" PUER OACCEPTANCE IW A WETIROGENHOUS

S0CTIO~ECONQHIC POYULATION

APPROVED:

o

Director ol the Department
of Tducation

vision



iﬁﬁ%?@??ﬁﬁ,”W““W"‘Ugﬁ HETROGENLOUS

BUCTIO=ECONGNIC POPULATION

Presented to the Graduate Council of the Worth
Texas State College in Partial Fulfillment

of the Hequirements

For the [egree of

MASTIR OF ARTS

By

Otto Robert Flocke, Bsi.
168406

Denton, Texas

Angust, 1949



168446

-

LIST OF
LIam oF

Do,
o

Chapter
Ie

1.
I11.
Tv.
Ve

RIBLIOGR

i 3, ? F{Y . . . * [ * . * » » » s *

TABLE OF CONTEETS

T »%BL?S L * . * L L ] » . 3 » » .
TLLUSTRATIONS

-
»
 d
»
.
.
-
»
*
*

INTRODUCTION e s s & s 8 e e % e
Statement of the Problem and Its Purpose
Significance and Origin of the Problem
Sources of Data

Method of Treatment

Limitations

Definition of Terms

RELATED RIADINGS o o o s ¢« o o« & o
HETHOD OF TREATVENT o o o o 4 o o
PRECHITATION 4MD) TNTERPRETATION OF THY DATA
CONCLUSIONS AVD RECOMMENDATIONS « o & o

Conclusions
Hecommendations

LW

19

24
16

43



Table
Le

™
- .

LIET OF TABLES

dnalysis of Group Indices @ith Data for Obtsin-
ing the Lﬂdﬁx » . - . . » * * » . P

inalysis of the Infra-sex and Inter-sex fela-
tionships of the Hight Classroom Groups .« .

Chi Gquare Showing Sex-Group Relations end
Group Socialization « « « « « + &« &«

A Tabulation Showing the Inter-Group and Intra-
Group Indices for the Socio-Economic Levels
in ¥ach of the Eiyht Classrooms « « & +

Chi Square Velue Tahulated to Show the Chance

Probabilities of yJoclo=Heconomic Yactors in
Socianlization « « « » & s s a2 = s

A Comparison of the Chance Probshilities of
desdemic Classifications and Soeialization



gt

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS

Sociometric Leattergram chowing Distribution
of Hatings by Sex-Growns and Socio-feonomic
,}FOH?S for {}TOHP Ie &« e . S S = .

dociometric Scattergram Showing Distribution
of Ratings by Dex-Groups and Socio-Economic
Gif"mp& far {}mﬂp 1 s 2 & e s e e w

Sociometric Scattergram Chowing Distribution
of Ratings by cex~Grouwns and Socio~Economic

Groups for Group III o o o o ¢ o o &

Sociometric Scattergram Showing Uistribution
of Ratings by Sex-~(roups and Socio-Tconomic
Gr oUp e for G‘fﬂﬁp IVe « ¢ & & £ e & =

Sociometric Scatlergram Chowing Distribution
of Ratings by Sex~Groups and Sccio-Feonomie
Groups for Group Ve =« o o o s &« & o

Sociometric Scstiergram thowing Distribution
of Tatings by Sex-Groups and Socio=Economie
Groups for Group VI « + « 4 ¢ & o

Sociometric Jeattergram Showing Distribution
of Ratings by Sex~Groups and Socio=fconomic
Groups for Group VII « + « o « o + &

Sociometric Scattergram Showing Distribution
of Batings by Sex~Groups and Socio~Economic
Groups for Group VIIIe o o o & & s o

Pag

26

4

28



CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Statement of the “roblem and Its Turpose

Although many studies have dealt with the socialization
of children, there still remains a number of cuestions to be
answered through researche. Good leadership has long been
recognized as an essential in the betterment of any society,
and no better place affords the opportunities for the de-
velopment of this leadership than does the school.

Different social and economic levels within society pre~
sent many similar behavior patterns as well as some which
are different. It was desirable to compare social relation-
ships among three socio—economic groups through sociometric
data in order to investipgate the change in total group so=
cialization caused by socio=economic factors. The compari=
son was based on the social acceptance of each smocio-economic
group and ite intra-sccial structure. Another comparicon was
made Lo determine the effects of inter-social relationships.

The primary purpose of this study wae to determine the
effect of socio-economic levels on the socliability of pupils

of the Hillerest Hirsh School in Dallas, Texas.

foed



Students were grouped so thal zs near as oossible an
ecual number of freshmen, sophomores, juniors, and senlors
were in each home room. This policy was followed by the
princinal because he believed it would lessen the burden
of the teachers: and at the same time, enable them to be-
come more fsmiliar with the individual pupil since no
teacher would ever have a comnlately new group as a result
of graduation. It has often heen asserted that any adminis~
trative policy should be designed to benefit the pupils.
sidered; namely, how such a nolicy would affect the sociali-

zation of the pupils.

Significance and Origin of the Problem

Today, as never before, the people ol the world are
strugeling to improve living conditions based upon sound
policies of peaces. From all past experiences and sound ohi-
losophies, the existing need of a ™natural leadership” is
certainly understood. It has been onroved time and again
that the choice of such leadership should be based upon more
than mere circumstantiality. In order that these leaders
might be fitted for the propagation of a way of life which
will prevent further destruction, it is imperative that we

now determine the potential leaders of tomorrow and begin



the cultivation of the meaning and responsibility of true
leaderships In seeking théga individuale, soclety must
first turn to the Sﬁh9018¢i

{

Peace for the individual is based upon sound emotional
adjustment, VUsychologists have come to agree that gpod so~
cial adjustment is necessary in order to have this emotional
gtabilitys Adult social adjustment is directly dependent up=~
on adjustment in esrlier life. When the individuals benefit,
society ie betlered.

In order to aid in this undertsking, it is necessary to
understand the groups USociometry is vlaying an imnortant
role in heloing to understand the inter-personal structure of
society. Through the study of sociometry, intra=group rela-
tionships and levels of preslige are more easily found. gy
study within this ares will be a contribution to the belter-

ment of mankind.

sources ol Data
Data uwsed in this sctudy have come primarily from socio-
metric tests administered during the fall semester of 1948
to one hundred snd cixty-one pupils of the Hillerest High
Bchool in Dallas, Texacs. 4s n result of absences, a number
of oupils enrolled in that school were not used. The group

uged was comoosed of ninety=three boys and sixty-eight «irls.



The entire grous readily adhered to a natural division of
three separate socio-economic levels. These grouns were
designated as Vickery, Preston, and Outsider in accordance
with the area of Dallas in which they resideds Vickery
described that group of pupils who lived in Vickery, a sec+
tion of Dallas. The area was a relatively new settlement
which has been established as a result of the shifting of
ponulation which occurred during World War Ifs fThe inhabi-~
tants of this area were, in general, the upper-middle-clase
population of Dallas, Texass Thie area was described as
the home of the more successful businessmen and bankers.
Preston, another settlement of Dallas, was an old section and
chiefly occupied by the upper~class population. This group
has often been designated as the "silk-stocking" area. Re-
sentment was believed to have existed between these two
groupgs Oubsiders were those individuals who did not live
in either Preston or Vickery. The result of this distribu-
tion of pupils was fifty-one in Vickery, sixty-two in
Preston, and forty~eight in Outsiders.

