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NBSTRACT ' '
NASTRACT <

'Me main purpose of this research was to examine ifq(q f-Perceiwnd

3

I\(:hiuvmmx't' QW\) of high school' students in the context of i:wgntw
eight n'q\-(pgnitive variables, "

PI\ was purported to reflect the qu%itative self—e\, luation by

‘ thn qtudom himself as to how, in his oWn view, he 13 doing 111 ms

. academic work.' It is thus assumed to be &’result of the youth's feel-

ingg in relatian to his actual academic adﬁevmrmt,_ﬁis own life aspira-‘ /:‘
tion, intellectual ability, etc. Enpirically, SPA was taken to mean the
students' respmses to:

"wtuch of the following best describes the kind of .
qrades qr marks you get at school?" [ ] ,

Fxcellent grades i R
Above Average gradés T
Average grades o . DR
Bejow Avershe qrades - ' S
Wf‘y "Low qradﬁs | ' c r .,
'I‘he twant:y—eiqht variables ocnaisted of eighteen scales and ten
pieces of infomatim. biographical and demographic- in natum All the
variables came from the Yout:h Research Center Sumay Questiamaixe .
(St.rammen and Oupt;a, 1971) . The, qcalaa"indim beliefs, ‘boncems md \mlms
ofhignacmdyrm:h m:;ttlmminbleabadm, thm, fouror e,
five (e i/ SPA) lew |

'mesaup].e

: ﬂmcaaawbe.
fimaomsmmnmm Youths wpwvm

school smmca in 1§159/7 the me amm ot mim. It was

,ﬂ‘




"
three, or four factors in each. The aralyses of datafﬁe l.imite(}\ to

' DN . : ‘ \
the first order interactions, simple and overall main effects. ' ..
[ . ! ' " '

Cont rasts ware examined where necessary.  Higher order interhctions
ware hot <‘<nt;idon-d . T : : - p
\

The n\qults from each design were qxwy\ separately, with occa- ‘ ‘&. ﬁ

sional pr (\rtxcal lmplmatxons. Oormlat_mn of SPA w1t;h¥ach of ‘the. lm'

A twenty—mqht variables was also c*alculated, malnly for thg sake of ' .' .,'”
PR | b .
curiosity. A number of inbﬂmqtmq meults wero found, several haV‘inq ¢
- R ™ 5 ‘
1mmrmnt pm(*txcal inr)]lc‘atmns. . o . "5. K ,‘ - G
- N . ' 2 ‘ .
@ S N A
' ' ) NN h]
: . ! I
‘. Ll I‘ '\ ’#'i‘
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INTRODUCTION
. '

¥ ~/
 F

For the sake of camvenience, leaming is considered to belonq to
three domains: ooqni.tive, a/fﬁeot_lve and psychanotm: However, in

X actual leammq—beachinq situations, these three danains can hardly be -
’ '
Separated, as emphasized by Tyler (1973, p. 1), .

" "Ihe’ analysis of hlman behavior jnto three o

"chief categories, cognitive, affective, and AN ¢
psychomotor, i8'a construct emplayed to . N
differentiate certain aspects of human
reactions roughly similar to the’ age old
‘distinctions between thinking, feeling,

.and acting. .... .., In fact, most beha- : )
vioral events accessible to omsciousness - e
involve all three aspeeta"" ' B

L)
N .
. A

~ ve

’.

mmwuc achievemt can thus bq seen 33 a cmbmum of (a) t
cognitive domain relating to mladgp A "intellectval abilities md
skills" (Blocm gt al., 1936), (), Wzﬁm o affective domin
pertqin{ng céqwlms, beliefa, and ot:hnr mio-psydnlogie.; outcomes ’
(Kraﬂnm.'l, St al, 1964), md (o) plydm dcmn qmoa:hod m.m
mmrskina (Blom.-d.inpm-).)“ L i ~.

Man m\dm grows,..he m mgmunxn;m xhisvems

v e *7‘



| qum, ana’ m aﬁﬁnat:im eammt; mm ws.m Lexmning.

N

. [

also play an important role in it. Whether this acty 11y is so or not

\
is ‘the sub)ect matter of this research. . \

"

<

Background to the Study |
As it willbe Clear from the preceding section, the research reported
bere pertalns to Self-Peroelved Achn,evenent (SPA). This varlable was
systematioally examined in pelation to certain Selected Jnon~cognitive
variables. The term means :Sre the qualitative self-evaluaticn by the
leamer himself ~ how, in his own view, he is doing in his academic work.
If he thinks that he is not daing well at school, it may evoke in h.ug
some Afxxiety or concem. If, on the other hand, he thinks he is doing
well, he may tend to feel secure and satisfied. y It will pmbably Jp"‘
volve the learner & understanding about himself and hisg envix;cmmt '
h}s intellectual ability, and his use thereof, his aspirations and
he attains them, finally how he judges his actual perfomanoe 4n r‘htim
to vhat‘he thisks to be his asssts. and labilities.
'Ihewritar isasyetmwamofmymseaxchdmemﬂ\isoampt
It shmld,m\m!ar.be a major concggh not cnlar to o;l.assroan qums,wmts, )
aociologiats, - cmnsgllors, but aho bo Mtiml puydplogis‘yi
S?Agmbavimin mmnfboﬁmmiﬂanmmiﬂvq,
dim@a:lma or miamaa. Wereas tha comitin aam dnal; ‘tm;m

hmnmg of mwmga t-hzwéh thg mams mm ot

-;":‘ ! L o ! o
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The non—comitive factors largely help the learner in setting
specxflc life goals or level of asplratmn for himself which he may or .. ,
" may not attain eventually as could be revealed in h‘is repart about his .
own °‘PA SPA report:ed by a persan may, thus, :;ary from very-high to
very-low, depemdinq upon whether or not his goals are met according to
his own expectatlork . "—\

A cursory inspéctim of the literature revealed that anple
regearch has been conducted an actual academic achievement and its

correlates (Brookover, Patersan, and Thamas, 1948; Bloam, et al., 1956
Roth, 1959; Krathwohl et al., 1964; Holt; 1964, Krathwohl, 1965; and
Torrance, 1968); an level of a&ﬁrq&m (bpdc,g al.,1956;Dynes,Clarke and

pintz, 1956; Reissman, 1953; Sears, 1940 1941; Sivertsen, 1957;
a

Swinehart:, 1963; and Versteeg, 1971), and also, an acai%g self-cancept.

»

Roth, (1959)/Everett, (1971) ; Brodcovar Thefias and Patérsm, (1964);
|Brookover, et al., (1967), Dyson, (1967.);William, (1968) are ameng

a long list of studies that hava elaborated on academic self-concept
(or self—inaqe) . | '

Contrariwise, it ;Dems that SPA which is neither synmylm with
| . 1avel of aspiratim, nar academic salf-omoept, has been’ ?1“""'- aver-
" looked, If at all it Was inczludedqn a pzavioug stm, it omlidaredV
merely. as an intervming variable (e.g» by Kelly, 1971) mmr. then es
independe 1: vu;m;a £it to'be studied with mpect: to s’
"s:ommm, nm-mi% :anm m&amybaaobeomsorm ";
\ ‘“mjma cﬁ.ﬁﬁiqzl% 11m,y m Ln mcm\hmd :La 3tndying sudr mi&:las.
" one of them mmi}m m feu Qg aimv misiat $ha

-+ '_‘{"kn‘_ .
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values and philossphy, attitudes, and concepts (Scriven, 1965, 1970).
There js also the problem of devising valid and relia;)le instruments far
measuring those variab}es. However, such dif;‘{iculgies notwithstanding,
a study 01.? SPA in relation to pertinent non~00‘gnitive variables has
value because of its bearing upon mental health. |

‘ * If non—cognitive variables which have same bearing upon the
learner's selg;hnagé' (and, therefore, his SPA), can be identified,
the infom\ation may provide a research-based gquidance to the classroom 3

. -
teacher. He can know, for example, to which variables he should pay

fmo::e attention in his professional life. The difference between the
subjects who report high SPA and those who report low tan be due to =, ™
several psychological and sociological variables impinging upon them. ‘
}Che ot: them is the level of self-image which may be high or low. It
c})uld be thatJl..hiQh SPA subje;zt is experiencing satisfaction and
feelings of adequacy and fulfilment whereas his counterpart bwith a
much lower SPA may be experiencing emotional and mental dissatisfaction
or feelings of madequacy and, ‘therefore, needs apprwriate comsellinq.
. Tt is not mconoeivable that in certain cases, .a variety of.
intemal and external pressures may be impinging on tha student! 'xegard—-
less of his intellectual and motivational levels. Same of these may = &
come from teachers, parents, p.eem, schcols, fami.lyand perhaps fmmﬂxe
. 'soc.iety. 'mesthtmysubeeqmt;Lybaompelhdmaetmlia

' tiq;l).x high’ adu.m:mt as.hia goal ;ln n;duz bg

aaxy mtimim mni,vn %rﬁtﬁng :,f, )
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for himself. I1f his aspiration is low, his SPA may tend to be high, and
vi‘ce versa. Such "unfavourable conditians" may be "teac:her—types“
(Rossi, 1961), "hame conditions” (qtephensm, 1958) or "school climate”
(Ooleman, 1960). '

ollowing may-clarify the point further.

(10 sibject () comes from a high socio-econamic background.

‘His intéllectual level is high. But he has orientation t‘qsiness and

his life expectation is moderate in relation to hi Capability. His Spa
is likely to be medium rather than low if he has not. percelved the rele-
vance of high academic -achievement to his 1ife-e7q3ect:at1m as a prospec-

— ot
(2) Subject (B) has the same level of intenectual abillty and

»

similar socio—eccnamc lével ps A except that his parents are professianals

tiva busipes "

and expect the subj'ect 9y Set a high 1evel of aspiratlon for himself and

do verxy well academically. IB he struggles to do so«;qa will tend to reporﬂ
) -~ “ a

a low SPA.,
Ve
(3) ‘ﬁject (Q is typified by high l!biliv hiﬁl i low L. E. '
@atisfactim, and so, high sSpa, - _ “

s it 1s assumed that the levef of spa is basea‘wnacamm- ,
t.ion of the student's actual acadam,c achlevenent *1' e .Rtisfactim in .
achieving the leval of aspiratian he sets f& h;hnself as illuaulﬂ;ed in
Figure 1. 1, page 6. Ouweqmtly, t!nmwmhevarmsmqfsm v
‘ . ' Liectual Ability, ®) I,tfe |
Aspi#at;m or E)@ectatim (e mmg of satisfw\;im about one's 3
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exist in the subject's life expectations (and in their probable concomi- |
tants - famlly Securlty, mo&vatlm and so an), SPA will likely vary

b accorﬂmg to whether or pot the subject feels that his 1)‘ expectatiaons
are satlst.ed ‘m his academic pursuits. Some SPA's may prove satisfac—
tory to students while others may not. This may affect the student's
motivation, attltudes valuves and omoems An SPA may be seen in bﬂo
ways. For exanple 1t is mfluenwd by certain psychol ical and secio-
loglcal varn.ables and, at the same time, influences those types of vari-
ables in the long run. The identification of ncn-:cognitive variables

which have bearing upon SPA is, thus, of interest in'this‘st\ﬂy.

C As stated earlier, the central theme of this study is an attenpt
1dentifym9 certam nm-cogmtlve variables havmg beanng upan self-
L

perceived aohiewmt: (SPA) R .
e f The ma)ar vanable of intemt.hemwas spA. n; fers to *]’f-.

pemeived 1evelofaﬂaden\m¢'

quqlitamm,ﬁem abqn; h.imself. “This
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the following: L _

1) The clarity of the subjecﬁ s anar?aness 2) The avallabllity
of adequate symbols of expreseuon, 3) The willingness of the subject
, to cooperate, 4) The mdl\rldual s feelmg of pexscnal adequacy, 5) The
s individual's feelmg of freedom from threat, 6) The social e)(pectancy
| The subject in this situation will caxsider most of thé factors '

suc:h as the ones mentloned above while estimatinq and expressmg his

level of SPA. | [ o .

The thearetical suppart for this research is derived fmn ‘l:he

studles Jf Stramen and Gupta (1971) , Mead (1934) , Combgand Snygg (1959),
and Torrance (962, 1966, and 1968) , who have variously enphasized t}ie

‘

importance of adequate self-lmage and mvolvment of st;xlmts 1n,a
) ,‘-,A' A e

' W

parposeful,, pa.ztm:.patoxy fashion. 'Ihey have also stressed how ﬁ)ese

variables. could have dlffexential mﬁlusnce oan self—pememed acrneve-

ment (seay ..  : - .‘ _‘ S RO
SPA was assumed to be ;eflected qualitatlvely in Qhe sub;]ects'

answer to Question - #189 in the Youth Research Survey (strmmn and

‘ ¢

| Mﬁmofﬂnfqllwmgbestdescribes thek.mdof
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cema, ;mlm Q(‘llc'f‘ , .md npwvomtionq (all within the affective
dmnm) (N)ln 1.1) and ten variables, bioqrnphical and demographic

in nature, eq. sex, age, qmio—ﬁ(xncmic status, reliinSity, religious
afnlmtlm, eduoatioml level }M'J thnt/q\mmian drug usage, gjze

n( ramxly, tyie of ec'hool atuahding and family unit of youths (Table
1.2). It was hoped that most of tl)sse twenty-eight variablea had same

beari nq on SPA.

s

. lk‘tailed ‘}Oﬁti‘ﬁimtf?t;].tfbr :;ha inclusion of the variables in this
qt\dy is given {n Chaptd 11T, Ho . .

me population s{xﬁxe&_aéxbisted of North American high school
atudents in the United States, aqed approxinnﬁely fifteen to eighteen
years. They came from a wide variety of cultural, educational, socio-
ecnanjc, and\reliqims backgrounds, mainly of eqlnanical type.

The instrument used is the Yodth Research Survey developed for
the Youth Research Center of Minneapolis, Minnesota, by Strammen Mnd
Gupta (1971). .

The analytical approach used ﬂaically factoa:'ial daaigna o
Sam use was also made of Pearm Product Mament. coxmlatim.

. L3

of the Study

‘\"" .';a} ¢

”

ﬂnwrimriamyatmqtmy;maimuyhumqm
&tuidsxmgiupn'babla

tho subject "Self Parcatyed Achievengnk




11

TARLF 1.1

CLASSIFICATIONS OF THE 18 SELFCTED SCALES.

YRC .
Variable Scale Cateqories and Scales No. of Crunbachs o
N, No. L Items '
1. FAMILY & INTERACTIONAL MOLES
1 1 Family Unity 10 .89
2 % 2 parental nderstanding 9 .88
3 3 Family Pressures 7 .56
18 24, Family Soctal Concerns 8 .70
. )
II. SELF ESTEEM OR SELF REGARD
5 5 Lack of Self-Confidence: oo 8 .78
7 7  Persocnal Faults - ' 12 .87
10 12 Maturity of Values i 7 .61
12 14 Moral Responsibility ' 10 73"
14 18 Self-Regard : R & 79
16 22 Youth Group Vitality 10 .80
17 23 _pdult Caring . 11 .81
" III. WITHIN SCHOOL PROBLEMS

6 6  Academic Prob 9 .85

N 8 Classroan ml 15 .87
SR lﬁ:mcrxm |
' .. .

a4 4 Life Partner 7 .81
11~ 13 Orientation for change 11 715
13 15 Meaningful Life 17 .76
-9 9 National Issuea 11 .86
15 19  Humen Ralatims 12 .5
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-

Variable
No. Socio-Bioqraphical Variablas Survey Item Number
" 19 (1) sex " ‘Persnal Data
20 (i1) Age ) ~ ditto -
21 (i11) Socio-Foonamic Status of Parents 195
27 (iv) Religiosity of Youths 190
23 (v) Religious Affiliatim of Youths Persanal Data
24 - (Vi) Pparent's/Guardian's Educational Status 196 & 197
25 (vii) Drug (including Alcchol) Usage 198
26 (viii)* Family Unit 202
27 (ix) Type of School attending 193
28 214

(x) Size of Family

«
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with yoath, ‘

It should be obvious from the above that this study attempted to
explore a relatively new and, at the same time, an important area in
educafion, largely overlooked so far. 'Ilhis coul7d, therefore, be
Pegarded as fts major contribution. Th#s also tended to make it‘mo.re
of a pilot or exploratory si.tudy which may form the bagis for further
researches “of this kind. | .

Although the research bore directly on North American youth,
";mrtlcularly USA, most of its findings could probably transcend high -
‘i(‘hOOl youth across cultures. The findings should improve understand-
ing of youths and also have desired application in youth counselling '
and quidance, curricular development, educational innovations arx;i thé
like. ) |

It should generate some interest in further research in this
area. It wauld also provide to this researcher mﬁé experience in
mmmhnethodswhid\mybeusef\u insubsaquent studiesin a very
different psycho-social and culturz?l settinq.

b
(S



CHAPTER IT
mvmvoFm'x‘FzmﬁRE

Introduction

There seems to be hardly any study so far bearing directly upon
"Self Perceived Achievaﬁent:" (SPA) . The closest cne 4o it is a recent
,Stdy by Kelly (1971) reviewed later on Under the circumstance, this
dm\a'pt#er attempts to examink studies wifich have rather remote relevance
tome;;mser\tsuzdy 'Ihereviewisbasedmtlnfd\mgrmpsofthe

scales and also on the biographical data included.
.

1. Parental ar familial contribution to Achievement
"I‘he variables related to family considered in this study are
famd 1y wity, parental wderstanding, family pressures, and fanilsf
social concemns. | '
A major contribution which parents or the family can possibly
make to mfluemq‘a youth's academic achiavavent is to enhance the
| latter's fb\‘mgs of self-acpeptance thrwgh showing interest in hip
mwwwthzqhim mwmmmm-hawpommmm .
an%ta\oa of this rm Rosenberg (1965), for example, mam
parental interest of youths snd youth's self-conoeption smong high |
school jm!.an x;mmmnmmmnummm
mnmmmﬁummm-mmmm |
| tive m Othex ‘u have cmﬁ.m the
e ¥

£ . N .o ’
B .
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inportance of parents' attitude toward youngsters' self-acceptance which,
in turn, has been found to enhanoe“ youngsters' aca@dc' ‘achievément
(Bronfenbrenner, 1961; Helper, 1955; Gecas, Thamas and Weigert, 1970;
Rosen, 1961) . ! | "

The.failure of same disadvantaged childt&x to keep up at .school
seems to be due partly to the adverse influence of fanily background.
(Coleman, Campbell, and Habson, et al.,1966). It has often been suggested |
that minority pupils do not aspire to achieve in school, do not aspire
to a college education, or do not have ambitions for high status occupa-
tioans., For these reasms, it is suggested that they perform poorly A
in schools. The study conducted by Gottlieb (1964) seemed to support
the view that individuals fram disadvantaged fan:lies have a low
level ‘of aspiration. However, among white and negro families, for .
instance, Rosen (1961) showed that aspirations are annilér but expecta~
tions of realizing these aspirations differ. -

Sullivan (1947) also cbserved that certain pattems of parmta.&
or familial attitudes toward their yoangsters during t;he process of % .
aociallzauon ‘could be associated to negative academic results in
youths; that is, instead oftheyomgstamdwxg\gll At. sdml,ﬂlﬁ JR—
attitude of his parents could ‘bring about msatisfykxg acadmic results.

For exmple, some pamtsemldmildaammm\g types of self- .
. cmoeptimm”ltwwtimmmeirmgammmdmmﬂm

they mﬁima develop owr-

: TN . o ‘," P BT b "‘i»m - S ; v N ] : . .
. . B LI Gl ' LT . R .o ' ; . . - ¢ '
[ . f . . s . i N X L2 . . PR f
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© well as, ‘becqninq‘ of youths' personality growth, It s also con~

' gerve as tha urga for his aoadaniwtxiving, self-image, and life

o th‘m‘aulﬁ Concegit: of Apility ’
N

N Z 16
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wamed against them. He suggested that such unconducive parental‘}ttié

tudes show certain dysfunctioning signs in the formation of youth s self-
acceptance, ,
Dynes, Clarke, and Dintz (1956) also suggested that although the
experience of the family could serve :a variable for tha levels of
youths' Occupatlmal aspiration, it could, an the other hand, becaie
a source of anxiety if the youth is not capable of achieving such a
goal. Parental socio—econamic status has also been found to be a.
source for youth's success-striving,but,scmetimes,it has its advantages
and disadvantages (Douvan, 1956; and Empey, 1956). ‘
Self-acceptance, accarding to Allport (1971), is the striving
generic force in ymngsters.,tdvards achievment, self-direction as
»
ceived by Allport that the effart of the fami 1y t-é socialize the
youngster is very important and lmst; continue cmsist:ently with the
youth's growth and development. 'Ihe youth may start with developing .
a c:onscienoe by adjusting to t{ne 'musts', but he should also develop
an independent and self--gui.ded attitude to develop the 'oaghts' as
self—cc_npmmta of his value*sdmmt:a. Such a self-direction would

aapiratim mmusbamcmtinme:mtpriamstrivingmrsm—

cesa (Allport, 1971). Brmntley (1969) ‘nobed that a youth underqoing
'faulvsmumbammnwqunmthmanmunm.

' . l"‘ X .’]

o) v
bl
SrkEy e .
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of self-acceptance which, in tumn, grows at least partly out of parents'
acceptance and interest and usually gets extended ¢o the sé‘ool, Mead
(1934) pointed out that a youth's success in academic work and learming
pmoeéégs is closely related to his self-cancept. Ch the other hand, ,'
lack of adequate self—omoeiat and inability to adjust to the school
environment have been found to be cammon with school drop-outs (¥orrance,
1968; Hé)lt 1964) !
In the school situation, however, the youth is expected to purpose-
fully select cornespo:ﬂingly desired learning behaviour pazy, as

suggested in Allport's Theory of Becuming (Allport, 1971) o the

youth, in order to achieve, is expected continually to endeavour to re-

late his environment tq himself during his change and development
(Howrex, 1946). | '

j,igh academic achievenent, therefare, may be related to how
well a youth endeavours to strive for success. If he is satisfied
that he is meeting the level of as;piratim, he will repota high SPA.
When a youngster xepcrts a high SPA as a result of satisfying his
ability and lavel of aspiration, it is believed that he is undergoing
a healthy davalqmmt with sama self-direction (Maslow, 1968; Allport,
1971), or with self-monitoring mhgfomﬂmt system (Bandura, et al., . s .
. | - . |
' The acadeniig performance of the yongstez, whcmerhigh ar low,’
is cupable of ‘affecting his self-aan:g/w :Ls, hs feels qood‘

-
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and‘Deviant Behaviour among high school students. Same of the results
Kelly reported were; (1) a high relationship between grades and :
academic self-evaluation, (2) high iﬁtermlatimships among schopl ' \
failure, academic self-evaluation, school avoidance, and deviance.
Brookover, Ericksan and Joiner (1967) discovered that self-concept

‘of ab111ty and school achievement in the Hh(h School are pos;LthBly
related. This is tsfq\t with an earlier study an the "Relation-
ship of self-image chievement in the Junior ngh School" by
Brookover, Paterson, and Thamas (1964). Also Flnk (1962),
Everett (1971) arrived at similar conclusions. The resu}t of a
» realistic self-image is further enhanced by the prestige and acceptance
a@rded it by the school, teachers, peers, and parents. For instance,
Kelly (1971) reported that some parents tended £o erode their youths'
self-cpnoept by withholding certain privileges as a résult of school
failure shov:n on échool mports. such as, the use of the family car,
outing, dating, and pocket allowances in severe cases, (n the other
hand, when the youngster does well at. sc;hool, he becames the 'pridé'
of tre family and to himself, thus rei:;forcmg his self~acceptance. "

© fThe variables zefened to as aspects of aeademio gself-concept. in
this study are self~confidence, self-regard, Qﬂtﬂmpl faults ’ mmrity
of values, moral xespmsibility, adult caring and youth group vitality.
Mofﬂmm%hmﬁpmmmcambhotommmtmgw
the yomgsthu academiq nlf-chmapt which wenmally qmld anhanca hia
pemmmmtmvim e

',% .

»

L]
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3. Academic Achievement and 'Within-School' Problems:

' Academic problems which relate to how well the youngster is adjust-

ing to his school environment and thus making gpropriate progress, and

also ¢lassroam relationship he encowmters, are the two variables to be
consxdered here |

A variety of school éroblans have recently been repor\:'ted by ,
educational psychologists and sociologists as being respansible for undex-—
achlevenent: misbehavmur and maladjustment. The St_udies‘of ﬁargreaves
(1967), Rhodes and Reiss(1969) , Schafer et. al. (1968); Stinchcambée (1964)
‘have confirmed this notion.

Sane of thosel ﬁmblen‘s can be attributed to 'th.e school system,
the bead)érs, the peers, and the youngster himself. |

(a) * The School has its own methad of ascribing labels to its

students. Such labels as 'gifted', 'special', 'average', ar 'slow’

' classes (or streams) are Sametimes used. Some of these labels are
stigmas and could 'dash' the self-image ar self concept of the students.
Hargreaves '(Al9€7) . Hansen (1‘96?) ’ Kelly (1971) , and Williams and Cole
(1968) "are among a nutber of authors who have drawn attention to this

"p.m‘bleninsdlools ' o : - ﬂ._ w.‘
;, Also, :.pe school atmosphere whether it is accapting, maerstand—

ing; andhasset;uparhq\amquulg.brnot, is anatterﬂut affects

st:udent,a wademic aelf-cmcept ‘md ‘aéhievement (Mppitt md Gold, 1959; -

"Polk, 1969). . . . - »v “',. S

| ) . Schoal macmnsohmmmmewwmmmth

ey

g . \ ) . ! o
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‘ regard to teacher-pupil as well as teacher-parent relationships (Bush,

1954).. There is always a reflectlon in. the youth's perception of the
teacher acoording to how the teacher feels about him. This was clearly
brought out by Davidson and Lang (1960). Snyder (1947) also suggested
the possibility of same teachers causing maladjustmelr;t in youths as a
result of their attitude toward the students. An optimum téacherpﬁpil
interaction is called for by Soar (1968) if thé' youth is tbbe given

the maximum opportunity to develop his self-image to the

fullest with respect to his academiq pursuit.

I (c) The Peers: Although ane would expect that the greatest
influence an the youth would cane fninéthe interaction of the school
and the teacher with the student, a omsiderable' neagure of be;havioural
gdjus{:uent leading to‘academic success ar failure could also come from

his peer interaction or subculture. This cleavage is seen to be a
. L

cammon characterigtic of youths (Bormey, 1946). Soné measure of success-

ful and unsuccessful training of youths bas been seen ‘as’ coming from peer
influence in spoicmetric stulles. Samétires, the student could dlso
bepefit from certain adnirable traits of persemlity through his rela-
timShlpwith smepeergmxpmd)hasap\mposemdimctimand
stnving-forsuocess as dlstinguismng factors of ita status abjective
(Echelberger, 1959) This aavmtuge has‘alsobeen dstected in youth

“Mmsmamtmﬁmmtauﬂmmmﬁomhms
-‘.tpbe or:i.em:ed to ndxievatant (Coleman, 1960) S

'_(a) suna fmoﬁwiﬂﬂn-sdmlmvblmm/betxwadtotm

-yangsmrhh-olf. Stmymﬂm, torinatmca, dondt:pqnsess thedbility
';,'to oopa with dmga in, tbe

Smndﬁlmwnwmt!iﬁimlty '
‘.‘_'."{:‘l'.,‘, «tn bo "' , .

oo
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in adjusting to their parents may élso find si:niiar difficulties at

school . Othqrs also requln, some special 81tuat10n, and perhaps Ilnvolvv~
men’t and active partmlpatim i'n school activities (Schafer, 1968
Qtinchcmbe 1964). In oertam cases where the youth is unable to

adj‘ust to the leaming situation in order to make good: grades, he

either becares a drop-oyt or rebels against the school authori ties,
bos?ibly ending up as a delinquent (Rhodes and Reiss, 1969).

!

4. Achievement and Self and SOGLal Intemctﬁm

The pzecedlng discussian on the youth's need to interact sucoess-
fully with members of his family, the cawmmity, the school, and the
Ipeers in order. to develop an adequate academic selfl—imaére also applIes | 0
here (Schafer, 1968; and Fhodes and Reiss, 1969). If, on \the contrary,
he is unable to ad1ust reascnably well, it is likely that he would not

" be. soc1a11y aooepbed, and hence his self-aocem or self-image could
be lowered and his achievement rendered unacceptable, o .

The 1J.terattma renaved Above has mamly daalt with the various

fact;oxs that, could influence youths aculam.c achi;evesmt and thus his

se}f—aoceptance and self-image sp,acially in' the omtext of the school.

", 1t lnclyded the family, the school envirorivent, ‘and.‘the sjoiety at |
\la:ge, and alao hoy t‘e ymth davelopa his o self‘evalua.tim; L . '

C 1 'I‘he 1iuexam J:elatad to the, 10 additimal biograpmcal and
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Literature on the Additional Variables Included in this Study and Their
; "T X , ‘
/ g Rationale,

\
(a) sex: Male ar FEmale Sex difference in youth can play

m%rtmt role in 1dent1f1cat1m prooesses ‘Setting level of aspira-

tion, &hd developing self—oonoept: or image. For example, the youth

or her own life tion (Markg and Nyman, 1963; Kugehlas and Breznitz,
1966) . . This, in tumn, may affect SPA. |

Dn:inq\puberty,' each person develops his or her own sex rela@
- characteristics. Saretnmes, glrls find At difficult to determine just
what society expects of them, especially smoethe mle ofvmm in our
socn.ety 1s in a state of flux. v It is, therefom possmle t;ut a S:Lster
and a.brothe;r fmm the same parents and hav1ng similax Inbellecmal
ablllty ooild set. for ‘themselves diffenent 1eve;l8 of expectatlcns |
(Ga:rlsm, 1965) "and hence report. different levels of SPA, Pbr
Instances girls often have lower mfe or academic expectatims or

.“levelsofaspiratiqxsasodxrpamdtoboysm.ﬂmefom,nayhavea

"lmrexpectatimammadummtinspimofﬂxeirapiuties .In




" to qlrls, so that age may also have interactlm with sex (making it
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(b) Age: 15, 16, 17, and 18 years. .

It can be. assumed that as the kid gets older, he has qreate“f
awareness of his role in 'life. With age, ﬂ]e need for achievement may
beccme more obvious and higher so that the youngster is more likely to
set up higher asplratlma;.‘l‘evel for Rigself a8 he grows older It is,

therefore, envisioned that-the 'SPA of 15 year olds will be higher than

that of 17. year olds, other things remaining the same. At about 16,

theldeasoﬁt)-;youtharebeoamngmomc:ystahzedt—hanwasthecase‘

at 15, the latter tending to be more influenced by his peer Qr gang

culture in.which serious life expectations tend to be minimal. But by

about 17 years, there tends to be a retum—hane" attlttﬂe to the father
or mother as the nost "s1gnif1cant other” in namal WS\ (Bealer W1111ts,

and Maida, 1964; Bandura, 1962) . 'Ihls. may algo apply more to boys than

' adnsable that these two vanables E included in the same desmgx%

(c) Soclo—Ecmanic Sta’cus (SES) of Panents

'l'he soclo—ecmanic status of parent;.s can be a factor :Ln settmg
up 1eve1 of. asplratlm. For. instanpe yamgster;s from highex SES my
feel more secire and xealistically hq)ef\ll about adueving‘ t:hen: life

L ‘expectatim (particularlyp if ' that entalls financial auppart, and ahquate
: .]'muvatjm) tl}an thoee, qf ;\ow SFS. mmgst:ers becane nore oonstrained
: }or limted in th&kind of
‘in am:;h@;ime )ghe

.;Tﬂnyreqmmmalmrsmfamlyﬂlm
whithﬁngmxgater seta “

m‘lifa >

-
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¢
) (oldberg (1964) , for instance, suggested that tho parents' socio-
cornomice backgraund and plans for financing the youngster's hidgher oduca-
tim can afﬁ‘*ct the agpirational level or motivation of the‘ymmqﬂu;rr
Since lower SES ;ouths seem to aet’ %ower aspirat ional lg\{els for themselves

(perhaps due to lack of inspiration fram their parents), whatewer thay

achiove at school may be lx.:nreived by them as satisfyinq.

