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IMTtcDJwflol 

ihe cone if t of maturity as used in psychology today 

i s not always c lee^-eut and p rec i se . In current usaj^ th*r» 

se^ju to b« as many &*aainjs to "maturity" as there ar* authors 

aslng th* ter^a. 

iltymologicsliy th'* r ad i ca l awanin* uf this term i s , 

©ccordiii^ to Webster* wth« s ta t^ or qual i ty of b^ln^ wrought 

by n a t u r a l process to completeness of growth or d^v^lora^nt". 

When i t s usags I s r e s t r i c t e d to th** physical r^alia, tbrj mean­

ing of the term "maturity" i s cl*ar ®n& univocai . I t i s when 

tha usa^-* i s 'attended to psychological concerts tha t e^bi^ulty 

so- .et i -^s pr i ses* sine? th*» ussj"> b»co&.es analogous* Vh^n 

t h i s fns lc ious ass^-t i s a r r i l - 'd to various areas such as t in 

--•motional, i n t e l l e c t u a l , r» l i . ; ioas t and so fo r t h , t h ' a?anin^ 

of th^ t e r a "^e tur i ty* b*co*«î s o&scurf. /rnli"*<J in d i f fe ren t 

ways to d i f i e r e n t f i e l d s , i t &*rng on^ thin* for um ©uthor 

and another for a diff-retnt author , ^or -axa^ri-*, so**^ wr i t e r s 

use "maturi ty" as synonymous wxth "^act ional a ia tur i ty" . vthar 

authors use "maturity" to r^f^r to " a d j u s t ^ u t " . . t i l l o thers 

r e i ^ r to "ji?ntai maturity"* 

Wot only i s th> concept of ^ e m r l t y as<^& analogously, 

out there er? spec ia l d i f f i c u l t i e s in aTlyin^; t h i s concept 
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to those who are passing froaa physical childhood t o adu l t ­

hood. These youths are considered mature for some responsi­

b i l i t i e s , e . g . , bearing anas, and yet are not considered 

su f f i c i en t ly saatur® for o t h e r s , e . g . , vo t ing . Besides 

t h i s confusion of standards imposed fey soc ie ty , the standards 

of these young persons themselves are a t thi--* time sh i f t ing 

and changing. Host of thesj &r® reaching the fulness of t h e i r 

physical development, ne\s mental horizons are opened by 

Increased educat ional f a c i l i t i e s , r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s and 

p r i v i l e g e s have been added, and in general th© world of the 

adolescent no longer has e i t h e r thac s i a p l l e i t ^ or e l a r i t y 

t h a t character!&©d childhood. 

4s t h i s period i s , In reference to physical develop­

ment, usual ly refer red to as adolescence, i t i s suggested 

tha t i n reference to psychological development i t be terse:] 

"maturescene©". Although the tarsi "Mature see nee" I s obso le te , 

i t p rec i se ly expresses t ha t stag® of psychological development 

re fe r red to above,^ In the idea l order the young person 

should emerge from maturescence i n to maturity ju^t es the 

adolescent eater?es i n t o adulthood. 

1 A $«w English. Dict ionary on MsporioBl Pr inc ip les* 
czfordt Clarendon' Press t 1 9 3 5 T v f t T r & 7 ^ ^ 
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I f the attainment of maturity i s to ue h"ld uefor'-

the young adolescent as an i d e o l , h i s con-^-t of maturity should 

a® b e t t e r understood* Does h i s maturity co:<c*»pt coincide with 

t ha t of h i s peers'* fro^s h i s concept ox u a t u r i t y cif-ter xi-oa. 

t h a t , e . ^ . j of h i s per-'-uta or teachers', Ui r t cr<? th- com­

ponents oi h i s concert 01 uF-turity* 

Xhis present research was undertaken in nn attempt 

to understand t e t t e r th® non-eduit ^ e ^ r e i i o n ' s opinion ci 

ma tu r i ty . I t has as i t s purpose* then*, to ds> l i nne t a ;̂ or<? 

c lear ly the maturity concept of a s ^ s l i sf- . i-nt of the 

maturescent population* 

http://liiT.icDU.riL2


CHAP75" I 

REVIEW OF THE LITCRATTF. 

In t h i s chapter some of the more common usages of 

the concept of maturi ty wi l l be reviewed. I t w i l l be seen 

t h a t i n general the use of the term "maturity" iii variegated 

and, indeed, a t times i t s app l i ca t ion i s almost con t rad ic to ry . 

After t h i s general over-view i s presented, the more specif ic 

usages of the maturity concept w i l l be reviewed. Following 

t h i s , some of the cu r ren t ly used " t e s t s of maturi ty" wi l l 

be d iscussed . F i n a l l y , the speci f ic hypotheses developing 

from t h i s review of l i t e r a t u r e w i l l be presented. 

1 . Over-view 

The concept of maturity as frequently used i s both 

unspecified and d i f fu s ive . Different areas of hussars a c t i v i t y 

have, as i t were, t h e i r own proper matur i ty . 

I f we turn to soc ie ty , i t s easterns end p rac t i ces i n 
search of a d e f i n i t i o n of maturi ty we find a confused 
p i c t u r e . In our own cu l tu re we do not have the fixed 
puberty r i t e s of a pr imi t ive group, which announce 
tha t the boy, o f f i c i a l l y a t l e a s t , has become a man. 
Some of our siarks of adul t s t a t u s are quite out of 
step with each o the r . For example, the age of l ega l 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y i s twenty-one, but a boy can "bear 
arms" i n defence of our country a t age e ighteen . 
School-leaving age i s s ix teen , but many churches 
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receive chi ldren in to l u l l fceaosrship a t fourteen> 
end others* a t sn e a r l i e r age. Economic dependence 
on one ' s family may l a s t well in to the twenties* 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i f specia l ized t r a in ing in s profession 
i s sought-*-. 

The &$m author reviews tha var ious ii^anixigs 01 

a s t u r l t y in psychological l i t e r a t u r e and in c l i n i c s ! 

s e t t i n g s . I t has been iden t i f i ed with " soc ia l ^ s t u r l t y " , 

"eiaotlonai maturity"* " w n t a l heal th"* * • I f ac t lvs -eao t lona l 

development's " i n t e l l e c t u a l development's "moral matur i ty" , 

" m I f -confidence", " r e l ig ious o r i e n t a t i o n " , and "adjustu-gnt'*."' 

Another author underscores the vague chareeter of 

maturity by pointing out that* 

[•••J a chi ld i s nature when i t s mental e^e has ceased 
'to increase [ . . . ] i 'urther considerat ion or the nature? 
of c e n t a l iaaturity may cas t much needed l i g h t upon th«> 
v a l i d i t y of tha concert ©J.' "u^ntal ©gefi [ . . . ] * H*iM 
the concept of mantel eg© overlaps with t h r t ox cu l t u r e -
pat tern* k a t u r l t y i s obviously r e l a t e d to ind iv idua l 
temperament and character* I t involves the growtn of 
sentiments (espeuls l ly i^s ter -sent i iB^nts ; and t h e i r 
in tegra t ion* 

cone^j? 
ybvloualy* maturity i s en e thnocentr ic 
•ept [•.*]•-> 

1 Louise '!'• Welch* M1fc» t^anin^ of maturity"» in 
fiull^tifi oi the .jfcjrltiaa...£A£^bQlp^lcaL f.ESQ..elation* ( n o v o l . ; 
J>@c<3uber, 195*» :•• ^ # 

2 Efri4*» p* 4^-*H4. 

3 x'. H. 1-ear, "'Xh«5 wonceft of ..ante I uaturifcy'S in 
JdttUaLUft Of |,te^^2li^-^U^::^l^^,Ij^UX? Vox. 28, 19M+, 
p . HcH-HOju 

http://ib.VI.iW


The implicat ion of growth or a^inj i s charac te r ­

i s t i c of the majority of these usages, but s-ldoiu i s t h i s 

growth or a^in^ process specif ied cons is ten t ly end una.u-

uiguously €s re levant to a s ingle aree of dovelopi'^nfc. i s 

£ - ^ t t e r ol f a c t , c r i t e r i a for maturity es proposed by SUL~, 

authors not infrequently appear to be in contredictio.ru for 

example*. Lsndis s t a t e s t ha t one may r e t s cs psycho sexually 

iLiiirture e 15- to 17-year-old i i r l who does not both dct^ 

and do "mild pe t t ing" . u>lo, on the oth^r hand, ssys t he t 

"uncoiiipromising e t h i c a l standards sro I . . . ] t y r i c e l of t lv 

adolescent period"*. 

2 . ...pacific Usages of the ftaturity vuncapt 

fl). She ^V&tld&ygaaiaa&LJa^^ *«*pr and Welch 

would consider tha t maturity has ^cny aspects r e l ^ t i d to dif­

fe ren t a reas of human behavior- Welch s t a t e s , "ihore ar» 

aany s p e c i f i c , concrete types of behaviour which could uo 

c i ted s s i l l u s t r a t i o n s of what the mstui*3 ^ r s o n would ur 

k 1 . A. Pennington and Irwin A* ->or^« I^££i^Si^X£ilA 
.kO ..vJJ^lcel .Lsyiahjidftgy.* Sew York, Donald I - r c s s , l ^ + o , 
r . 2o6* 

5 Luella -olc> £ag£hjuIfl4jLJhiLlJtoi&Sfiaftc.fi,? 5th a d . , 
new York, n lneher t , li^Lj , p» 636* 

http://contredictio.ru
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would not do" 0 , i-ear, wi the oth>r head* s e t t l e s for F 

review uf the d i f i e r^n t usages ut ineturity "^ployed uy v r r l -

ous authors end ettempts to In tegra t9 thea in such a wey as 

to have woturity cut across a l l erssas ox psychological 

i n v e s t i g a t i o n ? . 

k} ^X^i&JUsidLAstMLjaaii6Jt^»-m'- -^rdon / x l p o r t j-ostu-

l a t e s three requirements for the ful ly i-aturc r r s o n . f t r s e 

are "^xtausi^a oi sexl % "sei i -o . j . j^ct i r ios ' i ion 'S snd "P u^i-.y-

in,s philosophy or l i f e " * Fip twliev^s thefc xu^ud's ."uper—^o 

*̂ay br- a guarantee of conventionali ty uuc j o t ci matur i ty , 

xhe ejoituiu^ly fixture f.erson hrs VM - ^ . - i d e s i as wo^i ?s a 

. u j e r - ^ o . The - . o r ^ r I.-;sua to a creat ive .rs-ot'-i'^ oi i l l 's» 

whereas the l a t t ? r eiuAxi leads to e statlo- and stupid conv-a-

t ionaxi ty" , . on h i s explanation ol the thro 3 oss ic r -quir-^MUs 

ivf maturity All port i n s i s t s t ha t not only must th^re L' © w l l -

de i in-d end idea l i sed *£v but tha t i t s s t r i v ings uust be s\,r-

o i l i«ed and i n t e r s ted by s "philosophy". Although t h i s i h i l o s -

ophy xxe^d not u<* 8 raxl^ lous ono» f ' l lforc ^Pics»s e iiru* cem for 

th'3 view tha t " re l ig ion as such i s tha aost cu^pr^huisiv > of 

6 Welch* apt „fil,t*«. y * **5» 

7 *«ar, or/. ..clt»* p* ^*A-Jf2i* 

o Gordon to. / U r o r t i i^ ju i^ i^ i i^x^„i -§y ,? ihoi w-aJLsgA 
•satIon* i*̂ w lo rk j K^riry liu.Lt find - u . , 1^37 > 5 ^ p* 

http://liu.Lt
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a l l the poss ib le philosophies of l ifeH*# ay r e l ig ion* 

All port r e f e r s to a well-defined s e n t i e n t which i s . 

t***] 1> -mil d i f fe ren t ia ted* 2) dynamic in charac te r , 
i n sp i t e of i t s der iva t ive nature* 3; productive of a 
cons i s ten t moral i ty• k) comprehensive« 5) integral*. 
end 6; fundaiaonteliy h e u r i s t i c . I t w i l l b^ se«m t h a t 
the c r i t e r i a are nothing ? lse than th® spec ia l a p p l i ­
ca t ions i n the r e l i g i o u s sphere of the t e s t s for the 
maturi ty of personali ty* naaely , a widened rsnge of 
i n t e r e s t « t ins igh t in to oneself end the development oi 
Bii adequately ©fflhraclag philosophy of l i f e l ° * 

Al lpor t makes th® fur ther point t ha t wa can find mzty 

p e r s o n a l i t i e s who seam to fee f a i r l y laatur® except in the df5-

velopxiient of the r e l i g i o u s sentiment* Thoy deal e f fec t ive ly 

with a l l phases of oecoaing except the f i n a l task of r e l a t i n g 

thamselves meaningfully to creation* Thar a are o thers whose 

r e l i g i o u s a sp i r a t ion i s t h e i r cardinal e h a r e c t a r i s t l c . 

Jbor the^i th® r e l i g i o u s form of p ropr l s t e s t r i v i n g alona 
seems worth whiia* i t provides them with a synthesis of 
s l l t h a t l i e s within experience and a l l t h a t l i e s 
oeyond* i t monitors the growini edge of r e r s o n e l i t y . 
[ «* . ] I n t r i c a t e as th* process ls» i t s@@Eas to DO the 
way in which aetur® p e r s o n a l i t i e s adoot and va l ida t e 
th© r e l i g i o u s premise of t h e i r course ©i &pcoming.1* 

In summary* according to Aliport* the maturely devexop-sd r e ­

l i g i o u s sentiment i s the underlying factor in b^st i n c ^ i r e t i n ^ 

^ l k l A « i r* 22?. 

l^ Orordon U« i i l f o r t , fftg^JLo^YAfljiaej^n^^ 
ii«w York» Kacalllan* ii*5o» r-. 57* 

11 Jordan W. : i l p o r t » M&mULii i'«v TlB\r?u9 le±-> 
Universi ty I r s * S | I955» P* ^5* 
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the extension oi self* the o b j e c t l f l c s t i o n 01 seix» end tha 

unifying philosophy ©I l i f e * 

/ i l ; o r t introduces th" concept of " in t^o t iona i i ty M 

oy which he luesns the i n d i v i d u a l ' s primary aode wf £dd:-"*s£;L* 

hiiiiseli to th* i u t u r e . His " l n t e n t i u n a l i t y " i s s i&i i s r to 

tftthler1* " d i r e c t i o n a l i t y " or freatlafhunfl end i s c r i t i c a l l a 

the develop-uanfe oi the iseture*. weli-i*oundeo personal i ty* 

*"j,h« mature person i s ona who bes aaxutsin^d throughout i i f ? 

d i r e c t i o n a l i t y vr mM&iM$M. " ' © stabi '- io©x , , x 2 . 

^M%lmiiM. i s • k«y concert in th* dev^ lop^^ t of 

u a t u r i t y in th*. work oi jjtthlir* otthl^r and *r^nkal analys-d 

approximately four hundred uioir©phi@s of indiv iduals i.ro«* 
1 var ious na t ions* soeiax c lsasss* and vocat ions "'• ih«*s« 

'uiOjSrarhi^s were individual ly studied and compared with on«* 

another with the h~Xf uf s t a t i s t i c s . 

