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CHAPTER - II1

RESULTS

PART DNE:

The obtained data were scored, grouped and analysed
to see whether they supported the underlying theoretical
assumptions and hypotheses. Complete care was taken whilse
using the statistical procedures for analysing the data. In
the analysis of the data care was also taken that the psycho-
legical meaning of the data was not lost in ths process of

numerical transformationm and its classification.

3.1 The Effect of the Type of Limb~Injury and Ampufation

(leg or arm) on Crisis Experisnce.

To study the effect of ths type of limb-injupry and
amputation (leg or arm) on crisis experience frequencies and
percentages were calculated for both leg amputed and arm

amputed groups. These frequenciss and percentages are shoun

in Table 1.

Phase I ¢ Shock

The reéults (Table 1) indicated that as comparsd to
the LA group the AA group showed 'relatively greater tendency
toward disturbances in self-sxperience (9.28) reality percé—
ption (4.95) and cognitive structure (3.59). The results

also revealed that the LA and AA groups did not differ much
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in their attitude toward physical disability (2.19, 2.23).
The AA group were found to have relatively more disturbsd
attitude toward help and sympathy (4.83) as compared to the

LA proup (3.54) during the shock phass.

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

Table 1 showed that the LA group had greater tendency
toward disturbances in self-experience (6.03), reality perce-
ption (2.25), emotional experience (5.54) and cognitive
structure (2.92) as compared to the AA group. The AA group was
found to have relatively more deﬁeﬁsive attitude (2.35) toward
their physical disability as compared to the LA group, It was
alsc observed that both the LA and AA groups did not differ

much in their attitude toward help and sympathy at this phase,

Phase II11 : Acknowledgemsnt (Renswed stress)

The results revealed (Table 1) that AA group shoued
relatively greater tendency toward disturbances in self-
experience {B.17) as compared to the LA group. The LA group as
compared to the AA group revealed greater tendency toward
disturbances in reality perception (4.01) emotional expserience
(7.12) and cognitive structure (3.16). It was also observed
that both LA and AA groups expressed equal acceptance eof their
physical disability but AA group showed mors posiéive attitude

toward help and sympathy (6.19) as compared to the LA group.
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Phase IV ¢ Adjustment and change

The results pointed out (Table 1) that the AA group
had greater tendency towards establishing positive self-
structure (6.44) and they were also found to have relatively
better reality perception (4.58) as well as cognitive
structure (3.84) as compared to the LA group. The LA group
showed relatively more emotional adjustment {(4.44), accept-
ance of physical disability (1.83) and also expressed positive
attitude towards help and sympathy (4.02) as compared to the

AA group.
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3.2 The Effect of the Disability-Causing Situation

(Accident, illness or War) on Crisis Experiencs.

Given in Table 2 are the freguencies and percentage
of responses for disabled-civilians and war disabled people
analysed in terms of phases and dimensions of crisis experi-~

ence.

Phase I ¢ Shock

As is shown in Table 2 the DC group showed greater
tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (9.07) and
cognitive structure (3.11) as compared to the WD group. It
was found that both the DC and WD groups did not differ much
in regard to their experiences of reality perception (4.13,
4.46) disturbances in emotional experience (6.15,6.17) and
attitude toward physical disahility (2.22,2.17) but the DC
group shouwed relatively more disturbed attitude toward help
and sympathy (3.81) as compared toc the WD group during the

shock phase,.

Phase 11 : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The results (Table 2) also indicate that the WD
group showed preater tendency toward disturbances in self-
experience (6.97) and reality perception (2.28) as compared
to the OC group. However the DC group snowed greater degree

of emotional disturbances (5.84) while both the DC and WD
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proups did not differ in their cognitive experience (2,28,
2.74). The DC group showed more defensive attitude toward
physical disability (2.79). The results also showed that
both the groups DC and WD did not differ much in their
attitude toward help and sympathy (3.81,3.32) during this

phase.

Phass III : Acknouwledgement (Renswed stress)

The results (Table 2) showed that the WD group shouwed
relatively greater tendency toward disturbances in self-expe-
rience (11.66) as compared to the DC group. The WD group also
revealed relatively more acceptance of reality (4.92) but
still showed more disturbed emotional experience (7,08) as
compared to the DOC group., The OC group shouwed relatively better
organized cognitive structure (2.92) and acceptancs of their
physical disability (3.04) as compared to the WD group. The
results also fFound that WD group had relatively mors positivs
attitude toward help and sympathy (5.71) as compared to the

DC group during this phase.

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

As is sben from Table 2 the DC group showsd greater
tendency toward positive self-experience (6.60) and revealed
relatively more emotional adjustment(4.38) they also were found

to have more organized and balanced cognitive structure (2.66)
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and more acceptance of their physical disability (1.97) as
compared to those of the WD group. The WD proup shouwed
relatively better reality perception (4.34) and also more
positive attitude toward help and sympathy (3.89) as compared

to the CD group, during the adjustment phase,
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3.3 Thg Effact of the Oominant torld-Hypotheses on
A. Crisis Expariaonca.

Prasented in Table 3 are the rosponses (Frequaaéisa
and percentagaes) of tha dominant world=hypotheses ‘groups
Tha Formist, Machanicist, Grganicist, Contextualist and the
unolassified groups analysad in torms. of the phases and

dimensions of the crisis sxpasrisnce.

Phasa T § GShoek

The roesults (Tebla 3) indicates that the Foromist group
snowsd relativaly more disturbancss in self-cxparisnce (9.86)
as gomperad to thse Machanicist, Lrganicist and the Contaxtua~
list and the unciassi?iad‘groups. Tha Machanicist and Contow
xtualist groups were Pound to have relativaely more disturbancas
in amotional sxperiance (7.59,7,00) as compared to the Formists
Grpaniclets and the unclassifisd groups. The unclasszsified
group sHowad mora distu?bancés in the cegnitive structure
(4.28) asccompared to the Formists, Mochanicists, Orgonicists
and the Contextuaslists, Relativsly less disturbances in the
attitude touard physical disability wers found in ths Formist
group (1.81) as compared to the Maechanieclist, Organiciast,
Contestualist and tha unclassifiad groups, The Machaniciat
and the unclassified groups shouad mors disturbences in the
attitudaitauard halp and sympsthy (4.31,4,23) 28 comparad te
the Formiet, Organicist and the Contextuallst arocups,
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Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

Table 3 indicates that the context;alist and the
unclassified groups showed relatively more disturbances in
self-experience (7.00,6,80) as compared to the Formist,
Mechanicist and the Organicist groups., The Organicist, Conte-
xtualist and the unclassified groups were found to be more
defensive in their attitude toward reality perception (2.31,
2.41,2,52) as compared to the Formist and the Mechanicist
groups, The Organicist and the Mechanicist shgwed more
disturbances in emotional experience (6.22,5.34) as compared
to the Formist, Contextualist and the}unclassiﬁied groups.
The Formist and the umclassified groups shouwed relatively
less disturbances in the cognitive structure (1.41,1.51) as
compared to the Mechanicist, Organicist amd the Contextualist
groups, IThe Contextualist group showed less disturbances in
their attitude toward physical disability. as well as help
and sympathy (0.48,1.45) as compared te the Formist, Mechani-

cist, Organicist and unclassified groups.

Phase II1 : Acknouwledgement (Renewed stress)

The results (Table 3) indicated that the Mechanicist
and the Contextualist groups showed relatively greater
tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (9.83,8,70)
as cempared te the Formist, Orgamicist amd the unclassified

groups.The Formist, Contextualist and the umclassified groufs
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revealed relatively more acceptance of reality (5.23, 4.35,
4,78) as compared te the Mechanicist and the Organicist
oroups, The results also‘shaued that all the groups, Formist,
Mechanicist, Organicist, Comtextualist and the unclassified
groups did not differ much in their emotional experiences
(6.64, 5,86, 6.92, 6,52, 6.55), cognitive structure (3,22, 3.27,
2.49, 2.17, 3.,27) as well as-zattitude toward their physical
disability (2.41, 2.41, 2.66, 2.66, 3.27). The Formist, Mecha-
nicist and the Contextualist had relatively more positive
attitude toward help and sympathy (6.84, 6.21, 6.28) as
compared te the Organicist and the unclassified groups during

this phase. v

Phase IV : Adjustment and change ’

As is seen from (Table 3) the Fermist, Mechanicist,
Contextualist and the umclassified groups showed greatsr
tendency toward positive self-expsrience (7;04, 6.803, 6,28,
7.85) as compared to the organicist group. The crganicist
group showed relatively more reality perception (5.51) as
compared te the Formist, Mechanicist, Contextualist and the
unclassified gfoups. All the groups i.e. Formist, Mechanicist,
Organicist, Contextualist and the unclassified did not differ
much in their emotional experiemce (4.22, 4.48, 4.44, 5,07)
cognitive structure (1.41, 2.59, 2.49, 1.21) as well as
attitude toward physical disability (1.81, 2.59, 1.95, 1.93,

1.26). The contextualist group showed more positive attitude
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toward help and sympathy (5.07) as comparsd to the Formist,
Mechanicist, DOrganicist_amd the unclassified greups during

this phase.
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3.38The Effect of Differential Patterns of World Hypotheses

on Crisis Experience, The Formist Group.

Presented in Table 3 are the responses (Frequencies and
Percentages) of the dominant Formist group anmalysed in terms

of the phases and dimensions of the crisis experience.

Phase I $ Shock

Table 4 indicate that the FM group showed rslatively
morse disturbances in self-experience (13.66) as compared to the
FD and FC groups. The FD group showed relatively more disturbed
reality perception (5.38) and cognitive structurs (4.30) as
compared to ths FM and %C groups, The FC group showed relati-
vely more disturbances in emotional experiencas (9.37) as compared
to the FO and FM groups. Relatively more disturbances in the
attitude toward physical disability (4.69) as well as the
attitude towards help and sympathy (5.47)uwere found in the FC

group as compared to ths FM and FO groups during this phasse,

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The results (Table 4) also showed that the FD and FM
groups had greater tendency towards disturbances in self-
experisnce (6.99 , 5.46) as compared to the FC group. The FC
group was found to be more defensive in their attitude touward

reality perception (3.91). The FM people showed relatively more
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disturbed emotional experience (4.92) as compared to the
FO and FC groups. All the three groups i.e, FO , FM and FC
did not differ much in thelr attitude toward physical dis-
ability {(2.69 , 2.18 , 1.56) as well as help and sympathy

(4.30 4, 4,37 , 4.69) during this phase,

Phase II1 : Acknowledgement

As is seen from Table & the FC group was found to have
greater tendency toward disturbaqées in self-experience(10.94)
as compared to the FO and FM groups. The FO group showed
greater tendency towards disturbances in reality perception
(7.53) as compared to the FM and FC groups. The FO and FC groups
indicated relatively more disturbances in emotional experisnce
(7.53 , 7.81) than the FM group. All the three groups i.e. FO ,
FM and FC wers not found to differ significantly in regard to
their cognitive experiences (3.23 , 3.28 , 3.12). The FM and FC
groups showed more acceptance .of their physical disability
(3.82 , 3.12) as compared to the FO group. The FO group shoyed
relatively more positive attitude towards help and sympathy

8.60) than the FM and FC groups at this phase,
g p P

Phase 1V : Adjustment and change

In the adjustmesnt phase it was found that the FM group
had greater tendency towards positive self-experience (8.74)
and reality perception (4.37) as compared to the FO and FC

groups, The FO and FC groups revsaled more emotional adjustment



{5.38 , 5.47) as compared to tha FM group. The FO and FM
groups were found to have more balanced and organized
cognitive structure (2.15 , 1.09) as uell as more positive
attitude towards their physical disability (3.23 , 1.64) as
compared to the FU group. The FM group also showed more
positive attitude towards help and sympathy (4.92) as compa-

red to the FO and FC group during the adjustment phase,
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3.4 The Effect of Differential Patterms of World-Hypotheses

on Crisis Exparisnce: The Mschanicist Group.