Py

The reverse may be true for those fram higher SES hames who,

~ ) [ ) N
due to high aspirational levels, would look an whatever they achieve \\_

N,
AN

AN

as eing unsatisfying to their parents and to themselves and, therefore,
thay may tend to report a lower SPA. lere, again, the arqument may
hold more for boys than for girls, thus suggesting interaction of sex

with SI'S.

"

-

. (Sinoé interaction of sex with age was mvisageq“fmru@r, aqge,
sex, anl SES, therefore, willl need to be included in the sma factorial
dosiqn) . -

It can be surmised ttlnn that lavels of SE‘:,‘,; fx poasib}y play an im-
portmt part on the youngster's life-expectation in Bducational and
vocational terms and henoe reflect in the SPA (Sears, 1951; and McKinley,
'1966) . o

(@) Religiosity xﬂ
jiosity as considered in this study was+in tegms of how often

.mm@ﬁ:acmmm‘;mﬁmmn. SYnagqogues ,

‘mm&ﬁm-m1mmmwgm.,hmmtmnmnmm ol
reliqiosity mulatrnmn-hrmymt ‘D o

0

hwm:mnuwm (”N)nginﬂnptmotm

Ve e ke -

mituaum réligiosity (frequancy at religicus’ %) el DGR
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effect on yodths ' behavioural pattems, particularly so i{ that religious
aft i liat ij,n i..-i ot the traditional type. This may affect hﬂw the 'youth
sees his world ad sets lowel of aspiration for himself - l? trend which
may decrvase from high to low r(aliqioaity of the ymir‘iqs‘mr.‘. It scems
likaly that youths ot high religiosity may"timd to set highpr lewl of
aspiration for thamselves as a result of the Lrjfluenm of tm type of
~n*fall?atinn. mxxles thay have unrierqa)e (assuming that hiqhimllqloalty
offect i characterized by the socialization prooess)  than|others ot
lowor mliqimi;y. If this assumption is valid, youths of Mhiqgher
religqiosity would tend to report lower SPA, whatever their kébilitiies,
than their counterparts of lower mli.q;osi-'ty who may tend to reﬁxirt -
higher SPA. TReligiosity, therefore, could be related to achievement-~
motivation to youngsters whiaxenahlm them to set life expectations and, .
- therefare, may have' hefiring upon SPA's.

) (e) Religiods Affillation: ,

+ There are a number of religious boddes to which the youngstera
under study were affiliated, m:n of these podies has its own doctrines
ad abservances, dogma, philosophies, and mmltiﬁg att‘.imdas‘md it is
supposged the yungst:ara would be trained alang those doctfines.

All of t}nsemyte!ﬁtom{lmkmﬂnyoumlodmatmewoﬂdm
which be lives. For l.nst:a;nca, he may look at it m?t:erie_liatimlly or
apirit.ually, aor parhaps neutrally. These, Ln tum, may oontribute to
sotting up his 1life expectations in a particular directiog, Fbr Lnstmou,
youths in a certain.dencminational affiliation may think that mum ‘

»

h@\uhmmmhamm\qfﬂn'tM' mdt:hatm /

wd
e

Y g ey



inportance shondd b attached to things of the 'Kingdan of God' so
that Tite expectation shoulkd aly be on the bagis of bare existence. '
e more hm}it.innal, mnastic, nunneric, and spiritual types of
religions are same of the common examples which could influence young-
sters in setting low life expectations for themse lves,

SQP religions may tend to fdentify themselves more with social
aspirations, polit ics, or material satisfaction. Youngsters who affiliate
themselves to such religious school system will tehd to set higher life
qoials or aspirations for themselves which, in tum, will reflect in their
SPA's.  (n the other hand, religions which under-play ‘wordly! aspirations
could help youngsters to set normal or very modest-life goals and," there-
fore, may report a high SPA. Weber (1930), for instance, suggested
that social goals and 1ife eXpectatians can ciiffer oohsiderably among

Protestants and Catholics, Perhaps, this difference could be revealed
in the Catholic, Protestant, and other youngsters of the study in their
SPA, L) .

-Also, that religious arientation of the school has same effect on
‘education is shown in a study which reparts that Catholic Parochial achool
students compared unfavourably with Protestants, Jews, and Catholic
students in Public Scmai- 0 & tast of Cpenmindedness (Quinn, '1965).

¢ The importance of the yongster's religicus nttib.ada wimin hia
mliqimn affillat.tm haa besn pointed out by Erickson (1964) also.

(£) Pamt' 3 'l“mm Status:

gmmmumumm otﬂnmmtmqw (e.q, t:heprmd
Pal ‘bread winner' of the family) mmmmmmmmum

':mofmmum, partioylarly A:Mmmumm mm.qh

.
B * .
’ X * -
. f
Ve o <
: “ . . .
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Sams parents seem to 'drift with the tide', and can hardly offer mch
education to their children. Others realize‘vmat education implices
socially and economically and tend to transfer this noticn or attitude
to their youngsters. This oould influence the scholastic achievement
drive or academic orientation of the child. It is assumed that the
parents of this type are more capable of helping their youngsters in
sotting high life expectation for themselves. This is likely to reflect.
in the SPA of the latter. In certain educated families, the child,
however, has a' better opportunity for being introduced at an earlier age
to learning situations and learning materials than in others with
limited opportunjties. All these and the parents' intarest in, and ,
cancern for, the yomqst.er's educétimal success can help the youngster
to set higher levels of aspiration and, therefare, low SPA.

Hor example, many children in Wighly educated families read .
bo;\gts, magazines and newspapers, watch televiaion programmes, listen to
radio and discuss intelligently with their parents e@ before they are
mady\ for edml While at: school, these cpportunities enrich their
. lanqudve and social devequmt and also t:haiz: functianal intelligence.
By and | ﬂmghthiatypaofedpatim mvareness, coupled with
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apeent, intraduced into UN; hunan system, the reaction of which is

capable of impairing or atfecting the nervous system of the inlividual,
‘making his narmal functioning difficult. Same of these chemicals are
m?ld and may have very gradual effect, while others may have severe and
long lasting results. It is conceivable that youths who habitually
indulge in drugs or alcohol are very likely not\ to be able to settle
down to their academic work. Since they cannot do well at school

under ’se conditions, they may tend to set low life expectation for
memselve&s They may even be carefree élbout it. whatever their ability,
any’level of achievement w111 tend to be looked at as being satisfying,
Such youths may be said to have learned how to escape or avoid benporamly
(or possSly permanently) realities of life by being lnder the influence
of drug

Jikely to be substantial difference in the 1ife-expectations of drug-

alcchol (Mutter and Schleifer, 1966). Thexrefore, there is

using and non—drug-using youths, and their SPA. Therefore, the reported
SPA for drug users may be high, whereas that of others low, all being

equal. | ' _ .
{ : 4

! ’

(h) Family Wit: Y .

'medmxgingroleofm. imidexmotdimuﬂirmasein
single-parent faniliea are, a few factors which cm influsnce the child's
life expacﬁhtia’w and, therefore, SPA. Astablamdhmtmily, for
.’mﬂ:m; is in 1m1:mmmc mtiwtimmc?.mm where-
ummmmmmmaxmummmm'mmmmm
" @psyemlogiml spport: t hin (o'mm mmmm, wm. oin.a
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to ey high and mt.i:;‘tyinq to the subject. Sam single family cases
may be the outcames of drug effects, or sam drug-usage  could be
outcames of single families. In either case, the youngster finds it
difficult to plan a realistic life expectation for himself and, perhaps,
he may find that ;.t is not easy to achieve his life goal. In this case,
the SPA will tend to be high and satisfying to thT éu?ject.
| Difficulties encountered by youths in single parent families
in the process of identification have been stressed by Parson at al.,
(1955), and also by Smith (1970). The lack of educatimal motivation
for the youngsters in such single families has been pointell out by
Becker and McArdle (1967) . 'This ccﬁdit:im could affect the youngster
in such a way that he may be unable to set adequate level of aspiratimn
for himself which will eventually reflect in his reported SPA. It could
be expected that the child from a disturbed or disrupted family has
© more difficulties than ane from a stable ane in setting life expectation
(Hoffman and Lippitt, 1960). There seems to ba a relationship between
family- stxess (divorce, ete,) and academic under-achievement (Brantley, .
1 ~1969). It is suspected that the type of family wit may centribute
to 1ife expectation and hence affact. the SPA. |
There could be an mmmum batween G, and-family wit, if
itcanbeasmmdﬂnt hnidumofdimwmﬂtfminmm .
mmcfmlymmtmmminmmw -
| ) Typs of Sehwol Atten ihig, The institutional clinate q: the
mmmmimm&m(mmmm
© .philoscpty). Tis my Teflect in the'levels of expectations of dts

mjem mm,mma' mme
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to accmplish consistently éxoellent academic results ‘and their students
may set higher goals than those smdyinc.j@ﬁ.‘n'less equipped ar less costly
schools.  Also, there may be diffemnt‘emphases: on the‘ cx‘xrricula in cer-
tain types of schools. For exanple\ church spamséred schools may spend
nore time on religious educat:ion Special emphasis may also affect )

udu( 1t10n in vocational and technlcal schoolq where tr ing for specific
manpower may be more important than general type of education. The type ! ‘
of curriculum or exposure may influence the subjects in setting up life.
expoctations as revealed in the level of SPA (Dougherty, 1965). It may

bx: suspected that Slﬁ's of subjects in public (qdvanmen.t sponsored) .
schools may tend to be higher than those of subjects in private (privileged)
schools. 1In t.his context, 'Public schools wquld mean the anes prmded .
by the.qovernment, and 'Private schools would refer to the type of fee
paying school for the privileﬁd'%ua (It is also likely that some

(1) 'Size of Fatily ¥ ’,é ; . PR
| This sttxiy wilL Wﬁ t:ha s{.z& of family of the youngsters as
'small! or larqa sm,u' wiJ.L mfer to those familjes in which there
a%leasman 3 childven, and ;z_ax?gg_ mmwm:ammmudm
" Siae of fmnily, in qmjum'tim wiqh sm,. ms to he an itmrt:mt:
factar m the yom’ter 8 life. - Q\ildrm in ;" familiea sgem_ to get
more attent:im fmm purmta than thosa m la.me onea, other. uums ,
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being equal. Much pressure fram the parents may go with s1ze of
family and could also camel the child to set an unnealist.ically high
life expectation for himself, leading' to lower SPA. In largal families,
there may be general neglect for lack of Proper resources. This mafj
affect life expectation and, therefone, SPA. The youth may

lower achievement -mtivaﬁicn, hence lower life éxpectatim and,
therefore, higher reparted spa. )

-~
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QUAPTER 111 | .

INSTRUMENT, POPULATION, SAMPLE, DATA AND THEIR ANALYSES.

)

"_l'he Instrument and Its Rationale:

As stated earlier, the instrument used in this research is known

-

as  "Youth lx?searéh Survey" (YRS). It was developed by Strgmen‘rand
Gupta (1971) for the Youth Rasearch Centre of Minneapolis, Mirm;zsota,
the United States of America. It is a self-report type questionnaire
printed in two Books (Books (he and Two) and contains 420 items.

Book (na entitled "Myself and My View of the World", contains
220 items related to 'Ooncerns' and 'Attitudes' of youths., These
items age ansidered to be inportant,; for the use of caunsellors,

achem "and other educators in parochial as well as public school

systcms. They are also useful to clergymen in congregations and to
other social workers who may be interested /&n helping youths

Book Twq entitled "My Values and Beliefs') has 200 items of a
different orientation, 'I‘hgy are primarily designed to elicit various
mfomaticn about. yoqths' values and beliefs. This book . is intmcled

: for use mmly in religious mstlmtions by virtue of the type of

questions it contains. ’ o S

There are m ﬂmt;iml st.ances mflectad in the quastiqmaim :

hot:h of midx.m dimctly relevant to the needs of youths ' They are;
n the need fqrymﬂm to t‘eel wcapmdbym idam:ifiable familyor
qmgz(ﬂm: ia w) ; and 2) the need fqr ywths m be mm:ianull,y

F

327
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involved in something that gives one a sense of purpose (that is, mission).
These two stances are decmed to be relevant to most youths macrocosmically

in North Mbricairres;uective of cultural, racial, denaninational or other
socio—psychological differences, and are supposed to ba reflected in the itoms
of the ‘YRC Survey. These basic needs could be oonsid&m(as typifying

all youth. It is assumed by the authors that both needs must be met for

the youth as a person, sinoe he needs a group to belong to and a purpose

with wmch he can identify. | | |

Meaningful life to the youth can characterize itself in two
life-styles or clusters of behaviouwr., The first is finding satiéfaction
in adventure, recognition, pleasure, persanal freedam and plenty,; high
priority to qaining personal pover, physical attractiveness, and ‘skiil
or expertise. The secand polarity is the 1ife aspiration of serving
others, ) . '

Young pecple who lack a feeling of belangingness to a group will, |
|it is ass'inned, be anxious about mitual mlatimships., On the other hand,
youths who experience the waxmth and acoeptance of a family or familial .
group will be less tm,lbled over their relationship with others 'chemselves,
or God, 'mey will tend to perceive others and life in general in a favouk-
~ able light.

U mtualitm is reflected in the scales qmuped as ‘omcems' m(‘
constitute the mai,n theme of the items of Bogl,One. . M;lssian in the llfe ’
of youths reflocted in the BEI.IEFS AD VAiLES ~soales anbodi@d in the

thaitansofmd&'mo, SR . "5‘

i
Y

A total of 280 wt pf the 420 J,tems of tm quequamm, that is, .

3 2ot the e toval, cmsmuta wenty—éive scal -Several of the mtaining -

-

. AP : SR " . ' ‘
) L ot ; . 4 ' ‘ . . g .
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items are intended to draw-out a variety of useful information. Same
of these ‘'extra-scale' items are personal data questions purported to
elicit biographical, dembgraphic and sociological information about

youths. ‘These data could be used to enhance the undexrstanding of
\ !

Population
The general population with which this study is concerned consisted _

youths.

of high ,chool students in 1969/70 in North America (mainly, frcm the lB{\)
They bel to one of the following sub-populatians: ‘(i) American
Baptists, (11) Southern Baptists, (iii) Fpiscopalians, (iv) United
Methodists, (v) Roman Catholics, (vi) ymths of the Twin Cities of

Minneapolis and-St. Paul (MinneSOti;) ', and (vii) .Young Life Clubs.
\ . ' f

'Sarplingpmoad\nes‘ .
. F::aueach of theaboveseven sub—pqxﬂatims, the sample was -

drawn, usmg multi-stage pmpoxtlmabe mndan sampling prooedures.. The
N~
details are given below:

s o

4

(i) Marwm qutists Omgmgatims of the. merican Baptist

. Church were stratified accordmg to ﬁair membership; ,(i.,,e, 50 ~ l99;.

200 -~ 499; 500 ~ 999; and 1.000 and avar). Those with mberstup m:

'thanaso were emludad for beingtoomll fmnthepomt: ofv:tewol.'

| l;adxdmstratxve cohvenience, The | .t et

‘. "d,ranm tmneadIstm;wm firatdeoidadupm Affver
: ’W Tz s dzw Myc ming the.t ig.0f

> . LR v
LRI R \ v

LR
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| | . o
(1963) . The ratio was approximately 1:66, and a sample of 1,038 was
drawn.

(ii) . Southern Baptists: A sample from this church was drawn

f;qn sixteen widely separated States in 50 churches with menbérship of

not l;ass than 200. The youths from each church had to fulfil an additional
condition ~ that of being enrolled in Sunday Schools. As inthe case of
Pfterican Baptists, the sample fram each grade lével was randamly drawn but

-

the ratio was 1:534 and the sample size, 917.

(iii) Episcopalians: The Episcdpal’ian sample of 593 came fram

the State of Hawaii drawn essentially at random.

(iv) United Mathodis_ti : 500 ccngxegations were chosen fram )
among all the United Methodist chunche‘s, ha}lf of which (25(;) were asked
to glve the Survey to 8 groups of their yout!.)s A sanple of 522 was
' ‘drawx-'). One wauld hesitate to call it a xeprésaxtapive or a randam sample,
o (v) Roman Caxtholié's~ This sample came fram Roman q%thol'ic higt

school students. The high schcols were,. fz;cm seven, randanly selected
‘Hv\"' Roman Cat:llolic Dioceses, and from each of the selected high schools, ' "

app:m&mtely 300 were asked to take the Survey in May, 1970. A total |
A of 1 818 (cver 85 per oent ef those dhpsen) acmally participated 'me '

sgven dioqesan areas which supplxegi the sanple were: D-lbuque - Iowap |

Batm Rogge ImiSiana; Manchsqter *;mw ngshim ROS—‘JWille = New

York; pen mego cnmmua; st, Paul ad Mmmapom | Mimesot;a:
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select;gj ';samp é of 922 youths was used.

(vii) Younq Life Clubs (comprising-670 Youth Clubs): These clubs
were in 10 reqgions. A third of the area leaders within each region was
randomly selected to obtain 31 leaders fram 245 clubs. The next stage

[
was to randanly select 20 per cent of the clubs out of the ‘3‘1‘ai:‘eas SO as .

t

to obtain 48 ‘§1ubs. A“‘sanple of 1,397 was obtained from 35 of trhese S

clubs, )

'I‘he qample
n the whole, the total ecm(exu@l sample was close emough to
being random. With the actn)g co—gperatlm and interest shown in this

study by the var;tous church a?thorltms ) it vas possi.lale to get the

\"

Survey campleted suocessfully.‘ "h{e class§€jcatim of the subjects |
whoansweredatleaﬁt%peroenté*fmemq\smsmmm'rable?»l .
’I'ne present study used the abo\@ sanp;le which was pmdamnantly .
nature mf the sample, there-
fore, generahzations from uapmsem st,\. _ woula need to be made with

ecmenical.\ In v1ew of the arigin and

1
e

same Oaution and xesexvatlm. J 'Ihay could § ”:&t be totally defn.ni-\
txve and substmtive but nay have value in highligtmng oermin useful N »

gmdings.‘ - by
’ 'Ihissuﬂym%abh‘

:f‘ag,y6534 ﬁuﬁﬂnmlmle@ ‘;»‘_ o

m m mﬁ‘xiigh sdml smhm mm\m Qﬁm, - f'».\-
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TABLE 3.1
.
THE SAMPLE: CLASSIFIED BY AFFILIATION.

Religibus Affiliation _— Nuwber - -

—————

1. o American Baptists 1,038

.o, : \

2. . southern Baptists o 917

3. | . Episcopalians = - 59 3
4 United Methodists * 522
5. ) . Roman Catholics | o, 1,818 i

6. Twin Cities’

q. . " Youth LifevClubs

;

*,
[ . w‘ ot

G . 5 ' :
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TANL 3,2

REFINKS SAMPIL CLASSIFIED ACCORDING
N RILIGIOW AFFTLIATIONS (DENCMITNATTON)

Religious Affiliation Numbx
“1. Rman Catholic ‘. l, 858
2, Proteastants . J, 181
1. *Others 1, 495

"~ mPNA (), s .’ 4

NOTE::  *Others included youths in reliqgions other than
Christianity, as woll as, those not attached tc

“ any religion.
TABLE 3.3
»
REFINED SAMPLE CLASSIFIED ACCORDING -
___Xp TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTENDING
Type of School *
A Attending L Nmber ‘
1. Pwblic o 4,415
A
3. Private 4 638
3. Parochial 323 ‘.
{ . ‘
© 4 "Qthers 158
- . " | -~ — e ——— s
. TOTAL ., 6,934
NOTE:  *Others o youths in Weational/Technical ot .
“ * a ".h. - ) L] ’ . '



thav the VI Seales: were devived:

The 1esponses of the 7,050 subjects to they 420 items of the Youth
Research Center  (YRC) survey were analyzxd by its authors using three
miltivariate techniques of analyses with a view to deriving scales tream
t.l'x\u o, The threo mothads used were:

1) Technidque of Homoxpneous Keying

2) ReinCipal cagxnenta Analysis, and

1)  Principal lg‘.\(:ttmr* Analysis.

Ietails of the prooedures are available in Stramen and Gupta (19713 pp.

. /

7-11). ' : -

The YRC Scales:

.Twenty-five scalds canprising 280 items were extracted from the
1;120 itrms of the questionnaire. Thesa scales arv supposed to maasure
relatively independent variables (traits) relating to youths'
attitutdes, beliefs, canoerns amd vAalués.‘

The items in zhe scalea have two, threa, or six altarnative
answers. The scales varx in length as well.

' The raw scores from each scale were linearly tramsfomad to

%acoma to give a standard daviation of 10 and a mean of 50.

- The scales are grouped by Strammen and Qupta (1971) ql followa:

L] M A
LY



(UN(YRN SCALES

‘

1. vamily Unity.
2...Parental Understanding.
3)&pamily Pressure.

4. lLife Partner. .
5. lack of Self-amfidence.
6. Ahcalemic Problems,

7. Parental Faults.

8. Classroam Relations.

9. National Issues.

10, God Relationships.

L] L

VALULS AND BELIEFS SCALES

11. TInterest in Help.

12, Maturity of Values.

13. Orientation far change.

14, Moral Respansibility.

15. Meaningful Life.

16. Religious Participation.

17. Social Action.

18. Self Regard. o
19. Human Relations. ‘
20, (oxl Awareness.

21. Biblical concepts.

PERCEPTION SCALES

22, Youth Growp Vitality.
23, Adlt Caring, \
24. Family Rocial Ooncerns.,

40
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The last ane is a Lie Scale (as the titloe inplies, this scale was
included to dotect youths who' lacked frankness, that is, those who were un-
willing to respond honest ly to the (questionnaire. )

Reliability:

The type of reliability aimed at in the process of extracting the
scales vas hamwogeneity (lowvinger, 194'}, 1948) ,‘nr intermal consistency
(Kuler-Richardson, 1937). ™ the whole, the internal consistencey is high
or,at least, acoeptable. It ranged from .56 to .93 with the mxdian at
.80, Som information is available ‘about test-retest reliability ‘also.

Validity: !

In establishing constru®t validity, the questions within each
scale wore demonstrated to be highly corr:labed: to ane another and thus
considersd to assess the same conoept or construct. The manual also gives
ample information with reqard to concurrent validity m that ratienally
juatifiable predictions were found to have been sustained by tho data.
Mor example, ‘ése;fénty null hypotheses ware generated on the basis of .
logic, ten on each of the 'anems';acales.

ne-tailed (directional) test was applied in testing them. As
many as sixty-eight out of the seventy m:\ll hypotheses wera rejéctad
at .01 level of significance, one at .05 leével. Only one null hypothesis
failed to be rejected, |

The vglidity of the " tefs ~ Values" Scales was also estahlished

t "N
simjlarly.

+



The Nature of the Instrument and the Data used for this Study.
The major variable of interest was Self perceived Achievement (SpA).
Measures of it were obtdAnad through the responses to quest ion #189 in

the YRS which runs ‘thus:

"Which of the following best describes the
kind of grades or marks you get at school?"

A.  Exoellent (frades.
B. Abow Average qrades.
C. Awrage qrades.

D. Below Average grades.
. Very Low grades,

The abowe responses were linearly transfonmed on a 5-point scale
(assigning 5 points to A, 4 to B, etc., and finally, 1 point to FE) in
order to facilitate further analyses. . . ‘\

The variables examined in relation to SPA were 28 in all - 18 of
the 2‘5 Scales, and 10 items as‘ variables of sociological and demographic
natu”ﬁ. They are listed in Tables 1.1 md 1.2 (Chapter I). ‘ ,

The scales of the YRS were thoroughly éxamined contextually with
a view to sclecting from among them those most suited to this study. It . . -
ewms. felt by this researcher that 18 scales (made up of 187 items) in their
oriqinal farm wore the most partinent to the rationale underlying t:hia
investigation. Also, basig of the relative independence of the
scales, and judqing’ ly an the ﬁasis of aimlléfit;y and mderlyihq logi,c‘_ ',

and ratimale, (Eysenck, 1953), an atumpt uas made to. m—claaa:.fy t,he 18

gelected aqaaaa mamrm:wmmmm
O ' ‘ ~n
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1) Family and Int:ex\:acti(mal Modes

2) _ self-ksteem or Self-Reqgard

1) Within School Problems h

4) Self and Social Interaction

As will e seen later in the chapter, ti]is tyre of re-grouping
is intx‘n‘(kxl to provide an 'a priori' or conceptual framework for test-
ing cartain hypotheses related to each of the groups.

The selected 18 scales are described below in some detail  under

the four broad.‘ cancepts. .

I. Family and Its Interactional Modes

Variable 1. Family Unity: Scale No. 1; 10 Items ; Rel: 89

This scale mflects youthd cancern and anxlety over emotional
climate within his hme the lack of closeness oohesiveness, together-
ness, and onencss of family members, their lack of understanding and .
consideration for ane another, and the quality of interaction between
the parents and children. |
Variable 2,  Parental Wderstanding: Scale No. 2; 9 Items; Rel: .88

| This scale masums the lack of oammicati;m and understandinqg

between a youth ‘and his pmflmtsa distress over the feeling that he ;s

. \baing treated like a chilq, anq &s@poinmmt in his paxmta' dig=

mnmmmofnmmmm . e,f"‘»

) \ Lo
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Variable 3. Jamily Pressures. Scale No. 3; 7 Items; Rel: .56

The pressures identified in this scale are those which tend to
intfznsify neqative reactions in a hame. They include such difficulties
as divorce, separation, illness, financial problems, tragedy and parent -
vouth strife. The more difficulties that are identified, the higher

the sogre,

Variable 18. Family Socigl Concems. Scale No. 24; 8 Items; Rel: .70 |

The dimen‘sim assessed here is youth's perception of the deqgree

I
to which his parents and family are responsive.to human needs. It
gives a fair estimate of the extent to which they are involved in sam:

\

form of social action or some effort to help others.

II. Self-Esteem or Self-Regard of Youths. .

A

Variable 5. Lack of Self-Confidence. Scale No. 5; 8 Items; Rel: .78
| This measure indicates the extent te which a youth feels unoer—
tain about himself and  is afraid of meking mistakes or exposing him-

self'to ridicule. A high score identifies a person who tends to be

self-conacious, uneasy in'a group situatim, amdous Lo pleasq others, .
‘.and aver-eager to avoid occasians where he may be mbarrassed

miable 7. Perschal faiulté, Scale No. 7; 12 Ttems; Rel: .87

_ Mother souroe Of salt-cmfticim is a youth's awareness 0!.' not
l’uwing lived up o his meala, 2 a mm: he *feels quilty. 'm;Ls
scale masw hia fee];ing Qbaalt-txitieiq\, both vm:h mt to ,’,

ot

>

N »
o . N . . ' ”
. ' . . [ . . . .
.o ; Tl oaatyn : . . '
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i

what he has done and what he has failed to do. It reflects a mode of
thinking and féelinqy about cneself that often undermines me's self-

ocnfidence.,

Variable 10. Maturity of values. Scale No. 12; 7 Items; Rel: .61

A maturing persgn is i‘ncmasinqu able to make his own decisions
rather than depend upon the q)inion of others. The scale assesses the
deqgree to which one feels in control of his behaviour and able to resist
immediate drives and pressures of others. A high scare suggests ane who
believes he can move toward goals that serve as::his ideals.

\

Variable 12. Mora]l Responsibility. Scale No. 14; 10 Items; Reln .
: 7

An important attitudipal stance toward life relates to the age~
old questiont "Am I my brother's keeper?" The items in this scale
reflect the extent.to which a youth retreats to a privatism where
he denies the existence of a moral order ar becanes involved in life
by~aocept1nq @ God—given sense pf responsibility for others. /

Variable 14, Self*@gard Scale No, 18; 13 Items; Rel: .79 ’

Most youth experieme times when they hold a few unfavourable
opinionse of ﬂ:emselvea ¥han the occasions are Prolanged or Pecama
frequent, sel,f-cxmfidence or self-esteem is undermined.. "Ihe self~
reqa:dscaleneasums ﬂledegmetovll}idxymﬂxs amept themselvaa a8
Jersons of worth and Rromise, '

. . . LI * ,

!
. ' [

]
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-

Variable 16. Youth Group Vitality. Scale No. 22: 10 Ttems; Rel: .80

\ The measure shows the degree to which a youth is impressed by
the climate of acceptance and sense of mission that characterize his
youth group - a climate in which he feels at hame :ﬁd can be himself
without fear of criticism of being belittled.

“

Variable 17. Adult Caring. Scale No. 23; 11 1tems; Rel: .81

These items relate to youths' perception of the acoéptahce, care
and attention éocorded them by adults in their congregations. It also
reflects thexr evaluatlon of what the congregation is doinq in relation
to human needs and their manifest concem over current social problems.
A low score identifies those who fee% negative about what \they see in

the adults of their congregation.

111, wWithin School Pmblans

Variable 6. \Academic Problems, sScale No. 6; 9 Items; Ral: ,85 &)
This dimension relates t{o concerns gbout the academic aspect A

~of school life, The fcale assesses the degree to which the respondent

1s woqied about his grades - actual and anticipated, his frustration
over not being able bo cancentrate an school work, and his aelf—blane

Yarisble 8. Classroom Relationships. Scale No, 8; 15 Items; Rel: .87
v

'meataz.efoqz‘yasmthefaelingsofmtbahnacoepbedby
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one's classmates or teachers. It indicates ti1e degree to v:rhich a respon-
dent is\lonely and feels like an outsider or an unQanted intruder. 1In
the case of girls, hlqh scores are usually associated with feelings of
inacle(mad. For boys, they are associated with criticism by othexfs‘.

A high concern in this area often indicates a confommity to 'status quo'’

and a willinaness to acquiesce to social power.

Iv. Self and Social Interaction

variable 4. Life Partner. Scale No. 4; 7 Items; Rel: .81

The scale reflects a youth's uncertainty, his anxiety about the
possibility of not having a happy marriage, The items also tap the fear
of not being wanted or found desirable by person of the opposite

sex.

variable 11. Omengat,im for change. Scale No. 13; 11 Ttems; Relz .75

[

law 'infomenent, social welfare, race relations, war xeforms,

This sc:ale reflects youth's tlmﬂcmg in the politjcal realm of

school curricula, and sexual behaviour, It indicates whether one
leans toward txaditlmal thinking in these matters ar whether one takes

a llberal stance that welcxmes changa

a( .
. R N .

‘. variabla 13, Nbaningful Life. Scale No. 15; 17 Iﬁéms; Fel: .78
N meitmahemoemminalifeatylaﬂmtamlﬂs inportanoa
4o such, life goals as. sexving othexs, ethical behavimr. wisdan, '
hmesty, qiving and :ecaivin; 1ove, fou:giveness. family ha;pmess
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/

i
vt

and.meanianul work .
A low score poinf;s to a ca]trasting—:l.ife style which is character-

ized by goals that' are hedonistic and self—oent;ed, giving a high

priority to havinq“plenty of money, persomal pdaer, physical" attractive7/

ness, pleasure and excitement, recognition, skill and expertise.

Variable 9. National Issues. Scale No. 9; 11 Ttems; Rs’:,l: .86

The past decade has witnessed a phenamenal rise in concern among
youth for what is happening within the nation and the world, espeéially
as it relates to peage and hapgi.ness. The scale reflects their fear |
of pollutwn, nuclear holocaust, violence, revolut.mn, war, dlsorder
and lawlessness. It also assesses their concemn over ‘unjust laws dnd
the seemmg unresponsiveness of government to the needs of 'che people.

