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Statement of the Problem . ", ‘ ' '

. ’ . * Only throu h an'lntevratloh of theories®and practlcal
. researbh findings from 'studies %n‘the area of phjSlcal "o

e ) -~ education, psychoplogy, oreénization and administration and
- 8
sociology Wlll an understandlnv of the functlon or role of

hostlllty in sports be dptcrmlned The 1dent1frcatxon class

Hd
construct Whlch 1s more general and comprehen81ve 1n nature !

Ay - )

. than that of the ambiguous " reference group construct is used

IRE . throughout thls study as a more apnroprlate term (LaFave, 1972)
- ) 1
" Also, P suogect possessep a glven 1dent1flcat10n class if and

.

. only 1f‘that subgect has some symbol by which he represents

?thls 1dent1f1cat10n class <to hlmself (LaFave, Haddad and .

- Marst%ll, 1970) The cultural- 1nf1uences a35001ated wlth :
f . hostlllty in sports and athletlcs become the symbol by whlch

4L1ttt§ League 1dent1ficat10n classed manlfest themselvesl N

: -
. - The avowed goals of the people and part1c1pants 1nvolved'!

® #. ) - . . . . ) .
" - with Little League have long been better interpersonal

[N

»

relatlons, “zoodwill and cooperatioﬁS(thtge Leapue Handbook
and Manual, 1972). In order to understand the factors and

outcomes that. promote oetter 1nterpersona1 relations, goodwlll

~and cooperatlon it 1s necessary to 1nvest19ate those varlables‘

R ‘ Whlch would’ lead to 1nterpersonal ctonflict and hostility.
Hostlllty~iz aroused=by goal blogking and threat (Horwitzt

N '19585 - In Littlé League both of these variables are ev1dent f

at the allstar level.. Af this level considerably more - x4

L
emphasis is placed.on'winning and -the neceSsitnyor beating .
the opnonent., Successful*participants’attthjs level are . ‘v
. - ' -~ - ’ : R )
2 ] . . x . . . ; N ,
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accorded many forms of'8001al and materlal relnforcement.
Allstar part1c1pants have tradlt}onally represented the oest '5;1
.players in a given comﬁunltja They are endorsed by the_ﬂ
communlty and the news medle where thelr behav1our ig hlrhly
onbllcized ¢ The 1dent1ty of the coacheS; the Sponsors,-the
Darents and . the communlty depemd upon tge ehecess of ghls' .. f ﬂ--
~ team. Nuch of the leavues resources are dlvert;d.lﬂtq this-
restrlcted segment of the orvanlzatlon (Unlverqltj of Hlnduor;
‘[?AR for CS&] 197q) " Allstar teams must bravel great o <
edlstances>to challenﬁe other-renresentatlves from othér '. :
~commun1tles, and many crests, trophles and banquets are ."
~5warded to tpe sucgessful team. The‘allstar 51tuet10n )
becomes ahgéaterized semi-prdfe%slpnal situation. The'é
participants are the béét, tbeir success is hi?hly regafeed e ﬁ‘
and. bedhdifﬁl!y rewarded. ‘In his research Bendure (1960). "
.states that children will readlly 1m1tate the behav1dur of'
a role model, esuec1ally when the medel‘s behav1our is
.rewarded.‘;V1olenbe and hostile 1nt1midathn of an_opponent
arefaccepted fprms,debéhgvieur fof the highly puelicized_:‘

ané'overtly rewarded professiochals and.indeed:fdr all other;

o athletic organi%étidﬁs. At the~éll§ter level it’is posited

. ¢ PP
that such behav1our is role modelled, part of the allstaf*s ’

LY

perceptual f¥amework focuses on these accentable forms of

.ghOStlllty. e -

<

For the aﬁlstar playe} there 1s acceptance of the

/\Egtuatlon and commlttment to the cause' these particlpants :

< 4 - . .

. . . : ]
. . Y ' - . . o

-
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5 ’ - ! ' 4 ' - . -, ! ’
j:‘_' . . .« * n _.' ’ " N ! . g o . ' : . LR
< 'qecomc\eco-lnvolvea (Snerif. and, Sher‘f, l,c, ._7To,the,ego- L
- o . - . . .
B 1nvolved alls tar player, failure ‘and thesfear 01 fbifure . ‘, .
T Jorov1oe not onl frustratlng out a threatenﬂnr and antaronlstlc

» ) N ‘ ‘ “
A env*ronment Eamﬂliar;t" wltnSthc oanctlon d nostlllty Ior S L
nrofe351onals and hostlllty caused DJ coal olockwer and. threat

' ‘orov1de relevant cues to cﬁe allstar pl:yers\gglch are producttve

of an. alletar lﬁentlflcatlon class. At the lea Ue leVel whmle . o

- tbe l;kellhood of hostlle cues maJ be preSeet at olayoff tume,“

. . -

where winaing’ bccomes soc1allj rnore 81"h%\1cant, there 1s x} ‘ .

nerallv lhrouc}out the season much lessqemoha81s plécedaon -
winning (UnwverSLtv of Nlndgor,(:A? for CS l97h) Also the’ )
e ' ']oyaltWes of thencommun*tV are more w1dely dlgtrlbuted ,80 that .-

overall for the leacue 1dent1f1catlon class the likcllﬁOOd of \

-

e e relevant cues concerhlng hOotlllty Are reduced ot '.'

\ -

Where allstar and leaeue 1dent1flgat10n claSses reflect

dlvergent soc1o-psychologlcaﬂ models, response dlflerehces in- N
o7 ~',Q‘ vthe blnocular rlvalry 81tuat10n becomealmportant Bllncular R
AR < .
L rlvalr; as descrlbed oy ingel {(1961) ?ELp~st1mulus-am01gu1ty
e » -
VAN : 51tuatlon.-nln thws StudJ 1t was 1nduced by means., of a o

Seo .’eg »etereoscope Whlch ahlowed the 81multaneous presentation of two

,:" . ;» ‘dlffefent 1mages (one hostlle, one noh-hostlle) to,the monocular

# -q‘ ; ~‘lf1elds of ‘the perceive;e' The' éinoculaf rlvalrj 81tuat10n ' -

5 ! .creaies ecuisual.competiflon betwaeﬁ-the.twOveyesy"Thle' . o c";::
E . retinal'competit£6n ueslresolved-by on {mage-emeréinpkeS’ .. L

v

‘ } domlnant in the ylsgal fleld In Bltua 1ons of stlmulus-
. . N o~ pr ’ . T
: ‘ mDIGUlty as in blnocular rivalry, perceptual response’%elles '

N

up0n the functlonal value of the stlmulus to the percelver.

- [N . . 4. ‘. -
-~ PR . - w
- .

1&-— . “ ‘. ' ‘ B . T .-‘
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. e e e t y LT " R
This oriuciple of the :ransqftlonal theory of percep%}on

-~ . M N . . . - - .
. (Kilpatrick 1351 19¢ 1) “when anﬂl ed®in the vresent stud:
. i ' . . . <
indicated that the dominant lmage omergihg.jrom-tho‘riyalr;

. ‘ \ . e _ ST . ‘ o R
ela woutld bLe tPe stiaulus having the rreatest, meaning or

» -

! : value to the ousorver. Laclking relevant meanins, the other
. &0 N ) ' ~ ) - - . »
1mage tends o b“ sgsﬂre$5ed:either comnictel: or nertially
(unr‘el 1'73 ) ) r o R » ’ ..“ . K o
- ‘ : J T L. . . - -,
f Y . Syt e N
- . EE Ay?JCEé"l"jnr aosumntﬁon in th:s studv is that, gue to
. ‘ - S »
o dlflerlnrr demanau nade upon the varti 01nauts. allstar »layers
3 -
? . . Al
' , " - are nore e"o-lnvotved w1th hostilitx than aré league »lavers.

. “« Ca
: , The sclcculv//nroce'“ of‘vaﬁual'peroeptioﬁ‘witi then rel:
. - cL o
' upor allstar plajors beins more roceptivé-to nostile stimuli.

and league plaryers veing less,recentive to hostile stimulils
(] . .

. e ! e \‘ ’ ” . B . L. e “ :

2y computing resnonse dﬁfferences in the binocular rivalry

. : ~ situfition thi  study 1nvest1*ated the nercentlon of qostllo
: o athl the gtlmull au ‘a, functlo:,of an LﬂleVdual'cf v ’
. . 1den}ificatlon c‘Lass.}.o | ) L ] . 1.‘7 '  "‘f
. lelﬁatlons ¢f the Studv~. o - e
- ' ] B Having BgEﬁ séleé%ed as either hosiile orinbnehdsfiie;

1n nature Qd the Judges, the slides weré mamchéd écdgbainp-

“. o

to ccrréwnondlny aci1vmtles and presented in nalrs. These

'acélvlt;ellwpre surflnv,nﬁas;Qall, xodeo! football .hocke' L
and tennis.l S0’ that perceptué& dOﬁlnagce mas‘not.lgfluenced
%} such dlfferlnr phrs;cal prOpertles as brlgbgneuq, texturej

'or!forn, the slldes were matched with as few élffeéences as -

. '», 7 . | . ,.A . (\ _ n -
. . . . 4 . . . / R
- - ~ : | TR c
- K < . . P . 9, -
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possible. The activities'regkesented in the pictures‘or

slides were not necessarily selected on a culture preference
" g basis and thus may not be representative of activities
current{y influential in Canada. ‘ L,

. A second limitation involves the quasi-experimental

nature of this - study-and the uéé of volunteer subjects
from Viindsor WG%t's Major Division. These factors make the

generalizability of the findihgs_both restricted and limited

’

) . (Rosenthal and Rosnow, 1949). Also the natufe'of fhe allstar
. teanm iimits the éize'of any given Samﬁléi. liowever, by
invesﬁigatiné more ﬁhan Oné group‘the'samble giéq\and.thus
\ - ) significance of the figdingé wouid be incréaSed. éverall'

the innovation of more sophisticated measurements would
‘help to increase the power,-significaggi and genera¥izability

of future studies. ) o .
" Although this study is limited z&{‘séope, it is hoped

{  that it is a,étep.towardé”ﬁ&g::%aging ??éearch into the area
» L : \ . : o
: of hostility in sports; and it™is further hoped that future
. . Y . X )

G . studies will investigate more ‘the total complexity pf youth’

S S SO ..
spert organizations. - ¢ “fff. oot »

‘, Definition of Tefms - ' . -

I, Hostility: o ' - 1
A potentially injurious or antagonistic tendency, a-

. _"’ *siﬁuation_where injﬁry occurs or there is an attempt to -

‘inflict injury. ' | /4:
- 23 Non-Hostility: : " . SR

. A . L R ' - -
SR ' " : : ‘ B
H , . . . P . v N
DA - : ' -4
i . . ‘ ST .
G . PR . .
R . s . L . ; M B
R - . o -2 N
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‘LacltinZ of hostility, a situation where no injury occurs
’ © . ‘ ) . ~
or there is no attempt made to in¥lict injury.
3. Bgo=invclvement:
"~ Refers to "The arousal of a situationally relevant ¢go- |

R °  attitude, whose participation in ongding psychological
) activity menerates modes of behaviour that are more

S N . ' e
;: consistent, more selective, and .more characteristic of
. >

the verson in that respect." (Sherif and Sherif, 1969,

v. 337).7

v . ’ Lo Identlflcatlon class: . . —
h ‘ ' L The covnltmve set of elements which r;;:lct the attltudes
) ; o | ?f the subject. (%aFavé;}Haddadiand Marshall, 1970?.
i. 5. Leéﬁue: " ' ) , I ’ o \
‘Those boys who play baseball w1th1n thelr own c0nmun1ty
league, those boys who do wot play allstar.‘ .
¢. Allstar:
Those boys who are chosen to represent thei;'community
-in qoﬁpetition against boys from othér community 1eagupszv
o 7. Stereoscope: | : ;‘ ' : .
An optical'insﬁrument uséd to combine two ﬁicturesxof
. the sane object taken froﬁ aliqhtl& different poinfs'of
v1ew thereby giv1ng the 1mpre881on of a 51ngle plcture,
havmng depth,- For nresent purpoaes photographmc slldes
are used. B R
‘8. Alternatién: . -

.