Given in Table s are the responses (Frequencies and
percentages) of the domimant Mechanicist group analysed in‘

terms of phases and dimensions of crisis experisnce.

Phase i : Shoeck

As is indicated in Table 8' the MF group revealed
ralatively more disturbanecses in selF-axperiénce (7.08) as
compared te the MD and MC groups. The MO and ﬁF groﬁps reveal-
ed relatively more tendency toward disturbances in reality
perception (6.67,5.51) and emotional experiences (9.45,8.66)
than the MC group. Houwever, the MC group vas found to have
comparatively more disturbances (3,38) in cognitive structure
than the MO and MF groups. The MF group showed more disturbed
attitude towards their physical disability (3.15) as well as
attitude towards help and sympathy (8.66) as compared to the

M0 and MC grDUpé.\

Phase Il : Defenmsive Retreat (Benial)

The results in (Table 5’-{) also showed that the MC group
had greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experiences
{(6.61) and emotional experisnce (8.05) as’ compared to the MD
and MF groups, Howsver the MF group was found to be more
disturbed {(defensive) im regard to the reality perception(3.15)

as compared to the MO and MC groups., Ths MO and MF groups
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shoyed relatively more disturbed cognitive structure (2.77,
2.36) and their attitude toward physical disability (2.22,
3.94) as compared to the MC group. The MC and MF groups
revealed relatively more disturbed attitude towards help and’
sympathy (4.76 , 3.15) as compared to the MO group during

this phase,

Phase II1 : Acknpwledgement

The results (Table §) indicated that the MO group had
greater tendency toward positive self-experience (13.89) as
compared té the MF and MC groups., The MF group showed relati-
vely renewed reality perception (3.94) and emotional experience
(7.87) as compared to the MO and MC groups. However, the MO and
MC groups revealed more balanced and organized copgnitive stru-
cture (3.89 , 3.66) and more positive attitude touards physical
disability (4.45 , 1.83) as compared to the MF group. The MF
group uas found to have relétive;y more positive attitude toward
help and sympathy (7.87) as compared to the MO and MC groups

during this phass.

Phase 1V : Adjustment and chanpe

The results (Table B) also showed that the MC group had
relatively greater tendency toward positive self-sxperiesnce
(6.61) and reality perception (5.49) as compared to the MO0 and

MF groups. The MO group showed relatively more emctional
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adjustment (7.23) as compared to the MF and MC groups., The

MC group was found to have more organized and integrated
cognitive structure (3.66) as compared to the MO and MF
groups. The MF and MC groups showed relatively more accept-
ance of their physical disability (3.99 , 3.66) as compared
to the MO group. The MC and MO groups were found to have morse
positive attitudeé toward help and sympathy (3.66 , 2.22) as

compared to the MF group during the adjustment phase,
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3.5 The Effect of the Differential Pattasrns of World

Hypotheses on Lrisis Experience. The Organicist Group.

Given in Table & are the responses (Frequencies and

percentages) of the dominant organicist group analysed in terms

of phases and dimesnsions of crisis experisnce,

Phase I $¢ Shock

The results (Table &) indicsted that the OF groups
showed greater tendency toward disturbances in self experience
(9.34) and emptional experience (7.00) as compared to the OM
and 0OC groups, The GC group revealed more disturbances in
reality perception (7.31) and copnitive structure (5.69) as
comparasd to the OF and OM groups. It was seen that all the threse
OF , OM and OC groups did not differ much in regard to their
attitude towards physical disability (1.56 , 2.73 , 2.44). The
OF group shouwed more resistances towards help and sympathy

(5.06) as compared to the OM and OC groups during this phase.

Phase II{ Defensive Retreat (Denial)

It was observed that during this phase of the crisis
experience the 0C and OM groups (Table &) showed greater
tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (8.13 , 7.65)
as compared to the OF group. The OF and OM groups revealed
more disturbed reality perception (3.11 , 2.18) and emotional

experience (8.95 , 4.92) as compared to the OC group. The OC
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and OM groups indicated relatively more disorganised cogni-
tive structure (5.69,4,92) as compared to the OF group. It

was seen that the OM group showed relatively more defensive
attitude in regard to their physical disability (5.46) as
compared to the OF and 00 groups., The OF and OM grons wers
found to have more defensive attitude toward help and sympathy

(3.89,3.28) as compared to the 0C group during this phase,

Phase III : Acknowledgement (Reneued Stress)

The results (Table &) showed that ths OM and GC groups
had grea;er tendency toward disturbances in self-experience
(8.20,8,13) as compared to the OF group. The OF group revealed
reletively better reality perception (3.11) as compared:ito 0OM
and 0OC groups, The OC group showed relatively more disturbed
emotional experience (10.57) as compared to the OF and OM
groups. The OF group indicated relatively morse balanced and
organized cognitive structure (3.11) as well as acceptance of
their physical disability (3.11) as compared to the OM and OC
groups, The 0OM and OC people wers found to have relatively
more positive attitude towards help and sympathy (6.01,5,69)

as compared to the OF group during this phase,

Phase IV : Adjustwermt and change

As is indicated in (Table 6) the OF and OM groups
showed greater tendency toward positive self-experience(4.67,

4,92) compared to the OC group. The OF proup also revesled
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more clear reality perception (7.39) as compared to the OM
and 0OC groups, The OM group showed relatively more emotional
adjustment (8.20) than the OF and OC groups. The 0OC group yas
found to have more integrated cognitive Struotu;e (4.88) as
compared to the OF.and 0OM groups. The OF and OM groups asxpre-
ssed more acceptance of their physical disability (2.33,2.18)
as compared to the 0C group. The OM and 0OC groups revealsd
mors positive attitude towards help and sympathy (4.92,4.06)

as compared to the OF group during the adjustment phase,
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3.6 The Effect of Differential Patterns of World Hypothesas

on Crisis ‘"Experience. The Contextuallist Group.

Given in Table 7 are the responses (Freguencies and
percentages) of the dominant contextualist group analysed in

terms of phases and dimension of the crisis experience.

Phase 1 ¢ Shocek

ps indicated in (Table 7) the results showed that the
C0 and CM groups had greater tendency touerds disturbances in
self-experience (9.28,9.61) and reality perception (5.71,4.81)
as compared to the CF group. Both the CM and CF groups uere
found to have relatively greater tendency touards disturbance
in emotional experience (9.61,8.82) as compared to the CO
group, It was found that the CO and CM proups were almost
equally disturbed in the cognitive structure (2.86,2.88) as
compared to the CF group. Whereas the C0 and CM groups did not
reveal much differences in their attitude toward physical dis-
ability (3.57,2.88) the CF group did (1.18). The CF and CnN
groups showWed comparagtively more disturbed attitudse towards
help and sympathy (2.94,2.88) than the CO group during the

shock phase.

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Demial)

The table 7 also indicated that the CO group had
relatively gresater tendency towards disturbance in self-exps-

rience (11.43) as compared to the CM and CFgroups . The CF
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group revealed more disturbed reality (denial) perception
(5.29) as compared to ths CO and CM groups. The CM group was
found to have more disturbed emotional experience (ﬁ.?S) as
compared to the CO0 and CF groups, The CF group showed more
disorganized cognitive structure (3.53) as campared to the CO
and CM groups. All the three groups CO0, CM and CF did not
differ much in regard to their attitude towards physical dig-
ébility. The CF group showed relatively more disturbed atti-
tude towards help and sympathy (2.35) than the CO and CM groups

during this phase.,

Phase III : Acknowledgement

The results (Table 7} indicated that the CF group
revealed greater tendency towards disturbances in self-expe-
rience (11.18) reality perception (4.70) and emotional
experience (7.06) as compaied to the CO and CM groups. While
the CO and CM groups. revealed relatively more disturbadces in
cognitive structure (2.14,2.88) the CF group did not. The
~results alsgo showsed that all the three groups i.e. CO0 , CM and
CF were found %o have more or less similar attitude toward
physical disability (2.86,2.88,2,35). The CF and CO groups
showed relativsly more positive attitude toward help and

sympathy (7.65,6.43) than the CM group.

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

The Table (no.%) revealed that the CM group had

r

relatively preater -tendency touard positive self-experience
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(11.54). This group was also found to have better reality
per&eption (4.81) as well as emotional adjustment (6.73)
compared to the CO and CF groups, It was seen that the CO
and CM groups indicated relative;y more balanced and organi-
zed cognitive structure K2.14,1.92) as compared to the CF
group. The CO and CF groups expressed more acceptance of
their physical disability (2.14,2.94) as eompared to the CM
group, The C8 group indicated more positive attitude toward

help and sympaﬁhy (7.14) whereas the CM and CF groups did not

during the adjustment phase.



