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INTRODUCTION

Ons of the most frustrating elements in personality
measurement, by means of a Qﬂaationnnira; 1s the psychologist's
inability to control sdequately the possibility of consclous
or unconscious distortion in the subject's responsesz to the
questionnaire items. The psychologiat is forced to assume
the subject's honesty or objectivily when administering a
questionnaire, or to n&mit; that the responses to the items
way not necessarlly be indleators of the corresponding traite,
but units of behaviors which may or may nct have paychologieal
significance in themselves for predictive purposes,

0f partioular interest, considering the problem prew
sented, is the possibility of establishing the asaumptian;
that questiomaire responses to items, could indeed be used es
indicators of the corresponding treits, The interest in this
study 12 centered on the possible similarity between szelf
ratings 1,e, responses to personality questiomnsire items and
ratings by others on the same traits, and nct on the propensity
of the possible motivational distortion,

The primary aim of this investlgation was an attempt
to compare scores obtained on the French form of the

ty FPac wationnaire form 'CY to Jjudgments of

peers for the same tralts, Subsumed were the ssleetion of

adequats trait descriptions essily wmderstood by a naive
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populatian; and the construction of an instrument to measure
peer judgments based on these trait deseriptions,

The first part of thia thesis i3 concerned with the
review of the literaturs reporting the results of investigae
tions where peer rating techniques were used in attempting
to study the validity of personality questiomnaires., This
part is concluded by the formmlation of the hypothesia,

The second part presents the experimental design of
this study describing in detail the tralt definitions as used
in this inveatigation; the characteristies of the population,
the methods of testing and the statistlicel operstions used,

The third part describes the results obtained, Pre=
sentation 13 made of the experimental rellability of the
instruments employed followed by the discussion of the relaw-
tionships found between the gquestionnaire scores and ratings
of peers, Included herein are recommendations for further
investipgations,

The appendix contains the tables of statistical dete
resultant of computations conducted in this study.



CHAPTER I

FEVIEW OF THE LITFRATURD

The first part of this roview will present discusslon
on the responss valldilty to questiomnnalre items, This zection
¥Will be followed by the consideration of the peritinent invese
tigations wherein peer ratings were ussd as eriteris of valide
ating personallty questiommaires, The third and final part
will state the summary and the development of the hypeothesis,

1. The Reaponse Validity of Questionmnaire Items,

The usefulness of questiormaire results ja mainly de=
pendent on the oblectivity or honesty of the responses elicite
ed from the subject, Distortion of the results 1s feasible by

both oconscious or unconscious motivational slements present in
the subject, Cattell, one of the most sophisticated of the
researchers in the domain of personality questlionnaires recoge
nizes these elements and atiributes them to thenme sourcesg

Briefly we recogmize distortion in questionnalre
responses from the following scurces (a) the intene
tion to present a favoirable solf-nicture in seekling
a stronely desired job, This will differ from job
to job, but may have a core of commonly distorted
items, In a fow clinleal cenes 1t may actually bve
reversed as in malingmrin%. {(b) The necessary degres
of dishonesty which permits (a) to operste. (¢) Lack
of self insight. (d) Sheer lack of cooperation i.e,
careless indifference to how the responses aro made,

1 RB, Cattell, "A Shortened 'Basic English'! Version
(Porm C) of the 16 P,F, Questionnaire™ in Journal of Sgc;a;
Paychology, Vol. L, Second half, Hov, 1956, p. 260, .
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Laslett and Bennott? olaim, thet even when & respondent does
hins best to answer questions truthfully he may lneck iraicht
inrto hils true bohavior or may unconseiously be mite adiffexj-
ent person thsn the picture he drows of himsolf on the test,
If such distortions truly exist, even in questionnel-
res preparcd with the aid of factor analytie metheds, then
their use 1s only of limited value, Cattelld himself admits
this flaw and the result of it is the construction of a Motie
vational Distortion Scale in his 'C) Form of the 16 Fersonsle
ity Pactor GQuestionnsire, which test hereafter will bse referred
to as the 16 P,F, This HMotivatinnal Distortion Secale, Cattell

warns, 13 stl1ll in the exporimental atage and should not be
used, except in cases where the lasck of cooperation is ob-
vicms.!%

Thus acknowledging this »roblem the constructors and
usersa of personality questionnaires attempted utilizing severe

al mosthoda in validating thelr instruments,

2 B,R, Laslett and * L@nmtt "A Couparison of Ccores

on Two Heamzraa of Pamomlity in of Abnermal and
Social Paycholozy, Vol. 28, Mo.'l, sz.-.%r W 103G, De 400

3 Cattell, Cites Do 266,
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CattellS and othors, employing factor eanalytic teche
niques In the construction ~f perronality questionmaires
measure thelr inztrument's internal validity, Rating teche
niques are also used in search of valldity,

Catte11® 1n the congtrmetion of his 16 P.F, did not
employ the peer rating technique of validation but messured
his instrument's internal v&lidity; that is, the ltems as
stated in the questionnaire wers chosen as being good moase )
ures of the perscnality factors, as shown by Cfaetor analysis,
The validity of Fectors in factorisl anelysis s calculated
by obtaining the squasre rost of $the factor's coolfielent of
roliability. He reported a memn correlatior of 21l items
with the facters they represent as .37; and the mean correw
latlon of the factor with the group of six iteme by which 1t
i1s represented up gbout ,71 . PFurther studics eonduet-d in
an offort to validate Cattell's instrument dealt with zoceial
velldation data where profiles of score distributieng wore

eollectod to represent some & wentyeeight occupationa.7

5 Cattell, Op, Cit,, D. 3

6 Cattell, Up, Cit,, ps 34

T R.B. Cattell wbook Top t%e Sixbeen Personallty

$; ; ire ﬁh Igr Ti1., INAtitute Tor reracti=
WALh 1957,

Lty Yasting, 21 pe
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An attempt by Karson und Pool8 to moamure Ll oone
struct valldity of tieo 1§ P.F, by eomporling 1t to the lactors
on thoe Mederel,s domonstrated vo poaitive results, In these
cascs personality questiomalires are checked agsinst ratinge
by friends, associutes or teac ers of pespondents, 711159
has roviewed many of these studles prior to 1946, and found
the results of questionslle veluve, Investigations using pesr-

rating technlques wlll now be reviewsd,

2, Validity “tudiocn by Peopr Hatinz,

In gn sttempt to veallidiote thelr own perszonality test
the STDCR, Guilford and Martin,lO administered thelr quacztione
nairse to a roup of University of Calllornia ztudsnts end had
five frlends of each participant rate nla on a list of stitoe
monts corrsaponding to the tralis whiech the guostionnaire
meamursz, Correlatio-s conpubed Tbetwesn self retings on the
teut and ratinga by fricnds show tlet scores of factors 5, D,

and R, correlate with judgments of as.oclnles 50, Sland S8

8 3, Karocon wnd F,2, Pool, "The Construct Velicity of
the Sixteen Porsonality #actors Temt‘ in Jc?zg 1 of Clinienl
%8;2‘3}/&0;052' Jol. 13’ l\)c 3' ':Tu "J?’ ’p. Lot T

9 Alvert /'1lis, "The VYaliclity of ‘mrmunlet? Invonte
ories”, in Péychalsngcal Bullotin, Vol. L3, ¥o. 5, Sept,
1946, p. 423,

10 J,.7e Pullford and il Lﬁﬂ*iﬁ "Ave Dlfferonces o
Sex DAiffercences in Somo Introvorsive und Jmmtkwnal Tratta"
in Jourmal ¢ speral Psycholemy, Vol. 31, "econd Halfl, Océ.
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racpectively. The cuthore £oil to prport megsvnres of oxpsyle
montal rellabllity of hoth the quostionnairs wnd the roting
technique,

Pateralt measurcd the perponalitios of his populatim

by means of the Bernreuter Per-onelity Tnventory, the pell

Ad justment Inventory and the Link Personality Questionnsire

and followed these up by administerin; Guesg Who types of
retin: studies basod on the traits thut the sbove quuostionm
naires purport to mezsure, The suthor found that correlatim
reliabllity coefliclents hetwoen retin s by neers sn. QUiSe
tionnaire responses ranged from -,078 to 503 and eversged
about .26 « 4All but two of the factors correlatsd with peer
ratings bore righ stetlstieal siconificence, It is assumed
that vy high statistical significence the investipgstor meant
significent differcnce from zero correlation. ko mention 1s
made of reliebility concerning the Juess Who technique or tie
experimental uge of the guestionnaires,

Another study conducted by Dreke and othersl@ presult
ed in somewhat more sin.ificant relationships between self

ratings end reting by peers, This author, using e sample of

11 C,C, Petere, "Validity of Personality Inventories
Studied by the Guess ¥Who Technioue”, in Psygholopicel Bullew
tin, Vol. 37, No. 7, July 1940, p. b53.

12 M.J. Drake, ot al, "The Relationship of Self Rat-
ing snd Clessmate Rating on Porsonality Treits”, in J ’

of Experimental Kducation, Vol. 7, No. 3, March 1939, p. 213,
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hizh school stuvdentn, nncd an hils mostlooneive Link's Irvenbe

ory of Activitloa and Inberssis, Yo obteiln 2@omonts of peers

on the personallty factors measured by the quaostionnaire, the

authors construeted a Uiat of deseriptionsz whieh eorresponie
ed to the traits and nlrayl the anub’<cts to rete their clesge
mates on thess, The athors copared onch seslo, that is,
tralt, between scorws olLtazined on thetwat and classmates' rate
Ing, and found that correlstion cvoelfflclenis Lotwsen selfl rele
Ings and ratirye of clussmates ranred for Loye 49 to «£7, end
for . irly 38 to 57 .