»

v

Variable 15. Human Relations. Scale No. 19, 12 Items; }bl... .15

The attitudes probed by these items relate to the presence or ‘'
absence of ‘an open—ﬂiindedness,' sensitivity zmd outpasslm toward those
who are often critlcmed and judged harshly. The reasgns, or criticisms
may be racial, (Negroes), religious (Jews), chauvinistic (people of
enemy cowntries), ideological (cammnists), ar, the hke A high
score implies an understanding of the essential equah.ty of all men
before God. R RN |

.'. ' ' “ N ’ . . ".“

L ' . .
L] '

Variaﬁle 19, Sex; Y |
The sex of the subject was cbta}pble fmS's m:swe}: Sheet. o

s

.
+ L

+ N . - n. s 4
- : ' o
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It was classified as Male = 1, and Female = 2, fThe sample sizes

were Males = 2961, Fgpales = 3573

Variable 20. Age
The Answer Sheet provided a colum for the subject's age. The

classification 15=1; 16=2; 17=3; 18 years = 4. There were 2692, 1746, .
4 .
1523, and 573 subjec’xrespectivew in the four categories.

Variable 21. Soclo—r‘.ccncnuc Status of Parents !

The %FS of. the parents was knom from the responses to Item 195,

-

w}ugh runs thus

P

¥

"The occupation of the main wage—ea,rner in
my family is M

P

. A.. Profession (doct:orr lawyer, teacher, minister,
: and other professional positions).

Farmer. :

sales - white-collar,.business.

Skilled, Unskilled manual work. : ‘

Sexvice wark (barber, waiter) . ‘ . ‘ (&

Nope of these ' ‘

- Based on the U.S. Census (1963) ' t:ha oocmatims were J:elgzouped as '
= High (3),13, c,andnaMedi.mn (2),andE,F=1:nw(l) L

ch<b-Fel-

- Vaziable 22. Religloity of , o
| Infonratn,m about. the sub;;ect 8 ;religiosity was.obtamed thraugti -
' his, redpqase bQ Tt 190 = ‘ '
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"Imring the past six months [ have gme to ‘
church, synagoque or temple (or mosque) .
_________ n '
A. Several times a week.
B. About ance a week.
About every other week. \

C.

D.. About an average of once a month. .

F. Rarely. . : '
F. Not at all. ‘

The responses were coded aéourding to frequencies at prayer houses
as follows; .

ligh or 3

Nand B =
¢ and D = Medium or 2 . o
I}.’amlF‘=Iﬂworl. '

. -

. - \ ‘
Variable 23. | Denomination ~ Religious minatim of Youths

Religious affillat:lcns were classxfled as Catbolic, Protestant
arxi Others, for the purpose of this study 'The information was chtained

from the subjects' xeSpOnse to the following biographical item:
. L ’ )

. S ! . « i
"... v»~s From the list below, choose the pat:ion,
echurdxmmyouamanmber,orm{,c )
‘ tend most. xegularly, (Mark the nunber (J,r 2) in the
: ) I , :
.l" Bapt-ist| . "4". ﬂ. .* : | ‘. , ” )
- (5- Pmsbyt:eman : L A, ,
b6, ';mtedammhofmnacra ' CRREE D ‘
- 7! mitedmurchofctmist.., - L e
lgc Jmsr} . PR Lt oot “ ' ) ' “ ’ "|"'-:".‘;. .
'f‘lZ, Idomt attaximydmrd\ ‘ ‘ USRS
AR ; L ’. 'P R ',“ )‘-,"S.’.«’_h R ,"‘.:;,v.



The above were reclassified as

'

Number 9 = R)maﬁ Catholic, category 1

Nos. 1-7 = Protestant, category 2 -
Nos. 8, 10-12, = Others, category 3
' \
The sample sizes were:
1. Catholics = 1858 . 8
2. Protestants = 3181 :
3. Others = 1495 B | S 4

Variable 24. Fdixcatiqqal status of Parent/Guardian was cbtained from

1

the response to the following questioPs:._.

|

(1) Ttem 196: "liow much education has your father .

. (or male guardian) had?" .).,......
. 8 grades or less. b
‘ B. Same vocatianal or high school
R ' C. - Vocational or high -school ‘graduate.
Lo e D. Same college or university work.
B E. Oollege or university graduate \
_ F. Some qmd.xate tra:ming. R

- ‘ : 0 ‘ . o

s . ’ ' L ., D]

(ii) Ttem. 197: "H(% much education has motherx - ‘
: A (ox" fqm],e guardian)’ had?........-.- e

" _A. 8 grades or 1ess.
B. Same vocational or high sd‘hoo;l,
' C. Vocational or high school graduate .
' 'D, Same college or university wark.
7 E. College or wuniversity. graduam,
' F. | Some: te t];’ainlng. S .




~

"

In andder 1o combiine the responson for oach subject an those two ftoms
ool Lo abtatn o angle seore of nhmg!ix.m - this variable, thoe {ollow-
g proosdure was adoptext s
Step Lo The reaponses o A-F were oonvertod to a six-point numeri
. p
el seale (A | L A I )

step 2, A frovuency dist riln‘ﬁi(n was obtained fram the follewing

potsible sums of scoros on
™

Item 196 4 Wr x"": 4 5 6
+ Item 197 M 3 A 5 6 ]
T { ;f. k) T 5 5 7 [ —
| 3 4 5 6 7 8
! 4 5 6 7 8 9
) | 5 6 7 8 9 10
6 7 8 9 10 11
7 8 9 10 11 12
, low = 1 medium ~ 2 high = 3
The sample sizes were as followa: i
1. low = 1536, 2. Medium = 3074; 3. High 1924
' This classification is -num to that augqnt.od by “Hollingshead

and Mlich (1938) .

L)



53

Vartabhle Phe o gy (lnvlu(linﬂ Alcohol) Usage:
e =

,,,,, 1

Inug Usagqe waed tewvealad in the mesponse to Ttem 198%-~

"which statanent best desoribes your wse of druga?”

o Y

A. haw not used drugs. .
n. use pot (mari juana) occasionally. &
. use pot frequently.

have usaed speed, either alone or with other druags.
have used heroin or other hani parcotics.

1
l
! :
D, 1 use pot {reeuently and have used acid -~ L.S.D.
[
1
e recoding was: A ad B - Loy C and b = High; B and 1P = Very

High, o

Var iable 26, !".‘nily Init.

Family Unit is classified here as separated or divorved parents

an ¢ne hand, ‘not so'on the other. This information was  ascertained

from the response to Item 202 -~

i

i '

"My parents are separated (or divoroced)”. Yesmo.

[

In this study the single "parant canoept also includes youtha in the
care of widovs, wm x umérried parents.

—_— _ 5
*Confidentiality of the subjects' respanses was Wmtaad.
- This wo8 1n accordance with the recommandationa.af the APA

-~ "Clgarance of Questiomaird with ‘Respect t¢ 'Iyasion
of Privacy;, Public Sensitivitiss and Ethical Standards,
etc,” ' - ;1 -

. (m, 1%%)‘ oy . . .._ ‘

.

o
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Varable 70 iype of sichool Mtonding

Mo relevint informat iop was obtained frem the response to

"
?

"What type of school do you attend

A, hublic (Gov't).

H. Religiously sponsored (parochial) .
. Private, '

D, Vocational gr Technical.
b, (thars.

t

The respense under Do and E. were i)'uh togqether as others for ‘tho
3

. i ‘

purpose of analysis,

¢ Public -1, Private - 2, Parochial = 3, Others = 4,

Variable 28, 1ize of Family

Responses of the subfocts to ltem 214 prowtded information about

size of family. It runs thus:

"I have three or more brothers or sisters" -~---- Yes MNo

The Designs of the Study
The l;‘zéic design was factorial. The 28 variables selected- for

analyses in relation to SPA were grouped aqrording to the number of

variahbled a design cmtailned 'méy were:

Grap I -~ 2-way: “/ 3\113 2.2 (2 designa)

Group 11~ J—vay{f 3.1 3.2 (2 designe)

(m.l}) 1y -4 : 4,.1; 4.2 4.3; 4.4; 4.;5‘; 4,67 4.7; and 4.8

(8 deaigna) - _

Thys thatp were /12 designs as given below.



Design #2.1 _w'i thin School Pr&\zlm

Ao (6)  Academic Problems

R B (8)  Classroom Relationship

esion #2.2~_§_‘.S’1f and Social Interaction (Part ii)

— o

A. (13) Meaninaful Life

B. (15) Human Rnlations

Pesign 3.1 Self psteen or Self Tegard (Part i4)
A, (12) Moral Respansibility

B. (16) Youth Group Vitality

w; C.o (17)  Adult Caring

7 '

; ‘

O

.

Design #3.2 Self and social Interaction (Part i)

A. (4) Life Partner ’
B. (9) National [ssuves

C. (11) Orientation for Change: . -

Ixsign #4.1 Family and Its Interactional Modes.

A. (1) Family Unity
B. (2) 'Parental Understanding
C. (3) Family Pressures

D, (18) Family Social Gonoerns

~
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osiom #4.2 Self kstoem or Self Regard (Part i)

(i) Ao (h) Tack of 'self Omfidence:
. (7)) Personal Faults:®,
Co (10) Maturity ©f Values: - 4
D, (14) Sé1f Regard:

\

esign #4.3 Hiograkilicalm Variables

-

A, (19%)° Scxp:io—l-l(xnmlic Status of Parer;‘ts:
B, Sex: Mile, Female,

C. At 15, 16, 17, 18.

Iow, Medium, High.

b, (196/197) Parents/Guardians Pducational Status: Low, Medium

A

High. -

[‘?Bi(g‘l #4.4

A, (195)  Sodjo-Eoonamic Status of Parents:

Low, Medium, High.,

!

B. (202) Family Unit: Spearated, Unseparated. =

C. (196/197) parent's/Guardian -~ Education:

Low , Medium, High,

D. (204) gSize of Family: 3 and more, Less than 3.

~

Design #4.5

A. (190) Religiosity of Youths: Low, Mediym, Righ.
” T
"B, (195) Socio-gxzncmic Status of Paremts: Low, Medium, High.

C. (Denomination) Religious Affiliation: Catholics, Protestants,

i

Others.

y !

D. 'Pami:*s/amdims - Education: Iow, mdimn, High,

Y

)
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'

A (195)
' B. (202)
' Coo (198)
b, (214)

_l}“.:_i‘ii n #4.7
A, (193)
Others.

B.  (195)

57

socio-Fconamic Status of Parents:’ Low, Medium, ligh.
Family Unit: Separated, Unseparated.
brug (including Alcohol) Usage: Low, Medium, High.

Size of Family: 3 and more, lLess than 3.

1ype of School Attending: fPublic, Private, Parochial,

.

Socio-Fomanic Status of Paremts: Low, Medium, High.

\) (196/197) Parent's/Guardian's Educational Status: IQ‘}\( ;ﬁdhlm,

High.

0. (214)

msifm $4.8

N

" N

.

Size of Family: 3 and more children, Less than 3.

(

N

A, (190) Rellqiosity of Yégtns; Low, Medium, High.

B, (193) Type of School Attending: Public, Private, Parochial,
' QOthers. ‘ |

C. (198) Drug (including Alcohol) Usage: Low, Medium, ifigh.

D. (Denamination) Religious Affiliation: (atk)olié, Protestants,

Others . ' - !

N

”

N\ |



It would be oberved in Table 3.4 showing the sumary that for

¢ .
example, Religiosity, Religious Affiliation, Drug Usage and Family thit
and Type of School Attending apmarcxl'twioe 3 Size of Family, thrice;
Parents or Guardian 's I'Tducatim four t.imes, and Sks five tines, 'mis

matk: it possible to oxamine certain interact 1(111 hvpothesized in Chapter

ll’ A
! .

e lay-out ¢ of the data in tho most carplvx desigqn, that is, four-

. factor is llllht.ratui below as it is in LEsiqn #4.1 - Family and Interac-
tional Modes. .
Variables A, pamily tnity,
B. Parental lh(lemtandin<;.
C.  Framily Pressures. .

- D.  PFamily Social Qoncemns.

. "Iho Scores on the 18 scales were classified as follows:

Level T-Soore Label

Hiqh 36 and over, al’bl'cl’dl

Medium 46 — 55 1 az,bz,dz,dz

Low [/ 45 and 'less

,r-—:m— » ,__.L-Q: o

r’ach oft.the 10 bioqramical and demgraghic variables had two, thzee or
. four levels, . o
In this dqéign, there were FOUR FACTORS, each with threq levels,
. 'me entries in the calls were the SPA's of thesub\ecta belonging to

the variqzs classifieatims

TR

-~



TABLE 3.4 ¢

SUMMARY OF BIOGRAPHTCAL VARIABLES INCLUTED IN THE IEST(NS.

DESI@NS '

Variables . 4.3 4.4 A5 4.6 4.7 4.8 Frequency
1. Sex X - 1
2o N : X 1
1. Soclo-Feonamic Status .

(of parents) X X X X X t 5
4. Religiosity . . X X 2
5. Religious Affiliation X : X 2
6. Parents/Guardians .

Education X x X x 4
7. Drug Usage o X" X 2

o’ . . _'

8. Family Unit . x X C2
9. Type of- School

Attending X X R
10. Size of Family g‘) X X X 3

o



Chie layout 15 as follows:

DESIGN 4.1

FAMILY AND ITS INTERACTICONAL MODIES

60

P
A = a ay a3
- B = [by{b b3 (b |Bo|b3| by by by
]
\q ) C = Cl
/7 S
C3
‘Cl |
D d2 cp
C3
€1
dj cy
—
C ot C3 V\[ .
d’." L.
The sanple .size was 6534 ' A
. . .
£
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Analyses offbata

The data in the various factorial designs were analysed, assuming

that all the desiqns had fixed classifications. Because of unequal within

-

cell samples, unweighted means approach was adopted. In the various designs,

it was considerad desirable to test simple main effects and first order

interactions only. Higher order interactions were not examined.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE (4 FACIOR QOMPLETELY CROGSED-FIXED DES.)

" FOR n\ig)wu\:'m MNALYSES, EACH FACTOR HAVING THREE LEVELS.
| —— -
Source of ‘ Deviation
Variation d.f. Sum of Suares
A main effect | A-1l = 2 qqa
B main effect ‘ B-1 = 2 | 59y,
C main effect ' | C-1 = 2 SSe
D main effect ' D—l! = 2 \ 583
' .
A x B Interaction . S A (BRL) = 4 SSap
A X C Interaction | (A-1) (C-1) = 4 $Sac
AxD In‘teraction | (A-1) (D-1) = 4 SSad
B x.C Iqte;raéﬁion (B-1) (C~1) = 4 “ SShe
b x D Interaction CB-1) (01 = 4 SSha
. C x_b Intéractim . | . - (C-1) (D;l) = 4 SScd
) - ® ‘ 3N . “ ' . . l .
ToTAL | N~ 1=65% S| sSpotal
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(Incampleta)
e e e S
Mq‘.a (;3 + *n oi
qu 0:2' + N 0§
o 2 ‘ 2
Ms o) OC + D O'Y
. 2 2
M‘()\l OC " n (JA
MS 12 + n 02 | '
ab) ¢ € af
. 2 2
M}xac Ol‘: + n OQY
- 2 2
M‘(I(l UC/ "f n a(ld .
2 y 2 Ay
o‘b(_‘ 0g 4+ n (JBY
\ 2 2
mbd 0 + n aﬁd
' C a2, 2
MS.q4 of +n e L 4 |
2 b
MSerror e
q.
»p.m denoted fiy, (not nij)’
e
v4 \ “ R
T S

EXPECTED MUAN SQUARE: F.(MS)
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Two and Three--factor designs:

The designs for the two and three factors were obtained by

modifying the 4-factor design appropriately.

Unweighted means analysis:

In a factorial design, unequal cell frequencies are a natural

pbenarenon.  Uhweighted means analysis 'was, ‘therefore, needed to be used. °
The rationale behind it was to seek a way o'f e‘qualizintj the

n's in gach cell fhc‘)r the purpose of analyses of (main and interaction) .

effects. Instead of usiﬂg the arithmetic mean of all frequencies

[}

mij in 2 fact:ors, nijk in 3 .factors, and ﬁij}:m in 4 facto; designs),
~ the unwaighted means analysis used the ﬁarmmic means (ﬁh) to represent
' the frequency of each gell. The harmonic mean ) s@ to be the sumed
reciprocals of all means. The standard error ofl a mean is proportional
to 1/, rauaer.égnn‘nij; (Winer, 1971, pp. '402-404; Glass and Stanley,
1970) .‘ |
ﬁ harmonic means for the various dé;imé wexe ; | . .
(i) “For 2 factors of 3 levels each:
3 3 '

- 2 1
= r E e ——— .
™ o nij .
.ia)i =1 - - - 0
: \
f‘ . }
.

[N . -
‘)b ®»
] | , .
“C 1



1

(ii) For 3 factors of 3 }evels each:

3 3 3 1

n. = by X
T 1—1 j=1 k=1 "ijk~

(iii) For 4 factors of 3 levels each:

3 3 3 3
= ) b )3 X o 1
i=1 =1 kEL mel Pidkm

-

™

Im (i) for instance, the means for each of the cells may be

represcented ‘E‘.lS follows:

N

b )
a4 2B, 2B, ) AB)3
v’ ‘ | "—521 AB)) 7B, 3
a3 ) LE% , Ry - RBy; |

The following form for equal cell means does not apply in this stiidy

which has unequal cell means: )
o «
by ) by
" ? "1 M2 ny3
a P21 N Ry3
a3 Nq) R N33
‘ c

- s . L "_

'me hqmmm means for 2-factorg vere denved o the same pr;mqiples as

»

thaae for 3 and 4 facto@ @signs, - ’
- . ’ . ‘ R : . 3 , . s , .' lﬁ

‘
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HYPOTHESES, ANALYSES QF DATA, RESULTS, AND DISCUSSION

It vas stated in Chapter III that the principal‘ apalytic pfo@r
dure used in this research was ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE (AJOVA). All the

designs were fixed and had Cross vclasslificat)"x. Same desici}ls*cmﬁained

‘two factors, others three, but most of them omtamed four.

. The baqlc assumptions associated with factorlal designs are
widely known . (Box, 1953; Lupln, 11‘61; Hayes, 1963; Downie and Heath, |
1965; Glass andﬁsganiey, 1970; Srima, 1970; and Winer, 1971), and -
ttmxeforé, are ndt given here. | ‘

It would be recalled that anly the first order interactimns which
were supposed to pxoduoé more ‘ rvatlve results of F's, were plaméd,
to be ’tam.med here. ‘The higher order interactions aid ‘not, seem t::o be
of interest and, as such, their effe& wexe ihcluded in the ot-x;or term.

wo-.\&be clear from the followmg nbdels applmed in analyses

(1) St;u;:turkall‘Nbde_l for 2-Factor Designs:

Xi,jn _":. [T aj\j.Bj+ Qﬁij?' Eijn . o L V | ' [}
. o . . . ) [ - o \.
., Where, . . ‘ : . ,
M: the overall population mean. o .

K \

the effect due to level i of thq first faotor

B] the effeat; due tO ].evel 5 of the secmd factor

jjthej.nteractimbetmmfacmAandBaplevel?.

—6,, 5& ) N r
4 bt L ;
. . T L

 CHAPTER IV ’ Yy
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- .
(11) (hl‘lﬂ_\.\.f‘f_!ll\-].(vfg‘vt;I.Q‘,‘r_\_n_(‘})_&‘_l_l__P’!’:is‘“! tor 3-Factor Dosigqus:

xi]'kn SETRR S i t [ij t 'k *OU*“
+ oy oy e, N : .
1k ik i jkn -
.\ i
wWhore, \ ‘

g and u(\';.l have the meanings given in (1) abow.
l 'y
K : the of fect due to level k of the third factor.

. ‘1) ¢ the interaction between the first and the 'thllml
factora at fnve1; i and j respectively.
Dy the interaction between the secand and the thirg
factors at levels j and 'k respectively,
Uik the residunl or error for the Hkn abservation,
| incluling the effaects duq to the second orvder
\ inCeract ion, “‘“Uk‘ *

(111)  (Incawplete) Structural Nbdeljol 4-Factor Deaigns

» “
x‘” ENVER N “l‘v"ﬂj" 1)(4'%&
" ab
’ Y m ,
- :
L] * V2
Y
.
- +N -
* * }
‘.' m' . . . .. 'qf' ;
. ‘ .

\
.- oy age ﬁ.’u chvﬁuy aY 4xe ﬁ'vjk have Q“Miﬂq. 91m -

' in (}J and (1) aliove., - B , ’ ."
- .;1 E m.mmam:.ocmmm
» vy . L] . ’ . o “'*.‘
3’;'7 ’ ' Y . k . i

. bt : A i . . A i
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\
1.\\.”“ :  the interaction between the first and the fourth
factars at lewls i and m respectively
|Mjm : 2

the interaction between the second ?nd the fourth

factors at levels j and m respectively
km H

the interaction between the third and the fourth
factors at levels k and m respectively.

the residual or error for the ijlkam . observation,

including the effects due to higher order interactions
ik ®gme T Chamt A0y and ofys

In exihining the various hypotheses, the levels of significance
used wepe
alifforenoes

Ljkm®
05 to indicata 'significant', and .01 ‘highly niqgnificant’

A
A

Oont rasts were examined, using Sﬁeffe 8 methad abaut which
Winer (1971, p, 201) camented as follows

®
'lhn Schaffe methad is ql

-»

eagly the most
conservative with reepect bo Type 1 exror;
this methad will lead to the smallest

(1) mmmzmm/ummmmammm
mei m:‘m

éatm Minumucﬁdbanm-

{

-

%
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significant or dignificant. . N
N\

(2) If the first order interaction ynder examination was not.
siqnificant, the results related to the overall main effects far the
two non-interact.ing factors weare idxwrpmbed. In the case of a signi-

«
L)

ficant overall main effect, Scheffe's contrasts were sat up, examined,

—and the results interpreted.

(3) If the first order interaction under examination tun;ed

aut to be significant, the resulta related to the two overall factors

/ .

¥ were cansidered to be maaninqlesa and, d*aref.ore simple main effet;ts

wbre examined as follows: the simple main effects for all the levels
of the first factor (A) were examined taking each level of the secand.
factar (B), and ‘vioe versa. |
whehever the F for a ainple mnin effelit was signiq.pant, Scheffe 8
contrasts were examined, prpvided the Eactor had more than Qm levels.
' The data were analysed, using IBM 360, Model, 67 system at the
lhivanm:y of Mham Appmpriata DERS (Divisjon of Educatimal
Fesearch Segvicap) programmes wam uped, sdp. the Datxm, Nyuml and
ANOVA 15 and 35, with moasaaxymcufioatimu : -
mmmmummumuymmgum4 1.
The xesul ts fmﬂn.ﬂactdrm (h.ig'm mmﬁd firat.
’mcym toligadbya us:mgq:muumo:smwmeamo:
tha 28 inkppendent varisbles undex study.
K mwummammmmmﬁmm
' mmum.nmms o R
e i S o

Ty . ) . ¥

{
]
f

.mmpt

oA
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OVERALL MAIN F’.F'F‘E(;I'S
~ A & B,

-

\

69

EXAMINFE. STMPIE MAIN

{ EFFECTS FOR FACTOR A

\

N EACH AND EVERY LFVEJH

S LN~

FICANT TANIFTCANT

SINIFI

OF FACTOR B, AND VICE
4

\, -

\

IGNIFIA

Y v ' :

" STFPIY MAIN| N A, IF IT HAS N B, IF IT HAS
EFFECT FFECT NOT| | MORE THAN TWO MORE, THAN TWO
SIGNIFIC IGNIFICANT| | IEVELS. LEVELS.

) ' )
4
L L}
SIMPLE MAIN EFFECPR IF ’ i
. . -
. “a £

IEVELS OF A FACTOR ARE |’
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A Guide for Interpruting the Various Levels of the 18 Variai{}es in the

Following

Six Ix:signs,

Y Desgin #2.1

Al

46) Youth |

¢ .

(6) Academic Problems :

Iow ~ Little worries and frustration over grades
are experienced.
ligh -~ A lot of worries and frustrations ower grades.

(8) Classroam Relat ionship

m.qh ﬂuving mmmiuty fo;

.

H.
' M ~ A feeling of adequacy and wantedness.
Hiqt} =~ A feeling of Lnadequacy and unwantedness.,
“NDesign #2.2 h e \
- A. (13) * Meaningful Life =
) Low - A @trasthq “1ife atyle of self~oantmﬂnes§.
. ,' High. ~ Having a life's goal of s{rvinq Others.
B. (15) Human Relatichs ’ ,
Low - ‘Absence of’ openmindedness and ,conpa@sion fox others.
Fpels that all men are not equad befqre God
High =~ ’Pmaenca of Opannindeawsa, md ompassign for "
. .‘ “others, _Believes that all men are equal before Ood '
L ! . I ' .
, . . , ! 5 ,’ ’ ., . “"
Daaiqd #3.1. z . i\
A, B .

e
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High - A feeling of acceptance in a group, and a sense

of mission.

Iaw Iasa mxiet:y wer funuy clqamaaa

C. (17) Adult Caring:
Low ~ A neqative feeling about adult behaviour to youu'xs
in congregation. |
High - A positive feeling about adult behaviour to youths
in conqregations, . .
besign #3.2 ) Y
Ao (4) Life Partner ! N
Low ~ A feeling of certainty about fut{u'e @ppy marrian-.
High - A'l,ﬁeelin<; of mcertaintx 55)(7\.'(: future happy
| ' nﬁxriaga. . -
B. (9) Naticnal Issues - y \
‘ Liw ~ Low inbemst and lukewamness in socml problﬂts
High - Much i.nterest Ain- identifyi.nq with social problems.
C. (l._l) (gientation_ foryﬂ;anjge
" ow - More inciyned to traditimal thinking.'
High ~ Takes a liberal stance to change,
_ " NN .
Design 1.1 - S AR " .
A e mmxmigq . ,' S *
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C. (3) Family Pressure
Iow ~ Very few family difficulties.
ligh - Many family difficulties.

D. (18) Family Social Concern

Low ~ Iess family involvement in human needs,
High - Much family involvement in human needs,
: |
[X}Si(}ﬂ "4 Z . [y
A (5) lack of,Self Omfidence ' \

Low ~ Youth has much sel f-canfidence. ’ )
High -~ Youth has little self-canfidence.

B. (7) Personal Faults v

‘Low - Little feeling of self-criticism, and quilt.
, ' Bigh - Extreme feeling of self—critimsm, and guilt
c. qof Maturity of, Values , "
1ow - Ymehotmve tmard acmevmqagoal P

po
luqh ~ Youth believes in set:ting, and moving taward a goa ",-
D () gelr Regard " k "“, f,

low - Youthdoeanotmoepthineelfaaaparsmofwm
High Youth has 1ittle ml;mfidexwe K

- ’
LN ) o ,:
[ ’ . ' . .

. E oMt

' K}
, . - - . . N a
# . , ? ’
« 1Ym0 . ' X i [
. R ' ' H .
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1. (frohp 1: 2-Fagtor Josigns ' :
Pesign # 2.1.
| Variables ~ A (6)* Academic Problems.
. B‘ (8) Clas_sroan Relations,
" Design # 2.2.
Variables r A (13) - Meaningful 14 fe
. B (15) Human Relations "
2. Group 1I: 3-Factor Designs: ! B
Design # 3.1. ) ‘ :
Variables - A (12) Moral Responsibility '
B 6 youth Growp Vitabliey =~
® an Adult Caring
Desiqn # 32_ : ‘ P
Variables ~ A (4) Life Partner )
LB . Orimfatim for ‘Cha}xge
' C (11) National Issues . .
.3 ~Group Ii}: ATFé;:tor Designs: : o L .
Design # 4.1, | N R
B Vagi.ablé;a ~ B (1)  Family tnit S o
S 7 s @ Parental. Understagiling ' I
o e 3 Fanily Pressuyre 'W. - ° ’
T 08 relly solal Omoems ST




|
Design # 4.2.
Variables ~ A (5)
B (7)
\ 3 C (10)
D (14)

Design # 4.3.

.. Variables ~ A (195)

B (Sex)
T ¢ (Age)
D (196/197)
Design # 4.4.
Variables ~ A (195)
B (202
e R
’ | C.(£6‘/197)‘.
| ‘ D (214) .
v Desicn # 4.5,
' Vanablea - A (190)
Up sy
: C (DENOMINA-
o FION)
Lo g (196/197)
o7 uasiqnne. .'
h. Vermblea A (195)
" e B (202),
N TR c ma)
v

N ""‘.
L T | A«gi
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lack of self-Oonfidence
Self-R=:ga1:d
Personal Faults

Maturity of Values

Socio-Econamic Status of Parents

Sex

Age “ay
parent's/Guardian's f)duca\tional Status

. LY
Socio-Econanic Status of Parents

Family Unit .
Parent.’ s/(hardiaﬁ 's Educapimal /S'catus‘
Size of Fﬁmilx " . .

*

}ﬁ,liqi.osj.ty of Youths
SOCiO"'mmcmiQ st:atus oﬁ Pa:ents

‘a

Raligious Af flliaticn

Pmnw/wdm's Rducaticxial status '

LI 4%1’ ‘ s

&eio-gommkﬁtams of mmﬁ:s
Fapily thit " .
Y
(inclw}ng Alooho;l,) Ulnga
sm pf Mlx ,' . y
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Design # 4.7.

Variables ~ A (193) Type of School Attending
B (195) Socio-Econamic Statudg of Parents .
‘ ‘ . C 8196/197) Parent's/Guardian's Educational Status
D (214)  Size of Family
Design # 4.8. 7 |
\ ‘Variables ~ A (190) =~ Reliogiosity of Youths'
! ' - \ . N
B (193) Type of School Attending ‘
| :
C (198) Druq moludlng Alcohol) Usage
[ Q K
D (DENCMINA- L
CTICN) Raliqious Affiliation
Lot e N /
é‘srm 12.1. : . (o / J
- ’ . 11 p '}:;’?’;' /‘/ {
, 'ihe:am:et;wo factors in this design, bot relateci,%w
. N Ty
. SQHOOL PROBLEMS, namely: | /& A f'/“f/"‘-';’j‘,:‘f"
ty, ' “\X e

- o . E.(6) Aca,danlc Probl,ens and B (8) ‘Classroom Rala’cimship ;o

A worried about hi \ ind i
self-pity, and segf‘cn h .ﬁ' al;ﬁ,ﬁ his aoademic ad#evatent ﬂlgh

A % A
L sooms mean a 1ot of ocnoem and pmcleéy Smilar)\v, Ql

LELELAR O
1

Lo mlatimghip Mdicgt;ed mlipess‘, mmmtedmss, inadaqtmy, and

PR 3 ' ?vv“'v"

gnxiety’bout sgtisfying oﬂ)éxa, with hi?\ ﬂcgt‘nms naminq h:l.gh daga? -

i I

o Qfmmmaboutamh%m@q\mmm SRR

v .
et
k4 Y
PR

Ly T e mqultq (rae 4. ﬂmanmny s;gm:mc m fidction
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-  /
> ., TABLE 4.1
ANQVA FOR [ESIQN #2.1. '
Source of Variatim, Sum of Squares - df Mean Square F(absexrved)
. ~
. ‘ . i -
A. Academic Problems 802.235 ) 2 401.117°  616.93**
B. . Classroom Relation~  +76.509 2 38.255 - 58,84%*
* ship - ) , P
. . : . ‘ . ' o ’ ) ' % . ’
AB. Interaction 9.419 . .. 4 2.3%5 2&2**’ N
Error . 4242.420 6525 0.650
T ! ]
A T ' .
» : : R E
-7 o' . .; *
‘ " . .
* \y \‘. | “ '
’ " . ." ! ' “ :’,:" ‘i ,;v ] : ; ‘ L) R .
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the two factors were non-additive. The six possible main effects were

~

cxamined. Each of them was found te be highly s;iqnifican; as 'Shoml in r,fl
'g'I‘able 4.2. NAso, all but che of the eighteen ocﬁtrasts wem significant,
fourteen of them at level .01. rI‘rxe anly nm-—significant contrast was that"m
’ ’ between the nedxun and hiqb levels of Academic Problems When the level
X . nf clasqmom relationshlp was mqh 52A3(A3).-, : ‘ ’
* ‘ " In the different c‘mbi.natlons of leva'lslof the two factors : .
(Table 4.3) which are also presented in F:Lg\.me 4.2, low ™ Acaiemic
\ Problenna and high on Classroom Ralatimship indicated the lowest SPA
. Scores. n the ccntrary, the highest SPA was observed for the cambi-
| T \natlonzi 'hlqh' on Academic Pmblans and ' low" on Classroom Relation- e )

. m.h
[

ship. | R | . | | |

a The refsult sugqgsts that youngsters who are experlencing low . \.
Classmom Relationship, as well as mgh Acadamc Problens aIe faoed o
mm a~ repul‘nvs‘ :1tu.at10n frcm whtoh they want to gef out qukly o \

L o Om*aequently, they na lonqer dcsire to remain in 1t to work haxder, \
They perceive and feel whatever qradea they make R aqoqptable, N

. pmbablyprewaltm;qtodmp—outqfﬂlxescene. 3 '

S B ( . Yamqsters who experigpoe h;Lgh Madguié Pxﬁb - ag w%‘l as low

| | QaSsx‘oan palumnship‘lseen to, mdergo tenqmn anﬁi ame, theref&e most,

:‘*;ﬂ.‘ ,  B msceptibla to y(%aladju%hﬁnts in tha schooi (anyder. 1947, Wﬁﬁm |

i, 190 o B, 196, T 1y o sy -

s

Gt v
i .

| '.;L menevar xom am a.re dergomg such la: ‘maéns and st::eséés‘f» KRS y

ok




TABLE. 4.2

RFBULTSOFMAIXSISOFSIWIEW&HQEFTECPSQ“IEVEISOFFACNIB‘AMDB

Az - ACADEMIC PROBLEMS .

