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CH PT I

GENERAL INTRODUCTIO

doption in r i chi gan

Th e his tory of adoption is inextricably bound up with

r e l i g i ou s or g a n i za t i on s . In t he p a s t it wa s only t hese

institut ions whi ch t oo k upon themselves the responsi b ility

and car e of orp h a n s and "foundl ings ." As time went on , the

civil a g enci e s i n the st a t es look e d upon t his gr owi ng prob ­

lem as a con d i t i on for which they too s hould accept respon­

sibility . State operated or ganizations t hus came into

existence l a t e r than p r i va t e adoption agencies , and la~s

were passed stipulating m'Ln Lmum requirements for eligibili t y

of ad optive parents . Th e s e mi n imwn requirement s vary to

some e xtent among t he different states but t hey all h a ve one

fact or i n common : t heir pur pose for eXisting is to insure

t h e gr e at e~ t possible protection and opportunity for t he

adopted ch i l d .

Le gal adoption in t he state of ichigan may be a c c om­

pl i sh e d i n either of two ways : b y p ub l i c or pr i va t e a g enc i es,

bot~ of which function t hrough t he court or Coun ty ent ' s

Of f i c e . In t h i s state , t he a genc y e f fecti ng t he l ar est num ­

b e r of ad options at t his time is t he State op erat ed 1 i chi an

Children f s id Society . Th e organization t hrou h h i e t ' e

second largest g r o up of infants and chi l dren a r e a do t ed is

1
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the Ca t h ol i c Social Services of Wa yne Coun ty , a p r i va t e a gency .l

Ot her adoption facilities in the De t r o i t area are De t r o i t Chi l ­

dren 's Ai d , Fl or e n c e Cr i t t e n t on Ho s p i t a l , and ~ e thod i s t Ch i l ­

dren 's Village .

Al though Mi ch i g an laws stip ulate minimum requiremen ts to

be met in a doptions , p r i va t e and p u b l i c a genc ies s trive to

r aise t heir own standards well a bove t hese to insure consis t ­

ently high values in the criteria for eligible p ar e n t s and

ch i l dr e n in the adoption p l a n .

Th e Age n c y

Private a g encie s such a s Ca thol i c So c ial S e r v i c e s of

Wa yne Coun ty a r e k e e n l y mindful of t h e n e c e ss ity of ma i n tai n ­

ing high standards i n t he fiel d of a dop tion . Th i s a gency ,

be c a u s e of i t s phi losophy , follows rigorous p r i n c ipl e s wi th

regard to the rights of t he hum an individual and the duty of

active charit y i mposed upon t he Chur ch . In on e a r ticl e ,

Msgr . Cooke states : "Th e ob jective, t herefore, of our Catho l i c

program of child care is t he p r o te c t i on and f o s t e r ing o f t he

spir itual and moral welfare of every child in the Un i t e d St a t e s

who lives outside h i s or h er own home ."2 For t his reason t his

a gency frequentl y evaluates its own standards t o i n sure a h i gh

level of p erfor ma n c e and has deemed it f i t t i ng to foster t h is

present study .

Catholic S oc i a l Se r v i c e s is an individ ua l org a n ization

under t he aus pices of t he Counc i l of Ca t h ol i c So c i a l Age n c i e s ,
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and Ca thol i c Chariti es of t he rch dio ces e of De t r o i t . I t has

a s taff of a bout on e hund r ed pers onne l ; and i t s services , be ­

s i des a d options , inc lude fami l y c ouns eling , marital c o uns e l i n ,

h e lp with individual p e r sonali ty pr obl ems , f o s ter -home place ­

ment , s e r v i c e to unwed mothers , and a family co uns e lin g t rain ­

ing pro r am for p a r i sh p r i e st s . I t i s s uppor t ed b y Un i t e d

Communi ty Se r v i c e s .

Th e p r of e s s i on a l staff of the ad op tion depar t me n t con­

sists of two supervisors , six infant adoption worker s , one

caseworker for p l a c eme n t of ol der children , and one fore i gn

pr ogr am case worker e ng a ged i n r es e ttleme nt of immigrant s in

Wa yne County .

Th i s department also has a cce s s to various a ux i l i a r y ser ­

vi ces , inc luding t h o se of a p s y chologist a n d a pediat rician .

I ts size h as ste a dily i nc r e a s e d since June , 1952, when it

separated from Pr ov id e n c e Ho sp it a l S o c i a l S e r v i c e De p a r t me n t

and assumed full r e s p on s i b i l i t y for a dop tions a n d services to

unw e d mo th e r s . In January , 1957, t he merger of the Ca t h ol i c

Fffini ly Ce n t e r and So c i e ty of S t . Vin cent De Paul creat ed the

pres ently known a genc y of Ca thol i c S o c i a l S e r v i c e s of a yne

Coun t y . Adopt i on s t hrough t his a g enc y h a v e rapidl y mul tipli ed

during t hese ye a r s . g e n c y records indic a te t hat 231 ch i l dre n

wer e p l a c ed in a doption during the y e a r 1958 .

Th e Pr ob l em

Th i s investi ation concerns t he a dj ustmen t of children
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who have b een placed in a d op ti on through t he agency dur i n g

the p er i o d betwee n birth a nd six mon t h s of a g e and wh o have

been living with the a do p tive parent s f or a pprox imate l y six

ye a r s . A f ollow- up stud y of t h is t y p e must n ec e s s ar i l y be

d i s cr e e t a n d r ender a l l i dent ifying data c onfi d e n t ial f or

protection of individuals con cerned .

Th e max imum a g e of s ix mon ths at time of p l a c emen t of

t he children was sel ecte d t o f urnish a s u f fi cient numbe r of

e xp e r iment a l subje c t s y e t cur tail ing t he amount of i nfluence

of t he infants ' environments before p l a c eme n t wi t h a dop tive

fami lie s c ou l d be made .

To asc erta in t h e a d j ustment of t h e ex perimen t a l s ubj ec t s,

a c ontro l gr oup wa s ne cessary fo r c o!np ar i s on of r e s ul t s . Thi s

g r oup con si s t e d of ch ildr en l iving i n t he h ome s of t hei r n atu ­

r al p ar e n ts .

On e of t hree p o s s i b l e c onclus ion s ma y be derive d f rom

t his study . Re s u l ts may ind icate t h at: (1 ) , a djus t ment of

t he a do pted chil dren is i nferior t o t h at of the ch ildr e n in

t h e controi g r ou p , who live wi th t h e ir n a t ur a l p a r e n t s ; (2) ,

t he re is no signific ant a dj ustmental diffe r ence i n t h e two

gr oup s ; or (3), the a d j ustment of t h e ad opte d ch ildren is

superior to t hat of the children in the c ontrol g r oup .

Hypo t h e s i s

Th e hypo the s i s is": t here is no significant differ ence

in t he a djus t ment of childr e n a do pt ed t hrough Cathol i c S o c i a l
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Services in 1952 and 1953, and adj us tmen t of c omparable chil -

dren l i ving with the i r nat ural p a r en t s .

In t hi s hyp o t h e s i s , t he years of placement are indicated

be caus e there has been mod i f i c a t i on of t he pl a c ement p r oc e ­

dures dur i ng t he subsequent ye a r s . " Comparable chil dren"

refers to t hose ch i l dr en in the control g r ou who we r e

matched wi th t he adopted children on the bases of sex , age ,

par en t a l occupation , and I . Q. Th i s a ge ncy hop e s to find out

whe t h e r or not the se lection of a d opt ive p a rent s by me a n s of

t he criteria used at · t he t im e t hese childre n were pla ced f u l -

fil le d t he needs of the children effect i vely .

Th e ch ildr e n to b e stud i e d are , at t his t i me , l a r ge l y

i n t h e fir s t g r a d e of sch ool -- a fa ct wh i ch , i n i t s el f ,

t end s to complicat e the s e c urin of a c cura t e info~mat ion on

b eha v ior or g en e r a l a d j u s t men t . Th i s e r iod of a chi l d's

life is one of stress a n d sh ould be a void e d when study ing

p e r s ona l i ty or i ntel lectu a l fac t ors . Oth e r per i od s of

stress within t he pro c e s s of maturat ion a re the p e r i od of

n eca t i v i sm b e twe e n eighteen a n d t h irty months a n d the pre ­

adolescent g r owt h p e r iod . 3

Ra tion a l e

Thi s inve sti ation is d es i gn e d to determine whe the r or

not t he me thod s used to "mat ch" t he adopted children wi th

t he pr e s en t a d op tive p a r ent s we r e s ound me thod s a n d succeeded

in fUlfil ling t he n eed s of t he chil dren . Thi s is imp or t ant
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t o know. I f t h e a dop tions hav e n ot a c compl ished the ir pur ­

p o s e a de quately , then t he r e s pon s i bl e inst i t u t i on would r e ­

qu i re a further inquiry to determine what is l a cki n g in t he

adoption pro cedure .
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CHAPTER I I

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Pri or Studies of Ch ildren in Placement

Pra ctically a ll a spects of t he ch i l d ' s interaction with

his environment h a v e been studied by investigator s . A number

of studi e s have b een acc omp l ish e d i n the area of the "ar t i ­

fi c i al f amily unit ." This i s a ter m s omet i me s used to c on ve y

the idea t hat t h is uni t of s oci e t y did not occur naturally

but r a t h er by deliberate e f for t s on the p a r t of a married

couple to a s s i mi l a te into its f ami l y unit , a member whom

they did not bege t . Ma n y efforts have be en ma de to assure

t he pr op e r a daptation or adjustment of t h i s n e w memb e r t o

h is "assigned " family . To do t his , investigators have

st r iven to stud y in a variet y of ways t he relationsh i ps b e -

t ween t he c h ild and h i s s urroundings and to c omp a r e h i s de -

ve l opment wi t h that of other c h ildren h i s a e . A st udy of

ninety-eight f amil ies disclosed that a c or r e l a ti on of intelli -

g e n c e of unre lated pai rs of a d op t e d chi l dr en wi thin the same

f ami l y yi e l ded a c oe f f ici en t of . 65; wh e r e a s a correlation of

a dop t e d c h il dr en wi th natural ch ildr e n within the same family

1re s ulted i n a c oeffic i en t of only . 21. In a n o t h e r study , the

s ame invest i g ator was able t o c onc l ud e that ch i l dr e n f rom " gen_

er a l ly inferior parents" , r ai s ed i n h omes of intelle ctual ly

s uper ior parents were c omp arable in i ntell i g ence t o the ch i l ­

dren of t hese same parents . 2 This would seem to negate t he

8
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findi ng s in the first study .

