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ABSTRACT 

This study was. designed to explore .the effects of parental 

divorce on · the male college student's oveJ:"-all adj ustm�nt and his 

difficulty i� ce>mpleting the ·sex role identification process.· Be­

hayioral ratings of the� and their scores- on-the MMPI were used to 

test each of the�e effects. Specifically it was.hypothesized that. 

the co�flict i� the . home preceding the.divorce , more than -the separa­

tion·from on� of the·parents after it , was. likely to. cause difficulty 

for the "child"· in the sex-typing process . It was·. also suggested 

tha� in cases.where the.male "child of-divorce" originally blamed . 

the fathe7; fo r the parental conflict and subseq\,lent.separation ·he 

would be less likely to complete the sex-typing process than those 

male "children" who did not b lame the father . Further it was' felt 

that·the remaining parent's remarriage would presumably enhance the 

probability\for the successful completion of.the sex-typing process. 

This hypothesis, unlike the others, was not , however, supported .by 

the data. Finally it was suggested that those male "children" who 

had difficulty in adopting sex-appropriate social behavior, and who 

thus appeared to be,less masculine than those who had not, would 

show poorer over-all personality adj ustmento Data in support·of. 

this · hypothesis:approached statisti�al significance . The re�ults of. 

the study were.then discussed in relation to the traditional psyc�o­

analytic .and differenti�l reinforcement theories of the_sex-typing 

process. · 
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INTRODUCTION 

The effect.of · divorce upon children of  divorced parents· 

po�es bo th a personal and a. social·problem . Fe� parent s _divorce 

without·considering the effects  of the divorce upon tbeir.children , 

and_ many. of · them, if asked, would probably( consider. these effects 

deleterious tp their child's development in several ways . ·  Similarly 

many school guidance counselors and· civil authorit ies probably· have 

been struck with. the proport ion of problem children who are._ from 

homes "broken" in spirit , if not in fact (Despert , 1953) . The intri-:­

cacies in accurately measuring the effects  o f  __ actual· divorce on 

these children. are , however. , .  primarily responsible· fot the scant 

attent ion experimet:ltalists. have .paid to· systema tic-. study of  them • . 

However , some.research.has been undertaken along tw� lines· , the 

psychodynamic and the sociological , although neither group of. 

researchers has ·been able-to sat isfactorily solve the-technical 

problems involved • .  

The sociological approach (Batchelor ,·l953; Monahan, 1957) 

has emphas ized the .. relation o f  the "child of divorce" to the world 

around him . However, this approach has_provided-no theories about 

the causes. of: his. behavior by merely showing the simple associat ion of· 

delinquency rate (McCord, McCord , and Thurber , 1962), suic idal rate 

(Batchelor , 1953) , or_rate.of  mental. illness (Madow , - 1947; Blumenthal , 

1967; Lidz and Lidz , 1949;-Gerard and Siegel , -1950) to divorce . 

1 
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These·studies have been marked by poor controls, particularly for 

s-ocioeconomic· class,. which correlates inversely-� with divorce, mental 

illness,·and delinquency, and thus confounds any simple relation 

among them. The effect of the child's experience before, during, and 

after his
·
_ parents' divo1;ce is thus much mor� complex than the socio­

logical approach has surmised. 

Studies of the psychodynamic variety (Meyer, 1947; Freudenthal, 

1959; Levy, 1943, Lidz, 1957) have been only slightly more successful 

in probing the effects of divorce. As Rowntree (1955) states; they 

have generally_suffered from poorly definec,i samples (Batchelor, 1953; 

Nye,.l957; Landis, 1960), having included children of·widowed, sepa­

rated, as well as divorcec,i parents, und!fferentiateq in the·same· 

sample-. The present study. endeavored to separate these different 

experiences and their respective effects. 

Past researchers-have blundered, moreover, by failing to 

realize that even in the event that they do uncover·several effects 

of· the divorce. itself, and of its a�termath, these are probably of 

much less importance than the effects of the_parental conflict pre­

cipitating the divorce (Nye, 1957) anc,i are probably·.confounded by 

them. Thus, un�il the effects of the conflict ar� more thoroughly 

examined, the s�udy of the relatively minor after-effects of divorce ·­

of remarriage (9hristia�sen, 1956; Landis, 1960), of parental absence 

(Rouman, 1955; Het�erington, 1966; Essig, 1946; Freudentha�, 1959; 

Winch, 1949), and of the marriage preferences of the children them-
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selves (Levy, 1943) - should only be c�nsidered in rel�t ion to them. ­

The- pre�ent study thue attemp ted to focus primarily- on .. the effects of . 

the conflict leadi�g to. the divorce , and·particu�arly on, the relation 

of the_ child's diff iculty in sex role identification to' the conflict , 

to parental ab sence , _  to - his blame· of his parents, a�d · to thei� subse­

queht rematriage·e It also endeavored . to compare. th.e general · adjust-:­

ment of  those children- who had' -diff iculty in th� sex-typing process 

with those· who did. not . . 

The. s�udy .. of  the eff�cts of  the conflict between_the parents· 

has been frustrated by a. further obstacle in using an adequate com­

parison· population. The_problem is one of · ind ividual, differences , .and· 

lies in the fact .. that·. ther� are. many kinds of , .  and reasons· fo� , 

diyorc� and.  marital conflict (Altu� , 1958 ; Rowntree , 1955 ; Levinger , · 

1966; McCord , 1962) which have-as many· kinds or  degrees of· effect.on· 

the child. The study of these effects  wou�d , however , require a sam­

ple much la�ger. tha� is· readily accessible here , and t�us lies beyond 

the _scope of the · current study. Further, such seudi�s limit the 

generalizability of  results more than is at present  necessary in such 

a new area for research as this. 

The one s ignificant-contribution that research, into: the psycho­

dynamics of!.children of·divorc� has made-._is· in comparing the-.damaging 

effects of div9rce with:the effects o� con�inued· home· conflicti 

s,veral studies (Ny�, 1957 ; Landis, 1960; McCord , 1962) compa�ing the 

effects of. a "broken . home" wit� thoee of.  an "unhappy, unbroken home" 



nave concluded that children from the latter show poorer adjustment 

than children from the· former. homes. In these studies , however , the 

proolems_of·defining such subjec�ive categories as."unhappy " and 

"poor"· versus .. ''best adjustment"· have·.not been operationally met , and 

have left the - results somewhat less conclus:J..ve than might- have .been 

hoped for • The· emphasis. of· these studies on. the s9cial behavior of 

the· children and the nature of. their interaction with others was , 

lio�ever , ·adopted as an important· paft of the present st�dy . 