IN DESIQN #2.1.

B: CLASSROOM RELATIONSHIPS

.

levels
‘;\i (Bl) ' Y
Apd n "
Al'v‘A} r \‘1. i A

..
kY

A2 ’\»A3 , . ks

A, (B

‘ Al '\,Az : *“‘ ‘

Resu_lt .

' Ilewels ‘s, \ Results
»
) .t AR
BB
Bk o ™

B'j (AZ) | "4.

B ' AR
1 S ,
% ' a . 'v ’
Ain LL) B, {. L ' . "&-
1 'A3 ' : Bl\‘B3 \ i A #
o ' .
[ »
. r\A . K B '\B‘x ’ x - ¢ !
2 ~ 2% . ;
. . !
"
2
1 Y . »
. .
. 1
i Ll
y
[]
"
, ) i L
+ 0 .
. ' Y
",E‘ ' :
i i m").- '
3 s '! '
! . u :?"'.i
v, 4‘ . X A
, ' i YL
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, . ' | TABIE4 3

l

MEANS AND SAMPLE srgrs FOR DIFF'EW oorvBmA'.rIONs OF IEVELS OF FACIORS

\

A\

‘ v
AANDB S .
:——-—-—tt—q . N f

"' A: #6: ACAIEMIC PROBLEMS. S

[ )

1. Tow' 2. Medium 3. High. , .
. JE W 1 o

T ‘ A ' e
R & 2.209 2.621 ©  3.078 2.459 .

Ny= 1253 702 322 | o | 2277% i

X = 1.822

¥
&
5

]

g
N = 703 .

»
-

e

»

' CLASSROOMSRELATI (NSHIP

) w
"E

N = 2294 ﬁ

. ;c-i 2.058

‘
. ; S,
$ . B BE I,' ,‘ h\
C R o s d i
v . ) ;
e ARENCNL s s s e r 1)
CTy . 1 RN
A‘ E » 1 v
h s ! A s ¥
. Y R . '
B ] . it ! P t
A 1
t wi” ' , e '
AR Mo e "
S Vs
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4 »
. . ) ¢
/
. )
I
A heademic Qroblems B, Classroam fhlatimsﬁip
M 3.0
2.8
A 2.6
N 2.4
s 2.2
; 2.0
1.8
1.6
B~ lov  Medim High A~ . Low Medium  High
B: #8. Classtoom Relationship M #6. Academic Problerv
"
\ ! )

’
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It was illustrative (Table 4.3) that high Academic Problems is
a very serious factor. Whenever this factor combined with an)‘/ level of
Classroom Relatians, it ccn:qiderably showed a higher value, of SPA. Simi-
larly low Classroom Relationship showed the sam; value an SPA. High®
‘(Ilassrvoan Relationship was associated with lowerSPA scores in each

level of Academic Problems.

. A
The inplication in the school situation is that same of the Ncade-

mic Problems (Davidson.and Lang, 1960; Snyder, 1947; Soar, 1968) are created

by teachers or by the schodl itself (Hargreaves, 1967; Hansan, 1967;
Kelly, 1971), while others are. due to the ‘students' attitude and ability.
Cladsroom Relationship in same cases can be made difficult either by

peers ( , 1946; BEéhelberger, 1959; Coleman, 1960) or by the young- :

R

ster himself (Rhodes and Reiss, 1969; Schafer & Polk,1968;Stinchcambe,1964) .

In each case, however it calls for teachers and counsello;s to aim at
| creating favourab‘le‘atmosprem for students to leam; and also to -
.- enhance relationghips with peers and ,téacl)ers ‘for sound mental healthy
It may be arqued that same Pleagant and unpleasant mcpéfiaioes
are condiments for wholesama parsonality growth; but when unpleasant
experiences am prolonged, they ce&‘q léad to salf-hate and fxyat:xatim.‘
Other highlights of the etfacéa to be g\mrded against are for exanple,
Jow Academic Problems and high Classroom Relationship which showed

very low SPA scores,

‘N
msIQy 2.2 S Do e

The tvo factors in this design pertained to SELF AN
art 34), They wewves SEE

-
e
it
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A (13) Meaningful Life

. B (15) Human Relations.

"

4 .
A. Meaningful Iife ’

Scores an this factor reflect the life style of the youngster,
haw he chorishes the ideal of serving others, strives fok ethical
behavmur, wisdan, hanesty, and sharing love and Bynpathy with others.
m}comrs are typified as self-centred i.rxiividuala seeking wealth and
honour for themselves a1<;1e High soorers are the epposite,
The interaction between Maanianul Life and Humax) Relations was
;10t significant (Table 4.4). This means that the effect due to these
two factors are additive 8o that they can be considered independently
of cne another, " |
' Both vaA‘iables )mp.tioned above showed highly siqnificant overall
main effects. All the six possible contrasts (three in each variable)
qave significant F‘s. .
The, trmdinbothfactorsisthesm That. is,v#mmu
levels increased, SPA lowered ccxxsiabm\tly. The three poasihle qmt.rasta
-for the levels of Meaningful Life were significant, two. bﬁing highly
aicp:Lf:lcant:. The same held tme for tha three possible cmtmst:s to::
| mman mlatima ('!’able 4.5). : )
. Asmdibatadm'l‘abh 4.5, ymmsmmwimlwmm
mmimtul Ltfehadhimsl?h,andvimm The

mstmtmmﬁnmtpMWmm
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TABIE 4.4

ANOVA FOR DESIQN #2.2.
v

. \‘1\

4

“urka of Squares

SMrce of Variation

~df

Mean Square

£ (obs) .

.608

252.0
4 1.975 ‘\\

A: Meaningful Life
H: Hdman lelatious
AB: Interaction

Error | 4730.890

*

30.304  41.80**

126,205  174.07*% *
. .681
)

/

J0.494

©0.725

TARLR 4.5

s .

MINS AND SAVPLE SIZES AT DIFFERGNT LEVELS QF' FACTORS A AND B SEPARATELY.

a
-~

Variahle L

Lo’ ; Madj,ma. High

Results of |
Omtrasts

o L

A (13) Meaningful R - 2.62] -
Life
N". 2246

i\x SRR L Y

' 2255

3.491 o

2 .267
2033

¥

o i Y

‘1 LowmMaddum* o'

Ionfightt
Mhdiuuhﬁugh**

Re2)26 2476

' N a‘ n"
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af fected in trying to meet the m(pectat&hs and satlsfacti_ f%th@x@
In so doing, thelr own salf-accpptance c&\ld beccma QBOQ’ld 4

their lower SPA, Oonaequently, the result is’ pmbably, a feelhq and

perception of their own achievement as bemq unsatisfying, Wn?ev?r

§

19 ades. . .
e qr v o & 1
A persisbent state of low SPA ‘could qmetimes giVe rise to

- }' 4.?1 ”";

mladjustnapt: and mental ill health. t»v(ou,‘l.chbe the duty of ‘School
“counsellor to assist sgch younsters, Meali;\gful I..ife ‘is VGceséi‘Gy
in &ducational practice, but youngsters sr‘ald ba encdl:caget} to de‘e

Y ' lop self-acceptance and self-awareness to enable mem

their achievements mallstically.

B. Human Relations™ '

| Human Relations i #n tmpor tant. factor .m’ 1f and social inter- ¢
aétim. This factcm is about preamce or qbsmoa Qf an qvam\i.ndedness,
sensitivity t:.o people who are often criticized harshly, such as, o - X
t,he basis of ' Tacy (Neqmes),mligim (Jews), ch&mrinism (peczple Qf | |
 enemy contry) , ddeology (Comnism) , and the ke, : A high acore
‘18 associated with an wxbmwzdmg that; all mari m m&tm to
. eqmlitybaﬁmﬁod : "/' T

bt

xmmm‘mmm Whm crm.e 1, 5) maamlatadwith nn;n
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the younqster’s pemeption. Whenever the youngster 'sti:quies tq satisfy
‘an ox;ranebus body, hg”tends tQ pemeive hls achievemant as m\satlfqu(

ﬁenoe the lower SPA. ‘ ) ‘ 3, N

Group 1I: 3 Factor Desic I

» ‘ A -

There were two 3-Factor designs in this group (3.1 and 3.2)}

: , 2
The results ther’eof are given below: A
. A ‘ M ‘ , - ’
Design #3.1 : ' .
\ : 4,4

L N -

'Ihe three faé}ors in this desigqn were related to SELF ESTEEM OR ~

K

SELF REGARD (Part 1D, They yere: / k'.?,i,
- A (12) Moral msp“qxsil;ility i . e

‘ B (16) Youth Growp vs,t%liﬁg;” o

" C (17), Mult Ca:ing N

| Aq Table A 6 shows, fi‘va of t.he six null hypotheses examined
mmwmacqapted men t!mzyhaa inberactiqusmbadtom
significane' it did not. tum ot to be.ao. - vl

®

. 'me mjeqted null hypqt:hesia mlahd to (A) Moral mspma&bility .

which pmd\md a highly simiﬁ.cmt; J.';. m i-mlfcatim of scoma m
mmmmmm;yiauémmwmmmmmw

Werw efp

arimum (mnaam h:umu am ar m mm m can mimm gm,
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ANOVA FOR IESIAN #3.1

) , T :
Source of Variatis Ssums of Squares df  Mean Square ' F(cbs).

-

A.- Moral Respansipi- - B
lity - 106.735 2 53.367 . 6%78*

B. Youth Group , N
- Vitality a 2.159 : 2 - 1.07% 1.41
. ] \

AB. Interactiom 1.329 | 4 0.332 0.43 )

C. Adult Caring . 1.474 2 0.737 0.96
| . . ‘
BC. Interaction a2 4 1.082  0.41—- ,
1.117 4 0279 0.36

A .

AC. dnferaction
Exrxor * 4983.975 6515 0.765

¥ '

o e . s : ’ ‘ g l.

A P A
:!'.. N S
.Act Moral . X me2,636 0 2,413 o
- Responsjbility / - '
L

[
[ ;

2,204 . |
Coan e
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]
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.
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show highly significant differences in SPA scores. This trend typifies

”

youngsters with mcmaslnq scores an’ P'bral Raspcnszbllity as showing

lower SPA In schools youngsters who had high scares on Moral/ Respon-

S.lblllty are those who are mostly out to help others, henoe they pexceive
.their acmeverrent as low and unsat1sfy1ng The bendency for youngsters
to satisfy others most 1y, wmle at the same time ignoring their own satis-
factlon, oould ultlmately develop into a state of anxiety and tension
whzch may lend up in mental i1l health. '

Design #3.2 - - N

This design contained three factors concerned with SELF SELF AND

SOCIAL IN'I‘EMICN (Part I). They were:

A. (4) Life Partner
\, B. (9) Naticnal Issues |
1€ (11) Orientation for Change . '
rxwo of the six null hypotheses examiped ga sig;ifi?!:nt.. F's
and wexe, t:hﬁrefom, rajecbed ('I'able 4. 8). They BC interaction,
mdtheoverallmin eﬁfect:duetoC. mefomernade'it neoessazyto
examine sirple ma.in effects for B . fid C. The xesults are givenjin

o t,j.ms lik.ely to pmduca pem and Rmixm; wialm, ol

The "inﬁe:'aétim bem\.(a)l,.m%él Tssues nd (0 g?ksitﬁtim

»

Sobma oni Ngtimel Isauaa ;elatg maawmnas oﬁ M condb

Qt.her mi@l plmm Im Amz ;.’, .‘ '




A
TABIE 4.8
‘©- ANOVA FOR DESIGN #3.2. °

-

[w]

L . ¥
Source of Variation Sums of Squares af  Mean Square F(adbserved)
V- ' . -
Vo :
A. Life pPartner. 4.285 2 2,123 . ,2.;/4

B. National Issues 1.753 2 0.877 1.12

AB. Tnteraction L .-0,860 4 0.215 0.27

C. Orientation for ° r )
Change 9.812 2 Y - 4.906 6.27%*

BC. Interaction . ' 9.826 4 2457 [ L34k
_AC. Interaction - 1.5%6 4 0,389 0.50

Exror © 5094.730 6515 0.782
~ . '
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. r * N ?PABIE 4-9
" RESULTS OF ANALYSIS, OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF FACIORS B AND C IN DESIGN
) *3.2. ’ ” ‘
B: NATIQNAL ISSUES C: -ORIENTATION FOR CHANGE -
Ievels Results - Levels _Results .
B ’ * ‘ , Tk |
.i (Cl) Ck (Bl) " x, ‘ /\
X! @
531'\'82 ' N.S. cl,«,c2 i . ,
BB, N.S. C)Cy - *x |
ra o . [ v
B) B, . N.S. ‘ CnCy : N,S. * .
‘ ‘
. - \g‘
N . o )
Bj (02) N-So Ck (Bz) “p N-S, ) ‘ .4
' /
: B, (C,) £ - | ' E
A, \f'j. ¥ \ ‘! e \)
. glwgz : .
‘. . alf\: 3
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towards such COncems, and hlgh scores reflect: hlgh oonoem. In

Qrientation’ for Change, hlgh scores mdicate the deﬁme for changes

’
i

in such thmgs as currlcula, war, social mlfare, race nelations,
‘\

and schaol regulations.. I_ow stores are identifled with traditimal

!

thmkmq and unpreparedness .to welcame changes. Two of the six ‘
smp,fé main effec‘ were found to be significant and cne of them being
mghly significant. Among the nine oontrasts an ample main effects
efxamined (3 for each significant ar highly siqnificant smple main .
) /u_effect) only three were significant and 8ix were not . | | (
: 'I‘hegeneral trend observed fmm Table 410wassurewhat in~ - .

%

. / conmstent SPA scoms, for exanple, at both lw and mednxn erentatmn

for G)ange, as well as high Naticnal Issues illustrate the point
/ ' But incneasing tmniin SPA sScopels was dasezvad in Orimtaﬁon rou: ‘ 3
Gma:He only at the low and medium lavels of National Isauas. Also, . Cor

X
‘
‘ :
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"‘lw' TABIE 4.10

P

. Coal )

MEANS AND SAMPIE SIZES AT DIFFERENT COMBINATICNS CF IEVELS OF FACTORS

4

x

-~

" .. B ANDC.

B: #9: NATIONAL ISSUES

1

Iow 2. Aagdium 1. High

= 2.373 2.464 2.438

N= 1245

= K

- Cs=

.

L

5

‘
.

L

319

484

Y SR

| -,
o IR , to - .
. X =2.525 2.476 2,494 X = 2,500 ¢
. N= ‘964 = 827 625 N.= 2416
| Sy |
S Xma2/608 2,517 .. 2.440 X = 2,49% o
Ca ' L VIR . ‘ i y .' ‘ .
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lower SPA's&:es probably \because the youngster 1s néither involved
in, nar carmi;ted to a chan of Naticnal process going ah. . . *

'Ihe édscatimal mphcatlon would be to systenatically expose
youngsters to’ psycho—soclal awareness t:hrough its activn:ies. Such
a desim for a change AQP &noem for Natlcna% 5ssues should be based
- o democratic prlnciples. Nbderatlon on both f&ctérs is Suggested consi~
'\ . + daring that their medium Scores oould lead to nelatlvely medium SPA scores.

\

-~ A ‘ ' : ’ : "
. | . " ‘
Graup III: 4 Factor Desiqns '
T N [y .
"o L - e : L
v. . . ' \. . ° \ ! ' "
'.‘ : 'There were etht' designs m ‘this group, exammed separately ,
' ‘ ‘ ) N o (3 ' B ' . . , “ *
o e > R T
. v Desipopl. C . Fan
& ' r LI ‘ ~ ' - ,’.\ ' - 4,
L]

L . . .
. r", , . ) o o R
, .
. . s 4 "'

g 'I'he four :pctars imtlus ciesign .relat:ed to Famly aﬂa ;mteractloﬁ\

;0‘ : " ’ m-"n“ M m‘r 4”‘ . " ,' 4 ' 0. o . ' ‘,': , ‘ .‘ ':;n.'
SRR i (1) mmy Unity | ,' TR '\ Y B f |
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TABIF. 4.11

ANOVA OR TEST(N #4.1

L._,. EN —~——
Source of Variat ion Sums of Squares df Mean Square F (aba).
'
A \ \ o
A, Family\hity 21.058 2 10.529° 14,024
B. Parental tnhderstand-
inq 98.683 2 49.342 _ 65.68%*
C.  Fauily Pressure 76.435 2  38.218 50.87**
D.  Family Social
‘ (onoerms 10,461 2 5.231 6.96%*
! L]
'AD.  Interaction 1.813 4 0.453 0.60
AC., Interaction ' 14.794 4 3.697 4,92%*
AD, ‘fmcq_mcttinﬁ' 5.464 4 1.366.. 1,82
BC, Interaction 8.168 4 2.042 2.72*
BD, m‘m%ccgm 1.640 4 0.410 0.55
[ ‘ '
M. Mnferaction 5.482 4 1.370 1.8?
, PRy
' Rerog I 4883.863 6501 "\

* . .
¢
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Bucause of the AC interaction, simple main effects far A & ¢ were examinexd.
Pour out of the six such effects were significant and two were not.

In the AC intgraction, levels on (A) Family Unity reflect. the con-~

cem over mxiety within the have - incohesiveness, lack of ca;éidératim
~~

for others, and quality of interaction between parents and children,
P

ligh scnnrg depict high anxiety, while low scores do the oposite, (Q)

Family Prm;sums levels are about difficmlties caused by separation,
divorce, il}ness, financial prdlens, tragedy And’ paxm':t-youth strife.
Mlqh soores dapjiot qreaber difficultnes and emotional instability.

Four of the aix simple main effects produced highly significant F'a
(Table 4.12). Also, the twelve possible contrasts were examined, Eiqht:
of them gave hithy significant F's, Same non-significant differences were
found in the contrasts ?f both variables (Family Pressures and Family Unit)
in their high levels - Ai(¢3): and ck(A3), respect ively.

In both factars, a comwn trend was not cbeerved. Tn factor C
(Family Pressure), for instance, SPA means rose as tha levels increased
farall Wevels of Family thity, but this was not true of factor A
(Family Unity)for the levels of Family Pressure.

The hiqhaat SPA mean was fom,d in the 'medium' Pamily thity and
‘high' F‘mily Pressure cell. This indicates that when yongsters have
mxiet:y and omcgm over lack of clossness in their families, and also
suffer from mich difficulties in their mw they would probably be
wable to strive for success in their acedemic achievessnt and, there-
fore xeport mw SPA., ". , o .

mmmwmmmmumwmm;m
of palping the faaily out of their problems, or éeceps from thoss -

RS TR
i



TABLE 4.12

RESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS A AND C

’ IN DESIGN #4.1,

Ai _FAMILY INITY C: FAMILY PAPSSURR
levels Result Levals Rasult

A Q) N.S. . | % (A) B

» \ - Cl'\CZ T 'r:‘ * h
’\ \~ A T e < |
AN N.S. e |

(\21,\@3 L) ' ]

Lo ~ ,

- ((33)'. b Ll ci‘ (Ai AR
T | €0, .

Ay, o+ N.S, )<, ‘ s

Anay NS ey ~

. o
r\:‘\; B L . N
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.4 L & @y **

A‘ . , B N . r

T ) A CI'VCZ N.8. r -
i . . »
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e ! P i i cl'\c'a R . i. P

TR ogw, o NS, ll -

Notes, *Probability of Fs.05 hut >.01. |
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. MIANS AND SAMPLI

TABLF 4.13 .

96

A Y

; A AND C.

»
A: #1 - FAMILY WNITY

SIZES FOR DIFFRRENT OOMBINATIONS CF IEVELS OF FACTORS

1. fow 2. Medium 3.- High

.
2 M
I low  [R=2.201 20282  2.399 = 2.301
N.= 1260 625 253 2138 .
2. Medium |X = 2.476 2,450 2.510 X=2.477 "
N=.95 . 1051 909 - 2912 .
- — '4\ | »
3. High [X 2,690 2.810 2,607 2,680
JN= 210 453 821 1484
2422 2129 1973
= 2398 2477 2.5%
- ~a
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and l{rmq them to the knowledge of their youngsters. The result is
usually la% of concentration in school work and a desire to leave school
!

early. Low scores on the two variables are associated with low SPA

indicatmg that those yamgsbeps, who experience less family grdﬂem

and low anxiety while their pagents expect them to achieve the °
)

standard set for them. : | £,
The school can offer necessary counselling as well as charnel

the youngstews' anxiety to other interesting extra-curricular activities.

Probably, it would call for a meeting with the parents to discuss with °

" them how their family problems are affectinq the youngster apd how it

is boo early ~th his life to get too directly involved in their problems
ove,rtly since he can hardly salve than while aﬁ school

In the BC interacHen, (B) Parental Understanding levels are
relatedtolackofcammicationandundentmdingbemaymthand
his parents, feeljng of dissatiafaction angd disappointment over parents'
111 treatment of him and his friends High scores then are depicting

high intensity. (C) Famdly Pzesm levels here as in the previous de-
sign also relate to the degree of difficulty the youngster has in his
family because of separation, divorce and Qther problems. High scores
depict qmt.er di fficulties and G!m'-icml instabi—lity Four of the six
simple main eﬁect:s meem aigrufi.omt (Table 4~14)

Also, alevan of the twelve possible cmtruta &xamined were signi-
ficant, 'nmmmhmingmmm stmdingmbodxmi—-
nmgbmémm mmmmmmus ﬁMm(.am
4.4). . -

miwummumem;mm% o
mmmwmwm ;ﬁamn’ mmmamwm

MM& hmmmmmmmmguw T
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L]
IN DESIQN t4.1

] »

RESULTg OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLF. MAIN EFFECTS CF LEVELS OF FI\'CI‘OE B ANDYC

| ABZ:\‘BS. ' anSp' ‘I‘ Cz’\'CB

P

e

. . ’ - ,
B:, PARFNTAL UNDERSTANDING C: ng%@r '
Levelsll Results Levels Results
e e » .
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TABIE 4.15

L]

INATIONS OF .

99

MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR DIFFERFNT COMB

IEVELS OF FACTORS .

B AND C.
" | ' H*
B: #2 ~ PARENTAL UNDERSTANDING -
. ' '
1. Low Medium 3. High '
X'=2.229  2.340 2.593 X = 2.301
1. Low
N= 1266 . 646 226 2138
\ -
K 5 2.332 2,823 2.600 = 2.301
z 2, Medium "
p1 v
N = 1035 1037- , 830 29]2
« ) S
¢ : : — KA
. - , ' B X
X=2.596 2,701 2,702 = 2,480 ;
g 3. High y
'/J,,/ N= 297 502 685 Y484 s
R * Con
2598 2185 1751 = 6534
- ' ’,“:';"} ' . R 4 . /‘w"" v .
X=2.312 2,5( 2,639 B -~
: &3&? A I ' o B *..".‘.'"}‘1 CL /3 ‘m’
e v ' ’ af B *
v - l ' ‘ [ ‘,‘
3 ¥ 3 ,K T N




SPA 3.0

A 2.7

\\f Fami ly | Pressure \

A = Family Unity
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]
3.6 B = Parental Understanding C = Family Pressure .
SPA 3.4
M 3.2
E 3.0 ~
N o, »
A 2.8 S e
. ..;l’ /‘5‘ et " Lq-!*nnnvy.f« ]
N 2-6 \-n-hp“ e« * ‘.:/ % *"..' — '*01
— @ ~4m /f‘c
o~ P - / L]
D S W Co * J .
2.2 ‘
‘ . X .
2.0 ., . o »
Low Medium High Lew Medium  High
1, tooo 2. I 1 .2 3
. ' N
C = 43 Family Pressure . B = #2 Parental Understanding
| GRAPHS SHOWING B AND C SIMPIE MAIN EFFECTS @ ,

R

L .
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*© ceives and feels about hiw his parants are cxnogfthe
'sive taohumnneads mgmmmmﬁm%wfeemg &nd

:m;; gm sm maan m bawa!n lm

" . | o )02
to seek liberty and a means of pmvidiggi for his needs. He, therefore,
feels his grades are acceptable as being satisfying to him. The bipolar
cm%:ept of youth (adolescenc:e)\ is not uncammon in both schools and hames
(Mitchell, 1971). That is, in cne breath the adolescent s looked upon

as a c:hild an nmnature adult, and hence deprived of all reasmable
gTLQ—'up 's privileges and attention. In another breath, he is csidered

old an mature enough to know better. He is often called upcn to parti-
cipate in adult s activities such as national seﬁce mn:iage,
other similar duties. The degree with v‘:h the youngsters perceive
and feel this adilt behaviour m them varies.

Low scores an these two factoxs, Parent.al, uﬂerstmdmg and Fami ly

~ Preésure, are identified with youngsyé who are struggling to neet the

}}igh asplratims extxanecusly set for them, The medium standing on the
factors mflect‘.ymngst:era wn:h medmm SPA

Even though the school- canhardlydmgeduectlythe prevailing
) :nadiun of the Paxmts-

¥ Association) to discuss the : ™ ahtion the youth desexves.‘
:‘ﬂ“ ’ :Ihera is an overall mai.n effect. &'tq,ﬁm:nilg Soo:lal Ooncexns.
'Ihei'r scores are dlarac:terizedby thedagxk'!omfeh t;heyumgster per-
> abpm; ‘and mspcn-

viceversa . , . , T R
mdxecmtraata ('mhlg 4.16).81w1£1cmtq1ffmdmmt




75

: - o )
: : oo s \) | 103
It is inplied that the youngster' s feelmgs of Bamlly Social
fbnoerns could probably enhance the awareness of his parent's expecta-
tions toward his personal goals and anbiticn.rae thus reports an,i\‘u;n’~
satisfying lower SPA Scores. Positive and neqative awareness could be
qenerabed by the School thn)uqh Youth clubs, Red Cross, 4 H Clubs, nnd‘

O:mnun 1ty activities.

‘Tahble 4.16

MEANS AND SAMPIE SIZES FYRBIFFEREN'I‘ LEVEIS OF FACTOR D: FAMILY SOCIAL

CINCERNS . : . )
‘ t
. , " Resultof .
‘. Variable ;. 1. Tow 2. Medium 3. High Contrasts .
(18) D:  X=2,573  2.468 2,162 LowvMedium N.S,
, " _ .
Family social ‘ g . Lowligh#**
b‘ o
Concerns " N= 2041 . 2347 2146 l‘bdiinmﬂ.igh N.S.
[ ) » .
] | 3 A - ‘

P ) R e ; . -
. y E ‘ . . R N e . B
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S
D (13) Self Regard oo /. !
Tt was observed (Table 4.17) that there were two significant
/ interactions amond five of the rejected null hypotheses.  They were
1 N \

(i) B and C, and (ii) B and D. None of them was highly siqnifiqant.
There wal also a_signifiegnt overall main effect due to Fdctor A.

In the B(? mtcmctlm, (BB) Perscnal F‘aults scores relate to tlho

youth's self~<'rit1cism as to whether he had llved up to his ideals, thus
bringing about a feeling of quilt. They have to d with the youtts

mxJe of thinking and feeling about himself and also question his self-
confidence. e | |
| o © Maturity of values scords ,'
to make his own decisions rather than depend upén others. High scores

to do with the youth's ability

1o ‘ i ‘ »

» aPe associated with the youth's ability to move towards his own goals
{ ' . Y

| Wha ideals. . . | -

Simple main effects and' their contrasts were ex‘latmned('l‘able 4.18),
The qeneral trend observm in the ombinatims of tha different

: ‘1 ' ievela {Table 4. 19) was that @5 the 1e.vels of both factoxs ~ Perﬁpﬂal
| Faulta and Maturit;y of Values, ;lnc;gaaed, SPA scoms becma :Lower ER
with the exoeptim of the high levels of bath mm me oqm:mattm |

ki



TABRILE 4,17

ANOVA' FOR DESI(N #4.2

-
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e

Source of Variable
g

A

‘Enu Raast )

Sum of Squares dfh ‘Mean Square I*(chbserved) .

A Lfac;'_k'qf«;Self—m}fidence 7.301 2 .| 3.650 4.86%*

B. Personal Faults - 3.975 2>l 1488 L

C. Maturity of Values 39.684 2 19.842 26.,42%% "

D. Self; Reqard 1'%4.623 2 B2.311  109.59%%

A, Interaction 1.484 4" 0371 . 0.49

AC. ‘Interactl:im‘ | 3-739 4 0_?53; Y

AD. Interactim s34 L84 171

BC, Interaction . | 7.919 4 1.980 0 2.64n

BD, Interaction ’ 7.395 4 1,849 2.46% -

¢P. Interaction 4,937 4 12 1.64
Brror 4882.661 6501 0,751 o
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RESUIJI'CS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECI‘S OF IEVEIS QF FACIOlB B AND C

B: PERSONAL FAULTS

IN DESIQN *4,.2

\

Levels

Result

levels

" Result

C: MATURTTY OF VALUES

AR

% By
Cl’}'C?

9

sz\,C3 |

)

'Y I

]

- Rk

. ‘y
' g o L

B2Q4B3‘ ;‘, -,“ \ ! : ! ,“\,’} b‘. .;

_ - ‘\‘ o ‘1' ! l : “.‘. l’i" Lo

o 'N‘?,; te:  Pre ili o@ FggQ% but; 01 e ot
IR R'anbi,lity Q:E g; 0; & C M
A"' P - ‘;‘: l ' - "‘ r :\i" s,fﬂ* J': o, .5‘;‘ ' ' : %:=‘\"‘ :
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MEANS AND SAMPLE

e

TABLE 4.19
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"

t:l'/.l"..& FOR DIFFERENT OOMBINATIONS OF LEVELS (OF FACTORS

B AND C. »
. rl
‘ .i"r,\*‘," :
ne’ 47 - PERSONAL FAULTS
- N e o e .
1. 1w ™20 Medium 3. High -
¢ —— e : e e
| X = 2.667 2.509 2.511 X = 2.544
100 LW’ .
fy M’y}. :‘} ' . @‘?’ "‘":' . ‘5\ "
R W Noes B53 * 953 d020 ° N = 2526
/ o A
* .o .
5 X = 2.489 2,452 2.453 2.465
& 2. Medium
b N = 84l 951 585 2377
; ' | _
? R=2.321 2.1320 2.460 ' 2,345
'
S }. N\ .
-~ .
] 7" 553 289 1631 ;
‘ 12183 2457 1894 = 6534
» .y """‘. '
s f~&m,:.473 2,444 2.485
” . \\M,('::*\m ‘ \
R it
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HOOTON .

