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I N T R 0 D U C T I 0 N 

Contempor ary c ha ng es in Ame ri ca n li fe have brou g t many 

conf l icting patt e rns to wh ich young peop l e ar e constant ly 

exposed . Flee< (10) ma i ntai ned that s ociety is e pe ri e ncing 

~ dis pl aceme nt of t radi t i on 1 valu s in which the churc h, 

com munity and the fam ily appe r to be lo sing fo rce s the 

source of o i ont at ion of value s . Lo~an (27) and Allport (1) 

r efe rr ed to the g ner mora l flab iness of the Amei ; ca n 

s oc i ct/ c.s c us_ of m ch of the unrest to ay . Th cons ta t 

1:! 'J r l d- ':! i · t. t u 111 o i 1 ltJ i t h 'H r s and t h r _ u t s n f 'vv?. _ : (1 s ad c c · to 

the ppdrent i nsta bili ty of peop l e of a ll ages . Se· ious co l 

1 e g _ a n · u n i v '- r s i t y s t u d e n t s a r e s h o vJ i n g c o n c e . n f o r t h 

secu ri ty of cherished freedoms and the American ray of li fe 

that have lo g b en taken for granted . Acti vis t groups on 

campu es have focused na ional att_ntion on the st dents i n 

collo ues an universities a ross the nation . 

V a i L' e s P x a r t a p o \'i e 1 f u 1 i n f l u e n c e o n t h e ct t t · ;- u d e s , 

~oa l s ) p~rsona l relationships and pe ,Jon li ty of the i nd ivi d

u.;.l . ~tudc; ,!t..) vary in backgrounds and therefo re it my be 

a s s u ;n _ ' i: I r '' t t h e i r v a l u e ~ w i 1 1 b e d i f f e r e n t . E v i d e n e i n i -

ca. t _ ~-; t h ~ t. val u e s are i mpor t e. n t d ~ t e r rr. i n a t s of i n d i v i ...t u a l 
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and group be hav ior. Accord ing to Fleck ( 10 ), values a re not 

s t a t ·i c • T h e y h a v e s t · · o 1 g i m p 1 i c t i o n s f o r t h e 1 e a r n i n g p r o -

cess. 

tEE D FO R STUDY 

Th e as su mp t i on may be made th at the on l y justif i cat io 

a student h s f or- att nd ing coll ege i s to obt a in n ed uc at ion . 

If th is i s true , educat ion must equip him not onl y w·i th the 

kno wl edge an d ski ll s necessa ry to ru r su his ch osen p rof ~ s-

s·i on or c.ree r but fo living a li fe that is mean i. gfu l, 

sJt i sfyin g and ch ll en9 in g . Ed ucation must pr epa re t he in-

dividua 1 to face i ssues of a 1 eve r chilnging society not l· ith 

i gnor ance u.ncl apathy but vi th insight and r·es pons i bi l i ty . 

T h i e d • c ·1 s i o n e c · s s i t a t e s go i n g beyond a c q u i s i t i or: o f k no"'' l -

e d g e 0. n d :· !-' i l l s i n s u b j e c t m a t t e r · e d u c a t i o n t o d a y i n c .. u d e s 

~n i nves~i ~J tion and internalization of hum va l ue s . 

Th fol l owing s atement by Raths ( 37) indicated a nee d 

lor fur the study in th is area : 

If values tend t0 gu ide our lives , if values 
tenct to give an indi idua l the quality we c2 ll 
c h a r ct c t e , , i f v c l u e s t e n d t o .1 a k e t h e m o s t s i g n i f i -
ca nt l iscrimi naL ion between humans and oth r an i -
n:als, i va lu e de;elopment ·s one ve ry i mp o. tant 
p r: a s o '7 h u m a n d ~ v e l o p m e n t , p h a p s w e s h o u 1 d g i v e 
:·:, u c h ;n o · .. a t t e n t i o n t h e 1.1 t 1 a n ·J e d o . 

T ~~ e n: ore t h a t can b f~ ~-no· 1 n about students , th e i r t hi n k-

1 n g , 0- t t ·i ·t ~ ~ d e s a n d v a 1 u e s J t h e ~ e a t e r t h e p o s s i b i l i t y ~"~ i l l 
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be of brid ging the gap s in the ed ucational process. The 

present study was an ttempt to ad d anoth er dimension through 

a n investig ation of va lue s of studen ts at a south ern univ er -

s i ty. 

s T A T E I N T 0 F p R 0 B L E ~1 

Pu rposes 

Th e ma jor conc ern of th e prese nt study was to determine 

c.n d co mpa re the val ue prefe r ence scor e s of fr eshman and 

sen i or st udents at th e U n i v e r s i ty of Southern ·~ i s s i s s i p pi and 

tc determine the extent of dif feren ce s that may occur bet ee n 

freshmen and sen iors and between ma ! e an d f ema l e stud nts . 

i\nother aspe ct of the ~tudy w· s to det e r mi ne the relatiot!Srtip 

bet' ee n two b ckground f actors , the education and occupat i on 

of pa r nt~ ) and the values held by the stude ,ts . The author-

v1 , s o f t h e o p i n i o n t h t t h e i n f o r m a t i o n o b t a i ·1 e d v: o u l d be 

usefu l i n curriculum planning and in teaching course s in 

f2.mi ly 1 i fe edu cation . 

Th e sp ecific purposes of the study 1e e to : 

2 ) 

D e t e r m i n e v a l u e s h e 1 d by f r e s h rn a n a n s e n i o r 
university students relat i ve to six basic 
ir,terests or motives in personality : the 
theo et ical econo ic, aesthet· c, s oci al , 
p o ·1 i t i c a l , a n d r e l i g i o u s . 

Co rno are the values of fresh r. an student::, wit h 
tho~e of senior students i n order to revea l 
dn y significant differenc es . 



' ) ) 
.j 

4 ) 

5 ) 

Determ i ne wheth e r or not th e r e v.1ere s i gnificant 
d i fferences betwe n valu es of ma l e and female 
s tudents . 

Determine wheth e r or not educa tion and occupa
tion of th e parents hav e any eff ects on the 
valu e s of t he studen ts . 

For mu l ate i mp lic t ions fo r cu rriculu m pl anning 
and for teach i ng cours es in f am ily li fe educa 
tion th a t will mo re eff ecti ve ly mee t th e ne eds 
of stud e nts in a r ap i d l y chang i ng soc i e ty . 

The sa mp l e was com pose d of 20 0 t ud ents wh o we r e e n-

4 

rJ ll ")d i n cou r ses in the Schoo l of Home Econom i cs , i n t he De -

p ~rtme nt of Hea l t h and Phys ical Educ tion , or in ~he Depa rt 

me n t. 0 r s 0 c i 0 l 0 g y a t the u n i v e r s i t y 0 f s 0 u the l n 1,1 i s s ·j s i p pi ' 

H d t t i t:! b u · · g , i·1 i s s i s s i p p i , u r · n g t h s p r i n q u a t e r o .- 1 9 6 8 -

1969 . The. e \vere 100 freshme n a nd 100 sen~ o·. s wi th 0 ma 1 e 

and 50 f ema le students i n each gr oup . Subj ect s wer~ s lecLed 

fro m c l a sses in wh i ch s uden ts vol u1tee . ed to pa rticipate in 

th e study . 

T \ J o i n s t r u m e n t s \'-/ e r e u s e d t o o b t a i n d a t a . 0 n _ 'J a s a 

"o e r s 0 n Ci 1 Data Form , 11 des i g ned by the i n vest i gator o ·· the 

pr esent s tudy , ba s ed on one used by Che ser ( 8 ) . T ! ~is instru 

ment was administered to obta i n persona l aD d fa mily background 

1 r. f o r r.1 ;1 t i o n . T h s e c o n d VI · s t h e A l l p o ' t , V e r n o n , L i n d z e y ( 2 ) 

~ .!~~ty ~.L y __ l _u e s , r e v i s e d i n l 9 6 0 , vi h i c h \•/ a s u s e d to o b t a i n 

data on s tu dent s 1 val ues . Th is i nstrument meas ures Lhe 
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relative prom in ence of s ix basic inter ests or mot ives in 

personality: the th eore tic a l, econom i c ae sth etic , social, 

po litical an d r e li g i ous . It wa s des i gne d to be us e ' '1 ith 

college students or wi t h adults wh o hav e some col l ege educa -

t ·j o n . T h e i n s t r u m e n t s w e r a d m i n i s t e r e d t o t h e s t u d e n t s , ·i n 

sma ll grou ps, by the investi gato r. 

Th e fol l owing a re def ini t ions of words or ph r a s es a s 

us ed i n t his study : 

Va l ue s: ob je c t ives, goa ls, nd i de a l s hi c h gu id e 
g r o li_p_ a n d i n J i v i d u a l b e h a v i o r . 

T ·, e o r e l va lu e s : inte r est i n the d i co ve ry of 
·--

tr J ~, , . 

[conom i c va l ue s : i nte r est i n the pr ctic a l or us e -
ful . 

Aest he tic va lu e s : i nt er est in fo r m an d ha r mony . 

.Soc i a·l val ue s: int eres t i n t he a l t r1is t ic or phi l -
a.n th r opic l ove of peop l e . 

P o 1 ·j . i c a 1 v a 1 u e s : i n t e r e s t i n p o \v e r . 

3.~ l i g i o u s v d l u e s : i n t r e s t i n u n i t y o f l i f e a s 
rel~tcd to-'1V1ne powEr . 

Pet::r qroup : studerr t. ': who se re l at i on s hi ps 1:1it1 ea ch 
o fF~· r ... a r ::~ o f s u c h n c. t u r e a s to e x e r t i n f l u e n c e u p o n 
them a ~ i ndividua ls . 

C a_I!j) _u s € n v i r o ~ m e n t : ~ h ~ s o c i a ~ c 1 i m a t . ? f t h e ~ a m p u s 
a ~ 2 i denced oy pr eva 1l1n g so c 1a l po 1t 1cal · nd 

re li gious a t t i ude s . 



CHAPT ER I I 

R E V I E W 0 F L I T E R A T U E 

Du ring the pa s t two de c a des th e r e has be e n consid e r a bl e 

conce rn on t he part of knowl edgea ble indi vi d uals and group s 

r e l at iv e to the va l ues of the Ame ric a n pe op l e in ge neral and 

Lhe Amer i c a n coll ege st uden t s in pa t i cu l a r. ' uch has be e n 

~ritten concern i ng these subj e c t s . tany studi es ave bee n 

conducte 1 a c o ll eges a nd univ e rsiti s i n di ffere nt pa rt of 

t )·, ~ U n ·i + e d State s to deter m i n e the effect s of the co l l e g e 

_x peri ence on the stu ents i nd ivi dua lly and collec iv e ly . 

: h e r e v i e w o ··= l · t e r a t u e o r t h e p r e s e n t t u y h s b e e n 

cl a s s ; f i ed into foui· ca·e gur i e 1) The Role of a lu es in 

t r·, e A ~~~ e r i <: a n ~~ a ./ o f L i f ; 2 ) T h e R o l e o f E d u c t i o n i n I 1 f 1 u -

en cirg S t ude n t~' Values ; 3 ) Th In f lu ence of th e Campus En -

vi on ment and Peer Groups on St ude. ts ' V lu es ; an d 4 ) Stu d i e s 

C o n c e r n i ~~ g C h a n g e s i 1 V a I u e s H e 1 d by S t u d e n t s . 

T ~; E R 0 L r.: 0 r V /1. L U E S I ~l T H E A H E R I C A ~·I A Y 0 LI FE 

T il an open i ng address to a group of stud · nts asse mb led 

~~ t a n ;:-. t i on a 1 co nvent i on i n 1 9 6 1 , i ' o ore ( 3 3 ) mad e the 

6 



f a l l ow i n g s Lat e men t s con ce rn i r: g v lu e s VJ h i c h s ee 111 t o be as 

pr ofou nd today as when stat ed n a ~ 1 y 10 y . J. rs ag~.. . 

To t ell yo u th at ou r va lu es ~ re one J f t he 
major eap o ns i n t he war of i eo l o0 i e s i n which 
1de nrc e ng aged at t ne moment pp::~drs ~ r ·i t .... ; but 
it i s noneth e l ess t ru e . So me pe s on s quest ion 
whet he r we , i n th - Un i t · d St at es , u .de rs ta nd our 
b a s i c ; a i u e s we l 1 e no u g f1 t o u .- e t h e !11 c- u c c e .: s f u 1 1 y 
a g a i n s t t h e c o n t~ a ct i c t r y v l u e s o f t h e C o m m u n i s t 
'd ot 1 d . ~ · 1 ') t eo v ~ · , o t he r s '"o n d _ r i f ., - be 1 · v · i n 
t hese v a l ue s s tro ngly e:1oug h t o 1 iv':) by t nem s 
an e ·<a iTl p ·1 e f or t 11 1H o i l i n d to i ... h t f o ~ t h rn to 
de a t h · f \~ e m 1 .: t , fo r the: i r sur v · v l . ~ 1 s o s t i 1 l 
o t hcts q~:est : on Lhat oui ··· rt 1u e car t be .ade r ea l 
2 n o · '::1 h t o t h e r e 111 i r d r o f t h e w o 1 ' ·~ o · 1 i n ·. h e 
~~ o ·1 d 1·1 a i vJ h i c. h i s t r u ·1 y \•t r b ~ t •J \:: e n r -- d i ;,__ a l l y 
di ff~r'cn t Vd l ur:; • 

T h 2 p ,~, s i t i o n v " k _ n by S 1 ·j t h ( 4 .J ) s u p p o r t e d 0. n d d d e ·' 

c n; p h a s ; ~~ i: o i; h e c o n v i c t i o n s o f i o o r e ( 3 3 ) , · s e ·.; i d . n c e d by 

t h e f o l 1 o ·; i 1 g · · l: o. t ~ 1:1 e t : 

T~e rel e v - nt f ct is t hat unle~s we succee 
i n f i r :11 i n g up a c o. · e of v ~ l u e s \•J hi c h v; e s a ~ eo p l e 
c e ~ i f: v e a f lj 1 l y a s t h e C o m n 1 u n ·i s t s b c i ·; e v e i n t h e i r s , 
w sta1 to lose th i s ~tr u gg e n~ t h e~ lue s of 
C o i 11 (;1 u n ·i s rn .,, i ., 1 1r1 i n , n o t b e c a u s e t h e .Y t'l i l i h v . 
or ,; v 2 n them s e 1 v e s su per i or to ci n1 oc r a c y 1 s but be-
~ .:1 u ,J (~ o n t h 1 e v e l a ._ l i c h h i s c o n t e s t ·! i 1 l b e 
d e c -; d 2 rl - -- t h e ~ v e 1 o f s t o n g g . o u p v a l u _ s - - t h e y 
~ i ll have nee unoppos~d . 

1\ c " c ~~ ci i i g ··-. o ~·J e s t by - G i b ::- o n ( 5 1 ) , t h e e a e f o u · ' v a i u e 

7 

c om p c n ~~ (i t s ·.-; ; t rt i ;1 t i1 e Am e r i c a n o r i e n t a t i o n \•/ h i c h a p pea r c e n -

t r a l :~ o t i 1 _ 1\ m e ~' i c a .l d .:l m o c , a t i c i a e .J. l . T h e e a r e : l ) t h e 

1 c ' l:"l" _? ) tn·c ...... eq u:') l,·tJ' of a l l men: J., ,, ·t.he r 1' gh .~...L '.j 0 : lj ~) ().I :;J c r. ( :, j I u ! l > ' " U = 

·') f :n e n t 0 J \) v e r t~ rn 2 n ": by t h _ c o n s e n t o f t h e g o 'I e r n e , a n d 4 ) 
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Br- o1k (5) e1 pf1as ized t he fact th t if Am_r ic a is to 

pl ay a pr o per rol e of l eader mong nations which wo:..~ ld u t i-

li ze knowledge for t he welf r e of p ~ op l e , r egard fo r the 

worth of indivi dua ls must be i ncr eased . Bonk m inta in ed 

that no tho ught fu l man or woman wo uld r gue that man is in a 

s tr uggle for mere s urviv 1. 

B r o n k ( 5 ) s t r e s s e d t h e ·i m p o r t a n c e o f t h e p a r t i c i p t i o n 

of a ll individu a ls ·i n th .... conduct of go vern ment . Th e stre ngt h 

of th United State s go vernme nt depcnJs upon t s right a d 

p o \v e r o f t h e i n d i v i d u a 1 J o m k e c h o ·j c s a n c isio s . i s e 

de r:i s io ns) howev e , r eq uire xter,siv '":; knov.J l ed e the hab i t 

cf in q u i · y) and reasoning 2. il i ty . 

:, () c : m o r e ( 3 2 ) a s s e r t e d ·~ h o t t 1 f:l s a i s f a ~ t i o n s p e o p I e 

S l~ .k i n a democracy are dcf i n d ail assure i , th_ a ss~ pt. i on s 

o f t h .... d en; o c r a c y . F r e e d o m o f o p i n i c n ; f r e e d o ;n -t: o d i s a g r e e ; 

th~ importance of the J or ~h of the individu 1 ; guarant~-s o~ 

li fe , 1 lberty dnJ t he ri gh t top rsue happiness are 1 ~ t i rg 

·.,;a l · e s i n t he Am e r i can o c i e ty . 

L. em ill o n ( 2 6 ) o b s e r v e d t f1 a t m a n ' r i s e from s a vase r ~' to 

c i .. i i i :-: :l t i o :~ . c. s b c; e n t h o u g h t h e c r a t i o n a n d p r e s e r v . t i o n 

~f 'al ues . In .a c t , the h i sto r y of civi liz ation devo lve s 

i r. t o a s ,_ u d y o f t h e p a r t i c u l a , o l d v a l u e s p · s e r e d a t a n y 

J ·i v 2 r ': i :·:1 c , u 11 d t h e p a r t ·i c u 1 a r n e tl 'I a l u C\ s c r e a t e d i n a n y 
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~l itc he ll (31) d.c l a r ed t hat the va lue systems of e ste rn 

civiliz a tion, and _spe cially tha t of th e Uni trd States , a re 

producing c gar ga ntuan harv est of s ocia l, politica l, phys ical, 

moral and spiritual ills wh i c h are r ef l ec tions o f individual, 

person a l patt e rns of behavior. Str ess in g th , t t he re is su ch 

a great gap in profe s sed va l u s and beha v ior in reg a rd to 

these v 1 ues , i tche ll 11oted that th e re is a gr ow i ng tende ncy 

to scrap co mpl ete ly the tr dit ion a l va lues upon wh ich t his 

c ·j·.J i 1iz at i on and the Great re ·i can Exper i m nth ve f l ourished . 

Th e va l ues for society s a who l e are +he princi les 

~h a t gui de i ndividua l nd group behav ior . Moore ( 33) c ll ed 

a t t e n t i o n t o t h f a c t t h a t VI h e n a n a - i o n o r a s o c i t y 1 o s e s 

il: s val ' es , i t s und rstandiny of t h_m , nd th.ir re al ity , 

the n the nat io n dete ri o · t~s . If a nat ion l et s it s va l ues 

d 1 gene ratP, and ta l ks them , but does no t li ve the , then d is

· i rt~~ ·ta tio , , of the culture i s inevi tab le . 

r· .. ;~-che ll (31) expresse the opin ion that i f tod y ' s 

c iv ili~ a~~ n is to endure it il l be beca seth~ home, c hur h, 

d~d s ·~hoo l ca n v1ield an influence s fficient t o produc._ 

Tl"tldr -.ds of thous ands of 10ra l, i nte ll igent i.~di iduals 1hose 

p ;~ o r ;: .) s ~; v a l u e s y . t ems are i n har m o n y \'I i t h the v a l u e s y s t ems 

t h ~ y p r· a c t ! c e . H a w k e s ( l 4 ) p r o c l ,4 i me d t h u t v ~ i u e s m a n h o l d s 

t8 ' r..y dEto· mine the di ecti on of th0 tO !tOr O •ts , and the to 

rn o : · · o 'll _ ·s · 1 1 d em o n s t r a t e t h e m'" a 1 i , g r, d i m p o r t a 1 c o f t h e 

;a l u_s he l d tod ay . 
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TH E RO LE FL UENCING 

STUDENTS ' VALUES 

McGrath ( 30 ) sta ted that i n r ecent ye a r s there hcs been 

a genera l accept a nc e of the vi ew th a t a n ins titut i on of 

higher educat i on has are po ib ili ty to ass i s t the student 

·in deve l oping a va lu e sys tem of hi ow n in r ela ion to a 

satisfy i ng and consistent view of t he world and his pl ace in 

it . Smith (43 ) proclaimed, howe ve r t h t th e Ame ric an co l-

leg~ re t ricts i ts esponsib 'l' ty to inte ll ect ual vir t u san 

do s not see as its task th t of urth e r i ng human va l ue- a s 

who le. In taking i ss ue ~vith th is point of ' iew Smit stdte d 

t~at the real re a son for quest io ning the pres_nt pos i t ion of 

r o ·1 ., 2 ; f? _ r) n \' l u c s i c; n o t t h t t h e C o m m u n i s t h a 1 l '- n g 2 r e -

q u i r e s i t b u t t h a t l i f e r e q u ·j • e s i t . 

T o s u p o o · t t h i s p o i n t o f v i e \•I , S m i t h 3 ) I i s t · ~ d t i1 r e 2 

pert i nent f ctot i n 'v' 0 1 v e d : 

1) So me co re an hierar ch y of valu e convict ;ons 
a re needed if mP n a e not to tu n t heir fac~s 
to t he wall and not bathe to get up . 

2 ) I f so .n e v a l u e s t r u c t u e i s essen t i a I to m a r1 ' s 
. , e l 1 . - t e i n g , i t i s e q u ;:l l l y t r u t h a t c e r t a .: n 
s t r L! r· t u e ~ a r e s u p e r i o r t o o t h e r s . 

3) If it is i m~ ort nt that men have values, if ; t 
i s ·i m p o r t a. n t t h .:1 t t h e y !1 a 1 e c 2 r t a i r1 '/ a ., u e s 
ra ther than oth e . s, it i s equa 11 y i r1;p0 r t2tn t 
that these valu 2_ pervad e the cu,t. ur e as a 

!If i I 0 l e . 
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Br ame l d ( 4 ) i ndic ated th t values are the most neg

l ected pr obl em in educ ati on . In m king a plea f or ax iol og i 

z in g of publi c edu cat i on th i s autho r dec l ar d : 

The time is a l rea dy we ll pa s sed whe n we ca n 
aff or d to indul ge in the luxu.y of cluttered cu r
ricul ums , in spu i ous ac ade,·ic a l oofness r at io n
aliz ed in the name of ob jecti vi ty, in confus ed if 
not ofte n obsol ete codes of mor a l condu ct , a nd in 
stul ti fying amb i · ions to grasp the dubious goa l s 
of succe s and status at whate ver cost to our pe r
sona l and communa l int eg ri ty . Fo · the gri m tr uth 
i s t h t :1 o t h i n g 1 e s s t h a n t h e l i f e o f m a n k ·i n d a s 
a VI h o 1 e i s n ow i n p r e c r i o u s b a 1 a n r: e . To t e a s s e r t 
th at values re educ atio;t ' s most neg lecte d pr oblem 
i s to r ea lly i nsi st t ha t e r.o l ange ha ve an y 
gonuine choice -no choic e but to bring the nat ur e 
an' mean in q of va lu e s out of the sh ad owy bac kg r ound 
a n c· i n t o t h e s p o t 1 i g h t o f s 1 s t i n e c.l c o n c e r o n 
e v e r y 1 e v e ·1 o f l ) a r n i n g f o m k i n d '- r g a r t e n t h r o u g h 
t h . ·In i v e r s i ty . 

Ca rpe nt e t (7) a g ed that hi gher edu catio n cease s to be 

cl ._,ea t' c h f o ·t ~v · s do m \'I hi c h i s adequate to meet th e pro b 1 ems of 

li fe to d y un l ess i t teache s the i nd or t h i nkin g , v ue s and 

c o i11 m i t me n t v·! h i c h r e p r e s e n t t h e v e r y b e s · ex p e r i e n c e s a t a y 

g i ·'en tim . . Th e :ritings of Sanford (40) proj ec t th e i dea 

th a t the ~ espon si b i l i ty of the co ll ege to run its ow n a f-

ra irs according to values tha t ale kno n to the s tuden t s , n 

\·J o r t h y o f b e i n g e m u l a t e d b }· t h e s t u d e n t s i f t h e c o l : g e i s to 

· nco ur age socia l res po nsib ili ty . 

Til :: .' ne rica.n peop l e ha ve l ways looke I to educati on fo r 

l eade rs h~p ~ nd a s a mean of achiev i ng goa ls . The ~onsensus 
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of public op ini on h - s.e .m d to be that col l e ge s a nd IJniver-

s iti es could in s t igate ch a nge in soci a l conditi o ns and so lv e 

p r o b 1 e m s t h a t f d c e t h e f am i 1 y . l·J e s t by - G ·j b s o n ( 5 1 ) n o t e d t h a t 

wh il e prizing educatio n highly for upho l d ing th Am er i can 

d e m o c r a t i c i d e a 1 , ·Am e r i c a n s m a y n o t a g r _ e o n t h e s p e c i f i c 

educat'cnal o bj ect ives . To th ~ xt e nt that the peop l e s upport 

a unifie d core o f cu l t ur a l v l ues , a r =e ment on the aims of 

educat i on can be expe cted; to th e exle nt that divers e values 

a. l' e he 1 d ~ d i sa g r· e ern'- n t c n be expected . I n t he U n i ted Sta tes , 

e d u c u t i on a 1 o b j e c t i v e s r e - ~ l e._ t both t h i s u n i t y a nd d i v '- r s ·i t y . 

l\ c c ord in g to Al 1•ort (1 ), one a i m of ~du cat ion i s to 

tea c h t , e ·J i s d o n1 o f t h e p a s t a n d p r· e s e n t · n o r d e r t h a t s t u d c n t s 

will be ab l e to s olv the p oblems of th'- fut ur e . Ade UdC J of 

t e p , ~; s e n t e d u c a t i o n a 1 p o c e d u r e s i s i n q u e s t i o n . Y o u t h o f 

t o d i:.\ y ·:; i 1 l h a 1 e t o 1 i v e i n a vJ o r 1 d g e a l y d i f f e r e n t f o m t h e 

\·1 o r 1 d o f t h e p a s t f r o m w h i c h t h e p r e s e n t s t o r e o f k n o '1 1 e d g e 

a n d ·.·1 i s d o m h a s b e e n d r a w n . 

Allpo rt (1) 1 i sted six prospects ·Jh ic indicate t he 

v a s t_ i y c h a n g e d n a t u r e o f l i f e i n t h e f u t u r e , f o r v · h ·j c h t h e r e 

; s lit t l e r elevant wisdom to call upon : 

1) The new generation of stu de nts will have o fJc e 
an ever- ·incre a sing domination of li fe by s ci ence , 
bv technology, and by auto mation . 

2) fh e new generation will have to r ecogn i ze the 
imp0ssibility of living a ny l ong r i n a state 
o f c o n d e s c e n s i o n t o w a d t h e c o l o ~ - e !J p e o p i e s 



of th e worl d ( ab ou t t hr_ e q uarter s of the 
wo rl d ' s popu l atio n) . Centu r ies of comfo. ta bl e 
c aste d i s cr i minati on and seg r egation a r e fro m 
he r e on i mpossib l e to lnu i nt in. 

3 ) T h e c o m i n g g e n e r a t i o n "'' i l 1 h a v e t o d e a l w i t h 
a po pulat i on explo· i on wh ose pre icted mij~n i
tu de staggers ou r i magin ti on . 

4) It will need a comp l eter under st .·1d ir. of wor l d 
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:oc i et i es an the ir marked dif- ~n c e s i n va lues. 
I n t he past , we co ul d be po l i te l y igno r nt of 
such p l aces as Af ri ca , Lat in Am ic, and s i 
i n a Wd Y th at is no lan ge po ::-.)~b l e . 

5 ) It will have to cr eate a worl d go ver nment o r , 
at l ast a n ffe ct i ve confeder ·t ion to foresta l l 
the threat of th e r monucle , r war . 