Xi» r e s u l t s r^v^aled r a t h e r demarcated phases through 
which '>v^ry r^rson rfsssd in tha course vf h i s 111-* 
^ech of thes^ phases i s charac ter i sed by © se t of 
concr---tn t r a i t s which s ^JX to r o i n t to s lund^m-ntex 
tendency »^^on t s -?ach fh&s^1^". 

x£> »ise *renkei» "i ' tudl r is in ^ lo^rpphiu?! i syehoio^y"*. 
in JatlM^^L^^Mk^L^mUUAJJtLi Vox. 5, ,;o. 1» :?rt"-^ur»r» l i 3 o , 

13 ild£* 

1*+ i&i&*» i • £• 
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£ "phase" i s not eharactsria-'.-d by processes which 

per iod ica l ly r« turn but r a the r by inc i s ive end p-irman-Tit 

changes in th© development which only occur 8 s ingle t iua 

during the process of l i f e * 

The p?rlod of progressive [o io iog i ea l ] growth i s divided 
i n t o two p®rts through the acqu i s i t i on of the a b i l i t y 
to reproduce a round the f i f t ^ n t h yesr oi l i f e * la 
Uit* se*a"» way the p©i*lod oi r e s t r i c t i o n or ro^ri 'salv* 
growth i s cut in two* through th** l o s s or the r e ­
productive a b i l i t y a t f i f t y - f i v e (which i s the 
av^ra^© i'or mn and w w n j . Thus XJLmJ&l9±Q&i.ml 
pariq^a, are loruiod*, a l l of thetu marked ofi oy B fri 'a-
c ipa l chang® in d i r e c t i o n , such as a& important 
acqu i s i t i on or loss* Ino th i rd and middle period* 
l a s t i n g roughly from twenty-five to f o r t y - f i v e , could 
b© represented schejaatleally by a hor izonta l lin-»* 
surrounded syaas t r l ca l l y by the periods of ascent 
( f i r s t ^nd second phas?) end descant (fourth Bnd 
f i f t h phaseJ of the "b io logica l curve" of l i i g x > . 

The authors suggest t ha t the psychologies! data i j r t i a ^ a t 

to the l i f e of an indiv idual p a r a l l e l h i s b io log ica l develop­

ment* In the psychological development we are again sbi«5 to 

d i f f e r e n t i a t e f ive periods or phases. Th** f i r s t period 1$ 

on-* in which the chi ld I s i t home pnd in which h i s l i f e cen­

t e r s around a narrow group of i n t e r e s t s * school ©nd feikily* 

Th* second period begins around adolescence and i s 

preparatory in character* I t i s e t t h i s ti«.4<? tha t the you.!^ 

rorson asks himself for what purpose h® l i v e s or whet h i s 

15 XkM*s i * *** 



REVIEW OF THL LITERATIM 3 

design or c a l l i n g or "object ive" i n l i f e should be 

(Bestitaiaun^. The th i rd period begins well a f t e r the 

at tainment of adulthood. Pa ra l l e l i ng the corresponding 

b io log ica l period* t h i s tlaie of l i f e conta ins the g rea tes t 

number of "dimensions"16. This phase l a s t s fron about th® 

t h i r t i e t h to the f i f t i e t h year . I t begins i n most cases with 

a f i na l and d e f i n i t e choice of vocation and i s r epresen ta t ive 

of the most f r u i t f u l period of p rofess iona l ly c rea t ive work. 

•Social a c t i v i t i e s ar© a t a high po in t . This phase i s the 

culmination period of psychological a c t i v i t y . The fourth 

period* beginning a t about the f i f t i e t h year , ushers in a 

number of "negative dimensions" such as s ickness , l o s s of 

a s s o c i a t e s , decrease- of a c t i v i t i e s &M diminution of v i t a l 

p rocesses . The f i f t h phase, beginning: on the average some 

t i a e a f t e r the s i x t i e t h year? i s marked by an accentuation 

nf the negative dimensions and i s f requently introduced by 

complete re t i rement from one ' s profession and from any sor t 

of work. 

Our results have shown that just as in the 
biological structure? the psychological structure 

16 According to these authors, the different- fields 
of activity in which the individual takes an active part 
are called the "dimensions" of his behavior. Ibid., p. 7. 
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oi the course of i l l® can ue divided in to phases 
which are c lear ly uarksd off fro*a one another through 
c e r t a i n turning points In l i f t * fhese turning points 
usher in* in v®sy short t i i . /1 , j . a r e l l - 1 snd p-»r«Fnent 
changes i n uany i l a l d s of l i i > , a l l oi' which allow us 
to Imply t h a t a basic t r anspos i t ion takes j . l s c ^ . 
Puring the course of each phase one f inds in gan:-rel 
only a fur ther development of t h a t which was l a i d out 
a t the oaglanlni ox the given phasox '* 

Ihat which a t a b i l i a e s the ind iv idua l i s h i s 

j^atiiiaunijf and out of I t grows h i s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c l i fe-work. 

^ u h l e r ' t concept of ^atfli^anqg seeas to correspond to 

/ A l p o r t ' s ^ o - l d e e i f the source of " in ten t iona l i ty w * 

I n t e l l i g e n t and perspicacious planning for the future 
i s always a s ign i f i can t feature of Bxxy mature l i f e . 
, vejey mature personal i ty t r a v e l s towards a port of 
d e s t i n a t i o n selected In advance or to s^v*ral r^ l s t^d 
por t s in f tsuccession, th® -jo-ld®al holding t h ' course 
i n vi^w-P*. 

Franks1 concludes hor study with a presenta t ion of hor 

concept of psychological egei 

I t i s possible to eo&put® the average age a t which the 
ind iv idua l s pass through these phases* In t h i s way our 
psychological p o r t r a i t s can b® re l a t ed to s ce r t a in 
chronoloi ioa l age* Jus t as i n childhood and adol<*so>ncr» 
a c e r t a i n d e g r ^ and type of i n t e l l i gence i s iound to , . 
o® c h a r a c t e r i s t i c io r 0 ce r t e in chronological â ** lev«l • 

17 IMl&'i V* S>. 

lei / 11 po r t , foracnelity* r* 21?. 

ly irenfc?!* &£ju£i&** r* 33 • 
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xhese " r sycho lo i i ca l p o r t r a i t s " would show th* c h a r a c t e r i s t i c 

itt^ntsl s t ruc tu re of the individual and would giv? h i s 

"psychological age" . 

corresponding to the i n t e l l i gence quot ien t , or lt,« 

r e f e r r i ng to i n t e l l i gence dev^iopiuent* i-renfcel suggests t h 3 

concept of a p,f?y,ch,o iftgjcaj,, .ttUftAlftftt» or FQ, r e fe r r ing to the 

f«-»rsonal developmental s t s t u s or general aiaturi ty oi adul t 

f e r s o n a i i t y . This would be defined ®s the r a t i o between 

-sychologlcs l e&e on th® one hand and chronological , or ^v n 

"DioloJVlcalM, ege on th® o the r . 

i?),.,ta,vuzlty M,,mmfal&m± dtTalPrtwaat»"*&•**! treats 

a e t u r l t y frost a psychoanalytic ur ian ta t ion* .^ch ox h i s 

p a t i e n t s , he s t a t e s* has a more or l e s s sr**ciiie ^motional 

probl?au 

I . . . J t h i s usually a r i s e s fro© defects In h i s e^u-
tionaA development | and these d^x'»cts can a- - f r t i f i l ^ 
resolved <wh@n h i s development i s r»op^ned and adapta­
t ion i s lap roved 1*».] The r e s u l t of fu l l s aui^rpir~d 
development must be f u l l maturity2*". 

: eu l then ©numerate® ®om> of th® c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s oi t h i s 

"reopened" development which ere I n t e r r e l a t e d out not e l l w 

t h t saiae l*»V'5l* 

w».uiil*iii«Wiiiaini i » n « — t n — M i W •w*W .n*«|M—^*W——*• 

%ii&jl$imii£&^Ll^ f h i l s d e l p h i s , J . D. l i r j incotfc 
w# , ljr*7 » r* 7* 
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We hav«? m$n t ha t when the development i s f u l f i l l e d 
the adu l t i s predominantly independent and respon­
s ib le* with l i t t l e m®d to r ^ g r ^ s s , end a lso i s 
giving and product ive, although s t i l l able to r e l ax 
and to receive normally | he i s cooperative r a the r 
than e g o t i s t i c a l m& ooaps t l t ive | he i s in r e l a t i v e 
harmony with h i s conscience, which sseslxy i n t e g r a t e s 
with h i s mature fee l ings and behaviorj h i s sexual i ty 
i s free and in tegra ted with ant ing end r*sponsiol© 
productive a c t i v i t y * both sexual and s o c i a l | h i s 
h o s t i l i t y towards o thers and toward himself i s 
minimal but I s f reely ava i lab le for defense and 
const ruct ive usej h i s ^resp of r e a l i t y i s c l s a r sad 
unimpaired by the a&jutionai as t i^oat la .* ox childhood $ 
and freed fro^ childhood p a t t e r n s , he I s d i sc r imina t ­
ing and highly ©dsptabls. £&& aaionj the &8ny r e s u l t s 
of such development, h i s ©nxiaty i s a t a ainiaum JL. 

I t can be seen fro& h i s susmery of t i n cha r sc ta r -

i s t i c s of f u l l aootionftl development tha t .csul considers 

laaturl ty as a dynamic process* 

Lindgren, in discussing ^act ional matur i ty , ^ p h a -

s l s*s the aspect of growth* ror hlM, i t i s »j jrowth in 

a b i l i t y to understand* t o l e r a t e , sec*pt , and r e s j e c t onesf-xx 

end othersf and b) growth In capacity for s e l f - r e l i ance* 

s e l f - d i r e c t i o n , r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and product iv i ty 2 2 . 

Cyuonds e x p l i c i t l y r e f e r s to "norsiislityM s s s goal 

of m a t u r i t y | in terms s imilar to those of Saul. 

Normality can u*» thought of s?s ths joal to uo achi^v^d 
in adjusttuent in maturity* Xh* co^ion men th inks of 
pe thoioglca l condit ions in &n ind iv idua l as f i x e t i c u , 

21 l£d&*» ip* 16-1?. 

22 Quoted in Welch* ngj^filt** p» *K>* 
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regress ion , and immature funct ioning. The abnormal 
person i s simply one who has not grown up. I . . . J 

normali ty as maturi ty has no upper l e v e l and 
hence cannot be a fixed concept, L . . .3 Ho matter a t 
what age he i s i n h i s adjustment, he can take s teps 
towards achieving a more mature development, reso lv­
ing i n f a n t i l e tendencies , and developing a more 
soc ia l i sed and in tegra ted p e r s o n a l i t y ' s . 

d) I d e n t i t y with adjustment.—ll&ny authors consider 

matur i ty as synonymous with adjustment. Anderson, for example, 

s t a t e s* 

k mature parson i s one who has survived the p i t f a l l s of 
development and comes out with a s e r i e s of a t t i t u d e s and 
a way of l i f e which, coupled with h i s s k i l l s and knowl­
edge, enables him to pursue an e f fec t ive course from the 
standpoint of h i s own happiness and his con t r ibu t ions to 
soc ie ty . In t h i s sense, from t h i s viewpoint, the d e f i n i ­
t i o n and d e s c r i p t i o n of maturi ty i s the d e f i n i t i o n and 
de sc r i p t i on of good a d j u s t m e n t s . 

Welch takes i ssue with t h i s i d e n t i t y of matur i ty with 

adjustment hut po in t s out tha t much depends on one ' s d e f i n i ­

t i o n of adjustmentJ 

I f we include i n our d e f i n i t i o n tha t the person who i s 
wel l -adjusted must be accepted and appreciated by h i s 
fellow men, and t h a t he fee l a t home i n t h i s world, 
then i t i s obvious tha t some of the most mature per­
s o n a l i t i e s i n h i s t o r y have been maladjusted. To fee l 
a t home i n one ' s surroundings one nust not experience 
too much discrepancy between condit ions as they ex i s t 

23 Perelval M. Syiaonds, Th© Dynamics of Human 
justment* Hew York, Appieton-Century-Crofts, I n c . , 19^6, 

p . 567* 

2^ John Anderson, Psychology of Development and 
Personal Adjustment * New lork , Henry H o l t T T ^ O , p. M-32. 
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and what un*» would l i ke to see e x i s t . This i s 
exact ly the point a t whloh th© r ^ i o r ^ r , or th r 

casin with ajreat v i s ion does ac t "adjust" to h i s sur -
roundinjs* / l ^ s s .nature person l i v ing und^r th* 
sau-i condit ions may b@ b l i s s fu l ly ha pry and ^sy 
acuOiU^jodste himself to th« t h i ^ u s or t h i s world with 
far g rea te r success and far sor«* anrrovai than h i s 
superior f • j l l o w - t r e v l l ^ r . Ve cannot* th-ni, us» 
soc i a l adjustment or soc ie l approval as © c r i t e r i o n 
of maturity since th® .uost „«iStur̂ > pe r sona l i t i e s we 
know of—Jesus, o©eretea* bruno*. to nam s f»w—wer~ 
not eoc-"-t:d in t h a i r own tiiu-»s5. 

3* o r i t e r i s ©nd Defini t ions of t .eturi ty 

Cinco thc- sns iog lcs l us* oi the ooixGf?, t vx -iSturity 

-iTkas i t s waning elusive* few euthors atteiaft © d e i i n i t i o n 

01 maturity* 'those who do usually f ro l l e r s descr ip t ive or 

functiwnal d e f i n i t i o n , * • £ . , /nd^rson . t »rr suggests that* 

f c r i t - r iux ; oi iuPturity i s th© poss^ssi^i, ^f P 
se i r - r sgsrd i r i^ s^atiL-vut smi ic i^n ixy i n t e r s t ^ a rnd 
powerful to prevent i t s possessor £VQI& Delng unduly 
inj.la--ncoQ» in thought or ac t ion , by apprehension 
concerning the opinions oi hi** which o thers &a> hold , 
and the posslole chan,;p ox - i ^ t i o n s l gittiiud1? wbioh 
they amy d i s r l ay towards hici as a r e s u l t of h i s de-
l i b e r a t a ac t ion in l&portsnt though d i s ru tau l* 
l a a t t ^ r s ^ * 

£s *"&iith s t a t e s , i t i s d i i f i c u l t to dis^ncrn^lo th?? 

question of maturity fro^i on*» of Vflu^s, b ^ l i ^ i s , ©nd customs. 

25 ' ^ i c h , Q,f. .ci.t..* p . k6> 

20 Vide p. 12, ;wo£&* 

27 ^^r, ^ p . o i l . , i . ^20. 
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He points out tha t min is te rs th ink of r e l i g i o u s persons as 

isstura, the a r t i s t thinics t h a t those with strong e s t h e t i c 

values are i&sture, and tha e n e r ^ t i c businessmen canonizes 

those who, l i k e himself, have s drive towards mater ia l 

wealthf . 

/ n oosarvatlon borrowed fros. Ausubel i s not i n ­

appropr ia te h e r e . In h i s c r i t i c a l examination of the c r i t e r i a 

used by anthropologis t s such ©s weed and h^n^dict in differ-»n-

t I s t ing betweon sheae and g u i l t , hs says, 

Xhe problem U * . j i s i l l u s t r a t i v e eu s aajor u^thodo-
l o g i c a l hsserd 1***1 n a ^ l y of an e thnocentr ic tendency 
to define a given t r a i t in t e rus of i t s s p e c i f i s 
a t t r i b u t e s in on-»*s owa c u l t u r e 2 ' . 

k* otandardlaed f a s t s oi i'is&urity 

Testing instruments in the ®z®& of j&rturity 8r« f-w 

in nuabor. only two t e s t s Bm spec i f i ca l ly te r^-d •maturity".. 

th* fcixiough&y Mot iona l Maturity Ics le end th*» Vine land 

-/ocisl maturi ty reel*»* infereno-s about a s t u r i t y sr~- drawn 

xroii s number of other t e s t s , i o r ejaaiple, the Ailport-V^rnon 

study of Values and the Ad jus t^n t inventory. 

Pd H. Kaifch, jj&SboteMy of,,.1MHSVrlajL.,^h£yJLax* 
ftew York, McGrsv-Hill, 1955* v* 137• 

2y E. F. Ausuo*!* "^hsiae and 3u i l t M , in iJBL^ifl&lcaj, 
:^vi-w* Vol. 62, Ho. 5, iyJ5i P» 37o-o^* 



i s a scale uf sixty items. She noras for thi scaxe ar^ fesssd 

on seventy students equally divided as to sex* The scale was 

developed to indicate the individual 's de^re^ oi fr"->daa fruu. 

childish emotional a t t i tudes BM ismature aotlv?s» snd to r e ­

veal the extant to which ho can male* adjustment to h is 

environment. 

