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ABSTRACT

The problem of this thesis is to determine the relap

tionship between socio-economic status and personality

factors. The main hypothesis of this study is: There is a

significant relationship between socio-economic status and

personality factors. Robin Williams and Robert Merton pro-

vide the theoretical framework on which hypotheses concern-

ing specific personality factors and socio-economic status

are based.

The instruments used in this study are Raymond

Cattell's Sixteen Personality Factor Test (16 PF Test) and

four indices of socio-economic status (father's occupation,

father's education, mother's education, and a modified short

form of William H. Sewell's Sogio-Economig Status Scale).

Cattell‘s 16 PF Test is one of the few personality tests

that is based on actual behavior ratings, and is designed

to describe the personality variation of normal pe0p1e.

The four indices of socio-economic status are among the most

commonly accepted in sociological research.

A sample of 345 seventeen year old high school boys

in Lenawee County, Michigan were measured on these instru-

ments. Those boys who listed their father's occupation as

"farm only“ were omitted from the analysis. Thus the sample



includes only those individuals who come from families in

which the prestige of the father's occupation may be mean-

ingfully rated by the North-Hatt scale.

The results of the study are based on zero order

correlations obtained from the Michigan State Integral

Computer. ,It was found that there are significant rela-

tionships between socio-economic status scores and various

factors in Cattell's 16 PF Test. On the basis of these re-

sults it is possible to accept the main hypothesis of this

study.

It was found that these factors in Cattell's 16 PF

Test were significantly correlated with socio-economic

status:

Factor A - Cyclothymia

Culture Free Intelligence Test

Factor C - Emotional Stability or Ego Strength

Factor E - Dominance

Factor G - Super Ego Strength

Factor B - Adventurous Autonomic Resilence

Factor>N - Sophistication

Factor Q3- Will Control

By using a personality test that is based on empiri-

cal behavior ratings this study helps to fill a gap in the

research in the area of socio-econonic status position and

personality. Where other research has used tests designed

to test clinical concepts, abnormal personalities, or vague

and general surface traits this study uses a.measure of

various aspects of the total personality that is concerned

with the source traits in a.normal personality.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM

Introduction

The character of stratification systems has some-

times been limited to the more ”objective” differences

among families in wealth and occupation: however, the

sociological character of a stratification order is far

more comprehensive than.the distribution of scarce values

or a ranking Of Occupations. Since primary social inter-

actions tend to be restricted to persons of the same eco-

nomic or prestige position, social classes also form sub-

cultures; friendships, informal groups, and marriages all

reveal this pattern. Hence intimate social contacts do not

involve direct contact with persons of dissimilar status

positions. Such an isolation of social classes reduces

opportunities find value consensus in the society as a whole,1

so that different social classes are characterized by differ-

ent value orientations and norms. It is these differences in

norms and orientations which may be expected to have a pro-

found effect on personality; it is also these differences

 

lRobin M. Williams, Modern American Society (New

York: Alfred A. Enoff, 1955). p. 13 .

1



which permit us to consider social class as a subculture

slightly varied from the larger culture. ‘

Variance in normative behavior has been substantiated

by research on the various socialization practices of social

classes. Research by Davill,2 Erickson,3 Littman,‘ and White5

show that there are significant differences in child train-

ing practices between social classes. When we consider that

personality may be formed in line with norms and value orienta-

tions it becomes clear that class membership is animportant

variable to be considered in studying personality. If the

norms Of a culture are factors in determiningpersonality,

them different norms of expected behavior which exist in

various class subcultures should determine the different

personality traits which will emerge. This study, therefore,

is an attempt to pursue the different factors of personality

and their differential occurrence in the stratification

system.

 

' 2A. Davis, and R. J. Ravinghurst, ”Social Class and

Color Differences in Child Rearing," American Sociological

Review, 1946, 6, pp. 698-710.

314th c. Erickson, ”Social Status and Child-Rearing

Practices,“ in Newcomb and Hartley (eds.) R ad s in%

Psychology, (New York: Henry Holt and Co., 9 , p. .

AR. A. Littman, R..A.C. Moore, and J. Prince-Jones,

”Social Class Differences and Child Rearing: A Third Cem-

munity for Comparison with Chicago and Newton,” American

Sociologicg Review, 22, 1957.

5Martha 3. White, ”Social 019.33, 0mm Rearing Practices

and Child Behavior," gerioan gciglogical Revie , 22, 1957.



The Problem: In 1952 Auld6 published an article

reviewing the research.in.the area of status and personp

ality, Using three criteria, he assessed the adequacy of

twenty-four different studies and concluded that'middle

class subjects do better on personality tests than do lower

class subjects. In 1956 Sewell and Keller7 published an

empirical study which supported the relationship between

status and personality. If the development of personality

is in line with cultural and sub-cultural nouns, it is logi-

cal that different personality norms are passed on to persons

in different interactionsl contexts. Ono's position in the

stratification system is one of the more important factors

which produces a differential interaction context. Certain

common traits are possessed by individuals who share common

experiences. Hence this factor Of social class position is

one which cannot be ruled out as an influence on personality. ’

People in different status positions learn different ways of

behavior. Social class limits and defines the learning en-

vironment for children of different classes.

Unfortunately, this aspect of social-psychology has

never been fully explored. To date there exists no systematic

 

6Frank Auld, Jr., ”Influence of Social Class on

Personality Test Responses,”Wm, #9,

7w. H. Sewell, and A. O. Heller, "Social Status

and Personality Adjustment of the Child,” Sociomet , 19,

1956, pp. 114-125.
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analysis of the relationship between personality factors

and social status positions. Many studies have been made

linking such aspects of personality as intelligence, social

adjustment, educational achievement, nervous tension, anx-

iety, etc. to social status;8 but a comprehensive and system-

atic relationship between personality factors and social

status is lacking. Hence, the problem of this study is to

9 status andexamine the relationship between socio-economic

personality factors. The main hypothesis of this study is:

there is a significant relationship between socio-economic

status and personality factors.

Significance of thg Study: The theoretical signifi-

cance of this study is two fold, (a) to Sociology: the

importance of this study lies in the re-establishment of

the status-personality hypothesis, and the re-affirmation

of the importance of one's position.in the stratification

order as a factor which selects and determines the learning

environment. This study will also indicate which variables

Csttell's Sixteen Pezsonality Factoys Test are correlated

with socio-economic status. (b) to Personality: this study

 

8Ibid.. pp. 114-125.

9The four indices of socio-economic status in this

study are in the form of continue from high to low. The

upper ends of these continua will be referred to as middle

and upper class or high socio-economic status and the lower

end will be referred to as the lower class or low socio-

economic status.
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will give a clear demonstration of, and further support for,

the relationship between socio-economic status and personal-

ity; it is a more thorough study of the exact nature of this

relationship.

Scope of Study: The scope of this study is limited

to the relationship of sixteen personality factors to socio-

economic status .

This study is limited to the 345 seventeen year old

boys attending high school in Lenawee County, Michigan, in

the spring of 1957, whose fathers have non-farm occupations.

A good cross-section of the stratification order is repre-

sented. At the age of seventeen personality factors have

crystalized to some extent since the boys are still under the

influence of the family which socialized them, but they are

also beginning to exert their independence.

Since the theory presumably applies to all men, in

that personality differences will vary with status differ-

ences, this study is not theoretically restricted. However,

the sample used is an American sample and Specific conclu-

sions drawn may well apply only to American culture. If the

results are interpreted in terms of high or low position in

a stratification structure, the conclusions might well be

applied on a cross cultural basis. Some further comments

are made on this in the last chapter.

W3This

chapter has presented the problem to be studied, the signifi-

cance of the study, and the scope of the study. Chapter Two



will present the theoretical orientation of the study and

the hypotheses that are made concerning a relationship be-

tween socio-economic status and Specific personality factors.

The sample and instruments used, and the analysis of data

make up Chapter Three, while Chapter Four states the results

of this study. In Chapter Five some conclusions are drawn

from this study and suggestions for further research are

presented.



CHAPTER II

THEORY AND HYPOTHESES

Egypose Of ghaptey: The purpose of this chapter is

threefold: first, to set forth a general statement concern-

ing the stratification order: second, to develop a theoreti-

cal framework concerning the relationship between social

class and certain psychological manifestations in the per-

sonality in the stratification system; and third, to develop

specific hypotheses linking the personality factors in

Cattell'swPMMy 3333 to sccio-economic

position.

The Stratification Order: Before attempting to link

psychological consequences with.ondh social class position

it is necessary to first set forth a view of the stratifica-

tioncrder.1

Theoretically, all individuals in a society may be

valued equally. Actually, no large or long lived group has

maintained.equal evaluation since differential evaluation is

universally found in large scale social systems.2 Since this

 

1Many of the ideas expressed here concerning the

stratification system come from Robin Williams, Amerigag

_ Society, (New YOrk: Alfred Knopf, 1956), ch. 5.

21bid., p. 76.



research is not intended as an exploration of the stratifi-

cation.order, social stratification will be considered as a

ranking of individuals and groups on a scale of superiority-

inferiority. Such a ranking is .possible only if there

exists value consensus in a social system. Therefore,

stratification is meaningful only within a specific social

system, and cross cultural indices of stratification will

be accurate only to the degree to which there is value con-

sensus between the cultures.

I Both Kahl and Barber in their books on social strati-

fication mention several different criteria commonly used to

indicate the social status position of families. Feur of

these will be used in this study. One deriving from the

economic production order of the society, is the occupational

prestige status of the head of the household. Another pair

deriving from the training system of the society, are the

educational levels of each parent. A fourth, derived largely

from the economic consumptive order of the society, is the~per-

sons rating on a modification of the Sewell figgig:ggggggig

§355g5,§g§lg (more will be said about these indices in

Chapter Three). {These criteria are the objective external

indices which point to an individuars position in the strati-

fication order. The distribution of these criteria serve to

place one in a position which carries with it certain privi-

1eges and restrictions. ‘Ve shall use the term social class

to refer to that aggregate of individuals who occupy a



similar position in the scale of prestige, and thus have a

similar degree of access to cultural goals.

By the ideals of American society, social position

should be based on personal qualities and achievement. It

is held that our society is one in which the individual is

free to move to those positions in society which he has

earned by his skills and achievement. Hence one's position

is determined by what one does or can do as an individual.

No great insight is necessary to see that such equality of

movement does not, in fact, exist even though the ideals of

American society subscribe to the concept of an open-class

system. [It.would not be hard to demonstrate that inherited

social position, "connectionsfi,and other factors irreletant

to personal qualifications have helped to place persons at

various levels in the stratification order.‘

To support the fact of stratification in the United

States we may look at the distribution of scarce values. In

1950 forty-six percent of the families in the United States

had an income of less than 04000, and.eleven percent had an

income of 88000 or more.3 Such a distribution of income

reflects itself in the high style of living of certain seg-

ments of the population. The segment of the population with

 

30. 8. Office of Business Economics, Income Distri-

bution ig‘thg United States (washington: 0.8. Government

mug orno—‘e,195.37“.p. A.
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the higher income will have better conditions of living and

more luxury items. Since most of the general population

main source of income is the Job, it becomes apparent that

the distribution of income reflects a comparative occupap

tional structure. [Occupation and income therefore, are con-

venient symbols of position in the social structure; they

give an.indication of one's style of lifeé

lis a result of the differential distribution of in,

come, which carries with it differential access to cultural

goals and hence differential status, there result differences

in behavior patterns. Some of these such as living condi-

tions and luxuries, have been.indicated above, others are

found in studies of community participation, education, and

criminal behavior.l Examples from these areas will serve to

indicate the differences in behavior patterns. In.§§g§gg‘gity,

Werner reports that the percentage of persons belonging to

formal organizations increases as one moves from the lower-

lower class to the upper-upper class. Axelrod, in a.study

of social participation in the urban situation, reports the

same general finding.4 [Participation in.voluntary organizap

tions increases as one goes from low to high socio-economic

status groups.f

 

4Morris Axelrod, 'Urban.Structure and Social Partici-

pation,” in Hatt and Reiss (eds.) Cities and Society,

(Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1957’. P. 72’.
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Despite the extensive public school system in the

United States it is observed that there is an educational

difference between social classes. For instance, the

norms of the public schools are middle class norms; the

teacher is most likely a middle class person. As a result,

the lower class child, acting in accordance with his lower

class norms, comes into conflict with the school situation.

One ramification of this may well be an Increase in nervous

tension.5 Certainly such a situation does not contribute

to easy adjustment, and most likely this conflict which the

lower class child faces is a prime factor in the fact that

school leavers are mostly lower class children.6 It is

after graduation from high school that the effects of social

class position become plainly visible. Fer despite educa-

tional loans and scholarships, it is still the middle and

upper classes that can most easily afford a college educa-

tion. For this and perhaps other reasons the educational

system in the United States shows a middle-class bias.

Finally, there are indications that the American

system of law enforcement is biased against the lower class.

Crime is looked upon as mainly a lower-class phenomaa.

5!. H. Sewell, and A. O. Heller, ”Factors in the

Relationship between Social Status and the Personality

Adjustment of the Child," American Sociological Review,

24, August 19599 Ppe 511-5200

6E. G. Youmans, ”The Educational Attainment and Future

Plans of Kentucky Rural‘Youths,' Ken. Ag. Experiment Station,

University of Kentucky Bulletin 664, January 1959. P. 29.
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Offenses committed by the middle class persons are not as

severely punished or as easily detected as those committed

by lower class persons.7 A.middle class status thus gives

some degree of protection from punishment and arrest.

These examples point out that if the stratification

system is approached by considering the distribution of

privileges it can clearly be seen that marked differences

between classes do, in fact, exist. Further examples such

as mortality rates, health rates, ability to wield authority,

could also be cited; but the above examples will suffice to

illustrate that there are differences in privileges and be-

havior patterns. Other social institutions such as clubs,

restaurants, churches and informal gatherings are all charac-

terized by a relatively homogenious class population. As

stated in the Introduction to Chapter One, friendships,

cliques, marriage patterns, and housing patterns all reflect

a good deal of intrapclass interaction.

It can also be demonstrated that there is a relative

uniformity in attitudes8 in social classes and that there is

a definite uniformity in the perception of the class structure.9

 

7!. Sutherland, and D. R. Cressy, Princi les‘gg

Cr minolo , (New York: J. B. Lippincott 50., Etfi ed.,

5 D c e 5’ ppe 11-14.

8P. F. Lazarsfield, B. Berelson, and H. Gaudet,

”Social Factors in voting,” in.Newcomb and Hartley (eds.)

Readings in Social Psychology, (New York: Henry Holt and

00., 19 77: De 0 e

9A. Davis, B. Gardner, and M. Gardner, ”The Class
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It is this last fact that is particularily interesting,

for if perception of the social structure is dependent in

part on class position, and there is uniformity in class

perception, then it is more likely that there will be

uniformities in reactions and psychological states. It is

this uniformity of reaction to the social structure that

underlies much of the theoretical orientation developed

below.

