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Masculinity Versus Femininity (I )
—Derogating Superior Others in Private—

Yasuki Yagi

From the viewpoint of self-evaluation maintenance or social comparison jealousy, a
woman who has desirable traits that Subjects do not have is ego-threatening and Ss harbor
the motive to derogate that woman but wish to conceal it. However, provided with socially
acceptable rationalization for derogation, they can let out that motive. On the basis of this
assumption, Yagi (1992) demonstrated that low self-esteem Ss derogated a woman showing
femininity and high self-esteem Ss derogated a woman showing masculinity. These
experiments were conducted in a context in which evaluations were onymous. In an attempt
to extend the finding of this earlier study, an experiment examined how that results are
influenced by the private vs public nature of the context in which evaluations of superior
others are made. Sixty-six female subjects, after exposed to the essay of a woman showing
successfully femininity (for low self-esteem Ss, N=40) or masculinity (for high self-esteem Ss,
N=26), read the criticism which was seemingly well-grounded or crudely negative against the
way of life expressed in each essay, and evaluated that woman along a variety of trait
adjectives. At that evaluation, Ss were told that they might take the criticism into
consideration for their information and the form with the criticism was attached to the
answer sheets, i.e.,evaluations of Ss appeared to be grounded upon the criticism. For about
half of Ss, it was emphasized that all of the responses were to be anonymous, and for the rest
of Ss, those remained onymous. The results were as follows. Both in public and in private,
high self-esteem Ss who read the seemingly well-grounded criticism, compared to those who
read the crudely negative one, derogated masculinity of the superior target. Derogating
femininity of the superior target by low self-esteem Ss were more pronounced in private than

in public.
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