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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the family as.a 

socializing agency from the s tandpoint of a possible relationship 

between kindred connectedness and inner-o ther direction . 

The concept of kindred connectedness, developed by Whiteside and 

used in this study, is defined as the degree to which kin are bound to­

gether by mutual assistance, af fective support, and commonly held values 

and norms. Whi teside argues that persons from a close kindred have been 

socialized to be more sensi tive to the expectations of others than persons 

from a non-close kindred. 

There have been numerous attempts to develop empirical measures of 

the dimensions involved in Riesman's inner-other typology of personality . 

Research in this area has shown inner-other direc tednes s  to be related 

to susceptibility to influence from others, socioeconomic s tatus, age, 

and sex . However, mo st  of these studies have assumed that inner- and· 

other-direction form poles of a single dimension . Pe terson takes ex­

cep tion to this approach and concep tualizes inner-other direction as 

cells in a property-space model .  Inner-o ther direction i s  defined by 

affiliation-acqievement, introversion-extroversion, external conformity­

individuality, and the like . 

It is hypothesized that subjects from high connected families 

are more likely to be other-directed and subjects from low connected 

families are more likely to be inner-directed. It should follow that 

high connected subjects would show more of  the charac teristics defined 

iii 
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as other-directed on the Peterson I-0 scale while the reverse should be 

true for low connected respondents . 

The measure of kindred connectedness is developed from a matrix 

analysis of  visits between each member of  the respondent ' s  relatives . 

Quartile distributions are developed for the kindred connectedness 

scores . 

The measure of inner-other direction is a modification of  the 

measure used by Peterson . Four factor and seven factor summary scales 

are developed from the individual factors of the I-0 scale as well as 

summated scales for the individual factors . Quartile dis tributions are 

developed for the scales . 

A convenience sample of  692  students on the Knoxville Campus of 

The University of Tennessee was taken during the Spring and Summer of 

196 7 . Questio�naires were adminis tered to the students in lower level 

sociology classes and one of the women ' s  dorms on the campus . 

Analys is of  the data was conducted through use of  the card 

sorting machine and the IBM 7040 computer . The x
2 

tes t o f  as sociation 

was used for statistical analysis . 

The results of the study do not support the hypothes ized 

relationship nor the direc tion of the relationship between kindred 

connectedness and inner-other direction . The data show a tendency toward 

other-direc tion for low connected respondents and inner-direction for high 

connec ted respondents .  Although the first three factors of the Peterson 

I-0 scale are related to kindred connectedness at the .OS level , the re-

lationship between kindred connectedness and all o f  the first  four 
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factors of the Peterson I-0 scale are in the opposite direction from that 

hypothesized . 

Discussion as to what might have affected the outcome of the study 

included the ques tion of the adequacy of visitation as a sufficient index 

of  kindred connectedness , sensitivity as an outgrowt� of high kindred 

connectedness , the homogeneity of .. the sample , and the restrictions. on the 

number of measures due to limits of time and space . In an attemp t to ex­

plain the unexpected findings , a.theoretical rationale was developed in­

volving the relationship among kindred connectedness ,  dependency , and 

inner-other direction . A replication of the s tudy is suggested , 

incorporating these factors . 
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CHAPTER I 

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM , THEORY , AND HYPOTHESES 

I .  STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

One of the more important concepts in sociology is that ot 

socialization� Riesman (1950 )  an� othe�s (Lewis , 1961 ;  Potter , 1954; 

Mead , 194 7 ; Gorer , 1950 ; Miller ,  1958)  explore the influences of cQlture 

through ce�t�in socializing agencies on the �erson�lity 9f the child . lt 

�s generally agreed that the �os t  important of these agencies is the 

family . 

An implication of Riesman ' s  work is that �he other-directed �n is 

more suscep�ible t p  i�fluence from others than the �nner-dir�cted man . 

At this point it �ight be asked why the other-d!rected man is mor� con� 

forming to the people around him.  

If inner-direction and o ther-direc�ion are learned in the family , 

as impl�ed in R�esman ' s  theory , �here should be some characteris tic or 

group of �haracteristics that differentiates these families . Pas t re­

search has been co�cerned primar�ly with child re�ring prac t�ce� . Such 

studies imply that a mantpulation of these proper�ies will more or less 

permanently �ffect the personality of the child; however , these studies 

are not without criticism . The events in the f irst five or $iX years of  

life are usually cited as  crucial for shaping a personality . This 

approach has been criticiz�d for failing to allow for experiences in the 

period after infancy and childhood which may modify earli�r influen�es .  

1 
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Furthermore, similar. child rearing �xperiences have not been found to pro-

duce similar national character 'traits, all of which would argue for the 

study of variables other than child rearing practices as influencing 

personality. It is the purpose of this study to further �nvestigate.the 

family as a socialiaing agency fr�m the standpoint of a possible relation-

shiV between inner-other direction and kindred connectedness. 

I! . LITERATURE AND THEORY 

Riesman' s theory, conc�rned with the inn�r-oth�r dimensions o
.
f 

personality., has received much al:tention ill the past few years and there 

have.been numerous attempts to develop empirical measures of the dimensions 

involved, and to te�t hypotheses derived from the theory. One $UC� study 

conducted by Kassarjian (19 62) developed a 36-item scale from deacrip�iv� 

material !ound in Ries�n's w�itings to e�p�rically confirm that a con� 

t+nuum of inner-other directedqess does e�ist im �erican $OCiety. Both 
. . 

graduate and undergraduate students at the Un�versity-�f California at Los 

Angeles· were used as subjects . �eliability of the seal� was found to ·be· 

satisfacto+y through the use of the te�t-retest method. Validity was 

es tablished by comparing the I�O scores of two groups o� gra�uate 

students whq were classified as inner- or other�directed on.the basis of 

their major course of study. A modif ied form of tqe scale �iven to a. 

stratified sample of the Los Angeles population reveal�d vari�tions ·of 

inner-other directedness in the general population ae well as the college 

population. 

Using the Kassarjian l-0. Social Preference Scale, Centers and 

Hurowitz (1963)  tested the hypothesis implied in Riesman's work that 
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other-d�rected people are more susce�tible than inner-directed to the 

influence of others , i . e . , they are more likely to conform to the opinion 

of others . A sample of 364 students were assigned to one of the two 

categories on the bas is of extreme scores on the I-0 scale . StQdents 

within the two categories were then randomly assigned to either an 

experimental or control grovp so that there were inner- and other­

directed student� in both the control and experimental groups . Twenty­

four items from the F-scale were given to the students .  Those in the 

experimental groups wer� told that certain we�l-known and "important 

people" had completed the questionnaire and their answers were indicated 

by an as terisk . As was expected , other-directed persons were influenced 

to conform in the direction of the "important people . "  Bot)l inner­

directed and other-directed s tudents in the experimental group conformeq 

more to the views of these "important" people than those in the ·control 

group . The difference between the experimental and �ontrol groups on 

the inner-directed category was too small to be significant . However , 

the difference between the experimental and control other-directed gro�ps 

wa$ quite statistically significant . 

Again us ing the Kassarjian I-0 Social Preference Scale , Cente�s 

(1962)  studied a cros s section of Los Angeles adults  to tes t the hypothes is 

that other-directedness is more prevalent in the middle-class . He found 

the scale scores to approximate a normal distribution . A significant re­

lationship was found between sex and directedness , with more wom�n found 

in the inner-directed category . Significant relationships between 

directedness  and political affiliation and race were found; however , when 

ed4cation was held constant , no cons istent relationship was determined . 
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Centers founq a slight tendency for more highly educated and older people 

to be more inner-directed . Although the s tudy did not support th� 

hypothesis that other-dir�ctedness is more prevalent in the middle-class, 

Centers d9es beli,ve other-directedness to be growi�g in America inas�uc� 

as young persons tend to Qe more other-directed than older people . 

Brodbeck, Noge�, and DiMascio (1956) did not find other-directedness 

to be characteris tic of the lower-middle class . ��irty mothers in Bos toq 

were q�estioned about a variety of situations they �ight encounter in the 

socialization of their children. The mothers were found not to �onform 

to their perception of how other mothers would respond under similar 

situations . They preferred to use their own judgment . The authors con-

ceptualize Rie�man's other-dir��tion ae �he abitity to empathize; however, 

these subjects were fpund to have little of this characteristic . Their 

"inner-direction" was rnQte of a hostility to tho
.
se around them, 

Hoffman (1958) found compulsive conformists in a sampl� of 373 

s tudents at the University of Michigan in 1949 to be low i� ego strength 

and to score higher on measur�s of parental dominance, inability to. 

�ole+ate impulse�, intropunitiveness in their handling of hostility, 
' . 

s trong success strivings, and conservatism iri political �nd religi�us 

attitudes, and to be conforming in their be�avior . In a later study 

H9ffman (1957) found that high conformity need subjects tend to conform 

when f aced with norms different from their own and to show les s anxie�y 

when.they do conform than do low conformity need subjects� High conformity 

I 

need subjects were also found to conform with less awareness than were 

low co�formity need subjects . A comparison of the stability of the con-

forming respqnses revealed the· low conformists t9 have significantly 



higher s tab ility scores . Hoffman believ�s that in addition to avoid�ng 

anxiety "conformity can actually function as a form of resistance 

against being peqnanently influenced by th� group . "  By conforming only 

momentarily the individual avoids anxiety and resists being genuinely 

influenced by �he group • . (Hoff�an , 1.9.57::4.22.) 