. ' ap
In schools, Matwr ity of Valuey which is vy crucial to spa, | ﬁ(‘fﬁ
. r
. /
could be enhanced by providing opportunities for a variety of rehsonmg/’

oxercisea Allowing youngsters to experience sharing responsibility
through class supervision as an opportunity for participatory edwcation.
Maturity of Values is qained through practice. It is aiso observable
that, as Personal Faults decreased and Maturity increased, the youngster
prabably perceived and felt his own actual achievement more soberly in
» accordance with his own ideals and expectaticns, hence the associated
lowered SPA scores’

As already described in this desi®n, scores an (B) Personal Faults
indicate a source of self-criticism as a youth's awareness of not having
lived yp to his ideals. As a result, he feels guilty. This scale
measures his feeling of self-criticism, both with mspect to what be has
dene and What he hea failed to do. It reflects a mode of thinking and
feelinq about oneself that oftan mdermines one's self-omfidenoa. High

scores m relabed to )%feelinq of selfvcrittcium, and vice vansa

(ms_g_g_m'aémsm v'yout:ha'm‘panmoaaanheymmam
opinin of themmélves,when unfavourable omnditions prolanged or be-
mtmquam:. mlf—mthmmmtmmu.&‘&'. undermined.
&1f~mmmmmmmmyammw
selmupcmotwrthmdprmdn.
rxwamm;mmmmmmmmmxy
ugxumaumm@nmm 'mm mlyhmalhulu
wimhiqhsauhgudmmtnimiﬂcmt, B, (D)3 ('hbh ¢.20). Mlva
mmmmmmmm-mmmymm

b +
L
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O TABLE 4.20

IN DESIN #4.2

¢
‘
AR
l:  PERSCNAL FAULTS D: SELF REGARD
Iewvels - Result Ievels Result
AR R
nj (“1) Dm (B,) *
’ »
leliz N.S\. le\-D2 bk} .
]
nl.hn] AR : Dl’\'BB K
“2“'93 N.S. DZ'\-D3 ‘ L
I N
') P
Bj (DZ) q.n (BZ) *
. : S
BBy ' Dy "
Bl .B3 . Dl\.D3 ) * ‘
, : -
82'»55 N.S. ) Dsz3 Ll
B) (03) NoSe qn (33) i b
] ' .
‘ &  an
: DDy LE
o0y .
DDy N8, -

Notes "pmmzq of Fg.05 but>,01
: wnty of r..«_.ox |

r
T
- T : .
, . ) . »
. - 1

[y
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. In both fm:‘t.ors, low 1e;;els ;Jere associated with higher SPA, and
mediun-high devels with lower SPA sec.zngs ('I‘gxble 4.21). High level of
Self Regard was related to lower SPA scares wherever it ocmbined with
cach lewel of Per'sonal Faults. The low lgvels of the two variableg
(Table 4.21) showed the highest SPA mean scores (Figure 4.5).

The implication is that SPA scores are highest whén the youngster
iss low on bogh Self Regard and Perscnal Faults. But as he qains on the
two factors (except for the H-H cell), SPA sg'or;es, became 1o«er." _signi-
ficant differences are observed in SPA as the two factors are develbped
Tt is essential that the youngster should qain in Self Regard. Perlsmal
Faults which also indicates self-criticism and self awaanesa which are
necessary to enhance a realistic self-pexceptidl of achievement. The
schools, teachers and counsellors should provide cpportmitieé for youth
to develop self-criticism and self-acceptance, by certain 'significant
others' accepting the youth to accept himself. It is a reflective beha-~
viour. Without self-criticism and self-acoeptance, a youngster could
delude himself with a feeling of pre-emptive satisfaction about his
achievement. ' )

The significant overall main effect wis dua to Factor A, lack

of Self-(xntidema. Scares on this factnr are mlibed to how much the

youngster 4a afraid of making mistakes., High soqres are asscciated

with salfmcimms, uneasy in group situations, anxious to please

' others, mdowmmtoavoidammmgaituaﬁm:

| mga Jevel (Table 4.22) on this factor m mi.am with
auqhtly higher SPA scores. The SPA mean mq 9: the low and medium
’mmmmue:l muammmdummm
- and high, as wall as on medium |
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\ TABLI 4.21

MIANS AND SI'\MPIES SIZES FOR DIFFERENT OOMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS

B'AND D.

B: #7 - PRRSQNAL FAULTS

1. Low 2. Medium 3. High
X = 2.824 2.688 2.594 X = 2.666
1. Low
N= 336 676 954 . N = 1966
. X = 2.601 2.435 2.418 2.481
2. Medium
5. N= 745 1025 660 2430
a X = 2.279 2,230 2.271 2.264
] .
3 3. High
. N= 1102 756 280 2138
A
AN 2183 2457 1894. . 6534
X="2,473 2,444  2.485 |
. .
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0 #14 Self Regard

SPA 2.7 T o
M 2.6 [ ” \""‘*d
I 2.5 )
' 2.4 '
s 2.3

2.2

— 4 4
1. Low 2.Mediun  3.High

Ievels of personal Faults / ;

2.9
2.8) § -
) B . + -
SPA 2.7 | N #7 Pexrsonal Faults' L N

M 2’6 b ) l -

.2y
»
[

2.2 o
2,1 2‘ o .
2 L V | | ‘, ,l \ ,. " h
L el S



TABLE 4.22 -

MIANS AND SAMPLE SIZES OF DIFFERENT IFVELS OF FACTOR A: LACK OF SELP

CONFIDENCE.
%«
— Result of '
Variable 1. Iow . 2. Medium 3. High Omtrasts
(5) A: Iack X = 2.444 2.444 2.516 LowvMedium N.S.
of Self LowvHigh*#
Confidence N'= 2238 2301 1995 MediumHigh **
“ c »
k) "

113



114

requires same de-gme’ of self-confidence, at least’ beyond the medium level,
for the youngster to perceive and feel realistié\lly about his actual
achievement. High level on lLack of Self-Oonfidence (which implies
~anxiety to please others) is associated with increase in SPA scores
Undoubtedly, youngsters need some degree of a feeling of self-

' confidence and, therefore, nﬁlaed to be helped in the schoo]’~ environment
through such activities as could elicit initiative and positive reinforce
ment. from 'significant others' (Bandura et. al., 1964; 1967; and Bandura,
1963) . l

Design #4.3
N
N «,\?‘ \ .
The four factars in this design were BIOGRAPHICAL AND DEMOGRAPHIC

!

in nature. They were:
A (195) Socio-Fconomic Status of Parents h .

B. Sex. |

C. Age

D, (196/197) Parent' 8/Qxardian 8 Educational Status |

In the results pzeaant:ed (Table 4.23), there are Beven mjected
hypotheses including three wn interactions, The lattex are 2B, m,
and BC, each of which was examined separately.

. m them mmrmim, We (A) Socto-Beonomig St;ntus
Q&m id omgidamd With pegard to the dif.f.erential mecu;nm
efmmuﬂunmhoﬂ 193 mm‘ J&lﬂ; mdim, mm@

* e F mm«:g the five, amwam«mmmm ai@uficm/f
—_ | similwrly,, all me six mt;rm P g:l.guﬁmt F's: {Table. 4 Pé) '

el M* i
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TABIE '4.23

ANOVA FOR LESIN #4.3

™

.
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Source of Variation Sum of Scquares  df

Mean Square F(observexl)

Al QOCi\O Econamic

Status of Parents 104.862 2
B. Sex 65.320 1
¢, Ae 8.316 3
D. Parents/CGuardians |

Educatianal Status 94,891 -2
AB. Interaction . 7.823 2
AC. interaction ~ 5.096 - 6
AD. Interaction 11.786 4
BC. Interaction I8.673 3
pL. Interaction ) 3.930 2
CD. Interaction : 1.812 6

Erroxr 4815.362 6502

52.431
65.320

2.772

47.446
3.911
0.850
2.946
2.891
1.965
0;303

0.741 .

70.80**
88.20**

3.74*

64.06%*
5.28%*
1.15
3.984%
3.90%*
2.65

0.41
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RESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS A AND B

IN DESIQN #4.3

A: SOCIO-FOINOMIC STATUS OF ,PARENTS B:'&ﬂ

Iovaels ' Result Levels Result
131 (1\1) ol \ Ai (Bl) ke
| Ao .
ARy b
B] (‘1\2) K Azf\,AB L3
Ai (Bz) okl
Iij (A3) * . Al’\'AZ A
: s
Ay '

.- Note: ' *Probability of F5.05 but>,01
*#probability of Fs.01 -
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The SPA means for the carbinations of the differen_t"levels of the two
y .

factors were seen to fall in a general pattern (Table 4.25), leading

to the follawing generalizations. (1) In SPA means they were lower for

females than for males at each SEBS level.

InthlssnxiycirlsmeachlevelofSESometssrbwedlaver

117

SPA indicating that they age probably more achievement—oriented than Boys

in spite of the social handicap. This is contrary to what was expected.

It-was anticipated that Boys as prospective bread-winners for

the famlly would probably be more achlevanaut>or1ented and would there-

fore perceive their actual %ra(bs as less satisfying, leading to 1cwer
SPA. It did not turn out to be so. A plausible explanatm for this
reversal ingthe Girls' expected SPA could be that the Women's Liberaf-
tion Movement has heightened the academic e.>q:ectat1ms of Girls.

‘_ (2)' The SPAs tended to be lower as SES became higher. “This is
very mtezestmg and ;mdicates that low SES Parents are pmbably not
capable of mtivatmg the youth to strive harder for bett:er achieve-
ment as a result of their sub~culture and social handicaps -Conse-
quently, those youngsters tended to pemeivemtever their actual
7' grades were as more saﬂsm to them ani,hénca, mported higher SPA.
,miy, yomgsterswhom fmnhigh lavels of both’ of the factors

are prabably vpx:king hard to keep pace with their parem:s' m;pectatims,

| mﬂleypemelwﬂ:eirwunlachievmmtaslow.,‘memversewas
":theaaagforywﬂmfxmlurloqmmﬁm e - R

» mcemim: e yacihia A is w of Pazem; <6) Pmt’sz'

1’.'tim of both |
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, TAélE 4‘25 0
) ) o ) ,

. L} * X i !
MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZRS FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF IEVELS OF FACIORS

A AND B.

A: #1195 ~ SOCIO-EQINOMIC STATUS (F PARENTS.

1. Low 2. Medium 3. High
' X =2.801 ~ 2.610  2.315 X = 2.572
Bl' Méles | | )
N= 522 1636 803 N = 2961
i ‘ .
a X=2.584- " 2,363 2.251 . X =.2.378
N ' . . ) i i \
B2 nmles ﬁ(\
N = 709 1'948;_..;«& 916. N= 6534,
1231 3584 2,295 6534,
\ X = 2.676 2,476 1719 ‘ | o
’ . . ‘a A
T \ ’ — L -
. -
1 .fvi,z}
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*a
parents, classified as'low, medium or high (details are given in Chapter

III). ‘

. ¢

All of th‘e six simple main effects relatsd $o this interactim
ylelded significant F's (Table 4.26) . The same héld true for thirteen
of the eighteen contrasts. At the low and medium levels of Parent's/

: Guardian Educational Status, no significant F's were dbserved for the
difference between nedlum and high- SES of Parents.

The SPA imeans for the cambinations 'of levels of the two factors

! ('I‘able 4.27) do not show clear-cut trends when the lavel of A or of B
is 'low'. ‘However for levels ‘medium' and ‘high' of factor A, there. is

" a dowhward trend — SPA decreasmg with increase in the levels of

" ,sfactor ! 'I'ne ;reverse holds true for the correspmdmg levals of :
fnactor A 'Ihls phendterm ,13_ very interesting. It should be noted
that SPA is the lowest in qﬁ~M®mi® oaxxt;inatim of the two factars,
and highest in the lw-loa carbmation ' thua invea:sely pmpmtimal in
xeflecting t:he familial p:essum or othe:cmse, on the youths |

BC inheractim The va.r:.able (B) is Sex and (C) is ﬁ" 15

)l‘

&

15, andlaymrT M L 3

Five of the éix simle main effgcts were si'gnificant, four of
them for the fcw:age 1evels foreach ofwhichacws SPAwas higher
l:han that of Girls G:Lrls ‘dld not sﬁm agenquated d:.ffermca in SPA, a
i,_'_ ted fon th& m;y nq;*gignifiqmt sinple main effect (:l‘able
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TABIF 4.26

W

JESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS A AND D

"IN DESIN #4.3,

At SOCIO-ECCNOMIC STATUS D: PARENT'S/GUARDIAN'S '
OF PARENTS ,  EDUCATIONAL STATUS
levels | " Result b'~ .Iﬂvels Result
e ' *k
A (0 | D (A)
. N | ' : Y
Al'\J\Z Dl’\'DZ'
S Y
ApAy N.S. | DpDg | ~ N.S.
/ ' - -
. . b . [
Ayh, N.S. DD, | N.S.
A, (D) #4 e, ®a) S :
rwh 5. % - pap B
];’rAz_ ca -~ -2 ? S ’ _—
¢ T . , N X
» : *
MRy " Dypby Co.
ApDy © N.S. DV, ‘ ol
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MEANS AND SAMPLE 51ZES FOR DIFFERANT (OMBINATIONS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS

¢

TABLE, 4.27.

A AND D,
- P
\
As #195 ~ SOCTO-LOINOMIC STATUS OF PARENTS.
. Low 2. Medium 3. High ‘-
*r 2 L.'.._
X = 2.836 2.653 2.712 X = 2.708
8 1. low
g N= 421 1004 111 N = 1536
§ X = 2.566 2,439 2.394 X = 2.456
gg 2. Medium -~
E N~ 615 1857 . 602 N = 3074
X~ 2.677 2,322 .190 X = 2.289
. | e ]
a 3. High '
g N= 195 723 1006 1924
F o ,
N= 1231 3594 1719 - 6534
R=2.676 2,476 * 2.295°

P 4

121
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TABL: 4.28

ESULTS O ANALYSTS OF SIMPLE MAIN FFFECTS OF LISVELS OF FACTORS B AND C

an

IN DEST(N #4.3

N

Bi X — G A .
Iovels Result Lewrels " Result
. 3
n) (€)) ar o) (Bl) lalel
» Clm(:2 ol
Cl'\'C3 N.S
hy (), ' " AR - N.S..
®
(‘,2'\,C3
C2wC4 N.S, .
)
~ . C3'\'C4 N-Ss
s
y () “
I's
(% (Bz) ‘N.S.
ﬂ“
Bj (c4) . "
| -

Note: *Prchability of Fs.05 but>.0l.
*probability of Fg.Ol. ,
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significant F's, indicating significant differences between fifteen
and sixteen years, &5 W8]l as between sixteen and seventeen years

(for Boys). However fram fifteen to seventeen years the trend was not

clear. (Table 4.29).

\ IESIQN # 4.4

The four variables in this design were:
A (195) Socio-Ecanamic Status of Parents.
CB.  (202) Family Unit. ' )

C. (196/197) Parent's/Guardian‘s BEducational Status.

D. (214)  Size of family
As Table 4.30 shows, five {‘ﬁmﬂl hypotheses were

rejected, including the one on AC interacticn.
‘ The AC. Mmractia\, The variables in this im:emctim were;
(A Socio-Eoonomic Status Qf Paxents and (C) Pagent's/Guardian's

Educational Status. This ifteraction has already been dealt with
in Design #4.3, (as AD intsxwction) nwuitmmmmqlwim

factors A and C here for the same reason, 'Ihialaamuswimmlymo
otmfimmmunmm;-mmmmmnatm
B apd D. : : o ' ’
. (B) Pemily thit T | | o
mwmmmmwmocmw: 1. ‘Separatad and
2. Unssparated. In the foomer, mwuum cne parent
mw,mmum.umm . ,

QAm mmmmm mwm:m
. b | _‘-*'l

jal NN
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TABLE 4.29

MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR DIFFERENT OOMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS

B AND C.
, B: SEX.
F
1. Boys - 2. Girls ’\
. AN

X = 2.513 2.404 X = 2,452 |
1. 15 yrs.

N= 1191 1501 N= 2692 !

\
X = 2.671 2.373 R m 2.505
/ 2, 16 yrs,

N= 767 979 N= 1746

R = 2.533 2,325 % = 2.422
3. 17 yrs.

N= 710 ' 813 Nm 1523

— ‘

X = 2,635

. :

4, 18 yrs. E'

N -_'_223 ‘

N= 2961

R =257




ANOVA FOR DESIQN #4.4

TABIE 4.30
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Source of Variation Sum of Squares df Mean Squares F(abserved)
A. Socio-fconomic ."‘
Statusn of Parents 104.862 2 52.431 69.85**

B. b‘mnily\thit 15.273 1 15.273 26 .35%%
C. Paéents/(hardians _ ,
Educational Status. 88.614 2 44,307 59.03%*
D. Size of Family - 9.231 1 9.231 12.30%+
AB. Interaction 3.393 2 . 1.697 2.26
AC. Interaction 11.836 4 2,959 3.94%**
AD. Interaction 0.588 2 0.294 . 0.39
BC. Interaction 2,463 2 1.231 1.64
BD. Intexﬁéztim I0.390 1 0.390 0.52
CD. Interaction 1.649 2 0.825 1.10
Exxor 4889,571 6514 0,751
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(Table 4.31). It seems that the youths fmn sevarated families do not
have the necessary push towards high academic goals, 8o that they tend
to perceive their actual achievement as satisfying. This phencne;gon
ha&,@)eén alluded to by previcus researchers, ~ for instance,
O'Neill (1971), Parscny et. al, (1988), Swith (1970), Becker et. al,
(1967) , Brantly (1969), and Hoffman et al., (1960)

(D) _Size of Family

The Size of Family was cmsiéered tobe ei‘t;hér 1. large
(three or more children), or 2. Small (less tt;an three children).

SPA was significantly higher for youth)s\fran 'large' families
(Table 4.31), GConsidering that large families are associated with
dissipation of parental affection, support and motivation, it could
be rationally expected that youngsters fram such families would
report higher SPA mean since they perceive their actual grades with
satisfactian. \

ESIQN # 4.5 Co Q

v A (190) Raliqiqsity "ot""xmz;hs
B. (195)  Socio~Economic Status of Payents.
<, (mmmm; !hligm Affiliation.
D, (196/197) w V,wamim 5 mmum Status,

mumg. sum the mcaop mmmum m boan. mmaq

Lot . - : :\l:

,’ )
. E
Hh
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TABLE 4.31 3
MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES WOR DIFFERENT LEVELS OF FACTORS B AND D,
. RESPECTIVELY.'
‘ " , ‘ ) ) JResults.
Variable 1.Parents Separated 2.Parents Unseparated
(202) B: Family X = 2.637 2.449
Unit glmazg.
C N= 595 | 5939 '
t ‘ Fesults
1.Family" withd 3chn. " 2.Family withs3chn. X
, r
- [ : K " L ”» \
(214) D: Size of . X = 2.510 < 2,42) Dy D, **
Family - -
oY N¢ 3264 3270 :
L Vi . 2
i :
'!1 " 0! . . a
) A' -
L) ".ﬂ *



TABIE 4.32

ANOVA FOR DESTIQN #4.5.
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Source of Variation

Sums of Squares df Mean Squmgea F (cbserved)

L

A. Religiosity of
‘ Youths |

B. Socio-Econamic
Status of Parents

C. Religious
Affiliation

D. Parent's/Guardian's
Educational Status

B

Interaction

B

Interaction

\

-

Interaction

Interaction

B B

BD Interactian ,

8

Interaction

W

95.541
97.917
26.140

85.110

11.970°

12.194
2.138
6.906

10.300

.929

- 4778.729

p )

6501

[ S Y

47.770

46.958

'13.070

42,555
2.992
3.048

0.535

1.726
2.575
0,232
0.735

64.99%*
66.60%*

17.78**

57.89**

4.07**
4.15%*
0.73
2.35
3.50%%
0.32
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in design #4.3 as AD interaction, it will not be dealt with here. |
The details about the remaining two are as follows

AB interaction: The standing an variable (A) Religiosity of

Youlths reflects the frequency with which the youth attends religious |
meetings or services. High frequency meant 'high' Religiosity.
F‘rtln Table 4, 33 all the six simple majn effects as well as
most of the possible contrasts can be seen as highly significant.
M both the variables, SPA had a clear domward trend, that is, as Q
their levels rose from low to high in either case, SfA ‘means fell
(Table 4.34). It was observed that A, and Aj"hlike for each of the
three levels of B in their contrasts. o ff
| The implication of the trend seems to be that when youngsters
s;;:rictly W an ideal, say in religim, émvict.’im ar faith, .
theyta;iltostrivehardtmardsthatgoalmmeyperoeiveﬂnir
actual achievement. as low. * |
' The same applies to ymmgsﬁe.rs fram ail the SES's of Parents,
'I‘his is specially evident from the lowest SPA in HH cell, and highest
in LL cell.
X _interactian: The variables inyolved in this interaction »
"were (A) Feligiosity of Youths as deacribed above, and '(C) Religicus
| Afftliation, The latter comprised, 1. Catholic, 2. Protestants,
| a.nd 3. cx:hers, neither RC nar Protestant.
'mexenults fxmallunsixlinphmgafmu, nawellas

tm‘; possible cmttuts are p;uenma in 'nqblm 4.35 and 4.36. L -

émummwumom.umuummwm

, : : -
L] ‘. . B . . ,
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N . i e . M L
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KESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS CF IEVELS OF FACIOIB A AND B

A: RELIGICSITY OF YOUTHS

IN DESIN #4.5.

B: socro—%vomc STATUS OF PARENTS

levels Rasglt ' levels stuit
Ai (Bl) AR B] (Al) s
A, N.S. BB, %
All\',\j R Blr\'B3 R
Az"'l\j ladal Bz'\’B3 N.S.
A,i (BZ) - R Bj (AZ) xR
Al'\lhz N.S. . Bl'\'Bz x v
Alﬂ»l\3 ‘ . L] Bln.Ba 1]
Aphy e By By "
_ - «'ﬁ'
Ai (33) P 1) Bj ( xR
Al'\lAz . NpS'- . Bl'\‘Bz . *x “'
ARy LM Ry " .
- o . ' St v fat i
. *rotebiliy of F¢.05 but>. o
> "’ ) mﬁy Qﬁ & le o 'k\‘ " v.' I
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4

T2BIE 4.34

MANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR' DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS '

~o A MND B.

{
|

4 (190) RELIGIOSITY OF YOUTHS. B
1. Low . 2. Medium 3. High
X = 3.058 2.919 2.537 X = 2.676
) 1. Low " ‘
‘ N= 155 . 238 841 N = 1231
P ’ ) ' ,
3 ; , .
B % =2.702  2.582  2.414| % = 2.476
2 2, Medium | "
B
& N= 426 584 2574 N = 3584
6 ro—— _ 2 ‘ - - g 5 —,v‘k.. g
3 X = 2,500 2.364 2,252 X = 2,448
23 m
d N= 163 - 305 . 1251 - [N~ 171
oo . ‘ v
744 1124 4666 | = 6534
] Fe273 2593 2393 -
. 1 7' e
) 1) & e 3,:3{ ;,‘x‘::u i l
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RESULTS O MNALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN. EFFECTS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS A MAND C

IN DESIQN #4.5

REY

*xR

xR

LK)

wh

A

. R

L]

N.S.-

R

L3

AR

N.S.

Ga oy
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A% ]

W d \\ ) . .
S N - 'TABIE 4.36 o e
\\ ‘

MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS.

N

)  AmpcC

A: (190) RELIGIOSITY OF YOUIHS. .

-

1. Iow 2. Medium 3: High . | N

req -0 0
.

S / X = 2.964 2.876  2.460 X = 2.552

1.Catholics ' ‘ , S S
\\\ Na 167 209 1482

\

N = 1858

L ‘ - )
\3<=_2.669 2.508 2.373 X=2.424

»

.

2. Pmbest;zmts\\
\ e |
N=y 293 \. 571 2317 N= 3181

ANEIY

- e R - = o - -
! )

\
o N . - .
X=2.658 2,564 ' 2.332° | X=2.448

N) -~ RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION

»

»

{4 -
-
v

04:

. oV . . R )
‘e ) R o 1 Y
- 1124 - 4666, | = 6534,
' N P - iR
Y. ] .t '_ a o o Y R s "\{" ) A
B . 2,593 . 2,393 ] e I8
' 1 ! - : ‘ W b ‘vv N [ 4,‘..\» . e LN r ' .J) v
. RN . o s \ L . i . !
. i R b ) ! . ! 3 " ‘ ;'l ;
'; 5 \ f' . :’ 3 o T ‘—.,;" .
AR \ .'~ . ‘, K . , ,,.lq ~ .%- L
TN - Y i




Riseé in the 1eve1 of Rallgiomty of Youths as in the pre e
"., ,,,-"{._de31gn seems, to be assoclated with lower SPA for Catholics and,
separately, for Protestants ‘and Othe;:s. Occasicnallyi .this 1owWRE—
is not statistically significant, but mostly it
The result 1s in line with the findings of Waber(1930) ) -
stated that social goals and life expectatims are dlffexent fox———
« . Catholics and Protestants. The higher SPA foq the fomer and Lcm—

A

' for the latter illustrate the discrepancy.

DESIN # 4.6

' .
Py H

The foux factors in tt}isA design were:

A. (195 . Socio-omomié Status of Parents.

v o ‘B~ (202) ‘Famly Unit. ‘
| C. (198) Drug (including Alcohol) Usage IS
\ D (a14)° s.tze of ramny B .




”
. TABLL 4,3/
AN(NA._',VY)“ THRLTON #4.6
sHouroe ol variat ion sums of Squares df Mrary Square P (obserwd)
e e e e e ——— e e E R S
Ao Socio-R&oncmic '\ A
Status of pParenta 104,862 2 h2, 70.65**

20,58

B, Fami Ey Init 1h.271 1 15. \

Coo g (oneludineg . \
Alcohol) Usaqe, 179,753 2 69.1377 93,484%
D, Size of Family 10. 319 1 10. 319 13.90%+
’
AL Interaction 4,784 2 2.392 3.22¢%
AC. Interaction _' 6.085 - ~1.521  2.05
AD. Interaction 0.761 2 0.381 0.51
BC. Interaction 3.625 2 1.812 ®.44
BD. . Interact ion ' 0.338 1 0.338 0.45 °
. B
Ch. Interaction ) 8.81% * 2 4.418 5.95%#
-
Irror ' 4834.241 6514  0.742
. /
»
~~l
L]
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TARIE 4.38
&

RESULIS OF ANALYSTS OF STMPLL MAIN FFFECTS (F LEVELS QF FACTORS A AND B

IN DESIN #4.6.

A:  SOCTIO-EQINGMIC STATUS OF PARENTS B: FAMILY UNIT N

- leevels Result levels Rasult
it
Py " B, (A)) "
[\1\1\\2 Ll N
Alt\,l\* s . R I‘
;\2.\.1\3 . AR B‘) (AZ) 'y
A\
A (By) "
A, ne By (Ay) N.S.
' ARy PO
'\‘AB Na‘So
) “ 0 .
KJ ,-Note: *Probability of Rg.08 but»>.01. )

**probability of Fs.0l. . : R
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counterparta Crom mseparatad ones at each SES level, sinoe such youths
o

experience 1 support and scanty motivation for success. This
actually tumed cut to be so for the low and medium SES levels, but
4

not for the high SES (Table 4.39). The ex.oept.ion does seem to have

"Yome justification since high SFS parents, even though separated -
'

fram their spouses, should be able to provide the needed financial
and emational support and motivation to the youngster for adliqvarent.
The youngsters from the cawination of low SES' and ‘'separated
fami lies ™ reported the highest SPA, probably because they perceive
their actual adlievanent;aas pre-eminently satisfying in the absence
of motivation and financial support. This is further subgtantiated
‘by the fact that the SPA is the lowest for the youths fram the cambina-
tion of ‘unseparated families' and ‘'high SES'.
The implication is that in terms of econamic and soci:o—psydlolo—
gical support, the ﬁmgstara who come from unseparated hames are
at an advanm;a ovar their comtﬁ\rpatts from sgparat;ed families. This
happened in view of the high achievement, ideals, and values which '
their parents and society expect of them. |
D interaction: On the variable C, Drug (including Alcchol)
Usage, the levels indicate the degrea to which the yougstex is
using drugs and/cx alochol, The various types of drugs used md
their froquencies ware conaidersd low, medium and hich as classified "
in Chapters I and II1.  Factor D, Gima of Panily, is large (with V.J
threa or nore children) god Gmali (less than thres children).’

' » : ‘ '

.« ! (.

The results (Table 4,40) showed four significent F's out of five, *
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MEANS AND SAMPLE STZES FOR DIFFERENT OOMBINATIONS QOF IEVELS OF FACTQORS

TABIE 4.139

A AND B,

A: (195) SOCIO-EQINOMIC STATUS OF PARENTS .
1. Low 2. Medium_ 3. High

X=2.937 X=2.581 2.422 | X =2.639
g 1.Separated ‘
g . N= 159 289 147 N=_ 59
) X=2.637 X~2.466 2.283 X = 2.449 ﬁ)//]
, 2.Unseparated '
m . .
» N= 1072 3295 1572 N = 5939
N = 1231 3584 1719 = 6534

X = 2.676 2.476  2.29% : '
ey

N
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TABIE 4.40 -

IESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS C AND D

» | IN DESIN #4.6.

¥ L3

C: DRUG (INCLUDING ALCCHOL) USAGE D: SIZE OF FAMILY

Lovel Result Level RBSUft
€y (D)) an : Dm () "
él"‘cz " ©) )
CiCy an
CpCy N.S D (Gy) N.S
! :
Ck (By) bl D (Cy) € \
1, . ey ‘
13 | " N .
&G * | | N

Note; *Probability of Fg.05 but>,Ql.

**mab ty Qt F{ elql * T, ‘ N
v ¢ ) T - !
. . . " o . ' N | f
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those related to as many possible sinple main effects examined. The
exception was for families at the medium level of Drug Usage. Seven
.of the eiqht‘ contrasts showed significant F's, the only non-significant
F being for medium and high Drug Usage by Youths fram amall Families,
2-3(Dy)-

The trend abservable from Table 4.41 was rather inconsistent.
For example, in large and small families, as Drug Usage increased, so
did SPA. The increase in one case was not significantly large, howewdr.
Regarding family size, SPA dropped significantly from large to small
families for low Drug Usage: rose sign'ificantly for high Drug Usage
but did not change for medium Drug Usage.

The highlights for the cawbinations of the levels of the two
factors were: _

SPA's were almést the highest for youths charécterized by

medium and high Drug Usage and were very low for those with low

Drug Usage. This applied to youths caning fram large as well
" as srall families, There was interaction batween the two

factora, however, because with Drug Usage increasing, SPA

inareased more rapidly for the youths from large families

than tbose from small orfes,

Qlewuﬂaralwmmywmgam start using drugs, The
reasons oould: m yaried and ccmplax.
) ‘It iaobvmtmmisamﬂy. however, that its heavyuaageis
| mocima to h:igh 5PA, that is, m mti\mt.ion. ’

.
¢

. Y T4
¢ . o
o . R LRI
- B “ : A



141

TABIE 4.41

MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACIO)G

l4C AND D.

C: (198) DRUG (INCLUDING ALOOHOL) USAGE.

1. Low 2. Medium 3. High
X = 2.478 2.985 2.986 - | X=2.510
.""v“\ .
5 1. “@3children
. ' (large) . .
i ‘N = 3053 137 74 N = 3264
B ! ‘
§ A .
) X=2.378  3.055  3.426 1 X =2.421
~ 2. «3children , -
g (Small) ' . <
. : N = 3089 127 54 N 3270
& ' .
6142 264 ,. 128 | = 6534
2.427 3.019 _3.172 T
- - - -
]
. . g ot
v C* ' ’
o «

-1
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IFSIQN # 4.7

)
L

The four facto;'s in this design were:

A. (193) Type of School Attending.

B. (195) ,Socio-Econamic Status of Parents.

C. (19ﬁ/197)Parer\.t's/G1ardian's Educatimﬂ Status‘

D. (214) sSize of Family.

Seven of the ten rejected null hypotheses in this design, con-
tained three interactians ~- AC, AD, and BC (Table 4.42). oOf thase,cne
interaction has already been) dealt with(as Ap interaction in desig1
4.3) and therefore, needs no further comments here. The remaining

"two interactions are examined below. They are AC and AD.
AC interaction: Variable A, Type of School Attending has four

types: 1. Public, 2. Private, 3. Parochial and 4. Others. Each

of these types proba.bly has its own characteristic philosophical

orientation and related objectives to which the yomgstem :
to be exposed (Dougherty, 1965), | |
All but ‘one of the paven ampie main effects produced Sigrxificant !