. One study c omp a r e d g r oup s of children on the basis of

academic a chievement . Th e investigators found t hat we l l ad -

justed ch i l dr e n performed superior to the maladjusted , foster­

home , or orphan-home groups even though the g r oup s were

matched for intell i gence . 3 In another similar investigation,

t h e Stanford Achievement Test was used to study 77 boys and

61 g i r l s b etwe en 9 years and 15 years of a ge , whose mean I . Q.

was 105.1 . The gr oup s consisted of children in orphan homes ,

maladjusted ch i l dr en ' i n a h ome fo r delinquents , and children

in foster homes . It wa s concluded that t he c hildren in t he

orphan homes g a v e better performance than t he delinquent

children but did inferior work compared to the foste r -home

g r oup . Generally lower scores were obtained by t he ma l a d ­

justed children in s ubtests re qui ring "exactit ude of t hink ­

ing . "4 Some g e n e r a l studies on t he relationship between a d ­

justment and social class have been published . Ad ol e s ce n t s

of fi ve s ocial classes were found rece iving b e t t e r treatment

in s ch o ol 'wh e n t he socio -economic status of t hei r fam i l i es

was h i gher . 5 Further studie s were accomplished on t he p s y -

c h ol og ical differences of s ocial c lasses and the origin of

cl a s s c on sc i ous n e s s .
6

Using t h e r e p or t s of mothers , two in-

ves tigators studied h ow a wa r e el ementary school children are

of s ocial s ymb ol s . They mainta i n t h a t fi rst g r a d e children

a r e a lmost entire ly l ac k i ng i n such awareness . These symb ols ,
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however , are understood b y chi l dren in t he f our t h r a de . Ch 1­

dren in the sixt h and ei h th r a des ar e ve r much 1 k e a d ults

n t eir re ard for t h em. Thi s st udy is pe rt inent t o the res -

ent nvesti -ation b e c aus e teachers may b e i n c l i ned to r a te a

child 's a djus tme n t on t he ba s i s of h is ob s ervanc e of social

s ymbols . As chil dren matur e and b ecome more c o n izant of the

soc al a spe c t s of t h eir env ironment , t h eir ne eds fo r conformi t y

and adjustment to t heir respective soci al cl as s es and sub­

cultures must be fulfilled . 7 Ad j u s tmen t t o so cial s it uat ions

also has been studied indirectly by mea ns of defe n se me ch­

anisms . 8

A follow-up study was conducted on 18 children who were

a do ted by t hre e mon t h s of a e . Th e investigator attempte d

t o measure adjustment of t he children by interviewin the

adoptive p a r e n t s and b y inf ere nc e dr a wn from a comp arison of

Ca t t e l l Infant Intellig ence Scal e score s . Th is t e st was ad -

mi n i s t e r e d to each c hil d a t t he time of a do ption and also a t .

t he time of t he investi ation , between three and f o u years

later . Sh e conclude d t hat t he eneral a dju s tme n t o f the ch i l ­

dr e n was II ood ll on t he basis of i nt e lli lZ ence te st s . 9 The

value of such a criterion of a dj u s tme n t is , of c o ur s e, 0 e n

to speculation .

One method of p e r f orm n a follow- up study on a dop te d

children vas reported in which an executive of t he a do t on

a~ency sent out letters to twenty-ei ght a doptive parent s . In

this respect it as similar to t his res ent invest I gation .
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In the l etter s , he stat ed t h a t t h e ir adoption prog ram was in­

creasing in s ize and the i de as a n d e xp e rience of p a r en t s wh o

a dopt e d chi l dr en recently woul d h elp the a g e n cy to make wi se

plac ement s and to g i ve s o und a d vic e to new ad opt i ve co up l e s

p r e sent ly see k i ng c h i l dr en thr ough adop tion . Th e a ency r e ­

ceived t wenty-one repl i es fr om t he parents wh o se aid wa s s oli ­

cited . 1 0 Parental judgments , on the a d j ustment of 24 ad opted

children , we r e also us ed b y the Bo s t on Chi ld re n ' s Fr i e n d

Th lt . . 1 · 11So c i e ty . e res u s wer e lnconc USl v e .

A st u dy of i n ter-correlat ion s of 16 sc ore s de signed t o

b e p redict i ve of adjustment was r e p orted . It i n c luded 66

adolescent b oy s i n an or phanage . The instrument s of meas ure -

ment c on sis t e d of the Ca l i f or n ia Te s t of Pe r s on a l i ty , Mon r oe

Ror s ch a ch Ch e c k Li s t , co un s elors ' r a tings , sociometri c te ch -

ni ques , a n d a t ime s ample of b eha v i or . Appr ox i ma t e l y one -

t hird of the 120 correlat ion s were s tatist i c a l ly signific ant

beyond the one p e r cen t level of c o nf i d e n c e . He c on c l u d e s

t hat an ass e s s me n t of adjus tment by just one technique is

g e n e r al l y not v e r y c on c lusive and has ve r y little pr e d i c t i v e

value in relation t o t h e r esults g a i n e d b y ano the r t ech nique . 1 2

Fr om t he f oregoing , i t becomes evident t h at t h e meas ur e ­

ment of adjustment is r ath er comple x . Bl a i r 13 would seem to

question t he n ec e ssit y of t his i n s trument at i on . He is of

t he opinion t hat lI a pe rson ' s b eha v i or in a s oc i al s i t u a t i on

ca n b e considere d a d i re c t mea sure of h i s pe r s on a l i ty d e v e l op ­

men t . 1I Gr oup s coming to child clinics f or p sycho l og i c a l
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servi c e s pro v de one s ourc e of i nforma tion on ad ust~ent .

Thi s , h owe v e r , woul d i nc l ude the var i ab l e of parents ' re ­

viously having b een a cquaint ed wi th a social agency if the

chi l dren n quest ion wer e a do pt e d . 14

Fox and Se e l 15 suggest t h a t popularity amon ch i l dren

is not a va l i d indic at or of adj us t men t . In u s i ng t h e ch oice

of frie n ds as a me thod of meas uring soc i a l adjus tment , it a s

found t hat p up i l s tended t o r ate h i ghe r t hos e wh o wer mor e

s oc i a l ly a g ressive . Th ey state :

Fur t he rmor e , the se le c tion of tra i t s tending
to .ard extro ver s ion does n o t ne cessarily mean t h at
pup i l s s elect traits r elated t o s oc i al adjus tment .

The wr i te rs con c l ude t h a t the Mor e n o ch o i c e
t pe of s ocial rati~g h as l ittle or no relation to
s ocia l a dj u s t men t . l b

Th e ma nne r of tre a t me n t g i v en ad optive parents at a g en -

c i e s is one variable which r eatly affec t s t h e r e s ul t s of

studies requiring the i r p a r ti c ipa ti on . h i s is di sc u s s e d a t

some length in an article by Ha nn i g a n wh ere she s t at e s t h a t

all too fr~quently contac t betwe en t he par ents and agency re ­

pr e s en ta t i v e s is p e rm anen t ly severed upon completi on of f ina l

adoption proc ed ure s . She sugges t s t hat a wa rm r e l a t i onship

and i nterest sho ul d p re vail not on l y to a s s ure t h e parent s i n

their treatment of t he ch i l d b ut also to aid t he adopt i on

wor ker s to ain added i n sight wi th r ef e r ence to cr i t er i a for

futur e p l a c ement s . 17
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Selection of Child ren to b e Adopt ed

Adoption exists fo r the pr i mar y purpose of fUlf i l l ing

t h e bas i c n e e d s of the chi ld when these needs migh t not

otherwise be met . Fulfillment of arent al needs serves as

a se condary p urpo s e of adoption .

To insur e t hat adoption me e t s the end for whic h it is

i nt e nd e d , c a r e f u l me as ure s mus t b e exercised in t h e se l e c -

tion of pa r e n t s and ch i l dr e n so that , t o a reasonable de gree ,

comp a t i b i l i t y of t he child a n d t he p a r e n t s wi l l be assured .

There are some adul ts who , for v ar ious rea s on s , migh t b e

termed "poor risks ." Some chil dren may a l so bear such a

c lassification and , t her efor e , may not be considered adopt -

able . Hallinan asserts t h at : "The adoptable child is one

who has been legally surrendered by h i s pare n t or paren t s

and who is able to contrib ute to a nd b e n e f i t fro m f amily

l ife . ,,1 8 Al t h o ugh this definition h a s larg e scope , it

serve s we ll to judge specific cas es . Usuall y , a ch i l d is

termed adovtable upon surrende r b y the paren t s , if h e is

phys ically and mental ly heal thy . Some children who do no t

meet the requirement of h e a l t h may also b e ad op ted , b ut p a r -

ents who a~e wi l l i ng and abl e to pr o v id e a n a de q uat e h ome life

for t hem a r e more difficult t o fi nd . Spe c ial eff o r t s a r e

e xerted in finding suitable a d op t i ve parents fo r exceptional

chi ld ren . From t his , i t may appear evident t h a t children

should n o t be " ma t ch e d " with parents on a " for mul a basis ."



