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CHAPTHER I
INTRODUCTION

This study, to investigste the relationship, if any, bew
tween the sttitudes of high school students toward their parents
@nd homes, and their general personal and school adjustment has
resulted from the cuperiences of the writer in guidance work, In
the published literature 1ittle infornation can be found whieh
throwe light upon the effect of positive or negative atbitudes of
children toward their parents and their homes, and aceeptance of
authority in school end their school adjustment, %wlﬁége of the
relationship between school, personal, snd hf:ams« adjustment should
aid in {méaramzfnding the child's adjustment ':m the school situg-
tion,

Franois and Filmore™, found thet perents' attitudes boward
school, schoolnates, diseipline, allowanece and recreation had only
& slight correlation with such fastors as the I.4. end school
grades of their children.

'Bamaya, indicated in his study that children with strong
personality traits were attracted to other ehildren who likewise

1. Freneis, K, V. and Filmore, E. A., "Influcnce of Invironnent Upon
Personelity of Children." Iowa University, University of Iowa
Studies. Studied Ao £hild Welfare., 1934. Vol. 2, Ho. 2.

2. Bonney, M. &, s "Personality Traits of Soeially Successful and -

Soclally Unsuccessful Children,® douwrnal of Zducational Paycholo Y o
Nov. 1943, Vol. 34, pages 449~72.
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were a%rangf The children popularly accepted by their sssocistes

end teachers possessed traits of aggressiveness and friaaé&inﬁsa,
ﬁarthway,s in o study of the personality patterns of

children, observed that the children least sccepbable to their

assoclates in school situations £ell under three categories: (1) re-

cessive children with no determinable expressive interests, (2) socially

uninterested children who are usually quiet, shy, passive in school

and unliked by others, (3) socially ineffective children who are

often nolsy, rebellious, and boastful, This study did not consider

the general school adjustment of the children,

Lewis,® Somid nove frichion betwsen the child, his perents,
and hls teachers in th% éﬂﬁﬂ of boys then for giriﬁ‘ However, he
found nd associttion between types of pergonality traits of children
and parental abttitude patterns,

Gilliland end ﬁirschbarg,ﬁ in studying attitudes towsrd God
and toward the New Deal found a positive relationship between the

3. &arthwgy, M. La; "0 Z." ¥ A Study of Personality Patterns
of Children Least &eaaptabﬁe to Their Age Months." Soclometry
Feb. 1944.  Vol. 7.

b %ﬁﬁi&,ag.xﬁ., gégflganea off Farentel Attitudes on ggéldraﬁfﬂ ot
ersonal Inventory Scores." Pedggosicsl Seminary
Gen Pgychology, Vol, 67, Decenber 1945, pages 195m20

5. Gilliland, A. R, end Eiraahb@rg, u;, “?arent~6hiiﬁ &elazioaahip
in Attitude," Jo v p LoprY .
Vol. 37, Jaﬁﬁary 1942, ‘

i ¥ L
i, :
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attitudes of children and those of their parents, The mothers!
attitudes were more similar to those of their children than the
fathers'. Sons' attitudes more closely resembled those of hoth
parents than 4iéd daughters’,

Remnmers and H@lmmé found, that attitudes smong members
of the swme family, especially towsrd such factors as political
parties, were similar. The extent of sameness of attitude varied
with the nature of the attitude object. The attitudes of older
children (grades 11 and 12) were less like the attitudes of their
perents than were those of younger children (grades 9 snd 10). The
attitudes of children of all ages were more similar to those of
parents then to those of teachers, ‘

%ianmh? mggas%eé thet the greater iﬁm ehild's sucecess
in school, the groater is his liking for school. The teachers!
personalities determined greatly the sttitudes of the ehildren
toward school.

ﬁy@rag attonpled to study the relationship between home
environment and pupil adjustment in bigh school. He coneluded that

6. Renmers, H, H. end Wellmen, H., "aAttitudes Inter-ielstionships of
Youth, Their Parents and Their Teachers." Journal of Soeial Psy-
ghology. Vol. 26, August 1947, pages 61-68.

7. Monash, L., "ihy Children Like or Dislike School," "Understanding
the Child." Edueation Digest. Vol. 13, 1947, peges 29-31.

8. Myers, Q. R., "Intre-Family Relationships end Pupil Adjustment."
Sontributions to Iducetion, Teachers College, Columbia University.
No, 651, OV, 3517474, 1935. Issued as e laster's Thesis at
Colunbia.
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the children whose parents tregted them as adults, considered their
viewpoint, rewarded good behavior; and did not nag were rated in
gsohool as the well adjusted children., Likewise a grester percentage
of the well adjusted children had good relstions with their siblings,
than did the poorly sdjusted onesg.

The abovewmentioned studies concern themselves with the
relationship of ceriein factors in the home, and the scliool and the
child's general personalily sdjustment. They do not attempt to study
the extent to which children's attitudes boward bheir parents are
gimilar to or different from their atbtitudes toward others in
authority such as teachers, nor do they attempt to study the sssociae
tion between attitudes toward parents and home adjustment of children
and such fectors as the 1.¢. of the child, school progress and ac-

eceptance by his assoclates,.

Ubjective of Stud

The purpose of this thesis was to study the association
between the high school senior's gtiitude toward his parents and his
general adjustment end (a) hls general school progress and (b) his

scceplance anong his assoclates,

The subjects for this study were sevenly boys and girls en-
rolled in the senior class of the Blacksburg, Virginia High School,
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 during the year 1948~1949. The data for the study vere obbained
through three sources: (1) The attitudes towsrds parents and
teachers on the part of the student were recorded by the students

8 schedule especially designed for this purpose. The students
conpleted the m&m&ﬁi&s in their home rooms under the supervision

of their home room iteachers. WHo nemes appeared on the schedules so
that no one other than the investigstor could identify the schedules.
(2) The students' adjustment in school was obtained by a eomperative
rating of each student by three teachers. (3) The Gsts on the students’
genersl adjustment were obtained through the use of the Bell Adjuste
ment Inventory. Data on the I. Q. and grade averegos were secured

from the permanent records of the schools

Linditeblons of the Study

There sre seversl limitations of this study. In the firet
place it is not known to whal exbtent high school children can or
would objectively record thelr attitudes towerd their parents, ar
towerd their teachors,

The investigabor kmow most of the students in this study well
and was personslly sequeinted with certain of thelr family probless.
Based on the informstion which had been a‘x:%aiﬁeci previously it was
folt that on the whole the student's reaction to parents was s night
have been expected. In a fow cases, based upon farmer counseling ser-
vices, it was felt i:.ha‘i% the awﬁsn? wes much more charitsble toward his

parents than might have been expected.
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inother limitation of this study was the set-up of the
schedule on whieh the attitudes toward the parents were recorded.
The schedule nay heve been more relisble if the arvengenent from
the best to Lhe poorest resction had fallen ain varying colums in
the schedule, a varistion which would have prevented any tendency bo
check 21l items in the seme column,

The cooperation of the students was voluntary for the
gstudents were assured that they need not vartieipate if they did not
wish to do so. 5ix of the seventy-six students who vere in the sﬁmffr
cless preferred not to participate. The students were sssured complete
snonymity relative to thelr schedule, with the hape that they might

be nore free to 1”@&% to ‘i:;’m qmmim&u

" {*'i}"‘i

The peventy subjects in this sbudy, of whom thirty-four
were boys snd thirty-six were girls, were the seniors anrolled in
the Blacksburg, Virginia High School during the yeer 1948~1949.

This high school is located in tho southwestern part of Virginia, in
Blacksburg, & college town with & population of 3,352,

Of the seventy senlors fourty-seven percent lived In the

town, and fifty-three percent lived in the rural arces.

9. "1950 Consus of Populgtion, Preliminary Counts," U, 5. Deparin
m»,«w% s Burean of Gmus, Series FG-‘;?,, Ko, '?, &m’zmt 153 1‘95%3,

, Qasmnm, b, C.
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The occupations of the fathers of the students ranged from
unskilled to professional workers. In the skilled and semi-skilled
group, there were twenty percent of the fathers. In the semi-
professional class which was made up of business and clerical,
there were forty-three percent. In the professional class there
were thirty percent. Only seven percent fell in the unemployed
group or were deceased.

The education of the parents ranged from practically no
formal education to graduation from college, some parents having
PheD. or ¥.D, degrees. Of the 140 parents thirty-five percent had
from one-half year to seven years of elementary education, twenty-
seven percent had attended high school or graduated from high school,
and thirty-eight percent had attended or had been graduated from
college.

The ages of these students ranged from fifteen to twenty
years, with the mean age of sixteen and a half, These students were
fairly evenly distributed between small and large families. There
were thirty pment. from one and two-child families, thirty-one per-
cent in three and four-child families, while thirty-nine percent
were in families of five or more children,

If the Otis Quick-Scoring Camma form intelligence test is a
true measure §£ brightness, these students form s fairly good cross
section relative to I.Q., with a tendency toward the lower I.Q.'s,
Of the total group ten percent were very superiar; twenty percent
were superior, forty-four percent were average or zwmal; and

twenty~five percent were low average.
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Thus it appesrs that these soventy seniore represents a rather
nornal group of young people, fairly evenly distribubed botween town
and country homes, and between small, medium, and large Temilies.
The majority come from homes in uhiaiixb?:xe father represents a gkilled

or gemi-professional oecupation.
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CHAPTER 11
STUDENTSY GENERAL ADJUSTMENT PATTERN

The extent to which the students in this study were well

or poorly adjusted wes obtained in two ways: namely, seores fron

the Bell Adjustment Inventory, 0+1l and the ratings of three

high school teachers,

12

The grouping of the seventy senior high school students

relative to gencral adjustment by the Bell Inventory is shown in

Table 1.

