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PARENT AND PEER-GROUP FRIEND ATTITUDES AS THEY RELATE
TO THE SELF-CONCEPT OF THE JUVENILE DELINQUENT

CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION 1

. Despite the fact that much has been learned about thé
gjuvenile delinquent in the past several decades, a glance at
the front page of any large city newspaper reveals that de-

lznquent behav1ors continue to be a pressing problem in mod-

ern.psyghopathology. There is a wealth of information coming

ifrom the fields of sociology, psychology, ecology, psychoan-

‘alysis, and penology regarding the etiology, prevention, and

itreatment of delinquency. However, much of this information

;at times seems contradictory because of the tendency of work
!

‘ers in each of these disciplines to stress their own areas

of inierest and methods of investigation while overlooking

jmethods and findings from other areas. For example, there

.are a number of studies, typified by the early work of Bongei

(7), which stress economic conditions as the sole determiners

of deiinquency. On the other hand, numerous sociologists

‘have associated juvenile delinquency with the factors of de-f

iterloratlng environment and social disorganization. _This

1



emphasis, which began in the early 1930's, is exemp.ified in
the pioneer writings of Shaw (42), Healy (<z), Giuecx {.8),
and Sullenger {48). At the same time, Aichorn (i) in Germany
was pioneering in his attempts 1o apply psychoanaliytic prin-
ciples to the study of the individual delinquent. His con-
tinued influence is demonstrated in the compilation of psy-

choanalytic writings entitled Searchlights on Delinguency (14)

and dedicated in his honor. More recently, Aichorn's approach
and findings have been supplemented by the writings and ther-
apeutic techniques of Friedlander (17), Lindner (29), Bettel-
ﬁeim (6), and Redl and‘Wineman (40).

| Current psychological research and writings in the
¥ield of delinquency reflect an emphasis upon personality f
Qevelopment and personality characteristics as they relate |
‘to antisocial acts (2, 16, 25, 32, 52, 55). A valuable
ésource of clues as to the dyramics underlying personaiity
development is to be found in the area of interpersonal re-
:lationships. Social scientists, who view personality in
terms of reiatively stable modes or patterns of learned be-
havior, lock upon the central persons in the child's sanviron-
ment as important influences in the development of these be-
havior patterns. However, psychological investigators differ
widely in their seiection of these central or significant
persons who have infiuenced the child's behavior. OCn the

one hand, psychiatrists and clinical psychologists have ten-

ded to -study the dymramics of the process through whick the
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oarents' behavior and attitudec aftfect their chiidren's ger-
scnality. In contrast, sociologists and socia: psychoiogists
nave tended to point up the need for studying the process
through which the child's attitudes and behavior have been
affected by his interpersonal relationships with age-mates

or peer-qroup members.

Psychological investigators also differ widely in
the methodology which they employ to understand intexrpersonal
relationships. The case history method commonly has been em-~
ployed to study the parent-child interrelationships; socio-
metric techniques have been used most frequently to investi-
gate the interpersonal relations existing in the group set-
.ting. As both methods lack quantifiable conclusions, they
‘are limited in their use as‘research tools for understanding;
the determinants of antisocial behaviors |
Outstanding research needs in this area are, first,
for a systematic approach in studying the development of de-
linquent behavior patterns; second, for clearer operational
definitions of the variables concerned in the development of
these behaviors; and third, for more objective methods of
measuring these variables. It is the belief cf this writer
that the first of these needs is beginning to be realized,
since the tendency within the last decade has been toward a
theoretical reapproachment between disciplines. Aithough
the clinician and social psychologist differ in their method-

ology and seiection of central figures in the interpersonail
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relationship, both groups are tending to employ seif theory
as the framework from which to understand and predict the ef-
fect of interpersonal relationships upon attitudes which de-
termine observed behaviors.

The present investigation seeks first, to describe
certain parent-child, child-peer group friend interaction
patterns within the framework of self theory; second, to dem-
onstrate a method whereby operationally defined variables of
similarity, protrusion, and mutual awareness in interpersonal
;relationships can be determined in a projective yet quanti-
itative manner; and third, to relate these variables to the
;social adjustment of the child. £
? The interaction patterns to be investigated were se-f
glected on the basis of their common application to adolescen*
%delinquents, their mothers, and their peer-group friends. }
;This commonality allowed for the possibility of using the i
?same measuring device for the mothers, the delinquents, and ?
itheir friends. The interaction patterns chosen for study |
sincluded such self attitudes as interests, needs, aspiration%,
ivalues, and fears. The fathers of the delinquents were ex-
cluded from the study because of their unavailabiiity. White
‘male adolesczent delinquents being held in detention were cho;
sen for this study because of their availability and because‘

they are a selected group on whom extensive case history ma-

teriai is obtainable and whose social adjustment is a matteri

of-public-record. - - — - - R
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This study represents an attempt to combine the sta-
tistical and clinical methods. Although a direct queéfion-
naire was employed as the instrument on which the subjects
were to express their self-attitudes, it was employed in a
projective manner. The meaning of the data was sought, not
in the responses themselves, but in the degree of similarity
between responses in questionnaires answered by the mothers,
the delinquents, and their peer-group friends; that is, only
the interaction patterns, and not the specific self-attitudes,
were studied. On the questionnaire, the mother, her delin-
quent child, and the best friend of the delinquent described
independently their interests, needs, aspirations, values,
and fears. In addition, the mother and friend described the
delinquent in these same areas. Also, the delinquent de-
scribed the friend and the mother in the same areas. Quanti-
tative scores of similarity, protrusion, and mutual awareness
were derived. These variables were then related to the so-

cial adjustment of the delinquent.



CHAPTER 11
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF THE PROBLEM

While the importance of the interpersonal relation-
ships of the juvenile delinquent has long been asserted, con-
trolled investigation of the specific dynamics involved is a
product of only recent years. Earlier research workers in
the field of delinquency had sought diligently to relate an-.
tisocial behavior to heredity, or intellectual or socio-eco-;
nomic factors. Only with the appearance in the clinical lit%
erature of such concepts as "over-protection," "aggression,"
“"rejection," and "identification™ was the important influencé
on child behavior of specific attitudes and behaviors of
parents recognized. Also, with the appearance in the socio-:
logical literature of such concepts as "ascendence-submis-
sion," "status and role reiationships," and %“group norms and
values," the influence of associates on the attitudes and
behavior of the deiinquent has been recognized.

Because this study is concerned with the interaction
process between the delinquent and his mcther and, also, be-
tween the delinquent and his age associates, the literature

to be reviewed is from the areas of clinical and social

6
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osychology. The research studies inciuded in this review
wii. be those whose variables are most nearly like those used
in this study. Investigations employing a methodology sim-
iiar to that of the present study will be reviewed. In short,
oniy those studies will be reviewed which relate to the basic
assumption underlying this study: that attitude formation is
the result of an interaction process, which process takes
place between the deiinquent child, his parents, and his age
mates.

The theoretical orientation of this investigation
is that of self theory. Both the social and clinically or-
iented theoritician would agree that the self is primarily
a psychological process developing as a result of the indiv-
idual's experiences, and they would agree to a common defin-
ition of the self and would consider the self as a term des-
ignating the constellation of attitudes determining one's
behavior which are learmed in interpersonal relationships

with significant others.

Studies Using Methodology Similar to That

of the Present Investigation

While the more recent literature contains reports of
many investigations in the parent-child area, only a few are
concerned with the study of both children and their own par-
ents. For the most part, in these studies either parents or

children have been consulted with reference to the behavior
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of the other. Brown (i) mentions Stott as the only investi-
gator who had, up to 1942, attempted measurement of parenta.
attitudes and the personality measurement of their children.
More recently, only the research by Cass (ll1) has stressed
the importance of the parent-child relationship by studying
both the attitudes of the parents and their own children.
However, the social psychologists, in their conviction that
atiitudes and resultant behaviors are determined by the in-
dividual's relationship with his group, have recognized the
importance of studying both the attitudes of the individual
and those of his associates.

Although it is a commonly expressed belief that one's
;behavior is determined by his relationships with both his
‘parents and his age associates, there is no research reported

where the behavior of the child was studied by measuring the

attitudes of the child, his parents, and his age-mates. Thus,
if attitudes are formed as the result of interaction with
significant persons in one's environment, it would seem ad-

visable to investigate the interaction patterns between the

child, his parents, and his age associates without emphasiz-
ing one group to the exclusion of the others.

A review of the literature in the area of parent-
child relationships reveals a variety of techniques employed
to measure parental attitudes and behaviors. Some of the
most frequently used techniques include personality inventor-

ies (12, 36, 37, 38), attitude questionnaires administered
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to the parents (g, 9, 23, 26, 39, 47), gquestionnaires on par-
ent behavior adminictered to the children (3, 10, 1%, 27, 46,
55), autobiographicai accounts from adults of parents' treat-
ment of them in childhood (33, 41, 45, 49, 52), ratings of
parent behavior in home interviews (4, 5, 21), and ratings
of behavior reported in case history material (15, 50). Four
measuring children's behavior the techniques include ratings
on behavior rating scales (5, 9, 21, 36, 37, 38, 50), "Guess
Who" and other character identifications by classmates (3,
10), questionnaires on attitudes and behavior {8, 23, 46, 47,
55), personality inventories (9, 12, 36, 46), case studies
(15, 35, 50), znd interview techniques (3, 8, 27). The in- |
.teraction patterns operating between a child and his assoc~-
iates are most frequently assessed by sociometric techniqueg
(20, 31), or by having trained personnel observe interpersonal
relationships of group members while they are participating
in some activity (20, 44, 51).

