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INTRWDUCTI H

% ut thet kid is just wreoking everybody clse's good ti o
in the oabin with his eoctions. If only wo'd have known before mhat
¢ know bovw e- wo'd nevor havo put him in this group!.

w often bap thot pleintive ory arison at cemp, soumeti @
too lato to be of any help to the group or the individuel involved.
bis woul bo only ono reason for dotormining scd uelng grouping orie
terie in e cenmp situation. Thorc are many more.
he oemp that 15 oonseived of hore would be one which is

coruittod to sooiel w r philosophy and group work method.

In suc a ooop the nuin ooncern is with the oampor. The
atton t is mad to poo that the cumper hos the most purposeful oxe
erionce oselblo. Tho  ilosophy underljying ull this is ono inti-
mately bound up with the richest semse of the conocpt of demsoraoy
and 1te rinoipl c. noluded in this would be o sincore end proe
fourd bolief in tho integrity of tho individual of all ages, ard
tho hunble beliof t ¢ oo & profoscional, one o be of aid in olp~
i an individuel to dovolop to the limit of bis potontisl, thus
contributing to tke onriochnent of his 1ife. bls onlls for tha
avorenons of goelal relations and *involves bot his (the group
w.rker's ouapoofity to understand tho interperso ol reletions be=

tucen nenbers and t ¢ o sitivity to the ¢ tal group prooecso®.

1. Coyle, Gronoo. Group -ork ®Bith : erfoon Youth, Harpora, 194 ,

P 27-
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He {8 ouaro of the pressurcs that bring thomsolves to bear on the
eituntion and how tho individual reocots to thoso prossures.

orhops one of tho most intonsc typcs of motting is that
of e oanpe. Hore individuasls co.o togother in faco-to«face ralatione
chips while they work, play, ocat, rost, swin, hike and otherwise
l1ivo and camp together. DBeonuse of the intensity of tho situation,
tho interaotions betweon the individunls beoomo that nach more ime-
portant and it te in this setting that thsy beooxze especially mcane
Ingful. o always, in tho smmll living groupa dynamios are st
vork. Hore we find the ivo and take of group living. ne boy
shares the ocandy e got from his porents on visiting doy. His bunke-
note hidos tho cookies he got in the meil., Jobnny londs e pair of
osooks to Jim who has no dry ones left. One group we see has divided
up the work to be dore and is seer buslly olesning the oebin, while
tec othor catbins are biockoring and arguing as to their essignmonts.
Teddy orgues that he olemned up to his orack in the floor, and he's
not going to elean one inok further. Cvor in the corner, Lonny goos
buslly ckout bis work olconing up where the other indivicdanls have
miosod. Hore we sec interasotions ot work. The uestion inovitlably
arices, * hy are thoso particalor ohildron in this partioular cabin

togethers®

2. "Two or more porsons in a relationship of paycbie iatersction
whogo relationships with onc another may be abstroocted and cise-
tinguished from thoir relationships with all othors so that they
nust bte thought of as an entity®. ubank, arl, The Comocpts of

Sogjolom, Bostons D. Ce ooth Compans, ) 3es po 163,
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lony faotors ore involved whan cemp staff considers the
problen of grouping.

It bas boen paid that *groupin rinoiplos snd racticoa
oannot bo viewed ontirely apart from other group work provesses
whioh cecour oononrrontly'.3 Indeed uhatever grouping prooticas
aro connciously uscd will depend on the aw ronoes of the SrOUP proe=
oass that the atalfl hes.

© have long sinoe discerded t o notion that hophagard
grouplny,, such as shuffling camper's onrde toget or snd pulllng out
&ix, io sufficlent. s our knowledpge of groups bas inoressed, the
reed for intelligent grouping bagsod on ound practioo has zenifes
ted itself. Ve bave co.c to seo that group comprises a "oinimug
of fivo or oix individusls and & maxizum of ianfinlte nunbers limie
ted {n practice by the feot thot whon the group exceeds tuwenty=five
or thirty porasons, tho worker aotually doals with the division of
the larger group ther than with th group as & whole®. ¥ Thig
dofinition fornulatod by group workere {6 more sultable for our
purpooes than Lubank's traditional dofinition. “‘ho these indivie
dunls shall bo and what tho bases for seleotion should be are Quoge
tiong of tho monont.

it bos takon no great anount of rossarch for ocounsolors

to sse that esome groupo aoted differently than others or thut

3. Sohreiber, Zeyar, G eg ang rmed Grou
8 to ie ~hild Thr t up  obk Arens

&igg. Thesls (unpublished), !.¥. .obool, oluzbin Lniversity,
Januory, 1949,

4o 'iloon, Gertrude ued Kylend, leays, woglel Group sork reotige,

Rivorslda Prosse 1949, p. 4.
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individual campers present differont potterns of bebsvior when with
diffarent groups.

It 18 now gonerally sgrecd that ®collootive bohavior is
sometbing nore than end difforent from the sum of individuals who
produce it".s It is an ido tifiabie entit; with cortain obaervo-
blo dyraniocs, 6 which are being inercasingly cbjectified with tho
advent and {norease of use of researah methods.

Enowledge has been forthooming from verious sources ss to
tho impoot of the individ 1 on the group ond vios versa. “Group
Pressure" is @ conmonly used term, the dynanics of which are under=
stood by professionally trained group workers. Attention hoz been
given to the types of leadership in groups, both indigonous and that
givan by tho worker. The flexibility of the individue} to adjust to
groups bac boen dealt with., Trooker bas rightly pointod out how this
will always depend inm part upon the group membors present and previe
oug group oxporlanocs.7l tis aleo points out that Ysome people are
dongerous to groups snd ust be removed or temporarily oxoluded?,
Thoso writings end many nore aro at the base of our group work proc-
1lce oo it oxists today, in whatev r setting., It geeas commonly
agreod by the writers ic the fiold that t o surfaoce has barely been
soratohed, and that auoh more remeins to bo do ¢ in busic research

in group work praotico.

Se woylo, Graoce, 9p. 9ites Do 45
6. Eernstein, Saul, Critorie for vanluation of Growp in guporvision
ar ¢ Iimoo and Treoker, ssoplction
FProos, 1949, pp. <3lec3h.
7. irecker, Horleigh B., Socicl Group 1ori, onon's resn, 15
P 97. .
B. Ib’.d' Pe 930



-5 -

Particl onswers to somo guestions ar boing arrived at.

Jonniogs bas concluded on the basis of her rescarch thak
“poople we 1ike will iofluonse us more than do either things or
people heving po porsonal mennin to us . ?

This hap greet ranific tions in tho arem of groupinga.
© erc now awarc of the nsed to wor throu b natural lesders in
helping o group to grov. Ve have ocome to goo the zecd an indivie
dual heo for *rootg® in = group. The unknown is fearful and feared
in turn. <o wo sec Jennlogo' findiz s os more then words, but ine
otoad sonething busic in buman mechanisms. The campor must 1ike
hia counsolor if we o peot wheloaome &ro th to take plaoe through
this nodium. be oou selor ust like childrer and know how to work
uith childron to bring this about. hon & hocogenecus olub group
oozes to camp, will wa break this groug up and pleace the indivi-
duals into difforent onbins so that thoy all pay bave now experie
ences®s or will we tempor our grouping practfous uith that fioh we
now know ebout groupings, as rolutively little as that may te. o
are awure of tho necd of muw exporiences, but it 1s not oot autong=
tiocally. Hatber, all our knowledge ia brought to bear in o e sole
fic sltuastion, nnd that decisfon whic will be nost ertinent for
the speeoific situntion is cade,

A prectienl limitotion th t faces oot cemps is5 the & ort
tizo tho onmpors gpend ot e compe It bas boen pointed out t ot

"ghort torn rolationghips (ere) of less value, (and) call for di -

9. "Socloamotry in Action - How Lo Got Toget ert, Jonnin s, purvey
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forent fooug and azpcotation“.lo This cennot be denied but euge
gests the need to utilize the timo, to its utmost, The nesad for
cound grouping practices loono ever larger so that the canp {5 betw
tor able to utilizo the potontial present to the atmost. This calls
for o conscious welghing of factors prosent in a situation so that
8 combining of individualc and subwgroups will rosult in ag profite
sble en oxperience aa possidble. %ho valus of sound grouping prooe
tices has boon woll summed up by Joaanings, who points ont that “when
an individual is with others who recpond to him and with whom he
wants to be, ho has grester security. The nmore seourc bo s ss &
porson, the noroc relonsed he foels and oan bohave in the groape. @
ho 15 caotiocnally freer of tension and doubt ond hositenoles of dif=
forent sorto, hs con contribute and funotion botter within the tots)
roup, he intern 1 raelo of tho group fncrenses as the individualgs
find thot they osn montributo ard interasct broedly with one nnuthor'.ll
bo litoreture 1o still rolstively sparsc on the mstter of
coolal oontagion. elativel little is known es yot an to the types
of poople that can bc ut to sther in n group and have a nutually
benofiting experienso. Lagt summer, tho writor wes at a oomp whioh
bad a fow roferrels from o child guidance olinic, somo of wiom exe
hibitod some rother bizarre and goolally unascocptable behavior. .one
arents wero fearful of this ocitustion d wonderod bow it would ofe
feot t olr o {1d who vas exposod to ohildren from the olinic. o

absoluto enswors can yet bo glven to the paronts because the angwors

i0. Ircokors op. gites po 777 «
1l. Jennin By §De m.. Poe ’}Ob
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have not boen found yot. Some findings ero available in sertein
aorens whioh should be utilized when i{ndicatod. It hoo boon polnted
out that "thore is n cortefin naturel affinfity botween sone types of
disturbanocs and n oertain nstural repulsion botween others.... e
hove noticod that ohildren with o trend toward stealing but no open
confliot along sox lines can be porfootly sefcly grouped with younge
oters who havo some s6x problons -« the tuo will not reinforco anch
othor's disturbonoe pattern rother they will shkow open repulsion
obout ft. In short, the guoction whether problon trecds reinforce
oaoh othor is bighly depondent on the type of disturbence patierns,
on its dogree and tho distannce betweon tho various membors in terms
of intengity. Coreful grouping thereforo esvolds soexc of the ocon-
taglon danger from the onnet'.12

The problem of grouping then bocomes twoe=fold. Hot only
nust there be e knovledgo gnipod of whot behavior pettorn the conme
per bug, but clso with whom he may be pleced so os to reinforoe in
hi eolf and others the "positive® nspoots of his behavior pattorn.

