nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Loyola University Chicago

Loyola eCommons
Master's Theses Theses and Dissertations
1952

A Comparison of Frustration Patterns as Revealed by Picture-
Frustration Study Scores of Orphans and Non-Orphans

Aurelius Anthony Abbatiello
Loyola University Chicago

Follow this and additional works at: https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses

6‘ Part of the Psychology Commons

Recommended Citation

Abbatiello, Aurelius Anthony, "A Comparison of Frustration Patterns as Revealed by Picture-Frustration
Study Scores of Orphans and Non-Orphans" (1952). Master's Theses. 892.
https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses/892

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Theses and Dissertations at Loyola eCommons. It
has been accepted for inclusion in Master's Theses by an authorized administrator of Loyola eCommons. For more
information, please contact ecommons@luc.edu.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-Noncommercial-No Derivative Works 3.0 License.
Copyright © 1952 Aurelius Anthony Abbatiello


https://ecommons.luc.edu/
https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses
https://ecommons.luc.edu/td
https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses?utm_source=ecommons.luc.edu%2Fluc_theses%2F892&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/404?utm_source=ecommons.luc.edu%2Fluc_theses%2F892&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://ecommons.luc.edu/luc_theses/892?utm_source=ecommons.luc.edu%2Fluc_theses%2F892&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:ecommons@luc.edu
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/

A COMPARISON OF FRUSTRATION PATTERNS AU REVEALED
BY PICTURE-FRUSTHATION STUDY SCORED
OF ORPHANZ ABD NOKR«ORPHANS

by
Aurelius Anthony Abb&tiello

4 Thesis Submitted to the Faculty of the Graduste School
of Loyclsa University in rartial Fulfillment of
the Regquirements for the legree of

Haeter of Arts

February

1962




LIFE

Aurelius Anthony Abtatiello was born in Chicago, Illiw
lpois, February 15, 1924,

_ He was gradusted from St. Ignatius High Senool, Chicago,
Illinois, June, 194Z, and from Loyola University, Februsry, 1948,
with the degree of ﬁaehelqr of rhilosophy.

The author began his graduate studies at Loyola Univer-

gity in February, 1948.

114




11,

T11.
V.

Ve

Vi.

%II.

LIST CP TABLES

SIGNIFICARCE OF CALCULATZD DIFFERLNCES IN P-F STUDY
SCURING CATEGURIES BY riRCENTAGE FOR GROUEL & AND

h . » * » > » -~ L 4 » L] - L ] * . - LJ - - - * L 4 - L . L

SIGNIFICANCE OF CiLCULATED DIFFERENCES IR Ped STUDY
®ACTORS BY FREGUENCY FOR GROUEPS A AND B o ¢ o s o o

¥y

SIGKIFICARCE OF CALCULATED DIFFENENCES IN P«F STUDY
SUPEREGO FACTORE AND rATTERNS BY PERCE:TAGE FOR
GRO‘{IPS A- ARB B L] * [ * * » L] » L] L4 - ] . L] L4 - L]

STANDARD SCURES ¥FUR rERCERTAGES OF CATEGORIES CONe
CERNED WITH DIRECTION OF AGGRESSION AND TYFES OF

REAC TI DH » ] L L] L I 4 L 4 L] L ] L] » (] - . [ » » L * * *

STANDARD SCORES FUR FREQUENCIES OF FACTURS E, I AND

K!O’.QOCO ¥ & & ¥ & # H B & & $ & »2 e » @

STANDARD SCORES FOR FRECUENCIES OF REMAINING FACTURS,

E',Ii,ﬁ’,ﬁ’iaﬁ]}mo»;oot-oaa.o«o

STANDARD SCOURES FOR PERCERTAGES OF GROUP CONFORMITY

R&TIHGS‘.O.'GQOQtul.oonnnqdno

Page

61

62

64

78

79

80

8l




LIST OF FIGURES
Figure Page
1., STAKDARD SCOREC FOR EXATRAYUNITIVEHREES AS CONCERNED 38

#ITH DIRECTION OF AGGRESHUIOK FOR GROUPS A ARD B .

2, CTAKDARD SCORES FOR INTROFUNITIVENESS AS CONCERBED
#ITH DIRECTION OF AGGRESSION FOR GROUPS A AND B o 39

3. CTANDARD SCORES FUR IMPUNITIVEKRESS AS CONCERNED WITH
DIRECTION OF AGGRESLION FOR GROUXS A AED B o+ o & 41

4, OSTAEDARD SCORES FUR OBSTACLE-DOMINANCE AS CONCERNED
WITE TYPE OF REACTION FOR GROUYS A ABD B v « o o 42

5, STANDARD SCORES FOR EGO~DEFENSE AS CONCERNED WITH
TYFE OF REACTION FOR GROUPS A AND B o o 2 o o o 44

6, OTANDARD SCORES FUR NEED-PERSISTENCE AS CONCERBED
WITH TYPE OF REACTIOK FOR GROUPS A AND B o+ o« « o 40

7. GTANDARD SCUREZ FCR FREGUENCIES OF EXTRAPUNITIVE :
EGO~DEFENSE FACTOR FOR GROUZS A ABD B o 4 « o o & 46

8. CTANDARD SCORES FOR FRE UBKCIZS OF INTROPUKITIVE
ZGO0-DEFENSE FACTOR FOR GROUPS A AHD B o o 4 o & 48

9. STAKDARD SCORES FOR FRE UEXNCIES OF IMPUNITIVE GO
VEFENESE FACIOR FOR GROUES A ARXD B o v o o o o o o 50

10, COTANDARD SCOREC FOR FRE.UENCIES OF EXTRAPUNITIVE
CBETACLE-DOQMIRANCE FACTOR FOR GREOUPS A AND B . o 51

11, GSTANDARD SCORES FOR FRE UENCIES OF INTROPURITIVE
UBSTACLE-DOMINANCE FACTOR FOR GROUEZES A4 AED B, . 5d

12, OSTANDARD SCORES FOR FRE.UEKCIES OF IMYUNITIVE OBe
STACLE~-DOMINANCE FACTOR FOR GROUFS A AED B 4 o 54

13, OTANDARD SCORES FUR FREQUENCIES OF EXTRAPUNITIVE

vi




14.

10,

wii
Bruibws SROTETENGE FACTUR TUR GRUUFD 4 ARD B o s o

STANDARD CCUREE #OR FRESUBNCIZS UF INTROSUNITIVE
NiilelBREISTENCE FACTOR FOR GRUUFE A ABL B o o

TARDARD ELJK;*V:: PR FEMMUL%\J & OF I%{USI?IV”‘
NEEDw s BREISTERCE PACTOR FOR GROGUEN A AND B o o o

SPANDARD BCORZE OF GROUD COUFORMITY RATIHGS ¥FU

GroUrs & AND B T I

o7

68

60




- . ‘

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTIOR

Purpose of Thesis

The purpose of this thesis is to determine the differ=
ences in the frustration patterns of a grouy of orphan children aq
contrasted with a group of none-orphan children. It seems evident
that such & difference exists from casual observation., This dif-
ference will exist largely as a funetion of environmental condi-
tioning. The e¢hild from a normal home environment interpyrets
life's situations in accord with his home experisnces, Similarly,
the onild from the orphanage will also interpyret these same situad
tions in the light of his experience, scguired under the influ-
ence of supervisory figures in the orphanage.

The home environment prevalent in amuany institutions to-
[day lgcks the ingroup relationshiys fustered by a home.‘ The or=-
vhan ckild is not offered a great deal of the individual attention
heaped ceasually day by day upon the non-orphsn. L. Cameron stateg
flatly, "In such surroundings (the institution) the mental life of]
the child may languish., His physieal wants are cared for, but

there the matter ends. In a rigid routine he is washed and fed,

1




. B
bat he may not bte talked tv or played with or stimulatled in any

way. [is day 18 spent possibly lying io hie col, unnoticed and

uﬁnoticing."l

Indiocative ol the elose intangible Londs developed in
the ingrouy relationsniy is ithe meeting of minds betwesn parent
ené ehild. The attitudes encoursged by thisc relstionsniy and for
the mo8t part unoconscious to the child, are reflected and capable
of detection in the unrestrainsed overt behavior of the ohild.
1t seeas logleal to assume, then, that there will sxist

pattern recponses ranging from typlicel to atyplcal frustretion

tration exhitited to soclsally frustrating situations will be evi-
dernced in the child's behavior, Further, it is snticijated that
on being teasted wilh a projective measure the child will demon~
strate uite satisfactorily an aggressive or resistive pattern of
behavior.

s gycho-somatio Factors

Crarecteristic of a young child's success in ine out-
proup situstions is the emphssis lsald on physiosl factorss The
ochild's environment demsnds thet he bte like his pluymates. The
frustration threshold in guch & situatlion mey be percetitbly

lowered by a number of deterainants, @.g., welght and Leight or

1 H, G, Cemeron, Ine Servous Ghild, London, 1524, 126.

pattern for these two types of ohildren. Varying asmounts of fruss
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thsioal stature, and bodily condition.

psyohoophysieal entity are of extreme importance to the child,

Belght, weight and bodily condition as attributes of the

L8 unimyortant a8 theme physicael sttritutes may seem ln the logi-
el scheme, the ohild tends to exaggerate these sitributes with
pe result that he becomes excessively eritical of any deviation,
The realization of & digression within himself may develop feel~

ings of inadeguacy in being unable to execute fully the demands

lhede on him.

Comparative psychology &s presented by H. ¥Werner demon-

jstrates in the greatest detail the rigidity of the mentsl outlook

bf & ohild.2 Any deviation from the sccepted pattern will cause

k chenge in the child's outlook. HNoneconformity may ceause the in-

grouy relationship among children to fail. PFrustration, the re-

ultant of a econflieting choice, in such eituations is an slmost
Enevitable result of nonconformity.