The difficulty of measuring the parental and group
attitudes is clearly evident in these studies. The wish to
appear in a good lZight colors most responses to an attitude
questionnaire administered to parents. The tendency for the
parent-child and child-associates interactions to be &
"secret" affair necessitates the use of some indirect measure
in which the individual is unaware that he is giving his re-
sponses in terms c¢f criteria of "social acceptibility."®

A recent asttempt to fulfill these methodologicsl
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fby the mothers and by their adolescent sons and daughters.

femphasis was placed on how the parent's attitudes affected f

10
needs was made by Cass {(11) in which she used an ingenious
technique for studying parent-child relationships and delin-.
quency., Her study is one of the first to have parents and

instrument for measur-

n
(4]

their own children respond to the same
ing attitudes. She overcame some of the inherent weaknesses
in the case history and questionnaire methods by employing a
more “projective" means of studying the attitudes of parents;
as they affect their children. The children and their mothets

filled out attitude inventories, the mothers taking the in-

ventories once for themselves and once as they thought theirg

!

children would answer them. The meaning of the data was
%sought not in the responses themselves but in the degree of é

gcorreSpondenCe between responses on the inventories answered)

?
i
|
!
i

In the Cass study of parent-child relationships the

}

;those of the child. If the assumption iéimade that attitude§
formation is the result of an interaction process between
two people, it would seem that studying how the attitudes ofﬁ

‘the parent influenced those of the child is to study only

one part of this interpersonal relationship. That is, in
her study, the mother was asked to fiil out the inventory as
the child would answer it; however, Cass did not have the
child £iil out the inventory as it would be answered by the

mother. Also, her study was confined to the parent-child

-relationships-and delinquency.to the exciusion.of .the other..
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important interpersonal relationships of the delinquent child.
The present study is an attempt to overcome these
limitations by assuming that attitude formation is the result
of an interaction process, which process takes place not only
between the parent and the delinquent child, but also between

the child and his peer-group friends.

Studies Using Variables Similar to Those

of the Present Investigation

Identification

Identification is considered by many writers to be
one of the most important of all the dynamics of the social-
ization process (13, 28). Cass defines identification as

. + . the tendency for a child or young person uncon-
sciously to mold himself after somebody else. It is
such identification when the little boy exhibits a
special interest in his father or other adult and ex-
hibits a propensity to grow up like the latter and to
take on the latter's patterns of interest and occu~
pation (11, p. 31).
She sees in identification the child's opportunity to meet
most successfully the frustrations attendant upon the social-
ization process. Frustrated in his attempts at self-asser-
tion, the child may learn to identify with the parents and
thus incorporate into himseif their values, ideals, and stan-

dards. She gives examples of identification as "dressing

like the identified,® “acting like him," "walking and tziking
like him," etc. Because the term identification is not a.=-

ways defined as in the Cass study, in the present investigatim
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the term similarity is used to denote the individual's imi-
tation of the self-attitudes of another.

As early as 1927, soclological reports of juverile
delinguency recognized the importance of adolescent identi-
fications as determiners of antisocciel behavior. For exam-
ple, Thrasher in his book, The Gang, states:

For the young gang boy one type of group which

not only has prestige but offers a pattern which he

may follow with little adaptation is the older gang.

The older groups often start the younger ones steal-

ing, but sometimes protect them when they get into

trouble. Often the hardened gangster is the object

of adolescent hero worship. The bpoys consciously

ape their older brothers in numerous social and ath-

letic clubs (51, p. 258).
In Clifford Shaw's Jack Roller (43) the central character is
a boy whose major identifications were made with a reference
group which was delinquent., He had come from a slum area
upon which the rest of society looked down, and he found no
secure identification with his family group. The informal
groups of boys in which he functioned at various times in
his development were the ones that gave him a sense of per-
sonal identity--they were his refersnce group and the ones
with which he identified in everything that counted for him.

Although such phenomenological data as reported by
Thrasher and Shaw suggest that ths delinquents' identifica-
tions with parents are faulty or izcking and that delin-
cuents tend to identify with other deslinguents, research on
the identification patterns of the dsiinguent is extiremely

limited.
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Zucker reports a study in which he tested the hypo-
thesis that
. affectional identification of most delinquents with

their parents is either deficient or lacking and that

this condition is dynamically related to the extent to

which these children do not introject standards, morals,

and values of their parents on an effective emotional

level (55, p. ll)
Zucker incorporates into his measuring instrument of identi-
fication several different meanings of the term. Using a
‘matched-group experimental design, he had as subjects 25 de-
jlinquent and 25 non-delinquent boys with a mean age of thir-
éteen and a half years. The boys were equated as to intelli-
ggencevand parental socio-economic status. One phase of the g
gstudy made use of the incomplete story technique in which thé
§ending chosen by the boy was interpreted as indicating, in |
gthg case‘of each story, respectively: first, the boy's at- ;
gtachment to his parents' second, his susceptibility to the :
group rather than to the parents' wishes; third, ef feclee—v
;ness of his parents! moralization; and fourth his sollc1tude
%for his parents. Other parts of Zucker's paper and pencil
test had to do with similarity between the attitudes and am-
:bl-*uns of the boy and his parents, incliusion cf parents in
his "wishes," and expression of admiration for his parents.
No clear cut differentiation of these several meanings of the
term "identification" is apparent in this study. Several

significant differences were found btetiween delinquents! and

non-deiinquents' responses to the items. 1In general, the
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delinquent boy identified, in Zucker's terms, significantly
less with parents than did the non-delinquent. The evidence
presents fairly conclusive support of the original hypothesis,

One criticism of Zucker's study is that parents were
not included in the study, and the similarity between their
attitudes and those of their boys was evaluated only from
the statements of the boys. Symonds (50) makes the criticism
that Zucker's use of identification is too limited. This
criticism seems vélidwdnlg Eﬁwso far as any generalization
‘of results would be attempted to other types of identifica-f
stion. It has in part lost its specific meaning through loni
éusetin a loose and highly generalized fashion. Kates and |
§Harrington (25) comment'that parental identification among |
?delinquents may be very high in those cases where the parent%
%themselves are delinquent. Their criticism of Zucker's stud&
gseems to be a more valid one since it is quite possible thaﬁ
-the delinquent children identify with parents who are socialiy
-and economically maladjusted just as much as do the non-de-f
:linquent children whose parents are hard workers and construc-
tive individuals. This factor in delinquency seems very real

and should be taken into account in a study which relates

-delinquency to identification.

These research findings and phenomenological data
suggest that the attitudes of the delinquent are more similar
to the attitudes of his peer-group than to the attitudez of

his parent. ~Thus, the first hypothesis of this investigation
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is that the self-attitudes of the delinguent are more similar
to the self-attitudes of his peer-group friend than to the

self-attitudes of his mother.

Projection
The term, in the clinical setting, is used to denote

the process of attributing to others unwanted drives and un-

acceptable impulses which belong to orieself. Situations

.through which this kind of projection has been demonstrated

:include play techniques wherein hostility toward others is

éborne by the subject's play characters. Social psychologists

ihave also repbrted instances of research which show that at-

{
l
i
{
l

tltudes actually possessed by the subJects may be projected

.to other groups.

In the Cass study (11) the term projection did not

1mply this aspect of hostility. For her, projection referred

§merely to the mother's assigning to her child preferences,

fambitions, and fears which the child does not claim for him-

?self. An example of such projections can be illustrated in

‘the case of the mentally retarded child's mother who is un-
%able to accept his limitations and interprets his behaviors

‘to indicate average intellectual capabilities. Although

such projections are readily observable in mother-child re-

‘lationships, such projections are even more frequently char-
cacteristic of adolescent reiationships, The adolescent, in

‘his strivings to be like his associates, frequently has a
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distorted perception of their attitudes. In his attempt to
justify his own activities, manner of dress, etc., he fre-
quently attributes these characteristics to his group and
states, "Well, everyone is doing it." It is predicted that
the delinquent, because of his strivings tc be like his con-
temporaries, more than like his parents, will ascribe his

self-attitudes to his friend more often than to his msther.

Mutual-awareness

There are no studies reported in the literature which
;attempt to measure the degree of awareness between mother and
fchild for each other's specific behavior preferences and at—f
gtitudes, or between a child and his éssociates in these sameg
fareas. }
| By the term "mutual-awareness" as it is used in thisé
istudy is meant this kind of superficial "understanding® be '
;tween two persons. The term is used very frequently in clinf
gical,work, and also by the layman, but it has not been sub- .
éjected previously to quantitative measurement. |

An unpublished study by Conway (12) measured parents’
fability to predict their children's personality as measured |
by the Bernresuter Personality Inventory. The parents' pre-
dictions were compared with the children's personality scores
on the test. Conway found that mothers tend to understand
their sons' personalities, as measured by the Bernreuter

scales, much better than they do their daughters'. In arriv-
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ing at the "understanding" correlation coefficients, Conway
used the correspondence between scores on the tests taken by
the parents about their children with the tests taken by the
children themselves., No comparison of individual test re-
sponses was undertaken.

The Cass study {11) is one of the first to attempt a
quantitative measure of the degree of awareness of mothers
for their children's behavior. Using the methodology which
has been described earlier in this chapter, Cass found that
‘mothers of delinquent children have less awareness of their?
‘children's attitudes than do mothers of non-delinquent chil-
;dren. Cass's findings are limited to 6nly one side of the
;mother-child relationship. On the basis of the assumption
‘underlying this study that ego-attitudes are the resuit of
:an interaction process, it is then necessary to evaluate
‘the mutual-awareness existing between both participants of .
‘this interpersonal relationship.

The lack of understanding between paremis and ado-
lescents is pointed out by the numerous articles appearing
weekly in lay magazines attempting to advise parents on un-:
derstanding their adolescent children, Case histories of de-
linquents are replete with statements made by the delinquents
that their parents don't understand them; likewise parents
frequently admit they do not understand their children or the
factors causing them to commit antisocial acts.

