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INTRODUCTION 

Nature of froblem 

The purpose of this study is to make a oomparison 

of personality traits of siblings. This purpose, so stated, 

is very broad and would have no end of possibilities. To 

limit the field to a oertain extent, the purpose can be 

better stated by saying; it is proposed: 

1.. To fi. nd if there is any relati onahip between 

tendencies toward maladjustment and neuxmtio disposition at 

siblings. 

2. To det ermi ne whether there is a tendenoy for 

introversion or extraversion soores of siblings to be 

relat ad. 

3. To det errr.d.ne the relati on between introverai on 

or extraversion soores and scoreS made on teats tor malad­

justment. 

4. To determine the relation between sooio­

eoonomi 0 status of the i ndividual and his personality traits 

as shown by the personality sohedule tests and. introversion 

and extraversion tests. 

5. To find the relation between socio-economic 

status a.nd i nt ell1gence. 

6. To study the interrelationship between the 

foregoing alleged measures of personality. 



- - - - -

Historioal Summary 

!moh has been done in t he way of teiti ng intro­

verts and extraverts; but little oan be found whioh deals 

directly with this particular problem. SOhweglerl found 

in his stUdy that by the use of the Mult1mantal Test with 

junior and senior hi gh school stUdents that the extravert 

group is aomewha t bl'i gh ter than the in trov art group. 

According to other stUdies Which have been 

carried out~ there appears to be no relation between intel­

ligence and introversion-extraversion soores. Guthr:l..e2 

reports a oorrelation of .01 between the Colgate Personal 

Inventory 0-3 and intelligence. Hoitama3 reports a oorre­. 
lation of .35 between the Colgate Personal Inventory and 

college soholarship, showing a small tendency for extraverts 

to excel in test perforrrance. Using the same variables at 

the University of Washington, Guthrie gets a oorrelation of 

.11. With these results, we oan say the introversion-extra­

version scores show no more than a slight oorrelation wi th 

intelli gene e. 

---- .... --- - - ~ - ~ ~ - - ~ - - - ~ - ­
Raymond Alfred Schwegler. ! 6tu1.l 21. !.ntrov,£~:-Exjira!IFt 
Responses it? Certa.iF ~ 81 tua,t, 0ll!' 1929 PI' 33-3a 
Percival M. Symonds. .I.t1aiW<Ufhli?Slona.lj,j.I, and ;O.on~Jt5l12. 
I? ao2 

3. ~ 

4. -Ibid
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From a eat of interoorrela.tionll!3 made frOil ~oorei 

taken from Thurstone's Neurotio Inventory~ Bemrenter 8elf­

Suffici ency Test) Laird c-a Introversion Test, and. Allport 

Ascendance-Submission Reaotion Study, a. oorr8latlon of .935 

is obtained between neurotic tendenoies and introverslon­

extraversion 600res. This oorrelation appears to be exoep­

tionally high, and may be partially aooounted for by a 

statement from Symonds in a disoussion of tests on intrO­

version-extraversion. He explains that Laird) Marston and 

Heidbreder came out wi th the first introversion t esteh 

And then Symonds adda 6 "Perhaps all these are derivatives of 

the Woodworth Inventory) beoause certain of the questions 

asked in the introversion-extraversion qU6stiona1rres Wert)) 

also used by Woodworth in his inventQxy." 

The correlation ooefficients Which have been oom­

puted between intelli genoe test scores of siblings vary trom 

.87 to .687 with a central tendenoy around .50. Ie find 

correlations ranging from .62 to .75 for fra.t ernal twi us 

and some as high as .88 to .93 for identical tWins. 

.. --_ .. - .... --- - ­------ - - - ~ - ~ - -- ­
5. Ibid. P a08-
6. Ibid. P 196-

•
 



It hae been quite generally accept ed that the 

tendency toward introversion or extraverlll10n is inherited.. 

but the wri tel' could find no statistioal data to that effeot. 

Nothing could be found that showed any relation 

that might exist between siblings in regard to neurotio 

t endenci es as measured by a personality schedule test. 

Much haa been done byway of studying the corre­

lation between social status and intelligenoE). The following 

table taken from Proctor8 shows one such study. 

