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Chapter 1
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Introduction

The Women's Liberation Movement causes have stirred
a considerable amount of interest in this country recent-
ly., The history of women's sbruggle for status and equal-
ity in the United States dates back to the 1830's when
women first began to press for social change, However,
the new fgminist wave perhaps first emerged with the
appearance of Betty Freidan's controversial book, The

Feminine Mystigue (1963), in which she decried the deter-

iorated position of women in American society.....women
who had been emancipated but frustrated and pressured by
an anti-feminist ideology emphasizing the importance of
domesticity. Freidan's case is strong and well-documented,
and the surge of controversy it provoked still continues,
thus demonstrating that the problems she discussed trouble
more people than may have been guessed.

" Beginning with the National Organization of Women (NOW)
organized by Freidan to promote equal rights for women,

numerous liberation groups have emerged ranging from



militant feminist organizations to the_informal local
"consciousness-raising" groups. Their goals include
legisiabtion for equal job opportunities, equal péy for
egual work, abortion law reform, day care centers, and s
host of related issues, all designed to free women from
the constraints that have prevented them from realizing
their full potential as humén beings in this society.

As a steadily increasing number of women decide to
re-enter the work world, greater numbers have returned
to school as a means of entering a career. And others are
seeking education as an alternative to the traditional
club, committee or volunteer work as a means of filling
their days as housewives.

More women are choosing to remain single while pur-
suing a career and witﬁ the rise in divorce rate many
more women must or are choosing to become gelf-sustaining,

As a result many of these women find themselves in
need of emotional support; they are faced with making a
vocational choice; and, they must learn to cope with the
conflicting feelings arising from the changing values and

life styles.

Need for the Study

There is a definite need for counselors to become
more sensitive to the needs of women who are geeking to

express and define in other than traditional ways what



it means to be female, |

A recent study by Thomas and Stewart (1971) found
that female clients interested in pursuing more tradi-
tionally masculine (deviate) career goals were perceived
by both male and female counselors as needing more coungel-
ing than female clients interested in more conforming ca-
reer goals. The counselofs algo felt that the deviate
career gdals were legs appropriate for female clients thén
the more conforming goals, However, female coungelors
gave higher acceptance scores to both deviate and conform-
ing female clients than did male counselors.

In Hawley's studies (1971, 1972) exploring the pro-
cesses underlying women's career choice, it was found that
women in traditionally feminine occupations (dichotomous)
tended to think men view behavior in a gex-linked way.
Women in occupations oubtside the feminine career group
(androgynous) did not perceive men asg differentiating
behavior ag appropriately male or female, The invegti-
gation also indicated tﬁat married women tended to be in
agreement with the androgynous group and single women
nearer in agreement with the feminine career groupe.

It was concluded that whether or not these women's
perceptions were accuréte, they did effect career choice.
Consequently counselors should become aware of the forces

which restiict the options of their clients.



Results of a recent study regarding the relationship be-
tween sex-role stereotypes and clinical cqncepté of mental
health (Broverman, et al, 1970) indicate that clinicians
have different concepts of heélth for men and women, and
thege differences parallel the gsex role stereotypes pre-
valent in our society.

The point ig clearly méde that a double~standard of
health exists for the sexes and that the genersal standard
of health for adulbts is actually applied only to men, while
healthy women are perceived as significantly less healthy
by sdult standards.

Accordingly, therefore, for a woman to be healthy she
musgt adjust to and accept behavioral stereotypic norms for
for her sex, even though cliniciansg also agreed these be-
haviors are generally less soclially desirable and congid-
ered less healthy for the mature adult.

Implications of this investigation centered around
the role therapists play in perpetuating sex-role stereo-
types, and whether this attitude influences their pro-
fegsional activities, resulting in the reinforcement of
social and psychological conflicts in their clients. It
was proposed that the coﬁrse of mental health would more
appropriately be advanced if both sexes were encouraged
toward fulfillment of their individual potentials rather

than conform or adjust to restrictive sex roles.



Women do appear Lo have more conflicts when pursuing

unconventional goals. As Maccoby (1963) has pointed out,
"the girl who maintains qualities of independence and
active striving necessary for.iﬁtelléctual mastery defies
the conventions of sex appropriate behavior and must pay:-
a price, a price in anxiety." 1In addition, Sandfofd {1961)
observed that girls, after becoming "more liberal and inde-
pendent” during their four years at a.high—ranking women's
college, showed higher incidence of anxiety énd psychologi-
cal disturbance than they did when they were freshman.

Therefore, in addition to gaining insight into the
needs and backgrounds of women who are engaged in working
toward greater freedom of choice for their sex, it is
hoped that this study will bring more awareness to the

coungelor who may assist such women in making their choices.
Hypotheses

This study will attempt to answer the following
questions:

.1) Do women who are members of women's liberation |
movement (WLM) groups differ significantly in certain
manifestlneeds (as meagured by fhe Edwards Personal
Preference Schedule) from the normative group of
General Adult Women (GAW)?

2) Do these WLM women, as a group, exhibit specific

personal background characterigtics?



Null Hypotheses

1) fhere are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Achievement (Ach) variable of the EPPS.

2} There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Deference (Def) variable of the EPPS.

3) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Order (Ord) variable of the EPPS.

i) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Exhibition (Exh) variable of the EPPS.

5) There are no significant differences between WLM
wemen and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Automony {Aut) variable of the EPPS.

6) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Affiliation (Aff) wvariable of the EPPS.

7) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the intraception {(Int) variable of the EPPS.

8) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mesn scores

on the Succorance (Suc) variable of the EPPS.



9) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Dominance (Dom) variable of the EPPS.

10) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Abasement (Aba) variable of the EPPS.

11) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Nurturance (Nur) variable of the EPPS.

12) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Change: (Chg) variable of the EPPS.

13) There are no gignificant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and theilr mean scores
on the Endurance (End)‘variable of the EPPS.

1) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAW and their mean scores
on the Heterosexuality (Het) variable of the EPPS,.

15) There are no significant differences between WLM
women and the normative group of GAw.and thelr mean scores

on the Aggression (Agg) variasble of the EPPS.

Limitations of the Study

The following considerations should be taken into

account in the interpretation of the results.
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No control group consisting of algeneral population
of adult ﬁomen, who were nbt members of the women's liber-
ation movement,was tested, Comparisons were thus made
between the WLM group and the normative group used by
Edwards.

Only those individuals having no objection to taking
the personality inventory were subjects in this study.
Careful congideration should be given to the description
of thisg group before generalizations are made to other

groups of women,



Chapter II
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

A review of the literature revealed only one researéh
study that included some women in women's liberation move-
ment groups. The subject matter, which dealt with attitu-
des toward the issues of womensg liberation, was only
tangential to this investigation; however, the results are
worth noting, Tavris (1971) found that for both sexes the
best predictors of support for women's liberation were
political radicalism, religious liberalism, and the belief
that all sex differences in personality traits are cultur-
ally determined; also, for the women the most important
predictor was reported career and intellectusal discrimina-
tion.

However, since the majority of the women in this sam-
ple were found to be employed and well-educated.. The
results of several studies investigating differences in
characteristics of career and homemaking-oriented women
are included here.

Hoyt and Kennedy (1958) found significant differences
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between these two groups on five scalés of the Edwards
Personal Prefercence Schedule (EPPS). Career-oriented
women scored significantly higher than the Edward's
norm group on Endurance (End), -and Achievement (Ach),
and Introception (Int); and below average on he ero-
sexuality (Het). Homemaking-oriented women scored
significantly above average on Succorance (Suc). From
these results the authors propose that career-oriented
women are drawn in that direction by one or more of four
needs; "a) to establish one's worth thfough competitive
behavior (Ach); b) to intellectually know and understand
(Int); c) to accomplish concrete goals (End); and d4) to
avoid relations with the opposite sgex".

Results of Wagman's study (1966) on interests and
values of career and homemaking-oriented women supported
Hoyt and Kennedy's (1958) findings on the Strong Vecational
Interest Blank (SVIB) interest scales for these groups.

Gysbers et al. (1968) investigated the demographic and
attitudinal differences between empirically-identified
homemakers and career-oriented women. The latter were more
apt to be single, to have pursued more education, and come
from families where parents had more education, than those
comprising the homemakér group.

Additionally, it was found that the stable career women
were more skeptical in their religious beliefs, they

derived more satisfaction from social interactions involving
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more men than women, and that they regarded personal
achievemeﬁt as more importént than regard from others.

Based on the investigations and Holland's data on
personality (cited in Gysbers et al., 1968) types for class-
ifying people, they proposed that career-oriented women were
more intellectual and enterprising types, while homemaker-
oriented women are meore social and conventiai.

McKenzie (1971) studied personality characteristics
and traditional attitudes of professional women (noncon-
formist) and housewives (conformists). She found that
the two groups differed significantly in personality char-
ecteristics as measured by the California Psychological
Inventorj. The nonconformist group scored significantly
higher on the following scales: Dominance, Capacity for
Status, Sociability, Social Presence, Responsibility,
Tolerance, Achievement via Conformance, Achievement via
Independence, Intellectual Efficiency, and Flexibility.

A wide range of research has been carried out utiliz-
ing the Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS) as a
convenient measure of normal personality traits. An
attempt was made to select studies pertinent to this invest-
igation. Again the research can only be described as tan-
gential, for the subjects of the studies were primarily
college women with no mention of career orieﬁtation or
affiliation with women's liberation movement groups.(Simon

end Primavera, 1972; Fitzgerald and Pasewark, 1971;



Harvey, 19713 Pa
ge, 1971: Dayries .
s g and Gri
N and. Grimm, 1970; and
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Chapter 111

METHODOLOGY

Population

The population for this study consisted of all those
women who were members in one or more types of Women's
Liberation Movement groups in two small Midwegtern cities
(Manhattan, Kansas and Iowa City, Iowa).

The towng can be most accurately described as "academ-
ically-oriented communities" in that both house large
universities and the citizenry is predominantly university-
affiliateﬁ.

The types of groups to which these women belonged and
which made them eligible for the study included the follow-
ing: a)"consciousness-raising" groups, in which members
of one or both sexes explore their roleg and feelings in
changing male—femalé relationships, lifestyles, goals, etc.;
b) informal local "movement" groups (discussion groups};

c) and national organizations, such as National Associa-
tion of Women (NOW), Women's Equity Action League (WEAL)

and Women's Folitical Caucas,

13
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The Sample

Lists of women in the above mentioned women‘s groups
were obtained either through thée group itself or by refer-
rals made by acquaintances.