F's, the exaeptim baing Parmt;S/Qxardim's Fd\mtimal Status withi’n

Parochial admla - qc‘AZi) (Table 4,43), Same highlighta of the sigli-

ficant F's from gixteen of the poesibla twenty—-seven cmtmts were:

(1) For o-:h level of (C) ant'-/ma.:dim | Bﬂmat.imn Status,
tha SPA's for l‘ublio ad Privaha schools m "ot sig\b
timt:.ly different,

@ ‘Signisicant mm mma mm Public and

- >

-

SRR — '
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TABLE 4.42

ANOVA FOR [ESIN #4.7

143

.

W

source of Variation - Sums of Squgges df Mean Squares F(observed)
A. Type of School Attending 134.035 3 44.678 61,09 *#
B. Socio-Economic Status

of Parents 94.982 2 47.481 64.93 **
C. Parents/Guardians ) .

Educational Status 84.244 2 42.122 57.60 **
D. Sil.ze of Family 5.859 | 1 5.859 8,01 **
AB' Interaction | 6.758 6 1.126 1.54 )
B Interaction 26.753 6 4.459 6,10 *#
AD Interaction 10.724 3 3.575 4.89 **

' BC Intexaction ¢ 7.927 4 1.982 2.71 *

BDsInteraction 0.341 2 Qe 171 0.23
CD, Interaction 1.572 2 078 1,07

Exrror 4754,692 6502 0.731

<
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TNABLE 4.43

'

RESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPIE MAIN EFFECTS OF LEVELS OF FACI'dE A AND C

IN DESIN #4.7.

A: TYPES OF SCHOOL, ATFENDING C: PARENT'S/GUARDIAN'S EDUCATIONAL STATUS

Levels : Result levels Result
/f\i (Cl) + kR Qk (Al) hiel
Al'\'Az | N.S. . Clmcz AR ] .
VA, NS, O . ol
Py, " "G * L)
AR, N.S. ¢
Pty G @) |
AR, | N.S. CCy o K
» . ‘ Cl,«\lc3 ‘ : *i , I
Gy !
/\l (C?) xR
A ,
Ay 'N.S. Cy (By) N.S.
Almh3 tt‘ | '
Ay oo Y
1\2'\1\3 N.Sq . . cl’\'cz : . N-S.,-
LN o T
h3’\A4 ‘ b NoSg cz'\'CB *‘
’ C . R ) W!tm\ﬂi m m.m ggrﬂﬂ{.gi,.

. . : ’ o N
[ . . ! N L]

, : ‘ A . ‘ . S ' .o,

o . ; . ' L : K4 - . N

) PN ' - ' '
. o . Lo

.t P -
L ¢, ? ' il .
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Table 4.43 continuted.... ' v

Lovels ‘Result . Levels : Result

L

1\1'\,1\2 | N.S. - ) , .

AL VA A

ANy N.S. : -

Note: *Prubability of Rg.05 but>.0l. o ‘
**Probability of Fg.01, o P

a ' ‘ ! ., J




146

Parochial Schools at medium and high levels of Parent.'s/Guardian's
Fducational a;.?tatus but not at the low level. |

. WO patteins of trend W!em observed (Table 4.44). “me was rise
in SPA means as cne goes from Public ar Private Schools to Parochial
and to ‘Other' schools. The other was drop in SPA means, fram low to
high Parent's/Guardian's Fducational Status in the case of Puk')liC and
Private school{s:, no change in Parochial Schools and linoonsistent' change '
for ‘Other’ . Figure 4.6 illustrates the trend.

The ccnparative‘iy highest, SPA means in 'Other’ schpgis’ that is,
Vocatianal Technical and Trades, are probably because the youngsters .,
feel satisfied vhen they perceive their daily achievements in relation ©
to their chosen life career. The drop in SPA for Other at medium
SES s, however, inexplicable. S S

The lowest SPA means for 'Public' - 'h1qh' and 'Private’ - ‘high’,
‘oombmatlcns were expected since hlthy educated paraxts/guardi,ans ‘ .
tend to pressure the:;p youngsters to achn.eve well. In the three
| types of non-vocatmml schools compared, Parcchial school yoyngste;
reported h.igher SPA means than in the other two, thus indicating tpe
feel.ing of mare sat::,sfaqtion they have in actual achlevatent than those
in other schools. - . ’M . Lt

AD mbaract;m_ ‘l\he two variables we::e (A) Type oﬁ SCthJ, P
\attendmg and 1D) Size Of Family. 'Ihe resulus of the sinple main
| effectwsham ‘three q;xificant R's ('I'able 4 45) mt of six. ,/fme
| "three nme-slmiﬁicmt mes r\alai:éd 't gizeg bf fq:nily wig:hm all .

X
ot

';u; (I\) Mrising SPA mema f.mm public S




' : ' 147 '
"yt o
o TABLE 4.44 ‘
T e : o |
MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF LEVELS OF FACTORS
y e . T \ "
A AND C. ~
L o !
~ . A: (193) TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTENDING ! \
! 1.Public’ 2.Private 3.Parochial 4.0Others
§ X=2.675X=2.693 2.835 -'3.226 X =+2.708
B 1. 1ow )
o %] . N= 970N= 434 79 53 | N= 1536
| X = 2.408 2.481 2,699 3.042 X = 2,456
9 - . ' - .
A& 2. Medium :
. “ '
é \ N = 2018 851 133 72
.0 ) s . ’
AE . \, ! \Y i :
. g S X =2.228 2.314 2,514 , 3.879
Ay L .
g\: " 3. High | ' '
v Q ” o : .
-8 N&= 1427 - 353 111 33
g ——— {4( S ;"
I\ . N= 4415 1638 7323 158 ~
C w1 R= 2,409, 00 2,501/ - 2,669 3.278°
e " ‘." R : ) K R P :’ e o . '
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' - At $193 Types of School |
4.0 . . Attend’%ng. . . ’ ‘ "y

: 438l - . R
.6 , D " R
© . SPA 3.4 | . o - o . ’
M. 3.2 ’\ ' !
3.0 | el | _
A 2.8 . . ' " h
N 2,6,
. x,
s 2.4 o |
.22 - \
2 j} PR 4 J. '. \
77 10w\  2.Medium 3.High o Co
. ”'IeQels of Pa t's/&:;r;lian's_mcaﬁimal Status : R R
: . . \

" 4.0 | . c« #196/197 Parent‘s/maxdians TR
' : - 'Bducational S%tus
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TARLE 4.4%

RSUL 1‘\ or I\NM.Y‘J OF SIMPLM MAIN IPT‘I‘('N (F IFVELS @& H\CIY)R‘\ A ND D

IN IEST(N #4.7.

a

A TYPE OF SQHOOL ATTENDING D:  SIZE X

lawve ] , Hesult ‘i lavel Rasult
v

Ao D)) y ﬁ“‘i‘ ,ﬂ;e%. bp (). "

Ny N. q«* o
IMW

i ""3 B‘W‘ . -

. N "
1\7\-/\., N.S.
A A DN
2 4 Q .

\, . ]
A] I\4 Dk (I\3) N.S.

A (By) .

: a4

AP, . N.S. Dp, (A,) N.S.
Al \.1\3 * k
Al ;\4 ‘ 'Y
’\2'»’\3 N.S.
"2"”‘4 e

Aph, LI ; P

N \ . ‘M

N_OM: *Probability Of R{ 0% put»>,0]..- .

' 'muiw Of \.01 ' N |

N .



to —— Othors for both amall and large familios. Mnn"me takes factor
D, l)(MM\r, SPA is lower for y(')uths fram small families in public ,
schools only, there being no dif'f(:r;moe for othar types of schools.
(Table 4.46). 'The caombination otf 'small' family and 'Public Schools'
showed the lowest SPA, Lndicatinq\ }|10w those yaxrl.qsmfa are associated
lith parental and school pressure tg achieve. Quriously enocugh,

SPA is the highest for the cambination of 'small fanily' and ‘'Other
schools', probably indicating how well satisfied such yrungstars are

in trade schools.

IFSIN # 4.8, T

The four factars Lns this desiqn were:

A, (190) Rpligiosity of Youths,

H. (193) Type of School Attending.

C.  (198) lrug/{‘(including Alm'mc\l) Usage, called Drug Usage

for the saka of breyity.

. (IINCMINATTON). religious Affiliation. n

Among the eight of xhgan Rull hypotheses rejected were four
intoractions - A8, AC, BC and CD (Table 4.47).

- N3 inmract.mgi The variablea involved here were (A) Religiosity
of Youths aid (B) Type of 8chool Attending, '§‘- : o |

[

/

|

; The seven aiqnificant F's out of the Wxt possible sinple main ;’

etﬁacu nnd the ten ﬂimifimt s ot of Mty-mm ontragts -
o

mmmh-&m&mmu4 48, The cnly ‘simple main offagt which

' [
. ¢

3



MUANS AND SAMPIZY STZES FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF IFVFLS OF FACTORS

TABIE 4.46

¥

151

A NND D.

-

Ay (193) TYPE OF SQIOOL ATTENDING.

1.Public 2.Private 3.Parochial 4.0thers

X =2.460 X = 2,521  2.714 3,082 X = 2,510
»3chi ldren l“ﬁ \

N= 1930 N = /lg;;\) 185 85 N = 3264
(Larqe) - - 4

X = 2.369 2.465  2.609 3.507 X = 2.421

. <lchildren ’ A |

N = 2485 574 138 73 N = 3270
(Small)

N = 4415 1638 23 158 = 6534

X = 2.409 2.501 2,669 X=3.278




TABLES 4.47
s MNOVA FOR DESTQN # 4.8
~ .
Hource of Variation Sums of .“;qum:es df Mean Squares F
‘ (cbserved)

. '
A. K‘.lliqiosiity of Youths 95,540 2 A7.770 65.14**
H. Type of School .

Attending 120.216 3 40.072 54,64%*
C. Dbruq (including | | .

Aloohol) Usaqe 69.730 2 34.965 47.54**
D. Religious Affiliation 13.718 2 6.857 9.354%
M Interaction 12.317 6 2.153 = 2.94%
AC  Tnteraction ‘ . 9.915 4 2.479 3.38%+
AD Interactiai’ 3.753 4 0.938 1.28
BC TInteraction 9.925 6 1.654 2.26*
BD Interacticn - 3.395 6 " 0.566 0.77
(D Interaction 26.268 4 6.567 B.95%*

Frror  4762.479 6494 0,733
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TARLE 4,48 r

R'SULTS OF MNALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF LEVELS OF FACIORS A AND

B IN TESIGN #4.8. ,

L]

N: _RELIGIORTTY GF YOUTHS  B: TYPE OF SQHOOL ATTENDING
level Result * level Result
Ai (u'l) tk\. Bj '“\1) ~ AR
AR, * ) BB, N.S.
Ay an B1By N.S.
NPy b ByBy o
Bz'\,l}}3 N.S.
B |
Ai (Bz) A ‘BZ'\,B4 AR
AR, N.S. B3\By il
My e s
}\2'\.}\3 . RR Bj (Az) - . "R
N (B3) Ll Blr\,a3 ' ‘ **.
N, N.S. BBy o
Al'\‘A3 N - S - Bz’\‘a:; o N AS "
sz\,]\3 R 52NB4 ‘. LR
" 33NB4 ’ N.S.
(B,) N.S. o
i 4 ~ Bj (AB ‘RR
hBl"‘% : NQSQ
. Bl"‘BB . ‘ ** A
- BBy " ,
Note: *Probability of Bg'»a:, - ~ N.8. e
F¢ 05 mt? 01. B ’\'Bq " L3 ] '
'Pmt)ility of 2
F‘QOJM , . . BT‘B‘_ . , Ly
| .. — L Y e ‘ * i ‘.; N
e ' : : * ' ”



)
gave a non-significant F was for Religiosity of Youths in 'Other'
schools - 1\1. (!14) . Significant F's were abserved for all the contrasts
m Religiosity in Public Schools. For Private and Parochial schools
however, it was not always so. For instance, for Religiosity of
Youths, no significant F's occurred for differences between 'Private’
and 'Other' schools, A (B, ;), A, (B, ;) and A,(B, ,), respectively,
meaning thereby, that the SPAs for these two types of sdﬁpolé ware
not different. at any level of Religlosity.

‘Qnsidering variable A (Religiosity of Youths), as its lovel
increased, SPA means dropped for Publichrivabe“ and Other schools;
but the pattern for Parochial schgols %hswed a rise fran low to
NG
. medium, and a drcp fram medium to high Religidsity (Table 4.49). Where
the SPA means &fopped in this factar, it indicates more dedication to a
purpose including achievement-striving, hence the lower SPA's in

moat schools. ¢

!

As far as the type of schools are cancerned, as e goes :
from ‘Public’ to 'Othex' schools, SPA seems to increase for ‘medium’
and 'high’ levels of reiiqiqsity, but for level 'low', there is a
slight drop in the.SPA for ‘Parochia}' '§dmls. This drop is non- .'
significant, however. ‘ B

The ‘High mligimity—hxblic'i cxmbinatibn (:mblé 4,49) has 3
the lowest SPA and the next to it in size is foa('mgn Religiosity- |
private’. It appears that 'high' level of Religiosity' may be reflecting
the dedioatipn of ycutm toward miavumt-striv:lng in both Pthlic and
4 mm schoola. higiut SPA is for 'Low nnugiosity-ocmr pchool

- 7



TABLE 4.49

MFANS AND SAMPIE SIZES FOR DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS

15¢

A AND B,

(190) RELIGIQSITY OF YOUTHS

Al

1.Low 2 .Medium 3.High

®=2.621 2.480 2.354 £ = 2.409

1.public '

N =517 7 832 3066 N = 4415
Q
E’ %-2.848 2,763 2.424 X = 2.501
X 2.Privabe .
g N =.151 186 1301 N = 1638
B ‘
‘§ $=2.743 3.093 2,560 \} = 2,669 ’
—~ 3.parochial |
0 : R
A N=a 35 54 434 N= 323
m - .

%=3,683 3,288 3,015 X = 3.278

4.0&‘1@:8
| N = 4l 52 65 N= 158
. .
744 1124 4666 = 6534
g’ 25930 23930 ) o

[N



156

cell whxch is the reverse religiosity. No explanation seems available
for the highest SPA in the 'Medium Raligios1ty4Pamch1al' cell as camwpared
to other levels of Religiosity for such schools.

AC interaction: The variables were: (A) Religiosity of

Youths, and (C) Drug Usage.
Five significant F's were observed among the six possible
simple main effecdts.  Also, aleven significant F's occurred among
the fifteen C(thrasts exammed (Table 4.50). ‘The highlights observed
in the simple main effects and cnntrasts are:
(1) the non-significant F 1n~lbliq1051ty of Youth. ’
in the 'medium' Drug l)sage, i.e. A(C,) simple main effect.
(2) the non-significant F's between 'medium' and high Drug
" Usage in 'medium’ and'high' Religosity ~ C, ,(A,), and
(‘7_3(1\3) , msi;ectively, -
This indicates trhat the SPA does not change for these two
extreme levels for qither‘factor. In practical terus, ‘mediun’ and
'high' Drug Usage and also 'medium' and ‘high' Meligiosity of

Youths here can e treated alike. Since the distincticn in this case

between ‘medium' and 'high' o either factar is meaningless (giving
all four nm~significant ‘F's)' (Table 4,51). Gnitting it, Icnf; can
see twocleagtrendswhemby SPAaeenstodecxeashmfactorAfor
each level of Drug Usage, thus indicating ita association with
Adedicatim for a purpose, “in -this case, acmevenent—starivinga

'me lack of sign}fimt F's between pediun’ and‘high' u:ug
.“Usage at the 'medium' and ghigh' lewls (ut not'lM of mligioaity,
‘ j.'a mmthy.. It inpliea tlmtwhm mdmgs h\dnlcohol have been

f ;
LN A ’ P v,
. B f . ' . . i : .
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" TABIE 4.50
KESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS A AND
\ ‘ : .
C IN DESIGN #4.8.
' =]
*A: RELIGIOSITY OF YOUTHS. C:DRUG (INCLUDING ALCCHOL) USAGE.
\ —
P Ievel Rasult Level - Result
9
N AK ®
A () ? % @y y
\e 7 v e * ‘
AR, N.S. )G, *
" KR LY *K
Apviy , €1y \
. , A - N o , {
\,AB K CZ\,C3 . "R /"/
|
Y. : K
Ai (Cz) N.S. S (Az) .
Clmcz ‘R
1 3 ' * *
Al (C3). Cl'\JC‘3
L
1\1\.1\2 . czmc3 N.S.
| Ay .
Ay, ' N.S. -G Ay b
| T
, . Clr\,03 . L
\ .. P Cz’\"c3* N!S!
{ I -, |
o ‘Note: " *Pmbqbility of Fs.05 but>. 0'1 o :
T *5'%::&1:.1_;@ of F¢,01, o .
Ao .k .
L] haan TP WY "
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TABLE 4.51

MIANS AND SAMPIE SIZES OF  DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS

A AND C.

A: (190) JELIGIOSITY OF YOUTHS.

1. Low 2 .Medium 3.High
%=2.638 2.540  2.373 ‘/&t“c - 2.427

g- 1.1low

i N = 621 1012 4509 N = 6142

g :

% ¥%=3.012 3.139 2.944 1R = 3.019

U] R.Vediun.\

g N =3 85 \ 72 107 N= 264

g }

S ‘ . %=3.632  , 2.975  2.980 %= 3.172

8) ' S \ |

o 3.High ‘ . g

9-1‘ s . '

2 N = 38 40 50 N= 128

Q :

‘ N = 744 1124 4666 = 6534
¥2.731 2,593 -2.393 |

3 . ‘ o
,‘ Q + ’ _. . .
¢ o . m N *
" .. . : ‘ 7 ’ S
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used by youngsters at the ‘medium' level it could be as grave as using’
at 'high' lewvel, ‘The attention of teachers and parents Shmild be drawn
to this phenamenon. "

The LH oanbina;:icn (Low Re'liqioexity‘-~ High Dmg‘Usage) suggests
lack of dedication on ane hand and li.vinq in a wofld of unreality and
Fantasy ol the other. |

The highest SPA mean-for this ination was, therefore,
\ o~

anticipated. (n the ‘other hand, the H-L or the reverse c':anbinat‘im |

is associated with high dedication, without drugs blurring the young-

ster's perception of actual achievement. For it, the lowest SPA mean

was expected. The data actually satisfied both the expectatimns.

BC interaction: The variables i.nvolxled here were (B) Type )

of School Attending, and (C) Drug Usage. Table 4.52, shows that
there were four significant F's among the six possible snnple na‘m
effects and eleven significant F's for the ‘wenty-cne cmtrasts examined:
'Iwo\ mtémstmg ncn~51qniflcant F's aterged ‘Thay were
(1) for '‘medium’ Drug U.'saqe in all types of sdpols ~ B (CZ) and
(1i) for all levels of Drug Usage fc?r PJarochlal schools i
“my. Y

Increase in SPA neans was observed as one goes fmn Public to

‘ Private ete. schools, particularly, in the low level of Drug Usage .

It seem that, SPA's are not diffm:mt foy any type of sqhool when Drug

v’ Usage :i.a 'medlun or 'qu',((lz—c3)nmsigtxif;wxce at B,, B2 and'B and By.
For qll partical purpose3,ﬂm'efo:e,uadi\mr-h19h distnmm ©on Drug Usage can.

beiqnoredandthefactorCt:eatedaaifithadmlytm],evelsFb::eadltypeof

g

1,
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TABLE 4.52

\ ' :
RFESULTS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPIE MAIN EFFECTS OF IEVELS-FACTORS B AND C
T r? [V *
IN [ESIQN #4.8.

B: TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTENDING. C: DRIG USAGE.

.I.evel Result Level }bsuit
ny () . Gy
BBy ** G oo ! '
By By ' L Cl«\,c3 ’ AR
BB, A : NG, s,
BBy N.S. |
ByBy L G (1‘32) . ‘ wx
B3y * e R
" 3 | | '.<:1n»c3 | N.S.

Bj ((“2) - N.Ss , szc3 ‘ | N.s.

” o )
B, (Cy) * G By N.S.

| Bllnﬁz ¥ | N.S. . . . .

BBy NS. - G ®,) * 3 .‘ﬁ

BBy, g | "vCl'vCZ * N.S, ~
¥ 4 324»53' . NS | '“clr»ci o * ' '
‘ BZ'\'?/:I. ) o , ‘ észB . N.S. ' .
BB, NS | ‘
Note: #rtbability of Fc.05 but> BN ' o 1
P .+ ™Probability of Fg,01. . o , . o R
TR A . E : o ‘ s ‘ ) o ]
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, At

school, SPA increased with these two ‘etfective‘ levels of Drug Usage
4 .
mplqu that the youngster feels a false Sense of satisfaction

[

if he- is given to Drug Usage (Table 4.53).

Here again, hiqhest SPA occurs .far 'Other") schools when Drug
Usage also is ‘hlqh This is so probably because the youngsters, in
addition to feelmg satisfied w1th their actual achievement in a
trade schoo%, also live in a perlpatetlg wor]d of their own if

they are ‘high' in Drug Usage. (Boyd, 1970; Falstein, 1953; and

MacKay, 1965). e

' (D interaction: The variables were ) Drug (including
Alcohol) Usage, and (D) Denomination -~ Religious Affiliation.
Five of the six simple main effects shm‘ued significant F's.

Eleven significant F’s were cbserved among fifteen E§mtxasts

exammed (Table 4. 54) ~ In both Catholic’and Protestant aff].llatims,

Slqnlflcant F's occurred between the low and high levels of Drug
Usage. | |
In Table 4.55, increase in Drug .Usage was as'socmted with

rise in SPA means in all religious debnaninatims. The hyjhest ’

SPA means were wséived in

Cd) Catholic yumgsbers with 'hiqh' Dx"ug Usage ‘and
(1) Pmtestants with 'nednm' Drug Uaage K

. /
’ It was aléq obsemd that Catholic ymngst:ers dlffered signlfi-

’

. ’C@“uYMSPAfManyqﬂmmllgiMDmmdnaqlmatthelowlevel
| '°fmemaqe _2,913( ,hhighnmgthage.mxaofthedmmdna._ ,.
- tmns shcmed any sxgngficmu dlffemwes in SPA, p (c3), Vo L g’
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e  TABIE 4.53 {

MEANS AND SAMPLE SIZES OF DIFFERENT COMBINATIONS OF IEVELS OF FACTORS

-

, ' B AND C. ' : ‘

-~

.. B: (193) TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTENDING "

. 1.Public: 2.Private 3.Parochial 4.0thers | * SIS

%=2. 383 2.!80 2.615  3.065  [R = 2.427.x,
1.1ow . “ ‘
N =242 1538 270 92 In= 6142

X=3.019 - 2.816 2.949 © 3.413 X = 3.019

J

:
5§

%= 103 76 39 0" 46 |Nn= 264

R 2850 2,929 3950 X

o,
)
L
b
LN

3-Hiqh ‘ ' . ) - | ! ’/ '| ) o "

(198) DRUG " (INCLUDING ALCCHOL) USAGE.

N= 70 ~ 24 14 '20 . IN= 158 "
.~ N'= 4415 16'33‘2 23 q;sé‘ T=- 6534

C:

. + N * .
, b N . )
A L \ . [ T o 2 ' S
4 . ' . N " N N
v : : ]
A . ; L. - ' Co : - . ' T\ . “"v» s ) '
‘-f . - o r— —— m— — e ——— - o e p——— T—— \ . :
1,( ¢ o ' B X '
P C : ‘ ‘!
; " . . i, o
) .
* ' ! ' ' \ . e
l - a” ! ’ ! ¢ " v ‘ : :v
v . ' !
* ot . . i
. ‘.- v-,’»' et , e ) 7.'
A \ T, P
T ] < K VR
: ! " N - , ,’l ot -‘ ' ""“1)!‘
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\

= TABIF 4.54 ® -

RSUITS OF ANALYSIS OF SIMPLE MAIN EFFECTS OF IFVFLS (F FACTORS C AND D +

IN OFSI(N #4.8.

-
\

N
-

. | . _ _
(i DRUG(INCIADING AIOOHOL) UBAGR R} DENCMINATICN (RELIGIOUS AFFTLIATION)

level Result level  Result
N
. an e
" (Dl) Dm (Cl) .
(‘l \,(“2 g 'bl\n2 AR A
Gy Rk DDy el
(.‘2\'(7J N.S. 1)2~\l)3' N.S. ]
(*k (02) "n Dm (CZ) S
e, | nh » 1)1%02 Q *
»Cl\C3 ‘ . ) L Dl [)3 N.-S.&
€ Cy N.S. DDy . *
e
. ) N ..
Ck (D3) . LA Dm (C37' N.S,
e ' . ! . .
e S | e
, " ’ : ' '
"¢ L% S . o2
C2‘\'C3 ‘ . W "
N . i "
N
, ‘ { 2 - ﬁ - - _ P
Note: *Probability of F¢.0S but>.0l ..
- "*Probability of P¢.0L. \ .
- * ' .t . . ‘ ' ' : 2 f/ 3
- ,{' . -Q ' ’ ' . *
. "‘ ¥ [ ) -
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(IENOMDIATION) RELIGIOUS FFILIATION.
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TARLE 4.55 \ L

MEANS AND SAMPLE STZES OF DIFFERENT OOMBINATI(NS CGF LEVELS OF FACTORS

C AND D.
\
C:(198) DRUG(INCLUDING ALCCHOL) USAGE. r
1.Low 2 .Medium 3.High
] Y Re2.523 2.880 3.320 R = 2.552

1.Catholics

N =1741 92 25 N = 1858
\
X

2. Protestants

F=2.380  3.302 3.097 X = 2.424

N =3013 106 /62 N = 3181

- e

2,411 2.758 . 3.195 % = 2.448
°
3.0thers ’ g .
N =1338 66 . 41 N = 1495 /
[5) , :
| . . ] — . .
. l‘ . 6142 264 128 - 6534
. . . !
: ( ;f‘” 3.019 -,
[y . ‘
i “ |
‘\ » ) i /
' :‘. i ¢ -k ¢
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f

This result in general suggests how a type of Raliglous

Affiliation has same bearing upan the youngsters' SPA and to Imug
Usage. The lowest SPA mean obsorved among Protestants with 'low’

Lruqg lhaqe Lndicates how the parents’ achievement-orientation

[ ]
n\flccts «n the youngsters and hence the expected result, that is,

l"‘

-

»

"low! %1f~—r’eroeived Pchievement (SPA) maan

PEARSON PRODUCT . MOMENT OQORREIATIONS: AN ANCILLIARY ANALYSIS.

, - - /

As>additional analysis, Pearson product moment correlations

(r's) were calculated between the ‘criterjon’ (SPA) and each of the
28 Hn&:perﬂent' variables,
The results (Table 4. 56) arepmsmted Am armnging the
r's fromhigh positive to hidh negative. The MW of this -
was essentially to satisty curiosity and to see at a glmoe the
: mamitude of the corralapim of each mizbla% SPA. o
. Fxamining tha mnlaﬁmm atatiatical iig\ificm © o
mmthanmpl.e aiaa 1suﬂ;g-u6534umaunqhu§maem .
a very small r (that 1smgi.v1ng lémﬂmm—pamtwlap
'batmen chn bdo miablhs cmoamod) tims out to be significant
(mat;. 1970).- It vas MM tmt the hghest r gave mly)
'qixm-parmt and the lowsst, less then cne~percent overlop. '

3 . . .
] o . ] o N
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TABLE 4.56

SHOWING MI\(NTTUI)F OF OORRELATIONS BE'IWEIN EACH OF 'I’m 28 VARLABLES AND

"  SELF PERCEIVED NJHFVEBENP (SPA) .

.

of ‘
Magnitude Variable rpretation Qorrelation
- ‘ with SPA
\ L\ .6 Academic Problems 0.391** &
2 22 #198-Drug (incl. Alcoh.) Usaqe 0.168%* ‘
3 3 Fanily Pressure " 0.157%*
4 2 parental Understandftg—" 0,151
' 5 20 Al93-Type of School Attending 0.142%*
, 6 1 Fanily Unity 0.064**
7 28 #202-Family Unit - o 0.061%*
8 11 - National Issues . 0.040**
9 5 ; Lack of Self-Oonfidence 0.032*
10 8 Classroom Relationship . 0.028* 4
' 11 25 Age " 0.007 e
12 7 sel 0.005 =~
13 4 Life Partner . 0.0007 -~-
14 9 Orientation for Change ~0.0005
15 17 Adult Caring . ! ~0.030* - .
16 23 DENOM, - Ral,Affiliation Of Youth -0.045%* .
17 27 #214-8izp of Family +~0.050%%"* '
| , 18 ' 16 Youth Group Vitality : Y 0,052 .
. 19 14 Maturity of Values ~0,080** ‘
, 2‘1} 10 Pmamm 1 Faulta . :g.ggg::
‘ 18 ly Ségial Conoerns. .
. 22 24 -, 109+4
T R U Ql90—m11qimity of Youths 03136+
24 21 $195-6aoio-Foon. Status of Pmim;a ~0.143%* u
L 3 12, Mopal mmncy . -0,160%* - - RN
: 26 13 Maaningful 0,161 L
. 21T 26 : ll%ﬂﬁ?-hm&/@md 's, Fd. Btnt:ua ~0.170** |
7 15 Human hlat:l.m R : .235**‘ LK
. . . e' ) x' . . e
] ‘ . . o R ) ' : ' ) .
R Fote, Wutyqfrq,()i o0l . e
8L 'mbubinty of re 0, - - - S T
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QIAPTER V

SUMMARY, PTM)m(Bl_IWIJéAﬂmS AND SUGGESTIONS
SUMMARY .
N | | e
| The research reported here examined Self-Perceived Achieyenent
(SPA) of high school students in the context of twenty-eight ncn‘ﬂ s
cognitive variables. - : B
%;A means here the qualitative self—evaluaticn by the 5ubject: \
himself, how, in hxs own vxew, he febls he is @oinq in {\is academc .
‘work. It thus implies the result of the yomgater s feelings, uroticns

AL

and other d\araeteristics which hgmay possibly use iq the pmcess

of perogivinq his academic- amievanlint - \ ’
Support for this a:;surption about SPA came from a pilot saudy. :

cmducbedinEdrmmn (Camadzn) the details of which are given in '

Appendix A, Ehpixiany spegking, SPA was me subject's answar to v

Queat:ion #1189 in the Youth Reseaxch Survey (SW md Gupta, 1971) '

S which ms thus.

- which+of the following best describes t.he - o

, kindafgraduormkaquctatadml?‘ o

R \ ! muqrinw (5) ' ﬂ
"\ "B, Nove e grades (4)

. D mmmwﬂﬂ (zg
A Mvﬁmm 1

V1 N N
A + i . N !