In The-Gang one section is entitled "The Unseeing
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Adult® in which Thrasher describes this lack of understanding

as follows:

1t is hard for the grown-up with all his respon-
sibilities and practical necessities to retain an un-
derstanding of the boy's imaginative outlook on life.
‘Unless he is an "adolescent hold-over," he becomes
too thoroughly conventionalized and incorporated in
the social machinery of his community. He loses sym-
pathetic touch with youth and becomes a sccffer at
the precious dreams and sentiments which are such an
essential part of boyhood. On this account he rarely
has a complete understanding of the boy (51, p. 128).

In contrast to this lack of understanding between
parents and their children the delinquent frequently reports
a high degree of awareness or understanding between himself
and his age associates. Thrasher states that in the close
Eassoc1atlon between dellnquents they learn to know each other
;bettar than their parents learn to know them He further
states that often this intimacy comes to supplant family and
all other relationships (51, p. 299).

On the basis of these reports the following hypothesis
was formed: There is greater mutual awareness of self-atti-

tudes between the delinquent and his friend than between the

delinguent and his mother.

Definition of the Variables

While the methodology of this investigation is sim-
iiar to that used by Cass (11), the terms identification and
projeciion which she used wiil not be used. The meanings of
Vthese terms in the Cass study are both limited and different

from their conventional usage. To illustrate, the term
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projection commonly denotes the attributing of self-attitudes
to another which he does not possess. In the Cass study,
projection denotes the attributing of self-attitudes to an-
other which he says he does not possess. For this reason
the terms protrusion and similarity have been substituted
for the terms projection and identification respectively.

Although there are terminological differences between
the present investigation and that of Cass, the results of
this study can be compared directly with her obtained results
since the methodology employed in these two inveétigations
gis similar. On the projection variable, only in so far as
'the individual may not pbssess the attitudes which he says
he.dées not posséss, the results may be compared with the %
'grepbrtea studies on projection. Likewise, the results of v

fthis study can be compared only with those investigations

‘which define identification as compared only with those in- 5
vestlgatlons which define 1dent1f1catlon as the degree of v
gSlmllarlty of self-attitudes between two persons. The three
4var1ables--51mllarlty, protrusion, and mutual- awareness--are
deflneu operationally in terms of the questionnaires admin- ‘

.istered to the mother, deiinquent, and friend.

Similarity
The term similarity is used to refer to the similar-

ity of interests, needs, values, and fears of the mother and

the delinquent; also, it is used to refer to the similarity
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of interests, needs, values, and fears of the delinguent and
his friend. In terms of the instrument used for mesasuring
it, the similarity score is the number of specific items
checked similarly by the mother and by the delinquent on their
self-questionnaires; also it is the number of items checked
similarly by the delinquent and his friend on their self-

questionnaires.

Protrusion of self-attitudes

. The term protrusion is used to refer to the assign-
;ment by the delinquent to the mother of interests, needs, |
«values, and fears ‘which he professes as his own but whlch
lare not claimed by the mother; it refers also to the 3551gn-
:ment by the dellnquent to the friend of interests, necds, .
gvalues, and fears which he professes as h,-~own ut ﬁthh are
éﬁob claimed by the frlend In terms of the 1nstrument used
ffor measuring 1t the protrusion of self-attitudes score con-
§51sts of the number of items which the delinquent checked
Esimilarly on his self-questionnaire and for his mo%her which
gwere not checked by the mother on her self-questismnaire; .
;also it is the number of items which the delinqueat checked
gsimilarly on his self-questionnaire and for his friend but
fwhich were not checked by the friend on his self-gusstion-

naire.

Mutual-awareness

The term mutual-awareness-is used-to refer io the-
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ability of the mother and her delinguent son to predict each
other's interests, needs, values, and fears; it is used to
refer also to the ability of the delinquent and his friend

to predict each other's interests, needs, values, and fears.
In terms of the instrument used to measure it, the mutual
awareness score consists of the sum of the number of items
checked similarly by the mother for éhe deiinquent and by

the delinquent on his self-questionnaire and the number of
items checked similarly by the delinquent for the mother andf
fby the mother on her self-questionnaire; also, it is the sumg
of the number of items checked szmllarly by the friend for |
fthe dellnquent and by the dellnquent on his self-questlonnalre
and the number of items checked szm;larly by the dellnquent
for the frlend and by the frlend on his self-questlonnalre.

: Throughout this revxew the delinquent has been con~
étrasted with the non-delinquent as though the§ represent two%
fseparate and easily distinguishable groups. Such a dichotom&
;can be only a legal and not a psychological one. If delin-
équent béhaviors are seen as the result of self-attitudes ‘

which are developed over a period of years and are the re-

‘sult of interaction with parents and associates, the severity
Eof antisocial attitudes found in a group of delinquents is
one of degree. That is, there are individual differences
fwithin the delinquent group.

The attitudes and behaviors ascribed to the delin-

2 .quent-in the discussion of the variables of. similarity, .
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protrusion, and mutual-awareness will be more characteristic
of the seriously delinquent adolescent. On this basis the
last hypothesis was formulated: The above hypotheses will
be more true for those adolescents exhibiting seriously de-
linquent behaviors than for those whose behaviors are less
seriously delinguent.

In summary, on the basis of the research findings
and the phenomonological reports which have been cutlined,
git is hypothesized that the delinguent's self-concept is
%composed more of the reflected appraisals of the attitudes

?of his peer-group frzend than of the reflected appralsals of

Ithe attltudes of his mother. More specifically, it is hypo-

'the51zed that:
{ . S : :
j , 1. There ‘is more 51m11ar1ty between the self-atti-
?tudes of the dellnquent and his peer-group friend than be-

gtween thefself-attltudes of the delinquent and his mother.

§ 2. There are more protrusions, or attributed un-
%matched self-percepts, characterizing the delinquenf-friend
irelationship than characterizes the delinguent-mother rela-

ftionship.

3. There is greater mutual-awareness of self-atti-

‘tudes between the delinquent and his friend than between the

delinquent and his mother.

4. The above three hypotheses will be more true for

:those adolescents exhibiting seriously delinquent behaviors

‘than for those whose behaviors are less-seriously-delinguent.




CHAPTER III
INSTRUMENTS OF MEASUREMENT

 The definitions of the concepts which serve as the

.variables in this research are made in terms of the instru-

‘ments used in their measurement. For this reason, the meas-

luring devices are described in some detail.

o The Prellmlnarx tudy
A prellmlnary study uhlch resulted in. the use of the

lCheck-Llst Questlonnalre was conducted Initially it was

*5the-plan of the author to have the subjects express their

 self-a£titudes by answéring\items similar to those found on

%the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory. An inven-

'Etory of 157 items, some from MMPI and some based on delin-

‘quents' case histories, was devised. This inventory was ad-

‘ministered to eleven delinquents, their mothers, and some of

~ the delinquents' friends. ZI% was decided that this inventory

‘should not be used in the final study because it was believed

by the experimenter to be too threatening to a group of ado-

‘lescent delinquents who are being held in detention. On sev-

-eral. occasions the dellnquen who w1lllngly fllled out the

23



24

inventory for themselves and for their mothers would object
to describing the characteristics of their friends. It was
feit that the delinquents interpreted the situation as one
in which they were asked to "squeal® or to reveal information
about their best friends. It was then decided that a less
direct, liess threatening technique for measuring self-aici-
tudes was necessary.

The preliminary study also pointed up the need for

devising an inventory which required less reading skill and

‘used a simpler vocabulary than is found on instruments such’
;as the MMPI. It was also found that the purpose of the study
;should be explained in some detail as a means of allaying tﬁe
§subject’s anxiety and overcoming his suspiciousness. The |
?preliminary study also revealed the need for using an instru-
Ement which was comprehensive but not needlessly time consum;

'ing, especially since one-third of the subjects fill in sim=

ilar inventories three times.

The technique devised for measuring the delinquent- -

~friend, delingquent-mother interaction wvariablies of mutual

awarensss, similarity, and protrusion was & check-list ques-
tionnaire. In addition to the above mentioned requirements,
the gusstionnaire was designed so that it could be used in
a prcjective manner, yet could lend itself to gquantitative
analysis. It was designed so that the same measuring device

woulcd ze applicable for the mothers, the deiinquents, and

~their friends.
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The Check-List Questionnaire

The Check-List Guestionnaire which was used in this
study is a modification of items from The University of Cal-
ifornia Interest Attitude Inventory (24), The Cass Check-List
Questionnaire (11), and Murray's {(34) list of personality
traits. The items were designed to reflect the attitudes
composing the individual's self-concept as expressed in his
interests, needs, aspirations, values, and fears.

The Check-List Questionnaire contains 10 sections--
eight of which contain four sections of five items each--from
which the subject is to choose one preference. 1In a sectionﬁ
jof school-subject preferences the subject is asked to choose%
gfrom the two groups of five subjects listed the one liked |
Emost in each group. In a section containing six groups of
five descriptive adjectives each, the subject is asked to
‘choose the one from each group which most accurately describes
him. The Check-List Questionnaire is to be found in the
Appendix.
| All the gquestionnaires administered to the delinquent,
mother, and friend groups are identical in so far as the
specific check-lists of items and the number of choices are
concerned. A modification of the directions was made for
the different guestionnaires so they would be appropriate
for the subject taking them. 1In four of the sections of the
questionnaire relating to the mother's preferences, she and

-‘her -son were asked to check preferences of her-adolescent
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rather than of her present experience. This direction was
deemed necessary since the differences in preferences might
occur merely as a function of age.

The delinquent, mother, and friend were asked to fill
out the check-lists, the mother taking the list once for her-
self and once as her child would answer it; the delinqguent
filling out the list once for himself and also as he believed
his friend and his mother would fill it out; the friend fill-
ing out the list for himself and as he believed the delin-

quent would fill it out.

The Eriends Invent Ty

| Since its advent, the sociometric technique (20, 31)
has been employed by many to ferret out the interpersonal |
ireiatlonshlps among group members. Other 1nvestlgators (5l£
;54) have relied upon personal observations over an extendedg
éperiod in determining group structure. Both of these devicés
Ewere employed in the present study to determine the best
?friends of the delinquent subjects.