Because of the questionable techniques usod in 

standardisetion of th i s scale» r e l i a b i l i t y and validity are 

oi dubious professional quality* I t i s doubtful that th is 

seals can b# considered a ra i l sb l* instrument for 

counseling-^* 

Mj^hzJU^mJ^sA^&slM^^ i s • 

point and a ^ scale cosblnation of 117 items of performance 

"in which children show a progressiva capacity for looking 

a l t e r themselves and ior participating in those ac t i v i t i e s 

which lead toward ultimate independence as adults".^*1" l5h-» 

functions tested are self-h©If (general*, sat ing, d r^ss in i ) , 

se l f -d i rec t ion , locomotion, occupation, couuaunieetion, snd 

social r e l a t i ons . 

30 Lysle W. wroft, "The Willough&Qr -notional Maturity 
^cale", in o. &• Buros, -Id., IkLJiOHEttL,AvM$&XJk&MM%M&M. 
X>?rboo.k* Highland fsrk» K.J.» -iryphon lr«ss» 1953* v* 1OH~ 
16 S»* 

31 Florence feagsrden* "Tha Yin#lar«d lociai Maturity 
iesle"* in Buros* mte~JgSS*f P* 161-163* 



ACTIAW U" THE LITii..i*TOnL lo 

fhe Vineiand &csle has lona
r been a favor i te with 

c l i n i c i a n s , espec ia l ly for those who work largely with c h i l ­

dren* oe r t a in items of the scale hsva to UP "jus^l^d" for 

ch i ldren l i v i n g i n c i ty Sfar tasnt houses and o thers l i v i n g 

in r e s i d e n t i a l d i s t r i c t s or r u r a l areas* fhe scoring i s not 

always msyt e spec ia l ly in dealing with parents who wish to 

be scrupulously honest . One revl«sw#r s t a t i s t 

In spits ' o i these expe r i en t i a l d i f f i c u l t i e s t in sp i te 
of th~> c l i n i c i a n ' s raxuetenc^ to repor t soc ia l s*psi 
car r ied to the second decimal poin t , and In spit** of 
h i s unwilAinjii^ss to d© ^uch s t a t i s t i c a l handling oi 
data of uncer ta in accuracy th& seal© has undoubted 
value pa r t i cu l a r l y for interview and counseling pur­
poses*' When used wisely* the Vineiand soc ia l Maturity 
2>csxe sdds ^r^s t ly to our c l i n i c a l i n s i g h t s ^ * 

Th* cs ta^or i^s of adequacy which the ©uthor hag se t up to 

jLae i l i t ev evaluat ion r e f l e c t vrjry mil the processes ln -

voxvsd in th«j taaturation of soc ia l co^poteac^. 

CJ Gtudv .Qf...Valtt&s«—"this test wis developed iro^u 

. .p ran ie r ' s d e s c r i p t i v e 'lypes of iVsn" which spec i f i^s s ix typas 

of persons* theo re t i ca l* oconosuic, e s t h e t i c , s o c i a l , puli t ice*l , 

and r e l i g i o u s . Assuming tha t personal i ty i s bast shown through 

a study of vslues S p i l e d in these t y p r s , th* t * s t ett-*upts 

to ind ica te in which ox these c lasses a person ^ost 

dostinsntly be longs *-?"J 

32 I&1&. 

33 Harrison *• Gou^h end Villi©,!. »Jt5va,nson, T.tudy 
of ¥©lu®sM, in auros> aat-jfiUi-i P* i56-i5o* 
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This t e s t has s d e f i n i t e , If questionable* t h e o r e t i c a l 

basis* i t s s t a t i s t i c a l proper t ies ere adequate end i t y f - l d s 

scores which possess usefulness lo r ooth group ©nd i n d i ­

v idual i n t e r r r e t e t i o n * She rsn^e of appl ica t ion v£ th» t«sst 

i s soaswhat l imi ted and i t i s doubtful tha t th01 varisDi-'S as 

s t ruc tured in th® t e s t have wide relevance* However, within 

the appropr ia te context the t a s t possesses considers DX«* a » r i t 

BM u t i l i t y , e spec ia l ly in the counseling process with 

adolescents* 

&) I t e , AflJttltoBJKfc IflXftBtaJEy.*"^^ student / o r * of t h i s 

inventory was designed to measure ad^ustsismt in four aroast 

hosae, h e a l t h , s o c i a l , Bnd <ai&otionai. 

I t has proved to h& a valuable instrument In research , 

i n schools* and in c l i n i c a l work* I t has hf^n. extr^a^ly po^u-

xsr in counseling centers in the United s t a t e s* However, th^rp 

i s no sure ind ica t ion in the l i t e r a t u r e t ha t i t can i n f a l l i b l y 

d l sc r ia ina t© ©xx maladjusted individuals in a group, or tha t 

a i l who are maladjusted—according to the t e s t score—are 

ac tua l ly "maladjusted", J. t s basic useiuln.-»ss xi^s in i t s 

furnishing guid^ Iin-»s for int^rvl'Wlna, end in dev<-> I c i n g 
ik 

b e t t e r understanding OJ. th» cu-m^el** •*" * 

$k Selson G* Banawalt*. "fhe .Adjustment Inventory" , in 
Buros, a&n.,llfil&« * p» 69-72* 
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5* wumaaary 

I t i s very seldom in the l i t e r a t u r e of psychology tha t 

maturi ty i s t r ea ted from a spec i f i c or cons is ten t point of 

vi^w. . • ev ra l aspects t h a t are uniformly consldsr^d auioni th« 

authors *aay be sua&srised by the descr ip t ion of uol->« 

1 t rue adul t i*» then , a person of adequate physical 
and Nentsi devslo-asNiitt control led a a o t i o n t i r e a c t i o n s , 
and to in ran t a t t i t u d e s } ho has tha e x i l i t y to t r e a t 
o thers ob jec t ive ly ! ha i s independent of parental con­
t r o l , reasonably s a t i s f i e d with h i s point of vf?w t o ­
wards l i f e» and reasonably happy in h i s 3obf h® i s 
economically independent} he i s not dosiinat^d by th* 
opinions of those about hiaf nor i s he in r evo l t 
agains t soc ia l conventions} he can ^ t along in 
ordinary soc ia l s i t u a t i o n s without a t t r a c t i n g un­
favorable a t t en t ion? and, above a x l , he has leemod to 
accept the t r u th ©bout himself and to face r e a l i t y 
ins tead of e i t h e r running away from i t or asking 
D^lieve i t i s not there^5* 

I t I s cxssr from t h i s rovl^w oi tha l i t e r a t u r e tha t 

the aos t frequently aantionad aspects o i maturity ar* 

B) sdaptness in soc i a l s i tua t ions* b; understanding ®n& 

to le rance of oneself and o thers joined with a s®nse of r e ­

s p o n s i b i l i t y , c) i n t e l l e c t u a l development* and d) a ph i lo s ­

ophy of l i f e * espec ia l ly ®« expressed in a rexlgious 

o r ien t* t ion* 

Although i t i s apparent front tha l i t e r a t u r e t ha t not 

everyone would regard these aspects as a l l - i n c l u s i v e , 

35 u>i«i ax.u^**> F« &2* 
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none the less ! e l l would i n s i s t t ha t tfcr concept c u H u r l t y 

in current usage* would Include i»heu in so.,.* io r^ u.r o the r . 

In t h i s study* these aspects wiix fc^ ter^'cl the o c i a i , 

-motional , Moral, and I n t e l l e c t u a l "coupon-nts" or ^Ptur l ty* 

I t i s the purpose of t h i s study to IrxVisti^ata these 

a s s e t s oi maturi ty aaong those segments of our so j.*iy to 

whoai the concert 01 maturity i s a*ost froqu~nW e f p i i - d , 

nacisly, our maturing or M ©̂ &ur®scs-nt" youth, a'oni th-5 r-*vi>w 

ox the l i t e r a t u r e <~nmT,j,*i§ the basic qu-s t iom Is th* cun^jrt 

01 ateturi ty uniform among .nature a cents* xrr^ssra* in t^ras of 

thp n u l l hypothesis* th® pxobl^ai i s s t a t d PS iollowss fhe 

maturi ty concept i s not the aa^a* © îcng ^s tur^se-ni ts . 

f h i s Dasic problem permits tha J:O11OW1Q„ fchi^fuld 

e labora t ions 

1* Are th~r t any d l i i e r w n »s a tun^ .j*tur*sc-»nis m ttrir 
maturi ty concept r e^ t rd td as composed of Joc ia i , .XiOtional, 
morel, and I n t p H ^ c t u a l aspoctsi 

2 . ix d i f ferences e x i s t , what jSiMS of di i farent .es ar-1 

there* t ^ e s , for -xsx.pl's> Jrou? / t :nd to ^-xphasise lnt-»x-
i e e t u a l coapon^nts of maturity &or« then jrour G* I c s , Aor 
e x a ^ r l e , vir^up * plee* J O I ^ jmrhasis on Moral CWJC^A XJ.CS tha:. 
tho other groups* 

3 . . i n a i x y , i i i t i s posaibx* to i s o l a t e tha iL.as of 
d l i f - r r a c e s euau^ th-' groups*, can thes° dixl^x ~?.xc~s U I 

i den t i f i ed in t r^s o- Si ^ i x i i stat1*^ n t s ov rrocwgiti^as* 

iw i n v s s t i ^ t ^ U r s e u*obi-»-.s a^ Lava tory u-

"maturity i t ^ s " was administer ;d to s ix s tud-^t u*' ^?ca- ' 

r^seen t ^xoups* IhA a-^xl chf r t s r ddsorib^s the ^asreri^ n t a i 

proc^dur^s used in t h i s inv^s t i^s t ia i* . 

http://diifarent.es
http://xj.cs
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This chapter expounds the procedures used in Inv^st i -

ia t in^ the isaturity concept of six groups of students of the 

«astern part of the United States* 

I t explains f i r s t th® Xoriuttlation of an inventory of 

lteaa* each one of which is to be rated as to i t s necessity 

for maturity. The administration oi th® inventory i s then 

des-riu«d* thr rs follows a description or the student groups 

invc-sti^at^d* with part icular raferanoa to their status of 

"isiddle class11* ihe procedures for sorting the lt?ais of the 

inventory into th© four c a t t e r i e s of social , motional, 

^orsi j m& In te l lec tual sre> elaborated upon, f ina l ly , ttoth 

ths ^ n e r e i and the aom specific aspects of our basic prob­

lem er- propounded alon^ with the required s t a t i s t i c a l 

procedures* 

1. Tha ibrmulatlon of the inventory 

'Ihe seventy i t s a s used In the presexit Inventory ar<st 

a revision resul t ing iroia an original inventory of eighty-seven 

1 "HM Appendix I t $&££&• 
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items* Xhe o r i g i n a l items were in par t suggested isy or 

adapted from current psychological tes t is , such as the follow­

ing , a) the Willoughby ^motional maturi ty i c a l a , a) th® 

l i n e l a u d Social u s t u r i t y -celt?, w the -tudy of Values, and 

di the Adjustweut Inventory (student *.ovu;* Ihe se l ec t ion of 

the o r i g i n s * lte«*s was also so&iewhat determined cy tha 

var ious c r i t e r i a which d i f fe ren t authors have used ii* writ ing 

aoout - a t u r i i y . 

fo ei i ialnate aubl'xjuity and va^u^ness of wording, th"? 

o r i g i n a l ^roup of items was administered to ten fudges with 

the same i n s t r u c t i o n s used fox tha present xnvexitory* Ait--r 

the t e s t was completed*, the purpose of th* Inventory was ex­

p la ined . fh3 judges were then asked to *<-velttat» the o r i g i n a l 

items in tha l i g h t of t h i s purpose and to suggest &ny chF-n^es 

deemed necessary to reunove ambiguity mid vagueness* / s a 

r e s u l t of t h e i r suggestions the present Inventory was decided 

upon* 

ihe judges were ins t ruc ted t h a t i f they made no coa-

aanw aoout an i t e a I t would be considered re levant to maturity 

2 x-ouis© X* Welch* "Ihe .teanins of Maturi ty" , in 

vno vol*) i 195^» p* H-O-W. 

3 'f» H* i e a r , MIhe ooncopt of i .entsl Maturity"» in 
itoLUafela,.,PX.1^ (.iancfcrster, ,ii^xend;, 
Yol* 2d> 19M+, p . "A.lirjf21* 
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in the i r ^ud^iaent. Ixx selecting tin items to oe dropped» 

changed or retained, th® writer used these normas 1) if even 

one negative stateuent was jaad® auout an i tea i t was dropp 'dj 

2) i f suggestions as to changes in wording, e t c . , were tfi8d̂ » 

th-y were incorporated into the items providing the i teas 

se«iaed otherwise suitable} 3) i f no coM-ent was &ad© about 

an item i t was retained In i t s or iginal for*a» 

2* Tha Administration of the Inventory 

the Inventory was edJ&lnistered to k$* subjects d i s t r i ­

buted among different student populations. fhes« student 

populations are described in th® following section. Ihe 

sdi&inlstratica of the Inventory followed si*apio procedures* 

^opies of the Inventory war© dis t r ibuted, / f t a r the d i s t r i ­

bution was completed» tha students ("s/ were asked to zm& 

the instructions* and then to proceed Immediately to the 

ra t ing of th© it®&s* If questions w^re asked by the $$ about 

the meaning of an lte^a* tha reply was, M(Jiv<» year opinion es 

to how necessary you think th* itais i s for maturity by rating 

i t according to the seal©*" the JS ws-re allowed tw trke as 
k 

much time as they wished, but were -sneuurs^d to work rayidly * 
jam II LI i i [ irirr n n - iir " • •' •••—-' 

k Most students eoj&pletad the t e s t in ©bout twrnty 
minutes* 
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The task of the os i s oast described in th* opening 

words of the i n s t ruc t i on sheet which accompanies the 

Inventory* 

Xhls i s a study of your l.ftaa of h/llMiT*. #s 
you wi l l aotico iro«i th3 i t e ^ s l i s t e d , th-* inventory 
i s not deal ing with physical maturity* 

The procadure i s 4Uite simply* r^ad over each oi 
the items» and then give i t a r a t ing or seor*? from k 
to ly, ©c^ordiii^ to your....idea of i t s necess i ty for 
a ts tar i ty* Po not t ry to express the degree in which 
you hav-3 these items* out ra ther* express the degree 
in which yo,uK, think, these items sr«? necessary for 
ma tu r i t y . I t i s Most important t ha t you ^iv* your 
s incere opinion* (rtaineaber t h a t since you have not 
sifjnid your mm*) your answers w i l l on anonymous*i 

3 . Descript ion of Subjects 

ihe inventory was administered to s ix student groups 

with d i f f e r en t educat ional backgrounds* fhe groups w r e a i l 

located in or near th® ae t rono l i t an ares of Washington*. D.o. 

The ^x'uups are re fe r red to as /» G*. t , £» nt and w. Group A 

was composed of hi&h school seniors of Sotre Dema Aeedfiuy. 