Turning to the more intangible aspect of the psycho-

thysical entity, we find that there are seversl symptomatic pat-
erng relevant to a dlagnosis of frustration. iggressiveness in
phildren becomes evident at s very tender age but the con&itionimg

tnfluence of the surrounding environment submerges this sympto-

atiec mode of behavior until only the socially accepted avenues

&
Heinz Werner, Com arative rgyochology of Mental Devel-
Egment, trans, by £, Garside, Hew York, §§&5.
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br outlet are in evidence. 4n attempt is here made to quantify
tris phenomenon by means of & structured projective measure.
Regression is often & disconcerting complaint of parents

knose ehild has disylayed neurotic symptoms of insecurity. The

rustrated ehild displaying this symptomstic behavior refuses to
rogress to future goals. Past successes are 80 satisfying and
jeasureable in the light of the present that immediate happiness
g achieved by reliving these sxperiences.
Fixation, another negative symptom of underlying frus-
tration, is typlcal of the perplexed mind, The pressures of cone
flieting ehoices beecome so involved laokins the proper weichting
trhat indecision pyredominates the aoctions of the overt benavior
pattern. Lr., L. Hdaier distingulshes two forms of fixation on a
qualitative basis.s une form of fixation is yroduced under fruse
ration, the other, under motivated lsarning.
Esyahousoaial Faotors
By far the most potent of all personalily molding foroes,
it 18 generally agreed, is the primary socisl experience with the
family, particularly the moither, If & parent meinteins toward the
rild a oconsistent attitude of indifference sné hostility, the
hild's personality will.be correspondingly affected thereby. Eis
Eutlaok on life, his attitude toward people, his entire psychical

9 Normen R. F. Haeier, Frustration, The Study of Behavior

#ithout a Coal, New York, 1949, 157.
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"eloymenﬁ is tenpered by this y&reﬁtal atiitude. nife under &
egime of indifference develops a psyenloal patlern of guite &
jererent tyye than under one of complete overprotection.
By the sane token two slllinge in the ssme enviponmental

jtuation who have besn expused to diffsrences in sttitude muy
tanifamt profound personality variations solely on lois Lasis.
1o social situations aggression is menifested in variocus waye,
4.6+, DAVINE opne's way, dominsting situstions, developing temper
entrums and msnipulating the surrcundings Lo centrelize the self.
b 1sck of sggression is characterized by & negetion of these wmanle
goatatians. It has been found cledws U, He Levy thel *the appgrese
ive ciild shows "domination™, the submicsive child, timidiﬁﬁ and
titbdrawal‘¢4
The ine- outgrouwpy situstion within the institution does

ot duplicate that found in the family. Lere the child cornsiders
Eimself common to the entire groupy with shich he 1z houged. [re-
Jadices and discriminstion which result meturally from ithe fanily
lare 1itile in evidence here. The fact thet the institutional
jgrouy La comparstively free of bise hes been subsiantiated by
first Land informente who heve been expossd to this contitioning
in the City of (kildéhkood, hovsehart, Illinuis.

Children at the sge of five or eix years have not been

4 b, o, bevy, saternal Uverprotection, New York, 19%4:,

197,
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influenced to any great extent by direct formal education, The
jearned attituces that naturally color responses to & stimulus
gre typical of those fostered by the home. A reflection of the
parents' attitudes superimposed on the ehild's personality matrix
forms & good portion of the child's mental outlock. Kesistance
to frustration is determined by the amount of adequate ad justment
existing between the individual and the eunvironzent., Inadeguate

ledjustment or nonconformance to personal stenderds will result in

a lowered threshold for frustration. This lowering of the threse
Lold permeates all the avenues open 1o soclal interasction, sllow-
ing the malad justment, if such results, to be expressed through
lsll phases of adjustment,

Moral standards taught to & e¢hiléd, although presented
las &2 guide to soelully amcceptable conduct, have little or no mesne
ing unless immediately applicable to the situation at hand. Those
|standards of eonduet which have not been presented and yelt appesr
besome acceptoble &s products of trisl and error learning, €.g.,
%aarsay and unhampered observable practices. Such & set of heter-
locenous standerds is accepted by the younger set in the institu-
tion and applied to their activities.

In todsy's home guite the reverse is true. fThe child
belonging to a small family is.encouraged to develop bonds clusely
uniting the parents' activities wit: those of the enild. These

bonds are econtrolled by society's moral stendards, adapted for

home use by the parent for the good of the parent, Relationships
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between ohildren are alsc governed by these standards. 7The resuly
of overt behavior in this 1light will be interpyreted as acceptable
or nonacceptable in conformance with adult norms.

Lce and Environmental Factor

Freschool children are faithful products of the milieu,
Within the age bracket the ingroup form of relationship completely
pecupies the mental energles of the child for he is not yet capa-
ble of caring for all his needs, ﬁd&yted habit patterns are only
now becoming coordinated; coordination, wherewith he may be alble
to fulfill his needs. However, the experientisl background is
lsufficient to emotionally eolor such scquired habit_patterna
negatively or positively. Those frustrating situations presented
in the f«F Study of Lrs S. Rosenzwelg have been devised to sub-
tract the essential of resolution from ego«blocking or superego-
blocking situations,
"Among features of the externsl environment that are
likely to have a very important influence on 8 child's personality
?avelopment," observes Dr, Jersild, "are the attitudes and yrac-
Jtices of his sldarsg“é The physical surroundings, the socio-
jeconomice factor as well as the outgroup relationship from within
the home may not mold the ohild's outlook as the mental attitudes

lf & parent will., The mimetic expressions of & child reflect in

® a. T. Jersild, (hild Fsychology, New York, 1947, 585,
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word ard deed the devsloymentsal characteristies of the parent.
Inherited inclinations to the performance of specific actions sre
polstered by the nurture of mimiery. 4nother sibling may also
cerve a8 & templete in providing reactions which may be adopted in
wrole or part, asdequate to the resolution of a new protlem., "Ade
vancing to later ehildhood, deliberate copying becomes e more and
lmore important factor in the growing personality, especially, for
example, in the adoption of prejudices, beliefs end attitudes of
fone 's elders,"®
Frustration tolersnce, then, in a ehild is tempered by
the physical and mental milieu. The amount of said tolerance
xistent at the time of messure 1s & function of the assimiletion
fof physical and mental patterns suspended in the milieu. The
keasurecble amount of acceptance in terms of frustration tolerancel
is refleeted in the soore achieved on completion of the r=F Study.
Testing for frustration tolerance at this age removes
the inherent difficulty impcsed by the educative fuctor. The
khange made by education would certainly influence the obtained
results tc & considerable degree. The absence of school influence
pt this time enables one Lo gein gresater insight into the frus-
tration tolerence fostered by the ingroup environs. Formal edu-

[cation gives working definitions of common concepts to the child.

—

& G. W, Allport, rersonality, & isyehclogpicel Intere
gretatian, New York, 1937, 107,
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Beyond this point of presentation the child must make his concept
conform to the genersal econcept of the outgroup'and Justify in-
lgrouy image goncepts with those of society.

The purpose of this thesis, then, is to determine whethd
er or not there are any significant personality differences be-~
tween an orphan group of children and a non-orphan group of child-
ren as this is reflected in the type and emount of frustration ana

sggregsion shown by the Rosenzweig ricture-Frustration Study.




CHAFTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

There are very few contemporary works of the past dee

cade devoted wholly to an investigation similar in scope to the
present one. Only recently has any attention been directed to
frustration in the presehool ehild, The most noteworthy attempt
to eveluate typical modes of res.once to common frustrating social
gituations in children has been the Pleture~Frustration _tudy of
Dr. s Rosenzwelg., The study of frustration pstterns by him and
%18 associates has resulted in the production of & siructured
pro jective measure for measuring "responses to frustration”.
Relative to ce¢hildren and frustration phenomens in gen-
eral, the following studies are representative,

|Theoretical Treatises in Fsyehological Literature

The theoretical ramifications in the ogperation of the
1

frastration phenomenon are best deseribed by Dr. o. Rosenzweig.

Fis yrojective tesi technique for frustration consists of cartoond

1 g, Rosenzwelg, "The Picturs-Association Hethod and
Its Appliecation in a Study of HReactions to rustration”, Journsl
of Personality, 14, 1940, 3-23.

10




Al
1ike pictures, each depioting & frustirating situstion, each divisd
ijble into ego=-blocking end superego-blocking situations, Both
assoclative and projective set responses are to be elicited on
presentation of this test. DUcoring is aecomplished by categoriz-
ing responses into extra-, intro- and impunitive, obstacle~domi-
nant, ego-defensive and/or need-persistent behavicr. Symbol
scores are complled and analysis thereof is achieved on & record
[blenk,
In justification of his premise on frustration, Rosenzwelg
lelaims that his theory is a natural outgrowth of work in experi-
mental ysyahaanalyaig.a The various types of stress involving the
elf and the kinds of reaction ocategories postulated as well as
Ehe concept of the frustration phenomenon stems from this work.

A ehildren's form of the Y«F Study by &, Rosenzweig has
pada it possible to attempt the same projective technique with
shildren.3 The scoring of the test as well as the interpretative
poncepts are comparable for each form of the test. liorms by age
fevel for the various scoring categories amd factors and for the

froup Conformity Ratings revesl a decreasing extrspunitiveness

' & S+ Rosenzwelg, "An Outline of Frustration Theory" in
+ 4eV., Hunt's Personality and the Behavior Disorders, New York,
944, 579-588.

i ° g, Rosenzweig, E. E. Fleming and L. Rusengweig, "The

bhildren's Form of the Rosenzwelg Fieture~Frustration Study",

Egurnal of Psychology, <rovincetown, Massachusetts, £6, 1948, 141~
1.
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and an inereesing intropunitiveness and impunitiveness that mey bef

expected with maturation, as contrasted with clinical apylication%

In discuesing the determination of the presence of frus-

tration,4 diller quotes thie statement from his book "Frustration
land Aggression”, "the ccourrence of aggression always presupposes
the existence of frustration, and contrariwise, frustration al-
says leads to some form of aggresaion.“5 By so doing, it is his
#xpreaaed presumption that ithe determinstion of the presence of
suck & stimulus, when overt behavior is prevented, c¢an be made by
bserving indirect or less overi actis.

