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INTRODUDCTION
Nature of Problem

The purpose of this study 1s to make a comparison
of personality traits of siblinge. This purpose, s0 stated,
is very broad and would have no end of possibilities., To
limlt the fleld to a certaln extent, the purpose can be
better stated by saylng; 1t 1s proposed:

l. To find if there 18 any relationship between
tendencles toward maladjustment and neurotic disposition of

8iblings.

3. To determine whether there 1s a tendency for
introversion or extraversion scores of siblings to be

related.

3. To deternine the relation Between introversion
or extraverslon scores and scores made on tests for malad-
justment,

4, To determine the relation between socio-
goonomic status of the individual and his‘personality traits
as shown by the personality schedule tests and introversion
and extraversion tests.

| 5. To find the relatlon between socio-economio
ptatus and Intelligence,

B« To study the interrelationshlip between the

foregoing alleged measures of personallty.



Historical Bummary

Much has been done in the way of testing intro~
verts and extraverts; but little can be found which deale
directly with this particular problem, Schwegler: found
in his study that by the use of the Multimental Test with
junlor and senior high school gtudents that the extravert
group 1s somewhat brighter than the introvert group.

According to other studies which have been
carrled out, there appears to be no relation between intel-
llgence and Introversion-extraversion scores. Guthriaa
reports a correlation of .01 between the Colgate Personal
Inventory C-3 and intelligencs. Hoitﬁmaa’ reports a corre—
lation of .35 between the Colgate Personal Inventory' and
college scholarship, showing a small tendency for extraverts
to excel in test performance. Using the same variables at
the University of Washington, Guthrile gets a correlation of
.11, With these results, we can say the lntroversion-extra-

version scoregs show no more than a slight correlation with

intelligence.

1. Raymond Alfred Schwegler. A Study of Introvert-Extravert
Réﬁponsee to Certain Test Bituations. 1939 pp 35-08

2., Percival M, Symonds. Diagnosing Personality and Qonduct
p 203 ‘

3. Ibid

4, Ibid



From a set of intercorrelations made fxom scores
taken from Thurstone's Neurotic Inventory, Bernrenter Self-
Sufficiency Test, Lalrd C-2 Introversion Test, and Allport
Ascendance-Submission Reaction Btudy, a correlation of .83°
is obtained between neurotic tandenoieel and introverslon-
extraversion scores. This correlatlon appears to be excep-
tionally high, and may be partially accounted for by a
statement from Symonds in a discussion of tests on intro-
version-extraversion. He explains that Lalrd, Marston and
Heidbreder came out with the first introverelon tests.

And then Symonds adds®

"Perhape all these are derivatives of
the Woodworth Inventory, because certain of the questions
agked in the introversion-extraversion questionairres were
also used by Woodworth in his inventoxry."

The correlation coefficlents which have been com~
puted between intelligence test scores of siblings vary from
.87 to .687 with a central tendency around .50. We find

correlations ranging from .63 to .75 for fratermal twins

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




Tt has been quite generally accepted that the
tendency toward introversion or extraversion is inherited,
but the writer could find no statistiocal data to that effect.

Nothing could be found that showed any relation
that might exlst between siblinges in regard to neurotioc
tendencies as measured by a personallity schedule test,

Much has been done by way of studying the corre-
lation between social status and intelligence. The following

table taken from Proctore shows oneg such study.,

TABLE I

Showing Relation Between Boeclal and Economic
Status of Varying Mental Ability.

.,I' Q. Rank of Fathexr's Occupation " Totals
Groups v IV IIT I1 I
Cases | Cases| Cases | Cases | Cases Cages
135-0vex 0] 0 0 3 1 4
135-134 | O 1 0 7 6 14
115-134 0 0 8 8 10 34
105-114 0 0 10 8 3 31
95-104 0 1 14 11 3 28
85~ 94 0 3 9 7 0 18
75— B84 0 0 0 1 0 1
Totals 0 4 39 48 33 110

o o mB Wm G 0 e Em  TW Gm W s BR e A o oaw

- e m e e W e e @m e um N

8. William Martin Prootor, Educational and Vocational
Guidance. p 46



The significant faot to be taken from this
table 1s that from the three lower classifications of
father®s Occupations, only 17 of 43 students listed, or
39.5%, havb.T.Q.'s of 105 or better; while in the two
higher claseifications 6f father's ocoupations, 46 of the
87 students, or 68.6f, have I.Q.'s of 105 or better.

