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- ABSTRACT

The purpose df“ehis investigation was to examine‘the
relationship between the personality d1mension of sensation
,seeking and; academic achievement, schoo] attendance, academic )
'ab1lity. and alcohol use in Grade twelve studenps .
., The Sensation Seeking Scale (SSS), Form 1V, was |
administered to three hundred and eight Grade twelve students
in an Edmonton Compos1te H1gh School-. In re]at1on to their
scores, three sabgroups were 1dent1f1ed for each of the five
scales of the $SS; h1gh,sensat10n.seekers, moderate sensation
seekers, and low sensat1on seekers. | - }v \
Information regarding academic achievement apd school
attendance was prnvided by the 1972~ 73 schoo] progress
‘ reports, while School and College Ability Test scores pro- ",
" vided an 1nd1cation of the academ1c abi]ity of each subject,
Information regarding alcohol use faor each subject was
obtained from responses’ to’ the Student Alcohol Use Quest1on¥
natre which was constructed by the writer.

It waa hypethesized hat ap. 819n1f1cant differances'
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uould be found to’ exist ;mang ghg htgh. moderate, 1nd low j,‘ |
’;*sangatien seskar:a fpr cpch*&cqtq et thc sss..in,acndemia }spg
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subgroups defined by the Disinhibition scale of thel§$s ‘h
differed significantly insacademic achievement. while :§gni &%
ficaht differences were found among the subg(bups, defined 9
by the Experience Seeking scale of the SSS, in schooi attend;
ance, The subgroups defined by the Boredom Susceptibiiitxk ‘
sca]e and the General scale of the SSS§ differed sigmific&ﬁf&i:
in académic ability. _‘ ‘ . | A |

Using Chi square techniques, significant diﬁf‘erences N,
were found among the three subgroups. for all s%a]es of “tha
555, in reported atcohol use, o '&:“ T~ XV
> | Significant reSults of this s Cudy invoiving the five

sceﬁks of the S$SS, indfcate that the higher the degree of

gw.:gi

sensation seeking, the greater the' tendency for lower academic
'achievement poorér schoo] attendance, higher academ? ability.
and to indicate involvement with various patterns of a]cphol '
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION .

There appears to be q}mg;t universal acceptance bx
educators that individual personality differences among
studths must be taken 1ntJ account 1n attemptimg to undér-
stand various student behaviors and attitudes and in plann-
ing educat1onal’péogr;ms.Q.Tnis‘1nvesﬁigat1on'concéq;fiths
on the pérsoqkljfy dimens}qn'of.senSatibh.seeking and'jts
relationshiﬁ to aEa&emﬁc.aéq}évgﬁq't. school attendaqcé,
academic ‘ability, ind alcohol use. |

, Knish and Busse (1968) indicated that individual

-~ qifferences existed in the range of stimulation which 1ndi-

viduals findxﬁo be optimal, some 1nd1v1du;1§ preferrfﬁg

////peace and qﬁiet while others'seem.uncomfortable unless con-
stantly immersed in noisy activity. To the degree that an
Andividual's preferred sgj%ulat1on level has some long-range
stability,. the individual optimal level should const}tute
a meaningful dnscript1§e personality trait which could -

account for various student attitwdes, bihaviors,and attri-

.

putga. | ' .
| 6nac£toapt to nf;sura,a6’1nd1vidnii's.optimal,level
of lttﬂﬁ}atldﬁ;fs thyt of Zuckerman, Kolin, Price and Zoob
T(196?). 1ny91v1ng!the Sensation Seeking Scala'(SSS); Thc"




| "ér:%«\

' SSS was origina]ly developed to phovide a qdahtitative
trait for.opt1£:l level of stimulation in order to predict
individual differences 1in response to sensory d:pr1vation.
Although volunteers for sensory deprivation experiments
tgnd to score high on 'the %SS‘(Zuckerﬁﬁn, Schultz, and
Hopkins, 1967), the SSS' has not been very predictive of

)
actual reactions to sensory deprivation.

Since the development o} the SS§. numer;us studies

have shown 1t to have‘a reasonable‘degree of va]idify which

has aroused an ihterest in further establishing stimulus

seeking as a personality d1mens10n.‘%KnishAand Donnenwerth

(1972) indicate the high sensatioh seekeé is 1ikely; (a) to

be field 1ndependen; (Zuckerman et al., 1964; Zuckerman and

Link 1968); (b) to ge better educated, show averfge or

bétter-than-avergy& intelligence, and be younger than the -

low stimulus seeker, (Blackburn, 1§69' Knish and Busse,

1968). (c) not to show overt psychopatholﬁgy (Blackburn,

1969; Knish and Busse. 1969);: (d) to be interested 1n ‘

scientific occupat1ans or ‘those occupations which are un-

structured, which have changing demands and require a
'problem-solving qppronch (Knish and Donnenwerth. 1969);

(e) to heed chnnge 1n his envirodment, 1ndcpendencc from
“others, and to be cxh1b1t10nist1& (Zuckcrmqn ‘and Linl, 1968);
v (f) to be uncon?cntionc]. noncomformist. and to ﬂb; vnlue
,ﬁrdﬂr and rauttn; (Knt;h and Donnqnvgrth. 1953; Zuckernan
d Qﬂﬁ Link. 1968); (9) to yolyntgnr Kl '{osotqric pu:cholngicgl

prnrillﬂtﬂ (luckarnga. scaulék;'u ;ﬂOFkips iﬂﬁ?)i ﬂﬂﬁ

. 3 P ;
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(h) to be impulsive, active, and outgoing (Blackburn, 1969;
Knish and Busse,.1969; Zuckerman and Link, 1968). |
Several attitudes, behaviours, and attributes of high
school students which are of interest and concern to educa-
tors appear related to sensation seeking. ‘These are iptro-

duced here but are elaborated on 1in Chapter II.

Student Alcohol Use N

It was felt by the writer thgt the reduction of the .
 1egai age for alcohol consumption by the Government of -
Alberta in 1970 seemingly increased the importance of alcohol
in the lives of many high schoo] students. Alcohol bgcame
more readily available. anq regular dr1nk1ng patterns became
more acceptable for a ]arge number ‘of students.

The fiadtngs of the extensive Edmonton Public School
Bong Drug Survey (1971) brought to light. factors of student
alcohal use which in some cases were suspected _but which
had not been substqnt1nted. For example. 1t raported that
' the use of alcohol steadily 1ncreased pmong studgnts in
grades seven to twalve from 50 to 85 percent.. It nlao 1 dic- :
'ated that 56 percent of the male grade twelve studant& And '
35.9 parcent of he female grade twelve students nﬁpo@teq
dr1ﬂktng ancg\n uaak ar* more, Princquls and tenchﬁra rnnkou
the alcohol prnptau’ as baing more 1mpnrtant thnn the 'QrUQ‘
‘_prnblam! fer ;zufkgms.f As wal. 9!@91& ragar¢a¢%;s ceunu-
‘;f'nitx,op1nian lqaﬁsrs were aurveynd nnd‘unnntmduslx Qhrﬁod
3*ythnt :lsohel nns rs gpggtir prabiqnﬁthgn ntncr drﬁgg*aaﬂ

L L 3’ LT S
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'Tf>tﬁdagns§n Puhitn SQhag} gggrdgﬂrug‘syr&gxg 19;1) SQv;ral

‘School Attgndanée “f, e 7:~” 7‘f“w . ,
" ‘ ?rinc1p@)i nnd tgnchgrs bqvc rankgd achnol Attgndnncq
Lﬁgi tha nudﬁtr eni pvoh}nn nuqnp h!ah agnnal studenfs T

)

1

about one-half of those interviewed indicated they felt the

alcohol problem was dbtmbeing taken ser1ohs]y ehough.

AcademLE“Ability and Achievement

During the past twenty years there has bgen an eveﬁ-~
increasing body of rgsearch-thét indicates that academic‘
aghievgment is dependent upon spmething more thanvacademic
ability. It has been sﬁown (SCAT manual) thét the differ-
encesbetween two students .of gqua{ ability, ;1tﬁ one achiev-_ .
ing and thé other fa111ng to qchieve; is due, at ]east'1n |
part to personality characteristics

Several 1nstruments which were designed to assess
individual personality characteﬁtstics have been used to
suggest specific personllity charagger1st1cs which distinguish
between academically successfu1 ‘and unsuccessfhl students.
Some of these 1nstrumepts have also been related to\sens?-v
tion seeking. As well, several studies have specifically
relatéd sgnaatiqn seaking td'botm'academic ability and the
personality charactgrist1cs which have bgen 1dent1f1eq with

acadcm1c acntevement : o .
‘ | R

* 4
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"

sfgrting and being completed in each section. In a semester
sysf&m regular gttendanCe is extreme]yliﬁﬁortant because of
the amount of wbrk covered in each longef class period.

‘The onus for regular attendance 1in séﬁior hjgh schools is
placed upon the pupil and his parentg'onCe the compuTsory
school agg“(lﬁ) is exceeded. However, high schoo1s.usza1]x
employ a variety of techniques Qo ancourage regular attend-
a%fe,‘ For example, it {5 1nd1cated 1n -the Edmdnton Public

- School Board Pnincipal'§ Handbook (Intev1m Edition 1?71-72):

“The grincipa] and staff are responsible for devellop=
ing sthool procedures to encourgge regu]ar att;ndaqce.“

As a result, "tn most high schools 1n,Edmonton, ‘continued
A

reg1strat10n 1n aljycourses is dependent upon rggular atteg;»

ance. R . ’ , .

- b A
LR

ST'ATEMENT /AND IMPORTANCE OF THE PROBLEM |

Y '

- Thn purpnse of th1§ fnvestigation uns .to study the
relgtignsh1p bgtuegn sgnsat19n scck1ng gnd spacific high'
, school s tudenm 4tt1tudq;. bchaviors. npﬂ attr1butes., In
o »;glqt1on tq.ane1r scores on the ﬁss 1hhaq subgroups of

'\ studanta wgrgvidnafifigd; high ;Qnsqt16n sqyqus (HSS}. ; :5,g:jL

B

i

ﬁadqrstq ;anxaxiﬁﬁ pqaknr: (HSS), gqﬁ Tow; s:nsat1@n ;gnkgns elfni
* nge: WA com m m mmm ns;



(4) Alcohol Use.
»
The author feels that this study\provides additional

information for educators so that they might further under-
stand important and current aspects of h'gh school student

lives, Further understanding of relevan% student personality

‘characteristics is essential in attempting to establish much

needed alcohol and other drug education programs, as well
as n provtding a clearer picture of the problams associated
with the achievement and attendance of high school students.

The study also provides additional information rela-

ftive to the construct validity of the SSS by exploring the .

role of stlmulus seeking in student ‘att{tudes, behaviors . and

attributes. ' » _ o o,
. ] ; ) ‘ . B o
PR .unxrmons , ‘ e

A

3 ,
A. Thig 3 concerned only with students registered kh_,

rde twelve program at s rathcona Conposite High

.“ $chool in Edmonton. Albertn. nnd therefore. care should
ibe tekon in generalizing,;ésultatnf this researeh to ; 5
;tha nnvrel populetion nith@t enrefql regexnmination.u .

'y at_ lnfnrnotion rq”iidihn student leohcl uxe vns obteined

"d il .

! nvestionngi}g, rlﬁﬁhﬂpes tg Nhlgh IR
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classes missed for legitimate reasons, such as jl]ness
A
-and personal or family problems. It would appear that

sensation seeking relates only to school attendance

) 1ny01v1ng classes skipped‘ - o .
.,‘ D. Care must be taken in cqnside?ing the regu]ts of the
Dis1nhibit10n scale of the SSS, as this scale was modi-
fied by the writer 1n‘ordér t°iP‘K§\1t acceptable for
' use in a high school setting. :
Y | ' . ‘
Y | - - -
tvr ... . DEFINITIONS o .

'A. “Sensationfseé ing - }s the need for cﬁange,.variety, and
| intensity of timulation wb‘ch 1Sameasured bx the Sensa-
tion séeking Slcale (sss) .
B. Academic bility - is thnt which 1s'm:§sured by the "
Schocl aﬁc College Ab111ty Test (SCAT) which was admin~ '

1stered,gq Qra#e nine. students Ry the Govergment of

[}
|

A]bartn;lbepirtment of’ Educatfon. '
Acndem1c achievement - refers to the mean of qll taacher '
“'grades obtainqd 1n the frst snmef’er of the 1972-73

Ay

aschqbl term., _ - e L **‘r“'*'

< e

* ’

";Sthol attandance a.is opegziiang}ly deflhﬂd as he total
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*CHAPTER 11

RELATED RESEARCH AND LITERATURE

\

Introduction . .
‘\\

Since its construction in 964 the Sensation Seeking
Scale (SSS) has been uSed in a number of research studies.
There are implications 1n‘eaq; of the studies regarding both
the validity gf the instrument and the relation of the per-
sonality dimension of senéation seeking to several diverse
attitudes, behaviors and attributes. This chapter will

focus on those studies which relate to the four areas being’

investigated here: alcohol use, academic achievement, acade-

‘mic ability, and school attendance.