10.

il.

12,

The ‘Bell Adjustment Inventory ls a standard test suitable for

both sexes. The high reliabilities of the measures make possible
comparisons of one individuel with snothor, The measurenent of
four types of adjustment-namely, home, health, social end emotional
permits location of specific adjustment difficulties. The total
score may be used to indicate the genoral adjustnment of the
student.

The students were grouped sccording to the classificabtion into
which they fellenamely, excellent, good, aversge, unsatislectory,
and very unsatisfactory., These five measures are given not only
for toteal personality, but for each of the four areas measured.

Three teachers were asked to score each of the seventy seniors.
The senlors were judged as to whether they were in the upper cnew
third, middle one-third, or lower one~third as to general adjust-
ment. The final score for eaeh student was an aversge of the
scores of the three teachers. For example, if nll teschers secored
a student "' he was placed in the upper one-third or group I; if
two of the leuchers scored him "1," and one teacher scored him "2,
he was placed in group I. lowever, if two or ore teschers scored
him "2," he was placed in group II. If the student received a
seore of "3," by two or more teaschers he was placed in the lowest
third or Group III.



Table 1. Students' Adjustoent as Messured by the Bell Adjustment
Inventory

“irees of

Home

vaw@Mﬁme

?%ﬁ

Totel |

Bunber

"

| «EBES

Health

mmwmw

Good
Unsablsfactory
VYery wssbisfactory

5.7

 ~PBBEe

Sociel

7.1
17.1
5548
10.0

0.0

vi$%$gg

Emotional

ﬁ&@%ﬁ%@y
‘MWWWMﬁme

M&

%9

2.3

18.6

waﬁ /

20,0
sl

«EBES

%m@"

Exoellent
Good

Average
Unsatisfostory

‘%wumﬁ@ﬁﬁmw

147
32.3
Mﬂ
m@

8.5.

22.9
45,7
157
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I the Bell Inventory is a true nessure of sdjustment, these
students are falrly well adjusted; thi
aversge, while twenby-three percent were below average,

| On the whole the boys were better adjusted in total personality
than the girls, Of the boys, fortywseven percent scored sbove everage

pereent sve sbove

fox total adjustment, while nly seventeen pereent of the girvls so scored,
This sene sox difference is noted when the separate measures of adjuste
noidered. The girls! poorest sdjustuent fell in the aros
of heelth snd in the emolionsl evea, while their best wes in hone ade
Justment. The boys tended to seore more similerly throughout alil
eress than did the girls, with a slight tendency to seore lower on
hm%im and higher on emotional aﬁg astment ;

‘i‘ham results appeer to conforn uﬁ&h the findings of Bell
in o study made in 1?%,34 He m@ma sex Wf@rm@aa on adjustnent
between high school girls end boys mﬁ a&l&ﬂg@ girls end college
boya in favor of the boys. ‘

Table 2. Adjustment Ratings of Seventy &mﬁ,@m a8 Seored
Thrse High School Teachers

Tobal
Wi, bisiomsiom i e | ; S
_Uppor 1/3 oMk L | e
hvorage 0 i Sk IO IO 50

?Mﬁm&mf“' "
Y i - AESIES FRSERON .

.. i Ec ﬁ: leﬁ i.f. Lo N
Pl P piiasees devls
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| By comparing Tsbles 1 and 2, tho similarity between the
r&‘&ings‘i;af Bell and the teachers can be seen, The Bell Inventory
and the teachers tended to divide the group sinilarly relative to
the number who fell in the upper, middle, and lower one-third of
edjustment, Both ratings placed g larger pruportion of the boys in
the better adjusted group than girls, %The Bell Inventory rated nore
girls below aversge in adjustoment than boys, while the teschers
tended %o put e slightly larger proportion of boys below average,
than girls,

The Bell Inventory end the teachers! retings were not
alvays sinilar for individual students. In Table 3, it will be
noted that of the six students rated exmilﬁm in adjustoent by
the Bell ; one was reted in the upper one-third by the teschers,
four in the niddle one-third and one in the lower one-third, Of
those who were rated unsatisfactory or very unsebisfactoryly the
Bell, none were rabed in the wpper one-third by the teachers, ten
were rated aversge by the teschers, and six were rated below aversce,
The aseocietion betucen the teachers' ratings and those of Bell was
not significantly close. |

& queation ngy be raised ss to which rating is a truer
measure of the student's totel adjustment. On the Bell Inventory
the student records how he feels toward himself and others, while
vhe teachers’ I‘a‘t}.ﬁgﬁ would r&flect the ahﬂci's functioning in g
school or socisl &Ruatian which nay or nay m% reflect his feelings.
Furthermore, 1t ngy be %:»haa the teochers gre influenced by the grades
of the student, for, according to Dale, "The groups differed more in



charactoristics directly related to school success than in gencral
personality traite. This nay be due to the tendeney of teachers to
regerd the scadenically suscessful pupil es well aﬁéwwéﬁxﬁ

Table 3¢ Gmwism of &mm%ﬁ‘ Adjustment es ﬁmwtmad by Three
High School Teachers end Bell mmmm Inventory

“Teashers' | . Sory %m‘f‘
Personal ity | fw%ry saiile- | of é%u«

Best in ‘ i

Adjustment 8.8 - 20,0 48,9 17.8 bode 45

8.3 8.3| 33.3 | .0 | 25.0 12

In studying the students! pemercl adjustment, factors ssso=

15. ﬂal@ o &ey "A Qonparison of ?;‘w Groups of Elenent School
I&ran lfwai ﬁﬁw 3@33%3. Adjustoent on the ﬁaﬁg of Tesachor

Ram, Ltitpational leg -’r:‘ﬂ“ﬂjt, Vols 3§; 1%»1; P&Zﬂ 2w
252,

16+ Defining Probubility. See ippendix,
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cleted with adjusiment nay be of as grost en interest ss actual
seores of adjustment, Three factors in the lives of these students
were agssoclsted with genorel adjustment-nsmely, (a) the sise of the
family, (b) the socio-gconomie stetus of the family, and {(e) the
neighborhoed locale of the mdly.

If thepe data are representative there is 1ittle reletion-
ship between the students' total personality adjustnment and the size

of the femily.

Table 4. OSize of the Family in Relation to Total Personslity
Adjustment as Measured by Bell

Total Pere | Size of Family © Students
gonality LHupber of Children in Famil Totel Humber
idjustment | Small |
Meen |3 - 2)
Fercent
Exuvzllens g
end 4545 22,7 31.8 22
Good
kvereage 2.8 3.5 40.6 ’ 32
Unsatisfactony !
and very | 31.3 25.0 4347 16
Unsstislectary
Total
Hunber of 22 21 27 70
Students

b
§
VAN
.
8
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The total personallty adjustment of the students and the
sociowgoononic status of the fanily are not significantly essoclabed 3
however, there is a slight tendency for the students in tie “smilies
in which the father is wnskilled to be hetber adjusted then in fonilios
in whieh the father is skilled or in professional work. Some suthoritics
belleve thet this is due to the pressures put on nmiddle and Upper-

class families of students to "keep up with the Joneses,.™ Aeeording
to Herry and Eéarry,m "idolescents in their middle teens are urged by
thelr families to cultivabe the scqualntence of thuse families who are
soclally prominent. This is perticulerly true of upper, lower, or
lover middle classes of society who are trying to rise in the social
scale. Tho belleve that one of the best ways o acconplish this is to

have their children associste with those of higher economic sbabus,?

Table 5. Total Personality Adjustuent of Students as Heusured by
Bell and ;Swia-nmmwﬁc Si}aﬁm of Fanlly

Fatherts ac&upa:»

}:me:azam T

tion by Class Tobal
" i £
Gooc of
Percent

}:,'-3 = é»?

g i " iiamg, Pk, a}}é ﬁm*r ii ae* ;h Pirgt ‘i*ve ﬂt’éﬁ%&dﬁﬁ of Life,
Harper and B vﬁmr., - " vage 397,

18, Of the seventy students, therve were four whmse fathers were unem ;}lay d
and one whose father was decessed,




The locale of the family sppesred o have little assoeiation

with the personslity adjustment of the studente, Perheps this should
pucted for, as Breckenridse end Vineentt? say, "It ls Giffloult

to evaluste botween rural end urben childven, In the £iret place, no
oleer-cut boundaries between urben end wurel 1ife exist, One mewges

into the other. We must remerber,

good end poor wrban environe

menty

Table 6. Totel ?wzsmmw Adjustment of Students as Heasured by
Bell end Heighborhood Locale of ﬁ‘mﬂy

Heasures of .
Personality

Tobtal Mhmber of
Students

Exeellent
end 5645 435 23
Good

Average 32 | en.8 5

WM&@W
‘&nmmm&ww

Totel Number G
of Btudents 32 38 70

2 g 3.5
P 4>.20

333%;., Mm Ley end Vincent, B, lee, Child Develommant
W, ﬁ. Baunders Co., mia&aizmm, ?m,lm, page 206,
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For the seventy high school senlors in this study, the
following findings rolative to personaliby edjustment were made.