A gimilar Iinvestisatlon by Rernrauter,lB on tis Selfa

Suffiefency Test elso revezled favoursbls results. He admine

istered iz questiomsire to a rmale and femele gollege poyulee
tion, Both groups wers later glven tasks to rats their peers
on the personelity tralits fLiwolved in the questionnaire., In
the final analysls of the data it was found thet ratinge of
poers correlated positively with the szcorer on the SelfeSulfle
clency Test., The coelfficisnt of correlation was found to be
olils o

The studies mentioned above, methodol:. leslly of simie
lar nature, seemed to omit one Important reasure necessary in
investigationa of thls type, that is, the establishment of the
experiment sl test relisbility in the slven study setiing.

13 R.5. Bernreuter, "Th: FMeasurement of Felf-Suflie
eienua?, in %augggl of Abnormal snd Soeisl Psvehologv, Vol,
28, %o, 3, Uct,«Toc, 1933, Ps 299
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In all esses, it appears iLst the rellability of tiue insbiue
ments wes Lolen for ranted for thoy wera not reported in the
pubtliecations,

Studies reporting little or nu relationship bhetween
questionnaire scores and ratings of peersz seem to suffer from
the same omisalor as the above reported, Powel1lk reported a
study, conducted on the Neurotie Tendemcy and Soclablility
scales of the Bermreuter Personallty Inventory, Her attempt
was bto compare acores obtained on the invenbory to ratings of
pesre obtalned by a Jusgs Who technique descridbing mejor age
pocts of adjustment and mgladjustment as wmessgured by these
senles, The fipgal results presanted 1little relatlonshlp betw
wesn golf ratings end ratin-s by peers, The median 006l Tl
elents of ecorrelation were found very low on both faotorsa,

Oliver 15 sought ralationship between inventory scores

and ratings by peers on the traits of extroveralon and introe

version, His %tocls were Laird's Personcel Inventory, Ce.2, &
self rating questionnalre, and Lalrd's rersonnel Invontory,

C,3, & rating technique by friends, The results of this inves-

tigation bore no meaningful relationships between selfl ratings

1 M,G. Powell, “Comparison of Self-Hating, Peer Rate
ings end Txpert's fatiice ol Perzonality ﬁujuwﬁmang é in ad 3

fg%%gggguégg;rgxphmlafical Measurenent, Vol. 0, To.
10y Pa

15 R,A.C, 0liver, "fhe Traits of “xtrovers and Introe

verts”, in o ournal o aacg._;& Farebolo.y, Vol. 1, Ho. 3, Aug,
1930, p. 351,
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and ratings by peers, A eln, uo mentlor la rade of the exporw

Imental relienlllty of {0 Trsirum-s ured,
3¢ Summary and thre Uypothesis,

The majority of the o tudies reviewed Vove daglt witn
questlionnaires developed by other than facter analytic proe
cedures and thereforc may have suffered from lack of ,uplty
which factor analytic methods ol questionnaire construction
profeczs to offer.lé

Further analysls indicates thet the investigations
whereln the peer rating tochnicues cer: was sXern sed In the
tralt dessrintions corresponding to the tralts mecsured by
tiie quesvionnalre, sose guccesy was achleved in finding signe
1licant relstionahips botween scores on questionnaires and
peer ratinga,

I7 factorial analysis of persoralliy bralis results
in tho purity ol findings l.e. 18olatlon of iidepondeut traibs,
1¢ should be ovidont tiat Lle traiis thus ae.sured by the
items of 2 gu stionnalire should be '‘ndicatlive of the prusence
or absence ol ithese tealts in the respondent, If this is
true, then the normal Indlvidual, provided with the corresponds

ing trait descriptions dwould be atle to ifdentiry a [iven traibts

16 H.4, Cattell, "The bascr»pﬁiew nt Peraonslity: I,
e Foundatlons of ?rait Moroupem nta® s i Payerclor~ical Row
V&ﬁw, Vol 50’ Ho, 6 bove 191-&3. Po 5934
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exlstencs in hls behavior, and secondly his peers sho:ld also
be able to match him to the tralt descriptions whieh the quose
tionnalire purports to measure,

The task of this study therefore, was set to investi.
gate whether the subject's responses to the items on the
1% P,F, Questionnaire form C (Prench), were indicators of the
corresponding traits as countermeasured by peer's ratinga,
The problem for the purposs of this Inquiry is stated ina
form of & nmll hypothenls: there !'s no relationship between
scores on the 16 P, F, and classmate's judgments on the Match
Porson With Trait Task,

The fellowing chapter will deal with tha development
of the teh Person With Tratt Task technique, and the ree
searech desizn of this investipgetion, The latter will irclude
the description of the populetion, the tools used, procedures
utilized, and the atatistical methods employed,



CHAPTER II
EXPLRIMEVTAL DINIGH

In order to teat the hypothenis stated ir preceding
chapter the writer developed a method which served asz 8 peer
rating technique, Thia chapter will describe the develoymerd
of the Match Person With Trait ngg; the populetion used in

the study, the tools used, procedurecs utilized, and the sbom
tistical methode employed,

1. The Match Person With Trait Task.

The search for adequate tabulation and meassure of peer
ratings based on the deseriptions of Cattell's sixteen source
traits, exeluding Intelligence, lead the Investigator to the
axamination of the varlous methods of peer ratings,

According to Symondsl one of the moet promising peer
rating techniques hes been developed by Hartshorne and Hag.g
This method wes named the Juess Who test and formed of aime
ply stated behavicral desoriptions to w.ich the subjeet was
asked to respond by selecting a peer or peers who best fit
the behavioral description,

-

1l P M, Symonds, Disumosing Personnlity snd Conduct
Row York, The Century &o., f%EI, 93 Pe

2 H, Bartshorne, M.,A. May, and J.0I!, Maller,

Studles
in Sérvice snd Self Confrel, Hew York, McMillan co.,'ﬁé“,'“
Pelie
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Both, Hartshorne and May3 and Eymonda,u have measured high
reliabllity using this technique. The former obtained a relie
ability coerfic;ents of 95 using the split-half tmchnique;
and the latter .88 by am unreportsd tschnique, Koisler® also
reports reliabllitles in the el-htles usin: the Suesas Who
mathod, Considering the reported value of this technique ard
the simplicity ol construction, th's investlgator chioge Yo
develop a similar method to measure peer judgmentsa,

Of primasry concern was the selection of adequate bew
havioral descriptions corresponding to the sixteen primsry
source tralts lsolated Ly Catt@ll.é Chosen was Cattellls’
own simplifiled descriptlon ol the sixteen factors i.nto posite
ive and negative poles, Thus each foetor bears two behaviore
el deseriptions, one which corresponds tec a low acors and the
other with the 1igh score obtal.sble on the 16 PP, These
desceriptions provide thirty-two separste behavioral sets pree
pared for s nalve population, thus hopefull; more easlily

understood,

3 Hartshorne, Op, Cit., p. A7.

i Symonds, Op, Cit., p. The

5 E.R, Kelsler, "An Improved Formula for Scoring Cers
tein Guess Who Ratlo;s at tlie isdoloscent Level", in Jou
of Educstional Psycholozy, Vol. 45, Lo, 3, Manch.l?ﬁ&, Pe %36.

6 R.B. Cattell, landbooic for the Sixteen Personslity
F§ctog %ﬁestionnair@, &hampmiw ' oy inatitute for rersone
elity esting, 1957, 10 p.

4 G&htﬁll, gan Cite., o 9



EXPERIMENTAL DESIGH 12

These thirtye-two behiavioral doscriptions wore then
translated into the Franch lan;uage by a professlonal transe
1stord and at the same time adapted for use on both male and
female populstions., The translation was read by Davhaw? and
found satlsfactory, The following are the behavioral deseripe
tions, in the translated form, ae vasd in this investicatlion,

Hech deseription, in this preseontation, is preceded by its

factor symbol, position Iindieating correspondence to high or
low score and the title, The liasting =ay seem long to read
but when ths reader has becoms accustomed to the sixtsen face

tors, each with thelr tws poles, it loses much of its lenghy
aprearance,

Factor A, hish scoret~ Yarm,
A tendance & avoir un bon naturel et & Stre & 1'aiseg
collsbore et @ 'adapte facllement, Alme 3 traiter
avee les pens, adors les actlvités sceinles ivpogane
tes, Don{bonne) or-anisateur(trice). Géndreux{se)
dons ses relations personnelles; ne craint pas tollee
nent ls critique; exeslle 4 so rarpsler les noma des
personnes qufil{elle) rencontre, Jouvent on ne peub
pas trop 'y fler pour s'lacqultter d'un travell de
précision ou de ses obligations,

Factor A, low scorsiw Aloof,
Sembie plutét sbvdre, Troid{e) et réservé(e), Statta=
che plntdt sux dhoses qu'sux personnes, Alne tige
vailler seul(e), Tvite lez conflits d‘'opinions,
Dans sz fagon d'azir ot aos normen de ocondulte pepre
sornelle, montre de llexasctitude ot de la rigidité,
A l'oceasion, peut 8tre porté(e) & eritiquér, & faire
de 1'obstruetion ou # mangquar 4'indvlpenco,

8 Rovert Dubuc, B.A,, Translator of French and Ene
gliash languages at the ammmﬁimn Prosdeasting Corporation,

9 L., Dayhaw, FPh.D,, Professor of FPaychowlogy,
Sehool of Payehology and Edueation, Universlty of Ottawa,
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Pactor B, high scorei- Bg%%hg.
Manifeste de la vivac dtenprit, a wune lnﬁalligan-

co vive st brillante, Eat halbituellement peradv
zgnt(e), consciencleux(se), cultivé(e), 4 du carmce
S,
Faoctor B, low scorot- .

