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INTRODUCTION

Lt'inventaire de la personnalité Brown-Ottawa is a Fremch

translation of Fred Brown's Personality Inventory for Childrem.

The preparation of the French version of this psychoneurotic

questionnaire will be discussed in the following sections of this

report:
Neuroticism in Childhood pege 1
Paychoneurotic Questionnaires 7
Item Selection 1l
Test Similarity 17
Item Validation 19
Third Experimental Copy 24
Reliability 32
Norms 35
Summary end Conclusion 40

A cursory inspection of the gix Tables and the two Figures
will make known the gist of the report, amd a glance at the Conclusion
will tell of plans under way for the further standardization of the

Brown-0Ottawa,



KEUROTICISM IN CHILDHOOD

Fred Brown's Personality Inventory for Childremn is & psycho-

neurotic questiomnaire, It is proposed as an easy and accurate means
of selecting those children in the school population who might be in
need of clinical attention., It is concerned with ™nervousness™, "™neuro-
ticism"™, ™neurotic tendencies®™, or again “emotional instability™ in
children ranging in age from 9 to 14 years, and found mostly in grades
4 to 9 inclusively,.

Many are the names given this psrticular behavior, and meny are
the concepts used in its interpretation, Some effort must be made %o
clarify this confusion, Fortunately, the author of the questionnaire
has written purposely to define his concept amd to link it to his ques-
tionnaire.l

Most people understend the nervous child to be overactive, twitchy,
restless, high-strong and easily excited, That is & popular conceptione
The school teacher?s conception does not vary mch from that pattern,
except posaible to refer to the specific school activitles of the child
which impinge upon his (or her) ™discipline®, Disorderly motor activity
is thelr criterion, Aggressive actions towards persons and property are
real offemces: physical restlessness, left-handedness, nail-biting, pemcil

chewing and such minor annoyances, Whilst the truly significant symptoms

1 Fred Brown, "The Problem of Nervousness and Its Objective Verif-
ication in Children®™, in The Journal of Abmormal and Social Psychology,
VYol. 31, No. 2, July 1936, p. 194207,




NEUROTICISM IN CHILDUHOOD e

of neuroticism, like sleeplessness, fatigue, inability to concentrate,
seclusiveness, and the like, are not given a momemt's consideration. As
a matter of fact, Myers even wrote: "™Teachers customarily either igmore
or admire (and, therefore, encourage) those forms of behaviour which
reflect poor mental health in their pupils™.® The contrast between the
teacher*s point of view and that of the mental hygienist has beem partic-
ularly stressed in the last eight or ten years and does not require
lengthy elaboration,

Fred Brown's concept is that of the mental hygienist, Moreover,
it is a prodnct of his psycho-social theory of the neurosia,5 with very
litile sympathy for "Freudian contentions" and "the weed-infested fields
of sciemtific and pseudo-scientific psychoanalysis™,

Becognition and treatment of the nervous child are the objectives.
Yot these objectives are difficult, Nevertheless, serious research has
made the two problems much easier, and given the practitionmer both a gemn-
srous hand and a daring challenge. Recourse to such weird explanations
as witchery and demoniacal possessions ia but a joke today. Declding, on
the grounds of some Victorian training, that the child is a "bad bey™
greatly in need of moral indoctrination and some vigorous punishment is
not considered wise and commendable any more. Dismissal of the case in
terms of "mental case™, implying that the sufferer is a malingerer with

a fertile imagination, will stand no more as an a&libi for ignoramce or

2 C, Boger lMyers, Toward Mental Health in School, Toronto,
University of Toronto Press, 1939, p. 6l

S gE. Cit.’ Pe. 198,




NEUROTICISM IN CHILDHOOD S

negligence on the part of the examiner,

Even the mere designation of the condition is highly inadequate,
whether it be in general terms of “nervousness"™, or in more gpecific
terms of "home maladjustment™, "inferiority feeling", and the like,
Treatment is in order, as it is for a good number of mental ailments.
Hence yesterday's "Mental Asylums™ have become today's "Mental Hospitala™,
and yesterday's undifferentiated labelling of patients has given way to
our day's specialized and personalized treatment,

Exact discrimination of the nervous children and the adminigtration
of proper therapeutic measures is seriously hampered when no clear-cut plc-
ture of such a child is aveilable, Perusal of the technical literature
on nervous children confronted ¥red Brown with a plethora of symptomatic
descriptions which were even paradoxicel and contradictory at times, He
wrotes

o o o let us examine a child who is the viectim of a nervous
condition, We note that the symptoms are unstable and varigble,
They are prone to shift rapidly in a short period of time, Head-
aches appear and persist in gpite of medication, only to disappear
with unaccountable celerity later on, Pains appear in various
parts of the body and are of such diffused intensity as to remnder
localisation difficultes Apnea and feelings of suffocation are
common, Certain foods bring on nausea and vomiting. Habit spasms,
restlessness and mmscle twitching are observed and persist against
medical treatment., These signs are usually complicated by general
irritability toward femily, siblings end friends, Morose moods
alternate with periods of jubilation end euphoria, Speech is
disturbed by stuttering end stammeringe Antagonism to supervision
at home and in the school appears. Temper is short and violent;
studies suffer, and the child either becomes an aggressive muisance,
filled with ideas of his own immense importance or else shrinks
within himself and renounces the external ,\vorld..4

4 920 cito, Po 197,
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To unravel this Gordien knot of young abnormal personalities, he
begen with the assumption thats "the neurosis, varied as its manifest-
ations may be, exhibite a patiern characteristics of its course",® More-
over he justly claims that it is a natural manifestation, the effect of
certain comprehensible causes,

Firstly, he differentiates nervousness, a so-called functional
condition, from those evidemecing a pathological basis,

Nervousness, ag distinguished from a physical diseasze, is not
a "condition by itself", It generally arises from a gradually
developed incompatibility with environment and social demsmds which
may be of a sexual nature in the adult but seems rarely to be so in
childhood despite Freudian contentionsfe. o o

A second distinction between nervousness and a physical disease
lies in the existence of an unhygienic social gituation or eonfig-
uration in contradistinction %o the presence of a toxiec organism,
¥e may thus define a functional state, such as nervousness, as &
response to a scial setting of a certain type which elicits be-~
havior of a distinetly non-modal ‘lgz;p_e_.6 (The italica are his,)

Others may have a genetic conception of neurosis, others an ex-~
clusively functional concepiion or again an exclusively environmental
concept. It is not the place here to discuss these divergent views,
Brown's notion interests us at present, because his questionnaire was
built on 1t, If we read the quotation well, we understand that "nervous-
nesg™ for him is a functional condition brought on as a resction to an
irritating or incompatible social situation. It 1s also very interesting
to0 note that the social demands which precipitate nervousness "may be of

a sexual nature in the adult but seem rarely to be so in childhood™,

5 Ope cit., pe 196,
6 Op. cit., p. 198,
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Secondly, Brown proceeds to trace the fundamental pattern of a
nervous condition in objective terms,

le In the etiology of every nervous state we find a "reaction
impediment®. A barrier is building up tension, and this internal tension
has no normal outlet. Hence a variety of tentative, or substitude, or
compensatory or even regressive responses are elicited,

2¢ The generation of a neurotic state is further fostered by the
"nullification of response™. The subjects atypical responses remained
unheeded and failed their purpose, Hence the attention-procuring bve-
havior,

3e¢ The third causatory factor is the subject's inability to meet
the demands of an exacting environment. Hence the non-modal, disordered
behavior, which may also, but need not necessarily be, disorderly. The
emotional phase of nervousness will be nothing more than a disproportion
between the stimlating situation and the response.7

With these notions in mind, the recognition of neurotic children
with their specific problems should prove eagier, and their treatment
more promising, If we maintain, as most practitiomers do, that it is
mich eagier to cure much an ailment in childhood than in later years, it
would seem that am early recognition of preneurotics and even prepsycho-
tics should be of utmost importance, The task is monumental, if it is to

be undertakem on the basis of investigation into every individual home,

7 Fred Brown, "The Nature of Emotion and Its Relation to Anti-
gocial Behavior™ in Jourpal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, Vole. 28,
Noe 4, January 1934, p. 446-458,
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But our day has mown the development of several group techniques in the
psycho-gocial field, Why not develop such a mass study procedure to
screen out the preneurctics from our school population? That is exactly

the purpose of Fred Brown's questionnaire,



PSYCHONEUROTIC QUESTIONNAIRES

Ever since Stanley Hall leunched his first studies in Child psy-
chology, several techniques have been tried in the objective approach to
the diagnosis of neuroticism in children,

Jung deviged in 1910 his “association tegta™ which were adapted
for children by Lowell and Woodrow, These were soon neglected for several
reasons: they are time-consuming, difficult to administer, and still more
difficult to snalyze and interpret in their results,

Mateer, among others, claimed that the clinical analysis of answers
on intelligence test responses would permit recognition of preneuroticse
This idea has been challenged. It has never completely lost ground. This
contention between theorists does not help the practitioner, Moreover,
gathering clues of neurotic tendencies from psychometric techniques is an
unwieldy procedure, unadaptable to group study and difficult to applye.

The questionnaire method, with all its shortcomings, still claims
to furnish greater simplicity of administration and more accuracy of diag-
nosis, providing, of course, the questionnaire is both valid and reliable,
The logical assumption behind all such inventories is that the neurotic
individual confronted with a list of pertinent symptoms of the syndrome
in question form will mark them in a very differemt way than a normal
indi vidual,

The first psychoneurotie invemtory, Woodworth's, compiled in 1919
for the detection of potemtlal neurotics among drafted men, was modified

by Johnson and Mathews for use with children without regard to applicability
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or validity of questionse Such attempts proved unreliable and even led
Symonds to state in 1932 that “"The psychoneurotic inventory loses its

ugefulnegse below the high school level,"™® This situation led Brown to

An Experimental Study of the Psychoneurotic Syndrome in Childhood, his
doctoral dissertation at the Ohio étate University in Jume 1933, The
product of this study was offered the public in August 1934,°

Brown's Inventeory was prepared with rigid adheremce to certain
definite steps. They involved: 1) a careful selection of 176 items found
in the available clinical literature on the mervous child, 2) administ-
ration to a representative and widely distributed group of 1,663 children
of both sexes, ranging in age from 9 to 14 years and in grades 4 to 9
inclusively in three majer Ohio cities, Age, grade, intelligence, socio-
aconomic status and nationality were considered in the distribution,
3) an accurate statistical analysis of items both by the Upper vs Lower
Third method and the method of Overlepping Groups, 4) the determination
of reliability by the method of split-halves, correlating odd versus
even items on each of three unselected groups of ore hundred childrem,
5) the determination of reliability on a highly selected groupe. In this
latter case the questionnaire was administered verbally to 17 problem
cages brought to the Bureau of Juvenile Regearch and the Alfred Willsen

Children?s Center, boih of Columbue, Ohio. Their average score rating

8 Percival M, Symonds, Diagnosing Personality and Conduct, New
York, Appleton-Century, 1932, quoted by Fred Brown in his article on
The Problem of Nervousness, pe. 200,

9 Fred Brown, "A Psychoneurotic Inventory for Children Between
Nine and Fourteen Years of Age" in The Journal of Applied Psychology,
Volo 18, Noe. 5, 1934, pe 566=577,¢
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gave 40 atypical responses with a small average deviation, whereas the
average scores obtained by thousands of non-problem children range bet-
ween 14 and 19 responsess

This inventory Brown applied later to a study of the influence
of race and socio-economic status on the emotional stability of childrenlo,
then to a study of the neuroticism of institution childrenll, and again
to an investigation of the effect of mneuroticism upon the age-grade status
of childrenlZ,

Other investigators used the inventory and reported their results:
Springler13’14’ made a comparative study of the responses of deaf and
hearing children on the inventory; Koranl® compared developmental ages

end Brown inventery scores of elementary school boyse

10 Fred Brown, "A Comparative Study of the Influence of Race and
Locale upon Emotional Stability of Children", in The Pedagogical Seminary
and Journal of Genetic Psychology, Vol. 49, No. 2, December 1956, D. 525-342.

