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The Influence of Gender Schema on Children’s
Preference for Gender Related Tasks
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to investigate children's conceptions about gender and the relation

between gender conceptions and preference for gender related tasks. 130 children were interviewd about

gender and gender related tasks. Data were analyzed with the component model of gender schema.

Results indicated that children’s gender schema in the attitudes domain was significantly different with

age in all components but not different with sex. The gender schema in the knowledge domain was

significantly different with age in within component and between component links, and with sex in the

gender label-component and within component links. The difference between the gender inhibitory score

and gender facilitative score was significantly different with age, sex. and children’s gender schema.

The findings that gender schema influenced the children’s preferences for gender related tasks suggests

a theoretical rationale of gender schema theory.
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Halverson, 1981 Signorella & Liben, 1984 )¢} %
dxg. A4 A AN Y, YE(F=5.
80, p(.05)°) W& FaT} Wt ol 52
s {F95A Jeldeul(F=4.11, p(.05)
Z ofo}o] A% 5E(M=26.75)8 A2 75 (M
=29.30), 9%%(M=29.19) 5 Aee] A d& A
o) AE7h wsg oz Yextow, dole
Ag-ol & 58&(M=26.95)¢} 7T8(M=26.24) 53

71)8] 7 SlTt 2ol & Holm Awd ol dob
B ooprt o] A A Ag A g F50]
ojFojAn AMAoZ o Be 4 49 Ay
AL guistedl, old g 4 9% 22
Mol d8, JHEan: B A+ ZI(Best et
al., 1977. Carter & Patterson, 1982; Levy, 1989b;
Nadelman, 1974; Serbin & Sprafkin, 1986)%F o
A8t ek

AT

O
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T obEel A% L gust 74 24 v Wilks' lambda® AM&#Edll, chasr ¥4 Azt
M Fegre) #A EA0)E Tl A (Two way % olo) We QY WRRAe ATHE (X 3,
MANOVA)®] g, ool tig fo4 dze (& 901 A8 vhsh 2ok,

(B 3) o3, Myn 2Me4 42 MANOVA

2! = Wilks' lambda F 2] 2] Wilks' lambda F

g (A) .96 1.27 44 (A) .95 2.05

A (B) .69 8.42%* AE (B .82 4.26%*
AXB .89 2.45%

(B 4 3ol Mg 744 ol Uil He 24

il 53
2 = f 2]
5 W 7% 9 B F 5 B 7R 9 #% F

GLCP 15. 20 13.82 1270 19.67** | 14.83 15.35 1510 2.18

WTCP 7.50 7.09 6. 60 8.01%* 6.23 6.52 7.05  7.21%%*

BTCP 7.5% 6. 54 6.08  14.37** 5. 80 6.10 6.80  6.64*
* p<.05, ** pllool

(B 3), (& ol AIAE vhe} o] op59o el d% Y ZFolAM olE Bolm JCHF

H, A el 2 4 48 "z 74 99 =14.37, p{.001).
W HyEo) Wi b £ 48 vd @E 4F A A AAdME FAL AU At T4
AA fog F3AE Zovt e gokon a4 AgelAMut del| W F F9 9 o
2 F a9 2de Added, 1 A0 A , AdHte %% 4uxg adv vdehda
e fosiAl vebda) gten, d%¥9 & Aow Fuz T840 APl foe A
He 8 98 g 4 #4499 BFAA {79 Ztel & Kol gv A& HoJ% 55% ol% & o]oj
g Aoz eyttt olol gt Scheffe BE 2 ek 4 AAg olv] F53t1 UL S 9n
o A s Aol M 58k, TRE, 9o ghoh FA R AW Ajtel N e oofe] 9 5%
A e EFoA #Hol& Holn Joy (F= of wla) 75E, 9% UDE B HFE Rolw
19.67, p(.001) 74 84W o Afal A= saxet obe] A% 5%, 7k el vlal 9k Yol ¥
9859l 9 YoM AJolE Roln (F=8.01, & HFE Holy Aoz Yuyged olE oo}
p{.001) FAakzte] Agelre 5grel T, 9 7F dotoll vls} Bt ol& A&olM A I )
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3 24 530 MY Ags IR sta
Ak FA QLAY AfdA Aol FAH LAY
o] At FALg A4S BolAT ol 7kl
A bE 3E dAeE EOID# 5uk, 9 A
Eolxn e ole 7Y olFE 5& obE i
w7t g ARG He] Al g g A
Ag Z2 Zg Az Mg 4 glen A
A FAHLAY AF Hevh T8 AU A
ool vla] A Jepd AL FAHA_ AT <
gt FAL AU A vls 2o} Be <
2 F4e 83z B A $5HE Hdo)
2= Martin 5(1990)9] th A st Ao
=3