Semble plutdt lent(e] & salair ou & apprendre quele
quechose; terme et indolent(e); anifeste peu de
golt et dlaptitude pour les formses sunériesures du
gavoirsy quelque »ou rustaud(s) et ~roesier{dre).

Factor C, high scoret- §§g§%g¥g;
semble posnéder une cerid ne‘aaﬁurlté dnotivey est

calme, phlesmaticue, envisale la vie do Jogon Tiae
liste; a de la force de cnroctdre; possdde une bone
ne philosophise de la vie; peut soubtenir lo hon e
prit du groupe,

Factor C, low Bcore:-égfggggo
Dorne des signes muaturité émotive; endure Aiffie
cilement la contrariétéds est dvasif(ve); est res
treint(e); est fuynnt(eg; se plaint souvent de fati-
gues est facllement emmuyé(e) par les chos s ot les
gens; est gémdralement mécontent(s); présente dlvers
signes de &trouvbles; craintes, traub{as de som wil ete,

Factor E, high scorets S%g?éag;ve.
Semble 8tre dominantle s & conflance en sol; s'affire
me souvent; est indépendant(e); s'attmgque sux problé-

mes avec asudace et courago.
Pactor B, low score:- Domlinant,
Porté(s) & Stre mTveur ge), & ddpendre des svirss
g suivre le groupe, KEat sensible: ost ﬁﬁmﬂnﬁtratiﬁ-
{ve); s'émout facllemert,

Factor P, high scoret=- M.
Parﬁi(a) 2 6tre Jjoyeux{se), volubils, franc(che},
évelllb(e)., East douvont choisi{s) com-e chef par
serutin populaire,

Factor F, low scorelw instic,
Zst souvent taclturne, rdscrvé(c); porté(e) & s'exaw
minery parfois renfermé(e), méla coliaquo, anxloux(se),
déprimé{e), révervatif(ve), lrn-uissant(o) et lenh({~),

13
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Factor O, high scoret Gaaua%.
Eat portd(e) & avoir de la foreo e caractdre, du
gens de la responsabllité de la détermination, de
la persédvérance, de l'esprit de sulte, de 1a prie
voyanece, de lténergle et de la disaipiine. Habituel=
lement consclencleux(sa), et prévenant{e} pour sutrui
possdde de la maturlté &mobtive; tient les principes
moraux en haute estime; préfdre les personnes eoffiw
eRCOS, '

Factor 3, low acorete Gng&e;anﬁiuua.
Porﬁg(e) & 1'inconatance, ndéelslion; est instaw

ble, peu aonacienaiaux?sa), lécheur(se). Parfois
exizsant(e), lmpatlent(e), 1 1dolcent{e)s est portéle)”
3 falre deo i'obstruatiwn; mangue de prineip@a de vie,

Factor H, Lirsh scoret= Timid,.
Est porté{e) & 8Stre socladle ot boni{ne) collaboras
teur{trice), aime 4 expérimenter le nouvssau, spontaw
né(e) et ddmonstratifive), ©ast capable ﬁfaéfrontar
lea viclsgsituden des relatiorns avea les sutros at
de risoudre asns affort de:s oonfllits &rotifs. Fab
enclin & &tre sontlimentel(e), manifoste Je 1tinté=
rdt pour ltaulrs scxe,

Factor H, low zgorei= Agvamtgggun. '
Est porté(e) & Stre timide, sffacé(e), circonspect(e),
A hebituellement des sentiments d'infériorité, A

géndralemsnt de la diffioultd & s'exprimers déteste
les rencoutres persomnelles; préfére avolr un{e) ou
deux enis(es) intimes pluidt qulun groupe d'amis(es);
ne gembile pas pouvolr sulvre los évdnemonts de sgon
milieu,

Pactor I, high scaresulz%%g?.
Serait plutét délicatin), & 1'imarination féconde,
dmotif(ve), FEst parfols exigsant(e) et idéaliste,
Détonte leos gons srosziera, Tend & ralentir 1l'octi-
vitd au pgroupe et & alffaiblir le moral p-r ses
remargues nérativesn, ‘

Pactor I, low scorsiw Sgng&t%va
st port&(e) & Stre pra qué, réaliste, viril{e),

{ndépendent(e), a le sons do ses rosponsabilités,
Bst parfols dupr({e) ot c¢ynicue, “'elforde de Jarder
les nctivités de mroupe deng 1 g domalines du
pratique,

i
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Factor L, Lk seorct~ Tyustiful,
?ortg(a) & la néfiance, coeulte du moly ert sulw

fisent(e); s'intéreaso 4 1n vle Intiri.ure, a la vle
ce 1'asnprit, U seoucle génfralement psu dos auires,
Piétre dquipier(dre), :

laetor L, low scores- Susnacting,
e manifeste pas dTinclinavion & la falouslie; esh
souple, Joyesux{se), calre; a le souel dosz auvitres;
est bon(ne) équipler{dre).

Factor M, Wi h scorsi- Conventionsl.,
Egt souvent non-conformiste, insouciant{s), bohdme

é:ocantrique, sensible, imacinetif(ve), Porté(c) é
faire des scénes, manqus quelquse peu du sens de sos
responsabil téa, A do 12 4ifficultd & ze faire ace
capter par le ;roupse,

Factor M, low ncorei- Eosentric,
Paraft soveleux{ae) de raire les choges cormme 11 le
feut, pratique s'en fait Iacilement; sait sordor son

sany-froid dang leg clirconstences i prévuecs; ezt 80U
vont correct (o) jusqu'd le minutie,

Pactor 1, hich scorsie 3 8 e
Est porté(e) & 8tre raffiné(e), a du savoirefuire,
mondain{e), Paorfols entétéd(s), rsisovb(c), ABborde
lea probldmes intellectuellencrnt, obicctivenent,

Factor H, low scorci- Sgphiasticated,
Sambie plutét nmtur@?(fﬁS et simple, Se contente de
peuy ezt parfois ;rossler{dre) et nalsdroit{e),

Pactor O, liizh scorer= Cg@f%d@nb.
A tendenco & ls dépFass ¢n, eux spubos d'humaurz
atinguidte facilement et rumine gce provldmen, évite

la société dem autres; est inquiet(8te) de ses prow
pres mouvements d'humeur. A tendarce infantile &
g'inquidter on fece des Alfficultds, e se nent ni
accepté(c), ni 2 son alse cdansg les croupess

Pactor 0, low georst- ﬁ%aaauga.
Sembie dtune plaeidité Inpcrturbable, A une cone
fignce en sol, calme et poré(s); canrile de {alre

fane suz situations,
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Faetor Q1, high scoret- Ganaexxgt%x@.
Semble stitiresser aux quoasatlons A'oxires 1-tellece

el et aux provldics fondemetsuxy ~'ol Jocte 3oue
vent aux 1dfez smclermren oa nowvellne, Lot souvent
blen rensei;nd(c); se sent moins enclin 4 faire la

noralesy 80 prétry fueilement 1 encayer du nouvesu,

s'accomiodo des inconvénionbs do 1la vie,

Factor Q1, low ncore:- Hmyarim@ﬂQQ?q.
Eat souvent prudenti{e) oxeces et terpéréle),
Stoppose & tout changement,

Factor Q2, hi-h scoret- De ont +
Est cén’ralement nd@prndentie), ahitud(e) & a ip
2 sa uiscy sait prendre des déclalons et aglir sn
congsdcuence, Ne chore'.e nag niesssalirement & domle-
ner les autres,

Factor 42, low secors:- Self~Sulficient,
Prafére travalller ot rrendre ses décislions de cone
cert avec Jlautres; al-o 4 se laive accepter ot ade
mirer par 1la gsoclétd, Tst partols lrrésolule),

Factor Q3, hi-h scorste Loz,
Haftrise blon ses fmotiors oh s8p condulis en uindral,
Zet plutdt prévenant{c) et prudent{~}, main est nore
té(e) parfois & ltontdtomert,’

Factor O3, low scornt- Uontrolled,
Portéze) £ manquer Ce volonté et de atebilité de cae
ractdre,” He péche nl par excds de prévenance ni de

Prudence

?actorrgg Figh acoret- Utarle,
Po =ze) i 8tre irritubie, e 1té{e), chagriné(e).
Zst souvent ﬁwrm@né(a), mele Juanpalle de rertor (npce

tif(ve); ne volt pee favorablement 1l'unité de proupe,
le bon ordre et la Tonction de chefl,

Pactor @i, low scoro:» Tercs,
Semble posndder un bon couilibre “motif; est exempte
{¢) des différents svmptomes de rervosité et 4d'ing-
tahilité,

The sbove descriptions wers presented to tho experie-
mental population without the identilyin: feetor symbols and

indication of high or low score correospondence. They were
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randomly mixec and typewrititer on white (8 1/2"x 14") sheets
of paper, slving sufflcirnt spacc bvenlde cach description for
the subject to write In tle sclected eers! names, At the
top of esch page the Tollowins frcotruetion was written in coe
pitals: "Associez les noms dc Jeiw Jdo voe gondiseinlon 4
chacune dee deseriptions sulvantesi™ The thirtyetwo descripe
tions ap-earnd ocn {ive gheets, Yor eseh of the three experie
mental .reups thoe gleebts wore Lostiched Lo etlor In Doman
Square order to avold ihe possibility of cconstsnt evrers of
practice or fatiruve, and were ~paceded b a poe of Instrmice
tisns which will be doreribed in the section ~f $idg pepovt

dealing witl. coxperimental procedures,
2. The Population.