Thi s is n e i the r desirabl e nor e ven p oss ible . 19

In s trivin g to assist ca sewor kers in wi se s e l ec t ions of

adopt ive p arents , vario u s ai ds hav e b e en used . Brieland r e-

p or t s a n umb er of a t tempts t o s cr een a pp lica n t s psychometric ­

a l ly to aid the judgment o f caseworkers . Empl oy e d were such

instruments as the Ror s cha ch Psychod iagnostic Test and the

Mi nne s o t a MUl t i ph a s i c Personali ty Inventory .20 Besides the

use of psychometri c a ids for the selection of parents , cer -

t ain tests have bee n found useful for the screening of i n -

f ants . Infant testing for the p urpos e of a dopt ion planning

h as on l y b e en used i n r e c e nt years . In the construction of

inf ant test s , psychologists sought to find the aspects o f

inf ant i l e beh a v ior t h a t coul d be c o n sid e r e d as c o - va r i a n t

with mentality. 21 Some st udie s have p roduced p sychometri c

i ns t rument s whi ch h a ve been fo und t o b e ve r y u seful in the

measurement of infan t and ch ild intelligence . It has been

fo und that t h e cor relation of the Cattell Infant Intelligence

Scale I . Q. at the ages of six mon t h s and one year is . 38 and

significant , although quite low. There is , however , no cor -

relation be tween t h e I . Q. as measured at six months of a ge

22
and other a g e s up t o f our ye ars . This was also found by

Ba y l ey . She writes :

Tests g i ve n between two and four y e a r s will
predi c t e i ght and nine years p e r f or ma n c e with
l e s s s ucc e s s , while s c ores made before eighteen
months a re completely us e less i n t h e p r e d i c t i on
of s chool -age ab i l i ti e s . 23
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Serial t esting at the three , six , and nine month levels has

be en re c ommended to facilitate acc uracy in prediction of in-

24t e ll i g enc e of infants . It may be noted that caseworkers

n ever predi ct brightness or s chool success of infants to

p a r ent s . Rathe r f requently , they make careful distinctions ,

f rom psychological report s, regarding t h e appropriateness of

plac ing t he child wi th adults of superior , average , or low

average i nt e ll i g enc e . 25

A n umb er of ch a r a c t e r is t ic s a re to be sought in adoptive

p a r e n t s : personal adjustment , attitudes toward each other ,

a t t i tude toward their own parents and siblings , the deeper

as well as ostensible motives fo r adopting the child , their

attitude toward childl e s s n e s s and infert ility, t h e ability

to accept the adopted ch i l d, and their unders tanding of

26
ch i l dr en and t h e ir ne eds . Other criteria mos t often used

in dete r nlining the eligibili t y of adoptive p a r e n t s are

l i s t e d by the Na t i onal Ad op t i on Con f e r en c e . These are a ge,

ma r ital status , race , nationality , c i t i z en sh ip, residence ,

r e l i g i on, education , financial status , social p o s i t i on ,

l egal c a p ac ity, l ivi ng accommodat ions , physical and mental

health , ch i l dles s n e s s, and steril ity .27

Ma l a d j u s t me n t i n Children

The ques tion may be raised regard ing the p o s s i b i l i t y of

an a ccurate apprais a l of persona li ty development or adjust ­

men t i n ch i l dr e n at t h e a ge of six years whe n all the facto rs
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moldin the personality h a v e not ye t impose d t heir influence

upon t he indivi d ual . Pikunas
28

di sc uss e s a numb e r of fac t or s

influencin p e r s on a l i ty developmen t . Some of t he se a r e no t

experienced until after chi ldho od . Exampl e s may b e c i t e d ;

some of t hese are full social experience outside t he f ami l y ,

ma t ura t i on of sexual drives , and rounded life e xperiences .

To study t he adjustment of chi l dren in t his p resent i n -

vestigation , a ood understandin g of ch aract erist ics of a d­

justment and s ymptonlolog y of maladjustment was re quisit e .

A large part of t his understanding was ained from Tys on .

He lists a total of 2 , 394 mental hyg ien e sug e stions se ­

lected from 228 sources . 29

The r e appears to be some confusion about the true n atur e

of adjustment . The layman looks to ment a l hyg i e n e for ans wers .

Psychiatric conceptions of ad justment g o de ep into t he uncon-

scious where succes s and happ i nes s b e c ome s ympt oms ra t h er t h a n

factors . 30 Th omp s on 3l i n dicates various pa tt e r n s of malad -

justment . Among t hese are a ggressive respons e s , wi thd rawal

re s ponses , ' r a t i on a l i z a t i on , and regre s s ion . He stat e s that

" •.. t he chil d mu s t perfor c e learn to d emonst r a t e t h e c ul -

turally accepted pat t e r n s of response in ••• s ocial cris e s in

ord e r to b e cons i der e d a normal well a d just e d memb er o f o ur

society .,,32 He g oe s on to l i s t s xteen oal s of a chievement

necessary t o att ain a d j ustment . 33 Thompson furth er d s ­

cusses t he e l u sivenes s of person a l a d justment a n d s oc i al
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ad justment to accurate stUdy :

Those aspects of an individual 's overt be ­
h avior that are observable to the p e op l e around h im
may be quit e satisfactory and socially acceptable ,
yet this individual may r epor t he is ex t remely
' unha p py '. S i n c e individual ' h a p p i n e s s' is one of
t h e social values for whi ch we str ive in our culture ,
t h is individual will be ma l ad j u s t e d in pr op or t i on to
the amount of per s onal ' unha pp i n e s s' he may verbally
r eport . Th i s essentially ' p r i va t e ' asp ect of p s y ­
chologica l adjustment make s i~ exceedingly diffic ult
to define ' n or ma l ' behavior . 3~

Al t h o ugh , in t hi s study , pe r s onal ad j u stment a nd s o c i a l a d-

j ustment are r ecogni z e d as dis t inc t " facets" of t he ind i v i -

d ual ' s personality de ve lopment , no attempt was mad e to

distinguish b e t we en them. Adj u s t me n t , as s tudied h e r e , com-

p r i se s both t he child ' s r elat i on t o h is environment a n d h i s

self-acceptance or II personal h a ppiness . 1I
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CHAPTER I II

METHOD

De s i gn of the Study

During the c onc e p t i on of t his stu dy , a number of ques -

t i on s were r ai s e d with regard to factors which should be

c on trolled . A study ha s b e e n done on t he effect s of resi -

dential mobility , insofar as t he students chang e d s chool s ,

and n o significant difference in "various factors of adjust -

ment" was found between t hose c h i l dr en who mov e d fre quently

from one school to anothe r , and those who maint ained enroll ­
1

ment at one s chool . It was found t hat the effects of family

size , p o s i t i on in family , sibling sex and sibling a ge on aca -

demic achievement , per s onal adjustment , and social acceptance

is , " t o al l pr a c t i c a l p urpo s e s so slight as t o be considered

negl i gible .,,2 In a study of 712 children between the a ges of

nine and twelve y e a r s , one conclusion ass erts no relation

f ound between emotional a djus tment a nd race or locale . Ad -

justment , on t he other h and , was repor ted to be cl osely re ­

lated to socio - economic l evel of t h e p a ren t s . Th e d e g r e e of

a djustment was found to be directly pr op or t i ona t e to the socio ­

ec onomic status . 3 I n a c cord wi th t h e c oncl u s i on s of thes e

t hree inve s t i g a t i on s , i n the present s tudy no effort wa s made

to con trol fami l y residential mot i l i ty , s i b l i ng sex , a ge or

p o s i t i on i n t h e family . No t i ng t h e conclu s i on o f the t hird

20
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study ab ove , s ocio - e c on omi c status was control led .

~'i th reg ar d t o limitations i mp o s e d on t his stud y , a gen ­

ci es tend to wi thdraw f r om adoptive famil ies after t he ad opt ion

is c ompl e te . Re sea r ch e r s fee l that the confidenti ality encom­

pass ing t he unwed mot h e r also extends int o t he a doption . One

i n ve s t i g a t or explains clearly t hat if foll ow- up studi e s are

to be successful , t he a g encies mu s t "l ay t he g r oun dwor k ll p r i or

t o t he s t udy . He f urther suggests ways of faci litating r e ­

sear ch i n adopti on . ~ The s t a tus of i nvestigat i ons such as

this i s po i gnantl y r evealed in t h e following quotat ion :

Unt i l t here are more funds a n d a s ubs tan ­
tial amount of rese arch time availab le , it is
unlikely that follow- up studies of adopted chil ­
dren will be more t han p ilot efforts . Li mited
s tudies wil l shed light on limited p r ob l ems but
will n ot i n vol ve SUfficient samples to h a ve i m­
p l i c at ion s for t he field . ~

Brieland
6

s p e a k s of rating scales and intelligence tests a s

be ing the t yp i c a l me ans i n t he past for fol low-up studies on

adjustment . He suggests othe r means of measuring adjustment ;

e xamples of · t he se a r e pro j e c t i ve t ech n i q ue s , interviews wi t h

parents , and intervie ws with ch i l d r e n . E a ch of t h e s e metho ds ,

however , p r e sen t the i r own pr a c t i c a l p r ob l ems . He a s serts

that : " Psy chological tests of adjustment , at lea st f or

younger ch i l dre n , leave mu ch to be de s i r e d . "

Cr i t e r i a of Ma l a d j u s t me n t

Consid ering the nature of t h is study , and the ques tionable
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validit y of e Xist ing p sychomet ric ins trume n t s used for measur ­

ing adjustment of youn ch i l dr e n , it as de cided that a ques­

tionnaire de ve l op ed f r om sympt oms of maladjustment would

serve the purpo s e of th i s i n v es t ig a tion . Current psycho -

10 ical li t e r atur e c on tains many r e p ort s fi rmly establ ishing

s ympt omol ogy of maladjus tment . 7 I n t h e sele c tion of symptoms

to b e u s e d i n t h e qu e s t ionna i re , b oth " s p eci f ic ll references

and " general" r e f er enc e s were used . Studies of specific

p e rsonal i ty d i s orde rs a n d s ympt omolog y were sele cted f r om

Ad d i s ,8 Chant and Bla t z ,9 Doll , lO Ol son , l l Ritvo , 12 a nd

Sa n f or d . 1 3 Gener a l work s , e ach cover i n g a va r i e t y of symp ­

toms , were selecte d from camer on , 14 Goldfarb ,15 Loutt i t , 16

17
and Young . A fe w select items on t h e que s t i onnai re were

develope d from symptoms fr e qu e nt l y ob s erve d among ch ildre n

referred to t hi s a g ency be caus e of personality or behavior

prob l ems . Some o the r items were d erived f rom a ch e c k l i s t

used at S t . Fran c i s Home f or Boys , in De t r o i t , fo r report ing

p e r s onal i ty ch ara c t er is t ic s a nd behavior pat terns . A few

items dealin g with s oci a l comp e tenc e were adapted f rom t he

Vineland S o c ial r atur i t y Scale .