Levy contends that many frustrations do not evoke ag=-

ressive responses in the sense of discharging hostility against

2 social obgaat‘s

Examples from animal behavior show that a dis-
inction must be made between physioclogic and soecial types of
frustration. 4 review of the behavior pstterns of one hundred
%xperimente on children from two to thirteen years of &ge showed
that the sggressive set is & continuous scveial process, an inte-
Erateﬁ unit of behavior involving the psycho-somatic orgenism,

ith various external influences bvrought to bear upon this act in

| 4 Ne Bs ¥iller, "I, The Prustration-iggression Hypothe=
jsie™, Psychologieal Review, 48, 1941, 337-54%.

b Ke B, Miller, R, Gsears, U, iowner, L. Doob snd J.
Dollard, Frustration and Aggression, New Haven, Connecticut, 193%9.

6 p. M Levy, "V. The Hostile Aet", Psychological Re-
tﬁew 48, 1941, 358«361.




every phase of adjustment.,

Pxperimental Studies in Isychological Literature

A searocqh for possible relationsnips between factors of
bze, sex, gross envirommentsl differences on one hanﬁ,:and the
frequency,and type of aggressive behavior on the other was ate

kem@ted‘by ¥uste in ecollaboration with Sh&rpe.? Aggressive re-

Eponaes to experimental situations were studied. Results show

nat the number of aggressive responses inereased with age among

reschool age children from two distinet environments. The over-
11 freguensy of aggressive responses were greater smong btoys than
mong girls.

Fite, controlling the socielizing influence of the nure
pery school environs, studied the attitude of children toward
physically aggressive beh&vior.8 Fach child was observed a total
bf twelve or fifteen hours. In the situation verbalization of the

prildren'’s attitudes was said to bs "a direet representation of

t&rent attitudes. There appeared t¢ be no consistent relatione

hip between what the ohildren had 1o ssy about 'rights' and

'wrongs' of agsressive behavior and the degree of aggression

" M, J. Wuste and D. F, Sharye, "Some Influential Face
fors in the Determination of Aggressive Behavior in rreschool

Children™, Child Development, 18, 1947, 11l-28.

8 Me De Fite, "Aggressive behavior in Young Children
nd Children's Attitudes Toward Aggression", Genetic Isychologieal
donograph, 22, 1940, 151-319,




i4
ghown by them.,"¥ Attitudes were also influenced bty experience
with other children, by the ehild's own personality ané by tech-
nigues used by teachers in handling sggression.

In develoying a distinetive apprvech tov the sscertaining
of ingroup relationshipys Cears, in eollaboration with rintler and
sears' wife ettempted to determine the effect of doll play on
erildren and the reflection of social taboos projected therain.lo
Two twenty minuate projective Qull play sessions were completed
witnh one hundred and twenty-six ehildren, It was found that voys
from father-altsent homes portreyed much less aggression than boys
from fatherwpresent homes. The difference for girls wes not re-
liatle, and in the opposite direction. The bouys exhitited more
lageression toward fathers than towerd mothers, and more toward thel
former when at home then when awsy. More selfe-eggression by the
[boys was observed among the father-present group thun smony the
fatrer-abzent group.

Appel provides dats relative to the motivation of nure

Eary sehool ehildren's behavior and tire treatment of aggressive

ituations by adults.+* Lesire for the possession of proyerty is

9 Ibid.

] 10 g, vears, ¥, Pintler and . Sesrs, "The iffect of
Father Separation on rFreschcol Children's Doll Play Aggression™,
Child Vevelopment, 17, 1946, Z19-243.

Il m, H, Appel, "Aggressive behavior of Xursery Sechool
rildren and adult rrocedures in Bealin§ with CSueh Dehavior®,
ournal of Zxperimental Education, 11, 1942, 180199,
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e freguent cowrse of aggression for two yesr olds than for

'a mOI‘
four year 0lds, and more ususl in the underyrivileged groupys.

pifficultiaa due to Crossepurposes ayppeared more often in the
rivileged schools. The aggressive tendencies of a given child
Kepen& "not only on age, intelligence and svcio-economic status,

but lso on his individual Life,"18
Keking every effort to create frustration b, presenting

onflict situstions undisturbed by discoriminative difficulties,
sarker devised an experimentsl situation concerned chiefly with
ime lapse and vicarious trial and error (VIE) behavior that occ-
purs during the resolution of confliet in test aituationa.15
ﬁineteen boys, age nine to eleven, were presented with seguences

pf forty-two pairings of seven liguids, in both "real” and "hyuoe

hetical” situations. Compiled results indicate an inverse rela=-
ionshiy between the time required to resolve the conflict and the
distance" between slternatives, and between the amount of VTE bee
havior and the "distance" between alternatives in the preference
Beries.,

A measure of the strength of frustration by establishing

Ehe proportion of time spent in barrier and escape behavior wes

12 1934,

1% g, Barker, "An Experimental Study of the Resolution
Pf Confliet by Children" in §. McNemar's and M. 4, Merrill's
btudises in Persovnality, New York, 1942, 13-34.




36
attempted by Barker, Lembo and Lewin.l4 Children, age two to
five, were observed while playing wiih toys in e free play situa-
tion and in a frustrating situation. A seven polint constructive-.
lness~of=play scale was Geveloped., Constructiveness scores in the

rree play situation correlated Q.73 with the MA and 04,79 with the

A; WwWith the omission of four subjects the correlations became
.81 and (,8l, Constructiveness scores decreaved from the free
#1ay to the frustrating situation on the average, equivalent to
17.5 monthse WA, Children showing strong frustretion patterns
prowed a gresater reduction in constructiveness-of-play., Hegres-
sion was linked to‘ﬁiffarsﬂtiatlon and disorganization, due to

motional tension or due to the person being in en overlepping

ituation, decorease in security, and a decrease in the extent of
Eime perspeciive,
Fboeial Literature
Justifying the cultural dynemices evident in projection,

Frank conceives of the psycho-oultural approasch to the individusal

ersonality as a dynamic process whereby the subject creates,
neintaing and defends his private world.lﬁ The sub jecete private

orld arises from his taking over and utilizing all the patterns

14 R, Barker, 7. Dembo and X, Lewin, "Frustration and
Regression: An Experiment with Young Children', University of Iowa
Ftudent Child Welfare, 18, 1, 1%41, xv, 314,

15 L, Frank, Krojective Methods, Springfield, Illinois,

1948, 37,
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of cur cultural tradition, but doing so in his own peculiar idlio-

matic way, with the feelinge thatl his experiences in childhood
hove esteblished &s kis susceptibilities and hisg lamunities gnd
persistent affective reaction pattern.

It is characteristic of projeetive methods to provoke
guch emotional resctions as feelings of anxiety, gulli or hostile
ity These methods reveal characteristic patterns such as sube
Inissiveness, dominance, eonstriction, genercsity, fres flowing
Pffsctivity and deseribe dimensions of the personaliiy process
for which limitations can be given,

Llexander elaborating on the likelihood of eliminating
frustration feels that theoreticslly it is conceivable to elimi-
Eate frustrations from life by control of the subjective needs
and drives of man.'® The spoilled child exemplifies such & one
hose pattern of needs and drives has teen controlled. | owever,
polling & ehild in early life finds him unsuited and unyrepared
Eo cope with unavoidable confronting frustrations in the strucgle
pf life. Lveryeha, even the spolled ohild, must be exposed inter-

mittently to frustrations which prompt the individasl to undertaks

(/‘

bro ping efforts at their elimination,
Jdo Le Despert finds that children suffering from schizoe

fhrenia incited by frustration have a betfer chance for recovery,

16 w, Alexander, "A World Without csychie Frustration®
Americen Journal of Sociology, 49, March, 1944, 460, 1
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wpile ailded by the attending physiclan in the home environs.,

18

-

17

plthough the prospeet of complete reocovery remains doubtful, re-
gults of this sort of treatment which allows the child to live st
nome With his family have been encouraging.

br, Heymert, director of the koosehart Laboratory for
cnild Kesearch, seeks to establish stendards for the diagnosis of

18 4s propounded by him indicative signs

\ 'kne syndrome frustration,
stablished as sound eriteris are crying, making excuses, becoming
ry, showling nervous twitching, fidget;ng and 1ntent10n&i s8low=
nown. Test results obtained by his stafr‘faveal thet the brighter
Fhe ehild, the higher his frustration tolerance. DJocial climbers,
bn the other hand, have a low frustration tolerance.
Failure or frustration whieh are synonymous terms to
(raines does not in all cases develop neurotic manifast&tiona.lg
dissatisfied individual becsause of the impracticality of the
pehievement of a certain goal lesarns to,rgdirect his energy into
pome individually or soeially constructive channsls,

Going on to deseribe the resulis of frustration, he

ptates, "Practically all experiences of failure or frustration,

17
8, 1946, 356,

18 rpemper Test Needed", What's on Your Mind, Seience
pigest, 25, May, 1949, 39-40.

"Remove Frustration”, Science, lewsletter, 49, June

19 Se He Kraines, "Can They Take It?", Parent's Maga-
rine, 15, Ootober, 1940, 1b.
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ﬁf 1eft unsolved and if not hendled in a proper mentsl hyglenic

gsphion, result in tension. Tension is not only physical but
sychological as well, and will tend to express 1tself in many
jearious or roundebout ways, We know many children and adults
no constently fidget, move sbout, bite their finger nuils, and
moke ihnumerable gigaretties, 411 these are signs of tagﬁicn,
n other words, signs of frustration, <l

¥sychiatrists have postulated & variety of aggressive

atterns common to ehildren between the ages of eighteen months

nd four or five years of aga.al But, if a child continues to
isplay hostility through the years, the time has arrived to note
lits intensity ané determine the possible cause., This form of
lestruoctiveness in sarly ochildhood, which may stem from a luck of
Becurity or tension in the ingroup relationships, may be perpei-
nated and becoms a fixed mode of behavior.

Lowrey, in cummenting on over-timidity, Bays, "The over=
Rired, over-meek c¢hild is even more vulnerable than the over-sg-
%resgive enild" to frustrating problamﬁfﬁ "iggressiveness can be
channeled towards constructive ends. but, if the over-timid child

losea toueh with reaslity too much, he may never be able to accept

20 1pia., 42,

21 L, Lader, "Warning to rerente”, This Vieek Hagazine,
krril 29, 1950, b.

22 1pi4.
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lstimulation and become scclially adjusted.”