The women contacted for the study were those available
within a ten mile commuting distance of the investigator's
home in each of the two cities. Only those individuals
having no objection to taking the personality inventory
were selected.

For this sample, then, the subjects consisted of thirty-

three (33) women.,

Study Varigbles

The Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS)

The Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS) is an
inventory of 210 pairs of statements designed to assess the
relative strengths of fifteen normal personality variables,
which, as Edwards states in his manual (1959:5), "have their
origin in a ligt of manifest needs presented by H.A. Murray
and others".

The names of the EPPS variables are: Achievement (Ach),

Deference (Def), Order (Ord), Exhibition (Exh), Autonomy (Aut),
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Affiliation (Aff), Intraception (int), Succorance (Suc),
Dominance (Dom), Abasement (Aba), Nurturance (Nur), Change
(Chg), Endurance (End), Heterosexuality (Het), and
Aggression (Agg). Additionally, the EPPS provides a
measure of test Consistency (Con) and one of profile
stability.

Information dealing with the method of construction of
these scales can be had by referring to the EPPS manual
(Edwards, 1959:5-6, 9-15).

Brief scale descriptions as they appear in the EPPS
manual (Edwards, 1959:11) follow:

1. Achievement (ach): To do one's best, to be suc-
cessful, to accomplish tasks requiring skill and
effort, to be a recognized authority, to accom-
plish something of great significance, to do a
difficult job well, to solve difficult problems

and puzzles, to be able to do things better than
others, to write a great novel or play.

2., Deference (def): To get suggestions from others,
to find out what others think, to follow instruc-
tions and do what is expected, to praise others,
to tell others that they have done a good job, to
accept the leadership of others, to read about
great men, to conform to custom and avoid the
'unconventional', to let others make decisions.

3. Order (ord): To have written work neat and or-
ganized, to make plans before starting on a 4dif-
ficult task, to have things organized, to keep
things neat and orderly, to make advance plans
when taking a trip, to organize details of work,
to keep letters and files according to some sys-
tem, to have meals organized and a definite time
for eating, to have things arranged so that thsy
run smoothly without change.
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Exhibition (exh): To say witty and clever things,
to tell amusing jokes and stories, to talk about
personal adventures and experiences, to have others

" notice and comment upon one's appearance, to say
D b »

things just to see what effect it will have on
others, to talk about personal achievements, to

be the center of attention, to nse words that
others do not know the meaning of, to ask questions
others cannot answer,

Autonomy (aut)}: To be able to come and go as
desired, to say what one thinks about things, to
be independent of others in making decisions, to
feel free to do what one wants, to do things that
are unconventional, to avelid situations where one
is expected to conform, to do things without re-
gard to what others may think, to criticize those
in positiong of authority, to avoid responsibili-
ties and obligations.

Affiliation (aff): To be loyal to friends, to
participate in friendly groups, to do things for
friends, to form new friendships, to make as many

friends as possible, to share things with friends,

to do things with friends rather than alone, to
form strong attachments, to write letters to

Intraception (int): To analyze one's motives and
feelings, to observe others, to understand how
others feel about problems, to put one's self in
another's place, to judge people by why they do
things rather than by what they do, to analyze
the behavior of others, to analyze the motives

of others, to predict how others will act.

Succorance (suc): To have others provide help

when in trouble, to geek encouragement from
others, to have others be kindly, to have others
be sympathetic and understanding about personal
problems, to receive a great deal of affection
from others, to have others do favors cheerfully,
to be helped by others when depressed, to have
others feel sorry when one is sick, to have a
fuss made over one when hurt.
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Dominance (dom): To argue for one's point of

~view, to be a leader in groups tc which one be-

longs, to be regarded by others as a leader, to
be elected or appointed chairman of committees,
to make group decisions, to settle arguments and
disputes between others, to persuade and influ-
ence others to do what one wants, to supervise
and direct the actions of others, to tell others
how to do their jobs.

Abasement {(aba): To feel guilty when one does
something wrong, to accept blame when things do
not go right, to feel that personal pain and
misery suffered doeg more good than harm, to feel
the need for punishment for wrong doing, to feel
better when giving in and avoiding a fight than
when having one's own way, to feel the need for
confegsion of errors, to feel depressed by inabili-
ty to handle situations, to feel timid in the
prresence of superiors, to feel inferior to others
in most respects.

Nurturance (nur): To help friends when they are
in trouble, to assist others less fortunate, teo
treat others with kindness and sympathy, to for-
give others, to do small favors for others, to

be generous with others, to sympathize with others
who are hurt or sick, to show a great deal of
affection toward others, to have others confide

in one about personal problems.

Change (chg): To do new and different things, to
travel, to meet new people, to experience novelty
and change in daily routine, to experiment and

- try new things, to eat in new and different places,

to try new and different jobs, to move about the
country and live in different places, to parti-
cipate in new fads and fashions.

Endurance (end): To keep at a job until it is
finished, to complete any job undertaken, to
work hard at a task, to keep at a puzzle or prob-
lem until it ig solved, to work at a single job
before taking on others, to stay up late working
in order to get a job done, to put in long hours
of work without distraction, to stick at a prob-
lem even though it may seem ag if no progress is
being made, to aveid being interrupted while at
work,
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1. Heterogexuslity (het): To go out with members
of the opposite sex, to engage in social activi-
ties with the opposite sex, to be in love with
someone of the opposite sex, to kilss those of the
opposite sex, fo be regarded as physically attrac-
tive by those of the -opposite sex, to participate -
in discussions about sex, to read books and plays
involving sex, to listen to or to tell jokes in-
volving sex, to become sexually excited.

15. Aggression (agg): To attack contrary points of
view, to tell others what one thinks about them,
to criticize others publicly, to make fun of
others, %o tell others off when disagreeing with
them, to get revenge for insults, to become angry,
to blame others when things g0 wrong, to read
newspaper accounts:of violence.

It might be appropriate at this time to discuss the
ipsative nature of the gcores that are obtained from the
EPPS, It should be noted that instruments that are ip~-
sative have a forced-choice format. The arguments favor-
ing use of ipsative forced-choice instruments, according
to Bauernfeind (1963) are:

1) The ipsative forced-choice technique operates to
keep intercorrelations low, thus providing the
instrument a greater potential for validity.

2) The forced-choice technique parallels more close-
ly actual life situations where one cannot do all
the things he would like to do but regularly elects

one courge of action in preference to alternatives

-- even fairly attractive alternatives. 1In thig
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sense, forced-cholice testing functions as a
realistic microcosm of everyday behavior,

3) The forced-choice technigue tends to control
"response set" -- differences in response enthu-
slasm betwpen individuals and also from occasion
to occasion within one individual,

!t} The forced-choice technique usually provides high-
er reliabilities than the free-response technique;
Kuder has shown that the forced-choice format
evokes a high level of behavioral reliability in
responding to the items, end the consistent evi-
dence of high reliability for various forced-
choice instruments is quite convincing.

Along these same lines, Clemans (1956) states that
"there is evidence that forced-choice instruments yielding
ipsative scores are not as influenced by the tendency to
respond in the socially accepted manner and that they
cannot be as easily faked as instruments designed to measure

traits more directly".

Reliability and validity. Split-half reliability

coefficients, as well as test-retest coefficients, were
reported by Edwards (1959) for the fifteen personality
variables; and for the consistency score a test-retest

coefficient was computed.



Reliabilities of individual variébles according to
split-half-method ranged ffom .60 (def) to .87 (het),
and from ,7L (ach, exh) to .88 (aba) by test-retest
method., Reliability score for the Consistency scale
was .78.

A review of the literature reveals that a large
number of validation studies have been published on the
EPPS, however, these have yielded conflicting and in-
conclusive results.

According to Anastasi (1968), most of these studies
failed to take the ipsative nature of the scores into
account, thus meking the results difficult to interpret.
She explains that "with ipsative scores, the mean inter-
correlation of individual scales tends to be negative and
the mean correlation of all the scales with any outside
variable will approach zero". Therefore, "owing to these
artificial constraints, ipsative scores cannot be properly

analyzed by the usual correlational procedures."

Descriptbive Data

The descriptive data relating to general background
information of the §s were collected by means of a Self-
Report Guestionnaire (SRQ), (see Appendix A), devised by
the investigator, and given to the 8s. Since this infor-

mation is self-explanatory, it will not be described here.

20
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General Procedure

In order to facilitate interpretation and organiza-
tion of the data relating to the study of the first re-
search question, fifteen (15) null hypotheses were pro-
posed encompasgsing all of the personality variables.

The null hypotheses deal with discriminating WLM women from
Edwards'! normative group of General Adult Women (GAW) on
each of the fifteen (15) scales contained in the EPPS.

Lt tests were used in this part of the study.

Statistical Techniques

Theldata for each hypothesis were analyzed by use of
two-tailed t tests. In order to compute these t tests
from the data, an original computer program (Appendix B)
was devisgsed by the investigator in collaboration with Dr.
Bill Snider at the University of Iowa Computer Center.

The output of this program, which was relevant for the pur-
pose of this study, were the means and standard deviations
for each variable within the GAW normative group and the
study sample group, and t tests (designated TPOP for the-
results to formula 12.3 in Blommers and Lindquist, 1960}
between these two groups for each variable.

In order to justify the use of the t distribution,
two assumptions were made: the population sampled was

normal, and the population variances were homogeneous.
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Since the sample size was » 30 and df = 32, the t-curve

was intervreted as approaching the normal curve, therefore,
violations of these assumptions were not theought to be

too crucial, The ,0) level of significance was chosen

to indicate a significant difference between the sample group
and the normative group. |

The results of the descriptive data relating to
the second research guestion were arrived at by the use of
two computer programs: Card Summary (Appendix B) deviséd by
Boyd and Glattley (1970) and Numerical Frequency Analysis
(Appendix B) devised by Levine (1968) at the University
of Towa Computer Center.

The output of the Card Summary program yields a fre-
quency matrix which plots the coded guestion number against
a frequency count and percentage of a coded type of res-
ponse,

The output of the Numerical Frequency Analysis con-
sists of a frequency distribubtion table for each of sever-
al questions which were not analyzed in the Card Summary
becauge of coding problems. Information relevant for the

purpose of this study were the means and percentages.