Sensation Seeking and Student Alcohol Use ' |
Schubert (1964) indicated that the'use df. central

nervous system stimulants of any kind may be re]ated tq a

.'trait of - arousal seeking' , Mthough a]cohol»is phys10-

’logﬁcally g central nervpue Jystem depressant the effects ”1_‘_

of qleohol are de:cribed as gett1ng ’h1gh' w1th ‘the highne;&‘ﬂr

- referring to the. dis1nh1hition God feelings of well beiﬂg

S ]

"h’ch Qﬁﬁeﬂ &egbmpanx thh in1t111 1ower1ng of 1nh1bitﬁone ;,\:é
Qr1nk1ng k“ ; “] 4“‘ : ,-,, S w;;}”:. IR
stpg Zufiker ~




o
dent{. Segal and Rose (197é) found a significant and posi-
t1Ve relationship between sensation seeking and both: drink-
1n9 for “pleasure seeking' and drinking to ‘'feel good‘

. They also found a tendency for high sensation seekers to
drink to overcome difficulty and bad moods and therefore
hypothesized tha o}@h sensation seekers may not like to
feel"down' and :?; orink to offset this feeling. ‘l.eddjmj
tion, they found that without exception thosi"ho were| h1igh

sensction seekers not only indicated a preference for qrink-

1ng, but also demonstrated abusive drinking patterns.
drinking styles, for'exampie, were charactebized bigmo
drinking, soli}ary drink ng and. excessfve drinking. A
ficant correletion was agso Mound in drinking 1nterfer'~1 g
with prep;retion for clas for high sensation seekers
Zuckermaﬂ Neery and BruStmen (1970) fou ",

males and fe

‘fjcgnt]y highiw' ot the $SS then those Who remteQ

*¢~mtere§€'1p u31ng qlcohp] jsprimarily.eonpeietARFQ}gplgpe |

wv‘g;‘v;« R -
Dfs nhibition scals of the s&5. The ms;nmm?% Moale

iﬁmight pk lnbelled the ’swinger' sca]e As 1t cgnﬁiﬁns %temg
uhich express the loss of sociel 1nhib1t19nsw f;‘ﬁ;f"v‘,lﬁf”

fs who reported drinking alcog .i jQpied sigﬂ1~‘

l%;fle or
tnwng, . 'More recently. Zuckermen (1971) .!ﬁ!;‘ that

¢
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Aptitude }est &ptter&'(GATB). fhey aiéo found significagi y
positive correlatfons between the SSS and the Numerical Apti- '
tude, Spatial Ability, and Form Perception Scales of the .“
GATB. The correlations.with the following §ca1es»of-the
GATBSwere positivé but not significant- Manual Dexterity,' )
Verbal Ability, Clerical Perception, Motor Coordlnation. and
Finger Dexterity - S e
ZuckerMan (1975),repdrtéd‘thét~Pemberton cofhe]ated '
‘Form IV of the SSS with Scholastfc Aptitude Test (SAT) tota]s
in two hundred male co]lege freshman. and two hundred female‘
co]lege fggshman The General 'SSS correlated Tow but signi-
ficantly with the SAT However. the corr%]ations with the
factor gca]es of ‘the Ssggvaried In males only, the\Experi-
‘ence Seeking and Boredqm%Sungptibility Scales of the SSS
corre1ated sign1f1cant1y wi&h the SAT. In females the sign1~
-‘fiqant correlat10n W1th the SAT was’ positive for the Thri]]

. anda ¢venture Seek1ny Scalgvbut negative for the D1§1nhib1tion N

Scﬂ.gsgvf.’the §$, . - D T '»,. R |
K"15h ﬁﬂd ﬂennenmerth (1972) report signifieantheorreg ;;

co
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He also found the SSS

correlfv d significant]y with the Problem So\ving subtest
but no JZith the Arithmetic Concept subtest

/‘/+V‘ . ' | ‘\ N ‘ | . o ' ' l
I I ' : ‘. \

Sensw&ion ‘Seeking and Academic Achievement

.

\
K Two types of studie; appear ‘to give some indication

ef‘fhe reletion of sensation seeking to acedemic achievement
Lg%iésily; there are studies which have actually correlated
the $SS with academic 'chievement Secondly, other studies
l~h¢ve shdwn a reletion between the SSS *nd various persona-
f;y characteristics which have a]so been shown to relate
.& Vacademic achievement : »v‘f . - : o o
:'3& lqckerman (1972) reported chet Pemberton hgd found the
Di&iﬁhibition chle of the $SS conre]ated significantly end
nege@}yely‘nﬁth the first semester 5. grade point 1ndex (GPI)

bV
Qt? males and females.; The Experience Seeking sce e of

tne :I;ﬁﬁsizcorrehted significqnﬂy and nesiti"‘r e a1 ‘"

- “‘ni‘i
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underachievement. referring to an 1nd1vidua1's expected
d]eve1 of achievement in re]ation to his ability Krug and

Deisner.(1960) both found that overachievers scored higher

than underachievers on the 'Order' Sca]e of the EPP$.| The

had

EPPS manual describes the,'Order‘ scale as

 "To have written work neat and org nized to make

. plans before starting on a difficulit task. to have
things. organ1zed to keep thin neat and orderly,
‘to make advance plans when taking a trip, to erganize
details of work, to keep letters aqd files. according .
to some system, to have meals organized and a. defin- -
ite time for eating, o have things arrmngeﬂ so that
they run smoothly wigpout change.“,. .

Coleman (1950) founq ?ﬁﬁf overechievers scored lower than ,
underachie&ers on. the"Change' Sca]e of the EPPS which mea- v
—TSQres conformity. The EPPS\manua] describes the 'Change
sca]e as, o . é_w‘\ Co IR P
. *To do neJ and diff' It things. to travel. to meet
b _new people, to expeflence novelty and change in daily .
.. routine, to experiment and try new things, to-'eat ipn
. new and different places. to try new.and different .

;“'\“Jobs. to move .about the: coun :gnd niyg An:different
o ‘places. te pqnt1cipate 1 5 qnd $g§p1gn;,*f .




\

as two other scaies- the Psychopathic Deviate Scale and the

Ego- Strength Scale. B ' ;' o R

3

Far]ey and Farley (1967 and ]970) and Zuckerman (1972)
_have found significant and positive relations between the
SSS and extroversion using the Extroversion Introversion
isubscale of the Eysenck Personality Inventory (EPI)
}atsula (1968), using the EPI found a significant positive

-

reiation between introversion and aggregate academic achieve-
_ment in high schooi students. ' Also using the EPI, Goedicke
~(1958) found that extrouersion was significantly and nega- o

tively related to academic success in various grade ten sub-

Ject areas.

|

i .
| R .

] ‘. ) - . "w‘ Lo '

) ‘ ‘ oo | i.'. ",_‘»

. w

b

.Sensation Seeking and SCthl Attendance ?” .*~;”“ni3”“'

o
[

Aithough it appears that there have no; been. any'stuw' iw:

) ’ e i
.dies compering sensation seeking to school attendance, the

Hauthor feels there is eVidence fqr a negatiwe correlation.; '3

?

fVarious persona}ity characteristics which haVe been shgwn B
o . “".f .
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CHAPTER 111

, $ROQEDURE ANDIDESIGN

Introduction o
~The present study was cond&rued with determ1n1ng the
'reletidn between the personality d1mens1on of sensation seek-
ing and four*spec1f1c grade twelvq student ver1eb1es The
degree of. sensetiondseek1ng. as. defined by five. sceles of

the Sensption Seehin@yﬁ%dle/Q$§S) deterﬁ1ned the subgroups
which were  then cdmn@red ;n l£;¢¢p1c echieuement. school

. ettendence, academd ¢ eb1]1\y, eq& e1cohol use.

o L

A

N .
. i

INSTRUMENTS

The. Sensation Seek1ng Scate (SSS), Form 1V

*

1. Development

.~ The $SS has had a lengthy develon ent involving four '
Mjo'r revistons. Form I of the stlsud of fifty forced:;i%\
chodce 1tems designed pr1nur11y to 1uQnt1fy a "General Trait®
'heaaure of individual d!f{fj&wqes ‘in the hypothesized tra1t
“Optima) Level of Stinut ivlhy Through factor gnalysfs a
~ﬂna of tucnty-tuo ftems was con-

eenorelas§s MF scale conav

,qtitutod. Form I1 of the $8S . (Zucks quin. Price. and
B ' Ry "
Zook, 1964) consisted of thiq@yn»ﬂfﬂﬁ1m N 1nclud1ng twenty~ '
0N, o 1,510
. i"-.\" ! " 4 l ‘ ’ .ﬂm 4"} me )




two ftems Jn the General SSS MF scale. Form III was an
experimental form consist1ng of the: original fifty 1tems'1n
Form I plus sixty-three new 1items.

Form IV of fhe $SS (Zuckerman, 1971) is a seventy-two
1tem forced-cho1$e scale. Each of the seventy-two 1items
~describes a stimutating and ]ess;stimu]ating activity and
;he‘SFS score consists of the sum of choices of the more sti-
mulating activity of the pair (Appendix B). Form IV fncludes
the General Scale from Form II as well as four a9d1t1odql
scales {dentified from Form III by factor analyéis. These
‘'were labelled as Thrill and Adventure Seeking, Experience
~Seeking, Disinhibition and Boredom SusceptibiMity.

The Thrill and Adventure Seeking factor (TAS) consists
of i1tems which e{press a desire to engage in outdoor sports
or other actfvities involving elements of.speed or danger.

The Experience Seek1ng factor (ES) consigts~of items
fndicating wanderf:st. exhibitionism in dress andubehavjo}."
the use of mariJuaa{ and ha1luc1na£bry drugs, associating
with énu;unl and unéohveq;1qnal persons, a 1{king of médern.
larnuging muslc and nrt.:aﬁd'al“floutihg of irrational” authoa
S rfty. Thq essence of this factor 1s “nxperience for 1ts awn
sakc” and ntght be tgrmod a "h1pp1c" factor,

The D1sinh1b1t1on fnctor (DIS) consfsts of items which
express thc 9.40»1;:1: ”Playﬁoy Ph110:ophy ‘s heady socinl
,_drink1ng. vnrint; in acxual p:rtn!r:. wild parths. gnd
B ennbliay, o = L

1 . *
"S L

Thg Bortdn- suncnptibility fnctor (as) in nalqs can~j§i
« v’k‘gv R . -
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sists of 10 8 dislike to repetition of experi-
ence, '{1ttablsﬂlqyﬂl or boring people, a
pr€¥eré;§-ff‘Axf;!ftiifpeOpl;$:kd varfety, and a restless-
hess when éhi ol n;hang1ng

2. Reliability |

Zuckerman (1972) reports split-half (odd-even) reli-
abilities for the General, Thrill and Adventure Seeking,
Exper1ence'5eek1ng. Djs?nh1b1t10n. and Boredom Susdept1b111£y
scales';f the $SS, Form IV, ranging from .58 to .88.

Factor relifability involving correfat1on of {tem lqu—
tngs (mal}s vs. females), 1s reported by Zuckerman (1972),
ran91n9 from .75 to .95 for all scales of the sss except '
the Boredom Susceptibility scale which was .37.

Zuckerman (1972) also reports satisfactory retest
(one week 1nt;r~al) re]iahi}ities for all scales of the SS$S

ranging from .82 to .94,

3. Age Diffg@ances

Zuckerman (1969) indicates in Postulate ITIB of the
Optimal Level of Stimulation Theory that the trait of 5
tion seeking increases with age hnpilfsomp't1mo fn adalésé-
ence and then falls w%thxjhcrcqsina age. More recently
(1972);hn indicated the $55 would not be dpprbbrintc below
thq h1ah school leyal. He also proposed that thqrn 13 Iittln

‘ ohna;n Qurtns ndplcsscnca 1n :snsnt1@n~sqpking.

+
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4, Modjfication of the SSS, Form IV
In order that permission be given for the SSS to be

used in the Edmonton Public School System, five items were
omitted from the dr1gina] questionnaire. The Research and
Developmeﬁf Department of the Edmonton Public Scheol Board
indicated that in their opinfon, the following five 1tems
could be offensive to students or pareﬁts and should there-
fore be omitted.

26. A. In a good sexual relat1onsh1p people never get
bored with each other.

B. Its normal to get bored after. a time with the saﬁe
sexual partner,

30. A. Most adultery hapbens because of sheer boredom.

B. Adultery is almost always the sTgn of a sick
marriage. . :

38. A. I would like to meet some people who are homo-
sexual (Men or Women).

B, I stay away from anyone I suspect of being 'queer'.

§9. A.' A person should havc‘éonsiderable sexual expérienée'
before marriage.

B.. Its better 1f two maPried ﬁergons begin their
sexuval gquriance with each other. _

Thqre is ;]togother too much portrnyul of sex in
moviels, - | ERENS

- T
g
>

B. 1 enjoy watching many of the, ‘sexy’ scenqs 1n
movies., _ , ‘

It (T fclt by thg writer. qftqr personal’ copnun1cctton
“with the author of the 555, that ‘this nad111¢at19nnneuld ﬂ‘
'"hqu 1Mttle sffaet gn‘thg Ihsﬁlt; qﬁ “thids, invn:;igitigg |

‘f,inwnlrinn~nll scglns of thq sss qxa 4tj" )
'J;aur. nm ;mu ;n mm 1n ﬂm
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the Dis scale, as four of the original fourteen {tems making
up this scale are missing. The other 1'tem (38) is part of

the ES scale.

Student Alcohol Use Questipnna1re h
‘ In develobing the Student Alcohol Use Questionnaire,

the wr1ter surveyed other questionnaires developed by Hughes

(1971), R1ggs (1971). Wozny (1971), and the Edmonton Public

School Board Drug Survey (1971), as well as several brochures,
' pamphlets’, articles, nnq‘texts from the Alberta Alcohblfsm

and Drug Abuse Cpmnission in Edmonton, which described be-

haviors apd'att1twdes asioc1ated\with student alcphol consump-

~tion. Questions and information from these sources were
selected andndeveloped to produce a twenty—four item forced-

-

. chofice questionnaire.
~ -~

L

THE SAMPLE . '+ .

v Tne etudy was carried outvjt Strathcona Composite
High Schoel in Edmonton.'Alberte, a Schoal of npproxinhtelj'
¢laven hundred stqdcnts coning from a wide range of sociul
strata.w Prngrnns nffqrod 1n tnn schoal are lnrggly “lcade~
nic" but L3 vnricty of pptiqnul couraes nra nlso uvnllgblc.