6 ) s if a p l anet a r-y 1or ld vie'tJ ere not e no ug h 
to ac hi e ve, th ... corning ge neration may huve t o 
de ve l op an int f_rp l neta y po in t of i ew . 

Allport ( l) rais e.~ two v ry i mportant que .t ·iof'l s for 

1 ege adrni n i tra l. or s a1 d facu 1 tics to ponde r : l) t•J e re can 

y o u i.: ~ ~ -'" ·i n d t h e n e e d e d e q u i p m e n t ? a n d 2 ) A t e t h e y s o u n d e n o u g h 

in n1 ind and mo ra l e ? These questions express the apprehe nsion 

that ~s held concerning th e value s of youth and also · mp li e s 

a c h J. ! ·l e n g e t o e d u c a t i o n i n me e t i n g t h e s e n e d s . 

I n su pp or t of th e expr ssed views of ll port (i ) , Fr ee d-

ma n (i 2 ) has st ate d that the kinds of ch a nge in hum2.n existen c e 

'-~i h i c h t.; v o 1 v P d s I o \ 1 y o v e r t h e c e n t u i e a r e n o w b n i ;, g c o m -

p r . s s (:. d i n t o g e n e r a t i o n s o r e v e n d e c a d e s . P r o f 2 s s i o n s a n d 

\·;a y s CJ f 1 i f e f o r \v h i c h c o l 1 e e s t u d e n t s a r e n o 1 b e i n g p r e p a r _ d 

n~ a y b ;_~ c o rn 2 o b s o 1 e t e i n a v e r y b r i e f p e r i o d o f t i me . ~U. c c o r d i n g 

to Sanford ( 4 1 ) , st udents must be prepared f or a wo r l d in 
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' . ..;h·ich they will play a variety of roles; on~ hich i s imper-

s o n a ·: a n i w h e r e t h e s t u d n t m u s t r11 a n a g e to · e i~1 a i n a n i n d i v i d -

ua.1 and assert his individu lity; a wor ld i t!, an aJesome 

potential for either utopi a or d i s ster . 

A ·1 1 p o r -~ ( l ) f o u n d i t d i s t u r i n g t h a t y ) u - 1 e 1 a b o r a t : 

on on e ' s right to a ich , fu ll li fe a1d yet nain a in a ·lm'-·,st 

co mp l ete s il ence regarding one 1 s duties . rnphas izing that 

teacher's should choose valu es th ey teach fro1 the whole of 

the Amer i can ethos , the -utho r stated further : 

De p in our he rts we knovJ , and .os of he 
wor ld kno ~ that our nation cl l value s de ive of 
c o u r s 2 f r o 111 J u d o · C h r i s t .- a n e t h i c s , a e a b o u t t h e 
finest man~ind has yet formul ted . ! no sense 
a re th ese values out of date nor will t ey go 
o tt of date in the wor l d of tomorr O\' . Yet many of 
them a r e bad l y rusted . Unless they a~e r e vitalized 
ho wever , our yo ut h may not h ~ ve the persona l forti
tu de anc\ mo r a l i mplemen ts that the fu ure 1 ill r e
quire . 

Th e r e are so me valu es th at are i mportant for cucces s i n 

li f e which are not spe lle d ou t i n th e Ame r ·can cree d . All -

port ( 1) referr ed to thes e as thos e detai l s of hu man relat io n

s h ips that make all the differenc e bet Jeen boori s hnes s and 

broth erho od in the human fam i ly . Another point of empha sis 

wa s thc.t the e l e ment s of the sci ence of hu la n rel ation s shoul d 

be tau g ht as a mean s of "s moot hi ng t he ro uohn ess of co mm on 

l ife by leadi ng us to respect ef fect ively "he in egr i t y of 

the other f e 1 l ow . 11 
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Acco rding to Franke l (l l ), there are two funct ions of 

a co l 'l eg e . One is to tra nsm it t o t he yo ung a cu l tura l he ri 

tage that wi l l allow ind ividu a l s t o se e s ome con t inuity be -

tvJeen their ow n situ at ion an d that of those who ha ve gone 

bef ore the m. The s eco nd is to provide a n environ me nt in 

w h ·i c h s t u d e n t s c a n r e a c t t o t h i s h e r i t a g e , a n d i n r e a c t i n g , 

h e 1 p t o rn a :< e i t f r e s h a r n d r e 1 e v a n t . 

Bot kin ( 3 ) r efer r e d to the teach _r as a cata l yst in ma k-

i ng the stude nt aware of his fre do m and his tor ici ty . I n th i " 

cJ pa ci t y t he te a cher has two res ponsib ilities : 

1) The t ea ch er ce rnes as a conv eyor of informat i on 
a nd as an autho rity ·n a discipline . It is 
l1ssumed that the teacher , in pursuit of h i s 
discip li ne can offer the stude,, t new dimens io, s 
a n d h a . rn u n i .) s t o I~ i s l i f e 1 o r l r. o t p r e ·v i o u s l y 
there . 

2 ) The teacher 
rather than 
cism i s not 
tions held 
deeper an 

mu st nurture a cli ma te of devot ion 
fanat ic ·sm . Refrain i n from fana ti 
necessarily refraining from convic 
ith integrity . Devot ion i s 

m o r e s i n c e r e f o r m o f c o n v i c t ·i o n . 

~o reover, Sotki 1 (3) ma intained that w en teach ing is 

unde rs toed in the above manner there is no reason t fea·' 

.l.. e c. c h i n g v '.J. 1 u e s . T h c g o a l o f t h e t e a c ' e r i s t. o 1 _ a d t h e 

st·1d e nts to the th esho l d of matur i ty authent icity and se l f 

i e t e r m i ~ - i a t i o n . 

3 o t ! - ·i n ( 3 ) em p h a s i z e d t h a t \•! h e n a p e . s o n n d e r s t a n d s 

t he diffe rence be t ~een tea c hi ng and propa~anda and is 



committ ed to the for me r , then values can an d shou l d be 

taught . Bo tkin a lso be l i eved t ha t to fa i l was to i mper il 
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t :: e h u m 2. n s p i r i t . A s i m i 1 r p o s i t ·j o n w a s t a k e n by C a p e n t e r 

( 7 ) a s ~ h o w n by t h e f o 1 1 o vJ i n g s t a t e m n t : 11 I f v a 1 u e s a r e i n -

d i spe n s~b ·l e to th e stud nt h· ms e l f, hi s uto nomy v1 ill be i n

fr i nged only i f th ese va l ues are de ni e , not · f they ar sup 

p1i ed ." 

As view ed by Hicks (1 7), the t sk of educat ors is to 

invo lv e students in t he process of thin ing, r e son ing , of 

: 1 a k i ;1 g e t h ·i c a 1 ju dgme nts , of us i n g forethought of d i scrim i -

n a t i n g b t 1 e e n 11 o l d say i n g s 11 an d those t r ad i t i on s w hi c h r e r e 

sent thr · ·;still ed v.Ji sdom of the ages . Furth r, the task in

volves a~sisting students to inter n~ l i z Lhese tested valu-~ . 

Hicks ( 17 ) e ph sized the i portance of in i rect teach

i ng of values throu_h what the educ to rs ep r esent as pe sons , 

t 11 ~: i r t a. n d a r d s o f g o o d a n d b a d , b e c t e r n b e s t , r i h t a n d 

v; r o n g ; t !' ._ i r r e s t r· o. i n t o r l a c k o f i i: ; t h e i r g u o d m a n n e r s o r 

,Rc of them ; thc i go od tast e in dress or lack of i t ; t he i r 

r.spect fo r cv er·y person or lack o it . Coffi (9) decl " ed 

_ h a t v a ·! u e .... a r a c a · g h t a s \'1 e l l a s t a g h t n d + h e r R t o r _ 1T1 s t 

b8 deeply ex1erienced in order to bec ome a pa t of the who l P 

p2 r .: on . 

Sanford 0 ) ma int aine that an i mpo rtant .oleo, hi g er 

education is to en~ ble t he student to become ocial1y 
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respons i bl e , to act i n · the public i terest and to carry out 

responsi biliti es to oth er people beca use of a deep persona l 

comm i tment . Th e high er or de r of social res pons ibility which 

the college a tt~mpt s to instil l in t he student is that of 

l oya lty to c ~ rt a in ideals and not to a group of peop le . An -

oth e r asse . t i on made by Sanford was that coll ege shou ld 

stand for somet hin g , th at it shoul d em brace a value-orienta 

ti on wh i ch it endeavors to in s till in a ll of it s students . 

,.'\ c c o ·" d i n g t o ~1 e y h e w ( 2 9 ) , 1 l c o 1 l e g . c o u r s e s h o l d a s a 

prim~ry objecti 1e the proce s w i ch en bl es studen s to 

re ~. liz~ that the ir va l ues a r e important . Students nee t o 

b~ 0wa r c of t h i mp li cations and consequences which resu lt 

f !" o m i: h P. i r v a l u e s . 

i~ e y hew ( 2 9) suggest e f iv e steps i n t h a p p r a i sa 1 of 

~each1ng va lu es as fo ll ows : 1) agree on br oad obj ect ives ; 

2) convert cl early under toad objectives into specifics of 

behavior; 3) fi 1d educational objectives which can pro · uce 

de sir ed beha vio r; 4 ) match educational experiences 1ith ap 

pro priat2 methods of appraisa l; and 5) co mpa re demonstra ted 

perfor~~ail c es vv i th or i gina I obje ctive . 

~/u ll er ( 34 ) dec l ared that valu es have no i eaning in a 

va c Ju m. Va lu es app ly to situations exist in g in th~ wor ld in 

\·; hich the eva l uators h. ve the i r conscious be i !1g . r· e labo at

·i n :j o n t h e ~ ::1 p o r t a n c e o f s c i e n c e e d u c a t i o n i n v a 1 u e f o ·r m a t i o i 1 
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this author st ate s e v~ ral maj or va lu e that r esul t f ro m 

scienti f i c investi gat ion . Th e s a re int e ll ectua l honesty; 

co mm unic at ion uncl ogg ed by obfusca ion an d pr et e nse ; r ad i -

nes s to adm it o ne 1 s mi s tak es ; mo r a l courage to ma inta in on e 1 s 

po si t i on in the face of con d mn t i o1 as long as th a t pos i t i on 

i s fou nded on f i rm ev id e nc e ; a nd , th e o.c cep t unc e of th e s earc h 

·f or the tru th as n en d i n i ts own ri ght . , ull e r st te 

f rther : 

It sh ould be e vid e nt that th is gro up of va l ues, 
i mp licit i P the spir it of sci ence f orm~ co n--
si stent who l e an d f i ts i nt o the picture of t he 
·orld and man tha t science its elf has disco ere . 

I t is also indiv i sibl - from the sp irit of democrac y 
with wh ich it has advanc d hand in hund .. . . The 
va lues i mp l ·icit in the sc ienti · ic sp:rit , and in 
fact e n,bedd~d de p within the hu:n::1n s~i i t ar ou r 
b t d e f e n s a 9 a i n s t t h m a r c t1 of a n y f o n.. of 
a utho rit a ri n is m o. ict tor~hip . 

T H f. I I ! F L u E N c E Q£_ .I_tji_ c I r I p u s E i l 'l_B 0 I rrJ E I~ T A 0 

PEE OUPS Oi STUDE 1T ALUES 

Cance r for the fluence of the campus en viron m nt on 

the s tude nt and h i s v lu es wa s vivi l y expr s by Loga n 

( 2 7) : 

On coll rge ca mpu ses th g 1eral moral fla bi-
n e :.; o f o u s o ~ i e t y i s r e f 1 e c t e d i n t h e d e s t . u c t ·i v e 
an ri d ~ s t u r b i n g r i o t s l as t s p r : n g It! h ·i c h can h: t 'l y 
be oo. s sed off a s ''spring f ..... ver . 11 Almost evety co l -
leg~ adm i nistrc,~-ion reports incr·easi g pr ss · re fr~o m 
s t u d ~ n t s t o r e l a x u l e s a n d r e g u 1 a t i o n G n -til o k i n g , 
dri nk ing, -ars , visiting hours and ur f~~s , whi le 
t h e \II h 0 I e q Ll s t i 0 n 0 n h 0 w f a t t h r_ c 0 l l ") , e h 0 u 1 d a c t 



·in 11 l oco pa r ent is 11 h s be n th e s ub j ect of he at ed 
deba t e on cam pus e s ae ro s the n ~t io n. e r e th us 
par ad o xi c a 1 1 y conf r ont ed .J i t h d c " n d s for more 
fr eedom i n the fa ce of dec l i ni t g a c cept r. c e of 
r es pons i b i ·1 i t y . 

Jarr et t ( 20) 'efe r red to t he co l lege stud nts of t od ay 

a s 11 Th New Br eed . '' App r o xi m te l y 1 0 yea rs go pr o f e s so r s 

were worri ed abou t st udent ap thy. oda y the sit uat io n is 

diff ere nt. Whil e the r a r e s t ill those ho ar e i nte r ste d in 

confor mity a nd s ecur i ty , the co l ge tu de nt . 11 a re a dive r se 

l ot . 11 J a rr e t t ex p l i ned that the r _ r e n e r l y ll t ypes ex-

·.:ept t he st upi d . 

J arrett ( LO ) declared : 

Change i s afoot : in student co .. cern , i n 1.-vi l!
i ngne ss to e~p l oy the devices of protest- - petition s 
r e s o ·1 u t i c n s , m a s s m e t i g s , p i c k e t s , m a c- s i v e rn a ·j l -
i ngs, s i t-in s , li tigation. The particular caus is 
ad ~ ill be h i ghly var i able . If now racia i ss es 
and re trictions on st udent f eedoms are p. eminent 
tomorrow the sky's the limit, inc l uding not on l y 
a ll the polit ic a l and social controversies that 
ag i tate co iTJ n.:Jnity , state , natio , and the \'lide \Jor l d , 
but also the whole range of prob l ems hi th~ to though t 
to be the ex clusiv e pre r ogative of raculty and a -
nin istrators : budget, curriculum, grades , egree , 
l. i bi'a r y, dorm i tory ho rs--yes, and the hiring , ad -
v · n c em e n t , a. n ' f i r ·j n g o f m em b e r s o f t h e f ti c u l t y . 

In t he 1 95 0' s , college st udents were criticiz d fo r 

la ck of mature socia l responsibility . S nford (40) cl ai~e · 

tha t ~od ay , i n sharp contrast to the e~rlier per io d! th~ cr i t i-

cis m 1:-; more like ly to be that stu dent s arA t~king too much 

i nte ~est in social affairs and are too pr 0ccupied ~ i t h 
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pub .lic issu e s, social a ction, and other t hings they really 

know no thing ab out. 

Educators e verywhe re are concerned abo ut the morals of 

studen ts. Ham ill (1 3 ) ma in tain ed th t mo la l ity on the mode rn 

ca.mp us may not be any wo rs e tha n in ea rlier tines , but tha t 

i t i s c e r t a i n l y d i f f e r e n t . Re f e r r i n g to t he most 11 b l ant ant 11 

mo ra l issu e s as bein g cheat in g an s ex , t hi s author noted 

that th e mora l situ tio n also i nc lu des dr inking , dis r ega rd 

for property, occasion 1 vi ol e nce , drugs and theft . 

A c c urd i n g to H a :n i 1 1 ( l 3 ) f r om 4 0 to 8 0 per c e nt of t e 

s tude n t s c h e. a t 11 m or c or 1 e s s . 11 C he a t i n g o c c u r " a t a l 1 1 eve l s , 

e ve n a ~ on g su pe rior students wh o see m t o fe 1 th pr e sure 

m o r :~ i n t E ~ n s P. I y . T h e a s s e r t i o n h a s b e e n rn a d e t h a t g r a d u a t e 

student s are no d if fe rent ftom underg ad u t s in th is r esJ ct . 

Som..: lr a ve been accused of hiring 11 gh ost 11 rit ers t o write th e 

t h e s i s o r d i s s e r t a t i o n . T h e a s o n i s h i n g f a c t \'/ a s h a t \v h e n 

c o n f , ., o n t e d w i t h t h e i r c h e a t i n g s t u d e n t s h a d n o r em o r· s e . 

Bl am ing the mo r a l revol ut ion s the basis fo r che t · 1g 

an d other il l s on camp us , Ham ill (13) iste d th r2 e mark s of 

the revolu t ion as : 

1) The moral co de whi ch differs from pl ac t o 
pla(e, and from ti me to time in any one pl ace , 
therefore mo. als are r e l t ive . 



2 ) E x i s t e n t i a 1 i s m \v h i c h s e e s p r o b 1 em s f r o m t h e 
vi ewpoint of the individual . It holds th t 
every person is free and respo nsibl e and the 
aim i n life is to r e spond with int eg r ity , to 
beco me an authenic pe r son . 

3 ) T h e c u r e n t f a s h i o n i n t h e o l o g y \'I i c h e m p h i z e s 
the imp rfection in hum n ature , the w akne s s 
and sinfu l bent in every ma n . do s not ~ ke 
great ex pectatio ns on eop l , nor h s i t any 
high hopes for rn n ' s i mproveme nt . 
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Thornton ' s study ( 45 ) of 100 en iors at a southern uni-

ve r sity re ve led the mora l prob l ems faced by the student s 

we r e si mil ar to those fac · nation a lly . The major concerns 

2xpressed were p em rit a l s_xua l r e l t i ons, drinking , cheat-

i ng~ and religious co mm i tmen t . Drugs were not consid e r ed 

ma jor probler.1 . 

Stiess2s of ac adem i c and student li fe are causi gu n-

precede nted numbe rs of student s to equ i re psycl olog ic a l 

couns e ling and psychi tric treatment . Lo no (2 8 ) presente 

the problem as follows : 

Another 1 i d is being bl asted off the ca t pu s . 
It i s no l onge r a secret that coi eges ha ' e prob lems 
w i .L h d r u g s , s e x a n d t h · e v e r y . T , 1 e VJ o r d i s , o ., g e t -
ti ;1g out that studet.t s, man y s J~udents have sericu 
p t o b 1 e 1 n s a n t h a c s o 111 e o f t h em e n d i n s u i c i d e . 

S-Lating that suicide is the second g eatest cause of de t1 

<.l m o n g t h e f.\ rn e ~ i c o. n m a 1 e s t u d e n t s , L o n o ( 2 8 ) g a v e a s t II e m a j o r 

re1~ons for s t udent s u icid e s the fa , lowing : al :enat ' on, 

identity crisis, co mpet i t ion , a1nbition, f \ r s abo·t sexuality 
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or l a ck of ·t, acad em ic a nd financia l press ur es , a nd soci a l 

li fe d ifficu lti es . Ma ny m jor ampuses h ve expande d the ir 

psyc holo gi ca l s e rvic es to co pe with thes probl em s . 

D r . D a. n a F a r n s vi o r t h o f t 11 e H a r v a r d U n i v e r s i t y H e a l t h 

~ e rv ·ic :.s, A quot ed by Lono ( 28 ) , has est i mat ed "LI1at a su i-

c i de c n b. expect d . orne hat mor otte. than once ye rly in 

0. s t u d _ n t b o d y o f l 0 , 0 0 0 . I n .. a f o r d • s "' r i t i n g s ( 4 l ) s i m i 1 a r 

f in ding s conc e r in g su i ci e on co ll ege cam pus e s we r e r por te . 

Ther e see ms to be genera l ag r ee1 nt amon inv est i gat ors 

tha t :exu a l sta da ds are caus ing much anx i ety and comment on 

c o ., 1 :; g (~ c a m p u s e s . ~~ i r k e d a 1 l ( 2 3 ) m a e t h e f o l l o "' i n g a s s u m p -

: ions with r eg rd to co ll eg~ yout h and se x : 

l ) 

? 1 
L . I 

'), 1 
v I 

Co ll ege youth a e confused and uncertai~ con 
cer n ing s x standards. Thi statement ha r d ly 
n e e d s t o b e a r g u e d \•t i t h t h o s e \~ h o w o r k d i r e c t 1 y 
wi th coll eg e s tudents . 

i'1u ch prema it al Ex ua l intercol!rse occu rs among 
college level youth . Vaiious studies make th · s 
cl ear and t he persona l experience of counselo rs 
supports t he data prov i ded in the r sea· ch . I 
be li e ve that the propo tion cf coll pg studpnt s 
en gag in in premarita l i ntercourse is incre s-
i g , but the amount of kn w1 part icip at i on is 
c l ea rl y ext .... nsive e1ough that , increas · ng or 
t ~ ot: th--re i s still a problem . 

At thE ado l escent l evel , a ult central ha s p a c
ti c a ll y disapp ared . The actual decisions as to 
• i h a t s e u a I p r a c t i c e s s h a l I b e f o i l o ~·J e d a r e 'n d e 
by t h e y o u t h .: n t h e i o VI n p r i v a c y a n d i n t h e i r 
0 w n w a y . C o n t r o 1 s i m p o s e d b y a u t h o r ·! t a .... i v e a d u l t s 
a e a t h i n g o f t h e p a s t . \·1 e m a y n o t 1 i k e t h i s , 
but it is a fact of l ife . Parent l super vi ion 



at the co ll ege l eve l i ~ gone, ch ape rone s si mp l y 
ser ve a n orn am ntal function , a nd college ules 
and r eg ulations c , a t th most, hampe r and 
in conve nience ra t her than pre ve nt . 
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Stud en ts are no lon g r motiv ate and co t roll ed by fear 

of pregna ncy, vene ea l d i sease , socia l d i sappr ov 1 or trad i

tio na l va lu es . Ki rken da ll ( 23 ) dec l a r ed that you th w nt and 

ne ed he l p . The need for a differ nt appro ch to the prob l em 

wa s stressed . Emphas i s n ed s to be given to the deve lop ment 

of a r e l at i onship which wi ll enhanc a sense of in div i dua l 

worth and wh i ch provid es favorable cli m te for trust an 

·i ntegr- i ty in the 1 ela tionsh ip. 

Accor di ng to Sanford (41) every student gener t i on 

has a t lea st t wo things ;,, co mno ., the ir youth and t , ~r 

rJe ve lop me11tal status . F es 1me are i dealist ic but ea sil y 

di si llusi oned ; they are fa ced wi t de ci sions bet1een lo yalty 

to old val ues and tho e new ly found . any have problems of 

·i 1' e n t i t y a n d s e l f e s t e em . T h e a u t h o r s t a t e d f u r t h e r t h a t 

fr es hmen demand in dependence but nee a suran ce that adu lt 

author itJ st ands f irm. On the whole, undergraduates ar e more 

soph is tic a te t oda y than in forw~ r times . 

Pe er groups see1.1 o exert cons i de · o.b I e i nf l u nee en 

s t u (~ e n t s a :1 d t h e i r v a l u s . R e s e a r c h by B u s h n e 1 1 ( 6 ) , S a n f o d 

( 4 1 )
3 

,r eedman (1 2 ), Newc omb ( 35, 36) an others demons tr ted 

t h a ·. \v r a t s t u d a n t s l e a r n i n c o 1 1 g e i s n o t d e · ~ i v e d f , om 
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in te r acti on wi th th e fac ulty, f r the most part , but i s 

d _te rmin ed to a very great xt nt by their fel l o1 students . 

Bushnell epo rted th t the upper cl assmen in duct the fr sh-

m a n i n t o c a m p u s l i f e n d g e n e r a l ·1 y s e e t o i t t h .. t h e u b -

scribes to the prevailing studen t code of b ha vior . As state d 

by San fo r d the behavi or of the in d ivi du l student in co ll eg e 

i s c los e l y connect ed wi th the stu ent culture , part ly as a 

response an par tly s contribut i on to it . 

Nev.1com b ( 36 ) cons i der d that studen ts , li ke othe 

peo pl e , a r e memb rs of groups a nd as suc h have power ve r the 

mem bers. New co mb s t ted : 

T h e r e a r e p o vi e r f u l r e a s o n s vi h y g r o u p s h v e 
JrJ u c h t o d o vJ i t rl i n J i v i u u l s ' s u c c e s s e s o. n f a i 1 u ; , s , 
and th tls with the kincis of pe ceptual hab i ts that 
th ey acquire. This is true , rir:t, beca use group s 
so of ten have it in their power -o rew rd an to 
pu nish and second, because hu man beings wa nt n 
need each other . 

1 e \·J c o m b ( 3 6 ) b e l i e v e d t h a t t h e t h e o r e t i c a ., r e a s o n s f o r 

~ .< p e c t i n g i Ill p o r t a n t p e e r g r o u p i n l u e n c e s w i t h i n t ~ e Am e r i c a n 

co lle ges have been very co nv i ncing . A f rther co mme nt wa s 

·;: h a t e x p e. c t a ~: i o n s h a v e b e e ' \ 'e l l s u p p o t e d ,,, h e n p u t t o h e 

proper t e sts . The ex ter t of influence d-:pe nr.! on sev e ral 

f c1 c t o r s : v1 h e t h e r o r n o t t h e g r o u p i s h o m o g e n e o u s vJ i t h e g a r d 

to exist ing attitu de s ; and second the mo tiv es th e in d · viduals 

ha ve fo r jo ·inin g a patt icul r group . 
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Tyler (47) agr eed tha t peer groups influence students. 

An addition a l observ ation was that they i nf lu e nc e st udent 

values, attitudes, efforts , and pr ctic es often i n ways 

\·vhich are tangential to or in co nf lict wit h the pur poses of 

teachers a nd administr to rs, as we ll as p r nts an adult 

co r1mun ity l eaders. 

As st ated by Ne 1comb (3 6 ), p e r groups hav .... power ov e r 

t he ir members only bec a use t wo processes tend to oc cur t o-

yet her a s the mem be s cont in ue to int er ct . ember s become 

mo re favo~ably d i spo d t o each othe r, an they come to adopt 

as t hei r own certain group- sh ared attitudes , or norms , and 

to fe .1 th a t those norms are right a nd pr ope r. 

STUDIES CON CE i l NG CHANGE S I~ VALUE S 

HELD BY STUD ENTS 

,] a c o b 1 s s t u d y ( l 8 , 1 9 ) i n t h e 1 a t e 1 9 5 0 1 s , pr o b a b 1 y t h e 

m o s t r o ro i n n t \o.J o r k o n t h e v a l u e s a n d a t t i t u d e s o f c o 1 1 e g . 

s tuderit S in recent yea : s, did not find th at subst a ntia l 

ch .:dlges :·, ad occurred in thes e respects <Among the stude nt:, 

d, · ··· i i19 th e fou r years in coll eg e. Th e c.uth or reported t ha t : 

The values of the AL erican co ll eg e student s 
are remarkab l y homogeneou s co nsidering the. var iet 
o f t :1 . i r s o c i a 1 , e c o n o i c , e "' h n i c ) . a c i 1 , a n d 
reli g ious back gr ounds and the relati e ly un e s tr icted 
op pc tu·1ities .h ey have had for free 'om of tho ug t 
an d pe r so na l deve lopment . 



A domin ant characterist ic of students in the 
curr ent generation i s that they ar e !] loriou s l y con
tent ed both in r ega rd to their pres e nt d y-to-da y 
activity and their outlook for th e fu tur e . Few of 
th em ar e worri ed a bout the ir hea l th , th eir pr ospec
tive ca r ee rs, t heir family re l tions , t he state of 
th e not i on or int e rnational socie t y or the li ke li
hoo d of enjoyin g secur e and happy liv es . They are 
su pr mely con fi de nt th at the ir dest ini es l i e wit hi n 
th ei r own con tro l r athe r t han i n the grip of ex
ternal circu mstan ces. 

The gr eat majo rity of studen t s app ear una 
ba s hed l y sel -centered . They a s pire for m· t e ri a l 
gr at i f ic at ion or the r s e lv es a nd th eir f ami li e s. 
Th ey int end to l ook out f or th em s e lves fi st and 
expect others to do l ikew i se . 
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C om m e n t i n g o il t h i s o b s e r v a t i o n a t g r e a t 1 e n g t h , J a c o b c o n -

eluded that th i s s t ud y had not d i scov er ed signi f ica nt ch nge s 

i n s tude1t va l ues wh ich can be ttri buted d ir ect ly e i ther o 

t r! e c h a r a r: t e r o f t h c c u r r i c u 1 u ·n o r t o t '1 e b a s i c c o u s e s i n 

oci a l sci e nc e which st ud e n t ~ tak e a s a pa rt of gene r a l edu -

ca t ion. 