TABLE I 

Showing Relation Between Sooial and Economic 
status of Varying Uental Ability. 

I. Q.
 

Groups
 

135-ov61 

125-134 

115-124 

105-114­

95-104 

85- 94 

75- 84 

Totals 

Rank of Father's Oocupation Tota.ls 

V IV IIT II I 

Cases Cases Cases Oases Ca.ses Oases 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

6 

10 

14­

9 

0 

:5 

7 

8 

8 

11 

7 

1 

1 

6 

10 

:; 

2 

0 

0 

4­

14 

U 

21 

28 

18 

1 

0 4 39 46 22 110 

.......
 
.... 1 ... - .... -- .. - ..........
 

8. William Martin Proctor. ll':dMOtllt.1ona~ and. !.29qJ·:t*9J!..~ 
Guidanoe. P 46 
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The signifioant faot to be taken from this 

tabl e is th.a.t from the three lower olassifioations of 

fa.ther's OClJQu.patloDS, only 17 of 43 stud-ants listed, or 

39 .5~~ ha~o~ I .Q.' s of 105 Or better; While in the two 

higher clas.etifications of father's oocupations,; 460ftbe 

67 students,; or 68.~,; have I.Q.'s of 105 or better. 

Tn a survay~ of occupational groups of enlisted 

men ~n t he Un! ted States Army during the world war) 1t 

was found that all labor groups had average ratings of 0 

o1'less. For example the laborer, farmer,; general miner, 

teamster" tailor and barber who was in the army made an 

Army Alpha score of 0-, whioh is interpreted as a low 

average. The bricklayer, truck driver,; oook, painter, 

shop meohanio,; oarpenter and general maohinist had median 

soores that gave them ratings of C or an average I.Q. 

The ratinge of A and B were made" as a. rule,; only by engin­

eers, ohaplains, mad! oal offioers, Bear etari as and aocount­

ants. 

Some of the most reoent information in this oon­

nection is given us by Pressey. His results tend to show 

that the ohildren of protessiontll men exoel the ohildren of 

laborers in intelligenoe test pertormanoe. The rewltifl 

follow. lO 

... - - - .. - - - - -_ ... *"'--- ... - ---­
9. Paul L. Boynton. In~llj,~ilnOI' pp 441-43 

10. S. L. Pressey. !sycholPiI .$.tl~. the :Ni• .I~Qai~.'jh p 235 
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TABLE II 

Group Oomparison by Means of Intelligenoe Tests. 

Psr Cent of ohildren in eaoh classifioation, aocording to 

father's oooupaM.on, testi ng above the median for their age. 

Ages 6, 7, 8 (non verbal) , Ages 10 - 14 (v arb!;l) 

Occupation Per Oent Occupation Par Cent 

Profsss:!onal men 79 Professional men 85 

Bus:! ness men 60 Business men S8 

Artisans 54 Artisans 41 

Laborers 38 Laborers 39 

In Terul6.n' 6 group of one thousand gifted ohild­

ren Whose intelligenoe was of 140 !.Q. or above, it was found 
IIthat nearly· a third of the fathers belonged to t he pro­

f essi onal olasses" a half to t he semi-professional or 

higher business olasses) and less than 7% to the semi­

skilled or unskilled labor olasses. 

The history of thi s phase of the WOr k oan best 
12 

be sUlm'Jar:lzed. by quoting Pinter: 

Indireotly the faotor of heredity oan be seen 
at' work in the differenoes in intelligenoe 
found among Children of different sooial status. 
In the long run those possessing superior in­
tel11genoe will in general t end to oocupY the 

- .... - - - .. ... - ........ - - - - - ... -- ....... - - - - - ... - ....
 

