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102 Hazel Markus, Daphna Oyserman

Bergman, 1975) begin with the assumption that the lack of a sense of self as
separate from others must always comprise a difficulty or a conflict for
women, one that must be overcome if a woman is to become a compliete or
developed individual. From our view, believing one’s self to be functioning
autonomously as an isolated individual is only one approach to selfhood,
and one that has at least as many complications and limitations as an
approach that focuses on connectedness (Hare-Mustin & Marecek, 1986).

There are at teast three aspects to our frankly speculative argument. The
first aspect is based on the idea that the characteristically different experi-
ences of men and women with other people will result in differing concep-
tions of self and other. These divergent self/other conceptions can arise for
a variety of reasons, Chodorow (1978) proposes that mothers and daugh-
ters, unlike mothers and sons, experience a sense of similarity and con-
tinuity with one another. As a result, in defining themselves, women fearn
to focus on and value relationships more so than do men. Similarly, Miller
{1986) claims that relations to others are central to women’s sense of
self. She arrives at this point by analyzing women's relatively powerless
position in society. As subordinates in a culture dominated by men, women
miust be constantly attuned to and responsive to others because it is these
others who control their future.

The second aspect of our argument derives from the growing literature
on culture and selfhood (Geertz, 1975; Harding, 1987; Heelas, 1980; Kelly,
1987, Marsella, De Vos, & Hsu, 1985; Shweder & Levine, 1984). This
literature claims that different cultures ‘or different social environments
may well create and foster the development of divergent idioms and bed-
rock assumptions about the nature of the self and the nature of others.
From this literature comes the idea that individuals can be mutually depen-
dent and that this interdependence or sense of community with others can
be a central organizing reality. Individuals thus can develop self-structures
in which the primary referent is not the individual himself or herself, but
instead the seif-in-interpersonal relationships.

The third aspect of the argument comes from research on cognitive
approaches to self and personality. This literature claims that the nature of
the self-structure determines how information about the self and others is

processed. Markus and her colleagues, for example, suggest that indi- .

viduals develop a system of distinct self-schemata, These schemata are
theories about the self derived from the repeated categorizations and
evaluation of behavior by oneself and by others (Markus, 1977; Markus,
Crane, Bernstein, & Siladi, 1982; Markus, Smith, & Moreland, 1985).
These self-schemata enable perceivers to detect features and higher-order
thematic structure in their own behavior and in that of others to which they
otherwise would be insensitive. These schemata are focally active in the
interpretation and comprehension of the social world (for a review of sche-
ma functioning, see¢ Markus & Zajonc, 1985). Notions about the general
cognitive consequences of self-structures can also be found in Bowlby’s

5. Gender and Thought: The Role of the Self-Concept 103

(1980} attachment theory and in objects relations theory (Greenberg &
Mitchell, 1983).

From an integration of these three sets of ideas, we suggest that the
self-definitional project is quite different for men and women and that, asa
result, they will develop different types of self-schemata. In the following
sections we first detail the nature of separateness and connectedness self-
schemata, discuss the possible developmental origins of these divergent
self-schemata, and finaily explore the ways that these self-schemata may
influence thought.

The Nature of Connectedness and Separateness
Self-Schemata

All individuals establish some structure in which they conceptualize the self
as distinct from others (Hallowell, 1955). An understanding of how the self
is different from others (i.e., of one's “individuality’") is assumed to be
.ommg:m_ to healthy functioning. One's understanding of and participation
in the social world depends on this differentiation. Yet people can individu-
ate themselves and experience themselves as distinct in a variety of ways.
Thus, although people everywhere will ask “who am 17" (seec Shweder &
Levine, 1984), we reason that not everyone will construct the same answer
to the question.

Specifically for females, a first and core self-schema is likely to establish
the self as “interdependent or connected” (see Figure 5.1), This is the first
answer to the “who am 17" question. This schema roughly parallels the
“contextual” or “relational” structures (Hamaguchi, 1985) that are
thought to characterize individuals in many non-Western societies, such as
Japan. Such structures do not imply a merging of self and others or a lack
of .Sa_.ia:mzo:. Rather, they emphasize the importance of others in de-
fining the self. One’s individuality or uniqueness is thus a result of one’s
configuration of relationships. Furthermore, interaction and interpersonal
relationships are important as ends in themselves.

For males, a-first and core self-schema is likely to establish the self as
:mEouoEocm or separate” (see Figure 5.1), In this self-schema, the self is
viewed as discrete and as separate from the individual’s situation or con-
text. Individuality is achieved through delineation of the boundaries be-
tween self and other individuals. Such a schema is characterized by what
Geertz (1975) has called the “Western conception of the person,” which
assumes that the individual is a “bounded, unique, more or less integrated’
motivational and cognitive universe . . . a distinctive whole set contrastive-
ly against other such wholes and against a social and natural background™
(p. 225). The bounded self is seen as relatively independent of social roles
or relationships. Relationships are important primarily as a means of
affirming, verifying, or defending the self.
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106 Hazel Markus, Daphna Oyserman

thought, Instead, recent theorists of selfhood stress the influence of culture
on perception and thought, where culture is defined as a shared set of
meanings that structure one’s perception of the self and the world (for
recent discussions, see Cousins, 1987, Miller, 1984; Shweder & Bourne,
1984). From this view, “self”” can have multiple conceptual representations
depending on the assumptions that are used to create it,

In the perspective we have developed here, we assume that the repre-
sentations of self typically constructed by girls and boys will be mo_.:nw.&ﬁ
different because girls ‘and boys inhabit different interpersonal environ-
ments, and because different assumptions are immediately brought to bear
in their development as they are perceived as male or female.

The distinction between the self-as-connected and the self-as-separate
maps roughfy onto the distinction between individualist and collectivist
selves and onto the difference between Western and Eastern selves. Exam-
ples of collectivist selves are the Japanese, the Chinese, the Indians, the
Africans, and many people of the Pacific. The distinction is an old one w_.a
it has been given a number of other labels—egocentric versus sociocentric,
individualized versus contextualized, or individual centered versus situa-
tion centered. The general difference highlighted in these distinctions
seems to capture at least some of the important differences between the
self-structure of Western women and men.

For example, to the Japanese self, interdependence is everything (Leb-
ra, 1976; Marsella et al., 1985). One’s self-esteem and one’s future are tied
always to one’s social relationships with others. Lebra (1976) defines the
essence of Japanese cultures as an “ethos of social relativism™ that trans-
lates into a constant concern for belongingness, dependency, empathy,
occupying one’s proper place, and reciprocity. She quotes the Japanese
proverb “The nail that stands out gets pounded down."” According to many
analyses of Japanese culture, the Japanese feel most fully human in the
company of others. The goal is not one of functioning autonomously, but
rather one of functioning interdependently.