1. Un the whole the boys seemed slightly betler adjusted
in totel personelity then the glrls.

2. Wbhen the seperste meassures of adjustnent were considered,
the girls' poorest adjustment fell in the ares of health and
in the emotionsl aree while the boys' wes in health. The girls'
best adjustuent was in the bonme and the boys' was in the emotional
areea.

3. Although the beachers Fenked the total class in adjust-
ment similedly to Bell, the two ratings Were not the same for
individual students. In fuel, these rabings were not significantly
clones

4+ The Jocation of the family, the size of the fanily, and the
ogeupation of the fatber had little if any essocciction with the
degree of adjustment of the student, The children of the unskilled
workers were batber adjusted on the gversge than those of the
professional vorkers; lhowever, the tobtal sssociation was not signifi-

ean%
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CHAPTER IIT

ATTITUDES OF STUDENTDS TOWARD PARNNDS A0 TEACHIRS

The seniors! ettitudes toverd perents and teschors were ro-
carded. on & questionneire sspecielly designed for this purpose., The
awamw wore ssked to express their resctions to seven guestions
concerniag their relationship with ilsir perentsenansly, the exbent
%o whieh they :mm thedr @Ma, liked to work with theiw parents,
folt that their parents were folr in their treatnent of thenm, enjoy=
‘ed going places with them, were afreid of them, ete. The seores of
the students renged fro: 100 to 20,70 P

The four questions in relation to teachers weret do you
like your %mh@mym have bad in schools do your tesshere show
favoritism; are you efreld of your teschers; md do you think your
tenchers are feir to you. "

These quostions wers sscigned mmericel velues in the same
nanner es thogse concerning x;rmu*m., Therefore, any students who

seore of eighty. The geores of the seventy ’

20. The responses of the students on questions concerming perents
were given mumericel renkings as follows: If the student checked
“never or none" to positive gquestions, he rocelved a score of
geroj if he checked "seldon® or "1iltle," he seored five pointa
"sometines or: medium," he scored ten pointe; "ususlly or much," be
seored fifbeen pointe; end for "alweys or very much,® he scored
twenty points. Nepetive questions were scored in reverse, Theree
fore a student vho scored completely pdisitive on all respotses
would receive u totel score of 240. The seores of the sbudents in
the study renged from 100 %o 240 points.




Table 7.

Attitudes Tovard Perenbe of Sevenby High ;’:"xc}ma} Seniors

Presence o

ttitndes

- Alveys Usually Sometines Seldom Hever
Attitudes of Students or or or or of
: Very Huch Huch Hedium Little Hone
Percent Percent Percent Percent Fercent
d@vg Girls| Boys | Girls| Boys|Girls| Doys|Girls Boys| Girls
3’30 A2 ”;e a,;z* o @1"2 F20194,0 | 3,0 | 60| 0,0 0,01 0,0 ) 0.0 0,0 [ 0,0
s  fathe Q_},,{}ﬁ 3,0 G0 | 8,0 | 0,01 0,0 | 3,0 G0 1 0,0
7 working Witk . £156,0[67,0 138,0 25,0 10,0 15,0 176,07 13,0070,0 0,0
; 7] 594016140 (35,0 [ 31,0 | 0,0 [ 5,0 | 6,0 | 0,00 0,0 | 3,0 |
i 5, f 1 T':; of go 3400 5.0 | 0,0 Cs0 | 0,0 | 0,0 32,0 |39.0180.0 |56,0
‘ g 1 of your father 3201 540 | 040 | 2,0 | 3,0 [12,0 115,0 [31,0176,0 150,0 .
4..ia§ Do yaa Tike t& gO 1 Zaaas wzth your
L mother? 29,0172,0 35,0 | 25,0 126.0 | 0,01 3,0 | 3.0] 3.0 | 0,0
. {b) Do you iike to go places with your
fabhor? 41,0141.0 1470 | 27,0 | 6,0 (22,0 | 6,0 | 3,0 0,0 | 6,0
5 8) i8 your mother falr in her treatment
of you? | 82.0/82.0 35,0 1210 | 3,0 | 50/ 0,0 0,0 0,0 0.0
{b) Es yuur father fair in hin tresiment
: 88,0169,0 | 9,0 122,0 | 0,0 | 0,01 3,0 | 3,0 0,0 | 3,0
3:0122,0 13,0 | 0,0 [14,0 [31,0 [32,0 [36,0[68,0 [50,0 |
Ge0) 0,0 | 0,0 a0, 0. 0 (11,0 [ 9.0 | 2,0191,0 186,0

L3



seniors reletive to attitude toverd teachers ranged as followst
twenty-seven seored fron sixty-five to eighty; seventeen scored
alxty; and wmmm seored fron twenty-five to fifty-five,

‘ a e senlors felt kindly toward their

rents, They liked thelr mothers mnd Pathers with a slight
preference for their mothora, The boys rabed their parents a
 1ittle higher then did the girls, Aleo the girls indlcated move
fear of their parents, and more giria folt thot their psrents showed
fmri%iW;‘ | 7 ;

Thege Mwﬁ sean to be in keeping with those of cortein
peychologists, In the study by Sirpsen® off the parent preferencey
of young children he stabes thab "500 carefully selected children...
were given a babtery of tests desipned to measwre perent preference. ..

owed more notler preference than father preforence in
pt tho five yeer old girls.® This preference is further

barne out by the ctudy of Meltser®® who states, "It is veasonsble
%o expect thot the perent who is in a position to

zm nisber to m
needs of the child will be et an advantage in winnd
the greatost extent,”

g his love to

22, %almr, Hey ﬂ&m mmamm in ?a&w@;&m ?mf@mnw 9@@@%,

gagracber snd Porsonalit 7y Oobober, 1941, pages 114~128,




0, Cole™ end Hurlook® suggest thet the move
positive sttitude toward paremts on the pert of boye is due to the
slower maturstional rebe. The girls' tendency to meture gariioy

eampes then to seck to be enencipebed eariicr fyom the heme, This

desive, asconpenied with the tendency of parents to *hold girls

dowm" so to spesk, mey account for the grester friction belween
edolessent girls end their parents,

The exbent to which childven resct sinilaxly or difforonte
1y toward those in sutliority whether they be in the hone or oub of
the howme is of imberest to school personnel, These students did
not resct the sawe o athority ir the bome end in the school if

ard porents end teschers are true mespures of thelr
rocctions.

These senlor: were -ore choritable towerd their parembe then
toward thelr teachors, For e

aeaplo, n&mﬁym’?ﬁﬁﬁ} m‘& of then

alvays liked their mothers, minety percent slvays liked their fethers;
in eontrest only Fifteen poreent of the boys and thirty-threc perw
cent of \‘ﬁw giris slweys liked thelr teachers. If ome

B

23. QGole, luolle, Pholyy Veyohy v of Adoledoencs,
Goey N, 2. 1‘3&‘3, pagea 280 M %7& ‘

24. Rurlock, Eliszabeth B., Adolesgent Develoignt.
m %!g }.‘m., go g. 1%%& W ﬁilﬂ,




includes in "iiking® those who say t&m they veually like their
toachors, the percentage becomes seventy-four peveent of the

boys and seventy-eight g@mﬁ of the girls., This leaves betier
than one fourth of theboys and girls who dislike tie teschers s
often as or more often then they like then. The studenfis’ responses
shown in Teble 8,

Although the boys were sidghtl;
attitude towsrd thely perente %m were the girls, the glrls were
more positive toward their toachers. . The ses difference, |
however, wes not wmm;mmy great to be MWW stetistically,

It is not m; why the @m},g should fw‘i less charitable
toward their parents and nmove chariteble toward their teeche
the boys. The fact thet girvls uweually spend more tine in the home
than boye nay nake thon fuel more keenly thelr differences with
the perents. another poscible explanstion is thet perents tend to
be sonewhat more coneernmed over the behevlor of girlie than of boys,

posfitive in thelir

g than

On the other hend

the fact thab girls have %o give more attontion
to routices in the howe nay make 1t easler fur then to accept the
rouline of the school, than is true of the boyss

Cole®? offers es en explanstion of the less positive atbi
tude of boys toverd teschers the feot thet as boys grow older they
show a decresping interest in ewrrent events and religion, ot no
ege o they went to write sbout childen; their interest in travel

iReiie s k -;, % \‘ A. Losence.
i;ﬁ*’ ﬁw Yw.'k’, 3»%9; EM%% %M@aﬂ



Table 8.

