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the roel ai6®aMle ef pereemlitsy mla<|us twat 
appears obvious wh*a it It waliMd that personality preblesia 
ar-e probably. the *oat ocwm «««•• ©f dis ©her g® frosi eapley* 
»ntt ana are probably the most eossaon causes ®f failure la . 
»eheel« Sephietleatloa is net neeessary for appreelation ©f 
th* meaning of failur* in eaneatlen and/or eewpatlon and its 
ramifying' losses ts the individual and eeeittye StMiee ef 
th* important* ef 'the dlagneait of peraenality maladjxistment# 
It is felt that awry eppertmity In that direction is worthy 
ef serious study*

&» purpose.ef thie'atttdy was to determine partially 
hew eleae the Califemla ®»at ef fersenelity eiwe® t© the 
Meal# i*e»t an inttrusent that will reliably rewal personal* ■ 
tty defeats# ean be group administered and scored in a short 
tiw, and requires relatively little training t* administer# 
ewe# tod interprett

It we <eeiM< that* the relatienehlpe among the subtest 
tesree would 'have to be found and the relatienshlps between 
the subtesta and the eeetion total* would also need t© be 
known te Mteralne te what degree the tests are mutually 

exclusive» •
A comparison ef aeerea «t the 'falifornia Test ef 

Fersenallty with eeeres ef similar faster# ef the dullferd* 
IMytin tests ef peresnallty and the determination of the



between the Callfernla Test ©f Persemaltty and
masnras ©f iiitelUgenee were alee eeneldered ta be ©f valne 
It the study*

Subtaat ••wet ©f the €alifml* Wet ©f Feraoaaltty.
were ew^&rM. with tetal Self Ad|ustaent and tetal Seeial
'Ad|uataent and intere<a*related with each other. Total Self

■ M|wt®ent and fetal Seelal Mjustmnt were alee eea^ared* 
Be Dealt t tie teehnltae was used te eoapute waltiple 

eerrelatiens and Bwstemtg teehai^ue was used ta eospute 
the tetraeherie r* ■

Multiple eerrelattens between eaeh ©f the saetian totals
■and eewral OuilfmMl*Wrtin testa were aaleulsted by the ■ 
Doolittle teehnleue* Single relationships were determined ■ 
between eeetlen totals and duilf©rd-®artin subtests# and be* 
twesn California Teat of fers®iallty enbteste and Cullford* 
Martin tests* Section totals were also e<«9pared to the Otis 
Mental Ability Wat and the Wxae Seeial Insight Test*

Sub test correlations with totals were all .sufficiently 
Mght with two exooptione* We correlation between Self 
Mjuetmint and Soelal Adjuetmnt (eSQ) eeema to indleate too 
rach overlapping of neaeureaant despite the fast that 
personality traits# aa we now feow them# are not Mutually 
exclusive .and eannot be aeaswed as suohe

Charlson of California Wet of Per®©nailty eubtests 
with low of the Cullford-Martln eubteste indieatos Bat#



the •iasllerlty ef attespte te a sure the earn thlag> 
eerrel&tieiae ere <tea lew aad dletrihuttwie dls«iM.ler». Th® 
<i»trltmties ©f CaXlferale Teat ef FereaMllt^ neores shewed 
a S#fisite' skew te the left la eentreet te the Rormlly 41s* 
tributes, Gullf©ra*M^tixi aworese ■

latelllgeneet as ®eaaure4 by the Otla test# eerrelateS 
lew with both Self MJ^stwr»t and Social Mjisst&ent seat ten 
tetala ©f the California Teat ef Ferseaallty# . Soelal Adjust* 
ment eerrel&tM *M with ths Texas Social Insight Test# Indi* 
eating,, perhaps, that yerseM with a higher degree &f Insight 
ar© batter adjusted eeelally*’ .

Beeausw scores ean be easily distarted# the use of the 
CaUferola Test ef Fereenallty di&uU be rwstrleted to sltua* 
tlons in whlah the subjects ere likely to answer truthfully# 
Gther studies appear to shew that In schools and Milages# 
the California Test of Fereonallty ban be used to screen 
IMlvlduala for mro tniensiwe study uM to mature group 
trasda with a fair degree of aoewaey# ether aeaswes swpass 
it for elinleal use, and ease of distortion proeludee‘ita use 
in employment situations*■



Th® wperfttlOB an4 eiaeaurageaent ef th® ®wb®r® ef
«3f theeis e^siittee# We Stevall, asd
t»w Mewla, la elMwely a^realated# lajaelal indebted* 
mis i.8 aeteiwledgad Br« gaeearla, wheee sxiperviBion «f 
thia atud^ pnovad Invalu&bM*
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the UNratwe ©n eisounds with th»©ry aM
»paawlAtt«t i*# wafartaaUlyt .ralaHwaXy scant m 
«UU«tieal MU raawititog twe. •eiantifla fj^trlwaU w the

It 1* *t eatteM^ Myef Wtawa th* awards

aw so attwatlw*# Uat Uwe in th* field haw mahed *h**d t* 
>18M th* plw withent stepping t* <* the sped* wwh» Ftrhap* 
thi* ws tn* । in wt# it negleet wf IM *nb|**t hr 
teyeheleglete will jpey^e«mlT»t* ant >ey*hiAtapi*U> uaing 
wewirelltd t**tai<iwsf Mt built ■«» a eenfnset bedy *f 
te*wl*Sg*e >*»> wtetstN^i tee eften th* •*b.|*et w* 
etteetoM by peyehele^eti well weed in eeleniifi* »*U*d* 
Wt IfttMng th* weetsary *®«®at *f ellnieal wientatiw#

It ***M fairly well agreed ewmg >@yehel©gi*e* 

■attwtiw *b waaw* yereenality* that it ie a *^tt*rn *f 
trait* w way < reacting t* external etimli**^ Bie definl*- 

tien weegnite* Uait* and wheleneet wlthtmi the Metaltiet 
denial ef waewesente %ie »*•«* in be th* apfreaeh *f meet

T»k, -F1 trM’*<w 
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©f the designers ©f pars ©nail ty taenteriesi which are usually ■ 
tairlaM te wiitw trait* separately and glw some indication ■ 
et tM degree ©f their iategr*H<me

?rl®» t© th® miMle 19SO**, only rating eealee eM 
inwaterlea were widely used tn the Wnfted States to naeswre 
persenallty and te^eraent tralta»w Beth ef these first eaw 
wide use during World War I and. ^admlly lest favor with 
ths sere ex® e ting test users * Eewewr# they still maintained 
popularity In mny plaees**

lany users reee^ise their HMtatlens hut continue to 
use them beeause seeing better it available# Whe need for 
dlagnesit ef personality mladjustmnt appears ebvieue when 
it is realised that ^personality problems' are the most oomon 
wuses of discharge from es^loyment,*8 and are probably the 

most eomon eause* of failure in .school* One does not need 
to be sophisticated to appreciate the meaning of failure in 
eduoatieei and/or oeoupation and its ramifying losses to the 
individual and to society*