The éontiquous coming and going of the  left and right /ﬂ

-
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9 ] R .
L S . ‘ .
. . K
. i ( N I‘ . .
* ’ .‘ - \ = !
. monocular field image durinsg a viewing exposure ©f long
. - ¢ N .
duration. -~ . . ’/
’ - ’ - ’ ..' °. \\‘
; 9. Linocular (retinal) rivalry:f, . .
- : .

A stimuluseambicuity situation; the simulténgous
)
stimulation of the eyes by two sufficiently different

- ~

- patterns to make fusion of the imarés impossible and

(] s

create a visual competition betwgen the eyes.
* T

- 19, binocular resolution:

-The outcome or agzggl perception of a dom%naﬁt stimylus
in the binocu%ar’Fivétry situation. .
11. Monocular;égmiﬁénce (dominant imggej: .
: Thét image which consistently e#grts‘its Jpresence in
the.respeétive field,-accopding to the verbal response
. : of the perceizer. The other monocular image_is.snppfesseg
' eithér partially or whoily{ (Engél; 1956)

,

) - -

L -

H
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-Theoretiéam-@:ckzround . T e \
. : o . o ‘ M"""(*u—._ ..
~L , To detormlne the Iunctlowlnr of ocrceotual SClGCthltj'

1u‘1s first neceSQarJ to con31der trm rene51§ of theorles

r

e . ﬁ_vln oerceptlon.- Inltlallj theorles ln berceptlon were intent
" - “upon explalqlnr how and Whj we petceive things the way we do.

. {1 P The sonsory-tonlc field tgeory of Werner and Wapner

, (1o52) proposed the incorporation of the nerceiving organismn's
. P 2

Lol »

. “tOnic-state,’alonm with‘gpi sensaory aspect, as vital to

Dercentlon and weanlng.' 16 thods°of spatiél vlacement .and Yo

»* -
-

o ;' percelved ﬂotlon, althourh oupportJIN tha theorj, proved too
'narrow for renerallzatmon to other percepntual nhenomena. ﬁ\

-

' Demonstratﬂon of tne link betwecn the tonus situation with .
meanlnﬁ.ln perceptlon have, so far, not been adequate. A
common deficiency'aoong’egisting ﬁheories has been_fhe lack-
of cléar explohafion of the assignmgnt of meaoing in the

. . ., oércépfual proceésf'-What-an object,.Fvent or situaiidn

signifies is clearly é fe1oﬁént coe to response, pa;ticuiariy'
in social situations. -

- Further attempts were desigheo to show that.events are
percelived through and organlsm 5 structurlng of perceptual
material. Tichener and Borlng (A¥lp0rt, 1955)-advocate
similar core=context theories. Ticheﬁer's'core-COntéxt'
theory (Allport, 1955) emphasized a focal.group ofls nsations
~oalied the Mcore'. Acc0mpanying this sénsory core is Y{he

| "context" or secondary sensations ‘supplied by- past exper;gnces.

Different 1ndiV1duals all posses the same core;-however,
- 1o .

. " ., -
‘e . )
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Bne's context, and ihus’the meaning of pBECeption is looked
$ '

upon as an 1nd¢v1dual cuatlty asSoc1ated with differing

“past exnerwences. Borlnr s core-context theorj (Allvort,

" 1955) lmphmd that reanlnr in percentlon is solelj derived

fnom the context the core is devoid of any meanln - While

. ~

Tlchener and borlnv added to the theoretlcal framework of . .

_’.J perGGnthQ nelther tneorv acconnts for anj dynamlc 1nier-
- ‘-') b»";’-.’ T e

v o actlon betwéen an Indlvxdual and the nhjulcal and socio- -
) "l!': .
psychoﬂoglcal env1ronment J \\\

Gregor¢ (lQﬁn) callo for a grooan towards the orvanlswng

- - Q

'of éénsorJ data 1nto obgects. The seelng “of objects 1nvolveo
:manj~squrcesiqf.1nformat10n peyond those meeting the eye |
whén we look af éﬁy qi&eﬁ object. It generally involves,
knowledge of the object derived /from prev1oushexperlence.~ o
Objects have pasts and futu?es‘that oecome an embodlment
of knqﬁledge and expectatlon, thay are far mohe than .

- patterns of stlmﬁlatiopd Fpr Grevory (106ﬂ) perception °

could not -be determlned simply by stlmulus patterns ‘but

_rather by a dynamic searchlna for the oest p0081ble

1nterpretatlon of 'all available data.

As yet .there is still llttle known ‘as to how man 1is
physiolépically ¢capable of perceptlon.» However, 1t is known
that man does percelve, he is capable of attaching meanlnﬁ to
events. The explanatlon of meanlnv in. terés of “signlflcate"'
and."sigq" of the slgnlflcate:(Osgood, Suci and Tann?baum, 1957)
is integral to bhe present sﬁudy-aﬁd ifs‘ﬁndefiyiﬁﬁfﬁ"‘
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treorétical basis. Vords as.symbols that representioibjects
. y UgeEs .

and the object itself are clearly different stimuli; hovever,

 the sign ( ) ‘should élicit behaviour-sinilar to that

oo J . wanich the signli*éate (actual object) vrings forth (Osgood,

»

“~

Suci and Tannebvaum, 1857), Sisns functionins as cues and
% .

o o renreoeﬂt“ﬁf “eﬁl oudecto, events or situations, are
™ B : “ ¢ .
meaniwwfut in nercentioq if they elicit responses that are
‘ T
. : 1n113r tothose nrodgced by a ol"nlllcatc object.

* ]

o AIIUOFL (1 '55) suffests that man's constant interaciion

ﬁith exuernal Sylmull in the external environment is reflective.

, - vof;percepﬁualﬂ5et5_%grceptual set being man's willinzgness “
o : o et T ey R . . .
PR R o) nerceiVe'tne world the way it is. Snerlf and Cantril

_ ¢(1°A7) conuend that any social environment includes values
\v' LA e 7/

e o ; or. norms, wnlch Varj in their uniformity and thelr duration.
. e 'anat-the‘lnd;v1du§1 is and what he,feels~h1mself to bq are

Cib férgely'conditiohed'by tho particular constellation of values

. ;: . ﬁéibéérns and  that become a2 part of him. For the nurposes,"

14

R .l'jﬂ 'i of°thlo study, man nercelves the world no oniy the way it

s - . \

-iis but aloo he oercelves the world the way he is. Perceptual
set here refers to both internalized and;exbernallzgda

- | _ values that are assigned to objects,. events or situations

(Sherlf and Sherif, 1969 ..

e
)
.

. o "', An occurrence doea not beEome -an event until some
C . 51Fn1f1cance is glven to 1t ;. an: occurrence only becomeo an

event when the happenlng has 81vn1f1cance (Hastorf and

* *

Cantril, 1957). Out of all thé occurrences.going on in the

s . ' : : . . ' " . ¢
. .

N j . j : |
A‘:::_ . ' . ) .. . . o/ » ..',
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1 . - ' Ud
0 . - .
. ] ”'L) [ . . o
. < ) .. ' ° .
L environnent, a nerOOﬂ Gelccts those t«at nave som%$§}*n1 icance
3 : . ' ° * {f. ) ) < .
) éor hin 4‘rom his own es ocentrwc nosition In a toﬁal_maérlx.

Taglur_ and Fetrullo (10)?) state trat a perceiver rez
. .

an oo)ect as bav1n” tko noteqtlal of represerrtation and

. Lntentlonal ty. Relevant meanifns 3 attacned to occurrences
~N
_ when nrlorltﬂes are egﬁgb%fgg;;/’or tho 1nterna1*zed values.
o N ) '—// v .
. Snerll a.d She if (1949) explaingthatffor perSOns highly

1nvolved in an issue, the threshold of acceptance for relevant
stimull ie heightened while the threshgld of rejection is -

lowered; probably proportional to the depree ofr their
v . , . ')0 . . -
involvenent or committment to an “issuc and.individual intensity.
Relevant meaning is assigned to internal values based on a
derree of familiarity and ero=-involvement for any particular
. . S
occurrence. . : = . ;
For Hastorf and Cantril (1067) a soc1etal event is the
< !‘H
sharing of significances. Man 1s soc1allzed throuﬂh sqc;al
te .
~51tu?t10n4 (Helanko,1957), Relevant meaninﬁ is assigned to-

Nppioe—

external condltlons based on cultural memoershlps, pgrticular
e .

social expegtaﬁcies and the sharing of'externally socializ?d

values. - S . L e

s . .

~ The theoreticaliapproach labelled . transactional
4

functionalism (Kllpatrlck, 1951, 1961) is followed for the

: present study. ‘Central to this anproach is a dynamlc
) interrelationshlp between an organism aud gnvironmental
. . : g 7 . . *
. . ‘. .-. .
" cues. Perception, as a response to a flxed‘stlmulﬁg is

' discarded; dd}ing perceptidn a "jransaction"'betwéen observer

+

. . ~ 4 ”~

. 1
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and-envirdnment is held to occur. The nature of an oblject

-

- or situation can only be_assessed by considering-both

.

onserﬁﬁr a”d the perceptual cue. Experience plays an N

‘. | . R

1mportant role in Dercentloﬂ. Past actions which have

satlslled.the orranism's purposes have resulted .in -

» -

sircnificanees beins attached to these actions. Unconscious

"asouwntwon"” are built around ,significant environmental

.cues; tnese serve as directidns for present and future actlon

involving 1dentlcal or similar stinulps-cue patterns.

Percention becomes ruided by one's uncpnscious‘assumntions

SN of vrobable simmificance for actlon (Hastorf and- Cantril, 1967).

; 0

. ' - Dﬁfferences in past experlences will thus nroduce varlance ‘

- in,assumptions, and thus, percention. However, desplte each
1]

man's expericences and significances attached to.such universal
assumptions{and perceptions are pdssibfe-when common purposes
Jand actions haﬁe'exiSted amdna individuals. Perdeptiohs"
e | based on soc1a1 rotives, normg and values, ?ﬁpecialIy:when

oot SN , _ . o .
. y thesﬁ‘ére'associated with identification classes, may elicit

.

