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CHAPTER - III
f

R E SUL T S

PART ONE:

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

3.1 The Effect of the Type of Limb-Injury and Amputation 
(leg or arm) on Crisis Experience.

To study the effect of the type of limb-injury and 
amputation (leg or arm) on crisis experience frequencies and 

percentages were calculated for both leg amputed and arm 
amputed groups. These frequencies and percentages are shown 

in Table 1.

Phase I i Shock

The results (Table 1) indicated that as compared to 

the LA group the AA group showed''relatively greater tendency 
toward disturbances in self-experience (9.28) reality perce
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 thair attitude toward physical disability (2.19, 2.23).

Tha AA group were found to have relatively more disturbed 

attitude toward help and sympathy (4.83) as compared to the 

LA. group (3.54) during the shock phase.

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 defensive attitude (2.35) toward 

their physical disability as compared to the LA group. It was 

also observed that both the LA and AA groups did not differ 

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

Phase III : Acknowledgement (Renewed stress)

The results revealed (Table 1) that AA group showed 

relatively greater tendency toward disturbances in self

experience (8.17) as compared to the LA group. The LA group as 

compared to the A,A, group revealed greater tendency toward 

disturbances in reality perception (4.01) emotional exparience 

(7.12) and cognitive structure (3.16). It was also observed 

that both LA and AA groups expressed equal acceptance of their 

physical disability but AA group showed more positive attitude 

toward help and sympathy (6.19) as compared to the LA group.
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Phase 11/ ; Adjustment and change

The results pointed out (Table 1) that the A A 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.O2) as compared to the 

A,A group.
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as
3.2 The Effect of the Disability-Causing 'Situation 

(Accident, illness or Uar) on Crisis Experience.

Given in Table 2 are'the frequencies and percentage 
of responses for disabled-civilians and uar 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 UD group. It 

was found that both the DC and UD 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 disability (2.22,2.17) but the DC 

group showed relatively more disturbed attitude toward help 
and sympathy (3.81) as compared to the UD group during the 

shock phase.

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The results (Table 2) also indicate that the UD 

group showed greater tendency toward disturbances in self
experience (6.97) and reality perception (2.28) as compared 

to the DC group. However the DC group snowed greater degree 
of emotional disturbances (5.84) while both the DC and UD



87
groups did not differ in their cognitive experience (2.28,- 
2.7ft). The DC group showed more defensive attitude toward 
physical disability (2.79). The results also showed that 

both the groups DC and UID did not differ much in their 
attitude toward help and sympathy (3.81,3.32) during this 

phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement (Renewed stress)

The results (Table 2) showed that the UD group showed 

relatively greater tendency toward disturbances in self-expe
rience (11.66) as compared to the DC group. The UD group also 
revealed relatively more acceptance of reality (4.92) but 
still showed more disturbed emotional experience (7,08) as 

compared to the DC group. The DC group showed relatively better 
organized cognitive structure (2.92) and acceptance of their 
physical disability (3.04) as compared to the UD group. The 

results also found that UD group had relatively more positive 
attitude toward help and, sympathy (5.71) as compared to the 

DC group during this phase*.

Phase IV ; Adjustment and change

As is sgen from Table 2 the DC group showed greater 
tendency toward positive self-experience (6.60) and revealed 
relatively more emotional adjustmant(4.38) they also were found 
to have more organized and balanced cognitive structure (2.66)



8.8
and more acceptance of their physical disability (1.97) as 

compared to those of the WD group. The UD group showed 
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 Tha Effect of the Dominant yorld-Hypothaaaa on

A Crisis Expectance.

Praoentod in Table 3 ara the rasponsaa (frequsncise 
and percentages) of tha dominant uorld-hypothssas groups s 

Tbo Formist, Rachaniclst, Grganiciat, Contaxtualiefe and the 
unclassified groups analyaad in terras of tbs phases and 
dimanaions of the crisis oxparianca*

Phase I $ Shock

The results (Table 3) indicates that the Formist group 
snowed relatively more disturbances in salf-exparianca (9*36) 

as compered to the Rsehanlcist, ftrganicist and the Contsxtua- 
list and the unclassified groups* The flachahioist and Conte- 
xtualisfc groups ears found to have relatively more disturbances 
In emotional experience (7*39,7.00) as compared to the Formista 

Org.anicists and the unclassified groups. The unclassified 
group sbousd mors disturbances in the cognitive structure 
(4*23) as; compared to tho Formista, Mochanieists# Grganicisia 

and tha Contoxtualists. ftalatively lesa disturbances in tha 
attitude toward physical disability wars found In the Formist 
group (1.81) as compared to the Mechsnlcist, Organlcist, 

Contextual1st and tha unclassified groups. The Rochanicist 
and the unclassifiad groups showed more disturbances in the 
attitude toward help and sympathy (4*31,4*23) as compared to 

tha Formist, Organiclst and the Contoxtualist groups.
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Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

Table 3 indicates that the contextualist and the 
unclassified groups showed relatively more disturbances in 
self-experience (7.00,6.80) as compared to the Formist, 

Mechanic ist and the Organicist groups. The Qrganicist, 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 showed more 
disturbances in emotional experience (6.22,5.34) as compared 

to the Formist, Contextualist and the^unclassified groups.
The Formist and the unclassified groups showed relatively 
less disturbances in the cognitive structure (1.41,1.51) as 

compared to the Mechanicist,' Organicist and the Contextualist 
groups. The Contextualist group showed less disturbances in 
their attitude toward physical disability, as well as help 
and- sympathy (0.48,1.45) as compared to the Formist, Mechani- 

cist, Organicist and unclassified groups.

Phase III : Acknowledgement (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 compared to the Formist, Organicist and the unclassified 
groups.The Formist, Contextualist and the unclassified groups



revealed relatively more acceptance of reality (5.23, 4.35,
4.78) as compared to the Mechanicist and the Organicist 

groups. The results also showed that all the groups, Formist, 
Mechanicist, Organicist, Contextualist 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 yeli;.as-'attitude toward their physical 
disability (2.41, 2.41, 2.66, 2.66, 3.27). The Formist, flecha- 

nicist and the Contextualist had relatively more positive 
attitude toward help and sympathy (6.04, 6.21, 6.28) as 

compared to the Organicist and the unclassified groups during 
this phase. r

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

As is seen from (Table 3) the Formist, Mechanicist, 

Contextualist and the unclassified groups showed greater 
tendency toward positive self-experience (7.04, 6.03, 6.28,
7,05) as compared to the organicist group. The organicist 
group showed relatively more reality perception (5.51) as 

compared to the Formist, Mechanicist, Contextualist and the 
unclassified groups. All the groups i.e. Formist, Flechanicist, 
Organicist, Contextualist and the unclassified did not 'd'iffel- 
much in their emotional experience (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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touard help and sympathy (5.07) as compared to the Formist, 

Rechanicist, Organicist„and the unclassified groups during 
this phase.
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3.3B.The Effect of Differential Patterns of Uorld Hypotheses 

on Crisis Experience. The Formist Group.

Presented in Table 3 are the responses (Frequencies and 

Percentages) of the dominant Formist group analysed in terms 

of the phases and dimensions of the crisis experience.

Phase I J Shock

Table 4 indicate that the FFl group showed relatively 

more 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 structure (4.30) as 

compared to the Ffl and FC groups. The FC group showed relati

vely more disturbances in emotional experience (9.37) as compared 

to the FD and FFl groups. Relatively more disturbances in the 

attitude toward physical disability (4.69) as well as the 

attitude towards help and sympathy (5.47)were found in the FC 

group as compared to the FM and FO groups during this phase.