Chapter IV

RESULTS

This chapter is divided into two major sections. The
first section presents the results of the null hypotheses,
which were formulated in Chapter III. The null hypotheses
were tested with t tests in order to discover if they dif-
ferentiated between the WLM women and the normative group
of GAW on'the fifteen pergonality variables. The second
section presents the descriptive data relating to general

background information for the sample of WLM women.

Results of the Null Hypotheses

The Edwards Personal Preference Inventory

The hypotheses stated that there are no significant
differences between WLM women and the normative group of
GAW on their mean scores on each of the fifteen (15)
variables of the EPPS.

The results of these hypotheses are contained in Table

All of the null hypotheses were rejected gince all of the
personality scales of the EPPS for the WLM group had means
significantly different from those of the normative GAW
group.

23



Table 1
Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS): Means,
Standard Deviations, and ts for WLM and GAW groups
GAW WLM
EPP3:3cales t
' Mean ~BD Mean SD
Ach 13.58  3.95 17.36 h.90 7.193 3¢
Def .72 3.8L 10.76  3.36 - T.533 %
Ord 15.59 11.57 10.52 5,02 - 9,648
Exh 11.48 3.88 13.55 2.98 3.927
Aut 12.10 1.1 15.29 3.72 5.916
Aff 1T+75 h.15 1.6 2.89 - 5.938 ¢
Int 15.28 11.13 17.h2  L.79 1076 3
Suc 12.86 .55 10.55 5.15 -~ 1. LOO ¢
Dom 10.2 L.73 14h.85 .51 8.761 %
Aba 16.89 .88 10.76  L.L5 ~11.658
Nur 18.48  L.h3 1M.00 4.83 - 8,517 #
Chg 15.99  L.73 19.33  L.h2 6,356 %
End 16.50 lLi.66 12.94  L.T77 - 6,769
Het 8.12 6,59 16,27 5.58 15,199 %
10.16 .37 11.85  3.36 3.210 =

Agg

Note: For WLM group, N = 33; for GAW group N = L932

#%t p < 007
* p < .002



The mean score for the WLM group on the Ach scale
was 17.36, while that for the normative GAW group was
13.58. The t test gave a value of 7.193, significant at
the ,00%1 level,

A significant difference between the means of the
WLM and GAW groups was gbtained on the Def scale at the
.001 level, The WLM group mean #as 10.76, and 14.72 for
the GAW group. The t value for this result was -7.533,

The mean scores for the WLM group and GAW group on
the Ord variable were 10.52 and 15.59, respectively. ¢t
had a value of -9.648, significant at the .001 level.

The L test for the difference between means for the
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WLM and ‘GAW groups on the Exh scale was 3.927. This also

reached the .001 level of significance., The mean score
for the WLM group on this scale was 13.55, and that for

the GAW group was 11.48.

On the Aut variable, the mean score for the WLM group

was 15.21, and 12.10 for the GAW group. The t test for

these means gave a value of 5.916, which is significant at

the .001 level.

A significant difference was @btaiﬁéd on the Aff
scale, where the mean score for the WLM group was 1.6},
and that for the GAW group was 17.76. The t value was

-5.938, significant at the .007 level.

The mean score for the WLM group on the Int variable



was 17.42, while that for the GAW group was 15.28. The
t test gdve a value of L.076, significant at the .001 level;

There was a significant difference between the means |
of the WLM group and GAW group on the Suc scale at the
.001 level. The WLM group mean was 10.55, and 12,86 for
the GAW group. The value for t was -L.40O.

The mean scores for the WLM group and GAW group on
the Dom variable were 14.85 and 10.2l, respectively., 1t
was significant at the ,001 level and had a value of 8.761.

On the Aba scale, the mean score for the WLM group was
10.76, and 16.89 for the GAW group.. The t test gave a
value of -11.658, which is significant at the .001 level.

A significant difference at the .001 level was cbtain-
ed on the Nur varisble, where the mean score for the WLM
group was 14.00, and that for the GAW group was 18.48. t
had a value of -8.517.

Mean scores on the Chg scale were 19.33 for the WLM
group and 15.99 for the GAW group. The value of t was
6.356, significant at the .007 level.

The mean score of the WLM group on the End variable
was 12.9l, while that of the GAW group was 16.50. t had a
value of -6.769, significant at the .001 level.

On the Het scale, the mean score for the WLM group
was 16.27, and 8.12 for the GAW group. The t test for
these means gave a value of 15.L499, which is significant

at the ,001 level,
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The mean scores for the WLM group and GAW group on
the Agg variable were 11.85 and 10.16, respectively. ¢t
had a value of 3.210, which is significant at the .002
level,

The mean for the WLM group on the Con (consistency)
scale was 12.00. According to the Edwards manual {1959},
a score of 11 or higher may be regarded as evidence that
the Ss were not randomly ﬁaking choices on the test items.

To gain additional perspective, ts were computed for
the WLM group and the three remaining normative groups
cited in the Edwards'! manual (General Adult Men, College
Women, College Men) on each of the fifteen personality
variableés. Results are listed in Appendix C.

Summary. The hypotheseswere rejected. WLM women
score significantly higher than the GAW normative group
on the following EPPS scales: Ach, Exh, Aut, Int, Dom,
Chg, Het, and Agg.

Mean scores for the WLM group were significantly
lower than those of the GAW group on EPPS scales of:

DEf, Ord, Aff, Sue, Aba, Nur, and End.

All ts were significant at the .001 level with the

exception of the t wvalue for the Agg scale, which was

significant at the .002 level.
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Results of the Self Report Nuesbionnaire (SRQ)
In order to present the results from the SR as concise- |
ly as possible the data was orggnized into topical sections.
Thus the order of the 3s answers will not correspond here
exactly as they appeared on the questionnaire.
Unless otherwise noted, percentages given.in this

part of the paper were based on the total number of cases.

Physical Characteristics

The height of the Ss ranged from 62 inches to 70
inches with a mean of 6l .6 inches. Weight ranged from
102 1lbs., to 215 1lbs., with a mean of 127.7 1lbs. Ss
ranged in age from 16 years to 60 years with a mean of

33 years.

A1l of the Ss were caucasien.

Education

The number of years of education the Ss had received
ranged from 11 to 2 years with a mean of 17 years. It
was noted that 66.6 per cent of the Ss had completed 16
or more years of education at the time of this study.

It was also noted that a question pertaining to edu-

cational background yielded results indicating some
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measure of mobility. Only 6.1 per cent of the Ss remained
in the same city for all of their education; 2&.2 per ceni
remained in the same city for grade school and high school,
but moved to another city for college; 21.2 per cent lived
in different cities for all three segments of their educa-
tion; 18.2 per cent lived in more than three cities for
all three segments; and 30.3 per cent lived in the same
city for grade school and high school but moved to three
or more cities while pursuing higher education. In
summary, about 69.7 per cent appear to have been relative-
ly mobile at least throughout the years in which they were

gaining an education.

Employment

At the time of this study, 78.8 per cent of the Ss
were employed. Of those employed, 73.1 per cent (26 cases)
worked in an academic setting as administrstors, educa-
tors and/or students. Other occupations included: secre-
tary, teacher, cashier, welfare worker, personnel manage-
ment specialist, electronics assembler, and bartender.
Those not employed listed themselves as homemakers or
students.

Each S was asked to approximate her own income, Those
Ss not employed (21.2 per cent) reported no income of their
own. Those earning under $ 5,000 mads up 2);.2 per cent of

the Ss. Ss earning $5,000 - $ 9,999 comprised 18.2 per cent
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of the group. Those earning $ 10,000 - $ 14,999 were 21,2
per cent of the Ss; and 9.1 ﬁer cent of the Ss earned
$ 15,000 and over. Two Ss made no response to the ques-
tion.,

Of those 3s who were formerly or presently married
{20 cases), 65 per cent stated that they had been employed

prior to marriage.

Marital Status

At the time of this study 5.5 per cent of the Ss were
married; 39.L per cent were single; and 6.1 per cent were
divorced. None were separated or widowed. Two of the Ss
had been married twice. Age at the time of the Ss first
marriage ranged from 17 years to 50 years, with a mean of
20 years,

Of the S5s that were formerly or presently married,

30 per cent (6 cases) had no children; 30 per cent (6
cases) had one child; 5 per cent (one case) had two child-
ren; 20 per cent (L cases) had three; 10 per cent (2 cases)
had four; and 5 per cent (one case) had five. No single
women reported having children.

0f the Ss husbands, 45 per cent (9 cases) were-record-
ed as holding Ph.D.'!'s or degrees from professional schools.
Twenty-five per cent (5 cases) of the husbands hold master's
degrees; one husband has had some graduate school; 10 per

cent (2 cases) hold bachelor's degrees; and 10 per cent
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have had some college couvrses. None of the husbands stopped
their education during or at the end of high school, and
only one had a grade school education. It was noted that
85 per cent of the husbands hold bachelor's degrees or
better.

Ss were asked to estimate the incomes of their husbands.
None were unemployed. Fifteen per cent (3 cases) of the
husbands earned under $ 5,000; 10 per cent (2 cases) earned
$ 5,000 - $ 9,999; 35 per cent (7 cases) earned $ 10,000 -
$ 14,999; and 30 per cent (6 cases) earned $ 15,000 and
over. Two of the husbands' incomes were not reported by

the Sse

Childhood Environs

The 5s were asked to estimate the size of the town
in which they grew up. S8s in 15.2 per cent of the cases
lived in towns under 500 in population; 9.1 per cent lived
in towns of 500 - 1,000; 24.2 per cent resided in towns of
1,000 - 5,000; 6.1 per cent in towns of 5,000 - 10,000;
2lL.2 per cent in towns of 10,000 - 50,000; 3 per cent in
cities of 50,000 - 100,000, and 18.2 per cent lived in
cities of over 100,000 in population. It was noted that
78.8 per cent of the 8s grew up in towns of less than
50,000 people.

The location of this town for l5.5 per cent of the Ss

was in the Mid-west. North and northeastern towns comprised
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2li.2 per cent, followed by 18.3 pér'cent of them located
in the sbuth, southeast or southwest., Western towns
comprised 6.1 per cent, and another 6.1 per cent werse not

within the continental U.S,

Parents and Siblings

The parents of 90.9 per cent of the Ss were married,
and 6,1 per cent were separated. In 3 per cent of the cases
either mother or father was widowed. The Ss resided with
both parents during childhood in 90.9 per cent of the
cases, One lived with her mother; one lived with her
father; and one S lived with someone other than her parents.