“

a common or class response. ’ ‘ -
Ames's experlments (Anes, 1961) and those of otheré
(Kilpatrick; 1961), altho%gh'not always emp}oying real life
R | f'situations or éignif;catos; neverthelefg‘used the sign of-
”‘~ the SLgnlflcate as the behavioural cue; A Eirn; for exampie
. a plcture, has meaning which transcends tbe limits of the .~. e
cue itself and reaches the reality of the s;gnlflcate.' .

.
N

Ekperiﬁents,ﬁy ﬂe§ gave sgpport to transactional functionalism;

3 . . \ a : . .
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5 )
D * . ',,'—r

a rotatlnﬁ trane201d appéared to subjects as a rectanrular o

wwndowﬂ despite the fact that the re&knal 1mafe was shown

to be trapezoidals (Anmes; lQCl) ' Past experlences associated

with the yé%tangular shape of envifonmental’obgects at
differing viewins points have resulted in the unconscious .

assuription éhat the perceived trapezoidal relates to thése
2D (I

o and is therefore rectangular. This is the most li&é1§‘ ! ;
significance of the one cue éS'relaﬁed'td familiarty, experience
— :’ and purpose of.thq organism in his/hér_environment, Simitar
- . findiﬁgs hqye been observed in éxperiments émgloying'éugf

Adistant from the

. k ambiguousipigFerné. Points of 1i§ﬁ£, eq)
. subje?$ ye;'ﬁﬁequal in brightgess intensité#, rgsuﬁted in;.
‘subjects nerceiving the b;ighterlligh§ as neaﬁgx. The
r subjects assumed ‘that the lights were ff equal brightness,
and'thgreforeq the objectively briéhter source was nearer. )
Subjec£s pespcnded subjectively from éssumptions aéiumulatéd
.. from past experlences in similar 81tuatﬂono (Kllvatrlck, 1961)
. -A olnocular rlvalry Qﬁudy by Bapby (1957) mave support to  .
the position of thg transactlonal school, Subjects from
 dif%erént cqlturqé perceived those stimu}i.rejresgﬁting
.éxpe;iences specific ed-their own cd}ture and envirqnﬁent;
familiarity péedisposed the subjéct'é.resqldfi;n’bf the
rivalry situation. Engei (1955), usiné the rivaify situétion;
predicted outcomes in lipeé with the degr“ee of familiarity
subjects poségssed abéut cértain-stimuli; |

Hastorf and Myro (1959) demonstrated that when the two

&
L]

. ; o

1 o o

! ' . - ' L

A v S - ~
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« manocular stimuli haye meaningful coptent, what is seen by
. R ) 26y ; ]

the,bbserver'is no longer merely a fuhction of the formal

. stimulus properties; the contradictory information of the.

a

xhat]cohtent'wﬁi;h is most meaningful orfthe;most important .
. for him. . lMere iﬁbo;tanfly Péttigrew, Allp?rf and Barnett
(1958) advocate that although familiarity is élearly an
a - important decidi@% factor in the bpsolu%ibn of binocular
| cués; reSn&hées also:are revresehtative of’a Heighteﬁed .

concern apd’aeeb 1nvolvement in the issues.-

[N

 The Toch ‘and Schulte study (1961), Shelley and Toch
(1962) otudy Berg and Toch (1964) study and the Moore (1906)

a
s - study all 1end further support to transactlonal functlonallsm

¢ a8 an explanatlon of percentlon, and - to the value of

' 4

\ '. , ~ binocular rlvalry as a means of 1nvest1gatlng-81tﬁat1qnal ‘
) problems. Binocular rivalry as described by Engel,(19§6)

is eséeﬁtially'a‘sti@ulus—ambiguity situation; in the presén&
study a stimulus’'overload was induceg ;nd résqlutioh was
v _ determined by ‘the probabie significances, ego-invsivemenf .
and famlllarltv of certain hostlle athletlc st1mu11 for
A members of Little Leaglie 1dent1f1cat10n classes.

An Overvlew of thtle League RBaseball

The avowed poals of the thtle League baseball
‘ organlzatlon have long been better interpersonal relations,
Q cooperatidn«and'goodwill (Little League Handbook and Manual,

Eh 1972} ., Littlé'League baseball offers its participants the

. 4
&
-

) . . . ’ . ’ i ’ 6 ‘ ' ’
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'opportunity to gét{involved in organised spdrts. The
panticipants are'renortedly thé‘mgﬁer concern of the @
org anlzatlon.;,0verall developmen{ of edch part1c1pant is .

i enphasized. Little League baseball,affqrdo boys’ the &‘
B obpertunit}&to develop their.phm§icai skill,.heve~some
‘fun.end get invelved.SOCially with other boys. B _ e
o The avowed goals, "however, often conflict'uith actual.
‘ //.goal attainment. Orﬂanﬂzations and. their personnel 1ose ., '

effectivenese, eff1c1ency and morale when the goalsy methods

<

and procedures of profess1onal athletlco are confused witn

~

those of amateur sport 6Uﬁ1versmty of Wlndsor, {EAR for CS{]
197&. The allotar 51tuat10n ressembles more closely

profe031onal atnletlcs than does the league 81tuat10n. The 7

Unlver31ty of Wlndsor, [?AR for CS&] (197h) study showed that

results establlshed by ooservatlon techniques revealed a .

” d . dlscrengncy between avowedhﬁoals and actual ObJeCtlveS by

o ’ exn081ng behavloup associated with demands for excellencé“\
- angd wlnnlng; behaviour normally assoc1ated with tHe goals
of profe581ona1 athletlcs. The demands for excellence and

: w1nn1ng are greatly 1ncreesed in the allstar 81tuat10n.

. SR _ Allstar players have tradltlonally represented tne
. best players in . a glven cOmmunltv. They are chosen beceuse
R of thelr excellence at . the- phy51cal skill level. Anyone .

_ ; ““f§\ who: registers with tne-thtye League baseball organization *
. ‘J: n - » . ) ’ i . N . - -
’ ; is-assigned to a team in the league situation. At the

.

allstar level only a select few are chosen.-to play. .The

) _ .
. . . g . ST AR - N

. . o c e . » . »

\ . ! ) .oow 4 : _
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- *’"Little'Learue Handbook, and Nanualt(197?) states'that'every .
. e . nlayer mgst ﬁiay at 1egst some. nort_a——e‘*each and iyery
' rame. At the allstar level this 1s not ‘the case. The coach

« of the allstar teanm is ‘not oollgated to play each ;?%Eer .

- ‘ . in .a 5ame he may choose, thos ﬁbyers fron his 5quad that ‘.
. : . £ 3

-
I

he feels will &3 the best Job for hlm._ Whlle 1031nﬁ a -game, = ~

at the le%rue 1evel may-decrease a,team s standlng, it does
—

o E ,not ellmlnate*a teym from/;krther comnetltlon. At'theg e CT

13

'atlfgar lével. loss” of a Vame is mucn more flnal 10515? -a
rrame dlsquallfles tne team Trom an% urther plaj (thtlé
League JHandbook and hénual 1972). .o Jr\
Horwitz (1050) states that hostility. LS caused by
s goal leCklnF ard® threat.. The Uan9381ty of Wlndsor [?AR
for CSQ](197A) study states that confllct arlses from

,blocklng the achtevement of ultlmate Foals or m1851ons of

an organlaatloneand the 1ncongru1ty oetween structures and
ll»_ . "—1nd1v1duals. It also showed that wben the empha81s on
Y'.; winnlng and éxtellence vas 1ncreased*at tournament time . i
.. - there 1s an 1nérease in the observable hostllity. (Unlver51ty
;. ~of Wlndsor, [tAR for csm 197&) " At the allstar level,

.where tH% emnha81s on wlnnlna and excellence is at its - .

1

greatest it is p051ted that there*w111 be 1ess goal A
...attalnment, and less taSk fulﬁlllment will be an inevitable -

outcome.,- o; .o ‘ : ,,w i e

1 - —— e m mm m——— —————

1

In the allstar 81tuatlon the communiby”ira@e is

‘ 1nextrlcab1y nlngled Wlth team success. The\players'are.U )
'fﬁ— : C N T }*','?—‘\\\;v:‘ ot -

:xf.A ’ . - S - B S . U RS H
"il"‘. . . i . - o e . : . - to. ] . . ) . / . .
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no. lbnverighe fochs of attentioﬁ. Thelr uucceos .no lonrer
reflechs thelr own achaevenentu and the; ‘become iii?pn81ble

a L -

to the oreanization, to {he coaches, to the community and -

.

L ‘ o ) . i ‘ -~ -
- — " to their sponsors. Subsequentls larsge portions of ‘the
organizatiaﬁ’s'resoufqgg are diverted irto this limited .- ;
S » : { o
scvment of overall snrvice for its members (Universitjgof

b

. e
ocially by an 1ncrease in status and pres tige within ﬁhe
L

.community an& matcrxall by crests, trovhies and aanauetu.;

\Iglndaor, [éAR for CS@} 1974). Their success is rewarded

. N .4,.

- Not only % theru moal blocklnm in the allstar smﬁu?tﬂonh*:

.

- e out the degree of threat 15xWe1nht°ned for the allstar
‘players; the cummunity, leayue apd sponsor¢ are all debendent

B ') upon these players to be~succes ful " An undérlvinﬁ assumption

1n “this stud is that'ln relat;on *o thﬁ oal Llockln ’and' .
: Y j ' . DT
)’threat 1eapue and a}lstar players will be’ eﬂo-lﬂvoived

»

v "J“«

} Lo with hOStllluV and -the 1nten51t" of thls rplathonshlp w111

“n

¢ be greater, for-allstar plavers than for league plavers. S S

e

Alblnson (1072) states-that Ain profe951onal athletics

{ .

uhere is con81derabke emnh351a nlaced on meatlnh th? onnonent-
— S An rough play, agﬁressxon and thg‘use‘of'ahy tactics are -
.émnloyed as techﬁ4ques)tb éain‘victorv. Baﬁdufq ?3G69) -
states that chlldren will readlly 1m1tate the bebavxour ofh

P

. ..a role model eSpec1a11y if the model‘s oebav1our 1s rewarded.

.

;:The highly pubtlcmzed*and'overtlv revarded nroﬁesszonals- S

-~
+

becomigﬁ comparable role model fOr Little League plaJers.~

2

It is 051ted that these plajerg oecome ;amlllar wltn the s

+ a‘ . : S . o . . """. ) ) ‘a

- . - - . .« ‘ -
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P . acceptable, forms of hostility empahsized by professional

~ .

Co athletics. Allstar players will associgte more closely
: - . i . .
: ~___ with this hostility in that the allstar situation is

13

more similar to the professional situation.

. . ' The_ purpose of this rstudy _is to dembnstrate the effect
of identification classes; with their differential hostility

values on binocular resolution and ' the vperception of specific

- .
LN

hostile situations, using transactional functionalism

as the theoretical model. " As a research tool binocular
M . . ¢ ) T, .~—‘ . ) . o
rivaley facititates investigating perceriual ;selectiviiy

©

of hosPile athleti¢ stimuli in league and allstar

identification classes. * = . ‘

.

o \_The main research hypothesis of this study is: A '
a subgzzl’a'idehtification~¢1ass will determine perception
an@freso}utiod of' certain hostile athletic sEimuli:in a

. - binooular rivalry situation.