Attitudes Toward Teachers of Seventy High School Seniors

Presence of Attitude

Attitude Toward Alvay: or Usually or| OSometines |Seldon or Hever or Tio
Teachers Very Much Huach or Hedium Little Hone Answyer
Fercent Fercent Percent Percant Percent Percent
Boys |Girls|Boys | Girls | Boys | Girls|Doys |[Girls| Boys|Girls | Boys |Girls
1. Do you think your
teachers are fair
.3{_’0 y‘:}{f‘;’ ) l&..? 16.6 67¢6 5803 808 3—1'1 2'? 5‘6 509 gng Q'G 5.6
2. Do you like the
teachers you have
in school? 15.7133.3 | 58.8 | L4 20.5 19.4| 5,9| 0,0 | 0,0 | 0,0 0.0 2.8
3. Do your teschers show
L, &re you sfraid of your :
teachers? 0.0 2,8 | 0,0| 0.0 0.0 823 | 1467 (33.3 8543 |55.6 | 0.0 | 0.0

12



is high et gll times, while that in sthleties, mwahima,v and

vocational toples incresses deeidedly from grade to grade. They
do not like to write pbout school es well as girls do, although

their intercst shows sume improvement during the lhigh school yesrs
perhepe becanse those who dislike school most have left.

If these deta warrent generalisstions 1% would appesr that
one cannot predict en individuel student's reaction toverd his
teachers on the basis of his reaction toward his parents,

In Table 9 it will be noted that there is no relationship
between the atititudes of these students tovard thelr parents and

tovard thelr teachers,

Of the students who were most favorable

tovard their parents as many were in the lowerwgttitude group towerd
Yeachers as in the upper-sttitude group, The sawe is true for the

obher two groups of students,

Table 9. Attitudes of Seventy I
Parents in Relation to

Teachors

*h Sehool Sendlors Toward Thely

helr Attitudos Toward Their

" Atbitudes Toward |
Parents

Group

magam;muaa

Towest Attitude
Group

fatal

SBNRE ga




3% 15 pot knowun vhether these students eve typical of
high school senlorsj however, these findings sean feirly logloal,
It is the belief of the writer thet students do not veset to adults
in a generalised pattern, but that thoy reech to the individual
porsonslly, whethor ho be found in the hone or in the school. Thus

jent ney like one teasher and Glslike emother. Also he may
like one perent end dislike the other. This individusl respouse
%o personalitics hes becn observed fron children's resctions to
sssocietes their own sge, and it is belleved that the sane wmzlc%
hold true for children's reactions to atulte, Merry end lMevy™
in the discussion of studles which have been mede, stete thab "High
sehool pupils ere keenly swerc of the porsénality treits exhibited
by the teachors end as a conseguence for: stwong likes end dislikes
of them," 05 |

The findings in this chepter indicate bhabts

1. High school seniors, on the whole, like their parents
and their teschers; however, they are more chariteble toverd
their parents then toward their tesshers.

26, Herry, P, K. and Herry, R. ,‘ﬁf;, The Firat Tyo Desndes of Life
W BWW’ g;i g&y 1%%, puges



2, High school a&nigx; boys lim '{;};iﬁsi? poarents better
than do the girls, while the girlo like thelr teamchers better
then do the boys.

3, There appesrs to be little transfer in the studentas?
attitudes towerd thelr perents mnd boward thelr teachers. The
students who were ﬁm nost positive in eltitude towerd parents
were just as apt “h:s be in the poorest group in stiibude toward

toachers as in the best group and yige versas
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CHAPTER IV
STUDENTS® SCHOOL PROGRESS

When atiempbing to compare the school progress of groups
of students, one must know the extent to which those being compered
have the same capacity for lesrning. The best messure of this cape~

city appears to be the I.Q.'s of the students,

The I.0.'s of the seventy éwﬁsnts in this study were secured
through the Otis Quick-Scoring Membal Ability Ggmua Test.? Prior to
this study, the Utis Gama test had been administered to these seniors
by traix&é& guid&ce personnel and the results had been recorded on
the students! permanent record cards.

The 1.4. ﬁaamsgg of these seventy students ranged from
74 to 118 with the modal group (sixty-four percent) falling bebween
90 - 109. The distribution of students relative to I.Q. may be seen
in Teble 10.

The I.Q.'s of these students may be lower than should hsve

been expected when their I.Q.'s are compared with the nstional average

27. Otis, Arthur H,, Mignugl of Directions for Geme Test, MNew York
World Book Campany, Hew York, pege 405. This test was used to fur-
nish ratings on I.Q. because it had been given to all the students
before the study was begun and the 1.4. scores were available.

28. 4As measured by Utis,



for the totel adult populetion of the United States. Ten

pergent less of the students fell in the 110 or cbove I.Q. group,

and five pereent more in the 89 o less L.4Q. growp. Since these
students are seniovs in high school, no doubt one has the right to
assune thet the lowest I.Q.'s of their cless hed dropped out of
school during gramer school and the £irst year of high school.
The I.Q.'s of the boys snd of the girls were neorly the
seme with 2,3 pereent move of the girls falling in the group of
110 or sbove, and 43 percent nore of them fslling in the geoup

Table m; &m XJ%%;

h-r pings of the ﬁwaﬁty High 8chool &m:im‘s

[ e

I Qs
Clesses

Hetional Averege??

Total nusber ‘
of students 34 36 70 100,06

Lthough the I.0.'s of thece students were slishily below
the netionsl average of the genersl populsbion, the educatlon of the




xn

parents of these students was considersbly above the average
education for adults in the nebtion.

fable 11, Bducation of Parents of These Students Compered Hith
Wt " Totel Adult Hales and Pemgles in the U.5.%

The grade aversge of each of these studente which was

' rnenent record is the average gm&s for gll
scedemie subjects for the four years of high school, !

these students are high in 1ight of their I.Qu's. Only tem porcent
of the students renked 110 or sbove in I.Q.; however, Fiftymfour

percent aversged A and B In grades for the four years in high school.
Un the other hand twenty-six percent of the students scoved eighty=

nine or less in I.Q., and only ndme percent made D grades.

30, Habtiongl Industrisl Conference Board, "The O renco Board Business
Pact Book," The Conference Board, Hew York aity, g, j 4 1%@,
page 24. Adult nsles and females ere those fifteen years of
sge and over.




Table 12, Grade Aversges for the awm; &mam for Pour Years
of High School

Total Humber of Subjecte 3&

‘ ping from the grede aversges, the girls were signifl
cantly better students for their ability then wore the boyss Of

the girls, seventy-two porcent averaged A or B for the four years
of high school as compered bo thi
- On the other hend only olewen percent of the girls seored 110 or
above on the Otis I.Q« test ae compered to nine poreent of the

ymiive peroent of the boys.

boyea.

Table 13, Grade Averages of Seventy Seniors in Relbbion to I.Q.

Student g

ma& wer GO

oy y



These sex éifi‘erma in scholastic achisvement are in
keeping with gensrally eccepbed h&éief, ot they are émmm to
explein. It is Qﬁﬁ%ﬁmm& whether they can be expldined on the
basis of difference in mmgm. It is gﬁrmmlly secepted thet
giris tend to be slightly superior to boys in intelligence during the
earlier years, especially in preschool sges, bibthat as the
student reaches high pchool these differences are insignificant,
Stodderd and Wellmen® state, "Girls tend to be slightly superior
%o boys in tesis of genersl intelligence, but the differences during

the school sge range may be considered insignificent. However, at
the preschool agesthe girls arc clearly in advance of the boys en
present day developuentsl seales.® Certain peychologists explain
this gex difference in scholestic schievement on the basis of better

ent, facts assoclated with the high

emotionsl and sccial developm
school orgenization, and on the more repid rate of maturation of
girls, 32,33 '

32&' 3%&?@, I. D, and ﬁ@«m; B. La,.g m L AisieBas sara L il
ﬁm, Hew York, 1934, page 156.

F.K, and Herry, R.V. "The I Lyo Decades ¢
azgar and bros., New York, 3.- ', ag,t :
mif::w e} * aﬂhﬁﬂ F
z&a%ar@f‘ eerning ability alote. éee?_gg ;aeﬁ B m%.a
- also are vi*‘teal factors in normgl ‘mc&timml ogress i‘&wm
: y axe influsnced profoundly by differences in enatonicel
and ;}hysia agicai development,®

33. §¢;rr§.a Ruth, "Personsliby ﬁa‘h 8 e& §“ ﬁ Sehool Pupils in Relstion
I et 1 Bl S S St Scheds Fuplls 4 B
In stu&;rbyﬁm:s i‘%m foumd the ﬁmmi&a%@é&myfw
‘a facalt of* woimen to favor girls, Xn 1%&, eﬁ.ghty-m awant of
the te in the U, 5, were mv pareent
ﬁemhm were men, (_m : ggﬁ m _:ﬁ Fpota, 1?51,
Heow York World Telegran ﬁar‘ pa;;se 580,
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Will the ohild who is heppier with his parvents nake the
better progress in school? If these data are representative, no
positive association existe between these two factors. In Teble 14
and Chert I, it will be noted that the grede averages of the
students who had the best attitudes towerd thelr perents were siniler
%o those of the group with the poorest ettitudes toward porenbs,

The average grovp in attitude towerd parents had the best gredes,

Table 14s Students' AttitudesToward Parents and Progress in Sehool

Attitude Toward Total
Parents Humber
! of Students
msi‘. &%ﬁ.ﬁa&e ;
~ onitg YV S P . . 1 S g S
2e 2. ddval. 2.8 3a1
87 Bheall 39.31 [ ATed | 23
Al P 7%+ N O % g A .
P w>.30