The mothers of 57.6 per cent of the Ss were reported
as employed; another 9.1 per cent of the mothers were re-
ported as employed occasionally. Most of their mothers!
occﬁpations can be classgified as traditionally feminine,
e.g., librarian, teacher, secretary, beautician, nurse, etc.

Briefly stated, education of the Ss mothers ranged
from some grade school to the professional level with 8.8
per cent having attained a high school education or better.
Those holding a bachelor's degree or higher made up 2.2
per cent and only 15.2 per cent had less than a high
school education.

All of the Ss father's were reported as having been
employed. Their occupations can be divided into three
general catégories: professional or white collar, self-
employed, and blue collar, with white collar and self-

employed in a clear majority.
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The education of the Ss fathers ranged from some grade
school to the professional level with 78.8 per cent having
attained a high school education or better. Those holding
a bachelor's degrese or higher made up 36.L per cent, and
21.2 per cent had less than a high school education,.

Siblings. Only 12.1 per cent of the Ss were among the
middle children in their families. Most of the Ss were
either the oldest (L2.LL per cent) or the youngest (39.h
per cent) child, and 6.1 per cent wére only children.

In 39.L per cent of the cases, 8s had two siblings;
21.2 per cent had one sibling; 6.1 per cent had none; and
33.3 per cent had from three to eight siblings.

Fifty-one and one-half per cent of the $s had only
one sister; 18.2 per cent had none; 18.2 per cent had
two sisters; none had threej; and 12.1 per cent had four
or five sisters.,

In 36.) per cent of the cases, Ss had no brothers,
33.3 per cent had one brother, and 30.3 per cent had two

to four brothers,

Affiliations

With regard to religious preference, 63.6 per cent of
the Ss were Protestant, 15.2 per cent were Catholic, and
none wefe Jewish. No preference.was stated by 12.%1 per
cent of the Ss, and 9.1 per cent cited other preferences

than those mentioned.
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With regard to political preference, 5.5 per cent
were Demceratic, 27.3 per cent were Republican, and 15.2
per cent were Independent. Only one case did not respond
to the question.

The Ss were also asked to check other types of or-
ganizations or groups in which they held membership. One
hundred per cent belonged to some type of women's libera-
tion movement group; 9.1 per cent belonged to a labor
union; 12.1 per cent were members of a political organiza-
tion; 6.1 per cent belonged to a race relations group; 18.2
per cent were affiliated with sororities, lodges, or auxi-
liaries; 9.1 per cent were PTA members; 60.6 per cent held
membership in a professional, business, or civic group;
none belonged to a farm group; L5.5 per cent were members
of a church or church-related group; and 27.3 per cent
Wwere members of other groups not mentioned above. Only

one S did not respond to this category of questions.

Opinions on Current Issues

The Ss were also asked to express their views on
certain selected topics. When gquestioned about their
sympathy with the efforts of women's liberation groups,
93.9 per cent of the Ss stated they were sympathetic,

3 per cent were not sure, and one S did not respond.
When asked to describe their position on the legali-

zation of abortion as means of birth control, 75.8 per cent
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responded pesitively for others and for themselves; another
12.1 per cent responded'posifively for others but not for
themselves., Those Ss who were against abortion for others
and for themselves comprised 6.1 per cent. One S was not
sure of her position, and one S did not respond to the
guestion.

Most of the S8s (93.9 per cent) felt that women should
become more active in politiecs, When questioned about
their own activity in polities, 9.1 per cent responded that
they were very active; 2.2 per cent were somewhat active;
36.l1 per cent were only slightly active; and 27.3 per cent

o

ware not at all active. One S

did not respond to the ques-
tion.

Each S was asked to name the three most urgent problems
they felt were facing the country today. Since there was
a wide variety of responses, those problems most commonly
mentioned by the Ss are recounted here: the war (Vietnam),
environmental issues, rights of minorities or equal rights,
the economy, and overpopulation.

The Ss were asked to name three prominent women whom
they respected. Again total responses were too numerous
to recount, however, those women most frequently mentioned
included the following: Shirley Chisholm, Gloria Stienen,

Bella Abzug, and Margaret Mead.

Summary

Tablés~22 and h summarize some of the more significant



Table 2 (a) and (b)

Summary Table: Descriptive Data

(a)

Category Description Percent of B3s
Race: caucasion 100
Employed: yes 78.8

no 2l .2
Karital status: married 5.5
single 39.1
Origin: Mid-west L5.5
other : 5L..5
Mother employed: yes 66.6
no 33.3
Birth order: oldest h2.h
youngest 39.4
only 6.7
middle 1241
Affiliations: Protestant 63.6
Democratic 5.5
Mobility: 3 or more cities 69.7
(b)
Description Mean
Height 6.6 in.
Weight 127.T7 1bs.,
Age 33 yrs,

Education 17 yrs.




information derived from the descriptive data of the

guestionnaire,
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Chapter V

LISCUSSION, COHCLUSICNS, IMPLICATIONS

In this chapter some of the results delineated in
Chapter IV will be rsviewed for a more comprehensive

esplanation of their implications.

Discussion

EPPS Scales. There were fifteen (15) null hypotheses

proposed wnich stated that there were no significant differs:
ences between the mean scores of WLM women and the normative
group of GAW on the fifteen personality variables of the
EPPS. ©None of these hypotheses were supported since signifi-
cant differences did occur between the means of the two groups
on every scale of the EPPS.

WLM women scored significantly higher than the GAW
group on the variables of: Achievement, Exhibition, Autonomy,
Intraception, Dominance, Change, Heterosexuality, and
Aggressiocn. The sample group scored gignificantly lower
than the GAW group on the scales of: Deference, Order,

Affiliation, Succorance, Abasement, Nurturance, and Endur-

ance.

38
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In formulating a proposed personality profile for
the WLM gample, the method of reporting used by Hoyt
and Kennedy (1958) was adopted, in that an interpretation of-
each significant variable description will be presented.

It is proposed, then, that the women in the WLM
group appear to be oriented in that direction by one or
more of eight needs as measured by the EPPS.

They appear to have the following needs: a) to be
assertive and to establish their worth through competitive
behavior (Ach), (Hoyt and Kennedy, 1958): b) to desire
attention (Exh); c¢) to be unconventional, free and in-
dependent (Aut); d) to intellectually know and understand
(Int), (Hoyt and Kennedy, 1958); e) to be a leader or
organizer (Dom); f) to be mobile and open to new experiences
(Chg); to be interested in sex and activities with the
opposite sex (Het), and h) if viewed in combination with
their Abasement (Aba) score, they appear to possess the
freedom to express this need; 1) at times to be critical,
angry, or aggressive (Azg).

Additionally, they appear not to tend toward fulfilling
some of the more traditional roles of women in this society
-- they appear not to be conforming and dependent (ﬁef);
not concerned with order and details (Ordi; not'tied by
loyalties and friends (Aff); not self-indulgent (Suc); nor
do they appear to feel inferior or guilty about their

actions (Aba).
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hey also appesr to bs impatient (&nd) and less

sensitive and sympathetic toward others (hur).

The Juestionraire

The descriptive data of the SRQ tend to support some
of the results from the EPPS.

According to Ss responses, 69.7 per cent of them appear
to have been relatively mobile, at least throughout their

years of study.

The Ss appear well-educated (M = 17 years of education),
therefore lending support to the idea that they possess a
need to intellectually know and understand.

Generally, Ss tended to express liberal attitudes
toward questions regarding political and religious issues.
This tendency in combination with the noted high percentage
of employment and educational attainment give support to
the previously mentioned findings of Tavris (1971).

Most of the Ss held strong views in favor of the ef-
forts of women's liberation movement, which diametrically
oppeses the traditional roles of women in this society.

Further generalizing from the data, it can be said
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of this particular group of women that they are caucasian,
middle-class, well-sducated, employed, mobile, not middle
cnildren, Protestant, and inclined to hold liberal atti-
tudes toward current issues.

Conclusions

From the results of this study, it appears that this
particular group of women possess a very strong and definite
need structure. Because their needs appear to be at variance
with those of more traditionally-oriented women in our
society, they may encounter more external conflicts, more
anxiety, more difficulty in adjustment if their manifest
behavior does not conform to that of the expected tradi-
tional role of women (Broverman et al., 1972; Farmer and
Bohn, 1970; Hawley, 1972, 1971; Thomas and Stewart, 1971).
Secondly, if women are not exhibiting behavior that is in
harm ny with their needs, they may be experiencing internal
conflicts from which psychological disturbances such as
anxiety, frustration, depression might occur.

Implications for Counselors

If the results can bs generalized to other women with
similar backgrounds and needs, important implications for

=

the counselor emerge.
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It is important to note at this point that regardless
of the counselor's theoretical stance, female clients tend
to model themselves 2fter the counselor (Albert, 1968;
Bandura, 19671, 1965)., Counseling that is considered suc-
cessful usually ends with the client's personality and value
system more congruent with the counselor's than they were at
the outset (Rosenthal, 1955)., The counselor should recog-
nize this and therefore examine hig own value system.

Since Rogers' (1957) statement of the necessary and
sufficient conditions for personality change, much research
hes been devoted to the exploration of the variables of
empathy, non-possessive warmth, and genuineness,; their
place in therapy; and who must take responsibility for
them in a therapeutic relationship.

The findings of Truax et al. (1966) indicate that the
previously mentioned therapeutic conditions are primarily
a function of the therapist and not the client. In the
investigation of Mullen and Abeles (1971), it is further
reported that in every instance of low conditions of empathy
manifested by the therapist, therapy was unsuccessful.

Olesker and Balter (1972) have shown that individuals
are more empathic when judging people of the same sex than
when judging persons of the opposite sex.

Therefore, it is proposed that unless the counselor

can truly empathize with the needs of the type of woman
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that has been discussed here, he/she cannot help the

client to meet her needes and to develop her potential.

Research Recommendations

The iInvestigator believes that the results of this
study warrant further exploration of the topic. However,
it is absolutely essential for any future research to
include a conbtrol group of general adult women of
approximately the same age and socioeconomic status as
that of the WLM group. It is also strongly recommended that
the sample size be increased and more representative of all
segments of the women's liberation movement.

It is Purther suggested that the questionnairve be
further refined so that meaningful correlations between
background data and EPPS scales can be computed.