B�ack (1947) hypothesiees that suggestibility is more depen�ent 

�pan the vague character of the information presented than some other 

literature in the field suggests . She contends that when changee in 

judgment do o�cur "it is nor�lly because the material to be judged is 

seen in a new light and h�s consequently changed its �eanin�." Under 

these circumstances certain "prestige influences" or "important people'' 

can bring about a change in judgment . 

5 

Using college s�udents as subjects , Black asked the respondents to 

r�nk 10 political slogans for the followi�g five characte+is tics : 

�ompellingness to action ,  aocial significance , personal.inspiration , 

author ' s  intelligence ,  and approval . EaGh respondent was also asked to 

indicate his political party preference . The political preferences in­

dicated were Democ�at, Non-partisan , anc;l a group of 11l;'adicals"·composed 

of the American Labor Party , Socialis ts , and Communist adherents ,  or three 

ca�e�ories of politicai preference .  These s tudents were use� as the 

control g�oup. At a later tim� reepondents in four experimental groups 

were also asked to rank the political slogans according to the above 

five characteristics . Experimental groups A and B were told that the 

ranking of the characteristics were those of President Roosevelt , and 

groups C and D that the rankings were those of ex-President Hoover . The 

r�nkings for groups B and D were in exactly the opposite direction of 

groups A and C .  



There was little change in the rankings of the political slogans 

by all the subjects no matter whether confli�ting or agr��ing standards 

were �resented to them . When these standards did disagree with their 

own rankings, the subjects sought reasona�le explanations for the con-

flict and conflicting s tandards were rejected . The slogans were per-

6 

ceived in a different way and a new meaning was given to the slogans . A 

comparison among the political groups showed the "radicals" shif ted their 

judgment least and the "liberals" shifted their jud�llleJlt mos t . · (Black;·· l947: 

243 . ) 

In the above literature it has been shown that the other-directed 

man is more co�forming to the opinion of others than the inner-directed 

man . Black ha� shown that caution must be used not to overemphasi�e 

suggestibility . Althpugh the other-directed man may be more suggestible� 

it may be surmized that even he does not conform to conflicting informa� 

tion un.less he can interpret it to fit his frame of reference . Tli�s ,.·the 

other-directed man is possibly not as unstable as some literature suggests� 
''.; 

Mos t  of the studies concerned with the Riesman typology have 

assumed that inner- and other-direction form poles of a·s�ngle dimension. 

Peterson takes exception with this approach and explores the pos sibilitr 

that "inner- and o ther-direction are more accurately �oncep�ualiz�d as 

cells in a relatively complex �roperty-space, definable in terms of more 

familiar concepts as extroversi9n-introversion, externa� conformitr-

individuality and the like . "  

The measure used by Peterson . (1964 : 194)  was generated from 

descriptive material in Riesman's two books on social character, items 

made up by Peterson fqr the study
·
, and items adapted from Kassarjian, 
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Gross, Archibale and Peterson, Bales, and Miller and Swanson . ' (Peterson, 

1964:197;) Eleven questions concerned with demographic data were also 

included . The sample was composed of  547 undergraduate students at the 

Univers ity of Wisconsin. Product-moment correlations were first obtained 

for statements which then were subjected to factor analys is . As a result, 

a numper of  the original factors were excluded from the final form.  

Peterson states that examination of the rotated factors reveals no 

general dimension but a numPer of dimensions related to i�ner and other 

direction . . None of the ite�s preclassified as inner-directed had the 

same s ign as an other-directed item when both had high loadings· on the 

same factor . (Peterson, 1964 : 199-200 . )  

The eight factors of the Peterson sea�� were affiliation-achievement, 

principle, �ask focus, external �onformity�indivi�uality, extrovers ion­

introversion, self-other source of socializatio� patterns, pragmatism, and 

struggle� When attemp ts to find correlation of  the f i�st five dimensions 

with certain demographic variables proved unsatisfactory, the dimension 

scores were combined to form summary s cores for each individual . The 

summary scores were then computed in centiles. Those individuals who 

fell into the two extreme categories on the summary scores were compared 

with each other on each of the demographic variaQles . The results conform 

to the predictions from Riesman's theory• · (Peterson, 1964: 204 . )  

In the literature certain other variables such as sex and socio­

economic status have been studied in association with directedness . 

Riesman describes the various cultural changes that h�ve taken place in 

American society and the character types that accompany these changes . 

Also, Riesman indicates the importance of the family in interpreting the 
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c�ltural de�nds for the child . Thus , it is inferred from Rie$man that 

the child ' s  sensitivity to thes e demands is affected by th� characte+is­

tics of the family from which he comes . One variaqle that has promise in 

explaining the variation in directedness is kindred connectedness , i . e . , 

the degree to which kin are bound together by mut�al as sistance , affective 

support, and commonly held.valqes and norms . 

I� a study of kindred connectedness, Whiteside (1965) points out 

that the concept of �loseness is at least implied in most  s tudies of �in­

ship sys tems . In a close �indr�d the actions of members toward each �ther 

are structurally defined , that is , appropriate action among the kin is 

q�termined by the kinship status of the parties involved regardless of 

personal likes and dislikes • .  Whiteaide argues that persons from a close 

kindred have been soGialized to be more sensitive to the expectatiqns of 

others than persons from a non-close kindred . Thus , if degree of sensi­

tivity to the expect&tions of others is a function of kindred connected, 

kind�ed connectedness might be used as an operational measure . 

III . HYPOTHESIS  

The purpose of this study is  to investigate the relationship 

betw�en Ries�an ' s  inne+-other direction and kindred connectedness . 

Individuals with high family connectedness scores are hypothesized to 

more likely be other-directed and ind�viduals with low family connected­

ness  scores , to be inner-directed . Further , the individual factors foupd 

by Peterson to form dimensional components of Riesman's .typology should 

be related to kindred connectedness in the following manner : 
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1. Those individuals who have high family connectedness scores 

should also have the following characteristics: affiliation orientation, 

low regard for principle, external conformity, and extroversiqn . 

2 .  Those individuals who have low family connectedness scores 

should have the following characteristics: achievement orientation, 

high reg�rd for principle, individuality, and introvers ion. 



CHAPTER II 

METHOD AND PROCEDURE 

I .  INTRODUCTION 

The study requires the measurement of  (1) kin4red connectednes s, 

and (2) the inner-other dimension of social character presented br Ries-

man. The main purpose  of the study is to examine the relationship between 

kindred connectedness and the personality factors involved in this inner- · 

other dimension . lhe data were obtained from questionnaires administered 

in the Spring and Summer of 1967.1 

II . MEASUREMENTS 

Kindred �onnecte�ness is thought to be independ�nt of Ego ' s  personal 

feelingQ of closeness to his kind+ed . His kindred may not be close even 

though Ego feels close to its members . Therefore, a method of st�dying 

�he phenomenon was developed independent of Ego ' s  attitude_ Frequency of 

visits among members was selected by Whiteside as an eas ily observable 

operational definition of kindred connectedness since visitation is con-

sidered to be an important kinship obligation . The same procedur� was 

used in this study . 

Kindred connectedness scores were ob tained by asking the 

respondents to indicate (1) how often they see their par�nts, brothers 

1The data were collected in connection with a s tudy by Louis 
Dotson and as sociates of "Sensitivity and Type of Identi;fication" l,Jnder 
the auspices of The University of Tennessee and the National Aeronautics 

10 
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and sisters , grandparents , and aun�s and uncles (see Appendix A, page 56) , 

and (2 )  how often each relative sees every other relative . However , the 

respondents ' own visitation scores were not used . Only those scores for 

their relatives were used . Respondents were asked how often they saw 

each of their relatives only as a means of acquainting them with how the 

chart works . Nine alternatives indicating varying degrees of visitation· 

were provided and the respondents were asked to indicate as near as poss-

ible the number of times that relative is seen by each other relative . 

The score was obtained by the formula below . 

n--R 
Total N 

Wh�re n represents the sum of all responses indicating visitation 

of at leas t once every six months , R equals the number of responses in-

volving persons who live with each other , and N equals the total number 

of responses for each subject .  Thus , if a subject indicated that he has 

eight relatives , all of whom see each other at least once every six months 

and there were f ive R responses , n would equal 23 , R would equal five , and 

N would equal 28. Substituting these numbers into the formula, this 

respondent would receive a kindred connectedness s core of . 643 . The 

distribution of connectedness scores were converted into centiles and 

quartiles for analysis . 

The measure of inner-other directedness is a modif ication of the 

measure used by Peterson. The length of the questionnaire necessitated 

and Space Administration Multidisciplinary Grant No . NGR 43-001-021� 
196 7 .  



using only 14 of the original 24 items composing the Peterson scale .  