11. Lew1.s M. Terman. Handbook 0LChild Psyohology.. ~ 572 

12. Rudolph Pintner. t,ntel.J,1s;anoe T eat1,n.& pp 513-14 
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- ... - - - - - - - - ... - ~ - ........ - - - -- - ... - ... - ­
11. Lewis M. Terman. Handbook 0LO£.1t-fl.PJX 0!loloq ... ~ 573 

f,J 12. Rudolph P1ntner. I,ntel11g~nQt T,§!tin,& pp 513- ~4 



hi gher types of posi tiona in t he world, and 
those poaseaai ng 1nferi. Qr i ntelli genoe wi 11 
gravitate toward the lower occupations. 6:1 noa 
ohildren tend to inherit the same kind of in­
telligenoe as their parents, we ought to find 
di!:tereno as in the i ntelligenoa of ohildr en 
as we prooeed from the lower totbe higher 
oocupations of their parent,s. The I'lwltlfll 
of many workers show this to be the case. 
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PRO C E D 0 R E 

As stated earlier, this study is designed to 

fUlfill a double purpose~ namely: first, the determination 

of the interrelation between oertain measures of personality_ 

i.e. introversion-extraversion soares" neurotio disposition 

as measured by the personality schedule" intelligenoe tests 

and a related test of soeio-economic status; and seoond" 

the oorrelation between the plB'irformances of siblings on 

these respective measures. 

- Subj eets ­

The sUbjeots were ohosen from college and senior 

high school stUdents. The final list of' siblings oontained 

groups of students from 137 different families. Most of 

the groups oontained only two subjeots; but aome families 

were represented by as many as three or four members. 

These sUbjeots represented every olass in the senior high 

school and oollege" and ranged in age from fourteen to 

thirty two years. 

There were in all 324 individuals. Some of these 

324 sUbjeots are not paired as siblings beoause, in some 

oases, the brother or sister was absent from sohool the day 

of the testing. The reoorda of these students have been 

used in that part of the atudy not involVing oorrelations ' 

between siblings. In the 137 sets of siblings are 15 pairs 



of tWins. No attenlpt was made to determine how.ny of 

these Were identioal or how many were fraternal twiD8. 

- Mat eria1s ­

The materials for this study consisted of a 

battery of three tests and an intelligenoe rating obtained 

upon the students. The battery of tests was oomposed of the 

Neymann-Kohlstedt Diagnostic Test (purported to measur, 

intr ov ersion-extraversion), the Beaoh 80010.-Ioonom10 Status 

Test, and a personality rating test. The BeaohTest and the 

personality rating schedule will be found 1n the appendix. 

The items chosen to make up the personality rating 

sohedu1e were t he forty most differ entiating items taken 
13

from Thurstones l Personality Sohedule and thirty six 

items seleoted from the Woodworth Psyohoneurotio Inventory. 

The intelligenoe rati ng of the high school stu­

dents is given in I.Q.I s obtained from results of testing 

with the Haggerty Delta 2. The intelligenoe rating of the 

oollege subjeots is given in deoi1e ranking obtained from 

results of Freshman entranoe tests given at Kansas state 

Teachers l Oollege of Emporia. This deoile ranking is ob­

tained from a battery of six tests oonsisting of the I.S.T.O. 

Entranoe Test (intel1igenoe), the Sarrett-Ryan English Test, 

an ari thmet i 0 test, a reading tEt$t, a vooabulary test, and 

a spelling test. The Entranoe Test is an &d.aptat1,on of the 

- ...... - .... __ ..... 

13. Peroiva1 M. Symonds. Q2~ p 18a 
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Ingl1>s:. Vocabulary Test. In eaoh case only the hardest 

items were used. Theweight1ng for a studentls soore is 

somewhat arbitrary, but in general is approximately the 

same from year to year. tt is approximately as follows: 

Entranoe test •••••••..• 43%, Arithmetio ••••••••••••l~ 

Read.1 ng. • • • •..• • •• • • • • • •• 710 l.ng1i sh••••••••••••••• 15% 

Vocabulary ••••••••••••• lIfo Spelling•••••••••• , •••14~ 

All testing, exoept for int elligeno8, was 

oonducted sOlely by the wr1.ter. Eaoh group of sUbjects 

was instruoted as to the purpose of the testing, and. 

the importance of the aocuraoy of the responses. 
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RES U L T SAND DIS 0 U S S ION S 

Intelligence Relation of Sdblinga 

This group of students forms a very near nortna~ 

distribution as compared ~o other studies of group intell1..­

13g ence. A study, r aport ad by Patterson l of a sohool 

population of another Kansas town l shows a distribution 

very similar to the distribution obtained by the wri tar; 

likewise a study by Holly14 of another college town made 

upon 2030 sohool ohildren. 