E», - The ;ubigct& pﬂrtittpntins 1n thi& stud; cqnnt:tgq Qf
thren hqndrndn;ad gi:nt gf e setel pntgiblg feur hundrod end
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ST I

The remaining grade twelve students wens/either absent the
day of testing or were not reg1ster39 1n a grade twelve
course during the first two perfods of the day
The method used to select the three suggroups for each

scale in this study {is simi]ar to that used previously by
other investigators. In one: study. Zuckerman, Neary and
Brustman (1970) used the upper and lower deciles of the
Genera] scale of the SSS to define h1gh .and low sensation
seekers, and compared them on several variahles 1nvolv1ng
various experiences (i.e., smoking. drugs. sex, alcohol, - -
etc.) and preference for complexity. Zuckerman (1972) also
‘reported using subjects scoring in .the top\and boftom fifteen
percen; of the d1str1butdon dn the General;scsle of the $SS., |
as a method of selecting high and tow ssnsation seekers and 'q
compared the tud groups on Galvodic Si:n Responses In dd-
other study, Hpcktng and Robertson (1969) rﬁpqrted salgct1ng
the f{fteen highest and ]owest scorers from the totnl samp]e
to 1dent1fy the high and lon sensation ssekers qnd compared
"them 1n sheir need for stimulat1on undsr cond1n19ns of sen-
‘sory restriction. : “"I" S "{ x “ " 7 | |

o Althaugh the uritor conld find no studigs: n wa1gh 2
osuhgreup 1dsn;1fisd ss hodqrgtq ssnta:fen sseksr was ussd.

j'1t appgars th;t sxnuingsisé Qf snsﬂ ! arsup PP°V14!¥ w I"**' ~§

pictqrs sf th}s»tpnt'
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1. High Sensesion Seekers (NSS) - The top two deciles (6%
subjects) of scores for each of the five sca]es of the
SSS for the total sample of three hundred and eight stu-
dents There was therefore a separate high sensation
seeker subgroup for each of the five scabe of the SSS
(e.g., a Disinhibition HSS subgroup)

2.. Moderate Sensation Seekers (MSS) - The midd]e ;wo dec1lp
(62 subjects) of scores for each of the five scales of
the SSS for the total sample of three, hundrad and etng
students., There was therefore 2 seperate moderate
sensation seeker subgroup for each of the five scales of

. ‘the SSS (e.g., a Disinh1b1tion MSS subgroup).
3. Low Sensatign Seekersf(LSS) - The lowest two deciles (62
subjects) of scores {or €ach of the five sgalds 6f the |
\sss for the total sample of three hundre& and e19ht Stu--
dents, There was therefore 2 seperete low sensatton
seeker subgroup for each of the-: ﬁive scale§ of the 1
(e. g.. a Disinh1b1t1on LSS subgroup)
A total of four dec11ea nere e11m1nated due to the

,qbove procequres. o - f'“ - e

. : ' Lo '
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second semester of the 1972-73 school term. The combined
ﬁuest1onnaires were administered to all classes by the guthor
to'ensure continuity of administration. Participatipn of
.1nd1vidual students was on a voluntary basis 1in esch c]ass.l
anthsachers of each class provided course work for all stu-
dents who did not wish to participate. None of the students
refused to participate. |
Sﬁudshts were aske& to fdentify themselves' and put
their aﬁswsrs t6 the combjned SSS and Student Alcohol Use
_Questionnaire on separate answer sheets. The time required
for the combined quéstionnaires ranged from thirty to forty-
five minutes, " '
. Sthool and Collage Ability Test (SCAT) scores, avail-
able for most stdéhnts from SCAT tests given 1n gqade nine,
’*!ﬁT!”cbtained from the . Departméht of Research, Development
and Examinations of the Department of Education to be used
as an 1pd10atjon of the ncadem1c ab{l1ity of each subJact

" These scoies ware ‘added to the: appropriate answer sheets for

s‘ each subJect.,f | (‘, . o

N Thq finul proorcss report for courses takﬁn 1n the
R (‘first semostcr@pf the 1972-73 term was used 'to obtnin both,
“7f;thq mean Ac;dqmic ;chinvamnnt and\thn mean clussgs absent

N [
woe, . ik Nsur

Pnr«cﬂrsq fo " ‘Mch mﬂsnt This‘mfﬂmmn* “9“"" "“"-,;"f,;

2o
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, A ) « .
the information was placed on compuger cards. On the basis

of their scores on each of the five;scaies of the SSS, three
subgroups (HSS, MSS, LSS) were selected for eack scale. Any '}'
subject on 'Whom complete data was not availabie was elimin-‘
ated from that part of the analysis for which the data was
missing. v | 0 |

ANALYSIS OF DATA

) ‘The relation between sensation seeking and student
alcohol. use was compared using both behaviora] and attitudinal
~‘aspec:! of alcohol use, as shown by responses on the Student
'Alcohol Use q/estionnaire The levels of significance (Chi-
square) between the responses'df the three subgroups for
each correlate of student alcohol use was indicate& wiﬁhdthe
» criterion:significanCetset at the .05 level, /
. The dif;erences between the meanSJOf'academiciebilie.
ties, academ1c achievement, and clqss absences for the three
’suhgroups was determined using nna]ysis of variance proce~’ .

dures with the eriterion significance :et,at,the .Os.levei.g

+ o
: f

e
" B P P
i

Hvl“mussg,s Lo

Co , o C ,.‘; . .
- " “ c'\ . § ce
& o

| SQnggtiqn seeking. 1t will be recallcd. is‘a pgrscnaﬁ)
lity dimensign nhioh ne:‘b‘en'shown in Prcv?bus atudias QQH

.%
oy
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| - o ,

that sensation seeking is related to academic achievement,
school attendance, academic ability, and alcoholluee. ‘The

fo]]ow1ng five questions were investigated: .

'T2 1s there a significant difference between the high
moderate and low sensation.seeking‘sub odps, as defined
by the Boredom Susceptibility scale of the 'SSS, in acade-
mic dchievement,{school attendance, academic ability,
and alqohol use? . :

2. Is thezx a significant difference between the high, |
moderdte,-and Tow sensation seeking subgroups, as defined
by the Disinhibition scale of the SSS, in academic |
achievement, school attendance, academic abiltty and
alcoho] use?

3. Is there a s1gn1f1cnnt d1fference between the high,

| moderate and low sensation seeking shbgroups, as defined‘ :

by the. Experience Seeking scale of the SSS in academic

-achiewement. school attendance. academic abi]ity, and.

alcdhol use? L '

4, Is ‘there a signjfﬁcent difference between the high,

o moderate, qnd Tow’ sensetton seek1n9 subgrouPS. as defined,

C by the. Thri]l end Adventure Seeking scaie of the §§§, dn

‘facademic ach1evement, sch°ol nttendance, ecadenie eb111t¥-

f:“and elcohol use? e
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ment, school attendance, agadem1c ab1]1ty, and élcohod

use?



T A CHAPTER IV

; N FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS ™~

A } ' . T

j Introdu§t10n3y . |

: | - ‘_Tﬁe primary purpose of this %nvestigation was to study
the re]dtidnspip bﬂtween the persohality dimepsion of* sensa-

tion seqk1ng and specffic student attitudes, behaviors, and

attribuées

|
L

a
~

An analysis was ,carried out to test'the genera]inull e

hypotheses which were stated in Chapter I1I.  Specific null
hypotheses reTating'to these»are‘héreafter separate]y re-.

stated accompanied by the findings and concIusions appropriate .

v

'to each.: N
.~ HvroTHEsEs . * . ., .
f ! n‘ | . ., N . " " i»q; | . ‘\\‘
ﬂ{ otheses Using Subgrpups Defined by the Boredom Suscept1b1- Co
ty. Sqale (BS) of the S§§ ' K. * S

A The tota] possible sqore on he BS sca]e of thq SSS 1s

1§ (Append1x B)., ~The‘scares‘on th Bs sca1e %h1ch def1ned f;ﬁ?f‘
tne tﬁrge subgraups ranped a8 fo]laws: sﬁ_:,: ‘ T
1.~”H13h Sensgcfon Sggkqpsfw_la < lsuzl

J [ "_ ."_I
Ly e




1. Hypothesis 1~ ' o ta

There will be no significant difference beoween the
. high, modérate, and low Sensation seéking‘suooroups, as
defined by the (BS) scale of the SSS, in academic achievement.
. ) . R . \ ) ) ’
(a) Findings | - ‘,
The means and‘standard‘deviationS'of the three sube

group's.academic achievement are compiled in Tabie 1. ‘The

,\

n
-

™
difference between means.-of academpc achievement was deter—
mined using analysis of variance. “The results, which are’

shown in Table 2, indicate‘that‘the difference is not signi-

ag . : .

/' ficant béyohd the ..05 level. S
(b) Conclusion '
/ : ; The . first hypothesis is cqnfirmed and it may be eon~ o

: c]uded that the three subgroups do net differ significantly'-

| in academic achievement, o _“ L o !

W Mypothesis 2




TABLE 1,

THE MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND
ACADEMIC ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE,:AND
LOW SENSATION SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED
BY THE BS SCALE OF THE SSS

[0

Variable Subgroup -~ N* ‘Méan~‘ SD

s 58 64.00 10.67
.Academic " ' ™ g . : A
- ‘Achievement MSS. 56 65.64 9.44
o ‘ : - LSS | 61 ,63@64 10.48
: . |  :‘.‘ | - \ ;‘ | .
- . ‘HSS '58 = 7.10 5.40
"Class T mee . . : .
. Lss 61 - 6,01 . 6,40 .

o L Hss .62 70.24" a 23:07 A&
foemic . ws  w sew o
g :';v ’ R > ' LS"S:* 3 ( ' 59 ‘: f. L 56' 22 ' 2‘8“ 99l [N
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\ TABLE 2

] . N s.

, SUMMARY, ANALYSES OF VARIANCE OF THME ACADEMIC
ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND ACADEMIC.

ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION

‘ SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED BY THE BS
" ' SCALE OF THE $SS .

—_ A o ‘ \___/

e A4
variable Source MS . df F-ratfo . P
Academic Groups 65.41 2. 0.63 0.5361
Achievement Error 104 .53 172, ) \

‘ | . . v
Class Groups 18.62 2. 0.55% . 0.5783
Absences Error 33.89 172, -
Acadenic Groups  4433.78 2. 5,5.93 0.0032
Abil1ty Error . 747.99  'H8. LY
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using analysis of variance. The results thch are shown in
Table 2 indicate that the difference is not significant be-

" yond the .05 level.

(b)' Conclusion _

Hypothesis 2 {is confirmed and‘1plmay be‘}onc]uded that
the three subgroups do not differ siéﬁff{cant]y in school
attendance. |

e
5. Hypothesis 3 ‘
There will be no significant difference between" the

high, moderate, and low sensation seeking subgroups, as

defined by the BS scale of the SSS, 1n academic ability.

; (a) Findings

| The means An& ﬁiandard deviations of the three sub-
,group's academic a;=l1ty are compiled 1d -Table 1. An;lys1s
of varfance was used to deterpine the differences hetween
the means of these scores. The results which are showp 16
Table 2 indicate the diffqroncq is signaficant béyond 5pe'.os
level, The high sensation seeker's mean academic ability was
ﬁkghcr than both the nqdarnte and low sensation snokar sub~
groups. ¢ | .« |

| " A probabilfty matrix for Scheffé's multip)e comparizon

AN . of means in&dcntcs thirc'ik ;1an1f1cnnt diffnrgnte bgtnqnn

I tho higb Qnd low ;u&qreups and the high and iﬁ#lfltl subgrnups

in ccnﬁnnis nhiﬁtty a ;houu 19 Tqb%l 3.“' ‘ | f

M*‘“”W . . . -
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TABLE 3

PROBABILITY MATRIX FOR SCHEFFE'S MULTIPLE
COMPARISON OF MEANS OF ACADEMIC ABILITY
FOR THE HIGH, MODERATE AND LOW SENSATIQN
SEEKING SUBGROUPS DEFINED BY THE BOREDOM
SUSCEPTIBILITY SCALE

.

Low Moderate . High
__xh__._,,~- . _ .
Lbw « 1.0000 0.9642 . 0.0205
Moderate 0.9642 1.0000 0.0092
High 0.0205 0.0092 1.0000

(b) Conclustion

~ The third hypothesis must be rejected and 1t is con-
cluded that there is significant ditfergnce in academic ability
_ between the three subgroups, as defined by the BS scale 6}

the SSS. o

+

4. Hypothesis 4 | |

o There will bé.nq significant diffarence between the
high moﬁcrnte. and low@ensation sanking suhgroups. a5 | @{
defined by the BS scale of the §58, in n!cohnl use,,.as 1ndi~ |
cated by respenses to the Student Alcoho) Use ngationpnira.

s i

(;) Findtaqs | "ff R - ;

1

N "Tun ﬁhrag suhareug; ugrq q&ngnrsd fnr alcahnl uss bx
L , ) Q L ' P i
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{

using résponses on the Student Alcohol Use Questionnaire
(Appendix A). The levels of significance (Chi-square prob-
ability) of the differences in regponses for each question
concerning a]cohol’hse is indicated in Table 4 and the signi~
f1can§ results (p = < .05) are elaborated on in Appendix C.
These results indicate that the higher the aegree of
sensation seeking, the greater the tendency to indicate drink-
ing alcoh%\ic beverages (quest1oﬂ 72); to indicate beginning
. to drink'at an earlier age'(quest1og 75); and to 1ng1cate the
'desire to use alcoho]land "other drugs" 1f other drugs were

\egal (question 89).

(b) Conclusion
Hypothesis' 4 {s rejected as there are s1gn1f1cant differ-
.ence; in reported alcoho) use between the three subgroups as

def1ked by the BS scale of the SSS.

1

1

hgses Using Subgroups Defined by the D1s1nh1b1t19n Scale
f the SSS

The total possible scora on the Dis’ssnle of the SSS

el o 4

1s 10 (Appendix B). The scores on the Dis scale ahich def1nad,
the three $ub9rnups ranged as fOIIows. , N .

]
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TABLE 4 .

RELATION BETWEEN SENSATION SEEKING, AS
DEFINED BY THE BS SCALE OF THE $SS, AND

=) ALCOHOL USE, AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES
42}0 THE STUDENT ALcouoaruss QUESTIONNAIRE
Question: Number Chi-Square Probability
‘ 72 0.0000 ;
o 73 0.5071 (n.s.)
PO LR 7 | 0.3334 \4ﬂ.s.)
75 0.0113
76 0.3927 °  (n.s.)
77 | 0.0607 (n.s.)
78 - 0,4350  (n.s.)
79 : 0.3370  (n.s.)
® 80 co 0.0146  (n,s.):
‘ 81 0.5443 (n.s.)
82 0.2962  (n.s.)
. -83 . 0.6560  (n.s.)
84 . 0.6604  (n.s.)
85 ©0.2394  (n.s.) o
. Y S 0.9 (n.s.)
;. e o 0,3264 " (n.s.)
! 88 . 01163 (n.s.)
I 8 0,000 -
| L .6
o .0.8785
’; o o "" o ;.
R o
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1. Hypotheois 5

There will be no significant differeoce between the
~high, moderate, and low sensation subgroups, as defined by
the Dis scale of the SSS, in academic achievement. |

. ) !