The study included all eight of the home rooms in the
Hillerest High Schools One room was composed of only eighth-
grade pupils: all the other rooms were as equally distributed
as possible according to all classifications. The eighth~

grade class was intended to serve as a control group in
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measvring the effects of combining groups at the various
levels of classification on socialization. The first group
wag composed of eight pupils from Vickery, six from Preston
and eight from Outsiders making a total of twenty-two. There
were fourteen boys and eicht girlss Group two was composed
of seven from Vickery, ten from Preston and five from Out~
siderss There were eleven boys and eleven girls, a total of
twenty~-two. In the third proup Vickery contained ﬁé?@ﬂ,
Progton nine and Quisiders three« There were sleven boys and
eight girls with a total of nineteen punilss In group four
there were gix from Vickery, six from Preston, three from
Outsiders, with nine boys, and six girls making a fotal of
fifteens There were seven from Vickery, six from Preston,

and seven from Quitsiders waking a total of twently comprising

g
group five in which there were ten boys and ten girls. In
group six there were twenty-two: seven from Vickery, five
from Preston, and ten from Qutsiders with a total of thirteen
boys and nine girls. Grouo seven was composed of nine from
Vickery, five from Preston and six from Outsiders with ten
boys and ten girls making a total of twenty. Group eight

was compogsed of all eighth grade pupils consisting of fifteen
boys and six girls which made a totsl of twenly-one. In

group eight there were no »upils from Vickery, fifteen from

Preston, and six from Outsiders.



Uethod of Trestment

4 comparative analysie of the recltionsbips within the
group studied will be made by computing group indices and
comparing them by a chi square technique. The chl square
technique wag selected because it will permit an application
of mathematlical procedures to categories which are not strictly
quantitative. The chi square technique will weight each group
pronortionately to every other group even though the size of
the proups vary. "P" values will be determined from the chi i
sguares in order to evaluate the probabilities of such score
oceurring by chances I the "P" wvalucs are between .05 and
.01, it will be assumed that the relationships exiet beyond
the element of chaunce and that the null hypolhesis does not
hold trues The null hypothesis assumes that no relation~-
ship existse between the two fraits being considered. This
comparison will give some insight into the soclalization
with its dependence on socio~economic status, sex, and aca~

demic classification.

Limitations
A number of limitations were encountered in this study.
Only one factor was used as a criterion for deternining
socio-economic levels. 4 broader criterion would have been

much more valids lowever, the school year was terminating



and it was not deemed desirable to utilize more of the
classroom teschers' time in the collection of datas For
the same reason, the data on academic classification wss
also incomplete. Another important limitation which was
encountered wag the fact that this study was dependent
upon a single testing of socialization. Tven though the
geale used was valid and reliable, several testing situa~
tions would have been more desirables Another limitation
was that too many students were omitted as a result of

absencess

Definition of Terms

Sociometry.~-Sociometry is the study of inter~group

and intra=group relationships.

Sociometric tests.-~Sociometric tests are those scales

devised for the purpose of measuring relationships between
and within groups.

Group index.-~The groun index is a numerical expression

of the relationshin within the groun. It is designed to ex~
press the "in-group" feeling found within the group.

Intra=group.~~Intra~group refers o that relationship
existing within the designated group.

Inter-groups-=Inter-grous refers to that relationship

existing belween two groups.



gociogram.=~A soclogram is a pictorial representation
of the structure of a grovp snd the relationships of its
members with each other.l

Intra-sexe~=Intra-sex refers to the relationship exist~
ing within the seme group.

Inter-sex«==Inter-sex refers to the relationship exist=
ing between the boys and the girls.

Naters==A rater ig the student who gives the rate on
the sociometric scales

Patees~=4 ratee is the student who is being rated on

the scciometric scale.

Lpom Land, "A Comparative Sociometric Study of Negro and
#hite Children® (Unoublished M.Se thesis, Department of Rduca-
tion, North Texas State Teachers College, 1940), pe 9s



CHAPTER II
TELATHED ABADINGS

Do those children who come from superior socio-economic
home backgrounds achieve a greater degree ol social accept~
ance or recognition than do those who come from averzge or in=
ferior homes? This is an important question in the under-
standing of the total matrix of factors entering into an in-
dividual's group status.

One would be led to believe that those individuals who
come from homes in the upper income brackets are decidedly
sunerior to those from lower level income grouns in attain-
ing social recoznition in school grouss since it is obvious
that these individuals have numerous advantages in respect
to spending money, clothes, family influence, and cultural
stimulation. Thouch studies bear out this assumption, it is
not done with a high degree of uniformity, and the relation~
ship between social status and economic status ls not as
high as might be expected.

1

Young and Cooper™ in a study of children in eleven

3

setors igsveiated
P

Leis Young and [isis Cooper, "Some i
sychology, VIIV

gith Popularity”, Journal of fducational
(December, 1944), H13-535




10

public sehool elw-ssroons in a svburtan city in Californias
did not find & etabtistieally reliable difference between
the sociomeconomic statue of a group of forty~four very
ponuler childrens. The socloveconomic status was mo sured
with the "Sims' fcore Card for Socio=Feomomic Status™@.

Tis pegligible influence of socioveconomic level finds
some support in the very low cocrrelation of coefficient of
21 reported by Reiad as the index of relationship belwesn
results on the Chapman and Sime' "Socio-leconomic Scanle™ and

soclal guccess scores bosed om both sunil choices and teacher

S

ratinges lis subjecte were 200 elementary school children in
tueens, New York City.

Hore relalionship than shown in these two studies was
found in ﬁar&y'ﬁ& study of nearly 400 chiliren in twelve pub~
lic schoeols in Joliet, Illinois. Ghe reports z coefficient
of +46 between home and neighborhood ratings combined on the
one hand and social acceptance scores on the other.

fost stulies have shown trends a little lower than that

revorted by Hardy, nevertheless, hizh enough {o indicate that

Y. Sims, "Sims! JSeore Card for Socio-Heonomie Status™.

EJni*Ching Hsia, A Study of the Sociability of Hlementary
School Children, ppe 23-27-

. s .y N .
“lsC« Hardy, "Social Recognition at the Zlementary School
&ge"%gJaurnal of Social ?sych&feyg, Y11I(Pebruary, 19377, i

8L

305+




children from the better homes within a particular group have
some advantages in winning social recognition from their as-
sociatess. For ﬁxamﬁlﬁ, ?106&@5 found a coefficient of «39
between socio-economic scores and social accepiance scores
on ninety=two elementrry school children in the Demonstration
3chool attached to North Texas State Teachers College, Denton,
Texass In his study the socio-economic level was measured by
"Mhe Minonesota Home Itntus Iﬁdexﬂg. This secale included
items which measured home background in regard to: Childrents
Pacilities, ZLconomic Status, Culfural Status Sociality, Occu~
pational Status, and Bducational Status of Parentss

The factor of socio-economic level assumes greater im-
portance when attention is turned to mutual friendships rather
than to general social acceptance. The highest coefficient
reported is Tl which was found by Jenkins! in a study of mu~
tual friends in a population of over 200 junior high school

children in Riverside, California. Socio=~economic level in

QR Pleche, "4 Study of the Relationships Between !The
¥innesota Home Status Index' and Social Bank on the 'How I
Feel Towsrds Others Scale'", (Unpublished g radaate problems
course, Departiment of ?&ychalmgy North ?exag State Teuchers
Callege 19470«

Aolie Leahy, "The Minnesota Home Status Index".