Loowledge of the roup the on or la being plsced in thus
Jooms largo i{n the praotice of grouping .

f first importonoco is the individusl's ability to adjust

in & group situation.ls It ip notod thot *the mature individuel
seocks to accommodate hinsolf to the demands of coeoh group up to tho

poirt of consistenoy it tho valucs end nor s ho has eooecpted for

l.s hodl, etroit Group Frojeot ummer amp, pring, 1945 _age

orkcrg Meousl., Uotroit.
13. 'Trocker, gp. 9it«s ps 96,



bimself es lnvlolcte".lh bie sug evsts that those who ere less
oature or icaaturo would tend to be loss nocommodanting. 1If this
person is to beve & suoceasful eaporiecnce, tho group he is pleced
in will noed to be more eo epti er less domanding of such o @ =
ber. 7This ir turn hes implicntions cs to the type of group thet
could do this. recker hec etated thot ®groups r spon ¢ tho moody
indfvicdusl on the bepis of what they hove teen and now ore go a
group. If groure arc ¢ emsclv ¢ seocurc they cen stend much ore
from irdivi uels iz the way of doviating bahnvlor“.ls
Thie chould not be te er ac meaning thet groupic 15 done
it = viow to éoir m gy with conflict. "o must understand thet
"t o evorpresent citustion {5 groups 18 ocused Ly the v riety of

16

valucs ané normg hich the members bring to the groupe®, and

that grorth rosoults from o nfliet « dut within li=zits for the
group‘s corfliot “solutien ig just co oscoctiml to their survivel®, 17
rouping must be thought, then, ss sotting conditions for
the maximal lesrning caperieroc and comsaquent growth pessible for
the individunle snd the grou .
ge of & questionnaire before ooy e ins is thousht of
ag one of the to le to better no the campor, arnd, ir turn, bo bota-
ter ctle to use groupings morpe conscisusl to better help meet the
camper 'c needa sxd intorests. 8 koowled e of group process grows

and with it the koowled e of those combinations thet make for nore

produotive and meapiregful grouwp cxperiencee, we ghall approsch group-

14. 41lgon, yland, Spe gites pe 41
lse .rooker, ops pit«s ps 97

16. llncn. Iylﬂnd. LB m.. Do 37.
17. 1lson, Hylond, ghe @ltes po L5



ing on a much sounder and scio tifiec levol then is ossible at pro-
aent.

It oon bo geen that in light f our presenmt knowledge wo
do have poro conosptions, exporience, a d princi 1 s having té::lth
groupings. The further knowledze gained by use of o guestionnaire
oc suggested here is & possible tool for botter understanding of
the oanper btefore grouu.ingo are nede, and eonss uently boing ablo
to plooe him more oonsolously in that group whioch will f£it bim best.

Although the age, nex, pbysical sire, eduostional nttaine
moent, socicl distancc patterns, ¢ oc., loo large in determining how
to prooceed with grouping, t is study 18 confined to that nrea ine
volving behavior nnd that bohavior w ioh & all be dafined ag “probe
lez bohavior*,

This study wes mpdo in an cttompt to dovelop somo tool
which night conoeivebly be on aid to better grouping practicos on
the part of ocemp stuff, oo that the plaintive ory of the counselor
would rise thot nuch loss, and the campers would onj y camp that

ouch soro.
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Eek INIT IGES

The erbitrary dofinition of a bobavior problea Lo tuken
frou the Haggorty= lsone {ciman manual, and it {5 as follouss *“a
bebavior problen ropresents the discro anoy between tho onpacitics
of the individunl to adjust binaself, and the domands of his cnvia
roomont®s Tho operaticmal definition following from this would tae
ihat "a benovior problem may bo ooy ectivity that is objeotionabioc
to & soalal group = homs, sokool, or no:munity“.la

Englisk end curson define problez bebavier ss reaotions
to o feoling of dlsaonfort producin bohavior regerdod og differeont
from nomnl.l9 Haggerty's definition sugzosts that any bahavior
such as boing honwst, washing the bands baforo o meal, oto., § ht
bo objactionable to a apeoifia groups CGeorpge ashington was core
toinly o problen to tho Britich and o behavior problenm by this doe
finition. 1t can be ascon thot the objectlonnble bohavior of today
may bte accepteblo tomorrow. Tho definition then ig open to gonmo
qucation, but will bo used in this study beocuse {t is part of t ¢

Haggortye loon~ icknan manusl, which is a begio part of this sta .

KETBUD

In this astudy, those sooring in tho upper quartfle ore

oonsiderod to be thoso with bebavior problena, ubila those in the

18. laenusl of Dircotions, Haggerty, laon, i.ickmon, Bghav Lings
M. orld Book Cosy 19m. Le 3
19. English and Posroon, tiona oblexs ivinz, . .« orton

and Co.. 191}5. P 32-
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lower quartile ore those with less serfous problams.

Thoro is ub cdmitted en bmsls upon eggressive bobavior in
the guestionnaire, which reveals ¢ tend noy to miss the disturbod
child who hos ithdrewn or who shows uithdre ol nymptoms.ao ond it
i eonooivetle that this faotor affcots the findin o more than a
little.

Tho authoro, on the basis of thoir studies, howevor, focl
thet tho lovwer gooros tend to be o ildren with lesser problem tene
donoclos.

The questionnsircs which woro fillod out y tha canpor
wvere an outgrowth of nn unpublighed study conduoted in Hod img,

innesotn, sohools ‘arch <0 and 21, 1944, by Ur. Clic D. onocheool.
Tho quostionn ugsed in my study wore those in Eod ¥Wing which vere
found to bo stetistionlly eipnificant insofor as thoro wero difw
forcncos 1n recponse botueon the children with behovior problems
and those with o serious bebavior problems. Through the uso of

the formule of chi square (%2) 2l {4 vus asoortainod that tho

20. Ibid, Hnggﬂrty. Pe 2o

21. Tho use of %2 as a statistical tool was mado for two roasonss
(1) By using X2 it is possible to epply otatictiocal measures
to ocategorics not striotly quontitative in mature; (2) .vory
case in the distribution is welghed ro orticnately to every
othor aace.

'ith this tool it io then pomoiblo to state to what degree
an lten fa cignificant, statistiocelly sponking. The sigoifi-
ocnoo 1o deteraiced by probabiiity (P). That is, by figuring

it is poseible to escertain to what degree the distribution
wog dae to ohonoe. Thus when is uritten P<0.01 1t monbs
that the distributions in the ocstegory presonted could be ote
trituted to som ling error 1 tice in ICO. As protability in-
oroages, it is possibleo to assumo that tho catezory ie -mcre
noanin ful in tho gencc thet there was o resl, rathoer thsn o
chonoe, differencc betwecn the rosporses of the highs (thosc
with soricus bobavior proble o) erd tho lows (those with loss
or no goricus behavior probvlens.
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differonoes werc not due to ohance. The study included all studonts
at sohool in tho fifth through the twolfth grodes whioh mnde for a
total population of oloven-hun red. Of those it wes possible to

analyze 986 quostionnnires of uwhich 446 were boys and 540 wore girlc.
Bacnuse quartilos wvero use , o final total of BO boys and 76 girls
oro used for the findings notod in the study.

The roviced quostionnairo based on tho findinge of the ed
+log study was then given in o oomp eetting. There was on undupli-
cated count of 142 girlo who filled out the questionmaire. une of
the girlio filled out a quostionnalre tvico as she was at canp for
zore than one gessions. Ons of her two quostionnsires was taken ot
randon for use in thic study. There wore 1l boys by an unduplice-
tod count, aix of hom filled out ¢ e questionnalire twioo for the
tazo r ason notod cbovo.

ne quostionnairc was choso at rosdom from the pair
filled out by ench of tho efore montionod boys. £ our total ope
alation of .72, three guestionnetres provod unussble beoauss thoy
uers lnocompletsly fillod out. £ the 2(9 onoes ugod in this study,
127 were boys ond . wore girle. The finel findings are besed on
the quartiles of these groups, or a total of €4 toys ané 72 girla.

Tbis oood ocamp hnd throc ohildren's porlods lusting twolve

du 5 osohe The ago rungu was 9«14 ycars for toys and 8«1} yeors for

2
he formulu of X2 (3 = & @;t-&l) thus 18 o tost to nge

certein how Lho ectusl dote fits with the t eorctical distribue
tion one would eapuot in a normal froquency distribution. It
is, in other words, possible to compore eetunl resultp with oxe
bectod rogults.

Tho date 1o teken fron ptatistios) Nethods, . ., ills, Lonry

Holt end Company, 19 4, Pe 543,
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girls. ¢n the last day of ouch poricd the questionnaires vero dis-
tributed by tho counaclor to his or her group. The samper was given
at lenst one bour to £111 out hig quostionnalrs. The counselors
kolped tho compers £ill out the questionnaires to varying dogrecs
doponding upon the reading comprohension of the ocamper. In some
onscs where the ohild was ospoeinlly young, tbe counsclor rephrased
tho questions, ond hed the child amsuer them vertully oftor whiob he
{the counsolor) checked the enswor dosired by tho vanper. It is cone
coiveble that some may have respondod ao thoy thought they should in
order to conforn or in such n W y as they folt to be conforming, yet
nmany of them admitted to huving been im troatlo with tho pollae or to
baving eppeared in juvenile court.

Ag o cheok for reliability, the rosponses of paven sats of
8iblings were ccopared on thoss questions of a faotunl nature, ond
thoy were found to bo 935 ocomsictent with each othor.

The seven children at comp who completed the questionneire
tuice hud at least a two weok lopse betweesn filling out thefir T O8p0Le
soss Tholr answ rs showed o conoistenoy of 91.2% with aach other.

81z of those soven cazpers hed differcnt councclors each
soscion at gamp. e scorod by tuo differeni coungslors in enoh oonso,
four of tho six hod o coore difforence racging fron 5 to 12. Thus
with fndepondont roting by differont counsclorg the differcnce wap
olight cnou b co as Dot to be significont. In the other two ovages,
the compers h 4 highly dissinilor soores on tho behavior rating
tohodules when reted indepondently by thoir rospeotive ooungslior.

Invoptization ¢ ed that thore had been a ohango of overt bohavior
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to a morked dogree in toth oascs. o bod shoet u  from the lower
quartile to the upper, while tho other hed gomo from the apper to
bear tho moan soore.

The counselor spent from te to fourteen hours s day with
hie coanper for a twelve day period. It as fol that ho or she
woald know the camper botter than anyono in camp, and thus was t e
rerson pioked to do the rating of the childron { bis or her roe
cpootive group.

Prior to rating tho ohil rem caon counselor wac givon o
manual of diroctiona for the bohavior reting schedule. The writaer
cnt ovor the ortinent information with them. hey were sdviscd

to obsorve the child with the schedule in mind, so thet when the
tine onme for the rating they would huve os clear a ploture as
osalblo as to tho ohild's bohavior. It was pointed cut to the
cunoelors the ncocssity of remalning inpartiel ip explaining the
ques lons co that thoy would oot give the ohila the impression
that one answor was “better? than another. For exemplo, when cxe
Flaining the question ertainin to tho marfital stetus of thoe pors
cots, t o counselor wos In ressed with the nooemsity of mot cone
voying ¢ o feoling to tho children that evsryone nbocld have
peronto oand bo living with thems Thus, & o 1ld of divorood per-
eata, for exazple, hopefully would not bo influonced by the coune
celor'o attitude to state that his pereats wore not divorsed. 1husc,
tbo counselors were holped to reslize that in many instanoes shilde
ren would respond as they folt oe adult wanted then to, so the
strict necopsity of bein nonjudgmentel when helping the chll en

i1l out thc quostioaneirec was strossod, he ncoocscity o not
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baving the ohildron comnunicute with oech other was alao strceced,
The degrea to which all of this was nchieved is not kmown. 7The
dogree of meturity and cducetionnl attainment of the coanselor was
nuch22 that 1t could bo suggosted the import of ctrist controls
was oeaningful to then.