For the individualist self, however, it is the independent, nonconform-
ing, assertive self that is the desired future self. Its exemplary proverb is
quite different: *“It's the squeaky wheel that gets the grease.” Rather than
being essential to the self-definition, interpersonal relations are important

to the extent that they allow one to realize and express his or her separate
and unigue potential. Freedom from a concern with how people think and
feel is often the highest goal. Independence is everything (Marsella et al.,
1985).

Similarly, Dixon (1976) presents a paradigm of the African world view as
contrasted with a European world view. He cites evidence that Europeans
separate the self from the other, perceiving the self as in contrast to and
separate from all else. Africans, on the other hand, are said not to create
such a gap between the self and the world. The world, and the others in it,
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are viewed as'an extension of one another. Dixon argues that with such a
sense of self, the immediate social environment cannot be escaped; the
individual must respond in terms of the needs of immediate environment
because they are experienced as needs of the seif, A defining feature of a.
Western self is freedom from environmental control, and thus it can choose
to manipulate, act on, or defer environmental demands. An African self is
experienced as part of the environment. Such differences in the concep-
tualization of the selffother divide have implications for the way informa-
tion about the world is processed. _

In analyses of how the collectivist and individualist theories of person-
hood may influence thinking, Shweder and Bourne (1984) asked respon-
dents in India and America to describe a number of close acquaintances.
They found the descriptions of the Indians to be more concrete and exten-
sively qualified according to the context of the relationship. Yet on an inde-
pendent test of abstract cognitive skills that included a variety of labeling
and sorting tasks, they found no differences among the two groups. Simi-
larly, Miller (1984) asked Indian Hindus and Americans for their patterns
of attribution about hypothetical events. Hindus explained most actions in
terms of features of the situation, while Americans used many more global
traits and internal dispositions to explain behavior. Again, no differences
were found between the two groups in tests of abstract cognitive skils.
Instead, the difference in attribution seemed best explained in terms of
differences in the individualistic and sociocentric theories of the person.

In a recent study, Cousins (1987) examined the impact of these two di-
vergent theories on the perception of the self. He used two different free-
response formats, the TST (Twenty Statements Test) and a questionnaire
asking subjects to describe themselves in several situations (me at home,
with friends, at school). On the TST the Japanese descriptions were more
concrete and role specific (1 play tennis on the week-end”), while the
American descriptions included more global psychological characteriza-
tions (“I am optimistic’). When the social context was provided for the
self-descriptions, however, this pattern of results was reversed: the
Japanese scored higher on global psychological characterizations of them-
selves than did Americans. Once a particular interpersonal context was
specified, the Japanese also described themselves in abstract terms.

We have reviewed these studies primarily because they suggest that
those with sociocentric theories of themselves and the world are not
appropriately characterized as having either undifferentiated, submerged
views of the self, or as having some type of cognitive deficit. For those with
sociocentric selves, like those with connected selves, the most natural and
readily accessible modes of perception and thought are those that stress the
importance of the immediate interpersonal situation, context, or experi-
ence. In addition, these studies represent initial forays into how divergent
theories of the self may influence thought, We are not suggesting these
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task of attending 1o and knowing about others, Within the first normative
task, a bounded, “true” self must be ‘protected and concerns about differ-
ences between this internal truth and the presented social self naturally
arise. When the normative task focuses on knowing and being attuned to
the environment, the “true” self is the social, connected self. Concerns
about differences between the true internal self and a presented external
self are decidedly less relevant from the perspective of the connected self.

A consequence of the fact that the self-definition process normally
occurs within a framework of continuity and similarity for daughters and
discontinuity and differences for sons is that a view of the self as self-
in-relation—the core of the connectedness self-schema—is fostered in
daughters. From this sense of continuity comes the sense that to know
about herself, the daughter must know about another. From very early on,
learning about the self then involves a careful attention to and analysis of
another. The daughter learns in this way that attention to others is critical
and that others are a powerful source of self-relevant information.

A pattern of focusing on and attending to others is heavily reinforced by
societal beliefs about what a woman should do to be a “good self.” Con-
tinual practice in this mode provides givls with the opportunity to become
exquisitely skilled in being sensitive to others——in hearing them, in sharing
their internal states, in empathizing with them, and in learning from them.
With increasing elaboration of this self-schema, girls become * experts™ in
knowing what others are thinking, in feeling what they are feeling. As a
result of this expertise, they will feel relatively comfortable relying on such
knowiedge about themselves and others as a basis for action. In contrast, a
separateness self-schema will focus boys’ attention on their own skills,
attributes, and talents. Gthers will be used as reference points for compari-
son. Rather than learning about the self in relationship with others, the
autonomous self learns by comparing self with others.

How the Connectedness and Separateness Self-Schemata
May Influence Thought

DIFFERENCES IN THE CONTENT AND STRUCTURE OF
CONNECTEDNESS AND SEPARATENESS SELF-SCHEMATA

We have suggested that connectedness and separateness self-schemata can
differ in their content, their structure, and their function. Qur basic asser-
tion is that, for women, relations with others will be especially significant in
their self-definition. Thus women will be particularly sensitive and respon-
-sive to others, and they will have well-elaborated knowledge and under-
standing of others. From extensive studies in cognitive personality and
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social psychology, we know that cognitive structures inflience thought
in specific and systematic ways (see Fiske & Taylor, 1984; Markus &
Zajonc, 1985).

Building on this work we can assume that individuals with connectedness
self-schemata and their derivatives are especially sensitive and responsive
to information that is potentially revealing of this aspect of self. These
schemata summarize and integrate information that is relevant to their
view of self. Furthermore, these schemata process information efficiently
and retain it well. Given the attention to others that is essential for self-
schemata based in connectedness, individuals will develop considerable ex-
pertise in interpersonal domains. In contrast, a separateness self-schema is
sensitive to a very different type of information, These schemata are com-
prised of the integration of representations of the self-as-separate, and they
privilege the processing of information that is relevant to this view. Indi-
viduals with such schemata will be especially responsive to stimulus con-
figurations that are potentially informative of separateness, both their own
and others, .

A further claim of our approach and one that is much more difficult to
evaluate is that the schemata of men and women differ not only in their
content but in their structure as well. This difference in structure has a
variety of consequences. The first is that the experience of reality for those
with a connectedness self-schema may often be a shared reality such that
what is experienced is a result of the synthesis of the individual’s own ex-
perience and what she believes or infers the others’ experience to be. In
this sense, knowledge of others is used in shaping one’s experience and a
shared or negotiated understanding is an end in itself,

More specifically, given the proposed structure of the connectedness
self-schema, when those aspects of the self that articulate its connectedness
are active (see Figure 5.1), some of the representations of the others (e.g.,
mother, father, siblings) to which it is cornected are necessarily active as
well. Moreover, when schemata of important others are active, the self,
or some aspects of it, will also be active because some of the repre-
sentations of important others are representations of that person in rela-
tion to the seif. Others are thus partially represented within the self-schema
of connectedness, . .

