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CHAPTER
INTRODUCTION
Historically, social interaction b played a central
in the development of personality constructs. MHow one
himself, how others perceive him, and how these vari-
ables interact have playad a core role in many theoretical
tems.
Lewin's (1915) interest in the development of person-
ality within an individual's life space embodied the concept
of mocial interaction. He completely disccunted heredity,

maturation, and physical interventions as having significant

effects on personality. For Lewin, development of perscnality

was a function of the person and his psychological environ-
t, which included mc

Kelly (1L95% » t a person’'s behavior was
determined by his conatruct system, A person construes the
essence of a particular 1 ch a way ro that he can
recognize a similar event future. Therefore any
social interaction with which a person comes into contact
becomes a component of that porson's construct system and
thus ordains his behavior repertoire. Festinger (1958) ex-

pounded identical premises as Kelly, regarding the importance




of social inter i t i J f porsonalit

Rogers (1959) a saw the importance of social inter-
action in the development of perscnality. He made person-
ality a function of the interaction between inherent attri-
butes and environmental encounters. 1f the common person-
ality attributes of an individual are met with uncenditional
positive regard from significant othera, then that individual
will function adeguately. However, if the core tendency is
net with conditional positive regard, signs of maladjust-
ment will surface. Rogerian theory, therefore, scen social
interaction as a requisite entity for the development of
personality.

A moihod of gquantifying social interactions was intro-
duced by Moreno. He conceptualized sociometry as a mothod
of analyzing group dynamics for the purpose of better under-
standing yroup interactions (Moreno, 1934). Sociometric

techniques have been used @r the years to measure social

choice, social acceptance, social structure of a group, and

social status, More recently sociometry has evolved as the
measurament of an all encompassing concept or the general
social stimulus value of individual (Mouton, ot al., 1955).
1f the thecretical assumptions underlying the relatlon-
ships between personality development and social interaction

are true, then significant relationships should exist between







REVIEW

have investigated the relationshipa be-
sociomotric variables and personality factors have

prous, varied, and their results sometimes contra-

Projective techniques have been used as the personality
criteria in some studies. Orgel (1959) studied the relation-
ships betwoen the House-Tree-Person projecti technigque and

sociometric status as measured by peer acceptance scores. The

House=Tree-Porson drawings indicate self-concept, vivacity,

and how a person would like to live (Friedman & Kaplan,

1967). Or findings ranged from a correlation of =-.17 for
the Tree scores to correlations of .38 a -34 for the House
and Person scores, The composite acores for all three of

the House-Tree-Petson tests and soci tric status ylelded

a correlation of .27.

Northway and Wigdor (1947) used projective techniques
with eighth grade students and found that those high in so=
¢ial status were characterized as having qreater sensitivit
in perceiving the feelings of others, and that they made a

4




ther
5 ability ¢ sontrol
emot Lon WWre egocentric, moody. impulsive,
inte=ested in the roval of othors.

Lindzey and Goldwyn (1954) correlated the Picture-Frus-
tration Test and the Thematic Apperception Test with social
status. They found significant differences between the low-
est and highest status groups. The high social status group
was less extrapunitive, more intropunitive, and had lower
group conformity ratings than the group low in social status,

Durojaiye (1970) utilized Raven's Controlled Projection
Test and concluded that boys who achieved high sociometric
status appeared to view situations with constructive and

optimistic attitudes while those of low sociomotric statum

do not. The high sociometric status group also appeared

to have a strong need for affection while the low sociomet-
ric status group rared not to desire acti participation
with others. Mus and Porter (1959) using the Thematie
Apperception Test and Tindall (1955) using the Rorschach,
also found that mociometric status is related to results
cbtained on projective techniques.
Thus, it would appear that w proje ¢ technig
were utilized as personality measures, high socicmetric

statum childron appeared to be more fensitive, intropunit iy




their
or satudies have € significant relatio
among projective scores and sociometric status. Papi
Siegel, and Vanatta (1952) found no evidence to support tho
othesis that significant relat ionships existed between
and the number of sociometric cholcem given
received. Nowell (1953) correlated Thematic Apperception
and Rorschach scores with peer ratings. Xo evidence was
d that indicated “adjustment” or "maladjustment” was
related to social ceptance,
Measures of anxiety have also been used to inv tigate
felationships between sociometric variables and person-
Y structur Iscoe Garden (1961) cbtained a Big-
cant negative T /| i ted at the re-

At lonships betwee » - ance and anxiety as measured

sda, d Palermo (1956). using the CMAS,
orrelations between anxiety and soc
fourth fth graders: i.e., the

mOst anxious children tended to be lower in soc tric

states while the least anxious children tended to be higher




« ‘s Manifest Anxi

ignificant negative correlations
between anxiety and social status in fourth, [ifth, and sixth
grade children., His study ylelded significant correlations

fourth grade children, -.18 for fifth grade children,

and -.44 r sixth grade children. Amerio (1964), Baron (1951),
and Trent (19 found anxiety to be significantly neg-
atively correl th soc tus.