In addition to the perscnality inventory, an instru-
ment could be used and/or devised to measure the amount of
percelived anxiety or conflict experienced by both groups
of women. It might also prove interesting to investigate
the career-orientation of these groups by inclusion of
the SVIB,

The investigator views the EPPS as a particularly
useful reséarch instrument in this type of study since it
measures normal personality variables, As a rather inter-
esting footnote, a large number of the WLM women registered

complaints of frustration with regard to the forced-choice
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item format of the test. Several prospective Ss could not
be included in the szwmple because the frustration en-
countered in taking the inventory prevented them from

completing it.



Chapter VI

SUMMARY

The purpose of this study was to describe, by use of
a gquestionnaire and personality inventory, women in the
women's liberation mocvement. Thirty-three (33) Ss were
included in the study, each of whom was administered the
Edwards Personal Preference Schedule and a Self Report
Ouestionnaire requesting personal background data.

Significant differences between the means of the
Women's Liberation Movement group and the means of the
EPPS normative General Adult Women group were found on
every personality variable of the EPPS.

Descriptive data collected from the questionnaire
tended to support results obtained from the EPPS. Further-
more, women in the WLM group could be characterized ﬁs
white, middle class, highly educated and career-oriented.
They were largely Protestant, Mid-western, relatively
mobile, and tended toward liberal attitudes.

It was concluded that these women possessed very
strong and definite need structures. It was speculated
that because of their unconventionality, they may experi-
ence external or internal conflicts, which may bring them
to a counsgeling setting. It was suggested that the
counselor be aware of shifting values and roles for women

today, that his/her own value system be re-examined, and

L5



that he/she again be alerted to the importance of ewmpathy

whan dealing with the needs of women who may seek their

assgistance,
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QUESTIONINAIRE NO.

——

Plcansc complote the following questions abeut yoursclf.

Hoight: Weights Ago:

Roncc: Black Cauensian Neative Amcerican Other:

Education: (Circle lnst year completed.)
1234567891011 1213 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
If you attended college, vo-tech or business school, what was

your arca of concentration?

Where did you attond grnde school? (city)

high school? (eity)

collcge? (city)

Marital status: 3 M D Sop. ]
Have you boen marricd more than once? If so, how many timoes?

Age at the time of your first marriango?

Your occupations: Currcntly cmploycd? Yes No
Wore you ocmpleyed before you werc married? Yes No
Husband!s occupntion: Husband!s oducations:
Your income: If morried, husbsnd's income:
under $ 5,000 under $ 5,000
5: 000“9: 999 5,; 000"93 999
10,000-1l,999 10,000-1l,999
15,000 and over 15,000 2nd over

Number of children: Ages:

Population of town in which you lived the most time as a child?

under 500 1,000-5, 000 10,000-50,000

500-1000 5,000-10,000 50,000-100, 000 cver 100,000



Location of town: (Circle name of state.)

NORTH

N. Dakota
8. Dakcta
Minnesota
Wiscosin
Michigan

Mid-west

Nebraska
Kansas
Town
Missouri
Illinois
Indiana
Ohio

Mother's occupation:
Mother's education (last year completed):

Father's occupation:

SOUTH

Arkansas
Louisiana
Mississippi
Tennessoe
Kentucky

NE

Maine

New Hampshire
Vermont
Massachusetts
Rhode Island
Connoaticutt
New Jersoy
Delaware

New York
Penngylvania
Maryland

District of Columbia

Californin

Colorado

Number of brothers:

N. Carolina
Virginia
We Virginia

53

No. _____ Page 2

NH s
Washington Arizona
Oregon N. Mexico
Idaho Toxas
Montana Oklahoma
Wyoming

SE Non-Continontal

Florida Alaska f

- Goorgia Hawaii
Alabama Puorto Rieo
S. Carolina Other:

Was she cmployod? Yes No

FPather's education:

Number of sisters:

i

What is your birth order? (ex: oldest, middle, youngoest):

Marital status of your parents during your childhood:

8 M D

With whom did you live as a child?

Religious proference:

Political preference:

Sep. Mothor or Father widowed

Protestant Catholic

Democratic

Both paronts

Mother
Pathor

Both dcecoascd

Mother and Stepfathor
Father and Stepmother

Other:

Judaism Other:

Republican Independent Othor



Sl
No._ - Poge 3

Do you belong to any clubs or groups 1ikebthoso?

women'!s movement or "women's liberation'" group (ox.: NOW)
lzbor union (ex.: AFL-CIO)

political club or group (ex.: Young Democrats or Ropublicons)
orgonizntions concecrned with racc rclotions (ex.: NAACP)
sororitics, lodges, or auxiliarics (ex.: Eastoern Star)
PTA

business, professional, or civic groups

farm group

a church or church-rclated group

other:

none

T

If you belong to a formal women's movement group(s), plecasc name:

If you belong to an informal women'!s movement group(s), plcasc namo:

— h r———— T — T e —— ——

Describs your sympathy with the cfforts of women's movemont or
women's libcration groups.

Sympathetic Unsympathetic Not sure

Which would best describe your position on the legalization of
abortion a2s a means of birth control?

Posgitive for others and for sclf
Pogitive for others but not sclf
Against for others and for golf
Not sure

Name the threc most urgent problems you feel are facing this
country today.

Should women become moro active in politics?

Should becomo more active Should stay as active
Should becomec less anctive Not surc :

How nctive arc you personally in politics?

Very active Not at all active
Somowhat active Not surec

Only slightly active

Name three promincnt women for whom you have a grecat deal of respoct.
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ILLEGIBLE

THE FOLLOWING
DOCUMENT (S) IS
ILLEGIBLE DUE
TO THE
PRINTING ON
THE ORIGINAL
BEING CUT OFF

ILLEGIBLE



$0UB THARKISUN® ' D o 57
1 ~ DIMENSION XMN(1lé6, 41.Nsuatan,x505116,4}.xtﬁ}.ibl,sxtlul,sxzi163,
- T L XM(L15)yDEVX(161,VAR(L6),SD(16),TPOP(16y4)yN2(4)3VARL(16)y
2 VAR2U1694) 3 XM2(16941, T(169%) yNAME(L61,GRP(4) )
2 DATA NAME/'ACH?! y"DEF 1, *ORD " "EXHY y YAUT Yy PAFF Y, VINT? 49 SUCY o ? DOM?
1 YABA','NUR', 'FHG' END', 'HET'.,'AGG','CUN'_!‘,_____‘ A—
T3 T DATA GRP/ICME,YCM Y GAMY Y TGAN® / T
&b READ (SqllGIXHN{J,Kl,J 1,lbl,NSUBtKi,(x505!JvKl,JslvléviaAoﬁlw
5 1l FORMAT (4Xy16F%e2yTT2,14/4Xe16FA02) e
- _.b0 2 y=1y33 e
I READ (5,31 (X(J7K)yK=1,160_ -
8 3 _ FORMAT (%Xy16F8,2)
9 __ 2 ____CONTINE -
10___ DD & K=l,16
11 SXI(K)=0s0 e .
12 (SX2(K)=0.0 _ )
13 _DO & J=1,33
______ 14 SXIK)= sxtK1+xgngl ,
15 T sx20K ) =SX2 0K EX LSy K =X (Jp KD
16___ & CONTINUE L B
AT __N=33 _
18 D0 5 K=1416 B
19 _ XM{K)=SX(K)/N - o ~ .
20 DEVX(K)=SX2{K)=SX{KI*SX(K}/N -
21 VAR(K)=DEVX(KI/N "~ o o
22 SDIK)=SORT{VAR(K)Y ™
23 5 CONTINUE -
. C_TO COMPUTE THE FOUR POPULATION T'S (COLLEGE MEN, COLLEGE WOMENs

__..C TO COMPUTE THE T'S USING THE N'S FOR EACH POPULATION GRoup
__C_BLOMMER'S FORMULA FOR Ty #12.8,PAGE 348 DF=1

C_GENERAL ADULT MEN, GENERAL ADULT HDHENI

~__C_BLOMMER'S FORMULA FOR T, #1243,PAGE 343  DF=N-1
___C_POPULATION MEAN = XMN(JyK), NAME(I&I; GRP(4)

24

25

26 . .

X S -
c

DO 6 K=ly4

DO A J=1,16 . - . e
TPUP(JgKI=(XH(J,“XHNJJ'KIl*SQRt{N#l-OJ/SD(Klq_“
CONTINUE

o _C_BLOMMER'S FORMULA FOR Ty_#1248,PAGE 348  DFaN1¥N2-2
28 ____Ni=N e
29 DN T K=ly& | i
30 N2(K)=NSUB(K)
31 DO 7 J=1,16 o
32 VﬁRl(Jl“VAR(Jl N B
33 TTTAR2UJ 4K} =XSDS{JaK)RXSDS (JyK)
Ae o XMLICGJ)=XMOd). I e
35 XM2{Jy K= XMN{J4K) o
36 TOJyK)=(XML{I)=XM2 (Jy)K) ) /SQRT(( (NI*VARL(JI+N2(KI*VAR2{J,KI} /
1 UNI#N2(KI=2)3% (1. 0/NL¥1.O/N2(KIDY o
377 CONTINUE S S— A 8 A A S 90
38 WRITE (6,8) _ -
39 8 FORMAT ("1, *POPULATION T''S AND N''S, MEANS, SDS, AND VARIANCES
40 DO.9 K=1,4 e e
61 D09 =116 A
%2 WRITE [6,101TPDP(J,K)p E(JJ,GRP(K},TlJ,Kl,NAME(J},GRP(Kl
43 10 FORMAT ('0',F8434" lﬂﬁm 1A31 %0 10 A30 )" T28:F a3, = T(') A3,
e LA3Z M)
bt WRITE tﬁ.111XM¢J),NAME{jJ,XMNtJ,KJ,NAME(J},GRP{Kl ‘




45 7 L1 FORMAT (V0% FBa2s' = MEAN(? A3, 7)1 3T28,F7a2y" = POPSHEAN(y A3y ¥, ¥}
. 1 A3,%)0) .
46 MRITE (6512)SD(J) yNAME (J) yXSDS(JyK) s NAME(J)yGRP(K) - I et
7. 12 FORMAT ('0'yFBa2y! = SD('yA3y") " T289FTa2y" = POPaSD("9A3y" 9%y
_ L A3, N
48 _ __ WRITE (6413) VAR(J) ;NAME(J) 4VAR2 (J,K)yNAME(JDyGRP(K)
49 13 FORMAT (40" FBe4)' = VAR(")A3,') ', T28)FTely' = POP-VAR(',AB, I
- 1 A3, )0 BB T RERTST R
50 WRITE (6y14) NyNAME(J)yN2(K)yGRP(K)
51 .14 __ FORMAT t'o-.la. 2 NI'.AB,'J'.TZB,!T.' = Pop.ut'.Aa,-a'i
52___ 9. CONTINUE _ S - _
53 _STOP. o s
Bh CEND_ et
$SENTRY