001=9,

00T %4°€ 92°T 66°€ 6%'C 6%°€ 86°9 F4°¢ ¥3'€ ¥°C B8Y°2 PL°¥ €3°L €4°S P43 05T 66°€ 69°8 82°9 W'y I8P V3% 6%'c %8°'8 €44 d =i
L .\ ' “‘
12104
468 ST g 9T FT L 8 ST €T €T 95 6T 2 £8 1T 9 aT 0T L& LT g6 AT ¥T €Ty & d
) v : ' ’ . mb.mﬂuw\o
00T GL4'T 34°T ALTI'S 06°9 S%°S 06°9 SP°¢ B4°T B8L4°T ¥e°0Th6°9 29°8 06°9 BL'T 34T 84°T 0 0 Sv'e 06°9 4L1°S BL'T &% 89'y 4 g=i
o < Ol
¥ . T T 3 4 Z 4 7 T T 9 ¥ g k4 T T T 0 0 4 4 2 T g G &
1€ 93=9%,
00T T9°e GL4°T €9°¢ 88°% TIS°€ T0"L 8E°Y 88°F 8€°% 93°C TO'L TIS'8 €U'8 €9°Z /8°0 %T°'9 SA'T 06°L B8BE'P ¢ PI'9 92*s 93'¢ 93¢ d BN
00
FTT % 2 g g % 8 g g g 9 2 4 e g T L g 6 g o I 9 9 9 g -
: ¥8*9¢=9,
00T G4°€ 89°0 0079 G°Z 3T°¢ Sf*L S4°€ 39°0 8T8 G5°9 BT°C 8¢°6 2893 8L'F 68°T €°8 GL*E G4°8 0C'¢ BT°€ 3BT BI'© 88*T 2ZI°'8 d L= i
o ‘ T
09T 9 T 8 4 g 31 g . T g 0T g ST 6 FA € 4 9 ¥T 8 g g g e €T £
. : T : ‘ S0°T2 = %,
00T 08°S PP'T 06°C ¥P'L 9€°% 08w 06°¢ 04’8 06°3 08°6 06°2 43*4 ¥I['0T 0 ¥P'T 08°9 06°2 08'S -C6°32 0 06'3d 06°3 08°8 ¥1°0T d =
T B . o _ Y
69 4 T 4 T e 4 14 9 2 v 3 S 4 0 T ¥ 14 4 3 0 3 [ 3 4 o
BT 9°% §°F ¥ £°% &'V T°¥ '€ S§°C ¥ g'E 2°¢ T'€  9'%  G§'B3  P$@  e's 28 T2 9T 8T T €T 2T TI°'T
3
BSYHL ®EOUYTO V. INTHISQLAY- v o - SRS IIWDTT UDDY 8 ~ USYHd TAISNHIMT 2 R SVH4 YO0HS T
T e duaTIe dXE

0t

v STSTID JO SUOTSUSWTH(] Pu® S8Seug 8uj JO surd] ur dnogd seossayqoddy
PTIOM PSTJISSBIOUN dYyg JO sesucdssey Jo sefequearsg pur sspousnbegy
¢ 8 °TAEB



111

3.7 The Effect of Differential Patterns of ubrld Hypetheses

on Crisis Experiencse. Ihe Unclassified Group.

, Presented in Teble 8 are the responses (Freguencies and

percentages) of the unclassified groups analysed in terms of

phases and dimensions of crisis experisnce,

Phase I : Shock

The results (Table 8, indicated that the FC group shoued
greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (10.14)
whereas the FM and MQ groups showed relatively more (8.12,8.62)
and the OC group did not show much disturbances in self-
experience (5.26) during the shock phase. The OC gnd MO groups
revealed more désturbances in reality perception (5.26,3.45) as
compared to the FC and FM groups. The 0C and FM groups showed
more emoticnal‘disturbances (5.26,3.12) as compared to the FC
and MO groups, The GC and MO groups indicated mors disturbed
cognitive structure. (6.14,5.17) as compared to the FC and FM
groups, It was'found that the MO and FM groups showed more
disturbed attitude toward their physical disability (6.90,3.12)
as compared to the FC and OC groups. The FM and 0C groups shouwed
more resistances toward help and sympathy (5.00,4.38) as comp-

ared to the FC and MO groups at this phase,

Phase I1 : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

As is indicated in (Table 8) the FM, OC and FC groups

were found to have greater disturbances in self-experience
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(8.75,5.90,5.80) as compared to the MO group. The FM and FC
groups also revealed relatively moré disturbed attitude

toward reality perception (3.75,2.90) as compared to the OC
and MO groups, It was seen that the 0OC and FC groups indicated
relatively more disturbed emotional experience (6.14,5.80)
than the FM and MO groups while all the four groups i,e. FC,
FM, OC and MO did not differ much in regard to their cognitive
structure (1.44,1.?8,0.87,1.72}. The FM group was found to
have more disturbances in their attitudes toward physical dis-
ability (4.38) as compared to the FC, OC a&d MO groups. The FC
group revealed greater deéree of resistance toward help and

sympathy (10.14) as compared to the FM, OC and MO groups.

Phase III ¢ Acknowledgement

The table 8 also showed that the FM, MO and FC groups
showed greater tendency toward positive self-experience (9.21,
B.62, 7.25) as compared to the 0C group. However, the GC and
M0 groups revealed relatively mors tendency toward positive
reality perception (7.01,6.90) than the FC and FM groups. It
was seen that the MO nroup showed preater tendency toward
emotional adjustment (10.34) as compared to the FC, FM and 0OC
groups, The 0OC group snowsed relatively more balanced and orga-
nized cognitive structure (4.38) as compared to the FC, FM and
MO groups, The FC group was found to have more accept ance of
their physical disability (8.70) as compared to the FM, OC and

M0 proups. Tne OC group showed relatively more positive
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attitude toward help and sympathy (4.38) than the FC, FM and

M0 groups during this phase,

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

As is revealed in (Table 8) the FM, 0OC and MO groups
showed relatively more positive self-experience (7.5, 7.01,
6.90) compared tc the FC group while all the four groups i,e.
FC 4, FM , 0C and ‘M0 were not found te differ much in regard %o
their reality perception (4.35, 3.12, 3.51, 3.45). The MO and
0C groups showed comparatively more emotional adjustment
(6,90 , 4.38) than the FC and FM groups. The MO and FM groups
weres found to have more integrated cognitive structure (5.17,
5,00) as compared totthe FC and OC groups. The OC , MO and FC
groups were not found to differ much in their attitude toward
the acceptance of their physical disability (1.44,1.75,1.72)
whereas the FM group did (0,62). The FC group showsd relatively
more positive attitude toward help and sympathy (5.80) than the

FM , OC and MO groups during the adjustment phase,
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3,8 The Effect of Differential Patterns of Value-

Types on Crisis Expsrience.

Presented 'in Teble 9 are the responses (Frequencies
and percentages) of the varicus dominant value groups analysed

in terms of the phases and dimensions of crisis experience.

Phase I ¢ Shock

The results'(Table 8) indicate that the SV group
showed greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experi-
ence (13.45) and reality perception (5.26) as compared to the
dominant TV, EV, AV, PV and RV groups, The TV and PV groups.
showed relatively more disturbed emotional experience (7.28,
8.02) than the EV, AV, SV and RV groups. The 5V and PV gr&ups
were found to have more disturbed cognitive structurs (4.09,
3.74) as compared to the TV, EV, AV and RV groups. The PV and
AV groups revealed relatively more disturbed attitude toward
physical disability (3.21,3.04) as compared to the TV, £V, SV
and RY groups., The AV, SV, Rvkgroups showad comparatively more
resistance toward help and sympathy (5.41,4.68,4,34) than the

TV, EV and PV groups during the shock phase,

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The table 9 also showsd that the dominant TV and PV
toward
proups revealed greater tendency, disturbances in self-experi-

ence (9.27,10.69) as compared to the EV, AV, SV and RV groups.



116

The dominant AV and SV groups showed more disturbances in
reality perception (4.05,2.92) as compared to the TV, EV,

PV and RV groups, The dominant AV, PV and EV groups shouwed
greater degree of emotional disfurbances (7.43,6,42,6,09)

as compared to the TV, 5V and RV groups. The dominant AV and
SV groups indicated relatively more disturbed cognitive
structure (5.41,5.26) as compared to the TV, EV¢, PV and RV
groups., The TV group aloms was found to have relatively more
disturbed attitude toward its physical disabilityg(S.Qﬁ) than
the EV, AV, SV, PV and RV groups, The SV# group showed more
resistance toward help and sympathy (8.19) as compared to the

TV, EV, AV, PV and RV proups during this phase,

Phase III : Acknowlsdgsment

The results indicatsd in Table 9 showed that the
dominant TV, EV and RV groups showsd greater tendency toward
disturbances in self-experience (8.94,8,33,9.41) as comparsd
to the AV, SV and PV groups. The TV, SV and PV groups revealead
relatively more disturbed reality perception (6.29,4.09,4.81)
as compared to the EV, AV and RV groups, The dominant TV,EV
and AV groups were found fo have more emotiﬁnal disturbances
(8.61,7.34,6.08) as compared to the SV, PV and RV groups,

The PV, AV and EV groups showed more balanced organized cogni-
tive structure (4.28,3.04,3.61) as compared to the TV, SV and
RY groups, The dominant TV and RV groups indicated greatsr

degree of acceptance of their physicalldisability
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(3.64,3.47) as compared to the £V, AV, SV and PV groups.
The EV, TV, AV and RV groups shouwed comparatively more
positive attitude toward help and sympathy‘(6.22,5.30,5.07

and 5.,50) than the SV and PV groups during this phase,

Phase IV : adjustment and change

As is indicated in Table 8 the EV, AV, PV and RV
groups showed relatively mere positive self-experience
(6.34,6.42,6.4’2,6.51) than the TV and 5V groups. The AV and
EV groups showed relatively more positive reality perception
(5.41,4.48) as compared to the TV, SV, PV and RV groups. The
SV, RVa and EV groups revealed more emotional adjustment
(5.26, 5.21, 4.85) as compared to the TV, AV and PV groups,
The AV and RV groups uwere found to have more inteprated ad
organized cognitive structure (4.05,3.18) as compared-totthe
TV, £V, 5V and PV groups, It was seen that the AV, PV and SV
groups showed relatively more acceptan&e of thelr physical
disability (4.73,3.21,2.34) tnan the TV, EV and RV groups.
The PV, AV, RV and SV groups showed more positive attitude
toward help and sympathy (6.95,4.73,4.34,3%.51) as compared to

the TV and EV groups during this phase.



.

118

v

PART Tugs

In order to study the effscts of the type of limb-
injury and amputation (Leg or Arm), disability causing
situation (Accidengz illness andUar),'diFFerential pattarns
of world hypotheses (Formism, Mechanicism, Organicism and
Contextualism) and the various types of value orientations
(Theoretical, Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political and
Religious) on the problems of adjustment, the Means, Standard
Deviations, F-ratios, te-vazlues and chi-squares of the obtained

data were determinsd.

3.9 The Effect. of the Type of Limb-Injury Amputation

(l=2g or arm)mDn The Various Areas of Adjustment.

AN

To study the effects of the type of limb-injury and
amputation (leg or arm) in the areas of adjustment means and
standard deviations of adjustment scores for each of the LA
and AA groups were calculated and from these analyses of
variancewere computed, Means and standard deviations are

shown in Tablel®, for variocus areas of adjustment under study.
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Tablel@:

Means, Standard Deviations and t-values of thse
Leg Amputed and Arm Amputed Subjects in Diffe-
rent Areas of Adjustment.

"Leg Amputation Arm Amputation
(N = 70) (N = 40)
% = 63.64 % = 36,36
Means Standard Means Standard df t-vale
Deviation Deviation ues
Homa 14.94 B.13 15.47 7.75 108 .34
Health 15.07 10.5% 15.25 9,.68 108 .09
Social 13.66 5,51 13.27 5,82 108 0,34
Emotional 19.63 9.92 15.57 9,68 108 .03
Occupational 14,40 6.30 15.4 5,26 108 .89
Total
Means and 14.74 8.35 14,98 7.91 108 .16
Standard

Deviations

P >.05 Not Significant.