Group 'J was liiede up of seniors J.ro<ii u-onsegs Figh ^chool. 

uroup i wasr? seniors from r^tworth i u b l i c School* aroup f 

wss comprised 01 Junior colx?^® studeiits iro»u Tr in i ty «0Ai-">j;e* 

Group iv consisted of s tudents rro;„* the - chooi 01 ^u r s in i of 

The wstholie University of / a^r lca* W group wss foru^d by 

se&ineriens frcj ; wooastook -.oll^jp* Woodstock, ^ezyL®n&* 

The c h a r a c t e r i a t i c s of tn?ae groups of i n t e r ? s t to the study 

are suatsaerised in fabl* i* 



aXr£KIMB»T#L P£?IOi< J& 

fable 1*-

*Description of Student groups desponding to inventory 

ii»«i)llWWBl»illlllii>liiliiiiiiii^rtWii»i>'li|i)|liWilOTi»li 

Oroup M rax (Ls l t^S thday) T^p" o f r ; c h ° o 1 Educational Level 

<A 05 

0 9o 

La **2 

T l c J 

ft 35 

W **3 

f 

M 

¥ 

a 

HL 

10 

Id 

10 

21 

23 

26 

Catholic 

catholic 

f-ublio 

catholic 

catholic 

^atholie 

**th yr* H*8* 

H-th y r . H*s. 

^th yr* B.a* 

3d y r . c o l l i e 

Nursing school 

i'isjor seminary 

a All classes in the public school system in 
Washin^ton» 1VJ.» ar$ coeducational* 
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on the Inventory form, the 6s wer® asked to sunpiy 

information regarding t h e i r 1) sex . 2) ago* 3) educat ional 

l e v e l , k) r e l i g i o n i 5>) p r inc ipa l residence during the pss t 

f ive y a s r s , and 6) Father*® (or Mother's) occupation. 

These da ta , p a r t i c u l a r l y parent©! occupation, supplied 

normative information ind ica t ing t h a t most of the ~»a belonged 

e i t h e r to the upper or lower "middle c l a s s " , according to the 

c l a s ses d i f f e r en t i a t ed as a r e s u l t of s tud ies conducted i n 

the ea s t e rn c i t i e s of the 0nlted o t a t e s ^ . 

The c l a s s s t ruc tu re of the groups used i n t h i s study 

i s fu r the r subs tan t ia ted as "jolddla class11 by th* index of 

s t a t u s C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s found i n Tyler , p a r t i c u l a r l y occupa­

t i o n , house type , and dwelling area^ . 

k* D i s t r ibu t ion of Iteius in to oav»iori«5s 

The problem iiBoadiatsly confronting the writer* in the 

l i ^ h t of the purpose of t h i s i nves t i ga t i on , was to secure 

aotm kind of m object ive d i s t r i b u t i o n of the Inventory itrt~*s 

in to ca tegor ies tha t would be meaningful in a study of the 

5 leona Tyler, JbCidaalw^aJjLJMU£L&XUgxsmw&» 
2d e d i t i o n , î >w fork* /ppl<Bt&2i--entury c r o f t s . 1956, : • 311-
312* 

6 Xbj£«9 PF'» o!2-3I3» 
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concept of matur i ty . The following method wss used* i*an 

people who were engaged in c l i n i c a l psychology or r e l a t ed 

f i e l d s were asked to c lass i fy each i t e a of th© Inventory in to 

on® of f ive ca t egor i e s , designated as feaotlenal* I n t e l l e c t u a l , 

tforal) Social* and o t h e r . 2aeh item w©s to o-» c l a s s i f i ed in to 

one ©f these f ive ca tegor ies as fol lows, i f ©n i t e a belonged 

completely ®nd unambiguously t o , $•£••. the category of ; o c i a i , 

i t was to receive an evaluat ion of lo in tha t category* If 

the i t e a saeirad to belong par t ly to Ceelal ©nd par t ly to 

Horalt i t was to receive an evaluat ion of l) in the Cocial 

category axxi, 5 1& the tooral category. Tha evaluat ion for an 

i t e a could i n t h i s way be proportioned among several c a t s -

Tories* Ihe ind iv idua ls who c l a s s i f i ed th--1 i t eus a i l had 

graduate t r a i n i n g in psychology and mv& occupstionslxy 

engaged BM iOAlOWSt 

1* fay chow* t r l s t (female) . 
2* Counselor (mala)* 
3* counselor MI$ dean of woiaen (female). 
k» candidate for th® doctor©! degree in c l i n i c a l psychol­

ogy who was a lso a t r a inee in child psychology (mal*)* 
5* Direc tor of a Vetarans Administration counseling 

center (male)* 
o . Child psychologist and t h e r a p i s t (feuials) . 
^ . occupational counselor (male) . 
$ . Veterans Administration t r a in s* in c l i n i c a l psychology 

(MIS l a ) • 
9* ch i ld psychologist and t h e r a p i s t (male), 

lo* candidate for the doc tora l degree in c l i n i c a l psychol­
ogy and s tudent-counselor (ciergyfiianj* 
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Tho numerics! evaluat ions oi these ten j u d o s ' w*r* 

then averaged for each item. /<» it*m was consequently ca te ­

gorised as Emotional, I n t e l l e c t u a l , Moral, or toolsl* 

depending upon the ?V9r#^i» m u ^ r i e r l evaluat ion i t had thus 

\misn g iven". 

I f an IWa r^c^iv^d the &esn ^valuat ion oi *ut or 

aor? in eny ODS category and did not receive e ^ m ^vsiua-

t i o n o i a t l e a s t 3»^ in &zxy o t ly r cetoi;or,y , i t wss l i s t o d as 

belonging to t ha t one category* #11 other i t « a s w r̂© c l a s s i ­

f ied as "ambiguous" • f i f t een of the items have be°m c l a s s i f i ed 

as "ambiguous" according to t h i s t-rocedur**. The vicen «valua-

t ions o i these ambiguous lte&s I s given in /p resd ix II« 

7 I t should o^ observed tha t very i^w of the ca te ­
go r i za t ions suhjaitted by these ten people wei'e c loer -cnt and 
s ingle* r'or exaajpl^j Judg^ $©* 3 categorised the item 
Mto cont ro l anger" (Itei& c) in the following ways " I n t e l ­
l e c t u a l - 3i Emotional - 5» ^ora l - 2" . Judus Mo* 6 evaluated 
th® sa^.3 itaia ass ** lec t ions 1 - 7 , Korel - 3"» 

b I t I s i n t e r e s t i n g to not'" her« t h a t out e l 35tO 
possible ca tegor i sa t ions l?^ ite&s x 5 ••st- 'gorl 's x iv 
ca tagor i s^ rs ) only e igh t items rec*lvad scores in th-5 c a t - -
gory of other* Pix of these c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s wsre M»dc oy 
Judge Uo* 7% whose evaluat ions in th® other ^at^jory w»r*j as 
fol lows! It^is. b " 2* Item d - 1 , It*>£» s - i t , Item 3k - i» 
Item 3 1 - 1 * fhe other two c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s er~ scccunt^d 
for by Judge No* 6* who ovaiuated I t«u kk as "other - V*» 
with tha obs©rv©tion» wr*»rhapa spec ia l aptitudes<"« end Jud0» 
jlo* I t j who ^valuat*d lt*:a & ®s w t the r - o\n fh-" otlwr 
category w i l l not o- consid^rrd pa r tne r . 

file:///misn


Since the experimental data wss to be used to in­

vestigate not only i i ther® were differences* but also in 

what areas or categories these differences existed* these 

ajuoiguous Ite&s wer® omitted froa further consideration. 

i t i s only with the unambiguous 1 teats* then* that the pre­

sentation and discussion of resul ts i s concerned* 

5* Analysis of the Date 

With th© items rated hy the students and each I tea 

placed into one of four categories i^y th® Judges* the 

data were analysed in three steps corresponding to the 

threefold elaboration of the osslo problem under 

invest igat ion. 

Ihe f i r s t step was concerned with the bj^l& differ­

ences siscng the groups in thei r maturity concept mgB?&®& as 

composed oi Social, Eaotional*. Moral, and in te l lec tua l 

aspects , ior th is step a simple analysis of variance was 

used. 

?he second step was interested In tha kind of d i f fer­

ences between groups, ?>*g#* differences between groups in a 

part icular category. H©r@* c r i t i c a l ra t ios were applied to 

those categories which showed significant differences among 

the groups* 



the third step dealt with the Individual Itews in 

those categories which showed significant differences exls t -

ing between certain groups* .-hi-square values w»re found for 

these items* 

6* Jxmmsf 

In smaiiary, th i s section of the research has o-»*n 

concerned with the experimental ^roc^dur^s used in invest i ­

gating th« maturity concept of the six groups of students* 

The procedure for obtaining tho ratings by students for each 

item of the inventory has bo-sii explained, i'h® method used 

for dis t r ibut ing those items into the Social, Emotional, 

noral , and In te l lec tua l categories has b®mi described* 

r ' inaily, the s t a t i s t i c a l rrocedures aiost suitable ior analys­

ing the resu l t s hav® besn indicated* 

In the following ehapter the resu l t s obtained by th^se 

procedures wil l be presented* 
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i ,C;i£Mf/llUi% or HufUlIi. 

In t h i s chapter th* data obtained by th? s t a t i s t i c a l 

procedures indicated i a the previous chapter wil l be presented. 

f i r s t s the resu l t s pertinent to the basic differences 

in the maturity concept of the student groups will be given. 

These data include the mean ratings for both the individual 

items and the categories, a® well as tha tables of variance. 

8ext» the resu l t s relevant to tha kinds of differences will 

Q® cited in so far as these ©re indicated in the two cate­

gories in which tha group® differed* finally *. the resu l t s 

obtained ay compering the individual items in these two 

categories ere presented* 

1* Differences £fi*on& th<« Groups 

In la bias 12* l i l t 3V, and V the oesn ratings by th-* 

groups of the individual item® in »ach of the four cst^gorl^s 

are presented. Xmatadlstely following;* Xable VI shows th-* 

aoan ra t ings given by each sroup for ?©ch oF>v*gory, 

m±& also th® standard deviations ui th«se ratings* 
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t a b l e I I 

iiean Listings of Lsch Item in th*? 
• o c i a l category 

student Groups 

\»19) 

a 

d 

e 

£ 

*» 

k 

0 

s 

2fc 

2d 

32 

35 

36 

k2 

^3 

i+5 

5*+ 

6o 

7v 

/ 

7 .32 

2*3^ 

^•39 

o. l- i 

2 . 32 

5**+7 

6*09 

I . 0 9 

3»b6 

6.6b 

2 .29 

l A l 

l.v-9 

•K75 

7 . 5 1 

3* 5b 

A* j>o 

2*33 

o*26 

u 

6 .79 

2*5** 

H-.72 

7*51 

3*60 

^•16 

5*92 

1*36 

3*6b 

6.07 

2*o7 

1.05 

•it* • Jk'Jh 

5.53 

7 .1b 

5 .33 

3 *23> 

2.o7 

u* ̂ 2 

Y 

0*00 

3*23 

If. 2$ 

b*33 

3.19 

*+«75 

7.06 

i . b i 

3*3© 

7*$9 

1*99 

1,9b 

0*97 

7.5<3 

7.^7 

6«2o 

1*72 

2*o2 

0 .^3 

m 
X 

7*30 

2*35 

3 •**•:* 

b . o ^ 

2.2o 

*H6*5 

7 .o3 

1.23 

2*0** 

6*90 

1.73 

1.10 

0*77 

6.07 

d . l o 

W 7 

2 .23 

2 .26 

o.2y 

it 

6.H-6 

2*66 

2 .^3 

b .03 

3*31 

5.77 

7*03 

1.09 

2.20 

6 .b3 

1*11 

0*57 

2**+3 

^ . 0 3 

7 .31 

3 . 1 ^ 

L 5 7 

1.91 

6»6o 

W 

6 .12 

2.3o 

2»ol 

7 .20 

2*kk 

***21 

6*'ok 

1.12 

2 .05 

6»7o 

o»91 

O.70 

0 . 3 3 

**«0O 

o . 2 i 

**.16 

2*53 

1*67 

6*ol 
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Jeb ls 1 1 1 . -

r,?aji l ist ings oi l a eh Item in the 
uiaotional Getajory 

Items 
(vm3) A a 

wtudent Groups 

i- t h V 

c 9*1© 7.^5 «*«97 9*o^ d.17 b.M* 

q 7.79 6*9d 9«26 b.70 B.00 7*67 

1*6 7*nk 7.^6 9.36 0*2d d.66 0.21 

ko i . 9 5 7*o4 O.^u 7>26 6*71 7*32 

59 7*bO 7.70 o.o2 7*&6 7*69 b«23 
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Tattle IV.-

hean hating* of Ha oh I feus in tha 
Moral wstegory 

»as 
f*9> 

1 

25 

29 

33 

3b 

kv 

56 

63 

67 

A 

a.79 

d.^d 

%*kl 

6*91 

9*2** 

9 .A1* 

0*19 

9*22 

ui*13 

u 

ft. 07 

7*72 

0.72 

7. Ho 

9,30 

9»il 

7.97 

0.1*2 

7.96 

student 

f 

9.59 

6.72 

9*39 

5.53 

9.M* 

0*11 

b.ub 

9* 2d 

7.25 

Groups 

I 

9***B 

8.61 

d.ea 

6*62 

-J* 60 

9.13 

9*H 

9*72 

b*96 

U 

9*̂ 3 

o.d6 

ti.»fr6 

0.29 

9***o 

0.5^ 

b.±7 

9.23 

8*©W 

W 

9.30 

^•33 

9.37 

3.53 

9.79 

9.23 

9*^9 

9*bl 

9«bl 
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l aa la V«-

Hf»an Uatin^s of ~ach Itea* in the 
I n t e l l e c t u a l Category 

I t e a s 
(H-21) 

L> 

h 

i 

m 

n 

T 

5 

3v 

31 

3^ 

37 
kl 

kk 

k') 

51 

52 

$7 
60 

62 

66 

69 

/ 

**-.©d 

1*51 

2*66 

o.Vo 

3*73 

5-w2 

2*93 

2 * 3 ^ 

^*5o 

3*00 

k*k$ 

5*^2 

o*56 

3*67 

2*16 

5* 60 

6 . $ o 

0*75 

vJ a £^4" 

6*67 

5*20 

1 

a 

^••^6 

1.5W 

3.15 

7*26 

if. 37 

•K$b 

2*u3 

3 .0u 
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Thn f if ty-iour unambiguous ifeeus» as rstad by ®ech 

aeaber of the six student groups end distributed auoni th© 

four cat*gori^s* -wer® proc©as©d tiy a simple analysis of 

veri^nc®. Th* tables oi variance for ©sch of th® four 

categories are presented In fahl©s VIl» VIIIj IX, end I X 

Xfals analysis of Mariano® smon^ the groups shwid 

no significant differences among th© «£rou|i for rat ings of 

ite&a in @lth®r tha In te l lec tual or the r-oelal categories* 

There were differences* significant at th® *o! letrelf how­

ever, for th#ir rat ings of items in th© Moral and Emotional 

categories* These resul ta will be discussed in the 

following chertsr . 