The sociometric questionnaire, or Friends Inventory,
‘was composed of six quesiions as to whom one would prefer to
‘sit by at meal-time, talk with after dinmer, and work with
on the assigned dutiés at the home. Each of the six ques-
tions was answered by listing three boys in order of prefer-
ence. This inventory was administered to all boys committed

-to the detention home after they had been in residence for a
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period of at least two weeks. The purpose of the inventory
was explained and the subjects were assured that no one but
the experimenter would see the results,

' The Friends Inventory was scored by a system of
weighting in which first choices were a2llotted a weight of
three; second choices, two; and third choices, one. This
scoring was done for each of the six questions. These
weighted scores for each of the friends listed were then

summed to determine the delinquent's best friend or the one

‘with whom he engaged in activities with common motivational

'significance.




CHAPTER IV

THE PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY

The Subjects

A total of 57 persons served as subjects in this
study: 19 white male juvenile delinquents, their mothers,
-and the best friend of each of the delinquents.

» The juvenile delinquent is defined as any child unde;
%18 yearsxof”age who deviates from tie socially prescribed
fnorms of conduct to the degree that he has been adjudged to %
gbe a violaébr of the law. A
: The delinquent population was selected from the totai
%group of boys who had been adjudged by the Tulsa County Ju- |
;venile‘Court to be delinquent during a two month period and
gwho had been placed in detention at the Mohawk Boys Home, |
:Tulsa, Ckishoma. This group had committed a total of 69 of-

enses, with several of the subjects having committed as many

H-, )

as 8 known offenses., The most frequently committed acts were
those classified as being against property, for example, auto
theit, burgiary, and iarceny; however, several delinquents
had commitied acts against the person, such as robbery and
assault. The following criteria were used in selecting the

28
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delinquent subjects:
i. They must range in age from 12 through 17 years.
2. They must be of Borderline Intelligence or above
(1.%. scores of 70 or above) as measured by the Ctis Test of

Intelligence.

3. Their mothers and peer-group friends must be

available for study.

4, They must be in detention for one month where

they can be observed by the experimenter prior to participat-
‘ing in the study. |
| The peer-group friend was the person with whom the
‘delinquent had engaged in activities with common motlvatlonal
§51gn1f1cance. He was selected on the basis of the delin-
gquent's own responses to a sociometric questionnaire, The
fFriends Inventory. Also, the peer-group friend pepulation
gwas determined by observations as to who was the person w1th
gwhom the delinquent most frequently associated. These ob~
:servations were made by the experimenter and by staff memberg
:at,the detention home. |

The mean age of the delinquent group is 13.21 years,
while the mean age of the peer-group friend group is 15.53
years. Since the Otis Test of Intelligence is rcocutinely
administered to all pupils of the Tulsa Public Schools, it
was possible to bbta;n a measure of intelligence Ior each of
the delinquent and geesr-group friend subjects. The I.Q.

scores of -those of the delinquent group ranged. Irsm 74 to 117
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with a mean 1.4, score of 93.26. Similarly, the I.0. scores
of the peer-group friends ranged from 72 to 119 with a mean
1.G. of 94.01. That the peer-group friend population as se-
lected by The Friends Inventory is composed of the best
friends of each of the delinquents was further substantiated
by court recoras and direct questioning of the delinguent
subjects. The court and police records revealed that 8 of
the 19 delinquent subjects had been apprehended on one or
more occasions along with the person chosen as their best
friend. Also, direct guestioning of the delinquents revealed
‘that each of them had known the person they had selected as .
étheir best friend for several years prior to being placed iné
édetention. %
: The 19 mothers of the delinquent boys ranged in age j
from 31 to 51 years with a mean age of 41.53 years. Although
éall of the delinquents had always lived with their mothers
ﬁand were living with them at the time of their apprehension,:

only 9 of them had been reared in homes with their natural

T
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fathers and were living with both parents at the time of the
commitments,

The delinguent population was sub-divided so that a
comparison pertaining to severity of antisocial behavior could
be made within this group. The basis for selection of the 3
most and the 5 least severely delinquent subjects was depen-
dént upon the type of antisocial behavior exhibited, the date

of the first delinquent cffense, and the number of antisocial
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of zenses which had been committed. This information was ob=-
tained from the Court Clerk's office of the Tulsa County Ju-

veniie Court.

The Experimental Procedure

The Friends Inventory was administered individually
to 221 boys committed to the detention home after they had
been in residence for a period of at least two weeks. The
purpose of the questionnaire was explained to each of the
subjects and they were assured that no one but the experimen-
‘ter would see the results. |
: The Check-List Questionnaires were administered in-
fdividually to the’delinquent subjects in a testing room at
fthe detention home. Each subject was told that he was par-v
Eticipéting in a research project and that the information
éwhich he gave would be confidential and would not become a
fpart of his court record or in any way affect his relation-
'ship with the court. Also, it was explained to the subject
éthat the purpose of the study was to learn his preferences
jand to see how well he was able to predict the preferences
of 2is best friend and his own mother.

Although the specific directions for each part of
the guestionnaire are printed at the beginning of each sec-
tior, the examiner remained in the room with the subject to
answ=r any questions which he might have concerning procedure.

The delinquent subject was asked to fill out the
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seif-questionnaire; then to fill it out as his mother wculd
fill It out if she were taking the questionnaire; and then
te £1i1 it out as his friend, whom he had chosen previously
on the sociometric questionnaire, would fill it out. All
three check lists were filled out during one experimental
setting. The order in which the delinquent subject filled
out the three questionnaires was predetermined by the exper-

imenter. One-third of the delinquent subjects filled out the

self-questionnaire first, one-third of this group took first

the guestionnaire as their friend would fill it out, and the
jremaining delinquent subjects took first the questionnaire as

;the mother would fill it out.

The best friend of the delinquent participated as af

‘subject immediately following the delinquent's participation
;in the study. This prccedure was deemed necessary in order ;
gto prevent any discussion of the questionnaires or collaborj
‘ation between these two subjects. The questionnaizes were

.administered to the friend individually in a testing room at

the detention home. Directisns similar to those given the

delinguent subject were given to the friend, except he was
told that the study was for the purpose of learning his pref-
erences and seeing how well he wouid be abie to predict the
preferences of a specified other person (the delinquent who
chose fim to be a best friend)}. Each of the subjects com-

prising the "friends" group fiiled out two questionnaires--

his ssif-questionnaire and as the delingquent would fill it
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out. Ten of the friends group filled out the self-question-
naire first, and tine remaining subjects in this group took
first the questionnaire as the delinquent subject would fill
it out.

The Check-list Questionnaires were administered to
the mothers of the deiinquent subjects either when they vis-
ited -their sons at the detention or when they appeared in
court to discuss their sons' problems with the probatiocn
counsellor. The guestionnaires were administered to each

mother individually. The purpose of the investigation was

‘explained to her as it was to the delinquent and the friendﬁ
fexcept the mother was told that an attempt was being made té
glearn her prefersnces and to see how well she would be ébleg
fto'predict the preferenééé of her son. Each of the mothersi
gfilled out two questionnaires--her self-questionnaire and i
fone as the delinquent would fill it out. Ten of the mothers

:completed the self-questionnaire first; the remaining mothers

ITreatment of the Data

The 57 subjects, 19 delinquents, 19 friends, and 19
mothers, gave responsez to & total of 133 questionnaires.
The delinquent subjects responded to 37 questionnaires--19
self-questionnaires, 19 as their mother would fill out the
questionnaire, and 19 as their best friend would fill it

out. The mothers contributed 38 questionnaires--19 self-
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questicnnaires and 19 as they would fill out the question-
naire Zor their sons; and the friends contributed 38 ques-
tionneires--19 self-questionnaires and 19 as they would fill
out ths gquestionnaire for the delinquents.

Quantitative indices bf the three personail inter-
action variables, similarity, protrusion, and mutual-aware-
ness, were obtained by scoring the questionnaires for each of
these variables. Measures of central tendency and variabil-
5ity for similarity, protrusion, and mutual~-awareness were
gobtained by computing the means and standard deviations for
geach of these variables for the mofher-delinquent and the
idelinquent-ffiend groups. Comparisons in terms of these
three varlables were made between the delinguent and his
mother as contrasted with the delinquent and his best frlend
gSlmllarly, compar;sons were made between the most and least

%severeiy delinquent boys on these same variables.

SSimiiaritz

= The data for the similarity variable are based upon
jthe 57 self-questionnaires on which a total of 38 comparisons
‘were mzde. In order to determine whether there was a signif¥
.icant gifference between the similarity scores of the delin-
quent and his mother as contrasted with the delinquent and
his friend, a test of the significance of the difference be-
tween mean differences was computed. As this t test is based

upon the method of palred score dlfFerences, the test for
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significance of difference between correlated means as de-

scribed by McNemar (230, p. 226, Formula 92) was employed.

Protrusion

The data for the protrusion variable are based upon
the responses to 95 of the questionnaires on which a total of
76 comparisons was made. In order to determine whether there
was a significant difference between the protrusion scores
of the delinquent-mother group as contrasted with the delin-
;quent friend group, a test of the significance of the differ-
ience between mean differences was compﬁted. Again, the in-
%dicated statistic was the t test for significance of differ-

.ence between correlated means.

EMufual-awareness
| The data for the mutual-awareness variable are based
%upon the responses to 133 questionnaireec on which a total of
;76 comparisons was made. In order to determine whether there
fwas a significant difference between’the mutual—awéreness
‘scores of the delinquent-mother group as contrasted with the
delinquent~-friend group, a test of the significance of the
difference between mean differences was computed, using again
‘the t test. |

Within the delinquent group, the most severely delin-
guent boys were compared with the least severely delinquent
boys on each of the three variables. Means and sigmas for

-these. two groups were computed for each variable and the
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significance of the difference between these means was deter-

mined by the t test for uncorrelated means as described by

McNemar (20, p. 224, Formula 91).