The results did not indicate the differences in terms
of t-values (Tablel®). Whereas some differences in soms areas
were observed in terms of means. AA group revealed Qnsatis?actory
home adjustment (M = 15.47) compared to LA group (M = 14.94).
AA group showed more dissatisfactory occcupatlonal adjustment

(M = 15.47) compared to LA group (M = 14.40).

As indicated in the results (Tablel®) both the groups
LA and AA did not differ much in the areas of health, social

and emotional adjustment.



Table 1%:

Relaticnship between the Type of Injury
and Home Adjustment.

Home Adjustment

Type of Excellent Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
Injury factory unsati-
sfactory
F 0 4 25 7 34 '

Leg Amp.
s (00) (5.71)  (35.71)  (10) (48.57) (100)
% = 63.64

F 0 i 16 5 19
Arm Amp. )

P (oo) (09) (40) (12.50) (47.50) (108)
N = 40
% = 36.36

F 0 4 41 12 53 110
Tatal ~ .

p (0D) (03.64) (37.27) (10.91) (48.18) (100)

¥° = 2,55 df =4 P> .05

P >.05 Not Significant.

The above results support the null hypothesis (no.5).
In other words, there was no significant difference in the
problems of home adjustment between the two groups vizj LA and
AA., Howsver, both the groups showed very unsatisfactory home

adjustments (LA = 48.57 and AA = 47.50).
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Table 12:

Relationship between the Type of Injury .
and Health Adjustment.

Health Adjustment

Type of Excellent Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
Injury factory umsati-
sfactory

F 2 7 20 2 39 70
Leg Amp. ‘

P (D2.86) (10.00) (28.57) (02.86) (55.71) (100)
N = 170
% = 63.64

F 1 4 8 6 21 40
Arm Amp. ) . ‘ ‘

p (62.50) (10.00) (20.00) (15.00) (52.50) (100)
N = 40
% = 36.36 '

F 3 11 28 8 60 110
Total
N=110 P (02.73) (10.08)  (25.45) (07.27) (54.54) (J00)

~ 2 =5.96 df =4 P >05

p >,05 Not Significant

The above results support the null hypothesis (mo.5).
In other words there was mno significant difference in the problems
of health adjustment of the two proups LA and AA, However, both
the groups showed vary unsatisfactory overall health adjustment

(LA = 55,71 and AA = 52.50).



Table 13:

Relationship between the Type of Injury

and Social Adj

ustment.
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Social Adjustment

Type of Yery Aggre- Average Retirimg Very Total
Injury Aggre- ssive Retir-
ssive img
F 1 7 31 28 3 70
tLeg Amp, .
P (01.43) (10.00) (44.28) (40,00) (04.28) (100)
N=70
% = 63.64
F 1 4 20 13 2 40
Arm Amp.
p (02.50) {10.00) (50.00) (32.50) (es,00) (100)
N = 40
% = 36,36
F 2 11 59 41 5 100
Total )
P (01.82) (10.00) (46.36) (37.27) (04.54) (1Q0)
N = 440
2__ - E

P > .05 Not Significant.

The results support the null hypothesis (no.5) that the

two groups i.e. LA and AR do not differ significantly in their

problems of socisl adjustment,
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Table 14 3

Relationship betwsen the Type of Injury
and Emotional Adjustment.

Emotional Adijustment

Type of Excellent Good Average Unsatis- \Very Total
Injury factory unsatig=-
factory

F 8 10 14 8 30 70
teg Amp.

= (11.43) (14.28) (20.00) (11.43) (42.886) (100)
N = 70
% = 63.64 ,

F 5 6 8 4 17 40
Arm Amp.

P (12.50) (15.00) (20.00) (10.00) (42.50) (100)
N = 40
% = 36,36

F 13 16 22 12 47 110
Total . o

p (11.82) (14.54) (20.00) (10.91) (42.73) (106)
N=110

x?%= .47 df = 4 P>.05

P>.05 Not Significant,

The results support the null hypothesis (no.5) that the
two groups i.e. LA and AA do not differ significantly in theilr
problems of emotional adjustment. However, both the groups
showed umnsatisfactory emotional adjustmemt (LA = 54,29 ;

AR = 52.50),



124

Table 18 ¢

Relztionship betuween the fype of Injury and
Dccupational Adjustment. :

Occupational Adjustﬁent

Type of Excellent Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
Injury Ffactory wunsati-
sfactory
\ | ‘ 1 i ¥

F 3 3 23 15 26 70
Leg Amp. , .
N=79 P (4.28) (4.28) (32.88) (21.43) (37.14) (100)
% = 63.64

F o 2 11 11 16 40
Arm Amp, ‘ ‘

P (6.00) (b5.08) (27.50) (27.50) (40,00) (100)
N = 40
% = 36,36

F 3 5 34 26 42 110
Total

P (2.72) (B4.54) (38.98) (23.63) (38.18) (1680)

P > .05 Net Significant

The above results support the null hypothesis (no.5)
that the two groups i.e. LA and AA de not differ significantly
i% their problems of occupatisnal aajustment. However, both the
groups revealed‘unsatisﬁactcry occupaticonal adjustment

I

(LA = 58,57 ; AA = 67.50).



3,10 The Effects of the Disability~Causing Situation:

on _the Problems of Adjustment.
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Given in Table 16 are means and standard deviations of

adjustment scores for the Disablesd-Civilians and War-Disabled

subjects in various areas of adjustment, i.s. home, health,

social, emotional amnd occupational,

Table 16

Means, Standard Deviations and t-values for the

Disabled Civilians and War Disabled Subjects in

Different Areas of Adjustment,

and Standard
Deviations

Areas of Disabled- Jar-Disabled
“Adjustment Civilians
(N = 70) (N = 40)
A = 63.64 % = 36,36
Means Standard Means Standard df t-value
' Deviations Deviat@ons
*
Home 12,24 7.49 20,12 6.20 108 5,92
Health 11.6 9,28 21.32 B.72 108 5,49%
*
Social 11,41 5.39 17.20 3.89 108 6,58
Emotional  12.06 9.34 21.82 7.24 108 6.1%
Occupation- 12.3 5.69 19,07 3. 44 108 7.78%
al
Total Means 11.92 7.64 19,91 5,90 108 6,44

% All the t-values are significant at .05
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The WD group revealed more unsatisfactory home
adjustment (M=28.12) compared to DC group (M=12.24). WD
group also indicated more umsatisfactory health adjustment
(M=21.32) compared to DC group (M=11.6). WD group was found
to be more submissive and retirimg in their social adjustment
(M=17.20) compared to DC group (M=11.41). WD group also showed
significantly greater degree of emotional unstability
(M21.82) compared to DC group (M=12.06). Above data (Table 16)
indicates that WD group revealed overall poor adjustment

(M=19.91) compared to DC group (M=11.92).

In order to pinpoint the direction and amount of the
mean difference between various areas of adjustment scores
of the disabled-civilians and War-disabled people, t-values

for ths above data were also calculated (Table 16).

All the t-valuss were highly sipgnificant,

P < .D1 ; Home adjustment, t(108) = 5,92,

P < .01 ; Health adjustment, t(108) = 5.49.

P < .01 ; Social adjustment, t(188) = 6.58.

P < .01 ; Emotional adjustment, t(108) = 6.01.

P < .01 3 nccugatianél adjustment, t(108) = 7.78.



Table 17

Relationship between the Disability-Causing
Situation and Home Adjustment,
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Home Adjustment

Excell- Average Very Total
ent sfactory unsati-
sfactory
F 0 35 24 70
Disabled
Civilians
v =7g P (00.00) (50.00) (34.29)  (100)
% = 63.64 ,
War
Oisabled
N=4 P (00.00) (15.00) (72.50)  (100)
% = 36.36
F 0 41 53 110
Total
N =110 P (00.00) (37.27) (48.18)  (100)
2 — — » .. »
X = = 4 Significant

The above results do not support the null hypothesis

(no.6). In other words the two groups i.e. DC and WD were found

to be significantly different in their problems of home adjust-

ment. War disabled people had more home adjustment problems

(72.50) compared to the Disabled-civilians (34.29),



Table 18

Relationship betueen the Disability-Causing
Situation and Health Adjustment.

Health Adjustment

Excell- Good Average Unsati- Very Total
ent sfactory unsati-
sfactory
F 3 10 $ 22 7 28 70
Disabled »
Civilians
w =79 P (04.29) (14.28) (31.43) (10,00) (40.00) (100)
% = 63.64 :
F 0 1 6 1 32 40
War
Disabled
N = 4o P (00.00) (02,50) (15.00) (02.50) (80.00)  (100)
% = 36.36
F 3 11 28 8 60 110
Total

N=110 P (02.73) (10,00) (25.45) (07.27) (54.54) (100)

i

x 2=17.21 df

4 P < .01 Significant

The above results do not support the null hypothesis
(no.6). In other words the two groups CB and WD differed signi-
ficantly in regards to their problsms of health adjustment. The
disabled civilians Sava more unsatisfactory health adjustment

(40.,00) as compared to the War-disabled people (80.00).



Table 149 i

Relationship hetween the Disabilifwaausing
Situatioen anmd Sccial Adjustment,
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Social Adjustment

Yery Aggre-  Average Retir-  Very Total
A.ggre-— ssive iﬂg Retip-
ssive ing
F 2 11 38 19 o 70
Disabled
Civilians
w =170 P (02.86) (15.71) (54.29) (27.14) (00.80)  (100)
% = 63.64 : .
F o O 13 22 5 40
War .
Disabled i
N = 49 P (00.00) (00.00) (32.508) (55.00) (12.50) (100)
% = 36,36
F 2 11 51 44 5 110
Total
Nn=1qi0 P (01.82) (10.00) (46.36) (37.27) (04.54) (100)

x ©=24.39 df =4 P < .01

Significant

The above results do not support the null hypothesis

(no.6). In other words the two groups i.e. CD and WD differ

significantly in their problems of social adjustment., The war

disabled subjects shou greater social problems (67.50) than the

civil disabled (27.14).
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Table 20

Relationship between the Disability-Causing

Situation and Emoticnal Adjustment,

Emotional Adjustment

&

Excell- Good Average Unsati- Very Total
ent sfactory unsati-
sfactory
F 13 15 15 6 21 70
Disabled N \
Civilians
n=o7g P (18.57) (21.43) (21.43) (08.57) (30.00) (100)
% = 63.64
F 0 1 7 6 26 40
War
Disabled
N = 4p P (00.00) (02.50) (17.50) (15.00) (65.00)  (100)
= 36,36
F 13 16 22 12 47 - 110
Total
W =110 P (11.82) (14.54) (20.00) (10.91) (42.73)  (100)
x 2=22.18 df =4 P < ,01 Significant

The above results do not support the null hypothesis

(no.6). In other words the two groups i.e. CD and WD were found

to be significantly different in their problems of emotional

adijustment.