(a) Findings

The means and standard deviaoions of the academic
achiévement of the three subgroups are reported in Table 5.
The difference between moans,was determined us1ng,an$]ys1s
of variance and the results which are shown'in Table 6 indfc-
., ate the}e is a‘signtficant difforénce beyond the'!05 level.
The high sensation seeker s mean academic achievement was ’
significantly lower thun both the moderate and low sensation
seeker subgroups The moderate sensation seeker § mean
academic achievement was olso significantly ]ower than the
Tow sensatjon seoker subgroup . |

A probability matrix for Scheffe s mult1ple compor1son
" of ueans 1ndicntes there 1s a significant difference between
the high nnd Tow subgroups ond the Moderate and low subgroupsy

1n gcadenic achievenant as shonn in Tuh]ny? S

i

N
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TABLE § 4 S

o A

THE MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, CLASSAABSENCES AND
ACAREMELC ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE ,’ \AND

. ., LOW SENSATION SEEKING. SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED

; BY THE Dis SCALE OF THE SSS é
Variable Subgroup N* Mean SD
~ HSS 60 61.58 9.07
Academic ‘ ,
Achievement MSS : 57 63UQ5. - 9.07
‘ LSS ., 60 . 69.64 ° 10.59
| ' ! f o ; B Lo
HSS® 60 , . 6.74 " 6.09
Class$ L ; ‘ Py
Absences | MSS . 57 6.55 | 5.54 |
) l LSS 6? .- 5,14  4.86,
- R | p : o ' s ' » . : ,“'I“"?'Iﬂ';ll',v
.. HsS ' '58 69.50  27.%0 L
Academdc L Mss - .. 61 54,59 . 29713 i
. Ability = ¢ L Rt , o
coL T kss eov,'f e, 21.62 P
- iy . * "'JIET T ) f

SO ‘* N * Number gf each;&ubgroug for which varfable.
“,T=¥£~ ..infarmation was Lvniiaﬂngpih LR ‘

i
ta e



TABLE 6

SUMMARY, ANALYSES OF VARIANCE OF THE ACADEMIC
"ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND ACHDEMIC
ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SEASATION

'SEEKING SUBGROUPS’, AS DEFINED BY THE Dis 3
‘ | SCALE OF THE SSS |
Variable Source - MS  df  F-ratio . - P
Academic ‘Groups .1100.53 2. - 11.90 0.0000
Achievement Error 92.51 174, )
’ : [
Class  Groups 45.61 2. 1.51 ' 0.2233
Absences . Errar - 30,16 174,
o Academic  Groups ~1879.56 2. 2.36 9.0976,
oAbV Aty Error 179713 176, . o
L et ey teprareasiiemsbrnen L S SN I



- TABLE .7

PROBABILITY MATRIX FOR SCHEFFE'S MULTIPLE
COMPARISON OF MEANS OF ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT
FOR HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION SEEKING
SUBGRQUPS AS DEFINED BY THE DISINHIBITION SCALE

Low Moderate High
Low 1.0000  0,0014 *0.000]
Moderate’ 0.0014 1.0000 0.7126
High 0.0001 - 0.7126. 1.0000

_‘(—' T

2.('Hypothesis 6

| There will be no significant difference between high
moderate, and low sensation seeking subgroups. as defined by
the Dis scale of the $$S, 1n school attendance. - |
| Syt | RO
(a)'frinqings: SR ; A PO P
| The meane and stendard qevietions of the absent ‘¢lasses
) per course for each subgroup are compiled in Table 5, The
difference begﬁeen means of absent classes was determined
using nnaiysis of variance end the resuits shonn in ]able §;
,"»icete that the.ﬁifference 1s not signifiennt beynnd tne

etk
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the three subgroups do not differ signjficantly in school

attendance,

3. Hypothesis 7
|
There will be  no signiflcant difference be en the
high, moderate,‘and 1ow sensation seeking subgro , -a8S

defined by the Dis 5ca1e, of the SSS, in academic ability.

(a) Findings —~——— : | ‘/

The means and standard dev1ations of the academic ,abi-
lity of each subgroup are reproduced in Iable 5. The differ-
ence between means of academic abiltty was determ¥ned using
analysis of variance and the results which ure"shown in
Table G’Tndicute that'the'différenqe is not significant be-
ydnd the .05 level, |

”»
6 o ’

(b). Conclusion o  ,. - o o .' .

, Hypoihesis‘? 1s roufirued and it may he cgncluded that
the three subgroups db not diffqr significantly 1n academic -
'E.Abflity ‘H'u L a a‘ C “v  Ly

B .

B , NG ¥,
‘Qtt

Hyposhgsts 8 | - i
am nm pq no mmmm qi L
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'(a)_‘Findings
“ The three suogroups were compored'for £1cohol use by
using responses on fhe Stodent Alcohol Use Quesfionnafre
(Appendix A). . The Jevgls.of signif1oance (Chi sqoare prob-
ability)vof the differences in responses by each subgroop-
for each question concerning alcohol use is indicated in

Tab]e 8, and the sign1f1cant a!ﬁults are elaborated on 1in

.
X

Appendix D. - B | L
| These results indicate that the higher the degree of
sensation seeking. the greater the tendency to 1nd1catehdrinkr
ing algohol e%oeverages (question 72); to 1nd1c;te orinking ¢
more freqﬂ!é;ly (question 73); to 1ndicate drinking in situa- “
tions that involve 'a number of peers (questions 74 and 87);

to re5pond in such a way as to exhibit conditions usually
assoc1ated with 'problem drinking’' (quest1ons 77. 79 80, 8T

83, and 86); to indicate drinking more openly (question B804

'+ ta indicate the qesire to use alconol and~'other druQS‘ 1f

. ather drugs were ]egal (question 89), and to indicate that ..
| drioking is not a 9er1ous problem among high souool studonts'\ .
"f‘v(question 91). - - - | .f‘}. "' S {‘

. . . . . o , ) ‘ i . R
N , B y 4 . W -v ) LT R S - ,
‘ L o e ' K Ly

T i
: H

3

"*,'.(‘h)- COncwsiom L ey ERRE ‘- ‘ A . M ’ SN




39
L o TABLE 8 o
. RELATION BETWEEN SENSATION SEEKING, AS
DEFINED BY THE Dis SCALE OF THE SSS, AND -
" ALCOHOL USE, AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES
TO THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE
K — N\ ' o ' ) ,
. Question Number ' Chi-Square Probab{ility .
| 72 | 0.0000 ° ,
73 - 0.0000
74 0.0283
75 0,1486 (n.s.)
76 ; 0.1695  (n.s.)
| o 0.goor* T .7 v o
o 78 - 0.3968. - f(n.s.)
| 79 "0.0107s, e
L .80 . .. . 0.0008 s
S R | O ~..0,0000 R
R Lo, 177é§éL~(n s.), Co
.8y e.0217 p o

T . AT o§24oo B (n s




40

Hypotheses
Sca]e (ES) .

Thh(toto ‘possible score on the ES scale of the SSS is

v

17 (Appendix B)L "The scores on the ES scele which defined °

Y

\

the three subgroups rangqp as fo]1owsf (j“
| A |
1. High Sensation §eekers‘=412—16 ' T

2.° Moderate Sensation Seekers =.8-10 o o .

3. Low Sensation Seekers = 1-6...

, ' / , o e R m
1. Hypothesis 9 ' . y . i

‘There will be no\\dgnificant difﬁerence between the - .
high moderate, and low sghsat{\h seeking subgroups. as defined

by the ES scale of the SSS\\in Academic achievement

A o
?J,, . LY X
. C - ' N + o N o

(a) - Findings - oY \ ‘ . .
. The means and standard dev\:tions\ef the academic téf SRR

.achiewgment of’the three SubQPOUpS\ re’ hepprteg 1n Tab]e 9 bf. '

\ Jn
wn' n Tah]e 10 1nd1~

v\f

,Q! veriqnee qnd thg results uhich ape‘sho
cate tha djff&rﬁhie 1s hot sighificantﬁi




TABLE 9

41"

)

THE MEA»@ KNQ STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND. T
"\, AGADEMIC ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND a

LON SENSATION SEEKING SUBGROURS, AS DEFINED

ot BY THE.ES §CALE OF THE sss o
‘ '(y‘ ‘ 0 .
- ’ . s ‘
Varlable qugroup' 'N*'f Mean sp e
vvvvv ) *‘ T - ] V:‘\I ‘I'. ! vf . WL?F i ;\:‘:Rv
. E HSS "59 62.23 8.96
Academ1q . Me ] 5 L
bintovenene M5 e sem W07
S L53 61 . 65.88 " 10 92 -
‘Class - = @

. Absences -




- SUMMARY , ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE ACADEMIC

-

TABLE 10

ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS, ABSENCES, AND ACADEMIC
ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION
~ SEEKING SUBGROUFS,. AS DEFINED BY THE ES
SCALE OF THE SSS "o

42

AL
Variable . 'Sburce MS df F-ratio P
Academic “ Qroups 211.75 2. 2.02 0.1356
Achievement Error 104.76 174, '
Class . " Groups ., 179.59 2. 5.16 0.0067
Absences  Error 33.08 174, v ’
_Academic ‘Groups  913.53 ' 2. 1.20 0.3050
Ab1lity.  Error 764.19  176.
. ﬂ ! .
X a3
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2. H)pothesis 10 =
There will be no significant difference between the
high, moderate, and low sensation seeking subgroups, as

defined by the ES scale of the SSS, in school attendance.

(a) Findings

’ The means and standard deviations of the absent classes
per course for each sdbgroup are reported in Table 9. The
d1fference‘between means was determined using analysis of
vartance and the results, which-are shown in Table 10, jnd1c-
ate there is a Fignificant difference beyond the .05 level.
The high sensation seeker's mean absent classes per course
was higher than both the moderate and low sensation seeker
subgroups.

A probab1l1tx matrix for Scheffé's multiple fompdr1son

of means jndicated‘there fs a significant difference bétween
the high and low subgroups in scﬂoo] attendance as shown 1in

Table 11.

f

(b) ,Conclusion '

Mypothesis 10 1s reJected as it 1s concluded that there
.1s a s19n1f1cant d1ffarfnc¢ in school nttondnnce qgtwunn the
three subgroups as defined by the [ scale of t sss. )
3, nypogmm noL |

1,§haro will be'no tigntficqnt diffnroncc bctucnn high, . -
’ nqﬂovitq.,and Tow ;qn;ution snnking subgraup: n; dcfined by |
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) TABLE 11 /
PROBABILITY MATRIX FOR SCHEFFE'S MULTIPLE
COMPARISON OF MEANS OF SCHOOL ATTENDANCE
FOR HIGH, MODERATE AND LOW SENSATION SEEKING
SUBGROUPS AS DEFINED BY THE EXPERIENCE .
SEEKING SCALE

Y
Low Moderate High
Low ‘ 1,0000 0.7814 0.0099
(.
Moderate ;0.78]4 1.0000 , 0.0691
*
High 0.0099 © 0.0691 1.0000
{

the ES scale of the SSS, in academic ability.

(a) Findings : .

. The means and standard deviations of the academic abi-
11ty of each subgroup are s*own in Table 9. The @ifference
between means of academic ability was determined us1ng analy-
s15 of variance and the resqlts. wh1ch are shown 1in Tnble 10
tndicate that the d1ffarence 1s not s1gn1f1cant beyond thé
.08 level, | ) - T e

(b) Conclu:ion
prothesia n is conflrncd and 1t may be concludeq thqt
the thrac subnrdupa do not: differ ;1gn111snntly in Acadqnic

iy, * Co e 4 . =
y ‘:‘ - - ' PP - 4 . ‘ . . ‘ '_ .

Ch e
- y
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4. Hypothesis 12

| There will be no significant difference between the
high, moderate, and low sensation seeking subgroups, as
defined by thé ES scale of the SSS, in alcohol use as 1indic-

ated by responses to the Student Alcohol Use Questionnaire.

(a) Findings ‘

The three subgroups were cdmpared for alcohol use by
using responses on the §tudent Alcohol Use Qqestionnaire
{Appendix A). The levels of significance (Chiquuare prab-
abiltty) of the differences ‘in responses for each question
concerning alcohol use 1s indicated in Table 12 and the
significant results (p = < .05 level) are elaborated on in
Appendix E. ' —

These results indicate that the higher the degree of
sensation seek1ng.as'nef1ned by the ES scale of the SSS, the’
greater the tendnncy to indicate dr1nk1ng alcoh911c beveraggs\
(quest1on’72); to indicate drinkiwg more frequently (quésﬁion
73); to indicate drinking 1n's1tua¢1qn§ that involve a number
of penrs (Quest1ons;74 and 87); to rnspond in sucn a way as
to gthbit conditigns usually associated with ‘probienm drink-
ing' (questions 77, 81, 86,4nnd 88); und to 1nd1cqte the de-.
sire to use alcohol and 'other drugs' 1f other drugs warg
1egal (question 89). ‘ o : : 3

| | A & S

(b) Canlusfqn £, AT R = , R
mmmﬁ 1218 mm‘tad DRIY u concluded that. thgre N

o .
\ F o L ) “ , :
. i R L P P A s
! ot . L Ly v R 4 Ve ] ‘4 S Y
Pl el el
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TABLE 12

RELATION BETWEEN SENSATION SEEKING, AS

DEFINED BY THE ES SCALE OF THE SSS, AND
ALCOHOL USE, AS INDICATED BY RESPONSE
TO THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE{QUESTIONNAIRE

d_a

Question Number Chi-Square Probability
72 0.0000
73 0.0003
74 \ 0.0326 "
75 0.3148 (n.s.) \
76 0.3335 (n.s.)
77 0.0032
78 0.1224 (n.s.) -
79 . 0.0765  (n.s.) |
80 "+ 0.9619 . (n.s.)
81 0.0018
82 © 0.5748 (n.s.)
83 0.5433 (n.s.)

®© s 0.6391  (n.s.)
85 0.1984  (n.s.)
86 0.0146 '
87, 0.0158
88 C 0.0164
89 '0.0000 .
90 . . 0.3300 - (n.s.)
91 . 0.0684 * (n.s.)

i . I e

" w

e - m— - " T
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are significant differences in reported al%hol use between

the three subgroups as defined by the ES scale of the SSS.

I
A
Hypotheses Us&ng Subgroups Defined by the Thrill and Adven-
ture Seeking (TAS) Scale of the SSS
The total possible score on the TAS scale of the SSS is

14 (Appendix B). The scores on the TAS scale which defined

the three subgroups ranged as follows:
1. High Sensation Seekers = 13 - 14
2. 'Moderate Sensation Seekers = 11 -~ 12

3. Low Sensation Seekers = 2 - 9,

1. Hypothesis 13

There wil] be no significant difference between the °

high, moderate; and low sensation seeking Subgroups, as |
, .

defined by the TAS scale of the  $55, in academic achievement,

(a) Findings
The means and standard deviations of the academic achieve-
ment of the three subgraups aré rhﬁorted in Table 13. Thev
o 'differqnbe between means was determined'using‘analysis'éf
varfance and. ﬁﬁe resylts, which are shown. in Tab)a 14, indi~
| catq tha 41ffgrence 1s ;ft s19n1ftsant beyond the .06 level.