Block (1984) has suggested that women are particularly facile at fitting or
assimilating information into their existing structures. Men, in contrast, are
likely to accommodate and change their structures as a result of incoming -
Emo::m:o:. experiencing greater difficulty finding similarity in apparentiy
disparate elements. She attributes this difference to the experience of male
children in responding to change and discontinuity in their environment as
a result of the mother pulling away at an early age. Similarly, in a provoca-
tive discussion of “‘maternal thinking,” Ruddick (1980) ‘suggests that
mothers must preserve life, but most importantly, they must encourage



“UBA} 1531 UOHEIOY |eIudjy I3[ZIdN-predoys a1 s1 1597 pasn Ajuowwion
PUEJUALIND v “Aem JUIOS U) PARIIOYSUERT) JO PIIEIOS 18 Ao woym seadde
114 51091qo moy suiBewn 03 Aipge a1y sazyseydura jey) 10308} voneZI[ENSIA
‘B S19uQ (9861 ‘viadieH) s1o1e; ajeredss om) 15831 3€ jO voﬂ.&&g u.n
01 W3noyy a1e syse) Anjiqe jeneds "s1eak g 1940 10} Eo:Bmumu.m pandinus
2AeY S3NNIQe [eneds ur uswom pue usw uBMISq $I0URIAPIP JO mtomom.

SHILITIAY "TVLLVdS

"IAISNRYXD 9q 0) JUBIW
JOU S m3tAd1 sty ‘AjiessasaN Sumyuiy jo spadse Auew Jouanygur ueo
EIBUISYDS 35341 J8Y) pue ‘9IpdN1s PUE JU3JU0O UY ISHIP SIABALSP oyaads
~UIEWIOPp 1191 pue elewoyds-j[as 2100 s[enplapul jey) Funwnsse 4q pools
~1opUN 1931aq 1eymawos pue paziueRio 9q Ued sa0USIPIP 19puad pajejerun
pue 3unzznd jo A1at1ea € y1 suruizsiep o) s1 [0S INQ “SWILR 1IN0 JO 3wWos
0 JUIISSISSE [BNINT Ue JOJ nJasn aq [[Hs AW BIEp 353Y) ‘JSAIMOR] “[[Els

Ajjensn oxe pautelqo ssouaragip pajelar-1apusd ay) pue ‘leanaloayie A

-031e] ‘onRWaIsAsun s1 yoleasal Jo Apoq styi eyl Jasino oy e adpajmouyoe
01 Juepoduwt st 1] Suryuig Jo spadse swos Ul SA2URNAFIP I3pUSE pouruexs
SEY Jey Ineldy jo Aerre oapim e szwedio o1 idweye am uonIss SIy1 Uy

SOOUIIIPI(T JOPUDD) JO MIIASY SANID[OS V

, (101 *d) ,ssauyour aarsusyaiduios [y JI9Y3 U1 §)U3A2
[euosiad pue [eauoisiy jo Surueaw ay,, 105 YOIESS 0] SaLI) PUE DAIONIISUCD
pue saneuidew s1 puosas au) apym ‘a1fof pue ERITEIEN momtoaumhmsu 1241
PO 3y) s11s1y ay) ey sandie aY 1Y3noy Jo sopour , saneIIRY,, pUB 1)
-ewdipeied,, usamiaq soysinGunsip sy ‘SISMOUY PaAUU0I pue Esm.n_u.m
JO 1BY1 O} UOHDUNSIP JR[HUIS € SMEID (G86]) 1ounig ‘siskjeue Juadal e uj

(87 “d) . J[os) smau uey) aJ0w SIaBW sMou
0} asuodsaz,, ‘skes syoeds sy “uvonewsour ayy jo axeut Loy suonejordiajur
Y1 yanoyy Lifeas emanw € a1ea1s A3 pue SOA[2SUIS} Soﬁ_m.huﬁo ﬁmm
1123 Aoya Apuerrodun 1sow Jng ‘voneusopu Iafio yoea aa18 s1adissod 1eyy
andre oy ‘(z861) syoeds Lq dissos jo sIsAjeue ue uo nummm .Gﬁ.ﬂ d) . An
-ALIDE JBIAL] B ST 31 J8Y) MO}jO] 30U S30p 31 Inq " * - “re[nontred ay3 ‘Jeuostad
3y} suId0u0d disson),, “dissod pafjaqer Ajaanerofad SLIBYA )M D]QBIIOJILOD
alow axe ‘asodord (9861) ‘Te 10 Ayuopeqg “SIOMOUY PAIFUUOD) "SSAUPDU
-U02 JO BWIIYDS-I[3S B Yilm Judsisuooul A193oidwos st jeod siy, -sjuswngie
ay3 03 Ajuo puodsai 0) *5a199[qo aq 03 ‘35IN03S1p Y] Jo 100 J13s a1y daay 0y
st Jamouy ajeredas & 107 feod L1904 oYL “uONMIPEIIUOS & 10 10119 UB—TuOIM
duylowos 10] J0o[ pue eapl ue o juswndie ue wol Aeme SaAjasway)
1ind ues SIaMOUY Meledag ‘uondaUU0D O Yoe] € INOqE A110M Jou Op *SI9A3Y|
-2q ayyun ‘s191qno(q "(€£61 ‘moqig osfe 99s) Bunqnop 1o Fupjuny (es1yo