In a survey,g; of occupational groupe of enlisted
men in the United States Army during the world war, 1t
was found that all labor groups had average ratings of ¢
or less. For example the laborer, farmer, general miner,
tegmster, tallor and barber who was in the army made an
Army Alpha score of C-, which ia.interpreted as a low
average. The bricklayer, truck dfivar, ~oook, palnter,
shop mechanic, carpenter and general machinist had median
scores that gave them ratings of C or an average I1.Q.

The ratings of A and B were made, as a rule, only by erigin-
eers, dhaplains, medical officers, secretaries and account-
ants, ‘

Some of the most recent information in this con-
nection is glven us by Pressey. His results tend to show
that the children of professional men excel the children of

laborers in intelligence test performance. The resmulis

on  wm w3 e SR e em W
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10. 5. L. Pressey. Psychology and the New Eduoation. p 335




TABLE II
Group Comparison by Means of Intelligence Tests.
Per Cent of chlldren in each classification, according to

father's occupation, testlng above the median for thelr age.

Ages/g, 7, 8 (non verbal) - Ages 10 - 14 (verbsl)
Occupation Par Oent Occupation Per Cent
Professional men 79 . Professional men 85
Business men 60 Buginess men s -
Artisans 54 Artisans 41
Laborers 38 - Laborers 39

In Terman's group of one thousand glifted chlld=-
ren whoge intelligence was of 140 I.Q. or above, 1t was found
that nearly a third;l of the fathers belonged to the pro-
fesslonal clagses, a half to the seml-professional or |
higher business classes, and less than 7% to the semi-
skilled or unskilled labor classes. _

The history of this phase of the work can best
be summarized by quoting Pinter:

Indirectly the factor of heredity can be seen

at work in the differencses in intelligence

found among children of different soclal status.

In the long run those posseseing superior in-
telligence will In general tend to occupy the

- m me @ Em mmn W e e o W v 05D wEe i e Gl R

11, Lewls M. Terman. Handbook of Child Psychology » 573

12. FRudolph Pintner. Intelligence Testing pp 513-14




TABLE TI
Group Comparison by Means of Intelligence Tests.
Por Cent of children in each classification, mccording to

father's ococupation, testing above the median for th elr age.

Agesls‘, 7, 8 (non verbal) | Ages 10 - 14 (verb®l)
Occupation Per Cent Occupation Pexr Cent
Professional men 79 . Professional men 85
Busi ness men 80 Business men es8 -
Artisans 54 | Artisans 41
Laborers 38 ~ Laborers 39

In Terman's group of one thousand glfted ohild-
ren whose intelligence was of 140 I.Q. or above, it was found
that nearly a thirdll of the fathers belonged to thé prb-
fessional classes, a half to the seml-professional ox |
higher business classes, and less than 7% to the semi-—
skilled or unskilled labor olasses.

The history of this phase of the work can best

be summarized by quoting Pinter:

Indirectly the factor of heredity can be aseen
at work in the differences in intelligence
found among children of different sooclal status.

In the long run those possessing superiox in-
telligence will in general tend o ocoupy the

e mE TN i e em  gm

11, Lewis M. Terman. Handbook of Child Peychology p 573
13. Rudolph Pintner. Intelligence Testing pp 513—14




higher types of positions in the world, and
those poseessing inferiar intelligence will
gravitate toward the lower occupations. 8ince
children tend to Inherit the same kind of in-
telligence as thelr parents, we ought to find
differences in the intelligence of ohildren
ag we proceed from the lower to the higher
ococupations of thelr parents. The results

of many workers show thle to be the case.