We have seen that in many cases there are great

differences in the objective rewards which are obtainable

by the various classes. It would not be an unfair generaliza-

tion to state that the lower class population is at a dis-

advantage when it comes to gaining cultural goals. This

disadvantage may be expected to produce tension and anxiety

in the individuals personality, and as a result, certain

personality factors may be more prominent in the population

of one class position than in another. Before we see what

traits might be connected to class position let us examine

three areas of tension or stress that may arise.10

The well developed communication system in the United

States and theh'etsrogenity of its population leads to an

awareness of one’s own standing in relation to those about

 

System of the White Caste,” in Newcomb and Hartley, Ibid,,

p. 467. "

lollilliams, 92. cit.,rp. 125-128.
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him. I Great publicity is given to consumption patterns.

As a result, the individual is able to pin point his status

in the social structure fairly well, and by comparing his

position to that of his elders he is able to predict just

how far he will be able to succeed in attaining the con-

sumer goods symbolic of success, and how far he will be

able to advance his position in the occupational world.‘

[Secondly, there is the ideal of equality of opporr

tunity and the American dream of vertical mobility. Experi-

ence will show that there is a good deal to be said for

ascribed status in American Society. The ambitious lower

class person often finds that he lacks certain behavior

patterns necessary for advancement, and that he doesn't fit

into the preference patterns of the class that he aspires

to join.”

2m third area of tension is closely related to the

other two, it consists of a tendency to establish high levels

of aspiration throughout the stratification system.f/ There is

a concentration of attention and effort on the success theme

in American Society. This and the ideals of equality of

opportunity and unlimited opportunities work to create a

continuous upward pressure. [If one fails to achieve success

he is not a model American. In the lower class situation

not only do the individuals generally 99$ obtain success

but in many cases they are restricted from even attempting

to pursue the idealsj A blocking of mass ambitions would
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not only imperil the stability of the social structure, but

also, if maintained, would have severe effects on personal-

ity. As it is there are compensations in our society to

allow the ”excess steam" to filter out. Some mobility is

possible, there is a high standard of living and comfort

and in our culture there are growing legal and political

rights which tend to be equalitarian. However, in American

Society there appears to be a certain amount of tension and

stress developing because of the lower class position in the

social structure.

The Individual in the Stratification Order: In

attempting to develop a theoretical framework on which to

base the specific hypothesis it is necessary to consider

the characteristics of the position occupied in the social

structure and to consider the research which.1inks certain

personality variables to class position. According to

Cattell, certain personality factors may be associated

with one's position in the stratification order. An.indi-

vidual who is in a lower class position is exposed to a

disproportionate amount of conflict, restriction, and

frustration when compared to a middle or upper class posi-

tion. .A good deal of this type of environment may be ex-

plained by the lack of access to cultural goals valued by

the larger society.

If we can see one social class as possessing more

conflicts and restrictions, then that class should develop
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certain personality traits in its members which will set

them off from members of other classes. One way of phras-

ing this theoretical framework is put forth by Merton,11

and by Meier and Bell.12 The generalization which is the

thesis of the article by Meier and Bell is that ”anemia

results when individuals lack access to means for the

achievement of life goals“. The lack of opportunity or

access results from the individuals position in the social

structure. One of the main factors which acts to determine

ones position in the social structure is class position,

others include sex, age, and ethnicity. It can be seen

that the lower class position is characterized by a lack

of access to many of the goals and values held in respect

by the norms of the larger society.

Socio-economic status itself is a goal for most

persons in American society. It also indicates a degree

of influence over the resources needed to achieve other

goals. [in individual in a low status position, lacking

in such things as money, training, and education, has little

opporttmity to improve his position. Hyman13 states this

very clearly!

11R. I. Merton, S c Soci Structure,

(Glencoe, Illinois: The ree Press, , c . ,5,

12D. L. Meir, and w. Bell, "Anomia and Differential

Access to the Achievement of Life Goals," American Socio-

11051021: Review, 24, 1959. P. 189.

13H. H. Hyman, ”The Value System of Different
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t

i ”Opportunity in the society is differentiated:

higher education or specialized training, which

might provide access to a high position, must

be bought with money - the very commodity which

the lower classes lack.”l

Due to early socialization practices, lower class

persons also lack the knowledge of expected behavior in

middle class situations. This may act to destroy the means

of improvement of one's position. .As a consequence, a

member of the lower class may find that the prescribed

goals are impossible. The findings of Meir and Bell sup-

port this conclusion. They report that the greater anomia

scores associated with lower class position are a result

of the individual perceiving himself as being at the bottom

of the stratification.order and as lacking the necessary

qualifications to attain his goals. Thus we may think of

the lower class as being an unfavorable position which has

consequences for the psychological structure of personality.

As stated above, access to the achievement of goals

is socially structured. The opportunities to obtain.particup

lar statuses and the relative control over resources are

important factors in considering the degree to which an

individual may or may not achieve his goals. Access to

cultural goals such as occupation, money, and education is

differentially distributed throughout the social structure.

 

Classes," in Bendix and Lipset (eds.). Class, Status, and

Power, (Glencoe, Illindb: The Free Press, 1953). pp. :23-

112.
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Other factors controlled, it is usually individuals in the

middle and upper classes who are not only socialized to

accept these goals, but who also have the opportunities

to pursue them. The lower class on the other hand is

socialized to accept these cultural goals, but lacks the

opportunity to pursue them. The unsuccessful attempts to

work toward these goals result in conflict, frustration,

and a sense of personal disorganization or anemia.

The lower class may be considered as having a lack

of expressive facilities; i.e. the lower class does not

prepare the individual in the means of. attaining cultural

goals. Hence one result of unresolved conflicts brought

on by one's position in the social structure is the forma-

tion of certain psychological adaptive mechanisms, these

can be measured by personality tests and by the observation

of social phenomna. In other words, certain goals are

pointed out as being desirable but the means to attain

them are blocked because of one's class position, this

may result in the formation of certain personality structures.

This idea of a discrepancy between cultural goals and

one's position in the social structure is also put forth by

Robert Merton.14 His theoretical analysis points out not

only that class strata a'e differentially subject to anemic,

but also are differentially subject to types of responses to

14’43rmn, 22e fie, che 495e
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it. Merton's analysis is based on three concepts: cul-

tural structure, social structure, and anemia. Cultural

structure is defined as an "organized set of normative

values governing behavior which is common to members of a

designated society or group."15 Social structure is ”that

organized set of social relationships in which members of

the society or group are variously implicated."l6 He then

conceives of anomie as ”a breakdown in the cultural struc-

.ture, occurring particularily when there is an acute dis-

Junction between the cultural norms and goals and the

socially structured capacities of members of the group to

act in accord with them."17 He continues:

”On this view, the social structure strains the

cultural values, making action in accord with

them readily possible for those occupying cer-

tain statuses within the society and difficult

or impossible for others. The social structure

acts as a barrier or an.ope3 door to the acting

out of cultural mandates.”1 -

Though Merton goes on to analyze anemia and its

relation to deviant behavior, it is the object of this

thesis to investigate the affect of one's status position

in the social structure on personality. The discrepency

between cultural goals and means to attain them which

Merton describes may have a noticeable affect on persone

ality factors.

 

151bid., p. 162. 15923. cit. 17 c. ci .

18Ib1d.. pp. 162-163.
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So far in this theoretical discussion one main point

has been stressed concerning the effects of stratifications,

Robin Williams has pointed out that there areas of stress in

the stratification order. Robert Merton has made this more

explicit when he points out the existence of the discrepancy

between cultural goals and socially structured opportunities.

It has been maintained here that this discrepancy may affect

personality factors. An additional point that has been in-

plied in the above discussion now’needs to be developed. In

Chapter One and in parts of this chapter it has been mentioned

that different personality factors may be partially explained

by different interaction contexts. For instance in the first

Chapter it was mentioned that primary social interaction

tends to be restricted to persons of the same socio-economic

status position; more recently it was mentioned that‘the lower

class lacks knowledge of the expected behavior in middle class

situations, and the lower class does not prepare its members

in the means of attaining cultural goals.{ It can be seen

that success norms and the teaching of techniques necessary

to fulfill them are transmitted most effectively by the

middle class. The middle class also has more of a command

over the facilities leading to achievement of cultural goals,

thus providing more opportunity for the success of the middle

class child.

The lower class child comes into contact with these

cussegs norms and facilities through.his contacts with middle
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class persons; but he tends not to come into contact with

norms leading to success through either his parents or

other lower class persons. Hence the opportunities for

learning these norms and facilities are greatly reduced for

the lower class child. The middle class may be considered

a dominant sub-cultural group which sets the goals both for

itself and the lower class. The norms, facilities and tech-

niques that lead to the attainment of the goals are also

determined to a great extent by the middle class, but they

are not provided for the lower class child. Therefore the

goals, and.the norms, facilities, and techniques essential

to goal attainment, are available to the middle class child,

but only the goals are available to the lower class youth.

In line with this point class position should affect

personality factors in two ways: (1) by providing a learn-

ing environment which restricts the lower class youth's

chances of learning personality orientations that are neces-

sary to achieving cultural goals (2) because the lower class

youth's relatively unsuccessful attempts to achieve the

success goals, which he experiences as punitive treatment,

should result in several reaction formations such as

schizothymia, anxiety, nervousness, etc.

This is the theoretical foundation from which the

hypotheses of this study are derived.
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Hypotheses

General Hypothesis: There is a significant rela-

tionship between socio-economic status and personality

factors.

General Rationale: The theoretical orientation above

is the basis for this hypothesis. The three main points

that are put forth are: (1) there are certain areas of

strain in the American stratification order that may affect

personality factors, (2) there exists a discrepancy between

cultural goals and socially structured means that may affect

personality factors, (3) social class may be considered a

sub-culture which is a learning environment. ”The middle

class provides for its members cultural goals, and the

norms, facilities, and techniques that are necessary for

goal attainment; the lower class, on the other hand,provides

only the goals.[ The unsuccessful attempts to attain the

cultural goals are experienced as punitive treatment. Thus

the lower class environment may be considered as restric-

tive (tn the material that is transmitted) and punitive

(in that attempts to follow cultural goals are unsuccessful).

Thus to the extent that one's pursuit of cultural

goals is blocked, and to the extent that one perceives

himself as being frustrated in his attempts to attain cul-

tural goals and perceives othenaas being in better situations
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than himselflg then there will result adaptations to the

20
stratification order.

Specific Hzpotheses:21 1. Factor A - Cyclothymia

vs. Schizothymia.

Hypothesis: There exists a significant relationship be-

tween socio-economic status and cyclothymia.

This factor loads:

Good natured, easy going vs. spiteful, grasping,

critical

Ready to co-operate vs. obstructive

Attentive to people vs. cool, aloof

Soft hearted, kindly vs. hard

Trustful vs. Suspicious

Adaptable vs. rigid

Warm hearted vs. cold

Rationale: As stated above, an individual in a lower class

position is exposed to a disproportionate amount of conflict,

restriction and frustration. The lower class enfironment is

more restrictive and punitive than the middle class environ-

ment: there is less access to the cultural goals and attempts to

 

19A. Davis, B. Gardner, and M. Gardner, 22. git.

20It should be noted that a case is not being made

to consider social class position as the sole cause of

personality differences or personality formation; rather

it is maintained that social class position must be COD!

sidered.in.the study of Social Psychology.

21It is necessary to point out that Cattell's 16 PF

test is designed to survey the total personality and not to

indicate neurosis or psychosis. It can be seen that many of

the titles of the sixteen factors could be construed to mean

various forms of mental illness. However, Cattell considers

that these titles mean something different than the similar

names of mental disorders. These factors are the primary
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obtain such goals are often hampered by one's lower status

position in the social structure. These restrictive and

often punitive factors act so forcefully that there is a

tendency to withdraw from the situation: this character-

istic is commonly known as schizophrenia. (Hollingshead

and Hedlich'822 research on the rate of mental illness

bears this out. They found the rate of schizophrenia in-

creases as one goes down the class structure. This study

is a good empirical statement of the theoretical background

stated here. A restrictive and punitive environment appears

to be one of the best explanations of the larger rate of

psychoses in the lower class.)

2. Factor B - Intelligence vs. Mental Defect

Hngthesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between socio-economie status and intelligence.

(Cattenfs Culture Free Intelligence Test will be

used to measure intelligence in place of Factor B of the

16 PF Test. Since this is a full length intelligence test

it is expected that it is a.more accurate assessment of the

 

source traits known today. In the section concerned with

hypotheses the following arrangement will be followed: the

factor's letter index (i.e., A,C,F, etc.); the factor's

name; the factor loadings (in order of diminishing mean

loading; the list is out where the loadings approach.in-

significance); and a short discussion of the relationship

of the factor to position in the social structure.

22A. B. Hollingshead, and F. c. Redlich, ”Social

Stratification and Psychiatric Disorder,” American Socio-

M3.93.121: 18: 1953e PP. 163-169. .
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intelligence factor than the twelve items that make up

Factor B of the 16 PF Test.)

Rationale The rationale for this hypothesis is based on

the third point in the theoretical orientation presented

above. A lower socio-economic status position restricts

the individual from learning certain techniques that would

enable one to score highly on this test. Lower status

individuals lack the means to learn symbolic skills neces-

sary to score high on the Cullure Free Intelligence Test

(CFIQ).

3. Factor C - Emotional Stability or Ego Strength

vs. Dissatisfied Emotionality

Hypgthesis: There exists a significant positive correla-

tion between socio-economic status and emotional stability

or ego strength.

This factor loads:

Emotionally mature vs. lacking in.trustration tolerance

Emotionally stable vs. changeable

calm, phlegmatic vs. showing general emotionality

Realistic about life vs. evasive

Absence of neurotic fatigue vs. neurotically fatigued

Placid vs. worrying.

Ratiggalu Ego strength, as defined by Cattell, is the

capacity to express available energy along integrated, as

opposed to impulsive,channels.23 In psychoanalytic theory

233. B. Cattell, Personalit and Motivati n:

Structure and Measurement, (Yenkerseai:tfie Hudson: World

Book 30., 1957), pp. 15$, 103, ff. 1
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the ego stands between the Id and the super-ego and acts

as an administrative agent governing the powers of these

two forces while conducting all transactions with the outer

world.2# Therefore, ego strength can be seen as the ability

to avoid impulsive or overly moralistic behavior. Bronfen-

brenner has pointed out25 that the middle class parent has

higher expectations for the child than does the lower class

parent. The middle class child is expected to assume re-

sponsibility for himself and duties in.the home and to pro-

26 studied need achievementgress further’in school. )Douvan

(n achievement) in relation to social status and found that

the mean n achievement scores of middle class boys were con-

sistent regardless of whether there was an abstract norm to

follow or a material reward to strive for. Working class

boys on the other hand had significantly lower n achieve-

ment scores when a material reward was not present. It may

be said that the middle class child, because of his position

in the social structure, is in a learning environment that

 

2to. Hall and G. Lindsey, ”Psychoanalytic Theory and

Its Application in the Social Sciences,” in Lindsey (ed.),

The Handbook‘gl Social Ps cholo , (Cambridge, Massachusetts:

‘Iddison-Wesley Pub. 30., 01. I, l 54).

25U. Bronfenbrenner, ” Socialization and Social

Class Through Time and Space,” in Maccaby, Newcomb, and

Hartly (eds.), Reaglggs lg Social Ps cholo (third

edition; New York: Henry Holt and 50., 195% e P. 400.