When the grade aversges ore equabed for the three &%ituﬁem
groups of atuﬁenw on ﬁ%m bas:w of I.Gs t&m trend indicated in
Table 15 and ﬁmar‘b I ’fmwma ineressingly aigm.ﬂwm. In Toble 15
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and Chart II the percentage of students in each attitude group with
I.Q.'s of A, B, C, and D and the percentage of students in each group

who averaged these school grades are shown,

Table 15, Attitudes Toward Parents in Helation to School Progress and

I, Qs
T 1. Q. of Students
AM et
Attitudes Toward F B C I Total Humber
_Parents Percent | Percent | Percent|Percent | of Students
Best in A 1.9 B 1.4, € 1.9. 1D T80
Attitude 10.0 30,0 | 55.0 25.0 20
Toward Parents A Grade | B Grade | C Grade|D CGrade
10,0 50,0 45,0 5.0
hverage in ' 4 I.0. | BI.GQe | € Lews |D 1.4
Toward Parents A Grade | B Grade | C Grade |U Grade
22,2 bise 5 29.6 3.7
Poorest in ALiQe | BEsQec | € 1.8 |0 1.6s
Attitude 0.0 fh 3 60 . 8 3&(8 33
Toward Parents 4 Grade | B Grade | O Grade | Grade

8.7 | 348 | 39.1 | 17.4

22 65.0
P =< 01
The students who were average in attitude toward parents

made significantly higher grades for their I.Q. than did the students
who had the most wholesome attitudes toward parents, ﬁm the other
hand, the students who had the poorest attitudes toward their parents
made slightly better school progress for their ability than did those
who had the best attitudes toward parents. This relationship is
difficult to explein. Could Shis mesn that the studente who fell in
the middle group relative to attitude toward parents are more objective
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and analytical then those who completely accepted their parents, or
were very critieal of them, end thet this same ability to be objective

aend anelytical is reflected in thelr bebtter grades?

The Bell Adjustuent Inventory ™ was used to seeure the home-
adjustnent seores on the student., OFf the seventy students, foriy-
four percent scored Mexcellemt® end Mgood" in home edjustment,
thirty-one mreaxzi, goored "average," vhile twenty-four percent
sgored "unsgbisfactory or "very unsabisfactory" in home adjustment,

When the grade avercges of the students were %m%i@é with
rolation to m 18 &é&mﬁﬁnﬁ {Table 16), thers was a tendencyr fov
those wh»s vare i}et:be%‘ adjucted in thely m@ a5 to meke the better
grades; however, the trond was not great enough to be stabistically
significant.

Table 16. Students' Home Adjustment as Meesured by Bell, and Sehool
?mgmas

Home AQj uatm@n*ﬁ

ﬁs?wz

P = >« 10

34+ For disoussion of Bell éﬁ;}mﬁs@m I;nveifbczﬁy see pegelq,



45

When the grade eversges arc equated for I.Q. the relatiome
ship between hone adjustment, as messured by Bell and school
progress becomes highly significent, but the relationship is not in
a stralght line. This is shown in Table 17, and 111,

Teble 17, The Home Adjustment of smtsr &m&m& as %iswmd by

Bell and Grade Averszes in Relation to 1.8«

431G, | BL.G. | on.a | DI
6.5 12.9 51.6 | 29,0 71
& 0rade | B eads! 2 Gredhl B Grads
25,8 41.9 20.0 . | 3.2
Al.G. | BLG. | Bia Tin
Aversge 0.0 0.0 63.6 36.4 22
A Grede | B Grade| © Grade| D Grade
%5 | 3.8 | 500 | 13.6
BI.Q | ©I.0. |DIa ‘
0.¢ 59 . |'88.2 |59 17
B Grade | C Grede| D Grade
5,9 47,0 35,3 | 11.8
= 5.8

The stmts with the best home adjustment did not rﬁ&m as
gwé & showing in relatior %o school zmmsfs for their abas.ity
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as did those in the average group. For example, the best adjusted
students averaged 3.5 times as many A and B grades as l1.Q. would
warrant, and .56 times as many C's, and .1l times as many D's. Of
the students with average home adjustment, thirty-six percent made
4 and B grades, and none had 4 and B I.G.'s. Only .79 times as
many made C's as had C I.Q.'s and .37 times as meny made D's as had
D I.Q.'s. The group poorest in home adjustment made 9 times as
many 4 and B grades as I.U. would warrant, .4 times as many C's,
and 2 times as many D's as I.QC. would warrant.

Why this relationship exists is not known. FPerhaps the ‘
stndaa@s who are well adjusted at home do n@ﬁ fesl they need grades
for personal satisfaction. Those in the average home adjustment
may feel that the school program is more of a challenge to them

and therefcre work harder.

Attitudes Toward Teachers and Progre

When attempting tc study factors associated with students!
school progress the student's relationship with bis teachers usually
comes into consideration. In this study there was no significant
assoclation found betwsen attitude of students toward their teachers

and grade averages. This is shown in Table 18.



Table 18. Attitudes of Sevenbty High Sehool Seniors Toward Teachors
and Progress in School

Total Hunber

&t’i}%ﬁﬁﬁ Toward A B

Best Abttitudes ;
Toward Teachers 18.5 M @a‘ﬁ b 27

Aversge Attitudes|
Toward Teachors | 23.5 29.4 | 35.3 | 118 | 17

Pooreast Attitudes ‘ ‘
Toward Teachers 3.8 42.3 | 46.1 o 55 26

Total Humber of A
Students iish 28 26 6 70

On the other hand when grade averages are equated for I.Q.,

ss of the student, 1.g. the student's grade average in re-

lation to his sbility, is highly associsted with ettibude toweard
teschers, (See Teble 19 and Chart IV).
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and Progress in School in Reletdon to I.Q.

Attitudes of Sementy High School Seniors Towerd Teachers

Abtitude Toward
Teachers

?*ememaga of &m&m‘hﬁ Wit: Grade Avereges

G

=

Totel
Number
-k
Studenta

Dest Attitude
Toward Teachers

&fii‘%’

'y fh*aﬁa
18.5

¢ I.Q.
7440

C Grade
2946

P 1.Q,
1845
D Grade
T ode

27

Aversge Abtitude
Toward Teachers

A LG,

i Gx'aés
23.5

B I.G.
11,8

B Greade
2944,

oy SO
58.8

C Grede
3543

D 1.Q.
23.5

D Grade
11.8

17

Poorest Atilitude

4 1.0«
0.0

& Grede
3.8

B 1.9,
77

B Grade

43,3

E Z7i~}%*~
61.5
G Grade

46.1

D I.Q.

D Grade
7

The relationship hore is nobt in e straight line.

¥ w

L

< W00

The studente

who nade the bebter grades for their sbility elther liked their

teachers or disliked thenm.

Those in the averse group with reference

1o attitude toward teschors showed the lesst school progress for
their ebility. For ?ﬁ;ﬁifﬁ%ﬁ}}, he ﬁﬁ&i&ﬁﬁs‘ who were most positive
toward their t.aa#hﬁra aversged 8.5 tines as nany 4 end B grades as
Those

I.8. would mr&nt; «3° as many C's, and .40 as many D¥s.
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Group I - Best in Attitude Toward Teachers \
Group II - Average in Attitude Toward Teachers

Group III - Poorest in Attitude Toward Teachers |

CHART IV. SCHOOL PROGRESS AND I.Q. OF STUDENTS IN
RELATION TO ATTITUDES TOWARD TEACHERS
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falling in the average group so far as attitude toward teachers

g averaged 2.9 times as many A and B grades as 1.Q. would warrant,
»60 as many C's, and .5 as many D's. Those with the poorest atiitude
toward teachers averaged 6.2 times as many A and B grades as l.4Q.
would warrant, «73 as many C's, and only .25 times as many D's.

Why should the students who like or dislike their teachers make
better progress for their ability than the middle group? Perhaps
those who liked their teachers were stimulated to work and plesse

their teachers and those whe disliked the teachers were afraid not

to work.

The Bell Irwent.eryj 3 was used to obtain total personality
scores of the student.

Of the seventy students thirty-twe percent scored "excellent!
and "good"® on total personality, forty=-six percent scored "average,"
and twenty-three percent scored "unsatisfactory? and "very unsatis-
factory" on total personality., There was no relationship found in
this study between total personality and grade averages of the

students.