The ocunsolor oxpleined the purposo of tho quastionnoire
to tho camper moking 1t cloar thut the informction wes confidon-
tisl. opociel pain wes taken to caplein the uses and ressons for
the quostionnaire io the ckild's languspe. Tho parograph procedin
the questionmnire was thet which was parapbrosed as the nood crose.

In intorpreting the findings, £t must bo kept in mind
that they erc epplicablo oniy for tho group tosted apd studied and
then only insofar as the rosponges woro trua, which cannol be ape
ocortained for s certainty.

Beoause the counselor had to interprot and ozplain the
meaning of some of tho words f{n tho guestionpairc, we havo an une
controlled verisuble et work and mo idea if, or to what, dogreo t o
findings voere offooted by this.

The methodology used in analyzing the dote wop tho sace
us uged io the ed dng study.23

The scores aobleved on Ho gertye loone.ickman gesle wore
tobulated soperately for cooh sox. The upper and lowor ghartile of

oach group woe apcertained statistically. 24 In tbe fomale group

22. vorege mge S 21,4, range, 19e«.le daoatlonn}l ettoinment aver-
8go £ 3 yours of oollege, ron e l-f.

23. Ibid' Pe 10.

24. Tebles I omd II.
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thirt -six onses with a score of 5 und below beonne the 1o or u re
tlle, hile s like number with score of 50 and above togame the
upper quartile. In the mela group 52 canses with o goore of 19 and
tolow booumo tho lower quertile a a like nunber with a score f
€0 and above boo o the upper guartile.

The ropponses on the usstiobnelrs o each individu 1 {n
££cao four proups wore thon tabulated. Those formod the busis £ r
statistloal comporison to ascertain if some constellation were proe
sont which difforentisted those with bohavior prodlexs (the uppor
quartilec) from those without serious tobavior problems (the lower
quertilo) on the basig of thelr rosponses to tho ucstionnaire,

ubile tho findings of the study oon be interproted only
in the light of this group, conparisons will be mudo of the res one
80 t camp and those in tho lied iing sludy. 48 will bo shown somo
of the significant ocutogories of the latter provca to bo signifi-
oant at camp elsc. As a scerob for more snd pore bprovon tools =ns
aido in better grouplngs, It {s suggested that quostions which
proved statistioolly signiffcant In Loth studies nigbt form the
basis for s third quostionnaire so thut guoh a teckni ue be fure
thor rofi ed.

In some onpes the entegories as & wholo ctowod no stutis-
tioel significence while within the ostegory 1tsolf some obvious
difforenco of responso wore noted. In these instanoes tha olessie
fioulions within these cotegories wore analyzed by the ugse of the
formule of .z, (oriticel rotio).?? (.es footmto 25 on p go 17 .
Ath the use of t s foruala it wus ascertainod to what dogroe

ogo differoncos aore or were not duc to ohance.
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The Heggerty=Olson-liokman vobedules ore dreun up for
usc in the sohools. The sohedule itoms used for ratin be avior
neore the folloving;:

l. Digintorest im sshool work

2. Cheating

3« Upneoessary tardiness

. 4+ Lylng

e Lofiance to discipline

6. Marred over-activity

7+ Ung.opalar with ohildren

B. Tempor outbursto

9. Bullying
10. Spoech diffiocultieca
1l. Ima inative lyi g

id. Sex offences

1 . ctealing
14. Truanoy
l . bsoons potes, t lk or plotures

For use ot comp itens 1 and 14 woro ch n ed to road ag

followe:s

25. ho for ula f8 C. . 2 aLer Thus it is the rotio of the

differcnoc to its stendard orror. e are, throu h the use of
this fornmulo, sble to esscert in tho degreoc to which the diffor-
onco thot seemingly oxlsts is cortaln beyond a romsonablo dou t,
If tho C.Ke %5 ot lenst 3.C0 theo differcncc iz tornod signifi-
¢ ot boyond any r ssoncblo doubt. IP {t {g totweor .00 and
3.00 the difforocco i fairly cortain.

ihic formule 1a cnsil; spplicoble when working with 2 grou s
end gorved the purposes of this study of exnnining the ccll § -
forenoos within oortein of tho ocategorics,

Thie inforcetfon 1s tekon fron Suilford, Je« F., Ppycko ~otrio
Lothads, Lofraw-Hill ompany, 1936, p. 60 and pe 433.
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1. Cisintorest in onmp work
14. bsonso from cotivitios at which caspor
proviously agreed to bo precent
Thoe definitions for the cotegories wore thoso usod in tho
reting sohodule ond are sz follows:

1. Disinterost in achool work.
Under t ip headin any otion of the child
that you interpret =s slowing lack of inter
oot in so ool ork ocam duties).

2s Cheating
Conslder sll forms of ohesting in referonce
to sohool work (canp livin ).

3. Unnooossary tardiness
onsider his tardinocss record. If the tare
diness 1s unoxousod and duc to biz own foile
ures, it should be interproted ms LURNOcensary.
Consider slso the promptness 1th whioh ho
roturns fro reooss perlods (rost hours, oto.)

s Lying
Inolude under t is heand cll misroprosentoe-
tiong of feots.

5. offence to disol lino
Conolder bho  o©ll he aco pts uthority end
obeys the rules of L e school (camp).

6. rked overesotivity
onsidor undor this houd tho o 11d's physi-

cel out ut of ecnorgy. 8r ¢ ovor-aotivity
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is oboractorizod by a gaperal restlessnods,
by an inability to stord or sit otill, by
playing constently with objoots, by uncone
trolled notivity ebout the school and playe
ground, by fnvoluntery movenenta of tho
bands, foot, or other parts of tho body.

7+ Unpopuler with ohildren
Under this boed congider how well ke is
liked by other ohildren.

8. Tempor outburgts
Consider the child's reamotions to unplcuge
ent slituntfons and to frustrations of hio
bebevior. Temper outbursts nay te manf-
fogted by orying, by violent physicel re-
sotions, or by sbusive langucpgo.

9. Eullying
Conslder whether the ohild attempts to do=
minato hic ploymates by physical foroe and
abunivo language and whetbor he pioks quar-
roelo vith smaller ohildron. If a girl, tho
notivity moy bo sancuhst differesnt. onsi-
dor whother oho delights in tormenting,
tepsing, or vaikting fun of othor girls.

10. Speooh diffiocultios
Under this hoeding ifnolude stutterin or
stammoring, the gubstitution of ocmo & und

for another, and ournl inoctivt , as
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indicuted b Lronouncin letters or sounds
incorrectl or b slurrin lettors or sounds.
1l. Imaginntive lying
Undor this head oonsider the ohild's tondenoy
to tell talos not bmsed on feot. ESuoh lying
might includo olainms of unusual brovoes or
poscosaions, elr oustles, teles of catracrdi-
hary he penings, of boing pursued by snimnls
or parsons, of belng perseouted, ota.
12. wox offonsos
Under this hemd consider all aots relating
to sex behavior which sre otjected to by
convantional stendards of honlth and moralc.
13. Steeling
Consider the child's honosty with rogard to
tho proporty of othors.
i4. Truency
Consldor unexcused {illegul) obsencos fron
sohool (oamp), wherain the child absents
hinself on his own responsibility,
15. bsoene notes, talk or plotures
Under this head consider whethor the ohild
ofroulntes ootus, plotures, or stories of
e sugrostive nuture emong mcembers of the
olngs ard whother he uses filthy or profans

languuge sbout the school or playground,
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11 words {n the dofinitions ubove thel had to do with
the sohool situation werc ohanged to those whioh would refer to
tho can setting.

ho sympto_atio behavior l1sted above is only considored
moaningful as it progents e constellaetion of tho child's behavior.
Ko one syapton oen arbitreril be taken to nean thet the ohild hoa
o behovior problen.

Booauss there 1s tho possibility of eultursl baockgrounds
baving en impaet on the import of bohavior and ita “norucloy®, it
pust bo roeco, hasized that there are no n rms for this scalo. Value
Judgnonts and oultural valucs booome vory important. The adjudi.
ootod dolinguant from oll's itohen moy show an "abnormal® pattern
of tebavl r in asovlety's eyes while {f ho didn't meanifest the bohee
vior, bis sooclety, l.e. his peara, would soon expell bhin froo the
gang or scolally ostracize bin in other ways. .e gee why thore oan
bo no norns for suoh o scale. In tho situation mentioned atove tho
go=called delinguent canifests "normal® behavior by his groups st o=
dards, in faoct, would be conzidored n "siscay®, & mocam'g toy, 1.0.
"otnorzal®, if he didn't. Zhe use of this scale in thet groap coul
then, give us the oxtre=es of that group, but does not bring with it
eny valuos to measure the responsos of the group beling tosted ss to
their “normaloy®s The rosults coo only be interproted in light of
the group it 15 bolng used with. In that way no sattor what pattern
of behavior is average for that portiouler groupe tho use of thig

tonle oleine only to be eble to point out tho extremes in the ourv .
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HIPUTHLGIS

The hypotheais of the study is formuleted as follows:
Those clussified as children with behavior
problene will pregent a different response
pattern on the questionnaire than those
with no sorious bohavicr problems. This

- differenoce will not beo due to chanoce.




CHAPTLR III
FIDIFGS

s a result of the {indings of the Red ' ing study, the
quustionnairé prove to diffor for the boys and girls.

Generall) spoaking, tho o ategories concerning the mo=
ther proved to be Aore gignificaent for the boys while the contrary
was true for the girls.: Generel conolusions will be discussed
Ister. ocuuse tho questionnaires for boys end girls differed

they 1ll be discussed seoparetely.

é.: kiﬁ

Age. 1 64 oyu s uul @ at cemp, 15 v hen vero §
yesrs old, lc were 10 years, while 33 wore 1l or older. lcarly &/3
(21) of the lows {ilkose with no ssrious beaavior protlems) were 11
yeers or over, while nearly &/3 (<0} ol the higzhs (those w.1th beha-
vior problems} were 10 years of under. To put it enotber way, tlose
boys with behavior problems tend te be younger ther thoevee with no
serious bonuviur problems. Tuis colncldes with the ['indings of the

ed .ing study.

