

^The blocked-opportunity theory predicts that militants are highly

motivated in terms of advancing themselves within the system.

^The al i enat lon-powerlessness theory predicts that militants lack

the motivation for advancement and are objectively and subjectively out-

side of the larger social system.
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•Rotter IE Scale into two factors: a personal control factor including

all first-person items, and a control ideology factor including most of

the items having a third person referent. The results indicated that

those individuals who were most supportive of the riot had the highest

scores for personal control; those reacting negatively had the lowest

scores. There were no differences found among riot attitude groups for

scores on the control ideology items. There were also no significant

differences found for the total Rotter Scale. Forward and Williams In-

terpreted the results for personal control as supporting the prediction

of the blocked-opportunity theory and refuting the prediction of the

a Uenation-power lessness theory.

Keeping in mind that an internal score on the Gurin et al. Scale

indicates a tendency to attribute the blame to oneself for one's condi-

tion rather than to outside factors, Forward and Williams concluded,

from a comparison of the two administrations of this scale, that the

riot increased the degree to which young Black militants blamed external

sources for their condition, and that it had the opposite effect on non-

mi 11 tants who tended to b.lame themselves even more than before.

In discussing their results, Forward and Williams make the follow-

ing statement:

The young militants, male or female, no longer accept the

fatalistic stereotype that their ghetto existence Is a result

of their own Inherent weaknesses or Inability to improve them-

selves. Compared with non-militants, the riot supporters have

very strong beliefs in their ability to control events In

their own lives and to shape their own future. However, this

radically new sense of sel f-ef f I cacy In militants Is juxta-

posed with an Increasingly realistic perception of those ex-

ternal barriers of discrimination, prejudice, and exploitation
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which block any chance of actualizing their capabilities andof realizing their aspirations.

A study by Garza and Ames (197'+) did not incorporate social acti-

vism but researched the concept of locus of control within a Hispanic

group. This study, comparing Anglo- and Mexican-American college stud-

ents on locus of control, found that Mexican-American college students

scored significantly less external on the Rotter IE Scale than the

Anglo-American students. Two other findings were also of interest: the

Mexican-American students scores significantly less external than Anglo-

Americans on the luck and fate dimensions, and on the respect dimension.

G-rza and Ames conclude that the results can be explained in terms of

the cultural values of Mexican-Americans which suggest a belief in an

internal locus of control: a family-centered orientation, and continued

resistance against giving up their culture and heritage. These results,

then, seem to be in opposition to the prevailing assumption that, due to

the i r cul tura 1 background, Mexican-Americans are fatalistic in outlook

(Cabrera, 196^4). The fact that the subjects in this study were college

students, however, may ia part account for these results in light of the

results of a study by Franklin (I963) which showed that students who in-

tended to go on to college were significantly more internal than those

who did not. Thus, Mexican-American college students may be more inter-

nally oriented than the general Mexican-American population. Further-

more, given the existence of prejudice and discrimination which often

create stumbling blocks for those Mexican-Americans who wish to go on

to college, Mexican-Americans who succeed in doing so may have developed

an even more internal orientation than other Mexican-Americans,
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In a study with mainland Puerto Rican college and non-college, so-

cial activists and non-activist individuals, Ramos-McKay (1976) found no

significant differences between college and non-college individuals with

the Rotter Scale on any of the stated hypotheses. The reverse was true

with the Gurin et aj^. Scale. College students were significantly more

external than non-college individuals; social activists were signifi-

cantly more external than non-activists; and, college activists were the

most externally oriented of all the groups. Ramos-McKay suggests that

the Rotter Scale may not be sensitive to the Puerto Rican reality.

Since Puerto Ricans are culturally different and speak a different lan-

guage, the Rotter Scale, which was conceptualized and formulated on the

Anglo-American values and language, may fail to measure control orienta-

tion within the Puerto Rican population. The Gurin et_ aj_. Scale, how-

ever, does tap some of the experiences encountered by many Puerto Ricans

on the mainland, e.g., racism, oppression, hatred and lack of equal op-

portunities. With these specific variables, this instrument, therefore,

was able to assess the control orientation in Puerto Ricans.

When social activism became the relevant variable, the Gurin et al

.

Scale again proved to be a more sensitive measure, with the Rotter Scale

yielding no significant results. It was this variable, in fact, which

turned out to be the greater source of variability between the Puerto

Rican groups since there was no difference between college activists and

non-college activists, precluding a major influence by education.

From the studies reviewed above, it can be seen, then, that Rotter's

IE Scale when used with minority individuals does not measure certain as-

pects which make up the reality of these individuals' lives. The Gurin
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et_ aj_. Scale appears to be more sensitive to these factors. The pres-

ent study is a replication of the Ramos-McKay study. At this time a

sample of Puerto Rlcan college and non-college, activists and non-acti-

vists in Puerto Rico is used and a comparison is made with thci results

of the two studies. For the present study, however, it is expected

that, since Puerto Ricans are not a minority group in Puerto Rico, the

Gurin e_t aj_. Scale will be less sensitive in measuring control orienta-

tion and that the Rotter Scale will yield some significant results.

Att i tudes towa rd V/omen and Sex Roles

As stated earlier, sex-role attitudes may be changing within the

Puerto Ri can culture. To what degree, however, is difficult to ascer-

tain since little literature has been generated in this area. This

study, therefore, attempts, in a somewhat general way, to determine the

degree to which the machismo concept exists within the Island college

and non-college Puerto Rican populations.

A number of studies on socialization and sex-roles (Barry, Baton, &

Child, 1957; Fernberger, ]ShSi Hartley, 196^) have been conducted with

non-Puerto Rican populations which have firmly established the existence

of sex-role stereotypes. More recently, Ellis and Bentler (1973) con-

ducted a study on traditional sex-determined role standards and sex

stereotypes with college students which found that "the greater the dif-

ference between males' self-perceptions and their perceptions of females,

the more they favored traditional sex-role standards. Similarly, the

more the females' self-perceptions difference from their perceptions of

males, the more females favored traditional sex-role standards" (p. 31).
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One surprising result was that the difference between self- and same

sex-perceptions was not related to approval of traditional sex-role

standards for either males or females. This suggests that the opposite

sex, and not the same sex, serves as a primary frame of reference for

the person's self-concept. In other words, "masculinity" may be defined

as being "unlike females" and not_"like males," while "femininity" may

be defined as being "unlike males" and not_ "like females." The fact

that Puerto Rican male-female roles have been, up to now, so rigidly

maintained may be explained in light of the above results: the role of

the male very much depends upon its being different from the role of the

female.

Spence, Helmreich and Stapp (1975) investigated college students'

ratings of self and peers on sex-role attributes, their relation to self-

esteem and conceptions of masculinity and femininity. Using the Personal

Attributes Questionnaire (Spence, Helmreich 6 Stapp, 197^), a scale con-

sisting of 55 biploar attributes which were drawn from the Rosenkrantz

et_ aj_. (1968) Sex Role Stereotype Questionnaire. Ss were asked to rate

themselves and to directly compare the typical male and female college

student. Low magnitude correlations resulted between self-ratings,

stereotype scores and the Attitudes toward Women Scale (Spence. Helm-

reich £ Stapp, 1973) f which suggest that sex-role expectations do not

distort self-concepts. For men as well as women, "femininity" on fe-

ncle-valued self items and "masculinity" on male-valued items correlated

positively and were significantly related to self-esteem. The results

of the self-esteem measure supported the desirability of possessing a

high degree of both femininity and mascul i n i ty--or androgyny. The least
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desirable state of affairs was a low degree of both masculinity and

fern? n i n i ty

.

In the same study cited above by Ramos-McKay, results indicated

that mainland Puerto Rican college men did not appear to adhere to the

concept of "machismo," either in their attitudes toward the role of wo-

men or in their self-role self-concepts. College women, on the other

hand, were more liberal in their attitudes toward women than non-college

women, but their sex-role self-concepts were not significantly different

from that of the non-college females.

The present study also replicates the study cited above with regard

to sex-role self-concepts and attitudes tov^ard women within the Puerto

Rican population on the island. It was expected that the results v/ould

not differ from those of the previous study although the "machismo" con-

cept may be more prevalent on the island where the Puerto Rican male has

less difficulties with sexual identity than his counterpart on the main-

land who encounters a series of incapacitating and emasculating experi-

ences .

Purpose of Study and Hypotheses

In the present research, a replication of an earlier study by the

same author (Ramos-McKay, 1976), the concept of locus of control within

Puerto Rican island college and non-college populations is studied. This

is done in order to determine whether the fatalistic outlook which is

apparent in the Puerto Rican culture Is related to an external orienta-

tion as measured by Rptter's IE Scale. Since the Puerto Ricans on the

island do not have the same experience with racism as Puerto Ricans on
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the mainland, the Gurin et_ aj[_. Scale is used to examine island Puerto

Ricans' attitudes about some of the minority issues which occur on the

ma i n 1 and

.

It is hypothesized that Puerto Rican island residents, having been

reared in a culture which teaches them that their lives are guided by

powerful forces which they cannot control, and given the life experience

of these individuals with political oppression, will have significantly

higher external scores on the Rotter Scale than Puerto Rican mainland

residents. As stated above, however, college students tend to be more

internal than non-college individuals. It is hypothesized, therefore,

that Puerto Rican island college students will be significantly more in-

ternal on the Rotter Scale than Puerto Rican island non-college individ-

uals .

According to the Forward and Williams study, individuals who favor,

or participate in, social activism (and/or rioting) evidence greater

personal control and self-efficacy than those who do not. It is further

hypothesized, therefore, that Puerto Rican island activist individuals

will score si gni f icantly more internal on the Rotter Scale than Puerto

Rican island non-activists. Since the experience of island Puerto Ri-

cans is different with respect to racism, it is hypothesized that both

island activists and non-activists will not score adaptively external on

the Gurin et aj_. Scale,

Finally, it is hypothesized that, given the combination of college

attendance and social activism, Puerto Rican island activist college

students will be significantly more internal on the Rotter Scale than

island non-college, non-activists. No differences are expected due to
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sex.

A second part of the study attempts to measure the present atti-

tudes within the Puerto Rican community with regard to sex-roles and,, in

particular, the role of women. In the previous research cited above, it

appeared that college students were more liberal in their attitudes to-

wards the role of women than non-college individuals. It is hypothe-

sized, therefore, in the present research, that Puerto Rican island non-

college males will exhibit a significantly more traditional sex-role

self-concept and attitude toward the role of women in society than

Puerto Rican island college males, and that Puerto Rican island college

women will be significantly more liberal in sex-role self-concept and

attitude toward women than Puerto Rican island college and non-college

males but not significantly different from Puerto Rican island non-

col 1 ege fema les

.

More specifically, the hypotheses for this present study are as

fol low:

1) Puerto Rican island college students will obtain significantly high-

er external scores on the Rotter Scale than Puerto Rican mainland col-

lege students.

2) Puerto Rican island college students will be significantly more in-

ternal on the Rotter Scale than Puerto Rican island non-college indi-

viduals.

3) Puerto Rican island activists will be significantly more internal

on the Rotter Scale than Puerto Rican island non-activists.
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A) Puerto Rican Island activists and non-activists will not score

adaptively external on the Gurin et_ a]_. Scale.

5) Puerto Rican island college activists will be significantly more In-

ternal on the Rotter Scale than island non-college, non-activists.

6) No differences are predicted on either scale due to sex.

7) Puerto Rican island non-college males will be significantly more

traditional in sex-role self-concept and attitude toward women than is-

1 and col lege males.

8> Puerto Rican island college women will be significantly more liberal

in sex-role self-concept and attitude toward women than Puerto Rican is-

land college and non-college males.

9) Puerto Ri can island college women will not be significantly differ-

ent in sex-role self-concept and attitude toward women than island non-

col 1 ege women

.
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C H A P T E R I I

Method

Subjects

The subjects (Ss) in the present study were 18? male and f..-niale

Puerto Rican college and non-college individuals. The college sample

of 103 Ss (62 females and M males) was drawn from a private, Liberal

Arts, urban university in Hato Rey, Puerto Rico. The non-college sam-

ple of Ss (IS females and 65 males) was drawn from an adult skill

learning center in a suburban area of San Juan. In this center students

are taught such skills as tailoring, autobody repair, stenography, etc.

See Table 1 for the age ranges, means and standard deviations within

each group. In this table a total N of 175 Ss appears due to the fact

that some Ss did not specify their age.

At the university, permission to conduct the research was obtained

from the dean and the director of the Psychology Department. Ss were

selected from the total number of students in undergraduate psychology

classes and tested in their regular classrooms. For the non-college

sample, E was given permission, by the director of the skill learning

center, to enter individual classrooms and test those students who

wished to participate in the study. A majority (approximately 30%) of

the students who were asked, at both the university and the learning

center; were willing to participate in the study but, as in the previous

study, some activists (about ]0% including some others) were either un-

willing to participate without receiving a complete explanation of the

study prior to their participation, or would say very little about their
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Age Ranges, Means and

Non-Col 1 ege n

Female 18

Male 62

Col 1 ege

Female 56

Male 39

Total Sample 1 75

30

1

Standard Deviations

Range Mean S.p.

18-^7 29.50 7.37

16- 55 22.66 6.07

17- 57 . 22.75 6.88

18- 3'» 22.15 A. 51

16-57 23.28 6.A9
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participation in social change activities. In spite of this. 55 Ss. or

23%, of the total sample were social activists.

Procedure

During recruitment. Ss were told that the purpose of the study was

to investigate various current attitudes and opinions present in today's

society. Once the Ss agreed to participate, each filled out the paper

and pencil questionnaire (See Appendix A) and. upon completing it, were

interviewed individually to determine their participation in social

change activities and the extent and antecedents of this participation

(See Appendix B for Interview Format). Interviews were conducted in the

S's dominant language since some Ss. although Puerto Rican by birth,

spoke English more fluently than Spanish. This fact was due, in all the

cases, to these Ss having resided on the United States mainland for a

number of years. These interviews were conducted privately in an office

and Ss were asked the questions in the Interview Format (Appendix B)

.

The purpose of the interviews was to determine whether the S was a so-

cial activist or non-activist. Each S who stated s/he had been, or

currently was involved in any club, organization, group or individual

action, which actively carried out demonstrations, protests, or picket-

ing concerning issues in today's society, was classified as a social ac-

tivist. Ss not engaging in any of the above activities, were classified

as non-activists. Since some of the students at the university used in

this study had recently staged a students' strike in order to protest

tuition hikes, some of the Ss in the present study were among some of

the participants in this strike. Social change activities, therefore,
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within the college group ranged from one-time participation in the

strike to involvement in the Puerto Rican Socialist Party and the Inde-

pendence Party.

At the skill learning center, a similar situation existed since

some of the students there had staged a strike in order to protest pres-

ent conditions and obtain such extra benefits as free breakfasts, in ad-

dition to free lunches, and permission to park on the school grounds.

At the time of the present study, student leaders were still in the pro-

cess of meeting with the school administrators although some of the de-

mands had been conceded. The feeling from the students was that active

participation in decision-making was necessary. The Ss who participated

in the study, therefore, included some of these student leaders as well

as those who participated actively, those who were in agreement with the

strike but did not participate, and those who were against the strike

and did not participate.-

The questionnaire which each S completed (see Appendix A) consisted

of four parts: a personal information blank, the Rotter plus Gurin et

a_l_. Scales, the Att i tudes. towa rd Women Scale (AWS) , and the Personal At-

tributes Questionnaire (PAQ) . After the Ss completed the experiment,

and since the majority of the testing was conducted in classrooms, the

Ss as a group were informed as to the specific purpose of the study: To

compare island Puerto Rican college and non-college individuals on the

variables of sax, education and activism. The concepts of locus of con-

trol, along with the scales, v;as explained and questions were invited.
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Personal I nterviews

An additional aspect of the present study, which was not a part of

the previous study, and for which no hypotheses were generated, were

taped personal interviews with 11 college students and 10 non-college

individuals. Given the immediate relevance of two major issues--the

status of Puerto Rico in relationship to the United States, and the re-

cent gubernatorial elections on the island, both of which were very much

in the news and, therefore, hopefully on everyone's mind--the opportun-

ity was taken to obtain some information concerning present Puerto Rican

thinking on these topics as well as those of family changes and changes

in the role of women today. The questions asked each of the Ss appear

in Appendix D. The Ss for the taped interviews were volunteers from the

total group of Ss who participated in the present study. All persons

who volunteered were Interviewed. The interviews were conducted pri-

vately in an office.

for ease in presenting the results, a simple numerical system was

devised. As appear in Tables 11 and 12, simple response categories were

employed. Since all Ss s,aw Puerto Rican life and society as changing,

on question one, the response categories are: "change mostly positive,"

"change mostly negative," "change both positive and negative." For

question two, responses by the Ss were made in terms of "good" or "bad"

government. Question three, made up of three parts, and question four,

ware answered "yes," "no," and "no definite opinion" responses. Final-

ly, on question five, made up of four basic parts, the response cate-

gories were: "Puerto Rican family is changing/not changing," "changes

in family are mostly pos i t i ve/negat i ve/both positive and negative," "the
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role of the Puerto Rican woman is changing/not changing," and "the

changes in the woman's role are mostly positive/negative/both positive

and negative."