Table 21 &

Relationship between Disability-Causing

Situation and Occupational Adjustment.
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Occupational Adjustmsnt

Excell- Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
ent factory unsati-
sfactory
F 3 5 31 15 16 70
Disabled -
Civilians : i
N=7 P (04.29) (07.14) (44.28) (21.43) (22.86) (100.00)
% = 63.64
F o] 0 3 11 26 40
War
Disabled )
N = a0 P (co.00) (o0O.00) (@7.50) (27.50) (65.00) (100.00)
% = 36,36
F 3 5 34 26 42 110
Total ) .
P (02.73) (04.54) (30.91) (23.64) (38.18) (100)

N = 110

x =

29.35

df

=4 P <

.01

Significant

The results do not support the null hypothesis (no.6).

In other words the two groups i.s2. CD and WD were found to be

significantly different in their problems of occupational adju-

stment. However, the war disabled showed very unsatisfactory

(65,00) occupational adjustment as compared to the disabled

civilians (22.86).



13¢

3.4% The Effect. of ths Differential Patterns

of the World Hypotheses on the Problems

of Adjustment.

Presented in Table 22 are means and standard deviations
of adjustment scores for the disabled people with differential
patterns of world-Hypotheses in various areas of adjustment

i.e, home, health, svcial, emotional and cccupational,
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1t was found that the dominant Mechanicist and
contextualists had more unsatisfactory home adjustment
(M=16.26) compared to the organicists (14.54) and formists
(M=14.58). Contextualists were found to have more unsatis-
Faétory health adjustment (M=16.05) compased to the Orpganicists
(M=14.54) Formists (M=15.71) and Mechanicists (M=15.15).
Further, it was sesn that the Mechanicists and the Formists
were found to be more submissive and retiring in their Social
adjustment (M=14.54 and 14.08 respectively) than ths Organi-
cists (M=11.86) and thé Contextualists (M=13.7). It was also
saen that dominant Formists and Contextualists had poorer
emotional adjustment (M=16.33;16.11) when compared to the
Organicists (M=13.4) and Mechanicists (M=15.96). The Mechani-
cists and Formists were also found to be more dissatisfied
with their occupations (M=15.92,15.04) compared to the

Orpanicists (M=14,27) and the Contextualists (M=14.33).



Tabls 2%

Relationship bstween Differential Patterns

of World Hypotheses and Home Adjustment.
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Home Adjustment

Dominant Excell- Good Average Umsati- Very Total
World- ent sfactory unsati-
Hypotheses sfactory

F 0 6 4 1 13 4
Formist ‘
N = 24 P (00.00) (25.00) (156.67) (04.17) (54.16) (100)
o
Jjo = 26037

F 0 4 9 0 14 27
Mechani-
cist P (00.00) (14.81) (33.33) (00.00) (51.85) (99.99)
N = 27
% = 29.67

F 0 1 8 4 9 22
Organi-~
cist P (00,00) (D4.54) (36.36) (18.13) (40.91)  (99.99)
N = 22
% = 24,17

F 1 0 4 0 13 18
Contextu~
alist P (05.56) (00.00) (22.22) (00.00) (72.22) (100)
N = 18
% = 19.78

F 1 11 25 5 49 91
Total
N = 91 P (01.10) (12.09) (27.47) (05.49) (53.85) (100)
% = 100

2= 22,39 df =12 P=< .05
P ,05 Significant

The above results do not support the null hypotheses

(no;7). In other words the various dominant W.H. groups differ

significantly in their problems of home adjustment, The context-

ualists had more home adjustment problems (72.22) as compared to

the Formists (54.18)Mechanicists(51.85) and the Organicists(40.91).
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Table 24 3

ANOVA of the Home Adjustment Scores
for the World~Hypotheses Groups,

Source df Sum of sguares Mean sguares F
-y M —————
Hypotheses
Error 5. 5, 87 5848.03 67,22
Total 90 5910.54

* pL ,05 Significant

The analysis of variance of the Home Adjustment scores
for the different dominant World-Hypothesses groups showed
statistically significant difference, F (87.3) = 3.22, P .05
between different dominant world-hypotheses groups with regard
to their adjustment at home. In order to pinpoint the direction
and amount of the mean difference betwesn home adjustment
scores of the various dominant world-hypothesss groups, t-values

were calculated, but significant differences were not found

between the means of any of ths groups,



Table 28 ’ \ 1 3 7

Relationship between Differential Patterns
of World Hypotheses of the Subjscts and
Health Adjustment.

I

Health Adjustment

Dominant Excell- Good Averape Unsati- Very Total
Whrld=-Hy~- ent sfactory unsatis-
potheses factory
) ' ' { ‘

F 0 3 5 7 9 24
Formist
N = 24 P (00.08) (12.50) (20.83) (29.17) (37.50)  (100)
G = 26.37

F 0 2 7 8 10 27
Mechanl- .
otet . P (00.00) (07.41) (25.92) (29.63) (37.04)  (100)
Ja = 20.67

F 0 0 12 3 7 22
Orpanicist

N o= 22 p  (00.00) (00.00) (54.54) (13.64) (31.82) (100)
% = 24.17

Context-
walist 5 (p5,56) (00.00) (27.78) (22.22) (44.44)  (100)
N = 18
% = 19.78

F 1 5 29 22 34 91
Total
W=gq P (01.10) (05.49) (31.87) (24.18) (37.36)  (100)
% = 100

w? = 25,57 df =12 P< .05

p<.05 Significant

The results do not support the null hypothesis (no.7).
In other words the various dominant W.H. groups differ significantly
in their problems of health adjustment.

The Formists, Mechanicists and Contsxtualists had poorer

health adjustment as compared to ths organicists,



Table 26 ¢

ANOVA of Health Adjustment scores
for the World-Hypotheses Groups.

Sourcs df Sum of Means F

’ squares sguares
borld *
Hypotheses 3 27.33 9. 11 12.340
Error 5. S, 87 9780,78 112.42
Total 90 9808.11

P< .01 Significant

The analysis of variance of the health adjustment
‘'sgcores for the diFFerent.dominqnt World-Hypotheses groups
showed statistically significant difference, F (87.3) = 12,340,

p .01 between different World-Hypotheses groups with regard

<

to their health adjustment. In order to pinpoint the direction
and amount of the mean difference between the health adjustmsnt
scores of tha various dominant World-Hypothesss groups, t-tast
was calculated, but t-values were found to be insignificant

betwsen ths means of any éf the dominant world-hypotheses groups.



Table 27 :

Relationship bstween Differential Patterns
of tjorld Hypotheses of the Subjects and

Social Adjustment.
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Social Adjustment

Dominant Yery Aggre- Average Retirmi Very Total
World- Aggre=- ssive ing Retirp=-
Hypothesis ssive ing

F i 3 11 7 2 24
Formist
N = 24 P (04.17) (12.50) (45.83) (29.17) (08.33) (100)
% = 26,37

F 0 1 13 12 1 27
Mechani-
§l§t27 P (00.00) (03.70) (48.15) (44.44) (03.70)  (99.99)
% = 29,67

F 1 4 10 6 1 22
Organi- )
cist P (04.54) (18.18) (45.45) (27.27) (04.54)  (99.99)
N = 22
% = 24.17

0 2 6 9 1 18
Context-
valist o (pg,go) (11.11) (33.33) (50.00) (05.55)  (99.99)
N = 18 :
% = 19.78
2 10 '40 34 5 91
;Oiaéq P (02.20) (10.99) (43.96) (37.36) (05,49)  (100)
% = 100 :
x %2 '=9.833 df = 12 P >,05
P >.05 Not Significant.

~ The results support the null hypothesis (no.7) shouwing

that the variocus dominant W.H.groups did not differ significantly

in their problems of social adjustment,

Howesver, the contextualists had poorer social adjustment

(55.55) as compared to the Formists (37.50), Mechanicists (48.14)

and Organicists (31.81).
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ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores

for the World-Hypotheses Groups,

140

Sourcs df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
World 3 94.99 31.66 1.12
Hypotheses
Error 3. S. 87 3088,77 35.50
Tatal g0 3183,76
p > .05 Not Significant

&

Analysis of variance of the social adjustment scores

for the different dominant WH groups showed statistically

insignificant differences F(87 , 3) = 1.12, P > ,05,



Table 29:

Relationship between Differential Patterns
of World Hypotheses of the Subjects and

Emotional Adjustment.
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Emotional Adjustment

Dominant Excell- Good Average Unsati-~ \Very Total
World- ent sfactory unsati-
Hypothesis sfactory
\ i ; y

F 2 3 5 2 12 24
Formist
N = 24 P (08.33) (12.50) (20.83) (08,33) (50.00) (99.99)
% = 26,37

F 1 4 7 5 10 27
Mecha~
nicist  p  (03.70) (14.81) (25.92) (18.52) (37.03)  (99.98)
N = 27
% = 29.67

F 2 4 6 2 8 .22
Qrgani-
cist P (09.09) (18.18) (27.27) (09,09) (36.36)  (99.99)
N = 22
%= 24,17

F 3 2 1 2 10 18
Context-
ﬁailfg P (16.66) (11.11) (05.55) (11.11) (55.55)  (99.98)
% = 19,78

F 8 13 19 11 40 91
g”:aé1 P (08.79) (14.28) (20.88) (12.00) (43.96) (100)
% = 100 ‘

2 _

xX - 12054 df

= 12

p>.05

P>.05

Not Sigmificant.

The results support the null hypothesis (no.7) and the

various dominant WH groups i.e. Formists,Mechanicists,Organicists

and Contextualists did not differ significantly in their problems

of emotional adjustment.

1

As indicated in Table32 the contextualists showed poorer

emotional adjustment (66.66) as compared to the Formists(58.33) Mech-

anicists (55,55) and Organicists (45.45).
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Tahls 30
ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores

for the Qorld~Hypotheses Groups,

Source df “Sum of Mean . F
squares sguares

World :

Hypotheses 3 125.29 41,76 2.493

Error 5. S, 87 9p59.35 104,13

Total 90 9184.68

p= ,05 WNot Significant

The above ANQOVAR Table indicated that the different
dominant world hypotheses groups do not differ significantly

in their emotional adjustment F(87 , 3) = 2.493, P > ,05,



" Table 34: 1 43

Relationship betueen Differential Patterns of
World Hypotheses of the Subjects and Occupatiocnal

Adjustment.
Doccupational Adjustment
Dominant Unsati- Yery
World-Hypo- Excell- Good Average sfactory unsati- Total
theses ent sfactory
3 R ; t ¥ .

F 1 2 5 7 9 24
Formist -
N = 24 F (04.17) (08.33) (20.83) (29.17) (37.50) (100)
% = 26,37

F 0 2 7 8 10 27
fiechani~
cists P (00.00) (07.41) (25.92) (29.63) (37.04) (100)
N = 27
% = 29.67

F 1 0 11 3 7 . 22
Organi-
otet , P (04.54) (00.00) (50.00) (13.64) (31.82)  (100)
%= 24,17 .