1
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ﬁvoothcszg_ o - ' .
’ Tre appropriate opérational,hypothesis derived {rono
the main research hypothesis is:
,i. The perception of hostile athletic stimuli-(HASi will

be‘greater for the expéfimental-gpgpp (Z) %han!fof the
control group (C). .
The statiStical hypothesis becomes:

= 1. A) Iy : EHAS > CHAS

' B) Ho :'IIAS =CHAS .

whcre EHAS is thn perceptloﬂ of hostile athletlc otlmHI“
for the exverimental group and CHAS is the perceptﬂon of
hosﬁvle athletic stimuli for the control aroup.

s

The Suogects

Toe source‘of data for the study dervves from a finite
universe. Of the eight leapues w1th1n Wlndsor DlStrlCt
Five Little League, one was randonly chosen foﬂ thls study.
The. Dopulatlon consists. of/pa/; aged 11. and 12 within
Windsor uest's Maaor D}YiSlon. One independent sample
con51st1nF of 2'/po§§’from thlS ponulatlon volunteered as

.subgects.for the research 81tuatlon. These boys were -

selécted with the heldp and' influence of the COnvenbr,

\\ B coaches and managers within that d1v1sion.- All'boys weré.'

tested durlng 1eague play. When it was known which ﬁoys
would play allstar, thls sample for computational purpbses
‘was divided in two groupo, one the control group and one
D thé.experimengg?‘group. During allstar piay both groups
| wefe teéted again. Had apj.of these boys be9n'fami1iaf1
with the bipogulér rivalry techﬁiqﬁe théy would Mave been
‘ 22 .

L
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23 : .
excluded froo‘thié study. |
Prlor to the study vrover 52 student volunteif naive
~to the purpose of tne oxnerlment served as J dges of. the
-content of tne photograﬁnc slldes. <Lhese studerts were of

the same age group as the subjects usedfin the experiment.

The Test Instrument

¢ -

This sfud" used a conventional "VieWhHastef" in-
o \\/,f? nlace of Enrel'" {195 ) modlfled sterDOSCOpe 1"V£ew7Mas£er's"
.. operate.on the vrinciple of hinocplar Pusign of thei
. _ sébaraté monocuiar’fields,‘ﬁroducing aosinéle fused imace.
- Alterations were maoe‘so that ﬁhé‘?iower‘could accoﬁmodate
- two 35 mm. slides in a single viewing exposure. |
o ) _ ~ When the original v@eﬁef waa-split at the.séame the
| ,ﬁahdled disc rotator and the'spring were removed. The
Coriginal guides in the viewer were .filed away. Small
'Plastic suldes wgre nolded oﬁ.a black fo;a so,as to
accomnodate the Htwo 35 mm. slides.’ This form was then”
inserted between the frontmand.ﬁaok sections .of the ﬁiowef.
The inserted slides wou1d‘fit'seoure1y between the goidea
of the mold and thus propes placeaent of oach‘image in front
of its respaoﬁive moﬁocular.fielg wpold-becanaured.'
) To facilitate removal of the slidas after viewing“ -
,>/ . and‘to‘prévent a slide from-beinp iﬁsértéd too far into the
i . ’ apparatus, two small plastlc T's were 1nserted at the base'

: , |
of'the mold. TwO optlcal cubes with a 81nvle llvht sourceA

e .

were then’'attached.to the front gectlop;"When_theae

modifications were oompleted the front and back sections

’
<.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



< .
5 ) .
. 1 ” B :

were refitted. To ensure aralnst anj outside 1lisht source

21

“the v1ew1nf CﬂaMbers were wrapned securely with electrician's

.

tape. The entire modified apparatus was then mounted_io an

édjustablé crossbar and éttachedvto a retor§‘stand. Tite

lirht.source was wired to a separate timer and controlled.
by an on/off switch. Two exposures of this modified
! : apparatus can be, seen in Plate I.

Stimulus Materials

>

-

\; *E%e original 68 slides were selected by the expefimenter.
Tﬁg‘geventeen gctivities %Fpresgnted‘were base?ali, annis,.

footbéll,_hockey,.ridiﬁg, basketball, swimming, curiing,

track and field, skating, lacrosse, dance, surfing, golf, .

fishiﬂk, rodeo apd‘sailidé.’ These éctivities are ndi

specifically représentative of Caﬁadian culture but they do*
peéresent_a varied.cross-sectioﬁ of athletic andvspOrtingA
gvents. They kere chosen because they are publicized.by
- the nass media, ére more preuaient in crganiéationél'forml-
.and attract. both participant and speéﬁatof interest.
~ Operationally a nostile athletic stimulus is one which
depicté injury or an atfempt to inflict injury. ‘The 68
'slldes revresented a collectlon of stimuli that were to be
Judged .as elther-hostlle or non-hostmle events, 81tuatlons
or scenes. They were°judged by a panel of 52 students at
.Edlth Cavell schpol in. Windsor. Appendlx D represents
‘o the score lheet used by theso judges. The slldes were
numbered and presented in random order. ‘Before the slides
o o o - p . : T Q
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t ) .
were projected tne judges were told:
- '
"7olt are roing to see 73 activity sldides, on the
score sheet provided you see the nunmvers fron

[a)

v 1 to “3. YWext to each number is a column marked
‘ I¥ for hostile and a column marked NH for none
hostile. Hostility is injury or an attempt to .
inflict irjury. ¥nen you look at the slide, vut
a nmark next to the numbef for that slide when you .
have decided for yourself whetXer it is hostile- _
*  or non~hostile.” : . , o

.

(The slides vere éhown slowly and each rumber was calkcd .
for each slidet All.slides were shbén twice.. . .
The.next-syep inythe selection of Blides to be used
for this stpdygwag avtg}ly of the judge's scores, In all,
20 hogtile slides.and 39 non—ﬁostile slides received a 75%
na jority—of support. Then the slides were paired according
. to ;qt;vities S0 tha% a preference towardAan‘aC£iﬁity would “\/1
be deterred ia the bjnocular rivalry situation. Eventﬁally,
7 pairs of slides were found_td'appropriately match.
The final'decision for selection was based on ‘content -
similarity, ﬁicture quality and Qrightness.'Evegy attempt
vas made to reduce différenpes'that might influence qyggce«in
the binecular rivalry /situation. ALl slides wére black and
. ~ white so‘thét_ﬂo colour preference would be.detecfed. One
B ' ‘pair of slides was.iniéqtionally mstqhed'as-lie.élides.
Bofh pictures preséntéd to the moqocular‘fiélds wgre-hostile
in nature. Any éubject ﬁdf idggtifyiﬁg that'paif as. hostile
O . would be ‘excluded from the-experiment. The final .activities
repregentéd were surfing, baseball,'fééeo, foo%ball;‘£CCke§ S
ggd tennis, Final choices and fheir pairing arfangements

& »

L }
o .
. P
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are 111uetrated in Plate II.

Illustratlonl outllnes the actual presentation format.

F pair 1 the ‘hostile surflng slide was presented to the
1ef¥

eye field of the observér. The ripght eye field for

this pair "tN\en represented the non~hostile surflnr slide.

In pal; 2 the non-hostile oaseball ‘slide- was presented to the

1élt§eye field while the rlgnt eye field was exposed to

hostile baseball slide. in pair'3 the order was afain

reversed. To coetrol.fdf any right or left eye dominance

effect the number of hostlle or non-nostlle slldes shown

©to cach eye was equated as best as Dosalble. All olldes

weYe kept in a small file box and could be removed or

returned wlthout dlstur01nr the orwrwnal nresentatlon format.
' Pewr 1 is identical to pair 8 except that ‘the order

of presentation has ‘been reversed. For pair 1 the left

eye field sees the hoStile surfing slide while the right

: eye [ield . sees the nen—hostileAéurfihg slide and for.pair

8 the left eye field Bces the non-hcetile surfing s}ide

While the riPht'éye field sees the hostﬁle surfine’slide.

For (1/8), (2/12), (4/10) and (5/9). acounterbalance
design was used. While this method helped to control for
any eye domlnance efgect it also pr0v1ded a'measure of

individual response consistency.
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36
ILLUSTRATION -1 - .

Presentation Format Showing Counterbalanced
~-Stimulus Order for the Eyes and Reversed Stimulus -
Order for Pairs (1/8), $2/12), (L/10) and (+/9)

' o . ,

NONOCULAR FIELD

[Pair Left E‘Jp ;l’_‘l}ht Eye ,'
1 Surfing=-(H) : Surfing=(NH)
2 ' Baseball-~(IH) Easeball=(X)
’ 3 Rodeo(H) ~+ Rodeo=(NH) -
Y Football=(NE)  Football-(i)
-5 Hockev-(lﬂl) ilockey=(H)
e Bascball = (l - ’Easeball-a-(l‘.‘ﬁ)l
7 Hockey={1) L1e Slide Hockg?-(H) -
3 Surfing=(*H) - Surfing-(H) )
'9 Eqseballa(I‘IH) ‘ ‘ EBaseball -(H) .
10 Footballe(H) . o Football-(N%)
- Tennis=~(1H) - Tennis=-(H)'
12 -Eaéeballe(H)‘ j Baseball=(NH)
. T ‘ As a control for constant error from the preaentatlon

order format the scbdnle of presentatlor' wvas rotated for

) »

each.subgect. Subject 1's flrst trial was pair 1 and the

" last trial was pair 12. Subject 2's first trial was pair’

2 and the last trial was pair 1. Shbject g f;rst'triéi
. . : ] . _" .
was pair 3 and the last trial was pair 2. This procedure

wés carried out for ‘all subjects according to their position
: : ' ’ P : ' ST ' - '
- . 'in the testing order.

-~

"Each subject viewed the various pairs présented via
the stereoscope in a predetormined sequence. While Plate

II indicates the paired images, Illustration 1 shows the’

[
' v

.

-
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'actual presentation format of the stﬂmulﬁ arranved in thelr

} counteroalanced\de31gn. The viewing exposure for eacb trlal
was 1.0 seconds. ATﬁis'sbort exposure tine nelped to
eliminate alternation or confusion of images (Gregory,fl966).
The ?erbal‘}eSponses of the subjects were.?ecorded on a
score sheet shown in Appendix E.

The independent variable wae‘the subject's league or

allstar'identifieation class. The dependent variable was

the subject's perception of a dominant image.