Y ’ ' : i 4

. o '
[ , ) ' X . . N . v f

- . R XN A o
) i L e . A
" g " P

;(Q) cgnclu81on SV SN . f'?t
H Thg :hlrt;sntn hxna;hssiﬁ 1s‘gnnf1rmgd und 1t mqg,hg |
cnnclgggd :hgt thg thras subg;ﬁ%pﬁ us~ngt ﬁiffgr signif%en%ta~-
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|
TABLE 13

THE MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS’ ABSENCES AND
ACADEMIC ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND'
LOW SENSATION SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED
BY THE TAS SCALE OF THE SSS

-Variable . Subgroup N* Mean. sD
HS§ : 58 62,45 11.39
Academic

Achievement MSS 57 64.6 10.06
| | LSS 57  64.0 10.13
" HSS 58 7.07 6.14

Class fq -~
Absehces Mss . 57 16.89 1610
LSS 57 . 5.14 4.75
e HSS 60 - 61.77 26..79

Academic ‘ ' o .
Abi11ty | . MSS B Y 8§7.74 | 27.53

LSS . 61" 86.56 -~ 30,

——

* N = Number of each. subgroup for which var1able .

1nformation was ava11ab1a!

48
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TABLE 14

SUMMARY, ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF THE ACADEMIC
ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND ACADEMIC
ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION
SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED BY THE TAS

SCALE OF THE SSS |

Variable Source MS ‘ df - F-ratio P
Academic - ' Groups  76.28 2, 0.69 0.5055,
Achievement Error 111.35 169. .
Class Groups  65.02 2. 2.00  0.1387

. Absences , Error 32.54 169.
‘Acadenic, Groups  450.31 - 2. 0.56  0.5710

Ability . Errar ' 801.06 179,

~yrre—— T Sae = —— - - - -y

e - -—



1y in academic achievement.

2. Hypothes1s 14
There will be no significant difference between the
W o 1]

1
high, moderate, and low sensation seeking sulgroups, as

defined by the TAS scale of the SSS, in school attendance.

(a) Findings

The means and standard deviations of the absent classes
per course‘for each subgroup are reported in Table 13, The
difference between means .was determined using #halysis of
variance and the results, which are shown in Table 14, indi-
cate the différénce fs not significant beyond the .05 level.

A : 0
_(b) -Conclusion .

The fourteenth hypothesis is confirmed and it may ;e
concfuded that the three subgroups do not djffer’significanplx
in school attendance. . . ' < ,

) | | W

'3 Hypothesis 15/ ' | ' ‘ - T
The(e will he ne significant differenca between the

h1gh moderate, and low sensation seek1ng subgroups. ag

. -defined by“the TAS sca\e of the SSS, “in academic ability ‘ R

(ﬂ) Findings “f’ _“' ‘ ‘,_.'h ...  \‘_ o
, _ Tn mun.s and s;gndqrd deviaﬂons of tha acg;ﬁg;ﬂ; gbj,’ |
.th Qf tM chma &g@m-‘aup«s urc raportqd 1n Tﬁbls }3\ Th T
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s .
difference between mea;¥ was determined using analysis of
variance and the results, which are shown in Table 14, indi-

cate thendifference is not significant beyond the .05 level.

(b) 'Conclusion
. The fifteenth hypothesis is confirmed and it may be’
concluded that the three shbgfoups do not differ significant-

ly in academic ability.

4. .Hypothesis 16

There will be no significant difference between the’
high, moderate, and low sensation seeking subgroups, as
defined by the TAS scale .of the SSS in alcohol use as indic-

ated by responses to the Student Alochol Use Questionnaire.

-

(a) [ffndings , ' ; /) '

-,

The three su&groups were compared for alcohol use by

dsing respon;eé on the Student hol Use Questionnaire .

(Appehdix A). | The levels b signifiq ce (Chi square prob-
ability) of. the d1fferences in. rﬁsponses for each questjon
.concerning qlcohok‘use is 1nd1catad 1n Tab]e 15 and _the |
significnnt resuits (p = < 05) are elaborated on. in A%Pen- o

i‘dix F,_u,:‘ R B o \ ," A | -

?i;a~g Thesc results @ndicate that thﬂ hfﬂheP tﬂe 3?9"’ °f

sgnsat1on s&gk1ng. qs ﬁqfined h; tha TAS:;GQ]Q of thg sss,
@he gweutﬁr the t;ndancy tg indiqate drtnking Aﬂcqholic




TABLE 15

* RELATION BETWEEN SENSATION SEEKING, AS
DEFINED BY THE TAS SCALE OF THE SSS AND
ALCOHOL USE, AS INDICATED BY RESPONSES
TO THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE

] 4

Question Number

Chi-Square Probability

o
i)
[ S

. /
72 0.0065
73 0,137 (n.s.)
74 0.3346 (n.s.)
75 0.9219 " (n.s.)
76 0.8765 (n.s.)
77 | 0.5477 (n.s.)
78 . ® 0.4507  (n.s.)
79 0.4241 (n.s.)
.80 0.2268 (n.s.)
8 0.4250 ' (n.5.)
82 0.0527 (n.s.)
83 0.2140 (n.s,).
84 0.5524 (n.s.)
85 0.4035  (n.s.)
. 86 0,7810Q (n.s,)
. BT . 0.2022 . (n.s.)
88 10,3021 (d.s.)
89 1.0.4400°  (n.s)):
- 90 0.429)  (n.s.)
| 91 ©0.4678 . (n.5.)
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(b) Conclusion’ .
Hypothesis 16 is rejected as is concluded that there

"is a significgnt differgmce in reported alcoholl use between -

. the three subgroups as defined by the TAS scale of the S$SS.

' Hypotheses Us1ng Subgroups Defined by the General (Gen)

Scale of the SSS .
The’tota] possible score on the Gen scale of the SSS

is 22 (Appendix B). The scores on thé Gen scale which define
the three subgréups ranged as follows:

1. High Sensation Seekersw=.16 - 21 ' | L
2. Moderate Sensation Seekers = 12 - 14 | -

3

. . Low Sensation Seekers = 2 - 10.

1. Hypoathesis 17 .
Tﬁeré will be no‘sigﬁ1?1cant“difference between the

-4

high, moderate. and low sensat1on seeking subgroups, as

defined by the Gen scale of" the SSS 1n agadgmic achieygmént.

(a ) Find1ngs ;;fg: S T
The means and Standard deviations of fﬁe academiéa

: aChievgment of tha three subgrqqps are, reparted 1n Table 16
}ff The differenne betneen mggns w@s detarmiﬂ%d usjng ana1¥§is ".

"'\4
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TABLE 16

THE MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS OF THE
ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND
ACADEMIC ABILITY "OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND
LOW SENSATION SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED
BY THE GEN SCALE OF THE SSS°

e
—
"Variable Subgroup N* - Mean SD
o HSS 59  65.22 9.31.
. Academic = . - 1%
e cent M 59 63.71  11.94
. LSS~ 58 63.28 - 10.36

H HSS 59 . 6.37 5.4
Class - mMss. . 59 . 7.03° , 7.87.

Absences ‘ , ,
‘ | LSs . 58 . 5.31 5.31
f} , !f . ‘) ‘ | i . ‘
C L Hss 6] '§9.03 . 22.32 .
feademic T mss 89 59.64 27,73
T e la'iss 0 60, 56,820 - 30.49 -

: R \
LT N k] Number.Of eqch subgnoup for which vé%iab]e
R 1nformqt10n was available! ‘p'=., Sy T

’»T 0
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TABLE 17
SUMMARY, ANALYSES OF vARiANqE OF THE ACADEMIC
ACHIEVEMENT, CLASS ABSENCES, AND ACADEMIC
+  ABILITY OF HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION |
* _ SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINEP BY THE 6EN =~ °
' 'SCALE OF THE SSS ot
. Variable Source ‘ MS - df F-ratio P
L I . o o .
Academic Groups 61.16 . 2. 0.54 05810
Achievement ‘Error. 112.27 - 173. o . : '
| A | - o . oot
GQlass . Groups 43.56 2.  1.09 . 0.3410"
Absences . Erfor 40.t2  173. o 3

Agflemic - Groups  2476.97 ' . 20 3,39 0,0360 -
Abihity . v Epror. . 730,90 177,

—_ -~ -
~ : - L
" . )
. . . Vo
- [
, + X ot ) ! .
1) \ : oo ‘ g ;
. ' > A
[N ' ." B - ,?-
1 i . "
- \ R N o
4 : 4




(b) " Conclusion

Hypothesis 17 {s confirmed and it may be concluded
that-the three subgroups do nqt differ significantly in
academic achieveﬁent,

2. ﬁypothesis 18 L .

There will be no siénificanésdifference between the
high. moderate. and low se atio
defined by the Len gp LY

(a) Findings ‘

kklng subgroups, as

'1n school attendance.

The means and standard deviations of the absent classes
per course for each subgroup are reported in Table 16. The
différence between means was determined using analysis of

.variance and the\rgsu]ts. which are shown‘in_Table 17, indi-

cate the difference 1s not‘s1gnif1cant beyond the .05 level.

i
-1

-
>

(b) Conéluslon
'Hypothesis 18 s confirmed and it may be cancluded thi

« the three subgroups do not differ significanily in school

»

+ ~Attendance. ,

.
]

3.8 n}po:nns1s 19 ,
~ There uill be no signifid\nt diffnrqncaqpoﬁwecn the
high. nodor;to. and low sensation seeking subgroups, as |
| dofinnd by the scn scnlg of the sss. 1n academic ability.



ta) andings‘.

The means and standard deviations'of the academic abi-
1ty of the three subgroups are reported*tn'Tableﬁlﬁ. The
difference between means was detérminéu using analysis of
varihnce and the results, which are showng!n Tab]e‘17, indi-
‘ cate there is a significant pifference be;b'vi the .05 level.
The high sensation seeker's mean academjc ability was higheér
than QOth the moderate and lbw sensation seeker Subgroups.

‘ A probability matrix for Scheffé'sﬂmultiple comparison
of means indicated thefe s a significant difference between

the high and low subgroups in academic ability as shown in

Table 18,

'TABLE 18

. PROBABILITY MATRIX FOR SCHEFFE'S MULYIPLE
COMPARISON OF MEANS OF ACADEMIC ABILITY
FOR HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION. SEEKING
SUBGROUPS AS QEFINED BY THE GENERAL SCALE

.
: : = ,
jLow Moderate .  High
T ~ ,
Low Y.0000 0.8500 0.048)
Moderata | 0.8500 ~1.0000 0. 1659
“High 0.048) 0.1669
Y - y
‘ J'-“ 4 ) )
" vy K
. * - . ‘



“tfons usu;all

(b) Conclusion

Hypothesis 19 is rejected as it 1s concluded that ther;\

]
{s a significant difference in school attendange between ‘the
three subgroups as defined by the Gen scale of the $SS.
. -
4, Hypotgesis 20
There will be no significant difference between the

high, moderate,'and low sensation seeking subgroups, as

" defined by the.Gen sca]e of the SSS, in alcohol use, as 1indi-

cated by responses to the Student Aleohol Use Questionnaire.
\‘L \
(a) Findings
'The three subgroups were compared for alcohol use by
using responses on the Student Alcohol Use Questionnaire
(Appendi x A).' The levels of significance (Chi square prob-
ability) of the differences in responses for each question
concerning elﬁohpl use 1s indicated in Table 19 and the
significant results are elaborated on in Appendix G.
These results 1nd1éate that the hiéher the degree of

.ﬁ

sensation seeking, as defined by the Gen scale of the 35S,

the greater the tendency to indicate drinking alcaholic bever-

ages (questfon 72); to indicate drinkj&g more frequently

(question 73)§ to respond 1n such a way as to exhibit céndio
‘ associated with prnblcm drinking (que;tﬁ?ns i'
76 and 88); nd éo indicate the desire to use alicohol and
‘othar drnQ;f‘it other drugs were lega) (que;tioﬁ,&ﬂ);

L] e Q'

[N

)



TABLE 19

RELATION BETWEEN SENSATION SEEKING AS

DEFINED BY THE GENERAL SCALE OF THE SSS AND
ALCOHOL USE, AS INBICATED BY RESPONSES
TO THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE

Question Number

F Rl

72

73

74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88

89
90

91

Chi-Square Probability

0.0002
0.0236
0.3213
0.1124
0.0420
0.4419
0.9392
0.1237

e

'0.9840
- 0.1379
0,2208
0.2543
0.7562
0.0356
0.1371

0.0514
0.0370

0.000]
0.1843
0.9805

T st Vet gt Nt N el e

»
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(b) Conclusion
Hypothesis 20 1s rejected as it s concluded that there
.are significant differences in reported alcohol use between

\\(he three subgroups as defined by the Gen scale of - the SSS.

OTHER FINDINGS - .

’Some 1ntgres;1ng and hopefully meanianul descriptive
] comparisons of'each subgroﬁp are discussed under the follow—
ing headings: Agﬁ.'Post Secondary Plans, and High School
Program. 7
" , \j
Age , ‘ A

It was indicated in Chapter III that the trait of
qﬁﬁ;ation seeking incneases with age until some time 1n
adolescence, levels off, and then falls wfth 1ncreasing age.
It would therefore~appear i{mportant that the three subgroups
of sensatiqn seekers, as defined by each scale of the SSS,
be of sih1lar ages 1n order that they might be comparable.

Using question 69 from the Student-Alcoho] Use Quest10n~.
natre, no sfgnificant Chi square probab111t1es.'for any scale
‘of the $55, were found 1nd1cnt1ng there uere*no s1gn1f1cant

differencas in the agcs of the three subgrodps

» B .
.
te s .
) ' 1

Post Sgcondnry Plans
G Question 71 of thg qombined questionwlfre asks for
!f]‘"plnns Ifter high schqol. &nty tha subnrnups dqflnod by thq

.' 4 . ’ [ o = "é\ , ! i . e, ) , . R
L < e . ) § ot !

.
cd T




EXperfence Seeking (E3) scale of the $SS had a sigu1f1cantly
different Chi square probabfiitj for their responses (p =
10.0113). These results indfcate that the higher the degree
of ES sensation §eek1ng the greater the tendency to indicate
the desire to travel after high school which is consistent

with the characteristics of this subgroup.

High Schopl Program
In order that the three subgroups defined by each scale
of the SSS be comparable for academic achievement and school

»

attendance. it would appear they should Qavé simifhf high
school programs. Because the progress réborts for the first
semester of the 1972-73 year were used as sources for academic
achievement and school attendance of‘each subject, they were
also used to compare high school programs.
) The number of ‘academic' courses, number of grade twelve
courses, and the total number of courses for the subgroups
def1ned by each scale of the SSS'Twere compared using analyses
of vuriancu tethniques, There were no sign1f1cant differences
(p = < 05) on any of the high schoo] program variables, for
the subgroups defined by any of the scales of the 8SS, thus
" showing that the high school programs of the three subgroups
were similur.

y 0

;unnakv OF coucLusxons . '

m—-&.-—m

Thc finuiqgs 1nvolv1ng sensntion seeking, as dgfinéd t

e .
|x ‘3
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Fayal ‘ . - ;”l A .