® Berelval 1* S-ymonds* Pi^nosing Personall.ty and 
Omduet (Xew Yorht The Contui^

- 1 * ©maid I* Super, 0^*. pl.t * * pp* 39, 94-19S*

6 B* €• Wnt, "Bt People Bos® Their <obs or Arendt 
Prmoted,* Personnel, dburnal* MiW*. 1936*

■ The results of meaeurement of degrees of ad|ustmnt 
my be-wed to acreen those tesuited for'certain.'types of * 6



3

Iralning «■ e<8ew®ti*s aM* aere t© initiate
etapa teward ad jus twat and t© ©haose »«w geals on the b&gXs 
«f axis ting peraamUtyw

An instrwant that will reliably reveal personality 
aafeata# ean.W group adMnlaUraa aM aeerad in a abort 
tlwt and re<uiraa relatively little training to adalniater# 
•■©ore* and Interpret> la one answer to the problem* To per* 
feet eueh an tnetrweat la eert&inly a worthwhile goal# and 
every effort in. that direotima is w«W ef serloua study#

it wa® the purpose of thia study to determine partially 
how elose the California Test of Personality eome to the 
Ideal# To attaek this prebiem* it was decided that the 
relationehlpe among the snbtest seores would have to be founds 
and the rel&tlonshipe between the sub tests and the soetiom 
totals would also need to bo taiown to detersine to what degree 
the teata are mutually exclusive*

Other data that were thought mi^xt help answer the- 
question ware comparisons of scores on the California. Test of 
Personality'with seerea. ©f similar factors ©f another known 
per.®mallty Inventory#-

It was als-©' decided that determination ef the relation* 
ships between Wie test and masurea ©f intelligence would 
contribute valuably to the atudy#
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Acwdlng to Syaonds,! *a toam ot <uostiomalre for 
wamwlng psychonsurotle toMejaoles • • * had Its IneeptlOB' 
In 1917** It was designed to diagnose ad|ustaent ability of 
isllltary proapecta* This questionnaire was devised by .
Wood worth and later becaae Ms isyehoneurotis Inventory for 
whieh he reported a reliability of •>©♦ Woodworth®' etates 
that In a gronp of psyohoneurotle patients, the average score 
was 36, while the average score for norsal individuals was 10*

Mrnreuter,5 whose personality inventory it typleal of 
many, decided on.six traits to analyse personality and reports 
the following intercorrslations:

„ » aXu87!;oa?*' £l™.o»A.”a F«.r»»nalW.$jiSB4Conduct (lew York: The Century Coi^any, 1931), p* 174*

3 Robert G* Bernreut®?, Manuel for the- personality 
Inventory (Palo alto, Calif or M&r  ̂Canford University Press, 
1935), p« 3*. - ;

B 1 2 2 1
Keurotic tendency M -«37 *9S **80 *95 *38 
Self sufficiency SS **31 *<7 **54 *60 
Introversion-extraversion I *69 *90 *39 
Doalnanoe-subM salon D ' •♦B8 **07 
Confidence C *11 
Sociability * 3

)



I# a similar attestt iM WBoa developed
their Study et wlws# *<hlch was based to S^raager1* six types 
af mn arrived st In a purely a priori mfi®er*

E* B» wotaaarkle® states that #the eo^lax struetwe 
of ptosoaallty la not to >® «atora< by any sueh brief series 
of trait, nsasares (15) as is found in the Oullford*Martln series 
or any other series at present** Osttell* * 5 later (1946).states# 
Just as positively, that as a result.- of Me own ooeprehanslve 
psyoh^trio atudy of the subjeet (IncludlMg factor analysis) 
extending over a period of several years# evidence show that 
there are twelve personality traits*

< Gordon W* lllport# Persdnallty. A psychological
Interpretation (low Torki EeSy Wlf » CaspaayT^®)# 5»

S g» K* Buras# &ird Kontal Measurwents yearbook (Sew Brunswick# W*y*$ wtgera UMwrMiynBeliTTSWlTp*^*

t laysand B* Gat tell# MlMlltlSB W Mtarowtoi Of persoMllty (lew Yorkt lor 11 BtoOS^yJ^&WTprW*

Irnest W# Tlegs# Willis W» Clark# ahd louis >•
Thorp# »The C-aliforMa Test of of
Wca.tlo.nal Eesearoh* 3iil03*3, Potebor# 1941*

8 Srnest W# Tiegs# *Wawlng Personality Status and 
Social Adjuatffiont#* EMe&tion doumal* 65t631»5# Juno# 1943.

flogs, st al J Molded, in 1941 that neither the exact 
nature nor the euaber of factor® neeessary to destolbe the 
personality la knoim* Three years later# after fisrther 
research.# Tlegis st.111. eoncluded that no real traits exist) 
therefore, he asMsed It would be »re helpful- and »anln^ul 
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tf magurssenft ecmoepts were defined in teras ©f their 
.ei^ilfieenee f©r Mine twat | that iet as feeling® ©f belong* 
ing# senae ©f >erseaal worth.# antl*s©el<l teMenelea* Sils 
Is aMt Tiege did.in the Califemi* Test of Ferson&llty#

Mother eapeet ©f the waliditj ©f Me teat is the 
willingness of the sub|asts to cooperate and rewal txme 
attltMes* , Several investigations have been «ad» in which 
sWents have answred. the questions the way they think they 
are and again according to the way they would like to be# 
the way they think a well*ad|wted person would respond# er 
th© way they think a good anployee would respond* %se results 
shew that responses Mn be slanted to give desired answers*, 
lowever# the results also indisated that ^students do not# 
Wider ordinary pre.eeaures of adffiinistretion#* answer so as te ■ 
present the best possible piewe of thesiselves*^

Kimber#^ in a study to determine the- insight of eollage 

#Wants taking W dallfemln Test ©f Personality# gave few 
hundred sweats at ths diversity of Southern California

0* X* Bures# fa# »♦

3-$ Canstsnea Mvell# *A Study of the Pastor B true two 
of Mrteen Personality Variables.,* Bdueatlenal and 
Psyeholosioal Measurement •

11 lerria Kleber, *Inai^ht ©f College Students Into 
PMswlity- fest#” IssMMsl MllMa# 

dSiMO# October# 1045*



the teat twiee* Ife* firet tiw the teet vm edMeleteredf 
the etudente wre t® waewer the <wttUns eg th®x
believed t hawr art wH*rtJwtad atwleht at awtWa 
C&Mfwaia w«M aawwr tbaa* weart tlw, they ware 
Instmieted te ew t@r thwaelwaw The arsy Alpha .
ExaMfiMlaB w* later •drtalsterrt te the a*M grcmpe