Generally, when the relationships between sociometric
atatus and anxiety are investigated anxiety is negatively cor-
related with social status. This supported the idea that high
dtatus children have lower anxiety levels while low status
shildren have hi r anxiety levels.

More comprehensive scales have been used to measure pes-
onalil variables of low an® high status childr Baron
(1951) the Mental Health Analysis guestionna

that high status § : tended to feel more sell-conf

more physically adequate, and more securv in their school re-

lationships than low status 1.1up;|.ﬂ. The high status upiln

also gave indications jreater emotional stability.

Grossman and Wrighter (1948) reported that high socio-




motric statua sixth yrade pur ] ! significantly

adjustment svore 1 ‘alifornia Test of Personality (CTP)
than low sociometric atatus sixth grade pupils. Scandrette
(1953), Bjersteac (1939), and Livesay (1972) us the P and
found that pupiles who rank low in sociometric status in their
classrooms were more likely to be poorly adjusted personally
and socially than their high sociometric status classmates.
Generally, the studies which utilized comprehensive measures
of perscnality as correlates of sociometric status found
that high status children were more stable, self-confident,
secure, and "adjusted” than low status children.

Guinouard and Rychlak (1962) conducted one of the more
comprehensive stu'.es of rarsonality Factors and social status
using the IPAT High School Questionnaire as the personality
measure. Social status scores were obtained in categories

i would like best to

which measured the person with whem,
play any of the games that we know," and those classmate
with whom, "you would like best to work or make something

with=-any of the work we « * A total mociometric score wan

also obtained by combining the play and work criteria. Thoir

results pointed out that unpopular children were less self-
confident, leas Latelligent, less cheerful, loss enthus iastic,

accepting of group standards, lesr conventional, and loas




islng

dusstionnzire, found that hi

pupils had tot onality which ware not

nificantly different {r the statistically normal person-

ality profile. The low sociometric atatus group, howsver,

from the statistical norm,

Overall, the astudies that have inveatigated the relation=-

ships between personality and sociometric status ha yielded

rather consistent significant results., Past studies have

found that children higher sociometric status gunerally

=ve discrete and common personality characteristics whi

iower sociumatric status children have different, but rather

common, personality characteriscic

an atte
e relationships sasures of personality

1 sociomatric stat further

those variables woulc tablish more

the nature of the relatic

variablem




CHAPTER I11

METHOD

The [ocus of “his study was to investigate the relation-

»8 betweon sociometric status personality factors.

The following methodology was utilized:

Sample

Four self-contained fifth grade classes from each of
three school corpo:ations in South-Eastern Indiana were uti-
lized in this study, Earh class grouy ‘e nsidered typical
of the respective school corporation student population.
Fifth grade children were used because iometric measure-
ments appear the most stable at this grade level (Gronlund,

)59), and because th ve been lized as subjects in

the ity of past studies of this

A total of 310 children were initially included in thins
sty 8ix children were dropped from the study because they

wore unable to read a omprehend the personality measure

and ten other ldren were dropps< . absence from

at the time of administration. tal 294 subjects were

used in the final analysin.




1970), J Computer process was
utiliz ar the clometric statu

iometric technique yields various soc * MOARULE

only the Total Choice Status was util in thin

This variable purports to incorporate both the

ceptance and the amount of rejection accorded ild by his

peer group.

Each stude ived a specially prepared deck of 1BM
rards with the names of vach student in his class group, in-
cluding himself, printed in the upper portion of the cards.
Each child's deck of cards contained a card for each child
in the class group. The children were asked to rank order

the card deck in relation to *riterion, "who does the

st joab in * {Moore & Shiek, 1970).

Children’

The IPAT Children's Personality Questionnaire (Forter &
Cattell, 1959) is a pencil and pag personality measure
dosigned for use with children from eight to twelve years of
age. The child is roquir t« contrasting
to what he thinks and what he does about problems typically
encountered by this aged child.