35. See footnoté page 18
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Table 20, Students! Totsl Personality Adjustment as Messured by
Bell gs Related to School Progress
Total Personality | Perceubl of Students with Grade | Totsl Nusbor
Adjustnent Iverepes 7 of Students
; SRR ORI
22,7 | 40,9 Ji.8 45 22
orege 156 | 438 | 31,3 | 9.4 32
0.0 | 31,3 | 56,3 | 12,5 28
Total Nunber
of Students 10 28 26 6
* o belt
£ = > 15{}

If these dato are any criteris, totel personality edjustment

is not closely associabed with studenis' grade aversge, but school

progress and I.0. are closely masoclated,

Table 21. Total Personality of Seventy High School Seniors as
Heasured by Bell and Grade Avorsges in Relation

o 1. Q.
Total Personality |  Percent of Buudents with T.0. And| Tobel Taiber
Adjustment m—d B AVerasos of Studenis
A B £ D
Excallent gnd Good (A I.Q. | B 1.4, € 1.4. | P 1.0
A Greade C Grade | D Grade
| 22.7 BB | daS
A isz‘a?@ ) b G Grade ﬁ%rgé@ -
" iyl | £3.8 13 b
Unsatisfactory 4 I8e | B LG Us 2s0. | U Tul
Very Unsatisfactor; 68 6,2 Ly 3 .
" 7|4 cFade | %0%ate | Bra2ade | D Ro50e %
0,0 1 31.3 5623 12:5




age in personality edjustoent
made significently betler grades i respeel to gbility than dld
those with the best or &t aé;gusmmt. Those amragé: in petm
sonality adjustment gvoraged 9.4 as nany A and B grades, .55 as neny
C's, and .29 as many D's ap I.Q.%s would warreant. Those who scored

The atuﬁem@ who seored aver

HSemecllont or good®? in sdjustment sverazed 3.4 times a8 nany A end B
gr&é&& as I.4. would werrant, .5 tluen a& nmeny G's, and L2, tines as
nany D¥s, The students who were unsstisfactory, or very unsatisfactory
in adjustuent gveraged 5 times es many A's and E*a; 59 times es many
C's, end just as many D's &2 I,Q.'s would warrant.
mzmpmﬁwgmwm@m,mwwam@t%tma@ﬁmm
wno vere average on hose adjustasnt aede e best sehiol grades
:arﬁz@ir a%&iﬁy and the students who anm averaze on tolsl
personality edjustment nade the best
Table 22 the reletionship between Total Personslity Adjustment and
Home gdjwm% of students is showm. |

P aion fﬁi&* ﬁiﬁiiﬁ’ &bilitryc In

Table 22, The Relationship Between Totsl Personelity Adjustment end
Home Adjustment of Seventy Hizh Sehool Seniors es Messured by Bell

~Tiotal
oy | Students

Total Personality |

‘ﬁ

|

Very Unsatisfactory 0.0 25.0 750 16

Total Number 3 “ -
sf‘%z&aats 3 22 17 70
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Although there is a relationship between total personality
adjustment and home adjustment, this is not the same for all students.
Of the students who scored excellent and good on the total ad justment,
eighty-two percent scored excellent and good on the home ad Justment,
only forty-four percent of those who scored average on total adjustment
scored average on home adjustment, and seventyfive percent of those
who scored unsatisfactory and very matiaf&etery on total adjustment
80 seored on home adjustment. While this is not yai;faat association,
the association is sufficient to be significant statistically. This
seems to be in agreement with the beliefs of soie psychologiste. For
instance, Merry and Marr? 6 state, "The family group has greater

influence upon personality than any other cultural agency."

From the data given in Chapter IV the following conclusions

seem evident:

1. The students in this study were slightly below the
national average in I.Q.'s as measured by the Otis Gamma
Quick-Scoring Intelligence Test.

2. .The four-year high school grade-averages of these students
were higher than would have been expected on the basis of 1.Q.

The girle had better grades for their I.Q. than did the boys.

36» Herry, K.M., and Merry, R.V., The First Two Decades of Life,
Harper and Brothers, New York, 1950, page LB5.
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3. There was & relationship between students' attitudes
toward parents and school progress; however, it was not in the
direction which may have been expected. The students who were
average in their attitude toward their parents made the best
grades for their ability.

L. The students who were average in home adjustment made
better grades for their ability than did those who were less
well adjusted or were better adjusted in their homes.

5. When attitudes toward teachers were considered, students
who had the best attitudes toward teachers were also those
students who made better grades for their ability; however, they
had only slightly better work for thair’abilzty than those who
had the poorest attitudes toward teachers. The students who
scored average in attitude toward teachers made the poorest
grades in relation to ability.

6. If these data are any criteria, total personality
adjustment of students is not closely assoelated with student
grade averages, although it is significantly asscclated with
school progress in relation to 1.¢. The students who scored
averagalen personality adjustment made significantly better
grades with respect to their ability than those who were the
best adjusted and those who were the poorest in adjustment.

7. The students who were better adjusted in total per-
steality adjustmest weually hed the Dest hume déjustaent.
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CHAPTER V
ACCEPTANCE OF STUDENTS BY ASSOCIATES

In securing data on the social acceptability of the stu&enta
by their classmates, the class acceptability questionnaire desigzned
by H. Bdsund ﬁullisa? was used.

This questionnaire required the pupils to answer a series
of questions concerning their preference for members of their class
as to leaders, social companions, helpers in school activities and
other social contacts. This scale is so arranged that the student
who receives a greater number of votes would be considered most
sccially acceptable by his aaé@ei&t@s; '

" On the whole the girls were slightly more socially accepte
able than were the boys. Of the girls twenty-two percent were in
~ Lhe most socially acceptable group in comparison to fifteen percent
of the boys. When one looks at the lower percentage of votes received,
eighty-five percent of the boys fell in the least acceptable group
while seventy-eight perecent of the girls fell in the same category.
Although the percentage of students falling in the low group for
social acceptability is high these findings are in keeping with the
belief of certain psychologists. For instance, Enrleekja states,
1Many adolescents are not popular.' The writer might add here that

the students who received the highest social acceptability scores on

37. Bullis, H. Eduund and ('Malley, Edmily, Human Relations in the
Classroom, Delaware State Society for Mental Hygiene, Wilmington,
Delaware, 1947, pages 9=10. Copy of questionnaire in Appendix.

38. Hurlock, E. B., Adoleseent Uevelopment, MeGraw-Hill Book Cos,
Inc., New York, 1949, page 201.
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this questionnaire wore the seme students who wers chosen ag the class

leaders seversl months alter these dube had been collected.

Table 23. Social Acceptebility By Associates of the Seventy Seniors

Students ?@?ﬁﬁ‘l‘ha{“ of é:stﬂé&’mb% ﬁ%@imgg Tobal hunber
4 Humber o a5 of Students

; E,___g}g?rzarse"f’ 0] O
Boys 11.7 2.9 | 32.3|52.9 3%

Girls i3.8 8.3 | 13.8| 63.9 36

The sociel ecceplability of the student by his associstes
aypears to be unrelated to his sttitude toward his parents, (see
Table 24 These Iindings seen contrary to sccepted opinion.

Table 24. GSoeclel Accepbability of Seniors in Relstion to Attituds
Toward FParents

Attitude Toward Por m;aﬁag@ of tz;&enm &gcei‘* g Total Humber
Parents . seclifie % b ob : of Students

i’::&@

Best Atbtitude

Toward Farents - 15,0 5.0 30,0 | 50,0 20
Average Abtitude
| Poorest ﬁ%iﬁa&e
Toward Parents bade . bl | 23s7)| 69,5 2l
Total Number of
Students . Y 4 8 |39 70
X 2 = 3:8



It is generally assumed thet the ehild.who, for one reason
or another, feels insecure in the hone enviromuent cerries into his
sehool a i‘mmng of insecurity which retards or opposes suscessful
gocial sdjustonents with hel teaschers and classmates, Viiurlcacicg ?
states, of the adolescent, "He is keenly aware of the other childrents
abttitudes toward hinm, and is anxious Lo heve these abttitudes as
favorable ss possible. When the standards of bohavior of the
group differ from those of the h@m, the c¢hild identifies hinself
with the group, and is influenced more by it than by the femily."

The student's attitude toward his teachers appears to be
aignificantly associated with social accapm}a:%;liﬁy of assoclsles,

Table 25, Social Acceptability of Seniors in Relotion to Attitude
Toward Teachers

Attitude To ard ‘Pamant%m of Students Heceiving & Total Humber
Toschers MM Qj;@ﬁ of Students

Mm.‘ 5-&2- _Om5
Dest Attitude
. Toward Teachers 22.2 4% 333 | 3.0 27
&wmgﬁ &mimﬁa
4 : : 17:6 0a0 228 588 17

Pmm*wt a%itml@ i
Toward Teachers 0,0 71 | 19.2 | 731 26
Tobtal mmber of |
Students OO e DR L

x* & 35

P @ o< 05

39. Eurlm B B,, Adelasmnt I:he’mlagmmﬁ HMeGraw-Hill Book Co.,
Hew York, 1949, page
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It is seen from the above table that of those students
with the best attitude toward teachers twenty-two percent were in
the highest group for social acceptability, and thirty-seven percent
were in the lowest; of those with an average attitude toward
teachers eightesn percent were in the highest group, and fifty-nine
percent were in the lowest; and of those with the poorest attitude
toward teachers none were in the high group for social acceptability,
and seventy~three pergent wers in the lowest.

Nothing was found in the published literature which answers
the question as to why the student's social acceptability should be
closely related to his attitude toward his teachers, and not related
to his #ttitﬁ&e toward parents. Perhaps tha‘situatians in which the
student finds himself with his associales and with his teachers are
quite similar, and tend to elileit similar behaviors from him,

It is generally assumed that the most socially acceptable
students are not only the leaders, but usually are more intelligent
than those who are unscceptable. ﬁarlﬂekkg states that investigators
tagree that the relationship between academic grades and leadership

is great enough to be considered reliable.®

40. Hurlock, E. B., Ph.D., Adolescent Development, McGraw-Hill
Book Co., Inc., New York, . :
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In addition to Hurlock, ColeAl substantiagtes this in saying,
"They (the socially acceptable) are usually more intelligent than the
averesge, they get better marks. They are taller and heavier, they
are in better health, they are a bit older than the average, they
come from a slightly higher socio-cconomic background, their athletic
abllities are higher, and their social adjustment is better."