7@ C. Jenkins, "Factors Invmlved In Children's Friend~
ships", Journsl of ducstional Dsychology, XXII{December, 1331),

140448
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this study was determined by dividing the children into four
grouns on the basis of their fathers' occupationss These
groups were: (1) unskilled and semi-skilled, (2) skilled la-
bor, {(3) semi*pfaf&saignai, and (4) praf&asionala These are
broad categories. HNo doubt the high coefficient obtained was
partly due to the rather wide range of economic levels included
in each of the major sub~divisions. Also, when only the
father's occupation is used, there is no way to evaluate the
raole of soeial and cultural influence in the homes since it
cannot be assumed that lhese influences closely parallel the
fathers' occupational classifications. |
An slmost equal coefficient, »73, was reported by ﬁimockg
in a study of thirty-eight pairs of adoleseent boy ffi@nds, in
which socio=economic level was measured by the "Sims' Score
Oard for Soclo~fconomic cStatus™, a scale which does include
goeial and cultural items. PFurthermore, the above coefficient
wag the hirhest relstionship found by Dimoek out of twenty
measures which he correlated with his »airs of friends.

The weskness of using only four large catepories for
classifying fathers! occunations as was done by Jenkins was

alleviated in a study renorted by ﬁmitha. Using 103 high

£
J‘ § - Yy ¥ "y e M 3 B N £ N ~,
“Heis» Dimock, Hediscovering the ddolescent, ops JU-140.

T ouith, "some ractors in friensship selection of High
School Students", fociometry, VII{August, 1944), 203-313.
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school seniors as subjects, he divided them into nine cate-
gories on the basis of fathers' occupations. (fhen the friend-
shin choices of these young neople were related to the seccupa-
tional groupings, it was found that these choices fell within
specific categories to an extent which was one-half ag great
as chance would nllowe The tendency toward economic cohesive=
ness was a little greater when the friendship preferences were
related to eight catepgories based on fathers' credit rating
alonee Although these data are not directly comparable to

the result found by Jenkins and Dimock, due to the differ-
ence in statistical method, the same point is emphasized.

10 on f£ifth and sixth grade children

4 study by Neugarten
supported the foregoing major point in showing that most mu-
tusl friendshins are formed within fairly similar socio-
economic levelss

Eonﬂeyll

proports that there are obvious resnsons why the
majority of friendships are formed between individuals of ap-
proximately the some economic and cultural levels. Among these
are such factors as similarity in material possessions, clothes,

cleanliness, and menners. Also, there is the factor of

10g, 1. Neugarten, "Social Class and Friendship Among School

Chil%ign“, tmerican Journal of Hoci r, LI(January, 1346},
305-319.

Ly, 5. Bonney, {Unpublished data gathered on home back-
ground and social acceptance in the Demonstrstion Sehool of
North Texac State Teachers College, Denton, Texas, 1540).
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proximity of residences Perhaos one of the strongest in-
fluences of all is thal of vparentsl pressures Bonney be-
lieved that many parents, especially those in the uoper
income levels, use both direct and indirect means of in-r
fluencing their children not to olay with certain other
children whose antecedents and present circumstances are
considered inferiors No doubt most children reflect the
class stereotypes of their parents.

111 effects which may result from throwing together in-
dividuals who come from markedly different home backgrounds
is emphasized in a study reported by Henkle and Kahlenlg
Their subjects were 163 boys in a summer camp in New York
State, including twenty=-eight boys who came from a much low-
er socio~economic level than the great majority of the rest
of the groups These twenty=eight boys were sent to the camp
by a social service orgenization in their city. The main
purpose of this study was to measure by the use of standard~
ized personality scales whai changes, if any, would take
place in personal and social adjustment of the boys &s & re=
gsult of two weeks of camping experiences The measuring in-

struments used were the VWashburne "Social Adjustment

12% We Henkle and H.G. Kuhlen, "Changes in Social Ad-

justment in a Summer Camp: A Frellmlﬁary Heport™, Journal of
Psychology, XV(4pril, 19 3) 223=231.
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Inventary“lg for the boys twelve years of age or over, and
the Togers! "Test of Personality Adjusiment™ for those eleven
years of age and under. These scales were administered at
the beginning and at the end of the two week period.

The final analysis showed that the older boys registered
small geins on the personality scale, but no statistically
reliable gains were found for the younger boys. 0f grestest
interest, however, for the present study, was the finding
that most of the twenty-eight underprivileged boys actually
lost in personal and social adjusiment on the basis of their
own responses to the personality measuring instrumentse. This
wes especially true of the eighteen younger boyse They reg~
istered an average loss which was hishly reliable statisti=-
eally. Fifteen of the eighteen rated themselves lower at the
end of the camping experience than at the beginning. How
ghall this result be accounted for?

The authors of this study answer the above guestion by
saying that "these boys, (the underprivileged), do not ap-
propriate ecuipment, and in snite of anonymity are ’syottéﬁ'
by the others because they ﬁleap.in their underwear, do not
have toothbrushes, and lack spending moneys They watch the

teandy line! instead of being in it, and in sundry respects

13¢. Hogers, "4 Test of Personality Adjustment™.
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are conspicuous because of 'lacks'. OCertainly the situation
‘is such that feelings of inferiority and of being different
from others might be expected to arise." 4

These reports should not be interpreted as designating
no crossing of the lines of socio~economic barriers. ¥ost
studies indicate some interaction between the levels, How-
ever, for the most part, the crossing over is very limited
and would orobably not be seen between the extremes of the
groups.

Hallingshe&d15 made a study of a community in the Middle
West of some 10,000 inhabitants. His study was primarily
concerned with the 369 boys and 366 girls between the ages of
thirteen and nineteen who were in high schools The primary
purpose of the study was to test the hypothesis that the so-
cial behavior of adolescents was related functionally to the
position their families occupied in the social structure of
the community. The social structure of the town was found to
be stratified into five classes. These classifications were
baged upon the judgments made by residents of the community.
After the preliminary judgments were made, Hollingshead fur-

ther subgtantiated his elasegifications of each adolescent and

'AH-@- fienkle and {eGe Kuhlen, "Changes in Social Adjust-
ment in a Summer Camp: A Preliminary Report”, Journal of

Psycholoey, XV(April, 1943), 208.
154.5. Hollingshead, Hlmtown's Youth.
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and family by anecdotal records on the clubs, cliques, and
peer relationships.