®be aawat et different# ‘betweaa the man tetel aasrea
<m the first teat art tM eeoert teet swim ta irtleate that 
the atrtaata haS a- Mgh degree af iaal^ht tote the it«® on 
the ta«t* C®wlati»a betwew twet ea tM geaert teat with 
seerea » the teei llpM Baartaatlo ware tow* Thia cupports 
pravleus atrtlea *l@h have aheei little retotlaaahip between 
pereanallty Mjua^e&t and Intelligenae* MM eredanee to 
giwn thia eeMlnslan by the feet that the m» taking the 
test itwwrt taper l©r In totelligense art infer lor to insight *

, In one er th* wry few repnrta an the dlreet validity 
tMe test, lewx»sto^2 fetrnd* after giving It te eehtoe- 

phrerte end a«le depreeelwe p&tlente art te a eentrel grew# 
that the- teat faitol t» dlfferertiate the peyehstla greapa# 
w t» shew MgMTleant itofwwa between the ews^t^ntal 
and. the eertrel grew**

3S ^xen ’ft# ealirerrta PereenaUty Seal*
at a DiagneeUe Xaetrtwmi#* XSXSMlMMBl 
©eteber# MM*
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• BMir and gaw * fam. ef the Xatermdlate
Seyiea ©r the C&llfmiia Wat ©f Ber»@aallty (gradea *F*10) 
and the Multiple Chelae tersehaeh Wat te ©i»th grade pupils* 
She relationship he tween the eeoree on the'two tests ws 
fwuM to he not ewn resscmhly high* &• eoneluslon was that 
the two tests evidently swaeure only to a very slight degree 
the sase thing and* further* that •perhaps one of the tests 
possesses a high degree of validity and the other does- not# 
or perhaps neither does**

Personality faaWs in dental aohool suoeose were 
studied by ^hes^son#^* who found that California fest of 

Personality aeoros shared tan relatiwship to criteria of 
snooess# but the oorreMtlons were not of sufficient mgnltuda 
to be useful, in individual ■prsdleti® when sslaating appli* 
oants for a^iggim to. the< College' ef Dentistry*

inotber .voMtlcnal appliesti» of' the California Vest 
of. Pore<mality was its administration to 115 Bible Institute 

Clan Were Blair and Rmala W* Clark# "Personality 
XdyustwnN of Math (trade Pupils aa Measured by the Multiple 
Chelee Eorsehaoh Wet and We California. Wet of Personality#* 
fhe i'ourn^l of Iduestlonal Psychology* 37tl3»2Q# January# 1946*

Edward Clauds &«psm* ^Personality and Interest 
Ftetor. In Cental Saheol Saeeeeii," sgd FQQholegiMl 
goafurewnt* 4t»w*wwt># winwr# i»44*.
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atixdeate la southern CalifMl aeoraa ware found te 
be below, the 50th >ereentile ©a all eebsaales eaeept Sense ©f 
rareon&l Wrth aM: Seelal Sta»to*tB* 3eth *w. mi wew» had 
asoree wMeh >laee< the# et the tOth yerewtile tw Sense ©f 
rerienal Werth aM at the Mth .jwreantlle f or Seeial 
^tandarise

CdS3p«le<m -of Seeree #f Bible Xsetitute andl Culverslty 
of Southern California 'mdergraduatea on the California Teat 
of ferasii&Mtf (#en and iswb), was as fbllowet

1 1W
Bible •institute IIS 12^51 11*44
ItMe MS lal*S4 Mea

SeelM. ad|sfftont oawwt «ni wearoee ©f area# eleeelx 
related »ax be divided into three typ@®| aeeerdiag to Thorndike 
ss< Stela#tee sf these is test# Invtlving attitudes and 
reactions toward inetitntienallsed phases of soeiety sueh as 
polities, edncetlon# eemsbaies* mral lifwij and the llke« 
Another ene of ths three types of soelel MJustswnt measures 
Is that wMeh se&swes inf@rm.tion> such as knowledge In

Xerris Xlaber, wlnterestg »M PwmaMlty Traits5 StMent*,* .teM <. 1BM1 XSSM2£I#161125*833, 1B47,

I* !♦ tborMike and, s* Mein, *&n Evaluation of 
the Attespta to heaaure Soelal Intolllgenoe** Psveholepioal 
BlletU, 354375*383, 1937* ■ '
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perfiaml etlgwtus knowledge of
sport®, gewermeM* asd exwto®., Tba thlr4 type of teet naised 
by Thorndike deals with ^lesUon® eomerning eocial interest 
and adj'astawtt.. This persoaaUty toentorlo# aoelal
ad^stseai taste,. Md.: totrewelozMixtravereion m®16n

The twrge iashlngtw Social X»ielHgeme Teet^ 18 
axsptrefitly the $»st widely' used sM »ee*® .to N We sett 
thoroughly. atttUad'teet of eooial lAtolllgoaeo*

Xt eooaleta of five eubteetsi
(1) yud^sent la saelal 31tuation«« Thia is a smltiple 

ohoiao .prdbles solvisa test of social relatlonsblpe*
(i) 1060881.1106 of the .Kent&l state of the speaker*

This test, re^slree the wbjtet to Kateh ehdri <uoUUona with 
the kinde of ewtlofi® Involved la eaeh statement*

(3) Obeorvatioa @f Bebavior* Thle i» a true 
and false teat ihvolviag .geBeralleatlene in fee observation 
of hwan behavior#

(4) Seisory for Sws aM fee*** l«es.a«i faoee are 
8tMiM"fer few Mtetee *M then later pretested for idontlfl* 
eat16» fro$ a larger group et new and faoei*

Sllle Weltsaan, XSIBlSX M Mslii May lor (Beverly Ellis, California^ Sherld&»3^^^C9s.paay, istlJTpe^SO#



(6) -Sefite < IM® la- M mltlple test
reqtilyifis th# ®election ef an «dl.sg #aU*& will mk® tha 
b$st jok®«

asltt criticism ef thi» test mai t® be th»t the 
test shows a high w«rrelatli>h (wdlaa of *S?) with tests of 
abstraot iatslllgtaee as! la# thsTefow, probably wasuylBg 
the ease iMlltye

fowl the @®wg» Wshington Boel al XfitelUgenee
fast €o»elat®< *14 with the Geor^o 5&®hl.agtod. ilartoaee T»«t| 
♦57 with the t*sowke Collsgt letraaoe 7®st| «M *55 with, the 
Brows Valverslty Yost*

rietBer aa4 ^psh&ll^ reported a aorralatloa of »53 
betweeo th® IherMlM lateHlgMoe Teat for collage students 
and the George i&ahington social Intalllganeo Teat*

thorailMo*^ a® * re wit of & faetw aaalyals of the 
mbteeta of the Oeorge Washington aoeial Intelligence feet 
with the George Washington Mental Alertnose feat, reported 
that these two tests are jwaewlng the Mat general traits* 
go ©oncludM. further that It was doubtful as to whether there