/ F 0 1 5 4 8 18
Context-
valist P (00,00) (05.55) (27.78) (22.22) (44.44)  (99,99)
N = 18 _
% = 19,178 .
. F & 2 5 28 22 34 91

CERL, P (02.20) (05.48) (30.77) (24.17) (37.36)  (99.99)
% = 100

y? = 20,97 df = 12 P> .05

P>.05 Not Significant

The results support the null‘hypothesﬁs (no.7) that the
various dominant WH groups i.e. Formists,Mechanicists,0rganicists
and Contextualist did not differ sigmificantly in their problems
of occupational adjustment.

Howesver, as indicsted in Table 34 formists,Mechanicists
and Contextualists showed poorer occupational adjustment as compared

to the organicists,
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Table 32
ANQVA of Occupational Adjustment Scores

for the World-Hypothssses Groups,

Source df Sum of Mean F
sguares squares
World
Hypotheses 3 42,178 14,26 2.44
Frror S, S. 87 3033.18 34,86
Total 80 3075,96
p>.05 Net significant.

The above findings indicated that the different
World Hypotheses groups did not differ significantly in
the area of occupational adjustment F(87 ,3) = 2.44,

p > ,05,
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Given in Table 33 are means and standard deviations of

adjustment scores for the Formist groups in diffserent

areas of adjustment i,e,,home, health,sccial,emotional

and cccupational.

Table 3%

Means and Standard Deviations Scores of
the fFormists in Different Arsas of Adjustment.

Areas of Formist=- formist- Formist-
Adjustment Organicist Mechanicist Contextualist
(N = 9) (N=19) (N=156)
4 = 37.8 % = 37.5 % = 25.00
Means Stand- Means Stand- Means Standard
ard ard Devia=-
Devia- Devia- tions
tians tions
Home 16,00 7.36 13,22 T.34 14.50 T7.473
Health 16.11 5,51 14,89 10.53 16.33 10.16
Social 13.55 4,37 14.55 5.44 14,17 6,72
Emotional 17.88 9,50 14.77 9,45 16.33 10.01
Occupati-~ .
onal 16,00 65.38 14.57 6.43 14.17 3.02
Total Means

ard Beviations

It was found that FO group had unsatisfactory home-

adjustment (M=16.00) compared to FC group (M=14.5 ) and FM

group (M=13.22). The FC group and FD proups showed more

unsatisfactory health adjustment (M=16.33,16.11) compared to
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FM group (M=14.89).FM and FC pgroups indicated socislly more
submissive and retiring (M=14.55,14.17) as compared to FQ

group (M=13.55). The dominant FO group was found to be emoti-
onally more unstable (M = 17.88) compared to FC group (M=16.33)
and FM group (M=14.77). FO group was also found to be more
dissatisfied with occupaticnal adjustment (M=16.00) as compared
to FM group (M=14.67) and FC group (M=14.17). FO group revealed
overall poor adjustment (M=15.91) as compared to FC group

(M=15,1 ) and FM group (M=14.42).

Table 34

ANOVA of Home Adjustment Scores
for the Formist Group.

Spource daf Sum of Mean F
sqguares squares
Formism 2 34,78 17.39 3.57
Error S. 5. 21 1305.06 62.15
Total 123 1339.84

P < .05 Significant

The analysis of variance of home adjustment scores for
the dominant Formist world hypothesis group showed statisti-
cally significant difference, F(21 , 2) = 3.57 , P < .05

between the various Formisf€ groups i.e. FO , FM aﬁd FC.



Table 35 :

ANOVA of Health Adjustment Scores
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for the Formist Group.
Source df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
i
Formism 2 9,84 4,92 23.55
Error 5. S. 21 2433.12 115.86
Total 23 2442,96
P< 01 Significant

The analysis of variance of health adjustment scores

for the dominant Formist group showed statistically signi-

ficant difference, F(21 , 2) = 23,55 , P « .01 betueen the

various dominant Formist groups

i.e,

FO , FM and FC.



Table 36 :
ANDVA of Social Adjustment Scores

for the Formist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
' kY
fFormism 2 4.54 2427 14.88
Frror 5. 9. 21 o 709,3 33,78
Total 23 713.84

P .9 Significant.

The analysis of variance of social adjustmant scores

for the Formist group shouwed statistifally significant diff-

erence, F (21 , 2) = 14.88 , B < ,01

betwsen the various

groups FO , F#M and FC, Means scorés‘of the same groups

{Table 37) also showed differences in their socizl adjustment,



Table 87 ¢

ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scorss

for the Formist Group.
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Sogurce df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Formism 2 43.55 21.78 4.85
Error Se S 21 2217~79 185:161
Total 23 2261.34
P« .05 Significant

The analysis of variance of emotional adjustment

scores for the Formist group showed statistically signi-

ficant difference F(21 , 2) = 4.85 , P< ,05

hetwusen the

various Formist groups 1i,e. FG , FM and FC, Mean scores of

the same groups (Table 37) also indicated differences in

the emotional adjustment,



Table 38 @
ANDYA of QOccupational Adjustment

Scores for the Formist Group,

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
Formism 2 14.12 7.06 5.35
EI.‘I.‘OI 8. Sc 21 792.84 . 37075
Total 23 806,96

P == .05 Significant.

The analysis of variance of occupational adjustment
scores for the Formist group showed statistically significant
difference, F(21 4, 2) = 5.35 , P < .05 between the various
Formist groups i,e, FO 4, FM and FC. Mean scores of the
Formist-Grganicist and Formists-Mechanicist (Table 37) also

indicated differences in their occcupational adjustment,
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areas aof adjustment i.e., home, health, gb@kf&gagﬁq~lv !é
onal and ocecupational. |

Table %9 :

Means and Standard Deviation of Scores

of the Mechanicist Group in Different

Areas of Adjustment.

Areas of 'Mechanicist~ Mechanicist : Mechanicist-

Adjustment {iIrganicist Formist Contextualist

(N=18) (N=17) (N=12)
% = 29.63 % = 25,92 % = 44,44
Means Stand- Means Stand- fleans Standard
ard ard Dgvia-
Devia~. Devia- tions
tions tions

Home : 19.75 5,82 18.71 6,71 12.5 7.50

Health 17,00 11 .09 20,43 8,76 10.83 9.56

Social 17.37 5,89 16.57 5,39 11.42 5.45

Emotional 20.5 B8.94 18.43 9.56 11.5 8.95

Occupational 17.37 3,80 17.43 3,20 14,08 6,36

Total Means .

and Standard 18.40 7.7 18.31 7.23 12.07 7T.82

Deviations

'

It was found MO group indicated unsatisfactory home

i

adjustment (M

19.75) as compared to MF group (M =

18.71) and

MC group (M = 12.5). MF group showsd more unsatisfactory health
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adjustment (M = 20.43) as compared to the MO group (M=17.00)
and MC group (M=10.83). The M0 and MF groups uwere also found
to be socially more submissive and retiring (M = 17.73; 16.57)
as compared to MC group (M = 11.42). MO greup felt emotionally
more unstable (M = 20,5) as compared to MF group (M = 18.43)
and MC group (M = 11.5 ). The MF and MO groups were also seen
to be more dissatisfied with their occupation (M = 17.43 ,
17.37) as compared to the MC group (M = 14.08)., The MO and MF
groups were found tc be poor in the overall adjustment (M=18,40,

18.31) as compared to the MC group (M = 12,07).

Table 40 :

ANDVA of Home Adjustment Scores
for the Mechanicist Group.,.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Mechanicism 2 309,26 . 154.63% 2.889
Error S. S. 24 1279,93 53.33
Total 26 1589,.19

p »»,05 Not Significant.

It was seen that the various Mechanicist groups i.e.,
M0 yMF and MC did not differ sigmificantly in their problems

of home adjustment F(2,24) = 2.899, p > .05,



Table 49 :

ANOVA of Health Adjustment Scores
for the Mechanicist Group.
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Source df Bumzof Mean F
sguares sguares
Mechanicism 2 1598.61 799.30 7.324
Error S. S. 24 2619.39 109.14
Total 26 4218,00 '
p >,05 Not Significant.

The above results indicated that the various mechanicist
groups (Table 44) did not differ significantly in their problems
of health adjustment F(2,24) = 7,324 , P > ,05,
Table 42

ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores

for the Mschanicist Group,

Source df sum of Mean F
sguares squares
Mechanicism 2 210.23 105.11 3.008
Error S. S, 24 838.52 34.94
Total 26 1048.75
p > .05 Not Significant.

The results indicated that the various Mechanicist
groups did not differ significantly in their problems of social

adjustment F({2,24) = 3,008, P > ,05,
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Table 4%

ANOQVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores
for the Mechanicist Group.

source df Sum of Mlean F
squaras sqguares
Mechanicism 2 446,25 223,12 2.389
Error S, S. 24 2240,72 93.36
Total 26 2686.97

p = ,05 Not Significant,

It was seen that the various Mechanicist groups did
not differ significantly in their problams of emotional adju-

stment F(2,24) = 2.389 , P > ,05,

Table 44 :
ANQVA of Occupational Adjustment Scores

for the Mechanicist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
Mechanicism 2 73,34 36.67 1.309
Error 5. S, 24 672.52 28,02
Total 26 745,86

P>,05 Not Significant.

The results showed that the various Mechanicist
groups did not differ significantly in their problems of

Dccupational adjustment F(2,24) = 1, 309 , P > .05,



Presanted in Table 54 are means and standard deviations
of adjustment scores for the organiéist group in diffe-~

rent areas of adjustment i.e. home, health, social,

emotional and occupational,

Table 45

Maans and Standard Deviations of Scores

of the QOrganicist in Different Areas of °

Adjustment,
\ -
Areas of Organicist- Organicist- ODrganicist~
Adjustment Formist Mechanicist Contextualist
(N = 10) (N=7) (N =5 .
% =_45,45 % =_31.82_ %= 22,73
Means Standard Means Standard M8ans Standard
Devia=- Devia~ Devia-
tions tions tions
Homa 12.7 7.69 15.14 7.83 17.4 6,62
Health 11.9 9,28 14,71 8.60 19.6 10.31
social 9.6  5.50 11.71  5.20 16,6  2.94
Emotional © 10.4 10,35 1%.86 9,76 18.8 8,28
Occupational 12.0 5,97 15.71 5,28 16.8 5.84
Total Means 4, ) g,12 14,25 7.68 17.84  7.32

and Stand-
ard Deviations

From the abovz table it was seen that the OC group
indicated more unsatisfactory home adjustment (M=17.4) compared
to OM group (M=15.14) and OF (M=12.7). The OC group also
revealed more unsaéis?actory health adjustment (M=19.6) compared

to the OM group (M=14.7) and OF group (M=11,9). It was seen
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that 0OC group was socially more submissive and retiring

(M=16.6) compared to OM {M=11.71) and OF (M=S5.6). OC group

was found to be emotionally more unstable (M=18.8) compared

to OM (M=13.86) and OF (M=10.4); further the OC group was

also found to be more dissatisfied with their occupations

(m=16.8) compared to OM (M=15.71) and OF (M=12.0). 0OC group

indicated overall poorer adjustment (M=17.84) compared to OM

(M=14.23) and OF (M=11.32).