It· appears in general then· that· problems with (a) defining ,·  

4 

{b) finding , and (c) using adequate. control groups , •have been · 

responsibl� for the P?Ucity ·of research on·the characteristics of: 

�children of divorce." Al�hough , a� has- been .demonstrated.by Landis , 

Nye, and. McCord� the effects of continued, home .conflict might be 

more serious· for children tha� the·. divorce itself , such a conclusion 

ignores-more. precise hypotheses about· the relationship between the 

conflict. and the nature of  the.child's poor adjus�ment.· The conflic� 

between. the parents· as. it varies in degree- and length p robably 

affects child ren of dif ferent ages somewhat dif ferently. In all but 

the· few best han�led cases , however , mo�t· children are likely to react 

by-blaming themselves , by be:J..ng greatly con fused abou� their parents' 

feelings· toward. them, and - by · harboring marked ambivalence� toward 

their parents· . It is felt that this ambivalen�e is_ particularly strong· 

toward- the parent whom they learn· to, blame . Si�ilarly , in-families 

wh�re a.great deal of  conflict is felt but_no divorce or separation 
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has been made , the. blame and confus ion will·already . be p�esent among 

the · children · who will , consequently, i� is felt , encounter more dif f i­

culty in the sexual ident ification proces s than· their counterparts  

from "widowed hom�s . "  In· contra�t , tl:te· blame and· ambivalence are 

probably� relatively·· absent. among children who have lost .. one parent 

to death;becavse ot the,remaining parent's constant love for them 

and for the lost parent . : 

It· is. fel t.too that "children of divorce" will suf fer more 

from. the social s·tigma of their· parents' separat ion , .  and/or from 

their.perception·of  this stigma ,  than those children- in families 

where a. parent is-.lost by· death . . This , it  is sugges ted , will make 

them more socially sensitive, more defensive, perhaps with . more 

feelings of  inadequacy . than their counterparts  in "normal''· homes, 

and·perhaps with mqre feelings o � hostili�y and aggress ion toward 

both parents. and· perhaps· to .authority figures in general. It was 

believed that consideration of·their test behavior , and particularly 

that observation of. the nature of. their interaction with their peers 

and aut�ority figures , would serve to check. the validity of the 

following hypotheses: 

1,. In cases. where the male· "child of divot'ce" originally 

blamed the father for the parental conflict and divorce, 

it. is be�ieved that he will have more difficulty in 

identifying with the appropriate sex role than those who 

did not blame the father. 



2., It is . expected . that· boys.from.ndivprced " homes whose. 

parent at home did not· remarry would- have more· dif ficulty 

in. ident ifying with the appropriate sex· role than those . 

boys whose only. parent did remarry . 

3� It is expected that conflict. in the home is more likely 

6 

to. create- difficulty for male chi ldren in identifying with 

the appropriate sex role than is the-. prolonged absence of 

one parent. 

4 .  It is be�iev�d that - children whp do not- attain. a high 

degree of appropriate sex typing of behavior , . while frus­

trating the expectations of parents , peers , and society in . 

general , _ also experience· less·personal·ac�eptance, and . are 

thus more likely to become emotionally or-social ly malad-. 

j usted-beyond the area of sex_role adj ustme�t than their 

peers who have less dif fic ulty in the sexual iden tification 

process . 



I. METHOD 

Subjects' 

The primary, reference group for this study·was composed of  

male college·students'whose biological parentsThad been divorced • .  

Tiiese stu�ents constitl:lted, the. "children: of• diyorce (D)" group . A 

secondary comparison group, used to contrpl for the· separation· of ··. 

parent · an� child , was· composed· of  male. student s! not included in the 

D group· but who, had lost one biological parent to .death . · These. con­

stitute the "children· of . widowed parent s· (W)" group . A third· group 

u�ed to control: for t�e effects of conflict . in the, family-was com­

posed: of male .. students, whose parents . had never been .. separated for· 

more, than three months , and who· had never been separated from their 

parent s for-more· than· th� same length of  time prior-to.their entry 

into· college , . bu� who, rated their present families as having an ex- · 

tr.eme amount of conflict. These students constit\lted. the . "non­

separated conflic� (NC)"'group . . The final. group , which was· used to 

give. a stable frame . .  of  reference to facts uncovered about .. the afore­

mentioned groups, was .. composed. of· male students· from families · in 

which the�e had been no parental divorces , no deaths, no separations, 

and·no unusual (.,s the student.saw it, or_was will:lng·to admit) 

amount. o f · conflic; t. Tllese students- .comprised the\ "normal (N)" group .• 

In order to find male students· to. cons .titu�e these experimental 

and control groups, questionnaires (see·Appendix A) were . given to t'n 

? 



introductory. psychology· classes chosen . at random from· among. those 22 

which· were.taught. Only those males presertt.in-class on the· day the 

quest ionnaire was administered , numbering 361, were incl�ded in the 

:tnitial:sampling. While none of them refused to take the question-. 

natre; 37 male  subjects (Ss) (including seven whp wer.e potential ex-

8 

perimental Ss)  in choosing to . omit their names from it made._ themselves -- . 

unavailable · for the -study proper . . Of· the 62 students who ·, because· of 

their responses to the questionnaire , made themselves . eligible for the 

D, W ,  and. NC groups,  52 eventually participated in t�e-experimental· 

prc;>cedure. Of· these , 25 were in. the D group , 15 in th� W-group ,.and 

12 in the NC-group. · Six others who liyed.with their . father-were eli-

minated at rando� from the W group in order to �ke.the proportion of 

� living with their mothers similar to - th� proportion found in the 

D group. The remaining four · - one· each in the D and NC groups, .  and 

two · in, theW. group - were unable to·pa�ticipate or were indisposed for 

various uninvestigated realjlOns. Eighteen male � were , meanwhile, 

sel�cted at random from the same-original: pool. of psychology students 

to ·  fill·the N group. Of· these , two refused· to . participate , . while the . 

remaining sixteen joined with the 52 experimental � in undergoing the 

experimental procedure described below. In addition an equal numbe� 

of s imilarly enrolled coeds , 68 altog ether) were asked. to ·  part ic�pate , 

and 60 agreed. They were chosen at· ra�dom. from among those· present 

in c� ass the day the questio�naire was distributed and1 although, they 

participated in the entire experimental procedure, thelpurpose of their· 



presence· was only- to make. the group . personality evaluatiop procedure 

more' like an. everyday situation for the male respondents· .. 