By the Boredom Susceptibility sca]e of the SSS, support the
acceptance of the hypotheses, 1nv01v1ng academic achievement
and school lattendance, but lead to rejection of the hypo-
theses which involved academic ab111ty and a]coho] use, indi-
cating the three subgroups of sensati;:\seekers (HSS, MSs,
LSS) differed significantly in academic ability and reported
alcohol use. .

Using the Disinhibitton scale of the s, the hypotheses
1nvblv1ng school attendance and academic ability are accepteJ,
but the hypotheses which involved academic achievement and
alcohol use are rejected, 1nd1catfng the three subgroups
differed significantly in academic achievement and reported
alcohol use. o o

The findings involving the three subgroups defined b¥

" th Experience Seeking scale of the SSS shpport acérptance
Q"the hyPofheses coricerned with academic achievement and
academic ability, but lead to rejection éf the hypotheses'
which involved school attendance andAa]coho] use, indicating
the three shbgroups differed significantly in school a;teﬁd-‘
ance qnd reported alcohol use, | ' o

Using the Thrill and Adventure Seeking scale of the j
$SS, the hypothéses 1nvqlv1ng academic achievement, schoolH
gttendance. and Acndemic ab111ty are accepted but thé/rypo~' \
thesis concerned with alcahol use is rejectad. 1nd1cat1n9 the ”

thrqe subgroups d1ffered in reported alcohol’ use.

L

Finqllyg the findings 1nvolv1ng sensation seek1ng. as
dcfincd by th& Sengral sqals of tha sss. support the ngcapt~~

i



ance of the hypotheses involving academic athievément and
school attendancé: but lead to rejection of tﬁe hypotheses
which involved academic ability and a]cphpl»use, signifying
the threé subgroups differed signiffcantly in agademjc abi-

11ty and reported alcohol use.

Al



CHAPTER Vv

~-

SUMMARY AND IMPLICATIONS

SUMMARY -

The combined Sensation Séeking Scale (SSS) Form IV,

and St“ent Alcohol Use Questionnaire was administered to
three H@hdred and eight grade twelve students in an Edmonton
Composite.High School. A htgh, ﬁoderate, and Jow sensatijon
seeking subgroup was defined from scores on each of the five
sca]és of the SSS gnd compared for academic achievemént,
school étténdance}‘ﬁcademic ab1]1%y, affd reported alcohol
use. The results of the s;udy 1ndHcate that ;he personality
dimensfon of sensat1on seeking, as measured by the various,
.scales of the SSS, is re]atéd in varying degrees tJ academic
aghievement. school attendance, academ1c ab1l1ty,,and reported
alcohol use, l

" The high, modérate, and low subgroups of sensatibn
seekers. as def1ned by the Dis1nh1b1t1on scale of the $SS
differed sign1f1cant]y in academic . achiavement with the high
s‘pgroup s meap academ1c ach1evqment being signifieantly
ﬁower than both the modera;e Anq low subgroyps, and the moder~
ate gubgroup s mean acadgm1c achievement be1n9 aignificantly
11pwer than ‘the low §ubgroup. The subgroups defined by the
other scales of the SSS ddd not s1gn1f1cant1x differ in

. l'[‘,



- with the high sensation seeking subgroup having a signifi-

cantly higher mean absent c]asses p‘i course than the low

academiJ achievement .
" The only scale of the SSS to significantly distinguish
between the school attendance of the high, moderate, and low-

sensation seeking subgroups, was the Experience Seeking scale,

sensation seeking subgroup. . These results appear to be/con-

‘sistent with the wanderlust, flouting of irrational .alitho-

rity’, and. ' ‘experience for its own sake', characte stics of

Experience Seeking factor.

The academic ability . of the high, moderate, and low

fSensation seeking subgroups differed significantly for the

Boredom Susceptibility and General scale of the SSS. For both
scales, the high subgroup S mear academic ability was signifi-
cantiy higher than the low subgroup ’

. Signiﬂicant differences- existed in varying degrees
between the high moderate, and low sensatidn seeking sub—n
groups. as defined by all scales ' of the S5§, in reported |

alcohol use, Specific&]]y, depending on the scale used to

,'deefine the three SubgrOUps, the higher the degree of sensa-

tikn seeking, the greater the tendencg to indicate drinking
q]qoho]ic beverages to indicate drinking more frequentlya

"to 1ndiqate begihning é"drink at an eaniier age= to indicate .
”drinking in situations that involve a number of peens- to o
};raspond ty such LY way a8, to. exhibit con;;tioas usuq]]y GSQQCia‘f
.',;;;-;ated with ' |

,,iem drinking . such'es drinkins ﬂlone: ppssing
aut fightingg'uSMAIIy consumdﬁg enougn~e199h91 tg basene




-“:“‘ﬁnqn the otheﬂ’scalqs.ﬁ, '}_;'\ f;:f o

intoxicated, driving after consuming alcohol, and al]owing
drinking to 1nterf§re with preparation for class; to 1ndicafe
.drink1ng»more openly because of the reduction of~fh9 legal
age of cbnsumpt1on to eighteen years of age, even~thbugh the
majority of qacg gro;p were under e1ghteen; to jndicate the
desire to use both alcohol and 'other drugs'é1f 'other drug§’
were legal;.and to indicate that drinking is not auserloﬁsl
- problem among high school students. |

It shou]d be realized that the comparisons of the three

subgroups occurred mainly between the members of each.sub—

group that indicated drinking alcoholic beveragep. Several

members of the -low sensation seek1ng subgroyps, defined by

each scale of the SSS; reported not drinking a]coho]ic bever-

ages and were therefore not involved with the reported respons- -

es to questians 73-88 of thé Student A]COﬁO]‘USG Questionnaife.
The f1ve scales of the SSS vary in the degree to which

“they significantly d1st1ngu<,15h between the three s’group!

‘in reported a]cohol use, with the three subgroups def1ned hy

&he Disinhibition scale sign1f1cant]y diffehing more in

reportgd leohol use than the subgroups defined by any of

-f,.the pth@m scales. This re]ationsh1p is probably partially

explained by the fact that three of the ten 1tems mak1n9 uP
this scaga relate d1rect1y to alcohol use.  The Thrill anq
Adventure Seaking 3ca1e appeared tp distipguish reported i
a]cohgl gae bﬁﬁpeen ‘the three subgroups to a ]esser extent

W ‘a N

Signifiegnt resu1tsfof this study. 1nvolv1n9~the five,.

Al



' scales of the SSS indicate that the higher the degree ol
sensation seeking fh* greater the tennency for lower ébadquc‘

‘qchievgment, poorer school attendance, higher academic abi-

‘.]th,jand to'ﬁndiéaté'1nvolvémentfn1th various patterns of

nlcohol-use.

~ IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTICE

In Counsgling _

| Knowledge of the role of the personality dimension of
sensntion §eekin§ in various student behaniors might aid the
counselor in fﬁrthernunderstand1ngtann‘assi§€1ng students.
For example, studﬁnts expeniencﬁng‘ach1evement énd/or atfend-'
ance prob]ems might be. given the SSS., If local norms for the
SSS were available and the,student had scored relatively high
on the appropriate'scales, the possibi]ittes of the relat1on-
Aship between sensat1on seek1ng and Jow qcn"ye"nt and/or poor
attendance m1ght be explqred with the v1ew thaf insight into
these,relationshjp§ might a]low bqnef1c1al behavior modifica-

F‘°“s*"'§" o D . SN
| " ) . * . v . - . ) ) ‘» | ) | '1‘ .
_In Alcohol Educabion ) Lo

, The results of. th1s study nave 1mp11cat1ons for prugrams

'Q}QOf alcohnl preVantion qnd educat1on Ragher tnan focysing an

.fthg efﬁgcts of a]cohol 1n worging with the nbugjve drinker{' |
1t maJ bg mora 1npontant to diracn attention to ]dnntifyinq

pgrsqnality attr!butes wn1ch mqy ba rg]ated tb qxcessiye
-3 NIERIIRUT

; '\
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drinking., The SSSImtght thereforelbe used as a predictor»
of“pdtential abusive drinkeYs{. Inditidua]s whd yeveal high
sensation seeking tendencies cpuld be encouraged to partitit-
ate in a ﬁrogram}of alcohol education The altohol educa-
t1oh prbgram itself cou]d be shaped by the f1nd1ngs Lf this
study to make it more effective and rewarding to its partici- .

~

pants.

IMPLICATIONS FOR RESEARCH
The continuous direction of the sfgnifiqant results . |

[

1nvo]V1ng'the three subgtoups of sensat1on seekers in this

study appears to 1nd1cate that future research should involve

-0

tont1nuous statistica] techniques, such as corre]at1omiL
statistics, rather than comparispns of distinct subgroups
| Further corre]ational studies showfng the re]at1onsh1p
| of sensation seeking to othér variables spch as student drug -
&~L‘usage. part1c1pat10n in extra—curricu1ax aqtivfties, fami]y
s1ze and birth order. etc., should be Carrteé‘out . f%;f .
' Experimental stqdies 1nvolv1ng attempts to modify.they
2sensation seeking personality d1mension would prove worth—
riunile it this mod1f1cat10n could be. shown to bepefit the subj;“n

s‘.
jectﬁ in areas SUQh QS achievement dnd attendance. or some

‘ f.t'gf: other variab]e whi;h 1s shown to re]ate tn gansatiom seeking('
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APPENDIX A

.

THE COMBINED SENSATION SEEKING SCALE,
FORM IV AND STUDENT ALCOROL USE QUESTIONNAIRE
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This questionnaire, consisting of two parts, {s part
of a study concerned with various student attitudes and
behaviors. Your participation in this study is on a volun-
tary. basis and your name will not ‘be associated with fts
results. Your answers will-be treated with the strictest
confidence and in no case wil] they be used to cavee you
any embarrassment.

A

PART A. Interest and Preference'Test;—'Form IV SSS

ters 1-67] o ,

Each of the ftems below contains two choices a. and b.
Please indicate on your answer sheet which of the choicas
most describes your likes or, the way you feel. In some cases’
you may find items in which both choices describe your 11ikes
or feelings. 1In these cases mark the choice that most des-
cribes your likes or feelin? ‘In some cases you may find
items in which-you do not 1ike either choicé..pIn these cases
mark the choice you dislike legst. I am 1nterest‘? only in
your likes or feelings, not {in -how others:feel about these
things or how one is supposed tp feel. There are no ri? "
or wrong ANSWErs so be frank and give your honest appra sal
of yourself .

L R R R W W RN Y

1. ar 1 d1slike .the sensations ‘one gets when flying.
b. I enjoy many of the rides tn amysemert _parks.

2." a. I would Tike a Job which would require a lot of

‘ trnvnl]ingn \
v b, uou]d pre;nr a Job in one location.
3. a, ] would 11ke to httchhika across the countr | T
7 .-b. Hitchhiking fs too!dlngerous a way. to travel, - -
;4:  .. I do nat find ?Anbling worth the risk . 'p ;,? e
o h, -1 11ke to gamble fqr lmne.y, e ‘,
,"‘ c

5. a, I.can't wait. zg gt tn thn 1ndmrs on a col
N dﬂ ; gq 1nm1anrn d hy n, brisk, ald day. .

'[ 4’ unanhibitgd ;rtiga. o
1113 ars '\na;p th soqd mm
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8. a. Us1ng ‘four letter words' in public 1is vulgar and
inconsiderate of the feelings of others.
b. I sometimes use 'four letter words' to express my
feelings or to shock someone.

1 find a certain pleasure infroutine kinds of work..
Although it 1s sometimes necessary, I usually dis-
11ke routine kinds of work.

T o

I often wish I could be-a mountain climber.
I can't understand people who risk their necks
climb1n? mountains, ‘ N

10.

[ = -

I‘d1s11kg all body odors. -

1.
' 1ike some of the earthly body smel1s

oo
oy

12. a, I get bored seeing the same old faces.
P b. I 11ke the comfortable familiarity of everday friends

13. a. 1 like to dress in unusual styles.
b. 1 tend to dress conservat1ve1y ' .
14. a. I am only interested 1n travelling 1n c1vilizeq
parts of the warld.
b.. I would 1ike tq travel to strange, Out of the way
places like the upper Amazon or Anqrctica ,

.15, a. I likq explore a strange. c1ty or section of town
- by myself \gven #f 1t means getting lost.”

b.. €refer a gutde-when I am in a place I ,don't know

) ' _ ._.'. \ . _ r'.o,

16. a, 1 dislike people who do or say ;hings Juﬁt to shock

' or upset qthers.
b, When you can predict almost everyth1n9 8, person Mill
do gnd say he. on she must hg a bore. ﬁJ

\

) R )
17. a. T usuqll dan't enJox ) moﬁﬁe ar play where I can
; gredict what will happen.in,advance. . -
‘ ’b‘ don't mind watghing p vie or play,where -1 Clﬂi!l ]
gja¢1ct what nill hqppan In advqngn. P RAR TR

18 1£. I have :“fgd mar1g ‘ng ‘4 would ke, tn. . i
. ¥ wanldm;;var smoke mari jugng. e ".3"@;fg§

M.is.l }t:::ld nnt gzkc’;:":rzf%:é“

R 8 .Ap

;o ?f'_u 'l;m, Z gc 'trv '$0M¢ qf t
Qlﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁ! 1ens, SRR

a.
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20.

21.

22,

23.

24, .

25,

26,

27.

. 'Z‘Q{

BY "ﬁmﬁ ,;w d&ﬂ

717 |

I would prefer Jiving in an ideal society where
everyone is safe, secure and happy.

1 would have preferred living in the unsettled da&s
of our h1story

. + A sensible, person avoids activities that are dangerous.

I sometimes Iike to do things that are a little
frightening.

\
i

I dislike 'swingers'. .
I enjoy the compamx of real 'swingers‘

I find that stimulants make me uncomfortab]e
I often 1ike to get high (drinking or gmoking
mar1juana ‘ ,F
A person should- change qus fram time to time simply
to avoid getting into a rut,.