2. OS2l & AL}

(HAF2A| 2)

otz A =2 du #HE HAY H59)
o] #AE Fotstr] fjs) 1xH o2 Ao M3
HEE A bl SAMA =4 F HE(M=2.25)
o B4 A2 FH(M=3.36) F H5d 4FL
FEPou oy Hao Wit tHF(Paired
t-test) AThw 43 Fold oz veEm 9l
Ht=9.64, p{.001). Habe AolstA =
A ol digh wEg AT A FHeolmz
ol5 9 4 2ol olzigt Bofjre] Helg fo
Al st ARHog wrgA|Zto] HE Aol
F2e FdsA AR YA Gl th whgA| bl
TAHG Aoz ofFel A m2e] ol
g AFea Zioz yhgAzto] A Holghe
Ay ol #FL AXH Fu Urh

Ao #dE Ao thFd M jEgeA o F
o] A £ g ¥ ¥t ojH e
Azel ztole A9 L}EMXI &g ol A4 =
Ao Pae Yol P2 T HX Yoot ko
2 £ A4 AlZbel ztol= AA UEL

o BEHE M2 ME

o]

ol+=

g Ay

g AYL 2P £ Ak, ojm P Wl o2
@ wkg Azl Ajolol e vlx LTS

wotalz] sl Fohy A FA (Multiple Regressio-
n)& 42 A

(B 50lA ot A A48 izt 4 948 A
Mol zkzy Az A shvte] Wlo g BAEUE
AE EE #HAE A2 10% 09 Aol
A3 BEE B9 MEol Jae v W
oz Jepoh 28y 588, 7HE, 98kl A A%
g 7HH < (dummy variable) 2 A2l & 73
S-ol & 5% ATl A =4 HA dao 24 £3
Hepoke] atol7k EA3MA EFRTL

ole UM =o ¥ npe} Zo} 5k olEe A
o2 d7 A vE A A el A 53*15}
A -T’—Zéhﬁé’ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ AL B opaEt WRkAHQ
498 2 ye gaue A%, 748
7te] Agh) e ‘i‘°“"\1 Ji# 74849
ol iz 22 Ao FET Hefo]7] W&o
714 dAsA A =g AN ASE 9
ujgtck, MEnkg A7t A9 ol g A" &
£ Carter® Levy(1988), Levy9 Carter(1989)¢]
A7 Aol M e el Atk

obso] HE2x FAME Aol 7ha gl dot
o] Agol BHrt =4 A Heo 24 £ H5
9] atol7t AA vehd AL A4 98 dEe /KA
A A A A2 FEE Aol B¢ HT}
E7] yEoln ol2ld 4 avte ‘E¥°]'4 Zs
Boh A =487t ZEA doidurEe Levy
(1989a)2l F#ax UX 3 Carter® Levy
(1988)9] A+ Aoz REHO g AAFHI
ATt

olgigh ¥l So] H&uld e &
o} g8 ghotaly] Sla) HA A, 4E W
geos A dg grel 4 98 229
vAME s ARMe A A9, A
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& wRlol] g JEg v 2 4PHL 8%
(R? change=0.7858, F=5.42, p{.01)d u}
3, 4 4 Bzt 4 98 A2 WA XA
Aede Y4HA ZFrte 2% ZHHR®
change=.01970, n. s.).

olglgt ALY Aue olsd A ¥ Hx
o A F% o] ztzt AM 2 M 3hte] B
2 ¥4" A, olF A AE vt 3
HHoz JFL vAH, olE ¥l AFHE
wAstn 4 =43 R =ste AL v
Qi B = glenw g w43 A A )
olztE F 8 A8 Bem(1981)9] oj2H U+ A

Hol M2 2 4FE FLAE Martin
Halverson(1981)9] o]&& Ht} AXgcin &
7 Arh

TR (E S A ST "Hxe 4 I8 Ao
TALL Bl ZAMAM Zz st Higle]
old 4 gHez TR A Al
BE HE9 duae 26%cl AE ¥ ®
ool ddn 7.4 Al W A4y
o 7 84 Aol g s A #d
g A i & %S A Wdez Y
Bton, EE AL sz Ade 38
of %Aok bR R Sl A oM M3