¥
v '

:
| :
13 ‘F R L =3 N
- sFor the va’mﬁ"‘ow shove. ré
L} . A r . i O ooy .
Pg RN Y oy .', ,‘ : i . .
* ., N N I " ‘.’ i
% vt N ¥ e . 1 : RS
R R T f? 168»
Vo Ye 4:.# *' . ﬁ ik ¥ PR
- . I § - e & PRI gl
P ¥ ¥ " P ’ \ vty 1" (O
1 i h :‘w . ‘,_. . g;' t Chal : N
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numbers given at the right within parentheses. Pe
The twenty-eight variables in question were selected from ‘
Youth Research Centre Survey. They are:

Variable YR

#  Scale # Catégx_*ies and Scales No. of Items
I. FAMILY AND INTERACTIONAL MOLES
1 1 Family Unity | . 20
2 2 Parental mderatanding . \ 9, \
3 3 Family Pressures
18 24 Family Social Oomncerns ' '
IT. SELF ESTEEM OR SELF REGARD . e
"5 5 . lack of Self-Confiden ' 8
7 7, Persanal ' Faults A 12
10 © 12 Maturity of Values' : 7
12 14 Moral Responsibility 10
14 18 Self Regard 13
16 y 22 Youth Group Vitality 10
17 23 Adult Caring , 11
{° . . III., WI‘IH}N SOi(DL P :
G\K\ 6 .-~ ' Academic Problems . | . -9
8 -8 . CQlassroom Relationsiyp | : 15
. T e "‘
IV. SELF AND SOCTAL INTERACTION .
4 4" Life Partner , e 7
‘\9 9 National Fssues . VR ¥ §
1 13 Orientation for hange o . 11
13 15  Mganingful, Life S 17
15 ‘19 Humdn JRelations . SPUEE S
! e "" ". ' B o "r 'I | ' ;:
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Ia

Variable # Socio-Biog_rajglical Variables a - Ttem #

19 (1) sex: 1, Male 2. Female , Personal Data

20 (ii) Age: 15, 16, 17, 18 years Perscnal Data

21 (iii) Socio-Economic Status of Parents ~
1. Low, 2. Medium, 3. High. , 195

22 (iv) Religiosity of Youths: 1. Low,
2. Medium, 3. High N 190 £y

23 - (v) Religious Affiliation of Youths:l.Catholic
2.Protestant, & 3. Others. - Perscnal Data

24 T i) Parent s/Ouardian s Educational Status: o
1: Low, 2. Medium, 3. High, _ 6 & 197

25 (vij) Dxuq(incltxling Alcohol) Usage: o
1, Low, 2. Medium, 3 ngh 198 .

26 @ (viii) Family Unit: 1. Separaced Parents ; '

2. theparated . , 202

27 (1x) Type of School Aending: 1.Public
2.Private, 3.Parochial, 4. Others.: ‘ 193

28 (x) Size of Family: 1, Large 2. Small 214 ﬂ

' Q

o 'me soores obtained fmn the responses to the fi;at eiﬂ

variables (or scales), werd trmeG;'m to '1‘-5003:33 (mam = 50;

| . Standard Beviation = 10). T-gopres of 56 and over wewe called ‘m,gh, |
unsefm4atossmc1mive "ML o g mmwmm
socm-bibg%oal variabm wara clasiitied as already qiwn above. |

,nnmxnmmmmmummprmmmnmu

_q«."
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~or four factors were used. The data were examined through Analysis

The sample was pmcumd by \'B'Sing mlti-stage-proportionate-

 randam sanpiing technique.

Ll

/
Twelve factorial designs, each of which cmtained two, three,

of Variance (ANOVA). The analyses ignored'higher order interactiéns

[

and hmted themselves to the first arder /interactions, simple and
overall main effects. Cnmtrasts were e ed where neoessaxy.

Pearsan mduct oment oorrelati wena also calculated

betwean SPA and each of the menty-eight varlables as a matter of

»

curiosity. C .

The steps in’the analytical pfocedure are given in the Flow
Chart (Figure 4.1). The .folloding saliens points are worth re-

iteratmg

171

(iL’f-ll possible first grder interactlcns were examined first>

(11)'?!.R a factour did not occur in an interaction, the result

, related t;o its overall main effect waa looked at. Scheffé's

o cmtraatsweremedtooamwb«mpoesiblemm
. L, the fadaor s ¢ J .
o uu)xf a W part;i,cipatéd 'in significmt mractim, its
‘ | shrplemineffecta wezeemninedfqr all its levels,
. ukmeadxmmofﬂn oo o Litaracting :m,l

~n .

. L] ;
B [ " L t P S L v s . 1 .
R "ih - i A ' fee o R R Sed s ¥ ) . ‘ ) ‘
' A #’ Toi . N B T 5 R ; ,
. ? % b ¥ ¥ "y . . - . v A N ; . NN . 4. LI

R m\dmm i . : | "

mﬂx\v&raamwﬁﬂ’ L was sﬂ@iﬂmt. - 'f oy

Sc;heﬁfé‘a omtmem were emlnined g.wided» b ﬁé&mhpdm thm ‘
- mlavala.. EAERENEE . e o 2» f‘,.
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The data were analyzed using IBM 360/67 at the Lhiversnty of

Alberta

L

FINDINGE AND THEIR Imucmms

The main fmdlngs of the study are given below, generally with

1

"a brief mantJ.on ot’ explanation and likely implications. ' For this

§
P
.
L LI
pit
R
. l
4 o

3
%
kY

'reverse was true about (B) Classmom latimsl&f hqvever (Table’ Iy 3$

'Pmblems and'hiqif Classroan Relationship, smmly, the h;ﬁtjnﬁsﬁ ;. F

purpose, each design is taken Separataly ¢

- , b

. ¥ :

1.. Design #2.1. 7 e -
A. (%) Acadenuc Problems B (8) Classroom mlatimship

AB mteract:lon was signifn.cant The cross—tabulatim of SPA
means for the varigus levels of the'two factoxs ﬁﬁ#@d that as the

Mi

levels of (A) Academic Problems rose, sha also thoremsed. The /,

The lowest SPA was fomd for the catbma

4 pcaden m"«x
"M'X Wi

'l
SPA was, seen fo;f 'hiqh/ Academ.s; with 'low* Clasaroan lhla\i,msmp b
: &9‘ ) ° : R
"f /

R ) ( o
! . B | .

, \@-ay@qﬂeth&s lqwomoemabwt acadanic

' ’ ‘A’ . \I’ &

prd;laﬁ md,\ the sm tima, is'good in clasSman relatimship,

.
[ L ‘ » i
,quapo:mmm lqh;, ; C o R ,m“ m‘,,. " ,
S o fom v i ’ B L . \ UL B
p : A [ S ' .4 v - %
. M i R « v LI 2 Cr : .
A P T
R v . I ¥ ’ o
@ .. o 4" ., f e \4} é
’ BadN : o °
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2. Desiqgn #2.2. o M
> ~ Ao (13) Meaningful Life B. (15) Humag Relations
There was no interaction. Both of the factors gave significant
. .overall main effects. . ‘
s i . . L3
. A. Meaningful Life: At the 'low* level of this factar, SPA
was the highest and it decreased as the level of the former rose (Table

4.5). Tt indicates that when t{;e subject has low score cn Meaningful . , r_"
Life (indicating self-centredndss) ,‘it evokes same contrastng life ‘Sétyle C
' [P

which is not conducive to a feeling of achie‘iatmt—striving‘md hence,

“the high SPA. ‘Ihe lowest SPA, foqnd in 'hlgh' #eaningful Llfa is true

- .
t
0

- of the q:posibe indmcatiqu .
' B. Huhan Relations: A simlar trend (SPA droppinq"dm

-

increase in level of the faqtpr) was also cbaarved for /(B) Hlnnan

Ralatio-s ('I‘able 4. 5) It seems that whe\q ymths are lod an Human R
)
Relations, they tend to xeport high SPA, giving sane ev1denoe of . o,
. their incapability to perceive their actual ac:hievamt ;ealidtmally T,
o Smﬂlarly,whenyouthsprehiqhmhmmxelaummmeyseanwbe |
‘_ f'\ | committed t;o th principle of equality of all men before God and AQ
* . therefare, sometires digtragted o tlumlvas They are My less - 1.

‘aduﬂv'mmto-onmbed and,tlmeﬁore, q:eport vexy high'SPA. "
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There was no interactigﬂ bere. The only significant overall ‘

m ef fect was fop () M)ral Responsibility. Increése in the level

of thlS Factor was acccnpamed by a downward tIEnd ‘in SPA ('I‘able 4.7)
SO that the lowest SPA was for 'high{ Moral Raspons1bility It |
indicates that when youngsters are low on mo‘raL respcnsibility; ‘that
is, resort td"pfivatimn (minding one's self alone) , they do not

. " relate their achievenent to a specific goal, and SO percelve their
achievement as ' satisfymg. and repon: hlgh SPA. Whereas those who
are high on maral mSPmsibility which mmlves maintaining a high,
stance of beocnung mvolved‘%m helpmg others, (tend to strive for

. further -achievements and theréfore, peroeive their. grades as less
[ ]

satlsfylnq, and S0 t:he lwest SPA. o L | \ '
4 Design 3.2 . " o
/"l - .. A. (4) Life parther 'B. (9).' National Issues \ ‘
o € (1) Oclentation for thange. | - o Vo
) R fhe ;:esult: showed fesence of mteract;im BG. AR » ’l‘ \
L e level—wiae cross-tabnlations Y’l‘able 4.10) srmaincmsisq L
.t {. fent: trend " tn SPA., 'me differenoe taqtmm the highest: m the | g "

' lcvepg m,ll f:pta;les jgnot vqry 1a.rge albeit significmm Nq use— :
ol mfezma:. cmld, thquu:e, e ;lram fran this. dda;gn

~e

.
L

A ot
L ' f’ui:
1

}’ 4
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Two significant interactions - AC and BC, were found, ‘so was the

P

overall main effect due to factor D. - — N
A ' .
(i), (A) Family Unity and (C) Family Pressure Interactim }‘"

'Ihe levelwise cross-carbinaticn (Table 4.13) d4id not show a . ,
‘clear trend in SPA alonq Fami 1y lhity. 'I‘here was an increasing trend
alang 'Famlly Pnessure, however Also, the Low-Im cell contained

the lowest SPA, and the medlwn-mgh cvll e highest.
' The youth in the Low-Low oell came typically frore- fﬁ@ith

.

relatlvely cordial atnosphere, ccmb.med with low, fami]\y pressume. .

"4 Under sud1 an J.nfluenoe, ,'che ymmqsters ‘would pmbably relatq

\
!

"mostly to their paments, be inﬂuenoed by the family expectatlons

and, thereby, tend to be "aduevexéent striving, and to :apcn:t pled SPA. .
. ’ , > e & ]

(*\11)- (B) Pazental mdemtandmg and (r lt‘amilx gressur&.. S

| »tfmat whenever'
(Table 4,15) g ,
B ‘H:Lgh—ﬂigh" the hiqhest. In the fomer cell r yomgsters enqued

) j hiqh cqmlalz,ty and good ccmmmicat:icp bemaen thenselwes ,md thgir
vl " IR !

Paﬁrents as mll as 1ow family anxietS.GQ r.md pmblens Such ygmg—
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1

¥

‘thls factor inplles mlatlve lack of concems of parents about sooxal‘

issues and is assoc1abed to higher SPA. » ' oo ' , ‘o
® S
. A _ . o ! R . v \ ‘ o ) )
6. Demﬂ #4.2 : . S S ‘
' [}

(5) Lack of Self Confidence 'B, (7) Persmal Faults
Q! (10) Ma 1ty of V‘alues ‘D. (14) ‘Self Ragard» .' v &

b Two of the snc lnteractims (BC and BD) were slgnificant, so *

t
'
.

was t:he main effect for factor A

)

(‘i)' {8) persona Faults . and (€) Maturity of values Interaction: .

4
[

'
SPA's in ,the conbinat.lcna of the levels of éactors B and Q J“
- v Sy
did not show any cmsistent t:tend except for decreasing SPA then ,
léve_l pf fact:or B.

pr- i,

’ \ the msults, t’herefo::e

u

Not.mqh useful infonnatim can he mfeg:'éd
(ii) (B) Perscnal Faults and (D) Self ega
SPA means dropped as Self Fegard levels inc:aaaed for ?ach lewhﬂ Vo
ofPerSawlF‘qults mesanewasnottnnforﬂnsmas' R

,Im:eractim s




" (1ii) lack of self Omfidence (Dverall Main Effect)

The SPA means for the low a-nd the nediur:\{ lave‘ls of this factor |
ham identical, hence this f;actm:‘(xmld be ratic‘nal ly cxmsidemd\to
er of two distinet classificationa.  Increasa in SPA from-mme to the
other was significant (Table 4.22) .

e high level of lack of Self Omfidence involves anxiety to
please others due to fear of making mistakes, uneasiness in qrou'p
situations, and over-eagemess to avoid embarrassing gituaticné.
"miis atate of ext.n;:rgself omsciousness in youths seems unsuitable
for the emotional stability required for stulents to concentrate on
achievement, and hence hig‘h SPA. With little self-confidence,
the ymmqﬁberﬁcmm‘peroaive whatever achievgment he makes, even low
can, tﬁerefom, be satisfyinqg. | ‘ \

7. msi"g_] #4.3 , | , )
A. (195) Socio-Economic Status of Parents, (B) Sex

C. Age.D. (196/197) Parent's/Guaidian's Educational Statua
There were three significant 'mmmwm in the rasults
of this desigqn, viz,, AB, AD, and BC, |
(A)‘Socio—nomqnic Status of Parents and. (l}) Sex Interaction
In the cross-classification of the thbinatia'fs of the. lewls
of both factors (Table 4.25), SPA8 for both Males (Boys) and Femalés
(Girls) d!wd aiqnifizamtly with ﬁmm in BE8 of Parenws.
However, puf anch level of SES of pnmm, au,?am aimiﬁ.cmtly
Aris. ;n‘,sm, ummum that boys pmb.my tand to be less
tmmmmna:anunuwho@m Tis

. , )

3 s
s o ’
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Y
Inferenoe i cont rary to the existing notion that Bays who arc supporicd

to e future ‘bhreadwinpers' for the family are more achicvement

©

e lowest. SPA was found for Girls at - 'high' SES level, that

seeking,

i for those who are generally under parental pressure to achieve

'
0 as to maintain the family traditions. The highest SPA, on the
other hand, was observed for Boys at 'low' SES lewel. This is mainly .
due to the fact that the financial and G;rrntimal suppart. fram parents
{5 probably lacking so that whatever the actual achievement, it seems

to be satisfying.

(11) (A Socio-Fcongmic Status of Parents and (D) parent's/

rd

Guardian's Equcational Status Interaction. .

In the levels of the two factars, SPA means were cbserved to
be sometimes dropbinq, samet imes increasiné), thereby “showinq c; ciearly
).mgular trend. The lowest SPA was in the H-H cell, and highest in
the L-L combination (Table 4.27). v

Tt would be recalled that the higher levels of both the factors
(Am associated to relatively high mot:imtim, inepiration, support,
~and paxental pressure-on mgatqra to ‘mlava. The mvarse would
be true for 'low' levels, : '

(1ii) (i Sgx and C. Age Imm'actim

mwnwmdmbelmrtorguuﬂmturbay'emm
the fc:urageu. However, mthapgamm ﬁnmﬂmnm |

\ omaa.mn:, Gotasional age~related diffsrences’ existed for baye
butm:tqrgim Agr-viu SPA was rhingmm ﬁm

Lo -
v R

178



B. besign #M.4

:?e ia"!' "Q ’ '» . { ‘ ﬂ\ %

- 179

bays but not for girls who showed no significant differences.

A. (195)  Socio-Foonamic Status of Parents B. (2021 Family Lhi:
C. (i%/l97) Parent's/Guardian's Educational Status‘. D. Size
of Family. ' o

Interaction AC was significant, so were the overall Main effects
due to B Arxiﬁn respectively.

{

The fqoper bas already been dealt with in Design ¥4.3 (as

interaction AD). o . .

(B) Family Unit - Overall Main Effect.
SPA for younqstens from separated families was’ significantly ‘
higher than t:hat for those fram mseparabed families ('I‘able 4,31).

It seems that t_hose living with one parmtmave lower motivation to

achieye and less emm:imal Buppou:'t fram, their single pa;ent so that

they tend to view their achievement as aa;ibfm. : ) /
(D) Sise of Panily - Qverall mmin Effect. o
Yomgsbets fxom. ' large ' faminea showed hiqher SPA than those

from ‘small’, families ('I‘able 4,31), It seens that the yomgsters. fran
larq:s familiea are leas pmne to achievement~striving, pmbabl:} due-
t:o iaadaq\m em::timal and mxgtiqml atpport .

) r

o .

. \
. ¢ . . g
LA ' . !

A. (190) faum.mit;y @Yautha B. (195) m@-mm smm

of parenta, €, Dammimum maugm mumum). D.. (196/ #

19‘2) Pm;‘!/Wﬂ‘l mgim M

0 5 o e
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Three highly significant interactions,-AB, AC, and BD, \were .
’
nhserved in the results of this design Inberaction AD thas %\quady
heen tn‘abed in Dmuqn #4.3 (as interaction AD) , the remaining a)es

are digelissed heru, . ’ ot

(1) (A Religiosity of Youths and (B) GESi Parents Interaction.

n both, the SPA had a dcwn‘rd trend, that is, with rise in their

flevela, SPA dropped. lowest SPA was found in the H—H oell and the

N

mqhe‘at in thé I~L cell ({Eable 4.34). .

It seems that the yomgsters who are highly dedicated (high
on Reliqiosity) , ‘and cgne fmn parents wjth high SES peroexve their
acmevemmt less sati'sﬁ/mg (challenge n‘ well respgnded to) and,

——

therefare, report 1ow SPA. The reverse’ is true of the yomxgsters
.~ in t.he Low-Low (IrL)\ carbination, ‘
(ii) (A Rahgmsitx of Youths and (C)_Denamination (‘“ui-?ﬁ

Affilintion) Interattion. - o

¢

(94} the first factoxr - A," SPA meany dropped as tha lavel of the
factcxr rpse This appli,ed to all the three typea of dénaminations;
Catholics, Pmtestmts, 'Otm:s' It seems that the youngsters who

. are less dédicated to a purpoes oould be leas qc;&emmt—orimesd.

- ,’m .

xeporthiqhﬁm, . - S ;
A (19‘5) mgvmmio Status os Fmt,g, oa) Mly mh \
| "19§1 vy Doage, D. (204) Slap b Mly AR

o fmze o umﬁ.m mm-adau J;\ gm mm m., L

a ?h.’

(:l.) Aapﬁ m) m., o

Coutly N
‘ca/ -

S I
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(1) (M)*Socio-Ecanomic Status of Parenta and (C) Family

e s

-

Interaction.
'I‘nkinq‘ factm; B, e c;ould éay that the SPA mean for thé ymﬁf‘ga
sters from separated families was higher than that of their oount?' \ }f’i oo
parts fmm un%eparated ones at each SES level This is tme\cxuhﬁorﬁ °
Jo and’ meddwm SES levels, but not for the ‘Mgt SES (Table 4. 3'9) \
Younqqterq from the canbingtion of 'Idn" Sﬁgand separated ‘
fanulxes reported the highest SPA, probably becguse they pero've 1’

their actual achieverent as pre-emnently satisbmq in the~ absenoe ‘

- of mtw@tlm an¢ financial sug)ort This is further subsp&nt?ted

by the fact that the SPA is the lowest for youths fram the catbiqatim
of '\mseparated famlhes and 'high! SES N
‘ C (1) (Q) Drug Usage and %‘)) Size of Family Interactn.on.

SPA trend tended to be inconsistent (Table 4.41), Ebr exanple, o \ \

in 'larqe and 'small' familq.es as Drug Usaqe incteaaed so dld SPA,

even thcngh the increase in me case was not ,,significant. With regard
to Famtly Size, SPA dnqapea aiqnificantly from ' larga’ 'sxmll"

families on x for 'low* Drug Usage. SPA rose significantly from

lan;a t;o 'smll’ fmilies in both 'msdim' and ‘high! Dmg USQQ

. *n

[ Y S | . . . . K

. ! ‘ o e . - » ho
o . . » B : ‘, , T ' 4 v '
1. naaigx_mw Y .

A, (l933 W of ﬁd\oé} Am'ding 3(195) aqciq-mmauq 8 }" e «
of Pmt;a ) (1954197) pmwmumm gmuam ﬁ Abus. -
(21,4) s:m of vmuy, i :




. ' \ v . N . ' . - ." ' - ' ‘\ \
The discuqéims an the remaining two are sumarized here. . .

) (A) TYpe of M‘ﬁtmnding apd_(Q) Pagent’ s/mian s " '

rducatimal Status Interaction. N\ L o . \

~ Two pattems of trends were abserved here f'I‘able 4.45).. Qne "t
‘was rise in SPA msane' aspmé - forom Public or’Private to’ Ot:her
schools. The other was .a dmp SP?\ means £rom 'low' to 'high'on
Parent s/Guardiand Education  in the case of Public and Private
schools, no change in Parochial schools_, and ‘incmsistent change far
"Others'. Highest SPA mean was found for Youngster: in tvh—e\smbinatim
"of 'Other' schools (Vbcational/'l‘raaes) and also from ‘high' Pamnt ts/
. Ouardlan s Educational St:atus showing signs of satlsfaction in

yomqebers ) ' . R

[

. The loweat SPA meaX was in the two cmbination cells of Public- ; A
'high', and Privaté-'high' Parent's/puardians Educational Status.
This'is p.robab'ly due to the aghiey t ox:ientatim of the type of
achool. combined with the parental motivation, ! coL
- (14) (A) m:g of Sdlool Attending and (QL ) 6ize of Emnily |

Intemt;im., L e L
3
SPA rose from Public m Othgr school, ﬁa:.,both 'small’ and

large’ families. Qnly in Public schools, SPAEar Yongstars from "
J v familieg, 18 Jquer thn: that of thoss from lai:ga famuiea. R N
‘lhem was o 5imiticum: diffsmm in SPM for Youms tmn m‘ REE
t:ypaaofaetmla (Tabla 4.46), = o, | )

A Mm@mdq;)f'mwm-nﬂm mmunma N
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satisficd such yQunasters are in trade QChgols.
3

12. Design #4.8
[} . o 3 ! ,
A. (190) Reliagiosity of Youths B . (193) Typé of School
Attending. C. (198) Drug Usage. D. Denamination (Religious

. . ?
N

, Affiliation).
L ]

Four significant 'interactions were observed, (i) AB, (14) Ac,
(iii) BCand (iv) CD.

(1) (M) _Religiosity of Youths.' (B) Type of School Attending

- Interaction.

(Dnsuiermg factor A (Religiosity of Youths), as its level
anreased,. SPA means dropped for Public, Private ‘and Other schools;
but the pattem for Parochial sdlools showed a rise fram !low! to .
nedi\m', and’ a drop from nadium to'high! ’Raligioaity (Table 4. 49),

In factor B (Type of School Attending) , as one moves fram Public
to Other achools _ SPA seems to rise for "medti um ' and 'h:l.gh' levels of
xeligiosj,ty, but. a slight:, mn-simificmt: drop in 8PA was obeerved for

- Parochial schools. The 'high' Mligimitrmbliq School. cell had the

te

lowest SPA,and the 'low' Paliglosity-'Other’ school the reverse, tnai-

mdngmm&dimummﬂnm{uﬂvimm | o,

) ) iom’,f,tmuu.m (cy,, mage Intera
e lackeps significant F's betwoen’ madi. ;

u;aga at the 'madiun' aund h,igh lwalq (p.xt ngt 'lcu ) af mligiqsity

';g,ammmy. txutm y-hat ‘meiunn mmu a8 gravel as 'Mﬂh‘

s ,mmxmmmk Mﬂcgumgcmmu mmm,m

qz mm;g.m frmtamy o tm o:hd: m tm

R
»"

-

L ‘,'ﬁn Tl mtbimtim (mw, m:.iqiositg-um Prog O mﬁ the hiqh-



‘ lowast. ‘;PA Was observed for Pmteatmts with 'low!

.: ms&t;:we to high neqative, 'me gmmia? mﬂnm:ded to' satiafy N

" ma 191?0 smplp size wuch a8 thiﬂ M“’r m i.--

[}

, :
contrary, the -1 cell was the reverse condition and hegoe, +the lowest
. N 3 ! 1

.‘iPA mean, _
. * ‘ . ' i N !
(iii) (B) Tvpe of School Attending and (Q) Drug Usage Intgraction,

‘Increase in SPA means was ébser\led as one goes from Public to
Private etc., ‘ichool‘a, particularly in the 'low' Druq Usage level. spa
dlfferenoeq were pot observed between meciium' and 'high' Drug Usage,
thus mdlcatnru simllari}y in 'the two levels.

'ﬁiqhest SPA mean is daserved for 'high' Drug Usage in 'Other’
schoolq and tho lowest SPA for Low Dzug Usage in Private Schools. The
f@mer type of younqsters indxcabs high admievems\s‘nt orientation, and
the lattex* t:he reverse '

(1v) (C) Drug Usage and (D) Denaniqatim (Religious Affiliation)

~

Interaction.
’—"__"_~w_—~

The xmult in general suqqests how a type of Religious Afflllatlm |

\

cmbmed wn;h Dmg Usage could be associated with yO ters' SPA.  The
Dnj Usage, which

indlcates mw the parent:a' achiavexmt—orienbatia\ reflecte on the
ymnqster xealn.stically with lessdrtng influence |

)
' . . \ .
A ) ,
. *
« ~

‘PENB(N PKJHL‘I‘ M)EN'EI‘ (DRMIM‘ICNS. AN PNCIILIAR[ ANAIXSIS.

Pearsm Pmdtxzt Moment O:xrmlai:ims ware calculabed as addiﬁmal

analysis. maywmbatmm SPA and each occheza indapamhnt‘ .
variables; I:n'rableam they%;earrmgadinomxfmrsﬁmmm

]

cu;iosi.ty métomhblqmmaeaﬂnmimdeafrsataglame

e .




- arqued vto be the less desirable ane. It ocould inply (a) the_ymth's..

mm—mmm, mm.myam;pt.mm&mita s:lzesrmldbe
" wylccme and recam

v | | I W

-

i . \ . .
cwere signi ficant, gheir overlap or common vatiances were negligible.

It is therefore not necessary to attach any importance to those cor-
. 4 ' ‘

rolations.
The interpretatim's of'the results given in this research are i

based upon Fhe xesearcher s underlylng theory regarding .'Self-Perceived Py

] Achlevenent' (SPA) expounded on pages 5-8. It is not inconceivable, .

however, that other plausible and justifiable interpnetations can be

~t

advanoed, usmq a different. pérspectlve

In suming up the‘main findings of thig rqsearch, it will be .
.recalled. fram Chapter I that éhf'ls investiagation aimed at the identi-
fication of nm—oognitiv.é correlates of SPA, the implications of &me
of which coul@e of practical use to t;hose engaged or interested in
the education ar\the well-being of the youth. N N
SPA can be locked at as Being thigh' or 'low'. The fommer is

feeling that he is achieving at his own level of apgiration which,
in tum, may be wnrealistically ‘low (ar munes high); (b) that. the

" Youth is mable to perceive his acadqnio grades mlistiqqlly bec'e

mdoesnotmdemta;ﬂtrairvalmass@, orhehasafeelmgof
disgust for sdmling; (a) that: t:he youth: 1s probably fmatiming in.

aworld of fmwmm”mWim- C .
'I‘he 'high' SWA, ﬂlua dqcked at, is less ¢ hve to youth 8,
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Contrariwise, 'low' SHA pnobabiy inplies a less satisfying feel-~

ing whereby the youth perceives his academic grades as having possibi-

lit}es for further mpr&zanen If so, it has pobential for motivating

the youth for improving his achievement. 'Low’ SPA, therefore, should

not be disocouraged except m&ér limited circumstances, e.g., when the
. Youth does not possess the ability for such an endeavour « |

» ‘
The research studied twenty-eight nm—oogm.tivq variables in /\

]

relatlon to SPA: .

@ eighteen dcales from the Youth Research Oentn% (YRef survey
which dealt with o cmcems, values, beliefs and atuuﬁeﬁ (Table 1.1); and
| (b) ten variables of biographical and demgramic nature (Table
1.2) . B | . ’ . A

Three of the eighteen scales aid not give M and usef‘uI“
results. They wera: Youth Group Vitality, Adult Caring,.and Life
Partner. -The remaining fifteen seened pert:inent to ‘SPA. They showed
xthat, nxpcially, 'high' ' SPA was fomd to be assoczated with 'high' \)
standing (T ma of 56 and over) x the folloaing nine scales:

]
« ()| Academic m’gﬁm. 7 worries and fmstmt.:igns over ae's

F @) Classroan mlatmxshiplm— a feeling of madeqmy and ’. ‘ -
<32 Naticnal ram kam,in,_w oSt in aocinl mblm \;‘

.; ‘“» ) &ientatim ﬁmdmga taking & bersl ;m;e tdqhm;ﬂ
e {5) Family unity mamdqty war 1@@& Of Mlx‘@ )
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" ‘ (7) l’m—vntal Lhderqmrqmq - extneme lack of c*czm‘unicatlm

tween youth and parents . < ‘ '
(8) Persmal Faults =~ extrene seg‘f\un_.icism and feelihgs‘qf

quilt
(9)“ !Iack of Self-Confidence - little self-confidence.

%umlarly, 'hlqh&PA found associated to a 'low' standing (T

score of 45 and less) on these six scales wexe o

/fl), Meanmqful Life. -}contrastmg life-style of self-cennredness.
,’L,(Z) Human, Ralatmns ~ absence” of qaermd.ndedwss and campassion |
| | for others, ‘ : .
’ (3) Moral R‘aSpulslblllty - llving for cne S .ovn self (privatism).
L (4) F‘anily Social Concems: -! less family involvement in human

S “heeds. _
'/ ) ' . p—
//’ (5). Matm:ity of Values - inability to move toward achieving a
spec;fic qoal , ¢ . ‘ . _
/ : ()] Self Ragxd inability to accept ana's self as a person of ,

D

. ‘ \'I‘aking t.he ten bi.Ogr ical and demgrapmé variables, it v was
.$. : .
o 'Mgh' SPAwag asaociated with a"hi,.f

B a,r :;

9
‘

[

‘ ' : '
. Y
,‘* ' i
. . i
, A l‘.

SR ,w

[
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.o AD Iblu;ious Afflllatim (Denanination) - (‘atholic.
v ‘ﬁk

'Inw <st:anding an the following was assoclat:ed to the ‘high' ) )

J " N

bPA: ‘ ‘ -

(1) Socio-Econamig Status of Parents. ‘ .

X e . | s
(2) Parent/Guardian's Educaticnal Status. ' ‘ : .

"(3) Religiosity of. Youth ~ ljck of dedicatian. -

SUGGESTIONS “FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

This research v‘ias'not: ccniucted under the 'best' circunstances

~

Some of the undeslrable features wene, far instanCe the nature of the

»sample and the mst:nmant used. Ch the basls of the experi&nce derived,

) however, a few ideas f0r fyrther reseamh are gwqm below for the bene-
fit of future' researchers in this area. - ~.
e , v e, ’
1. Raseamh in Another Cu!ture /
| o In the event og a xaplmatlm of thJ.s research in another cul-
| ntural set;tinq (in which "%his researcher is keenly im:exest:ed) . the ‘/,.
'.“, Instnment wmld need to b& modified ‘with relevance to theparﬂ.m]kr

pertain ot:he?majc}r° o 3:"‘«‘--'
- eligiows Deriminagdons (e} ig1cus Affinmcm; will peed. 0 b s L
fied*inmad om, m of ammghe *;911" JOTHERS'. . i

: . . e be,;;«»t;.t R ’ yice

swh mligions am Islunnanmbuq mi SQxapMm

wltural mvlrmmnt:. In Nigerin. for

‘l '
ar
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were mlloobcd Uﬁo ‘guarq ago has probably mdexgone oertaln notable ¢ s
chanqes Tn such'as ‘Case the generalizations could Be out-ddted. fn a - \

MK B
cross—cultural research, therefore, the time of data collection slfvould

be as close as poss:ble LA ' B ‘ .
| The sanmple fqr this stuiy was rather \mxepresenacive, bemg
largely tollected -from ai ecumenical (or m,llgiqus) source. It did,
however, contain a sizable number of youths with non-religious affilia-
tions also. Further researchers should guard against this Jimitation.
It is further Suqqested that. the massive sanple 'size of the .
’present study (6,534) can be cons;qurabiy neduced, say to a flfth, wlth-
out lpss-in t;he quallty of the fz,pdmgs, e.g.. in regazd to the size of p L

L]
type II error. y C ¢ ) -
T A i p ) " . , . . . h‘
L ’ - . .
) ' . ’ N '
" : o

3. Ebcta{t;lmmthe _Ees of the Data, Y . o
It £ ?uggestedmtméu:&rtopmvide additional useml ™- oo

- (s

”fmmm&m could possibly be xe-analyzed so as to examine higher oo
order in%xactims also T£ W also be mrthwhne t;o examine the |28 i

* c ~ B
£ & variables. in a mlt,iple zegrﬁﬁim tedn:.que - .
» ‘\,' ‘ : (' ’ g A " P "(u.
! R Yo
v | . - i - .
LY ] . ' Iy
4:“‘ ';. ‘ * “, - - ' ! ’ |
' ;’" . b, &
SR A R
e ) . ) * W ' ‘
- A \ K l,ii.‘( ! '(-' t ‘ !
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RESULTS OF A PILOT STUDY REGARDING SPA.
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-undertaken an this point. .