Testlnr Procedure

A small T~esearch room furnished with a desk, A table,

a sw1ye1 stool aqd a few cna%ps was used as_the testing
sitgation. The file cards‘were numbered and the aﬁpropriate
slides placed .behind them. The slides were marked with an . -
X in the aptropriate left or rirht_cornerAdenoting‘tﬁeir

eventual Lnsertlon positlon for the apparatus. i

Bach subgect was tested individually. One subject
at a time was recelved 1n the testing situation. He was-:
| seated on the swivel stool. The slides in the file box

“were turned away so the s&bject could not see them; The

L}

I
-subgect was then briefed as a nart1c1pant in the v1sua1

perceptlon exper;ment. Ly’ nature each subJect was tested
'twice'so a coyer story as to the purpése of the experlment '

€. . - . L ———— ' t N .-

wae‘given. The subjects were under the impression that this
study was designed to¥measure eye dominancy., - A short _ A S
I visual test of eye dominacy was given to each subject. -

L. . . ’ o . . . -

. . . - . .
. ) . . ,
. . . )
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ﬁgis helped td éonvinceltﬁé subjepts that the covef story
was trué and tﬂe sqo;es werelactually used later to determine
any eye dominance effect. . |
B . A familiarity t£ial was given which.employed.a large
black circle-and a small wﬁite gi}cle as-stimuli."Iﬁ the
" binocular rivalry situation the two monocularffiélds were

-

superimposed, the small white circle appeared to be within
the la;ge black circle. The subgegp rested his eyes_against
the viewer with' his héﬁds rgé&ing at the base éf tne stand. @

'This pgsitign can be seen in Piaie III; Bach subject was’
reriinded td keep both~egbs open during the'onelsecond
viewing exposure. Initially the subject turned his back on
the apparatus thle the experiﬁe&tep-inserted fhe Slides.

' Thﬂgprocedure-ﬁreventéd mény subjects fme deﬁecting that two
'éepafate slides:ﬁere‘being inserted for One-trial and it
prevénted the subjéct from viewing a;y slide before the
actual test sitﬁation. »

) Subjéctslﬁefé'told‘that-thé viewing exéosure for each
Asubseqﬁentftfial would be 1.0 seconds and after viewing
they ;ere.to Qescfibe as best they coﬁld what was happening
in the{picture; The subjects weré told they would see '

Hactivity siides and that it was n@t necessafy to identify
theiactiQit5'un1ess fhey felt that'reporting'if @ould hélp-:

-  them to'describe the 5£étures. " The §uﬁjé§¥; wgrg‘aségfed

that'theré were no right of wrong answers but that their

. responses would qepénd upon their éye dominancy: This
OIS - - '_ i o ) . ) . : . -
I“i‘ . - . ' . ) v ‘ E

e
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proceddre leured that subjects would keep both eyes oven

during testing.

-

Iy

After'this;,thedexperiment began. The subject“turned

away whi{e the experimenter inserted the appropriate oair

.of élides. After each‘viewing exposure the subjeet was

aslied "That is happening in the plcture°" If the subject
| was not sure what ‘he saw he was aIlowed a secoud v1ew1ng »
with the same viewing exposure Fime (Shelley and Toch, 1962).
The sulrject turned away ffom the apparatus while ehe slides
were remQved. The subject's responses were recorded_on the
basis of the slide-that the sub&ect.described. At the end of
. the 12 pair trial period each subject wae asked oot to reveal
" the cogtenﬁ he hed‘perteived to any of fhe other suojects.-

« ‘At retest (T,) the familiarity test was not readministéred
but the. instructions”were redesc}ibed to each subject.

Again the subjects went through the serles of 12 trials and
the responses wege recorded. Flnally the gubjects were
 asked again not to reveal the content perceived to any of -
-the othef!éubjects.

Data Procéssiﬁg

The veérbal responses describing the stimuli perceived
- . 3 . .
were quantified as frequency tabulations and summarized in

Fraph form. There were two catemories for the stimuli

r

_percelved, one the (H) or hostile scores und the other the
(NH) or non=-hostile scores. The nominal scale of measurement

was most apﬁfopriate for the data provided by this study.
Y : . ‘ . C -
: ) -‘\

- . . ’ ) ) . . : C -

————
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 The hypothesis: THe perception of hostile athletic
stimuli will be®greater for the experimental,groub than for
thg control grouv was tested. by nop—parameﬁric procedures.

A Sign_test“bqséﬁlonc¢he binomial expénsionvﬁas épplied

to response differences between trials. A chi square test -

. of significance for two independent samples was applied to
\ ‘response differences obetween clasées.i‘A~chi square test
. of independence was ysed to determine if an,eye.dominance

efféct biased resolution and the perception of the stimuli.
° ] . N .

The chi square test of significanbe was also used to determine
the individual response consistency for pairs (1/8), (2/12),

(4/10) and (6/9). The contingency coefficient (C) was

employed to test the association between the variables of
. identification class -and response.:~- <

. ) e

Ve . . . N _i
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. Results

- Asacontrol for any eye'dgﬁSnaHCe effect, the order of

A}

presentation for some.stimuli was reversed and ¥oth monocular

fields were partially exposed to hostile and non~hostile

A )

I -Stimuli, Each subject was also tested for any eye domiﬁénce

effegt. This test procedure was elaborated in the Hethodology
' sectioﬁ. ‘ “

o In resﬁbnse bo the visuai dominancy test each subject

:'was scored as right.eyefdominant kRed), left eye dominant:.
(Led), or non-eye do:inght (Ned), These scores are available
in Appendix A. A chi sauare teehnique was used to determine

if the eye dominance effect upon resolution cxceeded ch&gce

expectations, Table 1 compares'the eye dominant and none

‘eye dominant groups in the chi'square test of independence.

~ TAELE 1 ot . ‘ j
: . : Lo ' - -'—’k
- Assoclation Between Response and :
Eye Dominance Effect
o | Class (N= 13) League' (Ss), Allstar (Ss) . 'x; © o Pp.
Eye Dominant 7 ‘ 9
Non-Eye Dominant ° & L
For all-cases dfs 1 e " 2.90 nus. |

oo ’ For the Qont;pl group there were 7 eye dominant and 6

non-eye dominant league Ss; for the experimehtal‘sroup there

1 u

were 9 eye dominaht and 4 noneeye dominant allstar\gs. The

resuifing“&?z 2.00 is not significant. Bqth reague and

-

éllstar classes' respbnses may be assumed to) be independent -

of monocular field dominance since no significant differences

‘ exiét between the eye dominant and non-eye dominant'categories.-
o~ : I 43
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Cae

‘2.2 1s'a comparlson of scores for the con%rol group at’ T1

4

Ly
. ) o N ., .
This lack of significance between league and allstar classes
,indicates that eye dominance was not a factor affecting
binocular resolution in this study.
I . . v . ) ° i “ . .
In Appendix E-the frequency scores over trials for all

groups arec available. These scgres are revresented graphically
: : S h
in Illustration 2, whiclk consists of Adistinct graphs labelled

2.1, 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 respectively. The ordinate axis on

cach graph revresents & trial number for which;thé data was

«

accunmulated. The absicissa represents the Ss responses,

ts

either hostilte or non-hostile. ‘The hostile responses are

inversely proportional 4o the. non-hostile responses. If

3

on any given trlal for which 13 Ss responded, a score of @
Ss respordlnr hostlle would be the sane as A Su resp0nd1n~

. T
non-hostlle. Graph 2.1 is a comparison of scores for yhe

rd

. control Froup at T1 and the experlmental group at Tlo, Graph

)

and the-control group at Ta.' Graph;2.3 is a comparlson of

»

scores for the experimental group at T, and the experimental -

group at‘Taz Gréph 2.4 is a comparison of scores for the

: ' r’
control group at T2 and the experimental group at ?2. The

comparative-results of the scores exemplified \Py Illustfatidn

2 are summarlzed in Table 2. The sign test baséd on the »
‘binomial expan51on was used to determlne if the perceptlon
of hostile athletic stlmuli was greater for the gxperlmeptal

group than for the control group. :

+

e bt s i



9

- ’ : Illustratlon Q= Graphic Representatlon
-+ of Response Frequencles for N

. Trisls 1 Through 12, excluding 7.
Hostile Responses . o ' >_Non-‘Hositi"Le.’ Responses

PR o ~ ~ e~ 1 o
& , " Graph 2.1, o .

O o ontrol T], ‘ Lo C P V/ A
”‘ 1 R Soeegi -~ xperlmen\*\ta]_ Tl . —— — - — SRR . .‘ SRS o " -
j i

)
TS : . . PR , . S Ly
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o © . - Illustration 2-Continued R
’ ‘ . Graph 2.2 v .
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: Hostile Responses .- - Non-Hostile Responsgs
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. Illustratien 2- -Continued

Gréph 2.3 - .

“Hostile Responses
. Y. '

i

0

. KEY"' "‘"",'_*
- s, | Experimental Tq
EXperimenta‘L T2 e —
- idf

‘L - 2

- et
2
-
» A
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Tllustration 2~ Cantinued.

- Graph: 2.4 )
Hostile Responses * ' Non=Hostile Res?onses
. ] =R F . . . o o .
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Sign Test Zased 6n The Zincnial Ixpansion

(1) Scores For'Groups ) -'(’I‘2 - Tl) » Predictioné
Ty;dl ' cTy CT, ETI.' 5T, .C = ‘Observed
1 7 3 o ot a2 O T EsC
2~ . 5 ¢ 3 L 1 i E=C
3 S 5 0" 5 1 550
R 3 g 12 =2 E>C
5 . &8 o zo0 s &
g 10 A 1 1t _ 1 n>C
: S5 9. 7 =3-2 roEC T
) . ' - 5 - 10 =L 4 E>C
1 g ’ 1. 10 0=l TG
w5 s a2 2 . | . B¢ e
12 : .3 43 5 12 oEsC

»

) ) ’ N ® . - ’ . .
The exnerimental oroun nerceived nostile athletic

, - "otwmull g tﬁmes more than .the control group, Based on

l
tne binomial expansion for 11 trlals thls deference is

- significant at the .Q1 1ev01 Qf probablllt Thus for tﬁe .

. : experimentai'Kallstar) roun the nerception of %ootlle

I € Swne S e -

athletic stimuli is 51ﬁn1flcant1" mreater than for the

- control (Ieaﬁué) rroup. . . -

, —_— e

Table 5 reveals how thc—%j—ﬁ from each ldentlflcat

. 'f blasg are dlstrlbuted on the ba51s of thelr resnonse

) : ’ - " '
e AR S ) “
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frequencies for all ihe hosfilé'and non-hostile athletic

stimuli. By summing the number of,Ss who perceive a given

+

the number of Sf not perceiving the same-image the significance

of response differences for each activity pair was

calculated.’

TABLE 53

ﬁostile atnletic stimulus and comparing this total with

Differential Class Responses to Atbletic Stimuli

‘Stimulus blasé~——:5ubject
S )
15

: CT,°

- ‘ . ET, .
| Surf;ng , CT,
ol SR ET,
' CT,

: - ET,

- ; Baseball1 CT,

ET,

CT,

e

'* Rodeo s CT,.

ET,

L
~ Football CT,

LA ET'

2

Baseball
. N ET5

° ET,
"Tennis . CT,

X

For all cases dfs 1

18
10

16

8
5

190

~J o N Wl

Classification
(NH)

11
8

16

R L

w19

29

16
17
7

4
7

3
12
9
14
L.

~ viuiaan

>

NS
3.846

1.384"

1.334

308&6
7.530
1.384
2.462

078

770
078

5.265
154

2.462

<154,

12,462

.592
.692
0692

5.538

1.334

2462

9.846 .
. 3.768

6.230
.692

078
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.N.85.

.05

"M.8

Nn.s

.05
D1
n.s.
n.s.
NeSe

N.Ge.