G to » learly 8 (25) of the big & ere in the
Stk grodo or telow, while L[5.7o (14) of the lows wers in the cane
grodes. hile it iz metaral thot beceuce the highs werc younger
they ten. to ©ve in & lonor grade, the fi_ure:r she some sligat te
denoy Lo be in en even lower grade then would be ox ectod for their

age. There are too wany fuctors to bLe considored before ome could
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noke e otetc ont as to the significance of thisz fect, but it should
bo kept in mimd, This findin , too, colncides with those of tho od
in atuody,.

_hero woro no significant differences founc in gques fon 6
pd 7 which had to do with urban or rural ori in iz tho first ine
ianoe and m;rital ctotus of the are ts in the other. Thus there
ac no differcnce in responge botwoen ihoge born in the rural arsac

and those in the urbsn arces. Divoroe or co aration of tho parents
doea not loom up og & footor of im ortance with Lhe boya although
this tes thoe case in the ed Uing study.

uostion 8 atteupted to asoertain how often the futher .os
out of tho housec for organizational mestin s. carly 1/6 (5) of the
hi be ro orted thoir father aa boimg out of t e houso rore than onco
o wook for moetings, ;hiln oone of the lous rooorded this as taking
place. Cn tho othor hond, 5 of the lowe reported their fathor's to=-
ing cut of tho house onoo a wock, while nono of the bighe stated
this as bolng the csse. On the other divislons of the question there
vere no statisticol differences. It oon be comcluded from this that
vhere diffcronco vas sbowa to oxipt, the fathors of those with bohpe
vior probleme tend to be out of the house attending moetings oftener
than those with po serious bohavior problens.

The findings of gquestions 9 cnd 10 bad to do with the
wother's job, if any, and oducationnl attaoinment of the mother and
shovwod no statistically signifiocant differences. Tho number of
nothers not working was almost the samo in such group, being 17 of
the highs ond 18 of the lows. %o ore able to conclude from this

thet the banokgrounds of the ohildren in both quartfiles were rolotivel
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bomogenoous when related to the type of work the mother did and vwhat
her oducntionsl attainment was.

The kind of work done, ag etrotifiod in the {innosota o-
cupational oodle into seven ontegorien.26 shows almost no differ-
once botween the two groups, with nolther group having mothers dow
ing profescicnal or semi-professlonal work. Educetlonal otteinacnt
for both groups:of zothere is elrost 1dentioal ﬁlth most of thosoo
responding (14.out of 19 4a each cugo) baving a twelfth grade cdue
cotion or loss.

Thoce findingc togetbor uith others loter noted weuld supge
goot that the two groups come from relutively homogeneous beckgrounds,
spocting in terns of ceoolel classeos. This is in contrast to thoe ed
" ing study which found differential rackings ic terms of cooupation,
rol iot, cducation, ;tu.; t ose objootive oriteric ased in soere
taining class.

<uestion 11 sttompted to ascortain how maby groups the
pothor olonged to cocording to the ohild. YTen, or 1/3 of the bi hs,
geve no answer while over 1/2 (17) out of the lows hed no rosponse.
One or more olubs oould be chooked and wo find S2 responses of the
highs stating their mothers bolon to various groups, 15 of them to
PTA, whiloc thore {5 orly a total of 17 reocopomses by the lows. hoce
findinge can be Interprote in three weys, in ny opinion. The first
is thet the mothores of thosas with behavior problems actuelly belong
to more roupo than the mothors of the other group. A second inter-

pretution might to thot those with tehavior problems ore more ilossouro

26, Coodenough and nderson, innosota oou atfional womle fron

Ixroriconte)l Child tudy, ontury ospeny, 193k pe o 4= 3
%0la3512.
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ond are showing s tendenoy towerd wishful thinkin . till a third
night te thet the highs fecl their mothors should belong to cuch
organizations ns ohuroh olubs or FTA's. Do attempt wans possible to
osoortain if, in feot, tho mothora belonged to tho gr ups their
childron olaimed they did. It is interosting to note that the sane
genercl findings vwore In the Red wing study. The mot ers of the
bigks tended to belong to moro groups cooording to the childron's
rOSpPODUOE.

Quostion 1¢IWnn an attempt to get et tho feelings of the
mother toward hor brothers and sistors os seen by the children.

The findings generally wore mot conmolusive. no ocell ithin the
oatogory, "Dooas oot liko them but tries not to show it" ghowod some
difforonce whon anslyzed using Critical) katio, but the probability
of tho difro;anno beirg due to chonoe wes soaewhere between 10 and
50 tf op out éf 10 « The findings in tho ocell & owed more roc one
oo to the quostion on the part of tho hi he.

The 13th quostion attempted to ascertaeln the typo of une
ighaont used by tho mother. Tho Hod “in sotudy showed a si niffosnnt
dif ercnoe with mora of the lows foeling thoir mothers to be *fuip®
or firn cut not oruel® tban wan truc for ¢ o bi ha. he camp study
findings wore that twico os meny of tho hi hs folt they wore alloved
to ot awey with what thoy did. Thia dlfference could have ooourrod
by obance anywhore from 10 to 50 timos in & hundred, so is not to be
taken 5 bolng statistioslly highly significant. The trond, ho ever,

fg in tho direotion of the Bed “ing findin 5 and gho.o the se o at-

torn of reasponso, to e losser degroc.
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In ros onge to o u tlon (1§ ottempting to ascertein tho
" ohild's peroeptlons of hic mothor's recotions when he did sometbing
wrong, there was o tondoncy for tho hl o to feul their mothors
blomed then ontirely. otatistionlly this pasttern of rosponse oould
have ocourred fron 10 to 50 tines in 11 by obarce, so too cuoh wel ht
onnnot be gilven to the rosponse. Thig, too, followed the panttern of
the Led i:ing Btud&;

4 stotisticel pottern of chenoe of t o 5 ¢ mature ac
found § wo tlon.ls..with o tondeonoy shown by the lous to like
ochool more than tho hizhs. /goin it wos tot e stron differone
tiation, and ono thut may or may haove nmot beon due to ohanog. The
rospongo In the ed in study wes of the sece naturc but wes wmuch
stronger. It must bo poted apguin that we are deeling with a relse
tival ho (goneous group in this study, and thelr values chout
cobool would p;obabls not ghou as muoh varisnce as woulu Yo seon
When annlyzing the rosponsco of e hetorogonocous group such es s
found fn the ked Ling ctudy.

The fin ings in questicn 1€ whlob attompted to ascertain
whothor or not tho o ild had to work ot ho o boro out tho findinge
in the Eed Ving study, but agein not to tho statistionl degree found
thore. Although tho msjority of both groups bed to work at hono,
thore oo o slight tondenoy for fevier of ¢t 0o ighs boing medo to

ork at home. Agnin the findings could b ve ccourred by chance snye
*hero fron 10 to S0 timos out of 100, but they are in line with the
Bed .ipg findingo.
Somo intorooting {indings osme to 1f bt in question 17.

he 1ighas, in reocponoe to » guostion esking 1th whon they speat
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thsir tipo, note thet thoy spomt significantly wmoro timo with thoir
brothers, sisters, fothor, mother erd zenge than éid the lows. 1lhbeo
od ing study found the highs spendiug more tize with thoir brothers,

clsters and gongc than the lows, while the lows sppent more time with
t oir pnronts. gain, the responses of the childron mey be due to
somo elements of wishful thinking.  hatever the reansons for the
reg onses, thore are definjte poettorns of difference in the ros ohe-
gen betwoon the two groups, which did not oocur by chance.

«uectiona 18 through 22 egain were of o type attempting
to ot at enviromontel bockground. The guestions wore, in ordor,
esleing the ohild 1f ho hud o roorcotion room, if ke lived on o farm
or in town, whother pmronts ront, own, or arc buyin o home, and
wbot lengusgo was spoken in the homo. Thore wore no differcnces
botuesn the groups. geln, it is my fecling that thie was boonuse
of the ocoqumio and social hoocogenanlty of the camp group as & whole.

Question 23 donlt with contaocts of tho ohila wilth the
polioc and/or juvenilec oourt. Morc of t ¢ 1 bs bud besn in cone
toot with police while 7 of thonm bed appoared in juvonile court in
contrast to monc of the lows. This opuin bore out the findings of
tho ied wing study. These findings would probobly be eapooteu in
1ligkt of some of tho anti-scol 1 be evior menifosted by these childe
ron whom we ozll the bighs, Thus the highs had boen "in trouble with
the law® oftenor than the lous.

in the lest question of the boy's quentionnnire, 1t is
found thut more of the lows ore coolded for punlshaont rather than
whirped, wkile the opposite is true for tho highs. 1his is not to

suggest thut there was mo ovarlap, for therc wos much. Apoin, thou
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the sena general trond was found in the ad in study. In both
icctenocs, it is guite unlikely thut the difforance was duo to
chance, probability being 80 to $0 times out of 100 that the dife

forcnoes of the t o grou & r s onses did mot ocoour by chance.

CORCLUS k3

In ;aviawing tho findings of this study, it is intercst-
ing to note thut with one exocoption (and thet was a ocll within a
ontogoery), thare is no ocontradiotion with the od Lirg study finde
Ings. It 15 truc that oot all those questions of the Red %.ing study
wbioh proved statistioell significant in having differing rO5p 0L
séa botwoon the bi he ond tho lows proved so in thia study. However,
ogt i not sll, of these quostions (specifically, quostiocns &, 7,
9, 10, 18, 19, «0, <l, ard 22) w ro those which would not be 8XpOQ=
ted to show differontiation in o homogoneous group. This mi ht rot
bo trus of quootion 7, but oven here the findings did rot controe
diot the ed ing study but rothor wore just not significent.

iThe findiogs are thot much moro Interesting whem we see
difforcnt rosponses ooming from the two grou s when their baoke
grounds arc osgontially much the game. In other words, in spito
of baving ocotmon baokgrounds, a difforont pattern of response 1s
notoa. Here we find tho educational acd sconomlo baokground of
the wothors muoh the samo; urban and languape bnokground, bousing
‘muoh alike, ond yet u putiern difforecrti ting too two groups doos
preosent itoolf.

Tho pattern is in no ocase distinot. In svery cate ory

acolyzed thore 1s overlspping of rosponses botween tho groups, yot



- 30 -

o do [ind trends ard tondencles uhioh ure disscrnitle.
& oneral ploture of those tendenclies of the ohild with
bohavior problems would show us n younger child therm thoce with no
"sorious behavlior problems with sorc chonce of not having schicved
the grade in sohool coomisurste with his ege. %o would find thot
his fothor tonded to be out of the house to meotings oftener than
t e father of the cbild with po serious behavior problems. Further,
if the child's responnes worc true, his mother tonded to be out of
the .bome more than the mothor of the child with no serious dobhavior
roblems. galn there wos e tendency for nore of those with tokne
vior roblems to feel they were sllowed to pet eway with scxething
instead of eing chestised or punished whon they did something wron .
tn t other and, they wore zore likely to fecl thet when their go=-
ther ‘folt Lhey had dono somothin wrong they wero blamed entirely
while the lows folt thelr cothers tosk part of the blame or blamed
otherg, toa. ¢ find o alight terdenoy for the highs to aifclike
school more than the sveczlloed loms. It is intercoting to note, in
possing, the high auro eround going to colloge, for in both groups
by who didn't like school or.saw no reeeon for it, wantod to po
to oollege.