Instruments . 

The basic data used in testing the major hypo�heses·were 

derived from two diverse sources: 

1... A pencil-and-pape.r inventory· of . . personality . .  Responses 

to. a. short form of the MMPI (quest ions, #1-366, 374, 383, 

397, 406, 461, 502) including each of·  the "validity'' 

scales and . the first.nine."clinical " scales (scale·#lO, 

Si , was\ excluded in-order to save the,�': time) provided 

much of the .-data . used. in· test ing the, hypothes es • .  

2, Ratings. in groups on· expressive,characteris t ics . 

9 

Following an hour-long. group discuss;i.on among several 

experimeneal .§!_ each was· rated by the author · and a· clini-. 

cally trained assistant on the· following charact eristics 

by. using the corresponding criteria for a high rat ing 

described, in Appendix B: masculinity , . leadership, self­

confidence , energy, aggressiveness , defensiveness; gregar­

iousne•s, independence, at·easeness, and· need for achieve� 

ment. On all of the�e traits,the !!. were rated from one 

(low) to-seven (high). 
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Procedure 

According to the, clas s schedules of .. the individual �- the 128 

participants were forme� into 31 relat ively equal-s ized groups · (23 

groups of four Ss,, three group s  o f  five Ss ,·two groups of  three· Ss; - - -

and. one· g.roup . each. of, two , · six,  and seven ·· Ss ,) of app�oximately· equal 

sex d istribut ion� T�ey.arriv�d for the�two hour t�sting session two . 

groups  ·at a tim� , ea�h· group being g iven a · separate·room . The exper-. 

iment,al procedure; was cqmposed of two hour.-long tasks · which were under-

taken-by: the� in cou�terbalanced, order as one group performed the 

fi1;st � whil� the , other finished the ·  second , and .· then switched tasks . 

Completing a· pencil-and-paper. short form of  t he ·. MMPI-� was o�e · of. the 

tasks, whiJ..e · the other- involved the following -more complicated proce-

dure � 

Seated · in .. a circle as a· group , . the Ss  were told that part of 

the,experime�t·was concerned with th� process.of: group interaction, 

and that. the experimente,r , anc;l an ass istant. (who. participated. in 

several randomly picked groups); who·were·present thrpughout the 

ho�r's. discus sion, would rate them-onT certain variables . (see.Appen­

. dix B) while . they1 disc1:1ssed anything they chose'o The group was· left 

to� its own·deyices at that point, though th� author o ccasionally 

enter{!d into· the conversation in, order to ensure the · . participation 

of the more quiet � so tha� they could·be more , reliably , rated on 

those,characteristics presupposing s�me verbaliza��on�.- Group dis-

cussions gener-lly. centered· on th� draft·, polit:J,cal, views and. events, 
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gex and mB:rriage, . class�s, .future plans, _ and the experimental· procedure 

itself, al�hough· no _ _  one g�essed · the personality variables under consi-

deration. 

A-pilot s�udy was first  carried out · over a period of several 

months jus t prior to t\le · present study· to,· test . . the feasibility· and 

reliability-o f  this·  latter. procedure . Student s of. both, sexes from 

s imilar introductory psycho�ogy _clas ses were organized- into . groups of. 

from-three to seven in· si�e • .  Groups of four seemed to offer the 

best balance· ·of�economy of  time and . intimacy. Ratings o f  the various , .  '. . 

personality·indice$ wer� also carried out on five, seven, and nine 

point - scales. Of these ·the seven point SGale. seemed to give,the 

b�st. combination of,  reliabil;l.ty a�d'meaningfulnes s , . and . was thus 

adopt�d for Later· use .  In. the. meantime pract _ice. o n  nine trial groups,  

including · tw� who.�e interactio� was.  recorded, on-video tape for refer-

ence._ purposes , increased· the agreement of, or reliability· be�ween, 

t h� ratings: of· the author and· his clinically trained assistant • . 

Thes� rat -ings, were .. almost· always· done �ndependent of the . -knowledge 

of tile· parti�ular experimental group to,_ which the.�· belonged. al-

though unfortunately, on occ�s io� , - during the . course of the group 

discuss ion a· su}?j ect (§_) would. mention facts  about his · family, such as 

that· his parents· were divorc�d, which made. his anonymity impossible6 

Inter�rater·reliabilities from .80 to 1.00 with a mean ·of: .88 (using 

Spearman's formula) were achieved in rating .§.!. on the,characterist1,.cs 



listed in Appendix B so . that·. ,for tl:le s t udy proper two, rating s  o f  

all:.§!_ were�not neces sary .. _under the, a s sump t:(.on that· t h e  rema!nder 

who were ra t�d· only· by . .  the autho r were s im�larly · reliab ly · rated • .  

12 



II. RESUL;I'S 

Reliability and. Validity1 of.· Ratings . 

The same trained assis tant who parti.c;f..pated in_the pilot study · 

was pref:;ent,  during the �tudy proper. to raee· -��independently of the .. 

author· in several rando�ly picked groups involved in the group per� 

sonality evaluation procedure. Two . ratings were thus optained.for 

fifteen, or approximately one�quarter , of the·experimental·�· Inter� 

rater re�ia�ility coefficients  for the ten·personality characteristics 

describe4 in Appendix B ranged' from e75 to l.OO · with a mean coefficient 

(Spearman) o f  .907. 

Us ing the�� Mf scores ·as·criter�a, the-validity of  the mascu­

linity r�t ings·which they earned was also comp�ted:using spe?rman's 

formula· for rank-order correlation; A coefficient · of  -., 595 was thu$ 

obtained , wh�ch was· signif�cant at the· . OOl level . The fact that the 

coefficient was negative,merely reflected the fact· that· a high rating 

was indicative of_high masculinity while a high score on.MMPI. scale #5 

was evidence· for relatively. low ma�culinity. 

Hypo thesis.!. 

Hypo thesis · 1 proposed that in cas es · where the male· ch;lld of  

divorced parents� .originally blamed. the father for, the parental con­

flict and divorce, he would have more difficulty in identifying with 

the·. appropriate sex role· than· those who did not ,  blame the. father. 

13 
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This hypothesis was tested. in two ways, us ing two diverse means· of . 

estimat ing the � level of identification with the male. role. 