CHAPTER V
THE RESULTS

According to the first hypothesis, it is expected

that there is more similarity between the self-attitudes of

the delinquent and his peer-group friend than between the

;self-attitudes of the delinquent and his mother. The data
femployed to test this first hypothesis are to be found in

%Tabie 1,

Table 1
Similarities in the Delinquent-Mother and

the Delinqueht-Friend Relationships

Groups Mean Sigma

Number of Items Checked

Simiiariy on Mother's 1

and Delinquent's Self~ 10.00 3.16
Questionnaires : '

Number of Items Checked

Similarly on Delinquent's n

and Friend's Self- 12.05 2.79
Questionnaires

(df = 18) (t = 2.73) (E <.02)
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The t~technique for correlated means applied to this first
variable, similarity, ylelds a probability value which is
significant at the .02 level of confidence. It can be seen
from an inspection of Table 1 that more items were checked
similarly on the delinquent's and friend's self-questionnaires
than were checked similarly on the mother's and delinquent's
self-questionnaires. It is clear, therefore, that the data
fully confirm this first hypothesis. ’

The second nypothesis predicts that there will be
more protrusions characterizing the delinquent-friend rela-
tionship than will characterize the delinquent~mother rela- |
gtionship. The data empioyed to test this hypothesis are ;l

presented in Table 2.

Table 2

Protrusions in the Delinquent-Mother and

. the Delinquent~Friend Relationships

Groups Mean Sigma

Number of Items Checked Similar-

ly by Delinquent on Self-Ques-

tionnaire and for Mother not 8.32 4,11
Checked by Mother on Her

Self-Questionnaire

Number of Items Checked Similar-

ly by Delinquent on Self-Ques- S
tionnaire and for Friend not 13.89 4,45
Checked by Friend on His

Self-Questionnaire

(df = 18) (t = 3.44) (p<.01)
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When the t-technique for correlated means was applied to thic
second variable of nrotrusion, a probability value which is
significant at the .0l level of confidence was obtained. An
inspection of Table 2 reveals that the obtained mean differ-
ence of 5.57 is in favor of the delinquent-friend group as
opposed to the delinquent-mother group. That is, the delin-
quent tends more to attribute his self-attitudes to his
friend than to his mother. Thus, the obtained data fully

confirm this second hypothesis.

It has been postulated in the third hypothesis that
there will be greater mutual-awareness of self-attitudes be~
‘tween the delinquent and his friend than between the delin-
;quent and his mother. Table 3 represents the data upon whicﬁ
fthis comparison gs based. When the t-technique for correla-g
ited}means was apﬁlied to this third variable of mutual-aware-
?ness of self-atti%udes, a probability value which is signif-;
ricant at the .05 level of confidence was obtained. An in-
spection of Table 3 reveals that the obtained mean difference
of 4,57 is in favor of the delinquent-mother group as opposeé
to the delihquent-friend group. These data do not support
the hypothesis that there would be greater mutual-awareness
of self-attitudes between the delinquent and his friend than
between the delinquent and his mother. Conversely, the data
indicated that there is 2 significantly greater degree of
mutual-awareness of attitudes existing between the mother

and her delinquent son tham exists between the delinquent
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Table 3
The Mutual-awareness of Self-attitudes between the
Delinyuent and His Mother and between the

Delinquent and His Peer-group Friend

I

—

Groups

Mean

Sigma

Number of Items Checked Sim-
ilarly on Mother for Delin-
quent and Delinquent on
Self~-Questionnaire

Number of Items Checked
Similarly on Delinquent
for Mother and Mother on
Seif-Questionnaire

_ Sum

Number of Items Checked Sim-
‘ilarly on Friend for Delin~
.quent and Delinquent on
Self-Questionnaire

Number of Items Checked

Similarly on Delinquent
on Friend and Friend on

Self~-Questionnaire
Sum

(df = 18)

16.16

15.05

31.21

13.11

13.53

26.64
(t = 2.19)

5.49

4,42

8.55

2.97

4,76

(P <.05)

and his peer-group friend.

A further analysis of the data presented in Table 3

reveals that the mother is significantly better able to pre-

dict the self-attitudes of her son than 1s the best friend
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of her son. When the t-technique for uncorrelated means was
applied to the difference between the mean number of items
checked similarly on the mcther for delinquent and delinquent
on self-questionnaires and the mean number of items checked
similarly on the friend for delinquent and delinquent on self-
questionnaires, a probability value significant at the .05
level of confidence was obtained. Further inspection of the
means presented in Table 3 suggests a tendency for the delin%
quent group to be able to predict better the attitudes of thé
mother than the attitudes of their best friends. However, ai
statistical comparison of these means (15.05 and 13.53) in- i
;dicateé they are not significantly different. Also, the
;trend indicated by the obtained means sug§ests that the mothér

H
H
i
H

éis bettér able to predict her son's attitudes than he is to

i

%predict’her attitudes. However, a statistical comparison ofg
;these means (16.16 and 15.05) does not yield a value which i%
significantly different.
' In short, these data for the mutual-awareness vari- g
able do not support the third hypothesis. The data indicatef
that there is a significantly greater degree of mutualvaware;
ness of attitudes existing between the mother and her delin-.
quent son than exists between the son and his peer-group
friend, and that the mother is significantly better able to
predict the self-attitudes of her son than is his best friend.
According to the fourth hypothesis, it was predicted

that the first- three hypotheses would be more true- for -those
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adolescents exhibiting seriously delinguent behaviors than
for those whose behaviors are less seriously delinquent.
That is, it was predicted that the five most as compared with
the five least severely delinquent boys: first, would tend
to imitate more the self-attitudes of the peer-group friend
than the self-attitudes of the mother; second, would tend to
ascribe their self-attitudes to their friends more than to
their mothers; and third, would exhibit a greater degree of

mutual-awareness of self-attitudes with their friends than

‘with their mothers. The data for this comparison between

Y

'éthe fivevmost and five least severely deiinquent boys on

these three varlables are presented in Table 4,
Employlng the data presented in Table 4 for the prOﬂ

tru51on varlable, an uncorrelated means i-test of the 51gn1f-

ﬂlcance of the difference between the means of the obtained

i
i

'dlfterence scores for the most and least severely dellnquent

subJects was computed. The obtained t value of 1.59 with

feight degrees of freedom is not significant at the required§

‘confidence level. However, the fact that both means are pos?

‘itive values suggests that both the least and most severely -

delinquent groups tend to attribute their self-attitudes to

- ‘the friend more than to the mother. Also the difference of

5.40 between these means in favor of the most severely delin-
[

quent group suggests the tendency for attributing of self-

attitudes to the friend to be greater for those subjects who

exhibit more seriously delinquent behaviors. Aithough these
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_ Table 4
Ccmparison beiween the Least and the Most Severely
Deiinquent Subjects on the Variables Protirusion,

Similarity, and Mutual-awareness

Protrusion Similarity Mutual-Awareness
Groups
Mean® Sigma Mean* Sigma Mean* Sigma
Most Severe
‘Delinguents 8.80 5.67 2.80 1.33 .80 4,17
‘Least Severe )

Delinquents 3.40 3,77 1.40 3.01 -9.80 9.17

- *These means are the means of the dlfference scores :
based on the comparison between mother-delinquent and delin-
'quent friend groups. f
§trends are in favor of the stated hypotheses, it is evident g
gthat the expected differences between the most and least se-?
Everely delinquent groups did not reach sfatistical signifi-
cance, and therefore the hypothesis is not substantiated.

A comparison between the least and the most severely:
delinguent subjects on the variable of similarity was made
emplovying the data presented in Table 4. An uncorrelated
means t-test of the significance of the difference between
the mezns of the obtained difference scores for the most and
least sgverely delinquent subjects was computed. A 1 value

of .86 was obtained which with eight degrees of freedom is
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not statistically significant at the required level of con-
fidence. It is to be noted that since both means are posi-
tive values, there is a tendency for both the least and most
severely delinquent groups to imitate more the self-attitudes
of the peer-group friend than the self-attitudes of the moth-
er. Also, the difference of 1.40 between these means in fa-
vor of the more severely delinquent group suggests the ten-
dency for the imitaticn of self-attitudes to the friend to
be greater for those subjects who exhibit more seriously de-
linquent behaviors. Although these trends are in favor of
‘the stated hypotheses, the statistical comparison made be-
:tween the most and least severe delinquent groups does not'f
;reVeal that they differ significantly, and therefore the hy{
;pothesis is not substantiated. |

Table 4 also presents the means and sigmas upon which
ja comparison between the least and the most severely delin-?

guent subjects on the variable of mutual-~awareness was made.:

Again, an uncorrelated means t-test of the significance of
the difference between the means of the obtained difference
scores for these two groups was computed., These data yielded
2 t value of 2,11 with eight degrees of freedom which is not
significant at the required confidence level. The positive
mean value of .80 suggests that for these subjects exhibiting
the most severely delinquent behaviors there is greater mu-
tual-awareness of self-attitudes with the best friend than

with the mother. Conversely,- the obtained negative mean -
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value of -9.80 for the least severe deiinquent group suggests
that for these subjeci:s there is a greater degree of mutual-
awareness of self-attitudes with their mothers than with
their peer-group friends., The difference of 10.60 between
these means is in favor of the stated hypothesis which pre-
dicted that the more severely delinquent subjects, in compar-
ison with the less severely delinquent subjects, would possess
a greater degree of mutual-awareness with their best friends

than with their mothers. However, since this difference doe's

-not reach statistical significance, the hypothesis is not

ﬁpothesés since statistically significant differences were

isubsiantiated.