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The results (Table 4.) also showed that the FD and FM 

groups had greater tendency towards disturbances in self

experience (6.99 , 5.46) as compared to the FC group. The FC 

group was found to be more defensive in their attitude toward 

reality perception (3.91). The Ffl people showed relatively more
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disturbed emotional experience (4.92) as compared to the 

FO and FC groups. A,11 the three groups i.e. FO , Ffl and FC 
did not differ much in their attitude touard physical dis
ability (2.69 , 2.18 , 1.56) as well as help and sympathy 
(4.30 , 4.37 , 4.69) during this phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement

As is seen from Table 4 the FC group was found to have 
greater tendency touard disturbances 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 FFl and FC groups. The FO and FC groups 

indicated relatively more disturbances in emotional experience 
(7.53 , 7.81) than the FM group. All the three groups i.e. FO ,

Fn and FC were not found to differ significantly in regard to 
their cognitive experiences (3.23 , 3.28 , 3.12). The FFl and FC 

groups showed more acceptance .of their physical disability 
(3.82 , 3.12) as compared to the FO group. The FO group showed 

relatively more positive attitude towards help and sympathy 
(8.60) than the FM and FC groups at this phase.

Phase Ilf : Adjustment and change

In the adjustment phase it was found that the Ffl 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 revealed more emotional adjustment
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(5.38 , 5.47) as compared to the FFl group. The FO and FM 

groups were found to have more balanced and organized 
cognitive structure (2.15 , 1.09) as well as more positive 
attitude towards their physical disability (3.23 , 1.64) as 

compared to the FC 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 Patterns of World-Hypotheses 

on Crisis Experience: The Mechanicist Group.

Given in Tables- are the responses (Frequencies and 
percentages) of the dominant P'lechanicist group analysed in 

terms of phases and dimensions of crisis experience.

Phase I : Shock

As is indicated in Table s': the MF group revealed 
relatively more disturbances in self-experience (7.08) as 

compared to the M0 and MC groups. The MO and MF groups 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. However, the PIC group was found to have 
comparatively more disturbances (3.30) 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 

MO and MC groups.

Phase II s Defensive Retreat (Denial)
The results in (Tables;) also showed that the MC group 

had greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experience 
(6.61) and emotional experience (8.05) as' compared to the M0 

and MF groups. However the MF group was found to be more 
disturbed (defensive) in regard to the reality perception(3.15) 

as compared to the MO and MC groups. The MO and MF groups
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showed relatively more disturbed cognitive structure (2.77,
2.36) and their attitude toward physical disability (2.22,
3.94) as compared to the HC group. The HC and HF groups 

revealed relatively more disturbed attitude towards help and' 
sympathy (4.76 , 3.15) as compared to the HD group during 

this phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement

The results (Tables*) indicated that the FIO group had 
greater tendency toward positive self-experience (13.89) as 

compared to the HF and HC groups. The HF group showed relati
vely renewed reality perception (3.94) and emotional experience 
(7.87) as compared to the HO and HC groups. However, the HO and 

HC groups revealed more balanced and organized' cognitive stru
cture (3.89 , 3.66) and more positive attitude towards physical 
disability (4.45 , 1.83) as compared to the HF group. The HF 

group was Found to have relatively more positive attitude toward 
help and sympathy (7.87) as compared to the HO and HC groups 

during this phase.

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

The results (Table S) also showed that the HC group had 

relatively greater tendency toward positive self-experience 
(6.61) and reality perception (5.49) as compared to the HO and 

HF groups. The HO group shoued relatively more emotional



1 01
adjustment (7.23') as compared to the MF and FIC groups. The 

F1C group uas Found to have more organized and integrated 

cognitive structure (3.66} as compared to the FID and F1F 

groups. The F1F and MC groups showed relatively more accept

ance oF their physical disability (3.99 , 3.66) as compared 

to the FIO group. The MC and MO groups were Found to have more 

positive attitudd toward help and sympathy (3.66 , 2.22) as 

compared to the F1F group during the adjustment phase.
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3.5 The Effect of the Differential Patterns of Uorld

Hypotheses on Crisis Experience. The Orqanicist Group.

Given in Table 6 are the responses (Frequencies and

percentages) of the dominant organicist group analysed in terms 

of phases and dimensions of crisis experience.

Phase I : Shock

The results (Table 5) indicated that the OF groups 
showed greater tendency toward disturbances in self experience 
(9.34) and emptional experience (7.00) as compared to the OF! 

and OC groups. The OC group revealed more disturbances in 
reality perception (7.31) and cognitive structure (5.69) as 

compared to the OF and OF! groups. It was seen that all the three 
OF , OF! and OC groups did not differ much in regard to their 
attitude towards physical disability (1.56 , 2.73 , 2.44). The 

OF group showed more resistances towards help and sympathy 
(5.06) as compared to the OFl and OC groups during this phase.

Phase Hi Defensive Retreat (Denial)

It was observed that during this phase of the crisis 
experience the OC and OFl groups (Table 6) showed greater 
tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (8.13 , 7.65) 

as compared to the OF group. The OF and OFl 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 Oil groups indicated relatively more disorganised cogni
tive structure (5.69,4.52) as compared to the OF group. It 

uas seen that the OR group showed relatively more defensive 
attitude in regard to their physical disability (5.46) as 

compared to the OF and OC groups. The OF and OM groups were 
found to have more defensive attitude toward help and sympathy 
(3.89,3.28) as compared to the. OC group during this phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement (Renewed Stress)

The results (Table,5) shoued that the OM and OC groups 

had greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experience 
(8.20,8,13) as compared to the OF group. The OF group revealed 
relatively better reality perception (3.11 ) as comparedtto QM 

and OC groups. The OC group shoued relatively more disturbed 
emotional experience (10.57) as compared to the OF and Ofl 

groups. The OF group indicated relatively more balanced and 
organized cognitive structure (3.11) as well as acceptance of 
their physical disability (3.11) as compared to the DPI and OC 

groups. The DPI and OC people were 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 III : >M;j;ustm-enrt and change

As is indicated in (Table Q) the OF and OP! groups 
showed greater tendency toward positive self-experience(4.67, 
4.92) compared to the OC group. The OF group also revealed
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more clear reality perception (7.39) as compared to the OM 

and OC groups. The OM group showed relatively more emotional 

adjustment (8.20) than the OF and OC groups. The OC group was 

found to 'have more integrated cognitive structure (4.88) as 

compared to the OF.and OM groups. The OF and OM groups expre

ssed more acceptance of their physical disability (2.33,2.18) 

as compared to the OC group. The OM and OC groups revealed 

more 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 Hypotheses 

on Crisis -Experience. The Contextualist Group.

Given in Table fj are the responses (Frequencies and 

percentages) of the dominant contextualist group analysed in 

terms of phases and dimension of the crisis experience.

Phase I : Shock

As indicated in (Table 7) the results showed that the 

CO and CM groups had greater tendency towards 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 were 

found to have relatively greater tendency towards disturbance 

in emotional experience (9.61,8.82) as compared to the CO 

.group, it was found that the CO and CM groups were almost 

equally disturbed in the cognitive structure (2.86,2.88) as 

compared to the CF group. Whereas the CO 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 CM 

groups showed comparatively more disturbed attitude towards 

help and sympathy (2.94,2.88) than the CO group during the 

shock phase.