11 e -~= "Neuroticism of Institution versus Hon-Institution
Children™ in The Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 21, No. 4, August 1937,
De 379-383,

12 e "An Experimental Study of the Effect of Neuroticism
upon Age-grade Status of Children" in The Journal of Educetional Psychology,
Vol. 29, No, 2, Pebruary 1938, p. 107-113,

13 Norton Springer, "A Comparative Study of the Psychoneurotic Res-
ponses of Deaf end Hearing Children" in The Journal of Educational Psychol-
_ﬂ, VOJ.Q 29, NO. 6’ Sep‘bember 1938, po 459"4660

14 end Sydney Roslow, "A Further Study of the Pgycho-
neurotic Responses of Deaf and Hearing Children™ in The Journal of Educ-
ational Paychology, Vols 29, No. 8, November 1938, p. 'e 590-596

15 Se Koran, “A Study of Developmental Age, Brown Personality
Inventory Scores, and Certain Traits in Elementary School Boys™., M.A.
Thesis, Pernsylvania State College, 1938, p. 526



PSYCHONEUROTIC QUESTIONNAIRES 10

The need for a French psychoneurotic questionnaire was felt in
French Canadian schools for two reasons very similar to those which
prompted Brown to prepare his in Columbusg, Ohio: the school can and
should cooperate with the Psychological Clinic in the prevemtion of neuro-
ticism in children, and the existing inventories, like the Bell-Ottawa and

the Bernreuter-Ottawa, were not at all appropriate to school childrem of

the ages 9 to 14, An original French questionnaire could have been prepared
along the same lines which Brown had followed, yet several educators ad-
vised translating and modifylng the Brown., Their reasons are not all ob-
vious, They claim that bilingual centers prefer am instrument in both

the English and the French languages; thus, children of uneven language
development can choose the one or the other and the results will be com-
parable in the same class, They likely do not admit, although they are
heavily influenced by the idea, that a foreign product is much better

than a local one, Whatever their motives, they prevailed upon us to

prepare a French version of the Personality Inventory for Children by

Fred Brown, And this is a report of some of the work done on this project

to date,



ITEM SELECTION

Brown's procedure for both item selection and item validation has

been outlined above in the section on Psychoneurotic Questionnaires, The
literature on the neurotic ehild was carefully analyzed. The fields of
psychology, psychiatry, pediatrics, sociology, psycho-analysis and general
medicine were covered in their practical studies preferably to their theor-
etical discussions., The background and the experience of the writer, as
also the relative frequency of mention of a symptom guided Brown in the
final selection of his 176 items for research and validation, It will be
noted that in keeping with his psycho-social concept of nervousness & good
number of "situational" items were included, particularly those centering
arounfii the child's home environment, his school relations and gemeral social

milieu, Here are gleanings from his list of the original 176 items:

Physical aymptoms 30
Home situation 21
Temperament items 12
School situation 11
Social cooperation 11
Sleep disturbances 10
Nervous habits 10

Having administered these queations to his sample population, he
proceeded to their statistical amnalysis by two methods proposed by Lentz,
Hirshstein, and Finch, i.e. the method of Upper versus Lower Third, (desig-
nated as the U.L. method), and the method of Overlapping, (designated as
the O.L. method), Ultimately 80 items were chosen for their differem-
tiating strength, based upon a maximum overlap of 20% (median 16%; range

20% to 8%) and g median U.Le. excess of 200 (range 165 to 300) with 57.5%
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agreement between the two selective methods,16 This series of 80 items
served as the text for our French version,.

Our first translation was mimeographed and administered to Grades
5, 6, 7, 8 of Ecole Garnean, Ottawa, for a study of language difficulties.
No statistical amalysis was made of this first experimental copy since a
good number of the items proved unintelligible to young minds. As is
oftten the case, the adultes who translated the questiormaire were more
concerned with the niceties of the French lamguage than with the message
it should convey. This literary preoccupation has burdened every one of
our iranslators., Several items had to be reworded using more familiar
expressions and less literary and complicated phrases, In all, 23 items
were reworded in the second experimentsl copy: 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 14, 15, 24,
30, 35, 37, 38, 46, 47, 49, 53, 57, 58, 62, 68, 69, 76, 78 Samples of
both copies are included in the Appendix; the modified items are Indicated
by & check marke.

The Second Experimental Copy was administered to a group of 72
boys and 72 girls (N: 144) grouped in four 9th Grades. These are bilingual
children who presumably are equally develeped in both the English and French
languages since they have been exposed to both languages ever since their
birthe To these children, both versions of the Brown questionnaire were

administered in the following order:

16 Pred Brown, ™A Paychoneurotic Inventory for Childrem Between
Hine emd Fourteen Years of Age™ in The Journal of Applied Psychology,
Vol. 18, Ho, 5, pe. 69=71,
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Brown Brown-0ttawa

Boys of 1A : October 5 October 12
1E ¢+ October 12 October 5

Girls of 9C t October 13 October 20
9B : October 20 October 13

This procedure was applied for & two-fold purpose: 1) to compare
item validity values reported by Brown on his validation group with the
results obtained on our validation group; 2) to compare responses givem
on both versions of the test, and consequently to reword those items which
did not seem to convey the same idea and elicit a similar response each
time,

Before analyzing the results obtalned, it is well to note that
one can expect a good amount of variability in the measures of item valid-
ity. When one considers that the measure of test similari.ty between two
tests, or two forms of a test, or two parts of a test, iIn terms of the
Pearson coefficient r, is never a perfect 1,0, but rather a fraction
ranging on good tests, from 8 to 945, one cammot expect the individual
items to show too great a similarity. As a rule, those items with greater
validity will remain in their group, and those with lesser validity in
theirs, But there is always some change from test to test. The population
tested increases or reduces this tendemcy to variation in direct proportion
to its size; a greater number diminishing the variation, and consequently
improving the reliability of the results, On this count our sample of
144 is rather small, whereas Brown's sample of 1663 was much more adequate,
Nevertheless, the validity values derived from a population, whether small

or large, always carry specific reference to the group involved, and must
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never be considered as possessing a certain validity value per se.

Our first comparison of item validity values ig drawn on the
original questionnaire itself between the results reported by Brownl? on
his sample and those obteained on our Ninth Grade boys and girls. It can
be read in detail in Table I where Brown's results are paired with ours
on the Upper-Lower-Third Technique. The proportion between his results
and ours stands at the ratio 11,5 to 1, since his N: 1663, and our N: 144,
his Thirds: 554 and our Thirds: 48, An easy and rapid inspection of the
parallels can be.made using the proportion 10 to 1. His range of valid-
ities runs from 300 (Item 16) to 11 (Item 68}; our range runs from 57
(Item 79) to O (Items 26 and 50). If the colum of our results is mul-
tiplied by 11,56 to make the figures comparable, we find €9 items with a
greater validity value, and 8 with a lesser validity value, Why do so
many items have a greater validity value on our population? Are the
items more significant to our population, or are our maladjusted children
more acutely aware of their symptoms? Many factors would have to be
considered before answering this problem with any degree of certainty,.
Meanwhile, from the point of view of the test maker these are very gatis-~
factory results,

Two items obtained no validity value whatever: item 26 concerning
Enuregis, and item 50 concerning Social Cooperation. In the French version
four of the Upper Group will admit wetting their bed, whereas they had not

in the original English text. This instance points out the great weakness

17 Fred Brown, J, of Appl, Psych., Vol. 18, p. 570-1,




TABLE I.- Comparative Item Validities of the Original Brown, Computed by
the Upper and Lower Thirds Technique on Two Different Samples.

Item Brown? 1 Oura Item Brown's Our
UOLQ U.L. U.Lo UoLo

1 171 29 41 207 35
2 235 40 42 130 21
3 346 46 43 104 36
4 190 27 44 — 42
5 200 32 45 164 27
6 207 34 46 122 36
7 74 11 47 194 25
8 107 10 48 190 31
9 129 15 49 168 29
10 221 36 50 106 0
11 215 21 51 96 19
12 230 42 52 137 25
13 256 44 53 132 8
14 132 40 54 111 21
15 239 16 55 154 36
16 300 56 56 147 27
17 255 42 57 227 42
18 225 31 58 106 25
19 186 46 59 200 21
20 153 21 60 51 6
21 130 34 61 85 17
22 226 40 62 206 13
23 182 38 63 235 38
24 114 25 64 186 25
25 204 42 65 208 13
26 50 0 66 118 8
27 168 38 67 199 40
28 300 33 68 11 15
29 235 37 69 194 33
30 189 36 70 197 42
31 170 15 71 196 40
32 189 19 72 170 23
33 210 42 73 248 31
34 —— 16 74 244 34
35 167 a7 75 237 26
36 158 34 76 223 40
37 248 44 77 215 34
38 114 15 78 213 44
39 209 29 79 202 57
40 —— 55 80 152 19

1 Derived from 1663 school children, Grades 4 to 9,
2 Derived from 144 school children, Grade 9, OUlA, 1E, RC9B, 9C,.
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of all questionnaires: will the subject be frank in his answers? This
factor is never to be forgotten, not only in our clinical use of the
test, but also in our statistical studies of validity and reliability.
Three of the eight lesser valid items, (Items 62, 65, 66) are concerned
with school factors, Would this result favor the school environment?
It is true that many of our childrem are happier at school themn at home,
but such a statement is unwarranted on the sole evidence of three test

items *



TEST SIMILARITY

The comparisons drawn on Brown's original text between his valid-
ity values and our own validity values yield very satisfactory indicese
Now, the results obtained by the very same population on both the English
and the French versions of the questionnaire will be studied for their
gimilarity. This is a problem met only in the construction of eguivalemt
tests in two different lemnguages. The closest approximation to this problem
in the test construction literature is the preparation of two equivaleni
forms of the same test, Similerity is them measured by means of Pearson's
reliability coefficient. To some extent it resembles the test-retest
procedure as well as the parallel form technique.

Objection has been raised at one time or other against the use of
the Pearson coefficiemt r to measure similarity in questionnaires of person-
ality and adjustment. The gist of the argument is that the subject's
gituation can be so altered from one administration of the test to another
ag to render all comparison of results very weak., We believe this dif-
ficulty has beemn overstressed, particularly if very little time intervenes
between both applications, At a week's distance, situational factors may
change for one or two or even a few individuals in the group, but not for
the group as a whole, In the inventory technique there is no question
of practice effect, and very little retention of former answers, MlNost
individuals tested at intervals of one week, when answering the test
conscienciously, will strive to give the proper answer each time, and

will ve surprised at their inconsistencies when confronted with them,
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Their most common interpretation of the difference, —- and the one which
also appears very logical to the clinician, -~ is that they interpreted

and applied the question with a slight difference in meaning the second
tims.' When this factor of "interpretation™ plays in a series of questions,
it will vary the answers about as many times in one direction as in another.
Hence, it can truly be called a "chance factor™ and not a constant factor,
Under the circumstances the results obtained on a questionnaire vary only
8lightly from one test to another.

Considering the Pearson r a valid measure of resemblance, or equiv-
alence, between the original Brown and the French translation, we applied
it to two groups, one of boys (N: 66), and one of girls (N: 66), obtaining
respectively the two following uncorrected coefficients: .86 t ,04 and
.87 £ .03 (Sigma error of measurement). These results we consider very
gratifying. Judging by past experience on similar tests, we can expect
them to repeat themselves persistently between the values 8 to 9,5, and
argue in favor of a very high resemblance between both versions of the

questionnaire,



ITEM VALIDATION

The translation, as a whole, resembles the original text, but
what degree of validity can each item of the translation claim? This is
our next probleme. Before applying one or another technique of item valid-
ation, we feel it necessary to discuss these technigues at some length.

Close scrutiny of the validity values derived by the Upper-Lower-
Third Technique leads one to doubt its appropriateness in the study of
this questionnaire, Consider that a high score is not desirable (clinically
speaking), and that well-adjusted children should not accumulate YES ans-
wers; and consider, on the other hand, that a val idity value of 300 on a
Third of 554 can mean that 254 children in the well-adjusted group answered
YBS (300 being the difference between YES answers in both groups anywhere

between the two extremes of 254 to O, thus:

Upper Third Lower Third Dife,
(malad justed) (adjusted) UeL,o
N:554 N:554
254 0 300
554 254 300

To offset this grave difficulty, Brown used the Overlapping Tech-
nique of Lentz, Hireghstein and Finch, At this writing we are not yet in
a position to evaluate this latter procedure. For our own work, we chose
the so-called Kelley Teclnique because 1) it can be derived from results
already obtained on Thirds, 2) it can be applied with ease and sufficient
precision, 3) it permits the elimination of items accummlating too mamy

YESES, and 4) mostly because it assigns validity values independent of
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the lesser or greater number of answers in both groups. The main idea
of the Kelley technique sets the validity value of the item, not on the
difference between the percentage proportions of the Upper and Lower
groups giving typical responses to the item, but on the distance, in
sigma units, between the ordinates which cut off these respective prop-
ortions from the area of the normal probability curve. The percentages
mist still be found, but they are transposed in terms of the ordinates
cutting areag of a normal curve truncated at either end at a point
2659, from the Mean, This technique proposes to assign validity values
which have no temndeney to be influenced by the fact that an item receives
more or less typical responses, In other words whether most children
angwer it, or very few answer it, does not affect its validity value, It
is used by the Cooperative Test Service of the American Council on Educ-
atione Ben Wood, the Director, glves credit to Truman Kelley for its

development; Long and Sandifordl® named it the Kelley Method in recog-

nition of its origin,

At the Cooperative Test Service a neat graphic device was invented
for its easy and rapid administration. This chart sets out the validities
in such a manmner that their comperative valuea are readily gauged by ins-
pection, It will be used to illustrate the validity value of the items
of our Third Experimental Copye. The percentages are converted into quarter-

gigma units and laid off on the horizontal axis for the Lower group amd

18 Johm A, long, and Peter Sandiford, The Validation of Test
Items, Bulletin Noes & of the Dept. of Educational Research, Toronto,
U, of Toronto Press, 1935, pe 36
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on the vertical axis for the Upper group. The items are plotted in the
Positions assigned them by their percentages, The diagonal line rising
from the origin of the graph separates the items of positive validity
above, and of negative validity below. The line of squares running
diagonally collects the items of no validity. Validity can be counted
off in terms of the number of squares up from the diagonal line. It
msat be admitted that the chart discriminates neither as accurately nor
as minutely as does a table of validity values., This weakness is not
'very seriocus, Long amd Sandiford write:

In the practiecal situation in which item-validities are carried
out, the test-maker ig not greatly concerned with minute exactnesses
over the entire range of validity values obtained. He is interested
in validation only in so far as it will enable him to select the best
and discard the poorest from & large number of triel items. If he
wants to select the best 100 from & =zet of 200 available, he is not
concerned with the exaect validity of Item 49 relative to each of the
other 199; he is satisfied with information which will tell him
whether Item 49 is among the best 100 to be selected or the poorest
100 to be discarded. Whether it is the 17th best item or the 68th
best iz a matter of little practical importanceeld

We depart from the technique at one peint, on the size of the end

groupge The smaller the two emd groups, the greater the validity coef-
ficient, but also the greater the probable error of this measure, Hence,
we meet the necessity of balancing the range of differences by the reli-
ebility of the range, According to Trumsn Kelley, this stage is reached
when the Upper and Lower 27 per cents are taken into consideration., Using
his technique with thirds, as we did, instead of 27 per cents, slightly

1ower§ the range difference but Increases correspondingly the reliability

19 OE. Cit., p. 58Q
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of the range; moreover, using thirds instead of 27 per cents permits com-
parisons between our results end those reported by Brown in his writings,

Applying the Kelley Technique to the answers obtained on the
original Brown and on the French translationm from the same population of
144 Ninth Grade students, we derived the indices contained in Table II,
Inspection of this Table reveals that our translation contains 46 items
with greater validity values and 31 items with lesser validity values,
and two (66,78) with equal validity values. Item 50 concerning Social
cooperation obtained no validity whatever either in English or in Frenchg
no item obtained a negative value, No great discrepancies exist which
would require special attention or correction.

Both versions contain items with greater validity values and
items with smaller valldity values, Brown included the latter for their
clinical rather than their statistical values; we do not consider it the
prerogative of test translators to begin a new item selection, unless,
of course, one or another item would appear to be definitely invalid on

our population,



23

TABLE IX,-~ Item Validities of Both the Original Brown amnd Its Translation,
Derived by the Kelley Technique from 144 Copies, 1A,1E,9B,9C.

n——

Item Validity Validity Item Validity Validity

Brown Br-0tt Brown Br-0tt

1l 131 1,03 4] 98 1.48
2 1460 1,90 42 «86 1.55
3 2404 l.48 43 l.74 234
4 1.11 +88 44 239 1,45
5 1.08 le74 45 1,50 1,05
6 1,30 «847 46 1.26 1.85
7 «60 «87 47 1.20 1.38
8 87 1,64 48 1,36 1.61
9 074 l.24 49 1,16 «87
10 «94 1.06 50 0 0 !
11 55 1.05 51 l.24 1,31
12 1.90 2,00 52 1445 «86
13 1.46 89 53 20 l.12?
14 1,05 1.20 54 1.78 l.64
15 «49 ol4 55 1013 1.03
16 2400 1,556 56 «80 1,03
17 1,13 1,25 57 1.41 lel3
18 86 1,13 58 «66 «80
19 l.75 1,50 59 74 80
20 094 91 60 1,04 l.18
21 l.44 1.21 61 1,64 1l.31
22 1485 1.80 62 54 o611t
23 1.80 1,90 63 1.31 1,05
24 l.44 2009 64 +89 93
25 150 1,70 65 036 07
26 0 o84 66 77 77
27 1.23 1.18 67 1.85 1,61
28 «86 1.18 68 74 +94
29 1,01 1,15 69 «86 +68
30 1,26 +88" 70 l.41 1,85
31 «87 1.64* 71 1.36 1,80
32 1,71 2,09 72 1,38 1.66
33 1,50 . 1le75 73 «84 94
34 «83 1,31 74 le13 71
35 «84 o91! 75 «87 78
36 1,30 1,46 76 1,60 1.31
37 1455 2.00 77 1,21 o931
38 o 74 1,01 78 1,38 1,38
39 «89 1,06 79 1,72 1,68
40 1,62 1,01 80 50 1.26

¢ Ttems changed in Third Esperimental Copye
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Experience with the Second Experimental Copy led to seven minor
changes and to one major chenge in the Third Experimental Copy.

While administering the test it was felt that certain items were
not worded with emnough clarity, since they often provoked gquestions on the
part of the subjects. On that account Items 6, 30, 31, 35, 53, 62, were
reworded with slight changes., Item 50, "Vous accordez-vous bien avec vos
camarades?" yielded no validity either on the original English or the
French translation. It also gave trouble in the computation of results,
being th; only item where NO was the maladjusted answer., For those two
reasong it was changed to "Wous querellez-vous souvent avec vos camarades?"
(Validity became 1,08, Cf. Item 36¢ in Table IV).

So mach for the minor chenges; the major change was decided after
gerious consideration of two factorse. On the one hand, correction of the
copies led us to believe that some subjects in group administration did
not take the task seriously: a series of NOES being marked by a long ver-
tical line. To counteract such behavior it was decided to jumble the
items together instead of leaving them in series, as in the original texte
Upsetting the order of itemas has its drawbacke It makes comparison of
items with the original Brown a little more involved., To simplify the
taask of item study from one copy to another Table was drawn up in two
gections, the first section permitting transfer from the original Brown
$0 the newly revised Brown—Otté.wa, and the second section offering cor-

responding numbers from the New Bevised to the original text,



TABLE III.- Corresponding Numbers on the Original Brown and the Brown-
Ottawa Revised, (Third Experimental CoDy)e

Brown into Brown-Ottawa Rev. Brown-0Ottawa Rev. into Browm
Brown Br-0tt  Brown Br-0tt Br~0tt Brown Br-0tt Brown
1 38¢ 41 75¢ lc 14 4lc 4
2 8d 42 66a 28 22 428 26
3 254 43 2%7a 3d 74 43d 73
4 41c 44 76a 4b 54 444 8
5 l4d 45 39a be 65 45a 25
6 26d 46 23a 6¢c 77 46¢ 28
7 534 47 12b 7e 64 474 75
8 444 48 15b 8d 2 48h 60
9 3ed 49 19b 9a 23 49a 33
10 604 50 36¢c 10e 66 504 55
11 624 51 65b 114 56 51b 59
12 404 52 72b 12b 47 B52a 34
13 384 53 241 13a 20 53d 7
14 le 54 4b 144 5 54h 61
15 34c 55 504 15b 48 55a 27
16 28c 56 114 164 68 564 79
17 79¢ 57 68b 17¢ 18 57b 68
18 17¢ 58 570 18e 62 58d 13
19 35a 59 51b 19 49 59a 35
20 13a 60 48b 20c 71 604 10
21 29a 61 540 2la 69 6la 30
22 2a 62 18e 224 76 624 11
23 9a 63 33e 23a 46 63¢ 39
24 67a 64 7e 24b 53 644 72
25 45a 65 S5e 25d 3 65b 51
26 423 66 10e 264, 6 66a 42
27 55a 67 Sla 27a 43 67¢c 24
28 46¢ 68 164 28¢c 16 68b 57
29 71a 69 2la 29a 21 69a 40
30 6la 70 304 304 70 704 78
31 74a 71 20c 3la 67 7la 29
32 774 72 644 324 9 72b 52
33 49a, 73 434 336 63 73d 80
34 52s 74 34 34c 15 74a 3l
35 59%a 75 ' 474 35a 19 75¢ 4]
36 37a 76 22d 36¢ 50 76a 44
a7 78a 77 6¢c 3%7a 36 77d 32
38 80a 78 704 38¢c 1 78a 37
39 63c 79 564 39a 45 7% 17

40 69a 80 734 404 12 80a 58
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On the other hand it was decided to classify the items into
categories and to identify them by a conventional sign. Such identif-
ication proves very useful in clinical practice. Long experience with
another such questiommaire, the Bell Adjustment Inventory, substantiates
this point, Ildentification of items on the question blank is new with
the Brown, but not the classification of items, Hence our procedure is
not altogether an innovation, It was suggested to us by Brown's own

"Categories for Use in Individual Cases™ on page 4 of his Manual of Direc-

tions, and by his study on the influence of race and locale upon the
emotional stability of children,20 where he uses his classification for
diagnostic purposes,

Hig clasgification was arbitrary of course, and not the result of
experimental evidence, 1t was also rather embarrassing in the case of
certain items, A few were even assigned to more than one category, witness
Item 61 in Home Adjustment and in Anxiety, Item 7 in Physical Symptoms and
in Anxiety, Items 55 and 56 in Home Adjustment and in Anxiety, Items 68,
73, 74 in Physical Symptoms and in Anxiety. Fifteen items were simply
clasgified miscellaneous: Items 1, 4, 5, 8, 10, 19, 28, 50, 57, 67, 69, 72,
76, 77, 79 This did not seem satisfactory to us; we preferred to classify
en item in only one category at a time, and to fit the miscellaneous items
in one of the five categories, We differed from him on only one point:

Item 24 (hysterical headache) appeared more like a symptom of irritability

20 PFred Brown, "A Comparative Study of the Influence of Race and
Locale upon Emotional Stability of Children™ in The Journal of Genetic
Psychology, Vole 49, No. 2, December, 1936, p. 327,
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and sensitiveness to us than as a mere physical symptoms. Finally we
agssigned the letters A, B, C, D, B, to the different categories, Table
IV gives a general idea of the code, the titles and the changes operated.

TABLE IV,~ Identification and Classification of the Items of the Brown-
Ottawa, Revised (Third Experimental Copy)e.

Code Category Brown's Changesl Br-Otte. Rev,
grouping
A Physical symptoms 27 -5 4+ 3 25
B Home adjustment 13 <2 41 12
c Sensitiveness or
irritebility 8 + 6 14
D Anxiety and insecurity 19 -l + 6 24
E School adjustment 5 - - 5
Miscellaneous _15 0

TOTAL 87 TOTAL 80

1 The minus sign denotes items removed from a category, and the
pPlus sign items added to it.

The Third Experimental Copy was ready for its try-out. It was ad-
ministered to the same group of Ninth Grade boys and girls who had already
been submitted to the original text and to our Second Experimental Copy,.
These had been given in October, as we have geen;?l our New Revised Copy
wag administered on December 14th., With so much time between adminis-
trations some variation was expected; yet the Pearson r obtained between

the results on the Second and the Third Copies for a number of 120 was

uncorrected .87 £ .02 (Sigma measure of error).

21 Vide p. 13.
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Validity values were derived by the Kelley Technique for each
item of this Third Experimental Copy; they can be read in Table V and
also in the scattergram of Figure 1, On this illustration one can quick-
ly locate any item and derive a validity value in terms of the distance
upwards from the diagonal. Discussion of these results brought about
the changes to be incorporated into the Fourth Copy of the test. Seven
items were to be reworded; they are easily to locate in Figure 1, since
they have been circled., Items 1, 43, 56, 57, and 79 obtained too meny
YESES from the Lower-Group of well-adjusted pupils. It was consequently
decided to make the question slightly more diagnostic, thuss

Item lc. Vous sentez-vous mal & l'aise lorsqu'on vous gronde?
became: " " trdg "™ " " "9

Item 43d. Prenez—vous parfois du temps & vous endormir le soir?
became: " beaucoup de " " " "nonw 9

Item 56d. Y a~t-il des idées qui vous reviennemt dans la téte . .
becames ron " " " roon sans cesse " " . . .

Item 57be Vos parents vous parlent-ils fort quelquefois?
became: "  "erient-ils par la téte?

Item 79¢. Est-ce que c'est facile de vous faire de la peine?
‘becme e ” " " -trés 1" " " 1" 1" " " ?