€11 3d20u0D-1138 241 Jo 310y 2y, 1ydnoy], pue rapuan) g

s1 (9861) "1e 12 Ajuajag Aq paquosap se duimouy seiedss oy jeiuassy
“AN[eal jRWNIN Sy ST 1Y} pue Sunuiyge-}19s s 1By
SIBYI0 YHM UONIIUUOI 313 ST I} ‘SABMIE SB ‘OI9F 'UOHIAULOD oY) UIEsIY)
oste Aeul 13130 Y1 3UNQNOP AsNE33q ,IGROP 0,, BRYI ,, 24} 03, paunoul
2I0W I8 U3Y) SIamOuy palsauucd Jeyy 18383ns Aoy] ‘uonosuuos sy 308
-UEPUS ABUI pUE UOTII3UUO3 Jo UoNdUINSSE Y} 1E[01A 0) WIS PINOM JOIARY
-2q yons asnedaq siuvawdpnl aanedau Suryew 10 Bundie ‘Susaifesip ploae
A3ty ‘s1930 Yt uondauuoDd Jo astwald e.yum Sunieig yuswSpnl v Fuiald
210J3q 9an2adsiad s 2a110 ay) pooisiopun aaey Aay3 Ji 995 0) SunInns £q
pue 20ues [euswidpnluou e £q pezuioeieys are Lay) Fuiop os uj 's15Y0
asay yum Ayredwa ySnoayy ures] A2y pue aidoad o ur 1saadul ue
ynm urdaq ‘ondre Aoy) ‘s1amouy parpauno)) 'Fuimouy Jo Aem s usuIom,,
se 0} palIajal aaey (986T) '[8 19 AUIDQ JBYM O PIL[al 9q ABUI JUSWILOIIA
-U9 [eu0sIadIduL A1) OF JAISUIS ST U0 YoIym ul Fuissasold Jo apowt
o : . “ssoo0ad [y
-Juueaw e jou st ‘sases Auew ul ‘ANanaafqo pafjes-os Jo aieis ayy Furzieas
pue Jias aij) Sundesnxs ‘eleWoyds pIseq-sSIUPII0AUUCD Jo dueuiwopaid
€ Y} 9SO} 10§ ‘J[Nsal € sy “aw Aue je sseooid sanmuFos pue [prydesssd
9Y) IO J[3§ Y} JOBIIXS 0} BIBWIILIS-J[aS SSOUPIIIAUUOD Jo dduetapuodard
© 1M 501} J0J INOUFIP A[ANIE[OI PUE [EINJBUUN Wass Lew 3 ‘jlas Sunuasal
-da1 uoym Jajo apnjour 03 pue ‘15130 Sunuasaidar uaym Jjos apnjour o3 Ko
-u3pua) aaIsealad iyl Jo }nsal v sy '102{qo Io uosiad [e20y 341 JO UOHEIUSS
-axday a1p1 oy pajesodioour i 1xX3U0O Juipunosins ) JeY) Ul POJISAULOD
210w se pazudldeIeyd 9q ued jeyy Jupjuiyy pue Jurateosad jo opowt 10 5118
B 9AEL [[IA ‘U2UI O] JSEIUO0D UL ‘UIWOM 18U} ST BIBUALIS-J{38 SSAUPDBIIAUU0D
pue ssauaiesedas Jo 2INIONIIS 24) UI 22UISPIP Jo sduanbasuod Jeyun] v
"1l WOy Papa2u S1 IONBUIIOJUT §S3 A]aal)R[al asnesaq jueptodun sso| s1
urewop jeuosiadinu o) Suiddew Apesaid ‘ewayos-jas ssauaeredas
€ {114 9501j] 10, "BWAIS B LONS 10] JED0] JOU 218 SISYI0 JO SUONORal a1l pue
BIRIWOYDS-Jj9s ssausjesedas Ul papnpoul JoU 3IE SIYI0 Jo suonepuasaidoy
"BUUIDYOS-J[OS SSOUPIIDGULCD Y3 JO IIMIDNES ) AQ PSJEISSIDAU ST SIAGI0
0} UOHUdYIE UYING "JUSWILOIIAUS [E100S FUIPUNOLINS SY) O} SANISUSS A[einon
-Jed sy 2uo yorgm ut duissa001d JO 3pOW B SUOISEDD0 BWSYIS-J[38 SSOUPIII
-U0d 2Y) JO UOHBAIDER AL 'SHUIY) Su0 Aem ) Joj saouanbosuod joonp
9ARY SAOGE PAUIPINO UII( JABY 1B} SINJONLIS PUE JUSIUOD Ul SDUISPIP Y |,

ONDINIH], 40 FAOTA 40 TTALS NI STONTHIIAI(J

"(zsg "d)

Snoudisiw uayjo ‘sjqeioipardun ‘aejngasll,, Sie oYM URIP[IYD JE[IUNSSE
- pue puodsal 0y ajqe Ajises aq ISNW $2IMPNNS I ‘dasuodsar pue usdo

aq A[17ESS209U 1SN PUOM S1] pue ‘plIyD 19y ‘Jjesiay 10} eusayds [entdaouos
s Jayiow e jey) sandie aysg ‘Aeme soaow £jpeuy pue Ljjenunuod ssdueyd
12U PjIYD B Jo} paredasd oq 1snw Jaylow 3y, *a3uryd owodoM pue yimosd

‘urunssA(y euydeq ‘sayJEW j9ZBH 71T




114 Hazel Markus, Daphng Oysermin

denberg & Kuse, 1978), which requires subjects to keep a compiex form in
memory while deciding what it would look like after it is rotated in three-
dimensional space. :

A second spatial ability factor is orientation, which emphasizes the abii-
ity to detect relationships and perceive patterns. A classic test of orienta-
tion is the rod-and-frame test, which requires that subjects position a rod to
the vertical within a tilted frame (Witkin, Dyk, Faterson, Goodenough, &
Karp, 1962). This test is said to assess “‘the extent to which the person
perceives part of a ficld as discrete from the surrounding field as a whole,
rather than embedded in the field” (Witkin, Moore, Goodenough, & Cox,
1977, pp. 6~7). Witkin et al. (1962) found that individuals classified as
epotistical personalities could also be called egotistical in their perceptions.
These people were field independent such that their perception was not
influenced by the visual framework, Other studies showed a relationship
between field dependence and characteristics indicating a sensitivity and
receptivity to social context. Witkin and Goodenough (1977} wrote that a
field-dependent person is “interested in people, wants to help others, has a
concern for people, has wide acquaintanceship, knows many people, and is
known to many people” (p. 672).

Although differences between men and women in field dependence and
in spatial abilities have received more attention than all other gender dif-
ferences together, the meaning of these differences remains unclear (see
Burnett, 1986; Caplan, MacPherson & Tobin, 1985; Halpern, 1986; San-
ders, Cohen, & Soares, 1986). The current picture suggests that men are
consistently better than women at some spatial relations tasks. These dif-
ferences between men and women in spatial abilities, although often small,
are important because they are thought to underly substantial differences
in math ability and perhaps in math interest as welt. Most recent explana-
tions center on brain-based differences such as sex-related differences in
brain lateralization, Building on the early suggestion that these differences
are probably best interpreted as a reflection of individual differences in
cognitive style, we suggest that differences in how men and women repre-
sent themselves is another causal factor worthy of serious consideration.

Many spatial tasks seem to require the ability to decontextualize the
self, that is, to remove the self from the present perspective in the environ-
ment and to assume instead an alternative perspective. Keeping a three-
dimensional object in memeory while rotating it requires mentally removing
one’s self from the initial viewing perspective and rapidly tracking the ob-
ject's movement from a detached or separated perspective. Having a sense
of self as separate, bounded, or noninterrelated may, facilitate perfor-
mance on spatial tasks.

With a connectedness schema, women may have more difficulty in
assuming the detached, separated perspective that is helpful to this task,
The context is vitally important to a connected self. Those with connected
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selves will thus be relatively less familiar with removing the seif from the
current v.mqmvnﬁ?u. As a result, they are more wedded to the perspective
or :3. orientation suggested by their initial perception of a figure. Tasks
involving spatial manipulations can be solved by visualizing the self as con-
stant m.a.n manipulating an internal image of the object or, alternatively, by
Sm:m.___m_:m the object as constant and then mentally osimmoz_.a.m the self
moving to another perspective on the object. In either case a separate and
.cc::aog self will be easier to manipulate. And this is especially the case
if the bounded self is visually or spatially represented. ‘

We have argued earlier that boys at a relatively early age are encouraged
.I.ﬁm%mvm forced—to create a separate sense of self, a self that does not
Ec__.aw the mother. In making this separation, they must necessarily rely
on their preverbal visual/spatial skills as these are the means most available
to them at this age. The early self-structure of separateness may thus be
mno_,_:aoa. in visual, spatial, or other somatic representations of the self-as-
Separate in space, and as detached from the environment and the context.
As the separateness self-schema develops and is confirmed through in-
teractions with the mother, these representations are repeatedly employed
and further elaborated and may continue to comprise the core of the separ-
ateness self-schema. .