Th�- first me�hod involved· .  a one-way .. analys is . of· variance· with 

three levels using (high) scores on scale· #5 (the.· Mf· sc�le) of· the 

MMP.I as indicatio�s · of. the �· relative· difficulty in. identifying with 

the male· role. Specifically scores wer� used of the 16 Ss from the N 

group, and. the 25 �from the.D group who · were divided according to 

their.replies to the questionnaire ( see Appendix A) into "blamed 

father�' (N = . 14) and "nc;>t ·blamed father!' (N = 11) categories.. (The·· 

"not:· blamed father�' category included seven who blamed tl)eir mother-

and four who. could not 1 recall · who they. b lamed. or who. blamed-neither 

parent.) The·. result s  a�e· summarized in Table I. An F of  5.24 was 

obtained, which was significant at the . 01 level . Duncan's New Mul-

tiple Range_ Test. (Edwards, 1960) s�owed that , this ·, high level of sig-

nificance�.was due· to� the significant· differences at the • 05 level 

TABLE I· 

ANALYS IS- O:F VARIANCE· OF MMPI Mf SCORES FOR "NORMAL, 'l 
"BLAME FATHER," AND

. 
"NOT BLAME FATHER" GROUPS 

Sourc� of Variation. df· 

Between Groups  2 

Within Groups 38 

Total 40 

*p < 0 01. 

Mean· Sq�are 

197. 48 

37.69 

F 

* 
5.24 



Between the, mea�.��1 scores� of· each �f·- tp.e. three- groups from each·· 

ot·her., Not only1 therefore, was thta mean .. score of the "not· blamed. 
' '� • ' ' ! •. ' ; ' 
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tath�r�' group, si'gnificantly 4iffere11t fr9m that· of; the· "blamed father�' 

!!_;,but both of these, means were significantly · larger· than.: the mean 

Mf s·core· of. the N. group. 

The second m�thod involved a.-similar analysis using ratings of 

tne masculinity of S:S· from t)le N,. "blamed father," and "npt· blamed 

fath�r'' groups.. Here a low rating was used as a criterion for de-

fin!ng difficulty in identifying with the mal� role. Wh�le the·re.-

sul�s in�ica�ed in Table. II.using this second c�iterion,give addition7 

al suppo;y;t to. the hypot�esis, they· are nott.as positive as .. the above, 

for;. whi;I.e an._F value of:_3.30 was optained which;was significant' at. 

the . •  OS .level,_ the "blamed· father.�' and: "not,.blam�d· father'-� group 

TABLE II 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF MASCULINITY:RATINGS FOR "NORMAL,11 

"BLAME FATHER, 11 AND : "NOT . BLAME FATHER n-. GROUPS 

Sourc� of�Variatio� df Mean Square 

Betwe·en1 Groups 2 214.82 

Within Groups 38 65.10 

Total 40 

*p < .05. 
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means were significantly. different in the pr�dicted direction . only:· at . 

the .10 level . Furthe�ore ,  while it was, not c.rucial to the hypothe-. 

s-:ts, the "not blamed. father".group mean was. not significantly.differ­

ent from that· of the N. group . 

Hypothesis 
.. � 

In _the second hypothesis it was-suggested that boys from 

ndivorced" homes'wh<;>se parent at home did no� remarry:would have more 

difficulty in identifying with the appropriate· sex role than those 

boys whose remaining parent did remarry-. In testing this hypothesis:· 

the two indices of 114ile role identificatio� wer.e also used so that the 

hypothesis _..was tested in t�o wayse The result� , sunnnarized in· 

Tables III a1_1d· IV; indicate , however , that·neithe:r their MMPI· scores 

on· sc{lle 115 nor. thei� masculinity! ratings demonstrated a11y ·significant 

difference· between the boys in the D group whose remaining parent re­

married· ("remarried" group) versus those.whose parent did not ("not 

remarried " ... group) . The mean score on the\ MMPI� Mf ·scale for the 

"remarried" group (N = .13) was·. 32. 6 2  · versu� 32.08. for the "not re­

married" group . (N = 12). When the scores-. of· those boys living wit� 

their fathers (N = 3) were · exc;luded , again, no· signif;l.cant differences 

:were� found as the· means were 32.33 and. 32.50 for the "remar.ried" and. 

"not-. remarried"· .groups. respectively. 

Using·the masculinity . rat ings the results were similar as mean 

rating s of 3,, 3 for the, "remarried" and 3. ,5 for the "not remarried" 

groups were found. 



TA:aLE�_ III 

TEST FOR SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES OF MMPI· Mf·SCORES OF · SUBJECTS' 
FROM·11PARENT, REMAR.R.!ED" AND "PARENT NOT REMARRIED11 GROUP S 

Mean._ t 

Group N MMPI·Mf·Score Value, 

"Divorced" 25 32.36 

Remarried · 13 32.62 
.124 

Not Rema:t;ried 12 32·.08 

Remarr.ied , . Li vi�g 
With Mo��er 12 32;33 

No t R_emar.ried; .098 

Living w�th. Mother 10 32.50 

17 



TABLE IV 

TEST FOR SIGNlFICANT DIFFERENCES OF· MASCULINITY RATINGS· 
OF- SUBJECTS, FROM "PARENT REMARRIED'' AND 

":PARENT NOT· REMARRIED"· GROUPS 

GrouE 

"Divorced" 

Remarried 

Not Remarried 

Reroarried ,.Living 
With·' Mother· 

•• l 

Not �married , 
Living with Mother 

Mean 
N Mascul.initi Rating 

25 3.4 

13 3 .3 

12- 3.5 

12 3.3 

10· 3.5 

t 
Value . 

1.38 

1.42. 

18 
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Hypo the�is l 

The third hypo thesis stat ed that conflict in the . home . is · more· 

likely than the p�o longed ab sence of one .parent to. create· dif ficl;llty 

tor male children in ident ifying with the app ropriate· sex ro l e. This -

hypoth�sis.wa s t es ted in two ways by_ using a· one-way analy s i s  of 

variance with four level s utilizing ( a) MMPI Mf s cores, and (b) mas cu-

l!nity,ratings of Ss from each o f  the fo�r experimental-and control 

The·, resul t s  of the first analysis are ind icated in Tab le . V. 

Utilizing t�e Mf . sco re, an. F of 14.36 was obt ained, .. which was signi-

ticant. beyond the .001 level o The us e o f  Duncan's New Mul t iple. 

Range test was unn ecessary as simple ob servat ion of• the mean sco�es 

of the, four group s indica ted that the N and W group mean s (23.38 and 

TABLE V. 

ANALYSIS OF VARI ANCE OF MMPI· Mf SCORES·· 

OF THE FOUR EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

Source of.Variat io� df Mean Square F 

Be tween Group s  3 417 .33 14.36* 

Within Group s 64. 29.06 

Total 67 

*p < • 001. 