. n‘aSO

NeS.

n.s.

NeSs |

n.s.

n
L

n.s.

n.Se.
NS

!

3

.05

n.s.
n.s,
AL

N.S.

.05

N.8.
Ne&o
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For the control group, at test time (Tl),'Téble,B'

shows that for three pairs of slides there wete significant

differences _in the pérception of hosﬁleﬂsr non-hostile
"athletic stimuli. The control éroun siﬂnifidéntly perceived
the now—hostlle aspect of oaseball palr 1, tﬁe hostile

- aspect of hockey and the hostile aspect of baseoall pair 2.

For the'control-proup at retest (T ) there were no
smrnlflcant dlfferences in the nercentlondif/§98t¢le or
non-hostile athfxslc stlmull for 'any of tre Ddairs of slides.

" At 4¢est time (Tl) the exverimental group.perceived

'significant differences for three pairs of slides. They

81Fn1flcantly perceived the hosﬁile aspect of surflng, the

non-hostlle aspect of baseball palr 1 and the non-hostlle

o

'asnect of tenqls.. "

LI ; . .

L
For the experlmental group at retest (T ) it can be
seen from Table 3 that a 31gn1f1cant difference was Dperceived

.1n the hostlle .aspect of the football and baseball palr 2

stlmull.

Table h presents the 51gn1ficance of 1ntraclass response
dlfferences.‘ Accordlng to the number of chomces made Ss
‘were c1a551f1ed as hostile (H), undecided (U) or non-'
hostlle (NH) Hostile Ss were those perce1v1ng 7-11
hostlle athletlc stlmull, undecided Ss\$erce1ved 5-6 hostmle

or non-hostile athletic stimull, and non-hostile Ss percelved

.7-11 non~hostile -athletic sfimuli. o ' : ’
Appendix C shows the actual response distribytion °

[
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for the scores in Table 4.

-~ . .TABLE 4 e

Contingehcy Coefficient Between Idehtification Class
“and Dominant ‘&timulus Response.
2.

Class(N= 26) Subject -Glassification (7,) Total x" v.
: S €9 N ) (NH) ‘ ~
Control - 5 2 5 , 13
(League) L - e
Experimental 3 7 3 T3 T
(League) ‘ S Ty ‘
- ) 9 9 8 " ' n=26A Q...lﬂ_ n.s.
Class (N=26) * Subject Classification (Ta} Total—m?‘ p. C.
' 0 (H) (U)  (NH) . N
Control C2 5 'S IR 13
(League) , o : B . = y
Experimental 9 4 0, ' 13
t - > ‘ i
, (élls ar) -
‘ ;1 9 6 n=26 11.22 .0l. 51*'
A ] . “
For all cases df=2; (H)= Hostlle (U)~ Undec1ded, (NH)—
Non—Hostlle, *51gn1f1cant o, - ’

At'test time (Tl) in the response categories there were-
‘9 Hostile Ss, 9 undecided Ss and & non-hostile Ss. These

scores résulted in a non-significant *x= Q;QI. There were

no significant differences in the amount of perceived _ v r
, *  hostility between the control group and the éxperimental
group. " ' \ ’ ' ‘ .

o o — e c
At reteSt‘(TZ) in the respogse cdtegories there were

'31gniflcantly more hqstlle Ss ‘than undecided or non-hostile
. ' §5. The responses of 11 hostile Ss, Q. undeclded Ss and 5

&

. . ) . .
N ' L ’ : ‘. . . - °
B - . -

-
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non-hostile Ss resulted in a significant (.01) chi sguare

-4

11.22. There were significant differerces in the amount

B »
1

of verceived nostility between the control group and the

0

experimental group. . This difference when investigated oy
v

a contingency COfolC“Gﬂt showed a value of .51 which is
, 2

- .

.significant beyond chance. The contingency coefficient (C)

function of chi square. With the chi square

sh\inificant at the Q1 level of probability, - the value of~

* - C is significantly sreater than 9, revealing an assogiation
‘ . - , 3

reported (Edwards; 1961). These results confirm the
association between 7dedt1fﬂcatlon class deferences and
fdiminant stimulus response catenories.'_- ‘

— o | *Subjects were exposed to stlmulus pairs twlce. The
| second v1ewlnc'was a reverued eye order nresentatlon wthh;

as dlscusoeu 1n'tnerMethodology sectlon, provided a control

, . . for eye, dom:nancn. It also permitted an~analysﬁs of su

" response conSﬂstenCJ to 1dent1ca1 1tems presented to the

" 1

right and’ left monocular flelds. The relatlonshlp bptween

the st V1eW1ng responses (For items 1, 2, h, 6) and those
e : !A of the second vmew1ng7(1tems 8, L2, 10, 99 was 1nvestirated
' and is presented in Table 5. R _
° ‘:‘ Since eadh ifem pair wae thSically identical /8,
| 2/12, 4/19, 0/9), a subaect was’ scored as con51stent if "
. he~responded~H/h or NH/NH. Slmllarly, an 1ncon51stengp
. subject was one.who responded either H/NH or NH/H on the

N
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TAELE 5

Sucject Response.Cousisiency on Identical
Stimulus Item Pairs - ( .
Zxperinental Group '7  Consistent - Irnconsistent k? n.
(KMllstar Class) A o -
1/8 . 18 - : S ‘ 3.8u6 .05
2/12 . 19 L7 5.538 .05
C4/10 . 15 1 615 n.s.
5/9 ' 21_‘ v 5 C9.846 .01
Control Group ~ Consistent Inconsistent %2  p.
. -~ (League Class) ‘ : '
1/8 - S 25 1 22.154 .0
2/12 . 22 I 12,482 .01
4/10 24 " 2 18.616 .01
£/9 - 20 & 7.538 .01
JFor all classes dfs 1 T - o v
" N . . s . B * . . ) A
. _ stimulus pair. The control group was significantly congistent . -

. for all item pairs. The experimental~group was significantly

s

- cons‘stent for all items except 4/19. L -
f' . , The Wostile or non—hostlle stlmull used dn the experlment

?’der¢ved from the Judgements made by a panel of 52 Judges..\'

A total of 08 potentlally hostlle or, non-hostlle atisletic

1mages yere presented to the panel, Table © shows those

\1mages that received a 75% magority or hostlle or non-hostllk‘\\d L‘

- " . f - : . 8.
. .

AR ¥

) responses.
— S The nature of the binocular rivélry ekperiment o .
oW néééssitated equating physical qualities of hostile at%}etic}'

stimuli with.those of non-hostile. athletic stimuli. . From

the images chosen in Table” 6, only those with none

differential physical properties were matched. Thus

.~

- .. . .
h ) / . - B . | 4

~'|
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.
~ percevptual dominance was not influenced oy any particularly

s -

butstanding characteristics. * The actual matched pairs are

o

exhibited in the Methodolody section, Plate II..

- * TABLE.6
, ;o Dgtermingtion9of'sti;u15
Image, 'RQSponse (2) :I;agc . ! Response (NH)
. Football w3 Surfing e
o Tennis | B yy 0 # _ Baseball 45
‘Swimming ' > 41 | Hdckey L e
jHockey 5 BE* ‘ Footb511 . L3 .
Saiiiﬁg‘; ' T '. . Basketball [y
Ba;éaafl . ws ) mrack & Rield »
‘ Basketball : Y , Swimming .. L5 ) : ¥
o Bas?ball \ 40 . .‘ Tenﬁis; oo .. 31+
Rodeo AL Skating 46
| o Footba}i © 45 . - Dance . | q?
' C::;f Surfing | IS . Hockey "
.' Baseball R 47 . _Track & Field Ly
’ Hockey'< i L5 N ' Bogeo . © 45
| Lacrosse ‘ .50 | Cufling . - 50 .
Football - P O Golf ‘ 48 ’
Track & Field (3% o _Fishiﬁg- e 3
T o masepall - - 52w | Surfing - | '_ L5
T hockey L 1'59¥:' Basketball Y
Baseball ‘ ha’ - Riding | ;ég :
Hockey =~ ©50% Fgotbailv B TEE
w _ . ) '
‘.

L. ®
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. o . TABLE %= Continued
Inmage . RespoﬁSe (H) IImare T Response {IH)
' Tennis L7
’ taseball - wg*
- < Hockey . 40
’ . kasevall 48
\ Riding KT
, - : Football . 47
* = images included on . .
" the basis of similar Swimming ’-gg
characteristics R 4 .
' - ' Dance ‘ oo o
;o ¥t aan . . . .
\ ’ A ¥ Baseball =~ .  50*
. "“:c .-';.' .

Football’ 43

a [y P .
f | 1 '
[ > ‘ - :‘
- . pj .
/ o
. " N I
' - ] .
v ‘ : _
. . e /
\
. 0 .
2 i f
{ - 1 to
{
3 -
/ ‘.

\ .
. -
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Discussion

The research hvpothesis was confirmed by the results.
. -
P . The perception of hostile athletic stimuli was greater

for the experimental group than for the control Zroup.
Variance in results due to an éyé dominance effect was
shown to be abSent,iénaﬁling the hypojhesié of
independence bLbetween eve dominaﬁce and rés?onse fo.be
. accepted. That is, the tenden&y for oné of the Ss two
-.monocular fields to exert visual domlnance did not
.contrloute 81gn1f1cantlj to: percentual regolug;on and:t
domiance of images. Other varlaoles such. as mood andl
éet,~probab1y contfibuteq to selectiouns qf image |
. dominance. The contiﬂﬁenc&‘coéfficient based gpbn a .
signififant chi square (p= .01), confirmed that a . ~ | ,'
respondeﬁt'é idéntificatiqn class and his péfception.
and resoldtibn of daminaht_im;ges were aésociated.”
Hootlllty in a dominant athletlc image is a85001ated with
the allstar Identlflcatlon cIaBS‘ non-hostllltj in a. . -

A

dominant athletlc Lmage’lk a88001ated.w1th the 1eague~

. - [ .
. jdentification class. . o~

A4

£,
+
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- X

77 Mt test time (T1) the control sroup and the experimental

N
~.

grouv~were made up of bovs in the&lcagué situation. Campbell
and Btanley (19@5) state :

“the more similar the exverimental and control
- groups are in their recriuiiment and the more
. similarity is,revealed in scores in the pretest, |
. the more éiiegzgve this control becomes."
. &

The subjects were equated by the coaches in terms of physical
abilities, maturational level and achievement orientation.

Their comparative scores in the pretest (Ty) were very similar.

I
i

The identification clags differences reflected at retest

? (i?) ‘can only be attributed to tnn treatment effect allstar.

The voys who played allutar becane more ‘ego~involved

1ﬁj§zthcir situation. - Losing a game was no 1onger an £t

n-

accevtable soci@{ norm in that loss of a game would‘disquélify,
\ L -~ i,
/

~ the téam from anv further play (thtle Leaﬂue maaoball

’

Hand book and-hanual, 19?2). Ao Sherlf and Sherlf (1 ) ) /'

/
state "for pérsons highly invylved in an issue the threshof&
of acceptance for retevant stimuli is heightened while t%é'
_ ‘tnreshold of regectlon is lowered." Thé ailstar situatjén-
J . prov1ded relevant cues that: 1nf1ue:2ed the threshold of

/
acpeptance for the hosg;le athletic stimuli. Famlllarlty,
with the intrinsic and extrinsic rewards associated,ﬁith

success, and the nunlshments and negatlve sanction associated

.