Because of the different methods of measuring 

int elligence, it was necessary to di vide them according t 6 

college and high school students. The oOllege stUdents were 

given decile ranking as already explained. The correlation 

between siblings of the college group was found to be .4~-+- .14:5. 

For the high sohool grouPI whioh was measured by the I.Q. of 

the stUdents, this correlation was found to be .63±.009_e 

These correlati ons fall well wi thin t he range ob­

tained by other experimenters. Aooording to P1ntner's 6ummaryl5 

oorrelations between the teat scores of siblings 

~------------ ---------- ...... ---­
13. Donald G. Patterson. SCHOOL AND SOCTETY " Vol.7,,19~8 p.S6" 

14. Rudolph Pintner. Intallls~no~ !§sting. p. 248. 

15" ~. pp 508-12 
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range from .27 to .68. The oorrela.tion of hi gh sohoo ~ stu­

dents of .63 is somewhat highl but oan be partially e:x::p~ained 

by the fact that there were four sets of twins whose correla­

tion coefficient was .9l± .054. This oorl'elation is a.bout 

What is expected of identioal tWins. 

Relation between Siblings on Introversion Traits. 

The distribution ,of scoresl for the 280 sub j ects 

used in the sibling oorrelation as well as for the 384 :1ndi­

vidualsl shows a very normal distribution, With about 65% 

of the scores falling between 10 and -10 on the introversion­

extraversion tests. The mean acore for the entire group was 

6.02, indioating a slight tendenoy toward extraversion. 

As haa been quite generally aoceptedl this 1i:rait 

may be an inherited one; but to prove it would require a very 

thorough and intensive study through several genarat:t ana. 

The oorrelation obtained in this study between siblings was 

.09:to .056. whioh is negligible. For some siblings ther e was 

a very hi gh plUS oorrelation~ While for others there was a 

very high minus oorrelation. An example of the lat tar ~ was 

a set of identioal twins; the one of whioh had a -t 36 so are J 

the other a -28 on the Neymann-Kohlstedt test. 

To the extent that the Nsymann-Kohletedt "beat; 

measures introversion-extraversion, ~heBe reaul ts wouJ..d seem­

ingly indioate that these traits are not inher1ted. Wh :11e a 

signifioant oorrelation between siblings does not prove heredity 
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the absence of suoh Ii relationship is presumptive evidenoe 

against its inher1 tanoe. 

Personality Bohedule Boores 

On the personality sohedule test of a list of 

78 questions.. the wri tar obtained a very nearly normal dis­

tribution wi th a ali ght skewness toward the top. The 

g1" eat eat number of neurotio anawers raoeived was 76.. and. 

the fewest was 10, with a mean soore for the 324 individ.­

uala of 53.86. The oorrelation between siblings ot neurotic 

scores was a negligible faotor with r = .10± .068. 

TABLE TT! 

Comparisons between Siblings 

Oorrelation:Mean sooreNature of test 
~P.!J..r. 

.056 

.056 

.096.02Tntrov ax a1 on- Extraversi on 

.10 

.63 

53.86Personali ty schedule 

It'e .009103.38Intal~igenoe high sohool 

.146.417.03Tntel~1genoe oollege 
"< 

Table lIT shOWS a oorr«!'lation b etWljliHl liib11ni15 

on. lnt ell1 genoe that is oompara.ble to other stud1 elJ. Th" 

oar relat 1. one on the soares made on t he per lonal1ty eoo edu.l. 

and the introvera1.on-extl'flve:reion tetlts ELr, negl i g1blll. 
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Tnt eroorrelations 

The relation between Booio-eoonomio atatua and 

intelligenoe did not show as marked as was expeoted) but did 

show in both oases a plus oOf~elation. For high sohool 

students Where the I.Q. was used in oorrelation with the , 

sooial status soores, the Obtained r eq'l1t!l.ls .13± .072. For 

the oollege students where the deoile ranking was used as a 

measurement of intellig enoe, a corr elation of .23.±..0 a3 was 

Other correlations were oomputed as follows: 

1, sooial status va. introversion-extraversion soores; 

2, sooial status Va. personality BOhedule soores; 

3, introversion-extraversion va. intelligenoe; 4" personal­

ity sohedule vs. intelligence; and 5, personality schedule 

vs. introversion-extraversion traits. 