A c < m p a l~ a t i v e s t u d y o f v a 1 u e s o f c o l l e g e y o u t h i n l 0 

nat ions, con duct ed by All po r t a nd Gil lesp i e , wa s r e porte d by 

Allport ( l) and r e veale d t hat yo ung Amer i cans were de l ight 

f ~ l ly fr a nk an a op .n, uns uspico us and coope at i ve . Howe ver , 

com pared wi th stud ents fr om fore i g co ·ntri es they we r e mor P 

s 2 ·1 f .. c e n t c c e d i n t h e i r v · l ' e s , w h e e d s , f o r e i -:.~ n s -u d e n t s e x -

hi bited al tr uistic val ues . 



We bster, Freedm a n, and Heist (50) asserted that in-

dividuals change in va rious ways when they go to col lege. 

The following chan ges were li sted : 

l) A student simply acq uir e s mor e i nf or mat i on on 
d i fferent tooics and becomes more skill ed at 
perfo rm in g c' rt a in task s. 

2) There a r e ch a nging in te rests a nd attitu de s to
ward s e lf and t he worl d. 

3) In so me ca se s, there are fun damenta l p rso n
a lity ch anges , ac compan i ed by the eme rg en ce 
of ne\v va 1 ues . 
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Fr eedma n ( 12) b li eved that the s i tu tion of th e co l -

1 ge student woul d appea t o b_ hi gh ly favorable to change , 

· .' s p e c i a 1 1 y f o r t h e f r e s h m n . I n a g r e 2m e n t .' i t h t h i o b s e r v a -

tion , He ff r li :-1 (1 6) .:a ll ed attE.tion to the fact that the 

\. .tt .tu des of stu dents toward t te ir own role s as stude nts, 

t0ward their coll ege, and their o~n ai ms i n ca ll ge a re 

mo l ded and set early in the i r co ll ege days . study conducted 

by I ehma n and Dressel (25) at tlichi ga n State Uni ver sity of 

s tude nts ' value ori entat ions and the ir ab ility to thi nk crit i-

c~ lly, rev aled that mo st chan ge was expe ienced ~ur ing the 

f l"' r~ s h ma n a n d sop ho mo Y' e y car s . t e r ··he j u n i or year mo st 

st~de nts reached a platea u i n regard to their value or ie nta -

tion s. Scott 's st udy ( 42 ) at the Unive sity of Co lorado, 

s ec:rn ed to :nd icate that the students ' valu s l-hJnge in a 

s i nSJ 1e year . 
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Acco d i ng to ushn cl l ( 6) and Sanfor I (39 ) , th e t e st-

i n g p r o g r a 111 a t V a s s a t d u r i n g a f o u 1 y e a r p r- i o d r e v e a 1 e d 

c e t' t a i n d e i n i t e c h a n g e s . I o t o n l ' ,, e r e f r e s h me n a , d s e n ~ o r s 

t e s t e d c o n c u t e n t 1 y , b u ~. . h e f r e s h m e n vi e r e t e s t e d a g i n i t 

t h t7 i r s · n i o r y e a r . T h e o 1 1 o vJ i n g c h a n g e s w e r e r e p o r t e d by 

Bushnel l: 

Seniors when compared with freshmen have 
gre t er flexibility a high er to l erance for am
bi guity, l ess co mpuls iv enes , l ess punit iv e atti-
t u d e s t o \·I a r d o t h e r s , m o r e o b j e c t i v a t. d l e s s c r i t i -· 
cal atti tude s to·,,ard parents, moe r·ebellious att i 
t udes tov;ard l aws , t·u es , and in st i tu"'· ions , a more 
p t" o n o J n c e d l i b e a l ·j s m i n t h e r e 1 i g i o u ' s p h e r e , a 
g r· e a t e r J i l 1 i n g n e s s t o r e . o 9 n i z e a n d r e s p n d t o 
in ner fee l' ng , a highe valu tion of intellectual 
proc sses) more mat ure interests, l e~.s acce tanc 
of tr adi tiona l feminine roles, l ess cynicism , mo r e 
real i s1 an d e lf - confi d nee, 111o r e unconvent i ota lity 
l e s ; c o n f o r m i t y . ,a., n d t h ·j s d o e s n o t e x h a u s t t h e 
ro ste r o di fferences betw een neophyte and graduate 
a t Vassa ". Authori ta" i an i sm aec lin es i mpuls e 
ex pr ession i ncreases and in general , an aur a of 
inst a bi litv c harac e rizes the senior . 

Stewa r t ' s r e s earch (44 ) at the Un i versity of Ca li fo r nia, 

initi at ed in 1 957, wa s a lon gi t udina l st udy eg i nn i ng i n t he 

fres hrn ai an d ex t e ndi ng thro ug h t he s en i or yea r . The pur po_ e 

was to investi gat e the ad justmen t of st udents t o th e univer

sity . The findings re ported corro bo r ated tho se of Bu shn e ll 

(6), as d id those of Le hman and Dre ss e l (2 5 ) . 

Webst e r, Freed man a nd Heist (5 0 ) repo t t ed th at a siz

abl e mino ri ty of highly a ble stud ent s ch ange t e ir atti t udes 

to v1ard r e li gicn duri ng t heir firs t th re e years of college . 
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These st ud e nts f e lt l e s s nee d fo. r e l i g i ous f a i t h an d r e li 

gi ous valu es . Thi s was e sp ec i a lly tru e of t he me n . 

Scott's res earch ( 42), whi c h in vest i gated the valu es 

of 10 fr atern iti e s and s orori t i es at the Un iv ers i ty of Colo

rado , rev eal ed th t sen iors were l ess l oya l to these o g i 

z '}. ·t: i o n s t h a n \AJ e r e t h e f r e s h n1 e n , s o p h o m o e s , a n d j u n i o r s . 

Th e r e wa s a t end e ncy to l ea ve t' e governm nt of the d i ffere nt 

gr oups to the sophornor .s and jun io rs . 1\ ma jor conc lusion of 

·c h c s t u d y w a c: t h a t 9 i v e n a s e l .... c t e d d e f i n i t i o n o f u n c t i o , ·· 

a ll y e l evan t processes- -r elat ed t o recru i tment , st tus dif 

ff. r en ti ation , attraction to th_ organiz tion and attr i tion -

;~ ;·1 ~ c h i e f f u n c t i o n o f c a m p u s s o c i l o r g d n i z a t i o n s w o u 1 d a p -

p~~iL t o b 2 t he main~enance of friend _y, interpersonal rela 

t i ons!lips , for this i the kind of valu .. th tenters most 

pro~inent l y i nto th e se processes . 

A study by Katz and associates (21 ) of 200 students at 

,_, e r k 1 e y a n d S t a n f o r ci c o v e r e d fou year period and focused 

~~ univer s a l aspects of develop ment of college students . 

T h a s 2 ·j n v e s t i g a t o r s r e p o t t e d c h a n g e s q u i t e s i 111 i a t o t h o s e 

f o u n d o. t V J. s s a r by B u s h n e I 1 ( 6 ) b u t .,.- a i l e d t o f i n d a n y o f t e 

dr mati c chctnges i n the student's cha acter whic the re -

s e a Y' c h e r s h d d a n t i c i p a t c d . 



In co mment ing on .ch a nges that occu ir t he l' ve s of 

Amer ic an coll ege stud ents , Sanford ( 41 ) st ate d : 

Research on co lleg e stu de ts has sh own th t 
althou gh some of them develo p in ac ~ o~da nc e with 
hopes and expectations , oth e s go a ll t hew y 
throu gh coll ege wi th the s me motiv s the sa me 
att i t 1des and va l ues , an d the same outl ook o the 
world with which they began .. . . Th vast ente r
pris e t hat i s America n h ' ghe r educacion tod y 
cheris hes traditi ona l cul tu r · 1 va lu s , in clud ing 
voc a tional tr aining , r ewalds fo r h r ~.;o r k n 
soci a l ad j ust ment ; the~e h ve prev il d ofte n to 
the exclusion of an int e. est i n the inte ll ectua l 
an d es thet ic problems with wh ich s ientists a n 
artists a r e pr eocc upied . 
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CHAPTER II! 

P R 0 C E D U R E 

Datu. fo r th e pr . n t c t u d y 'ere e c ur c d fro n 0 0 s t ~ ~dents 

o. t t h e U n i v c r s ·j i: y o f S o u t h r.: r f'1 i s s i s s i p p i , II a t t i e s b u r g ~ i s -

i s s ·j p p i . T h e s a Ill 1 c~ v.; a s c o n 1 p o s e d o f 1 0 0 f r e s h m e . a n d 1 0 0 

s C:: n i o r s , \'J i t h 5 0 m a 1 e a n d :J 0 f e 1r1 a 1 e s t u d e n t s i n e c h g r o u p . 

These stu de nts Jere ;) nroi 1 ed i n cou se~ it tlte choo 1 of Home 

Econom ic s , in the Dep ct tmc11t of Hea l th a nd Phy s ic a l Ed u a · on , 

or in th . Departm ent of Sociol ogy ctu i ng the spring quarter 

of the 1968 -1 969 s es sion . 

Th e investi gator co nt acted faculty members i th e thre e 

a re as cit ed to se ek rooper t i on i n securin g stud~nts fo the 

study . Teachers who taught freshmen or seniors agreed to 

dis c uss t he re quest with th e stu dents at the next class me r t -

i ng . A schedule fol test i ng was estab li shed to coinci ~ 1i t . 

e a c !·1 r e g u 1 a r 1 y s c 11 e d u 1 e d m e P. t i n g o f t h e c l a s s e s i n \v h i c h 

s t u d e n t s a g r e e d t o p a r t i c i p a t e . 0 n 1 y s t u d e n t s V' h o v o 1 u n t e e r e d 

were included in th e study . It was assu med that volu nt eer s 

wou l d be intere s t ed and woul d r e s pond to th e i nstru ,en t s 

t ruthful'Iy. 
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METHQQ Qf COLL ECTIN DATA 

Eight tes t in g se ss i ons , conduct ed in four diffe r e nt 

l oca t ions on the campu s , 'ere held during the week of May 13 

throug h May 16, 1969 . The lo catio ns sel cted were in build

i ng s in 'v hic h the students nor m lly atten<..led classes . The 

inv est i gator ad mi niste r ed t he t\ o in _trume nts to roups 

r il ngi ng in s i ze fro m 5 to 3 0 persons ; a few students ha ving 

conf1ict f ng sch edul es r epo rt ed to the inv esti ator's off i ce 

to t ake the t e sts . 

Ea ch instr ument was numb r d and student~ ~ere assure 

o f l . o m p 1 e t e a n o n y m i t y . T h e r e w a s n o t i rn e l i m i t b u t m o s t 

st ud ent s (Ompleted the two i nstruments within one hour . 

I N 1RU i ENTS USED TO OBTAI Di\T 

Two in st ruments we~e u ed to obta in data for the study : 

a 'io!2 l'S onal Data Fortn' 1 ar1 the llpor t , e1non , Lindzcy 

~tudv ~f Values ( 2 ), the 1960 revision. Ke ling (22) re -

f:::i ' ted to the St udy of \fa 1 ues as th only v ell-known cornme -

c i a l l y a v a i 1 a •J 1 e .; a l u e s c a. l e . 

Th e 11 fJ e r son a l Data Form , 11 des i g e by t h ~ author and 

6dap t ed from one used by Ches ·e (8), was used to obLain per

son al anci fam ily bac'' ground information ~vh ic h ma y have a re -

1 a ti o n sh i ~ to students ' va l ues . Tis form included statements 

t h a t r e q u i r e d t h e c ~ u d e n t t o a 3 s e s s a t t i u d e s h e 1 d t o v1 r d 

s e 1 f '.l n ~ ·? 3 m i l y . 
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The Study of V a 1 u e s ( 2 } , or i g i n a 11 y pub 1 i s h e d i n 1 9 31 , 

was revised in 1951 and a ga in in 1960. Th e in st ru me nt was 

based on Spran g'-- r ' s lY~ Qf_ 1 ~1 e n , as c i ted i n the .·1 a n u a 1 ( 2) 

w '1 i c h a c co m p a n i e s t h e i n s t r u me n t . T h e v i e w h e 1 d by S p r a n g e r 

was that the pe r s on a liti es of me n a r e best known throug h a 

study of their valu e s. The St ud y Q_f_ Va l ue s wa s des i gne d to 

measur e the r e l at ive pro mi nen ce of s i x bas ic i nt er es t s or 

motives in pe r s ona li t y: the th eor et ic a l, econom ic, aest he tic, 

social, politic a l a nd r e li gio us . The ll por t , e rnon a nd 

Lind zey Stu dy of Va l ues was pl a nn ed espe ci a l l y fo 1 use wi t h 

colle ge stu dents or 1ith adul ts 'lith some co l l e e ba c kg r ound . 

An exp l ana t i on of each of the s i x basi c i nte ests or 

in o t i v e s a s g i v en i n th e ;,, u. n u J. 1 ( 2 ) seems pe rt i :1 e n t : 

1 ) 

2 ) 

3 ) 

Th e Theoreti ca 1. T e do mi na nt i ntere st of th e 
theoreti ca 1 man is t, e d; s covery o · truth . In 
the t.Ju rsuit of this go 1 he chara cte ristica lly 
takes a " c ognit iv e" attitude , one that l ooks 
fo r i de nti ti es and di ff e . e nces ; on e that dive st s 
i ts e lf of ju dgment s re ga r d ing th e beauty o 
ut . lity of o'je c t s , and seeks on y to ob-
serve . . . his c · ie aim i n li fe is to orde r 
and syste mat iz e his 1 no1ledge . 

T h e E c o n o m i c . T h '-- c o n o ;1 i c m a n i s c h a · a c t e r 
1-st i c a 1 1 y i n t e r e s t ~ d i n 'f h a t i u s e f u · 
Th ; s type is t orou g l y 11 r act i cal'' and co n 
f o r ms we 1 1 to t h pre v a i l i n g .... t r o type of t e 
a ver age Am eri can vUS i ness man . 

The nes t het ic . The aesthc:ti c r.1an sees his 
h ·j g he s t v a 1 u e i n for m a n r' h a r 11 o n y . Ea c h s i n g 1 e 
e xper i en ce is jud g ~d fro m the stand, oi nt of 
grace , sy mmetry ) or f i tne s . He regar s l i e 
a s a pr ocession o event ~ ; ea c1 s i ng l e i m re s 
s ion is enjoyed fo r i ts u'-J n s a e. He nee d no t 
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be a creative art i st , nor need he be eff te ; 
he is aest het ic i f h but fi nds hi s c hi ef i nt e r e_ t 
in the artistic episo des of li fe . 

4 ) Th e Soci a l. Th e hi ghest va l ue fo r t his typ e is 
lov-e OTpe o p 1 e . I n t h e s t u_.9...'1_ o f_ _v a 1 u e s i t i s 
th e al t rui st ic o phil a nt hr op i c spect of love 
that is meas ure . 

5) Th e Po li t i c a l. The poli t i ca l m n i s i ntere t ed 
pri ma rily i n -powe r . His ctivit i es a r no t 
nec e ss a ril y wi t hin th na rr ow i e l d of pol itic s ; 
hut whate ver h·i s voc ti on, ~e betrays himse l f 
a ~~ ~1 ach tmensc h . " L de rs i n any fie l d ge nera lly 
hav e hi gh powe r va lu e . 

6 ) I_b_~_ R e l j_gj__o u s . T h e h i 0 h e s t v a 1 u e o f t h e r e 1 i -
gi ous man may be ca ll ed un i ty . He is mys ti c 1, 
a d see~s to co rn prehend t~ c cosmos as d who l e , 
to ·e l ate himself to i ts ernb 3c in totality . 
Sprange r defines the reli gious man as one who e 
menta l structure i s permanently di ecte to the 
creation of the hi ghest and abso lut e ly sati sfy 
i ng va ·1 ue exper i ence . 

Th e inst r ument, Study Qf_ Values (2), is unlike pe son-

a·lity te.·ts wl1i c h 11 as ure the strength of a singl e variable . 

It oe s not measure the actual strength of each of the six 

v a l 1 e s b u t o n 1 y m a s u r e s t h e i r e 1 a t i v e s t r e ,, g t h . h i g h 

sco r e can be obtained on one . a lu e only by r 'ucing the scores 

on one or mo re of the othe r values . 

R e 1 i a b i ., i t y f o r t h i s i n s t r u m e n l. h a s b e e n e s t b l i s h d . 

N o t o n 1 y ; · e a c h v a ., u e m a s u r e d by 2 0 q u e s t i o n s , b u t o t h e 

t 2 s t s o f r e 1 ·i d b i l i t y h a v e b e e n u s e d . I n t e r n a l c o n s i s t e n c y 

~"a s d e t e r m i n e d by t ·; o ill e t h o d s : 1 ) S p 1 i t - h a 1 f R o l i ~~ , 

\•J h i c h i e s u l t e d i n a rn e a n r e 1 i a b i l i t Y c o e f f i c i e n t o f . 9 0 f o r 

t h e s i x v a r i a b 1 e s ; a n d 2 ) I t e m A n a l y s i s \'./ h i c '1 s h o e d a 
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p o s i t i v e c o r r e 1 a t i o n f o r e a c h ·j t em w i t h t h e to t 1 s c o r e f o r 

its valu e , sign ific ant at the . 01 1 ve l of con r id e nce . 

Th e measure for re pea t r e li abi li ty was deter mi ed for 

t wo pop ulati ons at in terva ls of one month and two mo nths . 

The r e sul t i ng mean repeat r e li abi l ity coeff ' cient us ing the 

z transfor mat ion was . 89 fo r the on month interv a l and . 88 

for the two mont h in te rv l. 

~ETHOD S OF OA T AN LYSIS 

T h e a ,~ t u 1 c om p u t a t i o n s f o r t h e p r e s e n t s t u d y e r e c a l -

'J 1 d t e d o n 2 c o m p u t e r by t I e D e p a r t m e n t o f C o . I p u t e r S c i e n c 

a n d S t a t i s t i c s a t t h e U n i '' e r s i t y o f S o u t h e r n ; i s s i s s i p p 1 . 

·rhe program i ng / JS plan ned by the Departm nt Ch i mctn and 

t he IB 1 car ds were punched by a member of the staff , after 

th e i n vest i g tor h act c oded the 11 Person a l Data For r.1 s 11 a. d 

scored the completed Study of V lues for ms . 

p. i or to cod i n g the 11 Per so 1 a l 0 at a Form , 11 the f o 1 1 o v1-

i, 9 categories i th respect to age range academic ma jor of 

t h e s t u d e n t s a n d t h e e d u c a t i o n a . c' o c c u ~ a t i o n s o f p a e t s 

we r e established as follows : 

l ) 

2 ) 

Age s were grouped thus : 18 to 19 year , 20 to 
21 years , 22 years and olde . 

Majo rs were de·ignated by the college or scho ol 
; n vJ h ; c h t h e m a j o r \I/ a s o f f e r e d 2 x c e p t f o r c a s e s 
; n ""' h i c h s t u d e n t s 1 - r e i n p r e - p r o f e s s i o n a 1 p r o ·
g r' a m s o r :1 e r e u n e c i d e d a b o u t a m a j o r . T h e 



designated ca tegor i e wer : Arts a d Sci ences , 
Bu sin ess Administratio n, Educ t i on and Psy
chol ogy, Fine Arts , Home Econom ics, r urs i ng , 
Pre-professiona l , Undec i ded . 

3) Categories for ed ucation of the parens we r.: 
ele me nt ar y school or l ess, compl ted e ighth 
gra de, attended hi g h school, high scho ol gradu 
ate, attended college but did not grad uat , 
coll age gradua~ e ) att~nded gra du ctte schoo l. 

4 ) Occu pat ions of th parents were c l ass if i e d 
a c c o r d i n g to t h e .P i r e c ~- o f 0 c c u p t i o n a 1 
Titl es ( 48 ) as fo llows : professional , c er i-
c al , service, farming , processing, m chin 
trades , bench vvork , s truc tu 1 a 1 Jor' , an 1 is -
c e ll aneo us. 
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I n form at i on from the '' Person a l D at r- or m 11 for t h 2 0 0 s t dents 

t'J 0. s s u r;' m c. r i z e d by me a n s o f n u m b e r s a n d p e r c e n tag e s . S c o e 

tl i s 1: :·· i ~ u ·, i o n s we r e t a b u 1 a t e d f o r f11 a 1 a n d f e 11 a l e s ! b j c t _ f o 

each of the six variabl es in th St! 'y of Vct lue· . 

lhe s tat i stic a l analys is of data employed three nethods : 

~ na l ;si s of variance, the t - test, and line a r correlation . 

Ana ly s is of variance was used to determine rel t i onship s be-

t 'J en b a,_ , o -- o u n d facto rs an d 'I a 1 u e s of students . The t - test 

1,·; as us :-.'.! d to c ompare d i f f rent g o ups of stu dent s i •1 the stu y 

~ r~ d t o u I p a r e s t u d e n t s a t t h e U n i v e r s i t y o f S o u t e 1 • n r•1 i s s i s -

sippi wi th the norms included in the ~ilnua l (2) v ich accom

P·3.n ied the St udy Qi Value s . Linear correlation se emed to be 

the i ost useful method for determining relationships betweer, 

backgro~nd facto r s . 



CHAPTER IV 

p R E s E N T A T I 0 N 0 F D A T A W I T H - ·--

D I s c u s s I 0 N 0 F F I N D I N G S 

The purpose of this ch apte r i s to present and dna ly ze 

data deriv ed fro m the adm ini stration of tvJo instru me nts, a 

11 Personal Data For m11 a nd the Allport, Ve rn on , Lind ze y (2) 

Study of Values, to 200 st udents at the Univers i ty of Southern 

Mississip pi. The r e were 100 fresh me n and 100 senior. wi t h 

50 ma le an d 50 fe ma l e students in each group . 

Infor mat ion obt a ined fro 1 the ''Persona l Jata Form " is 

presented firs t a s i t dea ls wit person 1 and fami l y back-

grou nd factors and attitudes of the students w ich may bear 

a r e lation s ,1 i p to the va l ues e ld by the s ubj ects . Th is n

stru ment is i ncluded i n th e ppendix . Data der iv e f om 

t h e S t u d y o f_ V a 1 u e s a r e i s c u s s e d s e c o n d 1 y a n d a r e f o 1 1 o 1 e d 

by an analysis of cert ain personal b c ground factors ac co rd 

ing to va l ·es 'el d by tne students . 

Personal bac grou nd i nfor ma tion Las obtai ed for th 

entire s ample of 200 ~tud nts an ~ a s ta bulated as a gro up . 

The ag es of t he sub j ects ranged fro m 18 to J4 years . For the 
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p ' r p c, s c o f t a b u l a t ·i 0 n , t h e f o 1 1 \v · n g r a n 9 e s \'' e r e s e 1 8 

t o l 9 y e r.' . ~- , 2 0 t o 2 1 y e o. r s a n d 2 2 y e a r s a n d a b o v e . T h r e e -

fo 1 ·tths c·f the cr oup we e between ,8 and 21 years of age . 

Of th e one- fo urth , 22 y ar and above, nine were 23 to 27 

years of age a nd one as · 4 years old . 

·----· ·---

Ag_e::_ l'ange ··~umbe r Per c ~ t ----- -- ----

18 to 1 9 90 4 . 0 
20 to 21 63 31 . s 
22 and above 47 23 . S 

Ther e wer e 13 st ates r epre~ented in the samp l e : " la-

b a m a , F ·1 o r i d a , G e o r g i a , I ·1 l ·j n o · s , k. e n t 1 1 c k y ) L rJ u i s ·j a n a . f.. i s -

sissip pi, Ne w J ersey, New Yor k , Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 

Te nnessee and Texas . The maj o i ty of the s ude nt s, over 

t h r e e - f o u r t h s o f t h e s a m p l e , vi e r e f r om i i s s i s s i p p i . T h p 

l argest g rou p of ou t - of state stud e ts '.'e r e fro m Al a ama 

\vith 8 .0 pe r c er1t o f the tota l, followed by Flori da an d 

Louisi a na \'it h a co mbi nec total of 6 . 5 pe r cent of the glcu p . 

Two to fou r st ude nts were fro m ach of the fo l lo wi ng sta tes : 

Geor gia, Ne~ York, Te nness2e and Te xa s . I ll inois , Kentucky, 

i~ e \ : J e 1 s e y , p e n s y 1 v a n i a c. n ci S c u t h C c. r o 1 i n c. v e e r e p r o s e n t e d 

by on e st udent eac h. (Se e Ta ble I.) 

Re li g i ous affiliati on was cl assi fied as Cat!.olic~ 

Pro t e s t a r. t ~ J e i s h o r 11 0 the r '' . 0 f t h e 2 0 0 s u b j e c t s , t h . 



TABLE I 

STATES EPRESE TED I THE STUD Y 

AS REPORTED BY 200 SUBJEC TS 

[ States 

f, 1 a b a rna 

Flor ida 

Ge or gia 

I 1 l in o i s ---

~ Kent ucky 
I 

Lo u i s i a na ----
I 

l r· i s __ s _ i ~.:>_j_p_J.q i 

! PI ev1 r------- J e rsey 
1 i I et·J York 

I S_I:lY.~j~_ I Penn r---
1 Sou 
~---

th Caro li na -----

1 Te!"1 n ess ee ------------
I 
L_Te!~ ClS 
I 

I Not reoo r t.ed r--___ ___.___::__:__::...=_;::.__ ___ _ 

i 

Tota l 

I 

--
Students 

Number I --
1 6 -+ 7 

2 J 
1 I 

I 
I 1 

6 I 

I I 
1 51 I 

I 

1 

4 I 2 

I 

1 I 

1 I 
I 

I 
3 I 

T I 
4 I 

4 

200 

39 

--

Per cent ------
8 .0 

3.5 

1 . 0 

0 . 5 

0 . 5 

3 . 0 

75.5 

0.5 

1 . 0 

0 . 5 

0.5 

l . 5 

2.0 

2.0 

100.0 
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m a. j o r· i t y \v e r e P r· o t e s t a n t , r e p r e s e n t i n g o v e r t 11 r e e - f o u r t h s 

o f t h e s a rn p 1 e . C a t h o 1 i c s r a n k e d s 2 c o n d ~v i t h a p p r o x i m t e 1 y 

15 per cen t of the stud en ts r eport in g this religious aff i1i 

ation. Je wis h and 11 0 ther" c om po sed 5 . 5 pe r cent of the tot 

group, as sho wn be l ow : 

R e 1 j__gj_Q_Q_ Numbe r Pe cen t 

Catholic 29 1 4 . 5 
Pr otestant 160 80 . 0 
J evJi s h 2 1 . 0 
Oth er 9 4 . 5 

To obta in in formation con cern i ng the 111a rita1 stat us o 

the parents, s tudents we re asked to check one of the fo ll o -

·i ng : . ar ent ~ l ·ivi ng to9e ther, se, arated, di vorced , decease 

T h e res u 1 t s i n d i c a ted t h a t t h e 1.1 j or i t y o F t h p a r en t s 111 are 

living to gethe r, sli g1t 1y over 8 5 pe cent . flot any parer1ts 

were r eported as se par·a ted but near ly 8 . 0 pe r cent we r e di 

vorced . Thirteen students r eported one pa ent as dec~a sed . 

Li vi ng to get her 
Se pa rated 
Div orced 
De ceased 

Number 

1 7 l 
0 

l 6 
1 3 

Po r cent -----

8 5 . 5 
0 . 0 
8 .0 
6 . 5 

The t1co.dem ic 1na jors of the 200 students v.Jere c1 ssified 

by colle ges and schools a s follovs : Arts and ·cionc )B usiness 
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Ad ministration, Edu cation an d Psyc ho l ogy , Fin e Arts , Home 

Economics, a nd Nurs in g . Some stud ents wer pu r su in g pre 

pro fe ss i ona 1 pro gra ms wh i ch were not c l as. i fi ed as :naj r s 

of fe r ed by the university but a r e l isted as p ogr ms in the 

Bas ic Colle ge . So me st ude nts wer undecid ed concerning 

major a nd ther ef ore cou l d not be i de ntifi e \ i til a co llege 

or school. These stud ents , a ll fres men ere a l so co n-

sidered in the Ba sic Coll eg e by the univers i ty . 