Phase II : Defensive Retreat (Denial)

The table 7 also indicated that the CO group had 

relatively greater tendency towards disturbance in self-expe

rience (11.43) as compared to the CFl'and CFgroups . The CF
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group revealed more disturbed reality (denial) perception 
(5.29) as compared to the CO and CM groups. The CM group was 

found to have more disturbed emotional experience (6.73) as 

compared to the CO and CF groups. The CF group showed more 
disorganized cognitive structure (3.53) as compared to the CO 

and CM groups. All the three groups CO, CM and CF did not 
differ much in regard to their attitude towards physical dis
ability. The CFT group showed relatively more disturbed atti
tude towards help and sympathy (2.35) then the CO and CM groups 

during this'phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement

The results (Tabled) 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 compared to the CO and CM groups. While 

the CO and CM groups^ revealed relatively more disturbances in 
cognitive structure (2.14,2.88) the CF group did not. The 

results also showed that all the three groups i.e. CO , CM and 
CF were found to have more or less similar attitude toward 
physical disability (2.86,2.88,2.35). The CF and CO groups 

showed relatively more positive attitude toward help and 
sympathy (7.65,6.43) than the CM group.

Phase IU : Adjustment and change

The Table (no.7) revealed that the CM group had 

relatively greater -'tendency toward positive seif-experience
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(11.54)- This group was also found to have better reality 

perception (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 relatively more balanced and organi

zed cognitive structure (2.14,1.92) as compared to the CF 

group. The CO and CF groups expressed more acceptance of 

their physical disability (2.14,2.94) as compared to the CM 

group. The CO group indicated more positive attitude toward 

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

during the adjustment phase.



To
ta

l

69 10
0

16
0

10
0

H
rH 10

0

LO 10
0

10 10
0

8
*4
B
P-.

0
1

o

3

EH
%

aEH
CO 
tD 
hj
<t{

$

B
A,

* <=-!
s
a

'1

yc

co
« *4*

O
CO
to. CO

to
i>
CO

rH
to
CO

H
03
t>
rH

LO
H

*=^
O-
CO

to
rH

03

H

o
cn
03

rH

CO

03
CO
O
o
o
to

03

CO

to
E>
H

8

03

rH

CO

03
O
rH
ft

LO

to

to
rH

c3

rH

G
G

CO

CO

03

H

CO

s

H
IT - 
CO
4

■4*

to

LO
C3
03
H

CO

LO
CO
CO

r-i
to

CO
03

o
G

to
to

CO

s

s

Oi
■tf
CO
G

CO
rH

h

CO

10
•CO

»CO

03

<0

03

O
,co
If
c-
G.

co
0
0-
CO
O'
01
03

01
H

CO

H

to

Sj

£>
LO
0;
CO
03
CD
O
03
H

CO .

CO

to

to

to

r-i
O
£>
CO
CO
4

CO
CO

4H*
00
CO

4

03

rH

H

o
G

to
to

CO
03 .
C^-
rH -
03

•rH

CO
03

to
rH

' CO 
H

CO
rH

CO
G

to

0>
CO

- •sj*
03

CO

a
CO

CO

CO

03
•

CO

rH

CO

■4

03

if)

o
CO
to
o
G

03

to
Cd

[>

H

to

to
H

18
to
CM
rH

CO
30
C"
G

to

CO
3.

51
 7.

01
 5.2

6

to

to

CO
o

G

to
OJ
to
CO

to
03

G
rH

■8

7.
23

 4.7
4 6

.4
8

W
CO
03 t>-

s
o
H

o>
03
to

if.
CO

CO
to
C3 N}1

o
C7>
to

8
CO

to

J to
*03 o o 0-

CO
o

CO
CO
to
CO

r-i

03
O-
rH

rH
rH

■tf
0-
03

1
H
CO

1
OJ

•03
H

3
H CO

8
r-i

rH
55
O

H
03
O-

4rH to
O
LO

4
H

CO
403

O
CO
to

. "3*
‘0
03 t>

3
to

H

03
i>
rH H

G
G

CO

03
•

03
03

o
G

•03 to
to
$>

CO
03

to
I>

H
O O S

G

C3

H
c3

O
CO
to

s
10
[>
CO

g

O
G

4
O-

O O
E5

CO
[>

to

CO

H
• l3

6
G

C3
00

o
o

LO
’ to

co
CO

03
LQ - 
^ '

CQ
ft 8

,
to

O o to

C3
—?

co
o o ■4*

O
G

to

5?
• m

03

•tf

a
 PHAS

E

•4»

H
03

o
(Xi

03 to

03
H

CO o-
rH

to es
ft
to

ft 03

CO
H

03
o
G

03 to

03
H

CO
LO

8
to

r-i
03
i>

rH
s

G
rjj

CO

o
►j-C

a

H

03
H

rH

H

03

“ 0-

o
OJ
03

s

3

CO

CO 
‘ rH

CO
CO

*
l-H

03
H
CO

to

to

8
to

to
03

to

03

to

to

CO

03 - 
to
CC

a 03

CO

CO

c^

Ph A< LOO p* 04 s
0- to

CO
n ii

Hr V?**-i «N

04 Ph eu 04

O H ii

§
t

o

o

rH
CO
to 

to 03
It il o

G
t>

LO
CO rH
II Ii

rH
cci

•P
O

EH

o
G O

Ta
m

e a
s 

1 1 
0

Fr
eq

ue
nc

ie
s an

d P
er

ce
nt

ag
es

 of
 Re

sp
on

se
s o

f th
e U

nc
la

ss
ifi

ed
 W

or
ld

H
yp

ot
he

se
s G

ro
up

 in 
Te

rm
s o

f th
e P

ha
se

s an
d D

im
en

si
on

s o
f C

ris
is

 
1

<
•

Ex
pe

rie
nc

e.
 ..



111

3.7 The Effect oP Differential Patterns of Ubrld Hypotheses 
on Crisis Experience. The Unclassified Group.

, Presented in Table 8 are the responses (Frequencies and
percentages) of the unclassified groups analysed in terms of 

phases and dimensions of crisis experience.

Phase I : Shock

The results (Table 8; indicated that the FC group showed 
greater tendency toward disturbances in self-experience (10.14) 
whereas the FM and MO 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 0C §nd MO groups 

revealed more disturbances in reality perception (5.26,3.45) as 
compared to the FC and FM groups. The 0C and FM groups showed 
more emotional disturbances (5.26,3.12) as compared to the FC 

and MO groups. The OC and MO groups indicated more disturbed 
cognitive structure.(6.14,5.17) as compared to the FC and FM 

groups. It was'found that the MO and_ PM grcups showed more 
disturbed attitude toward their physical disability (6.90,3,12) 

as compared to the FC and OC groups. The FM and DC groups showed 
more resistances toward help and sympathy (5.00,4.38) as comp
ared to the FC and MO groups at this phase.

'Phase II ; 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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(8.75,7.90,5.80) as compared to the (10 group. The FR and FC 

groups also revealed relatively more disturbed attitude 
toward reality perception (3.75,2.90) as compared to the 0C 

and RQ groups. It was seen that the 0C and FC groups indicated 
relatively more disturbed emotional experience (6.14,5.80) 

than the FR and R0 groups while all the four groups i.e. FC, 
FR, 0C and R0 did not differ much in regard to their cognitive 
structure (1.44,1.88,0.87,1.72). The FR group was found to 

have more disturbances in their attitudes toward physical dis
ability (4.38) as compared to the FC, 0C and R0 groups. The FC 

group revealed greater degree of resistance toward help and 
sympathy (10.14) as compared to the FR, 0C and R0 groups.