Items with a factor lo,ding o f  less than . 604 were eliminated . Task 

12 

Focus did not meet the factor loading criterion for inclusion. Peterson ' s  

factors 1 (affiliation-achievement) , 2 (principle) , 4 (external conformity­

individuality) , 5 (extroversion-introversion) , 6 (self-other source of 

socialization patterns ) , 7 (pragmatism) , and 8 (s truggle) were used in 

this study (see Appendix A , pages 57-60) . 

The first factor has to do with aff iliation-achievement .  This fac­

tor attempts to measure the importance the respondents place on the need 

to have friends as opposed to the need to achieve . The second fac tor in­

volves a concern for principle believed by Peterson to be represented by 

the "independent" in the Asch conformity situation . The third factor in 

this study is external conformity-individuality . This factor deals pri­

marily with concern for external conformity and the fear of appearing 

different to one's peers . The fourth factor is introversion-extroversion . 

The respondents were asked to differentiate as to whether they would 

rather engage in leisure time activities alone or in groups . The remaining 

three factors are source of socialization , pragmatism ,  and struggle . 

Peterson did not believe that the las t three factors deal with some aspect 

of inner-other direction . For example , he believes that source of 

socialization patterns has more to do with socialization per se than with 

inner- versus other-directed patterns of socialization . Also , the factor 

loadings were not as high for these three factors . (Peterson� 19 64 : 201-

202 . )  

The respondents were asked to indicate their degree of agreement 

or disagreement to each item of the scale . Each item had five response 
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alternatives which were given arbitrary.weights from +2 to -2 following 

the procedure used by Peterson. (See Appendix A, pages 57-60.) 

A summated scale was developed for each factor represented, in 

order that each factor could be s tudied independently . Further, the 

s eparate factor scores were combined to form a total I-0 score. A low 

s core on the total I-0 measure indicates other-direction, while a high 

score indicat�s inner-direction . The f irst four factors described above 

compose the four factor I-0 scalee 

The remaining three factors of the Peterson scale did not account 

for as much variance as the first four . Furthermore, Peterson did not 

use the last three factors to tes t the assertion that his instrument is 

related to the Riesman social character types . For these reasons the 

four factor scale was used in this  study of the relat ionship between 

inner-9ther direction and certain demographic variables, i . e . ,  age, sex, 

and father's occupation . 

III. SOURCE OF DATA 

Th� ques tionnaires were adminis tered to s tudents in lower level 

sociology classes on the Knoxville Campus of The University of Tennes see, 

and in one of the women's dormitories on the campus . There were 

originally 716 respondents in the s tudy population, but 24 were 

omitted because of failure to answer or uns corable responses to the 

kindred connectedness and I-0 items . 
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IV. METHOD OF ANALYSIS 

Upon the completion of the data collection, the questionnaires 

were codified and this information was transferred to IBM ca�ds to 

facilitate analysis. The questionnaire items were scored by the methods 

described above. 

A summary scale for each factor of the I-0 scale, the individual 

factor scores, and the distribution of kindred connectedness scores were 

developed through the use of the card sorting machine. The IBM 7040 com­

puter was utilize� for the cross tabulation and statistical comv�tation. 

The chi square test of association was used for statistical analysis. 



CHAPTER III 

CLASSIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF THE MEASURES 

I .  CLASSIFICATION OF· TH� INDEPENDENT VARIABLE 

The·independent variable of this study is ktndred connectedness .  

Kindr�d connectedness scores were.computed in centiles and quartiles ; 

the higher the score ,  the greater the degree of connectedness .  Those 

respo�dents with a raw score of  51  or greater on either the centile or 

q�artile measures were defined as having high kindred connectedness , · 

while those respondents with scores below this , as having low kindred 

connectedness .  For the examination o f  the f irst and fourth quartil�� , 

respondents with raw scores of 76 or �reater were �efined ,a having high 

kindred connectedness ,  and respondents with a raw score of 25 or less 

were defined as having low kindred connectednes s .  

II . CLASSIFICATION OF THE DEPENDENT VARIABLE 

For the dependent variable in this study--inner-other directedness-­

summary scores on the first four factors and all seven factors as well as 

individual factor scores were obtained . A quartile distributi9n was 

d�veloped for tne fou+ factor and seven factor scales . Following the 

procedure used by Peterson , a low score indicates other-direction and a 

high score , inner-direction . The range for the four factor seal� ran 

from 10 to 50 , and 18 to 60 for the seven factor scale . 

15 
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A quartile distribution was also developed for the individual 

factors of the r�o �cale . Low scor�s on the individual factors indicate 

choice of the other-directed alternativea and high scores i�dicate the 

choice of inner-directed alternatives . For example , a respondent with a 

lo� score on the firs t factor was defined as affiliation oriented . 

�s a meane of comparison between the lowest and highest quartiles 

of the independent variable , the dependent variable was broken at the 

midpoint of its distribution. 

Ill . EVALUATION OF THE INDEPENDENT VARIABLE 

The in�epen�ent variable was used previously by Whiteside in his 

study of kindred connectedness of white An$lo-Saxon women in.the· Palo 

Alto, California area. Kindred connectedness proved to b e  a· significant 

variable in the study of kinship relations .  Those individuals report�ng 

high kindred connectedness were fou�d to have highest rates of affective 

exchange and those individ�ls reporting low kindred connectedneas ,  to · 

have the h�ghest rate� of instrumental exchanges .  Although g�ograph!cal 

separation did affect visitation , individuals repo�ting high k�ndred · 

connectedness had greater contact with their kin than did those reporting 

low kindred connectednes s .  Kindred connectedness was also found to be 

related to the effects of occupational status difference� on the rate of 

visitat�on . Even though there were occupational s tatus differences , 

individuala reporting high connected kin continued to show a.high rate 

of visit$ with kin . This was not true for those repor ting low kindred 

connectedness . 
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Confidence in the validity of the Peterson I-0 scale·as a measure 

of .. inner-other direction is supported by the following facts . The ·m�j or 

social characte+ items were drawn by a number of writ�rs directly from 

Riesman's two books on social character . As stated by Peterson this 

less ens the likeli�ood �hat any one interp+etation of Riesman's writings 

would be rep�esented . (19 64:19 7.) None of the items used by . Peterson 

were drawn from standard measures of authoritarianism, extroversion­

introversion, Qr anomie . Furthermore, factor analys is of the items did 

not reveal a unidimensional scale . A numb er of factors were fou�d to be 

related to Riesman's characterizations as shown by the fact that none of 

the items pre-classified as inner-directed and other-direc�ed with high 

factor loadings on the same factor have opposite signs . (19 64 : 199-ZOO.) 

This �upports  Peterson's hypothesis that inner-other direction canno t be 

define4 by a continuum but rather by a number of concepts. This does.not 

mean that these dimens ions can individually repres ent the charac ter types . 

However, when the scores were combined in the property-space model, thos e 

responqents representing the inner-other direction cells did corr�spond 

to a number of demographic characteris tics described by Riesman. · 

(Peterson, 1964:207 . )  

V .  SUMMARY 

The measurements required in this study were kindred connectedness 

and inner-other direction. The independent variable was kindred cpnnected­

ness and the dependent variable was inner-other direction. 
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Kindred connectedness scores were computed in centiles and quar­

tiles. A respondent receiving a high score was defined as having high 

kindred connectedness and a respondent receiving a low score as having 

low kindred connectedness. The full quartile distribution of kindred 

connectedness scores were examined as well as the first and fourth 

qu�rtiles. 

Inner-other directedne�s scores were also computed in quartiles 

with a hi�h score indicating inner-direction and a low score other­

direction: Summary �cores for the four factor scale and the seven f�ctor 

scale w�re computed in addition to scores for the individual factors. 

Evidence of the validity of the independent variable was·. sho� by 

Whites�de. H� found kindred connectedness to be in$trumental in the 

types of exchanges between relative�, rate of contact when-there was 

geogr4phical separation, and rate of con�ac� when there were occupation�! 

d�fferences 

Validity of the Peterson scale �as established by the facts tha� 

none of the items pre-classified as having in�er- or other-directednes� 

with high factor loadings on the same factor h�d oppo$ite signs. The 

items were drawn from a number of sources and factor analysis of .the 

items did not feveal a unidimensional scale. Furthermore, those 

individuals defined �Y the scale as inner- and other-directed exhibited 

a number of characteristics describeq by Riesman. 



CHAPTER IV 

PRESENTATION OF DATA 

I .  TESTING THE HYPOTHESES 

The first hypothesis was tes ted by cross tabulating the kindred 

connectedness scores of the respondents with their inner-other directed-

ness scores� Tables showing the relationship between the quartile dis-

tributions of the I-0 summary scales , the individual factor scores , and 

kindred connectedness have been included . 2 These tables will be discussed 

on the basis of  the full 4 x 4 tables and on the basis of comparisons 

between the lowest and highest quartiles of the independent variable . 

When the abbreviated table is discus sed , the dependent variable is treated 

dichotomously by dividing its distribution at the midpoint . 