The erlteria in the selection of the populction for
this study were: (r) kmowludxe of the Prench lanpuspge as
evidenced ' v incluslion i~ the French academie rroup of the
high zchool, (b) & fall tine student stetus in crades eleven
or twelve, and {¢) a minimum of six months of familierity
with clsssmatec,

The male 'roup wag ade 1 of 180 studests of the Unie
versity of Ottawe Uirh Zeboesl, wininirtered bl Lho Ronan
Cathiolie order of Ohlates of !rvy T colntn, The fonale
zroups ware elwmen {ron fwe sourcce, o lebtrsenos Tligh

School in Otbawa, administered by the Ulsters of lotre-Dame
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provided sixtyesoven subjects, and the Penslonnat lotre-lompe
de=Lourdes of lestvicw, administered by the Filles ce la
Sagecoc, supplied ninety~four subjecis, The mean s.e of the
mele group was 16,2, and the mesn amy of the female zroup
was 16
The choice Tor such sroure was pro.pted b thelr
particular sultcrility to theo 15 ¥.F,¢
The situation in which a cocrter form 1o rec.” "t
ed tend to colncide with thors in which & lower lewel
of 1llteracy iz o ke axpected and we declded accorde

inzly to make the form O 4iffcr from tle A and B
foerms by bein- ghorter vl alse b nn%in: sinimal dee

e

mands on eduenticn and vecobulury il
2e The Toola,

In this ezperiment two tools were used, 1, the

16 P,F, and 2, the Maotech Person With 7ratt Task, As already

mentioned in the preceding chaptoer, the former was chosen for
the rurity of ite factors as reported “v Cattell,ll and the
second was congtructed for itr do-criptive qQuallitles of these
factors measured by ths 16 P.¥,12 The 16 P,F, wos scored ace-
cording to the -rthodox rothod pyescribed by the anthorl3

10 Cat%ell; Cilte, De 256
11 Csttell, Op. Sit., r. 593,
12 Gattell; Ops Clte, De T
13 Cattall; Opa Libte, Po lie
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T o laken Person With Trait Truls seoring was one of summing

up the total nmbor of 1lues 2 al.ideat wnn seloeted Jor any
one of Ui descriptions, cor erwoallng to one of le thirty-
two footor oles desceribad in the Jlrot gectlion of tals

chapter,
Le Toe Twnerincutsl Trosodure,

Jor ench of the three oroups two testing scsclons
were nocessary., [irst tho sdministretion of the L6 F,F, and

secondly the [abtceh Person With Trait Tesk, For both occaw

sions, In each school, the testing situations were held cone
stant in the following manner: in order to svoid the probsble
fatizue and the carelesr sbiitvde ¢ "teun Jisplayed by students
with {he anticipation of tho weekend, testing sessions for
both ceeasio~s were apranced for Hondays, Durlng the testing
sessions, the steff wmembers of the schools were asisod 4o be
absent from the testing rocms in orisr to provide (e subjects
with 2 relatively unrostrietad ernviromment in rasponding to
the test, The male subjects were rovided with a larye study
room in the Liyh sechool, Flhyslecl facllitlss wero olequatie,
with proper 1i-hting end vortilition., Toth female “roups
were tegted in the auditoriums of thelr r opoelive sclools,

wrere comfortabls sestin: and writing ar-anromeato were provie

ded s
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™e firet scazion was dorobed to tho administrallon
of the 1§ P Fe After haring Loon o aboal, t'o mbjechs rocoive
ed thelr coplecs of tlhe test an’ were L0ld »nt o turm the poge
wndil told to do se, Vollewin, L1l Lho suvlests war. ~prote
ed by the lavesti stor and clven starlardlzed o »1tSs emphifie
slzing the following polints:
1. The teats wore to o admiriaeterved
for research purposes only.
2+ Ho ons would Lsve nocess to the
indicidual resulta ahbained from
tie teste excapt the regesro.er,
3¢ Sull cuoperation in thr honesty
of responses wes egsentlal to the
ugsasfulness of thesc test results,
Following these stardardlzoed comments the instructions were
read verbatim to the gubierts rs 9ne™ read tis nwn cony. Upon

conplstion of Instructions testin- comienced,

The admi~?stration of the Mateh Parsorn With Tralt Tesk

followed asvom Aayg aftor %l.e first scgsion, The chrlice for
this tivng, was sonin e wvoid the oo Toed Sl ious nrevio e
1y mentioned, Thn gecon’ soraleon wee o lens formal one, for
acqueitance with the »xparimerter h~7 already been entabllishe
ad ir the firat cecalon, Tho miblechs wmpe ~rested and the

mimeoprraphed task material distributed, Apain tho mhlecta

€

were ~0bAad neot o fturm Yhe o untll Danbrueted to Ao so,
The subjeets wore then asked to ro-d the fVimtdry st-frvdise

ed instructions whille the administrator read alouds
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L‘exgérianoa 4 lagquelle vous allez participer
servira & compléter le¢ test que vous avez pris 1l y
a quelques jours, Il ne s'egit pas d'un ozamen, ni
d'un test, Vous aidez l'expérimentateur 4 trouver

certaines choses qu'il chsvehe concernant la wmesure
en psychologle, Les succds de cette expérience dée=
pend de votre collsborstion et de votre jugement,

A 1'intérisur de ces quelguoa pafes vous LrOuVow
rez des paragraphes qui décrivent des personnes, Ils
sont tous diflérents les uns des gutros, On vous de-
mande de lirs chacune ds ces descriptiona st de chole
aly deux de¢ vos condisciples qui ressemblent le plug
sux caractéristiques que vous &tes en traln de lire,
Ne lisez pas & l'avance, Liger un peracraphie & la
fols et nomuez deux condisciples qui répondent le
mieux & la dezcription. 21 1'une ou llautre de ces
descriptions s'applique & vous, mettez votre nom sup
1z ligne pointillée,

Par exermple:

Manifeste do la vivacité d'coprit, a une intelligence
vive et brillante, IKst habltuellement rersévérant(s),
consciencleux(se), cultivé(e). A du caractdre,

Efforcez=vous df'ftre le »lus objectlf et le plus
exact possible sans perdre trop do bLemps & réfléehir,
Pulsqu'il a'arit 1cl d'ure expérirnee sclentifique,
les résultets reatoront confidentielzs et ne serviront
qu'd andliorer notre cormaissance des persornes, Vous
n'avez pas besoin de mettre votre nom sur cette page
mais si vous le metiez, 1l'expérimentsteur aura plus de
rengel onemonts sur son e xpérience, FPar conséquent,
vous pouvez restér anohyme ou inserire votre nom, cone
me 11 vous plaft,

After reading of these instructions the tMsk commenced, -
The inveastigator, through informal observation, during
both testing sessions, wis catlsfled that the subjeets were

serious and interested in participating in this projeat,
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Se Statisticsl Methude,

For each of the three ~rou_ s the gsare statictical mee
thods wsre empl:ved, The 16 F,F, questiormaires wore scored

and the Match Person With Tralt Tosk data was tabulated,

Since the investipabtor sou Tt to astablish 8 rolatice
ship between scores on the 16 P.F, und judrments of peers on
the tr its casured by tho ouestiomnaire, il individusls had
to be dichotonizoed for each fector on the tnzis of poor rote

ings as neascred by the lateh Person With Trait Tacx, an

those hypothetically to be hi-h scorin~ and low scori-q; on the
16 P.r'y In order to obtain this diechotomy, neer rating fre-
quencies werc used, Thur for every individual cach of ithe

16 P,F, factors, dichotomlzed into posltlve and nepatlive poles
were frequencics of neer selectione, Tre —repo-’erance of
frequencics in elthor pole esteblisied tle individusl's posie
tion ir the dlehobomy. Considerin; the fact, that all 1 divie
éduels are not equelly kmown by one another, a bnsis tor furs
ther differentiation was sstailished, “irst ¢ se individuals
were selecte! wiooe propenderarce of wvotc {reqg cnclos ln one
of £l 0 two o te ories wia orly ono, goro 11y tlose with 2 pre=
pendera- ce of two nnd finall- thoas with tlree, [urther dlfe
ferentiatlion Ly predeminance of vo'.e frequencl.s in one of
the two categories was nado impossible due to t'w peduction of
the sample with each ineresse in differentistion, The differ-

entiated sampler, b¥ prepondersnce ol freq-encles, will from
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here on be referraed to as majorities one, two sand thres,
Thus having established dichotomies for sach ﬂmator;
the 16 P,F, scores of the ‘ndividuals selected In the posite
ive pole l,e, hypothetically hich scoring group, Wors COMpale
ed to the scores of Individuals selected in the negative pole
i.e. hypothetically low scoring group, by means of a t test

employing the following formula:ll

1. 8 o ul&%» Zx

\ B+ 2
2e d‘n *’@Q ’él“" ie
ct"n
? =

Thias forrmila was chosen due to the emall sample present in

the poles compared,

1 L.T. Dayhaw gggyal de 3Vahiaﬁ§gv&, Ottawe, Hile
tions de 1'Université & awe, L9%0, p. »
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The two femele groups were comrined efter it was
sacoerteired by means of an F test that no significant differ-
ence exists betwesn the scores of each croup on the fifteen
factors dealt with, To combine the gro'.ps the followlng

formula wes ugedsl®

2 = (2R« S5 ) ¢ (0K e )

The experimentsl relisbility of the 14 P.F, was detere
mined by mesns of tle Pearson p, coefficlent of correlation

by the following formula:16

!‘2 o [N!XY - (imﬂ]a
THEXe - (2X)2] [ ¥:Ye - (5Y)2]