ILLEGIBLE
DOCUMENT

THE FOLLOWING
DOCUMENT(S) IS OF
POOR LEGIBILITY IN

THE ORIGINAL

THIS IS THE BEST
COPY AVAILABLE



SOPUL AT ION
17. 36 =

La90 =

2400466 =

33 =

=0.522 =

 10.76 =_
3.3 =

1162746 =

33 =

stBZQ

iiom52'=“

5602 =_

25,2195 =_
.33 =

 —0.986 %_

13.55 =

2.98 =

__ 1, 006

15421 =

SD(ORD)
VAR(ORD)
_N{(ORD)

TPOP(EXH,CM_)_

T'S AND N'S, MEANS,

TPOP{ACH,CM ) 2297

MEAN(ACH] 15.66

SDCACH) 413

VAR (ACH) 17.0569

N{ACH) 760

TPOPIDEF,CM )

MEAN{DEF)

. SDUIDEF)

VAR(DEF)

N{DEF) o

"TPOP{ORD,CM )

MEAN(ORD)

~0.710

1le21

04369

1845761 =

760 =

SDS5,

=

L]

3,59 =

12.8881 =

10423 =

g

760 = POPGN(CM )
POP.MEAN{ORD,CM )
_ 4e31 = POP.SD{DRD,CM )
POPoVAR{ORDSCH )

POPGNICM )

AND VARTANCES 59

TCACH, CM )

POP.MEAN(ACH,CM )}

POP.SDIACH,CM )

POP.VAR{ACH,CM ) -
POPLN{CM ) - -
T{DEF,CM ) D
_POPGMEAN(DEF,CM )
POP.SDIDEF,CM ) o
POP.VAR{DEF,CM ) -

“Ti{niD,CM“}_;i“t”fi__ — thf_- : -

HEAN(EXH!

"SDUEXH)

N(EXH) 760

Tﬁcbfﬁut}hﬁili:f

MEANCAUT)

14440 =

3.53 -

_ =1.368 =

Lfyna{Exrnffjf:::fiél4sogi]f

14434 = POPSMEAN(AUT,CM )

POP.SD(EXHsCM )

1.108 = T(AUT,CM 1

TOBREREN . o gy T T
LPOPLMEANCEXH,CM ) T

POP. VAR(EXH,CM )

_POPWN(CM )

_ 3.72.= SDUAUT)  he45 = POP.SDIAUT,CM ) e
T 13.8641 = VAR(AUTY 19,8025 = POP.VAR(AUT,CM 1~ =
33 = N{AUT) 760 = POP.N{CM ) _ T
_ -=0.%19 = TPOP(AFF,CM ) =0e478_= T(AFF,CM ) -

____16.6% = MEAN{AFF)______ 15,00 = POP.MEAN(AFF,CM )

o 2+89.= SD(AFF)__ 4432 = POPSD(AFF,CM ) i B
___Be3526 = VARIAFF) 1846624 = POP.VAR{AFF,CM )} -~ ___‘_



T 33 = N(AFF) T 760 = POPJN{CM ) T 60T
T 71e506 = TPOP(INT,CM. ) 14405 = TCINT,CM ) T T
17.42 = MEANUINT) 16412 = POPJMEAN(INT,CM ) = 7 i
4.9 = SDCINTY 5.23 = POP.SDUINTSCM ) o
22,9716 = VAR(INT) _ 2743529 = POP.VAR(INT,CM ) — =~
33 = NCINT) - 760 = POPLN{CM } T
_ =0e22% = TPOP(SUCyCM ) =~0e232 = T(SUCyCM ) - -
__________ 10.55_= MEAN(SUC)_ . 10.74_= POP.MEANISUC,CM )~~~
5415 = _SD(SUC)_ 4,70 = POP.SDISUC,CM Y T 7
2645904 = VAR(SUC) ____ 22.0900 = POP.VARISUC,CM )
33 =_N(sSuC) 760 = POP.N(CM ) T
 ~24989 = TPOP(DOMyCM ) =2.992 = T(DOM,CM ) et o s

14485 = MEAN(DOM)_ ___ 17.44 =

POP.MEAN(DOM,CM )

%451 = SD(DOM)} 4488 = POP. snldmm.’tm”)"_ - o
203711 _= VAR(DOM) _ 23.8144 = POP.VAR(DOM,CM )~
33 = N(DOM) _—":__F 760 = POPJNICM ) "_"" S
_ =1,710 = TPOP(ABA,CM ) =1.696 = T(ABA,CM ) _ _  ———
T 10.76 = MEAN(ABA) _ __ 12.24 = POP<MEAN{ABA,CM )~
o %e65 = SDIABA) _____ 4.93_= POP.SD{ABA,CM J - -
_19.7594 = VAR(ABA) 24,3049 = POP.VAR(ABA,CM )

33 = N(ABA) 760 = POPeNICM_) . _
__=0.046_= TPOP(NUR,CM )  =0.047 = T(NUR,CM )

14400 = MEAN(NUR) __ 14.04 = POP.MEAN(NUR,CM )

" 4.83 = SDINUR)

4480

= POP.SDINUR,GM )

_ 273333 = VAR(NUR) 23,0400 = POP.VAR{NURs,CM )
33 = N(NUR)} 760 = POP.NICMy ————
64410 = TPOP(CHGS;CM ) #4543 = T(CHG,CM )

19.33 = MEAN(CHG) _

__4e42 = SDICHG) _____ 4.74
*1_9:4"9*573_' VAR(CHG) 22,4676 =

__15.51 =

- POP.MEAN(CHG,CM )

= POP.SD(CHG,CM )

= POPe VARICHG, CH )




33 = N{(CHG}

06322 = TPOP(END,CM )

12,94 = MEAN(END)

6477

i

SD{END)

22,7842

VAR(END)

T 28.0900

" N{END)

33 760

=1.411

"

 =1.58G = TPOPIHET,CM )

16,27 = MEAN(HET) 1765

. 5.48

5,58 = SD(HET)

1
A

-

31.1681 =

_VAR(HET) __ 30.0304

33 = N(HET) ____ 760

- —
.

s
=

=

_P OPWNI( CHI_ o

"POPN(CM )

TUENDyCM )

= POP.MEAN(END,CM )} -
= POP.SD(END,CM ) e
= POPLVARIENDyCM )  —— — —— "
= POP.NI(CM ) o
= T{HET,CM ) T T
= POP4MEAN(HET,CM ) -

: POP.SD(HET,CM D)~~~

_POP.VAR(HET,CM )

C-1,086 = TPOP(AGG,CM_)__ —-1.163 = T(AGG,CM ) """
C 11.85 = MEAN(AGG) 12479 = POP.MEAN(AGG,CM ) = -
3436 = SD(AGG) 4459 = POP.SDIAGG,CM ) _

CVAR(AGG)

11,2802 21,0681

33 = N{AGG) 760

_le%10_

_ MEAN(CON)

"

_VAR(CON)

365344

POPeVAR(AGG,CM )

= POPeN(CM } - e
=TT(CONsCM ) T

_11.53 = POP.MEAN(CON,CM )

=

. POPeSD(CONyCM_)

_POPeVAR(CON,CM )

_ 247879 = = - i
T 33 = N(CON) 760 = POP.NICM )___ -
74217 = TPOP(ACHsCW ) 5.696 = T(ACH,CW ) T

17436 = MEAN(ACH) _ ~ 13.08 = POPeMEAN(ACH,CW )
.90 = SD(ACH) 4,19 = POPeSDIACHsCW }
24,0466 = VAR(ACH) 175561 = POP.VAR(ACH,CW )

33 = N(ACH)

T22.767 = TPOP(DEFSCA ) =2.489 =

_10.76 = MEAN(DEF)
3436 = SD(DEF).

11,2746 = V!

=

VAR(DEF)

12440 =

_3.72

_13.8384

749 = POPeN{CW )

=

= POP.SD(DEF,CW )

- POPLVARIDEF,CW_)__

POPoMEANIDEF,CW ) _




33 = N(DEF) 749

It

"TPOP(ORDsCW ) 0,351

ek b4

N

POPN(CHW |}

T{ORD4CH )

1052 = MEAN(ORD)_ 10424 = POPLMEANIORD,CW )
5402 = SDUORD) 4437 = POPLSO(ORDGCW ) - . . _ _
__25.2195 = VAR(ORD)._______19.0969 = POP.VAR(ORDyCW ) .
33 = NWORDD_ 749 = POPSNMCW I
. =1.237 = TPOPIEXH,CW )} __ =1.,138 = TUEXH,CW ) e

13.55_= MEANCEXH) 14428 = POPGMEAN(EXH,CW )

L 2.98_= SDUEXH)__

13,3225 _:

848540 = VAR(EXH) 1 =

033 = NGEXH) 749 =

_TPOPLAUT,CW ) 3,802 =

",

TMEANCAUT)

|].' ..

sDtAuUTY

w'

o3k =

VAR (AUT} 18.8356 =

u

N{AUT ) 749 =

TPOP(AFF,CW ) ~3.853 =

K

CMEAN(AFF)_. 1740 =

" SD(AFF)

¥

 4.07_=

=

_ Ba3526_

33_= N(AFF)

VAR(AFF). 1645649 =

=

POPe VAR(EXH CH_)

T 17,29 =,

POPLMEANCAFFE,CW )

T POPLSDIAEF,CW )

149 =

POPSNICW )

TUAUT,CW ) b
POPLMEAN(AUT oCH ) _

POP,SDUAUT.CW }
POP.VARLAUT,CW )
POPoN{CH | o -
TUAFF,CH ) e

e e ——e

POPe VAR(AFFoCW_J_

POPSN(CW )

=

0.176 = TPOPUINT,CH ) 0.12% :

__17.42 5 MEANCINT) _ 17.32 =

%479 3 SDUINTL

%70 =

TCINT,CW

POP.MEAN(INT,CH )