2. Bifferences in the motional end 
fsoral Categories 

Ihe analysis oi variance performed in the f i r s t st'-p 

of t h i s study showed that thara *w®r® no differences Bsmug the 

groups In tm of th® categories*, namely, th® Social and In t e l -

leetuel* un the other handf the analysis of variance showed 

that th©re was © significant difference aison^ th© groups in 

th® Moral ©nd jlraotlonel categories. 

tLiiiw IWI i umtmvmm*****m -WW *m i*n mm *u *nm mm n*• •••• 

1 &10& P* 37-^1 . jnfri . 
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fable V I I . -

Tsuie of Varianc© for Hetin^s cy 1X1 Jroups of 
Itej&s in soc ia l '-atejoxy 

(1) 

' ourc© 
of 

Variance 

Variance between groups 

Variance within groups 

t o t a l variance 

(2) 

of 
,o,uar®s 

(3; 

DP .*¥* T S 
Of 

/roedoja 

12.^3 

8d7*o3 

69^.^+6 

5 

lv b 

(k) 

Ustiiuste 
of 

Variance 

2.1*9 

6.36 

2.W9 

o*So 

m v, * 39 > .05 

SSEKEBKSSSKSimSMesarfcW'!!^ e«!gi,wriiaivaa»ta«aBacBa'«eg,e 
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iao le VI11«-

Table oi" ^B.rlmc% for lie t i n g s ay / i l iroups ox 
Items in Emotional vatsgory 

(I) i2) (3 ; (Hv 

ourcc MUI* ]>i_irs^s u s t i l t s * 
of of of of 

Variance squares /reedou Variance 

Variance oetueon groups 7*27 5 1.^5 

Variance within groups O.^K. 2*+ -*35 

Total variance 15*67 29 

l*k$ 
* m 9 ^*A^ >- < » ^ i 

O . 3 5 
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l'able IX.-

feDle of Varlaao® for listings by /"ll v>rours of 
Items in UOTBX category 

attjM«:BLi)u»«Miu.M^ 

( I ) (2) (3) fr) 

•.©urce Turn De^r^-s . i s t iaa t^ 
of of of of 

Variance .'que res ^ro^doaa Variance 

Variance between groups b»ko 5 1*696 

Variance within groups 23*55 ^o v. ••••906 

Total varisne© 32*0 3 53 

1.696 
l" * „ _ _ s 3*^56 P < .01 

o.*+91 
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Table X*-

Tabls of_Varisnce fo r Ra t ings liy A l l Groups of 
I tems i n I n t e l l e c t u a l Category 

(1) (2) (3) (*f) 

Source Sum Degrees Estimate 
of of of of 

Variance Squares r'reedom Variance 

Variance between groups 6.5^ 5 1*31 

Variance within groups *+20.16 120 3»5o 

Total variance ^26*70 125 

,1.31 
F - - 0.37 F > .05 

3-50 
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Having found tha t s ign i f i can t d i f ferences exis ted 

aaong the groups i n t h e i r r a t ings of itenas i n the i motional 

and Moral c a t ego r i e s , c r i t i c a l r ac i e r were used to isolate, 

these d i f ferences more p rec i se ly . The mean r a t ings (of a l l 

i tems i n each of thesfc ca tegor ies ) clvon by each group was 

compared to the saise <aean r a t i n g s given by every other group. 

I t was found that i n the r a t ing of the i t e ^ s i n the 

Ivjaotional category th© P group differed s ign i f i can t ly from 

both the G group and the V grouo. This dif ference i s s ignif­

i can t a t the .01 l e v e l . 

I t was fur ther found tha t i n the r a t ing of the i t e a s 

i n the ""^oral category the G group differed from the v group. 

This d i f ference i s s ign i f i can t a t the .01 l e v e l . 

These r e s u l t s w i l l be discussed i n th© next chapter . 

3 . Item Differences i n the Traotional and 
Moral Categories 

The c r i t i c a l r a t i o s found i n the second step of t h i s 

s tud / showed that, In the r a t ing of itesss i n the I ac t iona l 

category the ? group differed frv;. both the T *roup and the 

; group. I t was a l so found that in the r a t ing ~f items in 

the *oral category the G ^roup differed from th t Tr rroup. 

7o compare each l t e # of the ,r motional and ,(roral c a t e ­

gories» as ra ted by the re levant grouse* Ohl-squares were 
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used. In th© ra t ing of ite&s in the ILaotlonel category, the 

1 jgrouj d i i f e red s ign i f i can t ly fro& th® or ^rouj. on each it»w*. 

with fch« r r o u e b i l i t y l eve l l e s s than *o 5 | 0£ l w*a i t e a the 

proDaDility l^vel was l e s s than *ol . IJhss-3 data are R e ­

sented i n fable XI-3. In th© ra t ing of the aa&te Itaais the 

i- group di f fered froa th® VJ group on only one item*, with the 

p robab i l i ty l e v e l l e s s than .w2* fable XII presents these 
h 

data • 

in the r©tin^ of items in the iioral category* there 

was e s ign i f i can t difference between the W grout and the 

J jrour on one lUuu» with th« probabi l i ty l eve l l e s s than *c5* 

These data ©re shown in i'a hie XI I I ' * 

The r e s u l t s obtained from the comparison or th? 

i t a^g of the Emotional and rioral ca tegor ies w i l l b^ discussed 

in the following cha r t e r . 

3 XJLlSfi. P« ^3* !&&&• 

*+ Vlda p. Mf, laix&» 

5 XMa. r • ^5» 4&a&» 
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Table XI*-

wfai-souare Values for Hatings by I arid a i>rouj;s 
o l Items in Amotions! category 

Items •vhi-sojjtare Values® 

c i+.b9b 

q k*l>9 

h6 12*70c 

5b' 5»03° 

59 5«lo,D 

a Degrees of freedom •* 1 . 

u I r obab i l i t y l e v e l l e s s then .^5* 

c Fro&ability l e v e l 1®&® than . 0 1 . 
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I* Die X I I . -

,hl-square Values for v-ietin^s by I- end to aroup a 
of Ite&s in ;-.Uiotlonal uctegory 

Ate^s 

c 

q 

*+6 

5o 
59 

sewass; ttaaasaBBaeTraMraasa 

t£3S£3£S£^££SSK3&S5SS5SSSS 

ohi-•sQusr-? 

l . i y 

3*?5 

2*7o 

5*iou 

1.^5 
aaaiiaaitewaB; 

V'8iUSSP 

sSSSESrsagwass 

.? Deire??s oi freedom « 1. 

b I r o b a b i l i t y l eve l l e s s than . t 2 . 
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Table XIII.-

«-hi-squar@ Vaiu©s for r a t i n g s oy 0 end & Groups 
of Items in i\oral Category 

Items Ohl-squar© Values8 

i w.90 

25 3*22 

29 c .11 

33 0.07 

30 2.26 

Hv, u .31 

63 0.50 

67 1.70 

a D-a^ra^s of fra*?do^ *• 1. 

b Probabil i ty i^vei l o s s thsn *t5* 
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In t h i s chspt«r th® r e s u l t s obtained oy the s t a t i s t i ­

ca l analyses war© presented* I t wes seen tha t the us s i c 

hypothesis of t h i s inves t iga t ion was upheld in part end in 

pa r t bad to b® r e a c t e d * I t was discovered tha t th@s® irou^s 

i n t h e i r r a t i n g of th© lt©^s of th® Inventory uud^r study did 

not d i f f e r i a t h e i r r a t i ng oi items t h a t portainad to the 

I n t a l l e c t u a l snd r a c i a l categories* en the oth«*r hand, there 

was a sljpaif l ean t difference smong th© groups in the r a t in., 

oi i t a a s balonging to th® Emotional ©nd floral ca tagorfas . 

je'urthar i nves t iga t ion revaaled tha t in th® -opt ional 

cet@$ory th® P ^roup di f fered fro*., ooth thf G mid k i r o u f s . 

In th© I'XUTBX csta&ury the 'J group differed from tha i>< i rouf . 

The f i n a l s tep in t h i s i nves t i ga t i on indicated on 

vhich i t s a s the re levant *rours diffarad* 

In tha naxt chapter thss® r e s u l t s v i l l be discussed 

and m s t t e a p t w i l l oe lusd® to I n t e r p r e t t h s i r ika^ning. 
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DX3CUDS10H 0*' UBSOLIf. 

In t h i s par t of th® study th© r e s u l t s t h s t have o®*n. 

presented i n th® preceding chapter w i l l o© discussed and 

in te rpre ted* 

i- lrst* th® r e s u l t s pe r t inen t to th© basic hypothesis 

of th® inves t iga t ion wi l l b® discussed* This w i l l be f o l ­

lowed it>y en exposi t ion of th® dif ferences found i n th® 

u&otional end Horei ca t ego r i e s . F ina l ly i the ind iv idua l 

items of thess two ca tegor ies wi l l be discussed in r©fer@nc® 

to the re levant student groups* 

1. Mff®r@nc©s among th© Oroups 

Tha bas ic ojaastion of t h i s study w«ss Are ther« dif­

ferences among th® studant groups undor inves t iga t ion in t h e i r 

maturi ty concept 7 2xtr»ss«d in terms of th© nu l l hypothes is , 

the iassic proposi t ion to be examined was* There are no 

d i f ferences SAOHJ the student groups in t h e i r maturity 

concept* 

Signif icant dlffar®ncas war© found aiaong th® student 

groups in t h e i r r a t i n g of items belonging to the ^laotional 

and Moral catsgoriaa*. Mo g ign i f iean t d i f ferences ware found 
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among the groups in t h e i r r a t ing of Itejus in the l o c i f i or 

I n t e l l e c t u a l ca t ego r i e s . uons@q,u@ntiy» th© n u l l hypothesis 

wss in par t re jec ted and i n part upheld. 

I t has been observod previously in th** review of the 

l i t e r a t u r e t ha t ue tu r i t y i s ault i-diaensi&neA. Ihe maturity 

concept, consequently, i s euiirosit^ and cons is t s of s o c i a l , 

a a o t i o n e l , u,oral, and i n t e i l e c t a a i aspects—In add i t ion , 

perhaps, to other aspects not considered in t h i s study'1'. 

'̂roffi t h i s viewpoint, th® student groups under i n v e s t i ­

ga t ion d i f f e r considerably In t h e i r maturity concert* Her*, 

there imy be important impl icat ions for purposes of counsel-

11*49 i ncu lca t ing ideel®, e s t ab l i sh ing s tandards , or su^gest-

lug l i f e - p r i n c i p l e s in deal ing with thes© kinds of student 

groups. 

I t my not oe presumed, in dealing with groups co:*i-

psra tds to those studied her®, t ha t ©motional and moral 

a t t i t u d e s toward Maturity are uniform, / s a r e s u l t ui t h i s 

s tudy, i t my b© said that not a l l i&atur® scents th ink ©lite 

about ma tu r i ty , i n so fa r as th® items of the inventory can 

1 i l l p o r t , for #xajupl®, would perhaps i n s i s t on th® 
3;3cp.jle.it inc lus ion of " ins igh t " (or ire»d^~ fro& s * l l -
deceptlun; and a "s®ns© of huxaor" ^nox th© crude sense of th" 
coiaicj. H® subsumes both Ins ight end a sense ^f hui..or under 
" s e l f - o o j s c t i f l c a t i o n " . i i i . Gordon W. Al lpor t , i e r s o n a l i t y . 
h Jear.ciaoJLo^lCJLL,lajaxtaas^fitiaft> ••'«* foiic, n^my ^ i t sad wo.s 
1937* P* 22c a t p.a.sslL*» 
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b& said to r<»pres*nt aspec ts of ^ r t u r i t y . 

wn the oth^r hand, no s ign i f i can t differences w»r-

found in the -^phasis ^r leek oi ear ha s i s pieced u/ th*.^ 

groups on th-' i n t e l l e c t u a l or soc ia l aspects of Maturi ty, in 

so i a r as these were rej,r?sent^d by th" i t ^ s of t h i s 

Inventory. 

2* arouj; Difierenees within th© t^ot-ionel uste^ory 

In pursuing th*» ana lys i s ox the differences euons the 

student groups, i t was i<.uod the t th° i ^rouf, th*» ruol ic 

high school sen io r s , dlfxered a i ^ n i i i c a n t l y i rou uoth the 

i grouts th© yonaa^a s en io r s , and th© w group, th® seminari­

ans , i n t h e i r ^QXX r a t i n g s of i t e ^ s in the buotlonai 

cete^ory. 

The s tudents educated in th© publ ic school aiiil^u 

tend to place s ign i f ican t ly highar emphasis on emotional 

components of maturi ty as categorised in t h i s Inventory than 

do thoae s tudents with education in a Catholic school, i h i s 

i s t rue of the £ no l l e school i;roup as compared with both th-3 

^a tho l l c h i j h schowA -eio ..roup and the seminary ^rou. . 

While i t may o^ qu. st ioned whether th" p a r t i c u l a r i t s4.s 

in t h i s inventory do geiiuluely signify -^lotiunal est - c t s <~<x 

o a t u r i t y , i t must be nonetheless kept i u &ind tha t the public 



DI'SOUS SI OK OF RESULTS 5'" 

school group regarded these items as of g rea te r necess i ty for 

maturi ty than the other groups. In genera l , t h i s group rated 

items in the ^motional category i n the d i r e c t i o n of g rea te r 

necess i ty than did the other groups2 . 

In other words, a higher premium has been placed by 

the public school group on so-cal led "emotional aaaturity". 

In p rec i se ly what terms t h i s sa&y be fur ther expounded w i l l 

be c l e a r e r when we d iscuss th t individual i t e a s of t h i s 

category i n the next sec t ion , 

3 . Group Differences wi thin the Moral Category 

Comparison of the mean r a t i ngs of items i n the Moral 

category by the student groups showed tha t th© Gonzaga 

seniors and the seminarians d i f fered s i g n i f i c a n t l y . 

In genera l , the seminarians tended to r a t e the items 

i n the Moral category i n the d i r e c t i o n of grea ter necess i ty 

than did the other groups3. While t h i s finding was not com­

p l e t e l y unexpected, i t was not expected tha t the QonzBm 

seniors would tend to rat® items In t h i s category in the 

d i r e c t i o n of l e s s e r necess i ty as compared with the other 

groups, 

2 Vide Table VI, p . 35, supra. 

3 Vide Table VI, p . 35, M r s , . 
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I t may be that the higher rat ings of th» seminarians 

i s due to the fact that those who are in th® seminary are 

older, are l iving in e more sequestered atwspher®, end by 

vocation ar* dedicated to th© pursuit of asce-ticsl ldaals* 

The t ras t ion my be legitimately posed here, via*, 

can thase seminarians be considered a group of ^natures-

cants1*V The asdian age of th i s group i s twenty-six years* 

.whrannlo.slssJly.» th i s group has ag@d out of maturesoence. 

kZMSlm&Wd&i the seminarians have had l i t t l e opportunity 

lo r l iv ing through that variety oi independent and self-

sufficient decisluiig. responsibil i t ies.! and acootapAishuents 

thee, according tu Franks1* characterise th is phase of the 
k *J 

develop&ent of the a v e r s e person *̂ » 

In ®ny case, the seiainarians furnish in th i s study a 

significant fra.se of comparison. Their points of dlffar»nc-

are notably fewer than the i r points of apparent agrsaaenti 

I) they differ fro^ th® public school £s in th*ir rat ings of 

items in the R a t i o n a l category, 2) they differ froa the Qon-

aaga students in their rat ings of items in tha Moral c e t ^ o r y . 

h Else Frenfc9l» "ftudies in Biographical laychology", 
in jJaffr^tftf f-M , ^ W h e l i t y * Vol. % ho* 1, reptesO*sr, 1936, 

$ Em also* -• Ourren, ^daiaOTlto, XR,llltAfrho JUff,JJJte 
mLMBMMmf hew fork, nacai l len, 1*52» r* '^2* 

http://fra.se


What I s of noteworthy in teres t la the relativeAy fewer dif­

ferences between the seminarians and tfe other ^^ours. 

k* Item Differences in the Emotional category0 

t h i s section Will t r e a t , f i r s t , of the item differ* 

enees between the ratings of the F Bn^ the G groups| then i t 

wi l l consider the differences between th-? F and W ^rours. 

aj„ i t M aifiaiftASM felffitlMm,„ttelllf J ,M 3 .Mam* —The 

ra t ings of five Itmas or th i s category by the two groups &x£~ 

far significantly a t the probability level of loss than *i>$* 

Item k&, which r®&&$*. "to be able to l ive away fro^ family or 

friends when work or study deiaands i t M , indicates a difference 

in rat ing at l e ss than the *LX level between tho public school 

and Uonxa^a groups, ^inaa both groups are at approximately 

the sa ĵe a&e levtA, i t i s d i f f icul t to interpret th is dif­

ference, / c a r d i n g to i t s most aliaple and obvious woaning, 

the students educated in the public school are more adjusted 

to the poss ibi l i ty of living ©way from friends or faiaily* 

which in turn might indicate a detachment or an independence 

in adjusting to the deoanda of r e a l i t y . 