Further investigation by Hollingshead into the partici-
pation in extra~curricular activities in school revealed that
the highest prestige growp showed the greatest participation,
and that the percentages drosped direectly with the levels
down to the lowest groupe It also discovered that more girls
than boys participated in the extra-curricular activities.
Clique relationships within and between classes indicated that
relations were stronger among peers and decressed at the
classes became farther apart on the social scales The boys
and girls chose as their best friends members of their own
class or of a class higher on the social scales

Hollingshead selected chi square as the statistical method
for testing the significance of the relationship between class
positions and behavior of the adolescents because it enabled
him to asply mathematical procedures Lo catepories that were
not strictly quantitatives It aleo weighted each case pro-
portionately to every other case,

The faot that economic factors were cignifieant and im=
portant in the determination of class position of any family

or person was stressed by Warner, Meecker, and Eﬁll&»lg They

16

“WaLe darner, Ms Hesker, and K.fs Gells, "Social Status
in Iducation™, The Phi Delta Kappan, XXX(December, 1948),
113~-119.
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agreed that economics alone were not enough to explain com~
pletely the phenomena of social class. "Something more than
a large income is necessary for high social position. loney
mugt be translated into socially approved behavior and pos-
sessions, and they in turn must be translated into intimate
participation with, an acceptance by, members of a superior

clasa-“l?

1pig, 116.



CHAPTAR 111
WETHOD OF PROCEDURY

Thig study was begun in a sociometric class of North
Texas State Teachers College in.19£7*1943a As a means of
obtaining the social acceptance of each pupil, a newly de~
vised sociometric test, "How I Feel Towards Others Scale“,l
was administered. The requirements of a good sociometric
test are that it reaches and measures two-way relationships,
that the participants in the situation are drawn to one an-
other by one or more criteria: that a criterion is selected
to which the participants are bound to respond at the moment
of the test with a hizh degree of spontaneity; that the sub-
jects nre adequately motivated so that they may give sincere
responses; and that the criterion selected for testing is
strong, enduring, and delinite: not weak, transitory, and
indefinite.?

The new sociometry scale adequately met those standards

-

laid down by loreno. MNerl . Bouney and the class in

lyery 1. Sanﬂey "How I Feel Towards Qthers”, (Unpublished
sociometric scale, Dept. of Hducation, North Texas State
T@achers College, 1947), (&1m@@g ,phed) »

J Le Moreno, "Sociometry and the Cultural Order”,
Sociometry, VI(%uyu&t 1943), 327

13
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sociometry scrupulously considered the merits of this scale
in the light of Moremo's sugiestions and in comparison with
comparable scalese)

The scale entitled "How I Feel Towards Others", was
based upon five categories, each of which represented a de-
gree of attraction to an individuwal or o repulsion from an-
other individuale The first eategory included those persons

who were considered as very very best friends. Within this

group the rater was to olace those {rierdis to whom he would
tell seerete and troubles; those individuals whom he would
want in hie secret gang or club, and those whom he would
help but not expect favor in return. The second category

was composed of those versons who were other friends, but

not considered in the ssme licht as group one. In this group
were those individuals whom the rater enjoyed being with but
to whom he would not tell his secrets and troubles nor want
in his secret gang or clubs The third category was for those
individuals whom the rater did not know well snough to rate.
Perhaps he knew their names snd faces, but he did not be-
lieve he knew them sufficiently to ssy whether he liked or
disliked thems The fourth category was designed to describe

those students who were not his friends. 1In this category

the rater was to consider those individuals whom he did not

3vthe hio Social Acceptance Seale', Chio University Press.



consider as friends and with whom he did not prefer to asso-
ciate« If he met these pupils in the hall he would talk with
them but for politeness szke only. The fifth category was

reserved for those whom he would nol want ag friends as long

as they were as they were then« This point was designed to

include those students with whom the rater would not associ-
ates JHach catepgory was nsslgned a number as 1, 2, 3, 4, and
5, respectivelys Bach punil was given a copy of the scale
and a list of the names of students in his classe FKach was
asked to vlace a six beside his own name to identify the
papers. Students also supplied their addresses so that they
might be grouped in Vickery, Preston, or Qutsiders. Aifter
these instructions were followed, the testees were asked to
place one of the following numbere: 1, 2, 3, 4, or § to the
left of each of the names appearing on the list of names in
his pogsession.

In order that as much rapport as vossible might be es=
tablished between the tester and testee, the home room
teachers administered the scale to their own groups. The
writer was present to assict in answering any questions
which aroses

The following weighting system was employed: each first

choice was allotted two pnositive points: each gecond choice
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was allotted gne positive nointi each third choice was

allotted zgro value: each fourth choice was allotted one

negative noint; and each fifth choice was allotted two

negative points.

The results of sach class were tabulated on a socio=
gram which was devised by 3arl Kooker snd Raymond Christal
in 1947-1948. The sociogrem was so arranged that a picture
of inter-group and intra-group relatioﬁﬁhip was readily
seen. It also revealed how each inter-sex and intra-gex
group rated the others and how socio~economic groups rated
each other. A clear orofile of the relationships between
the several academic classifications was shown.

By algebraically adding the received weighted scores of
each pupil and dividing that score by the possible score he
might have received, it was possible to determine an indivi-
dual index for eachs From this procedure, rank order positions
within the various classes were readily determined. Group
indices were determined in much the same manner. The noints
received within the group were added alpebraically and di-
vided by the possible score. These indices made it possible
to compare the social structure of each group as well as the
socirl acceptance of each individual within that group.

These data were statiscally arranged according to the

method diseussed in Chapter I so that the best possible



W]
a3

comparison among grouns and individvals wes permitteds. (hi
sguares and Indices were used in msking these statistieal

comparisongs



CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATTON A7) INTRRPREPATION OF THT DATA

The data collected to determine the significance of the
socio-economic divisions and the methods employed in formu-
lating the numerical divisions according to classification
and their effect upon socialization of the whole group were
gathered by administration of the "How I Feel Towards Others
Seale™ to one hundred and sixty-one pupils of the Hillerest
High School in Dallas, Texas.

411 results from the "How I Feel Towards Others Scale"
were tabulsted into eight scattergrams. Since these f{igures
served only as a point of reference for {urther analysis, it
wag desmed desirable to present them in consecutive order for
the sake of cohsrences These eight illustrations were placed
on pages 26 through 33. |

Numbers were used in lieu of names in order to re%paét
the integrity of the studentss These numbers served to iden-~
tify the students. The letter "PY was placed after the num-
bers of those students who were from the “reston area. 1
"Y" was placed after the number of those from Vickery, and an

mgt followed the numbers of students f{rom the Outsider group.

24
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The numbers were arranged in sex grouns to permit a showing
of inter=sex and intra=sex relationships. In all cases the
boys were assigned the smallest numbers and the girls had
the largesi numbers. The blank vertical and horizontal rows
separate the groups.