26E. Douvan, ”Social Status and Success Strivings,”

in Atkinson (ed.) Motives ln'Fantasy, Action, and Society

(New York: Van NOBtrand 00., 195 9 che 36e
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facilitates the learning of techniques that are conducive

to the attainment of cultural goals. Thus we may conclude

from the above studies that middle class children learn to

channel their energy along integrated lines to more abstract

and long range goals) This is enhanced by the fact that

ideals of society are more easily attained by middle class

peOple;27 hence there is a greater degree of congruence be-

tween what one ought to do and what one can do. Lower class

people on the other hand do not fully learn this ability to

channel energy along integrated lines and therefore should

exhibit more impulsive behavior or, in Cattell's terms,

dissatisfied emotionality.

4. Factor E - Dominance vs. Submission

Hypgthesis: There exists a significant curvilinear rela-

tionship between the personality factor Dominance and socio-

economic status. This may be divided into three sub-hypothe-

see:

a. the relationship is curvilinear

b. people high and low on SE8 are high on Domi-

nance. People in the middle class are low on

Dominance

c. the relationship is significant

This factor loads:

Assertive, self-assured vs. submissive

Independent minded vs. dependent

Hard, stern vs. kindly, soft-hearted

Solemn vs. expressive

 

27Hyman,‘22. cit.
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Unconventional vs. conventional

Tough vs. easily upset

Attention getting vs. self-sufficient

Rationah: As stated above, (see rationaib for factor 0)

the middle class is characterized by deferred gratification

and greater n achievement.28 Therefore the middle class is

more ”norm conscious”; they are careful to evaluate behavior

in terms of the expected behavior which is necessary to ob-

tain cultural goals. Their behavior may be termed I'con-

ventional”, or submissive. Lower class individuals, because

of their inability to move toward goals may feel a sense of

”defeatism”; a sense that whether or not their behavior is

in line with the norms does not matter. Hence they may be

described as ”unconventional”, or more dominant. Upper

class people on the other hand, because they are ”on top

of the pile” realize that their behavior need not conform to

the norms. ‘ If this is the case, then we may expect the upper

and lower class to score high on dominance (or unconventional

behavior) and the middle class to score low on dominance.

Roughly then, a scattergram should reveal the following curve.

Jemman‘r

 Sub in) since;
 

I“ Le 5131's.!

 

28Douvan, 22. cit.
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5. Factor F - Surgency vs. Desurgency

Hypgthesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between surgency and socio-economic status.

This factor loads:

Talkative vs. silent, introspective

Cheerful vs. depressed

Placid vs. anxious

Frank, expressive vs. incommunicative, smug

Quick and alert vs. languid, slow

Rationale: One of the chief characteristics of a personality

which has spent several years in such a restrictive situa-

tion as described above, is a sense-cf desurgency. The

individual is depressed, retiring, anxious, rigid and sus-

picious. According to Cattell,29 ”the essence of normal

desurgency is a sobering inhibition by experience of punishp

ment or failure”. He reports that desurgency rises as school

leavers encounter the difficulties of life, and that children

”of more well-to-do families are significantly more surgent."30

These findings suggest that: a. surgency is related to diffi-

culties encountered in one's environment: and, b. these

difficulties are to some extent dependent on the class posi-

tion of the family.

Therefore, since the lower class position is per-

ceived as restrictive and punitive, we may expect desurgency

 

290attell, 22. oil” pp. 112-119.

3°Ibid. . pp. 112-119.
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to be significantly more prevalent in the lower socio-

economic groupings.

6. Factor G - Character or Super-Ego Strength vs.

Lack of Internal Standards

Hypgthesis: There is a significant positive correlation

between character or super-ego strength and socio-economic

status.

This factor lgads:

Persevering, determined vs. quitting, fickle

Responsible vs. frivolous

Emotionally mature vs. demanding, impatient

Consistently ordered vs. relaxed, indolent

Conscientious vs. undependable

Attentive to people vs. obstructive

Rationale: Sociologically speaking the super-ego may be con-

sidered as the persons incorporation.of the ideal norms of

behavior which are transmitted primarily by verbal and

printed means, and secondly, by behavior. The super-ego

represents the ideal, or what ought to be.31 Situations

which conflict with these norms act to deteriorate the super-

ego strength. If a lack of internal standards is associated

with the lower status group, it would tend to support the

theory that the lower class tends to encounter more resistance

in obtaining the ideals of society. One explanation of the

resistance might be that there are differences in learned

behavior between classes. Higher classes have learned be-

havior which corresponcb more accurately to the norms of ideal

310. Hall, and G. Lindzey, op. cit., pp. 153-155.
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behavior; hence less conflict, and the super-ego is supported.

The lower class on the other hand, internalizes the same cul-

tural values as do the other classes, yet their means to ful-

fill these values, or to reach their goals, are blocked:

hence there is little support for a strong super-ego from

the external world. This lack of support for the super-ego

thus allows the internalized values to die out, so that lower

class individuals may be eXpected to have significantly less

internal standards.

7. Factor B - Adventurous Autonomic Resilience vs.

Inherent, Withdrawn Schizothymia

Hypothesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between adventurous resirence and socio-econonic status.

This factOr loads:

Gregarious sociability vs. shyness, withdrawing tendency

Adventurous bold vs. cautious, retiring

Having marked interest in the opposite sex vs. slight

interest in the opposite sex

Frivolous vs. conscientious

Strong, artistic or sentimental interests vs. lack of

Abzggznt emotional response vs. coolness, aloofness

Rational : It has been pointed out in the theoretical frame-

work for some of the above hypotheses that a case may be

made for considering the lower class position as one which

is characterized by a disproportionate amount of conflict

and frustration. If such is the case then we may expect the

inherent, withdrawn schizothymia part of Factor E to be re-

lated to lower class positions. Cattell gives some support
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to this expectation when he observes that this factor is

associated with the father of the child being in the lower

income range.32

Cattell further describes the H - (or withdrawn

schizothymia) person as one who has learned that human con-

tacts are autonomically exhausting.33 It is pointed out by

Cattell that the terms Parasympothetic Immunity vs. Threat

Reactivity are perhaps more pointed terms which may be used

to describe this trait.3£* In a social environment which

restricts mobility and the attainment of other cultural

goals, the individual finds his self-esteem threatened.

After many unsuccessful attempts to advance oneself or to

obtain culturally designated goals, the typical reaction is

one of withdrawal from the situation. This may be termed

either withdrawn schizothymia or threat reaction. {is stated

above, the lack of expressive facilities in the lower class

may also result in a psychological phenomena such as

schizothymia.

8. Factor I - Emotional Sensitivity vs. Tough

Maturity.

Hngthesis: There exists no relationship between Factor I

and socio-economic status.

This factor loads:

 

320attell, 22. cit., p. 129.

33%., P. 130e 3411315... p. 130,
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Demanding, impatient vs. emotionally mature

Dependent, immature vs. independent minded

Imaginative, introspective vs. set and smug

Kindly, gentle vs. hard, cynical

Aesthetically fastidious vs. lacking artistic feeling

Frivolous vs. responsible

Attention getting vs. self-sufficient

Rational : Though it has been maintained that one's position

in the social structure is an underlying variable in deter-

mining personality factors, it can'by no means be maintained

to contribute to all personality traits. If such were the

case, and personalities were the result only of cultural or

social phenomena, then the variations in personalities with-

in a society would be greatly reduced. As it is, however,

personality develOps not only as the result of exposure to

cultural phenomena, but also as a result of personal experi-

ences and biological differences.35 Factor I is a factor

which cannot be theoretically connected to socio-economic

status. This factor may partially be a result of a biologi-

cal or heredity factor; for instance, emotional sensitivity

may be related to certain neurological factors.

' Since Cattell points out that women score higher than

men, and older people higher than younger ones,36 it may be

 

35See C. Klunkholn, H. Murray,mmd D. Schneider, (eds. )

Personalit in.Nature Societyfiand Culture (New York: Enoff,

l§555, ch. 2*for a further discussion on similarities and

differences in personality as a result of biological, cul-

tural, role, and individual factors.

35R. B. Cattell, D. Saunders, and G. Stice, Handbook

for the Sixteen Personality Factor Questionnaire (Champaign,

Illinois: Institute for Personality and Ability Testing,

1950). p. 9.
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expected that within this sample composed of seventeen year

old males this factor will not be related to socio-economic

status.

9. Factor L - Paranoid Schizothymia vs. Trustful

Altruism

Hypothesis: There exists a significant negative correla-

tion between paranoid schizothymia and socio-economic status.

This factor loads:

Prone to Jealousy vs. free of Jealous tendencies

Placid, shy, bashful vs. composed

Suspicious vs. trustful

Dour vs. cheerful

Rigid vs. adaptable

Hard and unconcerned vs. concerned about other people

Rational : If one's position in the social structure is

detrimental to the attainment of cultural goals, and if

successive attempts to reach cultural goals result in con-

tinued frustration, then one's reaction to this type

of situation may be one of a feeling of persecution; it is

the lower class which is more apt to find its position

detrhlanted to the attaining of cultural goals and hence

show signs of paranoia. If, on the other hand, one is suc-

cessful in attaining culturally valued goals (the middle and

upper class), then one may have a more trustful and composed

outlook on life.

10. Factor M - Hysteric Unconcern (or "Bohemianismffi

vs. Practical Concernedness

Hypothesis: There exists a significant negative correlation

between hysteric unconcern and socio-economic status.
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This factor loads:

Unconventional, eccentric vs. conventional

Sensitively imaginative vs. practical, logical

Undependable vs. conscientious

Placid exterior vs. easily concerned and expressive

Occasional hysterical emotion vs. given to keeping

head in emergencies

Rgtionale: Research has shown the middle class person to

be in one sense more concerned with his position in the

social structure than the lower class person. Since the

middle class is generally characterized as being oriented

toward deferred gratification, it would appear that for the

most part this factor of practical concernedness would be

associated with the upper half of the social class structure

rather than with the lower half.

11. Factor‘N - Sophistication vs. Rough Simplicity

Hypgthesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between sophistication and socio-economic status.

This factor loads:

Polished vs. clumsy, awkward

Cool, aloof vs. attentive to people

Fastidious vs. easily pleased

Rationale: Since middle and upper class people have more

access to facilities which would tend to develop sophistica-

tion such as education, travel, and generally a wider variety

of experience, it can be assumed that this part of the social

class structure will score higher on the H+ or sephistication

side of this factor than.will the lower class persons.
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12. Factor 0 - Anxious Insecurity vs. Placid Self

Confidence f

Hypothesis: There is a significant negative correlation

between anxious insecurity and socio-economic status.

This factor loads:

Anxious vs. placid

Worrying vs. tough, calm

Suspicious, brooding vs. given to simple action

Rationale: As the theoreticaleramework points out a case

may be made for considering the lower class position as re-

stricting and frustrating. Repeated rebuffs when one attempts

to follow culturally approved patterns may result in an anx-

ious insecurity trait. This trait may not appear in those

persons possessing the facilities and opportunities to

successfully pursue cultural goals.

13. Factor Q1 - Radicalism vs. Conservatism

Hypgthesis: There is no significant relationship between

the personality trait Radicalism vs. Conservatism and socio-

economie status.

Rationale: This factor has previously appeared in attitude

surveys rather than in personality tests. Since this factor

does not seem to be one which can be related to personality

and social structure this writer has not set forth a direc-

tional hypothesis. It seems that this factor could. be re-

lated to: (a) critical thinkingability, i.e., an open or

closed mind, or, (b) a tolerence of inconveniences. In



37

either case there is no evident reason for expecting a

correlation.between this personality factor and position

in the stratification order.

14. Factor Q2 - Independent Self-Sufficiency vs.

Lack of Resolution

Hypothesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between independent self-sufficiency and socio-economie

status.

Rationale: Davis and Havighurst37 point out that the middle

class child is expected to assume responsibilities for duties

about the home at an earlier age than the lower class child.

While lower class children are not as subject to regulations

and have more freedom of movement, they are expected to get

a Job at an earlier age. Davis and Havighurst emphasize

that the data in this area is still tentitive and often.con-

flicting, and that childrearing practices, like other aspects

.of American culture are not stable. However, this writer

believes that it is safe to say that in the middle class

many of the child training practices are concerned with the

development of independence and achievement behavior. It

is possible that the lower class child does not come into

contact with.norms that demand this type of behavior. Some

37A. Davis, and R. J. Havighurst, ”Social Class and

Color Differences in Child Rearing,” American Sociological

Review, 6, 1946, pp. 698-710. .
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support for these ideas is found in an article by Rosen;

he says:

”From babyhood on much of the middle class

child's affect is likely to be associated

with achievement related behavior structured

for him by the training practices and values

of his parents. In the pre-school period the

tendency for middle class parents to make

early demands upon their children is reflected

in such practices as early toilet training and

the intense concern with cleanliness. As the

child grows he is frequently urged and encour-

agegBEo demonstrate his developing maturity

[Additional support comes from Werner, he states39 that the

lower class child is more dependent on his mother than the

child of other classes. His demands tend to be immediately

satisfied through his mother, and he enjoys more freedom

from adult restraint. The middle class child on the other

hand, is punished for aggression and immediate satisfaction

of urges; he is encouraged to discharge energies in more

constructive channels that lead to social achievement. Such

training ideally leads to the development of individual

responsibility and autonomy.40 Restraint, foresight, and

the acceptance of superior and remote goals are some of the

behavior patterns that are rewarded.‘

 

383. C. Rosen, ”The Achievement Syndrome: A Psycho-

cultural Dimension of Social Stratification,” in Atkinson

(ed.),o22. git,” ch. 35.

39L. W. warmer, American Life - Dream and Reailit

(Chicago, Illinois: University ofChicagoPress, 1955).

p. 85 and 175.

hoIbige, Fe 1750
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All of these factors seem to indicate that the middle

class child should learn to be more self-sufficient than the

lower class child.

15. Factor Q3 - Will Control and Character Stability

Hypgthesis: There is a significant positive relationship

between will control and socio-economic status.

Rationale: The deferred gratification that characterizes

the middle class necessitates the development of strong will

control (see hypothesis 3). If there is, as Merton says, a

discrepency between the cultural values and the opportunities

existing in parts of the social structure for attaining these

values, then it would seem that these individuals located in

the parts of the social structure that have access to these

values would possess more "character stability”. An inability

to achieve goals may result in detrimental affects on character

stability. If so, since the lower class is at a disadvantage

in regards to socially structured opportunities, it can be

expected that the middle and upper classes have a signifi-

cantly greater degree of character stability.

16. Factor Q4,- Nervous Tension

Hypothesis: There is a significant negative relationship

between nervous tension.and socio-economic status.

Rationale: Much research in the area of social structure

and personality has shown the lower class child exhibits

more anxiety and.nervous tension than the middle class
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child.41 This may be the result of concern about one's

status and of repeated failure to attain culturally valued

goals and thus to conform to cultural ideals.

Conclusion: Utilizing the work of Robin Williams,

Robert Merton, and Raymond Cattell, a theoretical framework

has been developed concerning the social class structure

and its effects on personality factors. Briefly stated the

theoretical orientation of this study is that: '(1) Social

class may be considered as a sub-culture. If personality

formation is in line with cultural norms we may than expect

to find variations in personality factors linked with socio-

economic‘status. (2) There are areas of stress that allow

us to consider the lower status position in American society

as detrimental to achievement of culturally approved goals.

The environment is seen as restrictive, punitive, and frus-

trating: this may have an effect on personality factors. In

line with this theoretical development, specific hypotheses

have been developed concerning the relationship between socio-

economic status and the personality factors measured in

Cattell's Sixteen Persogality Factorlgggg.