The findings of this study bear out this relationship between
social acceptability and intelligence and academic progress. In
Tables 26 and 27 it will be noted that the social acceptability
of these seniors by their associates is in direct relstionship to

the I.Q. and academic standing of the student..

Table 26. Social Acceptability of Seniors im Relation to Sehool

Progress
Grade Percentage of Sgudents R;ceiving Total Number
Averages s Specified Number of Votes of Students
Number of Votes
20 or more | 10=20 | 5-10 | 0 =5
A 60,0 20,0 10,0 | 10,90 10
B 7.1 7.1 | 25,0 60.8| 28
c 3.8 0.0 38,4 | 57.6 26
D 0.0 040 0.0 1100,0 é
Total Number ,
of Studentis 9 4 a8 39 70
X = 35.6
P =< .01

41. Cole, Luella, Ph.D., Psychology of Adolescence, Rinehart’
and Ca.. New York, 1949, page 234.
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Table 27. Social Acceptability of Seniors in Relation to I.Q.

I.Q. Percentage of Students Receiving| Total Number
Specified Numbers of Votes of Students
Number of Votes
20 or nore | 10-20 | 5=10 | O=5
A, 1.Q¢ 100.00 0,0 0.,0] 0.0 2
B. I.9e 20,00 20,0 | 20.0 | 40,0 5
L. C. 1.9, 13,3 bed | 26,7 155.5 45
D, I. Q, 0,0 5,6 | 27.8 | 66,7 18
Total Number
of Students 9 Lo | 18 39 70
X & 18.5

Although the student's I.Q. and academic progress were
significantly associated with social acceptability by associates,
this same relstion was not found in the home adjustment and total
personelity adjustment of the students. In Tables 28 and 29 it
will be seen that there is a tendency for the student who is well
adjusted in his home and who has better general adjustment to be more
socially acceptable, but the association is not grest enough to be

statistically significant.
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Table 28. Social Acceptability of Seniors in Relation to the
Students' Home Agjustment as Measured by Bell

Measure of Percentage of Students Receiﬁing Total
Home Adjustient Specified Number of Votes Number
Humber of Votes
20 or more | 10=20 | 5=10 | O=5
Excellent and
Good 2._?:.6 9.7 25.8 1&9 AB_J-L
Average he5 0,0 | 31.8]| 63,6 22
Unsatisfactory and
Very Unsatisfactory 5.9 5,9 17,6 | 70,6 17
Total Nunber of
Students 9 4 | 18 39 70
Xz = 900
P - < 010

Table 29. Percentage of Students Receiving Social Acceplabilily

Votes in Relstion to Total Personality Adjustment as

Measured by Bell

Total Personality Percentage of Students Receiving| Total Number
Measures g Specified Number of Votes of Students
Number of Votes
20 or more| 10-20 | 5=-10 | O=5
Excellent and
Good 22.2 Ted 1 33.3 | 37,1 27
Average _17.6 0,0 [23.5 | 58,8 17
Unsatisfactory and
Very Unsatisfactory 0.0 7.7 119.2 | 73,1 26
Total Number of
Students 9 VA 18 39 70
X2 =109
P < .10
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This tendency for the more acceptable student tc be better
adjusted agrees with the view of Hurlock#? who states, when speaking
of adolescents, that the socially acceptable individual was active,
socially aggressive, and extroverted, while ghe unpopular ones rated

very high in surgent traits such as moodiness, unreliability, etc.

Summary

When considering the social acceptability of the seventy

seniors in this study, it may be concluded that:

1. High school.seniors agrée on the whole as to the
acceptability of their classmates.

| 2 Tﬂe stﬁdent‘s attitude toward ﬁis parents and his accept-
ability by classmates aré not closely associated, while his
attitude toward his teachers appears to be closely associated
with his degree of social acceptability.

3. The students who were more intelligent and had the best
grade-averages were more acceptable to their assoclates than
were those with less ability or with poorer grades.

L. There was a tendency for the students who were betﬂer
adjusted in their homes and in total personality to be more
acceptable socially, but the assoclation was not great enough

to be significant statistically.

L2. Hurlock, E. B., Ph. D., Adolescent Development, McGraw-Hill
Book Co., Inc., New York, 1949, pages 203 and 209.
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CHAPTER VI
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSICNS

r/ & 5
/v o , o )

Yt A ) 2 f ’45 1 ‘:j«‘
Very little information was found in the published litera-

“ture on the attitude of high school students toward their teachers
and parents, and less on the effect of these attitudes on school
progress or social acceptance by associates. The few studies deal-
ing with the influence of certain home and parental factors on the
general adjustment of students only indirectly concerned themselves
with the problems set up for study in this thesis.

The objective for this study was to determine the associa-
tion between the student's general adjustment andvhis attitudes to-
ward his parents and teachers and his school progress and the degree
to which he was accegted'by associates in social situations.

ycy!ﬂM;Cﬂ{jéé;;nggéhiéhmschéol senior girls and boys living in a
small town and the surrounding area furnished the data for this study.
The data on these students were secured from five sources. Informa-
tion on attitudes toward parents and teachers, social acceptability?
and socio-economic factors was obtained by the questionnaire method,
The questionnaires were completed by the students during their home-
room periodé. Information on personality adjustment was obtained by

the use of the Bell Adjustment Inventory which was completed by the
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students during their home-room periods, and was augmented by the
combined ratings of three teachers, Rating of I.Q. was obtained

by the Otis Quick-Scoring Gamma Test. Information on school progreés
was obtained from the permanent school records.

L fyfﬁmw% Ferlde 5

}fi;’ The studentsﬁa) this study ranged from fifteen to twenty
years in ege, and their parents represented a wide ramge of occupa~
tional levels., Of the fathers, thirty percent represent?d profes-
sional occupations, forty-three percent represented the semi-
professional occupations, twenty'percent were skilled or semi-skilled,
and seven percent were unemployed or decaased. v

The educstion of the parents ranged frqm practically no
formal:educatlon to PH.D and M.D. degrees, with the medien point
of education for parents being the eighth grade.

These students on the whole were fairly well adjusted.

Of the total group, thirty-one percent scored sbove average and
twenty~three percent scored below average in personality adjustment.
The data indicated that the location of the family, the size of the
femily, end the father's occupation had little, if any, association
with the degree of sdjustment of the student.

The teachers did not rate individual students on adjustment
as did the Bell Adjustment Inventory. Although there wes a tendency
for the teachers to rank more of the students considered well ad-
Jjusted by the BellzIn§eﬁtofy'in the upper éhird for edjustment, the
similarity betweenthe teachers' ratings for ‘individual students ‘snd

those of the Bell Inventory were not sufficiently close to be signi-
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 ficant stetistically.

‘When the separste measures for home, health, emotional, end
social areas as determined by Bell were studied, it was found thet
the girls' poorest adjustment was in the areas of heslth and emotion,
while the poorest adjustment for the boys was health. The best
adjustment score for the girls was in the home, and the best score
for the boys wes in the emotional area. In total personality adjuste=
ment, as measured by Bell, the boys seemed slightly better adjusted
than did the girls. The teachers' ratings placed more boys than
girls in the upper third of the class for adjustment; however, the
teachers slso placed'a siightly larger proportian of boys than of
girls in the lowest third.,

These date suggest that, on the whole, high school seniors
like Uheir parents and their teachers; however, they sppear to be less
critical of their psrents than of their teachers, The boys seemed
to épprove of their parents to e larger degree than did the girls,
while the girls approved of their teachers more frequently than did
the boys. This is interesting in the light of the fact that the
teachers placed a larger proportion of the boys in the better adjusted
group then they did of the girls.

There appeared to be little similarity in the students?
attitudes toward their parents and toward theirteachers. The students
who liked their parents were just as apt to ‘dislike their teachers as

they were to like them, and vice verss.
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These high school seniors were slightly below the national
average for the adult population in I.Q.'s as measured by the Otis
Gamma Quick-Scoring Intelligence test. Only nine percent of the
students were above average in I.Q. as compared to twenty percent
of the adult population of the nation. When the I.Q.'s and grade
averages of these students were compared, the students' grade
averages were significantly higher than the I.Q.'s would warrant.
The girls on the whole, made better grades for their sbilities
fhan did the boys.

Statistically there was a relationship between students!
attitudes toward parents and school progress; however, the relation-~
ship wéé not iﬁ a straight line. The studeﬂts who were average in
their attitudes towards parents made the best grades for their I.Q.

When the home adjustment was taken into consideration, a
similar picture was found. The students who were in the average
group for home adjustment made better grades for their T.Q. than
those who were less well or better adjusted.

Attitudes toward teachers appear to be a factor in school
progress. The students who had the best attitudes toward their
teachers made significantly better grades for thelr abilities than
those with poorer attitudes; however, they had only slightly better

academic grades than did those who had the poorest attitudes toward
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teachers. The student who was average in attitudes toward
teachers made the poorest grades in relation to ability.

The total personality adjustment of the student was
not closely associated with the student's grade average, although
it was significantly associated with school progress in relation
to I.Q. The students who scored in the average group on personality
adjustment made significantly better grades for their abilities than
did those who were the best or poorest in adjustment.