Item 6la which had obtained né validity value was simplified to
reads "Tous arrive-t-il parfois de n'étre plus capable de sentir vos
bras, vos doigts, ou vos jambes?"
Items 240 and 264 were reworded to resemble the English text more
closely; both had proved very difficult to translate into a French text

which would be properly understood by the children.
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TABLE V.- Item Validities of the Third Experimental Copy of Brown-Ottawa,
Derived by the Kelley Technique from 144 Copies, 1A, 1lE, 9B, 9C.

v———

Item Sigma value Validity Item Sigma value Validity
UeTs = LeTe value UeTe = LoTe value
lec 4,34  S.47 «87° 4lc l.92 54 1,38
2a 2,49 1l.41 1,08 428 1,04 54 50
3d 2.26 1,71 «57 434 Jed0 2428 1,127
4bh 1,55 «0 1.55 444 1,55 «54 1.01
be 2654 1l.71 «83 4ba 2428 54 1.74
6¢ 215 1l.41 74 46¢ 2490 1.98 92
7e 2469 l.64 1.05 474 1.98 o84 l.14
ad 2,34 1,41 933 48b -84 «0 «84
9a 2.15 54 1e.61 49a 2,69 1.04 1.65
10e 1.04 0 1.04 504 2,04 1l.41 63
114 2428 1455 73 51b 1.78 54 1.24
12b 1.92 o0 1.92 52a 2.15 1,04 1,11
13a 2,04 1.04 1,00 53d «84 1,18 - o34
144 2444 1,18 1.26 54b 1.18 «54 64
15b 2415 «54 1.61 55a 2.64 1,04 1,60
16d 1.71 84 87 564 J3.63 2,28 1.,35°*
17¢ 2,98 1,98 1.00 57b 3603 2459 44!
18e 298 2,15 o83 584 249 1.04 1,45
19b 2,20 1,55 «65 59s 3440 1.85 1455
20c 2428 54 1.74 60d 2049 1l.78 71
2la 2,15 1,18 97 6la .84 «84 L0
224 2,09 «84 1.25 624 .40 1,98 le42
23a 2609 1,78 el 63¢ 2.64 1,98 66
24b 84 o0 «84* 644 2,09 1,18 91
25d 2,44 1,04 1.40 65b 1.31 0 1,31
264 1.31 «0 1.31? 66a 1.86 1.41 44
27a 2.44 0 2é44 67c 1.71 #0 1,71
28¢ 2669 1404 1.65 68b 2,64 1,04 1.60
29a 1.41 1,18 23 69a 2,84 1l.31 1,563
304 2444 1.04 1,40 70d 279 1,55 l.24
3la l.64 «54 1.10 7la Seld 1.18 1.96
324 1.98 «84 l.14 72b 1,55 54 1,01
33e 2439 1.18 1l.21 734 2e34 1,71 63
S4c 2,04 +84 1.20 74a 1,04 0 1.04
3ba 1,92 54 1,38 75¢ 2¢54 1.556 »99
36¢ 1.92 «84 1.08 76& 1,92 «84 ‘1,08
S7a 2444 1,18 1l.26 77d 2,04 1.54 1,50
a8¢ 2449 1.18 1,31 78a 1,98 54 1,44
S9%a .15 1.3 84 79¢c 3426 2,44 «82
404 2.49 1.04 1Q45 80a 1085 1,55 030

¥ 1tems chenged in Fourth CODYs
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Item 6. Do people expect too much from you?

Item 26d. (3rd Copy) Trouvez-vous qu'on vous en donne trop a
faire?

Item " , (4th Copy) Trouvez-vous que vos parents s'attendent
& beaucoup trop de vous?

Item 53, Have you been told at home that childrem should be seen
and not heard?

Item 24b. (3rd Copy) Vous empéche-t-on de jouer et de rire & la
maison?

Item "™ . (4th Copy) Vous a-t-on dit & la maison que les enfants

devaient se taire et écouter?

This last version had figured on our Second Experimental Copy, and
had obtained validity values of +84 and 1,12 respectively, The Third ver-
sion was no improvement, hence the text of the Second Copy was replaced
in the Fourth,

The Fourth French version was printed omn light green paper, A
semple is included as Appendix 5, Plans have been drawn up to administer
this copy to well over a thousand childrem in the grades £ to 9 inclus-
ively for a thorough analysis of the validity value of each item as it
now stands. The Kelley Technigue will be applied again for quick ins-
pection of valuese For certain technical reasons, we begin to believe
that it is inadequate in neurotic questionnaires, The overlapping tech-
nique will be applied as an improvement, If this proves adequate, it

will be definitely adopted for such validation studies,
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Brown reported on the reliability of his questionnaire in several

places.22’23’24’

25 We quote from The Journal of Applied Psychology:

Since there was no objective criterion with which to test the
reliability of our inventory, it was decided to use the method of
"internal consistency"™ or the "split-half™ method for finding the
coefficient of correlation between two halves of a test which has
been applied only once, This procedure yields the coefficiemt of
reliability for the half test,

Three groups, composed of 100 each, were selected at random
from the entire group in order to compute the reliability of the
inventory. The correlation between odd versus even items was
calculated for the eighty items selected by the Ue.L. and O.Le
methods, the r for each group being calculated separately. In
doing this, the Toops raw score formula for calculating the coef-
ficient of correlation was used,

The reliability coefficients for the three discrete groups
were as followss

Grade IV o o « o ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o s 6 © 0o ¢ o @ £ 44755
Grade VI ¢« ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o 0 006 6 0 s 0 o r —+.866
Grade VIII o ¢« ¢« o ¢ ¢ s ¢ ¢ o 06 6 06 0 06 ¢ ¢ o £ 4803

In order to compute the reliabilities of the whole test for
each group the Spearmem-—Brown prophecy formla was utilized:
Thig correction yielded the following relisbilities:

Grade IV o ¢« o ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ « » _r_ '+'.860 % «010
Grade VI ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ 0 06 0 6 0o 0 ¢ o o l-'- o328 ; «006
Grade VITII ¢« ¢ = ¢ ¢ ¢ o 06 0o 0 6 ¢ ¢ ¢ o £ 4890 -~ 4008

The probable errors of our corrected r's were obtained by the
use of Edgerton's tables, The separate coefficients were averaged
by the use of Fisher's Z formmla and ylelded a reliability coef-
ficient of 4896 = 007 for the entire inventory.

22 Fred Brown, "Suggestions With Regard to Use and Interpretation
of the Brown Personality Inventory™ CMamJ%gl of Directions), N.Y., The
Psychological Corporation, (no date), p. Je

23 e Educational Method, Vol. 13, p. 256.

24 ——remm—e Jo of Applied Psychology, Vol. 18, p. 572-573,

25 meme—ecm—a Je 0f Abn, and Social Psyche, Vol. 31, p. 201-202,
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Determining the reliability of a neurotic questionnaire presents
a few technical difficulties, We read above that Brown chose the method
of intermal consistency, rather than the test-retest method, as he ex~

Plains on page 202 of The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychologys

We know, of course, that the test-retest method is applicable
and has been frequently utilized; but while this method is entire-
ly valid in establishing the worth of an intelligence test, its
value in the present instance is questionable in view of the fact
that neuroticism, in contradistinction to intelligence, is appar-
ently not a constant quantity. There may be fluctuation between
the various components of the syndrome, for one thing, and a change
of environment or other conditions between the first and second
application of the inventory may result in higher or lower scores
which would tend to interfere with statistical coefficients,

We admit that neuroticism is apparently not a eonstant quantitye.
We are ready to admit that the fluctuation between the various components
of the syndrome and the chenge of environment between the first and second
applications can and do affect the scores of one, or another, or a few
individuals in the group; but they do not change the results of the group
ags a whole, if the two administrations are not too distant, and if the
group has not as a whole undergone a general change of status., This last
condition would be met, if one applied the test Jjust before examinations,
then two weeks later, for instance.

Moreover, we have a technical argument against the odd versus
even method: it all depends which items are odd, and which even. The
splitting into halves technique has always suffered from this little dif-
ficulty: the coefficient is directly affected by the splitting. In the

original test, items of Home Adjustment, or School Adjustment, or any

other category ran in series most of the time; this often meant a series
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of YESES in a row and consequently favored a high reliability coefficient
in the eomputations, With the items reorganized so that there will be
very few similar ones in series, it is to be expected that the "internal
congigtency" will obtain coefficients lower than 8. Although it could
be done for the sake of argument, we have not calculated them,

We have reported above, under the title Test Similarity, coef-

fielemts obtained by the Test-retest method between the English and French
texts. These coefficients are 86 T .04 and .87 X ,03 uncorrected. While

treating the Third Experimental Copy, we stated our Pearson r as .86 1 ,02

uncorrected. The same group of 120 students were submitted to the 8Second
Copy in October and to the Third Copy in December, The two months distance
gseemed rather great, yet the results were very satisfactorye. Moreover,
these results were almost all individually controlled at the Guidance
Centre, when these children were interviewed as a routine guidance pro-
cedure. The clinical application of those 120 copies has not been piatis-
tically analyzed, TYet here are a few interesting observations, Three
boys substantially reduced their scores: 28 to 11, 36 to 23, 24 to 14,
All other changes (gains or losses) were lower than 10, One boy who had
given few YESES on the test was found in the interview to be definitely
maladjusted, He had simply held back his complaints, as he was wont to
do anyway, unless he met a very sympathetic and understanding counsellor,
This clinical control of our results we mention here because Brown
himself stated that "the crucial test of a psychoneurotic inventory depends

on its ability to function uniformly when administered to a select group,"26

26 Fred Brown, J., of Abn. and Social Psyche., Vol., 31, p. 202,
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Norms are closely related to the population from which they are
derived; hence a description of the population tested by the Brown-Ottawa
is in order. To what extent should this population be analyzed and des-
cribed? What factors must be more closely scrutinized? Brown himself did
sufficient research on his questiommaire to guide us in our own work.

Paraphrasing his conclusions in The Journal of Applied Psychology,

(Volume 18, p. 577), we find with our own experience the following inter-
esting particulars,

The test is independent of age level, -- between the ages of 9
to 14 years for which it was intendeds A few children of 8, and even of
7, 1f they are intelligent and possess sufficient vocabulary, can answer
the questionnaire; children of 15 and 16 will also take it sasgily, although
group epplication at these ages is liable to encounter a lack of serious-
ness and frankness, unless the administrator maintains a fair amount of
discipline,

The test is equally applicable to both sexes, The difference
between the mean neurotic scores of boys and girls, -- greater for the
girls, in our sample, -~ was not statistically significant.

Intelligence level does not influence neurotic scores; nor does
neuroticism favor any particular age-grade standing, although previous

investigcators intimidated that emotionality and intellectual efficiency

were antagonistic.27

27 Fred Brown, J. of Educe Psych., Vole. 29, p. 107,
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Children who make high scores show reliable differences when
compared with normal children with regard to sleep and dreams, their
home situation, physical symptoms and general social adaptation. School
adjustment was not reliably different in our sample,.

One factor requires particular attention: adjustment proved to
be closely related to socio-economic level, but not to race or habitat,
as Brown found in his study on these latter factors,®8 contrary to his
first impression recorded earlier.?? Thereupon he wrotes

It is not surprising that our results demonstrate a con-

nection between socio-economic level and adjustment, When we
consider the inferior food, parental intelligence, ignorance

of child behavior and needs, economic insecurity, and general
squalor of low class homes in comparison with those of higher
standards the results become entirely consistent 30

With these preliminaries it is easier to evaluate our own popul-
ation, The 144 boys and girls upon which validation studies were made
are in the Ninth Grade of two private schools. This fact eliminates
many a child from poorer homes, It may have slightly affected our valid-
ity values, This has still to be seen, As we have said, plans have been
drawn for a more thorough evaluation of items in the Fourth Copye.

The 800 and odd copies are a better sample of the urban population
in classes 5 to 9 inclusively. A minority of the children tested belong
to the high socio-economic status, residing mostly in the Sandy Hill

gsection of Ottawa, The parents of these children constitute the profes-

28 Fred Brown, J. of Genetic Pgychology, Vol. 49, p. 341,
29 e Jo of Appl, Psychey, Vole 18, p. 5774
30 —————eeem Je of Genetic Psyche, Vol. 49, p. 340,
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sional, the semi-professional, and the merchant classes, A minority of
the children belong to the low socio-economic status, residing mostly
in the Basse-Ville of Ottawa. It is not an industrial section, but the
lesser privileged section of the capital. Their parents are of the labor
classes, many unskilled, and some semi-siklled workers., The majority of
the children belong to the middle class, composed predominantly of clerical
workerss there are also small merchants and skilled laborers. Hence our
sample neither represents the low industrial classes, nor the rural classes.
1t springs from four schools in the following proportions:

300 boys end girls, Grade 9, 0.U., High and middle status;

200 boys, Grades 5, 6, 7, 8, GO, High and middle status;

250 girls, Grades 5, 6, 7, 8, BR&L., Middle and low status,

(A dozen copies were eliminated at random to cbtain round numbers,)
These 800 copies pooled together furnished the decile norms tabulated

in Table VI, where they are lined up parallel to Brown's tentative Norms

and his suggested classifications.