3S gufit* Xe&«irw*r»t of Social Intelligent®,* 
i2WMl < IMl&l. XS^tMO* 181317*334, 1$«*

IS X* Flntner and C* t^pshall, *'S©w Xesulta of Social 
Intelligence,* School end society* SI 1S2S*

&*. 1* IhwMiks., *Faetor Analysis of Social and 
iSBBl M BMiMaM imMttex# 27101*03, lesd*
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Is trait that ta SMial. latalllgsaw
aM that# If thaw le# it eaamt M ®tasw»< Mtisfa6torl3< by 
a test M^leh is prMeitttotly wrbalf

Xi was be<.aws < the high wrwUtlcwiw between testa 
ef. l»UlUge»@e sssa test® ©f eetieX intelllganee that the 
fe»® SeeUX Xnst^t test81 was eeMtewteif thl® test was 

fewl te wrslete #35 with the #13 with the ehle# ar4 
*09 with tiie i.iiler*

SI incy Mecaria* Investigeil® of soriri Insight**
lUabri »riw»t theeli* The university of Texas* Austin*

. lese&reh ©a the SaXltemla test wf rerswaUty begem 
wi& sixteen, wpenehts* sew ef whieh Mt been st Mast 
partially waXltatei by ethers# . TMee @f these eosponenta 
were ewentnalSy eotiaiftM mt© a single ea^paaent.iMeh left 
twelve in all* Th® fast tint exactly six g«bts®ts appear 16 
each ©f the tw seetlona ©f the test# it mt* as right appear* 
an wbltrwy alassifleatiw' .Sewer* the nse ef fifteen 
<ttW8tiens la each cwemnt It pwtielly erbitrwy* Inaasmsh 
o it' rasritri fr® the Mrislen te dewlcp an Instrwmt that 
wcuM mt w^rire tee ®ch tlee te Bdalnister ari* mre apeelf* 
ic&lly* email M gives in a class periri* The final selection 
of items in each c^onont w» basri waxi the relative rises 
of their Wttrlal H * esti. the relative naber of yes* m* ari SI *



SKltM ye§«ive<l in the experlseatal tryout*2®
Tryouts e.f the test eonvlaeed the authors that it would 

be wlee to retUn the faMller twMnolo<y applying to eoa» 
^onenit baead » logioai analyslt# experlimw, the |Mg»ents 
of worker# In thio fleM aM .statistical studies*23

nil, Ims*

fMtor ttmiyeie and other etatletleel techniques are 
being need with the hope of * better Ifietmaeat when the 
Mture of pereanallty faetora beooaee better known#^

XBosrdlng' to Tharpeon* of to* ®thore of this test# 
proper eeleotton of -teat items la generally the beet guarantee 
of the validity of any testins inatrwsont« The twelve eoe* 
ponente of the California Test of fer.»onallty represent 
fTOetlosally*rel*t^ groups of tptelflt evldenMs of personal 
or soeial MJurtwnti they are mod to correspond to sow of 
the most l^artsnt ewreat personality Mlustssont concepts*

Tlw obtolaed eorrelatioiie «aong oomponenta emphasise 
the #wholei>8®fl# of norsal Individuals, and are, consequently, 
not mtoally exclusive*

s® louis f* Thorp®, Willie t* Clark and Sracst w* 
n«S«» spl M Ust .< tesonoity,
(Xos Angelis, Ca:ilfarniSiealIJornlaTeet BurtauJlwWJTp* ®

.sSS* sJLM*

x^* Mi»

S5 xeuie y* Thorpe, Willis W» Clark end Irnest W# 
Tiege, * Appraising Personality end Social.. M jus ta$ent**



u

■ the autMrs this evidencei
. The Califerttls Test o.f f'eraenallty i* based upea a 

*twdy of wax* tn wbleh adilts retpoad when oaf fob ted with 
situations wM^x test their sslf*rell*ne», sense ef personal 
worth# knowledge of the right thisgs to do, skill In using 
this ImwWge la b*w iltwtloas, iM other .situations which 
test their ptrtonalltx chmeterlstleN Man? ©f these 
situations bed pwlmxily been dswMped by ether workers aM 
patterns of response ted been deteMwd* Wfore Including 
a eitusileh M th.® test, it was evalwted to the following 
eamwri •

(1) Xudsaents of ts&eheri, priaolpale, test experts, 
porwnnel dlreetera, esi employers aa to whttter er not 
It was an iMleator of adjustetnl and oaployability*

(1) The reaetlone ef e»ptoy*t adults a» to whether 
er not they iudged it to b® as essential charattorIstie 
©■r a sneceaaol e®ployee»

(3) The extent to which tte results of the tost 
agroad with tb* kno$n. ekaraeterleUea of particular adulte,

<4) Tte wxteat to which each itw was eonalatent 
. with the eeora ©n the test at a whole- (Bl-aorial r), 

t?ntortwMaly, a© atatirttoal data are stlerM#
The reUabllity ©f the Calitornla Teat of Personality 

eos5>are» well with i»y well*kno» twats of cental ability madL

Thorpe, Clerk, and Tiegs, clt#* p* 4*
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aeMewaeaW . TM ,.f©Uswlag wrrwlatlwa were eWieed with 
tSO easee t>x t!» sethed ewreeted by the
S>et»an*&wa remxlai

Slat* r»t< 
gsere swe

Wt&X Mlwtawt ■♦S18 81*1 B.S
Self M.|xi®tseBt *888 12*0 Wi
S-eel&l *388 18*1 3*5

A eerrelatlea ©f **to between S»3X eM SeelAl Adjust*
seet wte fty®4 ead wwOertd W M Iw eimgh to ea^haaiie 
the 4esirability ot aiMyleg the iMltlMil trt*. the standpoint 
of both self ed^stoent and soelal adjustw&t* Eollabllltlsg 
of the testa, the others found, averaged &Mut *75
■a^ were OMldwred Mgh ®w«gh to *lwata wore rsstrleted 
areaa at yeraonallty dlfflenity*87

87 tiiorpe, Clitrk wl Tieia, <tt*r a. 4*

The teat itsas were omstrwotad in relation to 
types of pra.bXa»$

(1) These dealthg with Wslwis wlitlmahlps*
(t) TMee involving relitlonaMpa betwen tw 

Individuals*
(3) Those iBTOlvlsg reaotioa.» le Isriger group 

rel*tl»iMpie
gathsF this tastlsg goal reMmlag powera, the at terapt wa» 
aada t@ get aptelfla re&etleaa te social altuatlons*