A person should find a job which 1s fairly sat1sfy1ng
to him and stick with it. ‘

|
I order the dishes with which I am fam111ar 4S50 as
to avoid disappointment and unpleasantness.
I 1ike to'iry new foods that 1 have never tasted
before. ) - . |
1 enjoy looking at home movies or travel stides.
Looking at someone's home movies Qr travel slides
bares W? tremendously :
I 1ike to try new brands on the chance of find1ng | .
something different or better. _ S
I stick tao the’ brands I know are rel1able o e
,fi would l1ke to tqke up the sport of naterask11ng.
“Ifwould not 1ike to take up water ~skiing.
'I won]d ldke to try surf-board r1q1ﬁ¥ L v
- 1'would nat’ 11ke. to try surf bogrd riding.. . R
1 find pgop!g ‘who disagree’ with mx; ”1ie*s~mdre e
stimur&t ?E n people who agree . A NN
I den't like t; argye with people .w g heliafs \ ‘

© mre ShARRlY d1vcr9ant from mnq. sinca wch argu Ay
mants Ars“ggnqn resolved, | - | St

]Q 14kﬁ toit on
5 *‘?‘“”5:"%,:**
gadly
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" 32, a. I prefer the 'down to-earth' kind¢ of people as
? P

, friends. .
b. I wou]d like, to make friends in some of the 'far-\

out‘ groups like artists or 'hippies'.

33. a, I would not 1ike to learn to fly an airplane.
b.. 1 wqu]d 11ke to Iearn to fly an airplane.

34. a. Most beards are uns1ght]y
b. I 1ike tp see men wear1ng beards.

35? ‘a. I would 1ike to 90 scuba d1v1ng
b, I prefer the surface of the water to the depths.

36. a, I prefer modern jazz or classical. music to more
popular or 1ight classical music.
b. I prefer popular or 1light classical music to modern
. Jazz or classical music.
A . lﬁ.'
a. I T1ike to drive 1in open convertibles. N
b, "I do not like to drive in open convert1b1es

38, a. I would er to. )'Iave the exper1ence of being hypno— |
| tized. y :
" b. I would not like to be hypnotized o

39, a, ‘The most important goal of 11fe is te~}4ve it to the.
‘ . fullest and.®gperience as much of 1t as you can. "
, b.. "The most 1mpa£Fant geal of life 1s to find peace and '
! . happ1ness " ‘

.

.1 would 1ike to try parachute Jump109~»’ '
. v b, I wéuld-never want to try jumping out of a plane .
« .- with.ar w1thout a parachute. . \

© 4], a;, I enter qg]d water graaually 91v1ng mysenf t1me to ; ["
. get wsed to it. .. |
b. I 1dke to"dive or Jump rtght 1nto the ocean or cold

"":g"/: . " p°°" i ‘ “( . g. .
’ 42."g.v I 'do.nat 11ke the 1rre9ul«r1t¥ qnd §159°rd °f most ';3

S, madérn pusie. o
~V;AQ;Jj1’]1k§ %: 11stgn po ngw nhﬂ unusun ; TR

AL au L predar friends who ey axe ingly, unmm"t m"‘“ .
'QIP »l‘ wﬂ@ﬂ’&}" addpg M

m‘mr friands , L ;»
n gmrianpe,wf Ti5 ow 'Sakg .
4 exqiting ‘and §
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45. a. When I go on a vacation) I prefek the comfort of
: a good room and bed.

b. When I go on a vacation,>I would prefer the change

- of camping out. _ ‘ .

46. a. When I go in an ocean or lake I likKe: to stay close
., 'to shore. .
b.. Sometimes I like to swim far out from the shore

47. a. 1 ‘often enjoy flouting “irrational authority
b. I am genena]ly respectful of lawful authority

48. a. The,essence of good art 1s in.its clarity, symmetry
| of form and harmony of colours. i
" b. I often ffnd beauty in the YclashfTng' colours ahd

'1rregudar forms of moderp painting. - : !

49. a. I enjoy spending téme in the. fami]iar surround1ng$
- of home. !
b.,* I get veryorestlesS if I have to stay arouqd homq .
- for any léngth of time. . . , Y
50. a. I like to dive off the high board .
b, T don't 1ike the feeling I get standing on the high
board (or I don't go near/it ‘at all). ' e ,

1 ke to date members of the opposite seg who . are.
hysically exciting. L
b. I like to date members of the opp Ttﬁ Sﬁw@, !

" my values, Pl it
. o T g
52, ‘a. Heavy' drinking usual]y ru1ns a party becquxeﬁqomej ,%ﬂﬁ
+ . people get loud and boisterous, L Ea 1
b.'_ngp1ng the dr1pk§ fu]l is the key ‘to a-good Rprty.*’w}

53, a. 'l somnt1m9‘ I%J;xtoﬁﬂl ‘cnazy things just to see

‘ f?aha%ﬁ in ‘a norma" way.“él am not
ig 1n»§goeﬁﬁ‘g(or upsetting others.\,m ‘ -

', : . q\i i \“} / " * )

The wor sop1§f sin 1% to.be pude..; “ﬂ

‘The worst soqia}%sjn 15 to be thﬂyp

-;{ to a, sqoa nightﬁhf reit aFt&r i lang "

day. -
bYodwish T dMn t‘hm to, m;e so. mugh ofsq u, e
,"' .t.u. $IQQP1BQ¢ \ . 4 i ,.‘4 ",. . \’ ‘ ‘ e ;

gd g& eqr! ‘to ' ﬂfj e
Qg ’&hg‘l1$t e g
ﬁ ‘ ‘;‘ﬂ \ ,
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57. a. 1 11ke peaple who are sharp and wigty even if they
do sometimes 1insult others.
b, I dislike people who have their fun at the expenses
: of hurt1ng the feelings of others.

58. a. Almost everything enjoyable is 111ega] or immoral.
b, "The. Tost enjoyable th1ngs are perfectly legal and
mora . .

A good pqinting should shock or jolt the senses.’
A good painting should give one a feeling of peace
. and security. .

. 89,

b

60. ay I do not enmjoy d1scussions where people get s6 heated
o " oup! they end up insulting each other.

b. I enjoy a heated 1ntel1ectua1 argument even if peop]e AR
'sometimes get upset.
:ﬂ. a. 1 feel best after tak1ng a couplé of drinks. ]
b

od

L Somet%;ng 1s wrong w1th peop]e who need liquor to
feel T .

an uncopscious peed 'to hurt themselves. |

<ff:) a. People who ride. motorcyqles must have some kind of
| b. " w‘puld l11ke to drive or qu on a motorcycle. . "

FRpeveY

63. a. People should dress accordtng to some standafds of
o taste, neatness and style." '
.'b, People showld dress in tndividual ways even if the
affects are somet1mes strange . ,
64. a. Sailing-long d1stances 1n smpl]«sa111n9 crafts 1s !
foolhardy. ) ~

b, I-would like to sail a distance in a sma]l but- N
3 semorthy sa1]1n§craf W A ’ . o .
e‘65: a, 1 have. no.get1en e with du11 or bqring persons.

1 find.something 1ntere§t1ng 1n almost evary person Y

@ Ttk withEL . ’ o
66. :"' af"?ak’ﬁng fast down ‘a h1ah mou‘htun slope 1% 3 gooxi'uy
R . .kn end up on grutches: . Ry ; ) x

C oo be "TEthink Thwould.enjoy (the sdrxations lo ;" g ‘\gery
P flﬁt‘ dgwn i fl“g U slo €y, o a .:‘. ' ;
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« " _PART (B’ Studenthicohol Use Questionnaire (Items 6%—91)
Answer the following questions on your answer sheet as
they apply to you. ,

68. . Sex; ‘ L i
. a. Male '
b. Female °
69, _Age: ' t
va, 16 *" .
b, 17 ' * ~
c. 18 ,
, 40 19 )
e. 20+ » : ' ' .
70, 1 Tive with: ' - - e
a. Both parente, . _ ) S 1y
b. My father.” ° ..~ . ‘ : I
, c. My mother. S , o \ B
’ i d. Foster'parents. ‘ : .
. e. Other.- - e o SR -
71, What are your plans. after ﬂigh Sthool? o -
.- a.  Attend University. . \
b. Atténd a téchnical or gommercia] school, e
¢, Find employment. A
" *d. . Travel. LT L “
e. Undecided L N FINE

72. Do you drink beer, whiskey, wine 9r other aicoho]ie'
& beverages? e o
- 'Q- YQS' ‘ . _{-: , ’ ‘ . B i o ‘ ‘,. ;l‘ 'i e
bg No « ' [ R ”. ’ . . L i‘vx ) ""Mr'.‘ '
o . A ot C . B ' .
F ~velf your nn&qer 1s yes cantinue with the following = |
?uertions A Ly
f your answer 15 noc go to question 89 S

k"“i@rink a]qahoiiq beveréges? "
n‘ggce ? nonqa.!.,w | B
o '

i
i
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" 75.  The first time you consumed alcoho]ic beverages you
were a student in: .
a. Elementary School (Grades 1-6).
b. Junior High Schoo] (Grades 7-9).
¢c. High School (Grades 10-12).

76. Do you ever drink alone? '
a. Yes ‘
b. .
_ 77. Have you ever gotten sick after drinking? '
' a. VYes N : i . )
b. No- o S ‘ L B ,
78, Have you ever been. arrested for dfﬁnklng? -
' S a. YES .. . 'u " ) ‘
b. " No 4 : ) : ,ww’*“///
"79. Have you ever 'passed out‘ewhile'driﬁking? A “
a. Yes . ¢ . , | v
b. No - S _' ‘*_ o ] o
» 80. Havé‘you ever. “had a phys1ca1 Fight while" dr1nk1ng? |
- a. Yes , Sy PR
b. NO ' o : ‘ ’ ‘ . ‘ : )

81. When you drink do. you usua]l gonsume enough a]cohol - J]
to become intoxicated (drunk{? | : ‘

a. Yes o

+ b:i No S e .

.82, Mave you éver had a serious argument whdle | 9?7 . v .
o ‘ a. Yes ! S o oo ; Wb :; STy ‘f*"
ko Ne | \

‘§3w’.ﬁ@Vé‘ygu'ever qriven a'vehicle after drinking? '~ .
© o a, Yes: S . f,‘:t ety

[ el
. : . R .
. . S B #
o , ’ ) N 4 Ty LA ) X . . P . . sy o
; K ,‘;b'* o RN ! o Lo , S . : T 3
; ‘

g”féﬁ,f'Tne reduction of the Tegal age for “th ennsumgt1on of
PR *'?IGQED} }n 1970 t%§‘8f£;;r:hQﬁ ?geiaps pr gaa y refulged !
0 rn "Lng MO 07, Qu “the ag‘ a pgma ne: "",;b'f. ‘,,
VG AR g0 thae | e
AT 8L Agres o AN ‘,,,,;ﬁWJE,‘_a;~
“"*ﬁ' Diﬁagrqe if?}gfﬂ‘{u_f,6buab¢,jJ;v

857 Tne "paduettah of the, lagal age for tha ‘consumpiion ‘ot
b0 leohed, hggqrgsulggd ng,y now drinking mora, openly. thi
SR L nt Pemgined et‘alr e " e S g
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A

86.. My drinking has stead11y 1ncﬁeased Sihbe comind'to\high
' school. L. \

‘a. -Agree: | . , O )

. b, Disagree : o o

87. MWith whqm doryou usua]fx drink? v : : S

- a. A large spcial group. - \ , .
b. Small group of friends. B : . e :
c. Parenpts or other adults. ’
d.” Girlfriend or boyfr1end '
e. Alone,

88. At some time dur1ng my xears in high scnool drinking
has' intarferred with my preparation for €lass (studying, .
attendance, homework, exams, etc,) ; St

“. . a. - Agree - | . . C A

b, Disagree : - . . e e

. I

-

89. If the use of drugs other than alcoho] ('such as marijuaq;
hashish,"etc.) were declared ]ega1 would you probab]y

a.. Use alcohol only? . £ 5 !
~==*= "B USE ATcongl and ‘Otheér drugs?y i * ,ffg'?' ";',‘3ﬁf
- ' €. Use gther drugs only?: N : , - o

o d. s nor al , R S
s d se nei‘her drug nor a coho]? "#7 ) ' \ |
. 90, Most student‘!who drink a]cohql1c averaé&s do sp: - e

S a. Because they 1ike the taste. > , L :
" To forget worries (problems), ' A-I T

. :
" * 'g. To'become’ 1ntox1qpted (ﬁrunk) e o
. d.. To feel.good, (high). . | a ‘l ‘ al oov
e; To ce]ebrate special occas$ons . i ,./\ " ,'- ‘

.'~m
91, Drinking is a’ sgrious problem among high schoo] ﬁtudents
~ in Edmonton, . . - e e

oA Agree o ‘-‘~
b Disasree o T
‘r bt T ¥ "\ il

\’0

T P T '.*QY‘*x**tﬁLt**
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SCORING KEY FOR THE SENSATION SEEKING
SCALE, FORM IV~
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0 ‘

BN . . ’ . A\
Scoring Key for Modified Sensation Seeking
Scale (SSS), Form IV, |
. - ' '] !
lﬂ General SSS (Gen) 22 Items ‘ . E ,
ro e . .
( ~ Score; 2A, 58, 10A, 11B, 12A, 15A, 198, 208,

218, "28A, 33A, 33B, 38A, 39A, 40A,
41B, 43A, 45B, 48B, b59A, 62B, 678.

II. Thrild and AdventgherSeek1ng (TAS) 14 Items H
Scoré:” 1B, 10A, 21B, 28A, 29A) 338, 35A, ‘
\ © 3JA, 40A, 46B, S0A, -62B, 648, G668
I1I. Experience Seeking (ES) 17 Items
Score: 3A, 88, 13A, \4@. 18A, 198, 31A,
o ] .
328, 348, 36A,%28, 43A, 44B, 47A,
488, 53A, 638B.
IV, Disinhibition (Dis) 10 Items -
) | - . '
° Score: 4B, 6A, 228, 238, SIA, 528, 568, .
. 87A, 8BA, 6IA. o\ '
- -t ' '
. V. tibility (BS) 18 Items | i
o Scobe: ' PA, 9B, *12A, 168, 17A, 208, - 24A,
\ o ' 2B, 268, 274, " 0A, AN, 49D, E4B,
o ) 55’. SQA' WB. '6”. | o .