The coefficients of correlation wers corrected by the Speare

man-Brown formula:l’

= 2fpp

1+ vy

Since each paye bore the asms number of items equally welighte

ed only the pages had to be re-arranged to aplit the whole

15 J.P. Guilford, Fundament:l Statiptics in Paycholow
gy and Education, New Yorlk, Moo rat=lt 11, 1055, e -

16 Guilford, Op, 03%,, . 12,
17 Guilford, Op, Cit., p. W52,
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test Into two halves., Pages two, five and six constltuted
one half, and pages three, four and soven constituted the
other half,

The following chapter will be devoted to ihe discusw

sion of results and m:ggestions for further resrerch,
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THE RESULTS AND THEIR INTELRPRETATION

Before attempting to present and discuss the results,
it seems appropriate to bhegin this chapter with & study of
the relliability of the tools, Suhsequently there will be
three perts to ths comparison between 16 P,F, Scores and Feer
Ratingss the male, the femsle, and the two compared., Finally
these results will be interpreted. The ¢ tests will be pree-
aented in Appendices one to five, becsuse of thelr volume;
but to facilitate commmiestion, the reasder will !ave the

more pertinent data in tabls form in the body of this ohapter,
1, The Heliasblility of the Tools,

Since it waz not feasible to checl the relisbility of
the 16 P,F, by the btasteretest method, coefficlients of reliw
ability were caleulnted by the split-half technique, followe
ing the procedures described in the precoding chapter, Test
ing these coefficlernts of corrslation for significant differe
ences from gero, factors A, B, P, I, ¥, ¥, and Ql, of the male
group were found to be pignificant at the ,01 level of probae
bility, In the female group only factors A, C, F, and F,
resched this level of siynificence, Teble I on the following

page presents the results of thls study,
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Tableo I,.~

Halinbilibiasqof the PP, Obfuiuad on Two Groups by the

— ea TR e, T (re00),

Pactor Title Hale = Termale
A, Aloof vs Warm «309 397
C, Emotional vs Mature «235 347
E, Submisoive vs Dominant «S00 42l
F, Glum vs Enthusiastie « 743 459
g, Casual vs Consclentious 261 239
N Timid vs Adventurous -.035 ~o3L6
I, Tough va Sensitive 472 002
L, Trustful vs Suspecting S5 099
¥, Conventional vs Bocentric «359 o110
K, S&mple vs Sophisticated «363 - 4101
c, Confident vs Insecure - o021 -sl33
Q, Conservative va Experimenting 309 172
Qz; Deperdent vs Self-Sufficient «,090 229
QJ; Lax vs Controllsd o115 295

Qh. S%able vs Tenas 1 7h 268
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A type of "respons. wotenrir " rellalllliy ostl stion

.

was perforiod on the llateh Porson Woith Mealt Tasl nam tho bbb

gubebitute for tosterebte st and s»lit-ball techn'vae, 19 ich
waye not n*11ized beoaure of admintabyative oboteclos g
taat Jonign cloracterioticn, Thiz approm to reliability
sstimation will row o doseribad,

In the admintetration of the Mateh Person With Trait

Tagk, the subjects were informed that asronymity wes permissi-
ble, but that, if tney revealed their idantiﬂy; they would
better assist the investigator, Thus 385 of the male group
and 42% of the female group signed their names to the Task,
Using these siymed papers 1t wap poesible to asceptalin the
trait descoriptiona witl which the subject haed identified hime
self 1.,e, wrote hisz own name beasidso 2 ~iven tralt dozeriptim
or deseriptions, Thus affer the votos plven sn individual o
all Cemeriptlors Ly all the Jw'res wore tallicd, 1t wag pogale
Ble tc learn the nrmher of tines ho irdieste Lilwgell aa
posaessing a certein tralt, and Turther to dlscover, whether
the votes of others arrved upr disagr-od with i Judpment 1w
gapding self, If disarreement was siown bobwean self Judge
ment and judpments of otlhopre on a lven tralt, for the pure
poge of this reliadbility study, further differantlation was
made to irdieate dlreryeemsnt bty ome wote 2r b wmore than ong
vote. The traits with which the Individusl did not identify

himeself were aleo considersd, sinee lack of self and pser
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agreensnt thnt th Ledt In wostlon e nnt perogonc’s on
the athe» hnnd, lieeropaner 0 ctwosy 530 omd aoer patincs
wornt disagreonent, Thi- &laacreema~t vag also ALflere t! bte
afd 8o Indinote Mtarprespent by one and by more than oco,
flerce, one’y foetor wnn eovaidernd neparatsaly 'n the
fallouwirg asnaor: 1, In She cane of the Indlyldusls who rated
themselves four catn orlos uzrr ant up: (a) the rumber of
cases confirmed by pecrs' retiris; (b) the mmber of ceses
vhere one disagreerunt accurvsd in the oors! votey (e) the
mumber of cages whore nore Lhan  ve dMracrcemcnt occcurredy
and {d) the mmber of cczes Wi ore no wentlon cecurred in peeps!
votes, 2. In the cars of Individuals wba lwve rwh reted then -
selves ginller catezories w. re oot upr (&) the number of
cases conlirmed oy pesrs' agreement; (b) the mmber ol cases
vhere one disagreement cccurred in the perps' veotep and (e)
the number of cozes vhere more than ove Jispgreement cccurred
tun the psers! voter, Tables II, ITI, en? IV, present noparste
findings for sach sctool atudled, The scrutiny of these
tables revesnls a ¢l se relationship between explicit sell rate
Ings sand ratings by peers, Thus the sublects who revesled
thely ldentify and ratcd themsslves in a ~iven category agroe
larzely with the opinion othors hieve of b om. In the category
whers individvele have nt riled Llemsoclve« ps portesning a

given tralt less agroement was found with peers' ratings,
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Table IT.-

Fastor smr Rat " Apree- Dissgresment Contram

Title Not Self Rated ment t yi)l dictieon
A, VWarm vs SR 31 0 4] 0
Alocofl H3R 18 13 0
C, Emotional vs 38R 23 0 O 0
Mature MSR 15 15 18 0
E, Submiszive vs SR 16 1 1 0
Dominant SR 13 17 23 0
F, Glum, Silent vs SR 21 0 1 0
Enthusiastic NSR 15 1l 23 0
3, Casual va SH 2% 0 0 c
Conscientious HAR 1 1L 18 0
H’ Timid u‘R 26 1 1 O
Adventurous HsR 10 13 20 0
I, Tough vs SR 20 1 2 0
Sensitive HSR 13 20 15 0
L, Trustful vs 3R 18 1 1 0
Suspecting HSH 16 1 21 0
M, Conventionsl vs SR ik 0 1 0
Eceentric KE8R 12 21 23 0
E, Simple ve SR 0 0 0
! Sophisticated ¥R 15 18 20 0
0, Confident vs SR 22 0 3 0
_ Insscure ROR 8 19 19 0
@1, Conservative vs 3R 13 0 1 ¢
~ Experimenting KSR 16 21 20 0
Q2, Dependent vs 8R 16 0 1 0
f Bagznsuffiamm itiaal 17 15 a2 0
Q3, Laz va AR 18 3 2 Q
* Controlled HOR 16 17 15 0
Steble vs %R 27 1 Q o
s Tense NSk 13 16 i o
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Table IIT.-

30 Hated

Peraos

Ob ained by '@ T

31

Factor I&graeuﬁ ez | Cc:tm-
~ Title Not Self Rated ment b E 71y 1 dictlon
A, VYam vs SR 13 1 o 1
Aloost FSR 3 7 5 0
C, Emotionsal vs SR g 0 0 0
Hature RBR T 10 0
E, Submigasive vs SR g 0 Q 0
Dominant iiah 7 6 0
F, Glum, Silent vs SR 10 0 Y 1
Enthusiastie R T 7 g 0
¢, Casual vs an 11 0 0 0
Conscientious ty 5 3 11 0
H, Timid vs SR z 0 0 1
Adventurous ¥3R 7 7 0
I, Tough vs SR 8 0 g 0
Sensitive HSR 6 10 6 0
L, Trustful ws SR ) 0 g 0
Suspecting BAT 9 7 8 0
M, Conventicnal vs 5R 10 1 0 0
Eecentric N8R 7 b 8 0
N, Simple vs 5R o 0 0 0
* Sophisticated HSR 5 10 10 o0
0, Confldent vs 3R 1 0 0 1
Insecure SR 5 3 { 0
Ql, Conservative vs S8R 7 0 1 1
_ Experimenting HAR 5 7 9 0
42, Dependent vm oR 1 0 0 0
y ualt Suffielent R 5 8 I 0
s lax ve AR 7 0 0 0
Controllad Y 5 9 9 0
s Stable vs SR 12 0 0 0
’ Tense HSR g 7 6 0
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Analysis of Female Uell Ratlinge to Cattell's 16 ?.§5 Hs
Obtained by the Matoh Person With Trait Task (L1139,