In 8ll cases those students who gave the rates were ar-
ranged across the table horizontally and those receiving the
rates were arranged verticallys The upper areas of the so-
ciograms denoted ratings for intra-sex relationshins. The
manner in which boys rated boys was seen in the upner left
areass Halings girls gave girls were indicated in the upper
right hand areas. Lower divisions showed inter~sex ratings.
Boys' ratings for girls occupied the lower left hand sections
and girls' ratings of boys occunied the lower right hand sec~
torg. This arrangement readily showed the {our inter-sex and
intra~sex sub=grouss used in the comparisons.

Raw scores were tabulated on the sociograms for the sake
of uniformity. Wuch of the slatistics was computed from row
score valuess Weighted values were derived from these data
by conversion in accordance with the system of weighting die-

cussed in Chapter III. Hach first choice was allotted two

positive noints: each second choice, one positive noint: each

third choice, zero value: each fourth choice, one negative

point; and each fifth choice, two pegative poiunts.




O 22 | o m] W[N] ] w] M M| w|w| o] N[ 0] N{M] N[ M
O /ZEn o NN N Ml NN NN ] s NN N
o vz ~N M Y RV R RENREER NV M
O &/1 5 m N NESTSNIRE N ol TSP A NI TN s S]] s s~
O wmf N NN NS N A W] sl f ] TN~ TN N NN
N VN R R B R E R R ENINE ~| M ~| M| M| W%
d 2N NN ] S DS AN A N oL ] ] N N N
d AN RN RPN NSRS N] ] NN o N NN NN N
O AN N N W NSNS~ NN N i e N I N L
O 271 ol o N W] NS M vl ] TN N W N N M N oW
d Tl vl el M N o] S NN] TN W TN RN NN R
o A RN RN R R R R
& I T o o N NN N <~ ] N o] S ] ] s
d B N NN ] T NN S ] ] ] NN N ] ] o
A N Ay A NN e N SN g ] ] e ] | s
A ARNEN R YENESAY ~| M ¥~ W N o] ] M N R
A AN ENEN BN M NE <~ N~~~ NG 9 ] o NN W PN
A RS RN NE ST RN wENE T3] ol N>
A 7w NN Y IR VY RN S0 BN BN B NG YN Y NE WO W~
A SENEN N o X R N MY o o~ ¥ NI 3 N
A 4N NN N NN M S~ N s S L N A ]y N NP
A TSI N S SN M NN ESERENI N N N N N
AREEREEEREEEFEEERERERREEEE
~3

N N R N RN RN R R E R EEEER

digtribution

Figs 1==4 sociomelric scattergram showing
of ratings by sex~groups and soclo-economic groups for Group

i.



27

A ZINL o NN ol A9l W sl R | ] N ol o] )l ] Y] N
A 7Z ol NENCNY R NN o o] TR AN]SR RN W] S
AN 9Z) NSRS SN o ol Tl AN NG W s
A RN ] NNl R oo o[~ o N o] TN | S NS
g o] NON[N MNP O ) T AN <] T3] A NS
O LR NINEN W W] NSNS ol N [ R T~[w] W N[
O 77N N NN M W[ NIN[N SN[ T N[ ] TSR NN
o 5/ | N wo| | R[ NN NN o] T RIS T N R R
o 7 o] v M dof o] o] N[ W] N[ T o] N <] ] ] Ao e
O SN SNININISEY NSNS TSNP IS S N YR
d ZIT N M NN o] N o] [ W] N[N IR D RN B R R VN R
adi b ENERNRDNE WERREBEL BRI
RGN LA RRENEDEENEERE R EE
O  SININNY N w ] Tl N Tl N ] S N
A IINENRRNERNEN R M N | NI N Ml NS N M N -
o Ll ol N ol of N TN 0] M| NN NN R RN Ny
Al D REDELDENNENERREDPARELREDA
AEINNIN N PN NN N RPN MR S NN N W NN
o 21 N ] Nl N o o SN[ NN ] NS
e I N NN RNEEREREEN N ERNEEREE DR
o Z| ny NS PN SN N NES NN NS N SN ENEY
T ININE N RN N N ol | NN ] ] ] N mf ]
St S EEEESEEEEREEEEEEEEERE

,z

%oﬁppVﬂPVOVP Qo Q) of 9 &} S > >|>

o

cattergram showing distribution
socio~econonmic groups for

re 27~} sociometric s

o

Fig
ratinge by sex-grows and

of
I1s

Group



28

A A RN m[ NN | m] ™ [N RIM| G N
A N wfm] m ] m] wf o] TS ] m o] ARl TR
AR NN RN SRR R] M| ] o] RERER[ )RS
AN AR R M | RE M ] mE RN TRERE NN | o) N w
@ imm N m|n] ] m] w] ] XN OISR ol R N
O IO N[ M N R R ] [N m] R[]\
oM il ] | mwm] ]S [N T RN R SR
Al N M| N[N N o] ] R Y N N o N| N N N
A AN | M| M R[N R] ] [~ S EREREEDR
AN 2N ) M Gl Rl R NN N NI N[ ol M N ™ W N
d SN N AN NN NS ol ] ool ] NS M) R ]
A IS N A NN TN R RE o] RE [ of 0] /] wf N
o LN N NN TRIRERISN T o] R N NN
o IS N M PENL [N R ] | ] ] N ] N ow] N
d  SIN N R N m] NS RE T Q] N Y ] m] W
I AN NN N T ] w] e o] N Y
o SN M W N] R M NN N Ml NN N o] N YN
o ZIN N SINENNE N Rl N AL AL R ] Y NN
e Ml N[ S N W N ] ] N ] ] N mf N
B N NERENEEHEEEEREEEER

LA .

ol o of Yool slal 3> | S o] o of o >

3=-4 sociometric scattergram showing distribution
s by sex-groups and socio~economic groups for Group

*
o
¥

Fig
of rating

111,



2)

A e miN v N M e Nl mf wf NN
A RN N NN NN SR TS RENE Y TR
o o N N NN W ] [NS[D] NS
o 2N M NN | W O] R RE TN D] [ o] N[m
A \.ﬁZZ;322233 N N[ Nf NI R
O 2/ | N| M| M N NN W m NIM NN
IR EERERERRE ol N N[N ] 3
o 91 N N R R NN N R Nl W] NN NN
J AR EEIRY vl m < NP NNy
AN R R R TS o m] R R RRR
A NEQES B N E RN RIRENE
a 71 N N N Nl RN W . NfDImE M Ny
=4 RN NSRS RN ENE Nl NI N[N NP
AT ZIN ™~ N[Nl o [ RN o[ N[ N[N
7] 7 NN RN RN
AR R R R E R EEREREEER