Chapter Three will be concerned with the sample, the

instruments used, and the analysis of data.

 

418cc N. H. Sewell and A. O. Haller, ”Factors in the

Relationship between Social Status and the Personality Ad-

Justment of the Child,” American Sociological Review, 4, 24,

1959; especially factors one and four.



CHAPTER III

SAMPLE, INSTRUMENTS, AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

Sample: The data to be analyzed were collected in

the spring and summer of 1957 under the direction of Dr.

Archibald 0. Haller in Lenawee County, Michigan. Lenawee

County is an urban county located in the fringe area of a

large metropolitan center. It is a county rich in agri-

culture and light industry. The geographic administrative

and trade center is a city of about 20,000 people. A full

range of the stratification order is found in the county.

Several educational institutions of high level are located

1 The extensive develOpment of thein or near the county.

county's communications systems and its proximity to Detroit

insures a good knowledge of the urbanpindustrial world and

also insures that the county is not an isolated community.

These factors at first may not appear to be pertinent ones

in the study of personality factors and social status but,

as we have seen in the second Chapter, many personality

‘-

1The description of the county is taken from personal

observation and from A. O. Haller, ”The Occupational Achieve-

ment Process of Farm Reared Youth in Urban Industrial Socie-

ties,” paper presented to the Fourth World Congress of

Sociology, Milan, Italy, 1959. (To appear in Burg; Socio-

1 51).

41



42

traits may depend on one's awareness of his position in

the social. structure and what this position means in terms

of certain actions to be taken and opportunities that are

available. Hence these factors of communication, education,

proximity to a metropolitan center are mentioned for they

insure the accessibility of knowledge required for awareness

of one's position in the social structure.

A sample of 433 seventeen year old boys is available

for analysis: this represents 88 percent of the total popula-

tion of seventeen year old boys in this country. Since it is

impossible to accurately place the category ”farmer” on the

Horth-Hatt occupations scale this group of 33 boys was dropped

from the sample. After removing all subjects with incomplete

data in the pertinent areas of analysis, a final sample of

355 subjects was obtained.

These subjects who were not included in the analysis

because of incomplete data probably do not bias the sample

in such a way as to produce significant apparent relationships

when in fact the relationships are not significant. In fact

the bias may be in the opposite direction. Since lower

status persons probably have a higher rate of absenteeism,

and since they are known to drop out of school earlier than

middle status persons, it is possible that this sample is

slightly biased against the lower status persons. If such

is the case, then any relationships found in the analysis



 

’
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of this study might well be larger if the data were complete

an all subjects, and if the sample accurately represented

the stratification order.

Instpppents:

Soglp-Economic Stgtus Indices: Data on.socio-

economic status were compiled.in the survey. The instru-

ments used were a modified short form of Sewell's Soclp-

Eggppmic Status Scale, father's occupation based on North-

Hatt ratings,2 and.nother's and father's education.

Kahl and Davis have done a study comparing different

status indices. They factor analyzed nineteen status indices

and found all of these indices to be highly correlated be-

cause they all, in varying degrees, measure the same general

thing. The first factor extracted from their analysis was

the factor of education and occupation. The second factor

proved to be that of the quality of the home and the resi-

dential area. They conclude that:

”...socio-economic status is an accurate though

clumsy term: there is a composite of social

and economic attributes that tend to cluster

together, and we can measure the composite

fairly well. For many purposes, it is practi-

cal to treat this composite as one dimension

in the general factor. The best single index

of it is an occupational scale."3

 

2Interpolations of the occupations done by A. 0.

Haller. Leslie Silverman, and‘w. Roy Cook at the Univer-

sity of Wisconsin.

3J. A. Kahl, and J. A. Davis, ”A Comparison of Indexes

of Socio-Economic Status,” Amerigan Sociological Review, 20,

1955, PP. 517-325. .
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The indices used in this study measure both of the

factors found by Kahl and Davis. Father's occupation and

father's and mother's education correspond to the first

factor extracted in the above study; Sewell's scale which

contains items on house quality, home facilities, and com-

munication facilities in the home, corresponds to the second

factor extracted by Kahl and Davis. These indices may thus

be considered as some of the more accurate indices in use

in sociological research.

It is maintained that since Sewell's scale is a

multiple item index, and since it directly measures material

possessions and indirectly may give an indication of value

orientations, it is the most accurate index used in this

study. Though consumption patterns bpend to a great extent

on income, consumption behavior also reflects personal values.

Two people with equal pay checks may use them for different

pleasures, depending on their value orientations.

0n the basis of Kahl and Davis' study it may be

expected that occupation and education are also useful

indices. However, education, since it is not an easily

perceived possession, is probably not used as often as these

more visible indices in placing an individual in the social

structure. Since education alone does not insure a high

status position, it may not be as accurate as occupation

or Sewell's Scale.



45

Appendix one, Table A presents the intercorrelation

of the four indices used in this study. Table B contains

similar information for a study in Jefferson County, Wiscon-

sin, made during the period from 1948-1955. The differences

that exist between these two tables are probably due to the

differences in the instruments used (i.e., a different form

of Sewell's Scale was used), the difference in samples, and

the times at which the data were obtained.

0n the basis of Kahl and Davis' study and a casual

review of studies dealing with socio-economic status vari-

ables, it may be said that these indices are accurate in

the measurement of socio-economic status and they are among

the most traditionally used indices of socio-economic status.

Cattell's Sixteen Pepsonplity Raptor Tesp: According

to Cattell, the 16 PF Test is designed to give the maximum

information in the shortest time about the most dimensions

of personality. He notes that the test is not designed to

measure specific neurotic conditions but attempts to cover

the whole personality.4

I) The sixteen factors used are based on considerable

research locating ”source traits”; that is, traits that

affect much of the overt personality. Unlike most

4R. B. Cattell, D. R. Saunders, and G. Stice,

Handbook for the Sixteen Personallt1 Factor Questionnalre

{Champaign,Illinois: institute for Personality and

Ability Testing, 1950), p. l.
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personality tests developed in the last thirty years the 16

PF test is based on factor analytic research. Cattell says:

”The present questionnaire meets a long-stand-

ing demand for a personality-measuring instru-

ment properly validated with respect to the

primary personality factors based on general

psychological research. It is at present

unique in (a) having every item of demon-

strated saturation with respect to each of

the factors which it sets out to measure and

(b) the demonstration that each of the question-

naire factors corresponds to primary personality

factors found elsewhere, notable in ratings in

real-life behavior situations, objectige tests,

and clinical and social performances."

been used and tested previously. The ”Q” traits Q1, Q2,

Q3, Q4, have so far been only identified in Questionnaire

and interest-attitude responses. The questionnaire aims to

leave out no important aspect of the total personality.

Form B of the 16 PF Test was administered to the

sample described above. The test consists of 187 questions

which the subject answers "yes”, "in between”, or ”no”. The

responses to the questions are scored and summed to yield

a total score for each person on each of the personality

factors.

In the following table the equalivalence coefficients,

(coefficients of reliability between form A.and form 3,)

are lower than the consistency coefficients (split-half

5L9;..glp., p. l.
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reliability) for at least two reasons: (a) more of the’best

questions” have been put in form A, and (b) there are only

twelve items which measure each factor.6

Personality factor B of Cattell's test is General

Intelligence versus Mental Defect. In order to secure

greater accuracy in assessing this factor the Culture‘Epgp

Intelligence Egg; will be used. This test is a perceptual

test "in Which the relations with which intelligence oper-

ates arise among fundaments which are given in the immediate

perception."7 This test makes use of designs rather than

particular objects or written words hence it is relatively

free from a cultural bias. Perhaps the only two cultural

influences present are (a) the working on a time schedule

and (b) working without immediate rewards. Though these

influences may affect the subject (and these can be virtu-

ally removed) they are motivational influences and not im-

posed cognitive conditions. Hence this test should not have

in it the social class differences which are present in many

tests. It is a more accurate measurement of cognitive

ability, than many other tests used to measure intelligence.

As in all tests, however, there is still a practice

effect in that one gains experience from taking intelligence

 

6Ibid., p. 1.

7R. B. Cattell, and A. K. s. Cattell, Handbook :2;

the Individual pp Group Culture Free Into 11 once Test

'Tfihampaign, Illinois: Institute for BeFEbEEITIj mid"

Ability Testing).
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tests and has a higher score because of this practice. In

this sample of high school boys we may assume that all have

been eXposed to approximately the same number of intelli-

gence tests and the practice effect will not influence the

results.

It is hoped that one of the ”latent” effects of this

study will be to introduce a personality test which will

yield a more thorough analysis of the total personality

than many of the personality tests now in effect. Two of

the tests now prevalent in sociological research deserve

some comment. Though Cattell distains to even mention the

Califgrnla Test 9; Pgrspnallty in his book,8

widely used in sociology. The objections raised against

it is quite

this test are that it is not based on behavioral ratings

and the general areas tested (i.e., social adjustment,

personal adjustment, etc.) do not yield a comprehensive

view of personality structure. It is a test that may be

used by relatively untrained people in a group situation:

it may yield ”adjustment” scores helpful to the educational

system, but it does not possess the thoroughness and

sophistication of Cattell's test.

The Minnesota Multiphasic (MMPI) has also been used

in sociological research. It too, however, is not based on

 

8R. B. Cattell, Personalipy and.Motlvation Structure

and Measurement (Yonkers-on-the-Hudson: orld Boo o.,

1957 .
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factor researoh: it is, in fact, constructed to meet clin-

ical concepts of the time. Though its instructions give

keys for about a dozen differently labeled entities, Cattell

reports9 that factor analysis shows that there are only

about five true dimensions. This test, since it is con-

structed in.line with clinical concepts, tends to measure

abnormality rather than to give a picture of a normal per-

sonality.

Cattell's 16 PF Test on the other hand, deals with

independent dimensions of personality shown to run through

the normal range. In such a test an individual is not

assigned to a psychiatric category, but his makeup is ex-

pressed as a combination of source traits.10

It is necessary to make a brief reference to the

labels that Cattell puts on these factors. Though.many of

them appear to be very similar to those terms that denote

abnormal types of personality, they refer to a phenomena

which may be abnormal only in the extremes. These source

traits, Cattell has discovered, are those found in normal

behavior. Though at first sight many of the factor names

appear to be associated with types of mental illness or

 

91bid., p. 109.

1°Ibid., p. 166.
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abnormal personalities, they actually represent factors

in the normal range of behavior.

To avoid misleading and interpretative names, Cattell

has developed an Universal Index (U.I.). Thus in the test

used the sixteen factors have not only names, but laboratory

letter indices, and a U.I. number. The letter index goes

from A to P: the questionnaire data factors are labeled

Q1 ... Qn. In the U.I. the numbers are approximately in

declining order of salience of the factors determined by a

number of research studies and magnitude of variance. The

16 PF Test omits factors D (excitability), K (comention),

and P (personality disintegration): no reason is given for

omitting these factors, and apparently there is no factor J.11

Analysls of Data: Since the data were collected in

1957 they have been coded and punched on IBM decks. All of

Cattell's tests had been converted into T scores. In order

to analyze that portion of the data which has specific

reference to this thesis, it was necessary to transfer data

from several decks to compile all the needed material on one

deck for computation. Having compiled a work deck, a dupli-

cate deck was made in the standard MIST1012 format. This

step was necessary because though the MISTIC deck contains

exactly the same information as the work deck, the addition

111bid., p. 705.

12Michigan State Integral Computer.



52

of overpunches which are necessary for MISTIC computation,

hampers the use of the deck for standard card sorting proce-

dures. As a result, the MISTIC deck is appropriate for

MISTIC card input only and is not useful for any other type

of data analyses.

In cases where the card data is set up in the proper

format, a standard pro-wired plug board is used for the card

input reader; this plug board is appropriate for most MISTIC

library programs. The standard card format gives MISTIC such

essential information as digit field size, sign and termina-

tion of measurement row in addition to the substantive in-

formation punched on the cards.

Besides the standard pro-wired plug board the require-

ments of the standard card format are: ,

1. No data may be located in columns 1-8 of the IBM

cards. These columns may however be used for identification

material, i.e., these columns may be punched with identificap

tion numbers, but no substantive data may be located there.

If by chance one wishes to leave another eight columns blank

then the standard plug board wiring must be changed. In any

case, data may be on only 72 columns of the card. Assuming

the use of the standard board, the data is started on column

9, and should be continuous to the end of the measurement row.

The digit field size may vary both within a card and between

cards. That is to say that the digit field need not be the

same size across the card (variable one may have a four
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digit field and variable two a two digit field). The digit

fieldson one variable may vary from card to card (card one,

variable one may have a three digit field, and card two,

variable one may have a five digit field.)

2. As mentioned before MISTIC necessitates the addi-

tion of overpunches. All cards are I overpunched on column

one, this tells the computer to start reading a new card.

Each digit field must likewise be terminated by an over-

punch. There are two ways of doing this; the first and most

economical in terms of card space is to overpunch the last

digit of the digit field; the second way is to leave blank

columns (with no data) between digit fields and put the

overpunch in this column. This second method of designat-

ing digit field size decreases the number of variables that

may be put.on a card.

5. The last two or three cards which are fed into

the card hepper must be completely blank.

Having compiled the data in this form, it was sub-

mitted to MISTIC to be run through the program KSAM. This

program yields a triangular correlation matrix of product

moment correlation, means, standard deviation, variance and

co-variance.13 In order to facilitate analysis and reading

of the matrix the result tape of program KS-M was resubmitted

to MISTIC with program M3—M. This program squares a matrix

 

13The complete program may be found in Appendix II.
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from its triangular representation. A parameter was chosen

which would terminate each column of the matrix with an ”N"

and terminate the matrix with a ”J". Several parameters are

available for this program; this one was chosen because if

further analysis of the data is to be done through MISTIC,

there will be no need to re-run the data. The result tape

can be resubmitted with a.new program. It is important to

note that program M5-M accepts.only the first part of the

result tape from KS-M: it will only square the matrix and

will not accept the means, standard deviations, and variance-

covariance matrix.

Criteria for accepting or rejecting hypotheses: In

the following chapter the results of the data analysis will

be presented. Some standard is needed to determine if a

hypothesis may be accepted or rejected. The following criteria

are purely arbitrary. If two or more indices of socic-ecoa

nomic status are significantly correlated with a specific

personality factor in the predicted direction than the

hypothesis will be accepted. The .05 level will be used

as the critical level of significance. If the results show

that one or none of the indices yields a correlation signifi-

cant at the.05 level thin the hypothesis will be rejected.

Conclusion: This chapter has defined the sample used

in this study, the socio-economic status indices that were
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used, Cattell's Sixteen Personality Factor Egg}, and the

analyses of data.

The sample used consisted of 345 seventeen year

old male high school students in Lenawee County, Michigan.

Sewell's _S_9_c_i_.g-Economic Status _S_<_:g._l_§ (modified short form),

father's occupation, and father's and mother's education _

are used as the indices of socio-economic status; these are

among the most reliable and most prevalent indices in use

in sociological research. Though a thorough analyses of

Cattell's theory of personality is not given, some background

of the 16 PF test is presented. Finally a description of

the work done in the analyses of data is given.

The next chapter will present the results of this

study .