Since girls are not pushed to differentiate from the mother as early as
boys, they are likely to have some verbal capacities to bring to bear on the
task when differentiation becomes necessary. Moreover, girls are often
verbally precocious and able to employ a verbal mode of representation
considerably earlier than boys (e.g., Maccoby & Jacklin, 1974). As a
«.nm::. when beginning to individuate the self and to create a representa-
tion of the self, girls may be more likely to use verbal representations
‘mcq.ﬂroaa_o_d. the representation of self-as-connected, as in-relation oq.
as interdependent may lend itself more easily to verbal _.avqnmo:aro:
than nonverbal representation.

. wanmcmm of their experience with representing the most important object
in the cavironment—the self—in visual and spatial terms, this mode of rep-
. wnomcmm. of their experience with representing the most important oE.on._
in the environment—the self in visual and spatial terms, this mode of rep-
resentation may become especially well-elaborated and finely tuned for
Ea:..ﬂrnw will then have an advantage with problems that can be solved
by using m.imcw_ representation (Johnson, 1984). Furthermore, when prob-
lems require a separation of self from the problem space, males may also
__m<.a an advantage because of their tendency to separate the seif from the
environment in the service of self-definition. The maje advantage in spatial
Sm__a.:mm been thought to emerge most clearly in adolescence (Maccoby &
Jacklin, 1974), Recent work, however, suggests that when carefully tracked

differences in spatial ability can be seen at a much earli
Meade, 1967) luch earlier age (Johnson &
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MEMORY

Although most people believe than men and women remember different
kinds of information, there is little empirical work to document gender
differences in memory (Crawford, Herrmann, Vaughan, & Robbins,
1987). While there is no reason to expect differences in digit span, for
example, there is every reason to anticipate, based on the reasoning out-
lined above, that women may remember interpersonally relevant material
more efficiently than men. The self-in-reiation schema occasions more
compiex or elaborate encodings of such material. A meta-analysis of facial
identification studies (Shapiro & Penrod, 1986) suggests that women are
indeed superior at recognition memory for faces, and that this result holds
true particularly when the stimuli are faces of women. Such a finding sug-
gests that, as with empathy, gender differences may reveal themselves most
clearly in ambiguous situations where the stimuli are impoverished or
where quick or difficult judgments are required.

Other approaches to gender and memory suggest that women provide
the collective memory and that they are the keepers of stories and myths,
Such accounts often imply that women remember because it is their role
to help preserve and strengthen cultural tradition. Qur view suggests that
women may remember interpersonal events and social experiences be-
cause with their connected self-schemata they cannot do otherwise.

INTUITION

Throughout the literature, there are references to women's “intuition” or
to a special “sixth sense.” Deutsch (1944) referred to the intuition of
women and their ability to directly understand or perceive reality without
the apparent contribution of any explicit or conscious reasoning proces-
sing. Intuition is frequently used to refer to strongly held, but unanalyz-
able, hunches about what is happening.in a given social situation. Rather
than anything mysterious, such apparent intuition may be a product of the
automatic activation of connectedness self-schemata that immediately
make accessible a great deal of information about the self and the other,
and about their relation. Similarly, Miller (1986) suggests that this sixth
sense probably develops as the subordinates learn to pay very careful
attention to the dominants. ,

The expertise that we have suggested characterizes women in the inter-
personal domain may allow them to survey a problem and then to “know”
exactly what to do. In this process, they would not necessarily have access
to the rapid appraisal and multiple inferences that gave rise to this “im-
mediate” understanding. Moreover, attempts to specify them could inter-
fere with performance. In theory, experts have different types of knowl-
edge representation in which the elements are unitized and thus can be
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activated immediately as a whole. Experts can do a number of things better
than novices: recognize when input information is relevant to the domain
of their expertise; integrate this information with previously acquired in-
formation; and make greater use of contextual cues to improve recall
(Chase & Simon, 1973; Spilich, Vesonder, Chiesi, & Voss, 1979). Such
qualities of thought in women may give rise to what appears as pure, non-
inferential knowledge in the interpersonal domain.

MORAL REASONING

Gilligan’s (1982) groundbreaking work on moral development is directly
related to the ideas we have outlined, Drawing on Chodorow’s (1978)
theorizing, she argues that there are two very different approaches to
moratity. One, the masculine approach, is born of separation and indi- .
<E.=mmc=“ the other, the feminine approach, is focused on attachment and
caring,

An overriding concern with relationships follows from an appreciation
of one's fundamental relatedness and the extent to which the core self
is constituted by relations with others. The reluctance to judge others
and a tendency to accept others’ points of view result from a desire to
preserve the connection to these others, In an extension of Gilligan’s.
(1982) work, Lyons (1983) asked subjects to describe themselves and then
coded their responses for mentions of relations with others or concern for
others. Those who mentioned having relationships and/or concern with
others in characterizing themselves were more likely to consider the re-
sponse of the others in their moral judgments. Conversely, 'those who
described relationships in instrumental terms or referred to their skills in
interacting with others more frequently used a consideration of rights in
their moral judgments.

Gilligan’s work has been criticized for providing a simple dichotomy and
for focusing on difference instead of exploring the issue of morality more
broadly (Harding, 1987). Furthermore, recent studies claim that it is fac-
tors related to gender such as level of college education or amount of work
experience outside the home that is related to the individual’s moral stance
rather than gender per se (cf. Walker, de Vries, & Trevethan, 1987; Sher,
1987; for a summary of studies up to 1983, see Lifton, 1985). Other findings

. indicate that, depending on the task at hand, both men and women can be

characterized as utilizing various degrees of each moral stance. This critical
examination of Gilligan’s work is directly relevant to our framework as
well. We propose that it is the way men and women are socialized and the
way they take meaning from this socialization that contributes to differ-
ences in how they make the self/nonself distinction. As men’s and women's
typical patterns of social interaction and interpersonal experience
change, so too will their structures for organizing this experience.
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answering these questions, the hope is that we can further understand the
precise way in which the self-system actively mediates, regulates, and con-
structs the individual's thoughts, feelings, and actions.

Acknowledgment. While preparing this chapter, the first author was sup-
ported by a National Science Foundation grant (BNS #84-08057).