Continuing our lmaginery ploture of a ohild st canp with
sorious tohavior problems, we would find bin tendin to gspemd moro
tiro with bis fanily and his gong than does the othor group. Ho
vould more likely have been in javenile court or had olice contmet
than vould the ohild with no zerious behavior problems. He was moro
likely to g t whippsd in tho wey of unishmeont than the children

with no sorious behevior problems.
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Agein, it must be emphapieed no cloar difforentinting ot
tern isc prosonted with no overlapping. (n tho other hand, the find=
ings very closely follow tho led Wlng study findings os far ag tho
direotion, if not the dogroo, goea. Cur findings ere those of tobe
Genoies, oot cllowing for olear ocut conolusions us to those footors
which will differunticto boys with bobavior probleas from boys with
no norious behavior problems. It must be ronentered, too, that the
findings presonted oro group findings and would be of little use in
individusl ocnses by theasclves. be impliontions of the foregoling
steteseonts will be furthor discussed under the onerul conalusiors

of tho ptudy.

Be Girls
ZEge Thoro w s no indication that oge was e fastor dif=
oronti tin the two groups, although tho hi he in the fied Sing
study tended to be younger. his is to seoy thet the findings hore
ceithor tesr out por contradiot the provious atudy made. The fig-
urcs c o o sli ht tendonoy ior the lows to be younger which could
have ocourred by chanoe 50 to 90 times cut of 100C.

Qrede_in Sohogl. 1he lows (those with no sorious bohoe
vior proble £ terded to be in lower graodee than the highs cven
though toth grou & were ncarly ldontical os to sge. Thirt en of
the highs were in tho 5th grade or below, while 18 of the lowus werec
in the Sth grade or lowor. These findings oould huve oscurred by
chonoe 20 to S0 times in 100, so cre mot to bo teken as boing of the
etron est statietionl evidenco poszible. It should bo notod, howe

over, thet t iz 1 din o ntradiots with both the Red :ing findin o



end the findin & of the boys in this study, 1ioch foun the highs
tonding to be in the lower gradeg.
| Beither ohuroh denominetion nor fre uecnoy of sttondance
of tho fot or rovod to bo of any cignificance in t ic study. Tho
pro ortior of tho group that wore Catholfio, Protestant, and other,
ros cotively wore plmost i{dontical.
wuostion 3 related to nmaritsl stetus of the peronts. l-
tbou b thore wes a tendenoy for more of the parents of tho bi hs to
bo dIVproed‘thls vae not ptotistionlly sigrifiesnt. n cothor verds
be difference shown in the findinge could huve ocourred ty chence.
gain in roleticn to ococupstion strete (professioczal,
poemi- rofossional, skilled, cte.) there war nloost no differuvnce
betuson the two groups in this study. It followed thet the quen-
tion relotin to the aymornt of t e fother showed no signifiocent
difforences. 1inanciel irde endence of tho parents showed alrcoot
no difforence cither.
In the Hod V ing study responsus to those guostions showed
t highs tonding to come from the less riviloged econonio groupo.
' e goo, thorofore, what was true with the toys; mainly
that the two groups st camp proved to bo rel tivoly bomogensous
groups laosofar as relipglous, socolal, end cconomic background wont.
Again, tbis oug ests that 1 hatover differences do ¢ me to light
cannot be explained by theso seforenortioned factors.
wuostion 12 atteoptod to asoortain the typo of groups
the fother belonged {service, churoh, lobor, voteren) chowed no
significent differcnoc but cttendnroe did. guin se in the oage

C ' tho boys and the lod 1In_ octudy as & hole, the fathers of the
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ighs tended to bo out of tho house oftoner for meotings. The find=

ings in this otudy ocould hove ocourred by chanoo 5 to 10 times fn 100.

Thq quoction attenpting to ascertain the typoe of punishe
nont asod by the fother showed uw t ndenocy for the fathere of the
highs to be mors inconsistont and/or indeolicive im their appromch.
lhus zore of the higha rospendod thot their father (1) alloviod then
t; got away with thoir sotionsj; (2) threatened punistment but seldom
corried it out; (3) loft the puni hment to thoe mothor and/or (4) dice
ngrood with the m;thar on how punishment shoule bo carricd out. The
findings aro not oloar out ond could oocour by chance 20 to 30 tices
in 100, but they arc g nerally consistent with the findings of the
hed 1oy study and tho btoys in this study. It would seen genorally
thet the poronts of tho lovs handlo their obildren more consistently
end foirer in the oyos of the ohildren than do the paronts of tho
hi be.

Tho question usked to asgcertain tho ohild's impressions
of her fother's resotion whon she diu somothing wron show one sli ht
trond vhioh would coour ty ohbapoe 10 to 50 timos out of 100. Toe
father of the "high* tondad to blame friends or playmates or "beocone
whpfy and disgusted with his doughter more often then the fatber of
the child with no soricus behevior probioms. In the ed 1ng study
tho [ ther of the low tebded to bleme the ohild ontirely morc than
tuico ns ofton (3 responscs ocomporod to 14 of the bi tis) according
,to the ohlld. I enpn find no oxplozation for the ifferences in the
findings and feol no conpoclusions can bo druwr froo thom.

Cduvational attaiment of tho mother o owed almost po dife
ferencc in the_rindln gy and I foel no conclusions oon be draun from

LEen.
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In the opinion of the cokild, thoe mothors of tho lows tond
to bo more affcotionate toward the ohild's siblings then is the moe
ther of the highs. There were 26 rcoponses of the lows stating
ttolr mothor ‘was less offeetioneto while 17 of the hi bs so reppon=
dod. ‘There wos olso ¢ slight tendenoy for the highs to feol core
often tholr .nmother pl ed favorites or was Mohangesdlo , and they
nevor knew “how gho feels about them®. Teking the oate ory os a
wholo tho distribution found within it could cocur by chonce Y to
10 times %n a hund;ed. " ego findingo within the oantegory bear
out the findingss of the ed Wing study. :hen the cells wore ana-
lyzed 1nd1v1dualiy koall 8 and conbiped oell ¢ - h) uwith C.H.
(oritionl ratlo) the ifferonce wos found to have no sigpiflconce.

he noxt guestion eskod (mo. 19) attempted to asoertain
tho o {ld's o inion of how her mother folt towards her. Ihe ro-
sponses shoviad a tondenoy of the low to feel her mothor uas “vory
affeotionote® core ofton than tho high. Ihoso sells whon anelyzed
by .« « show pli ¢ or no clgnifioonco by themselvos, but when anne
lyzed as a whole by X2, slgnificanoe lncrousos to whore it g felt
the pettern of responces in the wholo eategory would mot cgour by
ochance, 70 to tices in 100. Again looking at tendenoios, ooll
by oell, it is soen that thore is some tendemoy for tho high to
fosl her cothor is ohangoeble. Thie difforence in theo coll ocould
hove ocourred by ohanoe 10 to 0 times in e bundred, so is not to
bo to on ac otrong statistical proof of on,thing. Again, although
these findings are not hizghl oconclusive, they reocont the samo

response pattorn found in the Bed U.ipg otudy.
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Tho findinga of the mother's Tfoelings toward her husbond
are moro conolusive. ineteon of the lows feel their mother to s
“vory alffectionate® towerd bhor bunband whilc 11 of the highe so ine
ﬁicute. Tho differcnces could ocour by chance 2 to S times in 10 .,
In other words, 95 to 98 tinmes out of 100, this differonco would
_ oot ocour by shanao. .gair, there wos a tendenoy shoviing the moe
thor of tho bi hs to bo cbangeoble, megging, otd. The genernl
fipdings could have hod o ohanoe oocurrence anywhore from % to 10
tines in 10 . These findings, too, tend to bear out tho Fed ing
findings.

In rosponse to o guostion rogarding the mother's fesle
ings towerds her paronts, therc mes o slight tendonoy for the lous
to feol that their cothers wore more effeotiorate. This could havo
beon e chance ocourrence 0 to 30 times in 100. Tho trend of the
findings 1e tho sa o as thooo of the Kod wing otudy.

Quostion 1 referred to tho method of unishment used by
the mother. Ceolls o, b, 0o, £, and g were grouped to ethor for stoe
tistic 1 annlysis, all having in cotmon sooo measure of inoconsige
tenoy or pmssivity to then. Lore of the bighs felt thoir mothers
to ros ond as wes sugcected in thego sategorioes o ut it anotheor
woy, moro of the lowrs folt their wothers to be fair im whet sho did
in correoting or punishing the child. Thore wac o teadenoy for core
of tho highs to fool thelr mother wap firm but not cruol. Hultiplo
Tesponges were made to this question co we find 36 hi he making 5
rosponses and the 36 lows meking 50 regponses. Fort -four of the
50 vere cells o or d (o~ she {s fair, d- she is firg bat oot oruol ,

whilo & were in all tho other categories oombined. 1xteen of the
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5 roso onses of the bighs were in all ostegorios exoept o and d,
ond of thege tuo catogorics the tendenoy was for more of the lows
to rqal their motbers to be fuir., Those findiogs also bear out tho

findings of tho ied ing study, gonerally. The protability in this
cage was this couln ocour by chance, § to 10 times in 10C.

he res ¢ oo to a guosticn conoarning the child's ota-

titudos tovard sohool ero not too conelusive. Thereyis o tendency
for the lown to like pohool more thenm the bighs. Conversely, there
is e tepdonoy for more of the highs to elther dislike school or to
1ike soh?ol bat "rathor do something clse®. Thooo difforences could
bave oocurred by chonmoe from 10 to 50 tices in 100, so cancot bo
acoupted s bolng very meaningful. Hers, too, tho findings were in
keoping with tho Red img stody. Interesting hero {5 the faot that

bilo the. highs tonded to dislike sohool or would rather do somo-
thing clso, more of thexm wanted to go to colloge.

In uestiorn 23 orly the combined oells £v s by 1, 3, ky
end 1 proved of any significanse. Fhese oells reforred to the o »
bealth, nentel illness, swoaring, ota., of siblings. The tendenoy

oo for the hi s to oheok rosponses in these colls oftemor tban
tho louws. ihis oould he en bty chance 10 to 0 timos in 100, r
the oells rotod, the two rogt frequently ohooked were ®uses o lot
of ourse words® and “cnuses trouble ut homo®, Thum, t e firdings
of the Hod Wing study are bornc out gonerally ith the gonernl tebe
denoy for the siblings of tho hig 5 to msnifost moro pocially une
ecogptable bobavior. It should be noted t at 21 of tho highs geve
no nn;u re o& did of tho lows. Gf the 15 of tho bighs responding

thorc ro 37 recponsos end for the 14 of e lous thore woro 16
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rogponses. ell ovor balf in ecah group then hed no siblings or ked
no oiblin s fitting into the oclossificotions listed. Thore is no
vay of asosrtaining 1f this is foot or if the children felt they
could or should not tell the truth. Agaln, it ¢an be cuggested on
the bopie of tho oheoks made whioh oro preovicusly notod, that these
reapohnses, whon ocompered, wore in goneral soneistont.

flofther guestion relating to work done in tho kome ror
tho ohild‘'s health proved of mny zignificance.