23e47 · respectively) were .. obviously not. significantly different from 

each other·, while the NC and D means (31.25 and 32.,36 respectively) 

were also essentiall:.y equal .. Tha t. the mean for the D group ·was so 

much, .more. sitililar to the . NC group mean than t.o the. W mean was. taken 

to demonstrate that· conflict between parents .. more. importantly than 
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separation from them was" instrumep.tal in causing their male ch;i.ldren 

difficulty·. in identi;fying with the. mascl.lline roleo 

Similar results were·. obtained. for the ma sculinity ratings. The 

results a;re summarized in·Taple VI. An. F of 3.34 was · obtained which 

was· signif�cant at the · .025 level (one-tailed) .. Again, Duncan.' s  New 

Multiple Range· test·was unneces saryn On tpe scale from 1 (low mascu-

lip.ity) to 7. (high) · the N· and W· group means· were. essentially equal . 

(4 .. 25 and 4o 07
. 

respectively),. while the · NC. and D means were much lower. 

TABLE VI 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE OF MASCULINITY. RATINGS 
OF THE· FOUR EXPERIMENTAL· GROUPS 

Sour�e of . Variatiop df Mean Square F 

Between · Groups 3 435 .. 8 3.340* 

Within Groups 64 1.30.5 

Total 67 

* 
p < .025. 
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(3.12 and· 3.40)., Again the hypo�hesis· is: confirmed by the fact that 

tli� mean rating for the D group is s ignificantly
.
closer.t o  the mean 

for· the NC group with which it was similar in terms- o f  conflict-· th�n· 

to. the mean of the. W gro1.1p with which it was . similar in ten;ns o f: 

parental ab sence , while the.means for· the W and N groups did not 

differ significantly from e�ch other. 

Hypo thesis !!.: 

Hypothesis 4. stated that chilpren who d9 not -. attain· a high 

degree of appropriate· se�-typing of behavior, while . frust rating the 

expectatio�s·of. parents , peers , and society in general, a+so e�per:­

ience- less  personal· acceptance, and. are thus more likely to become 

emot ionally or. socially-maladjus ted. apart from the area of sex role 

adjustment_  than· their peers --who have less difficulty i� sexual iden- . 

tification. 

While; no personality rating of the total adjustm:ent of each 

subject. was made , . the fourth hypothesis was tested us ing combined 

(summed) scores. on· sc�les one , . . two and three of the MMPI (the 

uneurotic triad," Dahlstrom and. _Welsh , 1960} as a· measure of per­

sonal ity stability , with high total scores meaning relative in­

efficiency . of: adjustment -. and lpwer scores indicat ing correspondingly 

good a.dj ustment. A one·-way· analysis .. of. variance with four. levels 

corresponding to the-� four. experimel_l tal. groups was then carried out. 

The results are summarized in Table VII . As an F· of  2.12 was obtained , 



which was significant on�y· beyond. the· .092. level, no significant 

difference, in· the degree of ove�-all adjustment between the groups 

was· demonstrated. 

TABLE VII 

ANALYSIS· OF VARIANCE OF MMPI "NEUROTIC TRIAD" SCORES 
OF THE FOUR EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

Sour�e of .Variation df 

Between, Groups · 3 

Within Groups 64 

Total 67 

* p = .092. 

Mean Square F 

243.80 2.12* 

115.00 

It was. note,d, however, in partial conf irmation ot this hypo-

thesis, that on al l but three MMPI scales (117, 8 and F) the mean T-

scores of the D and NC groups were higher than those of the W and N 

groups, thus· indicating a greater degree of emotional instability. 

among !! in the former groups, Whil e none other than scale #5 were 

significantly higher, the difference between the,mean scores on the 
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Ma and. Pd scales approached significance. These results are summarized 

in Table· VIIIi 



- - -
4 .. 4 • • •  - - . 

Group 

N 

w 

NC 

D 

MMPI 1 

54 

56 

60 

61 

TABLE VIII 

MEAN MMPI "T" SCORES FOR THE FOUR EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

MMPI 2 _ MMPI- 3 MMPI 4 MMPI5 MMPI 6 MMPI·7 MMPI 8. MMPI 9 

54· 58 58 56 55 58 59 60-

54 -.58 60 57 55 60 63 61 

.. 58 - 62 69 71 55 57 62 66 

59. - 64 69 73 61 58 63 66 

MMPI L - MMPI· F 

41- 61-_ 

41 59 

42 58 

42 5 9 

MMPI K 

50 

51 

51 

51-

N 
w 
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According to th� group personality evaluation procepure.there 

was also· a tendency for: the· D and NC groups to be more 11defensive"' 

and less  "at easen (see Appendix B) t�an the W and· N' groups. This- was 

taken- as addit.ional though. partial support  for the fourth hypothes is .• 

No· other significant or suggestive differences between the. groups were 

found using the personality ratings,  the re�ults · of·· which are summar­

:tzed in Table IX. 

For· each oE the�e hypotheses, however, the pos sibility . is 

always. present t�at some factor o ther- than· conflict in the family is 

respons ible for poorer adjus�ment and difficulty· in. sex role identifi­

ca�ion. of �_the c�ildren. As · a check. on. th�s pos sibility families of· 

the four experimental groups wer:.e compared with respect· to. a number 

of social characteristics,  summarized in Table . X, such as parental 

age, . income and education , family size, and ordinal, position of the 

subject .. at· the time of parental divorce or .. death. · No s ignificant 

differences be.tween the groups were found except on the last variable 

where, as would be  expected, it was found. that children of  divorced 

parents were significantly yo\lnger (average age. 8.8) at· th� time of  

separation from one of their parents than· the children of  widowed 

parents  (who were on the- average 11.7 years old). However ,  because 

the D group is on the average younger now than the W group, members . 

of each group have lived approximately the same . length of· .time without 

one parent� 
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TABLE IX 

MEAN AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS 0� PERSONALITY.RATINGS 
FOR THE FOUR EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