Pes i gn

In the present study, the between-groups variable was Sex (males

and females). The wi th i n-s ubjects variables were Education (college and

non-college attendance) and Activism (activist and non-activist). Ss

were placed in one of eight cells according to how their scores fit into

each of the levels of these three variables. See Table 2 for the cell

categories and the number of Ss in each cell.

Dependent variables were scores on the various scales and personal

and demographic information. An alpha level of .05 v/as established and

separate simple comparisons were performed for the variables of Sex,

Education and Activism. In addition, there was a suspected possible

opera'tion of several other variables, e.g. Color of Skin, Socio-Economic

Level (SEL), Year in School, and Opportunity to Have Visited or Resided

on the United States Mainland (Visit U.S.). It was impossible to bal-

ance for these as factors in the design; however, some attempt was made

to assess their Import by analyzing them separately.

Measures

A personal data sheet (See questionnaire Appendix A) v^as used to

collect the data necessary to determine college attendance or non-at-

tendance, year in school, SEL, color of si<in, and visit U.S. SEL was

estimated using the Holllngshead and Redlich (1958) method.
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Table 2

Cell Categories and n's

Cell Category

Male College Activists 15

Male College Non-Activists 26

Male Non-College Activists 21

Male Non-College Non-Activists Zjii

Female College Activists ]6

Female College Non-Activists i^G

Female Non-College Activists 3

Female Non-College Non-Activists 16
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A Spanish translation (Marin, de Armengol
, Goldstein, & Lombana,

197M of Rotter's (1966) IE Scale (See Appendix A) was the first part of

the questionnaire. This instrument is a forced-choice, 29-item measure

used to determine whether individuals perceive the events that happen to

them as being controlled by external forces or as being a function of

their own behavior. For the purposes of the present study, scores were

split at the mean. Internal orientation scores were established as

ranging from 0 to 11, and the external range was 12 to 23. A Spanish

translation (Ramos-McKay & Alvarez, 1976) of the Gurin et_ al_. Scale

(1968), also a forced-choice scale, adapted to address itself to "minor-

ities" for the previous study, was added to the end of the Rotter Scale.

Here, scores were also split at the mean--those ranging' from 0-6 were

labelled internal and those from 7-13 were labelled external. The Gurin

e_t_ a_l_. Scale was also scored, and chi squares were computed, for the

four factors presented in the Gurin et_ aj_. study (1968). Factor I ad-

dresses itself specifically to the contrast between individual effort

and group action, and measures i ndi v i due 1 -co 1 1 ect i ve action . Factor II

addresses itself to the degree to which the respondent sees discrimina-

tion as being modifiable through social and political action and is

called a measure of discrimination rrodi f iabi 1 i ty . Factor III, which

Gurin e t a 1 . considered to be the most relevant to their study, mea-

sures the respondent's explanation for the social or economic failure of

"Negroes" (minorities in the present study). It is called a measure of

individual-system blame . Finally, Factor IV addresses itself to differ-

ent forms of collective action and the degree of raci al mi 1 i tancy is

measured.
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The second part of the questionnaire, the Personal Attributes Ques-

tionnaire (PAQ) (Spence, Helmreich S Stapp, 197M, was also translated

into Spanish (Ramos-McKay & Alvarez, 1977). The present study did not

follow Spence aj_- ' s procedure with the PAQ of requesting self- and

typical male and female college student ratings. Instead, Ss were asked

to rate only themselves, on a scale of 1 to 5, on a number of male-

valued and female-valued attributes.' Originally, the scoring of this

scale calls for the placement of Ss into four categories: 1) High fe-

male/High male (androgynous)
, 2) H

i
gh fema le/Low male (traditional fem-

ininity), 3) Low female/High male (traditional masculinity), and '0 Low

female/Low male (undifferentiated). For the present study, and for ease

in analyzing the results, female and male scores were split at the mean.

Individual male and female scores were combined to yield one single

score. The mean for the present sample on the feminine-valued items was

22 and, for the masculine-valued items, 17. Scores at, or above, these

means, therefore, represent an androgynous individual. The combination

of these two means yields a total score of 39 and, thus, combined scores

of 39 to 6^ (the maximum score) were seen, in this study, as represent-

ing a more liberal, contemporary self-concept. Scores of 0 to 38 incor-

porate the other three categories (traditional masculinity and feminin-

ity, and undifferentiated) and, therefore, were seen as representing a

less liberal, more traditional self-concept. A blind scoring system was

used on all the scales.

The third part of the questionnaire, the Attitudes toward Women

The sex-specific items were not used in this study.
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Scale (AWS) (Spence, Helmreich 6 Stapp, 1973), also translated into

Spanish (Ramos-McKay S Alvarez, 1977), was used to assess present atti-

tudes toward women held by Puerto Rican male and female individuals. In

this scale, Ss are presented with a series of statements concerning the

role of women today and are asked to mark their agreement or disagree-

ment on a scale of 1 to k, with 1 indicating strong agreement; 2, mild

agreement; 3, mild disagreement; and k, strong disagreement. Again,

following a mean split, scores between 0 and 37 were categorized as

representing a more traditional attitude; scores between 38 and 75 were

categorized as representing a more liberal, contemporary attitude. The

Spanish translations used in the previous study were also utilized in

the present study.
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CHAPTER III

Resul ts

Locus of Con t rol

Ranges, means and standard deviations for all the scales appear in

Table 3. As in the previous study (Ramos-McKay, 1976), no significant

differences were found with the Rotter Scale. The means and F values,

however, appear in Table h. No further reference will be made, in the

text for this section, to the Rotter Scale results.

As stated in the design section, all analyses of the hypotheses

were accomplished by simple comparisons between means. The first hypo-

thesized comparison which v/as made on the Gurin et al. Scale was hatwcen

island activists and non-activists. As hypothesized, neither group

scored adaptively external on this scale, the mean for the activists be-

ing 6.3 and for the non-activists 5.3. The range for externality on

this^cale is from 7-13. Hovyever, an aposteriori comparison between the

two groups yielded an F of 6.A8 (df = 1.181), which was significant at

the .05 level, indicating tfiat the activists scored significantly more

towards the adaptively external end than the non-activists.

The second hypothesized comparison on the Gurin et al . Scale was

between males and females since no sex differences were expected on ei-

ther scale. On this scale, however, an F of (df = l,l8l) was ob-

tained indicating a significant difference at the .05 level. Puerto

RIcan males, therefore, are significantly more adaptively external than

Puerto Rican island females. Because of this significant difference, a

decision was made to investigate this further by computing all possible



Table 3

Range, Mean and Standard Deviation for Each Scale

Source of Scores: IE Gurin AWS PAQ

^ange 0-18 O-I3 19-72 9-58

Mean 9.6/* 5.72 /+2.58 39.59

3.09 2.A2 10.05 8.U
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Table k

Locus of Control"*" Single df Comparisons

Compar i son Mean

Rotte

hh^

r Scale
Sig.

Level Mean

Gur i n

S.D.

Scale

Sig.

Leve 1

PR MC (n = 35)
PR IC (n = 103)

10.6

9.5
3.60

3.35
3.07 N/S 8.i4

5.^1

2,9A

2.88

39.2i4 <.001

PR IC (n = 103)
PR INC (n = 8k)

9.5
9.6

3.35
2.93

.02 N/S 5.5

5.7

2.88

1 .23

.31 N/S

PR lA (n = 55)
PR INA (n = 132)

9.6

9.5

3.6^4

2.95
.07 N/S 6.3

5.3

2.53
2.11

6. '48 <.05

PR ICA (n = 31)
PR INCNA (n =-- 60)

9.7
9.6

3.68
2.61

.05 N/S 6.6

5.6

2.^42

2.06
3.M N/S

P° ICA (n = 31)
PR ICNA (n = 72)

9.7
9.5

3.68

3.23

Ak N/S 6.6

5.1

2.^2
2.9'*

11.71 <.01

PR ICA (n = 31)
PR INCA (n = 2k)

9.7
9.5

3.68
3.66

.05 N/S 6.6

5.9

l.kl

2.67
8.19 <.01

PR ICA (n = 30
AOG (n = 156)

9.7
9.5

3.68
3.06

. 1

1

N/S 6.6

5.^

2.^42

2.59
9.77 <.01

PR INCA (n = 2^)
PR ICNA (n = 72)

o c

9.5

3.66

3.23

.01 N/S 5.6

5.1

2.67
2.9^

1 .92 N/S

PR ICNA (n - 72)
PR INCNA (n = 60)

9.5
9.6

3.23
2.61

.03 N/S 5.1

5.6

2.9^
2.06

1 .36 N/S

PR INCA (n = 24)

PR INCNA (n = 60)

9.5

9.6

3.66

2.61

.002 N/S 5.9
5.6

2.67
2.06

.26 N/S

Male (n = 106)

Female (n = 8l)

9.2

9.9

3.11
3.0it

2.31 N/S 5.9
5.2

\.8k

1.11>

^.7^ <.05

"^Rotter Scale-- 1 nternal = 0-11, External = 12-23; GurIn e t a 1

.

Scale-- I nternal = 0-6, External = 7-13.

"Error MS was the usual within-cell mean square and is distributed

on I8l df. The value was 10.290.

•'•'Calculated as for the Rotter Scale on I8l df. The value was 5.992.

PR = Puerto Rican; M = mainland; I
= island; C = college, NC = non-

college; A = activist; NA = non-activist; AOG = dll other groups.
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a posteriori comparisons between the two groups. The results, as shown

in Table 5. indicated that there were significant differences between

males and females but this was not consistently the case for all the

comparisons between males and females. A finer breakdown comparing

males with males and females with females, on all the categories indi-

cated that the main influence in the significant effect found between

the total groups of males and females appears to be due to the signifi-

cantly more external orientation of the activist males. The difference,

therefore, can be said to be due mainly to participation in social ac-

tivism.

In order to determine whether non-hypothesized significant differ-

ences existed on the Rotter or Gurin a_l_. Scales, a posteriori compar-

isons were carried out. Again, none of the comparisons were significant

for the Rotter Scale. The results appear in Table h but no further ref-

erence to the results will be made in the text for this section. The

firsfof these comparisons, on the Gurin et_ aj[. Scale, was between Puer-

to Rican college and non-college students. The result of this compari-

son was an F of .31 (df = l,l8l), which was non-significant.

Another a posteriori comparison which was carried out was between

the college activists and the non-college non-activists, which v/as not

significant (F = 3.^1; df = l,l8l; p > .05). Three other comparisons on

activism, however, were significant at the .01 level. These were: be-

tv.cen college activists and college non-activists (F - 11.71; df = 1,1 81;

p < .01) with the college activists being significantly more adaptively

external; between college activists and non-college activists (F = 8.19;

df = l,l8l; p < .01) with the college activists again being significantly
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Table 5

Locus of Control Single df Compari sons- I s 1 and Male/Female

Compari son Mean S.D. F"
S 1 g

.

Col lege Mr les (n = ^1

)

Col lege Females (N = 62)
5.5^*

5.53
3.07

2.77
.000^4 N/S

Non-College Males (n = 65)
Non-College Females (n = 19)

6.09
A. 32

2.13
2. A3

7.69 <.01

Activist Males (n = 36)
Activist Females (n = 19)

6.86

5.32
2.53
2.26

h.32 <.05

Non-Activist Males (n = 70)
Non-Activist Females (n = 62)

5.37
5.22

1.07

2.87
.123 N/S

College Activist Males (n = 15)
College Activist Females (n = 16)

7.60

5.75

2.i4l

2.11

i4.A2 <.05

Non-College Activist Males (n = 21)
Non-College Activist Females (n = 3)

6.33
3.00

2.5V
1.73

'1.86 <.05

College Non-Activist Males (n = 26)
College Non-Activist Females (n = ^6)

'1.35

5.^5
2.78
2.98

3.35 N/S^

Non-College Non-Activist Males (n = hk)
Non-College Non-Activist F.emales (n=l6)

5.36
^.56

1.86

2.50
r.25 N/S

Col 1 ege Ma les (n = ^1

)

Non-College Males (n = 65)

5. 5^1

6.09
3.07
2.13

1.27 N/S

College Females (n = 62)

Non-College Females (n = 19)

5.53
^.32

2.77
2.^3

3.55 N/s'

Activist Males (n = 36)

Non-Activist Males (n = 70)

6.86

5.37
2.53
1 .07

8.81 <.01

Activist Females (n = 19)

Non-Activist Females (n = 62)

5.32
5.22

2.26

2.87
.02^ N/S

College Activist Males (n = 15)

Non-College Activist Males (n = 21)

7.60

6.33

2.^*1

2.5^*

2.36 N/S

College Activist Females (n = I6)

Non-College Activist Females (n = 3)

' 5.75
3.00

2.11

1.73

3.19 N/S



Table 5 (Continued)

Comparison ^^^^ p,,

College Non-Activist Males (n = 26)
Non-College Non-Activist Males (n = kk)

College Non-Activist Females (n = ^6)

Mean S.D. fi

2.78 2.78
5.30 1 .86

5. '6 2.98 1.57
^4.56 2.50

N/S

N/S

"Error MS was the usual within-cell MS and is distributed on l8l
df. The value was 5.992.

< .10.

»
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more adaptively external; and between the college activists and all the

other groups (F = 9.77; df = I.I8I; p < .01) with the college activists

being significantly more adaptively external. Comparisons between:

non-college activists and college non-activists (F = 1.92; df = l.lGl);

college non-activists and non-college non-activists (F = I.36; df =

1,181); and, non-college activists and non-college non-activists (F =

.26; df = 1,181) were all non-significant. it must be cautioned that,

since a large number of unplanned comparisons have been carried out,

some of these will result in significance by chance. In the present

study, a number of marginally significant comparisons resulted which

may actually have occurred by chance. Attempts to replicate this study

may, therefore, yield very different results if a more stringent alpha

level is employed.

In summary, no significant differences were found with the Rotter

Scale data. With the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale, only two hypotheses were made.

Both of these hypotheses were accepted. Three other, a posteriori com-

parisons were made which again resulted in no significant differences on

the Rotter Scale, but on the Gurin et_ al_. Scale, significant differences

were found between the college activists and the non-college activists,

but no difference between the college non-activists and the non-college

non-activists.

I nterv! *»>.'s on Social Activism

Of the college Ss interviewed concerning their social change activ-

ities, some considered themselves followers who participated because of

the importance of the issue in their lives and, among these, some had



never Involved themselves In any such activity. Although the result of

the strike was not positive, some of the Ss had found their Interest

sparked and planned to continue their participation in other activities

In the future. For others, the negative results served as a deterrent

of future participation. Some of the Ss identified themselves as lead-

ers In the student strike or other activist organizations and. among

these, many were frequent participants with strong political ideologies

who planned to continue their activities in the future. The reasons

which the Ss gave for their participation included: a strong belief In

and commitment to the Issue at hand; a desire to better conditions for

themselves and others; a belief In human rights; and a desire to do away

with oppression.

Of the non-college Individuals Interviewed, for some this was the

first time that they participated In such an activity, with some plan-

ning to continue their participation in the future. Others had partici-

pated frequently In activities with labor parties, high school groups,

political parties and Young Lords Party. The reasons given by the non-

college Ss for their participation In social change activities included

all of the ones given by the college Ss , with one additional category

being antagonism towards authority figures.