Questiconaire) was found to be .432, showing less than eighteen' per-

211a
i ) .
Results of a Pilot-Study Regarding SPA
I .
The validity of the psyt*hological cancept of "Self Perceived
Achievement" (SPA) as hypothesized-in thi arch could be dpen to

\.‘

same questions. One could thir;k,- for exanple,‘ that SPA is not d'if~ ‘
ferent fr,fxn actual grades or achievement. A pilot study was, therefore,
A 20—-57t:em'ques_timnaixe (attached) was co'nstxuct;ed in cansulta-
tion with the members of the researcher's Ph.D. cumuttzlee It was
adninistered to 175 high school students aged 15-18 years in the
Edmonton .Separate and Public School Boards (in Alberta“,. Canada) in
November 1972. _ : . .
The respondeﬁts' Grade Point Averages (GPA's) were abtained
from the school records.

L

The correlation between, the GPAs (actual academic acmevexent)

and the responses to the SPA item (included as #8 in the present

N

cent commn variance ar overlap between the two variables. ‘This was .
interpreted as sufficient evidence.in favor of thecmcept, of SPA as K
wed in this stody, S

| The pilot study was also ext:ended ﬁar establishing the reli-

ability of the xesponses to the SPh:lte:n l'br this purpose, the

questicnnaire was readninistm;ad tq Wer 102 of the. ou:iginal 175
mqumhnta ;anm sdmlaftarawaek' j.ntarval 'nxehasthebest

_x'elﬂbinty &mlatim) of SPA m fond to ha-74, Miswas - -
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QUESTIONNATRE

. INSTRUCTIONS. .

1. Fill in your name, etc., on the separate answer sheet provided.

2. Select the best respapnse to each Atem.

3. sAnswer all the items. ‘ .

4. Use the pencils provided for blackening the' correct spaces.

5. If you want to change your answer, erase properly before filling
in the correct - answer. L K .

6.  Retumn the separate answer sheet along with the questionnaire when
campleted. . .

P SN
1. How canfident do you feel about: your abillty to do High School work?
- A, Very chh o
* B. Quite a Bit

C.. Very Little
D. Not at all,

2, Hon ser,wusly do you take your stu:lies at school?
A, Very Mch w0 -
C. Very Little |
D.Mnatdl ‘ *

3. Bc:w friendly are your classmates with you?

A Very mch |

oL s B mmﬁggﬁ o . o
o _'C._.\\hry t _ o N T
' j&w#mmmﬂm@mnM§x .
‘WT«}pgnxmwnwwqw;, :
t_-.:t B,Qf!i% &Bit DR - : \ .
‘ ': 0’1 ,‘. tl.a . .‘:“\:" B :."v‘ l“: ',’ ' ' * ' ,"\i, ..?" ' 'l’(
AR S
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) .
5. How often do you participate in your school sports?
A. All the time ‘ . o
B. Most times
C. Few times . ‘
D. Never "

6. If you worked harder do you think it would raise your gi*ade?
A.  Yes | o
B. No ; .

7. 1f you had a choice would you attend a different .school?

A. Yes . “ .
B. No o \ ‘ ,

8. Which of the following best describes the kind o adesor marks
you get at school? ‘

A. Excellent grades ' .
B.. Above Average grades : ‘ R
C.. Average grades . S :

D. Below Average grades

E. \Bry Low grades ‘ P

4

9. How different .are your interests fran those of your age—gzoup in .

: your class? . -~
A. Not at all - t ¥ .
B. ‘ery little «
C. 'Quite a bit

p. Vexy much L
10. whom do you consider most suitable to supervise your classroan
, | o s

| ‘disclplme? ,
A. Student Ihion C!lass Iepzepentative K | \‘ |
) ' B.. Class m\aadxe,r , .
' G 'Ieatzherstpervisor o |
DI T D.' Prinqipal , j - S . et
¥ o 11,‘ ,’Hw muqh help do ym gat gt: Home in doing your school qsaigmmt?
B . » A- xh S - W I, B R
‘ i ‘ ! » ‘ Qxim g Bit ) , "',,.' . -‘ 4 [ o . T o R
R lc, ».,mmmle T S PR
LDy Nat m‘: alil L T e .
W ~_ B o A g ° '
| s T A
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12, How ofgen. do your parents/quardians call at. ghe school to discuss
your progress with yoa teachers? .
' ¢
A, Nt at all
H. Rarely
C. Often
L4

13, If a chassmate hurts your feelings, to whan would you like to camplain?
A. 'Parents/Cuardians B
B.” Other classmates
C. Teachers
"D, Principal

" 14. Do your classmates think that you work hard? W

Yes
No

= >

15. o your classmates think that you are a high achiever?

A. Yes
B, No

16. Is it possible for you to work harder to raise your grade?
A ‘ Yes . ’

» \
A B. No

oy

17. How often do your classmates seek your halp in doing their achool
assignmants?

A. Very mxch ' v P
B. Quite a bit A

C. little
D\ . At- all‘

.

18. How often do y(ou visit the hames of your classmates?
) A. Wry Oft-'l'
B. Quite a bit
C. Very little
;P -Not at all. ! s

19. ‘Do your parents/quardions attendffbur achool parties and sports?

"R Vary often , .
B. Quite a hit . .
C. Vexy little » .
D, Not at all. : ’

-
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1f you intend to oelebrate your birthiny, how many porsons from
your own class would you like to invite? :

- >
A. Ne
B, 1-3
¢, A-6
D. Over 6,
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122 WEST FRANKLIN AVENUE - MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA 35404 - PHONE, 612-339-2775 2

-~
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Mr. Clifford 1. Berepiki
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. " This 1s to grant you the permission of Youth Research Center
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! . THE INSTRUMENT

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE 28 VARIABLES o

!

Variable 1 (Scale #1)

(hoice of Responses to questions 1 -~ 19,
N ~ Never Bothered, NL ~ No Langer Bothered, ) 5«
V ~ Very Mich Bothered, Q ~ Quite a Bit Bqthemd,l
- Mt Bothered; L - Very Little Botl}erred

I am bothered by the fact that ...... taaaan ............

1 (21) We are not close as members of a famdly ....,.....n. hacenanaaa

o 2 (31) we need a greater feeling of lova in our family .............,
\ 3 (39) 'memarenot enough social activitiesinmymm.............
. 4 (48) My family is not o8 happy as I wish it were..........;........
5 (67) The iéambers of my familv axe not considerate of each chr

7 (84) My father is not as interestad in me as I would ka.....00a.. s

. * .

\3 (91) I dODOt Wﬂﬁrlmwmﬂqt@n avnno;-o--op...o'o.ﬁc 9“0;0
Co

9 (97) er jﬂm ” inmIBIM inm” Imm 1MIQOQGQQQQ,

10 (loz)mdormd()ﬂ\ingﬂm“lf.l\u.y-.-“”....”n”unu‘ .. .

L - .s'j ’, B . - .
Verisble 2 (sale 2) .. T
n (zz)mmuMmmmrmnmm@mm.

. 13 (‘0’ wm mm ﬂggm; g m,aoouunesg;noQgegaeaai;pq o

» .
L]



14 (49) My parents (mother ar father) try to pry into my private life..
15 (58) My parents (mother or father) donot 1ikesa!aofmy friends..
16 (68) W parents (mother or father) do not understand my dating -

18 (95) My parents (mother or fathér) are to0 StriCt.aueuececaasasanten

| '
19 (103)My paregts (mother or father) do not trust me.................
, .

~

Vanable 3 (Scale #3) ,‘(

oice of responses to queStims 26—26

"Yes" -~ if the st:abemenﬁ is trua

»

"No" -~ if the Statement is not true.

‘ol ‘. s
. i

) W K ? . N R
20 (202) My parents are separated (or divorced) .a'
21 (204) I am fmmtly 111”!!lﬂshQaﬁﬂllﬂllQHQA-‘l"“!llannin!q'lrxsniﬁ
22 (205) Financial trwbles creat:q difficulties in my home ...i..iaeon

23 (209) Ihmrettmablegattmg allmq with my father .c..ceveeadecaass

24 (210) 1 have trwblé gettiag almg wit:hmy father cesiecaseciancnes

/“

i

3

25 (217) m fm i’ ”lqm -,,'g...u-g-pn-n-onoeocpo-.naspgoa-? ! )
26 (220) Wa have had micus difficulties m cur hare (pmlmged s.J.zmss,

3

-



variable 4 (Scale #4)

(hoice of responses to question 27. "
N ~ Never Botheréd; NL —~ No Longer Bothered; ’/72
V =~ Very Much Bothered; Q - Quite a Bite Bothered “
~ Samewhat Bothered; L -~ Very Little thelfed. | ﬂ
% am bothered by the fact that ,.....................
27 (86) I fall in love toO €aSily ................... arandaa

(hoice of responses to questions 28 - 33. ‘
. N (Never) - I do not remember ever wcnderinq about this,
NI. (No Longer) ~ I used to think about this sdnetimes, but. 1
haven't thought it at all lately.
v (Very Much) - I probably spend some time almost every day
44 thinking about this. |
Q (Quite a Bit) ~ I probably don't think about this every day,
Cr putx think about it quite often.
S (Samewhat) - I think about this sometimes, but not as mich f
as "quite often“
L(VetyLittle) ~Iﬁ1hﬂtaboutmismoeinawtlila, but : \
! ‘ notveryoften L . |
I wonder about ..., ' |
28 (126) what ta look far.in a life partpe;r P
- 29 (128) methex: I will mqrx:y surame who will give ne happiness...."
0 (129) tbwmkeeppqp/girld;abemated IN M8 e
! (130) mema;aesne- aXe NOTMBL wvvvvvurensrinnininii,

»

'32 (lg) MMI“H ﬁ-ﬂdﬂuﬁm Q;sa'ﬁgcgnonuapnassonoa.q

»



]
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33 (133) whether I can.find a life partner who feels é}e way I do-

Variable 5 (Scale #5)

about things tr\atareri(mtormdmg ........... Ahneaaaaaan

’

(hoice’ of responses to questions 34 -~ 39,
N - Never Bothered; NL - No Ionger Bothered
V ~ Very Much Bothered; 0 ~ Quite a Bit Bothered °

S - Sawewhat. Bothered; L'~ Very Little Bothered. )
I am botheredby the fact that .......... ‘ ’ fi‘
l34 (23) I am easily carried awaybymyemotlcns..... .....
35 (33) 1 worry about littie things ..iiiiiuiiunnnnin.n... araenna
36 (38) Iamtooanxlmstopleaseoﬂmers.......,..., ...... Ceanas .
37 (44) I lack cmfidmoevmenxeéitingintheclass
38 (52) I am afraid of failure or humliation .............,e.;.....
39 (55) I lack the personality and t’ﬁxe ability to be a leader in
agroup....,..
40 {61) I am afraid of making mistakes TeM et nsaannanscacnntanarnaa .
41 (78) My feelings are easily ULt .aueeuevevenslseoisnoosensonnnn,
. . . ’
. Varisble 6 (scale #6) S | - N
42 (25) Ihava‘little interest in sc!m;l.stndies . .,,.........:.,.L ‘
43 (39) Idamttakenyst\xiies 9exiously @NOUh \suladserarsnns.,
44 (62) »xdm-'tmrxnmsmay well . oW
45 69 1 :eelﬂnt:mnotumu%otrmofnyaqe
N ,
R )



N . . :
"46 (70) Thére are those who are smarter than I am and gqut better 4
| Irades «..in.ivevinnnnnn.. Y e
L 47 (98) I hawe difflculty keepmg my mind an my ids ........... )
48 .(106) T am not satisfied with the grades I gﬁt{l:1 ........ Aemaeaa. -
49 (123) 1 daydream too much .. ... e nrananeaa e, [Tt
Cholce of responses to question 50. . /‘An .

{
N (Never) - I don't renenber ever wonderlng about thls

o " NL (No Ionger) - I used to think' about this. smetmes, but.
‘ I haven t- thought about it at’ all lately. *
V (Very much) ~ I pmbably spend , same time almost every day

: t4*)inkinq about. thls . :\/ '
Q (Quite a Bit) - I probgbly de about thlS every -~ ’

\

day, but I think about Lt quite often.
S (Samewhat) - T think about ‘s*éamfti.nes, but not as much
ool "as 'quite often’,
o " J
L (Very Little) - I think abom: this onoe ,in a wmle, but not

. veryoften

. ‘ . . ) ) \
Iwmderabmt ..... »
50 (131) Whether I have the ability to do college work epeevehianenin
Nariable'7 (scale 471) . # hot e .

v ‘. (hoica of respnses to q\nstims 61—61.
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~
I am bothered by the fact that .....,
. . _A’
51 (43) Idm'tdoenwghtohelpothers... ...................
52 (57) I canndt forgive mysel'f for things I bave dwe .,......
N . /\

53 (65) I cannot keep away fmm thinking thoughts I feel I
ShOuld'n't haVE .., ........................ 4Aaannna q---gqa‘ nnnnn
54 (73) 1 cannot live ufto the Starfiards I have set far mybelf

55 (104) 1. don't know how girls (or boys) think e g,
56 (110) Iamoften jealous of my friends C e naaanemanaaaaaa.. haaaean
57 (117) It seems that I can pever do ;nythmg right ’
5&@19) T ofben feel sony for myself ............ anaeana e N

60 (121) T am Scmeﬁimes S0 conscious of my faults ‘t;hat I enjoy
nothing‘...’.‘.....;........4..,.'.............................
61 (122) T an un of myself
' (holce of responses to question 62, =
N (Never) - T dm‘trematberever wondexing about: uus;
_NL' (No Longer) —xusedtotmnkabout'&xis sametimes, but 1
- haven't thought abbut it at all lately,
VWM) —Iprobablytxpemsmetinealmateveryday

%

Q (Qume a Bit) - I/prdaably o't think about this e\m» day,




P

very often.
I wonder about ........
62 (127) Why T behave as T dO ,.unesnneennsn... e

Variable 8 (Scale #8)
(hoice of responsesyto questions 63-88.
" N -~ Never Bothered; Nh ~ No Longer Bothered
V - Very mach Bothered; Q ~ Quite a Bit Bothered
- Somewhat Bothered; L - Very Little Bothered
1 am bothered by the fact that ............
63 (27) Classmates at school could be moré friendly FRTTRT erraenn
64 (36) 'Iheze axe cliquds (closed groups) in my School waaneen.. Yeeaan,
65 (46) Sa!e classmates are inomsldemte of ny feelings ...cancannans
66 (60) Idonothlwwhataboy (or girl) expectswrmm a date,....
67 (64) Outside of my family there is do growp where I 'feel I
_ really belong ,.,.~
68 (71) Same teachers are sarcastxqwd critical of vmat Ido sesesnns
69 (72) In a growp I. ofuen acl: diffexmtl)g fram what I really am
70‘.(77) There are enoug;h opportmitias mbewithamimdgrmp
‘ (boysmdgirls) msocia,l activities Cerearensannaanaenragaas
71 (79) Somé ofnwteachers afe pot int:emted DB vireerennneanene

72 (80) My interests ateqften diffemf; fmnumecf,oﬂms of « - -

&

. .
Wm .n.g.g..,g.goqqno-p-,-g.-ogo.,-,.q,g'g*gqotgqnpgpm!an!p
. . '

m bo.ql,nq.opqn.chnqo,g
[

oo
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\q6 1108) T lack ability to participate in SPOILS . .vrenrs e

77 (132) T do not have many friends at SChOOL «.................... .

. SN

Variable 9 (scale #9)

-

78 (28) Our national government often seems urlresponsivatothe néeds v
‘of people .,

+ 79 (30), Pollution of our air and water threatens to destroy all

\ N

human life
80 (37) Smeofh\estatelawsnmbemgmfoxnedaremjust.......... '
81 (47) Friends of n\i.ne, who\don 't pelieve in war, are being forced

"

N\
boenter the mlxta::y SELVACE tioyernannatnnnnnnsrsnnnnnnnanns

|

82 (56) erworldmay be\destmyadby a nuclégarwar ,’

83 (81) peace aramgnatlms\seam . SID1E i iiiennniannrranenannnn

84 (83) Tevolution and violehs may dAStroy Qur COWMTY SO0 .......,
\ T toa .
85 (94)

86 (109) Some people want. to dest;my\the gova\nment because they ' f

find t:hings to am.ticize ,..X.....\..\,.......'...........?..,

g
Y

i 87 (113) 'Ihere is sonuchviolence andcme e R A

n"' \
o lmless bumly OQOKCOOHQQPODOOAnQi?sb.-’la
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89 (224) .My concems focusmredxnyamneedsummmgneeds

of others R
90 (230) I am not sure enough of my beliefs to answer when ' sameone
d'lallen@S ny @Victim n----.-.n--,a--o-u-q-.--qnyoq-...-nq

91 (234) 1 frequently feel tom between omfllctmg values, beliefs,

md @Slms -‘-f{o“'.q‘lq-...qql‘.nll.vhonip;..'.q-l‘.i;ttglt.qo.g!- '

92 (235) What I think of nyself is strongly influenced by what my

' 2 0
friends and others tell me

93 (236) A girlfrle.nd/boyfrlend oould ocnvmoe to do saretmng

y. mldlImllem tommg p.gl..“l-..Qll...lll.i'ﬁ.(.l‘.-\-

. 94 (238_) My evaluatim of current issues is, usually 'influenced more -

by own judgment than by the opinicns of others .......,.,....
95 (240) Wy friend oould not, persuada me to do sgrething whlch I

o

belleve to be wrcng ,,...“.

, .

* 4

. o ¢ . : e .
\ i L R

. Yartafe 11 (Scale #13) ¢ .7 -

B Strmq;lYAque e
L9 <161) The sturlmt
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[ 4
»
100 (16%) A lang as you love the othor persan, sexual intercourse

before marriage s okay ..., .. ... ..., Memetiacaanaaan
101 (166) All war is basically WrONG .....eeeesnsnnsennen.... e
102 (167) 1t is wrong to dabe f parson of another race ...............
103 (169) Fvery young man shpuld be willing to serve in the .

ATMBA. LOITOB. .+ 4 e et ittt tnaeannnnanaannnnraaranneanenn e,
104 (171) The protests of college students are a healthy sign

for Amarica ..i.iiiiii i e e Sananan
105 (172) Every person has a right to free medical care if he needs

it but cannot afford it ......... Bt e aiattateaasiaciaananan
106 (174) Every person has a right to adequate housing even if

he cannot afford it ..c......uvvvnnnn.. ceaarasiaa.a Neaanannna

¢

variable. 12 (Sng #14)

(moice of respmses to queations 107-~116. \‘

SA A N - D SD

Strongly Agrea Agree Not. Sure Disagree Qtrmgly Di sagree
07 (221) when a pexson wrangs his fallowmm he sins aqainst God..
108 (222) T have fowd a way of Yife that qimmadimtim -
109 (223) Bamq:u wo practise wise restraint and self antrol are

to be admired ...............'.....'.p....;‘.........;.........

. '110, (22?) The M.nd of mudwniau I make now will attect ny
P future hagpiness '."‘
‘mma)wxnummmmmmqummnmmw ,

M xm mgm WllI‘.!Q.I.I..'.A.QQQQ'Q.....Q R

i ; ) R .
. ] [ T
P . r &
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v

112 (227) God hol;w decide what is right or wrong behaviour........

113 (229) 1 want ta be the kind of person who helps people............

114 (231) what is right or wrong is only one man's opinion............

115 (233) It is no ane else's businesa if someone wants to do what
harms him ... .viiieinnnnn. e Maiaaaaaaaaaaanaana Maaaaaaanana

116 '(239) My understanding of myself is strongly influenced by

experiences and feelings I had when I was much younger......

variable 13 (Scale #15) ' - . .

oioﬁ:eog resporfses to questions 117-133..
_ (1) Read throwh the whole list capefully.
(ii) Mark "E" against five you decide to be of "EXTREME IM’ORI‘ANCF
(ii1) Mark "L" against five you decide to be of "LEAST IMPORTANCE".
(iv) From the remaining, mark "Q" against those five you decide
to be of "QUITE IMPORTANCE". :
(v) Finally, mack "S" hgiin§t the five you decide to have
"som IMPORTANCE" bo you. |
117 (241) ADVENTURE (exploration, rigk8, ABNGBT) ...vnvernrennsannnns
. 118 (242) SERVICE'(devotion to the interests of others).........s....
Kgs (243) RECORNITION (being important, being well-1iked)...........:
120 (244) ETHICAL LIFE (responsible living toward others) ........ ...
121 (245) MENNINGFUL WORK (sense of purpose;. a job that is mlavant;)
122 (246) WISDOM (metuce, undermtanding, insight)....................
123 (247) m (excitement, satisfaction, fON) s seannnsescnnnsanne
124 (343)' m M m md genainely yourself Wiﬂ'l m)
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125 (249) PERS(NAL FREEDOM (independence, making own choice).........
126 (250) MNFY (plenty of noney for things Iwant).................. |
127 (251) PERS(NAL POWER (havinq influence and autharity over\wthurs) .
128 (252) RELIGION (religious belief, r'elatk.)nship with God,
Y meaningful lifca)i .............. N Nvanaananaaaanas N
129 (253) 1OVE (warmth, caring, giving and re iving of love)........
130 (254) PHYSTCAL APPEARMNCE (attractiveness) ..................
131 (258) SKILL (being good at doing something important to me)......
132 (259) FO[GIVENFSS (being willing to pardon others)............ -
133 (260) FAMILY HAPPINESS (mstual caring among famdly members)......
Variable 14 (Scale #18) )

(hodce of respanses to questions 134-146.

Yes - 1 feel this way usually.

No -'[ do riot feel this way usually.

Saretimes ~ 1 feel this way sqmetimes.

134.(1) On the whole, I am satisfied with myself..................... ‘

135 (5)

136 (7)
137 (9)
138 (11)
139 (13)
140 (14)
141 (19)

142 as)

»

I feel that I have a number of good qualities..........u.e.e.
I am as capable as the next person of my A8 .tiiiiiiiaeaan,
I feel 1 do not have mch to be Provd Of .uuvysleensvnsnnn.s |
I feel a sense of purpose in’nw:lifb.................:.1.....
I tend to be & laNelY PEEBON....vusessnnensnnnsersenennesnns.
I feel that my future 18 in good handB.....evvinniiiiinnrnnns
I M I mwwth somethirig ~m nm....................‘..
1 wiuh I hadm respact, for MYBOLL . . susiinencansonnsnnnnses

> ~ Y ,

P

‘ .
.
; .
19
y
‘e
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3
143 (17) T foarl no one Knows the roal M oo e e e enaraosasreeaeennn
144 (18) I hold a positive attitudl'1 toward myself. ..o it
145 (19) T have a feeling I will not live very 1ong ...cviiieenanenn.
146 (20) T find life exciting and full of fun ..... P

Variable 15 (Scale #19)
Choioe of responses to questions 147-149"
"Aqree" - If the statement describes you or what you think.
"Disagree" - If the statement does not describe you ar what you
“?" - If you are not s&n‘e
147 (264) Jews are more likely than Christians to cheat in business..
148 (266) I wouldn't mind having a person of another race far a
ne);tdoor nethbmr/./:. ...... Cemamcanas s Chereannnanaasan
149 (270) Because Jews are not bound by Christian emics,r_;.hey do
thinqs to get ahead that Christia“ns generally would not do.

(holce of mspmses to question 150

Yes - This statement seems true of my family.
No - This statement does pot seem true of my family. ,J'
?-1 can't decide,

My impression is that..... - //‘ﬁ‘ o
150 (333) My family would support neighbcumood efforts to keep.

out parsons ofother racas ....
Cmioaqt'_ Sl mg\mtimlslnls‘r
~Itpmmmmth.
No i‘xfmm. “

?)‘ Ifyoumm!;m. .

:: [ o . ,’& » N i .



@

151 (392)

152 (396)

"tntal illness is a sign of God'y displeasure over

arrtain sins ...... Ceeaaaaaaa. Caneaacnaan e e r e,
People in enemyncountries should suffeyr as they hawve

made othars s:‘i:s ....... S ame e raaasaaaanananann,.

' !
T believe that excluding black (ar racial groups) from

153 (399)
church activities would be justified in some commmities. . .
154 (405) Persons of othef nationalities and religions should be
kept. aut: of QUL COUNELY aannainsannnnnmarannnannns Cnmanaan .
~ 155 (406) N(S punishment is too severe for those persms quilty of sex
killings ......... e r et e e e
156 (‘410) Science opposed to (hristianity R e
157 (412) The church should not send food to communist people........
hoice of responses to question 158. | '
Yes ~ This is true of me. \
No - This is not true of me.
? -~ I amnot sure. ‘ ’ ‘. ‘
158 (418)" There are some non-church activities from which T could

Justifiably exclude certain people because of their race,..

Variable 16 (Scale #22)

hogce of}agp;p'ea to questiong 159-168.

Yes ~ This atuu:mmm.éqgms true of ny youth g;oupQ
No - This statement does not seem true of youth group, °

?

S
. \

- I cen't, docide.

¥ .

-
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My impression is that ..........
159.(321)  Our youth growp is fun to be with ... e,
160 (322) Members of our growp are at egse in praying together

and sharinqg their faith ..... aaana nanennnn Nesmaaaanananaan
161 (323) ‘The entire growp feels a part in making important decisions.
162 (324) There is a Séirit of togetherness ammng Us ................
163 (325) 'I'he.re is a continual effort to inprove. our youth group.. ...

164 (326) part of our youth programme'is devoted to service to

165 (327) 1t is dasy to share and discuss my personal problems when
together with youth of our congregation ......... Netaaanann
166 (328) Youth in my church participate actively in the life of

167 (329). " Boys are involved as lruch as girls in programmes and
” leadership‘.
168 (330) Our youth group ‘ig interested in discussing ‘haw the A
(hristian should relate to civil rights, war, hmger,‘ etc,,
Variable 17 (Scale #23) '
-@odoca of :espmses to question 169-179.
Yes, - 'nzia
NG misamtamtdoesnotmmotnydxm
? —Icm'tdaos,da B
Whmaiminﬂmt...,...... R e,

. i ‘.q'

'169 (305) Mot mm in w Wﬂm are cqumed about. suen

' “‘ i v L



169
170
171
172

173

174

175

176

177
17§

{79

(305)
(306)
(307)
(309)

(310)

(312)

(313)
(314)

A

(317)
(318)

(320)

2136

™\
world problems as starvation, poverty, war..................
When I attend worship services I am amng friends...........

I would like to follow the example of my congregation in its

stand on social problems ........ciieeenannn. Neaamannansanna

/
My church is trfing to help families improve parent—child

" relationships ..... Nramacaean e ana MM AsaANAaAananaaaannannn

Many of the members seem to care a lot for each other.......
My church looks for ways to bring yomng people .and adult
members together to share points of view ......... eveeaaaes
Pecple who are quite different (richer, poorer, another
race, differences:in dtess( and hair) will be welcame rin
our church . B Rk A LRL TP T TP PP PN AP
Most of my friends would feel welcame at any service or
meeting of my church
mﬁ'kults in my congregation would be able to tell you
what the purpose of oux chumh‘is I
My church seems interested in my age growp Tertetiesasediaes

Varisble 18 (scale 24)

Choios of zesmhsés‘ to questions 180-187,
Yes ~'This statsnmt seam true of my family.
,._)No m;mcmwmmnofwrmuy.

? ~ T.can't. decide, _ \ Coe

e - | o o~

R

by
SN
gt



My inpression is that ..........
180 (331} My family seldom does anything about helping meet social

181 (332) T am free to invite persons of other races into our hame.. ...
182 (334) My parents are quite well informed about what is happen ing
in their ):cmmxn.i.ty and the world ......ccceennnann Nenaasaann
183 (335) My parents often belp SAMECNE in need ..........oonon. ...
184 (336) My father and mother do not appear to be concerned about
| - social iSSues ..i..{.i.i.aia.. Ntertaainaaana i enAeantreanannaas
185 (337) 1If the issuve arose I believe my parents would rise in ‘

% defense of sameane being persecuted or hurt .....s...... tann

186 (338) I appreciate the exanple in caring for dthers that.my

187 (339) My family discusses the use of our money as it relates to

shmg With Others Aq"-nl-naqnqqqngA-nanAsnulnu!\tsnnu-AnqA

. . . . \

Variable 19 (Sex - Perscnal pata) - | '
Mark 'M' or 'F' to indicate Male or-Female.

Varisble 20 (Age - Perscnal), B | -
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Variable 21. (Socio-Ecanamic Status of Parents - Item #195)
‘The occupation of the main wage eamner in my family is......
A. Profession (doctor, lawyer, teacheé, ninister, or other )

professional position); B. Farmer, C. Sales, White collar,
business; D. Skilled, unskilled manual work; E. ‘Service

work (barber, waiter); F. None of these.

Variable 22, (Religiosity ~ Item #190)

. buring the past six months I have gone togchurch, synagogue or
tenple (OX MOSAUE) 1...iienionnaenenn- .

A Several times a week; | .
B. About cnoce a week; (\’

C. About every other week;

D. About an average of once a month;
E. Rarely;

E;. Not at all.

()

Variable 23. _(Feliglous Affiliation - Perscnal Data).
mrxtm}tnmbgrinmemeccspwepmﬁdedmmemrgrmc.

.

' 1. Baptist .- 5, presbyterian 9. Rouman Catholic
2. Episcopal 6. (hited Church of 10, Jewish |
. [ L. m “ ) :
% 3. Lutheran - 7. gxmim Gwurch of 11, Other -
4. Methodist .- 8, ot 12, . I do not attend
[} ,k‘. * 4 "‘
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Variable 24 (Parent's/Guardian’s Educational Status - Item a.196 and b.197)
' Choioce of 'responses : . ‘, . N
A. 8 grades or less? |
B. Some vocatiomal ar high school graduate;
C. Same college or wniversity work;
D. "Oollege or wniversity graduate;
E. Some graduate training. |

) )

(a) How much education has your father (or male guardian) had?

.
B . ‘
4

» ’ Al

(b) _ How much education has your mother (or female guardian) had? ¢
» ‘ A e aasaAn st asan B w
"c\

Variable 25 (Drug including Alcohol, Usage ~ Item #198)

which statement best describes your use Of ATUGS?..........
A. T had not used drugs. |
B. I ‘{se pot (marijuana) occ;ssicnally.
C. T use pot frequmtly.
.D.'Iusepotfl:eqmtlyandhavemedacid, .
" E. 1 have used speed, either aldne or with ather drugs;
F. Ihaveusedh.erainoroﬂmhnd.nazmtica,

. ' . ' @
Variable 26" (l'amilx lhit - Itﬂn f202) '

]

p%s araseparated (or divarcad)......,......
XeQ/No‘ . )
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Variable 27 (Type of School Attending - Item #193)

what type of sdnol do you attend?............... ‘ ! )
A. Public | .

B. Religiously sponsored (parochial)’ . ‘
C. Private ¢ r
D. Vocational or technical
E. Other

Variable 28 (Size of Family - Item #214)
I have three or mong brothers or sisters ........
Yes/No

. L)

SELF PERCEIVED ACHIEVEMENT (SPA) VARIABLE (YRS #189)

" mihich of the following best describes the kind of grads ar
marks you get at school?” |
ﬁ. Exoeilent grades |
B. Above Average grades
C. Average grades