In summary, the data fully confirm the first two hy{

i

%found'between the mother-delinquent, delinquent-friehds f

ggroups. That is, the delinquent imitates more the~self—at-§
?titudes of the peer-group friend than the self-attitudes of§
?his mother. Also, the delinquent attributes his self-atti-f

‘tudes to his friend more than to his mother. The data did

‘not support the third hypothesis. The statistically signif;

icant group differences which were obtained support the con-.

verse of this hypothesis. That is, there is greater mutual-

~awareness of self-attitudes between the delinquent and his

mother than between the delinquent and his best friend. The

obtained data did not statistically confirm the fourth hypo-

thesis. However, the differences obtained when comparing

-the most-with-the- least-severely delinquent-subjects on the-
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variables--protrusion, similarity, and mutual-awareness--were
in the predicted direction. That is, these data suggest the
tendency fcr the more severely delinguent subjects as con-
trasted with the less severely delinquent subjects to imi-
tate, to attribute to, and to experience a greater degreé of
mutual~awareness of self-attitudes with their peer-group

friends than with their mothers.




CHAPTER VI
DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

This study was designed to investigate the adolescent
delinquent's relationships with central figures in his en-
vironment in an attempt to evaluate the nature of these in- g
gterpersonal relationships and the concomitant attitudes which
gdetermine his behavior. It was hypothesized that certain of‘
the attitudes comprising the delinquent's self-concept are ;
jformed more in his relationships with his age-mates than in f
,§his relationship with his mother. = : %
| The resulté were based upon comparisons made between?
‘the self-attitudes of the delinquent and his mother as con-
;trasted with the self-attitudes of the delinquent and his
idelinquent friend. This study is designed as an analysis oﬁ
certain relationships between the delinquent and his mother
and the delinquent and the delinquent peer. The aim is to
-arrive at a characterizaticn of these relationships. This
study does not purport to be a comparative study of delin-
quents as differentiated from non-delinquent mother and peer
relationships. Thus, the results were not based on any com-

etwe

llnquenu adolescents and well adJusted

parisons be

47



48

well-adjusted adolescents. Since no control group of normal
adolescents was employed, the obtained results and conclus-
ions drawn from these results are limited to the sample of
delinquents investigated. Also, any generalization from
these results is restricted to the population of delinquents
from which this sample was selected. Thus, any statements
used to describe the delinquent's relationship with his moth-
er as contrasted with his relationships with his peers does
‘not imply'that‘these same characterizations may not be equal-
1y as applicable to the interpersonal relationships of ado—é
‘lescents in general. ‘
: It was hypothesized that the delinquent would tend
;ﬁo imitate the self-attitudes of his delinquent-peexr more
éthan the self-attitudes of his mother and that he would ?
iascribe his self-attitudes to his delinquent peer more than?
;fo his mother. It was hypothesized that there would be
ggreater mutual-awareness of self-attitudes between the de-
;linquent and his friend than between the delinqgent and hisf
gmother. It was predicted that these hypotheses £egarding
_the nature of the delinquent's self-concept would be more
clearly substantiated for those adolescents exhibiting ser-:
iously delinquent behaviors than for those exhibiting less
seriously delinquent behaviors.

These hypotheses were supported by the results ob-
tained on the similarity and protrusion variables. However,

-the—-data -obtained -on--the mutuai-awareness-variable-did--not -
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support the stated hypcthesis. Although statistical confir-
mation was not obtained for the hypotheses regarding the dif-
ferences in interpersonal relationships between the most and
least severely delinquent subjects, the obtained differences
were all in the predicted direction.

As predicted, the delinguents imitated the self-
attitudes of their age associates more than the self-atti-
tudes of their mothers. The marked similarities between ado-~

lescent delinquents, and their tendency to imitate each other

.in hair style, dress, manner of speaking and walking, are _
éoften noted by those working with them. Often these adoles{
;cent similarities between peer-group members are so apparen#
%as to be commented upon by the iay observer. The data of |
gthis study suggest that not only does the delinquent imitaté
fthese more superficial'and readily observable characteristiés
jof his peer group, but he also incerporates the self—attituQes
. such as preferences, interests, needs, values, and fears of:

- his delinquent friends.

The importance of the young child's imitation of hié
parents in the learning of socially acceptable behaviors has
been stressed earlier. Imitation is seen as a process af- .
fording the child the opportunity to meet most successfully
his frustrations and helping him to overcome his conflicting
tendencies towérd authority. The obtained datz indicate

that the delinquent has not formed these similarity patterns

with-his mother.—Since the-delinquent has-not incorporated-
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the self-attitudes of this significant adult, these same
needs for coping with frustrations and with conflicting ten-
dencies toward authority may be the determiners of the delin-
qguent's imitation of his antisocial associates.

Also, as predicted, the delinquent ascribes his self=-
attitudes to his friend more than to his mother. The term
protrusion as used here refers to the assignment by the de-
linquent to his mother and to his friend of interests, needs;
values, and fears not claimed by them. Protrusion is seen a%
%the attempt on the part of the delinquent to gain satisfac-§
étion through a false belief that the significant others in |
Ehis environment are similar to him.

: The obtained data clearly indicate that for the de- f
élinquent the significant person whom he sees as h;§ing atti-
gtudes and behaviors similar to his own is his contemporary

Eand not his mother. It is clear that the delinquent strives

fto be like his associates to the extent of erroneously ascrib-
‘ing his own characteristics to them. Perhaps the delinquenﬁ
can attain to some degree the feeling of accepiance and se-§
:curity from his group by believing he is a good and coﬁformigg
'group member. |
On the basis of phenomenological observations "and
reports, it was predicted that there would be greater mutual-
awareness of self-attitudes between the delinquent and his

delinguent friend than between the delinguent and his mother.

The obtained results not-only fail to cenfirm this hypothesis;
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they support the converse of this hypothesis. That is, these
data indicate that there is more mutuai-awareness of attitudes
existing between mother and son than exists between delinquent
and associate. These findings are contradictory to those of
writers like Thrasher (51) and Whyte (54), who stress that
in the close associations between dzlinguents, they learn to
know each other better than their parents know them.

Perhaps one explanation for the difference between
‘these results and those of other writers is to be found in
;the type of delinquent subjects under observation. The pop-
gulation for this study was composed of detention home ratheré
gthan reform school delinquents. That is, the boys in this
%study may nqt be as severely antisocial as those studied by E
gother investigators. The results obtained when comparing
gthe most with the least severe delinquents on this same var-
éiable, mutual-awareness, gives added support to this explan-}
%ation. The more severe delinquents tended to experience
Egreater awareness with their associates, whereas the less
:severe delinquents experienced greater mutual-awareness with:
‘their mothers. Other explanations for the disparity between
predicted and obtained results for this mutual-awareness var-
iable are to be found also in the type of delinquent popula-
tion chosen for study. It is possible that these delinquents
did not have the predicted awareness of the self-attitudes

of their friends because their associations with their friends
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were of shorter duration than were their associations with
their mothers. It is to be noted that all of the delinguent
boys lived at home with their mothers until they were placed
in detention approkimately two months prior to their partici-
pation in this investigation. Subjects of this study were
not members of well~defined gangs which had engaged in activ-
ities with common motivational significance over a long per-
iod of time. Thus, it is possible that if the delinquents of
this investigation had spent more time in association with ‘
;their delinquent-peers and were members of a gang which had
;served as a reference group for them, there might have been
ga higher degree of mutual-awareness between them.
: Throughout this 1nvestlgat10n the assumptlon has been
| made that self-attitudes are the result of an 1nteractlon
?process. It is for this reason that mutual-awareness and
fnot'just the delinquent's awareness of others' attitudes, haé
been emphasized However, a further analysis of the obtalned
?data of each group s awareness of the other s attitudes is
indicated in order to further describe the awareness patterne
<characterizing the delinquent’s interpersonal relationchips.:

Despite the delinquent's frequent statements to the
effect that they are not understood at home as they are by
their teen-age friends, the results indicate that their mocth-
ers have a better understanding or awareness of their atti-
tudes than do their best friends. Also, the mother knows her

‘sonts-attitudes better -than-he knows her seif-attitudes, —— -
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That the mother has significantly greater understanding or
awareness of her son's preferences, values, and fears than
does his friend, althcugh her son does not believe this to be
so, may be another example of the delinquent's misperception
or distortion of himself and those about him.

Another explanation for this discrepancy between the»
data and the delinquent's statements regarding his feelings
may be found in the definition of mutual-awareness. As used.
in this study, mutual-awareness is a kind of superficial un-g
:derstanding between two persons of each other's preferences,g
fneed;, values, ambitions, and fears. Thus, it is possible f
;that the motherrhas an intellectual awareness or knowledge ;
gof her son's attitudes with little emotional accompaniment |
gor'empathy for her son's feel;dgs and needs., eThis'measure E
gof mutual-awareness may be a measure of superficial under- |
gstanding whichhis the accrualvof knowledge about another per;
éson due to continued association over a long period of time.§
?That mutual-awareness as measured bare'may be a measure of
?intellectual awareness of another's attitudes resulting fromg
fprolonged association is suggested by a further examination ;
of the data obtained on this variable. For example, the data
‘reveal that the delinquent tends to be able to predici the
attitudes of his mother better than he is able to predict
the attitudes of his best friend.

The last hypothesis was designed to ascertain possible

differences in-the formation of self-attitudes between the
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most and least severely delinquent subjects. itisocial at-

titudes and the resulting delinquent behaviors are seen as

the result of seif-attitudes which have been developed over

a prolonged period of interaction with parents and associates.
Therefore, contrasting the most with the least severely de-
linquent subjects on the three seif-attitude variables is an
attempt to discern certain characteristics common in the de-
velopment of these attitudes.