Phase III : Acknowledgement

The table 8 also showed that the FR, R0 and FC groups 
showed greater tendency toward positive self-experience (9.31, 
8.62, 7.25) as compared to the 0C group. However, the OC and 

R0 groups revealed relatively more tendency toward positive 
reality perception (7.01,6.90) than the FC and FR groups. It 

was seen that the R0 group showed greater tendency toward 
emotional adjustment (1O.34) as compared to the FC, FR and 0C 

groups. The 0C group showed relatively more balanced and orga
nized cognitive structure (4.38) as_ compared to the FC', FR and 

R0 groups. The FC group was found to have more acceptance of 
their physical disability (8.70) as compared to the FR, 0C and 

R0 groups. The 0C group showed relatively more positive
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attitude toward help and sympathy (4,38} than the FC, FM and 

MO groups during this phase*

Phase 11/ : Adjustment and change

As is revealed in (Table 8) the FM, OC and MO groups 
showed relatively mors positive self-experience (7.5, 7.01, 
6.90) compared to the FC group while all tho four groups i.e,

FC , FM , OC and 'MO were not found to differ much in regard to 
their reality perception (4.35, 3.12, 3.51, 3.45). The MO and 

OC groups showed comparatively more emotional adjustment 
(6.90 , 4.38) than the FC and FM groups. The MO and FM groups 
were found to have more integrated cognitive structure (5.17, 
5.00) as compared totthe FC and 0C groups. The 0C , M0 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 showed relatively 
more positive attitude toward help and sympathy (5.80) than the 

FM , 0C and M0 groups during the adjustment phase.
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3,8 The Effect of Differential Patterns of Value- 

Types on Crisis Experience,

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

in terms of the phases and dimensions of crisis experience.

Phase I : Shock

The results (Table 9) 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, A,V, 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 3V and PM groups 
uere found to have more disturbed cognitive structure (4.09, 
3.74) as compared to the TV, El/, flV 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, EV, SV 

and RV groups. The AV,. SV, RV groups showed 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 showed that the dominant TV and PVtoward
groups revealed greater tendency^disturbances in self-experi
ence (9.27,10.69) as compared to the EV, AV, SV and RV groups.



The dominant AV and SV groups shoued 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 showed 
greater degree of emotional disturbances (7.43,6.42,6.09) 

as compared to the TV, SV and RV groups. The dominant AV and 
SV groups indicated relatively more disturbed cognitive 
structure (5.41,5.26) as compared to the TV, EU, PV and RV 

groups. The TV group alone was found to have relatively more 
disturbed attitude toward its physical disability, (5.96) 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 groups during this phase.

Phase III : Acknowledgement

The results indicated in Table 9 showed that the 
dominant TV, EV and RV groups shoued greater tendency toward 
disturbances in self-experience (8.94,8.33,9.41) as compared 

to the AV, SV and PV groups. The TV, SV and PV groups revealed 
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 to have more emotional 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 

RU groups. The dominant TV and RV groups indicated greater 
degree of acceptance of their phypicalldisability
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(3.64.3.47) as compared to the EV, fl 1/, SV and PV groups.

The EV, TV, AV and RV groups showed comparatively more 
positive attitude toward help and sympathy (6.22,5.30,5.07 

and 5.50) than the SV and PM groups during this phase.

Phase IV : Adjustment and change

As is indicated in Table 9 the EV, AV, PV and RV 
groups showed relatively more positive self-experience

i

(6.34,6.42,6.42,6.51) than the TV and SV 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, A,V and PV groups. 
The AV and RV groups were found to have more integrated aW 
organized cognitive structure (4.05,3.18) as compareditotthe 

TV, EV, SV and PV groups. It was seen that the AV, PV and SV 
groups showed relatively more acceptance of their 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.



PART TUO:

In order to study the effects of the type of limb-

injury and amputation (Leg or Arm), disability causing

orsituation (AccidentA illness anelUar) , differential patterns 

of world hypotheses (Formism, Machanicism, 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, t-values and chi-squares of the obtained 

data were determined.

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

(leg or arm) On The Various Areas of Adjustment.

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 

varianceuere computed. Means and standard deviations are 

shown In TablelQ, for various areas of adjustment under study.



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

! £•
 

l ® N. 
;

Amputation 
= 70) ...... Arm Amputation (N = 40)

% = 63.64 % - 36.36
Fleans Standard

Deviation
Fleans Standard 

Deviation
df t-val-

ues

Home 14.94 8.13 15.47 7.75 108 .34
Health 15.07 10.51 15.25 9.68 1 08 .09
Social 13.66 5.51 13.27 5.82 1 08 0.34
Emotional 15.63 9.92 15.57 9.68 108 .03
Occupational 14.40 6.30 15.4 5.26 108 .89

Total
Fleans and
Standard
Deviations

14.74 8.35 14.99 7.91 108 .16

P >.05 Not Significant.

The results did not indicate the differences in terms 
of t-values (Tablelfl). .Whereas some differences in some areas 

uere observed in terms of means. AA group revealed unsatisfactory 
home adjustment (FI = 15.4?) compared to LA group (FI = 14.94).

AA group showed more dissatisfactory occupational adjustment 
(FI = 15*47') compared to LA group (FI = 14.40).

As indicated in the results (Table29) both the groups 

LA and AA did not differ much in the areas of health, social 
and emotional adjustment.



Table 11:

Relationship betueen the Type of Injury 
and Home Adjustment.

120

Type of 
Injury

Excellent
Home

Good
Adjustment

Average Unsatis
factory

tfery
unsati
sfactory

Total

F
Leg Amp.

0 4 25 7 3'4 70

P
N=70
% a 63.64

(00) (5.71) (35.71) (10) (48.57) (100)

F
Arm &mp.

0 0 16 5 19 • 40

P
N = 40
% = 36.36

(00) (00) (40) (12.50) (47.50) (100)

F
Total

0 4 41 12 53 110

P (00) (03.64) (37.27) (10.91) (48.18) (100)

2% = 2.55 df = 4 P> .05

P>.05Not 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 viz| LA and 

AA. However, both the groups showed very unsatisfactory home 

adjustments(LA = 48.57 and AA = 47.50).



Table 12 S

Relationship between the Type of Injury '
and Health Adjustment.

121

Type of 
Injury

Health

Excellent Good

Adjustment

Average Unsatis
factory

Uery
unsati
sfactory

Total

F
Leg Amp,

2 7 20 2 39 70

P
N = 70
% = 63.64

(02.86) (10.00) (28.57) (02.86) (55.71) (100)

F
Arm Amp.

1 4 8 6 21 40

P
N = 40
% = 36.36

(02.50) (10.00) (20.00) (15.00) (52.50) (100)

F
Total

3 11 28 8 60 110

N=1 1 0 P (02.73) (10.00) (25.45) (07.27) (54.54) C/0‘0

- x - 5. 96 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 health adjustment of the two groups LA and AA. However, both 

the groups showed vary unsatisfactory overall health adjustment 

{LA = 55.71* and AA * 52.50).
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Table 13:
Relationship between the Type of Injury 
and Social Adjustment.

Social Adjustment
Type of 
Injury

Very
Aggre
ssive

Aggre
ssive

Average Retiring Very
Retir
ing

Total

F
Leg Amp.

1 7 31 28 3 70

P
N=?0

(01.43) (1 0.00) (44.28) (40.00) (04.28) (100)

% = 63.64

F 1 4 20 13 2 40
Arm Amp.

P (02.50) (10.00) (50.00) (32.50) (05.00) (1 00)
N = 40
% = 36.36

P 2 11 51 41 5 100
Total

P
N = i-TO

(01 .82) (10.00) (46.36) (37.2?) (04.54) (100)

2 n„ X “ *73 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 their 
problems of social adjustment.



Table 14 •

Relationship between the Type of Injury 
and Emotional Adjustment,
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- Emotional Adjustment
Type of 
Injury

Excellent Good Average Unsatis
factory

l/ery
unsatis
factory

Total

F 8 10 14 8 30 70
tag Amp.'