N

o Sjafal > > afafq [of Slajal s>

Figs L==4 sociometric scattergram showing distribution

ratings by sex-groups and

of
IV«

socio=economie group for Group



30

£

O 2Z) w0l M| bl M N A ME REMEST N RN~
N AR RNEIERNEBREEERENEE ol NIRRT R N RN TS
AR A N B RREDNERD N Nl NN R NN
0 NS N RO TR _ =N RN N
@ IR NN XYM NN DM NENERE ] N NN
o SN[ AR] N A RPN N AR R NI NESE S NESENEY RN
AR RN EREEREEREN ~EN| NINBREER
o TRl M| W gl N ml [ mE [ RERE ] M w] R | s e
A Z/] NN N of R RERE N W N MY ENENE NI
1@ PN} A W] | NEN] D AERRRBENRERE
o I SN | N R RS RN RIS L] N Y] RPN B R
o  Hl| M ol N NN N M N W NN N o ] N oo &
R RDRNEREERRRLRER LN ER
o AR E NP NS N RNERERNEREER
A TERINESENIRE TR RERE | m] o ] ) ] %] bf 0
A SIw N NS Rl NN N R o M| wf m] N RN W] 0] N
7 7| 3| Al N Rl Al N[N RS T R] R w] m] S f ~f ] mf+
A £ 3A Rl 2 Nl RESIN] TR N o] sl v~ X mfx
A Z| N T~ A S NMNEERNENREERRE
o /1 T R ] ] NPT TN of N ef s ] N ] 0w
swmm\w;z3¢fé7e7m NEREEREEEERR

|

o > > > oo Yo | of >l d>{ Yo o]of o

-~ A sociometric scattergram showing distribution
by sex-groups and soclo-economic groups for Group

)

P

71

of ratings

Ve



31

@ ZZIN MmN Y NI R ALY QAL ol o] B AN N A
O /2| | RN NIR] ] NN A] TN N AR AN R
o 2Z1 o o | NENER[S ] NN NN INIREN [ RA TR
o SN M o] ol N R o | NNTYT RN R[N R NS
AR NRE NP RN ERREENNENEDRRR
o 2 NUNPS ] YN N A NNENN ISR RN R RIS
A W AINER] b X NN Y] BN N] TSTR N IR RN RN Y
AN NN R[] B[RS REN] ] TR RN RIR[R] o] ~
A Aol il N N[ b m] N] | N g SIENE LR YENEN N
g €} N NN N R NN R R] R R] R| Nl N[ R| N[ N[ N[~ R
O 7/ NENENUY NSNS IR TS TS] o] R o %] R o] R
QAN NS M ANNOININ] TNl TN RN SS] AN
Q I/ NN N DN AN IR RN [N o AN R NN
O LN NN RINININISL o[ S[OE 0] [of NP R[N nf o] o] N[ R
@ GINNM MR BN N 0 SIR] [] D] o 0 B ] n] 0
O 2| N ovqm| W IRIM]YNNIN] To] o] b M NN o] ]+
O 7N MG Y RN O] RINERE ST Tl N NN N RERN
PR RN 0[] n] NE bl EA NS N ME NN RN
A 7N NIND I IR SN e S ] TN NE N Y ol gl ] NN
A CININE TSNS b NP o] f s NN DN o] N | N
A I TS RN NIRRT Tl N W] R ] ol ] )0
AL ENIUNENIN RS REN] P REN] of NN ] N D]~ N
K RREEEREREEEEERREEAEAAREE

0

Wl o> S ddoofofd oo [Mv> Q QY Q

Figs 6~=4 sociometric scattergram showing distribution
ratings by sex~groups and soclo-economic groups for Group

of
VIi.



LR DEERP EER R EEE R AN
o LN N o mlm[ ] N N A T ol N R o RPN TN
N\ m@m,s DR N ES RS Y Nl N Y N R0 RN R
O 27 M N M N WIS ININ NN NN TN
C U wmw N ol NN ] TR R o] TN NN
NSl MR Nl of <] TN W] W N T N o mf N
AN ] NN NN NN TN TN RN
o\&gs.&zszzszs NEEBEEREEERR
O TN of | W AN NN ] NN [ W Y el N
AN NN NN 9] R RN ol NENE wE R N NN
NEZNEENNEENE Nl o N Y NN Y M A
@ AN v N N NN N~ N NEEREREREREERELED
o G Nl N ol NIRENC NN T N ] ] o N R[] ]
AN ZENN NINENE IR NN S ol RE NN S o N ]
O INNMNINNINNINN TR Y N ] o o]
A ZEM NN TN NN N Y N A ) e N
N R RN ER R EEEREEREEERER
A CTNIof TN REN I RENR 0K ] vy ) o] o
R R EEER EEEEE R E R R Y
G /T Iy N NN BN NN ] N vl ] ] ] o] N N
,%xmm@/zzzf/;aqm SR RNEARNERENE
N S s Y d ] S dy o o o ol e

g distribution

&,

ric scattergram showin
rouns and socio~economic groups for Group

- sociomet

by sex-g

of r&?%gégT

VII.



d T2 NN ol N W N w] o ol NN ] NN TR SN v
o 2Zl NN NS RN s o] NERENERININ S <IN T~
o S NIN N NN NP NN N SIN NG TNNN TN~
O I N N NN N NN R NN N TN~
o L NN N ] N S o N NERINNTW TR T ]~
o 7] NIN R S]RE N S NN NN NRERER
AR NN R EEEEEREERE DEERDE
O AN RPN ] o] REN AN TS o] mf o] A ]
Qh,\/Z/Z///////Z Nl N\ NN M N
o NN NN NNNNNNN NN N TN N NN <
TNl S NN NS ol NSl TN Al ] TR o] o] /|
o O NN N NSO SNNININL ENESINE ol ] T S AR R
e o oI N Iy N NININL PO N RN T o ] N
G NRINS N O[N] NN NN o s T NN R
g LN NNNEN T ] N e (N L IS LS N I
d IINNINJN NN RN NSNS (ST RN RN
d NN Rl IR NINN N RSN S T ] W ] e
d 7NN~ 1) NS fu LI NI N rJ Nf NIy ~E NRE M NN N
d NN T el NS N ol SN L TN ] ol Ny
o ZIN <[l NN N[R] N N NIS] W] <] TN N ]y o )
< / NESISINISN NN NI N N[N v ~N <A
S EEEREEREREAEEEEREERRER
o o] ooy afofolal oo dof |ofa)qUala

cio~economic groups for Group

%]

PE 4na 8o

s

by sex~grou

¥ige U== 4 sociometric seattersram showing distribution

of ratings

VIII.



34

»

Total groups were compared on the basis of their group
indicess Thic method was selecled because it af’orded a
meang of comparison which eliminated the error usually caused
by the size of the group. Group indices were obtained by di-
viding the total number of weighted points actually ziven
within the grous by the number of points which were possibles
Possible points were Jderived by using the formula: N{#=1)x2.
¥ was the number of students in the group and two was the

o

highest pogsible weighted scores The figures which were ob=

tnined for the eight groups were placed in Table 1.