6 The items in the Laotionel category arc presented 
in /fp*ndlx XV t la£z&* 



fhrea of the Items* c$ %$ B&& 59» r*»f *r dlract ly to 

eontrul over tha emotions of angsry fesr» and low* J tea H-6, 

discussed abovet racers to independence or se l f - re l iance . 

I tea $& refer® to #«otion»A poise. Tha public schuui ;rou{> 

apparently i** sards these qp»Htl*s as highly n*cis*ery for 

maturity. 

ft}., , l t » . ..ilUiCij^maftijBjJaia^^ —itr 

Usl-s<iuar®& for the rating of tha l iv - items of the jaotiuael 

category indicate that the differences *rtwa-n tlw t ©nd to 

Aroups ©re not as s t r ik ln v as th*> differences between tin 

F and i groups* 

item 5^» which reads*, "to oe able to recover ^uiculy 

frota unavoidable liaotrrcsssuint'S shows a diifarano* in r a t in., 

between th*» public school and saulnary a wur« at a rrubaullic^ 

leve l L<$m than *i5« *t i s *or© i awr t an t to the -ub l l - school 

jro&p than to th* sei*ijc*ary grour «,o bt aiu - tw regain on ' s 

coujpwsure a l t e r an ^oarress ing incident* i t i s *,oaccivaoi 

that part of th is difference can i*» a « counted fur uy the 

chr i s t ian asoet ical ideal of the seminary jroun, "to r a j u i c 

in humiliation"* 



5* Item Differences in the Moral watsgory? 

in the i*oral category a significant difference in 

rating of the items exists only between th© U group, the 

uonsaga seniors, md tha M group, the seminarians* 

This diffarena*» significant at the probability level 

of less than *w5 refers to only one item, 56* Tht$ it** reads, 

"to refuse to do a favor for someone whan doing the favor would 

iaean acting against ay u>ral principles"* /pparently the semi­

nary aroup regards unswerving adherence to principle as rela­

tively much caore necessary for maturity than do^s th® Oonsaga 

group* It m$y also be that the latter ^roup sees in this Item 

an occasional conflict between kindness and adherence to 

principle. 

$» Nummary 

In t h i s chapter the resu l t s presented in charter 111 

have been discussed. Ihe ifflflications involved in the 

re ject ion of the nul l hypothesis were reviewed. Next* the 

kinds of differences found, v i s . , in the ^motional and ^oral 

categories, were discussed* Particular reference was mB&® to 

7 The It^tfis In tha &oral category ar^ presented in 
/ 'pandlx V, JLeX̂ S.* 
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th® differences existing batwaan th® F and G groups, and 

batwaan the F and W groups in th© rat ing of items in th*-* 

Eiaotional category} rafaranct was than made to th® differ-

aneas in the rating of 1 tarns in the .ioral category between 

th® a and W groups* This part of tha study concluded with 

a discussion of tha i t a» differences in the ^motional and 

i-iorsl categorlas* 



2?his d isser ta t ion was undertaken to axplcro thi con­

cept oi *aturi ty in current usa^ss, rar t ieular ly amuui 

austura scents* 

tha invastlgation wss concern?d wltb a study of th® 

iaa tu r i ty concept of k*jh ;*. divided into six student groups, 

who era termed juatura scants, or "in tha .rrocass of becoming 

jaatura". Th«* null hypothesis proposed was that no differ­

ences exis t among t&wsa iruups in th@ir concert of 

as tur i ty* 

Th® writings of thos® ©uthors concerned with maturity 

were ravlawad* An invautory of maturity Items was edainis-

ter<sd to th® six groups* rfhe S& rated each item x'ros t to Ac 

as to i t s necessity for maturity. She it@ms wr> distr ibuted 

by Judgas into four categories*, designated as Social, Emo­

tional* Moral, &n& In te l l ec tua l . 

!Tha s t a t i s t i c a l analysis showed that th© null hypoth­

es i s had to ba rejected bacause tha groups differed s l ^ n i i l -

cantly in thei r rat ing of items in two categories---th?8 

Baofional end th© *toral« I t was shown that th*» public school 

group diff^rad from both tha donssg* jroup and the seminary 



group in tha rat ing oi Items in tha fmotlonai category* 

I t was shown also that tha sarinsry group diffared iroa 

tha Oonaaga group in th® rat ing of itesas in tha Moral 

category. 

The conclusions froa th i s study suigast other areas 

of invest igat ion, ©specially in reiereiice to components or 

aspacts of maturity, p*er~£rottps oi asturascants , develop­

mental s tains in aisturescene®, and different social and 

chronological levels of pastures cane®. 

suture avenues of research ar* indicated r*specially 

by th® two categories which discriminated amon^ th® groups, 

v i s* , th® Emotional and Moral categories. I t i s suggested 

that tha nussber of Items in ®aeh of these categories could 

be expanded* In the wr i te r ' s hypothesis these two cate­

gories represent components of a t tur i ty* i s i t possible 

that the aaotional and morel components are e s r*da l ly 

sensit ive to differences in the maturity concapt* 

I t would b@ worthwhile considering also the coareri-

son of several public school groups to s®a if th® ^uotionai 

ooukpon-̂ nts oi ue turi ty would Indicate dlflerences aston^ 

these grours* I t i s teown froa* th* present study that th® 

differences obtained between tha Catholic and pubAic school 
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8s used in th i s study wer® not due to ehanca. I s th i s ae-

oausa of the peculiar natur® of e i ther tha public school 

group or th® w^thollc school group studiad in th i s 

Investigation* 

Interest ing also i s th# difference found between tha 

Catholic high school Ss and the seminary S& in the i r rat ings 

of th® i t eas in the :foml category, fo whst i s th i s differ** 

anee precisely dusV I t i s sugfasted that i t i s du© to both 

a combination of a^a and th® mmlmty staosphera* But on 

the other hand, could there be soma other factor in operation 

which i s too subtle and elusive to be detected in the course 

of th© present studyv 

A promising possibi l i ty l i e s in administering th® 

sea© Inventory to th® msm groups at regular intervals of 

educational end social development, e .g . , after eight years 

of elementary school» after four years of high school, and 

af ter four years of college* lerhaps also the Inventory 

could be administered to the saae groups after an interval 

of ten years* 

Another area of comparison which suggests i t s e l f i s 

the possible difference between adult groups Bn<& student 

groups, or between c-etholic BM non-Catholic students in 

tha public school* 



it is suggested that a practical conclusion to bo 

drawn froa this study lies not only in the differences found 

astong thase groups but in tha further implication that thare 

asy be basic differences in the aeturlty concept of thes® 

©aturescents and the adults who deal with th®^* It is hop^d 

that a consciousness of these basic differences will mak® 

both the mature BM the mature scent more under standing BM 

appreciative of the attitudes of aech other. 
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APPLKDIX l1 

1 Th© original copies of che Inventory were rnimeographed 
in elite type and included a set of instructions complete*on* 
the first page, followed by fivo pages of items. 



1- i&XI 5* jJfcMtJLfc,»l £®S%,$QIl<it q u i t e 
AfitL,,,5 yt«xg« c -ity 

2* Ajft snd State oniyj 

3* teteaa,U,ftMl i&x&l* 6* #.«&&£',,* (or, father,« ,§i 
, fe.c.c.u.ti.aUffl* 

Xhis i s a study of your, idea of hMUHTY. £s you will notice 
from the i te^a l i s ted , ' the inventory i s not dsaAinti with physic©! 
meturity. 
th® procedure i s $ulte simple* wed over ®sdh of the I teas*. ®n& 
then give i t a ra t ing or scor?* froa k to i k according to yorur 
JJsSt of i t s necessity ior as turi ty* Pa not try to f'Xprtss th* 
degree in which you hive these iteas* but ra ther , express th? 
degree in which you, thirds these itF?&$ ere necossary for &eturity* 
I t i s aost important that you gjiv® /our sincere orlnion* 
(jtcea®aib**r that sine»s you have not sl^ntd your nam?*, your answers 
wi l l be anonymous*) 
ifor example, 

to know hew to drive en automobile 
1 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 0 1 ^ 

If you think i t i s not a l l necessary to knot* how to drlv** nn. 
auto&obils in order to toe aeture, you would retp th i s item j*. by 
drawing & %%$® down tfaroufzh y,* if you think i t i s susolut«iy 
necessary for maturity to know how to drive ®n automobile, you 
would ret© i t J&, by drawing a line through 1&. fhe numbers in-
between & BU& J& c®& be used to express veryinj; d©ir?»s of 
necessity* What the twnly-numbered d®gr@as mean i s d®$crio@d 
u@iow$ th@ odd-nuweered degrees can b& used to express shades 
of differences in between these described degress* 

Oi not at e l l necessary 
l i 
2» necessary only in a ne^li^iol® de^re* 
41 somewhat necessary, but not very ixafortant 
5* 
6t necessery 
7* 
m hlsjsly necessary 

lot absolutely necessary 
Pleas© do not omit Bay of the items, if you ©r« not sur* how 
necessary for maturity you consider a particular item, tsloe a 
guess* An item not aoored will b« interpreted ss bein£ scored ^* 
% f i l l i n g out the inventory honestly and carefully* in accordance 
with your opinion of what l a necessary for astur i ty* you er® 
helping us understand bettor your wey of thinking* 



Os 
l i 
2s 

l\ 
l\ 
7s 
3 . 
9. 

10. 

mmim 
not at a l l necessary 

necessary only i n a neg l ig ib le degree 

somewhat necessary, but nox; very important 

neeessery 

highly necessary 

absolu te ly necessary 
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g 
h 

i 

k 

1 

35 

n 

o 

to know how to make an 
in t roduc t ion gracefu l ly . . . , , . 

to read editorials . . . , 

to control anger . . . . , 

to read the latest novels 

to he able to dance . . , 

• • • 

to be able to maintain a 
neat appearance . . . . 

to have money to spend as 1 wish 

to like to do puzzles . . . . . 

to know moral right froaa wrong . . 

to read biographies . . . . . . . 

to be able to help run a dance 
or a party . . . . . . . . . . . . 

to be fully instructed in all 
details pertaining to sex * • » • 

to know how to manage a small 
household (budgeting aoney, 
buying, e t c . ) . . . . . . . . 

to be able to compose a telegram . 

to he able to ca r ry on a 
conversa t ion with a newly-
Introduced fr iend . . . . . . . . 

ffEtjREfr OF hWt£ZLLL 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 1 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 1-' 

0 1 2 3 M 6 7 8 9 1C 

0 1 2 3 1 * 5 6 7 3 9 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 3 9 10 
0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 •) 10 

'.; 1 2 3 if 5 6 7 3 9 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 1 -

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 3 9 10 

J 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 8 > 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 ? 10 

0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 10 



D.SBREE MlAKpO 
Ot not at all necessary 
Is 
2J necessary only in a negligible degree 

?* 
*+* somewhat necessary, but not very important 
5t 
6* necessary 
7. 
8; highly necessary 
9: 

10s absolutely necessary 
BECBS8ABI FCm mxmiTX' PEQR££ 0 J KEGSSSm 
p) to know how to use a bus-

or train-schedule 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 9 10 
q) to keep calm in a c r i s i s (e .g. 

f i re in a theatre) . . . . . . . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 9 10 

r) to know how to kiss 0 1 2 3 U- 5 6 7 8 9 10 

s) to see most of th© 'big* movies , . 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

t) to know something about 
aathematics so as to be able to 
discuss it with a student of 
mathematics 0 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 3 9 1~; 

21) to know how to order an 
enjoyable dinner for someone 
else 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 1C 

22) to be able to talk before a 
group of people larger than ten . . J 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 l n 

23) to know how to select and buy one's 
own clothes . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 9 10 

2^) to have socially important 
friends >U 2 3 M 6 7 8 9 K 

25) to ignore l i k e s and d is l ikes in 
the face of duty . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 9 10 

26) to hav© an appreciation of 
c lass ica l music 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 9 1C 

27) to avoid interrupting others when 
they are presenting their side of 
an argument r' 1 2 3 k 5 6 ? 2 ) lo 



mm mmxm 
Oj not a t a l l necessary 
1 . 
2» necessary only in a negligible degree 

5« 
somewhat necessary, but not very important 

6s necessary 
7j 
8 s highly necessary 
9* 

10t abso lu te ly necessary 

KffC&SSARy. FOB MATttRITT? PEQREfc QZ KECSSOITY 

28) to be w i l l i ng to take pa r t 
i n group a c t i v i t i e s or socia l 
gaaies . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 o 9 10 

29) to restrain sexual inclinations 
in the presence of strong 
attraction 0 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 8 9 10 

30) to know something about 
sociology so as to b© able to 
discuss it with a student of 
sociology 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

3D to be fami l ia r with news top ics 

of i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n t e r e s t . . . . 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

32) to know how to mix a cock ta i l . . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 9 10 

33) to b© a regular church-goer (@.g. 
once a week) G 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 8 9 10 

3*0 to know how to i n t e r p r e t simple 
graphs and c h a r t s 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 9 10 

35) to know the words and melody of 
the most recent song-hi ts L 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 9 10 

36) to read th® d a i l y comics 0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 8 9 10 

37) to know something about 
l i t e r a t u r e so as to be able to 
d i scuss i t with a student of 
l i t e r a t u r e 0 1 2 3 M 6 7 8 ? 10 

38) to do what 1 know to be morally-
r i g h t even when o thers disagree , . 0 1 2 3 H 5 6 7 8 9 10 



mmm mmm 
0. not at a l l necessary 
1 . 
2. necessary only in a negligible degree 
?l 

*+• somewhat necessary, but not very impon-ant 

5. 
6j necessary 
7% 
8j highly necessary 
9s 

10t absolu te ly necessary 
BEGEgqABY. FOB mTORJTX? PtyOKEft uF K^Oi-S.Sl Tx 

39) to be able to l i s t e n to the 
problems of o thers o i 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 8 0 10 

ko) t o have sosi@ r e l i g i o u s 
educat ion . J 1 2 3 ** 5 6 7 c- 5 10 

^1) to know how to gather reading 
mater ia l on an un faa i l i a r subject . 0 1 2 3 ** 5 6 7 o ? 10 

k2) t o have aany f r iends aaaong the 
opposite sex 0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 3 9 10 

Vj) to be w i l l i ng to do ordinary 
favors for o the rs 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 O 10 

hk) t o be i n t e r e s t ed in mechanics . . 0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 3 9 1 J 

*+5) t o know how to arrange a date 
wi th one of the opposite sex who® 
I have j u s t aset , 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 d 9 10 

*f6) t o be able to l i v e away fro® 
fajaily or f r iends when work or 
study demands i t . . . . . . . . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 8 v 10 

*+7) t o compromise on saoral p r i n c i p l e s 
at times . , 0 1 2 3 ̂  5 6 7 3 ) 10 

*+8) t© be able to accept failure without 
excusing myself 0 1 2 3 ̂  5 6 7 8 9 10 

^9) to be somewhat fasalliar with 
the writings of contemporary 
American authors , . ^ 1 2 3 **• 5 o 7 '3 9 19 



50 

51 

0j not at all necessary 
Is 
2s necessary only in a negligible degree 
3« 
**"• soaaewhat necessary, but not very important 
5» 
6s necessary 
7s 
Bt highly necessary 
9s 

10* absolutely necessary 
^m*^***™^***»m+*mmw^-~»~»****mm*i*mmw>m*+m*>im-***i» ^*p**mmm+m'm*m»**^*m*mim*+m*^M***mMmn^^m>*»**>,t>*'>**m*'*» * H » * « I ^ I *tm 
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to be tolerant of others* 
religious beliefs 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 9 10 