TABLE VIe.- Decile Norms for the Brown Inventory

m—
———— —— —

Our Brown's Brown's
Decile Norms Norms Classes
1 8 5 Excellent
2 12 8
3 14 11 Good
4 17 14
5 20 17 Average
6 23 20 Poor
v 26 24
8 31 28 Very poor
9 39 35
10 59 4 49 4
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Ingpection of these results shows our norms to be slightly higher
than Brown's at every decile., At this writing it is not possible to give
an explanation of this phenomenon. Are the children tested less well ad-
Justed, as a group, than were those in Brown's population? Are our chil-
dren more apt to admit their troubles? On do they simply believe that it
will please the examiner if he finds more yeses, This last hypothesis
can find an argument in a school system where authority is unquestioned,
and the children all more or less develop subservient traits to please
the Master,

Our norms were derived from the distribution of Table VII, illus-
trated in Figure 2, It is a positively skewed distribution, typical of
answerg obtained on such guestionnaires, where the mode rises over the
lower range, and the higher scores scatter out to a greater or lesser
extent in the higher range,

Evidently, it behooves the test makers to gather more results
from other FPrench-Canadian localities in order to present the test users
more representative norms, These tentative norms are already sufficient
for practical and clinical purposes. According to Brown, a score of 25,
or over, requires clinical attention; according to our norms, a score of
28 or over would require clinical attentione The difference is negligeable

in clinical usagesg



NOBRMS 39

TABLE VII.~ Distributions, and Deciles, Obtained on the Brown-Ottawa by
Children of Both Sexes in Twelve Differemnt Classes of the
Separate Schools of Ottawa, Ontaric.

Frequencies

}

Inter- oU RC GO ROLV  Totals Cum. Deciles
vals f.

14,1E 9B,9C 5,6,7,8 5,6,7,8
(boys) (girls) (boys) (girls)

5759 1 1 800

54-56 1 1 3 799

51-53 4 4 796

48-50 1 2 1 4 792

45-47 11 7 3 12 788
42-44 4 1 8 6 19 776

39-41 5 8 14 27 757 Dg: 38.6
36-38 7 5 5 16 33 730

33-35 9 6 10 8 33 697
30-32 8 9 18 8 43 664 Dg: 3048
27-29 16 10 16 16 58 621
24-26 17 12 15 22 66 563 Dps 26,3
21~23 20 14 21 27 82 497 Dg: 2249
18-20 24 13 21 29 87 415 Dge 20
15-17 20 =22 12 30 84 328 Dy 17.2
12-14 18 17 27 28 90 244 Dx: 1444
9-11 23 16 13 16 68 154 Do: 11,7
6-8 16 17 9 10 52 86 Dy: 8.2
35 7 6 4 10 27 34

0-2 3 1 2 1 7 7

¥%: 200 150 200 250 800

v———

a To obtain round numbers a few copies were elimineted at random
in each groupe
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CONCLUSION

Fred Brown®s concept of "neuroticism™ was used as an introd-

uction to his Personality Inventory for Children. This neurotic ques-

tionnaire prepared for subjects ranging from 9 to 14 years, was trans-
lated in French and administered to the population of four Ottawa schools
for purposes of sgstandardization,

This standardization followed five steps: 1) a detailed study
of Brown's own test on our population, (Table I}, 2) a comparative item
study of both the original and the translation, (Table II), 3) an item
study of the Third Experimental Copy, (Table V), 4) a study of reli-
ability by the test-retest method, b6) the extraction of Tentative Norms
from our school sample of 800 subjects,

Brown's item selection and our item translations were both studied
for validity values and for similarity between the two versions, This
similarity, measured by a Pearson r of .86 and .87, is reflected in the
resemblances found between the validity values of the individual itemse

Our item validation, using the Kelley technique, led to three
experimental copies, the ultimate copy, being the Fourth. This last copy
gti11l has to be studied for its item validation on & greater and more
representative sample than the one which served this preliminary studye

Testing has also been undertaken in different centers of the

Province of Quebec to ascertain the adequacy of the Tentative Norms.
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APPENDIX I

Personality Inventory for Children

by

Fred Brown, FheDe



Name ..........o.ooeu..... SRR Age...oovvninnnan PR
(First name) {Last name) (Last birthday)
Dateof Birth........... ... ... ... ...... ... ST o T Grade........
Race or Nationality............................... Boy or Girl.............. City or TOWn....oooiieviiiiiiiinnennes
L. Are you always having bad Tuck 2. . ....o.iii ottt e e YES
2. Do you feel that people do not UNAerStand You?. ... ...oouunteen it et YES
3. Do you ever have the feeling that you are not like other childTen? .. .. ... ....euuneeennnn e e ee e eeeenns YES
4. Does telling you to do something make you feel like doing just the opposite?. ... ... . il YES
5. Is it hard for you to remember things?. . .u.u et uun ittt ittt et ettt e e e YES
6. Do people expect 00 MUCh FrOM FOU Tt tuttnern vttt ettt ittt ettt e e e e e e e e YES
7. Do you stutter when you Ty 10 £alk T e .. uuueente ittt ittt et i e s et e e YES
8. Do you ever stay out of games because you think you might 10se if you play?. .. .ooevrtnrrire e iriinienennnns YES
9. Do you ever have a strong wish to take something which does not belong to you?. ... ..uvuririirerrnraneennnnns YES
10. Do you change your mind often before doing something?..... et et e e e et e et YES
11. Do you ever feel worried when there is Nothing t0 do ... u ettt ittt ettt et et e e eeaaee e YES
12. Do you always have the feeling that something bad is going to happen?.......oviuriirinrer i YES
13. Do you ever wish that you were different than you are . . .oui vttt e e YES
14. Does scolding make you feel badly F. ..ottt ettt et e e YES
15. Do people think you have a bad temper? . .. .. i ittt ittt it ettt e et e et et ettt iaiaaanaans YES
16. Are you bothered by some things which don’t seem to bother other people?. ... ... .. ... ... i iiiiiaann.n. YES
17. Are your feelings easily hurt ?. ... ittt it ittt ee ittt eama et e e e YES
18. Do you get angry when people tease Jot T . . oottt ittt tee et e et e s YES
19. Do you always feel mervous T . ..o, ottt ittt iee et e e e et e e e e e YES
20. Do you have bad headaches once or twice a Week T . ... .o ittt it et e et e YES
21. Are your hands and feet usually cold ? . ... ..ottt i e e, YES
22. Do your feet or hands “fall asleep” often? . ... ..o i e e e YES
23. Do you ever feel as if you were going t0 falnt d . .. .. .ttt i et et e i i YES
24. Do you usually get headaches when you are told to do something which is disagreeable to you?................. YES
25, Do you ever get sudden pains in your head .. ...t i i i e e e YES
26. Is your bed ever wet when you get up in the morning? ... ... i e e e YES
27. Is your nose stopped UP Very Often T . vttt e i e YES
28. Is it easy to MaKe Jou angry T . o .ot vttt ittt et e YES
29. Do you feel tired and worn-out when you get up in the morning?....... ... .o i YES
30. Do your arms, fingers ,or legs ever get so that you cannot feel anything with them?........................ ... YES
31. Do you sometimes throw up after eating ?....c..vvui i i YES
32. Do you usually feel gloomy ?. ... ouunuun e YES
33, Do you get tired easily . .o unr ottt YES
84. Does the sight of food ever make you sick?...... .. o i YES
35. Do you ever have fits of coughing or sneezing?......... ... i YES

PERSONALITY INVENTORY FOR CHILDREN

By
Fred Brown, Ph.D.
Chief Psychologist, Child Study Department
Minneapolis Public Schools

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO



36.
31.
38.
39.
40

41.
42,
43.
44.
45.

46.
47.
48.
49.
50.

51.
52.
53.
54.
55.

56.
b7.
58.
59.
60.

61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

66.
67.
68.
69.
70.

71.
72.
78.
74.
75.

76.
.
78.
79.
80.

Do your arms or legs ever move without your wanting them t0 do S07. ... covrierr et taneaecns YES
Do you ever have pains which move from one part of your body to another?...........c.ovuiviiiiiireeeenen. YES
Do you have to go to the toilet a @reat dealT. . .....uuueunrenererseuionenrnsercstseassmnsasesesatnsasnsa: YES
Do bright lights usually Dother FOU e euu e e eneenun s srnenssre e sianasneneseeseisaesasensesasasnso: YES
Do you get oUL 0f Dreath @asily . uuuecusenenn s eenenn e s eneaanneeenereansnasarasassotensinnsssscnsasans YES
Do 10Ud SOUNAS ANNOY FOU Tttt ittt vut sttt sttt e etea s ie et ee e e aaa e e et s e e o YES
Are you troubled much With £00thaches 7. ... ...t n s ettt e s et et e eeaen s naaaeaa et YES
Do you always feel tIred 2. ... ... et YES
Does your hand ever tremble so that you cannot Wiite?. .. ... ... vurvrreenrennruennernaereessresiarsaaneees YES
Do you suffer from stomach pains often?. ... ... ... ... . . ittt ittt YES
Have you ever been unable to hear or see £0r a While T . ... .o n ot et et et e aee e eeaennain e easeananasens YES
Do you ever feel like running away from home T . ... ... ...ttt ittt et e enaee e tanaaaannananoeans YES
Do your parents get angry with you often d . ... .ottt ittt e e e et e YES
Have you a brother or sister whom your parents seem to like better than they do you? ........coviviinnneee... YES
Do you get along well with your playmates . .. ... . . ittt ittt et e et tee e enscanaaneenncaasnenns YES
Is your mother t00 strict With Fou T . oo i e et et et ettt e s YES
Does your father lose his temper very often ? .. ... e YES
Have you been told at home that children should be seen and not heard?...........iviertriiiiiiiniiinnnnns YES
Do you feel that your parents are £00 hard On FoU T ... vttt it et rir e et aana s YES
Have you ever dreamed that your father died ... ...ttt i it ittt e et aeennaaaannaenns YES
Have you ever dreamed that your mother died?. . ... .ccii it i i it ii i iiiaenn e YES
Do you ever Worry about Money F .. o it i e e e e e e e YES
Do your parents ever speak to youin a loud tone of volce d .. ... ittt i e e e e YES
Are you bossed around at Home . ... . e e e e e e e e e e i YES
Have you ever run away f1om Rome T . ... oottt it e e et e e e e YES
Do you ever feel that your parents are not your oWn ... ... . i it e e YES
Do you think your grades are 00 JoW J . .. it ittt e ettt it e e e e e YES
Is it hard for you to talk in class when the teacher calls on you 7. ... ... .. i YES
Do you find it hard to pay attention in school? . ... . .. YES
Do you make many mistakes in your school work ? . . ... e YES
Is school Work t00 hard for Fou T .. .ottt e e e e YES
Do you often drop things you are holding 2. ... ... e e e e YES
Does your heart sometimes beat so that you cannot sleep?. ... . i i e YES
Are you very particular about the things you cat?. ... ... i e YES
Do you usually have bad dreams at night?. ... ... . e YES
Do you usually feel exXeited ? .. v venrue it et e e YES
Do you ever feel ashamed of your dreams? ... ... ... it i e e YES
Do you ever have a hard time falling asleep at night?. ... ... i YES
Do you often wake up in the middle of the might?. ... .. . . i e YES
Have you ever dreamed that you were locked in a room and could not get out?........ ... ... ... ... ......... . YES
Do you ever start thinking about yourself and forget where you axe?. ... .. ... . ... . . YES
Is it hard for you to calm down after being angry 7. . ...ttt e YES
Are you afraid sometimes that people do not believe what you tell them?...... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... . .. YES
Are there thoughts which keep coming into your mind even when you don’t want to think of them?............ YES
Do you ever dream that you are trying to run away from someone who is trying to harm you?l.. .., YES

Copyright 1935

THE PSYCHOLOGICAL CORPORATION
522 Fifth Avenue
New York, N. Y.