PROCEDURE

As stated earlier, this study 1s designed to
fulfill a double purpose, namely: first, the determination
of the interrelation between certain measures of personality,
l.e. introversion-extraversion scores, neurotic disposition
- a8 measured by the personallty schedule, intelligence tests
and a related test of soclo-economic status; and second,
the correlation between the pncforﬁances of siblinges on

these respective measures.

-~ Bubjects =

The subjects were chosen from college and senior
high school students. The final list of siblings contained
groups of students from 137 different families. Most of
the groups contalned only two subjects; but some familles
were represented by as many as three or four members.
These subjects represented every class in the senior high
school and college, and ranged in age from fourteen to
thirty two years.

There were in all 334 1ndividuals. Some of these
324 subjects are not paired as siblings because, in some
casee, the brother or sister was absent from school the day
of the testing. The records of these students have been
used in that rart of the study not involving correlations
between siblings. In the 137 sete of siblings are 15 palrs



of twine. No attempt was made to determine how many of

these were ldentical or how many were fraternal twins.

- Materials -

The materials for this study consisted of a
battery of three tests and an intelligence rating obtained
upon the students, The battery of teste was composed of the
Neymann-xoplstedt Diagnostic Test (purported to measure
introverslon-extraversion), the Beach 8oclo-Economic Btatus
Test, and a personality rating test. The Beach Test and the
peraonality rating schedule will be found in the appendix.

The 1tems chosen to make up the personality rating
echedule were the forty most differentiating items taken
from Thurstones! Pesrsonality Sohedule13 and thirty six
items selected fiom %he Woodworth Péyohoneurotio Inventory.

The intelligence rating of the high sohool stu-
dents is given in I,Q.'s obtained from results of testing
with the Haggerty Delta 3. The intelligence rating of the
college subjects 1s given in decile ranking obtalned from
results of Freshman entrance tests gilven at Kansas State
Teachers! College of Emporla. This decile ranking 1s ob-
tained from a battery of six tests consisting of the K.8.T.C,
Entrance Test (intelligence), the Barrett~Ryan English Test,
an arithmetic test, a reading test, a vocabulary test, and

a spelling test. The Entrance Test is an adaptation of the

e e A e emm e B e Wn mé e Bh e TR G e D o W e MR oW s Ek ke e R R @

13, Percival M, Bymonds, Op Oit p 183
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Ingles: Vocabulary Test. In each cape only the hardest
1t ems wore used. The Welghting for a student's score 1g
somewhat arbitrary, but in general is approximatesly the

same from year to yéar. It 1g approximately as follows:

Entrance test..........43%, Arithmetic..eeveeeos.10%
Reading...no-'oouoouooooo 7% EngliBhCI00400000‘0001015%
Vocabularyeeeceesessee.11% BPellingescsoeseaseesoldP

All testing, except for intelligence, was
conducted solely by the writer. Each group of subjects
was instructed as to the purpose of the testing, and

the 1mportance of the accuracy of the responses.



11

RESULTS AND DT SCUBSTIONGS
Intelligence Relation of Siblings

This group of students forms a very near norma l
distribution as compared to other studies of group intelll—
gence., A study, reported by Pzad:‘cerson,l:5 of a school
population of another Kansas town, shows a distribution
very similar to the distribution obtained by the writer;
likewise a study by Holly14 of another college town made
upon 2030 school ohildren.

Because of the different methods of measuring
intelligence, 1t was necessary to divide them according to
college and high school students. The college students were
glven decile ranking as already explalned. The correlatién
between siblings of the college group was found to be\.4lt «145.
For the high school group, which was measured by the I.Q. of
the students, this correlation was found to be .83* .009., |

These correlations fall well within the range ob-
tained by other experimenters. Acocording to Pintner's summaryls

correlations between the test scores of slblings

13, Donald G. Patterson., SCHOOL AND SOCTETY . Vol.7,1918 p.86.
14, Rudolph Pintner. Intglligence Testing., p. 3848,

15. Ibid. pp 508-13
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range from .37 to ,68, The correlation of high schoo 4 stu-
dents of .63 is somewhat high, but can be partially explained
by the fact that there were four sets of twins whose coTrela-
tion coefficient was ,91%,054, This correlation is about

what is expected of identioal twing,

Relation between Siblings on Introversion Txraits.