Summary

The Rosenzweig ricture-Frustration tudy as a psycholow
ﬁical tool has been devised to messure the fruatratien yhenomenon,

nis test is of & projective nature calculated to perceive

tresses in the intaraotion of the self and the environment. The
tbility of such a technique to perceive stresses in both overt
bnd covert behavior has besen the controversial point upon which
the quantification of this phenomenon lies.

Heactions of subjeets to controlled frustrating situa-
tions seem to be & function of environmental conditioning for
leither sex, As illustrated by these reactions heredity seems

to play & minor role in the frustration phenomenon. The strength
of the conflict involved determines the amount of adjustive be-
fhavior to be displayed by a normal individual, However, regres-
Picn mey be the result of insurmountatle conflicting alternutives.
The existent cultural milieu surrounding any individusal
fosters the generation of frustration. The life cycle of the
individual with its concomitant demands and strives occasions

the conception of frusiration. It is only conceivable of elim~
inating frustration within certain limitations. Frustration
tolerance of vaerying amounts is & factor of heredity by virtue

Pf the fertility of & more diligent intelleoct. ublimation is

lone avenue open to the aversion of the deleterious effects of

frustration., In the form of aggression the child more liberally




1
ndowed 18 less susceptible to the neurotic effects of frustra-

jon than is the over-meek child.




CHAYTER IIX
MATERIALE AND METHODS USED IN THE PRISERT STUDY

sample Groups Studied

At the outset of this work it was stipgulated that an
affort would be made tu select two groups of children reyresenta-
tive of the populations of orphans and non-orphans at specified
lagess The variables of religious background, sccial adjustment,
lge and physical development as well as observed mental capacliy
to & lesser degree were controlled as carefully as poussilble.
IPwenty ehildren ecomprise the noneorphan group, twenty-four child-
fren, the orphan group.

The obvious limitetions of such a small sampling has
?ot proven to be as disconcerting as it might appear to be at
first glance. The sampling reyresents a controlled selection of
lbubjectss Subjects of the non~orphan groupy have been chosen from
petropolitan elementary schools, John Ryerson, lezin Orr, and

Dur Lady of the Angels. The economie, social and religious back-
pround of these children encumpass as varlied a combination as is
[bossible to obtain in a metropolitan area. The criteris deter-
aining the seleotion of sub jects for the non-orphan grouy are s

ollows:
F 2E
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(1) The ohild must be living with Loth parents and have
14ved therewiih since the age ol two years;

(2) The enild must come from a family of one or more
giblings;

(3) The ohild must not deviate mentally from the pat-
tern of a normal ohild.

Subjects of the orphan group have been chosen from
metropolitan orphanages, Lt. Joseph's Home for the Friendless,
and Uhlieh Orphanage. The economie, social and religious baock-
ground of these ehildren is that fostered by a home maintained by
g religious faith, i.e., Roman Catholic and Lutheran Protestant.
The criteria determining the selection of subjeets for the orphan
group are as follows:

(1) The ohild must have been en orphan since the ags
of two yesars;

{(2) The child must have entered the howe &t or before
the age of two yesars;

(%) The ohild must not deviate mentally from the pate
tern'of & normal child. |

The adequacy of this controlled samplivng is substan-

tinted by agreement of results obtained by the author with those

obtained by Dbr. 2. Raaenzweig.l The standard deviations and

1 g, Rosenzweig, ©. %. Fleming, L. Rosenzweig, "The
Children's Form of the RosenzWeig licture-frustration Study",
Journal of Psyoholo 6 7.
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Fpanﬂ 1isted for the categories, factors and superegu patierns

aumerically approximate rather closely those described herein.

The population of this study numbers forty-four subjects while
that of Dr. Rosenzweig numbers fifty-nine sub jeets representing
g combined group population at two age levels, 4-0 and 6-7.
Rosenzweig r=F Study

It is assumed that responses toc frustration will be
apparent in the pro jected structured responses of & subject. It
18 essumed further that the tons of these responses will be cleard
1y of an emotional type. Rosenzwelg, in his attemyts at plctiure
frustration, elearly finds these projective responses in the oute
lining of normal femily situations typiocal in a child's l1life.
Hosenzweig's test booklet containg printed instructions
required for good repport in its sdministration. In the adminise
tration of this test in the present study the instruetions, read
Floua, were as follows:

We are going to play a game. here are some pletures

of people duing and saying different things. Look at

the piotures oarefully one_at & time. vne uerson is

always shown talking., [I1'1]l] read what that person is
saying. . [Tell me] what you think the boy or zirl would
answer. The answer you give should be the first tning

you Ehink of. Do not make Jokes., Work as fast as you
Qan.

There are two excejtions in these instruetions as compared to

fhose contained on the face of the test listed in the Appendix.

£ Ipid., 142.
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The original instruetions require the subject to "Read whkat that
person is saying." and "Write in the empty spmce what you think
the boy or girl would answer.” rather than the above. The fact
that & preschool c¢hild could be expected neither to read nor writq
intelligibly necessitates these changes.
The test booklet econteins twenty-four cartoon situationg
that & child may duily encounter in his immediate environs.
These eartoons portray situations where there are needs of apuro-
val, affilietion, inviolacy, freedom, nurtursnce, etc,. ¥#ithin
these portrayals of projected needs are frustrating types of
situations, e.g., deprivation, eonflict and accusation. The fruse
trater varies, being either a peer subject in the guise of a play-
mate, brother or sister, or an authoritarian subJject in the guise
of mothar, father, teacher or supervisor.
The test is divided into situations thet have proven
frustrating by observation, frustrating in the scnse that they
lere ego-bliocking or suyerégoablocking. Ego-blocking situstions
1are vortrayed in eartoons 1, 2, &, 4, o, 9, 10, 16, 17, 18, 20,
21, 225 and 24. These portrayals present situstions wherein some
pbstacle, personal or impersonal, interrupts, disappoints or de-

prives the subject directly. Superego-blocking situmtions are

ortrayed in eartoons 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 1% and 22. Herein the
ubjeet is charged, accused or ineriminated by another. Litua-

ions 11 and lv are ambiguous.

Both eg0~ and sggereg0~blaek1ng situations are related,
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previous ego=blocking sees the present frustrater as the formerly
frustratéd in superego-blockings. The subjeet, on the other hand,
may 8180 read ego~bloocking into a superego-blocking situation and
yice vVerssd. Seoring these unusuel interpretations will follow thaJ
vent of the trends displaeyed throughout the test situation. But
the seguenae of the presentation of the cartoons must be followed
closely in order to provide an adequate basis for the asnalysis of
trends.

Methods of lata Anslysis

In the organization of the r-F Study the assumption has
been made that & ehild's pro jections consciocusly or unconsciously
identify the portrayed frustrated character with the sgelfl, the
subjeet's bias being reflected therewith., In an effort tov measure
thie blas, scores representative ol the direction of aggression
pnd type of reaction displayed hauve been assisned to reyresent
thet type of response elicited, Under the heading of direetion of
Brecression are enumerated extrapunitiveness, intropunitiveness and
impunitiveness. The letters &, I and M4 serve as scoring symbols
for each of these directions of ageression. Type of resction ac~
feccunts for obstacle-~douinance, ego-defense or need-persistence
Vithin each direction of aggression. The letters £, I and i fol-
lowed by an spostropne signify en obstacle-dominant type of di-
rection of aggression. The letters £, I and K without markings

bignify an egu-defensive type of direction of aggression. The

lower case letters e, 1 and m signify a need-persistent type of
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of girection of aggression. 4 brief summary of scoring factor
gefinitions including two varisnts mey be found 1in Appendix I.
In scoring responses it has bsen fdund that most re ulreg
only one faotor syambol, Iwo distinet trends wifhin & respyonse
Vill demand the assignment of more than one symbol. If, however,
the first few words of a respyonse serve only &s an introduciion
to & statement, the factor assigned tu the statement will be that
suich best indicates the overall trend of thought. "Alright™,
"0.K." or "I don't care~" prefixing an extrapunitive expression
servé as introductory expletives whieh ¢sn well be comitted in
final scoring because of thelr casuslness. Two or more distinet

trent¢s in thought must be scored seyar&t&ly.z

0f some importance is the combination swore,
emyloyed as a scoring syubol for resyonses whose trend is made
net quite obvious by the statement of the subject. The fact that
it stands enclosed by lines demonstrates its unitary nature. Of
¢ourse, scoring should be based on explicit meanings but occae
sions 4o arise wherein obvious trends are manifest in thinly
veiled responses necessitating the use of such a symhal.é
¥ithin a given response the sub ject may indicate his
beins blocked by the frustrating situation at hand (0-D), he may

[iireet active aggressiveness toward others or himself (Z-D), or

9 Ibid., 147.
4 7JIuwid,
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pe may present the tester with a solution to the problem con-
gronting him (NeP). The factor symbol to be assigned to this
progressiva development within the frustreting situation is the
ijgst to be aehieved. If two distinet responses are presented
w: .2h are unrelated i the sense that they are not the result of
gevelopment , two feclyrs are scored.5

The e faoct®r is scored as the demand for assistance
becomes persistent. [f not, the E' factor tskes precedence. If
the persistence hinges on defiance with a definite refusal to
conforme, the response iz scored in terms of the & factor., The E
factor is also emplond in cases wherein the response accuses the
frustrater of being diseriminatory against the frustrated. 4
variation in the 8corng of superego situastions occcurs as the
child is called to awount for damage that has occurred and be-
littles the same, Th impertinent response iz scored with the E
factor snd not the "%

Conformity in the respyonses of children in lieu of
their subordinate roli to asuthority are scored with the m factor.
If the response enteriains tones of seeking permission or satis-
faction with later cowpliance, the e factor is scored with the m.