These findings indicate that a student's attitudes toward
his parents do not affect his- acceptability by his school associates,
but that his attitudes toward his teachers are closely associlated.
Furthermore the more socially acceptable sﬁudent is more intelli—
gent and has better grades than the less well accepted one.

There was a tendency for the student who was better_adjusted in
his home and total personality to be more acceptable to his as-
sociates, but this relationship was not great enough to be
statistically significant.

If these seniors represent a cross section of high
school students, it may be concluded that the student who
makes the best grades for his ability will fall into the
average group in attitudes toward the parents; that is, he
does not complete}y approve or disapproveéof his parents;

he will be in the average group for home adjustment; he will
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fzll into the group of students who have the best attitudestoward
teachers; he will be average in personslity adjustment as measured
by a standard personality test; he will be more accepteble to his
assoclates socially; and he is more apt to be a girl than a boy,
The student who is most acceptable to his associates will
like his teachers, be more intelligent, and meke better grades than

the less acceptable one,
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CHAPTER VII
RECOMMENDAT IONS

In view of the findings in this study, the following

recommendaetions are mede:

1. The genéral adjustment of high school senior students
as seen by three high school teachers who knew the students
well and that of a standard personality inventory were not
significantly similar. This raiseé the question as to why
these ratings differ and which rating is the more reliable.
With the emphesis being placed todey on pgrsonality ratings
for placement and promotion, research needs to be done to
adeerteln the reliabllity of thess ratings, end why the retings
on a standardized test would differ from the ratings of
trained teschers in a daily contact with students over a
period of time.

2. There appeared to be no association between the
attitudg toward their parents and the attitudes toward their
teachers on the part of the students. Since it is assumed by

meny that attitudes toward authority become patterned, j.e.
the individual tends to reaset toward all in suthority in a
similar manner, additional research is needed to ascertain
whether these findings are peculiar to this group of students

or typical of students in general. It eppears that for the

students in this study, the attitude i® toward the person in
authority and not authority itself.
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3. When the relastionship between attitudes towsrd teachers
and school progress of students ié congsidered, the findings of
this study indicate that the students who are in the best group
for attitudes toward teachers made the best gradesin school for
their I.Q. These relationships need further study to answer two
questions: what was it in the relationship between teachers and
students which made students feel kindly towsrd the teachers, and
why did the students who feel the most kindly toward the teachers
meke better progress in school for their mental ability. This
cannot be ekplained on the basis of grades for there was no
relationship between grade aierages of students end attitude
toward teachers, -

4. Contrary to generally accepted belief, it was not the
best adjusted student in this study who made the best grades Jor
the I.Q., but the student who scored average in adjustment. This
poses several questions: do standardized personality tests reliably
measure adjustment, are the traits in personality usually considered
good of such nature as to discourage a student from working to
capacity in school, or are the school situstions so designed that
they are better suited to the child who is only average in adjuste
ment. A thorough study of these questions should offer much to the
understanding of the why and wherefore of students'! school progress.

5. In view!of the fact that there is very little in the pub=

lished literature concerning the questions raised in this study, it

is recommended that a similar study be carried out on a statistically



adequate sample of high school seniors throughout the State. Such
data should determine the extent to which the findings of this study

are typical or etypicel for high school semiors generally.
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Defining Probability

When calculating the probability that the association
between the qualities or the instances of the degrees of
qualities of two or more factors may or may not be due to
chance alone, the method of X2 or the sum of relative differ-
ences is used. In doing this it is necessary to compare the
actual frequencies of the degrees of the factors with the dis-
tribution expected if the factors were independent and unrelated.

After the observed values are inserted in a table, the
first step is to find the independence value for each cell. In
the example these values (m) represent the number of students in
each of the grade-average classes for three attitude-groups,
which one should expect to find in the agbsence of any actual
association between the grade averages of the students and
attitude-groupe.

For example, the actual number of students with A
grades in the first group in the sample of seventy was 2. If
there were no association between grades and aptitude toward
parents, oﬁe should expect to find é_$522 or 1.l students with
A grades. The independence values are found for each cell by
multiplying together the totals of the row and column in which
the cell lies and dividing the product by the total number of

instances.
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Comparison of Students Adjustment as Measured by Three
High School Teachers and Bell Adjustment Inventory

Teachers Megsures of Adjustment by Bell Invento Total
Ratings of Unsatis= | Very Un-|Number
Personality Excellent| Good | Averagg Cfactory | satis- of
factory |Students
o
Best in obs 1 obs 6 |obs 6 |[obs O obs O
Adjustment - SR W 4 m3 |m5.9 m2,04 |m 10.9
d " d3 |4 <1 d 2.0, |4, 10.9 13
a2 ,009| a? 3 |a2 .002| a22.04 | d? 10.9
rd 7.7 |rd 46.1l|rd 46.1| rd 0.0 | rd 0.0
Average in obs 4 obs 9 |obs 22 |obs 8 obs 2
Adjustment n 3.9 m 10.3 |m 20.2 m 7.1 m 3.2
d. .1 dl.3 (4 136 14 .9 d 3.2 45
¢? .003 [a? .2 |a® .1 | .21 2 .5
rd 8.8 rd 20.0|rd 48.9 [rd 17.8 rd L.k
Poorést in obs 1 obs 1 |obs 4 obs 3 obas 3
Adjustment |m 1 m 2,7 [m5.5 |m1.9 m .9
g, .0 d 1.7 |dl1.5 |d 1.1 d 2.1 12
a2 o a? 1.0 [a® .4 |aR .6 a2 4.9
rd 8.3 rd 8.3 [rd 33.3|rd 25.0 rd 25.0
Total Number
Students 6 16 32 11 5 70
2
X = 13§7
P = > .10
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When the independence values have been calculated
for each cell, the next step is to find the difference (d in
table) between the (obs) actual velue, and independence
values (m). EBach particular difference (d) is then squared
(d2 in table) and the squares divided by each particular
independent value, (d2 divided by m). These quotients are
called the relative differences. The sum of relative differences
is called X°.

The probebility that X° in the sample table (13.7 for
a 4 x 2 table) couldiﬁe due to chance alonewis > .10. This
meens that there are 10 chances in a 100 that the association

could be due to chance alone. For X to be significant the

. probability must be (<) less than .05.
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ATTITUDES OF SENIOR STUDENTS

Age Number of brothers Number of sisters

Where do you live: In the country

In Blacksburg or some other town______
Who lives with you in your home: Your father,““__
Your mother_ ____
Grandfather ____
Grandmother_____
Others_____

If you had a free choice of places to live, what would be your choice

How much money do you think your family has:
More than most students in the senior class
About as much as most students in the senior class -

Less than most students in the senior class

How much schooling have your parents had:

Seven years or less High School Beyond High School

Mother

Father
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Please check the column which most nearly expresses your attitude

Always
or

Very Much

Usually
or
Much

Sometimes
or
Medium

Seldom
or
Little

Never|
or
None

1.

(a) Do you like
your mother?

(b) Do you like
your father?

2

(a) Do you enjoy
working with your
mother?

(b) Do you enjoy
working with your
father?

3e

(a) Are you afraid
of your mother?

(b) Are you afraid
of your father?

Lo

(a) Do you like to
go places with your
mother?

(b) Do you like to
go places with your
father?

5

(a) Is your mother
fair in her treat-
ment of you?

(b) Is your father
fair in his treat-
ment of you?

Do your parents show
favoritism? : - -

7o

Do you wish you had
different parents?
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Always
or
Very Much

Usually
or
Much

Sonetimes
or
Medium

Seldom
or
Little

Never
or
None

Do you think your
teachers are fair
to you?

9.

Do you like the
teachers you have
had in school?

10.| Do your teachers
show favoritism?
1l.| Are you afraid of

your teachers?
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Social Acceptibility Test

I am very much interested in seeing what you think of each
other or how you would rate your classmates. Today you are going to
have a chance to vote for members of our class only. You may vote
for boys and girls alike. Write carefully the first, last name of
those for whom you vote. If you do not know how to spell their
names, write them as best you can., You may vote for the same
person more than once if you wish. Remember, vote for seniors only.,

1. If you were electing a class president, whom do you think should
be elected?

2+ If your mother asks you to invite one senior to your birthday
party, whom would you ask?

3. Suppose that person could not accept; whom would you then invite?

L+ Suppose you had to select a third choice; whom would you then
like to ask?

5. Suppose you needed help on your class work and the teacher told
you to get help from some senior; whom -would you ask?

6. Suppose your class had some money. Someone must take care of it.
Whom would you choose to be your class treasurer?

7+ Suppose you had a difficult and dangerous job to do. You needed
help to do it, What senior would you depend upon to help you?

8., What girl in the senior class gets along best with her class-
mates?

9. What boy in the senior class gets along best with his classmates?

10. Name the student in the senior class whom you think is most
likely to succeed in life? Why?
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ADJUSTMENT RATINGS OF SENIORS

Please check the column under "gets along with other students", "accepts
authority", and "takes responsibility", which more nearly fits the
student being rated.

NAME GETS ALONG WITH |ACCEPTS TAKES

OTHER STUDENTS |AUTHORITY RESPONSIBILITY
Upper |Ave~ |Lower |Upper |Ave~ (Lower| Upper [Ave- |Lower
1/3 |rage| 1/3 | 1/3 |rage| 1/3 | 1/3 |rage| 1/3
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