Table 46 :

ANOUA of Home Adjustment Scores

for the DOrganicist Group.

Sourcse df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Organicism 2 77.30 38,65 1.689
Error 3. S. 19 1240,.16 65,27
Total 21 1317.46

p »~.,05 Not Significant

The above ANOVA indicated that the various organicist

groups i.z., OF , OM and 0C did not differ significantly in

the area of home adjustment F(19,2)

=1.69 , P > ,05,



Table 47 :
ANOVA of Health Adjustment Scores

for the Organicist Group.

Source af Sum of Mesan F
squares squarss
Organicism 2 252.5 126,25 2.01
Error S, S, 19 1192.96 62,79
Total 21 1445.46

p > ,05 Not Significant

The above ANOVA showed that the various organicist
groups i,e. OF , OM and OC did not difer significantly in
health adjustment F(2,19) = 2.01, P > 05,

Table 48 :

ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores

for the Orpganicist Group.

Source daf =’ Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
Orpanicism 2 163.56 81.78 2.674
Error S. S. 19 581.03 30.58
Total 21 744,59

P = ,05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various organicist
groups i,e. OF , OM and 0C did not differ significantly in

the area of social adjustment F(2,19) = 2.674, P = 05,

1



Table 49 :

ANQVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores

for the Organicist Group.-
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Source df Sums of Mean F

' squares sguares
Organicism 2 255.44 127.72 1.590
Error S, B. 19 1526,06 80,32
Total 21 1781.5

P> .05 Not Significant

It was sasen that (Table 49) the various organicist

groups i,e, OF , OM and BC did not differ significantly in

the area of emotional adjustment F(2,19) = 1.590, P > ,05,

Table 50 :

ANOVA of Occupational Adjustment Scores

for the Organicist Groups.,

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares
Drganiciém 2 98.13 49,065 1.291
Error S. S. 19 722,23 38,01
Total 21 820,36

P > ,05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various organicist

groups i.e.

OF , OM and OC did not differ significantly in

the area of occupational adjustment F{2,19) = 1.291, P > .05,
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Given in Table 531 are means and standard deviations

of adjustment scorses for the contextualist group in

different areas“oﬁ adjustment i.e, home, health,

social, emotional and occupational.

Table 81 3

Means and Standard Deviations of Scores
of the Contextualists in Bifferent Areas

of Adjustment,

Contextualist~

Py

Arsas of Contextualist- ?Contextualist~
Adjustment rganicist Mechanicist Formist
(N =6) (N = 4) (N = 8)
% = 33.33 % = 22.22 % = 44,44
Mean &tandard - Mean  GStandard Mean Standard
Devia~ Dgviat~ Deviam
tions ions tions
Home 17.33 3.16 10.08 8.75 18,37 B.24
Health 19.5 12.08 9.25 8.70 16,87 9,52
Emotional 18.00 11.24 8.00 8,21 18.75 9,67
Occupational 14.867 65,39 8.5 4,39 17.00 4.24
Total Means
and Standard 16. 47 9.76 g.05 7.10 17,50 7,57

Beviations

Results indicated that CF group had more unsatisfactory

home adjustment (M=18.37) compared to CO nroup {M=17.33) and

CM group (M=10.00). CO group had more unsatisfactory health

adjustment (M=19.5) compared to CF group

(M=16.87) and CM group

(M=9.25). CF group was found to be socially more submissive and
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retiring (M=16.5) compared to CO (M=12.83) and CM (M=9.5).

CF group was also found to be emobionally more unstable

(M=18.75) compared to CO group (M=18.00) and CM (M=8,00).

CF group was found to be more dissatisfisd with the occupations

(M=17.00) compared to CO group (M=14.67) and CM group (M=8.S).

CF group was found to be poorer in overall adjustment (M=17,50)

compared to CO (M=16.47) and. CM (M=9,05),

Table §2

ANOVA of Home Adjustment Scores
for the Contextualist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Contextualism 2 199, 28 88,64 1.104
Error 8. S. 15 1353.22 S0, 21
Total . 17 1552,5

:

P& .05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various Contextuaslist

groups i.e, CO , CM and CF did not differ significantly in

the area of home adjustment F(2,15) = 1.104 ,

p > ,05,
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Table F3 @
ANDVA of Health Adjustment Scores

for the Contextualist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Contextualism 2 268,81 134 .40 1.079
Error 5. S. 15 1868.97 124.60
Total 17  2137.78

P > .05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various contextualist
groups i.e., CO 4, CM and CF did not differ significantly in the

area of health adjustment F(2,15) = 1,079, P > .05,

Table 54 :

ANQVA of Social Adjustment Scores
for the Contextualist Group.

Spurce df . Sum of Mean ] F
squares ‘sguares
Contextualism 2 137,78 68,89 2.328
Error S. S. 15 443,84 29.59
Total 17 581.62

p > ,05 Not Significant

The results indicatsd that the various contextualist

groups i1.8. C0,CM and CF did nolt differ significantly in the
area of social adjustment F(2,15) = 2.328 , P > ,05,
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Table &5

ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores
for the Contextualist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares sguares

Contextualism 2 308,62 154.31 2.284

Error S, S. 15 1013.5 67.57

Total 17 1322.12

P> ,05 Not Significant.
The results indicated that the variogus contextualist groups
i.s. CO , CM and CF did not differ significantly in the area of

emotional adjustment F(2,15) = 2,284 , P -~ .05,

Table 56

ANOQVA of Decupational Adjustment Scores
for the Contextualist Group,

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Contextualism 2 250,76 125.39 4,033
Error S. S. 15 466. 34 31.09
Total 17 717.12

P >,05 Not Significant
The above results showed that the variocus contextualist
groups i,e. CO 4 CM and CF did not differ significantly in the

area of occupatisnal adjustment F(2,15) = 4.003, P > ,05,

i, Presented in Table 66 are means and standard deviations
of adjustment scores for the unclassified (equal domi-
nant ) groups in diffsrent areas of adjustment i.e. homs,

health,sccial,emotional and occupational.
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From the above table it is seen that the MO group
showed greater unsatisfactory homs adjustment (M=18.67) as
compared to OC group (M¥15.8) Fi group (M=14.43) and FC group
(M=6.5), The MO group indicated unsatisfactory health adjust-
ment (M=20.67) as compared to OC group (M=16.4), FM group
(M=15.00) and FC group (M=5,25). OC group alsoc was found to
be socizlly more submissive and retiring (M=13.8) as compared
to FC group (M=11.5). MD and OC groups were also seen to be
emotionally more unstable (M=18.67, 18.60) as comparad to FM
group (M=17.43) and FC group (M=9.5). MO group indicated more
dissatisfaction with their occupatione (M=16.67) aé compared
to FM group (M=14.14) and FC group (M=8,75). MO group was found
to have poorer overall adjustment (M=17.60) as compared to OC

(M=16.0), FM (14.80) and FC groups (M=8.3).

Table 58 3

ANDOVA of Home Adjustment Scores
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of Mean - F
squares sguares
Unclassifiead 3 306,97 102.32 1.849
Groups
Error S. S. 15 834.19 55.69
Total 18 1141.16

p > ,05, Not Significant
The results indicated that the various unclassified groups
i.se FC 4, FM , OC and MO (see Table 60) were not found to be
significantly different in the area of home adjustment F{3,15) =

1.849, p > ,05,
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Table §9 =

ANDVA of Health Adjustment Scores
faor the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Unclassified 3 474.54 158.18 2.02
Groups
Error S. G. 15 1174.62 78 .31
Total 18 1649,16

P> ,05 Not Significant

Tﬁe above results showed that the various unclassified
groups i.e. FC , FM , OC and MO did not differ significantly

in their problems of health adjustment F(3,15)=2.02, P > .05,

Table 60

ANDVA of Social Adjustment Scores
for the Unclassifi/ed Group.

Source df Sum aof Mean F
squares SQU&I‘BS
Unclassified 3 13.60 4,53 4,212
Groups
Error 8. 5. 15 286,19 16.08
Total 18 299,79

P ,05 Significant
The analysis of variasnce of socizl adjustment scores for
the unclassified groups i.e. {(Formists-contextuaslists,Formists-
Mechanicists,0rganicists—contextualists and Mechanicists~organi-
cists) showed statistically significant difference, F(15,3)=4.212,
P« .05. Mean scores (Table 68) alsc indicated differences in the
area of social adjustment of the Formists-contextualists and

organicists-contextuslists,



166

Table 81

ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores
for the Unclassified Graup.

Sourcs daf Sum of Mean F
sguares sguares
Unclassified 3 237,69 79.23 14341
Groups
Error 5, S,. 15 885,99 59,07
Total 18 112%.68

P>,05 Not Significant

The above results indicated that the various unclassified
groups i,e. FC , FM 4 OC and MO did not differ significantly in

the area of emoticnal adjustment F(3,15) = 1.341, P > ,05,

Table 82 :

ANGOVA of Occupaticnal Adjustment Scores
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df : Sum of Mean F
sguares squares

Unclassified 3 140,2 46,73 1.05

Groups

Error 8, S, 15 667,48 44,50

Total 18 B07.68

p>.,.05 Not Significant

The findings revealed that the unclassifisd groups i.e,
FC , FM , 0OC zand M0, did not differ significamtly in the area

of occupaticnal adjustment F(3,15) = 1.05, P > .05,
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3.92 The Effect~ of Different Value-Types on Areasof

Adjustment.

Dresented inﬂTabla 63 are the means and standard
deviations of a@jgstment scores for the disabled subjects
with differential patterns of value-types in various‘areas
of adjustment i.e. home, hsslth, social, emotional and

occupational,
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It was found from the above table that the subjects
with dominant theoretical values (Table §3) showed more
unsatisfactory home adjustment (M=18.57) compared to these
with dominant social values (M=16.71), economic values
(M=15.49), Political values (M=14.62), relipgious values
(M=14.22) and assthetic values (ﬁ=11.67). Those with dominant
. theoretical values indicated more unsatisfactory health
adjustment (M=21.5) as compared to those with econa%ic values
(M=15.13) assthetic values (M=11,00).Social values (M=14.88)
‘Political values (16.080) and religious values (M=13.75). The
subjects with theoretical values were also found to be mofe
submissive and retiring in their social adjustment (M=17.21)
compared to the those with dominant religious values (M=13,41),
Social valuss (M=13.28), Political values (M=14.75), economic
values (M=12.40) and aesthetic values (M=12.08). These subjacts
alsu were found to be emotionally more unstable (M = 19.78)
compared to thoSe with dominant social values (M = 15,86)
economic values (M=15,70), Political values(M=15.37) religious
values (M=15.06) and aesthetic values (M=11.92). The group uith
dominant thsoratical valusgs were found to be more dissatisfisd
with their occupations also (M=17.78) as compared to the those
with dominant social valuss (M=15.86), economic values (M=14.62),
Political $14.12) religious values(M=14.12) and assthetic values
(M=13.17). Results also indicated (Table 65) that the subjects
with dominant theoretical valuss were found to be poorer in over-
all adjustment(M=18.97),compared to those with dominant social
valuss(M=15.31) Political values(M=14.97) economic values(M=14.68)

religious values(M=14.11)and aesthetic values(M=11.97).
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Table 64

Relationship between the various Dominant
Yalues and Home Adjustment, . !