N GrouE W GrouE NC GrouE D GrouE 
Mean SD Mean SD Mean so Mean SD 

Mascul inity '4,25 1 . 25 4 . 0 7  1. 24 3 . 12 1 . 15 3.40 1'. 02  

Leadership 4 . 10 1. 08 3.87 1. 20 3.83 0.94 3.88 1.1� 

Self-co�fidence 3 . 78 1. 17 3.90 1. 38 4 . 00 1 . 22 3 . 86 1.22 

Energy 4. 16 1. 18. 3 . 93.0 . 98. 4 . 25 .1. 27- 3.88 1. 23 

Aggression. 3 . 79 0 . 86 3 . 97 1. 14 4. 0 3  1 . 04 4. 18 1. 22 

Defensiveness 4 . 16 1 . 21 4.13 1 . 11 4.5 8 1.46 4.5 2 1.35 

Gregariousness 3 . 72 1. 29 4 . 17 1. 19 3 . 92 ·1· . 08 3 . 98 1.17 

Independence 4. 06 1.11 4 . 0 0  0 . 98 4 . 29 1. 23. 4 . 18 1. 46 

At Easeness 4 . 0 6  1i24 4. 0 0  1. 24 3 . 6 7  1.05 3 . 72 1. 22 

Need for 
Achievement 4 .• 12·1,24 3 . 83 1 . 16 3 . 88 1. 28 4 . 04 1.27 



TABLE X 

SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FOUR EXPERIMENTAL GROUPS 

Age - Age · Mean Age at Time Years Since 
Mean of of Family Combined Yearly Father's Mot�er1s · Ordinal of Death. Death or 

Group N Age Fatbe� MOther Size Parents Income Education Education Position or Divorce Divorce 

N 1619.6.47.1 44.-3 4.9 14,300 12.6 10.5 1.8 

w 15-20.5 49.2 1 48 .81 4.9 10,800 12.1 10.1 2.1 11.7
* 

8 .. 8* 

NC 12 19.3 46.3 45.1 5.1 13,500 13�2 10.7 2.3 

D 25 18.2-'- 47.7 46.4 4.8 12 ,400 12.7 10.4 2 .. 1 8 .. 8
* 

9.4. 

lAs if _st�1l.living. 

* 
p � .05. 

N 
� 



III. D�SCU�SIO� 

The . primary aim of .t�is . investigation was to · differentiate 

the . effects  of physical separation from one of · the parents . from . 

the effects of ,prolonged family conflict upon children of divorced 

parents . Thu$ the . critical hypothesis was the thir<;l which stated 

tnat · conflict in the home is more likely than the prolonged absence . 

of ' one parent to create difficulty for male children in · identifying 

with the appropriate sex : role . The criticql · comparison _in testing 

this hypothesis was between the scores and ratings .of : "children" from 

the NC gro�p who suffered thrqugh abnormal . family conflict bu� not 

separation ; and sim�lar s.cores and ratings of the -w group who have 

undergone separation from one parent but no , great deal of family con­

flict . 

It was - as sumed , with good . reason , that the conflict experienced 

by the NC group was - similar to that experienced . prior to parental di­

vorce by � in the D group , as several of the NC � s tated on the . 

quest ionnaire tha� they had . expected . their parents · to divorce for . some 

time . Likewise the ,prolonged absence of one parent was thought to 

affect Ss from the , W and D groups in a · similar fashion parti.cularly . 

because . for essentially eqt.J.al propor tions of . them ( 80 percent and 

88 percent reE;pec t.ively ) the · ab sen t .paren t wa $ the father , though , of 

course , the reason$ f o r  the pare� t ' s, ab sences were no t a t  . all al ike . 

2 7  
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Bec�use o f  sampling limitat ion s the , D  and . W group s were no t 

equal ized or matcped _ in · terms of another important variable , the age s 

of the children at � the t�me o f  the ·. divorce or death (McCord , 1962 ; 

Furfey , 19 2 7 ) . As ·report ed in Tabl� ·x on page 2 6 , - chi ldren . in the 

W grQUP were signi�icantly . older at the ·t ime -of .their parent ' s  death 

than · we�.e ·the�r cqunterpart s in the D grol:lp · at . t�e t ime of the�r 

parents ' divorce . In , order to d�t er�ine .whet4er or not this s ign if i-

cant . ag e dif ference could have been respons ibl� for the disparity . 

b etween the two group s i� terms o f . adj us tment anq diff icu�ty wi th sex 

ro le ' identification , the _ W group wa s divided into two age groups whi ch 

wer� compared �ith each o the.r. The cri tic�! rat ing s  ( i . e . ,- o f  ma sc u-

l i,.nity) · and s cores (i . e . , on MMPI scale 115 ) of � who - were five years 

old or less at .the time of their pa�ent ' s  -death were compared using a 

s imple " t "  test · wi �h thqse of the ,W .§!. who . were .six or o lder .  The se .. 

resul t s  a�e · summariz ed in Tab le XI � As no s ign if icant differences 

TABLE XI . 

TEST FOR THE SIGNIF ICANCE OF - DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THE 
MEAN Mf SCORE AND MAS CULINITY RAT INGS OF TWO 

GROUPS OF "W" SUBJECT S 

..§ '  s Age at Mean . Mean 
Parent ' s  Death N Mf Score . t Value Mascul init;I Rat ins t Value · 

0-5 6 24 . 3 . 4 . 19 
. 241 . . 2 98 

6+ 9 22 . 8  3 . 99  
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were found - it ·appears that the ;W � were , in fact , a valid control 

for the _effects of prolonged separation between parent and "child of  -

divoz:ce . "  

As the · importance \ of  the inequit i�s between · the experimental 

and control group �  is n�w - known to  be minim�! ; a more . detailed scru� 

tiny of the meaning of the resul ts can . be made . 

Confi�ed . by the data , hypothesis ) provides the tool for such 

an analys�s . It 
.
suggests - that one of the . reasons m�le children of 

divorced parents ; have . difficulty identifying with the appropriate sex 

role · may b e  that they frequently - blame t�?-e father for the conflict ·at 

home , and for th� resultant divorce . If this is  so , these feelings o f . 

blame may , in t�rn , . increase . the emotional ; distB:nce . between the father 

and the child and · may consequently reduce t�e power of the father to _ 

reinforc� the , chil4 for adopt ing masculine behavior. · In addition ,  

these ho stile feelings toward the father . may const�tute in themselves 

an enduring reminder for the child not to behave like the ,, father , in 

a masculine manner ; · that , is , they may . funct ion as strong negat ive . 

reinforcement for adopt ing the appropriate sex role . Among children 

from widowed .homes , on · the other - hand ; s imilar feelings · of abandon­

ment _and consequen� hos tility (Freudenthal , 195 9) are probably less 

l ikely to linger. both because of  · th� relative steadiness and warmth 

o f , their r�lations�ip with the parent ,.prior to his or . her death , and 

beca�se o f  the�r lingering posit ive memor�es  of that relat io�ship. 
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In add�t ion , the data in cqnfirma t �on . of the .- third �ypo thesis 

suggest · that the mere ab sence : of on e parent is of r�latively little 

cons equence · in , det ermining the · suc ces sful complet ion o f  the sexual 

iden t if icat ion proc ess . The failure of the · dat a to supp ort the 

second . hyp othes �s · (that "chilc:Iren of · di-vo rce" who se "remain ing" parent 

remarried will have le ss diff iculty in adopt ing the approp riate s ex · ' ' 

role than · those who se .parent s do no t )  ac tually gives further credence 

to the . third , for again it wo uld app ear that the - ab s ence of one ' parent , 

whether real or fostez: , is o f  relatively l i t t le impor t . as it . seems to 

�e of greater - concern whe��er ther� was � or wa s no t . a good deal of con-

f l ic t . between the · original · paren t s  prior · to � the remar riage . 