In Tables I and II , pages 20 and 21 , it can be.seen that no sig-

nificant relationship was found between the I-0 summary scales and 

kindred connectedness; although the relationship did approach statistical 

significance (P< . lO) for the seven factor I-0 scale . Analysis of the 

extreme quartiles indicated that respondents in these categories did not 

differ significantly in their distribution of  inner-other direction for 

either table.  There was a slight tendency for respondents from low con-

nected families to be other-directed , but the relationship was not 

2rhe tables us ing the percentile distribution of kindred connected­
ness proved to be cumbersome and did not give sufficient additional infor­
mation to warrant their inclus ion in the discussion . 

19 



Four Factor 

TABLE I 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS  AND 
THE FOUR FACTOR I-0 SCALE 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hi&h 

20 

I- 0 Scale 1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile Total 

Inner-
directed 4 (19 . 4) a (19.0 ) (28.9 ) (20 . 8 ) (22 . 0 ) 

32  33  50 36 151 

3 (28 . 5 ) (26 . 4) (23 . 7 ) (29 . 5 ) (27 . 0 ) 
47 46 41 51 185 

2 (26 . 1) ( 27 . 6 ) (23 . 1) (30 . 6 ) (26 . 9 ) 
43 48 40 53 184 

Other-
directed 1 (26.1) (27 . 0 ) {24 e 3)  (19 . 1) (24 . 1 )  

43 47 42 33 165 

Total (100 . 1) (100.0) ( 100�0) (100 . 0) 
165 174 173 173 685 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses . 

x2 10 . 962 

x2 
= . 250 

9 d . f .  

1 d . f .  

P <: . 30 for the full table . 

P <. 70 for the highest and lowest quartiles . 



Seven Fac-
tor I-0 

Scale 

Inner-
directed 

Other-
directed 

Total 

TABLE II  

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
THE SEVEN FACTOR I-0 SCALE 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hish 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

4 ( 27.3) a ( 24 .. 0 )  ( 29 . 5 ) (19 .. 2)  
45 42 51 33 

3 (14 . 5 ) (18 . 3) (22 . 5 ) (25.0) 
24 32 39 43 

2 ( 29 . 1) ( 29 . 7 ) ( 20 . 8 ) (32 . 0) 
48 52 36 55 

1 ( 29 . 1) (28.0) ( 27 . 2 ) (2 3 . 8 )  
48 49 47 41 

(100 . 0 ) (100 . 0) (100 . 0 ) (100 .. 0 )  
165  175  17 3 172  

21 

Total 

(25 . 0 ) 
171 

(20 . 1) 
138 

( 27 . 9 ) 
191 

(27 . 0 ) 
185 

685 

�ercentages are shown in parentheses . 

x
2 

14 . 804 

x
2 

= . 192 

9.d . f . 

1 d . f .  

P <. 10 for the full table . 

P <: . 70 for the lowest and highest quartiles . 
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consistent .  Therefore, the predicted direction of the relationship 

between kindred connectednes s  and inner-other direction was not supported 

by the data . 

The relationship between kindred connectednes s and affiliation­

achievement (Table III ) was statistically significant (P�. 05) for the 

full table .  Respondents in the extreme categories o f  kindred connected­

ness did not differ significantly (P<:. 90) in their distribution on 

achievement-af filiation. In fact, the relationship is somewhat curvi­

linear with respondents in the middle range of kindred connectedness  

tending to be  somewhat less achievement oriented . The predicted direc­

tion of the relationship is not supported . When both variables are 

dichotomized at their respective medians, the data suggest that 

respondents low in kindred connectedness are somewhat more likely to be 

affiliation oriented . 

In Table IV, page 24, the relationship between kindred connected­

ness and regard for principle was statis tically significant (P (.05) for 

the full table . Although the relationship was not consistent, there was 

a slight tendency for low connected respondents to have low regard for 

principle . This was not in the expected direction. Examination of the 

extreme quartiles did not show respondents in thes e categories to differ 

significantly (P<:.30) on the dependent variable .  

Although the data did not reveal the expected direction of the 

relationship between kindred connectedness and external conformity­

individuality (Tab le V, page 25) , the relationship was statistically 

significant (P�. 05) for the full table .  Analys is of the extreme 

quartiles did not indicate that the respondents dif fer at a 



TABLE III 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
AFFILIATION-ACHIEVEMENT 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hi&h 

1s t Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

Achievement 4 (17 . 4) a (14 . 8) (10 . 4) (13 . 8 )  
29 26 18 24 

3 (47 . 3 ) (38 . 6 ) (48 . 6 ) (50 . 0 ) 
79  68  84 87 

2 (25 . 1) (31 . 3) (28 . 3 ) (29 . 3)  
42 55 49 51 

Affiliation 1 (10 . 2) (15 . 3) (12 . 7 ) ( 6 . 9 ) 
17 27 22 12 

Total (100 . 0)  (100 . 0) (100 .. 0)  (100 . 0 ) 
16 7 176  17 3 174 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses . 

9 d.f . P ( . 05 for the full table .  
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Total 

(14 . 1) 
97  

(46 . 0 ) 
318 

(28 . 6 ) 
19 7 

(11 . 3 )  
78 

690 

x2 
= 17 . 422 

x2 
= . 026 1 d . f .  P� . 90 for the lowes t and highest quartiles . 



TABLE IV 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
REGARD FOR PRINCIPLE 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hish 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

High regard 4 (18 . 7 )a (13 . 1) (19 e 7 )  (15 . 0 ) 
31 23 34 26 

(17 . 5) (20 . 6 )  (20 . 2 ) (15 . 6 ) 
29 36 35 27 

2 (33 . 3) (34 . 9 )  ( 23 . 7 )  ( 27 . 7 ) 
55 6 1  41 48 

Low regard 1 (30 . 7 ) (31 . 4) (36 . 4) (41 . 6 )  
51 55 63 72 

Total (100 . 0) (100 . 0) (100 .. 0 )  (99 . 9 ) 
166 175 173 173  

8percentages are shown in parentheses . 

9 d . f .  P< . 05 for the full table.  

24 

Total 

(16 . 6 )  
114 

(18 . 5) 
127 

(29 . 8) 
205 

(35 . 1) 
241 

687  

x2 
= 19 . 207• 

2 -X - 1 . 171 1 d . f .  P ( . 30 for the lowest and highest  quartiles . 



Individual-
ity 

External 
conformity 

Total 

TABLE V 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
EXTERNAL CONFORMITY-INDIVIDUALITY 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hish 

1st  Quartile 2nd Quartile �rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

4 a· (12 . 6 ) (22 . 9 ) (17 . 3 ) �(12 . 4) 
21  22 40 30 

3 (29 . 0) (33 . 1) (35 . 4) (31 . 2 )  
49 58  62  54 

2 (28 . 6 )  (22 . 9 ) (21 . 7 )  (29 . 5 ) 
50 40 38 51 

1 (29 . 0 ) (31 . 4) (20 . 0 ) (22 . 0 ) 
49 55 35 38 

(100 . 0) (100 . 0 ) (100 . 0 ) (100 . 0) 
169 17 5 175 173 

Spercentages are shown in parentheses . 

9 d . f .  P <.. 05 for the full table . 
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Total 

(16 .  3) 
113 

(32 . 2) 
223 

(25 . 9 ) 
tl.79  

(25 . 6 ) 
177  

69 2 

x2 
= 18,661 

x2 
= 1 . 756  1 d . f .  P <. 2 0  for the lowest  and highest quartiles . 
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statis tically significant level (P� . 20) on the dependent variable .  The 

tendency toward individuality was less among the respondents in the middle 

range of kindred connectedness . Even though the direction of the relation­

ship was inconsistent , low connected respondents tended to be extremely 

conforming and high connected respondents tended to be individualistic . 

Table VI revealed that the relationship between kindred connected­

ness and introversion-extroversion was not s tatis tically s ignificant for 

either the full table (P(e50) or the analysis of the extreme quartiles 

(P� . 70) . Contrary to prediction the relationship was somewhat curvi­

line�r with respondents in the middle range of kindred connectedness 

tending to be introverted . 

Similar results occurred in Table VII , page 28 . The relationship 

between kindred connectedness and source of  socialization patterns was 

not s tatistically significant (P<:.SO) for the full table or for the 

analysis of the extreme categories (P �. 90) . Furthermore , the relation­

ship was curvilinear with respondents in the middle range of the inde­

pendent variable tending to be somewhat less likely to choose others as 

their source of socialization patterns . The data did support the pre­

dicted direction of  the relationship between kindred connectedness and 

source of socialization patterns . There was a slight tendency for high 

connected respondents to choose others as their source of  socialization 

patterns . 

The �elationship between kindred connectedness and regard for 

pragmatism (Table VI II , page 29 ) was not statistically signif icant 

(P�. SO) for the full table . Although the relationship was not 

consistent , the data did show a $light tendency for respondents from 



Intro-
vers ion 

Extro-
version 

Total 

a 

TABLE VI 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
INTROVERSION-EXTROVERSION 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hi&h 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

4 (19 . 9)a (22.3) (19 . 0) ( 21 . 7) 
33  39  33  38  

3 (33 . 7) (26 . 3) (35 . 6) (35 . 4) 
56 46 62 62 

·2 (14 . 5) ( 22 . 9) (14 . 4) {20 . 0) 
24 40 25 35 

1 (31 . 9) ( 28 . 6) ( 31 . 0) (22 . 9) 
53 50 54 40 

(100 . )  (100 . 0) (100 . 0) (100 . 0) 
166 175 174 175 

Percentages are shown in parentheses . 