TABLE IV 

Int eroorrelat ion Values in Coerfic ientli 
I I 

Teat A B a D E 

A 

B 

0 

D 

E 

.10 

.05 

.13 

.23 

,10 

.08 

-.05 

, -.02 

.05 

.08 

. . 

-.03 

.18 

.13 

- •• 05 

-.03 

.23 

-.02 

.12 

Key to tabl e: A repr esents aooio-eoonomio; .! introvers1on­
extraversion; a perl:ilonali ty sohedule; D high school intelligenoe; 
E oollege intelligenoe. 



- - - - - -

15 

In the first of these correlations, that ot 

socio-economic statue va. intfoversion-extraversion aooras, 

a oorrelati on of .10 ± .038 was obtained. For the second 

correla t:ton, the. t of eocto-economio statue v s. personality 

soores the obtained r equals .OS±' .038. The oorrelation 

between introversion-extraversion traits and intelligenoe 

was divided according to college and high sohool stUdents. 

For the high sohool students Where the I.Q. was used, a 

correlation of - .05 ± .078 was obtained, whereas for 0011 ege 

students where the deoile ranking was used, the oorrelation 

was -.oa± .078. In the fourth oorrelation, that of person­

ali ty schedule ecoree and that of intelligenoe, the obtained 

correlation for high sohool students was -.03±.073 and for 

oollege students it was .1S± .072 •• For the fifth oorrelation 

between introversion traits and personality sohedule scores, 

where correlations as hi gh as .9316 have been obtained tor 

8iblings, the writer in this study obtained a oorrelation of 

.08± 11036. 

Relations at the Extremes 

The foregoing oorrelations, based upon the entire 

di. atribu tion, show negligible r elat10nshipli between the vu ious 

tra1. ts 1, nteroorrelat edt It bas IiHH1UtleC! dea1rablllll to inv 'lJI t1 l at e 

~	 ~ ~ ~ 

16.	 Peroival M. Symonds. DiainOelDi Ptr~ona~i~I~~"O~ 
p.SOS 
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this point further by oonsidering the extremes. Aocordingly 

the upper and lower 25 per 0 ent of cases in int elligenoe 

test performanoe were di vided into four groups each, upon 

the basts of aooto-eoonomio statuBi and the soares upon the 

in troversion-extravaraion test and t he personal ity sohedule 

were oom~ted for each of the four levels of sooio-eoonomic 

status. The results are given in Tabla V. 

TABLE V 

Average Soores of the Extremes 

In talli gan oe 

Upper 25% 1. 
divided into 
4 levels of 2. 
sooio-eoono­
mio status. 3. 

4. 

Lower 25% 1. 
divided into 
4 1 evels of i3. 
130c10te~ono-rol0 s a us. 3. 

4. 

Soo1o­ Int I'oval's ion,.. Personality
Eoonomio Extrav ers ion Sohedule 

70 9 64. 

54.1 .9 50.4 

43.7 .5 54.3 
34 .67 54 

57.4 5.2 51 

46.3 3.3 51 

39.8 10.1 60.3 

31 2.4 55 

The lOWer group at the lower 25% of intelligence 

rating had an average aooial status 800re of 31 po1nt6, 

Whereas the average Ia 001al sta.tus aoors for t he total 324 

students was 46.05 p01,nta. For the uppal' level of t he upper 



SOOre of 70 

ire group; 

t he upper 35% 

re 

'have an 

an average 

average personali ty 

85% 

entire group of 324 

of the upper 

ity sohedule 

17 

35% of intelligence rating had an average aooio-eoonomio 

as oompared to 4'8.05 for the average oftha 

, 

The studentB of the upper level of social status 

of tnt elligencs, have a socio-eoonomio 

of 70 as oompared to 57.4 for the same group in the 

er 85% of intelligenoe. Those students in '!he lower 

of aocial status in the upper 35% of intelligenoe 

average s oo1al at a tue so'ore of 34 as oompared to 

aoore of 31 for the same group of the lower 

intelli genee. 