POP.SDUINT,CH 3

22,9716 = VAR(INT) 22,0900 = POPsVARIINT,CH ) - -
33 = NUINTY. 749 = POPLN(CH )} . N
__=3.363_= TPOP(SUC,CW ) —2,502 = TASUC,CH ) ) —
_10.55 = MEANISUC)_ 12453 = POP.MEAN(SUC,CW ) _
. Bel5 = SD(SUC)__  4.42 = POP.SDISUC,CW ) e
26,4904 = VARASUC) _ 1945364 = POPeVARISUC,CW ) e




o 33 = N(SUC) 749 = POPJN{CW ) B _ 53" B
" lel26 = TPOP(DOMyCW )  0.817 = ftoom,cw ) = S
15485 = MEANIDOM) 14,18 = POP.MEAN(DOM,CW ) o
T kes51 = SDUDOM) T 4.60 = POPLSD{DOM,CW ) T
T 20e3711 = VAR(DOM)  21.1600 = POPLVAR(DOM,CW »
T 33 = N(oom 749 = POPJNICW ) o L
 =Te333 = TPOP(ABA,CH )  ~44967 = T(ABA,CW ) T o
10e76 = MEAN(ABA) 15411 = POP.MEAN(ABAsCW )

__19.759%

14,00 = MEAN(NUR) B

23,3333

.33

_ 3.59%

19,4950

22,7842

 4e45 = SD(ABA) __

33 = N(ABA)
=4eDTT
4483 =

= N(NUR)

be42 = SD(CHG)

B

3141681

ot O

BT R— T

—

TPOP(NURyCY )  =3.068

-

SDINUR)

i

 VAR(NUR)

= TPOP(CHG,Cw' 1

=

" VAR (CHG)

= N(CHG)

TPOP{END,CW )

CMEAN(END)

CSDCENDY

o

TVAR(END)

i

-~ T89

bo4]

16442 = POP.MEAN{NUR,CH )_

POPaSD(ABA,CW )

"POP.VAR(ABA,CH ) B
POP.NICH ) O
CTUNUR,CW e ———

 POPeSOINUR,CW ) .

19.4481 = POPLVAR(NURyCW ) "
hnm;?¢9;ﬁ;ﬁbP-NtCwujfgnﬂumNM“ e
24469 = T(CHGyCHW ) - - ]
. 17.20 = POP.MEAN(CHG,CH_) I
4.87 = POPeSD(CHGy,CHW ) -
2347169 = POPLVARICHG,CW ) o .
o T59 = POPeN(CW ) _ ____ — o T
0336 = T(ENDyCW ) e

12,63 = POP.MEAN(END,CH ) N

5419 = POPoSDI(END,CW )

26,9361 = POPLVAR(END,CW )
7649 = POPeN(CW V.

= N(END)

30256 = TPOPIHET,CW ) __ 2,010 = T{HET,CW » "~
__:ﬂ16.27[¥_MEdﬂtHE?[;[:::;);15234f?:FEﬁJﬁE£NfHEfIEQjFfm -
5458_= SD(HET) 5,39 = POP4SDIHET,CH ) -
= VAR(HET) 29,0521 = POP.VARIHET,CW ) _ o




33

.

 1l.85

3,36

~ 11.2802

T 0.438

12,00

__jff:be

2.899 =

4,90

33 =

=

i

I

I

b

N{HET) 749 =

"TPOP{AGG,CW )  1.548 =

MEAN(AGG) 10,59

POPN(CH ) e
. by
TTUAGG,CH ) o

POP, MEAN( AGGicw"'_'i'Z_f_.

CSDUAGG)  #.61 = POP.SDIAGGsCW ) - T
_VAR{AGG) ____ 21.2521 = POP. vARtAGG".’ZCH_“_?:'_,.,M ) -
UNTAGG) T 7a9 = POPWNICW Y —
. TPOP{CON,CW ) 0.818 = T{CON,CW } e e
CMEAN(COND_ _ 11a74 = POP.MEAN(CON,CW ) -~
'jsorcémi::::j;ﬂ_jfiiﬁ&éié:?OPISdfCUN{ﬁﬁf}f“ -
 2.7879 = VAR(CON) 3,204l = POPSVAR{CONsCW )
CNfCONY T qe9 = POPLNICW Y -
TPOP(ACH,GAM)__ 3.550 = T{ACH,GAM) ——————
I & '36"='i_'MEANt'Ac'rﬁi'fii__"_f‘if‘l_é.?g = POP.MEAN(ACH,GAMY _
CSDOACHY _ kalh = POP.SDLACH,GAM) _ )
= VAR(ACH) ___ _ 17.1396 = POP.VAR(ACH,GAM) _
_N(ACH) T 4031 = POPLNIGAM) -
T TPOP(DEF,GAM)  —5,027 = T{DEF,GAM) -
MEAN(DEF) 14419 _= POP.MEAN(DEF,GAM)____ ™

L

33 =

SDIDEF)

_VAR(DEF) 15,2881 =

4031 =_

NIDEF) _

''''''' 4,703 =
i::tib{ﬁz

5.02

i 23_2195

13,55

2498

33 =

__0.89% =_

 TPOP{ORD, GAMJ

f MEAN{EXH)__

 BeB8540 = VAR(EXHl__."

“4,902 =

HEAN{DRDi _#_____14.69 =

4087 =_

= SD{ORD) ___ _

73 7169

=

TVARI(ORD)

_N(ORD)___ =

TPOP(EXH,GAMY 14142 =

12.75 =

3 99 =

= SD{EXH)_

15-9201

3,91 =

__&oai:f;EDPgNiGAMmeff

__éﬁﬁiiﬁﬁléiﬁléhahmj__

POP. SD(DEF,GAM)

POP.VAR(DEF.GAETﬂW"

POPLN(GAM)

T(ORD,GAMY
_POP.MEAN(ORDyGAM) -
POP.SD{ORD,GAM)
POPeVAR(ORD,GAM)Y

TIEXH,GAMI__w

pbp MEAN (EXHy GAM)

. POPeSD{EXH,GAM) _




33 = NUEXH) 4031 =

T 1.343 = TPOP{AUT,GAM) _  1a559 =

=

15,21 = MEAN(AUT) __ 14.02

POPaNIGAM)

| IR - A
T(AUT GAM) T

POP.MEANIAUT y6AM)

3472 = SDUAUT) T 6438 = POP.SDI{AUT,GAM) e
T13.8641 = VAR(AUT) . 19.1844 = POP.VAR(AUT,GAM)} __ —~ ==
T 33 e N(AUTY 4031 = POPeN(GAMY  _ _ ~———

De142 = TPOPIAFF,GAM)  0.168 =

TUAFF,GAM)

___lbeb6& = MEANIAFF)__ 14.51_= POP.MEAN(AFF,GAM) ___  — — "
2.89 = SD(AFF) 4,32 = POP.SD(AFF,GAM)
_8.3526 = VAR(AFF) _ 1B.6624 = POP.VAR(AFFyGAM) o
33 = N(AFF) 4031 = POPsN{GAM)
3654 = TPOP{INT,GAM) 4195 = T{INT,GAM} e e
. 17.%2 = MEANCINT) 1418 = POPLMEAN(INT,GAMY
. %e79 = _SDUINT) " huh2 = POP.SD(INT,GAM} —
2249716 = VARUINT)  _  19.5364 = POP.VAR(INT,GAM) ™
33 = N(INT) %031 = POP.N(GAM) T
_ -0e264_= TPOP(SUC,GAM) _ -0.285 = T(SUC,GAM) "~ """
10455 _= MEANC s UC) __ 10.78 = POP.MEAN(SUC,GAM) __~—
5,15 = _SD{SUC)__ ___4eTl_= POP.SD(SUC,GAM) .
26,4904 _= VAR 't'_é'Uf.'i'if:_;"iéf 21841 = POPLVAR(SUCyGAM) o
33 NGSUCY 40317 = POP4NIGAM) —
04393 = _T_.'P__ﬁ_i?__?f_oQ_FiE&W:Qf-ﬁi‘?éiiil_'_!é'_f_lfﬂ'{_féé_ﬁﬁ};__..; |
14085 = ‘MEAN(DOM) 14450 = POP.MEAN(DOM,GAM}
%451 = SDIDOM) 5427 = POP+SD{DOMyGAM) )
20,3711 = VARIDOM)__ 27,7729 = POP.VAR(DOMsGAM)
.33 = N(DOM)____ 4031 = POPN{GAM) -
4,317 = TPOP(ABA,GAM) _ —44277 = T{ABA,GAM) ]
10,76 = MEANCABAL 14259 = POP.MEAN(ABAsGAMI __ . i
_ %.45 = SD(ABA) 5,13 = POP.SD(ABA,GAMY
T 194759 = VAR(ABA) 2643169 = POPeVAR(ABA,GAM)




T 33 = N(ABA) 4031 = POP.N{GAM) T

TUNUR, GAM)

T T-1.8A1 = TPOP(NURyGAM)  =l.922

POP.MEAN(NUR,GAM)

T 14,00 = MEAN(NUR) 15467

o %e83 = SDINUR) 4,97 = POP.SDINUR,GAM) . ~————
23,3333 = VARINUR) 24,7009 = POP.VARINURsGAM)

T 33 = NINUR) T 4031 = POPJN(GAM) e
T 64154 = TPOP(CHG,GAM) __ 64569 = T(CHG,GAM) e
19433 = MEAN(CHG)_____ 13.87 = POP.MEAN(CHG,GAM)

4e%2 = SD{CHG) ____  4.76 = POP.SDI(CHG,GAM)
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33 = N(CHG) 4031 = POP.NIGAM) esssen e L ©
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33.= N(END) 4031 = POP<N(GAM) e
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n
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____=7.533 = TPDP{DEFyGAW) _ —5.911 = T(DEF,GAW) ™~
'T_ibi7si%iaeaw(DEE}TIZiZfijialvéié;faP;ﬂsaurnsE;Gdgi ......