CHAPTER IV

RESULTS

Ppppose of the Chapter: The purpose of this chapter

is to put forth the results of the analysis of the data.

Table Two presents in tabular form the results of

the preceding data analysis. It shows the correlation of

four socio-economic status indices with each of the sixteen

factors in Cattell's 16 PF Test.

Factor A, Cyclothymia vs. Schizothymia, is signifi-

cantly related to two of the status indices used, father's

occupation and Sewell's Socio-Economic Status‘gpalg. The

index of father's education approaches significance at the

.05 level. The correlation with mother's education, though

in the same direction as the other indices, is not signifi-

cant. Thus we may accept the hypothesis that there is a

significant positive relationship between socio-economic

status and schizothymia.

As can be seen from the correlation table, 1ntelli-

genes, as measured by the Culture‘ngg Intelligence'gggp,

is significantly related to socio-economic status. All

four indices yield a correlation that is significant beyond

the .001 level. This result confirms other research done

in this area which links intelligence to socio-economic

status . 56
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Emotional Stability (Factor 0) is significantly

related to socio-economic status according to two indices

used (mother's education and Sewell's Socio-Economic Status

.§g§;2). The correlation of Factor 0 with father's education

is in the predicted direction but fails to reach significance.

A.slight negative correlation with the North-Hatt occupational

scale does not fall into the direction predicted by the hy-

pothesis. This correlation (r = -.021) is so small that for

all practical purposes it may be considered to indicate no

relationship between Factor 0 and father's occupation.

It will be recalled that it was hypothesized that

Factor E, Dominance vs. Submissiveness, would be in a curvi-

linear relationship with socio-economic status. An examina-

tion of the scattergram produced by the Tabulation.0ffice re-

veals that the correlations are linear rather than.curvilinear:

therefore, we may reject parts A and B of the hypothesis.

However, since Factor E correlates significantly with father's

occupation and.the Sewell Sopio-Economic Status'Spglg (signifi-

cant at the .01 and .001 level respectively) as a post factum

interpretation we may say that there is a significant relation-

ship between Dominance and socio-economic status. The index

of father's education shows a relationship which is in the

same direction but which is not significant. Mother's educa-

tion as an index yields practically a zero correlation with

Factor E.

Despite the fact that the theoretical argument for

Desurgency (Factor F, Surgency vs. Desurgency) being
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associated with lower status groups is very strong, this study

yields very low correlations between Factor F and socio-economic

status; Sewell's scale is the only index which approaches signi-

ficance. Therefore, this thypothesis must be rejected. Cattell,

in his writing, is characteristic of desurgency and says that

the evidence indicates that exposure to punishment and depriva-

tion, or a readiness to take on remote goals in respect to

which failure is more likely than with short range goals.1

These items seem to be characteristic of the lower class

situation, and an inability to achieve long range goals.

One explanation of the failure to establish a significant

relation with lower class status may be suggested: the

sample used is that of high school students, hence it is

possible that these subjects have not yet encountered the

full effects of their environment. This explanation is

backed by Cattell who says that school leavers exhibit a

steep trend to desurgency as they encounter difficulties

of life.2 On the other hand, it may be found that the lower

class does not actually internalize the long range cultural

goals as heavily as has been maintained here; if such is

 

1R. B. Cattell, Perspnality and.Motivapion Sprugture

and Measurement (YOnkers-on-the-Hudson: World Book Co..

7.5-5.7), Pa 1170

21bid., p. 117.
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the case then there would be less failure and hence less

desurgency than suspected.

It has been maintatned that Super-Ego Strength

(Factor G) is higher in those positions in the social struc-

ture in which there is congruence between ideal forms of

behavior and reality. The correlation of socio-economic

status indices with Super-Ego Strength are in the predicted

direction; the correlations with father's occupation and the

Sewell scale are both significant at the .01 level. These

results allow us to accept the hypothesis that there is a

significant positive relationship between Super-Ego Strength

and socio-economic status.

In.line with the theoretical orientation of this

thesis it was predicted that individuals in a restrictive

and punitive environment would, after repeated rebuffs,

attempt to withdraw from the situation: this would be mani-

fested in a greater degree of the factor called ”inherent

withdrawn schizothymia”. The correlation of Factor H with

the socio-economic status indices confirm the hypothesis

that there is a significant positive relationship between

this factor and socio-econbmic status. All four status

indices show correlation significant at the .01 or .001

level. Thus the hypothesis may be accepted.

No relationship was predicted between Factor I

(Emotional Sensitivity vs. Tough.Maturity) and socio-economic

status. While Table Two indicates that one of the correlations
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reach an acceptable level of significance, it is interest-

ing to note that all four indices indicate an inverse or

minus correlation with Factor I. Though at the onset no

grounds could be seen for formulating a directional hy-

pothesis, there is one post facto interpretation which may

account(for the possible negative relationship. An examina-

tion of the loadings that Cattell lists for this factor

reveals that the I minus person, or one characterized by

Tough.Maturity, would seem to be quite self reliant, cour-

ageous, and shrewd. It can be seen that these are some of

the characteristics valued by society as those needed in

order to advance oneself. If these are the characteristics

a ”successful” person must possess in order to achieve

entrance to the higher position in the class structure then

it should be expected that the ”tough mature" person occupies

higher status than the ”emotionally sensitive”. Or at least

it may be expected that the characteristics of the 1' person

are to be found in those individuals who are upwardly mobile.

Perhaps this sample unwittingly includes a good many mobile

families. Cattell states that the emotionally sensitive

person is likely to come from homes ggfilln the lowest eco-

nomic groups; and astudyofgroups at the extremes of the I

factor reveal that the individuals at the emotionally sensi-

tive end of the continium contain a higher preportion of

persons from families comfortably well-off for two or three

generations. The tough mature individuals are scientists
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and businessmen who have "come up the hard way”.3 Though

these latter conclusions are based on a non-stastical study

of only twenty persons, (ten at each extreme) it is possible

that the post facto interpretation may prove correct. If

so, we should then eXpect to find the I' individuals are

upwardly mobile, or at least have not been settled in a

higher status class for several generations.

It is not possible to accept the hypothesis that

Factor L (Paranoid Schizothymia vs. Trustful Altrusion)

has a significant negative correlation with socio-economic

status. Since a case can be made for considering the lower

positions in the class structure as being detrimental to the

attainment of cultural goals it was possible that the lower

class might reveal a greater degree of paranoid schizothymia

than members of higher classes. The results do not bear

this out.

Turning to Factor M, it is seen that though the

correlations are not only‘pgp in the direction predicted,

but none have reached the level of significance. The hy-

pothesis was made that there is a significant negative

correlation between Hysteric unconcern and socio-economic

status. Since the results are not significant and not in

the predicted direction, this hypothesis must be rejected.

 

31bid., pp. 134-135.
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At this time no post factum interpretation appears to

explain this result.

Factor N, Sophistication vs. Rough Simplicity, is

the third personality factor which is significantly related

to all four socio-economic status indices at the .01 level

or .001 level. The rationale for hypothesizing a positive

relationship between Sophistication and socio-economic

status was that the middle and upper classes have access to

more facilities which tend to develop sophistication. It

may also develop that the middle and upper class are more

aware of, or concerned about, their position and hence put

on the characteristic of being more aloof and cool in order

to maintain.their superior position. It is not being main-

tained that this concern is a form of anxiety, for status

anxiety is negatively correlated with socio-economic status

(other data from this study reveal an r = ~.25 between socio-

economic status and status anxiety significant at the .001

level).

It was hypothesized that the factor of Anxious In-

security (Factor 0) would yield a.negative correlation with

socio-economic status. The results show that though the

correlations are in the predicted direction, none of them

reach the .05 level of significance. These correlations at

least indicate that the lower class is more anxious than the

middle or upper class; it is possible that this trait does

not reach an acceptable level of significance because of





65

its generality. If there were some specific attitudes

being measured (i.e., status anxiety) rather than the

personality factor of Anxious Insecurity, then the correla-

tion might increase.

It will be recalled that the factors labled Q1. Q2,

Q3, and Q4, are factors derived from attitude and cpinion

questionnaires. Because behavioral correlates are not

available for these four factors the correlations of these

variables with other factors will be reported to assist in

the interpretation of the findings.

The hypothesis for the first of these factors stated

that there would be no significant relationship between factor

Q1 (Radicalism vs. Conservatism) and socio-economic status.

Table Two shows that all four indices indicate a positive

direction, however, only Sewell's scale shows a significant

correlation: it is significant at the .01 level. This re-

sult shows then that the higher status classes tend to be

more radical; a glance at the area of attitude and public

opinion polls shows that this is contradictory to all ex-

pectations. Surveys have generally shown that the upper

class has been more conservative in their attitudes toward

social, economic, and political issues. The fact that all

four indices are consistent in their direction, and the

fact that the results are contrary to expectations, if one

was predicting on the basis of previous studies, would seem

to indicate that this factor is mislabled and perhaps
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doesn't measure radicalism or conservatism. Cattell says

that this factor is associated with critical thinking ability,

independent thought, discussion of serious problems of life,

preference of intellectual activities, self analysis, ana-

lytically.minded.4 This factor is also low in priests,

nurses,and semi-skilled workers; it is high in executives,

directors, researchers, and the professions.5 It is con-

ceivable that this factor could be better labled ”Critical

Thinking.Ability"; a correlation of -.026 reveals however,

that this factor is not related to intelligence.

There are some grounds however, for labeling this as

an ”independence” factor, with additional connotations of

withdrawal symptoms. It is correlated with Emotional Sensi-

tivity (I), Paranoid Schizothymia (L), Hysteric Unconcern

(M), and Nervous Tension (Q4). The r's: .116, .144, .132,

.146 respectively.6

The correlations of Factor Q2 all show the predicted

direction but only cnedthese, the correlation with Sewell's

scale, is significant at the .001 level. It is interesting

to note that this self-sufficiency factor correlates .122

with Factor G, or Super-ego Strength. Theoretically it

should also correlate with Ego Strength (Factor C) since

 

4Ibid., p. 209. 5Loc. cit., p. 209.

6See Appendix III for the intercorrelations of the

Sixteen Personality Factor Test in the sample used in this

study.
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self-sufficiency should represent an ability to channel

energies into constructive channels, and an ability to

dissolve or control conflicting desires. A correlation

of .026, however, shows that there is little correlation

between the two.

Likewise, Will Control or Character Stability

(Factor Q3) could be expected to correlate with self-suf-

ficiency; since Q2 and Q3 have an inter-correlation of only

.057, it appears that the two are distinct factors. It

will be recalled that a significantpositive relationship

was hypothesized between socio-economic status and Factor

Q3. Table One reveals that all of the correlations are in

the predicted direction (though the correlation between

father's education and Factor Q3 is for all practical pur-

poses zero) and that the correlations with mother's educa-

tion and Sewell's scale reach significance at the .05 and

.001 level respectively. Appendix Three shows this factor

is related to Intelligence (CFIQ Test), Ego-Strength (Factor

C), Super-Ego Strength (Factor G), Autonomic Resilence

(Factor B) and Sophistication (Factor N). The r's ....141,

.324, .300, .354, and .140 respectively. This factor of

Will Control is negatively correlated with Emotional Sensi-

tivity (I), Anxious Insecurity (0) and Nervous Tension (Q4).

These r's = -.111, -.276, and -.328.

The factor ef‘Will Control then seems to overlap

slightly with Ego-Strength, and Autonomic Resilence in
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particular. It is hypothesized that these factors measure

the adjusted personality of the middle class child.

The hypothesis for Factor Q4 (Nervous Tension) stated

that there is a significant negative relationship between

Nervous Tension and socio-economic status. The results of

this study tend to support this hypothesis and show con-

sistency with previous research. Except for the index of

father's education, the indices show negative correlations

with the factor, Nervous Tension. One of these indices show

a correlation which is significant at the .01 level. This

is mother's education. In view of conclusions of previous

research, it would be expected that the correlations of

Nervous Tension with socio-economic status would be larger:

the reason advanced for the low correlation with this factor

(and the other three ”Q" factors) is that these are items

obtained from questionnaire data and not from behavior rat-

ings as the other factors are.

Note that Nervous Tension has relatively high correla-

tions with Surgency (F), Emotional Sensitivity (I), Paranoid

Schizothymia (L), Hysteric Unconcern (M), and Anxious In-

security (0).

The r's = .304, .234, .269, .245, and .447 respec-

tively. Relatively large negative correlations are found

between Nervous Tension and Ego-Strength, (C), Autonomic

Resilence (H) and‘Will Control (Q3). These r's = -.371,

-.158, -.328 respectively. This would seem to indicate
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a syndrome of factors in the area of Nervous Tension and

Anxious Insecurity.

The results of this study show that high status

position tends to be associated with the following person-

ality factors:

Factor A - Cyclothymia

Culture Free IQ Test - Intelligence

Factor C - Emotional Stability or Ego Strength

Factor E - Dominance

Factor G - Super-Ego Strength

Factor H - Adventurous Autonomic Resilience

Factoer - Sophistication

Factor Q3- Will Control

The following factors, on the basis of this study

are not related to socio-economic status:

Factor F - Surgency vs. Desurgency

Factor I - Emotional Sensitivity vs. Tough Maturity

Factor L - Paranoid Schizothymia vs. Trustful Altruism

Factor M - Hysteric Unconcern vs. Practical Concernedness

Factor 0 - Anxious Insecurity vs. Placid Self-Confidence

Factor Q1- Radicalism vs. Conservatism

Factor Q2- Independent Self-Sufficiency vs. Lack of

Resolution

Factor Qgp Nervous Tension

A comparison of these two groups of personality factors

reveals that those who occupy high socio-economic status posi-

tions are apt to be characterized by more clyclothymia,

intelligence, resilience, and those factors that indicate a

large degree of control over impulsive behavior. The lower

status positions seem to be characterized by personality

factors that indicate a tendency to withdraw from the situa-

tion, and a lack of internal standards. It is maintained

that these differences in personality factors are in part
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a result of the lack of the opportunity in the lower status

positions to learn the appropriate behavior and techniques

that are necessary to the attainment of cultural goals (see

Chapter Two).

0n the basis of these results it is possible to

accept the main hypothesis of this study: There is a signi-

ficant relationship between socio-economic status and person-

ality factors.

Conclusion: The results of this study have been

presented in this chapter. From an examination of the zero

order correlations presented in Table Two it appears that

there are significant relationships between various person-

ality factors and socio-economic status.





CHAPTER V

SUMMARY AND SUGGESTIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

§E£g§se of the Chapter: The purpose of this chapter

is to summarize this study, to evaluate its results, and to

suggest directions for further research.

Summary: An analysis of a sample of 345 seventeen

year old male high school seniors reveals that there are

significant relationships between specific personality

factors and socio-economic status, Cattell's Sixteen Person-

pgépy Factor'gggp and four indices of socio-economic status

(father's occupation, mother's and father's education and

Sewell's Socio-Ecgnomic Statu8‘§2§l§) were correlated. The

results show that these personality factors were correlated

with socio-economic status:

Factor A - Clyclothymia

Culture Free Intelligence Test

WC—Enotional Stabimy' or Ego Strength

Factor E - Dominance

Factor G - Super-Ego Strength

Factor H Adventurous Autonomic Resilence

Factor N Sophistication

Factor Q3- Will Control

From these results, it is clear that it is possible

to accept the main hypothesis of this study: There is a

significant relationship between socio-economic status and

personality factors.