If, however, conformily is gualified ungraciously by indications
of discomfort, the sore becomes E'/ /m., The phrases "Alright",

5 Ibid., 1.

€ 1bia., 19,
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n0.K.", "1 know but-", etes, if considered alone, provide evidencq
of being categorized under the i faetor., but, these expressions
may D@ introducing a response wherein the li-P factor is predomi-

nantly operative, herein the sense of frustration seems to be
7

jnimized yielding a score of m.
Eorralatien of vata

Detailed scoring is noted on the Record Blank accome
panying the test booklet, In addition to the néme, age, grude,
kate, time reguired to complete the test and the name of the
tester are: Item Scores which on computation yileld the Group Cone

formity Rating; Frofile and Deviation Patterns which present the

taare sums and pergentages thereof; Super-Ego ’atterns which list
he direction of aggression in terms of superego frustration;
frends which place guantitative limitations on the Item Scores;
kn&, Total Pattern which concisely presents the overall direction
pf aggreasion.

Considering the aforementioned more minutely, we find
prrropriately noted under the cwlumns marked Item Scores the syme
bol assigned to each of the subject's responses. The scoring

kactor responses are divided in columnar arrangement as to re=-
betion type. To0 compute the Group Conformity Rating from the
ktem Jeores each scored symbol is compared with the correet syme

bol assigned that situation, thereby determining the correctness

7 Ibvia.
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of the given res,onse. If more than one symnbol has been accepted
as & standard response that part or parts of the sub ject's re-
sponse matehing the eriterion is scored. The total number of
gorrect responses are then added. The resultant of this sunma-
tion is converted inte a percentage score on the basis of ithe
total number of situations to which the ohild has responded,®

To eomplete the Profile and Deviation Pattern the total
number of times the scoring faoctors apvear in the entry are to-
telled for each oategory, and converted into percentage scores,
Each category is equally weighted., 48 noted in the comuvutation
pf the GCR, the percentage scores obtulned for each type of re-
BctiOﬁ andé direction of aggression is based on the number of

|situations to which the child has resyanded.g

Tre Super~tgo Patierns profile section has bsen adoyted
to provide a measure of the subject's defensiveness in sovcial
[situations, Vefensiveness 1is considered here a&s the denial of
the commission of a wrong or the repudiation of the reprehensidle
motivation connected therewith. The symbols £ and 1 as herein
Fotad refer not to categories but to ego-defensive factors; M, to
t category. The frequency of the apyesrance of ¥ with and without
h

€@ inclusion of £ may now be more eesily considered, as well as I

& 1pid., 179.

9 1pia.
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with and without I. ©Since both i end I involve absolution from
plame, these categories may be considered together,lo

Subjeocts have been found to alternate consistently in
their responses during the course of the test from one type of
reaction and/or direction of aggression to another, thus necessiw
tating the analysis of transpiring trends. Any such change in
gsequence 1s obviously important to a thorough understanding of
reactions to frustrating situations since much depends upon a
ehild's reactions to his own reactions., Similarly, it is possi-
ble for respyonses to predominete in one column of the Item Ccores
for the first half of the test and to alternate running the com=-
plete length of the remainder of the test in a second column., A
positive trend, therefore, may be Judged as one in which a cate-
gory yredaminétes the first half of the record; a negative trend,
ag one in whieh a category predominctes the second halfill

The formuls for calculating these trends has been found

to be a=b, where a represents the sum of the factor in the early
a4

half of the record; b, the amount inthe latter half, Acaording to
statistical standards, a trend, to Ve meaningful, must be based or
four or more items and have & minimum value of 40.33. 7Trends one}

two and three consider the direction of aggression in each of the

10 1pia., 181.
11 rbia., 182.
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tpree type of reaction columns listed under the symbols 0-D, £-D

and =2 These trends eonsider within ceolunn changes comparing
tpe frequencles of £, I and ¥ in the two halves of the record,
The fourth trend sees a consideration of the overall direction of
pggression, The distridbution of the factors within the three
type of reaction columns regardless of direction is considered
under Trend five.lg

The Total Pattern considers the three factors appearing
FGSt frequently in the test record., The factor symbols are listed
in their order of frecuency and related by arithmetic symbol.
The unferlying consideration within this section of the profile
laceentuates frequency, type of reaction and direction of aggres-

|sion are disragarﬁed.13

Agcompanying the Hecord Blank the author has added a

fating scale wherein the immediate supervisor, teacher or tester

ates the child as to obvious adJjustiive attributes, as well as
[;e personal mekeup of the child's mentel pattern. This scule
hes been devised solely to complement the findings of the test
Feecrd. Its value lies in its simplicity, the simplicity of a
@rofila presented by an observer who subjectively rates the child

in terms of adjustive behavior. Adegquate adjustment to the ine

12 1pia., 183,
13

Ibid.




ratings to the least degree.

5%

outgroup relationshipy can best be ascertained by unqualified obe

gervation provided, of course, that personal bias teumpers the
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CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION AND INTERSRETATION COF DATA

Keeping in mind the premise and its subsequent remifi-
eations, the following histograms and tables are presented as
paphic illustrations of the results compiled from each r=F Itudy.
The graphs have been plotted in standard scores for categories
@nd factors established by Dr., Hozenzweig which reyresent dirsct
conversions of Ltudy results. The tables in accord with Dr,
Rosenzwelg's thinking are presented as a gulde to standardization,]
enabling on comparison to identify the resulis yilelded by ons
Study to the sample tested.
'resentation of bata
BSaeh ohild's results have been converted from these
tables to standard socores snd placed in their‘yrbper ylace.l

Table IV outlines the siread of the sample population
in standard scores for caltegories dealing with direction of ag-

%ression, B, I and M, and type of resction, 0-D, E-D and R-P.

1 9The standard secores here in guestion have been come

puted according to the formula 2 = 10 {X-X) + 50,
5D

34
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percentage scores converted into comparable standard scores re

present s composite mean score for the age grouy syecified. The
pumerioal values required in the conversion are to be found re-
corded in the columns marked "#" within the Profile and Deviation
pattern of the Blank. The conversion of scores 1s achleved by
simple interpolstion. The scatter of scores in the distribution
for categories & and UwD is limited by 32207; for categories I and
-0, Ly 480 and ~2,60°; and, for categories M and N-P, by 450

Fal’id -B0 .2

Table V desoribes standard scores for the fregueney in
loppearance of the facturs E, 1 and M, Fraqusﬁcies guoted as com~
parable to a given standard socore represent a composite mean
lscore for the age group. The frqueney in apypeurance of each
factor symbol within the Blank is tabulated in the Profile and

baviation Pattern, The uverall spresd of scores for the frequeney

o

of factor £ is #20; of factor I, 30 and -Z2.00; and, of factor M,
45,00 and ~2¢.3
Table VI lists stardard scores for the fregueney in
Fpgearanee of the remaining factors £', I', ', e, 1 and m.

vpecified frequencies have been directly converted within this

kramework to standard seores. The numerical values for sach of

2 See Appendix II, Table IV, 78.

8 See Appendix II, Table V, 79.
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tnese factors is also tabulated in the Fattern of the Blank., The
overall variability of scores for the freguency of factors B' and
¢ is $3.50" and «1.505 of factors I' and i, 43.00" and -l.00% and,
of faetbra ¥' and m, 430 and Ql‘ﬁan4
Table VII gives thé standard scores comparable to given
percentage scores achieved as a Group Conformity Rating. 4As in
the case of the oategories these yercentage scores are represen-
tative of the mean for the age group. The values recuired in
the conversion to standard scores are tu be found on the BElank
las 8 cumulative score, the percentage of which repyresents the
gumnation of Item Scores. The variation of scores in this dlse
tridbution is limited in terms of standard scores by 420-and~2.5oa5'
Interpretation of Date
The following histograms, sixteen in number, give an
[edequate overall pioture of the results yielded by the adminis-
tration of the Y-F Study. Group A&, the non-orphan group, and
|6rougy B, the orphan group, are both plotted on each of the graphs,
Eaeh category and factor, and the Group Conformity Reting are
illustrated on & separate graph. The frequency with which sach

category, factor or rating appears is plotted on the vertical

Jaxia; the converted standard scores, on the horizontal axis.

4 See Appendix 1I, Table VI, 80.

$ See Appendix II, Table VII, 81l.
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Figure 1 illustrates the distribution of Groups A's
land B's scores for the category extrapunitiveness as conoerned
Hwith direction of aggression.e The spread of sonverted standard
lscores ranges from a score of 50 to one of 72.5. The greatest
rrequency in the appearance of this category in CGroup i's dis-
tribution is 5 within the interval 56-57.5. OGroup B's distribue-
tion marks its grestest freiuency, 4, within the interval 40-42,5,
rhe range of the distribution for Group A is 42,0 standard scores,
Fhe mean, 53.5 standerd scores, wistribution B's range is 37,5
etandard scores, the mean, 49.0 staendard scores,
Figure 2 develops the distribvution of Groups iA's and
é’s scores for the category intropunitiveness as concerneld with
jirection of aggrassion.7 The spread of scores extends from &

ppecore of 20 to one of 70, The greatest frequeney in the appear-

ce af’fnis'détegcry in Group A's distribution is ¢ in the ine
erval 4£.,5-45. Groupy B's distribution yields its greatest fre-
uency, 4, bimodally within the intervals 42.0-45 and 57.5=-60,

he range of the distribution for Group A is 32.9 standard scores,
he mean, 46.75 standard scores. The range of scores in the lat-
er distribution is 45, the mean, 51.6.

Figure 3 presents the distribution of Grouys A's and

6 cee Figure 1, 38.

See Figure 2, 39.
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g's scores for the category impunitiveness as concerned with
direction of a@grassion.s The secatter of standard scores ranges
grom a score of 5Z2.5 to one of 80. Th@ greatest fregueney in the
sppeasrance of this eategory in Group A's distribution is & within
the interval 52.,5~-50. The greatest fregquency of Grouy B's dis-
tribution, 4, appears in the interval 40-42,5. The ranges of
Groupsﬁﬁ&and B are 47.5 and 40 standard scores; the mesns, b0.13 .
and 58,9 standard scores respectively.

Figure 4 establishes the distridbution of Groups At's and
B's scores for the category obstacle-~dominance as goncerned with
type of reaction.,? The dispersion of standard scores for this
category ranges from a score of 30 to one of ¢7.0, The greatest
frequensy in the appearance of this category for Grouy A's dis-
tribution is 4 within the interval 42.5-45., ¥ight appears as the
|zreatest freguency for the Group B distribution in the interval
45-47.5. The range in Group A's distridution is 37.5 standard
scores, the mean, 48 standard soores. Group B's distribution
contalins a range of 32,8 standerd scores, a mean of 47.8 stand-
ard scores.