Ther e were 52 diff ere nt majors r eported by the st ud ent 

with a ll coll eges and schoo ls on camp us represe te . 

S 1 i g h t l y o v e r o n e - t h i r d o f t h e m j o r s r e p r s e n t e d vie • e f r o m 

the Co ll ege of Arts and Sc i ence . . pproxir.w tely one-tift of 

the majors ve r e offer d by the Schoo l of Educat:on and Psy

cholo gy . The Schools of Bus iness . drninistration and orne 

Econoi:Jic s vJe r e ab ou t equally r ep esented \lith a c mbine 

tota l of near ly one third of the ent ir e group . The Schoo l s 

of Fi ne Arts an d Nursi ng a cc ounted for noar l y 2 . 0 r cent 

o f t h e rn a j o r .:; • S i x s t u d 9. n t s w e r e e n o 1 1 e d i n o n e o f t h e 

f o l l o ·~ ·~ n 9 p r e ... p r o f e s s i o n a 1 c o u r s e s : p r e - m E' j i c a 1 , p e - 1 a ,, , 

or ptt.- enginGe; in g . Th ose students and the 21 VI h 0 vere un -

de c ide d concerning () ll ( j0 co .pri sed s l i Jilt l y more than one-

t~nt h of t iJa s amp l e , :ahl I I . 

The students were requested to : ndicate the .Lmber of 

ol de r an d younger brothers and sisters . The es onse 
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Ti\ BLE II 

A C ,:; D Ef·1 I C 1·1 A J 0 R S 8 Y C 0 L L EG E S AN 0 S C li 0 0 L S S 

:~l:PORT~o BY 200 'UB JEC TS 

Arts a nd Sc i e nce 7 1 35 . 5 

t\ d rr ·i n i s t r a t i o n 3 1 1 5 . 5 

Ed uc at i o n a tid P:;ych ol o9y 38 1 9 . 0 

Fin e Arts 2 1 . 0 

I 
j Home Econorn i cs 30 l 5. 0 

i 

I 

I 
I Nur~, i ng 0.5 

. 3 . a 1 

I ' 

---~----:-l ____ l_~ 
Pre- pro fe _sio na l 

I 'I J • • 
I un re c1ded 

l -·-------

6 
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revealed th a t a la1 ge maj ority of the subjec ts we e from 

f a m i 1 i e s h <.1 'I i n g t \1/ o o r m o r e c h i l d r e n . 0 f t h e 2 0 0 s t u d e n t s , 

only 13 o r 6.5 per cent of the sa11p l e vier only ch ildren . 

There were 1 8 7 students who h d a tot a 1 of 4 3 5 b ~-othe rs and 

s i ste rs. This was a n a ver age of 3 . 3 child en per f mi l y . 

Data anal ys is vas based on th is roup . Olde an younge r 

s ·i s t 2 r s a n d y o u n g e r b r o t h r s \ 1 e r e a l m o ·· t e q u a l l y r e p r e s e n t e d 

vJith a pproxi mately 27 pe r c ent of the tota l number of s ib 

1 i ngs r epc r ted be in g in eac.1 gro u ; vhere s , older brothers 

represen ted 20.2 p_r cent of the tota l number of s i blin gs . 

The l ar ·Jest nu mbe . of child ren report ed in one fami ly v.1as i 

- ----·----

Bro ther· s 

01 er brothers 
Ol der s i sters 
Youngp r brothers 
vo unge r s i sters 

Numbe 

88 
l 1 6 
i 1 4 
1 1 7 

-er cent 

20 . 2 
26 . 7 
26 . 2 
26 . 9 

St.· 'ents ere as ked to indicate their nal ita I status 

by c ~ , e c k i n g o n e o f t h e f o 1 l o \•! i n g : s i n 9 l e , m a r r i e d \·J .: d owed 

divorced or re 1 ar r ied . The resu l ts indicated that th 

md jority~ over three-fourths of the sa mp le , ~ere sing e. 

Seventeen pe r ~e nt of the students were m· rr i ed . ot any of 

the g r 0 up ..,....! ~ ( e v1 i do \I e d but two \v ere d i v or c e d . 0 n e f em a 1 e 



had re ma rried but d id no t specify whet her she ha d bee n 

divorced or wido wed . 

Mar ital Status 

Si ng ·l e 
Marr ·i ed 
Widowed 
Divor-ced 
Re maY' ri e d 

Numbe r 

l 63 
34 

0 
2 
l 

Per cent -----

81 . 5 
17 . 0 
0.0 
l . 0 
0.5 

------ -----------
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To ob ta in i nfor ma tion concer nin the dat ing st tus uf 

t h e ~ t u d e n t s , t :t c f o 1 1 o \v i n c a t e g o r i e s w e r e c h e c k e d : n o t 

dating, dat i ng so me, dat in 0 steady, e ngaged . One hu .,a red 

s i x t y - t h r e e o f t h e s i· u d e n t s w e r e s i n l e . 0 f t h i s g · o ,. t h e 

n u m b e r \·! a s d i v ·j r: E d a l n~ o s t e q u a l 1 y ·J e L' .' e Lhu : e t~po · t i ng 

some dat i no or steady da t i ng . Twenty-n i ne a ne 1a f oer 

ce nt reported be i ng en g ~ ed . On ly t 1 ~ 0 perso ns 1 eported not 

dating. 

-------------- ·------ --- ---- ------ --

Not datin g 
Datin ~ so n c; 
fJ atins ste dy 
[n gc1 9Cd 
Not repo rted 
- ·- ·-------------

llu nrb e r 

2 
57 
55 
48 

l 

Pe r .e, t ----

1 . 2 
35 . 0 
33 .7 
29 . 5 

0 . 6 

The .... duc3.tion of the po.rent s oft .e S!L dents Jo. rtici -

p a t ·i n '] i n t. h e s t u d../ r a n g e d f r o rn - l e rr. e n t a y s c h o o l t o van c ed 
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degr ees . The f oll owin g categor i es were used to obtai n data : 

l es s than ei ghth gr ade, comp l eted eighth gr ade , atte nded high 

sch ool (did no t graduate ) , high school gr a uate , at tended 

coll eg e (did no t graduate ), coll ege gr aduate , atte nded 

gr ad ua t e sc hoo l. Th e highest lev e l of educat i on atta ined by 

t he ma jority of moth e r s was hi gh sc hoo l gradu te ihere s the 

l a r ge st numbe r of f thers had some co ll eg edu c tion . Of the 

to t a l gro up, 171 par en ts had gon e t o coll ege , gra uatcd from 

coll ege , or had att ended graduat school · some had ece iv ed 

adva nce d degrees . 

The 171 parents ·~pres nted s li ght ly over 40 per ent 

of a 1 1 pare n t s , o r 3 3 per c e n t of t h 1:1 o t h e r s a n d 4 7 . 5 pe r 

ce nt oft .e fathers . .A.ppr o::imate l y the same :1unb .... r of rnotl.c s 

and fathers \/ere col lege grad uat es a litt l over 13 per 

c a n t , b u t t ,, i c e a s 1 a n y fa t h e r s a s 1 o t h e s h d g o n e t o g r d u -

ate school or had obtained an ad vanc e de ree . The ea ·t 

a m o u n t o f e d · c a t i o n r e p o r t e d VI s s i x t h g r a d e ,., i t h t r e e 

mo thers and five father s co mp ising this ~roup, Tab le I I . 

Cate go i es f or the classifica tion of occup ( tions of 

the pare nt~ Here obtained fro r the Directo__cy Qi 0-..cupationa l 

Titles ( 48 ) a s fo ll ows : 

1 ) p of e s s i on a 1 , tech n i cal , and 111 an age r i a 1 
occu pat ions 

2) Cl e rical and sales occupa~ions 

3) Ser vice occupations 



T/~B LE I I I 

EDUCAT I ONAL LEVEL OF PARENT S AS REPORTED BY 200 SUBJECTS 

~vel of Education 
i 
f=--------
1 

· El eme ntar y o r less 

Eighth gr ade 
I 

\ So me hi gh school 

High school 
gr ad uat e 

So me co llege 

Colle ge gr ad uate 

1 -----· ,-- i 
i ·1 o t h e r s I F a t h e r s 1 T o t a l I 

Nurr ber I Per c ent : Nur1be_r_j Per ce ntbumber I Per cent 
I : I 

:; I 1. 5 I 8 I 11 . 0 ! il 2 . 75 I 
6 

22 

91 

38 

2 

1 1 

2 

3 . 0 

1 l . 0 

45 . 5 

19 . 0 

1 3 . 5 

5 . 5 

1 . 0 

, 3 

20 

64 

47 

I')" 
Lt> 

22 

0 

6 . 5 

0 . 0 

32. 0 

23.5 

1 3 . \) 

l 1 . 0 

. 0 

1 9 

4 2 

55 

85 

53 

33 

I 

4 . 7 5 I 

l 0 . 50 I 

I 
I 

38 . 7 5 I 
21 . 2 s I 
i 3. 2 s I 

8 . 25 

0 . 50 

, Graduate school 

I Not r eporte d 

~otal I 200 I 100 . 0 l 200 i 100 . 0 l 400 I 100.0 

,.J:::. 
0) 



47 

4) Fa r min g , fishing , forestry, and re l ated 
occ up ations 

5) Processin g occupations 

6) Ma chine trad s occ up t ion s 

7) Be nch work occupations 

8) Structural wo rk oc cupat ion s 

9) Mi sc e ll aneous occu pat ions 

T h e 1 a r g e s t p ~.. r c e n t a g e o f t h e 2 0 0 fa t h e r s we r e e 111 p l o y e 

in occupations cl assified as pro f essional and represent 36 

pe r cent of the group . Al most one-third we re emp loyed in 

e it he r clerical or serv ic e occupations. These ~hre c l ass i ·· 

fi e t io ns a ccou nted for 65 . 5 pe r cent of a ll those emp l oy 

The other fathers were eng ged in occup tions classifie as 

·i" a r n 1 ·j n g , - r o c e s ·i n CJ , rna c h i n e , b e n c :1 \·/ o r , , s t i' c t u r l 1 d 

mi sce ll a n .ous ( 28 . 5 pe r cent) . FE:~er men ~e e occupied in 

6ench work than were cl a s sified in any of the other te -

ga ri es. Twe lv e fathe rs, 6 . 0 per cent, wer repo t d as r-

ti red or no t emp loy ed , Table IV . 

0 c c u p a t i o n s f o r m 0 t h e r s "' e e c 1 s s i f i e i n t h e s am e 

m a t , e r a s t h o s e f o r f a t h e r s b u t \v e r e r e p o r t di'/ erently . 

T h p e r i o d s o f e 1T1 p 1 o y m e n t ·J e r e d i v i d e d a s f o 1 1 ' s : l ) em . 1 o y -

ln f! n t d u r i n g the c h i 1 d h o o d of the s t u d e n t a n d 2 ) em p l o y me n 

du , ing the coll ege years of the student. E m ploy ~ ent was 

f:..:t·~ht!t define d as being Full-time or part - ti me . 



TAB LE I V 

OCCUPATI ONS 01- FATHE, S S REPO TED 

BY 20 0 SUBJECT S 

I Occupation 

~ro~es sion a l 
I 

I 
Clerica l 

Services 

Farm; ng 

Pro c e ss ing 

l 1ach ine s 

Be nch v ork 

1 Structu ral 
I 
I t·l i s c e l 1 a n e o u s 

Ret ire d or une mp lo yed 

L Tota l 

r-

I 
72 

I 
33 

26 

l 2 

l 2 

6 

2 

l 5 

1 0 

l 2 

200 

36 . 0 

l 6 . 5 

13 . 0 

6 . 0 

6 .0 

3 . 0 

l . 0 

7 . 5 

5 . 0 

b . O 

100 . 0 

48 
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The group o f 200 mothers were dividA l most e qua ll y 

be t wee n tho s 2 who we}' e em p 1 o y e d and those who \v e not em .. 

pl oyecl d u ri ng the ch -ildhood of the student , T b l e V. Those 

vi h o w e r e n o t e m p 1 o y e d r e p r e e n t e 5 2 p c r c e n t o · t h e g r o u . 

M o s t o f t h e w o r k i n g m o t h e r s vie r e e 111 p l o y e d i n f u 1 l - t i m e o c c u 

p a t i o n s a n d r e p r e s e n t e d o v e r on e t h ; r d o f the s a 11 p l e , w h ere a s 

p rt - time emp l oyment accounted for only 10 per c nt of the 

mothe rs. 

Em p 1 o y m e n t s t t u s o f t h c m o t h e t ' c 1 n g e d t o s o 111 e e x t e n · 

du r·n g th coll ege yea r s of the students . Although ost 

o n e - h a 1 f o f t h e m o t h c r s w e r e n o t e m p 1 o y e d , o f t h o s e \'l h o ·1 € r e 

111 0 r e \<I ere engaged i n f u l l - t i t•l e o c cu p at ions . art -ti rne em-

p1oyment i nvo lv ed only 6.0 per cent of the mothers ar cam

p a r e d t o 4 5 p e r c n t e n g a g e d i n f u l l - t i 111 '- o c c u p t i o n s . 

A p p r o x i m a t e 1 y o n e - h a l f o f t h e 1r. o t h e r s \'II, o \II e r e em rl o y e d 

ither during t he childhood or colle ge years of the stu ents 

were in cle ic al occupations . Between one-fourth and one 

third w e engaged in p of ssiona l occupation . App oxi

ma te l y 18 pe r cent we re employed in service occ p t;ons . 

Processin g and ma c hine occupations account d for about 2 . 0 

per cent, rab l e VI . 

c 0 m m u n ; t y s i z e vi as c l a s s i f i e d as u ' a ~ , far 1:1 or non 

farm ; to v1n, under 20,000 population· city 20,000 to ,oo~ooo 

popu l at · on; and l arge city, abov e 100,000 "Opulat ion . The 



TA3 LE V 

E i ·1 P L 0 Y ;~ E N T S T A T U S 0 F f.1 0 T H E R S A S R E P 0 R T E D B Y 2 0 0 S U 8 J E C T S 

I ~~~--~~ S tudent Respons e 
nuring Childhocd IDurir.g College Year s 

of 3tudent of Student 
Oc c upati onal Status 

~ u m ber L Per ce nt j Numb er i Per ce nt 1 

1 ----r -- -----~-,~~---r~~ 

i I I I I \ . I 

I I I 
I 76 I 38 . 0 I 90 I 
I I 

o I , o. o ! 
! i 
I 

Empl oyed 
I 

Full-ti me 45 . 0 

6 . 0 art - ti me 1 2 

Not empl oyed 104 52 . 0 98 9 . 0 

To ta ·1 0 10 0 . 0 200 0 . 

01 
0 



!"AB LE VI 

OCCUPATIONS OF MOTHERS AS REPORT ED BY SUBJECTS 

~------=--=-·-== 
- --

I 

I 
0 c c u.r at i on 

P r o f e s s ·; o n ; ., 

Cleri cal 

Services 

l 
j Pr ocess ir.g 

I Machines 
I 

Total 

Student Res ponse 
During Ch·i l dh ood 

of Student 
Numb er ! Per cent ; 

25 26 . 0 

2 54 . 2 1 

I 
I 

1 7 , 7 . 7 I 

0 I o.o I 

I 
I I 

Dur i ng Colle ge Year s 
of Student 

Number I Per ce nt 
I 

30 2 _, . 

50 49 . 0 

18 . 

i . 0 

- I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
i 

I 2 2 . 1 I 2 I 2 . 0 

I I I 
96 I 100 . 0 I 102 I 100 . 0 i 

<..n 
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students vJere to indic ate the size co mm unity whe re most of 

the i r 1 i f e t i rn e h a d bee n s p e n t . T h 1 a r g e s t g r o u p , s 1 i g 11 t 1 y 

over one-third of the subj ec ts, indi cate d the c ity (20,0 00 

to 100,000). The other stud onts we re ab out even ly d ivided 

among rur a l, town, and l arge c i t y l oc tions . Ea ch of the se 

co mp rised ap prox i ma t e l y 22 per c ent of the ent i e sa m~ l e , 

Table VII. 

In assessin g the part icip ation of p r ~nt s in r e li ious 

act ivi t ies, stude nt s chec ked one of the fo ll ow i n a bov 

average, aver a~e or be l ow a ver g ~ . The esu lts in dicate 

that near ly one half of both the fathe r s an the mothe s 

we re consid ered as ha vin g ave r age pr rticipation. Of th ose 

w h o vi e r e a ~ o 'v' c ·1 v 8 r a g e i n p 11 • L i c i p 3 t i o n , m o t h e r s ':! e r e m o r e 

f 'e q u e n t 1 y 1 · s t d t h a n we e fa t '1 e s , t\ p p o 'I i m a t e y 0 p e r 

ce nt of the 100 mothe rs but onl y about one-fo 'rth of the 

f a th ers we re cl assified as abov 0 Jve; ge i religious par ti 

cipation . Ch ec~ed a s below average in reli gi o s part icipa 

t i o n °"'/ ere a p p r o x i r1 a t e 1 y o n e- t e n t h of t h c 111 o the r s a n d on c -

fourth of the f t he rs, Tab l VIII . 

Th e stu dents asse ssed their own particip tion i reli 

g i o ' s a c t ; v i t ·j _ s b y c 11 e c k i n CJ t h e f o 1 1 o ~·1 i n r : a b o v e a v e a g e , 

av2r qe, be l ow a verage pa tic i pat oon Lt ho ~ ~ and in th e ni

ve r s i ty co m:nu n i ty. Approx i mate y one - ha 1 f of the student s 

i n d i c a t e c1 a v e r a g e p a t i c i p a t i o n a t h o rn e , ':1 h e r e a s 
0 

n t h e 



T AS ~ E VII 

SIZE OF CO MM UNITY AS REPORT ED BY 200 SUBJECTS 

I ---1 
1 Size of Co mr.1 unity i St udent Res ponse r - ! Numb e r I Per cent . 

'I R u t· a 1 ( fa r m o r no n - fa r m ) i 4 3 I 21 . 5l 
I . . 

Town (under 2.0,000) ' 44 I 22 . 0 j 

City (20,000 to 100 , 000) I 71 1 35 .5 
Large city (above 100,000) I 42 I 

I I 

21 . 0 

I 1 oo . o 
I I 

20 Total 

(.]1 

w 



TAB LE VII I 

P A R E NT S ' PART 1 C I PAT I 0 i~ I N R E L I G I 0 US A C T I V I T I E S 

AS REPORTED BY 200 SUBJE CTS 

[ ~ r--
~o ther Father lp . . . . R 1 . . A . . . \ Student Re s ponse 'art1c1pat1on 1n e )g1ous ct1v1t1es I 

_ _ .._-:-:-N_u_m-:-b-e_r_ !Per cent I Number j Per ~ent 1 

I Above averane 80 I 40 . 0 I 52 I 26 . 0 ' 

\ Aver2. ge ! 95 I 47 . 5 

I Below average 23 ! 11 . 5 

~ot re po r ted l . 0 

Tot al 100 . 0 

96 

8 

4 

00 

8 . 0 

r , Q 

2.0 

. 0 

U1 
~ 
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university '"' ommu ni ty t his c ate~ory accounted for 43 pe r ce nt 

of the r espo nses. Twe nty-six per cent of t he stu en ts ind i 

cated above a ver age pa rtici patio n at home but on ly 11 . 5 pe r 

cent indi cate d th e s ame degree of p r ticip tion wh ile in 

college. Be lo w aver age partici pa tion at home w s chec e by 

near ·iy one -four th of tile students but over 40 p r ce t check d 

t his ca te gory for th e univ e s i ty co mmun ity T ble IX . 

One fa ctor cont ribu ting t o the happiness nd success 

of childr e n throu gho ut li fe is the h ppi ne..Js o-= the par nts ' 

marria ge. The su bje cts i n this study were asked to r t th 

happ in ess of the i r pa r e nt s ' LlJl ria e by checking on oft e 

f ol l o .Jin g : extre me ly happy, h rpy, aver gc: unhappy v ry 

unhappy . Th rew -fourths of the students ruted their parents ' 

~ arr i age as e it her happy o: extremely happy . Th~ r tin of 

avera ge in ha p pi ness accounted for abo ut 14 per cent of t. e 

entire group . Unhappy or very unha ppy cate go ies were in

di cat ed fo r ne ar l y 12 per ~...ent of the pa. ents . 

Hap piness Rating of 
rents ' r 1arri~~ 

Ex treme l y happy 
Happy 
Aver, ge 
U 1happy 
Ver'y unha pJ y 

'umber 

8 1 
68 
28 
l 2 
l l 

Per cent 

40.5 
3 . 0 
l . 0 

6 . 0 
5 . ~ 



TAGLE IX 

PARTICIPATIO N IN RELIGIOUS ACT I VITIES 

AS REPORTED BY 200 SUBJECTS 

I I Student Response 
I 

i ~ 
i H o r. 1 e C o m r.. u n i t v runi vers i t'' Co mr.tun i tv! ---.::....x_. 

Pa rtici pati on of Students 

rA bov~ avera ge 
I 

Average 

Below avera ge 

Not repo rt ed 

Total 

~-

I ~J u ~"b e r 

52 

103 

41 

1 

,. 

l 200 l 
j___ 

i 
I 

! 
i 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
i 
I 
I 

I 
I 

Pe r cent . :;urb e r 1 Per cen t 
t 
I i 26.0 i 23 I 1 1 . 5 
I I 
I I 

51 . 5 I 86 
I 

43 . 0 
I ! I 

20 . 5 i 85 j 42 .5 i I I i I 

2 . 0 I 6 I 3 . 0 I 

100 . 0 ! 200 l 100 .0 I 
I 

()1 

m 
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The s t ud ents r ate d th e i r chi l dhood hap pin ss by ch eck

ing the s arne facto rs: extr eme l y happy 'r ;\ . , lup py ave a ge un-

happy, or very un happy . Thr ee-fourths of the gr ou ra te 

t h e ·j r c h i l d h o o d a s h a p p y o r e x t r e m e l y h a p p y . /\ p r o x i rna t e 1 y 

the sa me per cent age g ve th es e rat i ngs t o t he pare nts' h ppi-

ness in marria ge . Ano t he r 20 pe r ce nt of t he rnp 1e r at ed 

childhood happin ess as be in g a ve r a ge , whe r e as nea r l y 6 . 0 pe r 

ce nt rec a ll ed this pe riod in li fe a s be i ng unh appy or ve ry 

unhapp y. 

Self-ratin g of 
Happ iness in 

Chil dhood - --------

Extr eme -ly ha ppy 
Hap py 
Av e ra ge 
Unha ppy 
Ver y unha ppy 

umbe r 

6 .., 
8 0 
4 0 
1 0 

1 

Per ce n t 

3 1~ . 5 
4 0 . 0 
20 . 0 

5 . 0 
0 . ::> 

La nd is and Landis ( 24 ) have state that a pe son ' s 

a tt itu de to war d mar ri ag e s ucc ess or fa i u c has been f ou nd 

t o have a positiv e corr e l at io n wi th the actu l s ccess o 

fa.i l ure i n rna r' ri age . To obta in i nformat i on concern i ng att i -

tud es 0 f 5 t ude n t s to "' a r d tr y i n g t o rna k e t h 9 i r o ·1 n marl i a ~ e 

h a p p y a n d s u c c e s s 1 u 1 , t h e f o 1 1 o \ 1 i n g a t t i t u d e o p t i o n s \•1 e r e 

l i s'l:ed : VPr y determi ned ; aver a ge dete~ninat i on ; i f 111a . r i ag e 

does not wor k out, would cons i de divorce . The results i ndi

cated that the m j ori t y of the s t ude nts were ve ry de t er mi ned 
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o mak e the i r mar r i age happy and s u c c c s s u 1 ; lil or c than t h r e c 

fourt hs of th e entir e s1roup ch ecked this category . Tw 1 e 

pe " cent of t h e grou p ind ·ic Jtcd a verasJe inter .s t Jhe reas 

5 . 0 p e r c e n t 'tJ o u 1 d c o n s i d e r d i v o r c . i f t h e m a r r i a .J e d ; d n o t 

wor k out . 

A t t i t u d e T o w a r d ~1 a k i n g 
Mar i age Ha pp y and 

Su ccess !1 

Ve ry de termined 
f-l.v e r age 
l f ma r r iag e f eli l s , wo ul d 

con s·ider div orce 
No r espons e 

: mber 

16 3 81 . 5 
24 1 2 . 0 

1 0 5 . 0 
3 1 . 5 

In or der to deter mine th e e xtent of conflic t which may 

hav e eYis ted bet ~.; een pa r ent s and chi l d en i n the home, 

st· dents were asked to c he c k one of the follo\ · ng degrees 

conf lict wit h ea c h parent : ve r y li ttle a erJ ge amount 

continuous . Near l y 60 per c nt of th e subjects i nd ic ated 

very little con f lic t exis t ed wi th ei ther pa rent . Approxi 

of 

ma t ely one-th ird in d i c a ted an average amo unt of confl'ct wi th 

either the fathe r or the mother . Four er cen t of the 

st udents in dic ated conti nuo us co nf l ict with t he mother a nd 

twice a s many chec ke d con tinuous co nf lict ~ it h th e father , 

Table X. 

Hea th (15) st ated that ~h at a person believes to be 

hi s str ength 5 a nd vt e a I' ness e s dete r rn i n e s ·1 ha t he i 1 1 at t e p t 



I 
\v 
\ Ave r a ge 

I Co n ti nuo~s 

TASL E X 

EXTE NT OF STUDENT CO NF LI CT WITH PAR ENTS 

AS REPORTED BY 200 SUBJE CTS 

-x tent of Conflict 
\ St udent ResRonse 
\ ~··1 o t h e r I F a t h e r 

-- - --=- i N umber I p e ~- c E: n t l Numb e r-ri-=-P-e._r_c_e_n_t---il 

\ 
I 

\ 

I 
I 

l 1 7 

74 

8 

58 . 5 ll 8 59 . 0 

37 . 6 32.0 

. . 0 1 7 

l Net r e po r ted I 1 I ! 1 0 . 5 

l I I 

8 . 

0 .5 

i 2oo I 1oo .o ! 
I i I 

0 
I 1 I 

Total 100 . 0 

01 
\.0 
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o r v.J i 1 ·1 n o t a t t e rn p t . In relat ion t o t hi s co nc ept s t udents 

we re asked to evaluat e t hem sel ves in the fo llo win u res pe c t s : 

pe rsonal appea ranc e , a bility to get a l ong wi t h oth rs, an 

p 2 r s o n a 1 ·i t y . 

T h e 11 A t t i t u d e T o vJ a r d 0 \v n P e r s o n l p p e a r n c e 11 c t e g o r y 

vJ a s c 1 a s s i f i e d a s f o 1 l o w s : v e 1 y a t t r a c t i 1 e a t t ~ u c t i v e > 

a•; era9e , un at tracti ve , ve ry unattr active . Sl ; ght l y mo r e 

t h a n 9 0 p e r c e n t o f t h e s t u d e n t s r a t e t h e 111 s e I v c s e i t h 

·t tractiv e or avera ge in a ppeal ance . Fi fte n tudents con -

5id red the~se lv es to be very attractive . On ly 2 . 0 per c nt 

of the co ll ege stu dents checked the unattractive category 

and no stu de nt i ndi cated b~ing very ur.c:tti ·activ . 