The lower level of stUdents) according to 

status, in the upper 85% of intelligenoe) have an 

sohedule soore of 54 as oompared to 

55 for the same level of t he lower 

of intelli genosJ and a mean soore at 53.86 tor t he 

stUdents. However J t he upper leval 

a5~ of intelligenoe have an average personal­

soore of 64 as oompared to a soore of 51 for 

the same l$Vel of the lower 25% of intelligenoe. 

The lower level of the uPPer 85% of 1ntelli genoe 

have an average seore of .67 on the introversion t est as 

compared to 2.4 for the same group of t he lower 25% of 

intelligenoe. The upper group of t he upper 85% has an 

aVerage soore of 9 as oompared to 5.1 for the same group 

in t he lower 85% and a mean sOOre of the entire group of 
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6.02. This would indioate a. high.correlation between social 

status and introve~sion tendenoies. For the entire group a 

positive correlation was found, but only of .10± .038. 

It will be noted from Table V that the SOOres on 

the personality sohedule test are oonsistent regardless of 

social or intelligenoe lavels. The introversion-extraversion 

Booras are inoonsistent with a high score for the upper level 

of the Upper 25% and for the third level of t he lower 25%. 

The mean soores for the sooio-economio test are hi gher for 

eaoh level in t he upper 25% than for the corresponding lSlTel 

in 1he low 131' 25%.,. 

As a final step in this direotion, the highest and 

lowast 10 per oent of subj eots in intelligenoe were oompared 

as to sooio-eoonomio scores) personality schedule and intro­

version-extraversion test. Table VI contains t he results. 

TABLE VI 

Average scores	 of the highest and lowest 10% of 
intelligenoe 

Per cent of 
intelllgence 

600io­
Eoonomio 

Introversion-
Extraversion 

Personali ty 
Sohedule 

Highest 10% 55.6 3.1 55 

Lowest 10% 41.4 .88 53 

The upper 10~ have a sooial status average of 

55.6 as oompared to 41.4 for the lower 10% and a mean 

score for all the 3a4 6ubj eots of 46.05. 
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The upper group of lO~ has an introversion test 

score average of 3.1 as compared to .88 for the lower 10%" 

and a grand average of 6.02. The ooeffioient of oorrelation 

obtained between introversion-extraversion soores and in­

telligenoe was slightly minus. 

The upper 10% had an average Boore of 55 on the 

personali ty sohedule test as oompared to 53 for t he lower 

10% and a mean score of 53.86 for ~e entire 324 sUbjeots. 

Table VI shows about t he same result a for the 

upper and lower 10% of intelligence as Table V does for 

the 25%. There is a definite relation of intelligence to 

aocial status. 



o 0 N 0 L US! 0 N S 

Within the limits of this study, the following 

oonolusions are warrant ed. 

(1)	 Sibling relationship. 

The coeffioients of .41 and .£)3 between 

siblings on intelligence is a significant faotor. 

The correlation ooeffioient of -.09 

on introversion-extraversion SOOres is sO nearly nogligible 

we are warranted to assume this trait is not inherited. 

A negligible oorrelation of .10 does 

not give a signifioant relationship between personality 

sohedule scoras. 

(2)	 Interrelationships. 

Thare is a definite relation between 

sooio-eoonomio status and intelligenoe. 

There is a slight tendenoy for those 

of hi ghar aocial-eoonomio standing to tend toward extra..­

version rather than introversion. 

The ooefficient of .05 betWeen sooio­

eoonomio sOOres and scores made on personality schedule 

test is negligible. 

There is no rellllt1.on of8tweum degref8~ 

of intelligenoe and personality eoh.liule ilooras, as 

indioated by the ooeffio1.entfril of .... 03 Ilnd .12. 
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The negligible ooeffioient of .08 would in:1iollte 

there is no relation between soor a8 made on introveraion­

extraversion testa and soores made on personality sohedule 

test B. 
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APPENDIX 

Beaoh Socio-Eoonomio StatuB Teet 

Teaohers Collage Emporia 

(Last name) (First name) . (lie) rCiass ) 

1.	 Do you live 1n the oountryt_ Town?_ 

2.	 No. Brothers (dead or living) No. siaters (dead or 
living)_ 

3.	 If you live tn a town or oity, What is its approxi-.t, 
population? C1role correct figure. BelOW 3001' 300 i ' to 
600, 600 to 1000, 1000 to 5000, 5000 to 10 voo, 10 000 
to 20 000, 20 000 to 50 000, above 50 ,000. 