P
N = 70

(11.43) (14.28) (20.00) (11.43) (42*. 86) (100)

% = 63.64
F 5 6 8 4 17 40

Arm Amp.
P

N * 40
(12.50) (15.00) (20.00) (10.00) (42.50) (100)

% = 36.36

F
Total

P
N=11 0

13
(11.82)

16
(14.54)

22
(20.00)

12
(10.91)

47
(42.73)

110
00S)

x2 = • « df * 4 IP >.05

P>.Q5 Not Significant,

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

two groups i.e. LA and AA do not differ significantly in their 
problems of emotional adjustment. However, both the groups 
showed unsatisfactory emotional adjustment (LA = 54.29 ;
AA = 52.50).



Table 15 :
Relationship between the Type of Injury and 
Occupational .Adjustment.
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Type of 
Injury

Excellent
Occupational

Good Average
Adjustment
Unsatis- Very 
factory unsati

sfactory
Total

l\ ; 1 1 V
F

Leg A,mp.
3 3 23 15 26 70

N - 70 P 
% * 63.64

(4.28) (4.28) (32.86) (21.43) (37.14) (100)

F
Arm Amp.

0 2 11 11 16 40

P
N = 40
% - 36.36

(0.00) (05.00) (27.50) (27.50) (40.00) (100) '

F
Total

3 5 34 26 42 110

P (2.It) (04.54) (30.90) (23.63) (38.18) (100)

P^.05 Not Significant

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

that the two groups i.e. LA, and A.A do not differ significantly 
in their problems of occupational adjustment. However, both the 
groups revealed unsatisfactory occupational adjustment 
(LA - 58.57 ; AA = 67.50).



1253.10 The Effects of the Disability-Causing Situation- 
on the Problems of Adjustment.

Given in Table 16 are means and standard deviations of 
adjustment scores for the Disabled-Civilians and Uar-Disabled 
subjects in various areas of adjustment, i.s. home, health, 
social, emotional and occupational.

Table 16 :
(leans, Standard Deviations and t-values for the 
Disabled Civilians and War Disabled Subjects in 
Different Areas of Adjustment,

Areas of 
•Adjustment

Disabled- 
Civilians 
(N = 70) 
fa = 63.64

Uar-
(N
%

-Disabled
= 40)
= 36.36

Means Standard
Deviations

Means Standard
Deviations

df t-value

Home 12.24 7.49 20.12 6.20 108 *5.92

Health 11.6 9.2S 21.32 8.72 108 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
al

1 2.3 5.69 19.07 3.44 108 7.78*

Total Means 
and Standard 
Deviations

11 .92
l

7.64 19.91 5.90 108 6.44

* All the t-values are significant at .05
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The UD group revealed more unsatisfactory home 

adjustment ([*1=20.12) compared to DC group (1*1=12.24). UD 

group also indicated more unsatisfactory health adjustment 

(1*1=21.32) compared to DC group (1*1=11.6). UD group uas found 

to be more submissive and retiring in their social adjustment 
((*1=17.20) compared to DC group ([*1=11.41 ) . UD group also showed 

significantly greater degree of emotional unstability 

([*121.82) compared to DC group (1*1=12.06). Above data (Table 16) 

indicates that UD group revealed overall poor adjustment 

(1*1=19.91) compared to DC group (1*1=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 Uar-disabled people, t-values 
for the above data were also calculated (Table 16).

All the t-values were highly significant.

P < .01

P -C .01 

P «< .01 

P < .01 

P < .01

; Home adjustment, t(l08) = 5.92.

; Health adjustment, t(l08) = 5.49.

; Social adjustment, t(l08) = 6.58.

; Emotional adjustment, t(l08) =, 6.01.

; Occupational adjustment, t(l08) = 7.78.
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Table 17 j

Relationship between the Disability-Causing 
Situation and Home Adjustment.

Excell
ent

Good

Home Adjustment

Average Unsatix 
sfactory

Very
unsati
sfactory

Total

F
Disabled
Civilians

0 4 35 7 24 70

pM = 70 
% = 63.64

(00.00) (05.71) (50.00) (10.00) (34.29) (100)

F
Uar
Disabled

0 0 6 5 29 40

N = 40 P 
% = 36.36

(00.00) (00.00) (15.00) (12.50) (72.50) (100)

F
Total

0 4 41 1 2 53 110

N = 110 P (00.00) (03.64) (37.27) (10.91) (48.18) (100)

x.2 = 1B. 49 d f = 4 P C .01 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. Uar disabled people had more home adjustment problems 
(72.50) compared to the .Disabled-civilians (34.29),



Table 18 :

Relationship between the Disability-Causing 
Situation and Health Adjustment.

128

Excell
ent

Heal

Good

th Adjustment

Average Unsati
sfactory

Very
unsati
sfactory

Total

F
Disabled
Civilians

3 10 • 22 7 28 70

N = 70 P 
% - S3.64

(04.29) (14.28) (31.43) (10.00) (40.00) (100)

F
Uar
Disabled

0 1 6 1 32 40

N = 40 P 
% = 36.36

(00.00) (02.50) (15.00) (02.50) (80.00) (100)

F
T otal

3 11 28 8 60 110

N = 110 P (02.73) (10.00) (25.45) (07.27) (54.54) (100)

II

i

17.21 df = 4 Pc .01 Significant

The above results do not support the null hypothesis 
(no.6). In other words the two groups CD_ and WD differed signi

ficantly in regard's to their problems of health adjustment. The 
disabled civilians have more unsatisfactory health adjustment 
(40.00)'as compared to the Uar-disabled people (80.00).



Table 19 :

Relationship between the DisabilityiCausing 
Situation and Social Adjustment.

Social Adjustment
ye ry
Aggre
ssive

Aggre
ssive

Average Retir
ing

Me ry
Retir
ing

Total

F 2 11 38 19 0 70
Disabled
Civilians

PN = 70 
% = 63.64

(02.86) (15.71) (54.29) (27.14) (00.00) (100)

F 0 0 13 22 ' 5 40
Uar
Disabled
N = 40 P 
% = 36.36

(00.00) (00.00) (32.50) (55.00) (12.50) (100)

F 2 11 51 41 5 110
Total
N = 110 P (01 .82) (10.00) (46,36) (37.27) (04.54) (100)

2% - 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 UD differ 

significantly in their problems of social adjustment. The war 
disabled subjects show greater social problems (67.50) than the 

civil disabled (27.14).



Table 20 i

1 30

Relationship between the Disability-Causing 

Situation and Emotional Adjustment.

Excell
ent

Emotional Adjustment

Good Average Unsati
sfactory

Very
unsati
sfactory

T otal

F

Disabled
Civilians

13
s

1 5 15 6 21
\

70

N = 70 P 
% = 63.64

(18.57) (21.43) (21 .43) (08.57) (30.00) (100)

F
Uar
Disabled

0 , 1 7 6 26 40

N = 40 P 
% - 36.36

(00.00) (02.50) (17.50) (15.00) (65.00) (100)

F

Total
13 16 22 12 47 110

N = 110 P (11.82) (14.54) (20.00) (10.91) (42.73) (100)

C
MC
M11

C
M* .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 UD were found 

to be significantly different in their problems of emotional 

adjustment.



Table 21 :
Relationship between Disability-Causing 
Situation and Occupational Adjustment.