It was predicted that the most severely delinquent

‘boys, as contrasted with the least severely delinquent boys,
‘would tend to imitate more the self-attitudes of the delin-
équenquriend than the attitudes of the mother. It was pre—é
;di;ted that they would-tend.to ascribe their self-attitudes§
;fb their friends more than to their mothers and that théy f
éwould have a greater degree of mutual-awareness of the selfé
?attitudes of their friends than they would have of their ;
?mothers' self-attitudes. Although statistical confirmationi
.of this hypothesis was not obtained, the data reveal tenden%
~cies for the differences in interpersonal relationships to |
:exist as predicted. The obtained results suggest that éon-:

‘comitant with the development of antisocial attitudes is a

tendency for the delinquent's relationships with other delin-
quents to be more intense and msaningful than are his rela-
tionships with his mother. The lack of statistical confir-

mation for this last hypothesis may be because of the type

-0f -deiinquent population used in this investigation. - As . .-
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suggested above, the delinquents of this study may not be as

severely delinquent as those studied by others who have em-
ployed a reform school population.

Considering the results obtained on the three varia-
bles, similarity, protrusion, and mutual-awareness, several
conclusions can be drawn regarding the nature of the inter-
personal relationships of the delinquents studied in this
investigation. These delinquents had a relationship with
‘their age associates which can be characterized in the fol-E

flowing manner, These delinquents had markedly similar self-

?attitudes. In those areas where their self-attitudes were ;
gnot similar they erroneously believed that they were. Fur-
gther, they had less knowledge or awareness of each other's é
?selffattitudes than they had of their mothers! self-attitude%.
g These results support the beliefs of many of those |
gwho work in the area of delinquency. Currently, workers in %
Ethis important area of pathclogy do not see delinquents as
iyoung criminals to be punished, but see them rather as mis-
;guided, maladjusted youths who are potential criminals if |
Zremedial measures are not taken. Theorists describe delin- .

quents as youths who grossly distort their environment to

the extent that they are living in an unrealistic world.

Case histories of delinquents are replete with examples of
their unreaiistic thinking. For example, delinquents state
that they do not need to attend school in order to obtain

good jobs; they believe their difficulities are caused-by-the
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"cops™ who "have it in for them"; and thev frequently state
that it is ail right to break ruies if you do not get caught
doing so. This investigation demonstrates the degree to
which the deiinquent in this study has a distorted picture
of himself and those about him. He does not see his delin-
quent associaies as they really are. He ascribes his own
characteristics to them and follows them blindly in an at-
tempt to be similar to them. Although he may report that hef
'is misunderstood by his mother, she has more knowledge of hi%
?attitudes than he has of hers; and she has more awareness oﬁ
'his attitudes than does his best friend. 5
i For the past several decades, workers and theorists
%have vascillated between two extremes in their thinking as |

§to what constitutes a fherapeutic program for the adolescent

i

f 3 » 3
‘delinquent. On the one hand, some writers emphasize the ne-
! E

‘cessity for removing the delinquent from his unwholesome en-|

+

jvironment and for placing him in a setting where he can lear%
‘morz.socially acceptable behaviors. On the other hand, thez
fnecessity for leaving :che child in his present environment :
?and treating both the child and family members has been em-é

‘phasized. The results of this investigation suggest several

fimportant factors to be considered when imitating a therapeu-
tic program for the individual delinquent. In general, the
data indicate thaf the severity and type of offenses com-

mitted could be evaluated to determine a desirable treatment

program. The more-severely-delinquent .adolescent would seem
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to benefit most by being placed in a detention home or other
group setting where therapy could be oriented toward modifi-
cation of his attitudes in conjunction with modifying the at-
titudes of his peers whom he is imitating. Counselling with
the mother of a severely delinquent boy in ordg; to help her
gain a better understanding of her son does not seem indica-
ted. The data suggest that she is not lacking in the super-
ficial understanding which could be gained in short-term
counselling. One might speculate that any modification of
‘the mother's attitudes would probably have limited value forf
éa severely delinquent son, since her attitudes and behaviors
gafe not the ones which he is primarily imitating. 1In con-
gtrast, counselling with the mother of a less severely delin-
fquent boy may be more beneficial since he, unlike the more
gsevere delinquent, is still maintaining a closer relationship

fwith his mother. Thus, it would seem possible to leave the

‘less severe delinquent in his home environment and work con-
currently toward changing his attitudes and those of the |
;significant adult.

One purpose of this study was to demonstrate a methoﬁ
for investigating interpersonal relationships. Because the
instrument of measurement employed in this study has demon-
strated reliability, is used in a projective manner, and
yields easily quantifiable results, it would seem to have
.value for other studies in this important area of interper-

sonal -relationships. - -Als50, -the methodology employed-provides
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a means for measuring such operationally defined variables
as similarity, protrusion, and mutual-awareness.

The Check=-List Questionnaire was divided into ten
sections. The content of these sections varied rather wide-~
ly. The separate sections ranged from fears through reading
interests to vocational preferences. In treating the data
only the totai of all sections together on each variable was
used, No attempt was made to treat the data on each variable
for each section. Statistically significant results were |
obtained on each variable using the totals. Had statistical-

1y significant results not been obtained, it would have beeﬁ
essential to analyze the data‘section by section on each vaf-
“jable ‘since it would be possible for differences in directién
?by sections to have exerted a cancelling effect. This mighé
“have accounted for lack of statistical significance when thé
totals were employed. Although it goes beyond the scope ofi
this study, it would be valuable to make an analysis of thi§
data section by section on each variable. Such an analysis?
would yield information as to which sections were contribut~
ing the most to directions obtained in the total, which sec-
tions were contributing the least to the directions obtained
in the total and which sections might yield directions op-
posite to those obtained in the total. Such an analysis
might also reveal certain constellations of self-attitudes
which are more typical of the delinguent-mother relationship

as contrasted with the deiinguent-friend reiationship.-
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Employing this methodology, similar variebles, and a
control group of normal adolescents, further research with
delinquents could be directed profitably toward an investi-
gation of the chronological development of self-attitudes of
delinquents of both sexes. It would be desirable for such a
study to include severely delinquent adolescents, since it
is believed that some of the results of the present investi-~
gation would have been even more conclusive if more severely

delinquent boys, such as a reform school population, had been

studied. Also, in a more intensive study sf the formation o

antisocial attitudes it would be desirable to have extensive

case history and clinical informaticn about the mother and

‘the other significant persons with whom the delinquent has
ihad meaningful relationships which have determined his self-
.attitudes and behaviors. Investigations of the determinants
of self-attitudes of known clinical groups in modern psycho-
pathology seem particularly warranted since attitude forma-

tion is so ciosely related to general level of adjustment.

In short, it is believed that much could be learned about the
motivation of human behavior by further research in this im-

portant area of interpersonal relationshipgs and how they

“affect self-attitudes.




CHAPTER VII

SUMMARY

-

Although psychological investigators agree that atti-

tudes are the result of an interaction process with signifi-
cant persons in one's environment, they differ in their Se-;
lection of the central or significant persons who are influ-
-encing the attitudes and behaviors of the juvenile delinque&t
?The purpose of this study was to investigate the 1nterperson-
jal relatﬂonshlps of the adolescent delinquent in order to A
jprov1ae data on some aspects of the relationship between th%
‘parent and delinquent child attitudes as contrasted with thé
'relationship between delinquent child and peer=-group friend?
attitudes. No attempt was made to contrast the interpersonéi
.relatlens hips of the delinquent adolescent with those of the
well-adjusted adolescent.

n the basis of phenomenological reports, it was
hypothesized that the delinquent's self-concept is composed:
of the reflected appraisals of the attitudes of his friend
more than of the reflected appraisals of the attitudes of
his mother. More specifically, it was hypothesized that the

delinquent would tend to imitate the seif-attitudes of his

60




61

delinquent peer more than the self-attitudes of his mother,
and that he would ascribe his self-attitudes to his delinqguent
peer more than to his mother. It was hypothesized that there
would be grezter mutual-awareness of self-attitudes betwsen
the delinquent and his friend than between the delinquent and
his mother. It was predicted that all of these hypotheses
regarding the nature of the delinquent's self-concept would
be more clearly substantiated for those delinquent adolescents
exhibiting seriously delinquent behaviors than for those ex~f
hibiting less seriously delinguent behaviors., |

Fifty-seven persons served as subjects in this studyé
19 juvenile delinquents who were‘being held in detention by !
the Tulsa County Juvenile Court, the mother of sach of these%
delinquents, and the best friend of each of thesé delinquenté.

The instrument of measurement, the Check~Liét Ques- %
fionnaire, was designed to reflect the attitudes comprising é
the individual's self-ccncept as expressed by his interests,i
needs, aspirations, values, and fears. Although this instru;
ment is a direct questionnaire, it was empleyed in a projec-‘
tive manner. That is, the meaning of the data was sought ‘
not in the responses themselves, but in the degree of simi-
larity between responses in questionnaires answered by the
mothers, the deiinquents, and their peer-group friends. Only
the three npesrationally defined interaction patterns, similar-
ity, protrusion, and mutual-awareness, not the specific self-

attitudes, were studied., The questionnaires were administered
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individually to each subject. On the guestionnaire, the
mother, her delinquent child, and the best friend of the de-
linquent described independently their interests, needs, as-
pirations, values, and fears. In addition, the mother and
friend described the delinquent in these same areas. The
delinquent described the friend and the mother in the same
areas. Quantitative scores of protrusion, similarity, and
mutual-awareness were derived.

As predicted, the delinquents had attitudes which
were more similar to the self-attitudes of their age assoc- ?
‘iates than to the self-attitudes of their mothers. As pre-
dicted, the delinquent ascribed his self-attitudes to his

‘friend more than to his mother. Contrary to the stated hy-

Epothesis, more mutuzl-awareness of self-attitudes existed
gbetween mother and delinquent son than existed between the
idelinquent and his associate. Although no statistically
fsignificant differences were obtained between the most and
least severely deiinquent adolescents on the three interacti;n
‘variables, the obtained differences were all in the predicteé
direction. |
Considering the iimitations imposed by'the selection;
of the sample for this investigation and the lack of a con- ‘
trol group of normal adeclescents, several conclusions were
drawn regarding the nature of the interpersonal relationships
of the delinquent population sampled. The delinquent's rela- -

tionship with his age associate, in comparison with his ...