4.	 How many people live in your home'_ Does your family
 
own the home? ­

5.	 How many rooms are there in your hOlXH$I?_ 

6.	 Glrole any of'the following appliances whioh are to be 
found in your home. Telephone, Radio, Victrola, Piano, 
Running Water, Bathtub, Sewerage.. Wash bowl wi th hot 
and cold fauoets, Toilet stool, Eleotrio refrigerator, 
Furnaoe, Coal cook range, Gas cook range, Eleotrio 
cook .range, Gasoline or coal oil stove, Upholstered or 
overstUffed furniture. 

7.	 Is the floor of the living room of your home oovered? If 
so, 1.8 it oovered wi th carpeting or by a number of rugs? 
_______ Linoleum, eto1 _ 

8.	 If your family owns an automobile, what yearly model is 
1t? What make 1sit? (Anew er in thi s 
manner: ~ iodel 1926, make Su!gj) . 

9.	 Oirole the approximate number of books found :1.n your bomt\. 
25 or leas, 50, 100.. 300, 500, 1000, 5000. 

10.	 What daily or weekly nemepape1'S are taken by your !am11yt 
___~ ..	 •__• "'_' '_.111~-..p''''--'.''''''''~i11 " ",m~ 

11.	 What ~agazine6 are regularly aubscr1b~d to by your family? 
I	 ....r •	 ~ .......... 9, ?'.\1I"-1t .'. ~""I'" 1&
l'I,	 #p *" ""'~ ....~ 



18.	 Oirole the grade attained by your par ents in their Bohooling.
Father Mother 

Grade sohool: IJ2J3,4J15,6,'7,8.
Hi gh school: IJ8,3,4.
Oollege: 1,2,3,4. 

13. Is your father ltvi ng1__ Is yOUI' Illother liv1,ng'f _ 

14.	 Are your parents payi ng all of your expenses whi J, e yOU are 
in school? Are they payi ng at least halt ot your 
expenses while you are at sohoo11 . Are they contri ­
bu:ti ng at all toward your expenses while you are herel _ 
Ie anyone else helping you finanoially" and to what 
ext ant 1 _ 

15. Fatherls oooupat10n? , ,	 ___ 

16. Motherla Oocupation? (If sha worka)	 __ 

If your father farms, does he own his farxn1__ Approxl­
mate number of Acres NO. tractors---- No. 
horses andmules, _ 

16.	 Has either of your parents even held any office in any
organization? If 80, what office in what orga.nt,... 
zationl	 _ 



Pars"onali ty Sohedule Test
\ 

Teachers Oollege Emporia 

1.	 Do you get stage fright? 
2.	 Do you have difficulty in starting a oonversa­

tion with a stranger? 
3.	 Do you worry too long over humiliating 

experi ano as? 
4.	 Do you otten feel lonesomep even when you are 

with other people? 
5.	 Do you oonsider yourself a rather nervous 

person? 
6.	 AI' e your feelings easi ly hurt? 
7.	 Do you. keap in the baokground on sooial 

occasions? 
8.	 Do ideas often ~n through your head so you 

cannot sleep? 
9.	 Are you frequently burdened by a sense of 

remorse? 
10.	 Do you worry o~er possible misfortunes? 
11.	 Do your f eeli ngs al t ernat e b etw een happin es B 

and sadness without apparent reason? 
12.	 Are you troubled with shyness? 
13.	 Do you daydream frequently? 
14.	 Have you ever had spells of dizziness? 
15.	 no you get discouraged easily? 
16.	 Do your interests ohange quiokly? 
17.	 Are you easily moved to tears? 
18. "Does it bother you to have people watoh you at 

work even When. you oan do it well i 
19.	 Can you at and ori t toi BID wi t hout feel ing hurt? 
20.	 Do you have difficulty in mak~~1 friends? . 
21.	 Are you troubled with the idea that people are 

watching you on the street? 
22.	 Does your mind often wander badly so that you 

16se track of what yo:u' are doing? 
23.	 Have you ever been depressed because of low 