REFERENCES

Al-lssa, 1. (1982). Gender and adult psychopathology. In I. Al-Issa (Ed.), Gender
and psychopathology (pp. 84-103). New York: Academic,

Aries, E.J., & Olver, R.R. (1985), Sex differences in the development of a separate
sense of self during infancy: Directions for future research. Psychology of
Women Quarterly, 9, 515-532,

Baldwin, J.M. (1902). Social and ethical interpretations in mental development. New
York: Macmillan,

Belenky, M.F., Clinchy, B.M., Goldberger, N.R., & Tarule, J.M. (1986).

" Women's ways of knowing: The development of self, voice, and mind. New York:
Basic Books, .

Bem, §.L. (1981). Gender schema theory: A cognitive account of sex typing.
Psychological Review, 88, 354-364,

Block, J.H. (1973). Conceptions of sex role: Some cross cultural and longitudinal
perspectives. American Psychologist, 28, 512-526.

Block, J.H. (1984). How gender differences affect children's orientations to the
world. In Sex role identity and ego development. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Bowlby, J. (1980). Attachment and loss, Vol. I, New York: Basic Books,

Brody, E.M. (1981). Women in the middle and family help to older people. The
Gerontologist, 21, 471-480, .

Brody, E.M. (1985). Gender differences in emotional development: A review of
theories and research. In A J. Stewart & M.B. Lykes (Eds.), Gender and perso-
nality: Current perspectives on theory and research. Durham, NC: Duke Uni-
versity Press. : ’

Brooks, J., & Lewis, M, (1974). The effect of time on attachment as measured in a
free play situation. Child Development, 45, 311-316,

Bruner, J.S. (1985). Narrative and paradigmatic modes of thought. In Learning
and teaching the ways of knowing. 84th yearbook of the National Society for the
Study of Education (pp. 97-115). Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Burnett, S.A. (1986). Sex-related differences in spatial ability: Are they trivial?
American Psychologist, 41, 1012-1014,

Campbell, A., Converse, P., & Rodgers, W, (1976). The quality of American life:
Ferceptions, evaluations, and satisfactions. New York: Russell Sage.

Cantor, N., & Kihlstrom, J.F. (1987). Personality and social intelligence. Engle-
wood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall,

Caplan, P.J., MacPherson, G.M., & Tobin, P. (1985). Do sex-related differences
in spatial abilities exist?: A multilevel critique with new data. American
Psychologist, 40 (7), 786-799,

Chase, W.G., & Simon, H.A. (1973). Perception and chess. Cognitive Psychology,
4, 55-81.

3. Gender and Thought: The Role of the Self-Concept 123

Chodorow, N. (1978). The reproduction of mothering: Psychoanalysis and the
sociology of gender. Berkeley: University of California Press,

Clark, M.S,, & Reis, H.T. (1988). Interpersonal processes in close relationships,
Annual Review of Psychology, 39, 609-672.

Clarke-Stewart, K.A., & Hevey, C.M. (1981}. Longitudinal relations in repeated
observations of mother—child interaction from one to two and one-half years,
Developmental Psychology, 17, 127-145.

Clarke-Stewart, K.A., VanderStoep, L.P., & Killian, G.A. (1979). Analysis and
replication of mother, and child relations at two years of age. Child Development,
50, 777793,

Cousins, S. (1989). Culture and selfhood in Japan and the U.S. Journal of Personal-
ity and Social Psychology, in press.

Crawford, M., Herrmann, D.J., Vaughan, J., & Robbins, D. (1987). Gender and
beliefs about memory. Paper presented at meeting of the Eastern Psychological
Association, Arlington VA, April.

Deaux, K., & Major, B. (1987). Putting gender into context: An interactive model
of gendér-related behavior. Psychological Review, 94 (3), 369389,

Deutsch, H. (1944), The psychology of women: A psychoanalytic interpretation.
New York: Grune & Stratton.

Ummzmanoi. D. (1977). The mermaid and the minotaur. New York: Harper &

ow, :

Dixon, V. (1976). World views and research methodology. In L.M. King, V. Dix-
on, & W.W. Nobles (Eds.), A frican philosophy: Assumptions and paradigms for
research on black persons. Los Angeles: Fanon Center Publication, Charles R.
Drew Postgraduate Medical School. .

Dohrenwend, B.S. (1977). Social status and stressful life events. Journal of Perso-
nality and Social Psychology, 9, 203-214.

U.E.:c:? L. (1970). Homo hierarchicus. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Eisenberg, N., & Lennon R. (1983). Sex differences in empathy and related capaci-
ties. Psychological Bulletin, 94, 100-131. o

Eibow, P. (1973). Writing without teachers. London: Oxford University Press.

Erikson, E.H. (1968), Identity, Youth and crisis. New York; Norton,

Fagot, B.I. (1974). Sex differences in toddlers’ behavior and parental reaction,
Developmental Psychology, 10, 554-558.

Fast, 1. (1985). Event theory: A Piages—Freud integration, Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum,

w_.mawm._m..—,: & Taylor, S.E. (1984). Social cognition. Reading, MA: Addison-

esley.

Geertz, C. (1973). The interpretation of culftures. New York: Basic Books,

Geertz, C. (1975). On the nature of anthropological understanding. American Sci-
entist, 63, 47-53.

Gilligan, C. (1982). In a different voice: Psychological theory and women's develop-
ment. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. :

Goldberg, S., & Lewis, M. (1969). Play behavior in the year-old infant: Early sex
differences. Child Development, 40, 21-31, )

Greenberg, J.R., & Mitcheil, S.A, (1983). Object relations in psychoanalytic
theory. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, . .

Gunnar, M.G., & Donahue, M. (1980). Sex differences in social responsiveness
between six months and twelve months, Child Development, 51, 262-265.

Hall, J.A. (1978). Gender effects in decoding nonverbal cues, Psychological Bulle-