•• • xs

Sltoafctans whleb ©euXd be Se»6x*lbe4 er dejtlnedl
were mt the aeeiaX sltu&tlga® inoludsd both wmon-
plae® ^itustloss and these whleh happen rarely or are willkaly 
ta happen at »XX< thee* latter ^Iteatlens were iMluded t* 
IMleate what degree st effeaMwiaaes as Indlrldtial eould eep® 
with 'laBfereites «r ttnllktly Beel&l standard#, in
■part# <»ter»<»e the eai^rttonai® «< |«lgwnt inrelwd, In. 
deciding w©s the cerreet wlMtlaa to a tealal pr*blasi< The 
aelutleM will *l»s depend -wm the degree ©f friendship er 
Mquslntance igwlwd.M tha rel&tlnnshlp* Far that reaaoo* 
the itesa wra 4#vlwd t* e©wr aituatiena dealing with 
varloue Mgrws af relatienshlp whi6» were defined te preclude 
ssawptlena by the tobjaete

eorreet M@ware were based on the idea that the 
eelutlen that benefltted the individual eanrreated with 
the alteatlm «4 the ether® involved w»# the correct 
aolutlm*

'Thate esrrest respessee .that <14 not e^ree with the 
largest pertenis-ge ef the total pepulailtm were twrnad ©ver 
to * *!»«’< < sxperta* fw final teeiatone

.After the papers «w« t<we4*. the 100 M<h»®t aeerihfc^ 
paper*. »M the 190 leeeat towing paper* were eelaeted ®o 
that the aiAgnesil© pswer (r), equivalent t© th® Pearson r> 

of esto lies eould to oo^puted*. XteMs ifcioh did not wet tto
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’ Wt ©w >® Met Mel ©smTifttose ww 
ellsimted Neast# ©f lew aieertolhetwy ;^w»

A rtUablllty c-wffisleet ©f e*ai *a« reported. e«leul®t«4 
tM <Mt*halws ettM «wre«tet W tb« Bpeamaft-eroim

>rsjt»€j wttfc Nt e«#N
The wlKlty ©f this test was stWe4 by rowartog 

eewes with ti»w sole w test* @f wMtMMty ard on taste 
ef abitraet lnt*lll$eeee»



cs&twb m

The califwMa i# OetUma to
w&rore twelw r*6et» of ®lx of relate

to aajustssBt «4. tlx. relatlsg prlmrll^ to 
»e.lal Mjaatwat* fifteen o^rltlng each
«M<at (ISO <se»UoM Is «11> aw Seeigaet to eMelt ye$ 
w aoewrt *lci6 ere itwyirtM te w«w#i ttlf relitaee# 
aeoee ef es»# af w»<X freezes, reeling
@f beldKlog# freeMa te®totleef freedM
fros mrwtae mlal at^aMe# miedl tMlla#
fre#4m fr* twlh reMtioM* eecie*
iMlon. rtletiess, wlatiwit

The <MiiroN*rtlh T^orwat eenelete ef 
three grw® ©f test® wawrteg thirteen tea^erw»t treiU* 
Th® first of ■these is ^ilfoM«e inrestory of Faetwe stos 
m»&»wix< Boelal &wewr*i»*<xtMWti€Bt Wtidag Xntro* 
wr<ldn*sxtrewrslsat w>rer«i«if cytiM4 
Msthymia. The »ee*4 grosplsg i» ehtltlM WL-XforMertln 
.iBwatwy of Fas We OM aM sseawrea cewral Aotlrity 
A«a»B4aM'O*6»l»lssl0'n, las6«liBit"y*FAinlaitF#. Worlerlty 
WellngSf *M Wwffl»ww The tliirft M Ww teat .grw®. 
Is the O^lOrMertin ftwmsml Xnwoitry If Weh twiuwi
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.C9^ei*etlww»8t *0Nietibleii«86t Th® zaanual 
aeflalUc©# et tiwee traits eaa.b® fewa to the Ap^eMlx*

Th® soel&X seal® la « imtlma peneil 
ml paper te«t ee^oaeS af to daafkriptlena af apeelfls aeelal 
elto&ttons with, ml tipi® ©hole® altarnaUws /r®« which th® 
wbjeets were aakel t® aetoat toe beat «>WE*ee of aetloa to 
to® aeluttoa ef eato probits or Mtoatloht

the Otle Sew tog Mental Ability teat, Gomai
Fora C la .too wll teow» to need mtltotos here* It was uae4 
bebaaae it aeeaiedl repreeentatlw of Net® of abetraet totelli 
gehte and wae to «M.»leter m< eatp to aeora*

S»lte too grwp weed aa a ample oonalated of SM 
otodeate in fw |iKi@r*lewl peytool^y otoatee at toe 
Wwralty of amston* toe es^ple was f atolj hoao^eneooi

;f ''';,wi«4tog a<« a^.wnnt of .formal etooation* All of the 254 
.,' etodenti tooh the CaUfwais Teat of Fereonallty, Mnlt Fora

3< . Of. tola. gro^p» .W toot too. CtallfordkMartto Personality 
Inwntoryi 105 ef tM eaw gronp took toe. Otis Quick-Scoring 
Mental Ability toet# tesa Tests Wrs 0| 97 etndents ■of too 
wo grm^ took the Tt»a Snol&l Xnai^t Test#



If

All .1M wed in tM® w»r« ®aM&l®tere< 
wlfchln a <x*wsk fwle< toing th® Spring «X I960* All 
tests w@5*e a4Mni®Ure< hy the prafasaar. regixlarly in aharge 
of the olaaa with two time, when a $refe»sor was ill . 
aad a Asotorate >syeh@logy atnSani g&w the Wata* In all 
oases, the test# wre atenlatarei «M scorai aeeordlng to 
the Bassal for w@h msjmtlw teste

law aoore# were bwA In all correlation* exempt those 
Involving InMHlgenM aa seaswtt by the Otla scale* . Score# 
obtained by thia waw® were cowertei into inteHlgeme 
quotient# In aeecrianoe with th® ©tit Mstoxale an^. th® reroltant 
lea*1» wore '»«♦< for o*p«ls®M

Beeasse wbUat* should correlate higher with section 
totals than with each other, the sab to st acore* of the 
California lost of. iorweallty were oo^aret with section 
total#, and Intercorrelated with each other• Section total* 
were also co^wod*

Snltiple twrelailon# between each of the section 
totals sfid sewral ^llf®*i*gaptln testa were calculated by 
the poollttle Single relationship# were. also
<®ter»lm< betwen section totals awl MlforMertin testa 
and be tween Calif e«l.a feat of rorsonallty anbtost* and



Eses."a$e »©tlea tetale sh»n.lA ee^reMt® higher with 
neamxres ef rather thaa with awawrae of abstract
intelligeace* leetlM tatala ©t tha eallfcrala Test o£ 
Ferceftallty were chares with the atla Sentti. Ability Teat 
to <e terMaa the wlatlbasM^ wlM abstract lhtolligeaca> and 
with ths Texas Social lael^t Test to aeeartala t^e relation* 
ship with, scelal. .InteHlgeMe*