71
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It is haped that this study will be a step toward

filling in a gap in two aspects of the study of the effects

of social structure on personality. First, up to this point,

has been the failure of research to establish a relationship

between various aspects of thelpgppl personality and socio-

economic status. It is true that much research has been done

which has established the relationship between one or two

surface traits and socio-economic status, or between a

general area of personality, such as adjustment, and socio-

economic status. But to the knowledge of this writer, there

does not exist any research which attempts to link factors

in the‘pgpg; personality to socio-economic status. In short,

this research has tested an underlying assumption of other

research in this area, and it has established that there is

such a relationship between the total personality and socio-

economic status.

Secondly, this research has helped to introduce into

sociological research, a test of personality based on a

solid empirical analysis of behavior; this test is designed

to test the 39391, normal personality. It does not have the

fallacies of testing the clinical ”abnormal” personality or

of testing unproven concepts. Cattell's 16 PF Test can

certainly be considered to be one of the best personality

tests yet devised; it is maintained that if the study of

social structure and personality is to continue profitably,

a test such as this one needs to be utilized.
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Though the previous chapter showed that several

personality factors were significantly associated with

socio-economic status, it will be noted that the actual

size of the correlations was ”small". The largest correla-

tion is approximately .30; a correlation of this size ex-

plains only nine percent of the variance of this item.

This is in line with the statement made earlier in the

thesis, that it is not claimed that socio-economic status

is the sole determinant of personality factors. Rather,

socio-economic status is seen as one of many determinants

of personality factors. Other factors that enter in are

biological, family, and individual experiences.

If further research should indicate that the lower

status environment is restrictive and punitive as has been

indicated in Chapter Two, then the questions may arise as

to why the relationship between personality factors and

socio-economic status is not larger; and secondly, what

prohibits severe, overt class conflicts. Elsewhere in the

world violent class struggles have led to civil wars. How

does the United States possess stability of the stratifica-

tion order and develop immunity to class conflicts?

Though in Chapter Two some areas of strain in the

stratification order were pointed out they will briefly be

mentioned again here. It was stated that there are in-

equalities in wealth and related objective advantages, and

an awareness of these inequalities. There is the clash
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between the principles of achieved status and freedom of

opportunity and the status gained by birth or group member-

ship. A third area of strain is seen in the tendency to

establish high levels of aspiration at all status levels.

Thus there is a continuous upward pressure in the American

Society. Obviously, if these areas of strain were inflex-

ible a severe blocking of mass ambitions would tend to up-

set the system. It appears then that there are certain com-

pensations which help to stabilize the existing stratifica-

tion order. ‘Williams lists ten compensations that serve to

stabilize the stratification order. This list is not in-

tended to be exhaustive:1

l. The high level of real income and the relatively

wide distribution of a ”comfort" level of living.

2. The actual incidence of upward mobility and the

attendant hope of ”getting ahead".

3. The existence of a large middle-income, middle-

prestige aggregate.

4. Widespread legal and political rights, nominally

equalitarian.

5. The accessibility of public facilities and ser-

vices.

6. The prevalence of equalitarian symbols and be-

havior patterns.

7. Interstratum heterogeneity in culture.

8. Mutual insulation of prestige classes.

9. Participation in common organizations and

activities.

10. Persistence of a complex body of belien and

values that lends legitmacy to thegaing system.

 

1Robin Williams, American Society (New York: Aflred

A. Knopf, 1956), pp. 128-129.
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Some additional factors may also be listed. If a

person identifies with the middle class then perhaps he

will not feel the effects of a detrimental position in the

stratification order as much as an individual who identifies

with his actual lower status group. Secondly, not all per-

sons in a lower status group will perceive their position as

being equally restrictive. Some individuals will have had

some success in bettering their position in the stratifica-

tion order, others may not perceive it as being a closed

order. These items of identification, perception and success

would theoretically help to relieve the lower status positions

of a large amount the restrictions and punitive effects found

in them.

Limitations of the Study: Turning to the specific

sample used in this study there are several limitations

which seem to indicate that if they were controlled, the

relationship found between socio-economic status and person-

ality factors might increase. First of all, this is a

school boy sample. The individuals in this sample have

spent the majority of their lives either in the home or in

the school. It is not until this sample leaves the more or

less protective environment of the school and home and meets

some of the difficulties of life that a full awareness of

the position they occupy develOps. Once the sample experi-

ences the full effects of their position in the stratifica-

tion order it will be expected that the relationship between
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the perconality factors tested above and socio-economic

status will increase. This theoretical explanation is

supported by Cattell; he says that desurgency (Factor F)

increases in school leavers as they encounter the diffi-

culties of life. It is maintained by this writer that

other personality factors will also be affected by a change

in social environment,particularily one such as leaving

school to assume reaponsibilities in the society.

Secondly, this sample may be biased in favor of

middle and upper class persons. It has been pointed out

that school leavers are mostly lower class children.2 There-

fore, in the school sample it is possible that the lower class

is not represented in the same prOportion as found in the

general population of the United States. It is then con-

ceivable that if the lower class was accurately represented

the relationships found between personality factors and

socio-economic status might be larger.

Thirdly, Warner points out3 that the class system in

the Mid-west is not as well developed or as stable as the

class system found in the older regions of the East and

South. Therefore, the question arises as to whether or not

 

2Arnold Green, Sociology (New York: McGraw Hill,

1952), ch. 22.

3Lloyd Warner, American Life-Dream and Replity

(Chicago, Illinois: University of Chicago’Press, 1953),

p. 55.
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a person in the more recently settled regions of the United

States perceives his position in the stratification order

as well or as strongly as the individual in the older

regions of the country.

A fourth limitation of this study is a methodological

one. It was intimated above that perception and identifica-

tion of persons in the stratification order may serve as an

intervening variable. This study contains no instruments

designed to tap either perception of the stratification

order or identification with one part of the order. If an

instrument was used that measured one's perception of the

stratification order, and how a position in it effected the

opportunities available to achieve designated goals, or if

an instrument measuring identification with a position in

the stratification order were used, it is conceivable that

certain personality traits might vary with variations in

perception and identification.

Though the limitations of this study which have been

pointed out above prevent it from being the "perfect” study,

they do not destroy the validity of the study. If these

limitations were corrected, then it would be expected that

the relationship between personality factors and socio-

economic status would increase. For, despite these limita-

tions, it has been shown that significant relationships do

exist between personality factors and socio-economic status.
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Spggestions for Further Research: Implied in the

discussion above are found various suggestions for further

research. These may be summarized as:

l. A replication of this study needs to be made

using analult sample, or at least a sample which has been

out of the protective environment of the home and school for

some time. Once a person is on his own he may have a fuller

awareness of the meaning of his position in the stratifica-

tion order, and he will have been SXposed to more of these

effects which may result in a stronger relationship between

personality factors and socio-economic status. Related to

this suggestion is the need to use an adult sample in order

to see if the relationships found in this study will increase

or decrease. It is hypothesized that if an adult sample is

used the relationships found in this study will increase.

The rationale is that adults having been independent of a

protective environment for some time will have a more accur-

ate realization of their position in the stratification order

and its significance for them. A replication of this study

on the same subjects, now that they have been out of high

school for three years, would be a good test of these hy-

potheses.

By using an adult sample it would also be possible

to avoid a bias against the lower class which may be implicit

in the samples of school children.
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2. An additional area of research implied above is

a study to determine if, first of all, the stratification

order of the older sections of the country are significantly

different from the more recently settled sections; and

secondly, to determine if there is more consciousness of the

position occupied in the stratification order in the older

and ”more developed” (in terms of class) sections of the

country.

3. There needs to be develOped an instrument to

measure class or status identification. Neal.Gross has

taken a step in this direction by using three types of

questions in an attempt to evaluate class identification.

As was mentioned above, it may be found that the factor

of identification has an effect on personality factors.

The lower status person who strongly identifies with the

middle class may not feel the effects of his actual lower

status position as much as an individual whose status posi-

tion and identification converge or synchronize.

4. Related to the problem of identification is the

problem of perception of status position and opportunities

to pursue cultural goals. If one perceives that his posi-

tion is not hindering or obstructing the achievement of

cultural goals than there may not be the same relationship

of personality factors to socio-economic status as has been

demonstrated here. It is hypothesized, that the perception
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that socio-economic status does not hinder the achievement

of life goals, will lower the relationship found between

socio-economic status and personality factors. Hence an

instrument to measure perception of position and opportuni-

ties needs to be developed.

Aside from these suggestions for further research

several other aspects of the problem come to mind which

would lead to further research in this area. In the dis-

cussion of the relationship between socio-economic status

and Factor I, it was mentioned that this factor could be

associated with upward mobility. It is conceivable that a

study of mobile persons would reveal a different profile

of personality factors; also a comparison of upward and

downward mobile persons might reveal significant differences

between these two groups.

It will be recalled that in Chapter One the writer

speculated that though the study is concerned with an Ameri-

can sample, if the results are interpreted in terms of high

or low position in a stratification order then the conclur

sions might be applied on a cross cultural'basis. A study

using the same instruments on a cross cultural basis is

necessary to determine the accuracy of this generalization.

There are, however, two necesSary qualifications to be made

concerning this generalization. The first concerns the dis-

crepancy between goals and means. The relationship found
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here between socio-economic status and personality may exist

only where there is a discrepancy between the cultural goals

and the socially structured means available to attain these

goals. It is conceivable, particularly in a caste system,

that cultural goals are not equally diffused to all levels

of the stratification order. The second concerns the type

of society groups. It is conceivable that a difference in

the types of goals that characterize a society, particularly

a difference between what I shall call "normative oriented”

and ”achievement oriented” goals, may have an effect on the

personality traits prevalent in a group.

If a society is characterized by discrepancies be-

tween cultural goals and socially structured means then it

is hypothesized that the same general relationship between

status position and personality factors will be found.

However, in a caste system, for instance, goals may per-

tain to Specific castes and not to the entire society.

That is to say, each caste may have goals which are unique

to it, and members of that caste may not be able to or

required to achieve the goals of other castes. If goals

are relative to caste position and are not held to be

desirable of everyone in the system, then the position

occupied in the stratification order may not have the same

effects on personality as a society that holds its goals

desirable for achievement by everyone. Therefore if one
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set of cultural goals is not equally diffused to all

levels of the stratification order it may have an effect

on research done in this area.

Secondly, the types of goals that are indicated as

being desirable in a society may affect the types of person-

ality responses in the society and the degree of discrepancy

between the goals and the socially structured means. If the

goals pointed out as desirable are "normative goals” (such

as rules of behavior, and responsibilities, etc.) and not

”achievement goals" (such as goals of success, and mobility,

etc.) then there may not be a discrepancy between the goals

and the means. In such a case, position in the stratification

order may not effect personality factors. ‘Thus this distinc-

tion between.”normative" and ”achievement” goals is a neces-

sary consideration in research in the area of socio-economic

status and personality. It is more likely that it is the

"achievement” goals that contribute to certain types of

personality factors being associated with status position.

Therefore, it is probably necessary that the goals of the

society being studied are ”achievement” oriented if the same

hypotheses and theoretical framework that are used in this

study are to be used in a cross cultural study. In retro-

Spect then it may be said that the American culture contains

a great deal of emphasis on ”achievement” goals; it is the

inability to conform to or achieve these goals because of
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one's position in the stratification order that appears

to influence personality factors.

”Normative” goals, on the other hand, would not

effect personality factors the same way because they are

concerned with rules of behavior; conformity to this type

of goal is not as likely to be as effected by status posi-

tion as is conformity to ”achievement” goals. Hence the

relationship that is found in this study between socio-

economic status and personality factors may not be found

in a society characterized by ”normative” goals.

Since there is no class difference in the ability to

realize "normative goals” there should be no personality

consequences stemming from them that coincide in the class

status. "Achievement" goals, however, have limits as to

how many of the population may obtain them; and.as stated

above there are certain techniques and means of obtaining

goals that are not available to all social strata. Those

that succeed are not the majority of the papulation. This

inability to obtain "achievement” goals only affect person-

ality factors, and since one's success is often socially

structured these personality factors may be associated with

position in the social structure.

Conclusion: \This study has shown the existence of

significant relationships between personality factors and

socio-economic status. Further research in this area is

needed before we are able to generalize these findings;
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some suggestions concerning the direction that this research

could take are made above. Suggestions for research con-

cerning some of the specific personality factors are indi-

cated in Chapter Four. In the final chapter some qualifica-

tions in the theoretical orientation used in this research

are suggested; it may be necessary to consider these qualifi-

cations if this theoretical orientation is to be used for

other studies.

It is hoped that this study has contributed to socio-

logy by filling one of the gaps in sociological research and

by introducing into sociology a personality test that may

be appropriate for research in the area of social structure

and personality.
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APPENDIX I

TABLE A

INTER CORRELATIONS OF FOUR INDICES 0F

SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS-LENAWEE COUNTY, MICHIGAN (1957)

l 2 3 4

1.000 .476 .431 .334 l - father's occupation

(North-Hatt Ratings)

.476 1.000 .678 .652 2 - Sewell's SES Scale

.431 .678 1.000 .544 3 - father's education

.334 .652 .544 1.000 4 - mother's education

m

TABLE B

INTER CGRRELATIONS OF FOUR INDICES 0F

SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS IN JEFFERSON COUNTY, WISCONSIN (1948)

W

l 2 3 4

1.000 .211 .270 .159 l - father's occupation

(North-Hatt Ratings)

.211 1.000 .620 .619 2 - Sewell's SES Scale

.270 .620 1.000 .458 3 - father's education

.159 .619 .458 1.000 4 - mother's education

W

The differences between the correlations in these two

tables ma be accounted for by two variables:

(1 though the samples used were comparable there

are differences between them.

(2) slightly different instruments were used.

The point still remains, however, that the indices of socio-

economic status used in this study all tend to measure the

same general factor in varying degrees.



mums

maria:

mm:

88

March 6, 1959

comm LABORATORY

Library Routine g-w

Product Manent Correlation, Moons, Standard Deviation,

Variances and Covariences, Card Input.

Entire Program

Input: 100 Cards/minute maximum

Computation: 53.3n2 + 60.2n Milliseconds

Output: 25 p1n(n+l) milliseconds - for correlation matrix

25(l+p )(5+n)n milliseconds - for mean, standard

deviat on and variance - covariance mtrices.

where s . sample size

n a number of variables

brews-shares

p1:- number of characters with which each correlation

coefficient is punched.

p2- number of characters with which each mean, standard

deviation, variance and covariance is to be punched.

272

The program is read into the memory in the usual way followed

by the parameter tape and lastly the data cards. Some

computing is done after each row of the measurement matrix

has been read into the memory. Since the correlation and

variance-covariance matrices are symmetric, it is necessary

to print only half the off-diagonal elements. The lower

off-diagonal and diagonal elements are printed out row by row

(this is equivalent, however, to printing out the upper off-

diagonal and diagonal elements column by column). First

the correlation matrix is punched out, scaled down by a

factor of ten, followed by an N. Next the mean and standard

deviations appear in two parallel columns. Finally, the

variance-covariance matrix is punched out. A new problem

can be begun by reading in new parameters.

Thirty-four variables: there is no limit on the mmber of

observations.