Selection of Cases

At t he onse t of t hi s s t ud y , i t was necessary to re a d

through approximate l y 4 ,700 " t hr e e by f i ve " c ar d s on whi ch

were record e d a do ptions t hr ough this a g ency and Pro videnc e

Ho s p i t a l during t he past several y e a r s . From t he se files, a
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total of 189 adoption c a s e s we r e selected for t his study .

The fo l l owi ng crit er ia fo r sele ct ion was used : p l a c eme n t of

the chil d between J Ul y 22, 1952 and Ma r ch 31, 1953, Ca u cas i a n ,

and a maximum of one o the r child i n t h e adoptive home . The

cut - of f dates were determined to include only t ho s e children

who wer e adopte d t hrough t his a gency once it bec ame indepen­

dent of Pr ov id en c e Ho sp i t a l , and who very likely would now

b e in school . I t wa s desir able t o h ave t he children in school

fo r p urp o s e s of intellig enc e testing . Be caus e the cards , f rom

which the original sample was s e le cted , d i d not c ont a in suff i ­

c i e n t information on e ach c a s e , t h e compl ete adop t i on f i l e on

a l l thos e select e d fr om t he 4,500 c a se s , was ch eck e d in the

" de a d files" o f t he a gency t o ascertain p a r e n t a l o ccup at ion ,

new te lephone n umbers and a ddresses , othe r children i n the

family (frequently t h i s d i d n o t a g re e with the data in t he

c ard f ile s ) , and the assumed name of the child , which d i f f e r e d

from the name g i ve n by t h e natural mothe r in almost every case.

Th e f ol l owi ng data i n each c ase were record e d on a Ilfour by

s Lx " c ar d for thi s s tud y : first and l a s t n ames of t he ad op t i ve

p ar ent ~ , original name of t he a dopted chil d , a s s ume d name of

t he a dop ted chil d , d ate of b i r th of t h e Ch i l d, dat e of plac e ­

ment wi th t h e a do ptive f amily , numb e r of mon t h s b ef or e p lac e ­

ment , age of t h e child a s of Septemb e r 1 , 1958 , n umb er of

ch ildr en i n t h e adop tive f ami ly , subj e ct 's p o s i t i on in t h e

f amily , c o d e d oc cupational c l a s s of t h e a dop tive fat he r , and

last known add re ss and te lephone numb e r . Dur i ng t h e search



through the " d e a d files" a f ew cas e s were d i s c a r de d from the

s ampl e be c aus e they were unusual in some ways : an example o f

t his would b e an adoption study t ransferred f rom anothe r

ag e n c y . The sample was then presented to veteran worke r s at

t he a g ency who were a c t i v e in t hese a doptions , fo r the pur ­

p ose of di s c arding any cas e s in whi ch they deemed it wise not

to r e n e w c ontac t with t h e a gency . Re a s on s fo r di s card he re

c on si s t e d of p o or professional rel at i on s h i p with t he cli ent

o r other unusual conditions present i n the adoption p ro cedure .

A cut -off a ge of s i x months at time of ad optive p l a c eme n t wa s

mai n ta i n e d . This f urth er r educ e d t h e s ample t o eighty - on e .

Thi s cut - off point wa s u sed to a ssure suff i c i en t s ubjects for

t he stud y , a nd ye t curtail , as mu ch a s p o s s i b l e , t he amoun t

of "pre -adoption" influence on t he ch ild . Th i s same standard

was used b y t he S t at e Uni ve r s i ty of I owa in a follow-up s tudy

of a dopted ch i l dr e n . That s ample was reduced f rom 180 to ap -

p rox i mately 100 as a result of a "six -month criterion" f or

e l i gible subjects . 18

The next step in t his present study consisted of t he

draf t ing of a l e t t e r t o b e s ent t o t h e adoptive par ents in

each of t he 81 c a s e s . Thi s l et t er was designed t o encourage

t he g r e a t e s t p o s s i b l e res ponse from the parents . ii t h t his

pur pose in view , t he letter was t yped by a "Robot yper" at the

agency . Thi s ma chi n e automatically t y p ed eighty -one original

letters . The a gency 's d i r e c t or s i gn ed each letter , again to

assure t h e best p o s s i b l e reaction b y t he par e n t .
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Af t e r sending ou t t h e l etter s , t he n e x t phase of the

study consis t e d o f de ve lop i n g t he questionnair e t o its f inal

form. For the purpose of pr o cur i n g ob s erva tion s on t h e child

a t h ome and at school , two ques tionnaire s were de s i gne d ; one

fo r parents ' r ep or t s, and one f or t h e children ' s t eachers .

Th e parent fo rm finall y c on s i st e d of fift y items t o whi ch

"Ye s " or " No" responses were s olic ited . Th e t eacher form

wa s c ompri s e d of thirt y -three items which wer e to b e a nswer ed

in the same manner . Sp e c i a l effort was exerted in t he wo r d ing

of items in t h e paren t f or m so it woul d not b e t hreat en i ng to

the re s pondent . A more fr ank express i on wa s used i n wordin g

t he items of t h e t eacher que s t i onna i re . I tems i n t h is f orm

we re p r es e n t ed und e r fi ve headings : play , ma turity , social ,

nervou s h abit s , and oth er . I tems proper t o thes e same c a t e ­

g or i e s we re used in the paren t questionnaire but were not

g r oup ed . A mimeographed le t t er was atta ched t o t h e parent

form to i n tro d uc e it and expl ain h ow t o fil l it out . A

short l etter of expl a n a t i on wa s also a t t a ched t o e ach teache r

f orm .

Upon c ompl e t i on of the q ue s t i onn a i res , e a ch family wa s

c on t ac t e d by tele phone . In se v e r a l c a s e s, t he telephone num­

be r ha d been changed and wa s sought in city and suburban d i ­

re ctories . Th i s wa s no t s uccessful in every case . Te l ephone

ca l l s we r e ma d e to each f amily to explain f urther t he scop e

a n d purp o s e of the st ud y with out g o i ng i n t o detai l and a l so to

secure permi ss i on t o sen d a questionnaire t o the a d op t e d child ' s
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te ache r a t school for t he p urpo s e of " gaining information on

d "the ch i l d ' s activi t y in t h e classroom a n d on the playgroun •

Among the f amilies wi th which tele phone contac t wa s mad e , only

on e declined to p a r t i c ipa te in t he study ; and with on e ot h er

famil y , s ubse q u ent rep ercussions , o f a profe s s i onal - re l a t i ons

nature , devel ope d . Thi s sp ecial effort was mad e to p rod u c e

as full a respons e as po ssib le from the families to be q ue s ­

tioned . On e investigator ma i n ta i n s t hat s e n d ing out a Ilc old

ques t i on na i r e" would yi e ld a t wenty pe r ce n t r et urn , a t mos t . 1 9

She feels tha t it "shoul d be accompli sh e d b y a pe r s ona l l etter

and a self -addressed , stamp ed envel ope . ,,20

Se ve r a l of t he le t t ers origin al l y a nnoun c ing this stu dy

to t he a do ptive par e nts we r e re t urn e d to the a gency , b e c aus e

the a ddr e s s had b e e n ch ange d . Tho s e of this g r oup who c ould

n o t be located by the tel ephon e d i r e ctor ies we r e dis car de d

f r om the sample . A fe w oth er c a s e s were el im i nat e d from t he

s ampl e when repea ted at tempts to cal l t h em had faile d . Only

one subje c t of t hi s samp le was i n kinde r gar ten and was there -

fore also exclude d fr om t h e s tudy .

The que stionnair e s we r e maile d , wi th stamped and a dd -

re ss e d return enve l ope s , to t h e p a ren t s . The ques t i onna i res

bore identification numbers t o mat ch a c ode n umb er for each

family . Th e n ame of the f a mi ly , t o whi ch the q ue s tionna i r e

was sent , a pp eared on t he a ttached e xp lanat ory let t er .

A list was mad e of school s atten d e d b y t he exper imenta l

sub jects . Tea che r q uestionnaire s wer e ma i l e d directly to
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the school p r i n c ipa l s of schools attended b y only one e x ­

per imental sub j ect . Al l schools , attende d b y more than one

subject , were visi ted and t he prin c ipal s pers onal ly g i ve n

the que s tionnaires , or e l se t he q uesti onnaires and return

envel op e s wer e left in t h e off i c e fo r t h em in the e vent of

t heir ab s e nc e . Ea ch scho ol principa l who was con tact e d was

g i ve n a l e t t er of explanation s upplement al to t he at tached

let t e r to t h e te a cher . The l e t te r s t o t h e p r incipals were

mime ographed but bore the principal ' s name in script and

each l e t t e r was i n d i v i dual l y signed by the invest i g a to r . At

the b ot t om of each questionnaire , the ch i l d ' s I . Q. s core was

re ques te d a long with the name of the test .