Title Not Self Rated ment K ¥ 1l diction
A, Wam vs SR 11 0 ¢ 0
Aloof KSR i 9 15 )
¢, Emotional vs SR 12 0 0 1
Mature HeR 2 12 12 0
E, Submissive vs 8R 8 0 0 0
Dominant B8R 3 11 17 0
F, lum, Silent vs SR 10 0 0 0
Enthuaiasstic NOR 9 8 12 0
@, Casual vs SR 11 0 0 0
Conseclentious Han 5 7 16 0
%, Timid vs am 10 1 0 0
Adventuroug KRR 3 10 15 o
I, Tough vs SR 9 0] 0 Q
Sensitive NOR 1) 10 9 Q
L, Trustful vs SR 2 0 0 O
Suspecting IR 11 18 0
#, Conventional v an £ 0 2 0
Eocentric nsn 9 9 11 0
X, Simple vs aRr 11 0 0 0
* Sophisticated HSR 11 5 12 0
0, Confident vs SH 10 0 ;) 0
Insocure 3R 8 5 5 0
@1, Conservative vs ¢ T 0 0 0
~ Experimenting HSR 1l 8 10 0
Q2, Dependent vs SN 7 0 9 0
! 2alf Sufficlent FER 17 9 & 0
Q3, Lax vs AR 6 1l 0 Q
* Controlled RSP 1 10 17 0
Stable vs SR 15 0 0 0
ol Tenso RER 12 3 9 0
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24 Reolationships Betweon 1§ 2., Scores and Peer Hatings,

Yow attention will center on the rale group Tirst of
all, then on the female croup; finally a comparison will be
mede between tha two -roups,

The MHals Uroupe To repsat, lLwre ve compare indivie
duals rated by peers as belonging to ore pole of a 16 P.i,
fector to individuale rated by poersz as bhelonzing %o tl.s onpo-
site pole of the 2ame factor. They are compared on the Lasls
of their 16 1,7, scores, Significant differonces were found
for factors: A (Aloof versus Warm), F {Jlum, 51lent versus
Inthusiastic), ¥ (Conventlonal versus “Tecentrlc) and Q1 (Cone
servetive versus xperimenting). The remsining sleven factars
revealed no af niflecent relatiorshiss betweon scores on the
16 P.°, and ratinrs of peers, Table V, presents the astatis.
tleal resulta obtalined on the shove amed Tactors, It Iz of
interezt to rote that these =l -rifleant factor findings cormie
pond with the Tactors which bave besn found significant in thq
reliability study of the 14 P,F, as seen in Table I, papge 27 .

The Penale Uroup. Bince two female .roups wores used
eack will be rsported neparatcly an’ ihen the eorbingd results
will be pregented,

Jehonl A" results plow ol oiTicaat solabloashlps Dew
twnen seores on tLo 16 Py and ratloys ol eers on Lactors
iy (Qlum; cilent versus Dnthusicotic), H (Timid versus Advente
urous), ¥ (Simple versue Sophlsticated), O (Confident versus
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2abls Ve

¥sans, Difforonces botween %6 Pof, moores ond §'s Obtalned
Frowa thie llale Group on factors Hcletod o Peer Rutinge,

i 6713 Z: 3 1;05 2;853 01
~ 2N s e owm
" 88 s aaw s
@’ g ﬁ: g 16 2,177 .05

=2 = :
2 thainad at mmjavlty Qf two level,
3 Obtained at majority of three level,
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Insscure); 2 (Dependent verous SalfeTullelent), and Gl
(Stable versus Tense)., Theo nine remaining faotors were found
below & level of siugnificant rel:aticrahip betwecn ratines of
peers and self ratings on the 16 P,¢

Results obtalned from the school "D" group, indlcate
slenificant relationships for factores & (Lloof versus Warm),
and P (Glum, Silent veraus Inthuaiartie), The remeining
thirteen factors dld not show signiflicant rolatlonships 5@-
tween sclf rating on the 16 P P, and ratinge by peers. 7Table
VI; presents the results of the sirmifieant findings in both
schools,

Combining the twe female rronps o lollowing fastors
were Zound to beosar slpmmificent relatlionships with peer rat-
incs: A (Aloofl versus Warm), F (Glum, S1lent versus Enthusziase
tie), i (Timid versus Adventurous), N (Simple versus Sophlaw
ticated), O (Confident versus Insecure), G3 (Lax versus Cone
trolled), and QU (Stable versus Tense)., The comparison of the
remaining el -t factors with peer ratings did not show gipgnie
fieant {indinrs, Table VII provides the statistlcal date of
the factors wher~ sl.nificant relationships were found,

Comparing the findincs obtained from the male and
rarale groups it wWas dlscovered thal the 1§ PP, factors found
al-nifileantly related to peor ratings wore not oll the same
for both groups. 7Thosze found sloniflesnt Inthe nale group

wve the Pactors whiek violded 2IoniTiennt rellnbilliy cveffie
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Table VI,

Differences hotween 16 P,7F, socores and £'# Obtained
% Two Female Grgu 5 o I Tactors NelaFed to Peor

S ————— . -
* = ¥ 8 o aa09 w02
w3 18 é’gg 137 20025 .08

w 3 {iﬁ 1,31 2466 05

ot %75 gjﬁ 2,02 3.133 0L

@ 3:% Z:?; 149 3,458 01

? % }i:%" 1.90 2,72 .01

? o 1% E:Z;’ 2l 2,768 W01
® T 355 35 3.000 .0

Cm’tmlnm ob mjm'z’w of two 1&‘\?&1‘.
3 Cubuloed abt mejority of turee leval,.
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Tal:le VI ,-

Heans, Variances and $'s for the Combined Groups of Pemales,

Al gg 3:]33 f :;f?gg 2,043 05
P> 3 288 LR hao o0
"R B R aw o
# PO M e
o? i3 éigg ﬁ;"'%%%; 3,602 o1
3t ;{g é:gfg' g:ﬁ%@% 3;1«:99 ;55
&2 28 22 SS aa1 05

e ———————— ”éQéuﬁ‘thﬂwmﬁ"mmw@vw_
2 Obtsined at majority of two level,
3 Obbuined at mnjority of thyee level,



THL RUSUNPS AUD ANIR o RN LY 38

clenta of correlation measuring Lle L5 P.F, experimental raw
11ability. The females on *he other hand d4id not axhibilt tids
phenomencn, Out of smoven fachors which were found zi. iflcante
1y related to pesr ratings ol fovy corrosponded to lactors
relicbly neasurcl by the 14 P.I', These conparisons nre pres

sented for tle ronder in Table VITI.
3. Interpretatior of Resulla,

These {indings gar both the male and lsmale sroups
mist now be intoprpreted,

Perhaps the most lmportsnt aspect to eonslder 18 the
quality of 1o verbsl deseripiion of the personsglity factor
poles arrlved ot by factorisl anslyeis, 1t 1s bolieved tLat
the purity of & nathesmaticelly isolated porsonality Lactor
will suffer when an attempt iz made at & verbel reopresentew
tion of its Lehavieral cowponsnts, “he sbove yeoasoning ws
arrived at by the empirical inspection of the faetor pole dese
eriptions used in thiz sluwily, It was Jound (Lot there is cone
sidereble ~verlapping in thece descriptlons Chus making speclw
fie differentiations dilficult for Ul raters,

Hoaxt in ordeyr attenbiorn abhmd he eoankapd s ths AT
lysis of te cocle]l rellby of thoro bolwmvioral do.criptic s,
Poon exasininvg them it bocones evident that somw Tactors way
besr a grester smount n{ soelally undesirsble botwvioral oo

pene~ts tlar ctlorsy sz o preselt, tlop mey nt lend %! evrelves
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Table VIiIIes

Comparison of %1 mificant Pactors
Groups, to the G@mapamin% GoefMotents

the ; Pé;

39

for the Uale arnd Temale

of leliability on

Factor Male T Femsle Felo Fonale
A 2.853 Ze263 +309 «397
? 2.772 144200 o ThB 459
: 2,157 - o345
M 24237 «359
¥ 2432 -s101
0 3,682 | -.133
a 2.177 +309 ,
a3 24190 «295
al 24179 +268
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&8s readily to identificatlon of neers or asclf by the raters,
To substantiste this possibllity the writer asked thirty-six
graduate students of the Jeunel of Payeholo vy srd YMcetion
of the University cof Ottowa bo rend cceh behnvioral dororipe
tion and indiente the moclinl accoptability of each fmetor for
males and fexnales, VThe fsetors credeoalinantly -oentioned as
more asoclially acceptable corresponded to thogme whlch have bea
found sisniricent in the main study where sell ratinzs on the

P, wWore compared Lo ratincs of peers, Thus a two-fold
possibility enorzrst &) those factors wiieh besr soroe soclal
aeceptubility are saclly dlscer-ad and reportod objectively
by the adolercents of tuls study, henes the vorrsct lodement
of pesars on the tralts and the resultent identiflecatlon of
thoze selfl rated on the 16 P,l, b) the {btems on the 16 PF
corressponding to these soclally accopted tralits preasant less
A1f7lculty Iin 20lf Idantificatliong hence 1l-ac toenftetlion is
rogilired Ly the clelunmort o respond to the itea gponlansolise
1¥.