The distribution of scores, for the 380 sub jects
used 1n the sibling corrslation ms well as for the 334 indi-
viduals, shows a very normal distribution, with about & 5%
of the gscores falling between 10 and ~10 on the introversion-
extraversion tests. The mean score for the entire group was
6.08, indicating a slight tendency toward extraversion .

As hag been quite generally accepted, this + railt
may be an inherited one; but to prove 1t would require a very
thorough and intensive study through several gensrati ons.

The correlation obtained in this study between siblings was
091,058, which is negligible. For some siblings thexr e was
a very high jalus ‘correlation; while for others there was a
very high minus correlation. An example of the lattexr, was
a set of identiocal twins; the one of which had a + 38 wscore,
the other a =38 on the Neymann-Kohlstedt test.

To the extent that the Neymann-—Kohl@tedt teat
measures introversion-extraversion, Bhese reésults would ssem
ingly indicate that these tralts are not inherited, While a
significant correlation between siblings does not prowve heredity
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the absence of 8uch a relationship 1e presumptive evidence
againgt ite inheritance.

Personality Schedule Scoraes

On the personality schedule test of a llst of
76 questlons, the writer obtained a very nearly normal die-
tribution with a s8llght gkewness toward the top. The
greatest nunber of neurotic answers receilved was 75, and
the fewest was 10, with a mean soore for the 334 individ-
uals of 53.86. The correlation between siblings of neurotioc

scores was a negligible factor with r = 10%+ .0586.

TABLE TIT

Comparisons betwesn Siblings

Nature of test Hean score Correlation
, Te [ ReBo
Introversion-Extraversion 6.03 .09 ,058
Personality schedulse 53.86 «10 056
Intelligence high school 103,38 83 4009
Tntelligence college 7,03 41 | s

Pable ITT shows & correlation between 8lblings
on . intelligence that 1e gomparable to other studies. The
correlations on the soores made on the personality schedule

and the introveraion-extraverslon tests are negligible.
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| “Invt erc.;orrelations

The relation between socio-economic status and
intelllgence did not show as marked as was expected, but did
show in both cases a plus cofrelations For high school
students where the ‘I.Q. was used in correlation with the
soclal status scores, the obtained r equals .13* .072. For
the college students where the de_c;ile ranking was used as a
measurement of intelligence, a correlation of .33 *,069 was
obtained.

Other correlations were computed as follows:
1, social sgtatus vs. introversion-extraversion scores;
3, soclal status vs., personality schedule gcores;
3, introversion-extraversion vs. intelllgence; 4, personal-
1ty schedule vs. intelligence; and 5, personality scheduls

ve. Iintroversi oh- extravergion traits,

TABLE IV

Intercorrelation Values in COefficientE

Test A -~ B ¢ D E
A ‘ 10 05 13 «33
B .10 .08 -+ 405 -.03
¢ 05 | .08 | -, -.03 | .18
D .13 -.05 -.03
E .33 - =,03 183

Key to table: A represents soclo-economioc; B introversion
extraverslon; O personallty sohedule; D high school intelligence;
B ocollege intelllgence.

§029



In the first of these correlations, that of
soclo-economlic status vs. Intfoversion-extraversion scoras,
a correlation of .10% ,038 was obtained. For the second
correlation, that of soclo-goonomic status vs., personality
gcores the obtained r equals .05% ,038., The corrslation
between introverslon-extraversion tralts and intelllgence
was divided according to college and high school students.
For the high school students where the I.Q. was used, a
correlation of -.051+,073 wag obtainad, whereas for c¢ollege
gtulents where the declle ranking was used, the correslation
wasg -,03% .073, In the fourth correlation, that of person~
ality schedule scores and that of intelligence, the ohbtained
correlation for high school students was =,03+,073 and for
college students 1t was .181 .073.. For the fifth correlation
betwaeen introversilon traits and personality echedule scorss,
where correlafions as high as .9318 have been obtained for
siblings, the writer in this study obtained a correlation of
.08% ,038.