63

relationship with his mother, was characterized in the foli-
iowing manner. The delinguent and his age associate have
markedly similar self-attitudes. In those areas where their
self-attitudes are not similar they erroneously believe that
they are. They have little knowledge or awareness of each
other's self-attitudes. In contrast, the delinquent and his
mother have markedly dissimilar self-attitudes. The delin-
quents do not erroneously beliave that their attitudes are
similar to those of their mother. Both the mothers and their
delinquent sons have an awareness of the other's self-atti-
tudes. Concomitant with the development of antisocial atti—g
tudes is the tendency for the delinquent's relationships witﬁ
‘other delinquents to be more intense and meaningful than areé
€his relationships with his mother. |

- These results were interpreted to be a demonstration
of the degree to which the delinquent has an inaccurate pic-i
ture of himself and those about him. The delinquent does
not see his peers as they realily -are. He ascribes many of
nis own characteristics to his delinquent associates. Al-
though he may report that he is misunderstood by his mother,
she has more knowledge of his attitudes than he has of hers,
and she has more knowledge of his attitudes than does his

nature of the measuring

[}

best friend. However, due to th
device used in this investigation, the mother's knowledge

may be merely an intellectual or superficial awareness of

er son's self-attitudes. -
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The findings of this study z2¢ they relste to a suc-
cess¢ful therapeutic program for the cdelinquent were discussed.
It was suggested that counselling witn the mother of a severe-
ly deiinguent boy would have limited benefit since she is not
lacking in the superficial understancing which could be gained
in short-term counselling. The seversly delinquent adoles-
cent would seem to benefit most from placement in a group
setting where therapy would be oriented toward modification
of his attitudes in conjunction with modifying the attitudes
of his peers with whom he is identifying. Prior to initiat-;
ing a therapeutic program based on these suggestions, furthe%
investigation is indicated since these suggestions are based%
on difference§ between the delinquent groups which were not %
statistically significant. .

Further research with delinquents could be directed
profitably toward an investigation of the chronological de-

velopment of self-attitudes of delinquents of both sexes, as

compared with non-delinquents. The msthodology and variableé

-t

il tools for further

hey

of this inwvestigation are seen as uss

research in the important area of intsrpersonal relationships.
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SELF QUESTIONNAIRE

1. Here are lists of places to go. Choose 1 from each
group of 3 places listed that you would like most of
all to go. Put a check (+J in front of the one you
would like best in each group.

__1. band concert 1. club meeting

2. basketball game ___2. dance hall

___3. church 3. horse race

___4. public library ___4. opera

5. to visit relatives __5. car riding with a friend
1. card party 1. swimming pool

__2. football game __ 2. lecture

___3. museum of art ___3. movies

—4. to a friend's house ___4. automobile show

___ 5. picnic __95. circus or fair

- II. Suppose you could be anything you wanted to be. Choose
- 1 from each group of 5 jobs listed that you would like best,
. Put a check %07'in front of the one you would like best in .

. each group. ‘

1. aviator or airline 1. scientist

hostess ___2. salesman or saleslady
2. teacher 3. factory worker
3. secretary 4. bus or truck driver
4. electrician —__5. nurse
5. policeman
1. farmer or rancher _ 1. newspaper reporter
___2. librarian —__2. social worker :
___3. mechanic 3. filling station operator:
___4. carpenter 4. bank clerk :
_. 5. actor or actress 5. plumber

I1I. Here are lists of magazines to read. Choose 1 from
each group of 5 magazines listed that vou would like mest to
read. Put 2 check () in front of the one you would like
best in each group.

comics

a magazine of adventure
sports magazine

one about movie stars animal stories

a detective story short stories of ordin-
2 travel magazine ary life

a motion picture
magazine
a news weekly

L

W
. »

0L
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a magazine about science

[
[}

magazine about arts, __ 1.
crafts or hobbies and invention
magazine about gov- ___ 2. an art magazine
ernment and world 3. picture magazine like

affairs Wlife"

___ 3. a household magazine 4, a religious magazine
___4. a western story ___5. a magazine of jokes
magazine
5. a romantic "true confessions magazine"

Uf the following subjects, which did you like best in
grade school? Choose 1 from each group of 5 subjects listed
that you liked best. Put a check ?Vﬁ’befors the one you
liked best in each group.

Iv.

1, arithmetic __1. writing

___2. geography ___ 2. general science
___3. history and civics ___3. reading

___4. English ___4. art and music
___5. spelling ___5. gym

V. Here are lists of things which frighien some people.
Choose one from each group of five things listed which
frightens you the most. Put a check (¢) in front of the

one which frightens you most in each group.

___1. spiders __1. snakes

___2. bad dreams ___2. punishment after death

___3. thinking you might ___3. becoming blind or deaf
catch a disease ___4, fires - :

such as "Polio" 5. loss of money

___4. thunder and lightning
__5. becoming insane
__1. thinking we may have 1. being separated from
a war your family
2. thinking about dying 2. being operated on
___3. being in a serious ___3. tornadoes
car accident 4, thinking someone in your
___4. not being successful family may die
in your work _ 5. beceming lost in a crowd

VI.

being severely pun-
ished by someone

f you were allowed only one adJectlxs

to describe

yourse;; from each of the groups of adjectives listed,
which wculd you choose? Put a check (1} tefore the one
ive in each group which describes you most accurately.

adject
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detention homes

1, patient 1. restless 1. nervous
___ 2. happy ___ 2. moody 2. soclable
___ 3. worrisome ___ 3. lazy __ 3. sincere
___4. popular ___4. cheerful ___ 4, thrifty
___ 5. ill-tempered 5. clever 5. slow-acting
__ 1. sad ___1. busy 1. easy-going
___ 2. smart ___ 2. quiet 2. quick
___3. kind ___ 3. impatient ___3. ambitious
____4. timid ___ 4., careful 4. scairy
___5. boastful ___ 5. peppy 5. talkative
VII. Here are lists of things to contribute to. Suppose
you had a large sum of money to give away, to which of the
followin ganizations would you give this money? Put a
check { before the one in each group which you would like
.most to give it to.
__ 1. church ___ 1. home for orphans
___ 2. city parks ____2. mental health and hos-
3. symphony orchestra pitals
.4, scientific laboratory 3. Boy Scouts and Girl
___D. YMCA & YWCA Scouts
j ___ 4., art museum
j ___5. sports, such as a home
: “baseball team
‘1. library __1. Red Cross & Salvation
2, schools and colleges Army
.___3. homes for old folks ___ 2. public hospitals
‘___ 4, industry ___3. play grounds
' 5. political campaign ___ 4. housing developments

5

‘VIII. This is a list of things to own. Suppose that you

‘didn't have any of them.
of things listed that you would like most to own.
‘check

most

W N+

W N - ,uv IJ:J I I

-

. . .

Choose one

from each of the groups
Put a

{L+ before the ones in each group which you would like

bicycle i,
baseball and bat 2.
radio ___3.
extra nice outfit of 4.
clothes ___ 5.

pool table .
i.

camping outfit -
collection of stamss 2.
a pet dog or cat 3.
nice jewelry 4,
iarge library of bscks ___ 5.

microscope

mechano or erector set
sewing machine

gun

victrola with records

piano or other musical
instrument

tennis racket

wrist watch

ping pong set

basketball
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IX. Here are lists of things to talk about with your friends.
Choose one from each group of five topics listed which you
talk most about with your friends. Put a check (1) before
the one in each group which you talk most about,.

1. movies 1. having dates
____ 2. latest song hits 2. radio programs
___ 3. what you were going to 3. money & things you
be needed
4, traveling 4, parties
___ 5. studies and classwork 5. outdoor sports
1. art peainting or music __ 1, teachers
___2. clothes & things to ___2. dancing
wear ___3. your family
___3. books you have read ___4. church & things about
____4, other boys and girls religion
___5. school activities, 5. new inventions & scierice

committees

X. Here are lists of things to do. Choose 1 from each grou
of 5 things listed that you like most to do. Put a check (pg
in front of the one in each group which you like most to do.:

S P collect plcturea of — 1. paint or draw pictures ;
movie stars ___2. play cards f

___2. dance ___3. play the piano or other’

__3. sing in a choir musical instrument

___4. go camping 4. go for rides in a car

5. go to a party __5. play with pet dog or cat

1. go fishing —1. talk with older persons

2. go for a walk alone ___2. write stories

___3. help with work around 3. take long hikes with

ﬁ the house friends

___ 4, act in plays 4. read

___5. ride horseback —_Oo.

get together with frlends
just to talk .
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FRIENDS INVENTORY

Suppose you were asked to choose 2 boys to go fishing
with you. Which 3 would you choose? List them in
order of preference. That is, list the boy you would
like most to go fishing with first, your second choice
second and your third choice last.

Suppose you were asked to choose 3 boys to go home
with you on a week-end. Which 3 would you choose?
List them in order of preference. That is, list the
boy you would like most to go to your home first, your
second choice second and your last choice third. :

l‘
2.
3.

Suppose you were asked to choose 3 boys to have a bull
session with after dinner. Which 3 would you choose? !

List them in order of preference by putting the one
you would like most to have a bull session with first,

etc.

Suppose you were asked to choose 3 boys to sit near
you at the table. Which 3 would you choose? List

them in order of preference by putiing the cne you

would like most to sit near you first, your second

choice second and your 3rd choice third.
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Suppose you were assigned a work detail such as clean-
ing up the yard, kitchen duty, etc., and were asked to
choose 3 boys to work with you. Which 3 would you
choose? List them in order of preference by putting
your first choice first, your 2nd choice second, and
your 3rd choice third.

Who are your 3 best friends? List them in order of
preference. Put your best friend first, your next
best friend second, and vour third best friend third.

ll

2.

30