No
No
NO
NO
No

NO
NO
No
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO



AFFENDIX 1IX

The First IExperimental Copy of

"Ltinventaire de la personnalité Brown-Ottawa™



L'INVENT..IRE DE LA r lSONIALITE 4

SROWN~0TT.. "A {co_i. = ¢ 1)

Nom..0-.-o-tto.oo-o-uoo'oAge-0---.oo.000'0I0

Dt {Prénom) (Hom de familie) (au cernier anniversaire)

de nakssANCO 4 « v 4 v 4 4 4 4 . . o Ecole

L

e 4 o s o o o o o + Grade ¢ ¢ o 2 o @

Nationalité '-.--o--v-..GaI'QOIlOllfille e e o o o Ville o ¢ ¢« o o »

le Etes-vous toujours malehanCeuX? v v v o « o o o o o o o o o o « » OUI WOL
2¢ Vous semble-t-il qu'on ne vous comprend PAS? ., ¢ o 6 o e s o ¢ o OUT TOK
B4 Vous semble~t-1l queclquefois que vous n'Ctes pas comme los
' ‘ autres cnfants? « o . +» « OUI NON
4. Lorsqu'on vous dit dc foirc quclque chosc, avez-vous cnvic

de fairc 1lc contrairc? o« « ¢ o QUI  IION
54 Avez-vous dc la difficulté 3 vous rappcler ccrtaincs choscs®, o o QUL NON

6e¢ Est-cc qu'on cxige bcaucoup trop de VOUS? o o ¢ o o o o 0 o o » » OUL NON
7. Bégaycz-vous quend vous vCNcz Pour PTTICT? 4 e o v o o o s o o o OUI  DNON
‘8s Refusez-vous quelquefois de joucr parce cuc vous avez pour dc
’ perdrc?. o o o OUL NON
"9+ Avcz~vous guclquefois un désir trds fort dc prcadrc dcs objots”
’ qui nc vous appartiernant pas?. o+ o OUL HON
10, Changez-vous souvent d'idéc avant de falrc quclquc chosc? o o o o OUI  NOW

/
i1, Vous 'stntcsz-vous parfois cn peinc quand il n'y a rim 3 fairc?,”. OUI 1ON
12, Avoz~vdud todjours la craint. gu'un malhcur va vous arriverfe. o o OUI NON
13, Souhaiteriéz-vous parfois &tre fait autrement que vous ne 1'8tes? OUI NON
14, Vous sentez-vous mal lorsqu'on vous gronde? o« « o « o s ¢ o o p o OUL NON
15, Bst—ce qu'on trouve gue vous avez un mauvals caractdre? o o o , » OUL O

16. Etes-vous embété par des choses qui ne scmblent pas cmbéter

- lecs cutrcs? o o o o O 10

17, Est-cc que c'est facilc dc vous fairc dc 18 pcinc?e « o o o« o o o OUI NOv
18e Vous fdchcz-vous quand on vous t8quinc? o o o o « o s o » o o « o OUL LOU
.19, .Vous scntoz-vous t0ujoUrs NCrveuX? o+ « o s s o o o o ¢ o o o o & OUL 1OU
204 .Avcz-vous de gros maux dc t8tc unc ou dcux fois par scmainc?e.s ¢ QUL LOI

"2}, Avoz-vous d'ordinairc lcs mains ct los picds froids? . & o o o OUL MOL
‘22, Avcz-~vous souvent lcs picds ou les mains ongourdis? o e e o o o o OUL LiON
23, Vous scntoz-vous quclquefois sur le point dc perdrc connaissance? OUI  NOM
24, Avcz-~vous d'ordinairc mel & la tétc lorsqu'on vous fait fairc

quclque chosc qui vous déplaft?. o o o OUI 10K
25, Avos-vous parfois dcs doulcurs subitos dens la t6tC? o ¢ ¢ o o o OUL XON

26, Votre 11t cst-il parfois mouillé quand vous vous lcvez le matin? OUI Lok
27. Avos-yous souvent lo ncz bouché?. @ @ & % ¢ v 8 v e+ o & e+ ® c: . . OUT NOII
28, Est-il facilc dc vous foirc FfACHCT? o o » o o ¢ o ¢ o o o s o o o QUL NOU
29, Vous sonteg-vous fatigué ou épuisé quand vous veus levez 1lc .atinPOUT  NOW
30e Vous semble-t-il parfois gue vous n'*étes plus capable de ne rien

sentir avec vos brag, vos doigts ou vos jonbes? . o OUI JOJ

31, Vous arrive-t-il quclquefois de rcstituer aprds lcs reves?, .
32, Vous sontcz-vous habitucllement EristC? o ¢ o o« ¢ o o ¢ ® o o
83. Vous fati.g‘uez-vous facilemen‘b? L I 2 B IR I I R ¢ o o
34, Est-ce que parfois la vue de la nourriture vous rend -ulade?®,
55 Avesz-vous parfqls des crises de toux ou d'éternuement?e o o »

°

o

14

¥
Ty

o OJ1 L0

¢l
e OUI 1CI

e & & o o
.
o
(‘*1
i
A
<



38
39,
40,

41,
42,
454
44,

45,

46,
47.
49,

50,

51.
52,
53,

54,
504

56
574
58,
'59.
60,

61,
624

63,

P5e

766

. Avez-vous parfois des douleurs qui courent d

‘Etes~vous trds difficilc pour 1o nourriturc? .« .
*Faitcs-vous ordincircment des réves épcurants?

_2-

'4¢] j e t—' ar 0' H]algre VOU.SZ [ S
dllbes renuen lls p f 1S

1tautre dans voive corps? 4 .
. R 5
Lvez-vous tres so.vent besoin d'aller au t01¢ettcs..?.
3 IS4
Dfordinairc, lcs lumilres fortes voue fotimel-c11cs?e o 8
Ltes-vous facilcrmnt ©SS04fT1l8T o o b 6 b o ¢ s e o s v 00

Lc tapagc vous tombo-t-il sur 1cB NCTYsTe o o e v 0w e 00

L]
AvCz-vous souvent mal aux dents? o . o e s o 0o e 0w e e 0
Vous scatez-vous toujours fatisuBT o o o« o o o o é v .
Votre main trcmblo-t-clle parfeis au point de vous Qmp'oncr
d'écrirc?,
Avez~vous souvent mol au ventrC?e o o o o 9 2 8 v 0 o @ e @

L

® & & o

oUl

oUl
0UI
oul
ouUl

e OUI
o 0UI

oUl

oul
0oUI

: » . 03 2 . 1] 0] 13

Vous est-il parfois arrivé de n'avoir pu voir clair ou de n'avoir
pu entendre ‘peadant quelques instanta? «
Avez-vous quelguefois 1'idée dc vovs sauver de ehesz vous? o o o

Vos parents se fdchont-ils souvent conlre VOUsST a o o o o o o

Avez—vous un frdrc ou unc socur quc vos parcnts scublent vous

préféror?.
Vous accordcz-vous bicn avec vos camarades? o ¢ o o o v o o

Votrc mdre cgt-cllc trop Séverc Dour vous®. o o o o o o s

L]

»

Votre pdre se met-il souvent en COLETET? o o ¢ o o 6 o o o s » o
Vous a-t-on dit & la maison cu'on pouvait voir les eanfants mais

gutil ne fallait pas les entendre? ¢ o o
Trouvez-vous quc vos parcnts sont trop sévires pour vous? .
Avez-vous déjA révé que voitrc pdre était mortTe « ¢ o ¢ o o

Avez-vous déj3 révé quc votre mdro était morto? . ¢ . e o
Avez~-vous parfois pour dc manquer A%arzoent? « v o e o o o
Vos parcats vous parlcnt-ils guclcuefois trop fort? « o &
Vous faitcs~-vous trop mencr 3 12 moisonTe o o o o o o o o
Vous Ctos-vous d8jA sauvé Gc 10 maisonT e e e o = o

5 o o

.

Vous sgenblc-t-11 parfois quc vodg parcnts ne soot pas vos vrais
crents?.

1
Penscz~vous gqu'on vous donnc dcs notes trop faidblcs 2 1'6001c%e e
Trouvez-vous ¢cla difficile do parler ca classc quand le profes-

gour vous questionnc? o o e
Trouvcz-vous ccla difficile d*&trc attentif on clossc? .
Foites-vous bicn des frutecs dme vog Acvoirs? o o o o o o

t
Les devoirs dc cloosce sont-ils trop difficiles pour vous?

Echrppoz-vous souvent €C quE vous t0NCZT o o o s o o o o o

Aven-vous parfoi honte de vos TAVESI? o o « o o © 0 o o o s
= - , o . . .
-Tre..ez~vous parfois du temps & vous endornir le s0ir? o ¢ o
Avez-vous Qéjd rdvé cue vous évien enfermé 3 clef dans une
chambre ¢t incapatle dteon sortir?

.

oUl
OUL
oUl

0Ul

*
« OUI

OUL
oUl

ouT
OUI

¢ OUI

® & o & &

.
[ ]
]
.

e ¢ @
Votre cocur dot-il quclquefois asdcz pour vous cfcher de dormir?

Vous arrive-f-il s>uvert de vols réveiller au nilieu ce la nuit?

* o 0 o o s o

Commoncez~vous norfois 4 penscr A vous—mlac an point d'oublier od

vous Ctes? .

Prencz-vous du t.ups & vous calucr aprls wic coldrc?

Avcz-vous pour pérfois cuc 1lcs guns no croicat pas cG que vous
: ’ loeur Aitcs? o o o

T a=t-il dos icfis qui vous rivicaaent dens la t&8c néac si vous

. AaC voulcz plus ¥y penscr?,
REvcz-vrous narfcis cac

¢ o @
Jous C&3ayCz AC vovs sauver dc guclqulun

[ - v vyome f oy, 219 ¢ o o o

oul
oul
oul
0oUl
oul

oul
0UI

oul
oUl
oUI

oul
oUl
ouUl
0UL
oUl

QUL

0UI
0UT

0Ul
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APYENDIX TIII

The Second ZExperimental Copy of

"Ltinventaire de la personnalité Brown-Ottawa"



L'IIVEITLIRE DR 1A F_28C

® o e ® ¢ o o &

D LIRS
. Co 3w . .
. /? L . N-OTTAIL (revisd) (copie numéro 2)
oo, b0 ‘ -,
I\Toﬁlla’/f//. =:%“21'.'-‘t.'¢'.t‘. e o o s Lee . .
(Prénom) * - . (jom de famille) R S T

Dzte s
. q/’/ D >
de naissance, ¥ e .‘: . : JJ. « o Ecole ., " ’
’ $e .9 o s
L}

Nationalité S%% o . 7 .

K “ @ s e o %y Gargon ou fille , 4 4 o'u o o Ville

1, Etes-vous toujovrs maichanceux?
2+ Vous semble-t-il qu'on ne vous comprend pas?
3e Vous semble~t-il quelquefois cue vous n'#

4
le contraire?

5. Avez~vous de la diffieulté & vous rappeler les choses?

64 Bst=ce que les gzens compient trop sur vous?
7. Bégayez-vous quand vous voulez parler?

000..0'0..-.'00000
a o * v ¢ @ ¢ o o 9 o
tes pas coruie les autres

enfants? .
4o Lorsqg'on vous dit de faire quelgue chose, 8tes-vous vorté 2 faire

(au dernier amniversaire)

. 0T1

4

Ve

o OUI

o OU

"l. ® °® 2 o e O o s o COUI

-n.ca--o--oooo.OUI

8 Refusez-vous quelquefols de jouer parce que vous avez peur de perdre?
9 Avez-vous.que;qﬁefois-un désir trds fort de preadre ua objet cui no
: N vous apvartient pas? . .

10, Changez-vous souvent d'idéc avant dec fairc guclque chosSC? ¢ o o o o

1l. Vous sentez-vols parfois en peine quand il n'y a rien A faire?
12, Avez-vous toujours la craintc qu'un mlhcur va vous arriver?. . .
13, Souhaitericgz~yous parfois Ctre fait autrement que vous nc 1'8tes®
14, Vous scntezs~vous mal & 1'aisc lorsqu'on vous <roAdC? e o « « o o
156 Eéﬁ-db quton tpbuvo quc vous avez mauvais caracilre? o 4 o 6 o

L)

16, Etcs-vous embdté par des choses cui nc scmidlent pas cublter les
) autres?

17, Egt-ce que ¢'est facile de vous faire de la peine? . « « o &
18, Vous Pdchez-voug guand on vous taquine? o+ o « o ¢ o o ¢ o =
19, Vous sentez~yous toligdurs NErveuX? o4 o+ « o s o « o o o o o o
20, Avez-vdus de gros maux de téte une ou deux fois par semaine?

21, Avez~vous d'braihaire les wains et les pieds froidsTe o o o o

22, Avez~vous souvent les pieds ou les maing engourdis? o+ « ee o
23, Voug sentezsvous quelquefois sur le point de perdre connaigsance? o

244 Avez-vours' dlordinaire mal & la tétc lorsqu'on vous dit de faire

- quelquc chose qui vous déplait?  »
25, Avpz~vous parfois des douleurs subites dans 1la tE1€? o o o o o

- [

"26, Votre lit cst-il parfois mouillé quand vous vous levez le matin?

» % o &

27, Avez-vous souvont 1c noz DOUCHE? o o o o o ¢ 6 ¢ 0 o ¢ 0 o o o o o
284 Bst-co favilc do vous faire PACHET? o o o o o o o 0 o o o o s o o o
29, Vous sontez-vous fatizué ou épuisé quand vous vous levez 1e natin?,

%0, Vous arrivo~t~il parfois dc n'éirc »lus capa°lc do se.tir 2.cc /08

bras. v03 d015ts oo 108 ,&.n8? .

31, Vons arrive-t-il gquelquefois de rcstituer aprts lcs repas?, .
32, Vous scntes-vous habituellement tPIEtC? o o v ¢« s 0 0 0 0 0 @

35. Yous fa‘big‘ucz-vous facilorﬂent?. ¢ 8 @ © @ ‘@ ¢ o« o 06 ° 0 0 0o .
34, Est-oe "quc parfois la vuc dec la nourriturc vous rend maladc?