Flgure 5 illustrates the distribublion of Grouys A's and

E's seores for the ealegory ego-defense as concerned with type of

8 see Figure 3, 41.

¢ See Figure 4, 42.
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10 Here 27.0 and 67.5 limit the spread of stundard

reaction.
Groupy A's greatest frequensy, 4, in its respective dis-

georess
gribution for this category appears in the interval 42.0-45,
;Grouy B's greatest frejuency, U, appears in the same ilntervsal.
7ne range of scores for Group A's distribution is 40, the mesn,
49,63+ The range of Group B's distribution is 5O standard scares|
the mean, 4%.5 standard scores.

Flgure 6 develops the distribution of Grouy 4's and

Rty scores for the gcategory need-persistence as concerned with
type of resction.* The spread of standard scores for both
ErOups extends from a score of 35 to one of 77.b6. The greatest
rréguenay in the appearaznce of this category for Group A's dis-
tribution is 4 in the interval 4£.0«48. The greatest frequeney
for Grouy B's distribution, &, appears as a steady mode within
the intervals 55«87.0 and 60~6Z.,5. The range in Groupy A's dis-
tribution is 40 standard scores, the mesan, 52,58 standard scores,
brouy B's distribution furnishes a range of 30 standard scores,
la mean of 52.5 standard scores.

Figure 7 presents the distribution of Groups A's and

E's scores for the fregueney in appearance of the extrapunitive
lego~defensive faotor,lg Standard scores within the distribution

10 see Figure 5, 44.
1l g5ee Figure 6, 4o,
12 5e6 Figure 7, 46.
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snce from a score of 30 to one of 70. The greatest freguency in
pe appearsnce of this same factor's frequency in Group A's dig-
ribution 18 5 within the adjoining intervsals 50-5Z.0 and bc40-0&,
he greatest fregusncy for Group B's distribution, 4, ap.ears
pimodally in thé intervals 40-42.,5 and 45-47.b. Grouy A's dig-
bributional range is 40 standard scores, the mean, 50.88 standard
kcores. The range in the latter distribution is J2.0 standerd
beores, the mean, 46,6 standard scores,
Figure 8 establishes the distribution of Groups A's and
i's seores for the frequency in appesrance of the intropunitive
heo~Gefensive faotor.+® The overall distribution finds the spread
bf scores ranging from & score of 2b to one of 80. The greatest
Kre,ueney in the appearance of the same freguency in Groupy A's
Histribution is 6 within the interval 4R.5-486. The appesarance of

k quedrimodslly within the intervals 35-37.6, 47.5-50, 02,5-5b

1d 57.5-6C provides the greatest freguency of the Group B dis-
Eiibation. The renge of the distribtution for Group A is 460
ktandard scores, the mean, 46.58 standard scores. Group b's
Aiistribution runs the gamat of 5 standard scores, its mean 1is
9.8 standard scores,

Figure 9 illustrates the distribution of Groups A's and

E's scores for the frequensy in appearance of the impunitive

13 sg¢ Figure 8, 48.




: erove A [ ]
:5 GROUP B
e
: N7
‘ nem
3 ] / % /
“ a7
. ZIN
2 7
: 110 7
T2 — , . % é é
Z
" F 7 é Z é
7 A0 |0 0
¢ e
() / ” %/ é/ é é é
STANDARD SCORE:G:R(?RB FREQUENGIES . g

OF INTROPUNITIVE EGO-DEFENSE FACTOR

FOR GROUP A BB
AGE LEVEL 4-7




49

-

sgo-defensive factor.t% Tne overall sprud of scores is limited
py scores 35 and 102.0., The greatest fmpency in the ap.earance
of the same frequency in Grouy A's distrilution is o within the
jnterval 35-37.,5. The latter distribvutin's greatest frequency,
7, ap.ears in the interval 45~47.56. 67.istandard scores constie
tute the extent of the range in the distribution for Groupy A, the
mean is 50,38 standard scores. The rang of Group &'s distribu-
tion is 62,5 standard soores, the mean, i,7 standard scores,
Figure 10 develops the distritiion of Grouw i's and
E's seores for the fregquency in appesran of the extrapunitive
obstacle-dominant faetor,® The spread of scores ranges from &
|score of 356 to one of 8b., The greatest !rmquency in the appear-
lence of this same faotor's freguency in il Group A distribution
is 7 within the interval 46-47.5., 6 appurs trimodally within
the intervals 4b-47.b, 55-57.5 and 72.5«1i a8 the greatest fre-
lauency of Group B's distribution. The ruge in Group A's dis-
tribution is 50 standard scores, the mesi, 52,62 standard scores.
Fhe range in the second distribution has Wsen cealculated at 40
Et&néard scores, the msan, at &7.9 standui scores.

Figure 11 presents the distribuion of Groups A's and

B's seores for the frequency in appearante of the intropunitive

14 gee Figure 9, 80C.

15 54e Figure 10, 51.
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lovstacle-dominant factor.lﬁ standard gcores are limited to¢ =
|siread ranging from a scors of 4o to one of 30, Grouy &'s greute
lest daistridutional freguency in the apyesrance of the same [re-
quency 1s d within the interval 55-37.0. OGrouy 3's greatest {ree
kueney, 1L, sppears in the sume interval. The range of the Group
I distribution is 50 stundard scores, the mean, Ol.¢o standurd
seores. L+hs range in Croup »'s disirdbution is 3 standard
seores, the mean, 46,7 stanlard sSeores.

Pigure 1Z establishes the distribution of Groups A's
land E's scores for the frequency in syppesrance of the impunitive
fobatacle-doninant ragtor.l’ Ltandard scores syrand from a ScoTre
Jof 36 to one of 60 The greatest frequency in the ajppesrance of
this smame factor's frequency in the Crouy &+ distribution 1is 10
lvithin the interval 4£.5«45, Groupy B's greateat distributional
frequeney, 9, appears in the same interval., The range in Crouy
l's distribution is 26 standard scorss, the mean, 45,38 standard
lscores. Group £'s dlstributionsl range is U standard scores,
the mean, 43.6 standard scores. |
Figure 13 illustrates the distribution of Groups A'8 and

[E's scores for the frequency in appesrance of the exirajpunitive
fised-persiastent factor.t8 fThe overall syresd of scores ranges

16  See Migure 11, bHi.
17  See Pigure 12, H4.

18  5ee FPigure 13, 55,
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from a soore of 356 to one of 7Z.5. The frequency, o, appears
greatest within the adjacent intervals 45-47.5, 47.5-00 and
50-52.5 for the distribution of Grouy A4 scores. The interval
EO‘42.5 contains the greatest frequency of Group B's distribution,

b, The range of scores within the Group 4 distribution 1is &7.0

.ttanﬂard scores, the mean, 53.1% standard scores. Group B's dis-
ributional range is 35 standard scores, the mean, 49,8 standard
COres.,

Pigure 14 develops the distribution of Groups A's and
E's scores for the frequency in sppemrance of the intropunitive
heed-persistent factor.l® The standerd scores within this histo-
pram spread from a score of 40 to one of 67,5, The greatest fre-
juency in the appearance of this same factor's frequency in the

Croup 4 distribution is 9 within the intervel 40-42.0. The great-

st frequency in the appearance of tnis factor for Group B's dis-
ribution is the same within the same interval. The range, how-
ver, in the Group A distribution is 27.5 standard scores, the
iean, 48.63 standard scores. The range in Grouy B's distribution
Ea 24+6 standard scores, the mean, 49,6 standard scores.

Figure 15 presents the distribution of Groups A's and

Et's scores for the frequency in sppearance of the impunitive
hesd persistent faotor,20 Thirty-five and 80 ere the limits of

19 5ee Figure 14, 57.
20 gsee Pigure 15, 8.
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the syread of scores. The greatest frequencey in the appesarance of
th.i8 same factor's frequeney in the Groupy & distribution is 4
ithin the interval 35-37.5. Group E's distribution poses its
&reatest frequency, 7, within the interval 47.5-00, iithin the
Group A distribution the range of scores is 55, the mean, 49.

e range in the Groupy B distribution 1s 45 standarc scores, the
mean, 52.1 standard scores.

Figure 16 establishes the distribution of Groups A's and
B's scores for the group conformity rating. The spread of scores
ktretches from a score of 27.5 to one of 70,41 The greatest fre-
gquency in the appearance of this rating score in the Grouy 4

iistribut ion is 3 appearing trimodally within the intervals

B7e0=40, 47,5-50 and 52.5-55. On the other hand, Group B's dise
ribution exhibits its greatest freguency, o, gquadrimcdally withe
n the intervals 35«37.5, 42.5-4b, 45«47.5 and 562.0-50. The range
f the distribution of scores within Group A is 82,0 standard
cores, the mean, 46,88 standard scores. The range of scores
ithin the latter distrivution is 40 standard scores, the mean,
7.0 standard scores,

The pertinent question arising in the interpretation of
Fuck a study is concerned with the level at which the subject's

fesponses issue., This guery unfortunately possesses no yrecise

2l s5ee Figure 16, 60,
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: gwer. oince the child is a naive subject in his projeections,

18 responses will undoubtedly reflect the real answers he would
4qve in & real frustrating situation. It is then this level of
;rojection we assume to have recorded as scores representative of
kpe median in each group. Sex differences shown by the records
seem TO D€ insignificant; therefore, need not be considered. To
omplete the interpretation and present the signifieance of the
‘.:sults yielded by the P-F Study, computed norms for both groups

s to be compared with each other.
TABLE I

SIGNIFICANCE OF CALCULATED DIFFERENCES
IN P-F STUDY SCORING CATEGORIES
BY PERCENTAGE FOR GROUPS A AND B*

Age Level 4 ~ 7

— S

rived
etion E I M 0-D E-D N-P GCR
/ina 59.34 | 18.63 | 22.01 | 16.09 56.78 | 27.12 | 53.22
5Dg 17.46 | 5.96 | 12.97 6.76 12.77 | 13.04 8.26
My, 51.38] 21.13 | 27.47 | 16.35 56.36 | 27.27 | 53.66
Shy 19.38| 9.7 12.26 5.73 10.5 10.03 9.42
bifsr, 7.97| 2.5 5.46 0.27 0.42 0.15 0.44
Cr 1.4 1.03 1.39 0.14 0.11 0.04 0.16
P 0.5 0.5 0.5

* Ng-20; Np-24.
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Inspection ¢of Taebles I and II reveals that for direction
lof aggression the sextrapunitive type of response for Group 4 sub-

Jeots is grester than that for Group B subjects. Impunitiveness

a 1ntrogunitivenass, on the other hand, tend to be favored by
ub Jeots in Grouy & rather than those in Group A, and follow in
hat order. In a like manner the ego-defensive type of reazction
bategcry praaoﬁinatea in Grouy A& subjeets, Need-persistence and
bbstacle~-dominance follow the bent of direction of aggression re-
leyonses favoring Groupy B subjects in that order. In spite of these

iifferences, none may be considered significant statistically.