9 d . £ . P<(.50 for the full table . 
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Total 

(20.7) 
143 

(32 . 8) 
226 

(18 . 0) 
124 

(28 . 6) 
19 7 

690 

x2 = 10 . 457 

x2 
= . 425 1 d . f .  P ( . 7 0  for the lowest  and highest quartiles .. 



Self 

Other 

Total 

4 

3 

2 

1 

TABLE VII 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS AND 
SOURCE OF SOCIALIZATION PATTERNS 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hi&h 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

( 25.6 ) a (26.7 ) {27e6 ) {20el) 
42  47  48 35 

(22.0) ( 27.3 )  ( 23 . 0 )  ( 28.2) 
36 48 40 49 

(32.3) (32 . 4 ) (31 . 0) (35 . 1) 
53  57  54 . 61  

( 20.1) (13.6 ) (18.4) (16. 7 ) 
33 24 32 29 

(100 . 0) (100 . 0) ( 100 . 0) (100 . 1) 
164 176 174 174 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses. 

9 d.f. P <·50 for the full table. 
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Total 

( 25.,0 )  
172  

(25 . 1) 
173 

( 31 . 3) 
215 

(18.6 ) 
128 

688 

x2 = 8.8oo 

x2 
= . 110 1 d.f. P(.80 for the lowes t  and highest quartiles. 



Pragmat1:-sm 

TABLE VIII 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNES S  AND 
REGARD FOR PRAGMATISM 

Kindred Connectednes s 
Low Hi&h 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

Low regard 4 (20 .0) a (14.8) (15 .5) (1 7.2) 
33 26 27 30 

3 (33 .9) (45 .5) (42 . 5) (36 . 8) 
56 80 74 64 

2 (18.2) (17 .0) (17 .2) (20 .1) 
30 30 30 35 

High 
regard 1 (2 7 .9) (22.7) (24 .7) (25.9) 

46 40 43 45 

Total (100 . 0) (100 . 0) (99 . 9 ) (100 . 0 ) 
165 176 l-74 174 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses. 

9 d .f .  P<( . SO for the full table. 
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Total 

(16 .8) 
116 

(39 .8) 
274 

(18.1) 
125 

(25.3) 
174 

689 

x2 
= 6 .()54 

x2 = .oo8 1 d.f . P � .95 for the lowes t  and highes t quartiles . 
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low connected respondents to have low regard for pragmatism,  as expected . 

Respondents in the extreme quart iles �id not differ significantly (P <· 95)  

in  their dis tributiop on the dependent variable .  However , the respondents 

in tpe middle range of kindred connectedness tended to have somewhat les s  

regard for pragmatism.  

The relationship between kindred connectedness and regard for 

struggle (Table IX) was not statis tically significant for either the full 

table (P �. 30 )  or for the analysis of the lowest and highest quartiles 

(P <· 2.0)  • .  The relationship was curvilinear with respondents in the middle 

range of kindred connectedness tending to have low regard for struggle to 

a greater extent than those in the extreme categories . However , treating 

both variables dichotomously , the data did support the predicted direction 

of the relationship with low connected respondents . tending to have high 

regard for struggle . 

As a means of comparison with the studies described in the review 

of the literature , certain demographic . variables--age , sex , and father ' s  

occupation--were cross tabulated with inner-other direction . Following 

th� p�ocedure used by Peterson , the last three I-0 factors were omitted 

from this analysis and the lowest and highest  categories of the I-0 four 

factor scale wer� used . Although Peterson used the 10 per cent of the 

respondents at each extreme of the summary score , the first and fourth 

quartiles were used for this study . 

Of the three relationships , only age and inner-other direction 

(Table X ,  page 32) was statistically significant (P <: . 02) . Up to age 

20 the respondents tended to be inner-directed . After age 20 they 

tended to be other-directed . This does not seem to follow the f�ndings 



Struggle 

TABLE IX 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KINDRED CONNECTEDNESS  AND 
REGARD FOR STRUGGLE 

Kindred Connectedness 
Low Hish 

1st Quartile 2nd Quartile 3rd Quartile 4th Quartile 

High regard 4 (17.6) 8 (13.6) (15 .1) (10 . 3) 
29 24 2 7  18 

3 (29.7) (35.8) (32. 2) (28.6) 
49 63 56 49 

2 (36.4) (38.6) (40. 8) (4 3.1) 
60 68 71 75  

Low regard 1 (16.4) (11.9) (11.5) (18.4) 
27  21  20  32 

Total (100.1) (99.9) (99. 7) (100.4) 
165 17 6 174 174 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses. 

9 d.f. P<(.30 for the full table. 
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Total 

(14.5) 
100 

(31.3} 
216 

(39.8) 
274 

(14.5) 
100 

689 

x2 = 10.568 

x2 = 2.640 1 d.f. P <:.20 for the lowest  and highest  quartiles. 



TABLE X 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN �NNER-OTHER DIRECT�ON AND AGE 

Four Fac- ye 
tor I-0 
S cale 18 1'9 20 . . .21 22 23 24 25 
-

Inner-
direc ted (7 7.8) a (55 .1) (48 . 0 ) (42 . 1) (40 . 0) (42.9) (25 . 0 ) ( 0.0) 

14 54 48 24 6 3 1 0 

Other-
direc ted ( 2 2 . 2) (44 . 9) (52 . 0) (5 7 .  9) (60.0) (57  .1) ( 75 . 0) (100 . 0) 

4 44 5 2 33 9 4 3 5 

To tal (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100.0) (100 . 0) (100. 0) (100.0) (100.0) 
18 98 100 5 7  1 5  7 4 5 

aPercentages are shown in parenth�ses . 

2 X = 18.198 8 d . f .  P <.02 

Over 
25 

(15 . 4 ) 
2 

(84 . 6)  
11 

(100.0) 
13 

Total 

(47 . 9) 
152 

(5 2 . 1) 
165 

317 

w 
N 
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of Centers (1962 : 231-240) , who found a tendency toward inner-direction 

with !ncreasing age . However ,  there was not a sufficient range of ages 

in the present study to prove or disprove the hypothes is . In the Centers 

study a s ignificant relationship was found between sex and directedness . 

More women were found in the other-directed category . In Table XI of the 

present s tudy , there was a very slight tendency for wom�n to be inner­

directed and for men to be  other-directed ; however , the percentage dif­

ferences were extremely small and the relationship was not statistically 

significant (P <( . 90) . 

Althoush the relationship between directedness and father ' s  

occupation (Table XII , page 35)  was not s tatis tically significant (P� . 30) , 

the relationship follows a similar pattern to that found by Peterson . 

(1964 : 205 . ) The only real difference between this study and Peterson ' s  

on occupations and �irectedness was for the professional category . The 

writer found the children· of professionals tended to be inner-directed . 

while Peterson found them to b e  other-directed ; however , . Peterson found . ·  

that the tendency toward other-directednes s was les s pronounced for the 

children of free professionals . The present s tudy did not make a dis­

tinction among the professional occupations . Respondents whose fathers 

were managers tended to be other-directed for both studies . Laborer was 

considered equivalent to unskille� blue collar workers for means of com­

parison.  Both were inner-directed . The categories (1) operates machine 

and (2 )  foreman of the present study were compared to Peterson ' s  skilled 

blue collar worker and both s tudies showed reaponde�ts in these categorie� 

to be other-directed . 
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TABLE XI 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INNER-OTHER DIRECTION AND SEX 

Four Factor Sex 
I-0 �ca1e Male Female Total 

Inner-directed 66 ( 47 . l ) a 86 ( 48 . 6 ) 15 2 ( 47 . 9 ) 

Other-directed 7 4  ( 52 . 9 ) 91 ( 51 . 4 ) 165 ( 5 2 . 1) 

Total 140 (100.0) 177  (100 � 0 )  317 (100.0) 

8Percentages are shpwn in parentheses . 

x2 = .os1 1 d . f .  