3436 = _SDIDEF) 3,84 = POP.SD(DEF,GAW) -

::iiléf§6f%f¢hﬁfﬁéﬁfffiiiliiéfféﬁgiéiédﬁEvﬂRfﬁéﬁiﬁéﬂim* i
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4451 = SDI(DOM) . 4.73 = POP.SO(DOM,GAW)
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6 TT
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1 LI u
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'MEAN(END)

VAR(END)
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3a 36 = SDIAGG)
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=
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SDUEND)
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POP.MEAN(END GAW)

R - S

ko656 = POP.SDIEND,GAW)
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4932 = POPLN(GAW)

TPOPIAGG,GAWl

M'E'x_ih"f}i GG)_

_ 24215 =

10416 -
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11,2802 = VAR{AGGI

0779 =

12400

— _33_= N{CON)

CORE_USAGE

COMPILE TIME=

33 = N(AGG)

1.67 2 _5D(C ON__I',.',:::F*

27879 = VARICON) __

DIAGNUST!CS'

] MEAN(CUNI

4932 =

__19.0969_

TPDP(CDN;GAHI
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4932 =

_OBJECT CODE=__
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—

____NJMBER OF ERRORS=

0038 _SEC,EXECUTION TIME= _ _
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TP OP. VARIHET S GARY

= POPLN(GAHW) _
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XFTO3FO01 DD UNIT=231%,5PACZ=(CYLy(543)),DCB=(LR=CL=362C, 06
i RECFM=VS,y3LKSIZ2e=362%) _ ct
XFTO4FOO0L DD UNIT=2314,5SPACZ=(CYLy(%43))4DCB=(LRECL=3620, Cct
X RECFM=VS,BLKSIZc=3624) ' ' cC
XFTOSF001 DD DDNAMT=SYSIH o o S "G,
XFT06F001 DD SYSCUT=4A o GG
XFTO7F001 DD SYSCUT=B T - g
XSTEPLIB DD DSN=SYS1.STATLIB,DISP=SHR ' ec
X DD DSN=5YS1.MISCLIB,DISP=SH" ' ' ' Co
X DD DSN=3YSL.MATHLIB,DISP=SHR" T o e
XSYSPRINT DD SYSCUT=A ' oc
/SYSIN DG % E '

‘/ ]

cF2361 ALLOC. FOR CGH GO STEP -

ZF2371 230 ALLOCAT=D TG FTOLFO02L
ZF2371 231 ALLCCATZL T& #TO2F001 7 ' T

TF2371 232 ALLCCAT-D T2 FTO3FD2Y 7 o -

ZF2371 233 ALLCCATED TO FTO4FO0O01

EF2371 3C0 ALLOCATED Ta FTOSF0QOY — 7 S
ZF2371 320 ALLCCATSD T FTOGFOC1 — — 77 o R

IF2371 321 ALLOCETCD T FTQTFORL ~— 7 meswessmemmmmes =

EF2371 134 ALLCCATEZD To STZPLIG  — 7 7m0 .

ZF2371 134 ALLOCATSDL TO . T

ZF2371 134 ALLCCAT=D 1O . o

TF2371 322 ALLCCATED TO SYSPRINT

EF1421 = STEP WAS E£X.:CUT=D - COND CODE QQOC '

ZF2851 SYS73102.TLL4213.8VI00.CGH.R0000001 ~ ™ ° DELETED

=F2851 "VOL SER NOS= ADPUDH.

tF2851 SYS73102.T11421C,2VI00.CGH.RCOGGI02 ' DELZTED
cF285] VOL SER NOS= PHYPAK.

cF2851 SYST3102.T114212.RV300.CGH.RO000003 DezLeTED
cF2851 VAL SER NAOS= RCCOD2.

=F2851 SYST3102.T114215.3V0N0.COHLRO000004 DELETED
cF2851 _VOL SER NOS= ACPIOL.

ZF2851 S5YS1.STATLIB ' KepPT
cF2o851 VOL 5zZR NGS= IMyTO03,. o '

“F2451 SYS1.MISCLIB KEPT
cF2851 VOL SZR NOS= I1VMVTO3. I

cF2851 SYSL.MATHLIH -  KEPT

fF2831 VOL SER NOS= [MVTO3.

CCTNG == 2.G7 SZC. CrPU, - 14.19 ScC. WAIT, = DAC= = 144,
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APPLNDIX C

Tables Comparing WLM Group with Other
Edwards! Normative Groups
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Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS3):
Standard Deviations, and ts for WLM and GAM

Table A

Means,
groups

1 WLM
EPPS Scales t
Mean SD Mean SD

Ach 1.79 L.1lk 1% 36 4.90 2.899
Def 11.19 3.91 10.76 3.36 - 3,866 %=
Ord 14.69  4.87 10.52 5.02 - 1.703 %
Exh 12.75 399 13.55 2.98 0.896
Aut 10,02 .36 15.21 Relf2 1.343
as .51 .32 .6l 2.89 0,142
Int 1.18  L.h2 T2 179 T 3,650 %
Suc 10.78 L T1 10.55 5.15 - 0.26l
Dom 1L.50 5.27 11,.85 .51 0.393
Aba 14,59 5.13 10.76  h.LS - .37
Nur 15.67 14.97 14..00  L.83 - 1.881
Cheg 13,87 L. 76 19.33 L2 6.5l
End 16.97  L.90 12.94  Lb.77 - L.5hO 3=
Het 11.21 T 0 16.27 5,58 5.703 =%
Agg 13.06  1..60 11.85  3.36 - 1.365
Con 11.35 1.96 12.00 1.67 0.732

Note: For WLM group N = 33; for GAM group N = [031

*p £ .00
#p < .01
++ GAM (General Adult Men)



Table B

Bdwards Perseonal Preference Schedule (EPPS): Means,
Standard Deviations, and ts for WLM and CW groups

cil WLM
BPPS Scales t
Mean SD Mean SD

Ach 13.08  L.19 17.36 11.90 T.217 3%
Dsf 12.L0  3.72 10.76  3.36 - 2.767 =
Ord 10.2L4  L.37 10.52  5.02 0.6l
Exh 1MW.28  3.65 13.55 2.98 - 1.237
Aut 12.29  L.3kL 15.21 3.72 IL.923 =
EEF 17.400  L.O7 1.6y 2.89 - 656 %
Int 17.32 L.70 17.h2  L.79 0.176
Suc 12.63 L.h2 10.55 5.15 - 3.3L3 %
Dom 10.18  L.60 1M01.85  L.51 1.126
Aba 15.11  L.9L 10.76  L.45 - Te333 #%
Nur 16,02 L.l 11..00 .83 -~ b.OT77 =%
Chg 17.20  L.87 19.33 L.h2 3,590
End 12.63  5.19 12,9 L.77 0.521
Het he3l  5.39 16.27 5.58 3,256
Agg 10.59  L.61 11.85 3.36 2.120
Con M.7Th 1.79 12.00 .07 0.0:38

Note: TFor WLM group N = 33; for CW group N = 749

3t p € .001
# p <& .C1

++ CW (College Women)
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Table C

Edwards Personal Preference Schedule (EPPS): Means,
Standard Deviations, and ts for WLM and CM groups

CM WLM
EPPS Scales )7
' Mean 3D Mean 3D
Ach 15.66  11.13 17.36 1L.90 1.965
Def 11.21 3.59 10.76  3.36 - 0.522
Ord 10.23 .31 10.52  5.02 0.329
Exh .10 3.53 13.55 2.98 - 0.986
Aut 1.3 .45 15.21 3.72 1.006
AffP 15.00 }.32 .6 2.89 - 0.419
Int 16.12 5.23 172 h.79 1.500
Suc 10.70  L.70 10.55  5.15 - 0.224
Dom 17.4h  1.88 1M.85 L.51 - 2.989 =
Aba 12.24  L.93 10.76  hL.45 - 1.710
Nur 1h.0h 4.80 14,00  1.83 - 0.046
Chg 15.51  L.7h 19.33 h.h2 holy10 s
End 12,66 5,30 12,94 L.77 0.322
Het 17.65 5.18 16,27 5.58 - 1.589
Agg 12,79 La59 11.85  3.36 - 1.086
Con T1.83 T.08 12,00  1.67 0.542

Note: For WLM group N = 33; for CM group N = 760

3t p € L0071
* p <€ .01

++ CM (College Men)
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Abstract of the thesis:

A DESCRIPTIVE STUDY OF WOMEN IN THE
WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT
by

Carole G. Harrison

The purpose of this study was to determine whether women who are
members of women's liberation movement (WLM) groups differ significantly
in certain manifest personality needs as measured by the Edwards Personal
Preference Schedule (EPPS) from the normative group of General Adult
Women (GAW); and whether this WLM group exhibited specific personal

background characteristics.

The sample selected to participate in the study consisted of 33
women, all members of some type of women's liberation movement groups
including nationally recognized organizations, informal local "movement"

discussion groups, and 'consciousness-raising" groups.

All responded to two instruments. The Edwards Personal Preference
Schedule (EPPS) was employed as a measure of fifteen personality needs;

and a Self-Report Questionnaire (SRQ) was used to gather demographic data.

Statistical treatment of the data obtained from the EPPS involved
testing for significant differences between the WIM and GAW groups by
use of two-tailed t tests, An original computer program was devised to
compute the t's. All values were tested for significance at the .0l
level. Demographic data were reported in terms of numerical frequency

analysis.



Results revealed that WLM women scored significantly hiéher than
the GAW normative group on the following EPPS écales: Acheivement,
Exhibition, Aﬁtonomy, Intraception, Dominance, Change, Heterosexuality,
and Aggression. Mean scores for the WLM group were significantly lower
that those of the GAW group on EPPS scales of: Deference, Order, Affili-

ation, Succorance, Abasement, Nurturance, and Endurance.

Demographic data indicated that the majority of the members of this
sample of WLM women were Caucasian, middle-class, well-educated, employed,
mobile, not middle children, Protestant, and inclined to hold liberal

attitudes toward current issues,

Within the limitations of this study it was comncluded that this
particular group of women possess a very strong and definite need structure,
which appears to be at variance with the needs of more traditionally-

oriented women in this society.

Implications for counselors who may deal with women having similar
needs and backgrounds were discussed. It was speculated that because these
women tend to be unconventional, they may experience external or internal
conflicts which may bring them to a counseling setting. It was suggested
1) that the counselor be aware of shifting values and roles for women today;
2) that the counselor re-examine his/her own value system with regard to
sex stereotyping; and 3) that he/she again be alerted to the importance

of empathy when counseling women seaking their assistance.

Further research recommendations included: 1) that a matched control
group of general adult women be used in place of the Edwards' normative
sample; 2) that the sample size be increased and more representative of

all segments of the women's liberation movement; 3) that the questionnaire



be further refined so that meaningful correlations between EPPS scales
and demographic data could be computed; and that additional instruments
be used and/or devised to a) measure any anxiety or conflict experienced
by both groups of women and b) investigate the career-orientation of

these groups.