(# 5 M 2k30l gt SCt 8 &4 ot |

H Q B SE B Beta T
| | . 50007 . 23788 . 18286 2.10%*
Gl 2 -. 08106 . 09087 -. 09577 - .89
4 9gA4 -. 07100 . 04763 -.13738 -1.49
4 dgeE -. 03392 . 03834 . 09003 .86
R®=.10 F=3.41**
(B 6) M% 920l Chet SCt 8| 84 &3 10
H el B SE B Beta T
A ] . 41801 . 22012 . 15285 1.89*
il % -, 11300 . 08426 -.13351 -1. 34
GLCP(#4]) -. 50061 . 09941 -. 42809 -5.04%**
WTCP(A4) . 10476 . 11205 . 08306 .94
BTCP(#4) . 12720 . 08577 .13122 1.48
GLCP(EI%E) -.01136 . 06700 -, 01715 -.17
WTCP({®i &) . 22386 . 11904 . 17689 1.88*
BTCP(ei =) . 06823 . 09000 . 07107 .76
R*=.26 F=5.03**

* p(.01, ** p(.05 *** p(.001
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o #olzt ZA vkt ot A I H)
oA nARTEsE] U A HF A9 ¢
ol FE&FE A3 AT Aol7} Fod,
53] obgo] 5 4 9% &4 ZAsA A
He FEE AU 8L Al diF A
A A BEd A HEnkgel & 9L
nxes Aoz Yexted ov Bedl 4 9WA
slgtezs A7 BEH HAlg M3 Hgg R
e 71&9 A+ ZA(Fagot et al. 1986;
Kuhn et al.. 1978: Martin & Little. 1990; Serbin
& Sprafkin, 1986) % d X3k Qlck A9t v}
A7HA 2 o} g A HdH S BAS F A4 9
S ezet 4 9% Ao Yo dEd A M
Zof v e Gl g FHE s WA ok
o A&z A8, thfog A 98 exe 399,
A dg Aae 39 FAR A FAEH
g Axp A, A e F4 Ul g o
G 9t FA3A THR? change=. 07858, F
=542, p(.0)AQ & et 4 I4F NS
ERAAE AS A 7k 8% R ek
t}. {R? change=.18391, F=5.03, p(.0005). ]
q4g Afe T8 L Bl IAHAM obF9
A g axse 4 98 o] BME AS obF
o |, Al Wl ¥t olulel, 4 EHe] At
TAE oAl dis] M5 9g Albel JEFS vl
e 71&e A7 A3 (Carter & Levy. 1988:
Levy & Carter, 1988)9 % d X3l 4 A& =)
Lo nA@wdEso] da A 98 AHo gE
F5 4 z2o] 7 #a3iA A8 drhe Serbin
7} Sprafkin(1986)9 A ete A A3t Zolrt
AgHorg 4 Bdo] A FHaxrz FEH
g A9 A =43 Ao ARIAE Fo
A18l= Bem(1981)#] o] 27 Ao o2 dg A
A& F223h= Martin(1981)2] 0] B4l
o 23| obet A =gt Ho g

3k o
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. BH
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49EE B ¥0n ¥ £ Qemg oo ng
3% d77 o gasitn 2o,

V. Z& 9 A

B AT Ao ok A 48 HEe 9%
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o A7 £82 Fu Aon, 4 £4 ogs
BHE AA e B AT A oo da Bg
32 AAEE AAE 2o Yo

A, AEs 7arsh 9ol A9 Yue M
whg A17be) o] 7h A LhebbR] kQEA T 5%
IRl A 2 Aol HQl He, & gE Ak j
woll W3l 53 oHEOl A EAS dASA AN
712 AL oot HEA o] & ofFol 9
AalA 4 £NS A4 A 53 Ago] 7]
B8 AR 53E A% 5 gD 51 e
% (Bigler & Liben, 1990) o}go] A Ho 7 4
A A28 FAY & AE By B Wuol
EAQsA S A 220 159 AtueA 23|
ste ugol A% § AFAA 57| s
Aoz Bl dvhMartin & Halverson, 1981). 1
dEz B A7 Ane 7 olde nAdsE
A A gro] g 50 M} 4FHOE o
#0124 4 Yeg BFm on ok AxY
golgo BRY YAsm AL,

SA, 4 £H01AY Aol HE W Al
Qg vjAhE AL T £49) ZEI} Hol
ob @ e A FusE A% A} ol
Aol A B 4 Ak ¥ $2) A7} A4
dg nPVLL A7) A S Fol Baate
S YAT A ol¥W e Fzde @ 92
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olgdd A 2RBYRY AL ol5e) o)
U Abnol AsHoz g8 vAA 2 Rolgh.

A2 4 A% de) wed g ol &
ge 4 4% Mde ‘FS ANVL AR
7] Mg, ole @ Aol A FEH T 47
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ORI I LR R ST Y
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