.P e r s o_n a 1 EE_e a r a n c e 
--n el f -r atrn9l 

Very a ttr acti v 
1\t t act i ve 
Av era ge 
Una tt , a c tiv e 
Jery unat t ra ct ive 

rJumber 

1 5 
90 
9 1 

4 
0 

P r cent 

7. 5 
5 . 0 
5 5 
2 . 0 
0 .0 

A b ; 1 ·i t y t 0 g e t a 1 o n g ·.;~ i t h o t h e · s vi a s r a t e d by i n d i c a t -

ing one of the fol l owin g : above a~~rage v rdge , belov 

aver age . rl a ;ly 99 oer cent of the st~dentJ r ted their 
I 

d bil ity Js be i ng a verag e or abo ve ave~age . Th pe rcentage s 
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\II e r e a b o u t e q u a 1 1 y d i v i d e d b e t \v \;.; e n t h e t 1 o c a t c g o r i e s . 0 n 1 y 

three stud ent s indi cated be l ow a ve age t b ility in gett i ng 

along with others . 

Abili t y to ue t ;~ l ong 
___ ~j i t h 0 t h e r s 

Abov e av e r age 
Average 
Belo v.J aver age 

Numbc 

98 
99 

3 

Pe ce nt 

49 . 0 
. 5 

1 . 5 

Th e 11 S e 1 f Ra t i n g of Person a 1 i ty" vi as i vi d d i n to t h r e 

typ es of pe rso nality : out go ing, av rage, re tiri ng . The r e -

s ul t s of th is tabulation i ndicctted s i 1:1 i 1 a r p a t t e r n to t h a t 

e e n i n t h e t \•J o pre v i o u s e 'I a 1 u a t i o n s o F p e s o n a 1 a p pea r u n c e 

,:\ n d a b i , i t y t o g e t a l o n g vi i t h o t h e s . T h e r11 a j o r i .... y o f t h e 

st ud e nts, 95 per c_nt, wer 2q ua1ly d · ided as to th at · ngs 

of ou tg o i n g and aver age person a l i ty types . 0 n l y 5 . 0 p e cent 

cons i dered themselv e s as hav in g a retirin p\;.rsona lity . 

Outg oi ng 
1\ 'I r J g e 
Ret irin g 

95 
95 
l 0 

Pe ce t 

47 . 5 
47.5 

5 . 

Student s we e asked t o indica te the ext nt of the s~x 

e d u c a t ·j 0 n r e c e i v e d b ' c h e c k i n g o n e o f t h e f o I 1 o \· · n g : a e -

quate , average, inad eq ua te , very i nadequate. The results 
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indicated that sex educat ion was considered to be verage or 

a d e q '.J a t e bY t w o - t h i r d s o f t h e s t u d e n t s , \1 i t h t h e p r c e n t g e s 

i milar fo r t hese two categ ories . Sli ght ly ov er 25 per ~ent 

of the subjects fe l t the ir se x education h~ d been inadequ te 

wherea s l ess t han 1 0 pe r c ent reg rd ed th is ph -e of ed uc -

t i on as being very i na eq uate . 

Adequate 
Av e rage 
In adeq uate 
Very in a dequate 
No respons 

Numbe r 

67 
64 
53 
1 5 

1 

Per cent -----
33 . 5 
32 . 0 
26 . 5 

7 . 5 
0 . 5 

~ccording to Lan dis and L ndis (24) the · tt . tudes in 

d·ividuals hol d to ward havin g child en in murt i ~ e affect the 

happ iness , nd succe ss of the ma rr~a ge . To etermin the 

t t i t u d e s o f t h ; s g r o u p o f s t u d e n t s t o .,., r d t h e i n p o r t a n c e o r 

ha ving hildren as a f c tor r. at i ng tom rit l ha piness, 

th e subj ects were aske d to c ~ck one of t1e follo1ing : ery 

i Ill p o r t a n t , i m p o r t a n t , a v e r iJ g e , u n i m r o r t a n t v e y u i :'. o o n t . 

i1e . es ponse s i nl 'ic ted that slight l y over 50 er ce1 t of 

the co l l ege stud nts co ns i dered child e1 very ·npor tant to 

th e ma rriage. Thirty-three pe r cent of the 200 students con 

sidered having chil dren to be i mp ortant . Les than .5 per 
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c e n t c h e c k e d a v e r a g e o r Ll n n', ') o t t d 1 r ·a n a n 01 y one p on in 

dica'·eu that ch ·ildren wer . ve ry un impo rt a nt to the h pp iness 

of th e marriage . 

Importance of C, i ldl en 
_____ !_o ~1 a_r r i a ~l_Q__ __ 

Very i mp ort ant 
I 1:1 pol" tan t 
Av e r- age 
Unimport ant 
V e r y u n ·j m p o r t a n t 
No r espons e 

r· umbe r 

1 0 l 
67 
l 9 
l 0 

l 
2 

e cc t 

50 . 5 
33.5 

9 . 5 
. 0 

0.5 
1 . 0 

T h e /\ 1 l p o r , V e r n o n , L i n d z e y ( 2 ) -~ t ~ _y o i a 1 u e s me a -

sure s th e r e l ative pr omi nence of six basic in te rest s or 

motive s in personality : the ore tica , econo mic , aesthetic , 

socia l , po l itic a. l , and reli gio us . These int e1ests a r e also 

re fe r red to as values . hi~ ins tru me nt was chosen because 

it was de si gned pr i marily to be used Jith college stu dents . 

T h e s t u d y Qi V a 1 u e s T e s t B o o k 1 e t w a s d i v i d e d i t o t \~ o 

parts. Part I cont a ine d 30 controversial statements or 

q u e s t i o n s w i t h two a 1 t e r n a t i v e a n s vie s g i 1 e n f o e a c h q u e s -

tion. Pe rso nal preferences were indicated by givin g a score 

to each alter native by us i no one of the follo i ng co .. b i-

n a t i o n s : 3 a n d o , 0 a n d 3 , 2 a n d 1 , o r 1 a n d 2 . T h ~~ e e 

ind icated a de c ided pr eferen ce or one alternati 'E 
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with no preference for the ot her one, wh~ e s a comb i at ion 

of 2 and 1 or 1 and 2 sh ow d a preference for both but mo re 

em phasis given to one preference . The score for each ques

tion must tota l 3 . 

Par t II c ontained 15 situations or uest ions fo llow 

by four pos s i b l e a ns wers . Persona l pref rences 1ere r te 

)Y writin g 4, 3, 2, or 1 in the appropri te spaces . Fo u 

indicat ed th e hi ghest preference and one the l owes t . Th 

s cor e for ea ch question or situ t ion must tot 1 10 . 

A cc o~ding to All po r t, Vernon , and Lindzey (2), the te t 

',v a s c o n s t r u c t e d i n s u c h a \v a y t h a t 4 0 i s t 1 \.. a v e a g e f o · a n y 

sing le va lue . Sc ores for each of the six valu e should b 

plott~d on a gra ph to show the profi fo each person wh n 

individual results are t o be used . r ·- subj ct hus a p a -

fi l e th at is nearly Flat , this indic tes that all six v l o 

are equ al l y f a vor ed . Only the l ar_er peaks o dep essions 

in the pr of il es are s i gn i ficant . The s ix valu s a r r l tive 

and a hi gh score can be obtai n d on one u lue only y obt in 

in g lo w sco re s on one o more of the other values . The in 

ves tigator of the present Jtudy constructe gro p profiles 

base ct upon the mean score s for the vario 

stu died . 

group being 



65 

Different no rms have bee n e s ta bli s he fo sc ores f o 

me n a n d w om e n . T h e f o l 1 ow i n g i n f o r m a t i o n 't l a s t a k e n f , o m t h e 

A 1 1 p o r t , V e r n o n a n d L i n d z e y S t u d y o f V a 1 u e __ J c ~- B o o ~!:. ( 2 ) : 

Score s f o r ·1e n 

_lij_9l.!_ .Q_!lj_ 1 ow ~..f...O r es_. A scor e o n on e o · t e v l u e s 
ma y be consider ed def ini te l y hi gh o r l ow i f i t 
fa l 1 s ou ts i de the f o l 1 o vii n g l i rn i t s . Suc h s o r es 
exceed the ran ge o f 50 pe r c e nt of a ll m l e s cor e s 
on that va lu e . 

Th eoretica l 
Econo mic 
Aesthet ic 

39 - 49 
37- 48 
29- 41 

Soci 1 
Politi c 
. e l i u i ous 

32- 42 
38-4/ 
J 2- 4 

0 u t s t 9-_!l_cl_j_n_g_]_y J.2j_:J b_ 9 n d l ow s c o r e s . 1\ s c o -. o n o n 
Q f t h e '/ a l lf e $ lJl a y b e C 0 Yl S i I e-.,~- V-e r y d i r t i n C t i V e l f 
i t i s h i g he r or 1 o \·1 e r t han t h n f o 1 l o \1 i n ~ 1 i 1.1 ; t s . 
Such scor s fa l l o ut si de the ri1n~e o ~ 82 pe r ce nt 
of a ll ma le s co r e s f or th at / c lue . 

Theor et ical 
Eco no mic 
Aest h t ic 

34-54 
3 2- 53 
24- 47 

Soci 
Po li tica l 
Re l i ious 

28 7 
34 - 52 
26 - Sl 

.tL:Lq_b __ and low s c or_~~ . .c . A . s col' e ? n one of t: e a l u e s 
ma y be co ns i de r ed de , 1 n 1 tel y h 1 g or l o '·t i f i fa l 1 s 
outs ; de t he f o 1 1 o i'/ i n g 1 i m i t s . S u c • scares x c e e 
the r a nge o f 50 per cent o f a ll fern le scores f0 

that 1alu e . 

Th e or e tical 
Econ omic 
/\es t hetic 

3 l - 41 
33-4 3 
3 7 -· 8 

So ci a l 
p 0 l i 't- i c 
Re li giou s 

37 - 4-
3 I - l( 2 
37- 50 



0 u t s t a n d i n g l .'L h i eLf]_ ~D i J ~·~- c; c o _r_q_s_ . ft. s c o 0 n 0 n e 
~ ~ ~h e _ va l~ es may be consiJ red VQry distinct ive 
1f 1t 1s h1 gher or lo w r th n the follo~ing li mits. 
Such s cor es fa l l 0 u t s i J e the r a 11 g c of 8 2 p ~ r cent 
of al l fe ma le scores fo r that v lu 

Th eo retic a l 
Economic 
Aesthetic 

26-45 
28-48 
31-54 

Soci 1 
Politic 

li'diOUS 

33-5 1 
29-4 6 
31 - 56 

Usin g the above scores for men nd women the inv st · 

gat or of the pr esent study constructe tab l e to show th 

d i s t Y' i b u t i o n o f s c o r e s f o r l 0 0 m l e a n d 1 0 0 f e 1:1 1 s t u d c n t 

re presented in th i s study . The followin i vi · i on s v e e 111 

66 

for ea ch value.· h . ' L · ' l d - \f e r y I l g r1 ' r 1 1 y 1 a v c r a 9 ) 0 I d n v r y l 0 \v . 

The re s ul ts of this distribution are su1.1r.1 rized in T2ble XI . 

An inter est i ng observation w s noted in the esults in th. 

over a l 1 d i · t r i but ·j on o the 1.1 en n d \'i o 1.1 c n - t u d t,) 11 t s i n t h 

.;: · .1ve c ategor i es bas ed on their O\ln norn fo. the six p rsona . 

v a 1 u e s . As many mo. l e as f e r11 1 e s t d _ n t s \·I ere c t ego r i zed i .l 

t h e a v e r a g e , h i g h a n d v e r y h i g h g r o u p s v h e r s m o r e f e 111 l e _ 

s c o r e d i n t h e 1 c w c a t e g o r y a n d m o r 11Ja 1 s i n t . e e r y 1 o \·J 

Ca t eg ory . For theoretical, socia l and religi o ~ 1 lues ro re 

fe ma le subjects scor ed above average v;ith more .1ale subjects 

s cor i n g be 1 0 \'1 aver a g e ; ~·!he -.as , mo re 111 a 1 e t en t s scored 

ab ove av erage on aesthetic> econom i c and politi al alues 

with more fema les scoring beloi average on these val es . 

Ma l es a nd fema l e s failed to allow the u_ual ly expecL pat -

tern ·in respect to theoretic a l and nestret:c alues . Accord -

i ng t o P..ll po r· t, vernon, and Lindzey (2), cor" mon e·p rience 



T?.BLE XI 

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES FOR 200 SUBJE CTS ON STUDY OF VA LUE S TES T ACCO RD I NG TO SEX 

I 
Value Distr i bution 1·1 a l e S t u d e n t s I D i s t r i b u t i o n Fe male Student s 

;·.1 a l e S c o r e s (N=lOO) Fe male Scores ( N=lOO) 
The oretical I 

Very hi gh 55 - ab ove I 4 46 - above l l 
Hig h 50 - 54 I 8 42 - 45 9 
Ave r a ge 39 - 49 62 31 - 41 65 
Low 34 - 38 l 7 26 - 30 9 
Very l o v1 0 - 33 9 0 - 25 6 

Econo mi c I I ! 

u~h high 
54 - ab ov e l l 49 - ab ove 8 
49 - 53 22 44 - 48 1 9 

verage 37 - 48 57 33 - 43 61 
ow 32 - 36 4 28 - 32 7 
e r y_ l O\"./ 0 - 31 6 0 - 27 5 

Aesthetic 
Very high 48 - ab ove 5 55 - above 0 
Hi gh 42 - 47 1 2 49 - 54 7 
Average 29 - 41 59 37 - 48 45 
L OVJ 24 - 28 1 3 31 - 36 31 
Very lo\·J 0 - 23 l 1 I 0 - 30 l 7 

Social I 

Very high 48 - above 7 52 - above 6 
High 43 - 47 2 48 - 51 8 
Average 3 2 - 4 2 50 37 - 47 53 
L OVJ 28 - 31 l 7 33 - 36 l 1 
Verv low 0 - 27 24 0 - 32 22 

I 

Q) 

-.....,J 



TA BLE XI ( Co ntin ued ) 

DISTRIBUTION OF SCORES FOR 200 SUB J ECTS ON STUDY OF VAL UES TEST AC CORDI NG TO SEX 

v alue 

b:= 
Poli tica l 

Very h 
High 
Ave r ag 
Low 
V ery_j 

R e l ·j g i o u 
Very h 
Hi a h 

\ 

Av~ra 
LO'v'/ 

1 Very 

i g h 

e 

ow 
s 
i g h 

e 

O\v 

I Distribution ~a le Student s I Distribut i on Fe mal e Stu de nts 
¥ le Sc ore s I ( N~lO O) r Female Scores ( N=l OO) 

I 53 - ab ove 19 I 47 - ab ove l 7 I 48 - 52 22 I 43 - 46 21 
38 - 47 43 34 - 42 47 
34 - 37 9 I 29 - 33 1 2 

0 - 33 7 0 - 28 3 

I 52 - abo ve 9 57 - above .- 1 4 
45 - 51 

I 
l 8 51 - 56 22 

32 - 44 56 37 - 50 59 
26 - 31 7 31 - 36 3 

0 - 25 1 0 I 0 - 30 2 
~----- --- - ---- ------- ----- --- ·-

I 

m 
0.? 
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has shown that wome n w i ·1 1 , on th e aver age , be more r e 1 ; y i o us , 

s o c i a 1 , a n d a e s t h e t i c t h a n m e n ; rn e n , h o v1 e v --. r' , u - 1 1 y h a v e 

r e latively high theoreti ca l, econo mi c, and pol i t ica v lu 

Mean s and standard dev iati ons for eac of the six p r-

s on a l values fo r mal es a nd f ma l es and for tn_ toL rou p 

a r e g i v e n i n T a b l e X I I . T h i s i n f o r r:1 t i o n .v a ,. s e n 1n k · n 

f urther co mpar i sons of groups . 

The means and st 2ndard devi ations of t1 200 stud nts 

a t the University of Sou ther n Mis i'"sippi represente in t he 

P r ~ s e n t s t u d y , vi _ r e c om p r e d w i t h t h n o r r1 s CJ i v e n f o 3 7 7 8 

c o ·1 1 e g e s t u d e n t i n t h e /\ 1 l p o t , 1 e r· rt o n , a n J L i n d z e y ·i u 1 

I " ) h . h . ,~ w 1c acco mpa nies t h e S t u d v p_f _La~~ T e s t 8o o k I e t . The 

resu l ts are presented in T ble XIII . Th--. o \/as no si g if i-

cant difference in th eoretica l v l ue e by the t\JO .Jroups 

b u t t h e r e w e r· e h i g h 1 y s i g n i f i c a n t i f f e r n c e ·· b e t 1 e e n t I e 

g r- o u p s f o r t h e r' e m a i n i n g f i v e v a 1 u e s . T h e · s u 1 t s o f ~.. h e 

t t e s t i n d i c ~ t e d t h 2 t t h e 2 0 0 U n i v e r· s i t y o f S o t h e r n i s s ; s ·-

sippi stud e nts scored .)i gnif ic antly high l on econo · ic , poli-

t ·j c a l ) n d r e 1 ~ g ; 0 u s v a l u e s t h a 11 r. h e c o 1 1 e g i a t ~ o p u 1 t i o n 

but sco red si gn i f ic ant ly lo we on aesthetic d soc . r l values . 

In co mpa rin g th e means and st anda rd d_'~'iations of the 

I 0 0 1.. a 1 e s tude n t s a t t h e U n i v r s i t y of Sou t e n ,., · s s i s .:.1 i p pi 

"' i t h t h e n 0 r m s g i v e n f o r t h e 2 4 8 9 m a l l': s ·j n t h e c o l l e g i a t e 

p o p u 1 a t i 
0 

n , t h r e ~ u 1 t s v1 e r e f o u n d t o b e . o n - s i g n i f i c ~ n t f o r 



TJl. BLE XI I 

MEAN S AN D STA NDARD DEVIAT I ON S FOR 20 0 SUBJECTS 

ON STU DY OF VA LUE S TEST 

· ~ a l e a n d F e :n a l e ~~ 1>1 a l e S t u d e n t s 1
1 

- F e rn a l e S t u d e n t s] 
St udents I 

I . (N=200) I ([·l=l OQ_) I N=l 00) 
\GY'oup \S tandard 1 Group I Stand ard j Gro up St a nd ar d 

r-~ -- I 1·1 e an ! D e v i ~t i c n l r·~_r -~_Q_ e v i at i 0 n ' Me a n 0 ~~ 0 n I 

I 
T h e o r e t i c a ·1 \ 3 9 . 5 5 i 7 . 0 7 ! 4 2 . 6 8 \ 6 . 0 3 ;!

1 

3 6. . 4 2 I 6 . 6 7 

I 
I • I . 

\Econom ic , 42 . 16 1 7 . 33 l 44 . 98 I 7 . 08 I 39 . 34 I 6 . 4 

\

Aesthetic ~ 35 . 82
1 

7 . 34 ! 33 . 87 i 7 . 58 l 37 . 76 I 6 57 
I . I I 

Social I 36 . 63 I 7.39 : 33 . 

Value 

Political . 7? 

I Re ligious 7 . l 

-.....J 
0 



TA. BLE XII I 

CO MPAR ISON OF MEA N SCORES FO R 200 SU BJ ECTS ON ST UDY OF VALUE S 

E S T ~~ I T H C 0 L L E G L~ T E P 0 P U L. AT I 0 I~ N 0 R M S 

I 
\ Co"ll eg iat e Population\ Male and Female Student s I 

I Value h r ~~ = 3 77 s ) , ( N = 2 o o ) t 
G-ro~ p l s t a n d c. r d ! G r o u p s t a n d a r d value I Theoretical 

I !v1 e a n l D e v i a t i o n : 1'\ e a n D e v i a t i o n ==r-----= 
I 39 . 75 \ 7 . 27 

I 

I 
I 

I 39 . 55 7 . 07 1 o . 38ol 
I i 

! 3.5832** 
I 

I 

\ Economi c 40 .33 I 7. 61 I 4 2 . l 6 7 . 33 
I I 

I 
I 

\Ae sthetic I 38 . 88 
I 

8 . 42 35 . 82 7 . 34 1 5.8745** 
I 

i I Soci c..l I 
I I 

39 . 56 l 7 . 03 I 36 . 63 7 . 39 j 5 . 5816** I I 

\ Political I I I 
I I i I 

l 40.39 6 . 44 I 42 .3 5 I 7 . 46 ! 3 . 753 6-k* 

I 
I 

I 
I Religious I 41 . 01 9 . 31 

I 
43 . 50 9 . 1 7 I 1 3 . 8780** I 

_L I 

**Significant at the . 01 level of c onf~oence . 



72 

t h e o r e t i c a 1 , a e s t h e t i c ·' a n d r c 1 i ~ i o u s v a 1 u s , !J u t h · 9 h 1 y s ; 9 _ 

nificant for e co no mi c, soc i a l, and poli tic 1 v lu es . Eco 

n om i c a n d p o ., i t i c a 1 v a 1 u e s \'/ e r e s i g n i f i c <1 n t 1 y h i 9 h r 1 h e s 

social values were si gnific antly lo ~~er thun thos g iven fo r 

the a ll ma l e norms , Table XIV . 

The t - t es t of s i gnific ance was a l o us to te rn ine 

whether o r no t there were any r ea l di ~rene s in v 1 e b -

tween the 100 fema l e stu den ts at the Univ e rsity of So u the rn 

t1ississi pp i, repr esented in the pres ent study and th 1289 

fema les in the coll egiate populat ion fer 1hor notms h bee 

'? s t b ·1 i s h e d , T a b l e X V • T h e r· VIe r e n o s i u n i i c n t i f f . r c n c e s 

h t e e n t h e t vJ o g r o 1 p s o n t h eo r· e t ·; c a 1 n d e c o no ,,, i c 1 1 u s 

but t he r es u 1 t s i n d i cat e d that t h . lJ n i v c~ s · ty c f S 0 u t h r r 

fl i · s iss i pp i fema l es p laced significantly !11ore er1~has is 

(; < . 0 5 ) on p o 1 i t; c a l v a 1 u e s than the 1 2 a 9 f e 1 J 1 e s . .~ e 1 i g; o us 

v c~. 1 u e s vH~ r e s ·i 9 n i f i c d n t 1 y hi g he r ( p < . 
0 1 ) for t h c U n i v e s ; ty 

of So uth e r n l i ssis sip p i f emales bu t aesthet · c nd soci 

1' a l u e s we r s ; g n i f i c a n t 1 y 1 o w e r ( p < . 0 1 ) t h a n t :1 e n o m s e n 

fo r the 1 28 9 fem a l s in the collegiate popu 1 tion . 

I n 1962, Twome ; ( 46 ) studied the v lu s of a select 

9 t' o u p o f u n d e r g r a d u a t e s t u d e n t s a t C o 1 o r a d o S t a t e C o 1 l e g . 

The re su lts of this s t udy a l so reJealed s1gnific nt diff e r~nces 

b e t ~v e n t h e v a 1 u e s 0 f t h e s e c o 1 1 e g e s t u d 2 n t s a n d t h e A 1 l p o , · 

Ver non 
' 

Li ndzey ( 2 ) nor ~ ative gro up of co e ge student s, as 

rn e sut·c: d bv the me an scores on the i_t~_<!.f_ 9_!_ -~i~ scale . 
, I 



TA BLE XIV 

COMPARISON OF MEAN SCORES FOR 100 MA LE SU BJ ECTS ON STUDY OF VALUES 

T E S T ~·J I T H C 0 L L E G I A T E N 0 R iv1 S F 0 R i{l A L E S 

\

_, ______ ~ Coll egiate Population 1

1 

Ma le St udents 

V a ·1 u e • ( N = 2 4 8 9 m a 1 e s ) ( N = 1 0 0 ) I 
\ Gtoup-f Standard \ Group : Standard 

1 

~- _ \ l~ e a n j__D e v i a -~ i c n : iYi e a n I D e v i a t i o n 

\ Theoretica l \ 43 .7 5 \ 7.34 \ 42 . 68 I 6 . 03 

I Economic I 42 . 78 I 7.g2 \ 44 . 98 1 7 . 08 

I 
1 I 
' I 

1 
Aesthetic \ 35 . 09 1 8.49 ; 33 . 87 I 7 . 58 

I I I 
\ Social \ 37 . 09 \ 33 . 65 7 . 03 

I 
6 . 93

1 

I 

/ . 58 
I I 

6 . 6£; 5 . 63 

t 
value 

l . 7 59 

3. 1570* * 

l . 5720 

. 9221** 

3 . 5587** \P olitical \ 42 .9 4 I 
Religious l 38 . 20 

I I 

39 . 25 1 8 . 99 1 1 . 
l I I 

0 ~ 
.,I,,J 

*~Significant at the . 01 level of confidence . 

-.....s 
w 



TABLE XV 

CO MPARISO N OF MEAN SCORES FOR 100 FE MALE SUBJECTS ON STUDY OF VALUES 

TES T WITH COLLE GIA TE NORM S FOR FE MALES 

I ! 
I \ Coll eg iat e Population \ Fe ma le Stud e nts 
\ V a 1 u e ~ ( N = l_ 2 8 9_) _ ( N = l G 0 i t 

L 1 Gr oup TS t andard ! Group Stan dard 1! val ue 
_ ___L ~·i e an Q~ i at i on 1_ ~~ e an Deviation , I 

I - I I I 

\The o re t i c al \ 3 5 . 7 5 1 7 . 19 : 36 . 42 6 . 67 [ 1.02 06 I 

\ 

I I I I 

Ec onomi c 37 . 8 7 7 . 3 1) 39 . 34 6 . 46 l 2 . 3 0 11
fi I 

I I 
\ Aestheti c , 42.6 7 

1 
8 . 3~ \ 37 . 7 6 6 . 57 j 7 . 4596** 

I I I . I I I 

l 42 . 03 1 7 . 02 \ 39 . 60 l 6 . 63 l 3 . 6526** 
I I I I I ! 
I 37. 84 i 6 . 23 I 39 . 08 I 5 . 7 3 I 2 . 2035* I 

1 Religious \ 43 . 81 i 9 . HI i 47 . 75 I 7 . 19 ! 5 . 4914** 
L I I 

So c ial 

Polit i cal 

*Sianificant at the . 05 level of confidenc_ . 

*Significant at the . 01 level of confiaence . 

-......J 
~ 
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I n t h e p r e s e n t s t u d y t h e f o 1 1 o \v i n g 9 r o u p c om p a r ; s o n s 

were made: a 1 1 f r es hme n \•/ i t h a l l s e niors f r ~s hm n fema l es 

\1 it h sen ·ior fe ma l es , a nd freshman n1u 1 e s \•Ji t 11 se nior m 1 e s , 

Tabl XV I. Th e r e VJ e t ' e no si gn ific ant differences b e~ t I e the 

i 0 0 fr-eshmen an d th e l 0 0 sen i or s as 111 e sure by t h 111 

s c o r e s o n t h e S t u d _y Q_f_ V a 1 u e s t e s t . T h e r e vi e c 1 s o n o i -

n i f ·i c a n t d i f f r e n c c s b e t ~·I e n f r e s h m a n a n d s e n i o r f e rn 

s t u d e n t s . T h e s a m e p a t t e r n ~ x i s t e d f o r f r e s h 111 n a n s e n i o r 

ma l es for all va lu e sc ores except theoretic 1 . In thP re 

o f t h e o r e t i c a 1 v a 1 u e s t h m e a n f o r· e n i o r s \•/ <1 h i h e 1 t h n 

t h a t f o r f r e s h m a n 1:1 a l e s . 

Tho Jt o fi 1 e of va 1 ue ~; fo freshni n a nd se or ·er.l 1 es 

r i g u r · 1 , s h 0 v.J s h o v~ c 1 o s e l y t h e v a I u e s o f t I e t o . J ; o ~ s 

P.:: r a l 1 e 1 , vJ i t h s en i o r s p l J c i r. g s l i CJ h t l y r.· or c i r1 p o 1· t- n c on 

chec r et i ca l, ec onomic , soci 1 , politic 1 i 9 i 0 

Va l ue s t ha n fr eshmen . F·i gur e 2 giv es p l' o f i 1 e o f v ._s for 

~·r esh ma n an d s en i or ma l es. This a lso sho '·' a c o. e si li -

1 a r i t y be t ·w e e n th e "a 1 u e s of b o t h g r' o p s of r;1a e s i 1 c 1 u d ed 

in this study . As previous l y statod the t- ~st i nd1cate 

s i gni f i ca nt d i ff renee bet\ een the 1.1 an sco , s only f or 

the or etic a l val ue s . 