The progsence o morn 15 1 eie factors reluted to retings

by seors In the famale ,roup U X e aLtrilaanad Lo (he popoie

” o -t Y . vyt g "
Bility thrt femalop o8 BT oo, uinenilon ond o oparlencs are

53
.

prehobly more pereepllve, teve wore {-ooipht and soolid orperle
re o the factors f.ero rolablisnghlsa vero “Q“”u hobweon
en .

gself ratings on the 1& P,7, aud ratings by peers,
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Pinally the coefficlents of relisbility of the filtem
factors found by the split.halfl correlation mﬂthod; call for
mich caubion and reserve In the interpretations of the finde
ings in this study,

These results tend to rejeet tie null hypathmaia;‘thﬂt
there is no relationship betwsen the scores on the 16 I,F,
and classmate's jJudrmonts on the lnbeh Porson With Teail Ta@k;

for factors &, 7, ¥, and Q1, in the ~wle sroup and for factors

Ap l?’ ’,3, fhs {“\! QB; and QI-H in the female FOUP €
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In this invoestigation sesking rolationships between
sell ratings i.e., scores on the 1§ P.F., Prench Form 'G*;
and ratings of peers, siynificsnt relationships woere found
to exist for factoraz 4,M,M, and Q1 in the male group, and
factors A, P, 7, N, 0, Q3, and Ql; in the female group,

The analysis ol threse Iindings seoms to indicate a
varlety of possible conslusions,

The diffieculty in translatin- pure factorial entie
ties into bvehavioral descriptlona nay bwnve affected the
reliability of the ftems, The soelal screptablility of the
factor deseriptions, hypothetlceally differont for =males amd
females, tould Lave brought abo i the relatirnshipa reporte
ad. The lack of mueh soclal acceptsbility, on the othop
hand oould have gaused an ingonsigtency of ratings with a
consequent lack of relatlonphips betwoen sell retirgs and
ratings of neera,

The presonee of more personnllty foactors si-mificante
1y related to peer ratinge In the femals group mi Lt be
attributed to the poasibillty thet females of that age, eduw
cation and experience are more perceptive, have more insight
and goclal oxperiensce related to theae factoras,

Conelusions of this Investipgetion must be restrleted

to apesulation beoruse of the low prellability coofficlents
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found in the experimental study of the instruments,

Two asuggestiona emerpge from this study lor possible
further investigetions,

An attempt should be made to determine for male and
femsle populations the sooiel scceptabllity of response to
factor descriptions and the items on the 1§ P.F,

Secondly, overlapping of factor deseriptions should
be studled and ameliorated to obtaln a closer parallel between

the factor purity and 1ts bohaviorsl panorama,
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APPENDIX X

STATICTICAL DATA FOR MALI®

b4
VR
% |
o |
o
b - |

Factor and X

Majority
A .
A W» 1 &6
A’: 3§ %.23 1%2.%6 1.0 2,114 05
' 16 6206 Z%Zaa 56 JB830
¢ «78 102 .66 '
c": Zg g.;ég 13;3 .{:9 26 655
c'3 33 gfig %%gigé' 52,929
' 23 513 91.58 1.03 1.493
E,1 6 . 0,
w'z Zé g'ég §§3'é% 06 136
N lz‘g éigg giél‘;; Bi5 836
w3 27 horh  147:25 W53 .901
il
i 2 g:%g éggﬁi 1,27 2,602 .01
» Be 278,
"2 6&2% 3?5.2% 1.63 2.772 B
y » 15 ZQ 2
d » 0 12*
%l 22 Z.‘?é %ss.%‘% bl 1.592
. .50
@2 ﬁg Z.g 1{3%2.30 59 1,190
29 63 116,17 07 132
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STATISTICAYL DATA FOR MALNS (Cont'd,)

48

Pastor and

.4 X P
Majority

1 81 2 88,31
Efz 6% Z;g§ gag:gé 65 1.868
H?B 3? é:ﬁ?] %éZ';m 60 10919

' 21 be52 n7.a3 .95 1.709
1,1 2% k.89 611.00
1’2 59 .30 gnzi.gzn 50 1.142
1’3 2 élxga ggigo 90 1440

’ 15 a7 29°73 1.1 1.279
L,1 5ol 330.30

’ 6!4‘ h'g;“z’ 2 6. 2 052 1-1}-32
L,2 E; 186 1718;.32
L 3 17 ozg 1321% .11 0123

’ 25 .16 837  1.02 1.543
M,1 6 6. Uge
ki . .

! {g ggg a%g,gg 1,15 1,926
M . .

» 25 6.0L, UWhoo2 27 <29
¥ 6 ¥, 2301

rt 7 g.gg u.%.ﬁg 06 167
ﬁ,z l"l 5. wisg

. gi ? ‘O 23? .gg o159 o301
¥ . .

2 23 5.7h 126,49  »3L 499
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR MALLT {Centtd,)

Factor and N M Syl D % v
Ma jority
0,1 67 Lb . _
i 11 § ﬁ% ﬁgg .gg A2 J316
0,2 Lo e 33800 '
L5 §.26  267.06 .36 .688
0'3 ao 5.‘60 62.30
. 32 538 161.36  «22 365
a,l 58 5,70 316.01
‘ 68 ﬁ.%7 38.0L o2 588
w2 32 6422 2.09.2
Q3 2 5,30 103, % Bl 1,292
’ 10 h:Zo 2 :30 2,16 2,177 W05
Q2,1 70 7466 199,
: 9 7061 2303 .05 153
Q2,2 3 7.56 110.60
' 35 7429 W11l «27 o651
Q2,3 19 T2 116,63
16 7.06 Theol, 36 553
Q3,1 78 6 .
Q;? $3 gtﬁ% 32979k .52 1.310
. ' > 2 .
[ 10 -
’ 17 2ol R e sa
4 17 Se5e %73 .Z% H8 199
A2 35 5ub 136,17
%,3 gg 5.2 igé.g a1 207
’ 16 s 780k <850 4939
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR WiTALTS, SCHOOL “AY

Factor and N M Sx2 D & p
Ha jority
5'1 2 6,78 209.52
.a %s ?.%g 1 g.gg A8 805
A 0 . .
’3 fg g‘%g 109.§g 38 Lehlk
A . 110.2
y 10 .90 20.90 <85 .88
C,1 I, 5.97 292 .94
c.a 3? 2‘53 140 gb Ho e
! 19 g:gq Zﬁ.gg 61 1,075
c,3 19 53 12h.
’ 1 ERS ey 72 .m
~ 1 1 QSS 153 q60
’ by 3 1L 20818 J1 770
E 104,90
2 3'3 3. 11% E{L 1,10 1.667
+12 . 3
B ig %. 21°02  1.50 1.70k
P b 139,36
!l % %.6; lég’%s 1.00 1.519
F 16 31 103,50
2 23 géc 1gg ,gg 231 24199 ,ea
Fad %S g. a% B0 3.23 2.811 .02
G 28 .96 108,92
- 38 ;.ég 1?%.&6 6T 14334
£ T «69
%2 ié ;.68 88.06 .01 015
@,3 16 7.56 69.88

12 7.83 65,68 «27 2310
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STATISTICAL DATA POR FEMALES, SCHOCOL "A" (Cont'd,)

H 49 5«61 255,
H': %g g .%% lig'gg A3 W61C
iy X 18 gz o3 :gu S L7

’ 16 x4 gﬁfog 1.37 2,025 .05
Tol 2 7:;% %{3:90 O1 018
1 1 " ™ 1.
xii 1Z g.ag gz.gg 1.14 1,320

7 . 23.

’ 1 682 6?..61 1.61 142
L,1 S 5«0 20l3..00
L2 %‘5 %‘15 10,02 15 W20
1'3 zg gfgé 1@5133 39 568

’ 16 5125 26106  «25 116

£ el
e i3 2s BeE .36 et
* {l 0 6 QOO
"2 = g.?? 11?.33 09 1,053
"s3 :é Z,‘fﬁ 535:73 1.27 1.018
SO T S S
8,2 23 £ 86 2060
2l 525 70 o1t HL 1,293 |

He3 %% EZZ§ é%:gé 131 24466 405
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52

STATISTICAL DATA FOR FEMALS O, SOHOOL "4" (Conttd,)

Faoctor and

R M D & P
Majority
0,1 6.5 126,10 ’ ‘
o?z §S 5.%% 180,66 1,20 2,346 .02
iI &
'3 27 93 BB -e2 3 @
O & 0 2‘
’ 15 7.%5 %Q .32 T35 2.803 +01
Q,l 29 52 175423
q1'° i% ﬁ.gg ig;.za D00 000
| 1 a3 LA a2 6o
QA,3 (N, too ammll)
W,1 31 +93 109,72
taz ig %.gg 21 ‘gg 097 1,87z
* 13 6:g§ 57:52 149 3,450 .01
3 z [R: I 1.86 2.236 .09
Q3 13 5,28 190,72
©, §§ é:ag 1g§;§g 69 1,086
8,3 10 2:53 % Sl .18
: 160,32
Qh?l ﬁg Z;ﬁg 2%&.%8 1.37 204 02
| ¢ £
e 3 497 1§élé§ 1,90 2,712 J01
8 3.12 .
%3 19 6,10 8979 2.02 2,413 .05

-

L g g
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR FMALES, SCHOOL "BY

Factor and . M Sx? D t ?
Majority
A,l 8,00 00
’ 5% 6493 13%.72 1,07 1.787
A’z 13 8‘77 .2&
19 663 ma, 2 2,765 .01
A3 7 9,00
10 6.90 ga ,90 2.10 2.049
C,1 2 o1 1 0.61
7‘1 1 'Y 3
0!3 ﬁ} g.gz 1§%.3§, 1,61 1.47h
L 09
’ 9 6.22 T1087 W69 .52
E,1 20 helS 113.70
,..’2 {g ﬁ’%ﬂ 1??.%2 48 o723
15 " ) .
,3 gg ﬁ.gg g;(. ,gg Jdb6 202
’ 9 T 339 .22 202
P, 17 849 gl A8
@ 2 ig 7.5% 133.75 1,67 2,150 05
d 17 593 agigg 1.86 1.838
» o2 .
» 10 Z.lg iﬁ.%o 3,15 3,001 01
@,1 4 127,92
’ 2% Z:gé aog.glé 60 B30
Glz 16 Zlh«h— 61.
17 il 164,15 1.03 1,050
G’B 9 7011 3)4087

11 5.6k 92.55 147 1.230
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STATISTICAL DATA POR FYMALIZ, SCHOOL "B" (Cont'd,)

Fagtor and ) M s x*~ D b P

Ma jority

1 8 5,20

H": %g g.sg igg:% 22 378
woo B B Bmoh

' 13 N 35i21 <77 14037
1,1 22 840 113,86

’ 27 5,173 12%,% 35,509
1,2 .