The T Children's Personality Questionnaire variables
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author

The data obtainod in this st idy were analyzed by sepa-
rate Pearson Product Moment Correlation Coafficients betwean
each personality factor and the = ciometri- variable, Cor-
relations were obtained be the fourteen first order
personality factors as measuced by the IPAT Children's per-

sonality Questionnaire Anc sociometric status and between the

three recond order personality fastors as measurced by the

IPAT Children's Personality Questionnaire and sociometric

status.

livpothesis

The null hypothesis associated with each of the seven-
teen correlation coefficients was that no correlations would
ba obtained between the = IElometric status measure and the
personali it wuld mignif ntly differ frc
Zero correlation. Correlations which ffared from a
correlation at or =<1 11 ware considered

significant.




CHAPTER

The purpose of this study was tu investigate the re-
lationships between objective measures of parsonality and
pociometric status. It was hypothesized that none of the
seventeen correlation coefficients would significantly dif-
fer from a zero correlation, That is, personality variables
aro not significantly related to social status.

The chtained correlation coefficients are presented in

Table 1. In 14 of the 17 posaible corrclations the null hy-

pothosin was r tod, These correlations significantly dif-
feraed from a zero correlation (pd.0l).
The correlation coe icient cbtained for the relation-
botwaoh socliometric or A was , Cat=-
11 definos Factor A as Cyclothymia which is a person's mood
1. This relationship indicated that a person who was high
in wociometric status tended to be more outgeing, warm-hearted,
easy=-going, and participating while a person who was low in
scciometric status tended to be more reserved, critical, de-

tached, and aloof. This finding substantiated the results

14




Correlatic . “lants Between Sociometric Stat
the IPAT Children' Personality Questionnaire Factors

Pearson v'sm




(1947) and

‘orrelat ient obtained for the relation-
ship between sociometric status and Factor B was ,55. Cat-
teil definos Factor B am Genoral Intelligence, Thin rela-
tionship indicated that persons who were high in sociomotric
status tended to be more intelligent, abstract in their think-
ing, and bright while individuals low in sociometric status
tended to be less intelligent and concrete in their thinking.
This significant correlation supported the findings of
Guinouard and Rychlak (1962).

The correlation coefficient obtained for the relation-

ip between soclometric status and Factor C was .37, Cat-

toll defines Factor C as Ego Strength. This relationship
indicated that & person who was high in sociometric status
tended to be more emotionally stable, reality-oriented, and calm
while a person low in sociometric status tended to be more
affectod by feeclings, emotionally unstable, casily upset, and
chaengeable. This finding was consistent with those of North-
way and Wigdor (1947), Baron (1951), Scandrette (1953),
Bjerstodt (1959), and Livesay (1972).

The correlation coefficient obtained for the relation-

between sociometri tatus and Factor D was -,09, Cat-

defines Factor D as Excitability. This finding indicated

ne significant relationship existed betwoen the degrees




which this lindind

The corralatic
L Wwas

boetwe SOCiomet

tell defines Factor E ad This indicated that

lividuals who were hi tric status tonded to be

more aggressive, independent, assertive, and stubborn while

low sociometric status children tended to be mo obedient,

mild, and conforming. This finding wan in contras to the

iifference

results of Guinouard and Aychlak (1962). This «

ibuted to Cuinouard and RY ak's soCciometric measure

high apes i *hoice criterion.
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The correlation coef mt obtain for the relation-

ship between soclometric s .19. Cat-

tell defines Factor | sruon's cheor-
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relation=-
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tell defines rego Strength. This indicated
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o define further t} relationships
between socio r and personality factors. 5
social & s has orted to be an important determi-
nant of personality, the relationship between sociometric
status and an objective personality moasure was u to re-
search further 5 pt mOna .

0f the seventeen correlations obtained in this atudy,

fourteoen were significant (p <.01). This indicated that there

were relationships betwoen soviometric status and certaan

persorality factors. persons higher in sociometric

status were characterized as being more outgoing, intell

moticnally » ertive, happy-go-lucky,. ool

venturescme, ¢ ed, vigorous, forthright,

and controlled, The persons lower in soclometric status
characteriz a8 boing more reserved, less intelligent,

emotionally unstable, obedient, sober, und abl

dieg dent, doubting, shrewd, va sual, anxious,

and neurotic,

This study was but one in a long iine correlational
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