Wlth fallure, added to thls perceptual frameworv of recognltlon.-

. The hostile athletlc stlmull transmitted relevhnt meanlno

v

,xo.the‘gllstar 1dent1flcat10n class. = _ '/

R - o 2

-
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Yhat an vnd1v1dual is and what he Ieels himself to be
are - larrelv condltloned by the partlcular constellatlon
.

of values he learns and that.oecome a Dart of him (Sherif

and .Cantril, 1947). Confllct within the Little Luaﬁue

orﬁanlaatlon arises from incongruity oetween 1nd1v1dual ideas

and structures (Unlver81ty of wlnq€9r, [:AR for ng] 10?/){
The Little Leag zue °tructure creates confcht when it pefﬁlts

two sepgrato and dlfferent systems to opecrate; one, the "

-leagde,vreflects {Qé ahateur sport dimension and the other}

.
L ®

the allstar, reflects the professional athletic dimension. =~
These two divergent apprbaChés cause stressh ‘Geals'are not

achiéved and tasks -remain unfulfllled (Unlver51tr of Ulndsor,

E:AR.'foz%‘ Csz], 1974)% Fot only is this diverse policy .

dysfunctional and ‘fneffe thC for tne orvanlzatlon but it

places undue straln ‘upon 1ts part1c1pants. This comblned ¢ ‘

goal blocklnp and threat component nrovzoes 1nd1v1duals ST

,Wlth specific, 1nternallzed ‘values and 81Vn1f1cates.‘ In thls

case it provided. tne allstaf 1dent1flcat10ﬁ claas the»

R

necessary'cues to percelve gzgﬁlflcantly more hostile athetic

stimuli ‘than non~hostile. athietic‘stinﬁli. The league

identification ciass, only a88001ated with leaﬁue olay,j

dl& not. percelve 81gn1flcantly more hostile- 3tbletlc Sstimuli
t

than non~host11e athletlc stlmull.‘ t 4 e

. Transact;onal functlonallsm interprets nerceptlon

according to the fqmillarlty; 81gn1flcance,and meaning of

*- cues (Kilpatrick, “1961). Signi}icant stimuli are readily

Ca
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perceived i .stimulus~ambiguity situations. Both &
(1956) and Bagby (1957) established how such meaningful
{77 , _ ; :

.cues detcpmined,the dominant stimulus responses during

binoéular rivalry. Pettlrrew, Allvort and ‘Earnett (1953
exnlalned that rerprses repreuented a helshtened concern\

e and deep _nvolyement in‘relevant’ issues. They were conten
. .

" to cstablish the fact that.cultural-ﬁembershlps, certain

particular expectancies and subjeétive attitudes play a |

£;> _ part in Lhe reaqutlon o? olnocular rivalry. In-1659
A .

_Hastoni and ujro°concluded that when two mono?ular stimuli
had dellnzte Mcanlnrful content what was observed was no

lon"er a. functlon merelj of the formal stlmulus pronertwes.

A
s

An' individual re 1ves blnocular rlvalrv in such as way as
to, perceive’ that content which is most meanlngful to him.
A1l vof these studles oupport the notlon that in thls '

‘case hostilé”athletic'content served~ss meaningfulﬁ familiar

— -

. . cues for members of the allstar 1dent1f1cat10n class.

"Allstar subgece selegtednhostlle athletlc pictures as

dominant over nonhhostlle athletic p;ctures,' League subjects

~

did not discriminate ‘between the two types (H, NH) of pictures -,

. “in thlo vay. ° 1

Fany studles have recognlsed that sports involvement
1»10 an arenCJ for SOClallzatlon (Helanko, 1957, Luchen, 1967,Aj
., : -Dunlap, 1971) The soc1eta1-functlonallsm model whereby
an occurence does not become an event untll some 81gn1f1cance

' is given to it clearly exempllfies_thls. A societal ‘event

e
‘e . . -

.. : X . v i N
’ / ) . -
¢
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is the sharing of sisnificances (illastorf and Caniril,-l?%?),

and social 51tuat10n" are 1°arved 30cletal nvents Wluhln

sports participation. - In this stud 500131 learnln: at °
‘ . o , . - -
the leanue and alistar levels are shown to ve important

~ .

aspecis of tnhis process.

. ) ¢ M .
The allstar experienrnce is different from the league
experience. The orsanization's apvroact: to the allstar
. . . i ’ . i . [

situation shifts to the professional athletic dimension.

- ' . ) B 2 .
[ . ijore monies are appropriatcd for the allstar. situation and
: ¢ . . - ' . ,
successful participation is expected (University of Windsor,-
[EAR'for CS@], 1974), Role modelline becomes a fundamental

/. ' nanifestation of performance (bandura, 195Q), 1If the allstar Y

. o qltuaLLon is to be tFoatcd 1110 that gf pr of0551ora1 at leths,

N -
>

it 15 - oolted tnat ailstar plavnrs will role mode1 vrozeu81onal

.

athletes.. The nost successful nrofC”rlonal~ath1etes'are .
rniven %uch recquition, prestice and natd}iaisﬁains. .Allstar\
i -ﬁpiéjers fécﬁgnise that if the"aye éuccessfﬁt, soci31.and
Zilf be awarded them. »Failhre then it~to be

12

material gains
avoided "at all: costs and winning or guccess becowee"he major
. dealrable goal 1 E A . -

The cmphasis, 5t‘the allétar 1 vc%V shifts from the

-

players to the primary ways ~of the cpaches and managers

and to the anoitions of tho parents ana onectators (UP1VerSltJ

oi‘ Wipdsc_)r, E)A.R i’a‘r CS;], 10'714) inn‘infj; be»comes an

. ‘ ‘ . N o
importan EERNRE C cSsary condltloh 15coial .reinforcers
. ARD L A ,
- Al & N

such as\i/EAAEN attentﬂor and recogrition, social aporoval

. N i
N . .
. ¢

: .
‘ g . S . . . .
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N and.material rewards are nmade availabvle te successful
. , P , .
allstar player%r The goals for the allstar cvecoric less.

atta\nable and more easily Ubvlocked.  The community as a
- ~ - A

wiaole As now a thnreat to any failure at this level. Perce

avout hostility are easily created from tke dimzensions of

r
.

. these,new experiences. -

¢

- "At the learuc level, excludIﬁ" the nlay-o0ff situatio

pti

T,

winning is less emphasized and participation of players is

.required by leasue rules (Litfle Learue naseball iandbook
. and Lhnual, 1972). Thc zoals for legrue players are more
’ be
aLtalnable and dwoaonolntﬁeﬁts are createu"aﬂnlw by the

vladers thCWSOIVC Tnore is much Iess £o rain for commud
. - f *
N satisfaction and rnuch more to rain for rersoral satisfactl

.

Relevant cues concerning hostility arc.less lixely to be

- [

avallaole to leasnue nlavers.” The leazue identification

. ; cla s did ln,fact pmrcelve no significant differences
\*hgtween the hostlle athletlc st1mu11 and the non—nost:le

athletlc stlnull.- ' l

onl.

v ST - Within the theoretical model socialization builds dp

o

o~ . "asoumptlonc" associated with past exuerienccs froﬂ‘
nart*cﬁpation a2t the allstar level. . The ovr'nvflcancc of

. !
. allstar parthlnat*on Wlthln the 371otar 1dent1?1catlon
claks wa's detionstrated by this classes* pcrception of the

+

hostile athi’e,éic stimuli. -

~ , Binocular rlvalry presepts a disgulsed situation and
- o .
thus ellm¢nates resnonuoo felt to oe deolraole by tne

- . N

.

v
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sucject for the experimenter.. Tris indiréct wethod is

&

i valuable in Pttwbude assessment. Response to the stimuluse .
°ambiguity situation is opoth spontanecus and undistorted.
— ‘ Internal factors, significant in_psycholoiical patterning,

are best revealed throush such teciiniques (Sherif and Sherif,

v

1559). > ) o : e
e Overall, results verified the'hypot%esis that allstar

:7Ldentification class resolves binocular rivalry Ly perceiving

7’

nostile atihletic stimuli as domwnant In tinls stinuluse

’

amb1;u1ty situation 1ea;ue playors.percelvcu ro-difference

between hostile athletic stimuli and non-nostile athletic

* stinuli., In an cxactly similer. stimulus situation, ¢hildren

3

who were cxngsed to leasue play for the sarie period of time

as children who were exposed to allstar Dlay, perc®ived no

p dlfAercnceu in %ootzle or non-hostile athleulc stimuli. .

N .~ Such chlldren have clea**'Lr not beer-sensitized or naultuated

to hostility in their sport situatlon. The tranSactlonal

1

funetionallud model of percentua1 resonse is capavle of

. - explaining these flndin 7S 1n terms of sporﬁs"ac}ivity and

“consequent identlflcatlon cldss ‘differences. Studies that
L3 : ‘« .

are to follow sljould essentially §pply these firdings to a

more complex analysis of ycuth sport orcanizations. |,

.. N - Y
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CHAPTER V SUNMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
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N\ - Sumnar:y; { I ;3
) : " The Urniversity of Windsor,i}AR for VQ:I(1C7“ ) - study,

. . ’ ~ :
concentrapln: on Little Learnue 1ﬁyolvement,-xas confirmed

the rostulate that the alls § r =2xpericrce 1s dissimilar to

the learsue experignce_in that the allstar situation, by

Do

o reflecting the professional athletic dimension, is 1ﬂe,,ectLve

and inéfficient—for orsanizational fanciionins and dygfunctional
for its paftiéipants. Twose co“flictinr ~0als were identiiied
by éddib interviecws and ﬁ 1tto“ apinionraires. Research an
involvemant-and valqes_#n t i stud:; found thakw hostility iﬁ
“srorts was a sisnificant asmect of thelallst r subculture.
‘Tho samc Was not true'howévcf for.league nlajers.