TABLE I1I

SIGRIFICANCE OF CALCULATED DIFFERENCES IN FeF STUDY FACTORS
BY FPREQUENCY FOR GROUZS A AND B*

Age Level 4 - 7

srived

unotion | B' E e I I i A m
Nng 1.7 | 9.08] 5,45 | 0.95 | 2.6 | 0.93 | 1,25 [ 1.9 | 2.15
SDg 1,81 | 3.11| 1476 | 0.74 | 1441 | 0,87 | 0471 | 2,03 | 1,47
My, 2028 | 7.29| 2,78 | 0.6 | 3488 | 1,06 | 1.06 | 2478 | 2471
SDy 1,12 | 3.49 | 1.64 | 0,48 | 2.12| 0.76 | 0,65 | 2,14 | 1.5
Diff. | 04556 | 1.79| 0.7 | 0.55 | 0478 0.14 | 0417 | 0,88 | 0.58
CR 1,39 | 1.75| 1452 | 1465 | 1448 | 0,5 | 0,85 | 1.38 | 1,27

P 0.6 | 0.1 045 |0.5 |05 0.5 | 0ub | 045

» ﬁa*ﬁo; H-g--.%.
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Statistics for the Children's Forn of the P«F Study have
#aan computed for each group, &4 and B, and are presented in Table
T for eaen of the 8ix scoring categories, &, I, M, O=D, E«D and
fi-?, and the Group Confurmity Rating, GCR., The figures enumerated
in Table II are presented for each of the <~F Study factors,
Trese computed resulis are given in terms of means and standard
ieviations for each groupy as well as the mean difference, criticsal
katio and probvability of reliability for the complete samyle.zg

Differences in scores between Groups A's and B's subjects

eem to be noteworthy with regard to type of reaetion resyonses.

Eor direction of eggression responses a discernidble difference of
maans is apparent and is maintained consistently through all three
kategories, E, I and M, 48 observable in Table I, the mean for
pxtrapunitive direstion of aggression responses drops 7.97 points
from Grouy & to Groupy B, While the dropy in differentisl is not
preat between groups, the trend does exist. A reeiprocal trend

is observable for mesn scores of intropunitive and impunitive
kategory responses. The differential, 2.50 and 5.46 respectively,

is somewhat greater for category M than for that of I, Since
kategories I and ¥ compared with that of X have cartaln

e means, stundard devistions and eriticel ratiocs
n have been computed according to the formulse

L » €X, o =/% x? and CR = D respectively.
! ¥ [os 4 o

N Ne1)g (Helly
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charscteristics in esommon, the fact that the two categories fol-
low the same tendensy is not surprising. The resultant mean
scores of direction of agaression responses taken in their entire~

ty suggest that as the c¢hild becomes accustomed to & normal home

nvironment the bonds of the ingroup yield less and extrapunitive-
egs appears more frequently than 4o intropunitiveness and impunie
iveness., Caution is necessary, however, in these interiretations

lpince none of the differencaﬁ are significant statistically.
TABLE III

SIGNIFICARCE OF CALCUILATED DIFFEREBCES IN P-F 3TULY
SUPEREGO FACTORS AND PATTERNS
BY PERCENTAGE FOR
GROUPS A AND B*

Age level 4 - 7

Derived

Function E by Ea1 E«E I-1 Mel

% % e % % %

Hng B.69 | 3438 | 12.97 | 19.94 | B.65 | 1L.3
SDa 644l | 2438 8454 9.44 | 5.09 9.52
Mny 7.65 | 3.1 10,64 | 16,04 | 9.74 | 12.83
SDy 5.86 | 3.74 7.11 | 12.48 | 7.86 8.69
Diff. 1.14 | 0.25 2.53 3.9 4,09 2.54
CR 046 0,86 0496 1.15 | 2.03 0.9
P 045 045 0,05 0.5

* Ng-20; Nyp-24.
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It is of further interest to consider the manner in whie
sertuin of the variants of £ and I-X and I alter in freguency witj
environmental chenge. The means and standard deviastlons of these
factors and patterné of factors of +the two groupys as well as the
gean difference, eriticsl ratio and probedility of reliability foy
ghe complete sample are presented Lin Table III. It will be noted
thet & tends to decrease from subje ots of Group A to those of
group . E without I is more marke-dly decreased. I without I,
on the other hand, incresses from s#ub jects of Crouy 4 to those of
Group B in a notable trend while I «does not., 7Thus it is suggested
that the tendency to execuse onesself from blame, I factor, is sta-
tic within the two groups but the t-endency to excuse others, M
fector, inereases in the sublects from Group & to Group B. In
view of the fact that both fectors, I and I, have much in common,

these factors are comblned in the S-E Patterns section of the Ree

cord Elank, ©The rise in the mean percentage score of 4s] from
|subjects of Group A to those of Growuy B is interesting but not
|sufficiently so to be asonsidered comelusive here. The tendenay
ﬁor this type of combined response %o increass from subjects of

roup A to those of Group B may be taken to reflect a greaster so-

lelizing influence in the milisu o X Grouy B subjects, The I-1
attern alone, however, manifests a difference which can be sttri-
uted to other than chance factors ®hat may have been operating

2 this study.




CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

Summary of Study, furpose and Methods
To ascertain the success which the author has had in
proving the premise of this work, it will be necessary to sunmaw
rize the aima and obJjectives of the preceding stwdy. This re-
search has attempted to study the difference in the frustration
pattern of ohildren in & normal home and those in an orphsanage.
The fsot that this difference doss exist is suggested by yersoﬂal
Jobservation and ssemingly is a funotion of environmentsl condie
tioning. The conditions promoting the existence of such a dif-
fersnce in orphan and non-orphan frustration patterns appear to be
jof degree and not of kind,
The sample groups consisted of twenty children in the
non-orphan group and twenty-four ¢hildren in the orphan group.
Eha psychosomatic factors influencing the characteristic mentsal
wmttern of each of these c¢hildren within each group hag been dis-
Eussed to sequaint the reader with their implications for this
tudy on frustration. The psycho-social factors entering into
Ehiﬂ effort are often bound together 80 intricately with the

66
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psyehosomatic asyeois of the problem that individual consideration]
lof each is extremely difficult. The factor of age and the envi-
ronment as peculiar to each grouy has besn disoussed. The fact
that the suthor has limited the age of these children from four
ts seven years of age is important from the standpoint of learnimﬁ
The onildren within this age group have been exposed but little
to the eurricula of formalized learning.

A review of related literature shows that little has
Leen written that bears direetly on the subject in hand. There is

[coneiderable, however, that has been sajid in psychological studies

f the subject, but little beyond the work of bLr. Rosenzwelg and
Eis colleasgues has dealt directly with frustration in pre-school
loge childrens, Soeisl works deal with the subject only by impli-
leation having been considered here simply to round out the dis-
jpussion of frustration.

The materials used in this study were the Rosenzwelig

Pieture-Frustration Study with its asccompanyins record blank and
? rating scale introdused by the author. The r=-F Study consisting
pbf twenty-four anonymous frustrating cartoon situations was ad-
ministered to esach child and scored on a record blank for each

phild in either group., The Grow Conformity Rating for itenm

Jpoores, the Profile and Leviation rattern, the Superego Pattern
4 Trends have been computed, converted to a standard score and

abulated individually. Each subjeet has also been rated on ob-

ious personal charaoteristios by his immediate supervisor. A
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copy of each of these materials may be found in Appendix III of
this work. ;

The deta asccumulated on the blanks have been plotted asz
histograms for each category and factor involved in the Study.
Tor the sake of ready comparison in the interpretation of this
Bata, tables of standard score eguivalents have also been presente
ed. The frequency distributions compiled from this data have been
Istatistically analyzed, The éifferanaas of these grouys in terms
o statistical funotions are discussed to corroborate further the
feonelusions tc be drawn from the results of this study.

Conclusions

With respect to the statistical findings of the fore-
roing survey, it is hereby tentatively concluded that no signifi-
Eant difference seems to exist in the frustration pattern of a
kon~orphen and an orphan. One excepytion, however, is notable in

Table III of the preceding chajyter at a 0,00 level of confidence,

he Superego Fattern intropunitiveness without negative intropuni-
iveness (I-~1). The factor extrspunitiveness (£) as illustrated
n Table II of the preceding ochapter does not inspire the same

ponfidence as the above at & 0,10 level, but indicates that such
may become significent 4f the size of the sampls were increased.,
£, on further study, a difference could be shown to exist between

Groups A and B, 1t would not be construed as cne of kind but rethe

Br one of degree.