The or i g inal inten t i on was to d e live r t h e quest ionnai res

to the sch o ol s pers onally to i n s ur e the l a r g e s t possible r e ­

turns b ut limi t ations of t i me made t his i mpra ctical .

Cont ro l s ub j ec t s cou l d no t be secured unt i l the experi ­

me n t a l qu e s t ionn a ire s were recei ved from the schools i n a s ­

mu ch a s t h e s e c on t ain ed the I . Q. score s with whi ch c ontr o l

subje c ts were to be mat ched , along with age, sex , and parental

occupat ion cla s s .

As t he quest ionnaires were r ec e ive d b y mai l fr om the

s chool s , c ontrol sub jects were s ought a t t wo par ochial s cho ols

in t he city of De t roi t and t wo sch ool s in sub urb an d is t ri cts .

Permiss ion to examine t h e statist i cal cards on each f i rs t

gr a d e child at t h e s cho ols wa s g r a n t e d b y t he s cho ol p r i n c i ­

pa l s and the Ar ch d i o c e s e Par ochial Scho ol Off i ce . Th e pro cedure
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h e r e con s is t e d of selecting the con trol subje ct s mat ched with

the e xper i menta l subje cts on a ge , s ex , parent a l occ up at ional

c lass , a n d I . Q. by use of T- s c ore s . F or all subj ects in t he

study, t h e p a rents ' occupations wer e g r oup e d into s ix

class es : I , p r ofe s s i onal ; II , manage r i a l ; III , cl er ic al ; IV ,

s k i l l e d labor; V, semi -s k i ll e d l a b or; and VI , unskilled labor .

Ma t ching of occupations was p erforme d on an ind i vidua l occ u ­

p a t i on a l class b a s i s . On ce t h e control sub jects were s elected ,

t he sch ool prin cipal was g i ve n a questionna i re a n d r e t urn en­

ve lope f or t h e teachers of the ch i l d r en . Wi t h reference to

the ch il dr e n se lected at the two De t r o i t schools , the p a r en t s

were c a l l e d in most of t he cases . The study was explained

and their c oop era t ion was as ked . parent q u e s t i onna i r e with

a r e t urn envelope was then mailed to each of them, a long with

a l e t ter of furthe r explanation . At the suburban s chools the

procedure d i f f e r e d i n s of a r as t he teachers were g i v en the

que st ionnaires they were to comple te and t hey were also g i ve n

the parent questionnaires to be passed on to t he selecte d ch i l ­

dr en wi th Lns t r uc t Lons to g i v e the "let ters" to their p ar e n t s .

It l a t e r be came apparent that bo th procedures were e q ually

effec tive .

For the pur po se of rap i dl y sc or i n g the returned question­

naires , scoring stenc i l s were made fo r each fo rm on the b as is

of scor i ng " ma ladjustment r e s pon s e s" or "wrong a n s wer s . " This

meant t hat t he h i ghe r t he s c ore on t he ques tionnaire , t he

gr e a t e r would be t he mal ad j us tm en t .
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There was t he p o s s i b i l i t y that the ad op t i ve pa ren t s would

be more prot ec tive i n t h Bir r e s ponses t han woul d be the natural

parents of the control subj ects . F or t hi s reason , a c orr e l a­

t i on was c omp uted between t he s cores of t he pa r en t question­

naire a nd teacher que s t ionna i r e of t he ch ildr e n in each t he

c on t r o l g r oup and the expe rimental g roup . Ab s en c e of any

s ta t is t i cal ly sig n i f ic an t d ifferen c e between the c oefficient s

of c orrel a t i on would indicate no real difference in pro t e c t ­

ive n e s s of the two g r oup s .



30

Referenc e s

1 . N. M. Downi e . Compa r ison Be t ween Child ren wh o Ha ve Mov e d
Fr om Sch ool t o Schoo l . ~ Ed uc . Ps y chol . , 1953, 44, 50 -53.

2 . Dor a E . Damrin . Family S i ze and Sib l i n g Age , Sex an d
Po s i tion . h soc . Ps y ch ol. , 1949, 29, 102.

3. F . A. Br own . A Comp a r a t i ve St udy . ~ genet . Psy ch ol . ,
1936, 49, 325-342 .

4. Dona ld Br i e l an d . Cur rent Res earch on Adop t i on .
Se rvic e Revi ew , 1956, 30, 255.

5. Ibi d . , p . 255.

6. Ibi d . , p . 255.

So c i a l---

7. Robert Tyson . Cur r en t Men t a l Hygi en e Prac t ice . Mon og r .
Sup p l . No . 8 , ~ Clin . Ps y chol . , 1951, 7(1) , 1-94.

8 . Rob i n a S . Add i s . A Sta t i s t i c a l St u dy of No c t ur n a l En u ­
r e s i s . Ar ch . Dis . Childh . 1935, 10 , 165-178.

9. Nel l i e Chant , and W. E . Bl a t z . A St u dy of Sl e e p i n g
Hab i t s of Chi l dr en . Gen e t . Ps y ch ol . Mon og . , 1928, 4, 13-43 .

10. Edg a r A. Dol l .
So c i a l Competenc e .
89-94.

Infl uence of En v i r onme n t a nd Et i ol og y on
Ame r . ~ Men t . De f i c . , 1945, 50 (July) ,

11 . Wi l l a r d C. Ol son . Th e Me a s ur emen t of Ne r vou s Ha b i t s i n
Normal Ch i ld ren . Mi nne a p ol i s : Uni v . Mi nne s ot a Pr ess , 1929.

12. Samuel Rit vo . A Survey of t he Re cent Li t e r ature on Ti c s
in Childr en . Ner v . Chi ld , 1945, 4, 308-312.

13. F i l l mor e H. Sa nf or d . Sp ee ch and Per sonality . An I n tro ­
duc tion to Cl i n ical Ps y chol ogy . e d . L . A. Pennington , and
I rwin A. Be r g , N.Y . : Ronal d Press , pp . 171-172, 1948.

14. N. Cameron , an d Ann Ma r ga r e t . Behavi or Patholog y .
Bo s t on : Houg h t on -Mi f f l i n , 1951.

15. Wi l l i am Gol dfar b .
Sub s equ en t Ad j u s t men t .
247-255.

Psycho l og i c a l Pr ivation in Inf ancy and
Ame r . ~ Or t h opsychiat . , 1945, 15,

16. c. M. Lo uttit . Cl i n i cal Ps y chol ogy . N.Y. : Ha r pe r , rev .
1947.



31

17. Ki mb al l Young . Personality ani Pr ob l ems of Ad j u s t me n t .
I . Y.: F .S . Crofts , 1940 .

13 . I a r ie Skodak , and Ha r ol d
Study of 100 dopted Children .
90 .

. Skeels . F i n a l Fo l l ow- up
~ genet . ~chol~, 1949, 75,

19. Pa ul i n e Yo ung . Sc i ent i f i c So cial Sur ve y s and Re s e a r ch .
N. Y. : Pr ent i c e -H a l l , se cond ed . , p . 157 , 1950.

20 . Ibid . , p . 169.



CHAPTER IV

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

As explained i n the fore going chapter , because different

int elligence tests wer e used in t he sampl e , matching for I . Q.

would h a ve to b e accomplished by means of con ve r s i on to T­

s cores , thereby creating a " common denominat or " f or all I .Q .

scores . This statistical technique reve aled the absence of

coincidence b e t we en quo t i e n t s of one test and quo t i e n t s of

another . As a n example , an I . Q. of 1 29 on the Ca l i f or n ia

Te s t of Me n t a l Ma t ur i ty is approximately equal t o an I . Q.

of 1 23 on the S .R .A . Pr imary Me n t a l Ab i l it i e s test . The for ­

mula used for c omputing T- s c or e s was : T = X - M 1r 50. Al l
S . D.

subjects t hen we r e rematched within a range of . 30 of a "T -

point " ; e . g . , 49 .25 -- 49.55. This is approximately e quiva -

lent to a range of five I .Q. p o i n t s .

Wi t h i n t he total samp le te ste d , six d i f f e r en t intelli -

g en c e tests had been a dministered . Of these , on l y one test ,

t h e De t r o i t Beg i n n i ng First Gr a d e Intelligence Test , had not

had a standard deviation c omp u t e d from the standardization

data . Al s o , no statistically dete r mined me an had ever been

establ ished . l Inasmuch as t hese two data were not available ,

T- s cor e s could not be c omp u ted and those subjects and t he

s ub j ec t s ma t ch e d with t hem had t o be elimina ted fr om the

sample . A number of o t h er subjects previously mat ched for

32
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I •• scores had to be d scarded b caus e one -to -one ma w c~

on T-scores could not be effected . This necessar is ard 'n

of subjects unfortunately reduced the sample by a pr ox

forty percent hich permitted 29 Da rs of su jects to be used

in the final sample for this study .

I n the final anal s s of the data , three stand rd st ­

tistical tools wer e used . These ere correlat on and relia ­

bility measures , the S earman- Brown Prophesy formula h i c h

was used in conjunction th the s plit -half re iab lity

measure , and t -tests for small samples . Thi s last tech n i qu

was used to determine any statist cally si n i fic ant differ ­

ence in the adjustment scores of the t 0 matche d rou 5 .