TABLE XII 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INNER-oTHER DIRECTION AND FATHER ' S OCCUPATION 

Four Fac- Father ' s nccu2ation 
tor I-0 Operates 
Scale Laborer Machine Foreman Salesman Manager Professional Farmer Unemployed 

Inner-
directed (57 . l ) a (47 . 6 ) (38 . 7 )  (44 . 4) (45 . 1) (58 . 1) (0 . 0 ) (0 . 0 )  

4 10 12 16 60 50 -() 0 

Other-
directed (42 . 9 )  (52 . 4) (61 . 3 )  (55 . 6 ) (54 . 9 )  (41 . 9 ) (100 . 0} (100 . 0 ) 

3 11 19 20 7 3  36 1 2 

Total (100 . 0) (100 . 0) (100 . 0 )  ( 100 . 0) (100 . 0) {100 . 0) (100 . 0 ) (100 . 0) 
7 21 31 36 133 86 1 2 

aPercentages are shown in parentheses . 

x2 
= 8 . 517 7 d .  f .  p (.. 30 

Total 

(47 . 9 ) 
152 

(52 . 1 ) 
165 

317 

w 
l.J1 



II . SUMMARY OF THE FINOINGS 

The finpings �y be suromrri�ed as follows : 
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1 .  The relatio�ship b�tween kindred conne�tedness and inner-other 

direction ��s not s tatis tically s ignificant nor in �he predicted direction . 

aowev�r , the relationship did approach s tatis tical s ignif�cance for the 

eeven !actor I-0 scale (P � 10 ) , 

· 2 , lhe hypothesized relationship betwe�n k�ndred connectedness · 

-�d �ff ifi$tion-achiev'm�n� w�e statistically sisnif�cant (P � . OS)  but not 

tn the expecteq direction . Al�ho4g4 the relati9n�hip was not consistent , 

high connect'd r�spondents t�nded to be achievement oriented and low can-

ne�ted r•�pon�e�ts ���ded tq be affil�a�ed �or the full table . 

· 3 .  lh� relatio�s�i� be�ween k�nd��d connectedness and r�gard for 

pripciple lia$ not in the expect�4 �irectd.on though s·tat;ist:f.cally s ig-

llif icant (P <. .  05) . 

4 .  �in�red conn��tednes� and external confo�mity�ind:f.viduality 

were relate� at th� . 05 level for the f�ll quart!l� distribution . 

5 ,  T�e r�lation$hip between kindred coqne�tedness 
.
and �ntro­

vers ip�-e�trovers�o� was not statistically �ig�ific�nt (f� . SO) , nor 

in the e�pected 4�rection . 

6 .  Th� relat�on�hip between kindred connected�ess and source a t  

sqciali�ation pattern� was iQ. the e�p�c_te4 directi
.
Qn for the full

-
q�ar-

Neither the analysis of the · extreme ·. quar
·
t�lee ._ of . the · - · · 

• • . ' .. > A .  • 

independent V$riabl� nor the full quartile 4istri�q�ion ��re st��isti­

eally s�guific•�t .  
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7 .  The expected direction of the relationship between kindred 

comnectedness a�d regard for pragmatism was founq for the full quartile 

dis tribution . The relation�hip was not stati� tically s ignificant for 

either the fQll qua�tile distrib�tion or the extreme quartiles . 

8 .  �he r�lationship between kindred connectedne�s and regard for 

. struggle was · not stati$tiGalfY significant . However ,  the relationship 

was in the expected direction for the full quartile dis tribution . 

9 .  A$e w�� t�e only demograpqic variable significantly related 

to inner-ot��r directiop .  Although this · writer ' �  findings did not appear 

to agree wi�h thos� of Ce��ers , the limited age range of the respondents 

ltmited the amou�t of  confidence �hat could be put in this finding . 

10 .  Although the writer ' s  finding� in regard t o  sex and directed­

ness and those of Centers ' were not in agreement , the percentage dif­

ferences were very small and the relationship was not s tatistically 

si$nificant (P ( . 80 ) . There was . a sligpt tendency for women to be 

inner-pirected and men to be other-directed . 

11 . Comvarison with �he Pet�rson s tudy on father ' s  occupation 

wa� very �imilar e�c�pt for the professio�al cat�gory . This s tudy 

revealed resppndents in this category to be inn�r-di�ected and Peterson 

found them to be  oth�r-directed . 

12 . Six o�  the nine hypothesized relationships between kindred 

connectedness and inner-other direction were in tpe opposite direction 

from that predicted . 
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�II . DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS 

The maj or hypotpesis was examined by two measures of inner-other 

direction and kindr�d connectedness . The two measures were the four fac­

tor I-0 scale an� the s even factor I-0 s cale . Neither relationship was 

statis tically s ignificant nor were the relationships in the expected 

direction . However , the relationship did approach s ignif icanc e (P ( . lO )  

for the s even factor I-0 s cale and kindred connectednes s . 

Only the first three factor$ of the I-0 scales were related to 

kindred connectedness at a s tatis tically � ignificant level (P <. OS)  for 

the full quartile dis tribu� ion of kindred connectedness . It is  somewhat 

surpris �ns that none of the fir s �  four factors had the expected direct ion 

of the rel$� ionship with kindred connectedne�� while the relationship 

between the last three factor�--regard f�r s truggle , source of socializa­

tipn p�t terns , a�d regard for pragmatism--and �indred connec tednes s were 

in the expected direc tion .  

Peter�on did not find the five individual factors of  the original 

scale related to certain demographic variables implied in Riesman ' s  

writinga. . Only when these f �ve factor$ were combined into a summary 

s core did the expect�d relationsh�p qccur . lherefore , more conf idence 

had been placed in the main hypothes is of this · s tudy ·that" kindred 

connectedness was related to the summated I-0 s cale . More tenuous 

were the sub-hypotheses dealing with the individual factor measures . 

In light o f  th� f indings there is little evidence to support the 

hypothesis that kindred connectednes s and inner-pther direc tion are 

related--at leas t in the predicted direction or insofar as the 



in� truments us ed a+e ab le to detect . Furthermore , it is more likely 

39 

�hat the �onf iguration--inner-other dir ection--is no t related t9 kindred 

connectedness . but , rath�r , to some , of the individual .factors · -that . .  · make .up 

th� Peterson I-0 scale . Therefore , examination of pos sible reasons for 

no t ob taining the hypothes ized relat ionsh�p is in . order . 

It  is pos s ible th�t the ins truments do not measure what they ar e 

believed to measur� . However , lit tle weight to  th�s idea is given so f�r 

as the Peterson iqst rument �s concer�ed . It is �elieved that s�ff icient 

evidence of the validity of the Peterson measure has been shown . Further- . 

more , comp�rison in this �tudy of demographic variap le� father ' s  occupa­

tion , and �he I-0 seal� p�oduced comparqb le re$ults to those of Peterson. 

In this s ense the pres ent s tudy is a test of the validi�y of the measure . 

Tqere is some douo t , how�ver , �s to the adequacy of Whites ide ' s  

vi� itation measu�e as a sufficient index of kindred connec tednes s .  Th is 

is especially �rue in light of the fact that Whiteside found hi�h . con� 

nect�d res�ond�nts tQ repor t  hav+ng more friends while the wr iter found · 

low co�nected respondents tended to b e  af filiation oriented . While the 

results appe�r to be conf �icting , it mus t  be rememb ered that Whites ide ' s  

s tudy utilized more than the vis itation instrument as a measure of  

connectednes� . 

Ther� i� the prob l�m of  the comparability of one s tudy population 

us ed in the thr�e s tud�es . While Pet�rson ' s f�ndin�s were bas ed on a 

sample af undergraduate s tudents , Whites ide ' s  were not . · 'whiteside·' s  

sample was compose� of Anglo-Saxon· women from Palo · Alt
_
o ,  

_
California . · It  

is  true t�at the s tu4y population used in the pr�s ent s t�dy was ra6ially :· 

�ixed , but the non-white respoudents were not sufficient in number to 
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warrant �uspicion that this af fected the outcome . The sample also 

included both males and females . However , the prete� t revealed a normal 

distribution o f  kindred connectedness s cores . The sample was a con­

venience s ample fairly homogeneous as to age and socioeconomic s tatus . 

This s tudy raises several interes ting ques tio�s , one of  which is 

the question as to whether respondents from high connected families are 

actually more s ens itive to the clues from others as believed
.
by Whiteside . 

Another is the ques tion as to why three of the individual factors of th� 

Peters on scale appear to be relat ed to kindred connectedness  while tpe 

relationship does not occu� for the su�ary scale . There is also the 

ques tion as to whether those respondents who s co�e near .. th.� ·median of th• 

kindred connectedness and I-0 dist+ibutions and in the oppos ite directiori 

from that hypothes ized , differ to an appreciable extent from the respondents 

in th� extremes on other variab l�s as well . Disc�ss ed in the fol�owi�g 

paragraphs are some p0s s ible explanations to thes e ques tions and sugges­

tions for further res earch . 

Whites ide has argued th�t respondents from high connected 

f�mili�s are more sens itive to the expectations of others because of the 

role def initions impos ed by the s tructure of the kinship sys tem.  The 

findings of this s tudy would s eem to diepute this Qypothe� is . Low 

connected respondents te�ded to have more of the characteristics that 

would indicate sensitivity than did the high connected respondents . By 

definition , low connected re$pondents come from fa�iliee where there is  

little social con�act with oth�r relat ives , yet these respondents tended 

to be affiliat ion oriepted , had low regard for principle , were extro­

verted , and were externally conforming . A tenable hypqthes is is that low 
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conneGted respondents have less opportunity for developing friends within 

the family and therefore they exhibit greater effort to keep friends out­

s ide their families . 

The " typical' '  American falllily today is usually described as being 

nuclear , highly rnob ile , and not really " involved" with friends and neigh­

bors . The extent to which this represents a valid description of the lQw 

connected famil�es in this s tudy cannot be determined , but there are im­

plicat ions that need to be explored . I� the nuclear family the children 

are more dependent on the parents for emo tional and material suste��nc e .  