Chnildren in either group soon eome to rezslize the formal
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gimplieity of the ingroup and its influence., The outgrouy, on the
cther hand, is comprised of other relstionshiys, which vary in
gseope and intensity. Its immensity serves as & confining burrier
and & threat to the child's loss of identity with the incroup.
The orphan ehild inhabits an environment wherein identification
with the ingrouy probably means little in terms of sociazl accepta-
bility; therefore, the sense of belongingness may not be as press-
ing. His ingroup relationships are defined by an authoritarian
subject who csn neither demand nor deny affcetion extended 10 hinm
|by the ehild, The scope of the orphan's ingroup is so diversified
s to suggest lititle belongingrness, thercby losing a great deal of
its integrity.
Extrapunitiveness as a characteristic of belongingness

sens to appesr more freguently in the aggression pattern of

ubjeets in & normal home environment. The tremd in the oazse of
[ntropunitiveneaa and impunitiveness is the reverse for the non-
prphan group. Group L, as & consejuence, probably possescses less
pntropunitive and impunitive characteristics in 1ts frustration
pbattern, Although not @ be considered definitive, such signifi-
pance for the extrapunitive factor at a2 0,10 level of confidence
fusggests & possible trend in the verification of the hypothesis.
It may also be concluded by an evaluation of the statis-

tical data that in both groups there exists a tendency to excuse
bneself from blame or censure. Bul more usual in the orphan group

fhian the non-orphan groupy is the tendency to excuse others from
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' fprame, intropunitiveness, inflicting possible herm on oneself as
; k pesult. The group difference for the superego pattern combining
, 1ncroyunitiveness with negative intropunitiveness rising in faver
- Lr the latter growp at & 0.0b level of confidence seems to indi-

- bate that there prevails in the milieuw of these orphans a greater

| ocializing influsnce.
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APPENDIX X

3CORING FACTORS FOR THE ROSEKZWEIG PICTURE-FRUSTRATION STURY

Brief definitions of the eleven scoring factors, includ-
ing two variants, are as follows:

Obstacle-Dominant Factors

The presence of the frustrating obstacle is insis-
tently pointed out.

The frustrating obstacle is construed as not frus-
trating or as in some way beneficisal; or, in some
instances, the subject emphasizes the extent of
nis embarrsssment at being involved in instigating
another's frustration.

The obstacle in the frustrating situstion is mini-
mized almost to the point of denying its presence.

[Ego~-Defensive Factors

Blame, hostility, ete,, are turned againsli sous
person or thing in the environment.

In this variant of & the subject aggressively
denies that he is responsible for some offense
with which he is charged. (iost often applicable
to superego situations,)

Blame, censure, etc., are directed by the subject
upon himself.

A varisnt of I in which the subject admits his
guilt but denies any essential fault by referring
to unévoidable circumstances. (Most often em-
ployed in superego situations.)
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¥ Blame for the frustration is evaded altogether,
the situation being regarded as unavoidable; in
particular, the "frustraiing” individual is abe
solved.

Heed-FPersistent Faetors

] A solution for the frustrating situation is em-
phatically expeated of someone else.

i Amends are offered by the subject, usually from a
sense of gullt, to solve the protlem.

m Expression is glven to the hoge that time or nor-
mally expected circumstances will bring about a
solution of the problem; patience and conformity
are characteristic,




APPERDIX I1

STANDARD SCORES FOR PERCENTAGES OF CATEGURIES
AND GROUP COKPURMITY RATINGS, AND FREQUINCIES
OF SCURING FACTORS
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TABLE IV

STANDARD SCORES FOR PERCENTAGES OF CATEGURIES
CONCERNED WITH DIRKCTION OF AGGRESSION
ARD TYPES OF REACTION™

Age Level 4 - 7

Standard

Seores Category % Category %
70 B 89.5 ; 0=D 5245
65 . 80,0 : £9.0
60Q 7245 : 2540
556 62.5 : 2le5
45 45.0 : 14.0
40 52.0 9,5
39 245 : 6.0
30 7 o8 2.0
70 I 40,0 E-D 82.0
656 - 344D 7740
60 5048 71,0
66 2545 64,0
50 2145 5745
45 17,0 50,5
40 12.0 444
35 7.0 375
30 4.5 31 .0
20 2.0 24.0
80 M 60,0 KeP
75 54 .0 5745
70 48,0 51.0
6b 4245 44,0
60 3548 Y I
55 3046 30,8
50 24 .0 24.0
45 18,0 18,0
40 1240 I+
56 54D 4,0
30 0.5

* S. Rosenzwelg, B, . Fleming and L, Rosenzwelg, "The
Children's Form of the Rosenzwelg Pieture-Frustration Study"”,
Journal of Payehology, 26, 185-186,
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TABLE V
STANDARD SCORES ?U? FR@QU&%GI&S
OF FACTORS E, I AND
Age Level 4 - 7
Faotor Standard Scores Frequencies

B 70 17.0
66 14 .6

60 1249

86 11,0

50 Be7

45 68

40 4.5

35 24

30 0ed

I 80 Ped
75 8e4

70 7 ¢4

65 6.4

60 bed

55 4.4

50 Sed

45 2ok

40 1.4

35 0.6

30 Oe2

M 105 10.4
100 9.6

95 8.8

g0 8.0

86 7.2

80 644

76 546

70 4,9

65 4.1

60 S48

65 Zed

50 1.7

495 0.9

40 Ce2

* S. Rosenzweig, L. . Fleming and L, Rosenzweig, "The
[Children's Form of the Rosenzweig Picture~-Frustration Study™,
Journal of Psyehology, 26, 187,




STANDARD SGOREE'FOE'

L]

Seores Factor
86 Et

80 MY

* 3. Rosenzweig,

TABLE VI
FREQUENCIEZS QF RZMAINING FACTORS

I', 47, e, 1 AND m"
Age Level 4 - 7

Frequencies Factor Freqguencles
S.2 e
4,6
4,1 843
46 742
340 640
26 5.0
1.9 4.0
1.4 248
9 1.8
;3 Oab
3.8 i
2.8
£¢0
Zel 4,3
1.9 S48
1.6 240
1.1 1.8
0.8 1.0
0.4 0.2
Ol
m Bed
7ed
640 €4
4.5 é.g
2, ,
2.2 55
2.0 Led
1.2 143
0,3 0.3

E¢ Z. Fleming and L, Rosenzweig

[Children's Form of the Rosenzweig Fieture-Frustration Study
Journal of Psychology, 26, 18

]
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TABLE VII
STANDARL SCORES FOR PERCENTAGES OF GROU? CONFORMITY RATINGS™
hge Level 4 - 7

Stendard ,
Seores %
70 7545
65 71.0
60 66.0
56 61,0
50 56.0
45 51.0
40 46,5
35 4145
30 37.0
25 3240

* 8, Rosenzweig, Z. E., Fleming and L. Rosenzweig, "The
Children's Form of the Rosengweig Pleture-Frustration Study”,
rournal of Psychology, 26, 188,




APPENDIX III1

ROSEKZWEIG PICTUREFRUSTRATION STﬂBY MATERIALS
{Form for Children)
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Name

Age Birthday

Address

Grade

Institution Present Date

ROSENZWEIG P-F STUDY

(Form for Children)

Instructions

We are going to play a game. Here are some
pictures of people doing and saying different things.
Look at the pictures carefully one at a time., One
person is always shown talking. Read what that
person is saying. Write in the empty space what you
think the boy or girl would answer. The answer you
give should be the first thing you think of. Do

not make jokes. Work as fast as you can.

Copyright, 1948, by Saul Rosenzweig




I gave the
last one to

your brother.

Give back

my scooter,

If I were
a rich man

I could buy

that doll
for you.

You are too
little to

play with us.

\

vt
1]

vl

U
"

6

I didn't mean

to tell on you.

I'm sorry I
cannot fix

your truck.

Y

\

You are a
bad child.
You picked

L~

my flowers,

W \(

H,H“ﬂll, ,""“'"’""

aP

¢
1 T

You broke my

best doll, .

y >




I won the
game., These

are mine.

I'm sorry I
had to send

you to bed,.

Van

Be quiet!
Mother wants

to sleep.

@V
’

uf

i

I caught
you at it

this time,

You are

a sissy.

Did you hurt

yourself?

What are
you doing?
|
0
]
o
|4

The baby
should not

have taken

your ball.

—=2

16




We are going
out. Go to

sleep.

I'm not going
to ask you to
my birthday
party.

%

I'm going to
keep the swing

all afternoon.

Your bed is
wet again,
You are more
of a baby
than your
little
brother.

I

Al " (nw 40

‘lln’ ),, W

u/

"‘ o

V\u

21

You are late

for school.

I'm sorry.
I pushed
your marble

by mistake.

Itt's too
bad that
the soup
is cold.

Vv

V

23

Your hands
are not
clean. You
must wash
them before
you take a
book.

3] Bl

29




Name

Date of Test

Sex

Duration of Test

Age

Examiner

Item Scores
0-D E-D N-P

Profile and Deviation Pattern

O0-D E-D

N-P

Total

Total

Et,I!

E,X

- b

+
)

+

= 4 = =

|
Jot

Patterns

o n " m

2.
3.
e
.5.

10‘

M M NV MW M WM

Total Pattern

L L L]

Coments



RATING SCALE
to accompany the

PICTURE-FRUSTRATION STUDY

This rating scale has been compiled to bear out the trends evidenced in the tabulated results of the
P-F Study. Fill in the appropriateblanks to the bestof your knowledge basing your choice on your actual

acquaintance with the traits enumerated.

Check ¢) below your degree of acquaintance with the applicant:

Acquainted personally — . Know him well as a student

Know only as member of class — Do not remember him at all

Check ¢) to indicate your opinion:

Above Below No

Sugerior Average Average Average Knowlege

Personal Appearance

Health (Physical)

Emotional Stability

Cooperativeness

Intellectual Capacity

Leadership Qualities

Initiative

Acceptance of Responsibility

Character

Integrity

Ability to Communicate
with Others

Willingness to Accept
Direction




CRITICAL DESCRIPTION:

(In the space below elaborate on the choices you have made on the rating scale of the personality

traits enumerated. Any other comments you wish to insert will be appreciated.)

APPROVAL SHEET

The thesis submitted by Aurelius Anthony Abbatiello
has been read and approved by three members of the Depart—
ment of Psychology.

The final copies have been examined by the director
of the thesis and the signature which appears below verifies
the fact that any necessary changes have been incorporated,
and that the thesis is now given final approval with reference
to content, form, and mechanical accuracy.

The thesis is therefore accepted in partial fulfill-

ment of the requirements for the Degree of Master of Arts,

(95> 7(/%««49%”@/

D Signature/ of Examiner

Name Date

Position

Address
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