L.J h ·j t m 
0 

r· e • s s t u d y ( 5 2 ) o f v a 1 u e s o f t e a c h e r s , s t u d e t 

t eac he r s , a nd prosp ec t i ve student teachers, 

f\ 1 l P o r t , V e r n o n a n d L ·j n d z e y ? t ~s!.l_ o f a 1 u e s 

; , which t~1 

.Jas 'se to 



TABLE XVI 

C 0 ~~1 P 1\ r 1 S 0 N 0 F ~~ E A N S C 0 R E S F 0 R 2 0 0 S U l3 J E C T S 0 

_Q_f_ Y£\_ L U E j_ TEST A C C 0 ; ~DIN G T 0 SEX 1\ N D A CAD E · I C 

76 

-ruov -- -

EV ~ L 

~-----~=b 1 e and : o u p s _-:_-_-_ : .. "= _I -~a L_~,=l+=j -L-~-- ~ n l; ~ ~ I 
I 

T h eo r e t i c a 1 v a 1 u e s -- - ~~ 
Al l fr eshmen vs . a ll sen iors . 9336 

; F ·esh rn an fe ma. l es vs . sen ior fe ma l e s 1 . 0360 
1 F r e s h 1 n a n 111 a ·1 e s v s . s e n 1 o r m a 1 e s 2 . 0 7 6 0 ' 
i 

I Econo rn i c va 1 ues 

I 
All f resh me n vs . al sen iors 
Fr e sh r.lc.. n fem a le s vs . . e nior fe ma les 

I 

Fr esh ma n ma l es vs. s enior males 

I 
Aesthetic va l ues 

, P\1·1 fresh men vs. a l l sen·iors 
i Fr eshma n fe ma les vs. senior fe ma les 

Fre shma n ma les vs . senior ma l es 

1 
Social va lues 

! All fresh men vs . a ll seniors 
I r~ r c: s h m a n f e rn a l c s v s . s e n i o r f e m a 1 e s 
I Fresh ma n ma l es vs. senior ma l es 
I 
I Po litic a l valu es · 

I 
All fresh men vs . all seniors 
Fresh man fe ma 1 es vs . s en ior fe 1a 1 es 

i Fr eshma n ~a les vs. s enior males 
I 

I Religious val ues 
I All fresh men vs . al l seniors 
I ;resh man fe ma l es vs . senior f emales 
~reshman ma l es vs. se nior males 

N.S. Non-significant 

1.2929 
0 . 21~5 I 

1 . 7075 I 

1 . 3 90 
1 . 7695 
0 . 5791 

0 . . , 242 
l 0 . 0150 

0 . 2011 

0 . 340 
0 . 2785 
0 . 6835 

1 . 0255 
0. 60 8 
0 . 98 l 

*S i gnificant at the .05 level of co nfid e ce . 

. s . 
* 

f' . S . 
. s . 

t' . S . 

. s . 

. s . 

. s . 

. s . 

. s. 

I 
i 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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obtain data, reveal ed simi l ar findi ngs. There were no si 

nificant differences between the scores of ma l e te c her s n 

those of male stud en t teachers or those of ma l e underg r du t 

education maj ors who were preparin g for teachi g pos i ions . 

There were also no si gni ficant diff erences bet\ een them l e 

student teachers and ma l e und e rgradu ate ed ucati on ajors pre 

paring for second ary l e ve l teachin g posit ions. The s me 

results were found in comparing fe ma l e teachers fern l e 

student teachers a nd fema l e under graduate education rn jar 

prep arin g for s e co ndary l eve l teach i ng posit i ons . 

Closely su pport i ng Whit mo re's findings (52) was tudy 

by Re bsto ck (38 ) i n v.Jhich c hanges i n the personality v l u s 

at titudes and ve rba l behavior of student teacher~ !Je, c i r -

vestigated. Resul t s ind ·ic ated that the teachi n · of certa ·n 

objective observa tiona l techni ques to socia l stu ies st dents 

doe s not cha ng e t he th eoretic a l , econo mic, esth tic socia l 

or religious valu es of thos e student teachers s nca ured by 

th e St~_ of Va lu es sca l e , a l though there was so me e1idenc . 

th at these stu dents pla ced l ess valu e upon per on po 1er 

t han stu de nts not tau ght these tech niques . 

In cont r a st to Re bstoc k 's rese arch (38) ·.'a l' e ' s stu y 

(49 ) in 1967 , of s e lected psychosocial carr el tes of college 

s tudent s ub- c ul tur e s found highly diverse and hete ro gen ouJ 

Sub- grou ps of s tudents . Th ese groups d i ffe e significant y 
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on valu es re lated to things int e ll ectuJ·I and in th tti-

turl es toward variou s aspects of th e institution as ncasu }' d 

bY t h e ~-!.~.S!.Y- o f V a l_~u~ s s c a 1 e . 

~ ·inc ') nor ms fot men and wo1nen differ on t1 Stu y of 

V c:t ., u c s t e s t , i t i s u s u a 1 l y n o t a d v i s a lJ l e t o a t t 111 L t o rn <l k c 

~ \.:; . ~ . ~ o m p a t i s o n s b e t vJ e e n a l 1 m a ~ e a n d a l l f r. m a l n g o u 1 s 

t h P · · n v e s t i g a t o r o f t h i s s t u d y p ., o i t e cl t 11 t~ c 9 r c1 p h s o 

t a ·; n p r o f i ·1 e s f o r t h r e e g r o u p s : f t c s h 111 a n 111 n l e s a n d f 1 1 c. 1 c s , 

se n i or m a 1 e s a n d f em a l e s , and - l l m a 1 c s and f c m u l e s vJ 11 

p r t"i:: ici p ~. tcd ·i n th e study . The purposE of tile rofi c is 

net to a t t emp t to i dent i fy si gnific ant differences bct1een 

mal e a nd fe1na 1 e grottps but to de ten. i ne \ 'h thel o' not a 

1... o r, s i s l: e n t 1-- a t t e r n c x i s t s . F i g u r e s 3 , 4 , a n d 5 r e a 1 t h a t 

a consist ent patter n do~s exist es pe ci al ly in t! na lc to

f iles. Thi s i s al so evident i n the profiles fo~ femal s in 

Figu re s 4 and 5 an d to a l esser extent in Figure 3 . 

C 0 f· 1 P r'\ R I S 0 N 0 F C E R T A I 1 
CTORS 

\ IT H VALUES HELD BY STUDE TS 

To dete mine the extent of influence of certai ac· -

gro und f actors on the va 1 ues held y the 200 st 'G e s ar i -

c i pa t; n g i n t hi s s t u d y , co r r e 1 at i on co e f f i c i t s ·1 ere ob ta i 11 e d . 

The six values were theoretic a l econo n ic , aest et ic social , 

po litic a l , a nd reli gio us . 
Background factors included educa-

t ion of the fat he r an d the mother , occupation of t e fa the r 
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and the th d h mo ..... e r, an t e size of co mm uni ty in which th e 

s t u d e n t g r e \•J u p . Fin di ngs rev eal ed a posit ive corr l at ion , 

si gnificant at the . 05 level of confid e nce between the ed u

cat ion of the fath er and the ues thetic va lu e s of the st dent 

Table XVII. All ot her corr elut i on co efficients fo r te 

lationshi p of person al value s and eith er thee uc tio 0 

occupation of the fat he r were non s i gnifica nt. There w s no 

significant relation between the education of the mother n 

any of the six valu e s cores of the stud nts as me su r e by 

t h e A ·1 l p o r t , V e r n o n a n d L i n rl z e y _? t u d__y_ o f y_l ~. 

Neither the occupation of the f th r nor th occup t ion 

o f t h e m o t h e r d u r i n g t h e c h i l d h o o d o f t l1 e s t d t:: n t s h n y 

appate nt effe ct upon the ;)tud en ts' vu1 ues as rne sure by th\;;; 

test ins trume nt. H o vt c v c , t h e o c c u p a t i o n o f t h e 1 1 o t h e 

d u r ·1 n g t h e c 0 1 1 e g e y e a r s o f t ,, e s t u d e n t "' s a h i g h 1 y s i g n i f i -

c nt fact or in in f l uenc i ng the econo mic values of the _tu en ts, 

i n a p o .:;, i t i ,, e d i r e c t i o n . 

The size of the co mmun i ty in which the s_u ent spent 

h i s c h i 1 d h 
0 0 

d s e em e d t o h a v e h a d m o r e e f f e c t o n t '1 e s t e 1 t s ' 

va l ue:; th a n e i t her edu cation or occu pat ion of th par:?nt . 

Le r e vJas a positiv e corr 2l ation bet'·Jeen co mrn un · ty siz a'lJ 

theoret ic a l v.:t lu es ( p<- . 05 ) and bet\Je en co nm unity c:;ize an 

ec ' Ol) Th e re ~as a high l y 5iJnificant 
ano mie va lu es , p< . · 

negative corlelation betve en size of th .. COI I~:~~ unity a 



T~\B LE XVII 

C 0 R R E I A T I 0 f· i C 0 E F F I C l E N T S F 0 R P [ I S 0 I'll\ L V f\ L Ll [ S 0 F 2 0 0 

S U B lJ E C T S AS R E L 1\ TED T 0 S r E C I f. I C B 1\ C KG I) 0 U t D FACT 0 f S 

8b 

~------------ l----- ·----r -- -, 
I Va r·i ab le and Grour)s Cor rc1t t i cn j Lev ·1 of I 
I ---~--- ·-~C~f_~ i c i ~ ll_t_ s i ( I . i .f i _' ~ c (' 1==-·- --·~- ·~--------~--------- -- ,_-- - - - ·-- -

I 
I 

T h eo r e t ·i c a -, v a ·1 u e s 
Edu cation of fa ther 
Ed ucation of mother 
Occu pat i on of father 
0 c c p a t i o n o f m o t 1 e t ' d u r i n g 

childh ood of stud ent ( N=96 ) 
Occu pati on of mothe r during 

coll ege years of student 
(N:: l0 2) 

Siz e of co mmunity v.'here 
s t u d e n t s g r e vJ u p 

1 Econo mic v a 1 ues 
l Educ at i on cf father 

I 
E d u c a t i o n o f m o t h e r· 
Occ upa .i on of father . 

I Occ •p at ion o f mother dur1 ng 

I 
ch i ldho od o f stud ent (N=96) 

Occu pat ion o f mother d~r i ng 
1 coll e9e years of _ tudent 
I ( N=l0 2 ) 

S i z e o f c o m m u n i t y VJ h e r e 
s t u d e n t s g r e vJ u p 

fl.e sthet i c v a 1 ues 
Education of father 
Edu cation of mother 
Occupatio n of fat her 
Oc cupation of moth er ~ur i ~2 

childhoo d of stu den~ (. -~6) 
Occupation o f mot he r dur1n g 

college years of stud e nt 
(N== l0 2) 

Si ze of co mm uni ty where 
students grew up 

0 .1 046 
0.0 561 

-0.0 51 ) 

- 0 . 006 8 

0. 0L, 1 8 

0. 1 4 7 8 

-0.12 50 
"'0 . 0 8 114 
-0. 0360 

0.167 ri 

0 . 202 4 

0 . 191 3 

0 . 1 59 8 
0 . 1283 

- 0 . 0841 

0 .1 059 

- 0 . 1 0 3 

0 . 0 29 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

t . s . 

L S. 

I . S . 

r . 

* 

I o s . 
. s. 

. . s . 

I . ) . 

* · 

** 

* 
. s . 
. s . 

c-. ..) . 

. s . 

. s . 



TABLE XV I I (Co ntinued ) 

COR RE LATION COE FFICI ENTS FOR PE:-~00 ~IA L V/\LUES OF 200 

s u B J E c T s A s R E L AT E o T o s P E c I F I c Bl\ c I • R o u u o r·, c T o R s 

~--- Va r ·i ab l e and Grou ps Correla~:~ ~ Level of 
t::----- =============::::;==-c 9 f f i c ;_~__!) -~ _LSj g.!l_i f _· _c u_n_c_ 
I ----- ···- - -- r 
I S o ci a l v a. ·1 u e s 
j Educ ati on of father -0.0 836 I 
j Edu catio n of moth e r 0 . 0295 
1 Occupati on of fathe r 0 . 0638 

Occupati on of mother during 
ch~ldh ood of stu dent ( N=96 ) 

Oc cupati on of mother during 
coll ege y ears of s tude nt 
( 1{= 10 2) 

S i z e o f co m m u n i t y ~ ~h ere 
s t u d e n t s g r e \'J u p 

I 
I 

Political va l ue s I 
Edu cation of father 
Edu catio n of mother I 
Occ uoat i on of father ' 
Occup atio n of moth er during ! 

childhood of student ( l l =96 ) ' 
0 c c u p a t ·j o n o f m o t h e r d u r i n 9 I 

co.ll e ge ye ar s o f stud nt 
Cl=l02) I 

S . . h I 1ze of c om mun 1ty w ere ' 
s t u d e n t s g Y' e v~ u p 

1 ~eli g ious valu s 
I Ed uc atio n of fathe r 
1 Education of mothe r 

I 
I 
I 

Occupation of fath er . 
Oc c upat ion or rn othe dur 1ng 

c h i l d h o o d o f s t u d e n t ( ·I = 9 6 ) 
Oc cu~ation of mothe r du ri ng 

co ll ege years of stude nt 
(N-102 ) 

·: ·j .c. e o f c om m u n i t y \'1 ; 1 e r e 
studPnts gr ew up 

~--------------------

-0.0836 

-0 .1 386 

-0 . 1351 

- . 08 ~f) 
-0 . 0891 
-0 . 0074 

-0 . 0815 

0. 1 2 33 

0.0794 

0 . 02 9 
-0.0361 

0 . 0935 

-0 . 0682 

-0 . 081~ 

-0 . 2307 

~ -S . Non - si gnific a nt _ f confi ence . 
r: s ., g n i f i c a n t a t t h e . 0 ::> 1 e v e l 0 f c 0 n f i d e n c :l • 

* * 3 i g n i f i c a n t a t t h e . 0 1 1 e v e ·1 ° 

I . S . 
. s. 
. s . 

. s. 

. s . 

tl . S . 

fl . S . 
L S . 
d.S . 

. s. 

. s . 

. s . 

.I . S . 
fl . s . 
I. s. 

. s. 

d . S . 

* 
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r e 1 i 9 i o u s v a 1 u e s i n d i c a t i n g t h a t t h e 1 a r g c r t h e c o m r~1 u n ; t y t h e 

l es s t he i mp ort a nc e p l ac2 d on re l ig i o n. J~ l thou h the o r e -

l at i o n coef f icient was no t suffic i ently high to be s i ni f i -

c a n t t h e r e It/ a s a n e g a t i v ~ r e 1 a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n s o c · l v 1 e s 

an d co mmu n ity size wh i c h ma y ind i cate a trend · th l arge t he 

c om m u n i t y t h e 1 e s s t h e e rn p h a s i s p l a c e o n s o c i l ·.; l u e s . 

T o d e t c r m i n e 'd h e t h e r o r n o t t h e r c "' e r e a n y r a l i f f 

e · c e s b e t vJ e e n t h e v a l u e s o f f r e s h m a n m _, l c s , s e n i o r m · I e s 

f te shman f em ales, a nd sen io r fema l es in re l at i on too cup 

t ion of the pa ren ts a nd i n r elation to the s i ze of t1e com -

mun ·ity, data were ana l yzed further . T,.ere vas pptrcntly no 

t e ·1 ~ t i on s hi p bet vi· e en the father 1 o c cu p at i on s and t :1 . v a I' e 

o i: f r· c · h :n a n m a 1 c s , s 2 n i or m u l 2 , or f r c s h i.l an ;·em . 1 ·~ iJ u t 

the re \ as a s i gnifi cant negativ correlation (p .05) 1it 

the t :.1 eo r e t i c a 1 v c. l u e s o f s e Yl i or f e n1 a 1 e s . T h i s i n d i cates 

:.: h a t t ~l ;~ h ; a h e r t h e 1 e v e 1 o F t h e fa t h e r s 
1 

o c c u p t i o n s t h e 

l
· ln t c e n ,· or females placed on theor tical val es , 

! p or~ an c e J _ 

1ab le XVIII . 

T h t~ e ·1 a t ; 
0 

n _ h ; p 0 f t h e o c c u p a t i o n o f t h c 11 o t h e r t o 

t L r. v a ·1 u e 
5 0 

f t h e 5 t u d e n t s Vi a ;:, n o n - s i g n i f 1 c a n t f o \' s e n i o 

ma·ir..s f or a ll si x areJ s of p --sonal v lues . The r"el tion

::; h i p f 
0 

r the a e s t he t ; c v a 1 u e s \'I as s i g n i f i cant for fro s '1m n 

ma l es a nd t he econ omic va l u,::s for sen · o 
f e 1.1 1 c s . There ·,., s 

a ( P < . 0 5 ) for bot ,1 of these v a 1 u e s 
positiv e c o r re l atio n -
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TABLE XVIII 

COR RE LATIO N COE FFICIENTS FOR PERSO AL VALUES OF FOUR LRO UPS 

OF 200 SU BJECTS AS RELATED TO OCCUPATIOt~ OF THE F THER 

[ Vari ab le and Groups Corr e l t io~---L~ve l of 
================~==C=o=e=ffic i e~t ____ · g~ i f i c _ ce 

Theoreti ca 1 va l ues 
Freshman ma l e s 
Senior males 

I 
F ~, e s h rn a n f em a l e s 
Senior f ema les 

[ Economic v lue s 
Fresh man ma l e s 
S e n i o I" rn a 1 e s 
Freshm an fema les 
Senior f em ales 

I Ae sthetic values 

I 
Fre~hm an ma l es 
Sen i or mal es 

i ~ resh man fema l es 
! S nio r fe ma l es 
l 
I 
I 
l 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

So cia l val u s 
Fre shman 111 a l e s 
Se nio t males 
Fre sh man females 
Sen ior f emales 

il ol it ic a l va lues 
Fresh man ma l es 
Sen ior male s 
F r e s h :11 a r. f e m a 1 e s 
Sen :(Jr f ema les 

l\ :.1 l i g -i o u s v a 1 u e s 
·.-resh man ma l PS 
Senior ma es 
r • r e $ h l 1 a YJ f e fil a '1 e s 
Sen io r fe ma l e s 
-----------

-0.0663 
0 . 0375 
0.0399 

-0 . 28 71 

0 . 0468 
-0.1 820 
-0.1 45 0 

0 . 2009 

-0 . 1027 
-0. 0933 
-0 . 0109 
-0 . 1 95 

0.222 
0.20 2 

-0 . 0373 
-0 . 090 

- 0 . 0888 
-0 . 1795 

0.1222 
0 . 1978 

0.0783 
0 . 2197 
0 . 0016 
0 . 1186 

Oc level of confidence . 
*Sign i ficant at the · ~ 

N. S . 
ll . s . 
L S . 
* 

L S . 
I. . 

ll . . 
! . s. 

I . S . 
l . ~ . 

ii . S . 
I . S . 

L S . 
i . s . 
I . $ . 
11 • S . 

LS . 
i . s . 
I . S . 

i . .) . 



i n d ·i c a t i n g t h a t f r e s h m a n rn a 1 e s w h o s e m o t h r s we r e e m p 1 0 y e d 

in the higher occ upational cl assifications plac ed more I -

portance on aesthetic values th a n on other values 

for senior f ema l e s the higher the professiona l l ev 

mothers the mo re emphasis was placed on econom i c v 

v1h e rc s 

0 f t 1 

es . 

8 

There was a high positiv e corr e l at ion ( p< . 05) betw en th 

theotetica·l, e con omic a nd aesthetic va lu es of freshm n f 

males and the occu pation of moth e rs which tends to indic t 

that the occu pat io n of t he moth e rs had m re influenc~ on the 

v a ·1 l.H-~ s o f f r e s h m a n w o m e n t h a n u p o n s e n i o r \'1 o me n . T ll e c o r r -

lat ·ions for the oth er three va l ues were not ~ignificant 

Tab .ie XIX. 

The s ·i ze of the com1nunity in \vhich th_ students g \v 

u P a p p e a r s to h a v e h a d t h e 111 o s t e f f e c t o n t h e v l u s o f 

f r eshman f em a 1 e s and the 1 east effect on fresh ll n l.l 1 e s of 

~ny of the four gro ups i nvesti gated . The co relation coeffi 

.. ·: e n t s f o r a 1 1 v a 1 u e s f o r f r e s h 111 a n rna 1 e s ':J e r e n o n - s · 1J n i f i -

c an ~ , whereas those f or cono mic and politica l 'alu s 1ere 

s i g n i ·i c ~. n t ( p < . o 5 ) a n d t h o s e f o r a e s t h e t i v 1 u e s h i g l y 

sigr. i fi r:·ant (p < .Ol) for freshman fellla l es . for s nior ma es 

tw o va lu es were si gn i f ic an tly related to the s·ze of the com

m u n i t y . E c 
0 

n 
0 

m ·j c v a 1 u e s h a d a p o s i t i v e c o r 1 a t. i o .1 > s i g n i f i -

c a n t a t t h e . 0 5 1 e v e 1 0 f c o n f i d e n c e , v1 h e r e s r e i - i o u s v 1 u e 

had a ne ga tive co r rel at ion, s ignificant at the . OJ level of 

co r,fide nc e. Thi s te nds to i mply tha+ the larger the i~e of 
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TJ},BLE YIX 

CORRE LATI ON COEFFICI ENTS FOR P~RSONAL VALUES OF FOUR GROUPS 

0 F 2 0 0 S U B J E C T S A S R E L A T E 0 T 0 0 C C U PI T I 0 r 0 F T H E !·1 0 T H L P 

,-
~- ~ _ Vari ab 1 e and Groupo = = 

I Theor'e ti ca l va l Les 
I F~es hma n males 

I 
Se ni or ma l es 

1 
~r e ~h m a~ fe~a l es 

1 ~ en1 or ·i· em a I es 

j E co n o r11 i c v a l u e s 
I Fresh ma n males 
i Senio r ma·l es 
i Fre s hma n f ema l e s 
1 

S e n-i o r f e r; 1 a 1 e s 

It Aest t ic va l ues 
Fr . s hman rr:.1 les 

' Sen i . r- 1n a 1 e s 

I

I Fr e s hma n fe ma les 
Se ni or f ema le s 

1 Soci a l valu es 
1 Fresh man ma le s 
l Senior- males 
I Fresh man f em a l es 
l Se nior fe ma les 

I 

I 
I 
I 

Po.li t ic a l va l ues 
Fr esh man mal es 
Senior mal es 
Fresh man fe males 
Senior f emales 

l Relig iou s va lues 
t Fresh man ma les 

I 
Senior ma l es 

l 
Fresh man fe ma les 
Senior fe ma les 

N.S. Non - si gnificant. 

~----l 

I Correlation ' Level of 
I Cocffi c i ent Si 'J ll i fi cane 

- ;.=.::---·-· --==- - .. . -

·-0 .0 451 
0. 1 0 G 2 
0.4777 
0 . 1 3 S8 

0 . 0926 
0.0 011 
0 . 3969 
o . 4c:3o 

0.4789 
-0 . 1653 

0 . 4843 
0.3 062 

0 . 0111 
0 . 2150 
0 . 29 5 
0 . 0809 

- 0 . 2265 
- 0 . 0319 

0 . 3 12 
0 . 235 

- 0 . 23 .3 
- 0 . 0 7 

0 . 3827 
0 . 3352 

. s. 
r . s . 
* . s . 

. s . 

. s. 
·A 

* 

. s. 
* 
. s. 

. s . 

. s. 

. s . 
L S . 

. s . 

. s. 

. s . 

. s . 

05 l ev e l of con f ide nce . 
*Si gn ifica nt at the . 
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the community, the greater the emp!1Js i s senior rn 1 e p l c e 

on economic values and the l ess elllphas i s these st cnt. 

placed on r e li g iou s valu e s . Th e o n ly s i :Jnificant r 1 t i on-

ship betv.Je e n valu es of s e n ior fema l es and cor,Jmunity size 1 

that for t heor et ic a l values . Th e pos i t i v corr l at i o wa s 

highly significant. The implic at i o n i s that t he ltr9er th 

co mm unity in wh ich th ese stud e nt s grew up the gr. te r i m

portance th ese subj ects p l aced on t heo r et i c l v lues , Tab l e 

XX. 

A n u m b e r o f b a c k g r o u n d fa c to r s "' e r e f o u n • to h ( e 

hi ghly si gnific ant r e la t ions h i p to the reliuiou v l s he l 

by the 200 student s a t th e University of South rn 'lis is ippi 

·, a b ·: e X X I . The 1 e i i g i o us a f f i l i a t i on of the s t u cl 'n t f-

fe l.ted the r e li g i ous v a. lue s . Protest nt tudents h- ii01 r 

val ue s than an y ot he r g rou p reprcs nted · n the SLU y (p< . Ol) . 

Pro tes t a nts had a me a n scor e of 4 4. 56 for religious v lue~ . 

C u t h o 1 ·i c s r a n k e d s e c o n d \•/ i t h a 111 e a n s c o r e o f 0 . 2 8 . J e \·t i s h 

a n d 11 o t h c r~ s ' h a d a s ; m ; 1 a r b u t 1 o ~-~ e 1 m e J n s c o r e . 

The g r na te~ th e r e li g io us part i cipation of tJ.e a ents 

t h e h ; g h e r t h e r e 1 ; g i 0 u s v a l u e s o f t h e s t a e 1. s . T !1 e p t i -

cipC1 tion of the fath rs i n r el i g i ou :, acti 'ities .:as found to 

hav e a hi gh l y s i gni f ic a nt e ffect on the relisious 'al es of 

the stud ents. Althou g h th e F-value for the ara ysis of vari -

a·.ce ~va s not suff ici e n tly h i gh to be s i ;Jnif ic ant t1e . as 
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TA BLE XX 

CORRELATI ON CO EFFIC I ENT S FOR PERSONA L VALUES OF FOU . OUPS 

0 F 2 0 0 SU BJE CT S AS RELAT E 0 T 0 SI ZE 0 F Co:.;, U tl I Y 

C o r r c 1 t ·i o n 1 L v 1 o f 
C o e i_ f j_ c j_ e Jl. ~-S i n i f i c n c 

I 

Theoretical value s 
Freshman ma l es 
Se nior ma les 
F r e s h m a n f e :n a 1 e s 
Se n·ior fe ma l es 

Economic val ues 
Fr eshman ma l e s 
Sen ior ma l es 
FY'e shman fe ma l es 
Se n·i ot fern a l e s 

I A sthetic va l ues 

I
I Fre s hma n ma l e s 

Sen i or ma l es 
1 Fre shman fe m 1 es 

Senio1 fe ma l e s 

S o c i a 1 v a ·1 u e s 
Fr sh 1. an 1na l e s 
Sen ior rnc: l e s 
Fresh man fema l es 
Senior fema l e s 

j. P () 1 i t i c a 1 v a 1 u e s 
1 F~·eshmar. ma 1 e s 

Senio ma l es 
~: r e s hma n fe ma 1 es 
Sen ior femu. l e s 

I 
Relig i ous 1a l ue s 

Fresh man ma les 
Se nior ma ·l e s 
Fresh ma n f ema les 
Sen ·i or fe n, a 1 e s 

0 . 152 4 
O. Ob73 
0 . 160 7 
0 .3605 

0 . 252 
0 . 3362 
0 . 3313 

- 0 . 1187 

-0 . 1150 
0 . 0608 
0 . 423 0 
0 . 0946 

-0 . 2711 
-0 . 1319 

0.2189 
·o.o663 

0 1 8 5 
0.058 
0 . 3585 

-0 . 2326 

- 0.1098 
-0 . .:~055 

0 . 24 0 
-0 . 1637 

N.S. Non-si gnific ant . of c nfidence . 
*S i gnificant at the . OS lev e l of confidence. 

* * S i g n ·j f ·i c a n t a t t h e · 0 1 1 e v 2 1 

. s . 
ri . S . 

. s . 
* 

. s . 
* 

II . 

i . s. 
i ' . .) . 

)(;.. 

. s . 

. s . 
I . s . 

. s . 
I . s . 