52 

53 

5W 

55 

56 

57 

53 

59 

to know something about modern 
psychology so as to be able to 
discuss it with a student of 
psychology 0 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 8 9 10 

to know how to report a theft 
to the police 0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 8 9 10 
to earn part of my support . . . . 0 1 2 3 ̂  5 6 7 8 9 10 

to engage in 'social' drinking at 
times 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 8 9 10 
to b® able to enjoy a stag© 
production of modern drama . . . . 0 1 2 3 ** 5 6 7 8 9 V) 
to refuse to do a favor for 
sosaeone when doing the faovr would 
Sean acting against my moral 
principles . . 0 1 2 3 *+ 5 6 7 S ? 10 

to be able to write a business 
l e t t e r requesting information . . . 0 1 2 3 ** 5 6 7 8 9 10 
to be able to recover quickly from 
unavoidable embarrassment 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 d 9 10 
to control th© manifestation of ay 
affection for one of the opposite 
sex . . * 0 1 2 3 M 6 7 8 9 10 
to know how to prepare for an exam 
in a subject never studied in 
school 0 1 2 3 H 5 6 7 3 9 10 



o» not at all necessary 
Is 
2s necessary only in a negligible degree 

?' 
^s somewhat necessary, but not very Important 
5* 
61 necessary 
?s 
os highly necessary 
9s 

10s absolu te ly necessary 
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61) to l i k e other people 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 1C 
62) t o know how to summon medical aid 

i n an emergency 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 9 10 

63) t o maintain a high moral 
standard i n mat ters of sex . . . . 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 9 10 

6*+) t o be able to prepare my own 
meals 0 1 2 3 ^ 5 6 7 3 ,? 10 

655 to know how ' t o put o thers in 
t h e i r p l a c e ' when they offend mo . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 f3 3 10 

66) to know how to summon tha pol ice 
t o the seen© of a dis turbance , . . 0 1 2 3 **• 5 6 7 8 9 10 

67) to obey my conscience saost of 
the time 0 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 3 9 lu 

68) to go away {e.g. to the beach or 
the mountains) for vacations . . . 0 1 2 3 k 5 6 7 3 0 10 

69) to b& able to aaka travel 
arrangements (purchase of tickets, 
checking baggage, I to.) and go on a 
long Journey by myself 0 1 2 3 4 - 5 6 7 ^ 9 l o 

70) to have many f r i ends araong my own 
sex . * 0 1 2 3 ** 5 6 7 8 ) 10 

KBs Please use t h i s space below and the reverse side for any 
remarks you aaay wish to make. lou flight wish, for example, 
to l i s t other iterss you think should have been included, or 
you ssay wish to j o t down your c r i t i c i s m s of t h i s inveir-ory. 
Thank you for your i n t e r s t and cooperation.1 
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Cat«iori>s ,3»' 

Items --«---«--«-———-—«. 
E&otlonal in te l lec tua l ."oral .--oclel 

1 to be fully in­
structed In e l l de­
t a i l s p®rtainin^ to 
sex* 1*7 3*6 3»3 X*k 

r® to know how to kiss* k*o 0.5 1*1 2*o 

21 to know how to order 
©n enjoyable dinner 
for someone alse* 3*k 6.6 

22 t o b® BblB t o t a l k 
©©for® e jgroup of 

p@oisl® l a r g e r t h a n 
t@n* *fr*0 3.6 2»4 

23 to know how to select 
and buy on*'* own 
clothes* X*k k»7 u.2 3*7 

26 to have en apprecia­
tion of aleaaleal 
music. 3*6 5«5 ~»9 

27 to avoid in t^r rupt in i 
others when they are 
presenting the i r side 
of m ar^uiuent. 2*6 >*+ 4*o 

SS3E 
M«&T« 

e This itea. also received an ^valuation of l .o in 
catr.gory "u t ter" . 
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Oatojorl^s 
J teas mpmt»H»iii M » H i •<»«n**M*i* M nmwaa*: ••ww»n>.W IW» ' m' •<*».. p -'•WW******* —mo*- -yjartafc 

S*uotlon®I In te l lec tual ^ors i Ooolai 

39 to b© able to Alston 
to the problems of 
others* k*k 1*7 ^»3 3»6 

^7® to compromise on 
ssorei principles at 
times* 0*9 1*1 h»2 1*0 

ko to be able to accept 
fa i lure without excus­
ing myself* 5*& 3*2? c * u ° * 2 

50 to be tolerant of 
others* rel igious 
beliefs* 

53 to &®rii part of soy 
support* 

55 to be able to @a4oy 
© sts-<e production of 

drama * 

3*1 

2*o 

1*5 

i*«^ 

1.6 

2.3 

3*9 

l * v 

2*9 

1*9 

. .a 

1*6 

2*h 

J»0 

*+.% 

3*^ 61 to l i t e oth«r peopla* 

6V to he able to pr«- ^ 
parfi &y own ci^ais* ^*2 5*2 H-.6 

65 to toow how to 'put 
others i s thei r 
place* wh«n they 
offend m* 3«o 2*2 ^-6 3»o 

£u353iF«»& l '^£"^^ 
sgaseggwsaiyasws)^^ 

a Ih l s it«£i also rec(?lv?sd an -valuation of 2*u in 
category "wther*1* 



AFRJPIX 3 

ITEMS U SUwBL oATJOoiOr 

a) to know how to aate an introduction ireeefully. 

d) to read the l a t e s t novels* 

e) to be able to dance. 

f) to be able to Imeintain © neat appearance. 

*) to have money to spend as I wish. 

j£) to be able to run a dance or a party. 

o; to be able to carry on a conversetion with © 
n©wly introduced friend* 

s) to see most of the *bl«l aovi©s* 

2k) to hav@ socially important friends* 

2bji to b^ willing to Wm part in group ac t i v i t i e s 

or social games* 

32) to Imow how to mix a cocktai l . 

355 to know the word® and m@iody of th® aost 

recent song-hits. 

36) to r®ad th® daily comics. 

k2) to hav® isaeny friends swong the opposite sax* 

^+3; to be willing to do ordinary favors for others . 
k$) to know how to ®%TBni® & date with on« oi the 

opposite sex whoia I have ^ust m«t» 
5h) to ©n^egs in •socia l ' drinking at times* 
60) to go ©way (e .g . to the b®ech or the mountains} 

for vacations* 
7u) to have moy friends siuoiig my own sex* 
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c) to control anger. 

%) to keep oaltt in a c r i s i s (e*g« f i re in 
a theatre) 

•̂6) to be able to live eway froa family or 
friends when work or study demands it* 

58 j to be able to recover quickly from 
unavoidable eiabarrassaasnt* 

59) to control the manifestation of affection 
ror one of the opposite sex* 

http://CATL.Gt.tf
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1-ILwS IS rtGuAL cndQQdl 

i) to know aoral rl^ht froa wron^* 

25) to ignore l ikes and dis l ikes in th© fsc# 
of duty 

29) to res t ra in sexual inclinations in th® 

psras@ja.ee of strong attraction.* 

33) to b© a regular church-,joar (a*i* onca a waek)* 

30) to do what 1 know to be morally r ight «sven 

when others disegre®. 

k\j) to have soa® rel igious education* 

56} to refuse to do e favor for souisoae when doing 

th® favor would a@sn acting against my atoral pr inc i f las . 

63; to maintain a hi^h -oiorel standard in matters of sex* 

67) to ubey sjy conscience &osfc of th® tlae* 

mailto:psras@ja.ee
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b; to read ©ditorisls* 

h) to l ike to do pussies* 

3) to read biographies. 

M) to know how to mmg® a small household 
(budgeting money, buying* «tc») 

n; to be able to coaapose a telegram. 

p) tc 0̂ -?w how to us® a bus or t re in schedule* 

t> to know something about mathematics so ©s to be 
able to discuss I t with a student uf mathematics* 

3^i to know something ©bout sociology so as to b*- able 
to discuss i t with a student of sociology* 

31) to b© fsmiiler with news topics of international 
in teres t* 

$k) to know how to interpret simple graphs and charts . 

37) to know something ®j>out l i t e ra tu re so as to be able 
to discuss i t with B student of l i te ra ture* 

kX) to know how to gethar reading notar ia l on en 
unfamiliar subject. 

kk) to b© interested in mechanics* 

*+9) to be soaiawhet familiar with the writings of 
contemporary /ia^rlcan authors. 

51) to know sou* thing eoout modern psychology so as to 
DA able to discuss i t with a student of psychology. 

52} to know how to report a theft to th® police. 
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57) to a® able to write a business l e t t e r requesting 
information* 

60) to know how to prepare for &n exsai in a s u b l e t 
never studied in school* 

62) to know how to sumaon medical aid in an emergency* 

66) t© know how to suwaon the police to the sc©n# of 
a disturbance. 

69) to b© able to make t ravel srrangaaents (purchase 
of ticketSf checking of baggage* etc*) and go 
on © long journey by &ys@lf* 
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in current usage*, the concept of maturity has many 

iueaniiigSf and consequently i s variously applied* 

In t h i s opinion-study th© maturity concept of six 

groups of "laaturascents'* was Investigated* /*n inventory of 

seventy iteats was adsd.nlstared to the six student groups 

( t o t a l a * k$k} di i fer lng in a t l eas t un© of thre«> variables* 

sex, ag@t educational ataosphere. -iach ltaai was rated from 

v to lo es to i t s necessity in th® opinion of th® student-

r a t e r . The itsaas ware €«tegoris«d uy ten judges into four 

categories representing ic*ur espects oi iaa turity—social*. 

.<jotlonal» Aioraij and Intel lectual* 1 tenia not mcalving a 

clear-out categorise tlwa in any one category w-»r<$ eliminated 

as eatbiguous* 

Ih© rat ings uf the riAalning f if ty-iour categorised 

iteiiiS were analysed in three steers* 1; ?• siiajl© analysis 

1 / l u ^ r t /* ^T%xxi £••!•• doctoral thesis presented to 
tha tehuoi of iaychology and education of the university of 
wtfcawa. Ontario- ..erteuber 196u* ix-7^ f* 

http://adsd.nl


of variance war applied to the between-the-*roup differences 

within the categories, "here were significant differences 

found between the groups in the rating of items in the 

Lajotional and l4cral categories, 2} Cri t ical ra t ios showed 

significant differences in th© rating of items in the Op­

t ional category between the public school seniors and th© 

Catholic hijh school seniors, and between the public school 

seniors and the TOisinary Ss. Likewise, significant differ­

ences were found between this ^ealnary Os and the Catholic high 

school seniors in tho aean rating of l te«s in the #oral 

category. 3) Chi-stuares applied to the rating of IMividual 

i t^ac by the relevant ^rouns in the two discriminatory 

categories showed uor© precisely where these differences 

existed. 

fhe conclusion we1* reached that not only do the 

saturescent9 "-tailed differ significantly in their ateturlty 

concept, but that these differences can be isolated in t«nas 

of the ra t i n ; of tha Itwa* of the Inventory. 

Further res©arch, especially in the "emotional" and 

"taoral* aspects of the itaturity concept X, indicated for 

different sroup/s* developmental Mages, and social l eve l s . 

--;0 070? *., 
t », ^ L t " H i h / 
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1* In t roduct ion 

This iauppleaant has &&@n add-$d uocaui»e of ques t ion­

able s t a t i s t i c a l procedures* used in th« *«»in body of the 

thes i** In the o r i g i n a l study* (1> / siut>la anely&i^ of 

var iance wa& used to dat«ra.iiu the ba^lc cliff oreuca* amng 

the groups in t h e i r maturi ty concept regarded as eoupobad 

of social*. Motional*. naral» and I n t e l l e c t u a l aspects* 

xhea® a spec t s ©r® represented hy ltc«».* d i s t r i bu t ed in to the 

soc i a l* Emotional* floral, and I n t e l l e c t u a l cate.;ori&b« 

(?) c r i t i c a l r a t i o s ware then applied to those categor ic* 

which showed s ign i f i can t d i f ferences aason^ the *gr©upi>. 

(3) Chl-squar® valuer were found for the indiv idual l t a s u 

which showed s ign i f i c an t d i f ferences ex i s t ing between 

c e r t a i n groups* 

Auon*1 o ther thing** the so s t a t i s t i c a l pro©«dUi©« 
1 were oeaed upon the fcaan of Haan* » &®& the t ab ids of 

var iance us»ed d isputable degree* of ^reedou'* 

In thlfe. supp l swnt ©a a t t e s t has oeen u&d« to 

dl&covur in te r -group dlffe^enc** i o r Indiv idual it*w.s 

iu «?ach category* 

1 YM& ~l«kfe VXf r . 35» *»&£&• 

2 MM ! '*»!•* UI-X*. Pp« 3 7 - ^ » a&SUb&» 
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?• a t a t l a t l e e l Frocedurea 

I© discover inter-group differences for individual 

I teaa in each category t Chl-sajuare* «ê ® us#d* the oesie 

paradigm uses U i 2 contingency tafeie based on Bayhaw*a. 

laodel^* The *oi level of confidence was used for determin­

ing significant differences* Ihe entr ies for the contingency 

tables were found hy the "aedUn t@stwlf. 

3* ^peelal fferalaology and concepts 

I t i s necessary to explain the noaanelature that 

wi l l oe uss&d for th i s dl&oussloa* A group la called a 

^diiicrepant group* in reference to ®noth@r group froti whose 

rat ing i t differs significantly* /©r example* if Oroup I 

d i f fers significantly froa* Oroup a on the rating of ite& $k$ 

Group f i s te«s#d a digarepant group in reference to 

Sroup 3» and vice verse* 

1 "discrimination* i s the rating given m i t e a by 

on® group which (rat ing) differs slgnlxloently froa the 

rat ing given that i t e a by another group* Kot avery l t e * 

\ Leureace~?t Bayttsw*. i i f i j m l u t e - J ^ i ^ 
uttswa*. Editions d® I'tyalveraite d»0ttet*a» l/5d«. «• 3^7* 

•• r • hos te l le r «ftd -• lAi*h» t^ lec ted *uantitetlve 
f^chal^ues.^ in a* Lindsay* ~d»» Hg^j^a^iLL-y|S4al 
i-jydhojp^y.. ( a b r i d g e * ^ s * * * Adclson<**esley iiibllehlra 
Co* Inc.f I9f*t vol* 1» p* 31**# 



•was capable of discrimination*, i . e . , not ©vary i tet- i*. 

t-very category could discr iminate a t Uivj *ol l evul ijctvewn 

on© group and another* Zteus chat could so discr iminate 

-will oe ca l led "discr iminatory"• 

i 'hfeoroticsliy the nu&ber of dl&cri ainationa rossiuici 

tu any one jroup in any on** c£tt,$ory i s the nu-oer of 

^.'0ups i t can b© compared with (i*e*» f Ive) • t i - ^ s tho 

numbor of discr iminatory ittiais in that category* t-or 

example* th© number of d iscr iminat ions posaiols to wour- A 

in tho LuiOtional cafeojory* which has, i d i s c r l a l ^a to ry i t ^ a * 

is W$. 

hot every lts«i in every cstojory was d i s c r i m i n a t o r 

a t tns *wl level* In th© s o c i a l category f i v ; i t a u s iall&u 

to diaoriniinat® a t a l l amon^ the srou?>s» In tha T Actional 

eatfe^oi-y ouv Xteu did riot d iscr iminate* and in the 

I n t e l l e c t u a l category f ive lteois did .;oi d i s c r l a l n a t t . 

Ii, th© .oral c a l o r y each itea* discr iminated between ot 

ltsast two groups* Ihe non-discriaiinatory itt?u* ©r@ a a 

fol lows. 