Campari sons between the Previous Study Resul ts and Present S t ud^ Resul ts

on thq Potter an_d Gur In et a]_. Sea les

Since the present study Is a replication of a previous study, It

was decided that a posteriori comparisons between the data of these two

studies would help to clarify the differences between Puerto Ricans re-
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siding on the mainland and those residing on the island. The results of

these comparisons appear in Table 6. Here, significant results were ob-

tained with both scales.

In comparing the mainland Puerto Rican college group with the is-

land college group, on the Rotter Scale, a non-significant F of 3.07

(df = 1.181) was obtained indicating that mainland Puerto Ricans do not

differ from island Puerto Ricans. On the Gurin et_ al_. Scale, however, a

highly significant F of 39.2^ (df = 1.181) was significant at the .001

level indicating that mainland Puerto Ricans are significantly more

adaptively external than island Puerto Ricans. The next comparison was

between mainland non-college individuals and their island counterparts.

Here, the comparison on the Rotter Scale was again non-significant (F =

Z.Ok, df = 1.181), but the Gurin e_t_ aj_. comparison was (F = 7.68, df =

l,l8l; p < .01), which points out that mainland non-college individuals

are significantly more adaptively external than island non-college indi-

viduals. The next comparison on the Rotter Scale, between mainland ac-

tivists and island activists, v/as significant (F = 10.03; df = l,l8l;

p < .01) indicating that mainland activists are significantly more ex-

ternal than island activists. This comparison was also significant on

the Gurin £t aj|_. Scale (F = 87.08; df = l,l8l; p < .001) indicating this

time that the mainland activists are significantly more adaptively ex-

ternal than the island activists. The alternate comparison between main-

land non-activists and island non-activists was significant on both the

Rotter Scale (F = 7.27; df = 1.181; p < .01) and the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale

(F = 11.67, df = 1.181,; p < .001), indicating that mainland non-activ-

ists are, respectively, significantly more external and significantly



Table 6

Locus of Control"^' and Single df Compa r i sons--

Mainland Vl sland Puerto RIcans

Compari son Mean

Rotter Scale

S.D. F'--

Sig.

Leve 1 Mean

Gurin

S.D.

Scale

Sig.

Level

PR MC (n = 35)
PR IC (n = 103)

10.6

9.5
3.60

3.35
3.07 N/S S.k

5.k
2.9^
2.88

33.2k .001

PR MNC (n = 3k)

PR INC (n = Qk)

10.2

9.6
2.92

2.93
N/S 6.

A

5.7

2.3k

1.23
7.68 .01

PR MA (n = 29)
PR lA (n = 55)

10.9

9.6
3.36

3.6V

10.03 .01 3,k

6.3
2.29

2.53
87.08 .001

PR MNA (n = ^0)
PR INA (n = 132)

10.2

9.5

3.22

2.95
7.27

5.3

9 0 Q

2.1 1

1 1 . D / , 00

1

PR MCA (n = 23)
PR ICA (n = 31)

11.2

9.7
3.52

3.68

e.7k .05

6.6
2.31

2.^2
39.25 .001

PR MNCNA (n = 28)

PR INCNA (n = 60)

10.2

9.5

3.00

2.61
3.99 .05 6.6

5.1

1.75

2.06
26.68 .001

PR MNCA (n = 6)

PR INCA (n = 2h)

10.0

9.5

2.76
•3.66

.58 N/S 9.5

5.9

2.k3

2.67

'51 .91 .001

^Rotter Scale
Sea le-- 1 nterna 1

=
--Internal =

0-6, External
0-11, External
= 7-13.

= 12-23; Gurin et al

'Oaca from previous study by Ramos -McKay (1976)

Error MS was the usual wi thin-cell means square and is distributed
on 18| df. The value was 10.290.

'^''^Ca leu la ted as for the Rotter Scale on I8l df. The value was 5.992.

FR = Puerto Rican; M = mainland; I = Island; C = college; NC = non- '

college; A = activist; NA = non-activist.



more adoptively external, than island non-activists.

The next comparisons which were carried out with these two sets of

data, for the two scales, combined both education and activism. The

following comparisons were made: 1) mainland college activists vs. is-

land college activists, 2) mainland non-college non-activists vs. island

non-college non-activists, 3) mainland college non-activists vs. island

college non-activists, and k) mainland non-college activists vs. island

non-college activists. The first comparison (mainland vs. island col-

lege activists) was significant on the Rotter (F = 6.7/4; df = l,l8l;

p < .05) as well as on the Gurin et_ al_. Scales (F = 39.25; df = 1,181;

p < .001) indicating that the mainland college activists are, on the

Rotter Scale, significantly more external, and, on the Gurin et al.

Scale, significantly more adoptively external, than island college ac-

tivists. The second comparison (mainland vs. island non-college non-

activists), however , was non-s
i
gn i ficant on both scales (Rotter Scale,

F = 2\ke, df = 1,181; Gurin et_ aj_. Scale, F = .36, df = l,l8l). On the

third comparison (mainland vs. island college non-activists), the re-

sults on both scales were, s
i
gn i fi cant (Rotter Scale, F = 3.99, df =

1,181, p < .05; Gurin e^ aj_. Scale, F = 26.68, df = l,l8l, p < .001)

pointing out that mainland college non-activists are significantly more

external and significantly more adaptively external, than island college

non-activists, Fi na 1
1 y , on the fourth compa ri son (mainland vs. island non-

college actiyisCs), the results on the Rotter Scale were non-significant

(F = .58; df = 1,181), but significant oh the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale (F =

51.91 ; df = I.I8I; p < .001) indicating that mainland non-college activ-

ists are significantly more adaptively external than their island coun-
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terparts.

In summary. It was found that: mainland college Puerto Ricans are

significantly more adaptlvely external on the Gurin et_ al_. Scale than

island college Puerto Ricans; mainland non-college individuals are also

significantly more adaptlvely external on the Gurin a]_. Scale than

island non-college individuals; mainland activists are significantly

more external on the Rotter Scale and significantly more adaptlvely ex-

ternal on the Gurin et^ al_. Scale than Island activists; again, on the

tv/o scales, respectively, mainland non-activists are significantly more

external and adaptlvely external than island non-activists; and, re-

snectlvely on both scales, mainland college activists are significantly

more external and significantly more adaptlvely external than Island

college activists; no differences were found on either scale for the

mainland ar^d island non-college non-activists; on the Rotter Scale, main-

land college non-activists were significantly more external and, on the

Curl n- e^ a_l_. Scale, significantly more adaptlvely external, than island

college non-activists; and, finally, mainland non-college activists were

no different from island non-college activists on the Rotter Scale, but

significantly more adaptlvely external on the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale.

Guri n et al . Factors

As stated in the Method section, the questionnaires were scored for

the four factors presented in. the Gurin et at, study (1968). A descrip-

tion of these factors appears in the Method section. The four factors

are: 1) Factor i--Indi vidual-Col lective Action, 2) Factor ll~-Discrim-

ination Modi f labi 1 i ty , 3) Factor I I I I nd 1 vi dua 1 -System Blame, and k)
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Factor IV--Racia1 Militancy.

A posteriori chi squares were computed to test for significant dif-

ferences since no hypotheses were generated for these four factors. •

However, there was an expectation that the results would parallel those

of the previous study. This expectation was not borne out completely.

The results for the College/Non-College groups appear in Table 7. On

Factor I, kO.n of the College students and kl of the Non-College in-

dividuals prefer both collective and individual action equally. On Fac-

tor II, 5kX of the College students believe that discrimination can be

changed while kQ% of the Non-College group believe that it cannot be

changed. On Factor III. and 70.2% respectively of the College and

Non-College groups blame themselves for their social and economic fail-

ure. Finally, on factor IV, of the College group and 51.2"^ of the

Non-College group prefer non-militant action. None of the chi squares

for these factors were significant, which is in contrast to' the previous

study which yielded significant chi squares on both Factors III and IV.

For the Activist/Non-Activist groups, the results appear in Table

8. Here, on Factor I, hQ% and ^5.5-^ of both groups prefer both individ-

ual and collective action equally. On Factor II, 50.3% of the Activists

believe that discrimination can be changed and 52>% of the Non-Activists

believe that it cannot be changed. On Factor ill, and 63,6% re-

spectively of the Activists and Non-Activists blame themselves for so-

cial and economic failure. Finally, on Factor IV, 38. 2?^; cf the Activists

prefer militant action and 59. U of the Non-Activists prefer non-militant

action. The only chi square which was significant (p < .0001) was on

Factor IV, indicating a significant difference between the two groups.
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Table 7

Frequencies, Percentages, Chi Squares and Levels of

Significance for the Four Gurin et al. Factors

Factor 1

Coll

f

eae Non-iCol 1 ege

Collective Action Preferred
Individual Action Preferred
Both Preferred Equally

36

25
k2

35.0
24.3
40. 7

f

25

19

40

29.8
22.6
47 6

Sic^ . Level

N/

S

n = 103 = 84"

Factor 1

1

f f Sig . Level

Believe Discrimination can'
be changed

Believe Discrimination can
changed

t

be

49

54

47.6

52.4

48

36

57.1

42.9 1 335
n = 103 n = 84

Factor 1 1

1

f
K

f S i a . Level

System Blamed
Self Blamed
Both Blamed Equally

18

56

29

17.5

54.4

28.

1

10

59

15

11.9

70.2

17.9 4.939 N/S^
n = 103 n = 84

Factor IV f % f
0,

S i q . Level

Militancy Preferred
Non-Militancy Preferred
Both Preferred Equally

26

50

27

25.2

48.5
26.3

13

43
28

15.5

51.2

33.3 2.978 N/S
n = 103 n = 84

p < .10.
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Table 8

Frequencies, Percentages, Chi Squares, and Levels of

Significance for the Four Gurin et al. Factors

Activist Non-Activist

Collective Action Preferred

r

19

4, t

kl

z

31 .8

. A y • Le ve I

Individual Action Preferred 14 25.5 30 22.7
Both Preferred Equally 22 60 .'7'4• 1 / I N/S

n = 55 n = 132

Factor 1

1

f f Si 0 , Leve 1

Believe Discrimination can't

V

be changed 27 ^9.

1

70 53.0
Believe Discrimination can be
changed 28 50.9 62 hi .0 .109 N/S

n = 55 n 1 32

Factor I 1

1

f % f % -Tt Si 9 , Level

System Blamed 11 20.0 17 12.9

-
,

Self Blamed 31 56.
i» %k 63.6 *

Both Blamed Equally 13 23.6 31 23.5 1 .6ii9 N/S
n = 55 n 132

Factor IV f % f I T- Si , Level

Mill tancy Preferred 21 38.2 18 13.6
Non-Militancy Preferred 15 27.3 78 59.1
Both Preferred Equa 1 ly 19 3A.5 36 27.3 19.816 ,0001

n = 55 n 132



Again, a difference between the present and previous study is apparent

since, in the previous study, the chi-squares for both Factors III and

IV were s
i
gn I f icont.

Sex Role and Attt i tudes toward Women

The purpose of this part of the study was to generate basic data

regarding sex-role se 1
f -concepts and attitudes toward women presently

existing in the Puerto Rican island population. The first hypothesis

generated in this section stated that Puerto Rican island non-college

males would be significantly more traditional in sex-role self-concept

and attitude toward women than island college males. In order to test

this hypothesis, simple comparisons were again computed with the data

generated by the PAQ (sex-role self-concept) and the AWS (attitudes to-

ward women). The results of these comparisons appear in Table 9. The

above comparison between' college and non-college males yielded on the

AWS an F of 2.76 (df =
1 , 1 81 ; p < . 1 0) , which was not significant, but

indicated a trend toward significance. On the PAQ, however, the same

comparison was significant (F = 3.97; df = 1.181; p < .05), indicating

that college males have a significantly more liberal sex-role self-con-

cept than ncn-college males. [See Table 10 for the number of Individ-

uals, male and female, falling into each of the four categories.]

The second hypothesis stated that Puerto Rican island college women

wou i d ..be significantly more liberal in sex-role self-concept :jnd atti-

tude toward women than Puerto Rican island college and non-college males.

The results on the AWS and PAQ (see Table 9) did not support this hypo-

thesis (AWS--F = 3.36, df = 1,181, p > .10; PAQ--F = 2.30, df = 1,1 81,
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Table 10

PAQ Categories-Frequencies for Male and Female

College and Non-College

Col lege Males

H.F. L.F.

H.M. 16 13

L.M. 6 6

Col lege Females

H.F. L.F.

H.M. 25 7

L.M. 17 13

Non-Col 1 ege Mai es

H.F. L.F.
y

H.M. 22 11

L.M. 9 22

Non-College Females

H.F. L.F.

H.M. 7 1

L.M. 6 5
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P < .10). A trend toward significance, however. ™st be noted on the
AWS.

The final hypothesis stated that there would be no significant dif-

ferences in sex-role self-concept and attitudes toward women between

island college and non-college women. The results on the AWS (F 3.56;

= MS!; p < .10) and the PAQ (F ^ .59; df = l,l3l; p > .10) support-

ed this hypothesis.

Since no other hypotheses were generated on these two scales, a de-

cision was made to compute a posteriori comparisons in order to clarify

the results (see Table 9, comparisons through 9). In comparing island

c-llege females and college males, an F of .I98 (df = l,l8l) was ob-

- tained on the AWS, and an F of .003 (df = l,l8l) on the PAQ indicating

no significant difference between these two groups on these scales. The

comparison between college females and non-college males on both scales,

however, was significant' (AWS— F = 6.7^, df = 1,181, p < .01; PAQ— F =

^.79,' df ^ 1,181, p < .05) indicating that the college females were sig-

nificantly more liberal in attitude and sex-role self-concept than non-

co i I ege ma 1 es

.

Cor.parisons between males and females were made on both scales with

the AWS yielding a non-significant F of .2k (df = l,l8l) and the PAQ

yielding a non-significant F of I.I7 (df = l,l8l) Indicating no differ-

ence betv/een men and women on sex-role self-concept or attitude toward

women, in order Lo give more perspective to the data, as was done in

the previous study, two other a posteriori comparisons were made using

the data from the Spence e^ aj_. study (1975) for the AWS. These results

also appear in Table 9. The comparison bewteen the college women of the
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present study and the college wo.en (n = 282) of the S pence e^ aL- study
yielded an F of ^.2.66 (df = ,J81). which was significant at the .001

level Indicating that the non-Puerto Rican college fe.ales are signific-

antly more liberal in their attitudes toward women than Puerto Rican

Island college wonen. In the comparison between the two groups of men.

an F of 7.55 (df = I,l8l) was obtained, significant at the .01 level,

which indicates that non-Puerto Rican college (n = 2hS) males are more

liberal in their attitudes towards women than Puerto Rican Island col-

lege males.

In summary, It was found that island college males were signific-

antly more liberal thanisland non-college males in their sex-role self-

concept but not in their attitudes toward women; island college females

were not significantly different than the total sample of island males

in either attitudes or sex-role self-concept; and island college females

were not significantly different than island non-college women on either

scale. In a posteriori comparisons, the results indicated that island

college fe.vales were not significantly different from island college

males on either scale; island college females were significantly differ-

ent from island non-college males on both scales; and island males were

not significantly different from island females on either scale. With

the data from the Spence et_ a_l_. study, the following was found: non-

Puerto Rican college females v/ere significantly more liberal in their

attitudes tov/ard women than island college Puerto Rican females; and

non-Puerto Rican college males were significantly more liberal in their

attitudes towards women than Island Puerto Rican college males.
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CmjEiMsons beti^ the

on_ the_ AWS_ and_ PAQ Scales

As with the locus of control scales, a decision was .ade to compute

a posteriori comparisons between the data of the previous study and the

present study In order to see whether any differences exist between

mainland and Island Puerto Ricans on the variables of sex-role attitudes

and sex-role self-concepts. The results of these comparisons appear in

Table 1 I

.

The first two comparisons made were between mainland and island fe-

males, and mainland and island males. On the AWS
, mainland females were

significantly more liberal in attitude than island females (F = /<6.39;

df = 1,181; p < .001). On the PAQ. however, no significant difference

was found in sex-role self-concept (F = .27; df = l,l8l). For the men,

on the AWS, no significant difference was found in attitude (F = 1.82;

df = l,l8l), and the same was true for the PAQ (F = .9^*; df = I,l8l).

For the next four comparisons, the variable of education was in-

troduced. In the first of these comparisons, mainland college males

were significantly more liberal in their attitude toward women than is-

land college males (F = 3.91; df = l,l8l; p < .01), but this was not the

case in their sex-role self-concepts (F = 1.11; df = l,l8l; p > .05).