Xn cog^Mihg eorroMtl»at. Thwst»e*s teclml^w for 
eosputlBg the- tetracMrla f was ttsea* la regard to tola 
deticet' Molesar^ aaya toat toe tetraohsrM r is particularly 

uwful to eetlsatl^ the ^gr>« et ecrrelMlw, between rarl* 
ablos. for which w Mw only aicheto»Xse< iafmiatloR, but 
it c&a alao 'be uw4 toatesd er toe pretuct wat r, alm 
altuatlena, t«* wMto 'this wthot applied, can be cemwertod 
tote rwrfoK tables W <wW dltoetoMslag the graduated 
variables#. The Mvaht&ge ef eattoattog cwrelatlena to. this 
ssaaner Is that totraeMrle r la wch easier to deterMne, if 
the awuttog alarms are u#e4# than is ealawtotiBg the 
product mat r» The rmlittle toctel^ua wae used to cos^uto 
multiple r»

Tork‘



S3

IraMble. err®i ef the et eerrel&tlon *ere
abtalaea tw all e®»elatioa* la tixla study fra® Garrett18 
table.8

„. ..8 E?2ry !* MaUslUa la ijzstelasz.eni
(lew Wti tosgsaas, areea <M ea^a^7*®Wt



CMTW y

MSS W

Stif MNttwmie Self wi f mo$ t# earrelMe
♦80 with Sselri Mjwtswat# 'the ether meUm ,M Table 
X ehewe^ mww ef hett tMae twala Awti tlatrlWUeaa 
skewd l®w®4 to left Mth a Self MjWtoat s»tt et aTS, with 
th» raage sf yegMMe aeerei fre* 0 te We. Ala ^rexloity < 
teeree to to aellto eMsto ww^ert to teat, ae Table xi» 

8S| liiileet*N
WitMa to Self M|nttwat- aaettoi atiMwt Self

SdllMoe *e» tmwi M ewelate. »6| with tttal Self Mjuatonta 
(lee Table IXte »»|e Si*) fM» 1« to lowest awrwlatloft found 
between a «Mest asA Self. MJeteeat, bat it *e«.» high ea«gh 
to M tot it eeatrtoMa waffleieatlx t@ the total Self 
tijasittmt ewre to wwwat reteatlsa, sspecl&Hx ton Its 
wrwlatisB with wbNtt* is e«tsli6re<» to eorwletlon® bo* x 
tween awre# ©a 8eM leltoew aM >tor robteet aaeros were as 
fellawMt Sesae st leraoMl loth on»e -ef feraonal

«30| feeling' < iBelesging »t9| freMw. free Withdraw­
ing Tendeaeiei *60| »M freeis® fres leweus Sj^tess ♦39* 
Ml theet IfttereerreMtlwe ewa low with to enewpils® of the 
eS9 relatl<mto> fw#a with Wee4w fro# WitMrawlag Temlanalaet 
whleh 1* @aly ♦#» lew®* tos to etrrelation < self MUanee 
with total Self lljuatost*



M

TABXS X

KAI, SMtM® mnATXOI., AID 
raorawr XIStoXBQTXQIS CP total camfobha

TEST €F MtoOSALXTX BC0W3

-B2M
Bar 

ADTOTSSWT
'30CXAX.

iBsas SCO®;
TOTAL

ABJVSTK^
9O«94 . 0 i ■ 170-179 13

' 65*09 22 4S 130*159 70
80-84 47 74 130*159 58
75-79 SO 61 140-149.) 45
70-74 49 29 130-139 ' 27
@5-69. 32 20 120*129 13
80—64 3.8 X0 110*119. 13
55-59 13 9 ' 100*109 3
50*54 8 3 90- 99 1
45*49 9 1 80* 89 1
40-44 3 0 70- 79 1
35-39 0 0 !<>• @9 0
30-34 2 0

EAI 75.33 B0*33 154.U
STAKMO
to7IATI0I 10.90 8.10 17*90



.es

f&KBI IX.

tmww raMwnais or cakwwu fest w raBomrn 
s» Ams«w wwst icm

Mt stw s«.«e feel* WltMrMW* Ww«
r'Sf'WSi .5<M*...._....

■ 13 la il IS as ®
.14 w & 44 - ea aa M

«3e3-» 4e <e « M is as
13 ’ as 40- a 31 . »

M ^8 W » S8. SI'
ia O ia » M W 14

» e IS M IS
s 14 3 w H ■3L5i^ a

Id 4 ' IS 1 a • 3
e a ■e 8 S a i
a i. 4 T 0 1 i
4 i i t 0 a 0
s e s 1 a t 2
a 0 a 0 0 1 a
i a e e 0 o 0

tos n*«4 w® lleM was 11.43 was
Mt) BeM t«3t t.»5» 1*M • s*.as MS



WXtSII 38 Atwa-TMT WCS91'
w tes cmifsbh*. wst er

®S¥e 
STM*.

WXto*
PM*w

H83»e MM
_rwr*

M$S1
.r*w*

SKI*

»a^»Q2 *7C^*03 .#>77^*02 e6S^»S
Self telleme *S^eO4 ♦^♦03 ♦SSjXe'O^: ♦35^»0<
SeiaM ef ters^al Wwtt *6q£»Q3 e0^^*04- e3^^eOiSs
Sesse- ef PweeoMl TrwSj» •3^£.O4 ♦^^^*03 ■e3Q^w(Hi *M£*^
Feeling of ^lettgisg e3^*04 •2®^

Teirfemlea »<^»03 e6<^^
Freedas fr» Wwaw Sy^aplw •65A(3til *32^»M eS^M •eoAss •e^£»^



■ stwet Mbm ef' yerwMtl wt a earraUtisa 
tt *W wltfe tetel Self MJwWatf Xaairifig Xlttla 4mM a« ta 
it» emtrlWUtB t©w4 tatal salt Mjuatmat# Mth Use attw 
«MMt 16 a^relatM *• faUwst Mlt leUama e3S) 
Sasaa at tersasal Was4» #441 FteUag ©f Mlonglng 
ttaata fiw witWawlag feMiMla®- eOSt Nveet lagra® of 
relatla&tits iw®l Mtwes wf < tM self Mjaataamt aabtett 
«©re®) rraeto tiea #S> wa 'tba Mgh W
tBe ralaU©»aM> wlW total Self Mjnetmat yreoMaa th® 
Mtleshlllty of aUMaatlm at tMa stag© of MwMpmat* 

se&ee < lewmi wres a etrraUtloh 
of eW1 with tatal Self MNetaeet eaore* «M «»alat«tlf low 
twrelatlww with ether «a*eet iwn ftese l»«*ee»ala* 
tloae were as follows Self BsUtfi-c® #30j Nm ©f ferieeal 
worth. eM.i feeling or ^Xes^leg *^| Freo4m froa witbdrawlw<. 
TaMeaelee t41> «sl 'freeto- trw lervwi s^t«a *$$• 
iMUetlotilf* ibis faster e**e to >rew its wise by its 