85, Avcz-vous parfois des accls de toux ou d'étcrnucmcnt? e e v @

. 0UI
. OUT

o OUI
o OUI
« OUI
o OUIL -
« OUI

. oul
. OUI
. OUZ
L] o‘ﬁ

. OUI

o QUL
« OUI
. OUL

. OUI
. OUI

« OUT
.« 0U1
. 0JI
. QUT
. 00T
o OUI
. 0UT
L] c‘

« OUT
« OUT

Praduit avec la pernission de la Psycholosical Corporation de New-York,

Tous droits réservés par l'Institut de Psychologic ce 1'Université

d'0ttawa, 1945,
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- R -

“5. Vos bras et vos jaubes remuent-ils parfois .algré VOUST o o o o o
CTe nvez-vous parfois des aoaleurs qui changént de place dans
I8y Avezwvorg souvent oescia d 'aller aux toilettes? o o o o ¢ » o o &
C9. )‘orq1ua1re, les' lunidres fortes vous fatigueat elles? v e e o s
40, Stes-vous facilerent essouflé? o v o s v e s s o 0 £ @ oo o s 0.

. .
.
.
.
.

*4},-Le tapage vous to.pe-t-il sur 18s'nerfs? R T P L N

42, aves~vous soLvet .2al-aux.dents? o o o e o o o s o v o4 s el atene

434 Vous sentez-vous $0ajo.rs fatigué? o ¢ o ot e e e s 0 e 0 9 s

L 4

.

.

44, Votre main tremble-t-elle parfois au point de vous empéeoher dvéerdire?

45, Avez-voug souvent 8l aU ventre? o« o 4 o e 2 s e 6 ¢ v e e s e @

45, Vous est-il d4jd arrivé d'evoir été incapable de voir ou d'entendre
pendant quelques instants?

47, ivez-vous-quelquefois le désir de vous sauver de chez vous? . . &
&8, Vos rparents-se fdcheni-ils souvent contre voUsS? o o o« o « o & o o

49, Avez~vous un frire ou une soeur cue vos parents seadlent aimer mieux

que vous?
50. Vous accordez-vous bien avec vos camarades? o « o o o o s 0 o o o

.

51, Votre mdre est-elle trop 54vEre DOUT VOUSE? o o o o o o s s o » o
52, Votre pdre se met-il souvent e COLETET o « « o o o s o o o » o o
53, Vous a=-tv-on <dit 2 la maison (re les enfants devaient se taire et

[ 4

.

écouter?

54, Trouvez-vous (ue vos parents sont trop sévdres pour vous? o o o+
b5. Avez-Votis déjd révé que voire pire étaif wort? . 4 o e o 0 o »

56, Avéz=vous déjA révé cue votre wdre £tait noTte? 4 4 4 4 4 0 0 v oo
57. Est-ce-que l'argent vous cause parfois de 1l'inquiétude? . » « + o
584 Vos parents vous parlent-ils fort cuelquefois? . ¢« o o « o ¢ o »
59, Vous faites-vous trop mener & 1a maison? o « o o o » o ¢ o o0 o
504 Vous &tes-vous ‘3434 sauvé de 12 181S0NT? o o « o o o « o o =« » o o

. OUI

votre corps?e OUI

I S
o ORC
.OUI

» OUI

. 0UI
. O

. OUI

>

. R

. OUT .

o OUT .
« OUI

« OUI

. W

« OUI
. OUI

. OUI
. OUI

o OUI
. OUL
. OUI
» OUI
« OUI

61, Vous semble~t-il parfois que vos parents ae sont pas vos vrais parents? OUI
62, Pensez-vous que’ vos notes sont Trop DASSES? o o« o s o o o o o s o o o o GHL
63 Trouvez-vous cela difficile de parler cn classe quand le professeur

vous questionne? . .
64, Trouvez—vous cela difficile d'étre attentif en classe? + o o «
65. Faites~vous bien des fautes dans vos GEVOIrs? o o o o o o o o o o

66, Les devoirs de classe sont-ils trop difficiles pour vous? « + « «
67. Eghappez-vous souvent ce que VOUS T€NEZT ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o o o »
68.-Votre coeur bat-il des fois de fagon & vous empécner dc dormir? ,
69, Etes-vous trds difficile au sujet de la nourriture? ., . e v e
70, Faites-vous ordinairement des réves épeurants? o o « o o o » o o

71, Vous'sénﬁez-vous-habitUullenent B116TVET ¢ o 2 a o s o ¢ o s o o o
72, Avez-vous parfois hounte de vds "TEVEST o o 0 5 4 v o e o 8 s o 0 o
73¢ Prenez-vous parfois du teums &' vous endormir 1¢ soir? ¢ o » o o &
744 Vous arrive-t-il souvent de vous réveiller-au milieu de la nuit?

-

758 _Auyerv-vonag AAIA  =Bvé mie veus &ticz énfermé (A n~laf Aana ime chamore

70. Vous arrlve—t il .pgriois de penser & vous-méme au poiat dloublier

. vous étes?
77. Prenez-vous du teLps '3 'vous salmer- -aprés une coldre? . . ¢ o« s o

78, Craifndztvous parfols que les gens ne crolent pas ce gue vous leur’
dites?
7C, ¥ a~t-il des idées cul vous reviennent dans la téte méme si vous ne

voulez plus y penser? . o

0, Révez-vous parfois cue vous essavez de vous sauver de quelgu'un qui

veut vous faire mal? . .

-

. OUI
y OUI

o OUI

» OUI
‘e OUI

« CUI
. OUI

. OUI
» OUI

« OUI

o OUI
o OUIL

o OUI
o OUI

. OUI

et

Now
NOH

ey

NOW

NOW



APPENDIX IV

The Third Experimental Copy of

"Ltinventaire de la personnalité Brown-Ottawa"



LYINVIDIMAIRT DE 1A PCREONNALITE

BROWH-OTTAMA (revisé de nouveau) 50
(copie numéro 3)
\T°m°'°"'---..-..-.......Aﬁe.......Date.......&.
Tau dernier
Date de anniversaire)
n\llssance...,,,,.,.,,,,,.,Ecole,,.,,,,,,.Grad_e e o o o o o
lc Vous sentez~vous mal  1'alse lorscu'on vous 3ronde? b o o o o o o o o o OUL .00
-0 4vez-vous souvent les pieds ou les uains engourdis?e o 4 o o o o s o o o OUT 10
fd Xous arrive~t-il souvent de vous réveillor au milieu de la nuit? « » o o OUI NG
-7 SSOUVez-vous que vos parcals sont trop sévircs pour vous?Py o o e o e e o OUL LG
o¢ .cites-vous blen des fautes dans vos ACVOITE%e o & ¢ o 6 5 o o o o e « OUL NG
éc Irenez-vous du temps & vous calmer aprds unc col¥te? o bbb oot soUl mO
7? ?rouvez—vous cela difficile d'8trc attentil en classc? o o o s o o ¢ o & OUL  IIC.
8d Vous scuble~t-il qu'on nec vous comprcnd PAST o« o v o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o OUL  HCU
9a Vous scntco-vous guclaucfois sur 1c point de pcerdrce connaissancC?s « e o OUL 1TOC
1l¢ Les devoirs de classc sont-ils trop difficiles pour vouSTe o o o o o o o QUL 1O
11a Avez-vous d6j% révé que votre mdre tait 10T1ee o o o o o o o o o o o o OUL  HOI
Ju Avez-vous quelquefois le désir de vous sauver de chez VOUSTe o o« » o o « OUI  NC:
lla Avcz-vous dc gros maux dc tétc une ou deux fois par sCmAINC? ¢ o o o o o OUL  20L
141 ILyecz-vous dc la difficulté & vous rappcler 105 choscs? o o s s o o o o » OUL 10
156b Vos prarcnts sc fdchcnl~ils souveat CONtre VoOUSTe o o o o o s ¢ o o o ¢ o OUL WO
16¢ Votre coeur bat-il des fois de fagon & vous empécher de dormirPe o « o ¢ OUI  NON
17¢ Vous féOheZ—Vons qua:ﬂd on vous taquine?. s & ® & 5 & ¢ 2 9 @ & & ¢ 8 & & oUI I
18e Pecsez-vous que vos notes sont trop basses & 1'6c0leTe o o o o o« o ¢ o o OUT 17T,
13h Aivez-vous un frére ou une soeur cue vos parents scmblent ainer nicux
guc vous? o ¢ OUI N
soe Vous scntcz~vous habituelloicnt €1ncrvéTe o o o o o o 6 ¢ o o s o o o ¢ o OUL  NO
13 Efes-vous trds dirficile au sujet Cc 1a nourriture?e o o« o o o o o o o ¢ OUI 10
24 Vous arrive-t-il parfcis dc penscr & vous-méme au point d'oublier ol
vous 8tcs?e o o o OUL  X0U
“Tu Vous est-il déjd arrivé dlavoir été incapable de voir ou dlontcndre
pendant quclqucs instonts? ¢ « o« o OUI :
/b Vous cmplchc-t-on dc joucr ot de rirc & 12 102318007 o o ¢ o o o o o o o o OUI
"7d Vous scmblc-t-il quclcucfols quc vous n'ltcs pas comme les cutres
Cl'lf:tn'tS?o ™ oUl UL
.64 Toouvoz-vous gu'on vous cn donne “trop 2 £2Irc? o o o o o ¢ o o 0 o« o o o OUL (T
7a Vous scntez-vous toujours f2tigUET o o e o o o o o o 6 o o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o CUL  LOW
. 8¢ Etes-vous emb&té par des choses qui ne semblent pas embéter les autrcs?, OUL  TOW
Loa Avez-vous dtordinaire les mains et les pieds £r0ids? e« ¢ o o « o ¢ o o o OUL  NONW
204 Faitcg-vous ordinaircuent des r8veos épourants? o « o o « o o o ¢ o o o o CUL WO
tla Echappez-vous souvent ce que vous tCNEZT7 ¢ o o ¢ s o ¢ ¢ ¢ o s 6 o o o o OUL  TOL
ned  Avez-vous quelquefois un désir trds fort de prendre un objet qui nc vous
appartient pas? o+ + o OUL  IOI!
Che MTrouvesz-vous cela difficile de parler en classe quand le professeur
vous questionmne? o o o QUL  NOI¥
o4e  Egt-ce qufon trouve gue vous avez mauvais caract®rc? o o o o o o 0 o o o OUL  OOT
U5a Vous sentez=vous toujours NCrveuX? o« » o o o o oa o o ¢ v o o ¢ ¢ s ¢ o o QUL 10N
6e  Vous querellez-vous souvent avec vos camarades?e o o o o o o ¢ o o ¢ o o OUL 1OV
o7a Vos bras et vos jambes rermuent-ils parfols malgré vous?e o o o o o o s o OUL  NOU
33¢ Efes-vous toujours m2lchanccuX?e o« o o o o o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o o o OUL NOW
59a Avez-vous souvent mal al ventre? o o ¢ o o 0 o 0 0 ¢ 0 s 0 0 s 60 0 s o OU X0
404 Avez-vous toujours la craiatc qu'un .mlhour va vous arriver? ¢ ¢ o s e o OUL O



4lc Lorsqu'on vous dit de faire guelgue chose, é&tes-vous porté & faire

le contraire?e v ¢« o o o o OUL IO
423 Votre lit est-il parfois mouillé cuand vous vous levez le matin? . o » o OUI o
431 Prenez-vous parfois du temps & vous endormir 1€ s0iTPe « o o o o o o « o OUL  HO:
44d Refusez-vous quelquefois de jouer parce que vous avez peur de perdre?, , OUI  JON
4ba  Avez-vous parfois des souleurs subites dans 1a t85€7 o o o o o s o o o o OUI  NOI

¢ EBst-ce facile de vous faire f8cher?e o o ¢ » o » o ¢ o 6 s o o s ¢ « o o OUL  NOW
474 Avez-vous déJjd révé que vous étiez enfermé 3 clef dams une chambre ot -
ouT NO

incapable d'cn sortir? « o o o
48b Vous étes-vous 4éjd sauvé de 1a mBisSonDe o o o o o ¢ o « s o s o v o« & o OUL  IOX
<Ca Vous fetigues—vous-facilement? o o ¢ o« o o ¢ o o ¢ o s o s o o s o ¢ s o OUL  NOW
b0d Avez-vous déjd révd que votre PBre StELt MOTE? o e o o o o o v o o o o o OUL IOV

51b Vous faites-vous trop mener & 1a muison® o o o o o o o o v o o » o ¢« « o OUL  HCI
t2a DLst-ce gue parfois la vue de la nourriture vous rend malade? ¢ o o « ¢ ¢ OUL  IIOMT
b5d Bégayez-vous quand vous voulez Parler? ¢ o o ¢ « ¢ o U b 6 2 o ¢ o o o ¢ OUL IO
D4b Vous semble-t-il parfois que vos parents ne donl pas vos vrais parents?, OUL  IOW
55a Avez-~vous souvent 1e 1Nz DOUCHET & o 4 o o o o o o o s o o o« o ¢ o » o » OUL  KOK