Occupational Adjustment
Excell
ent

Good Average Unsatis- 
factory

Very , 
unsati
sfactory

Total

F 3 5 31 15 16 70
Disabled
Civilians ,

N = 70 P 
% = 63.64

(04.29) (07.14) (44.28) (21.43) (22.86) (100.00)

F
Uar
Disabled

0 0 3 11 26 40

N = 40 P 
% = 36.36

(00.00) (00.00) (07.50) (27.50) (65.00) (100.00)

F 3 5 34 26 42 110
Total
N = 110 P (02.73) (04.54) (30.91 ) (23.64) “(38.18) (100)

% 2 = 29. 35 df » 4 P < . 01 Significant

The 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 occupational adju
stment. However, the war disabled showed very unsatisfactory 
(65.00) occupational adjustment as compared to the disabled 
civilians (22.86).



3.11 Tha Effect-- of the Differential Patterns 
of the Uorld Hypotheses on the Problems 
of Adjustment.

Presented in Table 22 are means and standard deviations 
of adjustment scores for tha disabled people with differential 

patterns of Uorld-Hypotheses in various areas of adjustment

i.e. home, health, social, emotional and occupational
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It was found that the dominant Mechanicist and 

contextualists had more unsatisfactory home adjustment 
(11=16,26) compared to the organicists (14.54) and formists 

(1*1=14.58) . Contextualists were found to have more unsatis
factory health adjustment (1*1=16.05) compased to the Organicists 
(1*1=14.54) Formists ((*1=15.71) and Mechanicists (1*1=15.15). 

Further, it was seen 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 the Organi
cists (1*1=11.86) and the Contextualists (1*1=13.7). It was also 

seen that dominant Formists and Contextualists had poorer 
emotional adjustment (1*1=16.33)16.11) when compared to the 
Organicists (1*1=13.4) and Mechanicists (1*1=15.96). The Mechani

cians and Formists were also found to be more dissatisfied 
with their occupations (1*1=1 5.92,1 5.04) compared to the 
Organicists (1*1=14.27) and the Contextualists (1*1=14.33).



Tabla 23 : 135
Relationship between Differential Patterns 
of Uorld Hypotheses and Home Adjustment.

Dominant 
Uorld- 
Hypotheses

Excell
ent

Home Adjustment

Good Average Unsati
sfactory

Very
unsati
sfactory

Total

F ormist
F 0 6 4 ■ 1 13 24

N = 24 
% ~ 26.37

P (00.00) (25.00) (16.67) (04.17) (54.16) (100)

Mechani-
F 0 4 9 0 14 27

cist
N = 27 
% ■ 29.67

P (00.00) (14.81) (33.33) (00.00) (51.85) (99.99)'

Organi-
F 0 1 8 4 9 22

cist
N » 22 
% = 24.17

P (00.00) (04.54) (36.36) (18.18) (40.91) (99.99)

Contextu-
F 1 0 4 0 13 18

alist
N = 18 
% = 19.78

P (05.56) (00.00) (22.22) (00.00) (72.22) (100)

Total
F 1 11 25 5 49 91

N * 91 
% = 100

P (01.10) (12.09) (27.47) (05.49) (53.85) (100)

X 2 = 22. 39 df = 12 PC .05

PC.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 (54.15)Mschanicists(51.85) and the Organicists(40.91).



Table 24
1 36

A,NOVA of the Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Uorld-Hypotheses Groups.

Source df Sum of squares Mean squares F ' ’

yorld- 
Hypothss es

3 62.51 20.84 *3.22

Error S. S. 87 5848.03 67.22

Total 90 5910.54

* P ■< .OS Significant

The analysis of v/ariance of the Home Adjustment scores 
for the different dominant Uorld-Hypotheses 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 between home adjustment 
scores of the various dominant world-hypotheses groups, t-v/alues 
were calculated, but significant differences were not found 
between the means of any of the groups.



Table 2SS * 13 7

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

Dominant
Whrld-Hy-
potheses

Excell
ent

Health Adjustment
Good Average Unsati

sfactory
Very
unsatis
factory

Total

F ormist
F i_0 3 5 7 9 24

N = 24 
% = 26.37

P (00.00) (12.50) (20.03) (29.17) (37.50) (100)

flechani-
F 0 2 7 8 10 27

cist
N = 27 
% = 29.67

P (00.00) (07.41) (25.92) (29.63) (37.04) (100)

Organicist
F 0 0 12 3 7 22

N « 22 
% = 24.17

P (00.00) (00.00) (54.54) (13.64) (31.82) (100)

Context-
F 1 0 ■ 5 4 8 18

ualist
N » 18 
% » 19.78

P (05.56) (00.00) (27.78) (22.22) (44.44) (100)

Total
F 1 5 29 22 34 91

N » 91
% » 100

p (01.10) (05.49) (31.87) (24.18) (37.36) (100)

% 2 = 25.57 df = 12 P < .05 .

P<C.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, flechanicists and Contextualists had poorer
health adjustment as compared to the organicists



Table 26 i

1 38

ANOl/A of Health Adjustment scores 
for the World-Hypotheses Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Fleans
squares

F

World
Hypotheses 3 27.33 9.11 12.340 *

Error S. ;S, 87 9780.73 112.42

Total 90 9808.11

P .01 Significant

The analysis of variance of the health adjustment 

scores for the different dominant 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 adjustment 

scores of ths various dominant Uorld-Hypotheses groups, t-test

was calculated, but t-values were found to be insignificant
*

between the means of any of the dominant world-hypotheses groups.



Table 27 : 1 39
Relationship between Differential Patterns 
of World Hypotheses of the Subjects and 
Social Adjustment.

Social Adjustment

Dominant
World-
Hypothesis

Very
Aggre
ssive

Aggre
ssive

Average Retir»i 
ing

Very
Retir
ing

Total

F 1 3 11 7 2 24
F ormist
N = 24 P (04.17) (12.50) (45.83) (29.17) (08.33) (100)
% = 26.37

Mechani-
F 0 1 13 12 1 27

cist
N * 27 
% = 29.67

P (00.00) (03.70) (48.15) (44.44) (03.70) (99.99)

Organi-
F 1 4 10 6 1 22

cist
N = 22 
% = 24.17
Context-

P

F

(04.54)

0

(18.18)

2

(45.45)

6

(27.27)

9

(04.54)

1

(99.99)

18
ualist
N = 18 
% » 19.78

P (oo.oo) (11 .1 1) (33.33) (50.00) (05.55) (99.99)

Total
N = 91 
% = 100

F 2 10 40 34 5 91
P (02.20) (10.99) (43.96) (37.36) (05.49) (100)

■ * 2 ■- 9.833, idf = 12 P >.05

P >.05 Not Significant.

The results support the null hypothesis (no,7) showing 

that the various dominant W.H.groups did not differ significantly 
in their problems of social adjustment.

However, the contextualists had poorer social adjustment 
(55.55) as compared to the Formists (37.50), flechanicists (48.14) 

and Organicists (31.81).
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Table :

A NOVA, of Social Adjustment Scores 
for the Uorld-Hypotheses Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Uorld 3 94.99 31.66 1.12
Hypotheses
Error 3. S., B7 3088.77 35.50

Total 90 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 23: 1 4 1
Relationship between Differential Patterns 
of Uorld Hypotheses of the Subjects and 
Emotional Adjustment.

Emotional Adjustment

Dominant Excell- Good Average Unsati- Uery Total
World- ent s factory unsati-
Hypothesis sfactory

F
\

2
i

3
i

5 !2 12 24
Formist

(08.33)
N = 24 P (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
Organi-
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-
ualist
N = 18 
% = 19.78

P (16.66) (11.11) (05.55) (11.11) (55.55) (99.98)

Total
N = 91

F 8 13 19 11 40 91
P (08.79) (14.28) (20.88) (1 2.09) (43.96) (100)

% = 100

2 _X “ 12‘ 54 df = 12 IP >. 05

P>.05 Not Significant.