In guestion 26, thero wes no overall significance of t e
catogory. ithin i1t, tuo of the ocalls sho so e sBlight tonde clos
uhioch could have cocurrad by ohence 10 to 50 times in 100. ore of
the lows tendod to s end morc time alono or with thelr brothers thon
was the caso of ¢ @ highs. There werc moro rosponses from the highs
stating o tendonoy to spend more time with Loyfriends and girifriends.

There vas mothing of significant differono 1o answer to
tho quoction ttempting to ascertein if the cbild he nost of her
good timos in tho home or away fro hone.

usworc to a gquestion ascertainin wit  bon the child
lived showed some difference with half of t ¢ highs reporting not
1i{ving with both mother apnd fether, hile over €9 (25) of the lows
livo with both puronts. This difference oould have osourred by
obﬁnoe 5 to 10 times in 100, Thip findin w g in the ecune diroce
tien aa thkot in the fed ~in study.

The loat guestion enel szed, Ro. 29, asiced the question
*Ia therc apy neaber of your fonily with wbom you ccnstently quer~
rol?® ain, balf of the bi he reported guarrclling with verious

menbera of ¢ oir fomily, while over 695 (25) of tho lows rgport
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constently quarrelling with no member. his pattern of difforenoce
could have been a chanoe ocourrence 5 to 10 times in 100. The finde
ings beor out those of tho ed ing study.

Tho last quostion in the girl's guesstionnaire related to
polioco end juvenilc court contaocts. 1though the figurec ore not
subjeot to statistioml manipulation, the slight tendonoy for more
bighs to bave cheocked the categorivs, although it could have ccoure

red by ohanca, still bore out the pattern of the ed &n study.

CORCLUSION

Tho sane ghnerhl remarks made in rolation to the boys!
findings in this study bold true sgain. Gonsrally spuakin , when
categories proved significant they wore of suoh & maturc as to co-
inoido with tho Red ‘1n5 study. hore were tvo exceptions (grade
in sohool; fothor's reamotion when ohtld did something wrong) whore
the findings showed opposite tendenoies then did the ed Wing study.

Holative homopgonoity of tho hi hs* and the lows® baoke
grounds vag evident in tho girls as it was with the boys. Agnin we
see un cleur out ploturs but one of overlappings and tendonoles.
Jonerolly, it can be said that the odde arc vory good that sost of
the difforensos that do oxist do not exist by ohance.

Leviewing the findings oomoerning the girls w ieh coine
oidd with the tronds of Lhe ed :ing study, 1t is seen that tho
fathor of the high tonds to be out of the home oftenor than doos
tho fathor of the low. In puniahing his o ild he will tend to be
more inconaiotent and less feir than the father of tho lows. The

ohild with serious behavior roblens believos hor mother to bo leoss
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affeotionate than do the lowas. A slight tondenoy noted alse vos for
the high'a mother to play favoritos or bo chengenble in her epprouch.

The bighs also tend to feel that thelir rothero are less
affoctionato toward their husbends than do the lows. This tondsncy
fe also noted to o lessor degree conoerning tho nmother's feelings
tovards her own perents.

Funishaoent by their cotber tonds to be less con istert
ond loas fni* for the higho than it does to the lowa.

ome slight indication e givon thot a high oither wi ht
not like sohool or prefer to do somotbing else, oven though she
mi ht want to go to college.

A bigh would more likely huove giblings manifesting so-
oinll unescoeptable bohavior of some sort or smothor.

A -slight tondenoy evidenoed itsell for the highs to spond
more tino with thoir bo friende e d girl riendo than dfd tho othor
EToup.

It 1a less likely thot o zirl with sericus behavior probe
lemo will be living with both perents than mould be tho cace of a
obfld with no serious behavior problous.

ithin her home she would ba more likely to be ongagoed
in acnetent gquarrellinz I1th other members of hor £ {ly than would
the lowa.

o re ont, the rindings sbove, tondencics ug tbey arc,
are tho same tondonofes es thbosc in the Red in study, albeit pot
as oongluaive.

he other gueptions, ith the two oxoe tions proviously

notod, chowed no oignificant differences betwoon the groupn.
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The rosponses to guestions 4, 6, 74 94 10, 11, 12 ond 1
showed the two groups to huvo rolatively ho o onecous background
fro a rocial, relizious, coonomic, oducationnl, and svolal stand-
point.

In genornl, most of tho difforcotistion in the onse of
the boys and the girls betwoon bighs and lowc was apperent in
gquostions relating to the fenily ond reimtiocnships in tho fanily.
It would seon then khut if it wero possible to bave accoss to ine
forcation uﬁout the fomily and the relationc ips ithin this
fanily, it might be possible to do some prediotin about tho bo-
bavior of the cbild. This is, of cours , o noar impossibility in
rost onﬁas. ihug unlesc a ency contact with the femily hed boen
vory intense, the information would be lackin and it e question-

ble whethor sue inforoati n could o rocurred uring sn inteie

intorviow.

+

GELERAL CU LLUS Tukib

In view of this, & guostioonairo suoh as this might te
a tool to use in predioting .roblea bobavior at camp. Fertinent
findluge chowing tronds differontieting those with oericus bohoe
vior problems from thoso with no serious bebuvior problems ere
ovidont froa tho guestionnsire. It is possiblo thet 1ta uge boe
foro cemp is mot feapible becauses (1) of the ropport neoded boe
foro t ¢ o {1d uld cosw r suoh o uosticoncire truthfully; ond
(2) of the d1fifounlty in adninistreting and anelyzipg the findinyc.
further st no L1 e ¢ n it be safid thot = ohild, on the basis of

bis responses to L o guostionnanire, hus soricus bshavior problens.
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All tbat osn be said when a cohild shows the saze pattern of rosponse
thot was shown by the bighs is that the odds are such and such that
ho will be e ohild with serious behovior problens, and he would be

e obild to obsarve closely for manifcstations of such problems.
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A Sﬂod was ohown for sound grouping praoctico at camp bosod
on a knowledge of the child before ho errives st camp. no such cone
vern in grouping is to know whichb ochildren bave soerioun bebavier
problems, so that tb;y may bo plmoed so es to afford them tho most
profitable eaporience possible.

After defining problem behavior as sooially unaoccoptoble
behavior a questionnaire wns sot up bused on the hed ing study
findings. 7This q;natlonnntre was odninistored in o coamp setting
to all oampors‘during three 12 dey periods. The quartilos of osach
soxunl group ware taken ns *highs® and "lous® (childron with seri-
oug bohavior probleams and children with no scrious bohovier probe
" lems)s Thedr responses to tho questiomnsiru ore compared. It wes
tho hypothogois of t is stud thot thoce olessified es ohildren
uith bohavior problems i1l prescant a different r aponce petiern
on the questionnaire thon those with no scrious behavier probloerms.
This difference will not bo due to chence".

Although no diohotomous tronds nenifested thomselves,
certain obgdrvable tendenoies were found to exist betwecn the groups.
Eoongae in this particul r study tho tackgroum s o' the groups wero
rolotively homogenoous, cconomio, religious, educetionnl, and gocinl
difforenceos of the parents were of no signifiecence.

It would soex that & queationneire such ns this is obdle

to difforentiote children 1t soricus beh vier robleme from ohildren
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with no sericus behavior problens, in a general wey. Eecsuse of
the averleppings of responses botween the groups, only a pattern
of teondencies prosent thomselves for anaolysis.

As the questionnaire is presontly constitutod with the
need for rupport, ocontrols, oand consistenocy in adninistering, it
ic possible thut it would not be a foasible tool to usc bofore
canp us a method for differontiating obildren with sorious boha=
vior problems frotzi thoge with no sorilous tohevicr problems. It
would soem that e study might bo conductec in whioh this guec~
tiononire oould be odainictered before camp bogins. Thus en et
tempt to uacartgin ;f i1t 1s o usoful tool for differontictin tho
groups contloned coalc be modo. +nly under thoce circumstancos
night it be dctarniﬁnd whether or not the rapport, controls, oto.,

ae&od vioulé prove to bec shortconings. If suoh a study weres d o,
o furthor rocor—endotion ould bo that the 1 ngu e of tho guos=-
tionnaire bo gearod to thut ango group it is being used withe he
quostionneire might bo furt er refinod by romovi sll guostionse
roloting tQ the sooiel, ocuronio, religlous, racisl, ernd educse
tionel baokground of the uwrents. Thas an ettempt eould bo zado
to i{soletc thut complex of factors whioh sorves to differesutiato
ch:ildren ui&h gericus be avisr problons aside from the factors
neniionad abovo.

This study, thon, hes shown that u guestiopnnire omn bo
uged to Fipé tondeneios und trends of diffare tintion betweon ohild-
ren with sericus btehavior roblens and those with less or no sori-
oug bohavior problems. ‘uob un instrument ls only a tool which

gives indlontions rethor thom oloor out concluslons. It would be
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one to be used os such. Under no oircunstenses could conelusive
statemonts bs made aboyt where to plnce & ohild or how to work mith
e child on the busis of his or her responge putterns to the guss-
tionnairs. It might be bottor caid that the lindings could contri-

tute to the wosaio upon which we bese our sctioms for the goovd of

the oblid in the camp getting.
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Table I
HALES == Score on HeOai,

Korway Folnt Itudy
Cola £ op dov,. f£d
| 0-9 18 5 -3 -5k
10 = 19 3 15 -g =46
20 - 29 21 25 -1 =21 IBT +5 (fd)c
30 - 39 1 35 0 o 13 35.6%

4o = 49 € b5 1 6
0 - 59 9 55 2 15
€0 - €9 7 &5 3 21
70 = 79 3 75 4 12
% - 89 4 35 5 20
90 = 99 7 95 6 42
00 = 109 3 105 7 2l
110 - 119 3 115 8 <4
120 - 129 3 125 9 27
130 - 1% 4, 135 10 4o
140 - 149 1 U5 11 11

15 - 159 155 12
160 - 1&9 , - 165 13 s]
170 - 179 1 175 1 14

lis 127 . E;-
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Table II

FEMALIEE we H00r0 o0 he o »
Forway Foint otudy

C.l. £ up dov,. T
c-9 36 5 -2 -

10 - 19 1é 15 -]l -1é

20 - 29 4 25 0 =7 +5 (ra)