A U] TuonodeIAluL JuBJUI-I3YI0OW 3U) U S30UIISPID Xos KRy (y861) 'H ‘SSO
. "534
U0aeag -u0ISOY "Pa puZ ‘usuiom fo d8ojoysdsd mau v paomoy (9861) “q'f ;2,___2
"BLO-196 ‘9 ‘A3ojovadsy jmoog puv Anppuosiag jo pumoy
"uoneueidxa |eioos AepAisaa jo wawdojaasp o) pue amyn) (p861) "O'[ ‘19N
o 90£-56C
81 ‘Aporion ssuwng-jpadzpy egul plo-123k 3y jo Iowweyaq Aeid pue jJusw
“UPENE 94} Ul SI0UILIIPIP X3S PUR SSE[O [RI0S "(Z8ET) ‘W ‘SIM0] W g°S ‘Jossojy
RECIELLARUL g ‘flas pun zanpmyy "(§861) " ‘NSH % 'O S0A 3 'V ‘EljosiEpy
"SNOH wopuey oK maN "(0£z-LE] "dd ] "[oA)
&Sojoyadsd joros fo yooqpuoy ayp '(*spy) uosuory 'y 3 Aezpwi] o uy A3
-ojoyaAsd peoos ur aandadsiad sanmdos ayg, ‘(sg61) "y *ouolez d. “H ‘Styep
- ~F6b1 ‘60 *A30j0yadsd orrog pup npprosiag fo ppuinof ‘siayio jo :o:nunzuﬁm Hum___.
ut 3d20u0a-))3s 211 Jo 103 YL, *(S861) 1Y ‘PUBIRLOI % [ ‘PG H ‘snyTepy
—¥S6 ‘Ip ‘1513010YoAsq undLIMwY ‘saAas s|qissed (9861} "4 ‘snuan B “'H .m..mwm_\,_
"0S—8€ ‘Zv *AFojoyadsy ppioog pup Quuosiag jo pwmoy 1ap
-U93 pue Sewayas-3195 ‘(7861) "W IpElIS ¥ 'S ‘urIswiag W ‘auel) “H ‘Snyaejy
: "8L=E9 ‘Cr ‘ASojpYaksd ooy puv Aywuosizg fo pu
- ~4nof "J19% 3y 1noge uoneuniojur Furssacord pue erewsyds-JIAS ‘(LL61) TH SNye
o g BEC-LES
1T ' 43ojonpadsyq pruadogaaaq simydnep PuE SUOS IIdY) 10] SI3YIE] PUE SI3IOW
Aq papmoid seouanbasuos [enuasomi “(SL6T) W'D ‘uosilied ¥ 0 ‘unodiep
. 'SYOOH] JSEH {10 MIN HONDNPIAIPUI PUD SISOIqUAS [Tupful
uptuny ay1 Jo g paBojoyadsd ay g (gre1) v ‘uewiog % g ‘aurd ' ‘I[N
, '086-¥96 ‘1§ ‘tuamudoranaq pyy “asudai pue
.Gmc_o.:.t V :u0Issasdde ut souIIPIp Xag ~(0861) "N"D ‘unyoer 9 'g°g ‘Aqoaoepy
o "s5alg AHSIaAIU() projuRIS 1Y) ‘pi0)
-ueyg “saouaiaffip xas fo {3ojoadsd ayy (pL61) 'ND ‘udoRf % g ‘Aqooaepy
. "SYI-STI ‘€5 ‘mapay jpuonvonpy
pavaivy Aljeiow pue sdnjsuonepas ‘9s uo saandadsiad om], “(£861) "N ‘SU0kT]
*$521
ANSIAIUN) 9N DN ‘WeyIng "y24vasas pup 103yt uo saandadsiad Eubsm
[Appuosiad pup sapusny ‘('spg) soNAT "IN B HEMDIS [V U ‘J[95 3y} Inoge
SUOLIOU JOJ SISBQ ISIANIDSI0D "SA JNSHENPIAIPUL pue Japudn “(5861) "' ‘saxAT
. - 'ssa1g Ansiaaun) ayngg
DN ‘WRYIN "youpasad pur dioayr uo saansadsiad tauny :Lypuosiad pus 43p
“uag) ‘(*spay) $ANAT "H W W WEMSIS [V U “Aineiow o) Anjeuosiad pue ‘sapusd
'xas Jo uone|as Y[, ;Jusiidofaasp jerow uj s30u21991p [enpIatpu] “($861) *d ‘uoynn
"ASIM, INIOR MIN HOIADYIG up S0 [fIp XAG
‘(°SPA) ASIM 9P UZA “T'Y W ‘PIEYIIY W'Y ‘Uewpaly D'y uf "wawidojaasp
[FUOROMWIONOG piiyd Jo Xas ‘Juated jo xag '(pL6l) "W ‘qnenudm » I SIM
IPE-1EE LS navedolaaaq ppyD
“Juejul Junok auy3 w1 vonexy Jo suzalied *(996]1) ' ‘iejerey  fruedey W ‘sima]
—G6 ‘I ‘AMILIONT) 42D ~|{1443 Y X3S JO UONIIUNS B SB UOPILINUI EEEJ_QEWNH_M
jo sisjeus Uy UONIEIANU] JUSWUONAUI-TURIUI Ue Se 21RIS (7/61) W ‘SIMa

§2T - daouod-Ji9s Sy Jo 950y YL ‘1ydnoy L, pue Japuag g

. o . *r9g~G1 ‘1 ‘ASojoyhsg piuawdolanacy
*ajy) yo 1eaf 151y 2y Suunp ynwys e} o) sasuodsal SRl ((5061) (W ‘SIMaT
. . : 'ssald
AUSIATUQ) NG DN ‘WRWING "Yo4wasad pup Kioayl uo saandadsisd juain)
‘fppuosiad pup dapuay (("spi) SIAT HIN B MEMANG [V U] ;SSU|[l [RIUSW
ur SVUAIPIP X35 210y ale Ay elouesed-“sa uoissaidaqg ((S861) 'A'H ‘sima]
: . ‘ssa1d
1BMEBH JO A1ISISAIL() ‘MNjOUOH] "40148Yaq Jo suiannd asauvdnp "(9.61) 'S’ ‘BIQa]
"€S01—6E0T ‘0p ‘matudopasg piryD “Aitenpiatpui pue “a8e ‘ajels 01
Pa1E]25 SB SYONS XIJ2J pUE ‘SUONIAII ‘SIS 'SApIRIS [BIRUOIN "(696]) 'V 'Iauioy
LTT-901 ‘7 “wuswdoppaag puv dotanyag jupfuy “1olaeyaq
11205 JUBJUI WO JOPI0 Yikig pUe X35 Jo 19389 "(8L61) '['f *3910Ing 7 “"d'Y ‘wapy
. "1£9-029 '6F ‘Ma1AaYy jp80jo10§ uDIMAULY “SIUDAD OJI] 9jqe

| -2153pUR 01 AIIqRISUINA UF SIIUSIOPID X0§ “(pR6T) "CI'f ‘POSTON @ DY 121s59Y

‘UOSUOIY UOSE[ (IO
maN sisdppupoyddsd ooy pup fiosyr suonpd 13090 (0L61) 'O ‘Sraquiay
o . | disnugw paysigndup
‘pooyuosiad assundpy fo sanuounuy (omyindwa sy puv mot ayy (1861) "M KN

‘ . RUp)Y
080w '(5L9-499 ‘dd ‘II "10A) prom SwiSuvyd v wr pnprapur Surdojaasp
2y ‘('spy) weydeay "v'r % [29a1y " Ul "Aduejur Aires ug suondeisui 01 Afo
-foypedoyodsd s 1310w pue yuaweraduray s, Juegul Jo uonejar AL (9461 "d FANSY