Home Adjustment

Dominant Excem- Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
values llent factory unsatis-
factory

F 0 i 3 1 1,0 14
Theore-
tical . ’
N 14 P (00,00) (00.08) (21.43) (0%.14) (71.43) (100)
%= 1273

F 0 2 12 .6 17 37
Economic .
N = 37 p (0o.00) (05.40) (32.43) (16.22) (45.94) (99.99)
% = 33.64 ,

F .0 1 7 1 3 12
Aesthetic . )
Nei12 P (00.00) (08.33) (58.34) (08.33) (25,00) (99.99)
% = 10.91

F 0 s} 2 2 3 ' 7
Social
N = 7 = (co,00) (00,00) (28.57) (28.57) (42.88) (100)
% = 6.36

F D0 0 4 0 4 8
Pplitical
N =8 P (oo.00) (co,o00) (s0,80) (00,00) (50.00) (100)
%= 7.27

F 0 1 13 . 2 16 32
Religious
N o= 32 p (00.00) (03.12) (40.62) (06.25) (50,00) (99.99)
% = 29.89 . ) !

F 0 4 41 12 53 110
Total (00,00) (03.64) (37.27) (10.91) (48.18)
N = 110
% = 100

xz = 13,105 df = 20  P>.05

P >,05 Not Significant.



171

The above results support the null hypothesis (no.8).
In other words the various dominant value groups i.e, Thaaref
tical, Economic; Resthetic, Social, Politicdl and Religious
do not differ significantly in the area of home adjustment,
Hdwever, the Theoretical group indicated poorer home adjuste
ment (71.43) as compared to the Economic (45.94), Aesthetic
(25.808), Social (42.86), Political (56.80) and Religious(50,00)

groups,

Table €5

ANOVA of Home Adjustment Scores
for the Different Domimant Value

Groups, .
Sourcs df ‘ Sum of Mean F
squares - sguares
Factor Vglue 5 360,57 72.114 1.122
Error S. S. 104  6682.12 64.25
Tgtal 189 7042,69

P >.05 Noet Significant.

The above results indicated that the variocus dominant
value groups did not differ sigmificantly in the area of home

adjustment F(5,104) = 1.122, P > .05,



Table €63

Relationship betyesn the Dominmant values
and Health Adjustment,

172

Health Adjustment

Dominant Excell~ Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
values ent . factory unsatis-
" factory

F 0 0 2 2 10 14
Theoretical
N=14 P (00.00) (00.00) (14.28  (14.28) (71.43) (39.99)
% = 12.73

F 2 3 8 1 23 37
Economic .
N o= 37 p (05.40) (08,11) (21.62) (02.70) (62.16) (99.99)
% = 33.64

F 0 1 4 3 4 12
Aesthetic p :
N =12 (00.00) (08.33) (33.33) (25.00) (33.33) (99.99)
% = 10,91 -

F 1 1 1 1 3 7
Social ‘ ‘

, p (14.28) (14.28) (14.28) - (14.28) (42.86) (99.98)

N =
% = 6.36

F 0 0 3 0 5 8
Political
N o= 8 P (oo.eo0) (00.00) (37.50) (00.00) (62.50) (100)
% = T.27 :

F 0 6 10 1 15 32
Religious
N o= 32 3 (p0.00) (18.75) (31.25) (03.12) (46.87) (99.99)
% = 29.09

F 0 3 11 28 8 110
Total )
N =118 P (00.00) (02.73) (10.08) (25.45) (07.27)
% = 1080

x 2= 22,46 df = 20 P >,05

P > .5 Not Significant.
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The above results support the null hypethesis (no.8)

that the various dominant value groups i.e. Theoretical,

Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political amd Religious do not

differ significantly in the area of health adjustment, As

shown in results (Table 66) the Theoretical group had poorer,

health adjustment (71.43) as compared to Economic (62.16)

Aesthetic (33.33), Socizl (42.86), Political (62.50) and

Religious (46.87) groups,

Table 87

ANOVA of Health AdjuWstment Scores
for the Differential Dominant Values

Groups.
Source df Sum of Mean F
sguares squares
Factor Value 5 848,06 169.61 1.689
Error S, S. 104 10445, 26 1@5.44
Total ' 108 11293.32

P > .05 Not Significant.:

The results indicated that the variows dominant

value groups did not differ significantly in the area of

health adjustment F(5,104) = 1.689, P > ,05,
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Table 878

Relationship between the Dominant values
and Social Adjustment.

Social Adjustment

Deminant Ugryil- Aggre= Average Retir- Very Tetal
values Aghre-  ssive ing Retir-
ssive ing

F 0 g 5 7 2 14
Theorse- .
ti .
leaia p (00.00) (00.00) (35.71) (50.00) (14.28) (99.59)
%= 12.73 ‘

F 1 4 21 10 1 37
Economic ‘ ‘
N o= 37 p (02.70) (10.81) (56.76) (27.03) (02.70) (100)
% = 33,64

F & 3 6 3 0 12
Aesthetic
No= 12 p (oo.08) (25.00) (s0,08) (25.00) (00.00) (100)
% = 1009 : ’ .

F 0 1 3 3 0 7
Spcial .
N = 7 p (00.00) (14.28) (42.86) (42.86) (60.00) (100)
% = 6¢36 "

F 0 8 4 4 0 8
Political
N =8 p (oo,00) (o0.08) (50.00) (50.08) (00,00) (100)
% = T¢27

F 1 3 12 14 2 32
Religious
N = 32 p (03.12) (09.37) (37.50) (43.75) (06.25) (99.99)
% = 29,09

F 2 11 . 51 41 5 110
Total
N=110 P (01.82) (10.00) (46.36) (37.27) (04.54) (100)
% = 100

‘ >¢2 = 15.39 df = 20 P >.05

P>,05 Not Significant.
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The above results support the null hypothesis (no.é),
'In other werde the various domimant value groups do not
differ significantly in the area of social adjustment. Houever,
the Theoretical group indicated poorer social adjustment(64.28)
as compared to the Economic (29.73), Aesthetic (25.00), Secial

(42.86), Politi€al (50.00) and Religious (50,80) groups.

Table 69 :

ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores
for the Different Dominant Value

Groups,
Source df Sum of Mean F
sgquares sguares
Factor Value 5 246,6 49,32 1.759
Error S, S. 104 2915,.12 28.03
Total 189 3161.72

p>.05 Not Significant.

The results showed that the various dominant value
groups did not differ significamtly in area of social adju-

stment F(5,164) = 1.759, B > .05,



Table 70

Relationship betueen the Dominant values

and Emotional Adjustment.
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Emotional Adjustment

Dominant Excells Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
values ent factory unsati-
sfactory

F b 1 4 o 9 14
Theore-
tical .
N = 14 P (00,00) (07.14) (28,57) (00,00) (64,28) (99.99)
%= 12.73 :

F 5 5 6 6 15 37
Economic . ‘
N = 37 p {(13.51) (13.51) (16.22) (16.22) (40.54) (100)
% = 33.64

F 2 2 4 1 3 12
Aesthetic
N= 12 P (16.67) (16.67) (33.33) (08.33) (25.00) (100)
% = 10.91

F 1 0 2 1 3 7
Social
N =7 p (14.28) (00.00) (28.57) (14.28) (42.86) (99.99)
% = 6.36

, F 1 0 2 2 3 8

Political
N = 8 p (12.50) (o0o,00) (25.00) (25.00) (37.50) (100)
% = T.27

F 4 8 4 2 14 32
Religious
N = 32 p (12.50) (25.00) (12.50) (06.25) (43.75) (100)
% = 29,09

F 13 16 22 12 47 110
Total .
N =110 P (11.82) (14.54) (20,00) (10.91) (42.73)
% = 100

x2=17.482 df =20 P >,05
p>.05 Not Significant,
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The results support the null hypothesis (nc.8) that
the various dominant value groups do not differ significantly
in their problems of emotiomal adjustment. Houyever, as
indicated in Table ¢, the Theorstiecal group had poorer emo-
tional adjustment (54.28) compared to Economic (40,54),
Resthetic (25.00), Social (42.86), Political (37.50) and

‘

Relipious (43.75) groups,.

Table 71 :

ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores
for the Different Dominant Valus

Groups.
Spurce df Sum of Mean F
squares squares
Factor Value 5 -418 .56 83,71 1.174
Error 5. 5. 104 10223,63 g8, 30
Total 109 10642.19

P >.05 Not Significant.

The results showed that the various dominant value
groups did not differ significantly in area of emotional

adjustment F(104,5} = 1.174, P > .05,



Tabls 723

Relationship between the Dominant values

and @ccupational Adjustment.
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Occupational Adjustment
Dominant Excell- Good Average Unsati- \Very Total
values ent sfactory unsati-
sfactory

F 0 0 2 5 7 14
Thegre-
tical . (00.00) (00.08) (14.28) (35.71) (50.00) (99.99)
N =14
%= 12.753

F 1 3 9 10 14 37
Economic

p (02.70) (08.11) (24.32) (27.03) (37.84) (100)
N = 37 .
% = 33.64

F 1 0 5 5 1 12
Aestheatic ‘
N= 12 P (08.33) (00.00) (41.67) (41.67) (08.33) (100)
% = 10.91

F 0 O 3 0 4 7
Social
N = 7 p (oo.00) (00,80) (42.86) (00,00) (57.14) (100)
% - 6.36.

F 1 0 2 3 2 8
Political - -
S P (12.50) (00.80) (25.00) (37.50) (25.00) (100)
%= 7,27 i .

F 0 2 13 3 14 32
Religi-
ous p (00.00) (06.25) (40.62) (09.37) (43.75) (99.99)
N = 32
% = 29,09

Fo 3 5 34 26 42 110
Total
N=4110 F (02.73) (04.34) (30,91) (23.64) (38.18) (180)
% = 100 : '

~% = 23,03 df = 20 > .05
P>.05 Not Significant.
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The results support the null hypothesis (ne.8). In
other words, the various dominant value-groups, viz, Theo-
retical, Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political and Religious,
do not differ significantly in their problems of occupational
adjustment. However, the social group showed poorer occupa-
tional adjustment (57.14) as compared to the Theoretical
(50,00) €conamic (37.84), Aesthetic (8.33), Political (25.00)

and Religious (43.75) groups,

Table 73 :

ANOQVA of Occupational Adjdstment Scores
for the Different Dominant Value Groups,

Source df S5um of Mean - F
squaras sguares
Factor Value 8 183.88 36,78 1.027
Error S. S. 104 3723.97 35.81
Total 109 3907,.85

P >.05 Not Significant.

The results revealed that the various dominant value
groups did not differ significantly in the area of cccupat-

ional adjustment F(5,104) = 1.027, P > .05,



