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Perception of Differences in the Relative Power of Males and Females and
the Internalized Gender Role, among Jordanian Children

Laila Abu-Ghallous and Muwaffak Al-Hamdani*

ABSTRACT

This study was undertaken to investigate the age at which Jordanian children realize the difference in the
relative power between males and females and the effect of that discovery on the gender-role among them.

A cluster random sample of male and female students was drawn from the school system in Amman and
involved (60) students from each grade (1st.-6th) and 30 K.G. Childern i.e. (780) students were divided
equally among the sexes and classes. Two Measures were used: A modified version of the Bem gender role
inventory, by Al-The. A measure of domestic relative power of males and females, built for this study

The study found out that Children of the pre-school age did not perceive differences in the power structure
among males and females. Children of (1-3) school grades recognized that males were more powerful but
their estimation was much lower than the estimation of the adult sample. Children of (4-6) school grades did
not differ from the adult group in their estimation of male power.

Females seem to have been shocked by the realization that their power was lower and the distribution of
their gender roles changed drastically after that realization, so that fewer girls chose the feminine gender role
and more girls chose the androgynous and male gender roles. Males were not highly influenced by their
discovery that they were more powerful than females, and their gender role distribution was not significantly
changed.

Keywords: Relative Power of Male, Relative Power of Female, Gender, Gender Roles, Jordanian
Children, social Development.
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