marks.in sohool? 
24.	 Are you toUchy on various sUbjeots! 
25.	 Are you often in a state of exc:i.temen,t? 
26.	 Do you frequently feel grouohy?
27.	 Do you feel selt~consc1ous when you reoite in 

class? 
28.	 Do you often feel just miserable? , 
29.	 Does Borne parti,oular useless thought keep 

ooming into your mind to bother you?
30.	 Do you hesi tat e to volunt eel' in a olaas 

reoitation? 
31.	 Are you frequently in low spj,ri taT 
32.	 Do you often experienoe perj.oda of loneliness? 
33.	 Do you often feel self-oonscious because of 

y~ur personal appearance? 

Yes NO 

Yes No 

Yes No 

Yea No 

Yes N8 
Yes No 

Yea No 

Yes No 

Yea No 
Yea No 

Yea No 
Yes No 
Yes No 
Yes No 
Yes No 
Yea No 
Yes No 

Yea 
Yes 

NO
c,:" 

W'O 
Yes No 

'~Y.ea No 

Ye,s No 

Yea No 
Yes No 
Yes No 
Yes No 

Yes No 
Yea No 

Yes No 

Yea No 
Yes No 
Yes No 

Yes No 
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34.	 Do you . lack aelf-oonf:fdenc af Yes No
35.	 Do you find it diffioult to speak 1n pUblio? Yes No
36.	 Do you oft en feel self-oonsoi oua 1n the presence

of superiors? Yes No
37.	 If you see an accident, are you quiok to take 

an active part in giving help? Yes NO 
38 .00 you feel you must do a thing Over several 

times before you leave it? Yea No 
39.	 Are you troubled wi th feelings of inferiority? Yes No 
40.	 Do you oft en find that you oannotmake up your 

mind until the time for action is passedt Yes No 
41.	 Do you have ups and downs in mood wi thou t 

apparent reason? Yes No 
43.	 Are you in general self-confident about your

abili ti es? Yea No 
43. Do you usually sleep well? Yes No 
44.· Do you usually feel well and strong? Yes No 
45.	 Are you frightened in the middle of the night? Yes No 
46.	 Do you have nightmares? Yea No 
47.	 Do you ever walk in your sleep? Yes No 
48.	 Do you feel well rested in t he morning? Yes No 
49.	 Are you bothered much by blushi ng? Yes No 
50.	 Are you bothered by fluttering of the heart? Yes No 
51.	 Do you feel t ired most of the t 1mel Yes No 
52.	 Do you have queex unpleasant feelings in any 

part of the body? Yes No 
53.	 Do you have a great lliany bad headaches? Yes No 
54.	 Did you have a happy childhood? Yes NO 
55.	 Were you happy When you were 14 to 18 yea:Z;OBoldt Yes No 
56.	 Were you oonsidered a bad boy? Yea No 
57.	 Did the other chi Idren let you play with them? Yes No 
58.	 Has your family always treated you right? Yea No 
59.	 Did your teaohers in sohool generally treat, you 

right? Yes No 
60.	 Do you know of any body wh 0 is trying to harm you? Yes No 
61.	 Do people find fault with you more than you deserve?Yea No 
62.	 Have you ever seen a vision? Yes No 
63.	 Have you ever fel t as if some one were 

hypnotizing you and making you act against your 
will? Yes No 

64.	 Are you ever bothered by the feeling as if some 
person is reading YOUI' thOUghts? Yew No 

65.	 Do you ever have a queer feeling as 1.:f you were 
not your old sel f? . No 

66.	 Doea it uake you uneasy to· oross a bridge over 
a ri vert Yes No 

67.	 Do you uaually know juat what you want to do? Yes No 

a 
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Do you worry too muoh about little things? Yes No68. 
69. Do you get rattl ed easily? Yes No 

70. Can you sit still w1 thout f1dgeti ng? Yes No 
71. Did you ever have the habit of biting your 

Yes Nofinger nails? 
At night are you troubled wi th t he idea that72. Yes :Nosomeone is following you? 

73. D~ d you sve1' have the habit of wetting the bed? Yes No 
Yea No74. J:s it easy to make you laugh? 
Yes No75. Is it easy to make you angry? 
Yes NoHave you ever been afraid of going insane?76. 
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