oorrelatioR with total Self Mjaatmet aM eobtoat wrala* 
tl«» of *M *M lowwt

?eelle$ of Mtagteg eowwe sarrelatedi #€> with total 
Self MXwtwat aM. th-owed, Mw«* thae my ©th® wtibteet* The 
Mghaat eorrelatloa was with Freeioa free W®w»® Bpptw 
*51* the- othsra wre as WHowt self toli*i»e *»| feme 
of rawoaal Wrth *Mi se»«e of ler**! WeMo» *^| aM 
Weeta froa utMMwtog iMeMtea ♦ST* fhla fMtor too



sa

with lie lew earrelatUsf 
aM fairly relatic»«hi> (e@t) with the total Self

freMoa MtMrawlag TtMeaoiea ecorea show a eSt 
ocarrolatloa with total Self MJustawot aM relatlvo^r high 
swhust oorrolatloa* < *$0 with Self RoIUboo aM »as with 
»ea4o« froa larvwia S^twi A taotw w*a to thaw three 
shbteat# *g he re^ponalhle tw the M^s iateraorrelatlooiS# 
but Mt neeesaaril^ ®>* the other attest eorrelattoas werot 
*05 with Sonae wrthj Sansa < fwrweal toeMwa
*<5| «M foellM ©f Belo^lng e^e . ■

»eo4os frcm Bermw. a^»ptos# ehowM a relationship of 
t"13. with the total MIT MJwstwnt Mores aM relatively high 
correlations with Senw of Rereonal Worth aM froedoa 
trca withdrawing Sy^t»a <&S« This too my bo accounted for 
by a ao*>n factor# tmb mt neeeeearlly so# The other sub test 
cttrrelatiOB with froMm froa Serwa Byeptwi worst Self' 
MUtaee *S9| MMe of rerson&l rreedtom ♦3S|. ®M reeling of 
SelongiM e31* ■wunier e^e=w lywwjmy .m■

With, the Self Ad|mtmnt section of the test# there 
wre only tteso m&test oeorea that correlated Mgher than 
#M with each oWr# ttey wret Sense of Feraoml worth. aM 
freMos free gerwu* Sy»et©»» SoM' Bolianco aM rreedw 
froa. Withtowleg WMemlos *60| aM lastly# toeMos fr« 
Morrous Siwtom «i< rreMos firoa withdrawing WMencles ♦Sb#



,ww t© be ww ewrl&wlM seXT mMane® aM 
rrwiw fr@ffi liiMrswl^ lesteMlw thte la ideally M81rabl«| 
hdwver, tether atMy wwlS be aeM*4 N 
thw ®d@|>9s*»tt*

Ai Table IX, |iage S5# thwe tM tlitribstlea ©f Self 
Adjustaest tsbWsl iwres was ^ewea ta the l«ftt with See#® 
©f yeriaMl lwtht fweUsg ef SeleBglag# &M Freedas. te» 
Wervetti 8hwi»g the *s^t«wA eMae ee tM wtal eXase«

telsl jMJSlteSi* 1» we<*»ir »Mit Seeiil MM«t- 
wmt ewreMtot BW with 8elf; M|is»twiBte the ®e*B Seciel 
Adjuatseat ewm wee .89 M a «s%e ef leasibM seeree ef 0 t» 
S@» Me&a 8Bbte*t ww»» fw ttM settles tw be fmm4 la 
Mbit If* latereerreMttee et this eeett^B art glvea 
M TibM V# >«<• 5M

gosmalty MXatloa eearea proved te eerrelata *78 with 
teteX WMlfcl MMstwat eeeree aad fairly Mw with miMeet 
seereif the Mwti eerrelatlsa with a obteet was with Melal 
StaMeris *041 the wtret Seelel Skills #481 Freed® 
frse AatMweial TtM®Mle» «S0j Folly BeMtlta* #40| 9ee«pa- 
tioa BeMitee #>9# fhie esblett »e«M. te eeatrlbute well 
M Mtal Seelal Mtetawst without tee xstich wrlepping#

^eewpetl® aeMtleM' eerreMtet #14 with tetel Sool al 
MjustaeBt# BWtMt ewreiatleas r«$ge4 .fre® a Mw ef #0S 
with seelal SMMarde aad a high ©f #tt with Fmlly lelatlens# 
The other ewreMUoft* weret #31 with Soelal £M1M| #S0 with 
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*4T with Mti-eo<?lal
teeleBeleM W*w wwi littiea<esht tot thl» wohUat 1« 
.»MBg * wttsraeNry eotrOmtto.to to WMXe

Fssllf MaMtisB# towed a r«i&ti»ahi> ef «72. with 
tet&l seMfcl MjBetost* with to mbtots, to highest 
eerrelMtlea wa« wMe whieh was fmmd te exist with both Occupy* 
ties gelfctlOB» to rmedos fwa Ttotoie®* The
low was a #04 oerrelaties with Soolel sttoards# the other 
oorwelMtioae were #S0 with loolal Shills yd #40 with comoaity 
Relations# TM« ettoaoe eoe» to IMUate tot this toteet 
is ©tortotlag tatt«faewil>#

Freedoa free iati^eoelal Ttoonelew correlated #80 with 
total Social Mj^stwet# Thia waa the highest correlation of 
a subtest with to total Social aeoro# with to*
tote# toe f«w eorrelaitS hl<tot with lotlal skills #S0 
ezad lowest with Seelal tttowis #SS# Otor totoet correla­
tions mt #60 with SoMHiity Selatlosa) *47 with Ooewstton 
aolationsj eM *W with Feaily loMtiona# Froa one atatiatleal 
standpoint# thia 1# the met l^ortart teat of to soolal 
MjnatmM Mtteryi however# a« Table Iv# peg® SO# shows# owr 
two*riftba et to aeoree wore as high a< possible*

Social SklllB eweMted *33 with total Social Adjust* 
Beat to with tototi aeorea# as followsi a low of *11 with 
Social StaBdods to • high of with. FreoM# free Anti* 
wet al TendoBeies* with to ctor toe# wbNsta# to
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ewwlatioa® wr® *30 with FsalXy ♦SI with Ocaupa*
tlon Betatrons) ♦4S with c^amlty Rwlattonx* Ttie nlot < 
this test Is SoubtM.* The hl.gti etrrelatlem with Freezes, 
froa-Ant 1*8'061*1 Ws^stlM 1* wt ta^asatM hy a hl^x 
«errwlati*ft with the total*