Relationg at the BExtremes

The foregoing correlations, based upon the entire
digtribution, show negligible rslationships between the various
$raite intercorrelated. It has seemed desirable to investigate

—-u—---l.—lﬂ_ﬂ”_mnn—_!-m-

16. Peroival M, Symonds. Disgnosing Personality and Oonduch,
p.8083

15
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this point further by considering the extremes. Accordingly
the upper and lower 35 per cent of cases in Intelligence

t est performance were divided into four groups each, upon
the basis of soclo-economic status; and the scores upon t he
introversion-extraversion test and the personal ity schedule
Were compyted for sach of the four levels of socio-economic

status. The results are glven in Table V.

TABLE V
Average Scores of the Extremes

Intelligence Bocio- Introversion- Pergonallty
- Economlo Extraversion 8chedule
Upper 35% 1. 70 9 - 64,
divided into
4 levels of 3. b4, 1l «9 50.4
goclo-econo-~
mic status. 3, 43,7 o5 54,3

4, 34 67 54
Lower 35% 1, 57.4 5.3 51
divided into
4 levels of 3. 48,3 3.3 51

oclo-egono-

mio statuse e 39.8 10,1 60,3

4, 31 3.4 515

The lower group of the lower 85% of intelligence
rating had an averaga soclal status score of 31 points,
whereag the average soclal etatus score for the total 334

ptudents was 46,05 points, For the upper level of t he upper



35% of intelligence rating had an average soclo-goconomioc

5§scom of 70 as compared to 48.05 for the average of the
ntire group,/
The students of the upper level of social status

An t he upper 35% of intelligence, have a soc¢io-eoconomic

7
4

i

gscore of 70 as compared to 574 for the same group in the

éloww 85% of intelligence. Those students in the lower
?group of social status in the upper 235% of intelligence
‘have an average soclal status score of 34 ag compared to
':an average score of 31 for the game group of the lower
35% of intelligence.

The lower level of students, according to
social status, in the upper 35% of intelligence, have an
average personality schedule score of 54 as compared to
- an average score of 55 for the same level of the lower
235% of intelligence; and a mean score of 53.86 for t'he
'\ entire group of 334 students. However, the upper level
of the upper 85% of intelllgence have an average personal-
ity schedule score of 684 as compared to a score of 51 for
the same level of the lower 35% of intelligence.
| The lower level of the upper 25% of intelligence
have an average score of .67 on the introversion test as
compared to 3.4 for the same group of the lower 35% of
intelligenca. The upper group of the upper 35% has an
avgrage score of ® ag compared to 5.1 for the same group

in t he lower 35% and a mean score of the entire group of

17



8.08. This would indicate a high correlation between soocial
status and Introvefsion tendenocies. For the entire grdup a
posltive correlation was found, but only of .10% ,038.
| It will be noted from Table V that the scores on
the personality schedule test are consistent regardless of
soclal or intelligence levels. The introversion-extraversion
socores are lnconsistent with a high score for the upper level
of the upper 85% and for the third level of the lower 35%.
The mean scores for the socio-economic test are higher for
each level in the upper 25% than for the corresponding level
in the lower 35%..

As a final step in this direction, the highest and
lowest 10 per cent of subjects in intelligence were compared
as to soclo~sconomic scores, personality schedule and intro-

version-extraversion test. Table VI contains the results.

TABLE VI

Average scores of the highest and lowest 10% of
intelligence
“Per cent of Soclo-~ Introversion- Pergonality
Intelligence Economic Extraversion gchedule
Highest 10% 55.8 3.1 55
Lowest 10% 41,4 .88 53

The upper 10% have a social status averags of

55.68 as compared to 4l.4 for the lower 10% and a mean

soore for all the 334 subjects of 48,05.