I� , addit ion to · t�ese s�lie� t · COI?-clus ·ions � the · general find ings 

o f  t�i s st udy - in compa ring t�e ef fects of parental ab sence · and parental 

confl ic� on the · degree : o f · se�-typ ing . in · ma le · ch ildren - also have · some 

theoret ical mer it as -they _ appear to . give . added we ight to the differ-

en t ia+ reinforcement theo ry of the s ex-t yp ing process .· 

Proponents o f  the tradit ional psychoa�aly t ic theo ry of iden t i f i-

cat ion (Freud , 1938 ; Bron fenb renner , 1960) have · · st ated . tha t , psycho sexu-

al threat anf;i the anxiety reducing mechan isms such · as · "ide�t if icat ion 

with t�e aggressor" . (Freud , 1946 ) are re spons ib le for the , format ion o f  

appropriate sex role behav:f:,or •. Acco rding to them the ab sence - of : the 

parent of the . . same .. sex (in · th1s · cas e , the · father ) ,  in removing the 

oppo rtunity fat: reso lut ion of the ·, oed ipal complex ,  "no t in frequently 

favo r s  the -, invera. iol!l of tbe ma le''  (F.reud , 1938 ) . Indeed , numerous 
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s t udies (Leichty , 1960 ; Lynn and Sawrey , 1959 ; Winch , 1949 ; Sears , 

Pintle� and . Sears ,  1946 ; Rouman , 1955 ; Hethe r ington , 1966) have 

found the developmen t o f  inap�ropriate sex-typ ing in such one-p arent 

situations ., . The se ·s t t:�dies have , however_ , be�n l imited to young 

chil dren or to the e f fects of _sho rt-t erm father ab sence where di f f i­

cul ty in sex-:-typ ing �s o f  "sho rt durat iot?- " ' (McCord , 1962 ) . 

The present · st�dy a� well as those repo r t ed : by · Nye (1957 ) , 

and Greenstein (1966 ) on the .. effec t s  o �  p rolonged father ab sence on 

sex-:-typing in the adolee;cent · appear _ to indicate ,  cont rary to the . 

expectat ions . o f : t'I:t� p sychoal)alyt i c  theory , th�t th�re i s  no disrup­

t ion o f � the s ex�typing process due to fa ther ab sence . Of cours e ,  

t�s · is · no t t o  s ay · that - there are n o  o thel;' e f fects . o f · such · an . up ­

s et t i�g exper ience � 

The resul t s  o �  these investigat ions , aga in includ ing the · 

pres ent one ,  do , . however ,  . seem to be . mo re comp�t ib le with the dif fer­

en ti$1 r e info rcemen t theory o f  the se.x-typ ing pro cess (Par$ons , . .1958 ; 

Mowrer , 1950 ; Co l ley , 1959 ; Band.ura , 196 3 )  which puts them nicely 

in t o  theoret ical perspe c t ive . Fo r theorists . o f this opin ion the . 

"acquis i t ion o f  appropriate sex-typ ing is cont.ingent upon what the 

chil d learns are the expec tat ions which . signif icant adul ts an d . others 

in l if e  have for him" (Co ll ey , 1959) . Thus , even in the father ' s  ab­

sence , the mo ther is a�le to dif feren t ia� ly rewa rd the , mal e  child for 

sex-appropriate behavior , and punish him for exhi� it ing the . oppo sit e ,  

the�eby .account ing for the , lack o f  evidence t for difficulty i� s ex­

typ ing among members of the .W group . 
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Not only : does . the differential expectation th�ory provide an 

explana�ion - for the lack of difficulty f�ther-absent boys . have in sex 

role identification , �it also sugges�s a pos �ible reason for the s igni-

f icant associat ion ·found in this study between difficu�ty in sex-

typ ing and · family .conflict , particularly when the ._latter is blamed on 

the father . In such cases the normal learning process , which is 
' . 

cal led sex-typing , is disrupt ed . Usually , when all goes well , the 

male child initially iqentifies with the .mother ; then , as certain 

role characteristics of · the father and males in general become dis-

crimin$ble to the child from those expectations for ·the feminine sex, 

ne · is reinfor�ed for adqp ting the culturally normative .sex-appropriate 

s�cial behavior . - The child from an unhappy , conflicting home is , 

however , torn · by ambivalence toward his parents and is not consistent-

ly . reinforced · for manifesting . "masculine" behavior . In addition , gen-

eralization of . . his feelings of antipathy toward . his fe�;thet; may be seen 

as negative .reinforcement for adop t ing the male role itself . Final ly , 

the data in support of . t�e fqurth hypothesis show , in accord with 

Altus ' (1958)  and Goode � s  · ( 1956)  findings , that such children , who 

have dif ficul ty :(.� adop t ing s ex-app ropria te . b ehavio r patterns , are 

mo re likely to b e  less s t ab le emo tionally and less socially adj us ted 

than their peers who s e  behavior ful f il l s  the expectat ions . society has 

for the� . 
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APPENDIX A 

QUESTIONNAIRE 

Thi s  is a pilot que s tionnaire to explore the impo rtance , o f · 
several var iables affecting chil dren o f  divorced parent s .  Al though 
your paren t s  may no t·  be divorced o r - separated we request . that each . o f  
you answer these . que s � ions f o r  purpo s e s � o f : compar�s on . We are · ask- · 
ing you, thes� que s t ion� · because we really want to know these "fac t s " 

about your life , wha� you think , and how you feel and becaus e we 
bel ieve that · your · answers wilJ.. enable us to b eg in : to learn how· to. 
help . children -_ who s e  parents :- . are divo rced by under standing their 
u�iqu� experiences, and problems • . We · are asking them too · be caus e · 
we .. are convinced that it · wi ll · c ontripute , to · yo�r · ed�cat ion in some 
small · way fo r you- to ask your sel f · . exa c t ly what your parent s ·  inf lu- ' 
ence .. has been • . Al though . .  thi s· ques � ionnaire contains mater ial. which 
is personal � we . hope you will decide to ta�e it e If you should 
decide · no t to , , we shall · under s t an� and respect your decis ion • .  If 
you decf.de to we can as sure; you that the · in forma t ion yo u, g ive us 
will · be . held in the - s t rictest con fidence ._ 

Your name : · 
Bir thdate : · 

Age at f i r s t .  dat e : 
How _o f t en did _ you da te in High 
How o f ten do · you date now? 