TARLE 1

AVALYSIS OF GROUP IMDIOHS WITH DATA FOR
OBPATHNING THY WMDY

Group Kug?gg@iu Actual Votes Pagﬁizée Group Index
I 22 227 924 0e24

I1 22 253 924 27

111 13 170 604 25

IV 15 144 420 «34

v 20 212 760 .28

VI 22 234 924 25

ViI 20 206 760 27

VIII 2l 273 040 0+33




w2
Ch

4 slight variance in iandices among the groups wos ex-
pected since there was o difference in number within the

1 indieasted that the variation of the

44

gréu@- However, Tabl
index wag not directly proportional to the size of the groupe
Group IV, which contained the fewest students, was by far the
highest in acceptance. The cont rol group, Group VIII, was
fourd to be exceeded only by Group IV which had the highest

indexe.

4

Thig {inding wag interpreted ce an indication that more

#,

than one factor was affecting socinl acceptance within the

groups. “xcluding the control grouo and Group IV, the two

ma

ighest groups, the range of group indices was +04. Since
it was explained at the beginning of fhe thesis that the
grouns were of similar constructicn such a finding was ex~
pecteds The cuestion of whether these indices were high or
low could not be answered at this point of the study for no
other studies using the "How I Feel Towards Others leale”
with high school groups have been published.

In an endeavor to snswer the above queastion, the second
step was to look into the slracture of the group and deter-
mine to what extent the ratings were based unon spesific
factors of structure. The firset factor to be considered was
that of sex. Fow importsnt is sex in the socialimation of

these high school students? In order to solve this guestion



the sociograms were examined to determine inter-sex and
intra-sex indices.

Four gub=groups weve considered in ezch of the eight ma~
jor grownss These sub-groups were (1) how the boys voted for
boys, (2) how girle voted for girls, (%) how boys voted for
sirls, and (4) how girls veted for toys. Sub-groun one and
two were intra-gex groups anl three znd four were inter-sex
groupes Zach of the fow sub-grouns were considered as a.
group within itself and indey scores were derived by the method

used Tor the totsl indices. Hesults were pliced in Table 2.

TARLE &

AMALYSIS OF TIE INTRA-SEY AND INTUR-SUX HULATIONSHIPS
OF THE RIGHT CLASSROOE GROUPS

Wm&m

Group |Mumber of |Number of Intra-sgex Inter=-sex
Boysa Girls [Hoy=-Boy|Giri=Giri|Boy-Girl|irl-Toy

I 14 6 (33 0430 0.00 0425
11 11 11 40 17 27 26
1l 11 6 .36 KT 17 +09
v 9 b 29 45 30 .32
v 10 10 34 41 .19 20
VI 13 9 30 59 26 05
VII 10 10 50 .29 02 25
VIII 15 6 0«37 ite 0+24 024
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Table 2 ghowed the control group to be substantially
above the averspge in most sub~groups. Jince the group index

for thie section was nearly as high

ot

a8 the largest score, it

d

appeared that the control group was belter socially adjusted

Asa

in 21l sreas so far considered than the average group of this
studye.

It was readily scen that the intra=-group scores were
much higher than the inter-group scoress Two exceptions were
founds Group II showed that the girle hed less in-group
feeling within their own srowp than they had with the cpoo=
site sex group. Thie group had an equal number of borys and
oirlge Group IV indicated that the boys had less in=group
feeling within their own sex group than they had with the
opposite sex groups There were more boys Lharn girls in
Group IV.

#ide ranges of variance were [ound in each sub=-group.
The least range, .21, was among the boys' ratings within
their sex group; the next in range was the way in which the
girls accepted the boyss The boys ratings for the girls
was third in variance. The girls showed the greatest range,
42+ Where the strongest intra-group scores were found very
low scores in other sub-grouns were also found. For examnle,
the highest boy-boy relationship was seen in Group VII. The

score was ten ooints above the mean. The girl-girl sub-group
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of Group VI was eleven points above the second in rank. The
boy-boy sub=group was second from the lowest. The girl-boy
group was lowest and the boy-girl sub-group was above the
mesns This would tend to indicate that intra-sex played an
important role in the determination of the over-all in-group
feeling.

At this point a guestion was raised as to the importance
of the inter-sex groups: "What is the stétus of Group IV
which has both of the first ranks in the inter-sex groups?"

In order to answer this question additional tabulation
of data was desirable. The best available means found was s
ehi square test. I1 was assumed that no relationship existed
between social accepntance and inter-sex and intra-sex ratings.
Chi squares and the corresponding "P" was worked in accord-
ance with the technigue of G. Wilton Smithl. Aecording to
the probabilities of the chi square theory the null hynothesis
assumed in this instance would be void if the "P" values
range between 05 and +0le. The null hypothesis assumed here
was that social sccevtance was not dependent upon or related
to inter-sex or intra~sex relationships. All chi square
findings and the probabilities of such havoening by chance

alone were compiled in Table 3.

1. Wilton, 4 Student's Guide to Statistics, pp. 86=97.
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TABLE 3

CHI sQUAm OHOLTNG SEX=GROUEP RELATIONS AND CROUP SOCIALIZATION

Group x° P

I 13551 0«01

11 48171 +0H=+02
I1I 264526 01

v 016 90

¥ 150061 «01

VI 75475 -0l

VII 20.412 .01
VIII 1584663 0.01

Table 3 indicated that only one group showed no relation-
ship between sex and social acceptance in the total group,
Group IV. Such findings substantiated the interpretation of
Table 2o 0Of the remaining portion of Table 3 the only "P®
which indicated other than the absolute rejection of the null
hypothesis was that of Group II. fven though the null hypo~
thesis was void in this case, the "?" value approached its
acceptance. Group I wes found to be second in rank on both
sub=grouns of the inter-sex groups of Table 2.

From these data it was concluded that sex grouos and the

strong in=-groun feeling within them olayed an important role
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in determining the relationships within the total group. 4
strong intr&*séx groun feeling decrezsed the value of the
whole, and a strong inter=sex group feeling increased the
value of the whole.

In this study, it has been shown that more than one
factor has intervened to cause dispersion of the total group
socializations The above part of the study showed that the
total group social status was dependent to a great extent
upcon the intra=-sex and inter=sex relationships. The primary
purpose of this study was to determine the effect of socio=-
economic levels upon socialization of the group. The gues=
tion which was raised at lhis v»oint of the study was: "How
was group soclalization affected by the Vickery, Preston, and
Qutsider Groups?"