Furthermore , the length of dependency is increased for college s tudents �  

who make up this s tud� population . 

In low connected families there are few ,  if any , relat�ves to act 

as a buff er agains t the pressures toward being .dependent on the. parent$ � · 

In o ther words , children from lo� connected famil!es may be expecte� · to 

have fewer adult family members witq whom they may interac t ,  · the:t;:"eby in-' · 

creas ing the intens ity of �he interaction with their parents . This re­

sults i� dependency on parent s .  4ls o , because of limited int eraction 

with adult family �emb ers , children from these families may have les s 

opportunity to develop social skills and conf idence in thei� ability to 

us e them than do child�en from high co�nected families . Children from · 

low connected farnilies may either with4raw a�d avoid social contacts or 

make special efforts to develop friendships outs ide the family . It  is 

the wri ter ' s  belief that the latter is by far the more frequent respons e 

and in these cas es there will be greater anxiety on the part of the low 

coqnected respondent about his ab ility to develop and maintain friend­

ships . Hence , a greater tendency to conform to what he perceives to be 
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the expectations of others may result . This concep tualizat ion may be 

comparable to that described by Whites ide ; however , a different explanation 

�s given for its development . 

There was no attempt in the present s tudy to dif ferentiate between 

aff iliation oriented and externally confo�ing respondents and those 

respondents who were achievement oriented and individualistic . The 

writer would li�e to do further res earch in this area and to explore 

the pos � ible relat ionship among kindred connectedness , inner-other 

'direction , and parental dependency . 

The next ques tion as to why only three of the individual factors 

of the Peterso� s cale appear to be related to kindred connectedness . 

while the relationship does not occur for the summary scales is a 

. dif ficu�t one . As s tated above , the measure of kindred connectedness 

utilized only vis itation as an index . This writer would like to do a 

replication of t�e s tudy us ing addit ional �easures of kindred connected­

ness before deciding whether there is a relat ionship b etween kindred 

connectedness an� inn�r-other direction or merely a relat ionship between 

vis itation and s ome of �he individual factor s  of the I-0 s cale . Is it 

not pos s ible that kindred connected�e�s is also a multidimens ional 

variable? 

Taking all the above ques tions and limitations into account , a 

replicat ion of the s tudy is sugges ted . A more representative cross­

sectional s ample of the general populat ion should be a prime con­

s ideration of any follow-up s tudy . Additional measures of inner­

other dire�tion and kindred connectedness should help to clear up the 

ques tion of whether the measures or the hypothesized relationships 
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are in error . Whites ide us ed suppor tive measures of kindred connected­

nes s  in addition to the measure used in this s tudy . Thos e same measures 

·could be used in any subsequent replication . Addit ional demographic 

variables following fairly clos ely those discussed by Riesman should also 

be included . In keeping with the writer ' s  questions concerning the 

origins of sens itivity , measures of dependency should also b e  included 

to permit a mult ivaria�e analysis of the relationship among kindred 

con�ectedness , dependency , and inner-other direction . 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUS IONS 

I .  · STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

This research sought to e��lore the relationship beeween kindred 

co�nectedness and inner-other direction . The individual factors that 

make up the inner-other directed scale were cross tabulated with kindred 

connectedness . 

It is implied in Riesman ' s  w�itings that o ther-directed respondent s 

are · more suscep tible to inf luence from others than inner-directed 

�espondents .  There is evidence to support th� hypothes is that there are 

some characteris tics or groups of characteris tics that differentiate 

between families of other-directed and inne�-directed respondents .  · 

Fo� the pas t  several decades there have been numerous at tempts to 

develop empirical measures of the dimens ions involved in Riesman ' s  

writings and to tes t hypothes es derived from his theories . An Inner­

Other Directedness Social Preference Scale developed by Kassarj ian from 

descriptive materials found in Riesman ' s  two books on social character 

has · b een used by numerous res earchers . Us ing this measure , other­

directed respondents were found to be more sus ceptib le to the influence 

of others th�n inner-directed respondents .  Als o , o ther-direction was 

found to be more prevalent in the middle-class and among young people . 

�owever , most of the s tudies us ing the Riesman typology have 

assumed that inner-other direction forms poles of a single dimens ion. 

44 
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�ete�so� (1964) has . taken exception to this as sumption. He has con­

ceptualized inner-Qther direction as cells in a relat ively complex 

proper ty-space which is def ined in terms of extrovers ion- introvers ion ,  

external conformity-individuality , etc .  Wi�h items from a · number of 

sou�ces Peterson developed a� I-0 scale . Measurements from this scale 

were found to vary with a number of demographic variables as suggested by 

Riesman . 

Riesman (1950) has discus s ed the importance of the family in inter­

preting cultural demands for children . And it can be inferred from 

Riesman ' s  writings that the child ' s  s ensitivity to cultural demands is 

af fected by �pe characterist ics of his family . Kindred connectedness is 

one v�riable that has shown. promise in explaining the variation in 

directednees .  Whites ide ( 19 6 7 )  has def ined kindred connectednes s as the 

degree to which kin are bound together by mutual assis tance , affective 

support , and commonly held values �nd norms . He argues that persons 

from a close kindred have p�en socialized to be more s ens itive to the 

expec�ations of others t�an persons from a non clos e kindred . On the 

bas is of these findings and those of o ther res earchers , this s tudy has 

attemp ted to explore the relationship b etween kindred connectednes s and 

inner-other direction . 

I I .  HYPOTHESIS 

This s tudy was designed in order to tes t the following 

hypothesis : 

Individuals with high family connectedness scores are mor e  

likely t o  b e  o ther directed and individuals with low family 
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(1) those individuals who have high family connectednes s should also have 

the following characteristics : affiliation orientation , low regard for 

principle , external conformity , and extrovers ion . On the other hand , 

(2 )  those i�dividuals �ho have low family connectedness scores should 

have the follpwing characteris tics : · achievement orientation , high re­

gard for. princ iple , individuality , and introvers ion . 

III . METHOD AND PROCEDURE 

The independent variable , kindred connect edness , was measured by 

an ins trument developed by Whites ide . Kindred connec tednes s scores were 

compute� for �ach of the respondents on the bas is of relatives ' ratio of 

visitat ion to the to tal ·n�b�r of responses for each subj ect . 

The dependent variaqle was measured by a modified vers ion of the 

innef-other directedness scale developed by Peterson. S even of the fac­

tors from the original Peferson sc�le were used in this s tudy . The inner­

other scores w're co�puted on b�th a four factor scale and a s even factor 

scale . The individual fac�ors that make up the I-0 scale were cross­

tabulated with kindfed connected�ess as well . 

The da�a were collected from q�est ionnaires adminis tered to 

s tudents in lower level $PCiology clas s es and in one of the women ' s  

dorms on the Knoxville Campus of  The Univers ity of Tennessee in the 

Spring and Summer . Qf 1967 . There were 69 2 respondents in the sample . 

The data were trans ferred to lBM cards for analysis by the card 

sorter and the IBM 7040 computer . Quar tile dis tributions were developed 

from the kindred co�nect ed s core� , the I-0 summary scores , and the 
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individual· I�O factor s cores . A high s core on the kindred connectedness 

measu+e indicated hi$h kindred connectednes s and a low score low kindred 

connectednes s . On the I-0 measure a high score indicated inner-direction 

and a low s core other-direction .  Kindred connectedness and inner-other 

direc tion were cross tabulated by the computer . The chi square tes t  of 

association was us ed for s tat istical analysis . 

Val idity of both tqe independent and dependent variables has been 

demons trated previous ly , Whites ide (1967 )  found the independent variable , 

kindred co�nectedness , to be ins trumen�al in the types of exchanges 

between relat ives , rate of contact when there were occupational dif ferences , 

and rate of contact when there was geographic separation . Peterson drew 

the it ems for his scale from a number of sources , less ening the likelihood 

that any one interpretation of Riesman would be repres ented . Furthermore , 

fac tor analys is of the items did not revea� a unidimens ional s cale . 

(Peters on , 19 64 : 199-200 . )  

IV . FINDINGS 

The findings may be summarized as follows : 

1 .  The relat ionship between kindred connectedness and inner-other 

di�ection was - not s tat is tically s ignificant nor in the expected direc t ion 

for either of the I-0 summary scales . The relationship approaches statis­

tical s ignificance for the seven f�ctor I-0 scale (P<( . lO) . 

2 �  The relat ionship between kindred connectednes s and the firs t 

three factors that make up the summary I-0 scale were s tatistically 

s ignif icant at the . OS level �or the full quartile dis tribution . 
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3 .  The hypothes ized relationships between kindred connectedness 

and the factors that make up the four factor I-0 scale were not in the 

expected d irection . However , the relationship was in the predicted 

direction for the las t  three factors . 

4 .  Of the three demo graphic variables--age , sex ,  and father ' s  

occupation--only the relationship between age and I-0 was s tatistically 

signif icant (P� . 02 ) . Other-direction was found to increas e toward the 

older end of the age continuum contrary to the f indings of Centers . 