56d Y a-t-il des idées qui vous reviemnent dans la téte méme si vous ne

YoulBz PIUS ¥ DENSOTT o o « o o o o o o o OUL  IOW

s¥b  Vos parents vous parlent-ils fort quelquefois? ¢ o« o « « s ¢ o o « o o o OUL OV
586 Souhmiteriez-vous parfois dtre fait hutrement que vous ne 1'8tes®e o« « o OUI  HCH
59a Vous arrive-t-il parfois de Wous mettre & tousser et & éternuer? o o o » OUI  NON
50¢ Changez-vous souvent G'idée avant de faire quelgque chose?s o ¢ ¢ o ¢« ¢ o OUL  NOJ
Gla Vous arrive-t-il parfois de croire que vous n'étes plus capable de vous

servir de vos bras, de vos doigts ou de vos jambes?e ¢ § OUL  NCK
624 Vous sentez-~vous parfois en peine quand il n'y a rien & faire? , ¢ « « ¢ OUI  NOG
o%¢ D'ordinaire, les lumidres fortes vous fatigucnt-elles? ¢« o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o OUL  NON
644 Avez-vous parfois honte dGo vos TOVOESTe o« # o 5 ¢ o ¢ o ¢ 6 o s o o o o o OUL WO~
£5% Votre mére cst-cllc trop SEVETre POUr VOUST o o o v ¢ ¢« o o o a o o s & o OUI WO
66a Avez-vous souvent mal aux dents? ® o 5 ¢+ o a o 5 o 8 s v u e s e s o s OUI MO

57e Avez-vous dlordinairc ral & la téte lorsqu'on vous dit do faire )
quelque chose qui vous Géplalt? o o « o ¢« ¢« OUL  10°
3eb Est-ce que lfargent vous causc parfois de 1tinquiétudc?e o o o s o o o « OUL  LOV
89a EBtcg-vous facilcment €e880UT1ET 4 o o o ¢ ¢ s 0 6 006 00 00 009 s o o OUI KO
70d Crajgnez-vous parfois quc les gems ne croient pas cc que vous lour
dites?e » o OUI  NON

mla Vous sentez-vous fatigué ou épuisé quand vous vous levez le matin? . . o OUI  NO.
mop  Votre pdre se met-il souvent en coldre?e o s o o ¢ o o o o s o o ¢ o o o OUL  KHOE
w3 Révez-vous parfols que vous essayez de vous sauver de guelgu'un qui

veut vous faire mal%e o o & & o OUL  NOL
mas Vous arrive-t-il quelquefois de vomir aprés 1les rep2s? o« o o o o s o o o OUL  NOU
w6e Le tepuge vous tombe-t-il sur les nerfs? 4 o « o o o ¢ o o o o 0 o o o o OUI  HOW

n5a Votre main tremble-t-elle parfois au point de vous empécher d'écrire®, o OUT  NOI
npd  Vous sentez~vous habituellement tristePe o o 6 o 0 6 06 6 6 ¢ o 0 0o s o o OUI NCN
vga Avez-vous parfois des douleurs qui changent de place dans votre corps? . OUL  KCi©
ruye Bst-ce gue clest facile de vous faire de 1a PCine? o o o « o o o s o o » OUL  KC.”
c0n Avez-vous souvent besoin d'aller aux t0ilottesTe o « o o ¢ o 5 o o 0 o o OUL  NON



APPENDIX V

The Fourth Experimemtal Copy of

"Lt*inventaire de la personnalité Brown-Ottawa"



LINVENTAIRE DE LA PERSONNALITE BROWN - OTTAWA
(copie numéro 4)

Personality Inventory for Children, by Fred Brown.

Traduit et adapté sous la direction de R.-H. SHEVENELL, O.M.1.

La préparation de ce questionnaire s 6té facihtée par un don du Conseil canadien des Recherches en Education.

-

52

Nou Age Dare
(8u dernier anniversaire)

DATE DE NAISSANCE .. .. e e e e e .. ECOLE ++ . GRADE -
1¢ Vous sentez-vous trés mal & 1’aise lorsqu’on vous gronde? oul NON
24  Avez-vous souvent les pieds ou les mains engourdis? oUl NON
3® Vous arrive-t-il souvent de vous réveiller au milieu de la nuit? oul NON
4® Trouvez-vous que vos parents sont trop sévéres pour vous? ouI NON
5% Faites-vous bien des fautes dans vos devoirs? ouI1 NON
6° Prenez-vous du temps 4 vous calmer aprés une colére? oUul NON
7% Trouvez-vous cela difficile d’étre attentif en classe? ouI NON
8 YVous semble-t-il qu’on ne vous comprend pas? ouI NON
94 Vous sentez-vous quelquefois sur le point de perdre connaissance? 010) NON

10* Les devorrs de classe sont-ils trop difficiles pour vous? oUl NON

11° Avez-vous déji révé que votre mére était morte? oUIl NON

128 Avez-vous quelquefois le désir de vous sauver de chez vous? oUuI1 NON

134 Avez-vous de gros maux de téte une ou deux fois par semaine? oul NON

14® Avez-vous de la difficulté & vous rappeler les choses? oul NON

15® Vos parents se fichent-ls gsouvent contre vous? oUI NON

16 Votre coeur bat-il des fois de fagon & vous empécher de dormir? oUl NON

17¢ Vous fichez-vous quand on vous taquine ? oUI NON

18% Pensez-vous que vos notes sont trop basses 3 1’école? ouI NON

198 Avez-vous un frére ou une soeur que vos parents semblent aimer mieux que vous? oUul NON

Brown, 1s_author;
of 1935 Tous drot

toute

publié par les Editions de I'Université d’Ottawa “This translation of the Personality Inventory for Children, by Fred

1zed for sale by express permission of the Psychological Corporation, New York, N.Y., under its ight
ts réservés par lInstitut de Psychologie de !'Université d’Ottawa, 1945, copyrig

uestionnaire est enregistré. Sa reproduction en tout ou en partie, soit au miméographe, soit & la gélatine, ou de
Sﬁtr(e1 facon, en vue de vente ou de distribution gratuite, est une violation des droits d’auteu’r. g ’



200
PALS
220

234

250
26°
274
28¢
294

30°

314
39
33
840
354
36°
374
380

394

410

43°

454
46°
47°
48®

494

Vous sentez-vous habituellement énervé?

Etes-vous trés difficile an sujet de la nourriture?

Vous arrive-t-il parfois de penser & vous-méme au point d’oublier ol vous étes?

Vous est-il déja arrivé d’avoir été incapable de voir ou d’entendre pendant quelques instants?
Vous a-t-on dit & la maison que les enfants devaient se taire et écouter?

Vous semble-t-i! quelquefois que vous n’étes pas comme les autres enfants?
Trouvez-vous que vos parents s’attendent & beaucoup trop de vous?

Vous sentez-vous toujours fatigué?

Etes-vous embété par des choses qui ne semblent pas embéter les autres?

Avez-vous d’ordinaire les mains et les pieds froids?

Faites-vous ordinairement des réves épeurants?

Echappez-vous souvent ce que vous tenez?

Avez-vous quelquefois un désir trés fort de prendre un objet qu1 ne vous appartient pas?
Trouvez-vous cela difficile de parler en classe quand le professeur vous questionne?
Est-ce qu’on trouve que vous avez mauvais caractére ?

Vous sentez-vous toujours nerveux?

Vous querellez-vous souvent avec vos camarades?

Vos bras et vos jambes remuent-1ls parfois malgré vous?

Etes-vous toujours malchanceux?

Avez-vous souvent mal au ventre?

Avez-vous toujours la crainte qu’un malheur va vous arriver?

Lorsqu’on vous dit de faire quelque chose, étes-vous porté i faire le contraire?

Votre lit est-il parfois mouillé quand vous vous levez le matin?

Prenez-vous parfois beaucoup de temps & vous endormir le soir?

Refusez-vous quelquefois de jouer parce que vous avez peur de perdre?

Avez-vous parfois des douleurs subites dans la téle?

Est-ce facile de vous faire facher?

Avez-vous déjd révé que vous étiez enfermé i clef dans une chambre et incapable d’en sortir?
Vous étes-vous déja sauvé de la maison?

Vous fatiguez-vous facilement?

oul
ouI
oUl
oul
(0J0)11
010}
oul
oul
010) §
OUI
($105 1
ouI
oul
ouI
(018)1
oUulI
10)01 4
oul
01811
oUl
ouI
OUlI
010} §
oUI
01011
(01051
oul
(0J0)1
ouI

oUl
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Avez-vous déja révé que votre pére était mort?

Vous faites-vous trop mener & la maison?

Est-ce que parfois la vue de la nourriture vous rend malade?
Bégayez-vous quand vous voulez parler?

Vous semble-t-il parfois que vos parents ne sont pas vos vrais parents?

Avez-vous souvent le nez bouché?

Y a-t-il des idées qui vous reviennent sans cesse dans la téte méme si vous ne voulez plus y

penser?
Vos parents vous ‘‘crient-ils par la téte’’?
Souhaiteriez-vous parfois étre fait autrement que vous ne 1’&tes?
Vous arrive-t-il parfois de vous mettre 4 tousser et & éternuer?
Changez-vous souvent d’idée avant de faire quelque chose?
Vous arrive-t-il parfois de n’étre plus capable de sentir vos bras, vos doigts ou vos jambes?
Vous sentez-vous parfois en peine quand il n’y a rien & faire?
D’ordinaire, les lumiéres fortes vous fatiguent-elles?
Avez-vous parfois honte de vos réves?
Votre mére est-elle trop sévére pour vous?

Avez-vous souvent mal aux dents?

Avez-vous d’ordmaire mal 4 la téte lorsqu’on vous dit de faire quelque chose qui vous déplait?

Est-ce que ’argent vous cause parfois de 1'mquiétude?

Etes-vous facilement essoufflé?

Craignez-vous parfois que les gens ne croient pas ce que vous leur dites?
Vous sentez-vous fatigné ou épuisé quand vous vous levez le matin?
Votre pére se met-1l souvent en colére?

Révez-vous parfois que vous essayez de vous sauver de quelqu’un qui veut vous faire mal?
Vous arrive-t-il quelquefois de vomir aprés les repas?

Le tapage vous tombe-t-il sur les nerfs?

Votre main tremble-t-elle parfois au point de vous empécher d’écrire?
Vous sentez-vous habituellement triste?

Avez-vous parfois des douleurs qui changent de place dans votre corps?
Est-ce que c’est trés facile de vous faire de la peine?

Avez-vous souvent besomn d’aller aux toilettes?
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Notes cliniques

Facteurs Appréciation Recommandation

W

a) 2 49
9 52
13 55
21 59
23 61
27 66
29 69
a1 71
35 74
37 76
39 78
42 80
45

b) 4 51
12 54
15 57
19 65
24 68
48 72

e) 1 38
6 41
17 46
20 63
28 67
34 75
36 79

d 3 44
8 47
11 50
14 53
16 56
22 58
25 60
26 62
30 64
32 70
40 73
43 77

e) 5 18
7 33
10

|




AN ABSTRACT OF DR. SHEVEWELL'S REPORT ON

The Preparation of

"L'inventaire de la persomnalité Brown-Ottawa.™

Fred Brown's mental hygiene concept of neuroticism serves as a

logical introduction to his Personality Inventory for Children, His

psycho-social theory of the neurosis stresses situational factors with
very little sympathy for Freudian contentionse

This concept he embodied in the questiomnaire, which he prepared
in 1933 and standardized on the school population of three Ohio cities,
Our translation follows his item selection as closely as the French
language permitse.

The validity values of the items of Brown's own questionnaire
were first studied on our population and compared to the results he
obtained on his sample (Table I} Thereupon the item validities of the
French translation were studied and compared to those obtained on the
English original for a measure of test similarity (Table II). One
general measure of test similarity is also the uncorrected r: .86 t .04,

Item validation of our Third Experimental Copy was derived by
the ™Kelley Technigue" and reported in detail in Table V, and Figure 1,
Plans have been drawn up for & still more thorough item validation of

the Fourth French version.

1 Project undertaken by Ro.H. Shevenell, Director of the Ing-~
situte of Psychology of the University of Dttawa, and favored by a grant-
in-aid of the Canadisn Council for Educational Research, to the smount
of $225., specifically destined to cover secreterial assistance,



ABSTRACT OF DR. SHEVENELL'S REPORT

The reliability of Brown's questiomnaire was gquoted, and our
own reliability coefficients of .86 t .02 (uncorrected) were stated
and discussed.,

Tentative norms drawn from & population of 800 are proposed
after a preliminary discussion of the factors influencing these data.
The total distribution of our results, from which the norms were drawn
are illustrated in Figure 2, -- a positively skewed curve, typical of
results obtained on such questionnaires.

Testing is actually under way in different sections of the

Province of wuebec to ascertain the adequacy of these tentative normse
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