A - -
I ® *

' 10 7.90 G650 43 W349
L,1 2 g:g %:z{’ 07 09
L 12 . .

& 1g !if,'sa 1%3.33 O LOL5
L . .

2 1 L3 455 o5l 4560

5,2 63,01
i 3 %.g‘? 15%.2% 36 .55k
!‘5,2 %21 2:%; g{% :gg ’67 wﬁég
Ha3 ] S - LA =
1 % %‘:?3 iﬂgjgé 1.17 1.59%
IR LT
Bsd T %Zée §8.90  1.60 1.013
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR FUHALLC, SCHOOL "I" (Cont'd,)

Factor and b} M 52 D & v
Majority
0. 2 g, .
8 B ER oo
0,2 1 542 2 ,
’ 21 é.m 152‘.’30 1.25 1.791
0,3 10 4 ¢ 10 20,90
’ 12 5617 57,68 W93 1,096
1 'B 20 . 0
Ql? %}: -ﬁ-ogg “72 .6g w15 22l
Q,2 12 . 113,
T
. Do
'3 10 u"m ’4»6 10 1,30 .9)4»3
1 28 8. 133,]
z.z ?;% g%:-} %13;7‘1{ W27 Jibb
' 12 7.58 %%29 53 6T
Q2 3 11 oF o9
’ 1 7.2 rmﬁ L1 T
2 6.91 202,78
N g 6«%3 13%}3 1.38 1.826
B2 1% 528 WA 1 e
B 10 ﬂ: 1§%:gg 120 140
1 21 6 105 .2
i' 31 g:?é 1;%'.'3% 13 L1589
2 1 » 35 .
’ 1 17 6,06 mﬁ.aa L0 W16

Qs 43




STATISVICAL DATA FOR

APPENDIX 4

COMBITED

SCT00LS "AY AND

ﬂﬁu

Factor and

M
Majority P
Al 56 7430 5478
d 53 7.11 §.31 8 24,2603 05
AO?‘ 33‘ ?079 6.7311
A3 %% 6.;% g.azig 1.862
’ 20 Z:ao 1,71,00 1.532
c,1 63 642 7_13223
’ 63 5.7 5.2527 1.61h
C,2 %2 6,72 7 6330
c.3 33 g.;g ;.7827 1,708
f 0 6.0 g 895
4,1 51 .02 22 a
B,2 36 22 5.11&5
%Z 68 5.2%91 1,059
EDB u15 5
22 35 5,12 as 1179
.1 8 6.1639
’ %% é»:%ﬁ 5 87%0 3061 01
?12 27 6063 ?027 9
2.3 %g g.g% g,ggog 34297 .01
’ 20 2 o8¢ he7278  h.200 L001
3,1 €2 . 616
G’a gf» %? E.%gz 1,512
G'B %é %:?0 ?:*3 : +B60
; 4 L s
’ 23 7422 85763 861
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STATISTICAL DATA FOR SOHOQLY “a"™ AND "B"
COMEINED (Cont'd,)

Fgetor and R M 6'2 t P
s jority
H,1 19 6,07 C.56
H’a i £.82 3 .gg?% 69l
RO S B
’ 29 .60 3'3179 2,157 .05
’ 2 7.8 L3253 .2l
I,2 26 8.38 %‘6" h
3 2; .gg o'é ; 097
I 1 - o n
’ 21 7.33 5.9343  l.522
L, 9 .91 5.94085
A
S < S
L . R
’ 27 TS %0620 .081
M1 6,16 +5158
s gg g.gg %.gggé o143
H,2 » .
’ 43 6.30 L“Z.ts%%% 491
" 12 .
2 2l 6,25 h.8529 506
51 b .39
ﬁ.l ga 5. ; ﬁ,ggug 2&&33 L2
e 0 N, 315889 2,67 .05
H,3 23 6,61 111557

23 5917 3 79ﬁ1 2Ouh1 nQ&
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STATISTICAL DAPA FOR
COMBIWED

SCHOOLS "A" axD “B"

(Conttd,)

Pactor and N M

Me jority v P
0,1 6,16 026 ‘
g 60 Sel ﬁ.?%éh 24538 .02
0,2 1 6.6 2,733
' 8 5406 14,5321 3.682 01
0,3 20 6 460 z.gﬁoo
28 4.93 1,637 2.982 .01
a,l 23 L.68 71988
] o5 L.60 3.9105 178
o2 22 e 35 250
Q1,3 ’ .
2,1 9 8403 41323 )
’ 9 7:39 1305 1.68h
Q2,2 33 «00 L8482
2.3 gg g.gg g.g%ag 1,926
' 12 6275 3te8le  1.89L
Q3,1 . 5.3438
qs’z %g 5. gg ’,g%ig 2,190 08
.3 % -1 %zﬁ%‘g ol
’ 20 5’65 701275 1.200
1 50 7.18 T 26
22’2 18 ey ,.2?35 15T
. 5,501
”, 18 ;{m © ;mi 2.179 05
h,3°

2 Da%a too amall.
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COMPARISO OF DALID AT DUALL PTWWIDTICAL DALA

Fastor and

Girle
Majority T :Lﬁi Combined Boys
Fumber t t t ;]

A1 805 1.787 2,263 2.85
A2 LUl 2,765 1.862 2.1

A,3 L6h 2,049 1,532 530
c,1 A6 1.692 1.61 555
Cy2 1,075  1.57k 1.70% .929
ci3 o731 .52l .895 1,493
E,1 «7179 .723 929 «136
E,2 1.667 202 1.059 36
2,3 1744 202 1.17¢ 501
?,1 1,619 % 3.061 2 602
752 24159 3.297 2.772
G,l 33h 830 1,512 1,592
6,2 015 1.080 380 1,190
a,3 310 1.230 861 132
H,1 610 3 g E9L 1.868
HO2 Bl 4169 .553 1.519
3,3 2 cat?-i? tog? 2 015 7 2 -709
1,1 018 +509 22Ul 1142
1,2 1.328 .uﬁj 1.097 1.1ih0
1,3 1442 o349 1,552 1.279
L,l .286 ¢091 '293 1 .1&0&?
L,2 o568 .0%5 hih2 ,123
L'B -11»6 nS 0 .081 1l 053-‘3
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COMPARISON OF MALE ARND 1" MALD STATICTICAL DATA
(Continued.)

Faoctor and rla

Majority 1 ) Combined Boys

Humber t b t &
M,l1 528 «55 143 2.237
M2 1.05 .823 191 1.926
M,3 1.0 «137 «506 291
.1 186  1.59 24132 167
N2 1.293 1. Y 2.’5.%7 301
R’3 2. 19!@1 gou‘l * gg
0’1 2;31},& 1.091 2;53& [ ] 15
0,2 3.133 1,791 3.682 588
0.3 2,803 1.096 31985 365
Q1,1 LO0 22l 178 538
2’2 L50 3 1250 1.292
Q1,3 o9 2,177
Q2,1 1872 J66 1.48 153
2,2 3458 07 1.92 651
Q2,3 2,236 .?7% 1.89L 553
e 1% s i 18
QBZZZ; B8 198 14200 36l

1 2404 169 1.57 199

gﬁ;z 2.712 Ji16 312 207
Q!l’.3 20,313 +239




APPENDIX 6

ABITRACT OF

Relationship of Responses on the 16 Personallty
: ornalre VULER C ‘ Tudrment s ot

The validity of personality questiommaires has in
the past been approasched by mesns of comparing scores cbe
tained on the questiommaire to ratings of peers on the pere .
sonallty fsctors which the questiomairs purports to measure,

In this study & French translation of Cattell's
16 PoFy form 'CY end e peer reting task on the factor dese
eriptions corresponding to the sixteen factors were employed,

It was hypothesized that there would bte no relatione
ship between scores on the 16 P,F, and ratinge of peers,

To test the hypothesis a populstion of male and
female FrencheCanadian hich achool students were chosen from
grades eleven and twelve., Both groups were adminlstered the
16 PP, and a peer rating tesk. The scores of individuals
rated by peers as belonging to one pole of the 16 P.F,
factor were compered to indlviduals rated by peers as be=

longing to the opposite pole of the same factor,

1 Jokm O, Vysplanskl, mester'a thesls g;aa@ntad &
the Behool of Payshology end Educotlon of the University of
Qttawa, Ontario, Aprilj 1961, viimb2 Pe
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Significant relationships were found between 16 P.F,
scores end ratings of peers for factors A, F, M, and Ql, In
the male group, and factors A, F, H, N, 0, Q3, and Q4, in the
femele zroup. The pbove resulis tend to reject the null hypoe
thesls for these factors,

The analysis of findings seemed to indicote 2 variety
of pessidble eonclusions,

The translation of pure factorisl entitlez into behave
ioral deserliptions may have affected the relisbility of the
items., The soclal accepteblility of fector descripticns, hypo=
thetically different for meles and females, could have brought
gbout the relationships reported,

The presence of wire factors sl nificantly related to
peer ratings in the female rmroup misht be attributed te the
possibility that females of that age, education and experimce
are more perceptive, have rmore insight and soolal experience
to these factors,

Conelusions of this investl ation must be restrioted
to speculation because of the low rellisbllity cosfllclents
found in the experimental study of the instrments,

Two surzestions for Murther research were =ade, An
attempt to determine the sooclal scceptabllity of factor dosw
eriptions, and a study of the overlapping of deseriptions for
poasible amelioration to obiain e closer parallel between

faector purlty snd its behavioral panorama,

- el