The~e was the possibility that the pa r en t s of the ex ­

perimental r o up adopted children) would be mo r e protec tive

in the r r e p or t i n on the questionnaires than ould be the

arents of the c on tro l roup (natural children) . Th e nc ­

dence of such subje cti ity could taint the findin s of th 's

st udy . To determine if any such protectiveness ex sted to

a si n i f c an t extent , Coefficients of Correlation of the

adj ustmenta l scores were c omp ut e d bet e e n the parents and

teache rs of the expe r.mental r o up and bet een the arents

an ' teachers of the control roup . I n the exper_~ental

r o u r = - 0 . 0 87; in the control rou r = 0 . 0 8 . e t ' er

of t ese coeff cients as sign f cant ; a Coeff i c e n t of

Correl tion of ± 0 .367 ould be necessar for si n ficance

at the five percent level of c o nf i d en c e at 27 de rees of



34

2fre e do m.

The se c o ef f ici e n t s we r e sufficiently low to s ug g est no

corr elati on at all between parents and teachers in thei r re ­

port ing . Thi s c o ul d be due t o parental report ing being in­

capable of distinguishing betwe en norma l and maladjusted

ch i l dr en, or i t c oul d b e c aus e d b y poo r re liability of one

or b oth que s ti onna i r e f orms .

An o t h e r Coeffi c i ent of Cor re lat ion wa s c alcul a t e d be ­

t wee n total s c or es (parent s p lus t e ach e r s) of each the ex­

per imental g r o up and the c ont ro l g r o up because the two

g r oup s were mat ched on other dime n s i on s . In u s i ng the t ­

test , it is presupposed that the two g r oup s tes ted are com­

pl e t e ly unrelated . A significantly high corre lation of t he

t wo g r oup s would neces sitate t he incorporation of t he Coeffi ­

cient of Correlation in t h e formula for t he t -test of sig ­

nificance . Be twe e n the total score s of the two g r oup s r •

- 0 . 210, a c o e f f i c i e n t too low to b e signif i c ant (r = 0 . 367

wo ul d be sig n i fic an t at t h e f ive p e r c e n t leve1 3 ) .

Two t ~t ests were employe d i n the final phase of data

analys is . Exp e r i men t al parent scor e s ve rsus contr ol parent

sc ore s , and experimental t e ach er s c ores versus c on t r ol

t e ach er score s . The test of p a r en t al scores of the t wo

g r oup s yi e lded a t - v al ue of 0 .584 wi th 5 6 degrees of f ree ­

dom and was not significant . Te a ch e r ratings of t he t wo

g r oup s rendered a t -value of 2 .140 with 56 deg rees of fr ee ­

do m and wa s statistically signif i cant a t the . 0 5 l e ve l . In
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CHAPTER V

SUMliARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The act of adoption i s one which , b y its very na t ure ,

demands the best resources from which p r e di c t i on s of fut ur e

c on s e q uenc e s can b e drawn . An a gency t hrough which a dop ­

tions are effected as s umes a gr e a t r e s ponsibil i t y i n its

mat ching of inf ants with s e lecte d parent s . Th i s r e s p onsi ­

bilit y b eh oove s t he agency t o ex ami n e , f r om time to time ,

i ts pro c ed ure s a n d standard s i n its r ole of ad opt ion a gen t .

Th e concept of t his study evolve d fr om s uch a n eed fo r " s e l f­

examination ."

Some pri or work h as b e e n done to st udy vari ous a s pe cts

of f os t e r - chi ld r en , childr e n in b oar d i ng care , etc . I n al ­

mo s t all fol low- up studi es of adop t ed ch il dr e n , the design

of the investigation wa s rather loo se . The fa ctors con­

t r ol l e d or -held constant were fe w or no n -ex is t ent , with t h e

exception of t he adoptive factor . Instruments emp loyed i n

va r i ous studies are of dubious val ue i n mea s ur i ng t h e trai t s

or p owe r s in ques t i on .

The conc ep t i on of t he p re s ent i n ves tigation stems f rom

t he ne e d to know whe the r or not t he a dop t i on s a ccompli s he d b y

the a gen cy in ques t i on have met t h e needs of the chi l dr e n .

37
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The design of this study is based, in part, on the pr e v i o u s

work done . A careful attempt wa s ma d e t o avoid t he short ­

c omi ng s of other inve stigations in or der to pr oduc e a v alid

measure of the ad j ustment of a do pt e d childr e n in c omparison

with their peers who live wi th t heir re s pecti v e natural par­

ents .

Inasmuc h as personality ma y be studied validly b y mea n s

of observation of s ymptoms or behavior, p e r s on a l i ty ad j ust­

ment may be studied by the pr e s e n ce or absence of ma ladjus t ­

ment symptoms . Such 'i s the design of t he instrument used

here . Th e extent of maladjustment may b e de t e c t ed b y the

frequenc y of occurrence of one or mor e of it s symp t oms . To

g a i n a mor e complete appr a is a l of e a ch child's adjustment,

t hese s ymp toms and personalit y traits we r e reported on b y

both t he p arents and the t each ers of t he a dop t e d chi ldren

and the nat ural children .

The statistical mea s ur e s employ ed revealed t h at of t he

two instruments u s ed in t he inve stig ation of t h e s ub j ect s,

only one wa s s uff i c i e n t ly reliable to d i s t i ngui sh be tween

adjustment and mal a dj u s t men t . Th es e calculations indicate

that , inasmuc h as the p a r e n t questionnaire i s n ot suff i c ien t ly

r e l i ab l e for t he purpose of this study, its re sults should not

be considered in the final analys is of data . Da t a from the

teacher questionnaire is used because the reliabilit y is

clearly established for that instrument .

On the basis of information yielded from t he teachers '
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r epor ts, t h e adopted ch i l dr e n ar e significant ly b etter ad ­

justed t han t h e c ontro l subje cts living wi th the ir natural

p a r ents . This c onc l usion is con si derab l y more f a vor abl e

t han wa s hypothesized at the onse t of the s tudy .

Fur ther ques tions and impl i cati on s may b e drawn f rom

this concl usion . Bo th gr oup s of ch ildre n were equal on all

pertinent charac t eri s t ic s ex cept t h e fact or of adopt ion . I t

i s conc l ude d t h a t t his one facto r has a d irec t r e l at ion t o

the a d j ustme n t o f the s e chi l dren . ~~y sho uld thi s be true?

It may be suggest e d that the p a r e n t s of t he ch ildren in t he

control g r o up b eg o t ch i l dren b e cause t he y were ab le t o r e ­

pr oduc e . Th i s may b e termed as t he es s e n tial cr i t e rion upon

whi ch depe nde d t h e b ir t h of t he se chi l dr en . I t is , t hen ,

natural t h a t t h e s e ch i l dr en shoul d l ive wi t h the i r p aren t s

whe the r or no t t hese p a r e n t s offe r the t yp e of r e l a tion sh i p

and environmen t c on d uc i v e to g o o d adjustment in chil dr en.

Th i s is true of natural c h i l dr en; it i s not t rue o f a dop t e d

children . Whe r e a s parents of the ch i l dr e n i n t he cont r o l

g r oup may h a v e c h i l d r en e ven if they , t h emselves , are mal a d ­

j ust e d , ne uro t i c , o r o t herwi s e ment ally abno r mal , t h e a dop ­

tive p a r e n t s c an n o t . The p ot e n t i a l parents for a dopt i ve

i n f a n t s or children are se lected on t h e bas is of traits

whi ch a re most c on d u c i ve to fUl f il l ing t h e c apacities an d

emotional nee ds of t hese ch i l dr e n and t herefore promotin

soun d a d justment . If t h e a dopt ion p lanning i s s oun d , it

s h ould not be surp r i sing if t he ch i l d invol ved becomes well
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adjusted in h i s environment . One i mportant factor to be

consi dered is t h e fact that t he a doptive p a ren t s wa n t t his

child . In the c ontrol g r o up , t his factor does not neces ­

sarily exist .

Fr om t his conc l usion, one might further hypo the s ize

t hat there i s a signi f ic ant p o s i ti ve correlation be twee n

t he a d j u s t me n t of paren ts and t hat of t h eir offspring .

In view of t he foregoing , on e may conc l ud e t h a t t he

Adop t i on Division at Cathol i c So cial Ser vi c es of Way n e

Coun ty , Mi ch iga n is perfor mi ng wor k of high quality . The

res ults fur the r sugges t that , wi th a dded r e qui r e ments whi ch

h a ve b e en inc orp orat e d in t h e ad option proc e ss since t he

time t he exper imental subje cts wer e p l a ced for adopti on ,

t he chi l dren bei ng pl a c ed in a doption a t t h e p resen t time

through t his a g e ncy have t h e added s ecur ity of exc e l l e n t

p o t e n t i al a dj ustme n t . They may furthe r b e expe c t e d by

their own be t t ermen t a n d the example t hey offe r for others

to contribute mat e rial ly t o t h e be t te rmen t of t h e communi­

ties in whi ch t hey wi ll r e s ide . Besi des t heir con tr ib u t i on

to t he per f e ct ion of s oc iety, t hey become mor e p e r f e c t a s

h uman i n divi du als .
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DETROIT 2 . MIC HIGAN

TULSA 3·2100

REV. PAU L J . HICKEY. D I R EC T O R

M R. RO B ERT McL.AUGHLIN

PRESIDEN T

MR. J. PH IL IP MA R T I N

VIC E. PRES I DENT
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SECRETARY

BOARD OF
DIRECTORS

M R. JOSEPH CAREY
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REY . BER NAR D R . CROWL E Y

RE V, eH"• • FLECK ENS TEIN

MRS. HENRY FORD II

MR. N O RM ....N J . FREDERiC KS

MR. GEORGE T. HIG GI N D

JiIIR9. LINUS J . MA I NO

MlR. J . PHILIP M ARTI N

t4R . ROBERT McL AU GHL I N

,..RS. MILES O 'BRIEN

MR. ALOYSIUS F . POWER

MR . JAMES M. ROC H E

M'IQR. J ERO M E 9 . !tM 4LAR Z

M R. JOHN R . STARRS

M R. KENNETH C . TI F F A N Y

h4RS. e H"•• W O LLEtal N. JR .