18
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The upper group of 10% has an introversion test

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

and a grand average of 8.08. The coefficiaent of correlation

obtained bebtwasn introverslon-extraverslon scores and in-

telligence was slightly minus.

The upper 10% had an average score of 55 on the
personality schedule test as compared to 853 for the lower
10% and a mean score of 53,88 for the entire 324 subjects.

Table VI shows about the same results for the
upper and lower 10% of intelligence as Table V does for
the 35%. Thers is a definite relation of intelligence to

social status.



CONCLUSBSTONS

Within the limits of this study, the following

conclusions are warranted.
(1) Sibling relationship.

The coefficlents of .41 and .63 betwesn
slblings on intelligence 18 a signlficant factor.

The correlation coefficlient of ~.09
on introversion-extraversion scores 1s s0 nearly negligible
we are warranted to assume thls trait is not inherited.

4 negligivle correlation of ,10 does
not give a significant relationship betwsen personality
schedule scores.

(38) Interrelationships.

There 18 a definite relation between
soclo~economic status and intelligence.

There 1s a slight tendency for those
of higher social-economic standing to tend toward extra~
version rather than introversion.

The coef flclent of .05 between soclo-
economio goores and scores made on personallity echeduls
test 18 negllgible.

There 18 no relation between degreos
of Intelligenoce and pergonality schedule scores, as

indioated by the coeffiolents of ~,03 and .13,



The negliglble coefficient of .08 would indioate
there le no relation between scores made on Introversion-
extraversion tests and scores made on personality sechedule

tesfs.

8l
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APPENDTIZX

Beach Soclo-Economic Btetus Test

Teachers College Emporia

8,
8.

7.

9.

(Last name) (First name) (Age) {Class)
Do you live in the country? Town?

No. Brothers (dead or living) No., sisters (dead or
living)

If you live in a town or city, what is its approximate
population? OCircle corresct figure. Below 300,, 300 to
600, 600 to 1000, 1000 to 5000, 5000 to 10 B00, 10 00O
to 30 000, 20 000 to 50 000, above 50 000,

How many people live in your home? Does your family
own the home?

How many roowe are there in your home?

Gircle any of the following appliances which are to be
found 1n your hom@. Telephone, Radio, Victrola, Piano,
Running Water, Bathtub, BSewerage, Wash bowl with hot
and cold faucets, Tollet stool, Electric refrigerator,
Furnace, Coal cook range, Gas cook range, BElectric
cook range, Gasoline or coal oll stove, Upholatered ox
overatuffed furniture.

Is the floor of the living room of your home covered? If
80, 18 1t covered with carpeting or by a number of rugs?
Linoleum, eto?

If your famlly owne an automoblle, what yearly model is
1t? What make is 1t? (Angwer in this
manner: Model 1936, make Bulo

Circle the approximate number of books found in your home.
35 or less, 50, 100, 300, 50O, 1000, 5000,

10, What daily or weekly newspapers are taken by your fawdly?

11, What magazines are regularly subscribed to by your family?




13,

13,
14,

15,
l6.

18.

34

Clrecle the grade attained by your parents in their schooling.

drad Faghei Hother

rade school: 1,8,5,4,5,6,7,8. 1,3,3,4,5,6,7,8.
High school: 1.2.3,4% = 12,5040 0
College: 1,8,3,4. 1,8,3,4.

Is your fether 1living? Ig youy mother living?

Are your parents paying all of your expenses while you are
in school? Are they paying at least half of your
expenses while you are at school? Are they contrl-
buting at all toward your expenses while you are here?

Is anzgne else helping you financlally, and to what

exten

Father's ocoupation?

Mother's Occupation? (Tf she works)

If your father farms, does he own his farm? Approxl-
mate number of Acres NO. tractors No.
horseg end mules

Has elther of your parents even held any office in any
organization? If so, what office in what organi-
zation?




11.

13.
13.
14,
15,
16,
17.
18.

19.
30 .
Bl.

33.
33,
34.
35.
36.
37.

38 .
39 .

30,
3l

33.
33 .