. s . ., . 
* 

i . s . 

ii . S . 
* 
. s . 

I . s. 
_ _j 
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TABLE XXI 

AN A L Y S I S 0 F V A R I A N C E F 0 R D A T A C 0 t··J C E R r JI N C E R T I II B C KG R 0 U 

FACTORS AND RELI GIOUS VA1 UES OF 200 SUBJ EC TS 

~-able and So urce I Deg r ee s of 
~of Variation ~eedom 
Religious A;filiation . T -==== .... --

Between groups 3 322 . 90 1 

Within gt·oups 

Nothers' Participat ·ion in 
Religious Activities 
Be t\v e e n g r o u p s 

Hithin groups 

Students 1 Part ici pa t ion_in 
Reli oious Activi ties 1n 

Univ~rsity Co mm unity 
Between groups 

~J-i t h i n g r o u p s 

Hap pi n e::; s Rat i n g of 
Parents' Marriage 
Between grou ps 

~Jithin groups i ______ _ 

196 

2 

l 9 5 

2 

193 

2 

193 

2 

1 9 1 

4 

195 

80 . 466 

248 . 602 

82.545 

413 . 96 

8 1 . 3 68 

13 28 . 1 25 

7 . 9 51 

692 . 098 

7 7 . 71 

05 . 396 

83 . o8 

4 . 013 * 

3 . 012 

5 . 088* 'k 

18 . 59** 

8 . 9 

1 . 2 59 



94 

TABLE XXI (Continu ed) 

/\ N/\L YSIS OF VARLL\f'J CE-. f-O P D/\T A COtCCf'r ' It 'G CCRT/\1 8/'C 1 G ' OUt 

FAC TO RS AND RCLI GIOU S fLUES Or 200 UCJLCTS 

11 a n·---r--
Squar'0 valu e 

: - -- -·- ;--

Ha ppin ess Ra t i ng of 
Childho od 
Be t ~·J e e n group s 3 299 . 487 

I 
3 . G 7* 

I vJ i t hi n groups l 9 5 81 . '227 
I 

i Stud Pnts ' Attitude 
I T o \v a r d i',1 a r r i a g e 

2 669 . 270 I Between gro u~s \ • r 86* 'J\· 

I l'it hin grou ps 194 77. 952 
I 
I Co nf lic t With Father 

" 138 . "t20 
1 BetlJeen grou ps c.. 
I l . 59 

I 
t1i thin grou ps 196 3 . 427 

Students ' Attitude 
To wa rd Chil dren 

3 232 . 796 8 e t vJ a e n a r o u p s 

~~au~ 
2.829* 

1 9 3 82 . 294 

*Signific ant at t he . 05 1 eve 1 of con fidence . 

**Si gni f·i cant at the . 01 level of co nfidence . 



a re latio nsh -i p betw een · the rarti ipation of the mothe rs in 

re ligiou s a ctivi t i e s and the stud_nts ' vclllc sco The 

me a n s c o r e s f o r t h e ,· a t h e r s a n c.l m o t h e r s \·J e t e s i 111 i 1 r v1 i t h 

the high e r me a ns i ndicating abov _ averag e p rticip c tion of 

t he parents in reli g i ous a c t i vities . 

- - - ---·- -·- ---

Partici pa tion 
_gf P<!r e nts 

Father 
Mother 

Above 
Av_e_r_~ 

46 . 90 
45.33 

f\v rane 

42 .7 5 
42 . 63 

[3 e l o \1 

J vc rd 

r l . 6 0 
40 . 87 

The pa rt i ci pation of the students in r c li Jious activi 

t i e s i n t h ~ h o m e c o m r;1 u n i t y a n d a l s o i n t h e u n i v c r s · t y c o n -

;,n; n i t y h a d a h ·1 g h 1 y s i g n i f i c a n t r. f f e c t o n t h e i t' r e l i 'J i o s 

95 

;, ' l u ., s i n d i c a t i n g th at the s tude n t s p r r1 c t i c e t h i t~ r ... l i i o s 

b c~ ·1 ·j e f s . T h e m e a n s c o r e s r e v e a l e d t h a t t h e g r . t e s t n u r b e 

of stu de r. ts repor ted above average pa ticipation ir rel"gious 

a c~i v it i e s \ i th t he second la rqest group reoorti g avera 

P '· r t i c i p a t i o n . 

Pa r t i c i pa tion 
o f Studer.t s --------------· 

I n l1o me co mmun i ty 
In un i ve r s i t y com 

mun i t y 

,L\bove 
_3~~ 

48 .67 

4 9 . i 7 

--------· 

Aver ge 

3 . 01 

4 . 6 5 

B o 
/ er r e ___ __..._ 

38 . 00 

l. 00 
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Alt houg h data an a ly s is r evealed th h(.lppiness r c tin 

of the p a r en ts ~ marr·i age had no signific nt f::ect on th 

religious va ·lu es o f the studen ts , some in tcrc stin<J 111 an 

p o s u c~ r 1 · ·J 1 o r ~ ,) o r t d scores ~ve r e r evea l ed . The grou t· t d t I 

t h e ·i r p a t e n t s ' m a r r i a g e a s b e i n g 2 x t r e 111 e l y h , p p y h d m n 

of 44.90. This vJ o u .l d tend to in dic te th· t p r e nt 

happ ily marri ed p l aced mo re er:1p s is on rel i y i o " lu 

a n d t h e s e v a l u e s \v e r e a c q u i r c; d b y t h e i r c h i l d r c n ~: i t h r 

re ctly or i nd i rect l y . The group r tin 0 tl1. h p~inec;s of the il 

Par' en t s 1 mar r i age as aver age r J n k e sec on c \v i t tr c l•l e an s cor 

of 4 4 . 5 0 . ·i h e g r o u p s r e p o r t i n J h a p p y a n d 1.1 n I p p y r a t i n . '> h 

s i rn i 1 a r me a n s , .~. 2 . 2 1 a n ,, t 2 . 2 5 r c s p e c t i 1 c l y \'! h e r c c s t 11 e 

.' e r Y un hap py c ategory had the l o \'t e s t rn l' ,, 
0. ~ 5 . 

y.J hen the r e 1 i g i o us v a 1 u e s of th e s t 1 dent<; ·· e t c :1 n a 1 y c 

acc ordi llg to the st udents ' childhoo d ha,nines a s!..,nificant 

F-v alue ( p< . 05 ) \A/a s fo und . 
In rating childh od h p iness 

t h ~ r e we r e f; v e ca t e 9 0 r i e s fro 1.1 .,., hi c h to c r o) sf~ : <: x r e ,1 e 1 y 

happy, hap py, average, unh appy , and very unh ppy . Fo· i:ln y -

si s of da ta, the unh app y and very unh a;JpJ ca~ ·o ies . e ·e 

com b i ned ;1 s t h ere \·t c r e t 0 0 f e \1 s u b j e c t ~ i n the 1 c r"J ' n a p p y 

cat() 
1 

The highest c1e n scoi e \ 
~gor y to ana yz e . 

46 . 0 f 

t h t 'n e a v e a g r: c J t 2 ~ o ,. y a n k e d 
e e x trem~ l Y happy category; 

second with a m.an of 43.08. 
·rl.e thir d · n r .nk ·.as the ! ppy 

catego r y with a mean score o f 4?.
28

· 

of unhap py a nd very unhappy had th ~ 

37.80 . 

Th~ co·1bi 1ed ca .eJor · es 
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Ther e was a high l y si gnif ic ant differen ce betwee group 

me ans for 1 · · re 1g1ous values when analyzed acco ding to the 

, The grou who we c s t u d 0 n t s • a. t t i t u d e t o w a r d n1 a \"' r ,· a g e . 

determined to work to ward happiness and succes s in 

had the highe st reli g io us value scores . The mea n scor e fo · 

the very determined cate gory was 44 . 67 . This was foll w J 

bY a m e a n o f 3 8 . 7 1 f o r t h e g r o u p r e p o r t ·j n g a v t a g e d c t r m i n -

t i o n · T h e 1 o J e s t m e a n w a s 3 6 . 0 0 f o r t h e g r o u p vl h o w o u 1 d 

consider d·ivorce i f the marriage fail d . 

No si gnific ant dif ference was found betw. n grou ps 

when co mpa ring reli g ious values of the students accordi ng 

to t h e r e p o Y' ·~., e d e x t e n t o f c o n f 1 i c t w i t h t h e f a t h r . I' o : c r 

the mean score s tended to indica te a trend; t ose eporti 19 

less co nfl ict wi th father had higher reli gious alue scoles . 

The mean scores t or the three cate gories checked -1ere : ery 

little conflict, a mean of 44.55; average a mean o 2 . 5 

and contin uous con f lict, a mean of 41 · 82 · 

There was an interes ting rank or der for mea sco es fo 

religious values when the data ere analy zed acco di g o he 

students' attitude to ward c hi l dren . The group 1ho considered 

children very important to ma rital ha ppin ess 1as found to 

have the highest me an for reli gious values, a mean of 5 . 21 . 

· ere : i m-
Tn' e grou p rat 1·ngs co ncern i ng ch ildre 

means of the 
portant, a mean of 42.48; avera ge, a mean of 0 . 7 ; a 
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unimportant , a mean of . 39.50 . For the purpose of du. tn n -

lysis th e uni mportant and ver y unimportant cat gori e · we 

comb i n e d a s t h e r e \'1 e r e t o o f e 'v'J s u b j e c t s i n t ll e v r y 1 n i m-

portant c ate g o r y to analy ze . The imp l ication he e i th t 

the higher the r e li gious valu es , the more i tnp ortanc.c ' s 

P l a ce d o n h u v ·; n g c h i 1 ci r· c n t o c o 111 1 e t e t h c 1 11 a r i t 1 h c p p i · s 

of these students . 

An int er corr ela tion analysis of dJta _v ale highly 

sign i f ic ant c orre l ation coefficients fo tte mo~ h rs po ti-

c-i P a t i o n ·i n r e 1 ; g i o u s a c t i 1 i t i e s v1 h e n c o 111 p c.t t' e ·1 i t h t h 4 

stude nts' pa rti c i pation . This applied to pa.·ticipc tion n 

r e 1 i g i o u s a c t ; v i t ; e s ; n t h e h o 1 11 e c o , !ll'"l u n i t y a n C: , l s o i n t h e 

u n i v e r s i t y c 
0 

m m u n ·i t y . T he s a rn 2 r· 2 1 a t ~ o n : h i P ·; t.• :> f o 1 
c! t n 

ex ·i s t between the fatl er s 1 participation in reli~i ous ctivi-

t i es and the stu dents ' partici pat ion. 
he correl tion co ef-

f ·icien t s 
· r e 1 

1
· .-1 

1
· 

0 
u s p c.-t r t i c i 1) it t i o n a t· e g · v e n b 1 o ,., : 

concern l ng - ~ ~ r 

-------- ------ ----~----

0 . 4157** 
0 . 2778** 

0.2783 
. 2850** Mo th er s ' parti cipa t~on 

Fath er s' parti c i pa t1on 

. 0 1 1 eve 1 of confi ence . 
* * S i g n ·i f i c a n t a t t h e 

Th e stude nts' S O
n social Jalues ·1e e ana. 'Zed 

mea n scor e 

t 
_ f t 0 f c e r +-a i n b a c ~- ':1 r o n 

~ -letermin e the oossib l e et ·ec v 
I 

facto r~ . 
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The results a re summariz ed in Tabl e XXII . T h c 0 n 1 y c, c to 

havin g any signific ant effect on the student- ' so ci l Vr cs 

~~a s c c n f ·1 i c t VJ i t h f a t h e r ( p < . 0 5 ) . T h c q r o u p o f s t u d t: n t ..,., h 0 

had t h e 1 e a s t c o n f 1 i c t \'J i t h t h e fa t h e r h a d t h e h i g h e s t m n 

score on socia ·l values, a mea n of 37 . 85 . Thos · ubj ct:.; \,;-

P 0 r t i n g a v e r a g e c o n f 1 ·j c t r a n k e d s e c o n d w i t h 111 n of 3 5 . 2 4 · 

\ 1 h e r e a s , t h o s e w h o r e p o r t e d c o n t i n u o u s c o n f l i c t ~·J i t h h c 

father had a mean of 33.82. 

Althou g h the othe r background factors w~re non- i~nifi

c an t i n r e 1 a t i o n t o t h e s o c i a 1 v a 1 u e . · o f t f1 r. s t 1 c n t · t h e 

1112 a ~1 scores re v e a 1 e d a n ·j n t e r t: s t i n g p < t tern . 

tPnde ncy fo r th~ hi g hest mea n scores on soci 

r h C r c \I('. 

v l u _ (" to h 

ass o c i a te d \'J i t h t h e h ; g h e r c a t e go r y ; u t i n 0 s o f t h 2 IJ e r' s o , ct I 

b a c k 9 t· o u n d f a c t o r s . H o vie v e r , t h c t u d n t s 
1 

J t t i t u e:; o ~ r 

marriag e di ffer e d in this respect . Tho~e in the cat 9ory 

11 If rna r ria.ge does not work out, r'!ould consid ~r divo ce " 

had the h i g he s t n: e a n ' a v cl l u e of 3 8 . 2 0 . T h i s "'a Y i ;;J P l Y t !1 a t 

tf 1 t t otl1er than ha · pi-
.1ese students consid e r any marita · s a e 

n 5 s u n b e a r a b 1 e a n -:\ s u f f i c i e n t r e a s o n f 0 r d i " 
0 1~ c e · 

) 1 k i 1 

; f 3 6- 8 5 ., a s t h e c t e .; o r Y , " v -y 
1 • s ~ c o n d p 1 a c ~ 'N i t h a 111 e a n o · 

de tel· m i ned' ' to ma ke the m a. r i a 9 e \I or k o u t ; t '1 e cat e 9 or Y 

II a. v e r a g a d e t e r m i n a t i o n :I \·J a s t h e t !1 i r d \·J i t 
a •n e a n o f 3 . 2 . 

S t d t ' e ·j rn n o r t a r c e o f 1 a ; i n 
·- u cnts p l acin g more ernphas~s on n 

i n r a r· r i a J 2 h a d t h e 
C:h ild r' en a s a f ac tor r e la te d to ha!Jpiness 

h.; 9 I . 1 
' '1 e r me a 11 s c o r e s o n s o c ., a 

values . 
T h e 1 1 e a n s c o 1~ P. f o ;~ l: . e 
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II. • v e r Y 1 rn r1J o r t a n t 11 c a t e a o r , .~ ~ · 3 7 6 7 ::~ J 1"1 as . . f1cans for t 1 .e c tetjot; es 

o f i m Po r t a n t a n d a v e r a g e vJ e r e s i m i 1 a r , \·J i t h Pl a t n ..J o f 3 . 0 0 

and 36.3/ 
' r espectively . Th e uni mportant and V~ y uni rnport nt 

categories we r e c ombined for analysis t h l c ~·J e r o n 1 y 

fe vJ ·in the very unimpor·t ant catL:gotj. The r:1e an for thi com-

bine d cate gory was 33.00. This pattern is con:ist nt Hit' 

t he da ta for r e li g i ou s valu~s as h s been previa s ly ire ssed . 

S t u d e n t s \AJ h o r a t e d t h e m s e ·1 v e s a b o v e , v c t a G e i n il b i l i t y 

to 9 e t a ·1 o n g vJ i t h o t h e r s h a d t h e h i q h e t m (! a n s c o r e o o c i 

l r lu es, a va l ue of 3/ . 17. For the c tegory Jve ge b "li y 

~ he mea n was 36.29 dnd fer the c teJory, be ow t 

me?l.n V·Ja s 31 .0 0. 

T h e F - v a 1 u e f o r t h e a n a 1 y s i s o f v a r i d n c c \'I ;:l s n o 11 - c i g n i f i -

c a n t f o r s 0 c i a 1 v a 1 u e s 0 f t h e s t u d n t s "' h e n 1 n u 1 ~~ z e ccord-

ing to responses conc erning the ad~q~acy of their sex ed uca-

t i o n . T h 
0 

s e i n d i c a t ; n g t h a t t h e i r s e x e d 1 c u t i o n \·t a s 1 e r y 

·j n a d e q u a t e h a d t h e h ; g h e s t m e a n s c o r e s o n s o c i a 1 v :'1 1 1 e s . 

Th i s t en d 
5 

t 
0 

; m p 1 y th at t h 2 students .1 i t h 1 o s s s e :· ·) u c t ·on 

1 a d b e t t e 
1
, 

5 0 
c ; a 1 

3 
d j u s t m e n t s c o r e s . T h e 1 1 '- u n . c :: . i s r o u p 

v; a s 3 q . 6 7 . T h e c 
0 

r r e 5 p 0 n d ; n g m e J n s f o }~ t h -.. o t h e r c - " e g o r i e s 

a mean of 37.39; adequate , man of 3 . 42 · 

and i na dequate, a mean of 35 . 62. 
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P.n in tercor-relat ·ion a nal ys i s of s x educat i on i n e l a

tio n to chil dhood happin es s of the students in the p1 ese t 

s tudy produced a ne gativ e corr e l ation, si 0nificant at th 

.0 5 l eve l of con fidence. Th e i rnr l ication i that h 1 .ss 

se x e ducat i on the stu d e ;1 t s r e c e i v e d as chi 1 d r c n t h h p pic r 

t h e i i' ' c h i 1 d h o o d . T h e i n v c s t i g a t o \"' 11 a s n o c x p ·1 a n n t i o 11 f o r 

t hi s u n 1 e s s i t can be as s umed t hat the f c \·' e r t h c pro b 1 e r.1 

area s that con front chil cir e n th e happ i er tLe ch i ld! ood . 

Tho r nt on 1 s st udy ( 45) rev eal ed t hat sex i s on he 

are as of greatest conce rn to coll ege se ni ors . I f t h assu11p-

tio n ca n be made th a t by the adv e nt of t he se i or ycrt in 

col.l eg e~ th e majority of students ha ve r ecPived so ne degree 

of f orma l sex educ a tion; and , if t he p r so a l adjustm nt of 

the stu dent to his own sexuality pr es e nts great conce r n 

th en perhaps it is mo re unders tand a bl e t hat s ome c h ' ld r e. 

may be happier wi thout the degree of kno wl edge co nce ni g 

sex t ha t so me authorities con sider as adequat e . 



CHA PTER V 

C 0 N C L U S I 0 N S A r~ o R E r 0 11 -

f~ E N D t T I 0 N S 

p r c sen s u u y \: d s to d c t r ·-Th e maJ·or t') Urpos e o f th t t ' 

mine et n 0 c o m p a t e t h e v a l u e s o f f r e s l1 ill a 11 a n d s c i o r s t u d c 1 t s 

a t t h e U n i v e r s i t y o f S o u t h e r n r ~ i s s i s s i p p i a 1 d t o d e t !1 ; 1 

th e eAten t o f d i f fer en c e s that may c xi s t b t. t \I . _ f e s h r.1 e n 

a n -::! ~; e n i o r s a n d b e t w e e n m a l e a n d f e 1 ~1 a l e s i u d c n t s . A r o t t e r 

a::;pec t o f the <: tudy was to deter mine the rclationshi of 

c e l" t a i n b a r. k g r o u n d f a c t o r .-; a n ci t h e v a 1 u e s h 0 1 d y t h ,.. t Ll t c: • 

T h e s a m p ·1 e w a s c o m p o s e d o f 2 0 0 s t u d e t s ., h o w l c 

l~ o 1 l e d -i n c o u r s e s ; n t h e S c h o o l o f o n e E c o n o i'' i c s , t h ~ D e -

part me nt of Health and Phy s ic a l Education, and the 

of So c iology at the Univ ersity of _outhern ~iss issipp· duri 

~he spring quarter of 1 968 - 1 969 . There Here 1 0 fresh .ren 

a n d ·1 0 0 s e n i 
0 

r s w ; t h 5 0 m a 1 e a n d 5 0 f e m a 1 e s t u d e s i n a ,.. h 

grou p . 

Two in s tru me nts wer e us _d to o tai n ata . 0 c 1as a 

11 Pel" so n a 1 o a t a F 
0 1~ m 11 ' " h ; c h "'a s ad lil i n i s t ere d to o b a i n e r -

sonal and family bac kground i nfor mation . The sec o d as the 
e is d 

All pon, Vernon an d Lin dzey (2) s tud of a l ues 

1 96 0 , ~~ h i c h w a 
5 

u 
5 

e d t 0 0 b t a i n d a t a o n s t u d e t s ' a l u E' s . 

104 



105 

The st at i s t i c al an a 1 y s i s of data em 11 1 o y e tl t h e 111 e t 11 o s : 

v aria nce ~ the t-test, and li near correlation . ana. l ysis of 

A n a 1 Y s i s o f v a r i a n c. vJ a s u s e d t o d c t e r m i n e t h c 

feet of certa in ba ck gl"ound factor s on valu es o 

ossi 1 f-

th . st ud ts . 

' 1• - t..es· vJa s use d to co mpar e d ifferent ~roups of t.1d nt· T',e ·t .l. t 

in th e study ana to compare stud ents at the Uni ·cr ity of 

S o ! t h r~ r n 1'>·1 i s s i s s i p p i w i t h c o 1 1 e g i e1 t c r. o r r r1 c ~~ i v c l.> ' I, 1 1 p o t , 

V e t"' n c n a n d L i n d z e y ( 2 ) . L i n e a r o r r c l a i i o n \·J a s u s c J to 

de ·. e rm ine ~"e l ationsh ·i ps between cert a i n back~po nd fcctors . 

T h e rn a j o r ·j t y o f t h e 2 0 0 s t u d c n t s \·J I o p a r t i c i ;.> u. t ~ d ; n 

t h e s t u d y vJ e r e f r o m I"' i s s i s s i p p i o r o t h e r s o u t h c 1 n s t c1 t c s 

l i v ·! n ~J i r. c o m m u n i t ·j e s ·j n d ·j c a t e d a s c i t i e s ( 2 0 0 0 0 t o 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Po P u ·1 a i. i on ) • The s u b j e c t s \'Jere f l" o rn f a m i l i e s h a i r ~ a r 

aver·29e of 3. 3 childrer . The l ar oe st perrentaae of tt1 su -

; C! ~ ~. (' 
d ,_ c ~., _:, ·~ ·; e r' e s i n g 1 e a n d vJ e r e e i t h e r d a t ~ n g o r e n g a g e d . 

T h~ 1evsl of educ ation of the major i ty of the r othc s 

an d fathers , as reported as be i ng hi gh sc ho ol g1 aduate 01 

above. tv\or e rrro ,hers had gr ad a ed fro m high sch ool ; ·Jhe eas 

mot'e f athers had at tended coll ege (did not gradu ate ) g adu 

at Pd from coll ~ge, att e nded gra duate sc hool (did not gra duate) 

or rec e iv ed a graduat e d eg r ee. However 38 per ce n t of the 

mothers were cl assified in th ese l ev el s of coll ege ed uca tion . 

The 1 a. r ge st percen tage of the fath rs ·1ere e111 lo •ed in 

o c c u n ~ ~. · 
1 

· f · e d a s p r o f e s s i o n a l ·J i t 1· t h e s e c o n d 
,, <-t l. 1 on s c ass 1 1 
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largest group in the c ·l er ic a l or servic e c l ass "fi c<.tion . Of 

t h e m o t h e r s w h o w e r e e 111 p 1 o y e d , t h e m a j o r i t y vi ..... r e ; n c 1 c r ; c 

or service cla s s i fications; th e second l ar~cst Jroup w 

ported as being i n the profession a l classifi(atio . 

r -

It is i nt erestin g to not e th at uring the childhood of 

t h e s t u d e !l t s , t h e m a j o r i t y o f t h e m o t h e r s vi e r e n o t f~ m p 1 o y 

in ga inf u l occu pat i ons. Ho'dever, durin g the col IL <J yc s of 

t h e s t u d e n t s t h e h i g h e s t p e r c e n t a g e o f t h e m o t h e r s ·J r g (. i n -

f ully emp l oye d , the major ity being i n ful l-t· me occup tion . 

Pa r t i c i pation in reli gious activi ties by t' p r nts 

vJ a s t e p o r t c d a s b e i n g a v e r 0. ~ e o r a b o v ~ . T h e p r ~ i c i p · i o 1 

r f t h ~~ stud ents i n i" e 1 i g i o us act i vi t i e s · n t :1 e h o ,' e co 1' I r. i t y 

''i a s s i m i l a r t o t h a t o f t h e p a r n t s . 
h i s \'1 s f ') u r I d t o h v e 

changed to a c onsid erable extent wh il e --t l'dent _ Jere in 

col l ege . The majority of students ~ere classi £i~ s eit1er 

21.Ve'f'a ·~e or be l ovJ average in pa r ti ci pation in reli gio:s ac

t ·i v ·i t ·i e s ·j n c 
0 

1 1 e g e w ; t h a p p r o x i m a t e 1 y t h e s a me n u m b e t~ 

ea ch gY' oup. 

Of tll o 200 subj"ects rated their par nts' 
T h e m a j o r ·: t y c: 

in rri a g·~ , s being hap py or extre me ly happy . TL -elf-rating 

h P a t t r n - h fl 1.1 ~ J. o -
0 f c h i l d r1 o n c1 h a p p i n e s s f o 1 1 o ~·I e d t e s a m e · 

· d d their cLildhood as bein 
lty of th e stud e nts consi ere 
1 Th e 1 3 rgest percenta 
1 a n o Y o \" 2 '< (. Y' o rq o .I y h a. o D y . r 

1 
• 1 .. , t ... , "- 1.\- , , 

of t1e 
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gr,Jup re ported ver y l ittle con f lict \-Jith e ith r the fath . 

or the mother. 

Acco r din g to Landis and Land is ( ~4), n i nd ividual •s 

attitude tow a rd ma rr iage i s r e l ~te d to or influ need by b t 

t he hap pi ness of th e p J rents • 1n a r r i a rJ e a 11 J chi 1 d h o o h p p; -

ness. Th e attitudes o f the stud nts in this study conform 

to this expectation as re l ated to their f mil y b ckg round . 

·rhe majori ty of the sub j ects exp ressed a po. i tiv out l ook o 

ma rriag e by indic at i ng a very dete r mi ned att i tu ,_ to 10 k 

·co v! a r d a h a p p y a n d s u c c e s s f u 1 n a r r i a g e o f t h e i r o ., n . I • 1 · o 

the majorit_v consi der e d havin g chil ren to bt..! very rnpo ~ n 

to a hap py ma r r i ag . 

The 200 s ub j acts i n the pr sent study app .ared to h v 

on un usu a lly ri g h se l f-i mage . The m jor i ty considcre thell -

s e 1 ' e s t c t. c a v e r a g _ 0 r a t t r <:t c t i v e i n p e r s o n a l <- P p . a n c · 

v e r a g e 
0 

r a b 
0 

v e a v e r a g e ; n a b i 1 i t y t c g e t 2: 1 o r I J ., i t 1 o t 1 e s · 

and averag e or ou t going in persona li ty . 
In both cf the a l 

t e r n a t ; v e 
5 

c h e c k e d f 0 r e a c h o f t h e a b o v e i t 2m s , t h e r e ·I e :· e 

ab oi't equal nu mbe r s of stude nts r epreser tee! · 

· ., • · 0 be x t r e r-1 e l y i 1 p o . ~ t 1 n t i n 
Anothe r fa ct or cons1aer e a t 

The 
a su cces s f ul ma rr ia ge i s an ade quate kno~ledge of sex . 

rn a:Jor i ty of th ~ 

. . r 
s t u d e n t s \.J h o p a t 1 c 1 P a J e 

in thic; st dy irdi-

C t Of Sex 
Pd 'u'cat .. 1· 0 n rec e i v2d to be ~d quate or 

~ ed the l e vel _ ~ · 

a. verage . 
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T h e v a l u e s o f t h e 2 0 0 s u b j e c t s ,, r e me s u r e d by t h 

A l 1 P o r t , V e r n o n a n d L i n d z e y ( 2 ) ~!_u d .:t_ _o _f_ V c1 1 u e _ . T h e · s t r ; -

bution of sco res reveal ed th at approYiLl tely Jn e u 

o f m a 1 e s a n d f e m a l e s vi e r e c a t e g o r i z e d i n t h ~ a v c r y , h ; g h 

and ve ry high groups. t-~1 o t e fema 1 es scor~d a o ;e ave ~ on 

theor eti cal, soci a l and reli g iou va l ues, Y.Jhe'_cs mor. m 1 s 

scored above average on Clesthe tic , economic and po l i ti c 1 

values. For women to score higher on theoretic 1 v lu 

than me n or for men to sc ore h i gher on a s-ci .tic v lu. th n 

women is consid ered to be unus ual . 