Soelal StaMttta wrelat»4 th* lowat oF the snbtssta 
with total soMal *28* Its awalatlons with «uh*
tests wrs also low •* *.Q4 with Satial Standards aol Family 
IwlatieBei <0S with wt^atlo. Xalatlensf «M with Social 
ghlllsi and a high of *22 with Freadoa froa Mtl*eoaial 
TsMencles* fha low wralatiaft ♦» with total Eotlal Adjust* 
B»iat a»d the slightly iowr tM ^relation with a aubteat 
w®b to intleatw little eontrlWtlm. to the battery*

witMa the Soelal MJustowM aeetloa of the test, only 
one ewrelatl® higher than ♦BS we fewdf it was r #50 be* 
tween Soetal ShilM and fwedoa frm Anti*soelal Tendencies#

ffiiWsaeilJH MSsi 5s3J£sa^SSla 5S£ta« t>ua te the 
construction ®«a of the. 6ullf^d*tetln tests# negative 
raw ecore* will re Mitt tmt they mmi w&suring positive degrees 
of adjustssnt# Therefore # negative 0uilfor4*Kfirtln score® 
used in this study shouli W considered &s positive when com* 
pared with Mllfornla Test ©f Fwwnallty aceresw



X impartbetween T&bles H. *a< TH IMlatia# th@ 
itowtn *sre wr® distributed than the

left*stowed. SMlirersla Test rerernftlltj seeresw-.
The. Mltl Self Mjwtetet seort ©f th® Caliremla Test 

of fersosaXitr eorrslated. *»S3 with Sotl&i XMrOTWrtem* 
Extrawrele® of the Swilr»rd*I*rtin test, as Table VXIX, page 
ST, isdisates*

^epresslcm ©srrelttei *»TO with Seif Adjustiaeat, which 
was higher thro four of th® eaMferala Test of Tereonality 
eebteet oorrolatlons with Self Adjustassnt snd ®<val t® one, 

... Senrswtse <11 aet torreliie as high (♦ ST)with total 
. Self »$ preedw fro® Xervoue Sy^tes® of the
Cellforola Teat of tersonality <1< (tW)» Xaferiorlty feella^s 
ehwed a *Tt r«latltohi> with. Stif Mlwtarot, which is higher 
.thro it first app**r»# .iw. to the optiism score beiag lower 
thas extreaely high eeeres which »ay reveal a superiority 
eos^easatioa. for hlMea Inferiority feellaga# ..

The mltipla ocrrelatloa (eSS) M tbe femr Milford* 
Martin. gwbtoMte with California Trot of rersonallty total 
Self Mjrotwmt see»s to show that these four subtests are 
warerlng to a largo extant that which the six Self M jus tarot 
subtesta M4iw®*

A easier iron («•« Table XX, page SB) with the calif oral® 
Test of fersroality robtest aeor-ea ladicates. that freodo# fro® 
rotl*soelal Tendroeles of the MliferMa Tost of torsonallty
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S 
S
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toil ar® w&ma’ljag th®
8tsw thing (r*to)* WteM* tree Sanwa Sy^ttoa and Nervous* 
mas ewralated'®TSf tho«£h th® titles' m®» t® atiggaet greater . 
ajMllarltye Fraadea frm MtMr&wing TeBdeaaiea tod Social 
Intrm?er«i»*&traTOrM« a%e» t® N ma«rtog the »8a» 
thing to to extant of *t43* Sense of Personal worth tod 
Inferiority Fooling# i^xlto, N* deflnltlto, Baaewe lltee factors 
aUtiatU&lly relate *63»

As fable X isdloatea, a mltl^la ©orwlatloa of *67 waa 
found beteoen Soolal Ad|ustm»t «i the three CMlferd*Martia 
traitss Agressbleneas, social I»troveralon*xxtraverslont and 
Cooperatlvaneawf Agreeableneas aeo®* to be manuring Social 
Mjuetoant to an axtent of r »l^e Social introversion* 
Ext^version# /-n&ieh is directly eo^artole to social Skills, 
correlates **37 with Social M^ustntot as eo^ared to #33 fw 
lie California Test of' Personality equivalent# The eorrela- 
tlon of *70 between Coopera t iwm a a &M Social Adjuataent 
sees# to indicate that., the <n»ilfor4»Martln subtest is maswy* 
ln$ Social M>atwM to a soniiderebl® degree#

MMMsaMa alB. MtiMnsa MI W tel 
Imteht Test* ' XMeHlgemse as masked by the Otis Test was 
correlated #4^*0 with self '#1^*07 with, Social

MjustMatj tod #^£*07 with the Texas Social Insist Test*
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Bnbtesft swrelatieft® witb toUl® w«w all miffleUatlj 
Mgh with tw exeeiti**.# t» »BSt whleh •«©». too low, 
♦aptelally in vlow of the relatively high owralatlona of 
theee subtexte with «ow rf the other Mhtootw*

Th® OSFrelailoBi hotwae® Self ana toelal
ASjnatssnt ,80 imss to Inaiaate that too meh overlapping of 
waswewnt la prawt* Terhape l>teream»lstioii» between the 
aubUsta ttt tMw two Metlon® weM. point toward the reason 
for thls> preaeat <ata * mt*

Illsinatlng or ow*lnls< wbteata m 'the eviaanew of 
thi® study alsm* la mt Mwatei by thia writer, but evidLenee 
mobs to indicate that thw® «e dafeeta that ^ml4 bo 
re&sdlod, althou^ it la roalisod that personality traits, aa 
we now know thss, are not mutually exsluslw and eannot bo 
maaurod a® suth«

So^arlaon et Sallfwal* Tost of Personality aubtoata 
with »£*e ef' the ©uilfwd^lwtln wbiesta indicates that, 
despite maual Mtinitloas aol apparent atteapta to weaanra 
the ate»e thing.a, high eorrelatloM do net always result* 
whether or not either or' both testa are valid resains to bo 
prowd*

*



' It t&es sea evident that scows,o» th® c^ilford- 
K&rtta tests tended to W «>r® poswaUsed than those of the 
California Twt> which e&ewed markedly toward the calllngt

With Intelligence m eearoM by the Otle te»tt Self 
M|ttstaeat tod Seclal MJwtwst correlated ♦10' and *M# 
resyectivelyt With the .Texas social Xnelsht Teat, social 
Mjuateent correlated tMi 'Showing perhaps that persons with 
a higher de^eo of latlght »e bettor adjusted socially, or 
aeroly, that ptreons with neater insist mke higher Social 
MJnstsent teat -Morea*

It appears that in schools and eollogos, the California 
Test of Personality can be need to screen individuals for mro 
Intensive study toA to wewa&e group ..teende with ® fair degree 
of aoewaey, . It should .not bo used la ^ploysent situations 
beeause scores sen be too esally distorted, tod In the olinle 
it is far stiappaeiM- by «ro penetrating measures*

llthongh thia teat can ho of e»»e w.lw# ns Just dos* 
crlbwd, certainly, further study to detarrino validity and 
internal eonsltoenoy of the California Test of Personality, 
is Meded#
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