March 10,1959

Dear Mr. and Mrs.----- ---:

For the first time in seven years, our agency
is conducting a follow-up study of adopted children.
The success of this study i s depe ndent upon
participation of people like yourse l ves who have a
record of cooperation with the agency. Your name
has been selected along with 75 others from 4700
families in our adoption files.

The purpose of this study is to help us to
examine our practices and procedures in the light
of past experience so that we can continue to
maintain high standards in the interest of children
and families. As in the case of the original
adoption study, all information must be considered
confidential and so protected. Any information
provided will in no way be reflected on your
standing with the agency.

We sincerely hope that you will a ssist us in
this study. You are, of course, under no
obligation. A member of our staff, Mr. Richard
Dorais, will contact you within the next three
weeks for some information about - - - - - - -
your adopted child.

Sincerely yours,

Rev. Paul J . Hickey
Director

A. RED FEATHER SERVICE SUPPORTED BY THE TORCH ORIV£
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APPEND IX A (c on tinued)

Dear Mr . and Mr s .

Tnis q u e s t i onna i r e and t h e i ncl o s e d s tamp ed return
envelop e a re for yo u~ convenience i n participating in the
a dop t i on s t u dy r ec e n t l y discussed wi t h you .

The items in the questionnaire refer only t o y our
chi l d whose name was i n dic a t e d in Father Hi ckey 's l et t e r
original l y announ c ing t his study .

Pl ease answer c"ar e f ul l y the var ious i t ems I1 Ye s 11 o r
I1 No l1 by placing an I1 X" in the b ox of the pr op er c olumn.
Pl e ase t ry to be a s obj ect ive as you c a n in your answe r s
a n d try to ans wer ever y it em.

Your p rompt c ompl etion of this questionna i re and its
r eturn wi l l b e d e ep l y a p preciated by u s .

Very sinc erely,

s / Ri ch a r d P . Dor ais

Ri ch a r d P . Dora i s
Ca thol i c So c i a l Se r v i c e s of Wa yne Ct .



APPE DIX A (continued)

CATHOLIC SOCIAL SERVICES
OF WAYNE COUNT Y 9851 HAMILTON AVE .

OFF IC ER S

..." . ROBERT MCL.AUGHLI N

P'RESID£ NT

Milt J . PHILIP MARTIN

VICE· P RESID E N T

.. RS . MILf:.9 O "BRIEN

SECRETAR Y

BOARD OF
DIRECTORS

•
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DETROIT 2. MICH IGAN
TULSA 3.2 100

REV . PA UL J . HICKEY . DIRECTOR

MR . JOSEPH CA RE '(

MR. P'RANK COU Z ENS . J R .

lillY . BERNARD R . CROWLEY

REV . CHAS . F L E C K E N STE I N

NR8 . HENRY FOR D II

MR. NOHMAN J. F R E O E R I Cf(§

"' lit. GEORGE T . H IGG I N S

WAI . LINUS J . M AIN O

10'• • J . Pt4ILIP MAAT I N

NR . ROBERT McLAU GHLIN

"'~S. J.4ILE8 O 'BR IEN

"'R . ALOVSIUS F . PO Y. ER

WR. J AMES M . ROCH E

N' GR . JEROME S . 6MAL.ARZ

MR. JOHN R . STARRS

MR. KENNETH C . TIFFAN Y

JiIlRS. CLUNE J . WAL.SH

NAS. CH"S . WOLLENZI N . J R .

Dear Sister:

Our agency is conducting a study of a l ar ge number of
first grade children from diversified backgrounds, who live
in the Detroit area. For t his, we earnest l y solicit your
help.

This study is concerned with personal and soci al adjustment
of children whose background is in lar ge part non-select, or
otherwise matched for certain environmental factors of other
children.

In every case, all names and other i dentifying information
are considered confidential and so protected.

The Cat holic Parochial School s Offiee has approved this
study and permission has been gr ant ed by the parents of the
child to whom t his refers.

Please arrange for the questionnaire(s) to be filled out
for the child named at the top of each form and t he intelligence
test name and score to be indicated.

We are deeply grateful for your help toward the successful
completion of this study.

Respectfully,

Richard P. Dorais

rpd:jq

A REO FEATHER SE RVICE S U P'P O R T E O BY T H E TORCH DRIVE



45

APPEND I X A (continued)

De a r Teacher :

Our a genc y is c on duct i ng a stud y of a n umber of k i n ­
dergarten and fir st gr a d e ch i l dr e n from divers if ied back ­
gr o und s , who live in and a round t he De t r o i t area . For t his ,
we earnestly solicit y our h e l p .

This stud y is conc erned with personal and s oc i a l ad ­
jus t ment of ch i l dr en whos e bac kground is in l a r g e par t non ­
select , or oth erwise ma t c h e d for certain environmental
f a c t or s of other children.

In every case , all names are held in c onfidence and
are not divulg ed b y u s .

Ki n dl y u s e t he a t t ac h ed ques tionna ire wh i ch per t a i n s
to t h e child n a me d a t t h e top and indicate y our judgment
of each item b y p l a c i ng an II X

II in t he ap propriate b ox .
Pl eas e try t o a n s wer ever y it em a nd be as ob j ect ive a s you
can .

'~e wi l l be deep l y g r a t e f ul t o y ou for y our p r ompt
completion of t hi s questionnaire and fo r it s r e t urn in t he
a c c ompanyi n g s t amp e d envelop e .

Very sinc erely ,

s/ Ri char d P. Dor a i s

Ri ch a r d P . Dor a i s
Ca t h ol i c So c i a l Se r v i c e s of Wa yne Ct .
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CA T H O L IC S O C IAL S E RV ICE S
OF WAYN E C O U N T Y 9851 HAMILTON AVE .

OFF I C ERS

MR. RO BERT M cLA UGHLI N

PRESI D E NT

MR . J . P HI LIP MARTI N

V ICE-PRES I D EN T

MRS . MILES O 'BRIEN

SEC RETA R Y

BOAR D OF
DIR ECTORS

MR . JOS EPH CAR EY

MR. FRANK COU Z E N S , JR .

REV. BERNARD R. CROWLE Y

REV . CHAS . FLE C K E N S TE I N
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• DETROIT 2. MICHIGAN

TU LSA 3 ·2100

REV. PAUL. J . HICKEY . DIRECTOR

MRS. HENRY FOR D II

MR. NORM A N J . F RE D E R IC KS

MR . G EOR G E T . HI G GINS

MRS . LI NUS J . MAl N O

MR . J . PH I L IP M ARTI N

MR . ROBERT McLA U GH L I N

MRS . MI~E6 O 'BRIEN

MR. A L OYS I US F . POWE R

MR. J A MES M . ROC HE

MSGR. J EROM E 5 . S M,o\LMU

MR . JOHN R . S T ARR S

MR . KENNETH C . TI F F AN Y

toIRS. C L U N E J . W AL9H

MRS . C HAS. WOLLENZIN. JR .

Re:

Dear Mr. and Mrs.

For the first time in seven years our agency is conducting
a study, through the schools in the Detroit ar ea , of a large number
of children selected for particular tackground characteristics.
The success of this study depends, in large part, on your help.

In order for this study to be effective, the group of
children we are studying must be compared with a "normal" or
"control" group. Your child, named above, has been found
qualified for selection in this control group through the kind
assistance of the parochial school system.

All names and other identifying data used in this study are
to be considered confidential and so protected.

We kindly ask your consideration in filling out the attached
questionnaire, indicating the proper "yes" or "no" answer for
-each statement, being as objective as you can. A stamped return
envelope is provided to aid your prompt return of this form.

We sincerely thank you for your kind consideration.

Very sincerely,

Richard P. Dorais

rpd: jq

A RE O F EAT H ER SERV ICE SUFPO RTED BV T H E TORCH DFiI V E
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QUES TI ONNAI RES

SECTION ONE : PARENT QUESTI ONNAIRE

SECTI ON TWO: TEAC HER QUESTI ONNAI RE
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APPENDIX B

SECTION ONE 48
Yes No

1. () ()

2. () ()

3. () ()

4. () ()
5. () ()

6. () ()

7. () ()

8. () ()

9. () ()

10. () ()

11. () ()

12. () ()

13. () ()

14. () ()
15. () ()

16. () ()

17. () ()

18. () ()

19. () ()

20. () ()

21. () ()

22. () ()

23. () ()

24. () ()
25. () ()

26. () ()

Usually puts pl ay t h i nG s away.

Dre sses self most of t he time.

Compl a i ns of he ad a che s occasionally.

Seld om becomes angry in play wi th other children.

Ha s nightmares quite often.

Usually wa she s ovm face.

Fr equen t l y becomes j ealous of br ot her or sister.

Makes friends reluctantly.

On occasions has told "whtte l i e s."

Can go to school unattended.

Seldom difficult to manage in church.

Has thumb or finger s uc king hab it.

Usually falls asleep any time after an hour.

llelpf ul in small tasks about the house.

Us ua l ly wa she s ovm h ands satisfactorily.

Rar e l y ha s any gagging or vomitins trouble in

eating.

Sometimes feigns illness to ga i n attention.

Insists on doing things h iS / h er o~n way .

Woul d say child is lIaggressive."

Woul d say child is "passive."

Child is neither aggressive nor passive.

Shows adequate respect for elders and authority.

Is often teased or taunted by other children.

Rarely ever blames others for o~m faults.

Generally ha s poor appetite.

Enjoys playing quietly by himself/herself most of

the time.