However, the following comparison between mainland and island non-col-

lege males indicated that island males are significantly more liberal In

their attitudes toward women (F = 20.02; df •= l,l8l; p < .001), and sex-

role self-concepts (F = 13.63; df = l,l8l; p < .001) than mainland non-

college males. In the comparisons with females, however, only one com-

parison was significant; mainland college females were significantly
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more liberal in their attitudes toward wo.en than island college fe-

males (F = 1^9.51; df = 1.181; p < .001). There was no difference be-

tween these two groups in sex-role se 1 f -concepts (F = .]8; df = IjBi).
The fi.al comparisons between mainland and island non-college females

also resulted in non-significance for both the AWS (F = 2.11; df = IjSi)
and the PAQ (F = .58; df = l,l8l).

In summary, the following was found: mainland females are more

liberal in their attitudes towards women than island females, but not in

their sex-role se 1
f -concepts

; mainland males do not differ from island

males in attitudes or se 1
f -concepts

; however, mainland college males are

significantly more liberal in their attitudes towards women than island

college males, but not different in se 1
f -concepts

; mainland non-college

males are significantly less liberal in attitudes towards women and sex-

role self-concepts than island non-college males; mainland college fe-

males are significantly more liberal in their attitudes than island col-

lege females, but no different in sex-role sel f -concepts ; and no differ-

ences exist between mainland and island non-college females in either

attitude or sex- role self-concepts.

Other Sou rces o f Va r iabi 1 i ty

.
As stated in the design section, four additional variables [Color

of Skin, Socio-economic Level (SEL) , Vear in School, and Opportunity to

Have Visited or Resided in the United States Mainland (Visit U.S.)] were

suspected of being possible sources of variation. The details of these

comparisons, including means and F values, nay he found in Tables 1-12

in Appendix C (none of the comparisons for Year in School was signific-
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ant).

No significant differences were found on either the Rotter Seal

the Gurin e^ al_. Scale for the interaction of Color of Skin X Educat

This was also the case on Color of Skin for the comparisicns within the

two groups-College and Non-College. In the previous study, only one

comparison was significant on the Gurin e£ al_. Scale-College Morenos

were significantly more adaptively external than Non-College Morenos.

The results of the sex-role scales also appear in Tables k-\2 of

Appendix C. !n the Color of Skin X Education comparisons only two were

s igni f icant--Col lege Morenos vs. Non-College Morenos on the AV/S (F =

6.05; df = 1,181; p < .05), and the same comparison on the PAQ (F =

5.58; df = 1,181; p < .05) indicating that College Morenos are signific-

antly more liberal in attitude toward women and sex-role self-concept

than Non-College Morenos. No comparisons were significant in the with-

in-group, college comparisons; hov/ever, one comparison in the within-

group, non-college comparisons was s
i
gn i f i cant--on the PAQ, Moreno vs.

Black (F = ^.01; df = l,l8l; p < .05), which indicates that non-col 1 ege

Blacks were significantly more liberal in their sex-role self-concepts

than non-college Morenos. In the previous study, both the comparisons

between College Whites and Non-College V/hltes, and College Morenos vs.

Non-College Morenos were significant.

The variable of Socio-economic Level yielded no significant differ-

ences on the Rotter and Gurin et_ a_l_. Scales for either the College or

Non-College groups. In the previous study only one compar i son--between

College Class IV and College Class V--was significant on the Gurin e_t

al. Scale. For the AV^S and the PAQ, also, all comparisons for College
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and Non-College were non-significant. This was also the case in the

previous study.

The final variable was Opportunity to Visit or Reside on the United

States Mainland. None of the comparisons on the four scales were sig-

nificant indicating that having visited or lived on the United States

mainland did not influence the results on each of the scales.

Persona 1 ( nterviews

For the College group (F = 6, F = 5. Table 12) on question one, one.

or S%, responded that the changes in Puerto Rican life and society are

mostly positive; six. or 55%, that they are mostly negative; and four,

or 3(>Z, that they are both positive and negative. Some of the changes

of which the Ss spoke were: increases in delinquency and crime on the

island; increases in economical problems, such as unemployment; a change

in community spirit and a movement toward living one's own 'life and not

becoming involved; and too much "Americanization" of Puerto Rican life

and customs.

On question two, two, or 18%, classified the government as being

"good"; three, or 27%, classified it as "bad"; and six, or 55%, had no

definite opinion either way. Those Ss who used the "bad" category re-

ferred to: the lack of real change in government even when another par-

ty takes over; lack of actual help for the people in terms of jobs and

better housing; and corruption in government. Those who us^d the "good"

category spoke about: the bettering of conditions brought about by past

and present governments; increases in benefits obtained from the United

States government, such as food stamps; and a hopeful outlook now that a



Table 12

Taped Interview Resul ts--Col 1 ege^

Quest ions

1) Opinion of Life and Society in
Puerto Rico today

2) Opinion of Puerto Rican govern-
men t

3a) Statehood for Puerto Rico
b) Independence for Puerto Rico
c) Status quo for Puerto Rico

^) Is there oppression by the United
States in Puerto Rico

5a) Puerto Rican Family is

b) Changes in family are

c) Woman's role is

d) Changes in role of women
are

Changes
most 1

y

Changes
mo s 1

1

y

changes
both pos i t i ve

7 T T
1 9

Good

1 °±

2 18

Yes

I %

1 9

2 18

8 73

6 55
Bad

i 1

3 27

i i
10 91

9 82

3 27

£ 1

36
No def. opin.

i

6 55
No def. opi n

.

3 27 186 55 2

Chanqinq Not Changing

i % J V ^

10 91 1 9

Changes Changes Changes
mostly mostly both positive

pos i t i ve neqat i ve and neqative

# i ~ ~^
' ^

3 27 5 3 27
Chang i ng Not Chang

i

ng

1 Y I ^

'

11 100

Changes Changes Changes
mostly mostly both positive

pos i t i ve neqat i ve and negative

3 27 36.5 36.5

= 6; M = 5
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new party was in power. Of the group who used the "no definite opinion-

category, some claimed disinterest in, or lack of knowledge of, politics,

and the majority chose to withhold their opinions in order to give the

new government a chance to do something since they felt it was too early

to judge.

On question three a, one, or 3%, voted "yes" for statehood for

Puerto Rico and 10, or 91°^, voted "no." The one person voting yes felt

that statehood would bring more benefits to Puerto Rico. Of those vot-

ing no, the reasons given were: a fear that Puerto Rico would lose its

culture; and for some, a dislike of the United States. On question

three b, two, or l8:^o, voted "yes" for Puerto Rican independence, and

nine, or 82^o, voted "no." Those voting yes declared themselves as be-

longing to the pro- independence party. Those voting no suggested that:

Puerto Rico can be independent but only in the future since economically

it is not yet ready; and-, from one person, a fear of communism were

Puertt) Rico to become independent. On question three c, eight, or 12,%,

voted "yes" for maintaining the status quo of a "free associated state,"

and three, or 21%, voted ."no." Of those voting yes, all had previously

voted no to independence and felt that the present status was the best

way to prepare for independence. Of those voting no, two had voted yes

for independence immediately and one, v/ho had voted for statehood, felt

that the present status was not good enough because of a lack of "real

Identity" for Puerto Rico since it is neither "free" nor a "state."

On question four, three, or 21% felt that the United States was op-

pressing Puerto Rico; six, or 55^ felt that it v/as not; and two, or 18^,

had no definite opinion either way. Those who felt that there is oppres-



66

sion by the United States saw It in econo.icai tcr.s and spoke about the

exploitation of the labor force, the lack of taxes for Ar.erican indus-

tries, and misuse of natural resources. Those who did not feel that the

United States oppresses Puerto Rico spoke about the many benefits which

Puerto Rico is receiving from the United States and the protection which

the island needs. Those without a definite opinion claimed to be disin-

terested in pol i tics.

On question five a, 10, or 3]Z, see the Puerto Rican family as

changing, and one, or 3%, as not changing. On question five b, three,

or 27%, see the changes as mostly positive; five, or k^Z, as mostly neg-

ative; and three, or 27%, as both positive and negative. The changes

mentioned by these 3s included: a loss of the extended family system;

more economic pressures on the family which force the mother to leave the

home and get a job; and the raising of children by strangers since many

mothers are forced to work. Those seeing the changes as positive, felt

that: the past, closely-knit family system v/as not good and is now

changing; and that it is good for the woman to be able to go out of the

home. Those seeing the changes as negative, felt that: the family is

disintegrating and moral values are being lost; and a lack of communica-

tion between husband and wife, and parents and children is coming about

and leading to the break-up of families. Those classifying the changes

as both positive and negative saw both sides of the issue and could not

comniil Lhciiiselves to either side.

On question five c, 1 1 , or 100^, saw the role of v;cmen as changing.

On question five d, three, or 27^!$, see the changes as mostly positive;

four, or 36.5^, see them as mostly negative; and four, or 36,5%, see
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then as both positive and negative. A.ong the .ost frequent changes

mentioned by the Ss were: .ore educational opportunities for wo.en;

more economic opportunities for wo.en ; and the opportunity for wo.en to

do things outside of the home. Those Ss who saw the changes as being

mostly positive spoke about: the equalization of roles between .ale and

females; the freedom from household drudgery for women; and the oppor-

tunity to help the family financially. Those seeing the changes as neg-

ative spoke about: the lack of nx)ral upbringing for children since

child-rearing Is the mother's responsibility; the increase In divorces

due to hostility between husband and wife when the wife becomes finan-

cially independent; and an Increase in delinquency of ch i 1 d ren brought

up by strangers. Those who saw the changes as both positive and nega-

tive saw both sides of the issue but could not commit themselves to say-

ing they were definitely negative or positive for them.

For the Non-College, group (F = , M = 6, Table 13), on question

one, three, or saw the changes in Puerto Rican life and society as

being mostly positive; four, or hO%, as being mostly negative; and three,

or 30%, as being both pos.itive and negative. The positive aspects men-

tioned by these Ss Included: better living conditions, technological

advances, and Increased job opportunities. The third group saw both the

positive and negative aspects and could not commit themselves to saying

the changes were mostly positive or negative.

On question two, one, or classified the Puerto Rican qovern-

ment as "good"; four, or kQ%, classified It as "bad"; four, or kQ%, as

"both good and bad"; and one, or 10%, had "no definite opinion." Here,

the reasons for the "good" and "bad" classifications were the same as
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Table 13

Taped Interview Resul ts--Non-Co]l ege^

0 Opinion of life and society in
Puerto Rico Today

Good

2; Opinion of Puerto ~~ ~
Rican government

1 jo

3a) Statehood for Puerto Rico
b) Independence for Puerto Rico

Status quo for Puerto Rico

^) Is there oppression by the United
States in Puerto Rico

Changes
most 1

y

pos i t i ve

L i

"

3 30

Bad

H %

Changes
most 1

y

Changes
both positive

Yes

L 1
3 30

2 20

2 20

neqat I

v

e and neqative
H r -1—-^^^

h i40 3 30
Good &Bad No def. op i n

.

"7"
%

~

k AO

No

L %

5 50
6 60

5 50

1 10

No def. opin

20

20

30

20

5a) Puerto Rican family is

b) Changes in family are

c) Woman's role Is

d) Changes In role of women arc

Chang i nq Not Changing

7 70 3 30
Changes Changes Changes
most 1

y

most 1

y

both positive
pos 1 1 i ve neqat i ve and neaatlve

If % t} %
? ko ? AO 2 20

Chanq i nq Not Chang i ng
# % il %

80 2 20
Changes Changes Changes
most ]y mostly both positive

pos i I. i ve nega t i ve and negative
fl % a % i %

3 30 5 50 2 20

= A; M = 6
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those given by the College group. The one person who had no definite

opinion classified himself as being apolitical.

On question three a. three, or 30%, of the Ss chose statehood for

Puerto Rico; five, or were against it; and two, or 20%, had no def-

inite opinion. Those voting for statehood, again, as in the College

group, saw a permanent affiliation with the United States as a positive

thing for Puerto Rico. Those voting against it preferred a different

status. The two Ss with no definite opinion claimed no interest in, or

knowledge of, politics. On question three b, two. or 20%, voted yes for

Puerto Rican independence; six, or 60%, voted against it; and two. or

20%, had no definite opinion. Those voting for independence felt that

Puerto Rico is economically ready for it. Those voting against it ex-

pressed common fears of becoming "like Cuba," much more frequently than

in the College group, a fear of being defenseless, and not being finan-

cially able to carry it off. The remaining two Ss were the same two as

in question three a. Finally, question three c, two, or 20%, chose to

maintain Puerto Rico's present status; five, or 50%, wanted to change

it; and three, or 30%, had no definite opinion. The two Ss voting for

the present status see it as a functioning mechanisms which helps Puerto

Rico to reap many benefits while still being somewhat autonomous. The

general feeling expressed by these two Ss was that "it has worked well

so far." Those voting against the present status indicated that: it is

an ambiguous status in which Puerto Rico is neither "free" or a "state";

and that the present status is psychologically detrimental for Puerto

RIcans because of the dualities in language, culture, flags, etc. The

three having no definite opinion included the two of the same category
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as in sections a and b. p,.s one Indlvidua, w.o „ad voted fo. statehood
aga.nst independence, and who had no strong conviction about the pres-
ent status.

On question four, four, or kO%, fe,t that Puerto Rico is being op-
pressed by the United States; four, or kO%, felt that it is not; and
two. or 20Z, had no definite opinion. Here, the group who sow no op-

pression had similar reasons to those responding likewise in the College

group. Among those who did see oppression in Puerto Rico, however,

feelings against this were much stronger than the feelings of the Col-

lege group. In this category, the Non-College Ss also spoke of economic

exploitation, but many also mentioned military and cultural oppression,

the introduction of American racism into Puerto Rican thinking, and a

trend, which they see in Puerto Rico, in which mainland Americans are

given the better jobs and receive more concessions on the island than

Puerto Rican residents.

On question five a, seven, or 70^, saw the Puerto Rican family as

changing; and three, or 30%, did not. On question five b, four, or kO%,

saw the changes as being mostly positive; four, or ^O^o, saw them as be-

ing mostly negative; and two, or 20%, saw them as being both positive

and negative. Here, the Non-College group held the same views as the

College group about the changes and the results of tho.se changes.

On question five c, eight, or 80^, saw the role of women as chan-

ging; and tv/o, or 20?;, did not. On five d, three, or 30%, saw the

changes as mostly positive; five, or 50%, as mostly negative; and two,

or 20^, as both positive and negative. Of the three individuals seeing

the changes as being mostly positive, all spoke about the better oppor-
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tunitles for women and the economic help they could bring to their fa-

milies. In the second group, although they, too. saw the opportunit
for women as opening up. and the positive aspects of this, they cl

fied the changes as negative based on the negative impact which these

changes would have on the family system. Some of the women in this

group voiced ambivalent feelings about wanting to w^rk outside of the

home, or go to school, but feeling that they are primarily responsible

for the upbringing of their children. Although most of the men in this

group voiced their objections to changes in the woman's role, these ob-

jections were in terms of the increase in freedom to be away from the

home and the husband, and not in terms of the men having to help in the

home. None of the men in the three groups objected to helping with

household chores when the wife works also and did not consider them-

selves as less of a man for having to wash dishes or cook.
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C H A P T E R I V

Discussion

This study, as the previous study, was an attempt to docun^ent atti-

tudlnal and behavioral differences between Puerto Rican College and Non-

College individuals in the areas of Locus of Control. Social Activism

and Sex Roles. The present study, however, focuses on the Puerto Ricans

who reside on the island and ^ comparison was made between them and the

Puerto Ricans who reside on the mainland.

Locus of Control

Results on the Rotter IE Scale again, as in the previous study,

yielded no significant differences on any of the stated hypotheses. The

explanation for this, therefore, is the same as that given before--this

scale may not be sensitive enough to the Puerto Rican reality, in this

case as it exists on the island, to yield an accurate measure of indi-

vidual control ideology.

The Gurin£t_al_. Scale, however, did result in some significant

differences on the stated hypotheses as well as on the a posteriori com-

parisons. The first hypothesis stated that island activists and non-

activists would not score adaptively external on the Gurin et al. Scale.