. . "OFL=STL ‘8¢ “uaurdoaaacy ppyD 99u21aIp X35 L1823 Uy
:Anpqe [eneds jo swiaped [eyuswdorpaaqg ([861) D'V ‘epeay ¥ °S'H ‘wosuyor
: O LLET-6SET ‘9L ‘Aoroyadsqd
jouonpanpy fo pudior ‘Buiajos wagosd uy saousIagip x9S (FR61) 'S’ ‘uosuyor
‘5§21 SANNISIAA

-1{) [RUONBWISIUL (I0X MAN "PHO 1921q0 ayr puv Jjas oL "(v961) 'T ‘uosqodef

: : “TTUL-TIL ‘b€ "upapng pado
-0i24s4 *S101ABYRq paje[al pue Aiedws I S30UATAPIP X908 '(LL61) "T'IW ‘uswijjoH
: , JMUSPEIY NIOA MIN fjas Ay
Jo &8ojodongus ay | saSojoyrdsd snousSipuj ‘("spa) ‘§o01 'V #® sejaay d ul
‘sa1dojoyadsd snouadipur pue £8ojodoniuy :paydde japow ayy, (0861} "d ‘SE[P9H
‘Felop-123undS (IO MON "40IADY3q [DGL2AUCH PUD L2PUIN)
‘('spg) L3|usy "N 7 oAey *)) U] "S3ISEIUE) PUE S108} ‘S3108| (B, ‘sjeudis [eqizauou
ui $25u21201p X3s jo awdo]aasp YL (1861) "Z'D ‘TISARIEW B f[ ‘puEiaRH
21507 ‘Tt Adpaayioyadsg ~sisideray) 10)
suonsanb swog (Japusd pue Awouony "{(9861) [ *NOMIEW W 1Y ‘unsn-aIeH
‘PIOYRNE] B UewMOY I[N 'BMOIDL, rySnoy) jpiow pun
w04 (SPE) SI0AaW L' ® Amny “4°3 up CAroagy isunuag so) safuajeyny
SSINRICIL URDLLY PUR 2UIUIWS) JO AJUIPIN0D SNOUND 34, (L861) 'S “Juipiey
I ZE~GRT 1] saprug asaundny fo imunop sapnis asaunder ut eneacuul (vaido)
-0pOISW v-plemo ] asaurdep J4l Jo [9pow [EIXAU0D ¥ (GRAT) T WonBewe
SO~V IOL *TF IstPopoyadsy wnaaatuy | (1SIxa sanige enuds un saoua
-12)JIp PAIRIAI-X38 O(],, ‘uonsanh ay) oy 1omsue WBBPWP v "(9R61) "4'A ‘wadpey
'ssaid muBAlASUUA] Jo Knsisan(y ‘eiydiape|yd “aoua
-L2dX3 pup 2mn7y IUSUILOIAUD [RIOIARYIQ S3 PUR 138 YL (S66T) I ‘NamolRH
"RSH-SHR ‘of ey

umuins{o vuydecy “sagiEy (2201 L pZI




120 Hazel Markus, Daphna Qyserman

Friedman, R. Reichert, & R. Vande Weile (Eds.), Sex differences in behavior.
New York: Wiley.

Murphy, L.B., & Moriarty, A.E. (1976). Vulnerability, coping, and growth, New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press.

Nash, L., & Ransom, T. (1971). Socialization in baboons at the Gombi Stream
National Park, Tanzania, Paper presented at meeting of the American Anthro-
pological Association, New York, September.

Ruddick, S, (1980). Maternal thinking. Feminist Studies, 6, 70-96. Reprinted in A.
Cafagna, R. Peterson, & C. Staudenbaur (Eds.), Child nurturance: Volume I,
Philosophy, children and the family. New York: Plenum Press, 1982,

Sampson, E.E. (1988). The debate on individualism: Indigenous psychologies of
the individual and their role in personal and societal functioning, American Psy-
chologist, 43, 15-22.

Sanders, B., Cohen, M.R., & Soares, M.P. (1986). The sex difference in spatial
ability: A rejoinder. American Psychologist, 41, 1015-1016.

Schneider, D. (1576), Notes toward a theory of culture. In K, Basso & H. Selby
(Eds.), Meaning in anthropology (pp. 197-220). Albuquerque: University of
New Mexico Press,

Sedney, M.A. (1987), Development of androgyny: Parental influences. Psychology
of Women Quarterly, 11, 311-326.

Shapiro, P., & Penrod, S. (1986). Meta-analysis of facial identification studies.
Psychological Bulletin, 160, 139-156, .

Sher, G. (1987). Other voices, other rooms? Women’s psychclogy and moral
theory. In E.F. Kittay & D.T. Meyers (Eds.), Women and moral theory, Toto-
wa, NJ: Rowman & Littlefield. :

Shweder, R.A., & Bourne, E.J. (1984). Does the concept of the person vary cross-
culturally? In R.A. Shweder & R.A. Levine (Eds.), Culture theory: Essays on
mind, self, and emotion (pp. 158-199). New York: Cambridge University Press,

Shweder, R.A., & Levine, R.A. (1984). Culture theory. New York: Cambridge
University Press. ,

Spacks, P. (1982). In praise of gossip. Hudson Review, 35, 19-38,

Spilich, G.J., Vesonder, G.T., Chiesi, H.L., & Voss, L.F. (1979). Text processing
of domain-related information for individuals with high and low domain know-
ledge. Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior, 18, 275-290,

Stewart, A.J., & Lykes, M.B. (1985). Conceptualizing gender in personality theory :

and research. In A.J, Stewart & M.B, Lykes (Eds.), Gender and personality:
Current perspectives on theory and research, Durham, NC: Duke University
Press.

Vandenberg, 8., & Kuse, A.R. (1978). Mental rotations: A group test of three-
dimensional spatial visualization. Perceptual and Motor Skills, 47, 599-604.

Veroff, I. (1983). Contexual determinants of personality. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 9, 331-344,

Walker, L.J., de Vries, B., & Treventhan, §.D. (1987). Moral stages and mora}
orientations in real-life and hypothetical dilemmas. Child Development, 58, 842
8S8. :

Walraven, M. (1974). Mother and infant cardiac responses during breast and bottle
feeding. Unpublished dissertation, Michigan State University, Lansing.

White, G.M., & Kirkpatick, J. (Eds.) (1985). Person, self, and experience: Explor-
ing Pacific ethnopsychologies. Los Angeles: University of California Press.

5. Gender and Thought: The Role of the Self-Concept 127

Witkin, H.A., Dyk, R.B., Faterson, H.F., Goodenough, D.R., & Karp, S.A.
.A Gmmv Psychological differentiation: Studies of development. New York: Wiley.

Witkin, HA,, & Goodenough, D.R. (1977). Field dependence and interpersonal
behavior. Psychological Bulletin, 84, 661-689.

Witkin, H.A., Moore, C.A., Goodenough, D.R., & Cox, P.W. (1977). Fieid-
n_n_un_ana and field-independent cognitive styles and their educational implica-
tions. Review of Educational Research, 47, 1-64. .