P ENDIX B

S'CTION ONE (co ntinued )
49

Yes lJo

27. ) )

28. ( ) ( )

29 . ( ) ( )

30 . ( ) ( )

31. ( ) ( )

32. ( ) ( )

33 . ( ) ( )

34 . ( ) ( )

3.5 . ( ) ( )

36. ( ) ( )

37 . ( ) ( )

39 . ( ) ( )

40 . ( ) ( )

41. ( ) ( )

42. ( ) ( )

43. ( ) ( )

44. ( ) ( )

4.5 . ( ) ( )

46. ( ) ( )

47. ( ) ( )

48. ( ) ( )

38 . ( )

49. ( )

50 . ( )

( )

( )

( )

Usual ly Ge t s ovm dr i nk 7i t hout a ss i s tanc e .

Li kes to dr aw wi t h cha l k or cray on .

Has bot h er s ome wh i ms abo ut many foods .

Has had ted - wet t i ng di f f i c ulty , other t h an

" Accident s , " s i nc e age f i ve .

Ha s h ad to b e reprimande d fo r b e in8 mean to ani mal s.

Ha s a very l arge appe t i t e .

Has just abo ut an a verage ap pe t ite .

Chil d has a tendency to stut t er or s t amme r- f'r- equen t Ly,

Goes to t h e t oilet ni t h out any a ss i s t an ce .

Ha s ins t anc e s of ne r vo us t Id t ch es ,

C!1.il d h a s diff i cul ty wi th t emper dLsp Lay s or

t antr ums.

I s qui e t , insi sts on s tayi ns near pare n ts much of t he

time.

Fr equ ent ly talks ba ck ~~cn t old to do someth inc .

Of t en a t tempt s to eat t hines not cons i dered e di b le.

Sel dom ever ge t s i nto f i ~hts ~i th ot!1.e r ch i l dr en .

Bit e s fingernails .

Rar el y scrat ches , pi cks , or 'lI' i n1d e s nose.

lIa s no d i f f i c ul t y in goi ng t o s l e e") a t night .

Se l dom crie s in play wi t h oth er c i ldr en .

~ni ld still seems ti re d after t ~el ve hour s s leep .

Rar e l y ever crie s wh en left !i t h baby - s i t t er .

Uus t be r- epr-Lmand ed f or t aldnc t~1. i nGs no t b eLong Lng

t o h im/!1.er .

Sho~s s ome ins tanc e s of t e i nG mean to young er

brother or s i s ter .

Voul d you like pr ofes s iona l hel? "i t h your c iild ?



-
Yes

L . ()

2 . ()

3. ()

4. ()
5. ()

6. ()

7. ()

8. ()

9. ( )

10 . ( )

11. ( )

12 . ( )

13 . ( )

14. ( )
IS. ( )

16. )

17. )

18. ( )

19. ( )

20 . ( )

21 . ( )

22 . ( )

23. ( )

2L~ • ( )

25. ( )

No

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

( )

)

APPEffiIX B, SEC TI ON T' a
PL.".Y

Ensages i n compe t it i ve games , ath l e t i c s .

Likes " construc t i ve " pl ay , c arne s .

I ns i s t s on ovm ITay i n pl ay .

I s h e / sh e shy a nc qu i e t ?

Plays a c tivel y wi th ot her chi l dr en .

Eul l i e s o t h er ch ildren .

Ge t s into f i gh ts f r eq uent l y.

\;oul d you call t h i s child "very aggr e s sive " ?

Cri es more than us ua l .

Does not l i ke to part i cipate i ~ ceme s .

LL~TLJR I IT

Dr a ws wi t h cha l.k or crayon .

Dr a ~ in~ s i~nat ure f or a~e .

~ashG s ovm hand s .

Goes to t oi l e t unattende d.

Pr i n t s wor ds wi th crayon or enc i l .

SOC I A!,

Is quiet, r e served , r et i cent .

Gets e xcite d and a nx i ous e a si l y .

Is frequently p r- ovotci ng in manne r .

Us e s ab us i ve l anguage .

Re ve al s tempe r d i s ? lay s or t antr ~~s .

Is obedi ent , sh ous respect for aut h or i t y .

Seldom Gets i n to ~is chi e f .

I s inclinc c to steal s illa ll t h i nGs.

Gener a l ly . i f f i c ul t to ~anage .

Sc'l oo1 per-f' or-manc e i nferior t o ae il i t v •

50



APPENDIX B

SECTION TWO (continued)

NERVOUS HABITS

51

Yes No

26. ( ) ( Sucks t h wnb, fingers.

27. ( ) ( Bi t e s f inger nails.

28. ( ) ( ) Scr a t che s , p icks , or wr Lnk'Le s no se.

29. ( ) ( ) Stut ters or stammers.

30. ( ) ( ) Has oth er co nsi stent n ervous hab i t s ,

O'r IIE'R---

31- ( ) ( ) Has ner vous t ics or t i'Ti t ch e s •

32. ( ) ( ) IJa s t ur b a t or y ac tivity or unus ual sexual int eres t.

-33. < ) < .) Appear-s ,dr.o\~!3 Y mu~h -t;Di' the :tj;nm..



APPENDIX C

SECTION ONE : OCCUPATION CODES AND
TEST DATA

SECTION TWO : SUBJE CT DATA AND RAW
SCORES
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APPENDIX C

SECTION ONE

OCCUPATIONAL CODES BY Vlli I CH PARENTS OF
SUBJECTS V~RE CLASSIFIED FOR MATCHING

I . PROFESSIONAL

II . MANAGERIAL

I I I . CLERICAL

IV. SKI LLED LABOR

V. SEMI -SKI LLED LABOR

VI . UNSKILLED LABOR

53
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APPENDIX C

SECT ION ONE (co nt inue d)

MEAN AND STANDARD DEVIATION OF
TESTS USED IN THE STUDY

M

100 .0

99.0

102 .0

100 . 0

S . D.

16 . 0

13. 5

1 1. 4

16 .0

Tes ts

California Sho r t For m Tes t of
Men t al Ma t ur i t y , Primary Form
S-57.

S . R. A. Primary Ment al Ab i l i t i e s .
Pr ima r y .

Kuh lmann - Ander s on Intel l i gence
Te s t , Form A, Si xth Ed i t i on .

Pi n t ne r -Cunni ngh am Pr imar y Test ,
Form A.



APPENDIX C

SECTION TWO

EXPERIMENTAL SUBJECTS : IDENTIFI CATION NUMBER ,
SEX, PARENTAL OCCUPATI ONAL CLASS, I . Q. AND

TEST , AND QUESTIONNAIRE SCORES

Code Parental Parent Tea ch er
No . Sex Oc c up , L Q. Tes t Scor e s Scor es

14 F II I 104 CMM 10 1

17 M IV ' 112 CMM 14 1
27 F VI 104 CMM 2 16
28 F I II 107 CMM 9 0
36 F V 124 CMM 15 0
39 M IV 123 CMM 7 3
40 F II 96 CivlM 10 4
43 F I I 111 CMM 8 3
45 M II 102 CMM 13 19
47 F VI 108 CMM 12 8
54 F VI 104 CIIIM 14 3
67 M I 116 CMM 6 5
75 F VI 87 CMM 17 2
81 M V 99 CMM: 11 1
86 F IV 113 CMM 13 0
91 M V 99 CMM 13 4
96 F V 121 CMM 3 3

104 M I 132 CMJ'II 5 2
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APPENDIX C

SECTION TWO (continued)

Code Par ent al Parent Tea ch er
No . Sex Occup . L Q. Test Scor e s Sc ores

112 M II 104 CMM 7 2

116 M IV 104 CrAM 12 1

121 F II I 107 SRA 10 7

123 F I V 103 CMilI 8 3

126 F V 118 CMM 16 10

137 F III 112 P- C 12 1

152 M III 100 CMM 7 1

161 F I I I 100 CMM 3 5

175 F I I 115 CMM 6 2

186 F V 116 SRA 9 1

188 F VI 86 CMM: 4 6

CMM: Calif ornia Sho r t Form Te s t of Ment al Ma t ur i t y ,
Pr ima ry S-57

SRA: S. R. A. Pr imar y Ment al Ab i l i t i e s : Pr i mar y

P-C : Pintner -Cunningham Pr ima r y Te s t , Form A
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APPENDIX C

SECTI ON TWO (continued)

CONTROL SUBJECTS : I DENTI FI CATION Nm~BER ,

SEX , PARENTAL OCCUPATI ONAL CLASS, I . Q. AND
TEST , AND QUESTI ONNA IRE SC ORES

Code Parent a l Parent Teacher
No . Sex Oc c up , L Q. Tes t Score s Scor e s

06 F VI 100 SRA 6 5

01 5 M I V 11 2 K-A 7 4

016 F V 11 6 K-A 9 0

01 8 F II 111 K-A 9 10

019 F V 117 K- A 7 9

020 F IV n o K-A 15 3

0 21 F VI 103 K- A 16 7

0 23 F V 119 CMM 14 0

024 F II 115 CMM 7 0

02 5 M I 131 CMM 6 7

0 26 M V 100 CMM 8 17

027 F V 125 CMM 7 3

0 28 ~\1 I 11 9 CMM 7 2

0 29 111 IV 124 CMM 14 9

030 IvI III 99 CMM 18 4

031 IV! II 105 CMM 7 9

032 F VI 107 CMM 19 15

033 F III 115 CMM 9 9
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APPENDIX C

SECTI ON T 0 (continued)

Code Pare ntal Par ent Te acher
No . Sex Oc c u p , I. Q. Tes t Scor e s Sc or e s

034 M V 99 CMM 7 11

035 F I II 104 SRA 11 13

036 F II I 101 SRA 8 4

040 M IV 101 SRA 16 14

041 F I V 101 SRA 10 3

042 M II 100 SRA 4 2

044 F II 99 SRA 10 11

045 . F III 99 SRA 9 7

046 F VI 89 SRA 12 4

047 F VI 88 SRA 2 9

049 F III . 108 SRA 21 2

~ ...._--
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