Sex : · M 

S choo l ? . 

Are you married ?  engaged ? __ _,;p inned ?_. ___ ,going s teady ? __ _ 

dat ing one girl (boy) ? dating aroul)d ? not dat ing ?_· __ 

Age you ' d l ike to ( o r . did)  get married ?  

Please ra t e your s e l f  o n  the following ( c ircl:e t h e  number s ) 

emo .t ional · 1 2 3 4 5 intellec tual 
open 1 .  2 3 4 5 withdrawn 
mo ther or iented 1 2 3 4 5 father · or ien ted · 
self ' conf ident 1 . 2 3 4 5 f eel inadequa t e ·  
rel igious 1 · 2 3 4 5 irrel igious 

F 

Fa the; : oc �upat ion 
(dat e� 

Age_._ 
l iving ? dead ? when � 
approximate income 
e ducat ion . relig ious · pr�ference , 
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Mo ther � occppat ion Age · 
��----�--����----------------------- -----

living ? . dead ? · when ? .  (dat e )  -----------------------
inco�e · educ at ion -------------------------
religious preference ---------------------------

Parent s :  marr ied when (date ) ? 
widowed.? · · if s� , when ""':(��-a-te-) ?�

� 
---------

mo tl:le r remarry? fath�r·  remarry? ____ !£ so , . whenJ _____ _ 
divor c�d ? if .so , whe� ( dat e ) ? 

----�----��----��--mo ther . remarry? · father remarry? if so , when ? . 
separated? if so , when (date) ? 

----- -------
-----------------------

mo ther. remar ry ? ·  father remarry? if so , date ----- ---------

- if · your paren t s  were (are) - divo rc�d or separated 
who . did you. blame it on at the . time ? mo ther fa ther both 
who , do · you b lame it . on · now? · mo the r. fa ther - both 
how long before tbe · divo rce or s eparation we re you aware t here 

wa s go ing to . be · one? 
how mucP, open conflict was ... there in yo ur home before the 

divorce or separat ion? . 
none , very . littfe normal. amount · ve+y much very , very much 

How many · bro thers do : you have ? the�r ages_· __________ _ 
How_ many . sisters do you. have ? the ir. ages ---------
With whom do yo u . live . now (no t in the dorm) at home ? . 

If you hav� ever been separated · from your parents for mo re than 
3 month s ,  put down how long and the , circums tances : 

Please . _rate- your. family on the following : ( I f you are· married , rate 
your fami ly before you were marr ied . )  

coopera tive 1 2 3 4 5 confli c t ing 
emo t ional · 1 · 2 3 4 5 intel lectual 
mo ther·  or ient ed 1 2 3 4 5 fathe; o riented 
open 1 " 2 3 4 5 uncomm:unicat ive 
religious 1 2 : 3 4 5 irreligious 

Commen t s ?  



Masculinity 

APPENDIX B 

CRITERIA FOR RATING SUBJECTS DURING THE GROUP 

PERSONALITY EVALUATION PROCEDURE 

The subj ect · has a masculine appearance , good · physique , and is 

n9t effeminat ely dressed ; is authoritative, aggressive , confident ; . 

crosses legs the · "male" way ; has spread out and relaxed posture ; may 

have low , deep voice; maY. express athletic interests ; is dominating ; , 

has mature self-knowledge or insight ; is independent . 

Leadership 

The subj ect directs the group , particularly at the outset ; 

asks others their .opinions ;  selects or changes the topic of discussion ; 

may talk the most ; . summarizes and reports back to tl:te examiner the re­

sul ts of the discus sion or · the feelings of the group members . 

Sel f-confidence · 

The subj ect talks at · least an average amount ; sp.ea�s with 

conviction using words like "always ' !  or "never" ; main tains . his views 

though o thers may dis agree with tijem ; doesn ' t  have hi s hands up 

around his fac e ;  is not very . nervous or shy . , 
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Energy 

The subj ect talks mo re than · .the average ; directs energy - toward 

the ends of t he group ; may be agitated , talks fas t and exc i t edly ; ha s 

many ideas .about dis cus s ion t opic . 

Aggress ion 

The subj ect disagrees . . wi th : o thers o f t.en and · may not . be diplo­

mat ic in e�press ing his d isagreement ; que s t ions the exp er imental pro� 

c edure ; fo rceful in s tat ing his views ; crit ic�! . 

Defensiveness 

The subj ect does not t a+k much , or i f  he does , he does . no t 

tell much about himsel f ;  may tend ins tead t o  d irect o thers . and ask 

their op in ion s ; _ t allts very lit tle about . his own feeling s ; may 

int ellectual ize ; may be quick to see personal at t ack in o ther ' s 

sta tements . 

Gregariousnes s  

The subj ect is very so c iable ; shows interes t in per sonal as­

pects o( group members (i . e  • •  w�ere they are from, etc . ) ;  is j ovial , 

at ease , or ien t ed toward emo t iona . o f  group mo re than task ; , talks 

about common . f r iends ; has a _ pleaaant p ersonal ity ; may be the j oke s t er . 

Independence 

The · subj ect is willing to s t and alone . in the group ; wo uld 

l ike to start own bu, ine�a ra�her than work for father ; doesn ' t  look 
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at the . examiner . for suppo�t ; is original , int elligently assertive , 

perhaps nonconforming , even eccentric • .  

At · Eaeeness 

The subj e�t is relaxed in group ; doesn � t  stumble over worda ; 

talks average amount or m9re ; sits .comfortably ; is emotionally 

responsive , able - to help others with their anxiety about group . 

Need for Achievement 
-- --

The subj ect is success oriented ; talks a lot about money ; may · 

be . studying _ for status profession ( i . e . , pre�med) ; has planned , for 

future a good deal ; may · have · come back to school after marriage or 

armed · forces ; . is ambitious, competitive .: 
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