^oc ia l category - It«*us d» zt s s ^S* 60 
l1 motional category - Jtcia !?0 
I n t e l l e c t u a l category* i t ous h» n* c, t» 5? 
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k, I-resentation arid Discussion of Besults 

In this section th© results obtained will tee pre­

sented and discussed. First, the discriminatory iie*as in 

each category will be presented. Ihen th© number of 

discriminations and discrepant groups will be indicated for 

each group. Finally, the discrepant groups identified 

by each itea will be tabulated. 

a) I^MIlmijitJte^^ has 

been mentioned, it was found that not all ite<os were dis­

criminatory, those which were discriminatory are indicated 

in the inter-group comparisons for each category. Ihese 

are found in Tables XIV to XVII* 

Although few Items were discriminatory to the extent 

of differentiating one group fro® all other groups, fsost 

iteas were discriminatory to the extent of differentiating 

between saor© than two groups. 

The greatest difference on ratings occurred between 

the P group and the 0 group. This difference appeared on 

the rating of seven of th© fourteen discriminatory items. 

Ihe comparisons between the A m& T groups, between the T 

and M groups, and between the N end V groups showed a 

significant difference on only one Item (different in each 

comparison) in this category. 



fable XIV.-

Inter-Group Comparison Indica t ing 
Discriminatory Items in Socia l Category 

(» items = 19) 

Group A G P T H W 

A e , k, 
k$, 5k 

a 

p 

X 

M 

W 

a Five of these 19 items -were non-discr iminatory. 

e, k2, k5 

a, o, 2b, 
k2, 9+ 

e 

k» 2k, k$ 

a, o, 2^, 
**2, k5 

f, 32, 70 

3 , 32, 3$, 
k5, 5k 

<b o, M-2* 
^ 5 , 70 

70 

f, fc> ^ 2 , 
5**, 70 

3» 2jf, 36, 
U-2, ^5 

a, e , f, 2^, 
^ 2 , k5* 70 

^ 2 , 70 

k2 

, , mmimvmmmwm — i * - i >• n • - m a * 

6 
5£ 



fable XV.-

Intor-Group Comparison Ind ica t ing 
Discriminatory Items in O p t i o n a l Category 

{U i t e a s * 5) 

Groui 

A 

P 

c» q 

kb » • * 

ti 

$o 

V* 

*» ^6 

r-M»arfwmw»*^HKiip*iii*,i' ^SSSS^^^^2Ka^S»^^S3^ES 

a une oi the > iteis^ was uun-di^criuinatory* 
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liable XVII.-

Inter-Group Comparison Indica t ing 
Discriminatory Iteiaa in I n t e l l e c t u a l category 

(I. i t e o s - 21) a 

Group / 0 1 f B V 

a 

s , 3k* 3 1 * 31** *» 3 1 * 37* »* 31» $*» i * a* J , , 37* 
^ • 1 , H*f, Mf, ***> »t4t »*9» 5 1 , 6 2 , 66 Mfs 52* 6 2 , 66 
6 2 , 66 du, 02 

31 , *fri>* 6, 31* **9» 31s ^ i 4* 52 
62s ©6 5 1 , 60 62 

i,i, 6o * 62 a , 62 j» .•:•.* $2* £>2, 

66 

62 J , 5?* 66 , 69 

3* ****• 52 

-j i iiniWi*i II i.n irp T umi^i ri»i i i n a i n i w i . WWW' • I IQMI* I lhi n i n i n . i i l i HI ff i i I m n inim im irtinir'n 11 •IIMBHII ~I ni» wii • r.i rMWtir in.i i iirnni i n inlmi • 

s i<4ive of the 21 lteats %?er® non-di a cr iminatory. 
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la tha Motional category* tho ratings of th© > ®m 

0 groups differed on three of tha four discriminatory lt««a. 

Xfea ratings of th© A •a* I group®, of th® A and P groups, 

and of tha r and S groups differed ©a only o m "actional 

ttoa (different in each cofsparifon). 

Ia tha Moral category, th® greatest auaoer of 

dlfferenee® in rating oaeuvrad teetween th® o and I groups, 

Ihia difference ia rating appeared ia fitre of tha nine di@~ 

criminatory lte*»s# Iha ratings of fl group differed fro® 

the * , I and v group on only on© Itea of this category. 

Finally ia tho Intellectual category tha greatest 

nuaifcer of difference® appeared in tha rating® of tha A I M 

f groups, involving eight of tha sixteen discriminatory 

Items. Ihe A group al*o differ ad from tha V grou^ in se^en 

of tha diserlalnaiory itaaa. Th® I and « group® differed 

fro® each other is their rating of only one itea of this 

eategory* 

jKXfiiuu.-'-^Mh group differed £ros» all other five groups in 

tha rating of at least one ltaa ia tha fecial category, 

i.e., each group had five discrepant groups. Ihe f group 

had the greatest mmbmi of discriminations, and the 1 group 

the aaalleat nuaber ©f discriminations in this category. 



In the ratIn? of Itea* la the xfcr®l category the 
l? group alone differed ft®1® a l l other five groups and had 

ssine <tts6vl«ilnatlon«t. The R grou* hart the eaalleat number 

of rtleerlainatlona, one, whiefe differentiated i t from the 

r group. 

In the rat ing of it***- in the floral category the 

< group alone differed froa a l l other five gr©ui?i ana had 

the greatest nun&er of discriminations. Ihe :. group had 

the nsa l las t nuaher of dlaeriainat ion*, three* different iat ing 

i t from three groups. 

»»eh group differed from a l l other five troupt in the 

rat ing of at l e a s t one ileus in the In te l lec tual category. 

The A group had the greatest nuafear of discriminations, and 

the " group the analleft author or discriminations? In the 

category. 

the l i s t of 41ec*lalaatlOA» aaa* discrepant groups 

for each group Is found in Tables W.JX to /JC. 

c) mjmmMmf,~M&®mB^muUii®&M-U>.®m*~~& »tudy 

of the rating, of the Steaa reveal a that the discriminatory 

items are capable of identifying discrepant rrourc, !*«•* of 

Identlfyinff a group In reference to another croup or other 

groups from whose ra t io* i t differs ©igtnifloantly. 

Further* the eufferene* of ratiii* ean be identified 

in terms of higher or lower ra t ings . 
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labia XVIII.-

lnter*Gronp Comparison Shoving lumber of 
Dlaorlminatlons and Discrepant Croupe 

for ^ach Group for Xtaas in the 
Sooial Category 

Group *io. of 

A 

G 

f 

W 

16 

CO 

25 

12 

15 

20 

Discrepant 
._SrauEf̂ .„ , 

G. F. T. ». w 

w 
* **'» 

* p . 

. a, 

» G * 

» % 

9 Q* 

T, 

I , 

f, 

P, 

P, 

P, 

» , 

M, 

S, 

H, 

1 , 

T, 

w 
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l ab ia XIX.-

Inter-Qroup Comparison Showing ftutuber of 
Dl&orin&natlons and Discrepant Groups 

for l ach Group for Items in the 
Esaotionai Category 

aroup .. S o # o f Discrepant 
»*^»i*iii* iB»i*M*.i.nii<w «aao. w»^iwj i f t VtAaAiiiiflftflfeiT^a^ «••• •• **-*<iii>II*MI II.i i'«i>>wifta^Jay¥ftsi>jaT«iiwi mm 

2 

6 

9 

2 

1 

2 

a , 
At 

* » 

-*» 

F 

f-

F 

r-» T 

3* I* ii* v* 

p 
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laDie XK.-

In ter -a roup Comparison Showing ^msutoar of 
Discr iminat ions and Discrepant Groups 

for Sach Qroup for Itarns in th® 
Horal Category 

a r o »oVof Discrepant 
^»»»—,»»^^»-a^.^X^^^^^t^MMA&Q^m^-^^,.^^-.- ^rQ.UP Si II, 

/* 7 P , f, w 

c* a f, f» w 

f 16 A,a , i» K , V 

r 10 p-t d, p , L 

K 3 Ft I t * 
TW 1 0 A j ;J f F * # 

ia'.i'JSB' taarxasaataagaaaaaraagsacig^^ 

y * 
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Table XXL-

Inter--J roup Coap^rlsoa showing i.maber of 
Dlscriairiatlonia and Discrepant Groups. 

i'or I'ach Uroup for Items in the 
I n t e l l e c t u a l category 

Q o a ho* of i'iocropant 

f 

I 

31 
2b 

Id 

21 

Ik 

22 

u» 

h « 

> 

* * 

A, 

* • » 

* t 

G> 

a, 

i» 

f» 

i , 

f» 

* » 

p . 

" » '" 

1' « V-

T» V, 

I , K 
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In the &oolal category, for example, the r group 

rated item a, which reads, "to trnov now to sseire an intro­

duction gracefully** hlfher than its four discrepant groups, 

Ihe sasse group rated iie*» •**, vhleii read®, "to have many 

friends aaong the opposite sex« higher than its discrepant 

groups, while the V» group rated th® sea© itea lower than 

its discrepant groups. TJoth the 0 and > groups rated 

Itea **5, "to sraow how to arrange © date with one of the 

opposite sex vtaoa 1 have Just set," higher than their 

re&peotiva discrepant group®. 

Un three of the four discriminatory lteaa of the 

^motional category, the > group had the greatest number of 

discrepant groups. On all these, the r group rated the 

iteashl&her. 

In the rating of ltema in the **ral category the 

t group hue1 the greatest number of discrepant groups (five). 

On itea 33 {*to be a regular churoh-goer v«.s. once a veair)" 

the ¥ group tended to ret® lower with one noteworthy ex­

ception, the f group rated the itea higher than the W group 

which ia a seminary group, Ihe r uroup also rateo* itea 67 

Mto ofeey ay conscience aoat of the time*1 lower than its 

discrepant groups with th® exception of the a group. 

In the Intellectual category, it was found that 

the v gtoup rated itea j "to reaa Moiraphies* lower than 



all its five discrepant groups except one, the N group, 

Ihe h group rated Itaa mt H o know how to aanare a sueli 

household (budgeting aoaay, buying, etc.)M higher than its 

four discrepant groups, the mm grouy rated itea ¥*, n o 

be interested in mechanics®*1 lower than the four discrepant 

groups. :taa $2, "to toow how to report a theft to the 

police" was rate*! lower by the -*' group thsn ell its five 

discrepant groupi, The A ana * groups rated Itaa 62 higher 

than their respective discrepant group®. 

Ihe identification of dleerepant grou?.«s by items 

is tabulated in Tables yu to y.*V. 

5* turmmry and Conclusions 

Jo terar of very general trend®, the supplementary 

statistical srocedurea indioat© that the llmm in the 

fecial, *aotlonal and Moral categories tend to differentiate 

the^group fro*® all the other groups. Ihe ite&s in the 

Intellectual category tend to differentiate the * group 

from all the other groups. 

la terass of acre orecise trends, it tes teen shown 

in this supplement that eaen proup differed froa all the 

other groups on the rating of at lt»*t some items in fcoth 

the Poole! and Intellectual categories. In the ratine of 

iteas in the Moral category each group differed from at 
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Table XXII— 

Diacrepant Groups Identified toy 
Itaag of ooclal Category® 

Items — 

a 

© 

t 

K 

0 

^ 

2o 

32 

35 

3o 

**2 

k$ 

5if 

70 

A 

a,p»i 

$,w 

o»v 

N 

PfW 

v*,i" 

W.U-

li»af 

a 

p 

A ,B»w 

A, I 

I-

f fW 

P 

I 

I 

W 

V»P 

A*f* 
UtW 

A.P..K 

Grout' 

P 

a«x,Kvw 

A»W 

W 

Cr,I ,Il 

TfW 

-Jr 

A , 0 , 1 , 

A, ' I , 

a 

M,W 

ps 

I 

F 

t 

A 

8 

p 

a»p 

F»W 

' " ' i f , 

ir«)K 

1 

f 

a 

A 

P 

A*5 

a 

P*W 

a,I' 

*** 

A j F f + 

w 

F 

a , p 

* ,p 

A 

Q»f 

•jr 

A ,£*,£•, 
T,ft 

G** 

? 
/ 

A,t ,T 

a Items d, g» $* *+3* &m& 6b wer® aon-dlucriminatory. 
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Table XXII I — 

«y 

Discrepant Groups Iden t i f i ed fey Items of 
Eaotlonal category8 

Groups 

/ O P T K 

C <J A,I J 

cj, P F . f /, ,G,V) Qt 

kd P a,i»w P 

50 j a,i,f, F F 

a Item 5^ was non-discr iminatory. 
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Table XXXV — 

Olsscrepent Groups Iden t i f i ed uy 
Items of Moral Category 

Groups 
Xte&a — — — — ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ —-««—«——. 

A a r> I B w 

1 

25 

29 

33 

3b 

Ho 

56 

63 

67 

w 

F 

T 

P 

<#? 

I 

w 

i / . G f T * i > 
W 

T|W / , f ;»U T,Yf ft,I 

r- A , U , t P 

Jfc,V 'ft A G G,P 

i a 

,w ^ ,fc /-,a»i, p p A,O,P 
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fable XXV*-

^ 

Discrepant iroup& Identified by Iteas of 
Intellectual Category 

Groups 

j .v@ias 

b 

J 

i*i 

30 

31 

3** 

37 

Hi 

M* 

H9 

51 

52 

Ow 

6 2 

66 

69 

fi. 

te 

w 

P,f,lv 

G,f ,1* 

X'.w 

G 

G,P,f , 
to 

J , T 

I 

^ 

T 

G,T,f t , 

i1 

V. 

$ 

J- J'X',1V 

A 

A 

A,H 

P , I 

I 

'W 

I 

SP»£> 

/ 9 i -

P 

K 

T,H,V! 

A.G 

A 

A 

A»G 

% 

T 

W 

U 5 V>; 

T 

Q 

W 

M' 

A , a 

/• 

A 

/- SG 

A , a 

Vi 

A »F , 

! , 

~w 

,p 

»N» 

N 

V 

A.F 

A,G 

A 

a.w 

w 

1 

t 

VI 

A»G •" ! • 

P,A 

A 

« 

A,N 

/ , G , F , 
1 , i V 

A,F 

.Si ,r 
a. 

a Items h, n, p, t» and 57 were non-dlecriiiiinatory • 
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least three other groups. In the rating of itesas In th® 

*aotlonal category, the number of discrepant grtmps range® 

froi one for the $ group and the ^ group to five for the 

F group. 

fhene results differ notably froa those found In the 

original atudy. 1® the original study no significant 

differences vere found aaons the croups in their rating® 

of items in the racial and intellectual categories, while 

in the present supplement, each group waa found to differ 

frô a every other group la *he rating of at leatt sow of the 

items of these two cat** orieis. 

In the origins study, the conclusion was reached 

th&t there were significant differences among the group® In 

their rati&f® of itea® in tha *aotioaal and Moral categories. 

These differences were ultimately specified 1) as difference© 

between the G ana # groups in the "feral category ̂  2) m 

difference© tetveen the *' and G group*, and differences 

hatvean the . and * groups, in th* "^otioaal category* Mtila 

these conclusions of the orl&iaal study have not teen found 

to be untrue, they haw been found to m incomplete. %ny 

lore differences tnan these were found bj- th^se aupplenantary 

procedures. 

In general this *a.-pleaentary rtuo^ has uncovered 

far «ore extensive and ijore specific difference! thai the 

original study. 
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Ihese result® suggest soue new possibilities for 

future investigation. It would now appear to be possible 

to arrange several safe-scales of itea® designed specifically 

to discriminate between two or three or morm groups. Ihe 

proper design of such wale® could yield nach clearer and 

aore definitive delineation of the maturity concept of 

various groups. 

ily such refinanaatt it aay be possible to arrive at 

several eaplrlcal definitions of the maturity concept, each 

one characteristic of a different group, it is suggested 

that guch definition© would fee of invaluable assistance 

as subsidiary iaqpleaentatiotta of nuidance, counseling and 

therapy. roa*ibly9 tuch objective evidence of the 

aat»ii;ulty oi the maturity concept would provide © ateetini 

place for the Jaindu of those dealing with various groups ©f 

maturescents. 