M(r ms TAPES: For every problem four paranieters are necessary. They

are as follows:

1. Let "s" be the sample size. Put 38 on the parameter tape.

2. let "n" be the number of variables. Put :11! on the

parameter tape.
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3. let "f" be the number of decimal places to which the

correlation matrix is to be printed. Put f? on the para-

meter tape. If no print out is desired, f - 0.

h. let "1" be the number of decimal places to which the means,

standard deviations and variance-covariance matrices are

to be printed. Put 1]. on the parameter tape. If no print

out is desired, 1 - 0.

'me eighty column card is to be punched so that at most seventy-

two columns contain data. the remaining eight columns are not

read by this routine, and will cmmonly be used for

identifiers, etc. 'nae eight columns can be any eight columns,

and need not be continuous. However, these eight colmnns

must be plugboard wired so that four of them go to aoa1a2a3

of A and four more to qoqhqil of A. That column which

is wired to read into ao called column 0.

'lhere is a standard plug board already wired which puts columns

1-h into ao-a3, 5-8 into qO-qB, and 9-H: into alps-39, h5-80

into qh-qags

The remaining 72 columns contain all fractions (—l<x(l).

Each datum is punched with the sign over the last column

(loast significant digit) or over a blank column following

the least significant digit.

Furthermore, this convention can be interchanged on any or all

cards, so that for acne fields, the sign may be an overpunch

over the last column, while in other fields it can be a punch

over a blank column following the least significant digit.

'Ihe number of digits in a field will be one through eleven

digits. 'Jhe format of no two cards need be alike, so that

the first field, for example, on the first card can have five .

columns and the sign following, while the first field on the

second card can have seven columns with the sign punched over

the last column. Any masher of columns can be left blank

anyplace on the card. -

A plus sign is indicated by a punch in the 12 row, and a minus

sign, by a punch in the 11 row.

‘Jhe last card for each row of the measurement matrix must

have a punch in the 12 row of column 0, that is, the column

plug board wired to be input at a0. Two blank cards should

follow the last (and only the last) termination card in a

deck.

'Jhe product moment correlation coefficient is a measure of

the degree of relation of two variables. It may be shown

to range between +1 and -1. This program canputes the matrix

of product moment correlations between each pair of a set of

variables.
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'me product manent correlation coefficient may be written in

terms of the observed data, as

:- (x-i) (at-5')

:2 (x away-En?) V?-

For ccmputational convenience this can be rewritten in terms

of x, y, xy, and s as

r
xy:

Six? " 212:?

(Is {:2 - (we [age - (gnaw/2

By using this form the observation points can be stored in

the memory one at a time, the sums and product-sums being

formed point by point. When the observations have all

been read in the correlations are calculated and the matrix

punched, for the variance-covariance it is necessary only

to divide the numerator by s2.

rxy ‘
 

(1) After the master tape is read in, a sum check is

performed. If the master tape has been read in incorrectly,

ten sexadecimal characters will be punched. 'Ihe master

tape should then be read into the memory again.

( 2) Correlations with constants are assumed to be zero in

all cases. In order to avoid a division hangup the

correlation between a constant and itself will be zero.
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FORM B

92_PAT

 

THE 16 P. F. TEST

NAME ............................ .................... TODAY’S DATE ...........................................

First Middle Last

SEX ........... AGE...................... OTHER FACTS......................................................................................................................

(Write M or F) (Nearest year) (Address, Occupation, or School, as instructed)

DIRECTIONS: You are attempting here to say what kind of a personality you have. There are no “right”

answers or “wrong” answers, for each person’s nature is different. Begin at question one and read on at your own rate

indicating by a pencil mark which answer to each is true for you. Do not spend time “pondering” on questions. You

should answer each in about ten seconds and so take about thirty minutes on Form A and the same on Form B.

The EXAMINER will tell you (a) whether to mark the chosen answer by circling it on this question sheet or

whether to mark on a separate “machine score sheet” given to you; also (b) whether to use two alternatives only (Yes

and No) or three (Yes, No, In Between). If you use three you should mark the middle answer only when it is quite

impossible to say Yes or No—perhaps once in every two or three questions.

If you do not understand instructions ask now. BE SURE TO ANSWER EVERY QUESTION (guess an answer

if you are not absolutely sure).

DO' NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE.

‘

- —

_ _

 

      

 

 

 

                     
 

 

Source
Trait ABCEFGHILMNOQIQZQSQIL

Form B

Raw Score

Form B

Standard Score

Form A 4' B

Raw Score

Form A + B

Standard Score

P 10 O O O o o o o o o o o o o o o o

R 9 O O o o 0 o o o o o o o o o o o

0 8 I 0 O o o o o o o o o o o

F 7 C C C O O O O O O I O O O O

I 6 O O O I O O C I O 0 O O O O

L

5 O I ’ O O O O O O O O O O 0 O O

E 4 O O C C O O O O I O O O O O

3 C O O O O I O O O O O O O O O O

2 C O C O O O O C O I O .

1 I O O O O O O O O O O 0 :n__:-FH’..   
Institute for Personality and Ability Testing, 1608 Coronado Drive, Chimpaign, Illinois.

‘ Copyright, 1950. All rights reserved. l'uiuud in U. s. A.
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In

1. Do you think it is a good thing for people to understand themselves as clearly as possible?“ Yet Between No

2. Do you think that ypu are able to perceive your own personality as calmly and realistically In

as most other peope do theirs? .......................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In

3. Are you ever concerned about being alone in old age? .................................................................. Ye- Betwecn No

4. Do youpractically always succeed1n keeping the expression of your feelings under very good In

control? ................................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

5. Would you rather be:

(a) a house builder?

(b) an actor? ..................................................................................................................................... (a) Uncertain (b)

In

6. Have you ever been told that you talk in your sleep? .................................................................... Yes Between No

In

7. Are you well described as a happy-go-lucky, nonchalant person? .................................................. Yes Between No

In

8. Are you troubled by useless stray thoughts running through your mind? .................................... Yes Between No

9. Would you rather be a professional chemist than a banker (if you did not have your pnesent

job, and salaries were equal)? ............................................................................................................... Yes Uncertain No

10. Do you think that divorce should be subject to fewer old-fashioned restrictions and become In

more a matter of mutual consent? ...................................................................................................... Yet Between No

11. Would you prefer the job of a lifemsurance salesman to that of a farmer (other things being

equal)?. .. . . .... ... Ye! Uncut-in No

In

12. Do you like to be scrupulously correct in manners and social obligations? ...........................I...... Yet Between No

13. Do you feel that the applications of atomic energy have greater likelihood of affecting your

future:

(a) for better? In

(b) for worse? , (a) Between (b)

14. Do you still spend someofyour timeaskingyourselfwhattheultimatepurposes"oflifemay In

be? ........................................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

15. Are you sometimes troubled byfeelingsof guiltor remorse over comparatwelyummportant In

mam? _ Yes Between No

16. As the manofacomnutteetrying toget some”jobdonewouldyou:

(a) bear everybody’s viewpoint thoroughly expressed? In

(b) dispense with hearing people who ave unimportant objections? ....... . .............................. (3) Between (11)

17. Do you think that a man should be socially conventional instead of insisting on being himself In

all the time? ............................................................................................................................ ; ........... Yes Between No

18. Can you generally solve a problem better by:

(a) studying it out alone. In

(b) discussing it with others? .. ..................................................................................................... (a) 36W!) 0))

19. Would you rather read a book on:

(a Great Religious Faiths?

(b National Political Organizations?.... .. ... .. . (a) Uncertain (b)

20. Are you always careful and considerate that youmclonot“hurtpeople’sfeelmgs,e.g..,Whybeing In

rough on their pet ideas? ................................................................................................................ Yes Between No

21. Do you find it necessary to changeyour position frequently while compelled to sit and listen In

to a rather “long winded” speaker?“ Yet Between No

22. When you disagree with anyone in an argumentare youneverthelessgenerallyunw1111ngto In

bet good money that you are right?... ,, Yes Between No

23. Do you “suffer fools gladly,” i..,e doyou believe1nspanngthefeelingsofstupidand unreas- In

enable people instead of “putting them on the spot’? ................................................................. Yes Between No

24. Do you readily complain to a waiter or to the manager if you are served bad food in a In

restaurant?“ .. .. Ye! Between No

25. "‘Dog’ isto“bone” as cow”isto........................ 7 .......................................................................... Mill! Gran Tree

26. Do you think the world would be a better place if people demanded less to live their own In

individual lives and accepted more regulation by the crowd? ....................................................... Yes Between No

27. Do u think that society would be better if guided more by rational thinking and less by In

sentunental and traditional considerations? ................................................................................... Ye! Between No

28. Are onmore annogumlcfddlybya person who.

(a
In

(bl drives inconsiderately? ............................................................................................................... in) Between 01)

_2_

10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

2O

21

23

24

25

26

27
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34.

35.

36.

37.

41.

42.

43.

47.

49.

51.

52.

53.

55.
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If you needed immediately a of tennis shoes, skates, etc., and you knew a friend who had In

a pair but was not there to g1ve you permission, would you borrow them without permission? Yes Between No

In

Do you get irritated by people who deliberately adopt affected, “superior” attitudes? . .. Yet Between No

Do you go about your business: 1

(a) rushing actively from one thing to another, e.g.., eating fast, walking fast, etc? In

(b) in a deliberate, methodical fashion?....................................................................................... (a) Between (5)

Do you believe the world would be better run if we depended more on our emotions and less In

on logical reasoning? .......................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In

Do you feel cramped when you have to work on a job as one of a team of people? ................ Yes Between No

Are your nerves sometimes “on edge” so that particular sounds, e.g.., a squeaky hinge, are In

unbearable and “give you shivers’? .................................................................................................. Yes Between No

Is your motto to:

(a) “Laugh and be meny”? In

(b) take matters of everyday life with proper seriousness? ...................................................... (8) Between (5)

In

Are you a person who13 not much given to cracking jokes and telling stories to your friends? Yes Between No

Would you rather be: , Whey?"

(a) aprinter? ’” ‘ '

(b) an advertising man and promoter? ........................................................................................... (a) Uncertain (5)

Would you rather:

(a) see a good historical movie? In

(b) read a book by H. G. Wells or some modern essayist? ...................................................... (3) Between (5)

In

Do you often take medicines on your own rather than on the advice of a doctor? ................ Yes Between No

For a hobby would you rather belong to:

(a) a pho hie club?

(b) a debatmg society? ................................................................................................................... (a) Uncertain (b)

In

Do your moods change very little so that you can trust your interests to stay firm? ................ Yes Between No

Are you a person who generally perseveres and “sticks to it” when faced by unpleasant 011- In

stacles? ....................................................................................................................................................Yes Between No

Do you get unreasonably nervous in a tunnel or subway or looking out of a high building. A‘ "

(a practically never? In

(bl usually? ....................................................................................................................................... (1) Between (5)

In

Do you suspect that your friends think you are a difficult person to get to know really well? Yes Between No

Do you sometimes have a fit of jitters, perhaps with trembling or sweating, for no obvious In

reason? ..................................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

Do you find that you have:

(a) very little dificulty or In

(b) great dificulty,inmstarting up conversation with people? . ................................................... (3) Between (b)

In

In social situations are you bothered by self-conscious shyness? .. ...... Yes Between No

In

Is “find” a better opposite to “reveal” than “hide”1's ? ................................................................. Yes Between N0

Which of the following pairs of occupations would you find most congenial if salary and other

conditions were about the same?

(a) Farmer and Artist?

(b) Certified Public Accountant and Life Insurance Salesman? ........................................... (a)

Does it embarrass you to have servants waiting on you ? ................................................................ Yes

Ifyouhadyourlifetoliveoverwouldyou:

(a) want it the same?

(b) make some major changes? ....................................................................................................... (I)

Do you like to be in a situation with plenty of excitement and bustle? .................................... Yes

Do you tend to get over-excited and easily‘‘rattled” in exciting situations? .............................. Yes

Where there15 a disagreement between(a)wthetheoryof evolution and””(b)...the Old Testa-

ment’with which would you side?” .. . ....(a)

YesDo you sometimes say things ,on the spur of the moment that you later regret? . .

_3_
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56.
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In a factory would you rather be:

(a) in charge of mechanical matters? In

(b) a specialist in interviewing and hiring people? ........ , .......................................................... (a) Between (b)

Which would you rather see in our society:

(a) greater freedom1n regard to divorce? - In

(b) stricter observance of Sunday as a day of rest? ................................................................ (a) Between (5)

In

Are you easily disturbed from your work by distractions and daydreams? ., .. .

Would you rather work as:

(a) an engineer?

(b) a social science teacher?

Yes Between No

.......................................................................................................... (a) Uncertain (b)

In

If you had a good moral reason, could you lie with a perfectly straight face? ............................. Yes Between N0

Which is more valuable in a person:

(a) a strong will power?

(b) an ingenious imagination? ................................................................... (a) Uncertain (5)

Do you sometimes feel discouraged becauseverylittle in life seems to work out the way it In

should? ................................................................................................................................................ Yes Between No

Do you stop to think about the full consequences of your acts upon your associates:

(a) infrequently? In

(b) almost always? ............................................. . ........................................................................... (a) Between (5)

Would you prefer to:

(a) have a vacation at a well-attended resort? In

(b) rent a cottage away from the beaten track? ...................................................................... (a) Between (b)

Are you touchy and easily upset about social remarks and acts of acquaintances that concern

yourself:

(a) never? In

(b) often? ..................................... . ............. . ....................................................................................... (a) Between (b)

Would you rather vote for:

(a) sterilization of mental defectives; or In

(b) abolition of the death penalty for murder? ......................................................................... (51) Between (b)

In

Are you given to acting on impulses of the moment which later land you in difficulties? . Yes Between No

In

Do you find it difficult to turn your back on your work and relax? ........................................ Yes Between No

When you have the choice of the following, which do you generally chooseto read.

(a) a good classic, i.e., a famous but perhaps difficult book? In

(b) a “cheap” but exciting story? .............................................................................................. (51) Between (5)

In

In social groups are you sometimes overcome by feelings of loneliness and inadequacy? .......... Yes Between No

Do you get so annoyed in a discussion that you can hardly trust yourself to speak:

(a) practically never? In

(b) often? .................................................... , ...................................................................................... (a) Between (b)

In

Have you ever pulled down notices that forbid you to do this and that? ................................... Yes Between No

Which word on the line to the right does not belong with the rest? .............. . ................ Hum Speak Whistle

Would you rather.

(a) try to solve riddles and other puzzles? In

(b) play a game requiring skillful control of hand and eye? .......... _ ............... , . ................ (a) Between (b)

Concerning your ability to make the right impression on people are you:

(a) unsure of yourself? In

(b) quite self-confident? .................................... . ......................................................................... (11) Between ('3)

' In

Do you crave excitement in times of monotony? ......................................................................... Yes Between No

Do you think that more difficulties arise in society today through.