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

various dominant UH groups i.e. Formists,Meehanicists,Organicists 

and Contextualists did not differ significantly in their problems 

of emotional adjustment. '

As indicated in Table32' the contextualists showed poorer 

emotional adjustment (66.66) as compared to the Formists (58.33) f'lech- 

anicists (55.55) and Organicists (45.45’).
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Table 30 ;
ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the World-Hypotheses Groups.

Source df 'Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

. F

World
Hypothes es 3 125.29 41.76 2.493
Error S. S. 87 9059.39 104.13

Total 90 9184.68

P > .05 Not Significant

The above AN0VA Table indicated that the different 
dominant world hypotheses groups do not differ significantly 
in their emotional adjustment F{87 , 3) = 2.493, P > .05.



Tables 31: 143
Relationship between Differential Patterns of 
Uorld Hypotheses of the Subjects and Occupational 
Adjustment.

Dominant
Uorld-Hypc
theses

) — Excell
ent

Occupational

Good Average

Adju stment
Unsati- 
sfactory

Very
unsati
sfactory

T otal

Formist
F

f

1 2 5 7 9 24

N = 24 
% = 26.37

P (04.17) (08.33) (20.83) (29.17) (37.50) (100)

Mechani-
F 0 2 7 8 10 27

cists
N = 27 
% = 29.67

P (oo.oo) (07.41 ) (25.92) (29.63) (37.04) (100)

Organi-
F 1 0 11 3 7 , 22

cist
N = 22 
% = 24.17

P (04.54) (00.00) (50.00) (13.64) (31 .82) (100)

Context-
F 0 1 5 4 8 18

ualist
N = 18 
% - 19.78

P (00.00) (05.55) (27.78) (22.22) (44.44) (99.99)

Total
N - 91 
% = 100

F L 2 5 28 22 34 91
P (02.20) (05.49) (30.77) (24.17) (37.36) (99.99)

X2 = 20 .97 df * 12 P > .05

P>.05 Not Significant

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

various dominant UH groups i.e. Formists,ffiechanicists,Organicists 

and Contextualist did not differ significantly in their problems 

of occupational adjustment.

However, as indicated in Table Formists,Flechanicists

and Contextualists showed poorer occupational adjustment as compared 

to the organicists.



Table 32 i

1 4 4

ANOVA of Occupational Adjustment Scores 

for the World-Hypotheses Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

World
Hypotheses 3 42.78 14.26 2.44

Error S. S. 87 3033.18 34.86

Total 90 3075.96

P > .05 Not 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



)

Given in Table 33 are means and standard deviations of 
adjustment scores for the Formist groups in different 
areas of adjustment i.e.,home, health , social,emotional 
and occupational.

Table 33 ;
Means and Standard Deviations Scores of
the Formists in Different Areas of Adjustment.
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Areas of Formist- Formist- Formist-
Adjustment Organicist Mechanicist Contextualist

it 
ii

9)
37.5

(N = 9 )
% = 37.5

( N = 6 )
% » 25.00

Means Stand- Means Stand- Means Standard
ard ard Devia-
Devia- Devia- tions
tions tions

Home 16.00 7.36 13.22 7.34 14.50 7.43
Health 16.11 9.51 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 6.38 14.57 6.43 14.17 3.02

Total Means
and Stand- 15.91 7.80 14.42 8.09 15.10 7.98
ard Deviations

It uas 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 FQ groups showed more 
unsatisfactory health adjustment (M=1 6.33,16.11 ) compared to
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FM group (M=1 4.89). FM and FC groups indicated sociBlly more 

submissive and retiring (M=14.55,14.17) as compared to FO 

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 occupational 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 :

ANOWA of Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Formist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Formism 2 34.78 17.39 3.57

Error S. 3. 21 1305.06 62.15

Total 23 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 , PC .05 

between the various Formist groups i.e. FO , FM and FC.
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Table 35 t

ANOl/A of Health Adjustment Scores
for the Formist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Rean
squares

F

Formism 2 9.84 40 9 2
l

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 between the 

various dominant Formist groups i.e. F0 , FR and FC.
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Table 36 :
ANOl/A of Social Adjustment Scores
for the Formist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Formistn 2
in 2. 27 14.88

Error S. !S. 21 ■ 709.3 33.78

Total 23 713.84

P< .01 'Significant.

The analysis of variance of social adjustment scores 
for the Formist group showed statistically significant diff
erence, F (21 , 2) = 14.88 , P < .01 between the various 

groups F0 , FFI and FC. Means scores, of the same groups 
(Table 3?) also showed differences in their social adjustment.
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Table 37 i

A NOVA of Emotional,Adjustment Scores 
for the Formist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Formisra 2 43.55 21.78 4.85

Error S. S. 21 2217.79 10S561

Total 23 2261.34

P < .05 Significant

The analysis of variance of emotional adjustment

scores for the Formist group ishowed statistically signi-
fleant difference F(21 , 2) = 4 inCO• P < .05 between the
various Formist groups i.e. FQ , FM and FC. Mean scores o
the same groups (Table 37) also indicated differences in 

the emotional adjustment.

J



Table 38 :
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A NOVA of Occupational Adjustment 
Scores for the Formist Group,

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean 
squar es

F

Formism 2 14.12 7.06 5.35

Error S. S. 21 792.84 • 37.75

T otal 23 806.96

P <; ,05 Significant.

The analysis of variance of occupational adjustment 
scores for the Formist group showed statistically significant 
difference, F(21 , 2) = 5.35 , P < .05 between the various

Formist groups i.e. F0 , FFl and FC. Mean scores of the 
Formist-Organicist and Fcrmists-Mechanicist (Table 37) also 

indicated differences in their occupational adjustment.



Given in Table 39 are means and standard d
- ) < 
\s ofg

adjustment scores for the Meehan icists^h drrre'f^ht /^
/

areas of adjustment i.e., home, health, lo~ 

onal and occupational.

Table 39 5
Means and Standard Deviation of Scores 
of the Mechanicist Group in Different 
Areas of Adjustment.

Areas of 
Adjustment

Mechanicist- 
Organicist 
(N = 8 )
% = 29.63

Mechanicist 
Formist 

( N = 7 )
% = 25.92

: Mechanicist- 
Contextualist

( N = 12 )
% = 44.44

Means Stand
ard
Dev/ia-, 
t ions

Means S tand- 
ard
Devia
tions

Means Standard
Devia
tions

Home 19.75 5.82 18.71 6.71 12.5 7.60

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 S* 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 
Deviations

18.40 7.7 18.31 7.23 12.07 7.82

It ua-s found M0 group indicated unsatis factory home
adjustment (M = 19.75) as compared to MF group (M = 1S.71) and 
MC group (M = 12.5). MF group showed more unsatisfactory health



adjustment (M = 20.43) as compared to the MO group (M=17'.0G) 
and MC group (M=10.83). The MO and MF groups were also found
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to be socially more submissive and retiring (M = 17 .73# 16.57)

as compared to MC group (M = 11 .42) . M0 gre up fe It amotionally

more unstable (M = 20.5) as compared to MF group (M = 18.43)

and MC group (M = 11.5 ). Th e MF and M0 gr oups uer e also seen

to be more dis sati sfied with th eir occupation- (M = 17.43 ,
17.3?) as compared to the MC gr oup (M = 14. 08). The M0 and MF

groups were fo und to be poor in the overall adju stment (M=18.40,

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

Table 40 :
ANOVA of Home Ad ju stment Scot es
for th e Meehan icist Group,

Sou rce df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Meehanicism 2 309.26 . 154.63- 2.899
Error S. S. 24 1279.93 53.33

Total 26 1589.19

P >.05 Not Sign ificant.