5 .  There was a s light tendency for males to b e  other-directed 

and f�males were more evenly divided between inner- and other-direction 

· . .  with ·a slight tendency toward inner-direction .  These findings _ were also 

contrary to those of Centers but the petcentage diff erences were quite 

s�l l .  

6 .  The relationship between directedne�s and father ' s  occupation 

in the present s tudy followed a similar pat tern to that found by 

Peterson . 

V .  DISCUSSION 

The hypothes ized relat ionship between kindred connectednes s and 

inner-other d�rection was not statis tically signif icant nor in the ex­

pected direction . This was true for both the four factor and s even 

factor I-0 s cales ; however ,  the relationship approaches statist ical 

s ignif icance for the s even factor scale (P � . lO ) . The subhypotheses 

involving the individual factors of the four factor I-0 scale and 

kindred connectednes s did prove more successful even though the 

relationships were �n the oppos ite direction from that hypothes ized . 
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The first three factors--aff iliation-achievement ,  regard for princ iple , 

and extroversion-introvers ion--were related to kindred connectednes s at 

the . 05 level . 

Because Peterson did not finq the individual factors to be related 

to certain demographic variables implied in Riesman ' s writings , the 

failure to ob tain the hypothes ized relat ionship involving the individual 

factor measures was not unexpected . When Peters on combined the factors to 

form a s ummary s cale , however , the results were compatable with Riesman ' s  

predictions . For this reason there was s tronger support for the hypo­

thes ized relationship Qetween the four factor I-0 scale and kindred con­

nectednes s than any of the other hypotheses . Therefore , an analysis as 

to what might have qffected the outcome is in order . 

The results of  the comparison o f  demographic variab les and the four 

factor 1-0 s cale were in line with the findings of Peterson but no t thos e 

of Centers . However , the adequacy of  visitation as a suff icient index of 

kindred connect�dness was ques tioned . Furthermore , some doubt as to 

validity of  the proposition that high connected respondents are more 

sens it ive to the exp ectations of others as hypothes ized by Whiteside was 

rais ed . This study . suggested that low connected respondents exhibited 

mo re of the factors that would s eem to indicate sensitivity . To explain 

thes e unexpected f indings a theoretical rationale was developed involving 

the relationship �mong kindred connectedness , dependency , and inner-

other directedness .  

Another factor that might have af fected the outcome o f  the s tudy 

was the homo geneity of the sample with respect to socioeconomic s tatus 

and age . Furthermore , the s tudy was part of a larger study and therefore 
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the numb er of measurements was res tricted due to limitat ions of time and 

space . Only one measure of inner-other direction and one measure of 

kindred connec tedness was included in the ques tionnaire . Taking these 

factors into cons idera tion , replicat ion of the s tudy is suggested with a 

mo�e representative cross-sectional sample , additional s upport ive 

measures of inner-other direct adness , and kindred connec tedness, and 

dependency . A replicat ion incorporating thes e factors should make it 

pos sible to determine whether the hypothes is or the measures are in 

error . 
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�PEND IX 



OPINIONS ON SOCIAL BEHAVIOR 

This s t4dy has two pu+poses : (1)  it is a study of at ti tudes of college 
s tu4ents and ( 2 )  it is a st�dy of different ways of asking atti tude or 
opinion questions . I t  is hoped th•t the information ob tained will 
imp rov� the q¥�l� ty o f  future attitude and opinion surveys . 

This ques tiQpnaire is in no sense an examination and has. nothing to do 
with your s chool work . The re are a few ques tions of fac t ,  but there 
is . no right �r wrong answer for mos t  of the ques tions . For these the 
only answer is your own opi�iqn , your own feelings . We can as sure you 

. that all the information which you g!ve-lls will be kept confidential . 
A code number wil� be ass igned and this sheet removed before the data 
are examined , In this �anner your answer will not be as sociated with 
you in any way . 

All the ques tions dif fer and it is no t ne cessary that you be consis tent 
fro� question to ques tion . Rather ,-rt is des irable that you .answer 
each questio� �s you wish , unaf fected by previous answers which you have 
given . 

Please re�d e�ch questipn carefully and check only one of the several 
possib le answ�rs to each ques tion . Mark one answer to each ques tion . 

Thanks very much for your �ooperation . 

You� Name ----------------------�------------�---

Knoxville Addre ss 
--�------�---------------------

Phone Number ------------------------�------------
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1 .  Once a week or 
2 .  Once every two 
3 .  Once a month 
4 .  Once every s ix 

5 .  Once a year 

'�'ou 
You X 

rno 
we 

rno 

X 

re 
eks or so 

nths 

6 .  Once every 3 year s 

7 .  Le s s  o ften 

.. � 

X 
X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

-· 

X 
X 

8 .  Never ( Includes u nlikely in t�e p as t  and in the future ) 

9 .  Lives wi th 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

-

--� -

·- -

i 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 
·-

__ .,. _ _  --
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X I 
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X 

x l  
IY 

V'l 
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1 .  What is your sex? 

1 Male 

2 __ Female 

2 .  What is yoyr age ? (neare s t  
birthday ) 

1 18 or under 6 2 3  

2 19 
-.-

3 20 

4_2 1 

5 22 

3 .  Your race ? 

1 Caucasian 
---.-

2_:Negroid 

3 __ Mongoloid 

7 24 

8 25 

9 over 25 

4 .  What is (or was ) your father ' s  
j ob :  (Check the one most like 
it . )  

l ___ works as a laborer or 
sec tion hand , etc . 

2 ___ op erates .a machine in a 
factory or drives a 
truck , etc . 

3 ___ foreman in a factory , shop , 
or shipping warehouse ,  etc . 

4 ___ salesman , clerk in s tore , 
or e ffie� . 

S ___ manager , owns and runs 
busines s ,  or works as a 
manager or a large company 
or the government 

6___profess ional--doctor , 
lawyer � teacher , entineer , 
e tc . 

7 ___ farmer (check one ) 

owne r 

renter 

___ operates for shares 

farm hand 

8 ___ His j ob is not like any of  
these : It is  

57  

5 .  What kind o f  name doe s h e  give 
his j ob ?  (Like doctor , painter , 
barber , machinis t , etc . ) 

6 .  The mos t  valuable talent a person 
can have is the ability to get 
along wi th others . 

! ___ s trongly agree 

2 __ ag ree 

3 undecided 

4 ___ disagree 

s ___ s trongly disagree 

7 .  One should be concerned more 
about one ' s  achievements than 
about making friends . 

! ___ s trongly agree 

� __ agree 

3 undecided 

4 ___ disagree 

s ___ s trongly disagree 



8 .  I believe th�t being ab le 
to make friends is a great 
accomp lishment in and of 
i t self . 

! __ s trongly agree 

2 ___ agree 

3 ___ undecided 

4 ___ disagree 

5 ___ s trongly disagree . 

9 .  You should always , s tand up 
for what· you think is 
right . 

! ___ s t rongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 __ undecid�d 

4 __ dis agree 

5 ___ s trongly disagree 

10 . One should no t hold on to his 
op inions even though they 
may be radically different 
from those of o thers . 

! ___ s trongly agre e 

2 __ agree 

3 __ undecided 

4
....---

dis agree 

s __ s t rongly disagree 
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11 . I would feel conspicious if 
I we re no t dre s s ed the way 
mo s t  o f  my friends are 
dres sed . 

! ___ s trongly agree 

2 __ agr ee 

3 unde cided 

4 __ disagree 

s ___ s trongly disag ree 

12 . It is all right to be an 
individual , but I wouldn ' t  
want to be very dif ferent 
from tho se around me . 

! __ s trongly agree 

2 __ ag ree 

3 undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s __ s trortgly disagree 

. 1 3 .  I like to wear clo thes 
which s t re s s  my individual­
ity and are no t tho se which 
everybody else i3  wearing . 

! ___ s trongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 unde cide d  

4 __ disagree 

5 __ s trongly disagree 



14 . I ' d  rather be with a group of 
friends in my free time than 
to read an interesting book . 

! ___ strongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 __ undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s __ strongly disagree 

15 . As leisure-time activity I 
WOUfd rather choose something 
you do alone s�ch as painting 
or photo graphy rather than 
something you do with people 
such as play cards or. talk . 

! ___ strongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s __ st �ongly disagree 

16 . In bringing up children, 
pa�en ts should look at what 
other parents do with their 
children·. 

! __ strongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 ____ undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s ___ strongly disagree 
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17.  In bringing up children , 
parents should stick to their 
own ideas about how they want 
their children brought up 
regardless of what others do 

! __ strong ly ag ree 

2 __ agree 

3 undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s ___ strong ly disagree 

18 . Since there there are no 
values which can be eternal , 
the only real values are 
those which meet the needs 
of the given moment ._ 

! __ strongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s __ strongly disag ree 

19 . I like situations which are 
demanding . 

! __ strongly agree 

2 __ agree 

3 undecided 

4 __ disagree 

s __ strongly disagree 



20 . I like situations which I 
have to struggle to master. 

! ___ strongly agree 

2 ___ agree 

3 undecided 

4 ___ disagree 

s ___ strongly disagree 
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