Since the mean score for the activists was 6.3, and for the non-activ-

ists 5.3, both groups fell within the internal range (0-6) of the scale

and the hypothesis was accepted. The reason for this result may, as

discussed in the hypothesis section, be due to the fact that Puerto Ri-

cans on the island are not a "minority" and, therefore, did not respond
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in fun to this issue. Since ,,5 of the Ss participating i„ the study
had Visited or resided on the .ainiand at so.e ti„e. ignorance of minor-
ity problem on the mainland, at least for those Ss. cannot account for
the internal response set of the group. An alternative explanation,

therefore, ^ay be that these Ss' present reality is not composed of such

issues as racism, hatred and lack of equal opportunity which are the

primary focus of the Gurin « al. Scale. This hypothesis will be de-

veloped further below.

The second hypothesis is stated that no differences were expected

on either scale due to sex. Here, however, the hypothesis had to be re-

jected for the Gurin e^ al,. Scale since the results indicated that .ales

were endorsing significantly more external responses than females. The

additional a posteriori comparisons made showed that the difference ap-

pears to be due to the more external orientation of the activist males,

with participation in social activism, and not the variable of sex, be-

ing of greater influence in this result. This, of course, is in keeping

with the expectation of greater externality due to activism, as found by

Forward and Williams (1973). That the same does not occur with the ac-

tivist females, however. Is not in keeping with the expectation and may

be due, in part, to the significantly more Internal orientation of the

non-college activist females (mean score 3.0). However, the significant

differences between activist males and females, college activist males

and feiiidies, and non-college activist males and females, Indicate that

the difference Is perhaps explained by a different control ideology held

by females in spite of their participation in social activism. The va-

riable of sex does not appear to be a main effect in this case since
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comparisons between other .ale-female groups did not yield significant

di fferences

,

Since the hypotheses generated on the Rotter Scale did not result

in significant differences for any of the groups specified, a decision

was made to compute a posteriori comparisons for the Gurin e^ al_. Scale

paralleling those of the Rotter Scale. Given the results of the previ-

ous study in which education had a significant effect on the results

(although not to the same degree as activism), a comparison was made be-

tween the college and non-college groups in order to determine whether

this vK,u]d also be the case in the present study. However, the result

of the comparison between island college and non-college individuals in-

dicated that there was no significant difference between the two groups

on the variable of education. The next step , therefore , was to determine

whether activism was playing a major role in establishing an externally

oriented response set and a comparison was made between act'ivists and

non-activists which did indicate that the activists were choosing signi-

ficantly more external responses than the non-activists. This was not a

surprising result since activism proved to be the key factor, in the

previous study, in predicting externality on the Gurin et_ a_l_. Scale.

When the interaction between education and activism was introduced,

the result of the next comparison also paralleled the results of the pre-

vious study. This comparison was between college activists and college '

non-activists, which resulted in a significant difference indicating

that college activists were responding significantly more externally

than col lege-nonacti vists . The next comparison which was made, however,

began to cloud the issue. in this comparison between college activists
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and non-college activists, the result indicated that a significant dif-

ference existed between the two groups with the college activists re-

sponding in the external direction significantly more than the non-col-

lege activists. The question of a greater influence in the results due

to the variable of activism, therefore, seemed no longer feasible and

the question of a greater influence due to education was reintroduced.

In order to test for this assumed influence by education, the following

comparisons were calculated: 1) College Activists vs. Non-college Non-

activists; 2) College Non-act i v i s ts vs . Non -co 1 1 ege Non-activists; 3)

Non-college Activists vs. College Non-activists; and k) Non-college Ac-

tivists vs. Non-college Non-activists. The non-significant results on

these comparisons, however, did not support the assumption of a greater

influence by education, or the previous one of a greater influence by

activism. The explanation, therefore, must be looked for in the sugges-

tion made above that, for Puerto Ricans living on the islarfd, the "min-

ority" question is not relevant. What may be more relevant is the op-

pression which several writers (Mai donado-Den i s , 1972; Silen, 1973)

state does exist on the island. Thus, It may be that the Puerto Rican

individuals responded to this one aspect tapped by the Gurin et al.

Scale, but on an individual basis, without major influence by the level

of education or participation in social change activities.

An examination of the analyses of the four Gurin et a_I_. factors

lends support to the above explanation. In the Gurin et_ a_1_. study

(1969), externally oriented Ss preferred collective action more fre-

quently; believed discrimination could not be changed; blamed the system

more often for their social and economic failures; and preferred mili-
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tant action .ore frequently, ,n the present study, chi squares were
computed on the two groups (Co) lege/Non-Col lege. Act I vi st/Non-Act i vi st)

for the four factors. On the College/Non-Col lege spll t (see Table 7)

,

for Factor I (which was not significant), kO .n of the College and kl

of the Non-College group preferred both individual and collective action

equally, with the rest of the Ss in both groups distributed alnx>st

equally between the two alternatives. Here, therefore, education seemed

of no great import on the type of action preferred by the Ss.

For Factor II in the present study, which was also non-significant,

the two groups were almost evenly split between the two alternatives

with the higher percentage [Sl.kl) of the College group believing that

discrimination can be changed, and the higher percentage (57.1%) of the

Non-College group believing that discrimination cannot be changed. The

influence by education In this case does not appear to be toward a

heightening of av/areness about the reasons behind, and the 'results of,

oppression and, thus, the rrore external feeling that there is very lit-

tle that can be done about it.' Instead, the educational process may

have instilled a belief that, through effort, change can be brought

about. The Non-College individuals, however, who have not had the bene-

fit of this teaching, and for whom the reality may be closer, tended to

it is of interest to note here that on the personal interviews
conducted with 11 college students and 10 non-college individuals (see
Appendix D)

, on question four, which asked if the individual believes
that Puerto Rico is oppressed by the United States, three college stud-
ents said yes and six said no. For the non-college group, hov;ever,
four answered yes and four answered no. Apparently, higher education,
at least for these Ss, does not lead to any more awareness about the
existence of oppression.
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see discrimination as unchangeable. The result of this on the overall

scale results .would indicate, as it indeed did. that education did not

seem of major importance in predicting external responses.

On Factor III. with a trend toward significance. 5^.^,"^ of the Col-

lege students and 70.2°^ of the Non-College individuals blamed themsel

for their social and economic failure. The reality in Puerto Rico, how-

ever. Is that there Is a duality in systems with the island, ostensibly,

ruling itself, but with the United States government having final say.

Thus, a confusion with the operation and effects of this dual system may

lead to confusion about where to lay the blame, with the end-result be-

ing self-blame. Education, in this case, does not appear to clarify the

issue and may, instead, instill a "self-advancement through self-effort"

Ideology in the college students.

Finally, on Factor IV, which was also non-significant. ^48. 5^ of the

College group and ^\ .1% of the Non-College group preferred non-militant

action. The explanation for these results could follow from the expla-

nations given above. Militant action has to have a target; if the self

is blamed, however, little can come of such action and non-militant ac-

tion becomes more feasible.

The results of the Act 1 vl st/Non-Act i vi s t split (see Table 8) mir-

rored those of the College/Non-College split on Factors I, II, and Mi.

Factor IV, however, in this case, was significant at the .0001 level and

Indicated that, although the Activists were almost evenly distributed

between the three alternatives, the Non-Activists preferred non-militant

action significantly more often. The analyses of the four factors for

Activist/Non-Activist, therefore, suggest as in the analyses for Col-
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lege/Non-College. that .ajor influence due to education or activism do

not seem to exist, in contrast to the results of the previous study.

Instead, the alternative explanation of a difference in the reolity of

mainland and island oppression appears to have more validity and finds

some support in the results on the four factors.

At this point, given the above hypothesis, it is of interest to

amine the results on the comparisons between mainland and island Puerto

Ricans on the Rotter and Gurin e^ al_. Scales in order to further deter-

mine whether a different reality, within the common reality of oppres-

sion, does exist between the tv;o groups.

As stated before, the comparison betv;een mainland and island col-

lege students on the Rotter Scale was not significant and this was also

the case with the comparison between mainland and island non-college in-

dividuals. On the Gurin et_ aj_. Scale, however, both of these compari-

sons were significant and indicated that mainland college students are

significantly more adaptively external than island college students; and

that mainland non-college individuals, although not significantly more

external, did endorse significantly more responses than island non-col-

lege individuals. A difference in the response sets between these

groups, therefore, is immediately evident from these results. On the

rest of th^ comparisons (incorporating activism, and activism with edu-

cation) computed for both scales, the same pattern emerged, with the

mainland groups being either significantly more external, or endorsing

significantly more external responses, than the island groups. In addi-

tion, of the seven comparisons made for the Rotter Scale, four proved to

be significant. Since this scale has, in both the previous and present
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studies, failed to produce significant results on any of the stated hy-
potheses for these sa.e group categories, the n.st likely assumption is

that the difference between the mainland and island groups must be large

indeed for it to result in significant differences on this scale.

Since the present study does not include an examination, in any de-

tail, of the many aspects of oppression, it is impossible to present a

well -documented explanation for the above results. Knowledge of the his-

tory of Puerto Rico, however, and of the present political reality on

the island lead to the formulation of one possible hypothesis regarding

the difference between the mainland and island Puerto Ricans. This hy-

pothesis is that the oppression which Puerto Ricans encounter on the

mainland is primarily In a very personal form, that is, in the form of

racial hatred, and lack of equal opportunities in obtaining jobs, hous-

ing and education. The results of this type of oppression affect an in-

dividual very personal ly, and directly: s/he is called names because of

the color of his/her skin, s/he cannot find a job, a home, or get beyond

high school. In Puerto Rico, however, the oppression encountered is an

impersonal one, that is, in a political form. The Puerto Rican on the

island is not called names or discriminated against in jobs, housing, or

education. What does occur is that s/he Is subject to the laws of the

United States but Is uneble to vote for the president or elect a voting

representative to represent island concerns. And, when the United

States has gone to war, Puerto Rican men have been subject to the draft.

The effects of such oppression are on a less personal level and more on

a political level. The result of this difference betv;een mainland and

island oppression may be, therefore, that the Individual's response re-
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fleets whichever ,eve. s/he finds hi„/herse.f in. Unfortunately, the
Gurin et. al. Scale, although sensitive to the issue of oppression, pri-
-rily on a personal leve., does not appear to encompass this political
level. This hypothesis, of course, needs to be tested through further

research.

In summary, the results of the locus of control scales indicated

that a difference exists between mainland and island Puerto Ricans re-

garding their control ideology. This difference became clearer as the

responses to the four Gurin et. al,. factors were examined more closely

and comparisons with the results of the scales were made between the two

groups. A hypothesis was presented to help in explaining the findings.

Sex Roles and Atti tudes toward. Women

As discussed in the introduction, some writers (Seda Bonilla, 1973)

have presented the concept of "machismo" as a functioning element in the

Puerto Rican culture. The second part of this study was an attempt to

document this, although in a very basic way, and determine whether any

differences exist within the population regarding attitudes toward the

role of women and individual sex-role se 1
f -concepts . In the first hypo-

thesis, therefore, it was expected that the non-college men would be more

traditional on both scales than the college men, with the assumption that

education would result in more liberal attitudes and sex-role self-con-

cepts. The results on the AWS did not support this hypothesis. How-

ever, the mean scores for both groups v;ere within the liberal range (38-

75), Indicatinc that both groups hold a contemporary outlook toward the

role of women. On the PAQ the college men had a more liberal sex-role
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self-concept than the non-college men. The result on the AWS i,

surprFsing for the college men since it was expected that educat

would result In a a^re liberal outlook. The fact that the same was true

for the non-college men. however, does not support this assumption. In

addition, the same comparisons for the females were also not signific-

ant. Since in the area of sex-role self-concepts there were no signif-

icant differences, perhaps it can be postulated here, at least for the

men, that the non-college men's contemporary responses may be due to

exposure, via the media and personal experience, to liberal ideas. When

It comes to a change in these individuals' personal characteristics,

however, the more traditional ideas persist. For the women, a different

explanation is necessary since both the college and non-college group

fell within the contemporary range for both scales. The same exposure

to liberal ideas must occur with the wom.en but. where the non-college

men may be unwilling to change certain personal aspects, far the non-

college women a personal change to match their liberal attitudes may

not be as difficult since they stand to gain more, or lose less, than

the men. The results of the personal interviews lend some support to

the above suggestion since 80?o of the non-college group saw the role of

women as changing and, although some of the women had ambivalent feel-

ings about abandoning their responsibility as primary child-rearers,

even these women, along with the others, were in favor of the greater

opportunities for women and enjoyed the greater freedom which they have

to go out of the home. The men also saw the changes in the role of wo-''

men but voiced objections to the increased freedom of women. None of

these men had any objections to helping with household tasks, but qua-
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llfied this to say that these chores did not make the. feel any less of

a man. The traditional sex-role self-concepts, therefore, nay be due.

not to objections in changing personal activities
, but in changing long

held views about male and female personal characteristics.

Because of the liberal attitudes and almost contemporary mean sex-

role self-concept score (37.M of the non-college men, when combined

with the higher scores of the college men. no differences resulted in

the comparison between college women and the men. However, as expected,

when college women were compared with only the non-college men, the wo-

men emerged as having more liberal attitudes and sex-role se 1
f -concepts

than the non-college men. These results are not in accord with Ellis

and Bentler's work (1973). cited in the introduction, which dci ined mas-

culinity as being "unlike females" and femininity as being "unlike

males." The college men in this study did, in fact, ascribe feminine

characteristics to themselves while the women ascribed masculine ones

to th.emselves; and in the case of the non-college group, l1 (see Table

10) of the men did not see themselves as fitting either the female or

the male role and fell within the category labelled undifferentiated.

One aspect of considerable interest was the comparisons made be-

tween the mainland and island groups on the sex-role scales. On the

first two of these, between males and between females, the only signif-

icant difference found was with the AWS between mainland and island

females. Mainland females were significantly more liberal in their at-

titudes than Island females, but this was not the case on sex-role self-

concepts, although the mean scores for both groups fell within the lower

end of the contemporary range. For the men, there were no differences
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on either scale with both groups of .en having liberal views but tra-

ditional sex-role self-concepts. In the previous study, the college wo-

men also held very liberal attitudes but did not fully practice these .

in their personal sex-role self-concepts. These results rnay very possi-

bly mean that Puerto Rican women hear the propaganda and probably agree

with much of it but, when it comes to their daily lives, practice only

those aspects which, given the views of their men, do not make their

lives too difficult. Although it was proposed above that it may not be

as difficult for the worr.en, as for the men, to change their personal

sex-role self-concepts to match their liberal Ideas, the extent to which

they actually do appears to be much less than would be expected. The

results of the taped interviews which were cited above regarding the am-

bivalence which some women felt about abandoning traditional roles

while, at the same time, enjoying their Increased freedom, characterize

the difference which seems to exist between liberal Ideas and not quite

as liberal sex-role self-concepts among the women. Tv;o other comparisons

appear to support the explanation given: that betv;een mainland and is-

land college males, and that between mainland and island college females.

In both of these, the mainland groups held a significantly more liberal

attitude, but all groups were well within the liberal range. On the

sex-role self-concepts scale, however, there were no significant differ-

ences between the groups. Here, again, all groups were within the con-

temporary range, but on the lov;er end of it.

One surprising aspect emerged on the last two comparisons between

mainland and island non-college males and females. In the comparison

between the men, the island non-college men turned out to be signific-
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antly nore liberal in both attitude and sex-role self-concepts thon the

mainland non-college men. This was not the case with the non-college

females but the island females did fall within the contemporary range on

both scales while the mainland non-college females did not. Attitudes

and sex-role self-concepts, therefore, appear to be more liberrl on the

island, among non-co,l lege individuals, than on the mainland and this may

be explained by looking at the greater pressures which the mainland non-

college group has to face in terms of racism, unequal opportunities, and

the need for survival which may make other issues, such as women's

rights, less important.

In summary, the concept of "machismo" does appear to be in opera-

tion within the Puerto Rican island population but the extent and, par-

ticularly, the degree may not be as great as have been suggested, per-

haps due to the changes within the society at large. The results in

this section of the present study indicated that liberal at.titudes are

held by island, and mainland, males and females toward the role of wo-

men. The men, however, minimally extend these liberal attitudes to

their own sex- role sel f -concepts and the women, although more liberal in

both aspects, appear to follow suit by also not liberalising their sex-

role sel f -concepts too much.