2 -3 18 35 1 1 X8  37.958

40 - 49 13 L5 2 26

50 -5 ¢ 55 3 18

0 = €9 7 és 4 28

70 « 79 2 75 10

30 - 89 85 4 86

90 = 99 5 95 7 35

100 - 109 2 105 1€

110 = 119 0 115 0

10 = 129 2 125 10 20

150 - 199 1 135 11 11

1.0 « 149 1 145 12 1

150 - 15 2 155 13 6

160 - 169 o 1¢5 1 0

170 - 179 0 175 15 0

180 « 289 . 1 1 16 16

Ba 142 8y
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Table 1II

Uppor and Lover wurﬁlloa
of lnles and Females

FLHALES

Lovier (uartile feore of 5 and below E® 356 highs cnd 3¢ lows

Uppor Quartile . lcors of 50 end above Re 72
HLLEL
Lower Quartile foore of 19 and below B2 32 bhighs and 32 lows

Uppor Quartile Soore of €0 and above s &l
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 (¥]i1 ¥ SURYLY GUbwl ILEIAIR
(Lale)

please onswer the following quostions as aocurately ond as truthfully
pg you oan. po 1T Y U EROW 7ILL CVER @ Y UR ABLELERGC. The infore
maotion you give ud is polrg to help us to underotand tho problensd of
youtbe Thapk you for your helps Te know that you will be careful ard
bonost.

i. oo - Ko e Hother dends father
o ro arried.
2. ate of births —_— 1. . katbor dead, mother
Hopth ey Year renarried.
| L. aronts divoroeds
Fe wOXI (Cheok) sother ranerricds
ae . Male - - R— aronts divorced,
b. ... Feoaolo fothor rem rricde
., noei (Check ore) §. How often does your father [0
6. vhit to the poetings of the orgap=
b. : Begro {gations oF clubs be belongo
o. . rientsl {Chineses J P= (Cheoic)
anose s Fnlpim) pe .. Hore +hon onoe 6 woeke.
d. thors o be .. UmCO O ueoke
- " ppeoify Y {pon & ponthe
g, _ Tulos B nontb.
5. Your grode in gohools 0o __ Just a fou tinos eor I+

£. figt. et all.

¢. hore were your parento 1iv=
ing at the tins of your birthi 9. If your mothor has & poyin
(Cheok ons) job, what xipd of work dosd
p. .. On o ford. ghe do
be In +£ot0. ——— .

7. bioh of tho following apply 10. u for in sobool did your

to your porents? (Chook @8 mother [P

many a8 opplyle —

B8 e aronts live togother.

be Parents divoroed. 11. Loos your mother bolong to 8Dy

0o o parents 1iving apart of the folloving? {Cheok)
but oot givoroed. - - Churoh olube

de . HothoT desds b. . oolsl olub.

oe . batber dead. Ge l?ridge club.

fo pn Eoth putogto doade [ . 'Homan's DlUb-

.« o Do poront doads the 0. _.. boms uread.
othor gone owbys fo e Losture courece

he . B&° paront £ORC pwaYy e [ LR aront-ionchers 5506e

1. Fothor 1D oy e HBVY he _. thorl
_._a arines - ( heok — —
ong) . —

jo ___ otber in dofense O ~poelfy

woy vork oway from
hono. *



12. In your opinion, how does

13.

1.

your mother feol toward
bor bro hers and glgterg?

ae ___ Is very affectionnte.

b __. 1B uffectionate,

s ___ “ooc not like than
but trics npot to
show it.

Qe . Is foult-finding,
negging.

es ___ Iz crucl.

fo . Ic not intorosted
in thowm.

g . ls chamgeebls, never
know how cho feels
about then.

he ___ Flays favorites.

i, ___ Eaos no bLrothers or

cisters.

How d o5 your mother cor-

rect or punish you whem you

do something you shouldn't

(Check one or more}.

ae ___ Allows you to got
away with 1t.

. Threatons unishe

nont, but selden
carries it out.

ee ___ ~who is fair in hat
she doos.

d. ___ ~be i firm but not
oruel.

8. ___ +ho lecaves nll dis-
oipline to your fa-
theor.

fo . Fotbor apd wmother

dise rec on how you
shoul be punished.

ho is unfelir in
whnt she doos.

(L -

How doos your mother rocot
when you do something wronp?
{ heclt ono or zore).
8. ___ vho blanes you ene
tirely.
ho klemes your
fnther.
e vho Teocls sheo is
partly to blemo.
d. ___ She blomes your
friends or pley-
netos.

b.

Cs

15.

1t.

i7.

1.

19.

& 8

How well do you like a8 ool

(Check ope or more).

s8. .. You liko to (o to
gohool and hate 1o
niss a day.

be __ You ho o to go to
collego.

0. You like scheol tut

would rather bs do~
ing scmethiny elsc.
¢ o lou dislike sohool
and don't see any
reason for going.

Do you bave to work ut home?

{Check)
Be
v

Yes
Tio

Thatl do you dos

(Spacify if wnower bove is
BY nll

ith whom do you rmost often do
things? (Cheok one or .ore).
B lon®
b. ___ Erothers
Qe ___ Llsters
e ___ Girl friend
0. ___ Boy frioemd
L. — Lother
Ge . Father
he R Oang
i. ___ Chums

Do you hava a rocroation room
in jour home? (Check ono).
a. ___ Yos

b. ___ Roe

Pid you spend your childhood
ob & farn or in town¥ (Cusok

Om)n
(- o & farm.
be In town.

If in town, what townt

Town wtate



2l.

29.

Gwoership of your bomo.
( hook ono or Rore).
De Is uvwnod by parents.

b. ___ cerents are buying
. the hono.
e asrentg ront tho hocoe.

ds aronts rent the bozo
although the; o.n
othor houscge.

wbet language vo you spesk
at home?

Lyooify

Check any of the following

which spply to you.

ae. . For souno misohlovous
aot, you have teen
ouu ht, given a talks
.ing te by tho polios
and let go.

bs ___ You havo appesred in
Juvenile Court.

Lhioch of the fellowirng io the
mogt uousl kirzd of punighment?
{ hook oma).

a. ___ “hipping.

b. — -‘BOldlnsu

6s . 0t nlloued to do whnt
you liko to do.
d. thor:

wpeolily



7.}

8.)

)

10.)

11.)

12.)

13.)

14.)

15.)

1€.)

17-)

=F51l=

Table IV A

Horwany Point Cemp Study
l'ales

2 ®9.9% af 3
P = -05 < 02

z° = 8,218 df 2
T > 02 .01

x° = 43 of 2

22 » 10.076 df &
P -Ob <02

e 002 4af 1
xXso df 2

22 2 €.516 df 2
p > 05402

2% = 733 4F 2
poll o C.ke ® BB P> 050 < «10

x2 & 1.407 df 3
coll & Colie & .“,95 P> -50 < «10

x? 3 1777 df 2
coll e C. Hie = 98 P> o350 < .10

x2 e 1.662 af 2
goll & Cs te = 0?55 p:-'!iso < «10

x2 e BE8 dr 1

oell o Ge de ® 106 p 230 <10

x2 @ 11.219 df €
P77 <10 < .05




18.)

21.)

22.)

‘-'3.)

2h.)

Xt 2 408 df 1

x= % 000 df 1

1)
1]

000 df ©

22 = 8.310 d&f 2
P > o02 =.01

x2 8 6,143 df 3
ooll o Co He ® €5  p> 100 < W50
eell 4 Cs Ru = .’}2 P> 1,60 < -_%




Se)

6-)

7

8.)

10.)

11.)

13.)

14.}

15.)

16.)
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Table IV B

fed bing Study
Lalos

%2 2 Sh.12048 df 6
p = .C01

P~ 0l < 001

-t

x2 = B8.3194¢ é&f 3
P> 05 < 02

2% 3 9.53295 4f 4
P = «05 <.02

n

%2 z €.10312 df
P = +05 < W02

x2 = 11.09278 df 5§
B> 05 <02

x£ = 18.5258 af 7
p > 01 < .C01

x¢ 2 8,27076 df 3
P - -05 <. 02

82' 9.29591 df &
p = 10 < .05

x2 2 17.66360 4f 4
P > 0l <. ,001

x2 = 18.342%03 af 3
P 7 001

x2 £ 6,350152 af 2



17.)

18.)

19.¢)

20.)

21.)

24.)

2 16.58479 af 9
b = 010 e -05

22 = 8.28584 of 2
p > 02 < 01

X2 = 7.0311 df 2
P . -05 <. 02

%2 = 17.717¢6 df 2
p > 001

22 7 6.704h df 3
P > W10 (‘-05

x2 = 6562 df 1
P> 02 < W01

x2 = 10.57%942 df 2

P = o01 < JOC1

x° 3 10.505354 df
B - .GZ <. .01

™~

)
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Yo UTh LURVEY (ULWEI . ialEER
(Fezaalo)

Floaso answor tho following quoztions ns aoouratoly and as trathfully
a8 you ocam. [ OUE YOU BRLY WILL EVER uEE YOUR ALCYERS. The infore
umation you glve ue fa goingz to bs uped to bolp us to underctend tho
proble=g of youth. Thook you for your belp. te know that you will
bo coroful ond honesat.

1. Hemes f. . Both parents dead.
Ee oo 2o peront dead, the
20 Loto of birth: otbor gone awey.
"onth ey er be __ 1o parent gone amgy.
1. __ iather fn irny —
3+ Goxs  (Cheok, favy ___.« Varines ____.
as ___ Lalo {Cheok cne)
be ___ Famalo J» .. ather in doforse or
war work nuay froo homo.
&+ nacos (Cheok one ke . other doad, father
ae __ . White roaarriod.
be __ Hegro le ___ Fotber dond, mothor
Qe ... riental ( hinese, Jn - reznrricd,
aoncge, flipino Le .. oroots divorosd, oo
de ___ Gther: thor roaarried.
speolfy Be . erents divoreed,

father rennrrisg.
« Your grade in cohools
« hat kind of work doass your
« bhet churoh dooo your father foather do
attend:

linze of Chureh

» How often doos your fathor go  10. low is your father paidy

to Church? ( heck one) (Cheook ono)
Oe . LVOry .unday. s . Gots a selery or wazes.
be .. vhoo or tmice o month. be ___ DLas his own shop,
0. ___ iAttends only on cpoe business or farn.
olal ocoancions, suoh Gs . oooives publioc relisf.
&g Christmas, faogtor, de __ thor:
eto. ' )
d. ___ lever goes.to Church. ‘peotfly
« bleb of the following apply 1l. ou Lnde endent {finanoially)
to your parente? (Cheok ap ore jour paronts? (Cheok onc)
Rany 85 applyl. &e . 8rents are velletoedo,
oe .. aroots live togothor. be ___ waroute heve enough to
be __ aronts divoroed. et clong on, but ro
O¢ oo -0ronts living spart oot rich.
but not divoroed. s ... sarects hovo o hor
da ___ other doad. timo getting nlong on
e¢. ___ Father dead. vhat thioy have.

de “arocts oanrcot got
elong without finane
tiol help from sone ne.