’

e )
?‘ S P . . e 4

" a - ' . . s ' . ' B .
N ATk . . . ) N v , L
I LRI - r : . o ' - : . -

LR NS T S | SO o )
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APPENDIX C

CHI SQUARE FOR HIGH, MODERATE AND LOW SENSATION
SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED BY THE BS SCALE /

OF THE SSS, AND SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT _ h
QUESTIONS OF THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE '
QUESTION 72: Do you.drink-beer. whiskey, wine or ather/ :
alcoholic beverages? ‘ /
. Yes No 1
HSS ' 61 | 1+ - 62 -
MSS | 57 . 5 62
LSS, . ' 43 19 62
TOTAL ' ' 161 : 25 . 186
~ Chi.Square = 24.769; df = 2; p = 0.0000 o
* - ' . . .
QUESTION 75: The first time you consumed alcoholic beverages,
) 'you were a stadent in! a. elementary school
. : - : b. ‘junior high scMool
| - ¢. high school
. A b S
HSS . | 15 - 3 . 1T 6 |
MSS - 6 . 28 24 57 S
- LSS o B8 0 27 o 8 43 .
 TOTAL ;28 90 43 161
Chi Square = '12,982; df =~ 4; p = 0.0113
" . x . L4 R / , 'J ) . “’ . ]
QUESTION 89: 1If the use of drugs other than alcohol (sugh as |
- wa "'t marijuana, hashish, etc,) were deciared lepal
, " Would you probabdy: L :
oo AL use'alcohol only? |, ﬁ
T .b. -use alcohal angd other drugs? .
v . - Usk ather drugs only? - .
' - @.. Use neither drugs nor alcohol? | )
RN TR | SRR 1 5 3 - 1 62 "N,
R . -+ N ' ,‘.‘2&"~-z¥ . 3 8. . 61~ ;\ P
A - T TR I | . 2 2 82 . S
gfﬁmx}» TOTAL Lo ~73,;;_1L¢g13¢;11>,9%& e 3800 188 ¢ T
L O, Square'n, 36,4801 fis 6 op e 00000 1
v" PRER ‘4 - »a ;{ ;‘)L‘ E év- . S ‘ ’:1’?:; - ¢ l_“““}rx - . [ﬂ ,{'_j’"’ i
) bi i*i'? ‘ -» 'r ]ug ."’A‘f’ . ,{_“,_, N ’H.,.‘-' . - 4({7“"’ A ! L
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, APPENDIX D ’

CHI SQUARE FOR HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION
SEEKING SUBGROWPS, AS DEFINED BY THE. DIS SCALE
OF THE SSS, AND SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT

QUESTIONS OF TNE S UDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE

drink beer, whfskey, wine or other
fic beverages?

Yes *i;~”' No N
0

HSS ‘ - ‘ 62

QUESTION 72: Do y
: v alc

A} ¢

62

Mss . . : 56 6 - 62
LSS ' 40 - 22 62
TOTAL p 158 28 186 .

Chi Square =32.626; df = 2; p = 0.0000

QUESTION 73: How often do you drink alcoholfc beverages?
. 4. Less than orice a month.
b. Once a month.
c. Twice a month.
d. Once a week. )
e. More than once a’ week ‘
| a b v 4 e N
HSS 3 3 13 28 15 62
MSS . 12 13, 18. 10 { 4 57
LSS NA T I 5" 10 . tﬁ 0 - 40
TOTAL 34 21 41 a . 9 159
Chi Square = (64,293 d! - 8; p --0.00QO L e
- . R
QuESTIQN 74' Nﬂerm do you usqa]]yadr1nk aTcohpl1c beveragee? :
; ., .e QUP o Qe s . '
o hy, {he Ngme of friends. Ce e '
S c“At parties, . g )
A In cars, - C

e e ln hens. SRR

b
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QUESTION 77: Have you ever gotton sick after drinking? .

Ly

.

Hss. N ' 5210 . 62
MSS S . 41 17 58
LSS ' , - 17 23 : 40

S ToTAL . 1o 50 - 160

Chi Square = 19.529; df = 2; p = 0.000]

" QUESTION 79: Have you ever 'passed out' while drinking?

Yes - No - N
« HSS ‘ ‘ 27 37 62
MSS . , 17 41 . 58 .,
Lss 1 SN 8 . 35 40
. TOTAL : 57 13 160 ¢ |
Chi Square = 9.072; df = ' 2; p- 0.0107 ‘
- QUESTION 50: Have you ever had a physical fight while N
v drinking? : ‘
i ¥ o " - ' ls.sﬁ,‘ !!2 ,N_ \
HSS . 19 - 43 ' 62 '
' MSS — 6 52 - 58
LSS N 39 40
TOTAL - - ' 26 134 160
Chi Square * 16.483{/'df - 2; p = 0.0002
QUESTION 81: Hhen you drink d6 'you usuaily consume enough.
o . . a]COhol t0 begome intpx1cated (drunk)?
, L e lﬁi .» ﬁﬁ - N
‘hss S 3 . 28 . o~ 62
MSS ‘ B 18 -43 N - 586 |
LSS | . 3 . .87 . . 40. -
| TQTAL B L T PO 101 | -
;;’ §h1 $qugrn X 31 555 ﬂf snz, pvs 0 000 .
g-,}"-(, A '/ X ; v ¥

?ﬁivi you Qvg+ drivan/;; qhislc nftqm drinklng?
e e e pbmbrs
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QUESTION 85:

‘HSS

MSS
LSS

QUESTION 86:

\

L]
8

HSS
MSS
LSS

B

QUESTION 87:

HSS

MSS .

- LSS

* '

TOTAL

TOTAL

Chi Square = 13.90;

TPTAL

\

"My dri

v \\\“/Q) E
» I . ' ' ’ ) l

-

The reduction of the legal age for cops
of alcohol has resulted in my now ‘drinki

open]y than 1f 1t remained at 21.

Agree Disagree
.49’ = 13
37 20
A2 18
108 51 . .
= 23 'p =0.033]

to hidh school.

-

~ Chi Square = 2], 544,

i

Agree ' ' Disagree
32 .30
22 ~ .35 .
6 34
60 99
2; p = 0.0010

df =
With whom do 'ou usually drink?
a, A large social -group.

b. Small group of friends.
Parents or other adults.
Ginlfriends or boyfriend

' Alone ,

Y

15 38
5 ¢ 43  °
2 24 1
22, 105 2]
df = 8;

nan

o n -
\lh)w—‘ jI-%
o -—,,.‘-
—_0 00— i

P = 0 0058

"

»

zpt16n

62

57
40

159

L1

ing has steadily-increased since coming

N
Al

59
57
40

156 °

QUESTION 89 If the use: of drugs other than alcg (such
as marjjuana, hashish, etc.): were

’f1qga1 would.

ou probably' "

Use ‘aJcohol- only?
.Use.alcohal and qthqﬁ drugs?
~Usmiothar drugs only?
: Q. Um »nﬂthar yugs ng glcqﬁel?

aclared

L

9 more

. )
' PJ
! AN

)

A
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QUESTION 91: Drinking is 4 serious, problem-among high school
stuftnts in Edmonton. b , . .
t -
Agree , Disadree N ’
HSS S 12 ° 7 4q 59 ~
" MS . 20 40 . .7 60
LS 32 30 . 62 "
; TOTAL ‘ 64 117 / 121

Chi Square = 13.098; df = 2; .p = 0.0014
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‘ APPENDIX E . P
® . v ‘ i . h ) t\r . .
, . OHI SQUARE FOR HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION
| SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED BY -THE ES SCALE o
SRR ~_ OF THE SSS, AMD SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT » = ... .
: _ QUESTIONS OF THE STUDE} \LCOROL USE QUESTIONNAIRE -
QUESTION‘72:' Do you dr}nk beer whiskey, wine or other
' - a]coholiq beverages? A
- HSS - A 62 © 0 .62
‘Mss - 85 7 62
LSS S 38 24 62
TOTAL /. 88 31 186

- Chi ‘Square 7 '35.381; df =23 p = 0.0000
j

QUESTION 73 ,How often do yqu dfink alcotolic beverages?
, aﬁ"Less than gnce a month:.

. ce a month., . . .
e c, Twicesa month. - o
7 "d. Orice a week. v
/ e More than opoce a. week h : o |
/0 a b ¢ 4 e N
H$S © / '3 70, 08 0. 26 9 gg
MSS -/ W7 18 e 8 .
LSS v 17 .4 20 77 01 39
- OTAL‘ L -21 A4 44 18 157
em Squere,é; gaiaiz‘-.; }“F'TB.; p.= 0.8003 ~
n. | E‘ ' il ' ',' . '..} X . C '%;
L ;Esmm M. Nhe\\re dq you suelu drink? R
P 4; ! ‘,, . a, _;"f OUF ph, "’l . )

&ns home'dt friends,
par 1es. BRE N
Lears,



A

.QUESTION.&]: When you drink do you usua]ly consume enOUQh

. /‘v s » . ' LN

. 1

A ! : 'y

‘ ra
QUESTION 77: Have you. ever gotten §1ck ﬁften‘drinﬁgng?

- '

. © Yes . lgfNe - N
HSS S - 80w 72 62
. MSS . S g 35 0 .21 86 *
Lss # 9 .20 St 39 .
TOTAL . 104, - 53 157

Chi Square = 11.458; .df = 2, p = 0.0033

' t

‘ alcohol to beeome 1ntox1cated?

\ ‘ . v . St
S j A Y Yes . , No N |
HsS . o \g . .29 62
SS : : 7 \ 39 56 -
S$S L SR § I + 39
TOTAL ' . B 99 157
Cht Square =,12;619; df = 2; p = 0.0018. - a
QUESTION 865 My drinking has steadily increased since comipg
' o to.high school? . A o L
N . ) . . . °, . o
L '+ Agree Disagree LU
HSS = . .30, .32 B a,gga‘.
MSS.. . .. 18§ . 37 . 5
LSS .8 | , 31 . 39
| TbrAL . - 56 | IOQ . “ 156
Chi ‘Square = s 455. d 1; ‘o 0146
n "qv,' ‘ e f = 2 N ) ' \\ h . , Co
,UESTION 87‘ Hith whom . QO you- usua1]y drink? R
b RS . Av1arge sacial group. o -

o Y
o b 'Smalll group . of fr1ends,
~ Parents: or-gther. ndults,
Girlfriend or boxfrtenq
A]Opﬁg .'.‘ o \;




Y QUESTION 88:

exams, etc. ),ﬂy L
- . Agree v g D1 s‘aog‘ree o ' ﬂ \
HSS o o - 45 61
MSS . 13 42 56
LSS ' i b7 39
: TOTAL R 30 ' ]24 3 158 (f”‘
* Chi Square = 12.131; (df - 25 "p = 0.0164 S

) QUESTION‘BQ:

.
N . ' r . ’
. o

- A

At some time during my years 1n High School,
- 'drinkihg-has “{nterferred with my-preparqtion

for class (studying. attendance, homework.

&

I1f the use of drugs other than alcoho] (sucﬂ
as marijudna, hashish, etc.) were declared
legal would you probably:

L]

w96

. \
bl .
v
.
-

a. Use alcohol only?
. ] b. Use alcohol and other Qrugs?
‘ c. "Use other drugs only?
v d. -Use neither drugs nor a]coho]? !
"\ HSS o "‘§ ‘g?"
MSS' {
| ’, WSS 31 62
' TOTAL - 40 . A83
¢ . Chi Square = 0.0000 -
! ' . . ".,‘ » @ as e o .-_"
‘.. - - .,,‘ ﬁ—?— —
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APPENDIX F

CHI SQUARE FOR HIGH, MODERATE AND LOW SENSATION
SEEKING SUBGROUPS, AS DEFINED BY THE TAS SCALE
OF THE SSS, AND SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT
QUESTIONS OF THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE

98

e ~"\‘

QUESTION 72: Do you drink beer, whiskey, wine or other‘
alcoholic beverages?

!

. - Yes No N
HSS - 60 2 62
MSS | - 53 -9 62
LSS 48 . 14 62
TOTAL . 161 - " . 28 186

Chi Square = 10.074; df =.2;; p =~ 0.0065 = «

'
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APPENDIX G //)

. ¢
CHI SQUARE FOR HIGH, MODERATE, AND LOW SENSATION
SEEKING SUBGROUPS AS DEFINED BY THE GEN SCALE
.+ OF THE §SS, AND SIGNIFICANWN.Y DIFFERENT e
RESPONSES TO THE STUDENT ALCOHOL USE QUESTIONNAIRE
QUESTION 72: Do you drink beer, whiskey, wine or other
. alcoholic beverages?
| Yes  * Mo N
HSS 62 0 62
MSS 52 , 10 62
LSS . . 46 16 62
TOTAL 160 26 186
Chi Square = 17.527; df = 2; p = 0.002
QUESTION 73\(~§ow often do you drink aléoholic beverages?
Less than once & month. )
. Once a month. . A
c ‘Twice g popth.
d. +Once & wee
e, More than once'a week.
a b < d 3 N
HSS 7 8 16 25 6 - 62
MSS — 8 5 14 15 10 52 .
. LSS 15 5 16 10 1 47
‘ TOTAL " 30 18 46 50 17 161
. Chi Square = 17.693; df =~ 8; p = 0.0236
- QUESTION 76: Do you ever drink alone? . _ ///
. Yesw . Ne N
-HSS . . 23 39 Y
* MSS » 0w - 42 PR 5¢
LSS T, » 9 38 , A7 o
- TOTAL ‘ ' 42 - Mg ‘ 161

' Ch1 Square = 6,339; of = 25 p=0.0420 |

R
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QUESTION 85: The reduction of.the legal age for the consump-
tion of alcohol has resulted in my now drinking
‘more openly than if it remained at 21.

[\

. Agree ' Disagree ' N
HSS 47 15 47 -
MSS ~ 37 : 15 52
LSS & 25 22 . 47
TOTAL- 109 52 161

Chi Square = 6.671; df = 2; p = 0.0356

QUESTION 88: At some time during my years in high school,
drinking has .interferred with my preparation
for class (studying, attendance. homework,

‘ .. exams, etc,).
) Agree. Disagree N
HSS 4 14 48 ‘ 62
_MSS 12 39 51
LSS 8 45 47

ToTAl 28 | 13] -_} 160
Chi Square = 10.213; df = 2; p'afo.037o

\

QUESTION 89: If the use of drugs other than alcohol QQSCh
as marijuana, hashish, etc,) were declure
legal would yoy probably: ,

. a,. Use alcohol only? “
b. Use alcohol and other drugs?
:; Use other drugs only?

. Use neither drugs nor 4lcohol?

a b e 4 N
HSS 15 38 4 5 62
MSS ‘ 19 28 -3 10 . 60
LSS - 3 11 2\ 17 6T
TOTAL 65 17 . . 94 e 32 183
Chi Square » 28, 193; Af =63 p = .0.0001 ‘ -
_;:;‘ e s e L P — et ael
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