Other Sources of Vari abi 1 i ty

Since only two of tiie many comparisons on Color of Skin, SEL, Year

in School and Visit U.S. were significant, it can be assumed that these

variables had virtually no influence on the results of the principal

variables. Few conclusions can be drawn from the significant difference
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found between College and Non-College Morenos, on the variable of Color

of Skin, for the AWS and the PAQ, except that education appears to have

influenced the results since the College Morenos were significantly more

liberal in both attitudes and se 1
f -concepts . The other significant com-

parison between Non-College Morenos and Non-Co 1 1 ege Blacks, with the

Blacks being significantly more liberal in self-concept appears to have

resulted by chance, which is often the case when a large number of com-

parisons are made. The fact that a larger number of the same compari-

sons were significant in the previous study may have been a factor of

the increased importance of these variables in the daily lives of Puer-

to Ricans on the mainland, in particular SEL and Color of Skin.

Cone 1 us ions

From the results of the present study, and the comparisons made

with the results of the previous study, it appears that, although op-

pression exists for both mainland and island Puerto Ricans and the Gur-

in et_ aj_. Scale tapped this aspect in both groups, the actual reality

of this oppression for each group may be very different. It is suggest-

ed in the present study, therefore, that the difference may be that, on

the mainland oppression takes on a more personal form while on the is-

land it is in a political form. Social change activities on the island

also seem to take a different direction and emphasis than on the main-

land v.'hich is very likely also reflective of a difference in oppression.

Further investigation is necessary, however, to determine whether there

is, indeed, a difference. Such research might begin by determining whe-

ther personal and political oppression are a part of life for Puerto Ri-
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cans on the mainland and the island, and the importance to individuals

of these types of oppression, again, both on the island and the .ain-

1 and.

The sex-role research did indicate that Puerto Rican men, although

Holding liberal attitudes towards the role of women, still maintain

many trad i tiona T sex-role se 1
f -concepts . and that the Puerto Rican women

tend to do the same although on a lesser scale. The last stronghold of

the "machismo" concept, therefore, seems to be within the personal, in-

dividual level which, of course, is nx^re resistant to change. It may be

of interest to extend this research in order to further specify the

changes taking place in the area of sex-roles and include measures of

self-esteem to determine whether the changes are threatening male Puer-

to Rican's self-esteem, and how.
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APPENDIX A



9^*

Name

:

Date of Birth;

Sex:_ Address:

Permanent Address:

^^^''9'°"= if in college, year and semester:

Place of birth:_ ^Employment:

How long have you been living on the U.S. mainland?

What is/was your father's occupation (or person who raised you)?

What is/was your mother's occupation (or person who raised you)?

are
How many children are there in your family? what number

y^^-' Education of head of household: ^Briefly, whac life

goals have you set for yourself?:

For Interviewer's Use Only

Act. :

C.
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INSTRUCTIONS ;

This is a questionnaire to find out the way in which certain im-

portant events in our society affect different people. Each item con-

sists of a pair of alternatives numbered 1 or 2. Please select the one

statement of each pair (and only one) which you more strongly believe to

be the case as far as you are concerned. Be sure to select the one you

actually believe to be more true rather than the one you think you

should choose or the one you v.-ould like to be true. This is a measure

of personal belief: obviously there are no right or wrong answers.

Your answers to the i terns on this inventory are to be recorded on

the answer sheet provided. Please answer these items carefully but do

not spend too much time on any one item. Be sure to find an answer for

eve^y choice. In son-e instances you may discover that you believe both

statements or neither one. In such cases, be sure to select the one you

more strongly believe to be the case as far as you are concerned. Also

try to respond to each item independentl y when making your choice; do

not be influenced by your previous choices.

(Now go on to the next page)
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K
1

Children get into trouble because their parents punish the. too

'
lol - ^^^-^ P^-ts are

'

baTluck'''
'''"'^ -'^^ P-^W due to

2 People's misfortunes result from the mistakes they make.

3.
1

One of the major reasons why we have wars is because people don'ttake enough interest in politics.
pcopie don t

'
lenTthll!

''''''' "° ^^^^ P^^P^^ t'-y to pre-

^.
1

In the long run people get the respect they deserve in this world,

2 Unfortunately an individual's worth often passes unrecognized nomatter how hard he tries. .

5. 1
The idea that teachers are unfair to students is nonsense.

2 Most scudents don't realize the extent to which their grades are
influenced by accidental happenings.

6. 1 Without the right breaks one cannot be an effective leader.

2 Capable people who fail to become leaders have not taken advant-
. age of their opportunities.

7. 1 No matter how hard you try, some people just don't like you.

2 People who can't get others to like them don't understand how to
get along with others.

8. 1 Heredity plays the major role in determining one's personality.

2 !t is one's experience in life which determine what they're like.

S. i I have often found that what is going to happen will happen.

2 Trusting to fate has never turned out as well for me as making a
decision to take a definite course of action.

(Go on to next page)
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'
'V.ll'tL'^'

job depends on being in the right place at the

1
The average citizen can have an influence in governn^nt decisions

^^"hr^iiti:-^:^-^^^^^ P--. - -re is not

1
When I make plans. I a. aln^st certain that 1 can make then, work.

2 It is not always wise to plan too far ahead because many thinasturn ouc to be a matter of good or bad fortune anyhow!
'

1
There are certain people who are just no good.

2 There is some good in everybody.

1
In^my case getting what I want has little or nothing to do with

2 Many times we might just as well decide what to do by flipping a

1
Whogets to be the boss often depends on who was lucky enough tobe in the right place first.

2 Getting people to do the right thing depends upon ability, luck
has little or nothing to do with it.

ms
1 As far as world affairs are concerned, most of us are the victi
of forces we can neither understand, nor control.

2 By taking an active part in political and social' affairs the peo-
ple can control world events.

1 Most people don't realize the extent to which their lives are con-
trolled by accidental happenings..

2 There really is no such thing as "luck."

(Go on to next page)
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1
One should always be willing to admit mistakes.

2 It is usually best to cover up one's mistakes.

1
It is hard to know whether or not a person really likes you.

2 How .any friends you have depends upon how nice a person you ore.

'

tVTJroVs':'' '''"'J^ ^'^^ ^^^P- - balanced by

'
i:"n::::Tr"an -i::::

^--'^ °' '^^^ °' '~e,
I With enough effort we can wipe out political corrupt ion

.

'
i^li'^canl'So'fn':^^::^'^ " """93

1 So.netimes
1 can't understand how teachers arrive at the gradesthey g I ve .

^ "'j^a

2 There Is a direct connection between how hard I study and thegrades I get.

1
A good leader expects people to decide for themselves what they
should do. '

2 A good leader makes it clearly to everybody what their jobs are.

1
Many times

1 feel that I have little influence over the things
that happen to me

.

2 It is impossible for me to believe that chance or luck plays an
important role in my life.

1 People are lonely because they don't try to be friendly.

2 There's not much use in trying too hard to please people, if they
1 i ke you

,
they 1 i ke you,

1 There is too much emphasis on athletics in high" school.

2 Team sports are an excellent way to build character,

1 What happens to me is my own doing.

2 Sometimes I feel that I don't have enough control over the direc-
tions my life is taking.

(Go on to next page)
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)
Most of the ti.e

,
can

'
tunde.stand why poUtlclans behave the way

2 In the long run the people are responsible for h.H
a national as well as on a local level!

government on

1
The best way to handle problems of discrimination is ford.vdual minority person to make sure s/he he bl? T"-possible fcr what s/he wants to do.

training

2 Only if minority individuals pull toqether in rlwM •

and activities can anything rLlly .TTZ 1^:^:
!sc^^^

'

lol-.Ts^^Vr
""^^ discrimination is through pressure and

2 The best way to overcome discrimination is for each individualminority person to be even better trained and more qual Hed hanthe most qualified white person.
quauriea tnan

1 Racial discrimination is here to stay.

2 People may be prejudiced but it's possible for American societyto completely rid itself of open discrimination.

1
The so-called "white backlash" shows once aqain that whites areso opposed to minorities getting their rights that it's practic-ally impossible to end discrimination in America.

2 The so-called "white backlash" has been exaggerated.' Certainly
enough whites support the goals of the minority cause for Ameri-
cans to see considerable progress in wiping out discrimination.

1 The racial situation in America may be very complex but with
enough money and effort, it is possible to get rid of racial dis-
crimination.

2 We'll never completely get rid of discrimination. It's part of
human nature.

1 It's lack of skill and abilities that keeps many minority individ-
uals from getting a job. It's not just because they're minority.
When a minority person is trained to do something, he is able to
get a job.

2 Many qualified minority individuals can't get a good job. White
people with the same skills wouldn't have any trouble.

(Go on to next page)
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1. Many minority individuals who don't do well In 1 i

f

p Hn htra.n.ng. but the opportunities just always g; to whij^s

2 Minority individuals may not have the same opportunities aswhites, but many minority people haven't prenared Thpl!!ienough to make use of the opportun i 1 1 es'th'ar^me ItTr'lZ
1
M.ny minority individuals have only themselves to blame for notoo.ng better in life. If they tried harder, they'd do be^te,

2 When two qual i f led people
, one minority and one white, are consid-ered for the same job, the minority person won't get he U nomatter how hard s/he tries.

1
The attempt to "fit in" and do what's proper hasn't paid off form.nor.fes. It doesn't matter how "proper" you are. you'll sti 1sect serious discrimination if you're a minority.

2 The problem for many minority individuals is that they aren'treally acceptable by American standards. Any minority person who
IS educated and does what is considered proper will be accepted
and get ahead.

1 Minorities would be better off and the cause of civil rights ad-
vanced if there were fewer demonstrations.

2 The only way minorities will gain their civil rights is by con-
stant protest and pressure.

1 Depending on bi-raclal committees is just a dodge. Talking and
understanding without constant protest and pressure will never
solve problems of discrimination.

2 Talking and understanding as opposed to protest and pressure is
the best way to so.lve racial discrimination.

1 Organized action is one approach to handling d i sdr im i nat ion . but
there are probably very few situations that couldn't be better
handled by minority leaders talking with white leaders.

2 Most discriminatory situations simply can't be handled without
organized pressure and group action.

(Go on to next page)
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^2,
1 Discrimination affect<; all n,- .

handle It is for mfnori IsToroL'''^'''^'^- °"'v -y to
rights for all ninoritles!

°^9an,2e together and demand

2 Discrimination mav sffprt- =>ii

way to handle it Is or Lh inr-^', ''^^ hest
"ike any other Amer i can-^to w^:.' hl^d c^;""" ^° ^"
mind his own business

get a gooo educeition, and

The statements listed below describe attitudes toward the role of women
in society that different people have. There are no right or wrong an-
swers. only opinions. Vou are asked to express your feeling about each
statement by indicating whether you (1) agree strongly. (2) agree mild-
ly. (3) disagree mildly, or W disagree strongly. Please indicate your
opinion by blackening either 1. 2. 3, on on the answer sheet. Begin
ith number h3 on this answer sheet.

w

l:Z'lZ::' ^^-^ -^^^^-^ - ^P-^ of a woman

2. Women should take increasing responsibility for leadership in sol-ving the intellectual and social problems of the day.

3. Both husband and wife should be allowed the same grounds for d

^. Telling dirty jokes should be a mostly masculine prerogative.

5. Intoxication among women is worse than intoxication among men.

6. Under modern economic conditions with women being active outsidethe home men should share in household tasks such as washing
c.'shes and doing the laundry.

I vorce.

7. It is insulting to women to have the "obey" clause remain in thenam age servi ce.

8. There. should be a strict merit system in job appointment and pro-
motion without regard to sex,

(Go to next page)
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9. A woman should be as frep ;^c: rr,-,,,rree as a man to propose marriage.

10. Women should worry less about their rioht.. .nH
good wives and mothers. ^ """'^ becoming

11. Women earning as much as their dates should bear equallv th^penses when they go out together.
equally the ex-

12. Women should assume their rightful place in business and all th.professions along with men.
u^iness and all tne

13. A woman should not expect to go to exactly the same places or tr.have quite the same freedom of action as a man.
°

d::;hLrs!^^'
^--^ e..ou„t to go to col-

iarn'socks
' ' locomotive and for a man to

iLrin'Jh'
'^2"^^ ^''^ 9^"^^^^ authority than the mo-ther in the bringing up of children.

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

18. The husband should not be favored by low over the wife In the dis-posal of family property or income.

19. Women should be concerned with their duties of child-bearing and
House tending, rather than with desiresfor professional and busi-
ness careers.

20. The intellectual leadership of a community should be largely in the
hands of men.

21. Economic and social freedom is worth far more to women than accept-
ance of the ideal of femininity vyhich has been set up by men.

22. On the average, women should be regarded as less capable of contri-
buting to economic production than are men,

23. There are many jobs in which men should be given preference over
women in being hired or promoted.

2^. Women should be given equal opportunity with men for apprenticeship
in the various trades.

(Go to next page)
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P^^sona] Attributes Questionnaire

The items below Inquire about what kind of a person you think vn..

Not at al 1 artistic
1 Very artistic

Each pair describes contradictory characteri st lcs--that Is vou

a'istic ^^^y at'all

The numbers form a scale between the two extremes. You are tochoose a number which describes where ^ fall on the scale. For exam-ple if you think you have no artistic ability, you would choose 1. Ifyou th.nk you are pretty good, you might choose ^4. If you are only me-

PRESSIOn'is'tHE BESt'^
^' ^"""^ '° ^"^^^^^ QUICKLY; YOUR FIRST !M-

Once you have selected the letter that best describes yourself
mark your answer on the ^nted answer sheet. Do this by blackening the
line under the number you choose.

Now go ahead and answer the questions. Be sure to answer every
£uesUon_, even if you're not sure, and use a number 2 pencil. BiTTn
wi th number 68 on the answer sheet.

—"

—

1. Not at all aggressive

2. Not at all independent

3. No'c at all emC'tlonal

4 . Very s u bm i s s i ve

5. Not at a 1 1 excl table
In a major crisis

6. Very passive

7. Not at al 1 able to de-
vote self completely
to others

. . .2. k

. . .2. h

. . .2.

. . .2. k

. . .2.

.

k

. . .2.

.

k

. . .2.

.

.3..

Very excl tabl e " in

a major crisis

Able to devote
self completely to

others

(Go to next page)



8. Very rough
] . . .2.

9. Not at all helpful to
others

1 2
•3 u

10. Not at all competitive 1 2 3 u

1 1

.

Very home-oriented
1 . . .2.

12. Not at all kind
1 . . .2.

13. Indifferent to other's
approval

i . . .2.

14. Feelings not easily
hurt

1 . .2.

15. Not at all av;a re of
feel ings of others 1 . .2.

.

16. Can make dec i s i ons
eas i

1 y | 2 J

17. G i ves up very eas i ly 1

Never cries ]

. .2.

.

18.
. .2. ,

19. Not at al 1 sel f-

confident 1 . .2. . k

20. Feels very inferior 1 . .2. , k

21 . Not at all under<; tanri-

ing of others 1 . .2. . k

22. Very cold in relations
v-/! th others 1 . .2. . k

23. Very little need for
security 1

Goes to pieces under
pressure 1

. .2. . k

2k.

. .2. . .3..

]0k

Very gentle

Very helpful to others

Very competi ti ve

Very worldly

Very kind

Highly needful of other's
approva

1

Feel ings easi ly
hurt

Very aware of feel ings
of others

Has d i f f i cul t making
deci s ions

Never gives up easily

Cries very easi ly

Very self-confident

Feels very superior

Very understanding of
others

Very v/arm in relations
with others

Very strong need for
secur i ty

Stands up well under
pressure

(Please stop)
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^orma de Informacion

Nombre: _ ,

. ^hecha de Nacimiento:

^^>^o:_ Direccion:

en Universidad, ARo y semestre;

Lugar de nacimi ento:^ __Empleo:

iHa vlajado a los E.U.?:

iCua] es/era la ocupaclon de su padre (o persona que lo/la cri6)?

iCual es/era la ocupacion de su madre (o persona que lo/la crio)?:

La cabeza de mi familla era mi: Padre: Madre:

iCuantos hermanos y hermanas tiene Ud.?:

iQue numero es Ud. en su familla?:

Educacion de su Padre: ^Educacion de su Madre

iCual, es su educacion?:

PARA "USO DE LA I NVESTI GADORA

Act. :

C.
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Este es un cuestlonario para encontrar la forma en que ciertos

eventos de nuestra sociedad afectan a distintas personas. Cada i'tem

consiste de dos alternativas ident i f 1 cadas con los numeros 1 y 2. Per

favor seleccione aquelia alternatlva para cada Ttem (solo una) que in-

dica lo que usted cree rnas firriemente concerniente a su caso partlcu'.ar.