Data for answering thisg question were cumulsted in the
same manner as was that for nrevious guestions. Indices were
reckoned from the sociograms and tabulated in 2 table. In-
dices were computed on sub-groups composing the inter=-groups
and intra-groups. The intra-grouns were those in which each
group, socio-economic level, voted for itself. The inter=
groups were those in which each socilo=economic groun voted for
every other socio~-economic grouwo. The figures for these data
which showed the inter-grows and intra-group socio-economic

relationships were placed in Table 4.
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TABLE 4

§ TABULATTOW JHO«ING "H7 INTER=GROUP AND INTRA=GROUP IMDICES
POR THE SOCIO=RCONOEIC LUVELS IN BACH OF ™% BICET CLASSHONKS
Ratings Group

1 II |IIT |1V ¥V VI |VII|VIII

Vickery +36 10 |32 |«60 .o
Preston «32 «32 129 | .40 «10] .21
Quisiders 27 43 | +50 F408 | <33 | 435].32] .65
Vickery gave reston |25 20 [ 225 | 233 | +31 | +21{e11l]eus
Vickery gave Outsidersfl] 230 |12 ] 439 [ «3% | +25[e21]0se
Preston gave Vickery (28 | 420 418 | «38 | 430 | 21 {0640
"reston gave Uutsiderspl/ 32 | .28 | 433 | 423 | +16 '24 37
Outsiders gave Vickeryll9 21 [ 012 ] 433 | o27 | 1T {28 |uwun
(utsiders gave I’restonp3? ¢33 [ «20 | 219 | «33 | 425 {438 |50

» -
| A OFS |
Wy o
L 3 »
WAL
EUES S W 5
*
£
o
»

The control groun was comnosed of stulents from the Preg=
ton and Jutsider gsrouns; therefore, it wes nol expected to be
grestly avfected by the socio-economic levelse This belief
was subslantiated by the [igures of Table 4. On the bases of
earlier findings in this study it was easily understood how
the high indices of the inter-groun raised the total accept=-
ance of this groun. The two highest inter-group indices on

the table were found in Grouwp VIII.
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Group IV was highest among the remaining groups with the
exception of the ratings of Ouisiders for themselves and their
ratings for Preston. The high inter-group mtings lead fo an
easy explanation of why this group ranked highest in total ac-
ceptance. This led to the conclusion that Group IV wee not
too affected by the socio=-economic levels. |

Group V was second to Group IV. This group ranked about
second in inter-groun relations and second from bottom in intra=~
group ratings. fixcluding the control group, Group V ranked
second in the total grouv indices. This group was unaffected
by the socio=sconomic factorsge.

Group II which was close to the mean of the total accept-
ance scores wet also close to the mian on nearly all inter=
grouo and intra-group scores in Table 4. Therefore, it did
not appear to be too affeceted by the socio-economic factor.

The remaining groups tended to show rather low inter=~
group rvatings. In some instances even the intra-group rat-
ings were low. These findin's sere interpreted as an indica-
tion that socio-economic factors were entering the socializa-
tion vattern of the whole group.

In order to substantiate these findings chi squares were
computed for eanch of the elirht groups. The null hypothesis
was assumed snd to be abandoned only when "P" values were be-

tween «05 and +0l. These data were placed in Table 5.
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CHI SOUAR® VALUR TARULATED 70 SFOX THE CHANCE PROBARILITI®S
0F S0CIO-RCORONIC FACTORD IV SOCTALIZATION

e e e e T I b et , o

e

Group Xz P

I 13.065 01

11 54603 «50-.10
111 30130 .01

v 8560 «10- .05
y 4274 «90-.10
V1 154756 0L

VII 15.870 01
VII1 024 90

Data from Table 5 indicated that Groups I, III, VI, and
VII were not held to the null hypothesis because their "pv
values were »0l; therefore, these groups were affected by
cocio-economic factors. Conseguently, the remaining grouvus
had "P" values which indicated that the null hypothesis was
not void and that they were not affected by the socio-economic
factors.

At this point, the question of how the total in-group
feeling was asffected by the soclo-vconomic factor was answered

by indicating that its atfects were scen in [ifty percent of
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the cages of thie study. It avpesred to be a factor of im-
portance but not of so muéh importance ss was supposed at
the beginning of the study.

The final gquestion of this study was: "How is gfoup ag-
ceptance affected by the fact that these groups were composed
of students from four different academic classifications?"
The data at this point of the study were incomplete. The
available dats showed that many of the sub-groups of classi-
fieationg were co small that it was not considered wise sta-

*

tistically to evaluate them with the index scores as was
done on pravious data. However, raw score valuses were 1&?%%
enough that chi sguare was deemed apnlicable in all cases.”
Again, the null hypothesis was assumed. In cases where the
"P" values were botwreen »05 and .01 the hypothesis was con-
sidered void. That is to say, that socialization was consid~
ered dependent upon academic classifications in such casese
In grouns where the null hyoothesis was not considered void,
academic classifications were not believed to affect socliali-
‘zation.

Since Group VIII was comnosed of all eighth grade stu-
dents, it was not included in this part of the study. Data

on Group VII were not compiete so it was also omitted from

1bid, ps 87
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this consideration. 4l1 data were computed on academic
classification and socislization and compiled in Table 6.
TABLE b

ACADENIC CLASSIFICATIONS AND SCCIALIZATION

i B R
Group X© P

I 2064910 0.01

11 50374 01

111 30+130 01

v 27+412 01

v 128,309 01

VI 264161 0.01

ALl "P" values were found to be 0.0l« Therefore, it
wag concluded that the total group socialization in each of

the =ix grouvs was affected by academic classifications.



CHAPTER ¥
COMCLUSIONS AND RECCOUMENDATIONS

Conclusions

This study presented an investigation and analysis of
three fuctors of socialization within the Hillerest High
School in Dallas, Texas during the Fall of 1948. Socio-
economic levels, sex, and academic classifications were ex-
amined in order to determine their relative importance in
socialization as measured by the "How I Feel Towards Others
Seale'.

From this study it was concluded that many factors
affected total group socialization within the grouns studied.
Intra=sex and inter-sex socialization played an important role
in the determination of the over-all in-group feeling. 4
strong intra-sex group relationship decreased the value of
the in-group feeling of the whole group and & strong inter-
sex group feeling increased the socialization pattern of the
whole group. TFifty per cent of the total group scores were
decreased to some extent by socio-economic levels. Therefore,
socio~economic levels were important in the nattern of so-

cialization, but not so important as was suspected at the
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beginning of the study. A mixing of academic classifications
in the various classrooms caused a decrease in group sociali-
zation in each of the six groups measured Tor this trait.
Therefore, such a mixing of academic claseifications was
deemed undesirable.

The control group was high in group acceptance and was
found relatively unaffected in all instances. There was only
one academic classification and only two socio-economic
levelss A strong inter-sex relationship was found. Such
findings were interpreted as a substantiation of the above
conclusionse

The conclusion drawn {rom the entire study was that the
total sroup socialization was affected by the socio~economic
levels, by academic classifications and by inter=-sex and

intra~sex relationshing.

fecommendationg
several recommendations are made as a result of the fore~
going studys In future research of this nature, wriables
should be limited so that as few 28 possible are considered
at one time. This should be done by seleeting groups for
study which possess only one or two of these variables.
fducators should try to establish stronger inter=group

relationships for the benefit of the total group socialization.



o

W

Since this study shows thal mixing students of the
various clagegifications lessened the total group socialinza~
tion, it is recommended that not more thain one scademic
clagsification be placed in a sinrle classroom.

Before broad generalizations are made, i is recommended
that more studies of this nature be made in meny different

localitiess
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