The stud en ts i n th e present study w c r 2 c J r.1 par . d to 

col 'l egiate nor ms as given by /\ ll por·t VernOl t 1nd Lin z~y (2) . 

T h e rn e a n s c 
0 

r e s f 0 r· t h e 2 0 0 U n i v e r s i t y o ~ S o u t . e n i i i . s i s s i p p i 

students v
1 
er e s ; g n; f i c ant 1 y h i g her ( p < . 0 ·1 ) than the no r.. s f t' 

37 78 coll ege studen ts in the co ll eg i ate opulation on eco-
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n ; f i c a n t 1 y 1 o ~v e . ( p < . 0 1 ) t h a n t } 1 e n o l • m s 

f;,l. r aes the i. ·j c and social va l ues . 

1 Ub j·ects in the prescn.: st·dy 
The mean sco·: es ro r ma e s 

, ( p< . Ol) -1"or econo•1ic and te igious 
~e re significa ntly nigh er 
' , 2 4 8 g n1 a 1 e s i n t '1 e c o l 1 e ~ i a t e t:> o p -
la ,u es than the norm s for 

lat ion, but were si gn i ficantly lower ( pc . OI) tha 
the orm 

for s oc i a l va l ues . 
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The va l ue s for the female stud e nts in th is stuJj also 

d i f f e r e d f ¥' o m t h e c o 1 l e 9 i a t e n o r m s f o r t I. e 1 2 c 9 f e !ll a 1 . s ; n 

the colle g i ate popul a tion. Th e mean sco res for this 0ro up 

VJ ere s ·j g n i f i c a n t 1 y h i g h e r ( p < . 0 5 ) o n p o 1 i t i c , t 1 v 1 u ') 

t e ligious va l ue s ( p < .Ol) , whereas the mean scores for 

n on 

tic a.nd soci a l values '/'Jere si gn ifi cantly lo 1,-e r ( p' . Ol ) t n 

.!. ' t.ne norms for fema l es in the coll g iat e popu l tion. 

In the present study the follo\vin g 0roup co .·,p r i son 

we r e rn a d e : a 1 1 f r e s h m e n w i t h a ·1 l s e n i o r s , f t e s h :1 '' r f c m l e s 

W i t h s e n i o r f e m a l e s , a n d f r e s h rn J n m a 1 e s \'1 i t h · e n i o r 11 a I e s . 

T h e t e w e r 2 r1 o s i g n ; f ; c a n t d i f f e r c n c e s f o 11 n d b e t \·J e n t 11 e m c n 

s c o Y' e s f o ~-- a i 1 f r e s h n r o n a n d a I 1 . e n i o r s , o • b t .·J e e n t h o s e 

:· o r f t r: ..; h m a n a n d s 2 n i o r f e 111 a 1 e s o (l t h e s i x v a 1 '1 c ~ 111 s re -~ 

bY t h e l\ l 1 o o r t , J e r n o n 3 n d L ·j (l d z e y ~~ J QJ_ '!Y _1 ~-.:..~ t 2 · t . 

T h >:) r r-~ w 0. s 
0 

n 1 y 
0 

n e v a ·1 u e , t h e o r e t i c .) 1 , o n h i c h t h f r e s i . 1 a n 

R n d s e n i 
0 

r' m a ·1 e s d ; f f e r e d . T h 111 e a n f o r s e n i o r s ·. il s s i g n i f i -

c u n~ ·'· ~ · · 1 · : y i"t ·1 g r 1 e r 
( p < . 0 5 ) t h a n t h a t for f ;~ c s h 111 an 11 a 1 e s . 

The re wer e si gnif ic ant co r rel at i ons between certain 

bac kgr o !nd f ac •, L ts and the persona 1 valL-S o .- the 200 '> t dent 

F .: J · . · · r e 1 a t i o n s i ,.. n i f i c a n t t t h c 
'n( ·1ng s r e vealed a pns 1t1ve co ' 
r)5 t t n the edu ation of tLe f the s 

· ~ · ·1 t ! v e ·i o f c o n f ·i d e n c e , ) e \· 

and the aesthet ic V.'llues of the students . There vas a posi -

,_ ,. c 
0 

m 
111 

u n · t y s i z e n d t h e o t' e t i c a l v a u e s 
~~ v e c o r r e 1 a. t i o n b e t \. 'i 2 e n 
r · nd convm i c 1 l·es (p< . Ol) . 
\ P < • 0 5 J :J. n d bet ~vee n co 1:1 n~ l n i ty s z e a 
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T h e r e VJ a s a h ·i g h l Y s i 9 n ·i f i c a n t n e g a t i v e c o r r e 1 a t i o n e t \ e n 

comm un ity siz e and reli gio us va ·1 ucs . 

Th e data fur perso na l valu es and baci<Jro u d fa to ~ 5 of 

th e f our grou ps particip a ting in this study (frcshr11 n males 

s e n i o r rn u l e s , f r e s h m a. r1 f e m a 1 e s , a n d s e n i o r f e n u 1 e s ) \•J e r e 

· n a. ·1 Y z e d t o d e t e r m i n e \'J h e t h e r o r n o t s i g n i f · a t d · f f r n c s 

ex ·i st ed betvJeen the groups . Ther2 was a hi gh ly s1gnificant 

negativ(-.. c orrelation between th e occupation of the f; thers 

and the or e t i cal v a 1 u e s of sen i or f e 111 a 1 e s . 1\ p o s i t i v e co e .. 

lation ) sig nificant at the .05 l eve l of confide ce ist d 

b e t V.J e e n t h e o c c u p a t i o n o f t h e m o t h e r a n d a c h o f t 11 e f o 1 1 o .,_ 

·i n g : t h e a e s t h e t i c v a l u e s o f f l" e s h m a n m a l e s · t h P ~ h o o t' r · c n 1 . 

e co n o m ·i c: a n d a e s t h e t i c v a 1 u e s o f f r e s h Pl a n f e m a 1 e s · a n d t h e 

ec ono mi c values of senio r females. 

Th e s i ze of the co mmun ity in which the students gre 

up was fo u nd to have a significan t relation ship to so me of 

t he pe rson al va lu es of the subj ects . The con elation oeffi-

cie nts f or e co nomi c ancl po li t ic al values \'ere signi f icant 

and ae st het ic va lu es were highly sign.fic a t as re ated to 

r- o · · f. 
0 

Y', f r e s h n1 a n f e m a l e s . A l l \· e r e p o s i t i e 
.. mmu n1 t y s1 ze 

corr e l a tion s . Ther e wa s a positive correl ation , si g ifica 

at the .
05 

level o f co nfidence , b et~< e en co mmu ity size ad 

ec ono mic va·iu es and a signif i cant negative correlaLon (p< . 5) 

1 • d r e 1 ; 9 i .o us val u e s for sen i o ma e 
l) e t v1ee n c om mun i ty s 1z e an 
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F o r s e n i o r f e m a l e s a h i g 11 1 y s i ~~ n i f ·i c a n t r o s i t ; v <..: c o 1 e 1 ~ ·-

t ·i o n J a s f o u n d b e t ltJ e e n c o m m u n i t y s i z e a n d t h e r , t i c a 1 v <1 1 u c s . 

Ce rtain back groun d factot"S Jere found to have d siy

r i · ~ i c 2 r. t c f f e c t u p o n t h e r e 1 i u i o u s v a 1 u c s o f t h e :; u j c t . 

A h ·i 9 h 1 y s ·1 g n i f i c a n t e f f E c t ( p < . 0 1 ) u p o 11 t h e r c 1 i g · o u ' a 1 u 

of t he ~. tude n t s vJ as found for eac h of L 11 l f o I o \·J · n g : t 1 i -

g·icus -ffi'Jiation of the student s ; particip t'on of th 

fath ers in r e li g i ous a ctivi tie c: ; and p0rt ici ~ation of stu

d :~ ntc: in re li giouc; activit·ies in th e ho l,lC: com1wnity ad in 

t h e u n i v 2 t s ·i t y c om m u n ·j t y , a n d t h c s t u cl c n t s 
1 

a t t i l u d c to ·'a r d 

rna r r i a -~ ~: , C h ; 1 d h o o d h a p p i n e s s a n d a 1 s o t h e s t u d e 1 t s 
1 

·1 t t i -

t u d e t c~ ~" r d c h ; 1 d r e n v 1 e r c e a c h f o u n d T o h i:l v e a s i g 1 i ; 1 
ll. 

effe c t ( p < . 05 ) upo n the rcl i g i ous va 1 uc ,.. of the u jectc; . 

A h i n t e r c o r· r e 1 a t i o n a n a ·1 y s i s r e v e a i e d a h i g h 1 Y s · g n i & i c , 1 t 

po sitive co r r e l atio n between the pa rtici pation of oth the 

father an d the moth e r i n r eligious acti ities and l.he parti-

cip a t·ion o f t he stud e nt s . 

d fa c tor was fou d to ha e an si -
Onl y one back groun . ~ 

· 1 lues of the stude nt s . 
nif i cant e ffe ct ~pan the soc 1a. va 

There was 
3 

signi ficant ef f e c t ( p< . 05) of conflict 1i h the 

~ -:.~· t ' t he soc,· a l \J aliJ e~ o f t he stud ents . 
i f . ·ner upo n · .., 

St dents ta -

in g ver y litt l e co nfl ict with th e f athers had t .e highes t 

social values . 



f , .. ,_ ,, n l n -c e r c o r r e l a t i o n a n a l y ~ i s o f I t 1e 1 eve l of sex ed'l-

~ - 5 udy in relation t a t ·i o n o f t h e s t u d e n t s i n t h e :1 r e s r n t 

th e i r chil dhood hap·pin ess r c v c: rJ. l c d a n c ~! t" t i v - cor r e 1 at i o ll 

<1 · t 1 e · U S l e \ t! ·1 o f c o n f ; co ef fici e nt signific ant t I nee. 

impli cat i on is th at the l ess sex edu atiol the tuJ •r ts ) ~ -

c e ·1 v p d !,.. :. , '-" h _. . . ~ l - • • '"' a p p 1 e r t h e 1 r c h 1 1 d h o o cl • 

COfJCLU S I Of· S 

Based on the findin gs of tl is study, 

c1usions are present ed: 

h e f o 1 1 o ',·! · n 

1 ) 

2 ) 

' ) \ 
v I 

4) 

Students vho pa rtici pated i n this study tEnd. 
t o repres e nt mi dd 1 e c ·l ass soui..llcrn fa11i 1; s . 

T h e rn e A n s c o r e s f o r t I e s t u d c: 11 t s 1~ e p r ~ :- e n t e d 
i n t i 1 ·i s s t u d y w e r e s i g 11 i · i c a , t l )' h ; ~~ 1, L r t 1. a ! 1 

the nor 111 s f or 3 7 7 8 co 1 1 e 9 e students i n he 
co-ll eg i ate populat ·ior. for econ OI•' iC, political, 
and reli gious v lue s , but were signif icantly 
1 0. ' e t' t 11 a n t h e n 0 Ill s f 0 r a e s t h e t i c a l d < 0 c i a l 
va 1 ues as meas ure d by the A 11 po rt, cr ,on and 
Lind zey Stud__y Qi ~~test . 

The mea n sco re s for the ma l e students rcpte -
s e n t e d i n t h i s s t u d y v.J e r e s i ~ n i f i c a n t 1 y h i l t' 

than the no rm s for 2489 males i the collegiate 
pop ul at i on for eco nomic an d religious ·alues 
but were si q nific antly lo 1er than the norns 
for social values as me asur ed by th e hllpol't 
Vernon a.nd Lindzey Study Ql. alues test . 

The mean score s fo r the fe male stu derts repre
s e nted in this stud y v1e re si gni fic attly nigher 
t h a n t h e n o r n·, s f o l' l 2 8 9 f e 111 a l e s i n t h e c o 11 e " i -
a t e popu l ation for. po li t ic a ~ and r el1g1ous 
v a 1 u e 

5 
, b u t v

1 
e r e s 1 g n 1 f 1 c a n c l .Y l o ~~ e 1 t h a n t h e 

no rms for aesthe t ·ic and so e1 a l a, ue- a s 
s u r e d by t h e A 1 1 p o r t , ' e r n o n a n d L 1 . t z e '' 

of Va l ue s test . 
·---~ -----

cor 



5) 

G ) 

7 ) 

8) 

9) 

1 0) 

Th ere were no si gnific ant diffe r cn es bet ·ccn 
t he_m ean scores for all fre h111an and a ll 
~ e n 1 u }~ . s t u d e n t s r e p r e s e n t e d i n t h ; s s t u y f 0 r 
th ~ l .X value preferenc es os measurrcl hy tl e 
A 1 I port, Vernon and L i ndz E'y Study o c.t lu es t e s t . - -- ____ :..:-

1 1 3 

T h e r e \•J. e r e n o s i g n i f i c a n t d ·i f f c r e n c e e t \· 11 

t h e m e a n s c o r e s f o r f 1~ e s h 1 1 ,: n f c: m a ., (.1 s a r d s c n i 0 r 
f e m a l e s r e p r e s e n t e d i n t I 1 i s s t u d.'/ f r t h c s i x 
va l ue prefer ences as mea s ur ed by th e !\l l po~ 
V e r n o n a n d L i n d z e y S t u d y 9 f V a 1.'::!- t e s t . 

Th ere were no si gnific ant d i ffe r ences b t~c n 
t h e m e c n s c o r c s f o r' f r e s h 1.1 c n nw l c s (. n d s e n i ) 
mo.les rcp re scnte i n this study fot iv valu 
p r e f e r e n c e s ; b u t , a s i g n i f i c a n t d i 1 f c t' n c e b . -
tw een means was found for th .oretical values 
se n ·i o s h a vi n 9 c, h i g her me a n , as 111 e;. sur y 
t h e A l ., rl 0 }~ t ' v E r n 0 n a n d L i n d z e y s t u d 0 f c

1 1 u ) s 
t e c t . - - ·- · ----

T h e r' e \ e r Cl n o s i g n i f i c a n t c o r r e 1 a t i o n s e t " c c n 
e d u c a t i o n o f t h e r.1 o t h e r s a n d t h t e r s o n a l u • . 
of the 2 0 0 stud ents rep r e ~ r n t {'\ d i n t ;, i s study . 
H o v; e '.J e r , a s ·i g n i f i c a n t p o s ·j t i \ e c o r r e 1 a t i o n 
( p ~ . 0 5 ) ':J a s f o u. n d b e t \! e e n t h e d u c a L i o n o f t 11 e 
f a t her 5 a 11 d the a e 5th e t i c v a 1 u c s c~ f t l1 c s L' b j : c t s . 

T h e r e v: e r e s i g n i f i c a n t c o r r e 1 a t i o n s be t \; e e n 
th e o ccupatio n o f the parents and the perso a l 
v a 1 u e s o :f t ;·1 e s t u d e n t s r e p r e s e n t e d i n t h i s s t u d y . 
1-\ si qnifica nt nc ga tivn cor relat io n (p< .Ol) .as 
f o u n ~·1 b e t \v e e n t c: o c c u p a t i o n o f t h e fa t h e r s c: n d 
the the ore t i c a l v a 1 u e s of sen i or· f e '''a 1 e s . S i g 
nific ant positive carr el .~io n s ( < . O~)~wer 
found betwee n the occu pac1on of t , e noche and • 
each o f the follo w1ng : the_a esth _tlc v~lucs o . 
.c r o t"' t.-

1 
w .. - n ,..., a -~ c.-, · t h e t h eo r e t 1 c a 1 e co . on. 1 c a 1 d 

1 '-- .::- 1 111 d. r 111 '-'- ' d aes thetic val ues of fresh ma n f~ma1es ; n the 
econo mic valu es of s en1or fe ma1es . 

The 
1
• e were s i g n i f i cant cor r ~ 1 a t i o n s be h: e e t · e 

· - -f ·1- c co n1,.,1un ity i n vh1 cn the students 
$ 1 L (; 0 t l ..., . I I t .c h 1 b . . , . ... d t 1

1 
e p e r 5 o n a l v a l u e s o : e s u e c s 

a r ::;l v1 u t' u n · · f · t · 
.J '"' .~ + 1 · + h i <: s t u d " . S 1 o n 1 c a o s 1 -
rep resen._ea 1 n ·~ db.!-, · ~ 
tive corr e l atio ns vere _ f~un 1 et.d ~~ m~ ~n,._y 
c i z e a n d e c o n o o·; i c p o 1 1 t 1 c a , a e 5 ' el 1 c --=-
.::> • f c .- l rr " r fe males; econo rn 1c va es o 
v a 1 u e s o , r e ::-: ,llll u . I , 



1 1 ) 

l 2 ) 

s eni or ma l es; and religious value s of s nior 
f em a l es . A signif i cant n gat·vc co'rclation 
b e t V·J e e n c o m 111 u n i t y s i z e a n d r e 1 1 9 i o u s v a 1 u e s 
o f se n i o r 111 a l e s w il s f o u n cl • 

1 1 4 

Th er e we re s i gnifica nt effects of ce1 td in k-
grou nd f a c tors upon the religious a lucs of 
th e st uden t s r epresented in this scuc.ly . · t s 
f a c t o r s s i 9 n i f ·j c a n t a t i h e . 0 1 1 v ) 1 o f c o n f · -
denc e we re : re li gious offi1iati n of tl 
stu dent s ; pa rt icipation of the f1ihe1s in re·· 
1 i g i o u s a c t ·i v i t i e s ; p a r t ·j c i p a t i o n o f t 11 c s t u -
d e n t s i n r e l i g i o u s a c t i v i t i c s i n t I c t o 111 c c o rn -
m u n i t y a n d i n the u n i v e r s i t y co Ill Iii u n i t y · an the 
s t u d e n t ::; 1 a t t i t u d e t o vJ a r d "1 a r r i a g C' • T h o s c 
s i g n -j f -i c a nt at i he . 0 5 l . vel o f cor, f i r c \J c 1 c : 
chil d ho od happil1ess and students 

1 

attitud to-
~vard children 

Th er e wa s on e backgr o und factor, confl~cL .•it.lt 
th e fathe r, wh ic h had a significant effect 
u p o n t h e s o c i a 1 v a 1 u e s o f t h e s t u d e 1~1 t r l:! r c ·-
sen tecl i n thi s study . Students hCI 1ng 'Cry 
li ttl e conf.li ct wi th their fathe had tit 
hi ghes t soci a l va l ues . 

A si g n ifi can t negat i ve correlation\ as found 
betwe9n the l e ve l of s ex education recei ca 
by th e stu dent r repr~s ent~d i n thi- stud' 
th e happ iness of the1r c h1ld hood . 

I n v i e w 
0 

f t h e f ; n d ; n a s o f t h i s s t u d y t \·J o i m p 1 · c a t i o n s 

f d te achi g fa mi l y l if e education 
·or curriculu m p l a nn i ng an 

courses s e e m a ppr o pri ate. 

1 ) 
d ound t he needs o f 

Cour s e s sho ul d be p l anne ar e s s h u l d e 
the st ude nts; therefo re, cours 

fl exi bl e . 

2) 
. . t . n sho u l d be given to en -

S p e c ·i a ~ c o n ~ l d ~ ~ a e ~ ~ p m ~ t 0 f d e s i r a b 1 e p e 1 -
co u r a. g 1 n 9 t ·1 e .... v 1 u e s are the ba si s of e -
son a l va l ues, as va . 
son al and group behav, o r . 
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T h e p r e s e n t s t u d y ~"a s 1 i !11 i t e d to c.Ul i n v e - t i g t i o n o f 

the va·lue s of 100 fr eshme n and 100 seniors in on univ r s ity 

·j n the south . Data for t h i s s t u d y \v ere co 1 l e c t e cl i n t h 

spring quart e r v.1hich may have had an effect on the r esu l t 

a s t h e f r e s h rn e n h a d b e e n e x p o s e d t o t h e c: o 1 1 c g e e n v i r o n 111 n t 

fot nearly nine months . Thi s rnay account for t he F ct t t 

t here were f e v1 s i g n i f i c ant d ·i f fer en c e s be t '11 c c n t h v 1 e of 

t h e ·f r e s h 111 e n a n d t h e s e n i o r s . B a s e d o n t h e s 1 i t 1 i t t i o n 

and the f i ndi ngs cf this study, the fol l o\v in q recommend t · ons 

f or r e se a r ch are offer ed : 

1 ) 

2 ) 

3 ) 

4 ) 

It i s r·ecommended that a 1oncjitudinal st y 
b e ,_ o n cl u c t e d t o d e t P. r Ill i n e c h a n ~ s i n v u I u t: 
of stud ents at the Un iv ersil-y of Southern 
f,1 i s s ; s s i i) p i b e g i n n i n ~ '·'' i t h f r 11 11: e r t t . c 
b t: ~ ·; n n i n g 0 -r:· t h e f a 1 1 q u a . t e r d n d ") x t e n d 1 r 1J 

t hro ug h fou r years of co11 e~ . . 

1 -~ ; s r 
2 

c 
0 

m m e n d e d t h a t r e s c a r~ c I~ c o ,, c ~ r n i n g 
s ·t u d e n t ; 1 v a 1 u e s b e co n d u c t . d 1 rl v ~ 1 v 1 ,1 < 1 l 
of the state univer iti es an . se~ ?r c 11 eg s 
-: •

1 
r ~11 s i s s ; p p; to de t c r m i n e ::> 1 0 n 1 ~ 1 c t 

~ ' . · . . d 1 • f f r a n c e s r h 1 s ., o 1 d 
s i m ·1 l a ~-· 1 t ., e s a n u 1 e '- . · . 
_ .,.. + b u s e f u 1 i n c u r r 1 c u 1 u 111 ) 1 c. n n 1 n g . 
.J.ppea, ~~ o e 

h t f tie esearc.h e c n-
.... 1 ·t 1. ,- r a c o m m e n d e d t a u r 1 . _, '- · · t of So thern .i ssissip 
dLJrtPd at the Un1vers1 Y . ·· ~ -- f t ttl f~nc:in 1s of thi 
·(_r:) c o r r' o b o r a t e 0 r r e u e e s f o u n d f o r 
' .;.. L' ,-r y c () n <- e r n i n g t h e l o ltJ s o 
.l \... I"-~ . ' • l 
aes th etic and soclal va us . 

. 
1 

o ·
1 
d e d t h ~. t o t h c r s o u t . e r n 

,. t · t- I , , t '. o r r e c o nn, .... r - -
l - 1 s -..l t - rJ.... - . J . e s con c c r n i n -.: h u '-a u e s 
s t a t e s c o n d u c t :, t u c 1 ~ d .... e ._.., 1· n e i (~ n i f i c a 1 t . r d ,:-; r L.O t.. • ::J 

of stud ent s 1n ° '- do ts in ~he so t as 
, ;, /1 ·f= lc '.::! Y' e n c t"" s a m o n g s t u .... n . - f t t, e ·u n ,. + e d 
1., I '- . • + . P . ... s e c t 1 o n s u ' ... 
co n1pa r ed \·nth o._n_r 
=tates. 
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L i s t y o u l" f a t h e r ' s o c c u p a t i o n : ______ _ 

D u r i n g Yo u r c h i l d h o o cl w a s yo u l' 1n o t h e r e v e r g a i n f u 1 1 y 

e 111 p ·1 o y e d o u t s i d e t h e h o m e ? y c s ro 1 f yc 

li st her occupati on 

Pa )"t- t i 1e employ1.1ent F u 1 1 - t i m c en~ p 1 o y 11 en t 

l 2 3 

? 

. .; · I s .Y o u r rn o t h e r p r c s e n t 1 y g a i 11 f t 1 l ·1 y c 1:1 p l o y 0 d o u t s i 1 c t h 1 c: . 

ho me? Yes No If yes, li st occupat · on 

Part ti 1e C1 Itp 1oy n:c nt f Jl1-ti LlC 

1 6 . I n d. ·j c a t e the s i z e co n11n u n i t y i n \•J h i c h you 1 i v c d r.w s t of 

y o u r 1 i f e : P u r a 1 f a r r.1 
To 1n 

( u n de r 2 0 , 0 0 0 p or u 1 at i on ) _ ____ C i t y ( 2 0 0 0 0 t o 1 0 :\ 0 o o ) 

_ ___ La r g e c i t y ( i·1 o r e t h a n 1 0 0 , 0 0 0 ) _____ . 

i 7 . I n d ·i c a t e h o w y o u lti o u ·1 d . a e y u r ... u r e n t s ' p a t t · c · c.; t i o 1 

i n r eli g ious activities durin g tire y ears you ·e 

gro \'J in g u p : 

~1 o t h e r : A b o v e a v e r a g e __ A v e ,~a g e __ e o '• a e l' a c 

F a t h e r : A b o v e a v e r a g e __ 1\ v e r a g e __ e 1 o J a c r c: c· 

18. Wou ld you r ate yo ur pa rtici pation i reli g ious act ivi-

t ; e s i n y o u r h om e t ow n : A o v e a v e a g e _ _ '' e .. a e 

B e 1 
0 

w a v e r a g e _ _ ? I n y o u r u n i v e r s i y c o m 111 u n i t y : 

.t.l. b 
0 

v e a v e r a 
0 

e _ _ Aver a g e __ · e 1 o \1/ a e a g e __ ? 

, f parents ' ma rriage as 'OU 
,g, Indic ate the ha ppiness o your 

~tJ ould ju dge it: Extre me l y hap y __ Happy__ a ge 

Unhappy __ Very u nhap py __ . 



1 2 

20. Indic ate your happ i ne ss du ri ng th e ye ars yo · ve r g 0\·1-

·i ng up: Ext reme ly ha ppy H a p p y ___ A v e r g e 

Unha ppy __ Ve ry unha ppy 

2 'I. I n d i c a t e y o u r a t t i t u d e t o w a r d t r y i n ~ t o rn k e y o u r o \·J n 

marri age happy a nd succ essfu l: Vc y <.l et rr1 ine 

Ave rage deter mination I f m a r r i g e d o s n o t \' o r k 

out ~ would co nsid e r di ;or c e 

'- !.. • n d i c at e the ext e nt o f co n l i c t ~·J i t h y ou\' f at 11 .... r . ')? I 

Very li tt l e _ _ Average am ount __ Cont i nuo 

2 3 . I n d i c a t e t h e e x t e n t o f c o n f 1 i c t ..,., i t h y o u r r 1 o t h c . 

Very 1 i tt l e _ _ I ve r a ge am ount __ Cont i r1 ous 

2 Ll. • I n d i cat e h o v.; y ou \'I o u l d r t1 t e y our p e \' son 1 p ) e r. :1 c 

Ver·y attractiv e __ At tract iv e __ J\ve. e19e 

Un attr·active Ver y unettt r a cti vc ___ . 

2 5 . H o \"' V! 
0 

u 1 d you tate your a b i 1 i t y to get < l on ·1 i t h o t , r s? 

A b o v e a v e r a g e __ A v e r a g e __ Be 1 o \·1 v e r il g e _ 

2 6 . H ow v'/ 
0 

u 1 d y 0 u r· a t e y o u r p e r s o n a 1 i t y ? 0 u t .. o i n y _ 

Ave r·age Re t irin g ___ . 

27 . Do you consid e r t he se x edu ca t i on you recei 1 
as JO 

r\ d e q u a t e __ ·; e 1 a g t ___ I ! a e t e 
v~ Cl r e g r o vi i n g u p : " 

Very i nad e qu a t e _ _ . 

28 . Indicate ho w i mport a n t hJ.v i ng ch il dren .,.,ould be to yc r 

happiness in mar riage : Ver·y i mportant __ mp ort"nt __ 

. t t v e r y u n i ,:1 p o r t - n 
Ave r r:t 9 e - - U n , m Po r a n --
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