For favor escoja aquelia que usted en realidad cree mas cierta y no la

que usted crea que debe escoger o la que usted desearfa que fuera cierta

Esta es una medida de creencias personales 7 por lo tanto no hay res-

puestas malas o buenas.

Sus respuestas a las preguntas en este cuestionario se deben mar-

car en la hoja de respuestas adjunta.

Por favor conteste estos ftems cu i dadosamente pero no se demore

mucho tiempo en cualquiera de eollos. Por favor encuntre siempre una

respuesta para cada ftem. En algunos casos usted cncontrara que usted

cree en ambas alternativas o en ninguna de ellas, en tales casos selec-

cione aquelia que esta mas relacionada con lo que usted cree. Conteste

cada Ttem sin fijarse en lo que contesto a ftems previos.

RECUERDE

Seleccione aquelia alternativa que usted persona 1 mente cree que es

mas cierta.

(Siga a la proxima pagina)
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Pr imera Parte

1. 1 Los ninos se meten en problemas porque los padres los castigan
demas i ado. ^

2 El problema con la mayoria de los ninos es que sus padres son
demas! ado suaves con el los.

2. 1 nuchas de las cosas desagradab] es en la vida de una persona se
deben en parte a la mala suerte.

2 La mala suerte de ciertas personas se debe a los errores que han
cornet! do.

3. 1 Una de las razones m^s importantes de que tenemos guerras es que
la gente no se interesa lo suficiente en la polftica.

2 Slepre habra guerras, no importa cuanto tratemos de prevenirlas.

^.
1

Al fin y al cabo la gente obtiene el respeto que se merece en la
vida.

2 Desafortunadamente el valor de un individuo f recuentemenue pasa
desaperci bido, sin importar cuanto se esfuerce.

5. 1 La idea de que los profesores no son justos es absurda.

2 La mayoria de los estudiantes no se dan cuenta de la influencia
que ciertos hechos accidentales tienen sobre sus cal i f icaciones.

6. .1 Sin ciertas situaciones favorables un-o no puede ser un 1 fder
ef icaz

.

2 Personas capaces que no se han convertido en Ifderes es porque no
han aprovechado sus oportun ! dades

.

7. 1 No importa cuanto uno se esfuerce, siempre habra gente a la que
uno le disgusta.

2 Aquel los que no pueden agradar a otros es porque no saben como
llevarse bien con otras personas.

8. 1 La herencia desempena el papel mas importante en determinar la

persona] idad de un individuo.

2 Son las experiencias de una persona las que determinan su manera

de ser.

(Siga a la proxima pagina)
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1
Yo he encontrado f recuente.ente que lo que va a suceder sucede.

1
El^estudiante bien preparado rara vez considera que un exa.en es

2 Muchas veces la preguntas en un examen tienen tan poca reMcioncon^lo que se ha hecho en clase que resulta Inofic^os" e^ Ts.l-

1
El obtener exito es el efecto del trabajo ya que la suerte tienerruy poco o nada que ver con el exito de una persona.

2 El obtener un buen trabajo depende principalmente de estar en elsitio correcto en el momento correcto.

1
El culdadano comun y corricnte puede tener Influencia en las de-cisiones de goblerno.

2 El mundo est^ gobernado por las pocas personas que ejercen el
poder y no es mucho lo que el hombre comdn y corricnte pu»de
hacer.

1
Cuando yo planeo algo, estoy seguro de que los planes funcionaran

2 No es aconsejable el plancar con demasiada anticipaci6n ya que
muchas cosas de todos modos dependent de la buena o mala suerte.

1 Ciertas personas son simplemente malas.

2 Hay algo bueno en todas las personas.

1 En mi caso ei conseguir lo que yo quiero tiene muy poco que ver
con mi suerte.

2 Muchas veces es mejor decldir lo que se va a hacer "echaiido una
moneda al aire."

1 Quien se convierte en jefe depende f recuentemente de quien tuvo
la suerte de estar en el sitio correcto primero.

2 El obtener que la gente haga lo que debe hacer depende de la
habi 1 idaJ del jefe; la suerte tiene muy poco que ver en esta
situaci6n.

(Siga a la proxima paglna)
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1
En referencia a los asuntos mundlales la mayorfa de noso^rossomos v.ct.mas de fuerzas que no podenos enLnder nl ^'^^^Lr.

2 Tomando una parte actlva en asuntos polfticos y sociales la aentepuede controlar los asuntos mundiales.
sociales la gente

estan controladas por hechos meramente acc i denta 1 es

.

2 La suerte en realidad no existe.

1
Uno siempre debe estar dispuesto a admitir sus errores.

2 Generalmente es mejor ocultar los errores que uno comete.

1
Es dIficM saber si en realidad uno le agrada a otra persona o no,

2 El numero de amigos que uno tiene depende de que tan amable esuno.

1
Al fin y al cabo las malas cosas que le suceden a uno estan ba-
lanceadas por las buenas.

2 La majoria de las desgracias que le suceden a uno son el resulta-
do de la ignorancia, la falta de habilidad, la pereza o las tres
J untas

,

1
Con el suflciente esfuerzo podemos destruir la corrupcion polf-
tica.

2 Es muy diffcil para las personas el controlar lo que los politi-
cos hacen una vez que son elegidos.

1 Algunas veces yo no peudo entender como es que los profesores
deciden las notas que dan.

2 Existe una relacion directa entre cuanto estudio y las notas que
obtengo.

1 Un buen iTder aspira a que las personas decidan por sf mismas que
deben hacer.

2 Un buen ITder siempre explica a cada cual lo que debe hacer.

1 Nuchas veces yo siento que tengo muy poca influencia sobre las
cosas que me suceden.

2 Es imposible para mi el creer que la suerte o la casual idad son
importantes en lo que me sucede.

(SIga a la proxima paglna)
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26. 1
Clertas personas se slenten solas porque no tratan de ser amiga-

2 No vale la pena esforzarse mucho por complacer a la gente pues siuno les gusta 1 es gusta.

27. 1
Se ie esta ponlendo demaslado enfasis a los d?.portcs en la cscue-
la secundaria.

2 Los deportes en equipo son excelentes para crear un buen carac-
ter.

28. 1 Lo que me sucede es producto de mis propios actos.

2 A veces slento que no tengo suficiente control sobre el curso de
my vida.

29. 1 La mayorfa de las veces yo no entiendo por que los poKtios se
comportan como lo hacen.

2 Al fin y a] cabo es la gente la que es responsable por un mal
gobicrno a nivel nacional y local.

30. 1 La mejor manera de tratar los problemas de la d i scr i mi nac i on es
en que cada persona de grupo minoritario se asegure de recibir
el mejor ent renami en to posible para lo que quiere hacer.

2 Se podra hacer algo para combatir la di scriminacion solo si los
grupos minoritarios se unen en grupos y actividades de derechos
civi les.

31. 1 La mejor manera de veneer la dlscriminacion es a trav^s de la

presion y accion social.

2 La mejor manera de veneer la di scriminacion es en asegurar que
cada individuo de grupo minoritario obtenga el mejor entrenami-
ento y tenga mejores ca 1 I f i caci ones que la mayorfa de las per-
sonas blancas bien calificadas.

32. 1 La dlscriminacion racial estara con nosotros para siempre.

2 La gente tendra prejuicios pero hay una posibiUdad para la soci-

edad norteamer i cana de deshacerse por completo de la discrimina-

c ion publ i ca

.

(Siga a la proxima paglna)
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La asT namada "reacclon violenta de los blancos" nos indica unavezmas. que los blancos estan tan opuestos a que los grupos ml-noritar.os obtengan sus derechos. que es casi imposible terminar
la discnminacion en los Estados Unidos.

La asi llamada "reaccion violenta de los blancos" ha sido exage-
rada. Hay suflclentes personas blancas que respaidan las metas
de la c^usa de grupos minor! tarios de modo que los americanos ve-
an progreso considerable en la eliminacion de la discriminacion.

Puede que la situacion racial en America sea muy complicada, pero
con esfuerzo y suficiente dinero, es posible deshacerse de la
discriminacion racial.

Nunca nos deshaceremos de la discriminacion. Es parte de la na-
turaleza humana.

Es la falta de destreza y habilidad que impide el empleo de mu-
chas personas de grupos mi nor i ta r i os . No es solo por que son de
grupos minoritarios. Cuando tal persona esta bien entrenada
puede obtener un trabajo.

Muchos individuos de minortas que tienen buenas ca 1 i f i cac iones no
pueden obtener un buen trabajo. Personas blancas con las mismas
habilidades no tendrfan ningun problema.

Aunque muchos individuos de minor'as estan bien preparados, no
tienen exito en la vica, porque las oportun i dades siempre se les
dan a los blancos..

Puede que no se les den las mismas oportun i dades a individuos de
minor'as que se les dan a los blancos, pero muchas personas de
minorfas no se han preparado lo suficiente para usar las oportu-
nidades que se les presentan.

Muchos individuos de minorfas se deben echar la culpa a s' mismos
por no tener mas exito en la vida. Si tratasen mas duramente,
tendrian mas exito.

Cuando dos personas calificadas, una de mlnorfa y una blanca, son

consideradas para el mismo trabajo, la persona minoritaria no
sera empleada, no importa cuan duramente esa persona trate.

(Siga a la proxima pagina)
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39.

^0,

rec o no h ^rT'' ^P'-^PJ^damente" y hacer lo que cor-ecto no ha resultado en nada para las minorias. No Impirta ocorrecto" que uno sea, siempre se encontrar^ con d^scri^ dnserta, s. uno es persona minoritarla.
a

.
sen m. nac 1 6n

2 El problema para nuchas personas mi nor i ta r i as es que no son ver-daderamente aceptables en t€r.inos de la norma americana Cua -
qu.era persona minorltaria que sea educada y que haga ^o'que secons.dere correcto sera aceptada y tendr^ ^xlto.

^

' cau.fdn "^'"^'''^^r''?^
^^t^'-'^" en mejores condlclones y la

s?racionefv' °' V"''"'
''''''''' ^° ^^^'"^ tan tas'demon-straciones y piquetes.

^
r^rio.'"-",

"^"^ minorltarios obtendran sus de-rechos c.v.Ies es a traves de protestas y presi6n constants.

1
Depender de cornlteses compuestos de dos razas es una p^rdida de
t empo. El hablar y la comprension sin.protesta ni presi6n con-stants nunca resolveran los problemas de la di scriminacidn.

2 El hablar y la comprension en vez de protestas y presi6n son lasmejores maneras de resolver la discriminacidn racial.

1
Accion organizada es una manera de tratar con la d i scr i mi nac i 6n
pero probablemente hay mas situaciones en las cuales resultarfa'
mejor si los Ifderes minoritarios hablasen con los lideres blan-
cos

.

t

2 La mayorfa de las situaciones discriminatorias, simplemente, no
pueden ser resueltas sin presion organizada y acci6n colectiva.

1 La discriminacidn afecta a todo individuo de grupos minoritarios.
La unica manera de resolver este problema es en organizar todos
los grupos minoritarios y demandar derechos para todas las mi-
nor Tas.

2 Puede cjue le discriminacidn afecte a todo individuo de grupos mi-
noritarios, pero la mejor manera de resolver este problema es en
que cada persona minoritaria actue como cualquier otro americano
--trabajar duro, obtener una buena educacidn y no meterse en co-
sas ajenas.

h2

Seguna Parte

CUESTIONARIO DE CAP.ACTER I ST I CAS PEKSONALES

(Siga a la proxima p^gina)
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Los items abajo son preguntas sobre la r]^<,^ Ho ^
ser. Cada ftem esta compuesto de na L nf ^ ^'^^ "^'"^ ^"-^^

-ros del
1

al 5 entre cada p^r P^, :je;^:;'"''^'^^'"^ —
1...2...3...4...5 Muy artrstico

u:t:d':; ^:d:^s:r";b:n'ir": --^-^^^J-'™ otras palabras.

tfstico. .

' '"'"^^ "^^y artrstico y no ar-

puede escoger e "Zero l A crlT T " ^'''^

P>.ede escoger e nCme o \' cLZ t T '°r
° "^"^ habilidad intermedia

IMPRESION ES LA HEjSr
°' "^''"^ rapida.ente; SU PRIHERA

Oespues que haya escogido el nCmero que mejor describe cor-o es usted

ga una marca al lado del numero que prefiere.

todi' 'iZ'Trl
' = l« preguntas. Asegurese que ha ccntestado

^^if-oTT e ?7ho' 'h"""'
"° "'^ completamente seguro. Empieze con elnumeio en la hoja de respuestas.

43. No agresivo
1

, ?

44. Mo independiente
I , ?

45. No emoclonal
1 ?

46. Muy obediente
I ?

47. No excitable en una
gran crisis

1 ?

48. Muy paslvo 1 ?

49. No puedo dedicarme com-
oletarnente a otros 1 ? 4

50. Muy aspero 1

.

. . 2 . . .3.. .4...

5K No muy serviclal con
otros 1 ? 4

52. No soy competldor 1 ? 4

vo

Muy excl table en una

Puedo dedicarme completa-

Muy serviclal con

(Siga a la prcxima pagina)



11^4

53. Muy hogareno

5A. No soy amble

55. Indiferente al consen-
tlmiento de otros

56. Mis sentimientos no son
ofendldos faci Imente

57. No me doy cuenta de los
sentirnientos de otros

58. Puedo hacer decisiones
faci Imente

59. Me doy por vencido
fac i Imente

60. Nunca 1 loro

61. No tengo confianza en
mi mismo

62. Me siento muy inferior

63. No tengo buena compren-
s i on de ot ros

6^1. Soy muy indiferente en
relaciones con otros

65. Tengo poca necesidad de
la seguridad

66. Me desborono por com'-

pleto bajo presion

2. .. 3. .5 Muy mundane

2. . . 3. . . A. . .5 Muy amable

Necesito mucho el consen-
^ • . . 3. . . ^. . . 5 timiento de otros

Mis sent in- i entos son of-
2 . . . 3. . . ^. . . 5 endidos facilmente

Siempre me doy cuenta de
2. . . 3. . . .5 los sentimientos de otros

Tengo dificultad en hacer
2 ... 3 5 dec i s iones

Nunca me doy por vencido
2. ..3. .5 faci Imente

2. . . 3. . . A. . .5 Lloro facilmente

Tengo mucha confianza en
2. ..3. .5 mi mi smo

2. .
.
3

.
.

. . . . 5 Me siento muy superior

Tengo mucha comprension
2. . . 3. . . ^. . . 5 de otros

Soy muy carinoso en rela-
2. . . 3. . . ^. . .-5 clones con otros

Tengo gran necesidad de
2. . . 3. . .'t. . .5 la seguridad

Resisto blen cuando estoy
bajo presion

Tercera Parte

Las siguientes oraciones indican las actltudes que varias personas tlen-
en hacia el papel de la mujer en la sociedad. No hay respuestas correc-
tas o Incorrectas, solo opiniones. Pedimos que usted exprese sus senti-
mientos sobre cada craclon indlcando si usted (1) esta comp 1 etarnente de
acuerdo, (2) esta un poco de acuerdo, (3) esta un poco en contra, o (A)

esta completamente en contra. Por favor indique su opinion marcando los
numeros 1, 2, 3, o k en la hoja de respuestas. Empieze con el numero 67
en esta hoja.

(Siga a la proxima pigina)
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Blasfemias y malas palabras son mas repulsivas cuando dichas ooruna mujer que por un hombre.
aicnas por

Las mujeres deben de tomar mas y mas responsab i 1 i dad en el lideratopara resolver los problemas Intelectuales y sociales de hoy dfa

Tanto un esposo como unda esposa deben de ser permitido'^ las mismasrazones para obtener un divorcio.
mismas

El contar chistes indecentes deberfa de ser un privilcgio masculino.

La^intoxicacion en 1a mujer es peor que la Intoxicacion en el hom-

Bajo condiciones actuales de la economfa, con las mujeres slendomuy activas fuera del hogar, los hombres deben de compartir tales
quehaceres de la casa como lavar platos y lavar ropa.