12,

13.

14.
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w00 your fothor bolong to
any of tho followipg? (Chool)
Gs __. Rotary lub.

be ___ Eivanis lub.

¢s . Church Club,

e . Labor union,

Ce ___ 4American lLegiona

fe ——— ~therm

Hou ofton does your father go
to the msetings of the orgone
izations or clubs be bolen s
t0? (Chook)

Be ora than onoe a we .

be __ noe a usak.

Ce noo o oonth.

d, tioo monthe.

Ge Just & fo. ticos
Hear.

£. __ Dot ot all.

———
it
r——

ar

Bow doos your fetber correct
or pusich you whon you do
sonething you ebouldn't do,
( beock ome or more)

ge . {1lous you to ot
avoy with it.

b ___ Threnotons pucishoont
but scldonm carries
it out.

Oe .. ho ip feir fnv ot he
doeo.

Ge .. -0 1o firo but not
crusl.

6. ___ Be leovos cll diocoi-
plipe to your mother,

f. Fathor and motber dige

agroc on how you should
be punighed.

Be . Ho is unfoiy in whnt
ko doas.

How does your fatbor reect

whon you do something wrong¥

{Checic ono or core)}

8. ___ He blemoc you oztirely.

be ___ Ho blaces your mother.

Qe ___ ile foelo he ic partly
to bleme.

de ___ Ho blames your friends
or pleymatos.

8. __. &0 tocomos oo ry end
disgustod with you.

H

17.

183.

15.

£e Ho thinka what you
have dono ie all right.
ko doasn't koow whot

to think about it.

g.“

How #ar in school &id your
pothar go?

In your or1 fon, ho doos
your mother feesl to.ard your
brothers ard sistars? (Chook

ol Or moro)

a. ___ Is vory affeotlonczto.

b . Ts affcotionnte.

s . Loos not like me bat
trios not to pho 1t.

de . 15 foule-fin ing,

©. ___ Io oraol.

f« __ Ic oot intorosted in
thea.

« .. 16 changealble. Hever
ke ws how she lools
abtout then.

Be __ lsys favorites.
In your opinion, how does

your mother foel tomard you

a. __ Io very affsotionute.

be ___ Is effecticnate.

Cs .. Loex nobt like me but
tries pot to show it.

de __ Is foalt-fivding,
nagiing.

e ___ Is oruel.

fo __ I pot irterected o mu.

#o . I oharprenkble, never
know how ghe foels
atout ca.

in your opinion, how doosp

Jour muther fool touasrd your
father? (Lhook one)

a6, . la ver; alffootionuto.

be . 1s effootioncte.

Qe ... Loge rot like hic but
tries pot to show it.

de a— IB fﬁutﬂlindln[;.
nogsing.

Oe Ia oruol.

i Ia pot intercsted in I ,

1]

Is changeable, nevor
krow how sho feels
atout hino.
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« « In your o inpfon, how does
your mothor foal towerd

hor rents? (Cheok ore

or mote)

a. . lo very affeotionete.

be __ Is affostionate.

2o __ 0op rot like then
but trios oot to
shou it.

de __ Io foult-finding,
pagring.

eo ___ 18 cruel.

£« __ Iz not intorestod in
thea.

ge . I8 ohangectlec, nover
know how sne fecls
ntout them.

he _.. Ploys favoritog.

How dves your mothor correct
or punish you vihen you do
sonothing you shouldn't do?
{Choolk

e

b.

Qe

de

Ce

g

&

one or moro)

Allows you to get
away with {t.
Threctenc punishmont,
but coldos currice

it out.
the 1o folr in whot
she doas.

he 1p firm but pot
oruel,

he leaves oll dige

oiplise to jour fut or.

Father and mothor dige-
agrec on how ysu
should be puniszbed.
Sho 1o unfatr in what
sbe does.

fiou well do you like sohool?
{Loock one or more)

Ga

b,

C»

de

You like %o gp to
school, und bate %o
nios o deye.

Tou hopa to go to
gollege.

fou liko sohool but
uould rathor bo do-
ing somothing elso.
You dlelike sohool
snd don't gee any
reasson for golng.

25

21}.

o ou havo amny brothors or
sisters who fit into one or
pora of the followlng? (Chook

as many os apply)

te ___ 1o now or ever hns bocn
at the .tate Training
sohool for oithor Loys
or 1irls. (Ag, for oxe
em le, Red " ipg or
sauk enter)

b. ___ Pleys hookey from
sohiool.

0. ___ Has o bad toespor.

d. ____ Tolls o lot of iles.

0. ___ ls very mervout.

fo . Uses o lot of ourse
vords.

ge ... bangs around pool
halls, toverns.

be ___ xsups amay {ro3 bono.

i. __ Ceuses trouble at ho.c.

3o __ Is in poor heauith.

ke . Is mentally clok.

1. ___ thers:

peoify

.o you have to mork at homel

{Chook)

c. ___ Ies

be. O Bo

" hat wo you dof¥

~poolfy if sngwer above 1s yoB.

hat 1z the stote of your

health ot the rosent timel

{Chook ona)

8. ___ 4 1o good health,
peldan suffor from
oolds, headachos, in-
i estlion, raroly
have to misa sohool.

. .0 1th 15 good on the
vhole, but must mlss
gohool 4o few days or o
woelt now and then bo-
osuns of nlpor afllzento.

Ge . Am froguontly 11l oand
must take time oat frop
sohool guite often.

de avs been i1l for o

long pertod of tine due

to sonme suoh diaoaooe ag

tuberoulssle, heart dis-
case, ato.
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26, T ith vhon do you most often éo thir & in your o cre tioo

28.

Ce
b.
Qe
de
Ca
r.
Ko
h.
1.

Lo

Ge

be ___

— ¢ LODB
Brothers
Sisters

-0y fricnd
Girl friend
othor

Fether

Gang

vhung

RRRR

you have most of your goo tinocg at home r & vy from home?

heak ono)

It howme.
iuay [rom home.

Lith ihom do yon live? (Check ore)

Qe
|-}
Qe
ds
Gl
s
Ee
b

Is

7 4th your father and zother.

“ith ono psropt and o clap-paront.
ifth pothor alotu.

+ith fathor alonec.

with parent and relativo.

Tith reluative.

Lith friends.

RRRREN

Live in ern orphensgp, adoptive bomo, or boardin honme.

there any menber of your fo.ily with

querrcl? (Chsck one or rore)

Re
te
0-
d.
Qe
e
fye
he

* ith no monber.
“ith both parcntc.
ith fethor.
" itb mothor.
ith stepe~parent.
“ itk cistero or trothers.
" ith relativee, if Jjou are livin
Lith guardian.

RARRRRR

hem you cenztontly

v.ith tham.

Checlt any of the following which npply to you.

For somc misohievous aot, you have been onught, given a
talking to'by the olloe ard let go.

be ___ TIou have appoured in Juvenile ourt.

Be
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Table IV C

tiorway Point Camp Study
Fenaloo

. 24)
x = 1.5%0 ¢f 3
p> 5] .5

LS
¥2 £ 3.207 df 2

P> 3 &2

Ga)
12 s -‘32 ar 2

7)
pot cozputed

8.)
52 @ 2.782 of 3
coll b Co Ee ¥ 467 wo sig.

g.)
s@ @ L&TT 4dF 2

10-)
x2 2 1.13% @af 1

11.)
12 a -;-96 af 1

12.)
2% B 702 af =
cull © C.Re 2 o113 RO slg.

13.)
52 B 5.3E6 df 2
P> 10 <05

e
x2 & 3,953 4f 3
P e .SD <. o0
Oﬂll a Celin s £2 Lo Bis-
gell o Cefie ® 57 no B8igs

15.)
x2 83 1.391 df 4
ogll 4 Colin ™ -90
_[J g 050 < -10

16.)
x2 » -Er?h af 2




18.)

19.)

cCe)

21.)

22 )

<3 )

)

- b0 =

x€ s 5916 df 2
p.> 10 < 005

oell a Cuite 3 o435
oall g Ceha B W4

a2 B 2,551

p =730 <20
coll o C.h, 2 €19
coll b Cahe B I-Ch
cell o Co.lle ® 1.0

ar 2

%2 ® €423

P> #10 <-.05
pell & Celle ® 2410
goll o Cella 2 ol4ch

af 3

32 -] 3.13? daf
P~ oS0 < .20

ooll a C.is = 1-27
oell ¢ C.Ha = -519

%€  H.545 df &
.10 05
L] 11 [} C.Hte 'b?.}

ooll ¢ Cs & Ji7e
0011 g8 Cs a & '37

22w 1. 50 af 2
gell e Gelle = .7211
ocll b o & lac?

x2 3 .02 of 3
goli £ 1. 3 90

rot ootputed
x2 8 .53 4f 2

x¢ 2 1.602 df
pall 2 Cuelia = &
cell d {olle B 1.2}2

x2 8 93 4f 2

to 8ile
no sige

Do 8l

P T=e 0 elO

¥ = 005 «C
Lo Sige

P?.J «10

Do sig.

F® o nig.
p = no sig.
} 10 .05

P‘.Pojo .10
P oS50 < .10

E ?050 <.l
P 7-50 4-10
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28.)
x2 u 2,%2¢ df 1
g > »10 .05
cell B Celie T o508 no sig.
ﬂell b Celle = .b: 0o ﬂia.
29.)

x2 3 2.894 df 1
pe) > «10 4.0_‘2
sell a Cekis ® W54 oo sige.




8.)

9}

10.)

11.)

12.)

13.)

14.)

15.)
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Teble IV D

Red ¥ing Study
Fennlen

x€ 8 21.010%94
P> <01 <001

x = 31.93229

2% B 17.4798%
B 71001

x£ = 9.60708

;2 =2 7.&:‘:359
F =05 <02

12 - 27035686
P =001

X% 2 5.47346
P =el0 <05

, 2 ® 4.E778

p -] 005 <00;'.

22 = 11,15610

x2 = 12.01110
p =05 <.02

x2 = 21.79051
P = .001

x2 m 10.0E5£7
1" = .05 <o°2

daf

ar

af

af

ar

af

ar

ar

ar




1€.)

18.)

17.)

19.)

234}

22.}

24.)

26.)

28.)

29.)

-63«—

%2 = 16.35502
I = Q01

x2 & 7.6€744
E = 005 < #02

22 = B.4497
B = .50 <.-°,I'-)

x2 = B.62538
P =10 < oG3

x2 3 11.90684
) oGl <0061

22 = 11.78994
F =01 < 001

x2 ® 29.7€704
) R «01

3‘2 o 30.65732
P> 001

2% © 3.32530
B IO < a°5

XE g Z2.61347
P~ 01 <001

x* T 20.10603
P'?.OOI

322 = 23.51754
p == .001

x2 = 19.,09790
pel 70001

22 = 10.37396
P = 0l < 001

ar

df

¢l

af

afr

of

df

af

af

af

df’

af
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