(a) lack of goodwill and relious ideals? In

(b) ignorance and lack of sc1entific ideas about life? ................................................................ (1) Between (5)

In

Have you on some occasions been called a conceited person? ...................................................... Yes Between No

Do you tend to suspect the honesty of people who are more friendly than you would naturally In

expect them to be? ............................................................................................................................. Yes Between No

Are you more annoyed by a person who:

(a) ha pens to be unavoidably late and forces you to wait? In

(b) tel doubtful jokes which embarrass the company? ......................................................... (8) Between ('3)
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81. In conversation do you like (a) to deal thoroughly with one topic at a time or (b) to bounce In

from topic to topic? ......... . ............................................................................................................. (3) Between (b)

82. In your own job or field of work do more difficulties arise from men who:

(a) are constantly changing and meddling with methods that are already 0. K.? In

(b) refuse to employ up-to-date methods? ............................................ . .............................. (a) Between (b)

83. Do you think that much so-called progressive education is less sound than the old adage In

“spare the rod and spoil the child”? .................................................................................................. Yes Between No

84. Are you a meditative person given to solving things for yourself instead of acting on conven- In

tional rules? ...................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In

85. Do you enjoy “practiml jokes"? ............ ................................................................................... Yen Between No

' In

86. Are you sometimes burdened by the number of your responsibilities and interests? .................... Yes Between No

87. Would you like to see in the newspapers:

(3) more discussion on fundamental social issues in the modern world? In

(5) better coverage of all local news? .......................................................................................... (3) Between (1))

In

88. Do you feel that you have an unreliable memory? ........................................................................ Ye! Between No

89. Do you value more an individual who:

(a) is brilliantly intelligent? , In

(b) has a strong sense of duty toward the thing: in which he believes? ................................ (a) 36W (5)

90. Do you think that the chief aim of the churches should be:

(a) to offer a spiritual meeting place with God? In

(b) to promote individual moral tendencies? ........................................................................... (3) Between (b)

91. If you marry would you prefer a spouse who:

(a) is fundamentally idealistic in attitude toward life? In

(b) can command admiration from others? .............................................................................. (8) Between (5)

92. Do you think that it is not always possible to get things done by gradual, reasonable methods In

and that sometimes force must be used? ........... . ............................................................................... Yes Between No

' 93. Do you think that questions of personal dignity should come before duties, e.g., that it is In

wrong for a man to be publicly berated by his superior for failure of duty? . . .......................... Yes Between No

In

94- Do you find that your interests tend to change rather rapidly? .................................................. Yes Between No

In

95. Do you tend readily to forget annoying mistakes in your past life? ......................................... Yes Between No

In

96. Do you often feel quite fatigued when you get up in the morning? ............................... . ............ Yet Between N0

97- Do you think that inherited, racial characteristics have more real importance in shaping the In

individual and the nation than most people are ready to admit? .................................................. Yes Between No

93- DO you generally make a point of saying a word ‘or two to the speaker or whoever is the im- In

POPtant person at a reception to which you are invited? ................................................................ Yes Between N0

99- If you disagree with the teacher or lecturer in a class do you generally (a) openly express In

your difference. of opinion or (b) keep it to yourself? .............................. ,. k. .. (a) Between (5)

100- Are you troubled in your career and social life by a sense of inferiority (for which there is In

generally no real basis)? ....................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

101- Does radio that contains commercial advertising seem to you:

(a) tolerably satisfactory? In

b) very annoying? ........................................................................................................................ (8) Between (5)

In

102- When you pick up a gun you know is loaded, do you feel uneasy or jittery? ........... . ......... , ..... Yes Between No

103- When you walk down the street or enter a store are you embarrassed by people watching In

I You? ........................................................................................................................................................ Yes Between No

04- Whlch one of the three words on the line at the right does not belong with the other

two? .............................. , .....'.................................................................................................................... Ngrth East Down

105 H - I“
y 106. 3“" you ever been a sleep walker? ................................................................................................... Yes Between N0

' 107' Clock” is to “time” as “tailor” is to ............ ? .................................................................................. Suit Cloth Scissor:

' wh‘Ch Offhe two following newspaper headlines would you be most likely to read:

(a) Rchg‘ious leaders discuss reconciliation of teachings?

108 Improvements noted in market conditions? ....................................... . ................................ (a) Uncertain (b)

' Y°“_ think that it is mainly the fear of being caught that keeps the majority of 0 Is In

from duhGuest or criminal acts? .......................................................................................... {mini}... Yes Between No
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In a lively talk among friends do you usually

(a) make plenty of comments yourself? In

(b) prefer to be a good listener? ................... . ..................... . ........... _ ..... . ................................. (3) Between (5)

Would you rather on a free afternoon:

(a) take part in a social meeting or a game of cards? In

(b) enjoy the beauty of an art gallery or some fine scenery? .......................................... . ......... (3) Between (b)

Do you have a feeling that your friends are neglecting you?

(a) very rarely? In

(b) quite often? .............................................................................................................................. (a) Between (b)

When a number of decisions have to be made1n acomparatively short time would you rath-

er make them:

(a) alone? In

(b) with the help of others? ........................................................................................................... (a) Between (b)

Do you think Newton, the great physicist, was right to give so much time to his proper du—

ties in his Government Office, at the expenseof theimaginative discoveries he might have In

made bytaking time off?" .. .. .. Yet Between N0

‘ In

Do you find it dificult to remain cool and composed in a dangerous situation?.. .. .................. Yes Between No

Do you find it interesting to spend time analyzing the motives of people in various social In

situations? ............................................................................................................................................... Ye! Between No

Do you prefer a friend (of same sex) who is:

(a) seriously interested in thinking out his attitude to life as a whole? In

(b) eficient, businesslike, self-reliant, and practical? ................................................................ (11) Between (b)

If you were to travel in some strange towns abroad would you rather:

(a) have the advantage of a licensed guide? In

(b) have the adventure of going alone. ...................................................................................... (3) Between (b)

Do you find it very dificult to take no for an answer even when it is obviously impossible to In

do what you want? ............................................................................................................................... Yet Between No

Have you always been free from vague ill-health, such as obscure pains, digestive disorders, In

rapid beating of the heart, etc. ? ........................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In

Do you believe in avoiding the modern tendency to be too casual in dress? ........................... Yes Between No

Do you have difficultyin grasping the meaning of some people’s remarks because of the way In

they use even simple words? ............................................................................................................. Yes Between No

“Statue” is to “shape” as “song” is to........... : ............ ? ...................................................................Tune Note! Word!

Would you rather have a job with:

(a) larger but irregular earnings, depending on luck and your enterprise in making con-

tacts? In

(b) a fixed, secure, and modest salary? ...................................................................................... (I) Between (5)

In

If you were among several witnesses to an accident, would you be likely to take charge? Yes Between No

Would you rather be a minister than a physician? ........................................................................ Yes Uncertain No

Does an argument or near-accident sometimes leave you tremulous and exhausted so that In

you cannot readily return to what you were doing? ........................................................................ Yes Between No

Which word on the line at the right does not belong with the rest? ............................................. Once Alone Second

Do you generally hesitate a good deal before borrowing property from a person you know only In

moderately well? ................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In

Have you been known to talk in your sleep? ...................................................................................... Yes Between No

How frequently do you have a restless feeling that you want something, but do not know

what:

(a) very rarely? In

(b) rather often? ....... . ., .. (:1) Between (b)

In

Have other people sometimes told you that you are a proud, stuck--up, or egotistic person? Yes Between No

Do you enjoy opportunities for conversation so that you rarely miss a chance of talking In

to a stranger? ....................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

“Justice” is to “laws” as ‘i‘dea” is to.. .. ? .............................................................. Word! Feelings Judsfl

If1n a group in peril, you could not persuade your followers to do the right thing, would you In

use force? ................................................................................................................................................. Yet Between No

Do you think that international affairs in the next twenty years are likely: ‘

(a) to get better? In

(b) toget worse? , . (1:) Between (b)
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Doyoufindyourselfdisheartenedratherthan helpedby the kind of criticism manypeople

ofl'er? .................................................................................................................................................... Yes

Areyoumoresensitivethanmostpeopletotheartisticqualityofyoursurro ' ? ............ Yes

Doyouthinktheaimofreligionshouldbeoneof:

(a) bringing out practical moral and charitable tendencies?

(b) producing spiritual insight and a sensr of dup communion? .. _ e _ , ........ (a)

Doupsettingrudycircumstances or sights moveyoutotears:

(bl iii-germ?easily? ............................................................................................................................... (a)

Do your spirits stay up no matter how numerousyour troubles? ................................................ Yes

In everyday situations do you tend to be:

(a) pretty well aware of all that is going on around you (c.g.., what various people are

talking about and doing)?

(b) wrapped up in your own business? ........................................ . ......................................... . ...... (a)

Are you considered to be critical of other people:

(a) very little?

(b) to a high degree? ....................................................................................................................... (a)

Doyou make special plans whenever possible to avoid waste of time between jobs? ............... Yes

Do you have difieulty in falling asleep easily at bedtime? ................................................................ Yes

Do you check the condition in which personal property is returned by or to you? .................... Yes

Do you think that the intensity of your feelings, relative to those of most people1s:

(a only moderate?

(b strong or excessive? .. (a)

If Alice is my brother’s cousin, what relation is Alice’s mother to me? ................................... Cousin

Do you feel that modern life has too many frustrating situations:

(a) no?

(b) very definitely? ......................................................................................................................... (a)

Do you mind selling things or soliciting funds for a cause in which you are interested:

(a) rather like doing so?

(b) intensely dislike doing so? ....................................................................................................... (a)

Do you always try to be polite and socially correct, preferring other people to be the same? Yes

Do you consider that the question “Does modern industry and the machine age dull most

people’s appreciation of beauty?” is as vital as any practical question of today? ...................... Yes

Do you feel rather poorly adjusted socially, so that you never seem to get on as well as you

should? ..................................................................................................................................................... Yes

If a person behaves1n a dictatorial and domineering fashion do you:

(a) simply avoid him?

(b) seek an occasion to “have it out with him”? .................................................................... (a)

Are you a person who tends to be rather slow1n expressing your ideas1n words, compared

 with the average? .............................................................................................................. Yes

Are you a sound sleeper not given to walking or talking in your sleep? .................................... Yes

Doyou think thatm matters of art and music there should be:

(a)a free production of good or poor music according to popular demand?

(b) more control, by acknowledged experts, of what shall be supplied to the public? . . (a)

Doyou think it is more important for a man to make a goodincome and look after his fam-

ily well than to spend time thinking about the ultimate values of life? .................................... Yes

Do you think that everyone on occasion will tell a lie to keep himself out of trouble? .......... . ..... Yes

Do you enjoy the kind of humor in the usual radio vaudeville show? ........................................ Yes

Are you less interested in being practical and useful than in cultivating artistic tastes and

spiritual inclinations? ............................................................................................................................

Do you in most undertakin

(a) just do what comes a ong, as most of the crowd does?

(h) set yourself a goal of attainment that1s quite hard? ................................ . ........ e ............. (a)
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Do you disagree with the view that there are far too many people ready to follow fashions, In

fads,and wild goose chases, and that we need a more critical and cautious public? .. Yes Between No

Do you often avoid meeting people on the street because you are not in the mood for con- In

versation? ............................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

In a friend or associate with whom you had to work would you prefer:

(a) brilliance, charm, and desire to please?

(b) stability, loyalty, and rapid, dependable work? ................................................................ (a) Uncertain (5)

Do you think thatm art, music, and literature there1s too much eccentric, exotic, Bohemian In

stuff being produced at the present time? ........................................................................................... Yet Between No

If you are annoyed by something do you:

(a) keep it to yourself? In

(b) find it absolutely necessary to talk to somebody to “let off steam”? ..... . (3) Between (5)

. In

Do you get as many ideas from reading a book as from discussing it with others later? .. Yes Between No

In

Do you remember names of people fairly well? ......................... .' .................................................. Yes Between No

In

Would you be willing to spend extra money in order to keep up with the fashions? ................ Yes Between No

In

Are you generally patient when someone delays you? ................................................................ Yet Between No

Would you rather be:

(a) a business office manager?

(b) an architect? ..... _ ...................................................................................................................... (a) Uncertain (1))

Looking back, do you think that your parents (or guardians) were very reasonable in the In

extent and manner of requiring and enforcing obedience? .......................................................... Yes Between No

“April” is to “March” as “Tuesday” is to ............................ ? ................................... Monday Wednesday Friday

In

Do you tend to be depressed if your opinions differ from those of your acquaintances? ............ Yes Between No

“Black” is to “grey” as “pain” is to............................ ? ..................................................... Discomfort Wound Illness

In

Do you sometimes feel compelled to count things for no particular purpose? ..................... Yes Between No

Which word on the line at the right does not properly go with the others? .............. . .............Wise Lovely Kind

Which social measure is more desirable: ‘

(a) abolition of alcohol and tobacco? In

(b) the routine vaccination of nursery school children against infectious diseases? ............ (a) Between (1))

In

Have you ever been active in organizing a club, team, or similar social group? .................... Yes Between No

Whenmu are in a small group cooperative undertaking do you often find it necessary to In

the leader? ........................................................................................................................... Yet Between No

In your social life do you enjoy having:

(a) a large circle of acquaintances? In

(b) just a few close friends? ........................................................................................................... (a) Between (6)

Which of these things is not the same as the others? ................................................................ Dog Stone Cow

In

Are you annoyed by conceited people who claim to be superior to others? ............................. Yes Between No

Do you think there are very few people who are so fixed in their ideas that it is a waste of In

time to reason with them? ...................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

Wouldfyou generally rather spend your vacation in:

(a) foreign countries? In

(b) your native land? ....................................................................................................................... (11) Between (1:)

Do you have periods of feeling depressed, miserable, and in low spirits for no sufficient In

reason? ..................................................................................................................................................... Yes Between No

- In

Do you feel that this questionnaire has asked important things about your personality? Yes Between No
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TEST 4

ANSWERSEXAMPLES
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APPENDIX VI

A.MODIFIED SHORT FORM OF

SEWELL'S SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS SCALE

OUR HOME IS: ( ) owned ( ) rented.

THE NUMBER OF PERSONS WHO LIVE AT OUR HOUSE IS: .

THE

(Do

THE

I

I

E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
N
‘
“

NUMBER OF ROOMS IN OUR HOUSE IS: .

not include basements, bathrooms, porches, closets, halls.)

CONSTRUCTION OF OUR HOUSE IS:

brick.

unpainted frame.

painted frame.

other (Specify) .

LIGHTING IN OUR HOUSE IS:

oil lamps.

electric.

gas, mantle, or pressure lamps.

other or none.

KIND OF REFRIGERATOR.WE HAVE IS:

ice.

mechanical (gas or electric).

other or none.

HAVE A DEEP FREEZE LOCKER AT OUR HOME: I I yes ( ) no.

HAVE RUNNING WATER IN OUR HOUSE: ( I yes ( ) no.

TAKE A DAILY NEwsrAPER: ( I ran: ( I no.

HAVE A POWER WASHING MACHINE: ( I yea ( ) no.

HAY-EARADIO: ( I yes ()no.

HAVE A CAR (other than truck): ( I yes ( ) no.

HAVE A TELEPHONE: ( ) yes ( )no.

FATHER GOES TO CHURCH AT LEAST ONCE A MONTH: ( I yes ( ) no.

MOTHER GOES TO CHURCH AT LEAST ONCE A MONTH: ( I yes ( ) no.
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APPENDIX VII

MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE FOUR SOCIO-ECONOMIC

STATUS INDICES USED IN THIS STUDY

 

Means SD

North-Hatt occupational prestige 63.19 10.70

Father's Education 5.89 1.94

Mother's Education 6.33 1.64

Sewell'sWe
Status Scale 87.22 6.13

W
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