Es un insulto para las mujeres mantener la palabra "obedecer" en la
ceremonia matrimonial.

Deberia de haber un sistema de merito estricto en nombramlentos ypromociones en empleos sin referenda al sexo de la persona.

La mujer deberia tener la misma libertad de proponer matrimonio que
el hombre.

Las mujeres deber'an de apurarse menos por sus derechos y mas por
ser buenas esposas y madres.

l-a mujer que gana lo mismo que su novio deberfa de compartir en los
gastos cuando salen juntos.

Las mujeres deben asumir su lugar aproplado en los negoclos y en
todas las profesiones junto con los hombres.

Una mujer no debe esperar el poder ir a los mismos sitlos o tener
la misma libertad que un hombre.

Los hijos en una familia deben de reciblr mas ayuda para que vayan
a la universldad que las hijas.

Es ridfculo cuando una mujer maneja un tren y un hombre zurce modi-
as

.

En general, el padre debe tener mas autoridad que la madre en la

crianza de los hijos.

(Siga a la proxima plgina)
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83. Las mujeres deben de ser aconsejadas a que no tenqan intimidadsexua con n.nguna persona antes de ser casadas, aun con sus com-promet I dos

.

8^. E] esposo no debe de ser favorecido mas que la esposa por la leyen custiones de la dispocis icion de propiedad or ingresos.

85. Las mujeres deberian estar mn? int-resadas en sus deberes tales
como maternidad y el cuidado del :,ogar, en vez de sus deseos por
carreras profes iona les

.

86. El liderato Intelectual de una comunidad deberia estar mayormente
en las manos de los hombres.

87. La libertad economica y social vale mas para una mujer que aceptar
el modelo de la femeneidad ideal que ha sido establecida por los
hombres.

88. Por lo general las mujeres deben de ser juzgadas como menos capaces
de contribuir a la ptoduccion economica que los hombres.

89. Hay muchos trabajos en los cuales los hombres deben de recibir pre-
ferencia en cuestiones de empleo y promocion que las mujeres no de-
ben de rec i b i r

.

90. Las mujeres deberfan ser dadas la misma oportunidad que los hombres
para participar en aprendizajes p rofes i ona 1 es

.

91. La muchacha moderna tiene el mismo derecho de estar libre de reglas
y controles como el muchacho moderno.

(Pare aquf)
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I ntervi ew Format

Ss are to be informed that their individual answers to the inter-
view will be kept in the strictest confidence.

Ss are asked to answer the following questions:

1) What kinds of hobbies do you have?

2) Do you participate in any sports?

3a) (for college students) What do you think of the university

system as it exists today in this society?

3b) (for non-college individuals) What do you think of the cur-

rent employment situation?

After these questions, the E will ask the individual whether s/he

has ever been, or is now, involved in any social action movements or or-

ganizations which actively carry out demonstrations or protests concern-

ing issues in today's society.

If the S answers yes to the above question, a free style interview

Including the following questions is to be conducted:

1) What kinds of activities have you been involved in?

2) What was your role in these activities?

3) What led you to participate in social change activities?

^) Do you plan to participate in such activities in the future?
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Table 1

Locus of Control Single df Compar i sons--

Skin Color-College/Non-College

Rotte r Scale"^ Gur i n et al . Scale"^

Compar i son
Mean S.D. Mean S.D. F

Col lege V/hi te (n = 32)
Non-Col lege Whi te (h = 16)

9.31
8.9^

3.29
3.0^

5.^5

5.31

3.01

2.63
.023

College Moreno (n = 53)
Non-College Moreno (n =

9.68

9.56
3.26

2.89
.818 5.85

5.3A
2.08
2.01

.187

College Black (n = 1?)

Non-College Black (n =
iO. 12

10.28
3.16

2.97
.853 6.69

5.93

3.26

2. A3

.^88

All comparisons were non- s
i
gn i f i cant

.

•'Error MS was the usual within-cell MS and is distributed on l8l
df. The value was 10. 3003.

""Calculated as for the Rotter Scale with l8l df. The value was
8.2933.
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Table 2

Locus of Control Single df Comparisons Skin Color-College

Comparison
Rott e r Sea 1

p

+
G u r i n et a 1 . Scale

ji'lean S. D. Mean S.D. C

White (n = 33)
Moreno (n = 53)

9.03
9.68

3.62

3.26
.757 '.79

5.76
3.3^

2.21

2.3'*

Whi te (n = 33)
Black (n = 1?)

9.03
10.12

3.62

3.16
1. 170 ^.79

6.29
3.3^4

3.55

.^^61

Moreno (n = 53)
Black (n = 17)

^

9.68
10.12

3.26

3.16
.218 5.76

6.29
2.21

3.55
3.13

^All comparisons were non-s
I
qn i f i cant

.

'Error MS was the usua
on 100 df. The value was 1

I within
1 .3228.

-ce 1 1 mean squa re and i s di stri buted

-'-Calculated as

8. 1266.
for the Rotter Sea I e on 100 df. The va 1 ue was
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Table 3

Locus of Control Single df Comp isons Skin Color/Non-College

Compar i son

White (n = 16)

Moreno (n = 5^*)

White (n = 16)

Black (n = 1 /*)

Moreno (n = 5^)
Black (n = \k)

Rotter Scale"*"

Mean S .0.

3..Oh .548
9.56 2,.89

8.94 3.,0'4 1.58
10.29 2,.97

9.56 2..89 .689
10.29 2..97

Gur in et al jca le
Mean S.O. F-.V-.'r

5.31

5.24
2.63
2.12

.012

5.31

5.93
2.63

2.43
.549

5.24

5.93

2.12

2.43
1.018

"*"A11 comparisons v;ere non-significant.

on fti'^r^Vu^ ^'o'^J
within-cell mean square and is distributed

on bl df. Ihe value v/as 8.6O65.

"'•Calculated as for Rotter Scale on 8I df. The value was 5.1634.
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Table k

Attitudes toward Women and Sex Roles

Single df Comparisons-Skin Color-College/Non-College

AWS PAQ

Compar^ Mean S^ R Levei Mean S_^ u^e!

CW {n=32) i*6.00 12.06 2. Oh n/S (n=33) 39.67 8 01 N/SNCW (n=l6) in. 00 9.96 (n=i6) 38.25 I kk

SJJjr") ^;j.76~ 11.12 6.05 .05 (n=53) '^0.53 6.96 5.58 .05NCM (n=51) ii0.12 7.7^ (n=5^) 36.59 9.98

CB (n=17) M.i47 8.71 .001 N/S (n=^17) ^^3.29 5.6l 312 N/S
NCB (n=13) '11.38 7.30 (nH^^) /.1. 93 7.38

"Error MS was the usual within-cell MS and Is distributed on I8I
df. The value v/as 130.'i3A8.

•"'•Calculated as for the AWS on I8I df. The value was k3.36hG.

C college; NC = non -col 1 ege ; W = whites; M = Morenos; B = Blacks.



Table 5

Attitudes toward Women and Sex Roles

Single df Comparisons-Skin Color-College

r • AUS"*"
Compar_ison ^ean sTtT F^c

White (n = 32)
Moreno (n = 53)

White (n = 33)
Black (n =

1 7)

Moreno (n = 53)
Black (n =

1 7)

^6.,00 12,.06
U.,76 1 1 ,. 12

^6. 00 12. 06
^7 8. 71

76 1 1

.

12

^1- h7 8. 71

Mean S.D. F-"

(n=33) 39.67 8.01 29;
(n=53) 'fO.53 6.96

(n=33) 39.67 8.01 2.91
(n=l7) '(3.29 5.61

(n=53) ^0.53 6.96 ] ,3h
(n=17) '0.29 5.61

''"All comparisons were non-significant.

•••Calculated as for the AWS on 100 df. The value was 50.7607.
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Table 6

Attitudes toward Women and Sex Roles

Single df Comparisons-Skin Co lor-Non-Coll ege

AWS"*- PA^

Compar i son Mean S. D. Mean S. D. Leve 1

White (n=l6) ^1 .00 9. 96 .0159 (n=l6) 38.25 k. .A29 N/S
Moreno (n=5l) AO. 12 7.Jh (n=5M 36.59 9..98

White (n=l6) Al .00 9. 96 . IA29 (n=l6) 38.25 A,,kk 1.279 N/S
Black (n=13) ^4 1.38 7..30 (n=lA) Al.93 7..99

Moreno (n-5 1

)

AO. 12 7.Jh .2500 (n=5A) 36.59 9..98 A. 01 <.05
Black (n=13) Al.38 7,.30 (n=lA) A1.93 7,.99

All comparisons v/ere non-significant.

'•Error MS was the usual v/ithin-cell MS and is distributed on 77 df.

The value was 66.A98A.

""Calculated as for the AWS on 81 df. The value was 78.97^9.
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Table 7

Locus of Control Single df Comparisons-

Socio-Economic Level-College

Comparison ' .
-

'^""'Tn^"' ^
cV ^HlliL^lJlI Scl

+

Class
r 1 -.<r <-L 1 as s

1 (n = 3)

N (n = I 1

)

8.00

10.55
1.73

3.33
1.3^ 6

5

.33

.09

1 53

2.^7
. ^ J

Class

Class
1 (n = 11)

Ml (n = 31)
8.00

9.97
1.73

3.7'^

.93 6

6

. 33

.10

1 ^"K

3.'*9

Class
C lass

1 (n = 11)

IV (n = 36)
8.00

9.28
1.73

3.35

.^0 6

5

. 33

.^7

1 53

i.n
2'»

Cla-s
Class

! (n = 11)
V (n - 22)

8.00

9.10
1.73

2.97
.28 6

k

. 33

.96

1 53

IM
6n

Class
Class

II (n = 11)

Ml (n = 31)
1 0 ^'^

9.97

?

3.7^
5

6,

.09

.10

2. V
3. ^9

.98

Class
Class

II (n = 11)

IV (n - 36)
10.55

9.28
3.33

3.35

1.19 5.

5,

.09

M
2.k7

2.78
.15

Class
Class

II (n = 1 1)

V (n = 22)
10.55

9. 10

3.33
2.97

1.36 5..09

.96

2.^*7

2.^0
.02

Class

Class
Ml (n = 31)
IV (n = 36)

9.97
9.28

3.7^

3.35

.70 6.

5.

10 3.^*9

2.78
.77

Class
C 1 ass

III (n = 31)
V (n - 22)

9.97
9.10

3.7^

2.97
.87 6.

A.

10

96

3.^3 2

2.kO
.00

CI ass

Class
IV (n = 36)
V (n = 22)

9.28

9. 10

3.35

2.97

.0^4 5.

k.

hi

96

2.78
2. AO

Ah

"''All comparisons were non- significant.

'•Error MS was the usual within-cell MS and is distributed on 93 df.
The value was 1 1 . 3953.

-''"Calculated as for the Rotter Scale on 98 df. The value was 8.3899.
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Table 8

Locus of Control Single df Comparisons-

Socio-Economic Level ^ Non-College

Rott er Scale"*" Guri n et al . Scale"*"
Mean S.D. Mean S .0.

9.30 2.87 .10 ^.77 2 .32 .59
9.62 3.15 5.33 2 .^3

9.30 2.87 .08 A. 77 2 .82 1.38
9.59 2.7^ 5.66 2 .03

9.62 3.15 .0009 5.33 2M .35
9.59 2.7^ 5.66 2 ,03

Compari son

Class III (n = 13)
Class IV (n = 39)

Class III (n = 13)

Class V (n = 32)

^

Class IV (n = 39)
Class V (n = 32)

'No cases in Classes I and II.

"'"All conparisons were non-significant.

-^vror MS was the usual within-cell MS and is distributed on 79 df
The value v/as 8.9838.

""Calculated as for the Rotter Scale on 79 df. The value was 5.2683,
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Table 9

Attitudes toward Women and Sex

df Comparisons-Social-Economic

Roles

Level/Col !egt

Comparison Mean
AWS
S . D

.

F" Me. in

Class 1 (n = 3)
C lass II (n =

1
1

)

^6.67
hli r\r\44 . UU

11.93

9.19
.13 hZ

41

.67

.73

Class 1 (n = 3)

Class III ( n = 1]\
^6.67

. 32

.11.93

12.39

.0^1 42

41

.67

.61

Class 1 (n = 3)
Class IV (n = 36)

'(6.67

44 . oU
11.93

9. 40
.08 42

40

.67

.
1^^

Class 1 (n = 3)
Class V (n = 22)

^6.67
43.27

11.93

1 3.05

.2^1 42

39

67

Class II (n =
1 1)

Class III (n = ^1

)

he. -JO4^ .

9. 19

1 2 . 39

. 1

1

41.

41 61

Class .11 (n =
1 1)

•

Class IV (n = 36)

hk.QQ 9.19
9.^0

• O^^ 4 1 .

40.

/

\-

Class II (n = 11)

Class'V (n = 22) ^3.27
9.19
13.05

.03 41 .

Class III (n = 31

)

Class IV (n = 36)

^5.32 12.39
9. '40

.Ok 41.

40.

r, 1

!•

Class III (n = 31)
Class V (n = 22)

^5.32
^3.27

12.39

13.05
41.

39.

r, 1

Class IV (n = 36)
Class V (n = 22)

^^.80
'*3.27

9.40

13.05
.25 40.

39.

1 compar i sons were non-s ign i f icant

.

''Error MS was the usual wi thin- eel 1 MS and is distr
The value was 126.9257.

"'•Calculated as for the AWS on 98 df. The value v/as



129

Table 10

Attitudes toward Women and Sex Roles Single df Comparisons-

Socio-Economic Level ^ Non-College

Compa r i son
AWS-^ PAQ+

Mean S .0.

37.33 6,.07 1.^5
^0.58 7..85

37.33 6..07 2.k2
^1 .67 8,.90

40.58 7. 85 • 30
M.67 8. 90

Class III (n = 12)
Class IV („ = 38) io.SS 7:35

^
(n-I^g) "sTy 7M

Class III (n = 12)

' = ^^-^7 8:90 I'nl'^e) 36:22 U.\s

Class IV (n = 38)
Class V (n = 30) • M.67 8:90 (n=32) 36122 Hjg

Mean S.D. F

.02

.91

'no cases in Classes I and I I

.

'*"A]1 comparisons v;ere non-significant.

-Error MS was the usual wi thin-cell MS and is distributed on 75 df
The value was 66.4080.

"'•Calculated as for the AWS on 79 df. The value was 83.3805.
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Table 11

Locus of Control

Single df Compari sons--Visi t U.S

Rotter Scale"^ Guri n et a l . Scale"*"
Comparison Mean S.D. Fj^ Mean sTdT

Visit U.S.— Yes (n = 115) SM ^.kl .196 5.30 2.85 lOG
Visit U.S. --No (n = 72) 9.68 2.72 5. 71 2.18

"*"Compar i sons were non-significant.

-•Error MS v/as the usual wi thin-cell MS and is d i s t r i buted on 186
df. The value was 10.03^0.

"'Calculated as for the Rotter Scale on l86 df. The value was
6.817^.
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Table 12

Attitude toward Women and Sex Roles

Single df Compar i sons --V i s i t U.S.

AWS"^ PAO+Lompanson Mp^n q n c---
—

^

! pean b.U. F- Mean S.D. F-''

Visit U.S. --Yes

Visit^u!s'--No
^"^^^^^ 7.17 .26.

(n=69)
^

M.36 8.32 (n=72) 39.01 9.5.

"^Comparisons are non-significant.

-•Error iMS was the usual within-cell MS and is distributed on 186
df. The value was 100.282..

-••Calculated as for the AWS on 186 df. The value was 66.5912.
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APPENDIX D
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Persona
] I nLervIew Quest ion s

The following questions were asked of each S:

1) What is your opinion of life and society in Puerto Rico tod.y?

2) What Is your opinion of the Puerto Rican government and what it

has, or has not, accomplished?

3a) What is your opinion of statehood for Puerto Rico?

3b) Independence for Puerto Rico?

3c) The continuation of the present status as a "free associated

state?"

^») Do you believe that Puerto Rico is oppressed in any way by the

United States?

5a) Do you believe that the Puerto Rican family is changing?

5b) Are these changes positive or negative in your opinion and

what are some of them?

5c) Do you believe that the role of the Puerto Rican woman is

chang i ng?

5d) Are these changes positive or negative in your opinion and

what are some of them?
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