- In Canadian scciety researgh into the area of the role

“or. function of hostility in sports or athletics is just

beminning to surface. By applying 1uvolvement-respouse ‘

resuits tne maig-research h‘pothﬂrlw of % *fis present study

1
.

o . . . o

was formulated: A °ubjcct's identi’*catiOﬂ class will
ﬁetcrmlne nercenﬁﬂop and reoolutLow of ccrtalv h0°tlle
athletlc_stlmull in 4 binocular rlvalry“ ituatnon. Allbtar

and league perceptual selectivity, with hostile athletic
. N * V \ N
- slides serviug as stimulus cues, was testeds. | Each league

and allstar identification class was represented by thirteen
: ' A ’ ' . N ) ,
voluntecr subjects. These subjects were divided into the -

control.grodp ané thc'éxperimental group. Theyo were tested

béfore_agd after the treatment eendition allstar. Parents,f

coathes, managers and Little League.adminstrators are also,

_ important in the area[of hostility in spbfts and athletics.
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Their involvement and resmonse class differences would
. " have contributed to the understanding of theifolo or function
or hostility in sporis had they been.considercd'in thé preseht

study. - = d o,
a ' ! . L
‘Six hostile athletic otlﬂulL (surfinr, baseball, rodeo,

football, hosckey and tennis) were pvaired with six non-hostile
athletic stimuli of the same activities.- lostile or none
: - - e ’

nostile athletic stimuli were. previously determined by

judrpes. Each stimulus pair wWas viewed through a modified

‘" stereoscope_inducing a bLinocular rivalry si cuatlon. A
J ) ! s . : s
modified "View-Master'" served as the ster®oscope. Eye

' : . dominance .was tested and any eye dominance effect was ' k\
' . ~ ) ) . . '
controlled for by repeated trials presentation and order

. . C e . - . ) .

of stimull-presentation to the right and left monocular

Ficlds. Verbal responses by subjects were recorded for
" : : PR ' )

-each stimulus pair indicating binocular resolution and
—— ,

-

othulug domlnance. S T
Pcrcentual selec ivw%v'fﬁhctﬂoned in determ1n1np B -

. 8 '
hostile or non-hostile athletic'stimulus dominance. Qesults

o>

( ‘ ‘ .were 1nterpreted from prlnclnleo of transactwonal functlonalﬁsn.

Sl"ﬂlchant past. cxperlences which direct the perception/
. ,vfﬁ . of obgectu, eVGnts ‘and situations is the baolc propos*tldnal

fundamentnl of thlu thcoretlcal model Soczallzatﬁon ‘and

~.. stfucturale= functlonal'sm were assesoed in 1L¢ht of tne ot

&2 N

" .resultg avd 1dent1Llcatlon class dtlferenceo tnat were ,"

L4 - .

. o »detected, Anal 318‘5 the results 1nu3cated that the =~ .

s -
. " .
- . . : ~e.

' B
.
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allstar idontificapién'blass percei&ed nostile athletic

stimuli in an either/or choice situation significantly

more tines thaﬁ“did the leasue identiflcatvon Clao;. SR B
' This outcome was attributed to all star Lawllwarit' and

ego-in&blveﬁent'with_hosti}ify in épopfs aﬁg athletics,

and the relative meaningful perceptual cues of hostile

athletic stimuli for the allstar.identification class. The

v

l . .
inference that hostile athletic stimull lacked significance
. > -

for the learue ident ification class was supported by the

. - K]

‘nonésignificant dirferences in the percepti&n of hostile or

non-nostile a athlepic stimuli for. that class.

Lo S -

Co”clu ns : : ' : ,

s ) . ! ? e s . .

Conculsions Tascd upon data aﬂal 5is and internretation
are as r1ollows: | . ' L ' .
1. At test time (T;) in the birocular rivalry situation, .

L4

Lhe control (learue)rrouv and the ercrmwentat (learue)

1

‘rroun vere not significantly dlffnrent in their verception
of hosﬁila athletip stimuli; they were of the Same;
idéntifigation class. The contfol,grdup.and the
éxwerimehtal froup weré'similéi‘in‘achievenggt'orientatidn,

) ——————
waturatmonal level and phjolcal sk111 canablllti%u. ao th.

- - 4 e

. froups vere exposed to the league’ oltuatlon where the
‘ariateur sport dimension is emnh351zea (UnlversltJ of
Wlndsor,[:AR‘for C3KMt, 1974). At thlu level cooperatlon

. and individual ful;Lllment are the goals to be atta1ned,

N

- )
As Jersild (1960) stated, an atmOSphere of genuine

-4
. H

NI s
— ’ . . ]

«, '_



0
— S0

. ] " o e *

- J cooveration is 1likely to ke more reldxed, friendily and

nleasant than an atuosphere of intense compnetition.

At the leasue level there are fewer limitations placed I
- . = " . -

-~ on who is cligiole to nlay; also losing a game at this
q

level does not disgqualify a team from comveting. Helanko's
o s v 2 - o

fariaap

st&dy-(1957),establi§2ed svort!s funég?bp ps an agency '
for the socialization of males. 'Througb rarticipation, .
‘-uculéural normns desiﬁnating'QphéQiour"pdtterns emerre and
_ becomne iﬁcorporatcd into the méle ;epertory. Thévleague
Fal - ) .
plajers weére -socialized to the leb<ue situation,AwhiCh

vrovided less soal bdloc'tdng and less threat o that the

o / . . : .
. : verceptual set of a learue player was less receptive ..

v

s

to hostile athletic cues., - . o e

.

2. At retedt (T,) in the binochlar rivalry situation,

the control (leazue) grolp and the QXperiméhtdll(pllstér)

8 e - s . . SN
group were significaniliy gifferent in their vetcevntion
~ of hostile athletic stimulij;-they were of different.

identification classes. The experimental group was

“

-~

. expésed to the tredtment condition allstar. .The .-
‘V“perceptual dominance choice of hostile athletic stimuli
o . in thé stimulus overload situation confirms allstar |

. ego-involvement (Sherif and Sherif, 1969) With the allstar .
L, .. subculture. Varied past experiences in the allstar situation
persisted ip terms of'socioApsychological significances.

.+There are ‘the transactional "assufiptions" governing

peréeptign. As a societaltstructure; sports involvement

. b
- . ' . * Y N
P -

. . ) . . <
* v . : . N . .
% . . . 3 . . . -
\ , . \

o

. . . . . i . . . SRR '
Vs M .

‘ N
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is a mearns for male actualization of societg}

PR

expectétions. The’professional athletic dimension is
emphasized oy the Littlé League organization for the

.. allstar level.  The societal expeciat¥ons are very high
in terms of success for allstar ﬁlayers. Excellence

and winning are stressed as attainavle goals (University
of Windsor, {EAR for CS@], 1674).  The intense nature

<

of the competition for allstar vlayers interferes with

. -

this fgoal attainment. With the league_and the community
' . . : !

» ; , ,
dencndent upon the'allstar team for a successful image,

failurc and the fear of failure become very threatening

L ST

1

"variablés.-'TheSQ circgmstanpej zive rise to increased
;tehsions~and hoStility. THe gTlstar players are also
famiiiar with th; forns 6f hostility so readily Pcceptable
for proféésidnal athletes. These hiéhlyiregarded and
:overtly rewarded.?rof?ssionals provide a model’thafl 1

. - the allstar players will }eadilzfimitate (Bandura;

"‘ 1959, . The refl_e_var‘lt meaning ascrived to the hostile

athletic stimuli in this study derives from the allstar =

plgyersvfamiliarity.and ego-involﬁqment with:acqepted'

forms of hostilifQ. The allgtar situatioﬁ.pfovideé

. 9 - .

gllstar pl3sers with relevant si@nificances regarding

; o o the pefception of hostility. The league plaférs who
,were not exposed.to this treatmehtAcoqditién'allstar
‘did not assert-siénificangés to the‘bqstile‘athietic

! - stimuii;A R S - .o . ' e

.

Do ‘ . 1 : , : .
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Variavlies of dominant resnornse and identification

class were significantly associatcd:_a continkency

efficient of .51 was sk ,-1f1caru at the 2.701.1level..

Hostile athletic resronses and the allstar identification
class weére significantly related. The lack of

»

‘sirmificance for the league identification .class shows

tiat the league players were not assoc“ated with hostile
s

r——or non-hostile athletic reSponsesm *

&,

the sole determinans of a hostile nercentual dominance

Active involvement in the allstar situation was not
for subjects. (Sce Table 3) Scveral of the league
suvjects at T -perceived hostile athletic stimuli as

. 4 .
doninart. Determination ¢f resotution and perceptual

~ . . <4 -

doisinance also involves'meaningicontent attached to
hostifﬁtf.f Whileéthe-héals‘for leasue glajeqs are
nore attalnaole gome no douut are unfulfilled. The
league 51tuatvon is not free from ho;tlle 1ntornretat30n

put the lack of sig nificance fouhd in the overall rcuults

indicate that'the-hostility;frame@drk is of a less

3
[

intense nature.

Recommendatlons

po-

The modlllcatlon of an. electric timer to the 1light

u

'aource for the modlfled sterooscope allevxated two'nroblems

that are commonl/axperienCed in other oinocular rivalry

g .",studles; By controlllng and 11m1t1ng the viewing exposure

. time alternation wa controlled. It was also-possible to
R _ § ¢O » ,

t : °

"
-

R - . . . ’ .
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retein an element of digruise in the study. Subjects, were

) . S I “
unaware of the true purposes of the study’and so did not
elicit respouses they felt were}desirable'to the experimenter

but were -able to zive resvopses that were sspontaneous and

-

revresentative of theif percentual set, ' ] N

Verbal descriptions are often.difficult to interpret.

A more‘cwfborate technigque of. .response indication should .
ve investigated.  Studies in binocular rivairy have shown
I . . '

that possivl, some colours or -non~descript markings exist

.- that’ would not influence_response'differentiatiohs (Engel,

195%). By dlscoverin~ these, a subject mig?t respond to
. the dominant stimulus b} identirfying one of.these non-essential -

 variables. Such a tecﬁhique‘would'he valuable to binocular
 riva1ry studies. '
X "o, Data .on attitudes and identification class preferenges .
concerniné‘hosﬁility in éports can’ be supﬁlemehted‘by'v

post test interviews or attitude opinionnaires. Inference

,.__....w./ N » - . . -
regarding tue %ﬁgree of erb-involvement and familiarity - .

can then be drawn from this information. This tyfe of

. analy8is would show how extensive externally socialized
variables are 1n influencing perceptual set.

Having:goals in the ollstar .situation.that are different
';‘ ~from the'évowed Gdalé in the Liffle‘Leagﬁe‘ConStifutioq ig |
organiiational}y.djs?uhctional for Little Leagde Easeball’,
’AThis‘atm0sphefé aisé’placés undue strain dpon its |
' A . :
| 'pérticipénfs. Perhaps it is not the structure that is at

-
w ST . : . - .-

S

~—

- . . . L.
. 1 i 2
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fault but the people who are involyedﬁwi}h the nrogranm.
Marther reseércﬁ is Qéfinitely needec to décide ﬁhether.
the allstar situation should be discontinued or at least
to decide what necessary chéngos wouid correct the proplems

¢ . . . . : .
that exist. Studies have shown that violence pérception

was lincarly related to-ase (lioore, 19675). Arrression «

expression becomes socialized with age and directed  toward
- . . ' ) . -~
culturally reinforced avenues. If the allstar situation

is to remain unalterea,'reséarch would aﬁ leést show~what
- T age group{woula bg least afiécted by the ordeal of the
present situation. The allétar p:ograﬁ then wauld phiy
need to be discontinued for the affected age Sroups.
The present study S%owed thai.fﬁé.éllétar_situation

LY " . .
"vprovided allstar vlayers with the percertual set Eo -

recognise hostile athletic stimuli‘in the binocular
- rivalry -situation. There remains thne questidn ‘as to. how

lasting lqn effect this is. It is $uggéstea thaf'futuge

¢ - 1

studies make their investigations more 1ongitgdiohal

in nature. ' . -

.
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Control

.

Groun (33) .

1.

C 2.

G,
1.
il.
2.

g 13,

R |

Red
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