Personality 8chedule Tes%
Teachers College Enporia

Do you get stage fright?

Do you have difficulty in starting a conversa-
tlon with a stranger?

Do you worry too long over humiliating
experiences?

Do you often feel lonesome, even When you are
with other people?

Do you consider yourself a rather nervous
person?

Are your feellngs easlly huxt?

Do you. keep In the background on soclal
occasions?

Do ideas often mmun through your head so you
cannot sleep?

Are you frequently burdened by a sense of
remorsel

Do you worry over possible misfortunes?

Do your feelings alternate between happlness
and sadness wlthout apparent reason?

Are you troubled with shyness?

Do you daydream frequently?

Have you ever had spells of dizziness?
Boyou get discouraged easily?

Do your Interests change quickly?

Are you easlly moved to tears?

‘Does 1t bother you to have people watch you at

work even when you can do 1t well?

Can you stand criticism without feeling hurt?
Do you have difficulty in makmng friends?

Are you troubled with the idea th

watching you on the street?

Does your uind often wander badly so that you
loge track of what you are doing?

Have you ever been depressed because of low
marks in school?

Are you touchy on various subjects?

Are you often in a state of excitement?

Do you frequently feel grouchy?

Do you fesl selfeconsclous when you reclite in
clasa?

Do you often foel just migerable?

Does some partioular useless thought keep
coming into your mind to bother you?

Do you hesltate to volunteer in a class
recitation?

Are you frequently in low gpirits?

Do you often experlence perlods of lonelinesa?
Do you often feel self-conscious because of
your personal appearance?

at people are

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

- Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yea

“Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yas

Yes
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34 Do you lack gelf-confidence? Yeos
35. Do you find 1t difficult to speak in publio? Yes
8€. Do you often feel self-conscious in the presence

of superiors? Yes
37+ If you see an accident, are you quick to take

an active part in giving help? Yos
8. Do you feel you must do a thing over several
: times before you leave it? Yes
39. Are you troubled with feelings of inferiority? Yes
40. Do you often find that you cannot make up your

mind until the time for action is passedl Yer
41l. Do you have ups and downs in mood without

apparent reason? Y es
42. Are you in general self-confident about your '

abllities? Yes
43. Do you usually sleep well? , Yes
44. Do you usually feel well and strong? Yes
45. Are you frightened in the middle of the night? Yes
468, Do you have nightmares? Yes
47. Do you ever walk in your sleep? Yes
48. Do you feel well rested in the morning? Yes
49. Are you bothered much by blushing? Yes
50. Are you bothered by fluttering of the heart? Yes
51. Do you feel tired most of the time? Yes
52. Do you have queer unpleasant feelings in any

part of the body? Y es
53. Do you have a great wmany bad headaches? Yes
54 Did you have a happy chlldhood? Yes
55. Were you happy when you were l4 to 18 years old? Yes
58. Were you considered a bad boy? Yes
57. Did the other childrén let you play with them? Yes
58. Hag your family always treated you right? Yes
59. Did your teachers in school generally treat you

right? - Yes
80. Do you know of any body who is trying to harm you? Yes
8l. Do people find fault with you more than you deservelYes
828. Have you ever seen a Vision? Yes
63, Have you ever folt as If some one were

hypnotizing you and making you act against your

will? Yes
64, Are you ever bothered by the feelling as if aome

person is reading your thoughts? Yew
85. Do you ever have a queer feeling as 1f you were

not your old self? : Yes
66. Does 1t make you uneasy to aross a bridge over

- a river? : Yes

67. Do you usually know just what you want %o do? YeB
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Do you worry too much about little things?
Do you get rattled easily?

Can you sit st1ll without fidgeting?

Did you ever have the habit of biting your
finger nails?

At night are you troubled with the 1ldea that
gomeone 1g following you?

D‘d you ever have the habit of wetting the bed?
Ts it easy %40 make you laugh?

Is it easy to make you angry?

Have you ever been afrald of going insanef

Yasg
Yes
Yos

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

No
No

No
No

Yo
No
No
No
No