It s seen that the var ious Meehan iicist groups i,e.,
MO ,MF and MC did not differ significantly in their problems 
of home adjustment F(2,24) = 2.899, P > .05.



Table 44 :
ANOVA of Health Adjustment Scores 
for the Mechanicist Group.
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Source df Sumsof 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Meehanicism 2 1598.61 799.30 7.324
Error S. 5. 24 2619.39 109.14

Total 26 4218.00

P >.05 Not Significant.

The above results indicated that the various mechanicist
groups (Table 41) did not differ significantly in their problems
of health adjustment F(2, 24) = 7.324 , P > .05.

Table 42 I
A.N0VA of Social Adjustment Scores
for the Mechanicist Group •

'Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Mechaniclsm 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.



1 54Table 43 :
ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the Mechanicist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

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 Meehanicist groups did 
not differ significantly in their problems of emotional adju
stment F(2,24) = 2.389 , P ^ .05.

Table 44 :
A.N0UA of Occupational Adjustment Scores 
for the Mechanicist Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Meehanicism 2 73.34' 36.67 1.309

Error S. S. 24 672.52 28.02

Total 26 745.86

' P > .05 Not Significant •

The r esults showed that the various Mechanicist
groups did not differ significantly in their problems of
Occupational adj ustment F(2,24) = 1, 309 , P > .05.
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Presented in Table 54 are means and standard deviations 

of adjustment scores for the organicist group in diffe

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

emotional and occupational.

Table i45t

Means and Standard Deviations of Scores 
of the Organicist in Different Areas of ' 
Adjustment.

Areas of 
Adjustment

Organicist- 
F orimist 
(N » 10} 
f0 = 45.45

Organicist- 
Mechanicist
(N = ?)

& = 31 .82

Organicist- 
Contextualist 

(N = 5)
£2.73

Means Standard
Devia
tions

Means Standard
Devia
tions

Mdans Standard
Devia
tions

Home 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 5.90 11.71 5.20 16.6 2.94

Emotional 10.4 10.35 13.86 9.76 18.8 8.28

Occupational 12.0 5.97 15.71 5.28 16.8 5.84

Total Means 
and Stand
ard Deviations

11.32 8.12 14.23 7.68 17.84 7.32

From the above table it was seen that the DC group 

indicated mors unsatisfactory home adjustment (M-17.4) compared 

to OM group (M=15.14) and OF (M=12.7). The OC group also 

revealed more unsatisfactory health adjustment (1*1=19.6) compared 

to the QM group (M=14.7) and OF group (M=11,9). It was seen
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that OC group was socially more submissive and retiring 
((*1=16.6) compared to ON (1*1=11.71) and OF (N=9.6). OC group 
was found to be emotionally more unstable ((*1=18.8) compared 
to ON (N=13.86) and OF (N=,10.4); further the OC group uas 

also found to be more dissatisfied with their occupations 
(N=16.8) compared to ON (N=15.71) and OF (N=12.0). OC group 
indicated overall poorer adjustment (N=17.84) compared to ON 
(M=14.23) and OF (N=11.32).

Table 46 :
A.NOVA of Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Organicist Group.

Source df S,um of 
squares

Nean
squares

F

Organicism 2 77.30 38.65 1.69
Error 5. S. 19 1240.16 65.27

Total 21 1317.46

P >. 05 Not Significant

The above ANOVA indicated that the various organicist
groups i.e. OF , ON and OC did not differ significantly in 
the area of home adjustment F(19,2) = 1.69 , P >" .05.



Table 47 S
ANOVA of Health Adjustment Scores 
for the Organicist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

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 abov/e ANOUA showed that the various organicist

groups i.e. OF , 0M and DC did not difer significantly in
health adjustment F(2,19) * 2.01 , P > 05.

Table 48 :
A.NOVA of Social Adjustment 
for the Organicist Group.

Scores

Source df Sum o f 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Organicism 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 , QM and 0C did not differ significantly in 
the area of social adjustment F(2,19) = 2.674, P >,05.
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Table 49 :
ANQVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the Organicist Group.'

Source df Sums of Mean F
’ squares squares

Organicism 2 255.44 127.72 1.590

Error S, S. 19 1526.06 80.32

Total 21 1781.5

P > .05 Not Significant

It uas seen that (Table 49) the various organicist
groups i.e. OF , OM and 00 did not differ significantly in
the area of emotional adjustment F(2,19) = 1.590, P > .05.

Tabla 50 ;
ANQVA; of Occupational Adjustment Scores
for the Organicist Groups.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Organicism 2 98.13 49.065 1.291
Error S,. S, 19 722.23 38.01

Total 21 820.36

P t> ,05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various organicist 
groups i.e. OF , OM and DC did not differ significantly in 
the area of occupational adjustment F(2»19) = 1.291, P>.05.



Given in Table SI are means and standard deviations 

of adjustment scores for the contextualist group in 
different areas of adjustment i.e, home, health, 
social, emotional and occupational.
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Table 51 :
Pleans and Standard Deviations of Scores 
of the Contextualists in Oifferent Areas 
of Adjustment.

Areas of 
Adjustment

Contextualist-
Organicist(N = 6)
% « 33.33

Contextualist- 
Plechanicist 

(N = 4)
% = 22.22

Contextualist- 
Formist (N = 8)
% = 44.44 '

Mean Standard
Devia
tions

• Pisan 'Standard
Obviat
ions

Mean Standard"
Devia
tions

Home 17.33 9.16 10.00 8.75 18.37 8.24
Health 19.5 12.08 9.25 8.70 16.87 9.52
Social 12.83 7.13 9.5 3.20 16.5 3.5
Emotional 18.00 11.24 8.00 8.21 18.75 9.67
Occupational 14.67 6.39 8.5 • 4.39 17.00 4. 24

Total Pleans 
and Standard 
Qeviations

16.47 9.76 9.05 7.10 17.50 7.57

Results indicated that CF group had more unsatisfactory 
home adjustment ( PN18.37) compared to CD group (I'M 7.33) and 
CPI group (PIMO.OO). CO group had more unsatisfactory health 
adjustment (PM9.5) compared to CF group (PM6.87) and CPI group 
(Pl=9.25). CF group was found to ba socially more submissive and



retiring (1*1=16.5) compared to CO (Pl=12.83) and CPI (M=9.5).

CF group was also found to be emotionally more unstable 
(1*1=1 B.75) compared to CO group (1*1=18.00) and CPI (f*l=8,00).

CF group was found to be more dissatisfied with the occupations 
(Pl=17.00) compared to CO group (Pl=14.67) and CPI group (Pl=8.5), 

CF group uas found to be poorer in overall adjustment (1*1=17.50) 
compared to CO (1*1=16,47) and. CPI (PI=9.05).

160

Table SZ :
A.N0VA of Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Contextualist Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Contextualism 2 199.28 99.64 1.104

Error S. S, 15 1353.22 90.21

Total 17 1552.5

P > .05 Not Significant

The results indicated that the various Contextualist 

groups i.e. CO , CPI and CF did not differ significantly in 
the area of home adjustment F(2,15) = 1.104 , P > .05.
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Table 53 I

A NOVA of Health Adjustment Scores 
for the Contextualist Group.

Sou rce df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Contextualism 2 268.31 134.40 1.079

Error S. S. 15 1868.97 124.60

Total 17 2137.78

P > .05 Not Significant

The resu its indicated that the various cant extualist

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

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

Table SOsUr *

A NOVA. of Social Adjustment Scores
for th e Contextualist Grou P-

So urce df • Sum of Mean F
squares 'squares

Contextualism 2 137.78 68.89 2.328

Error '5 • S • 15 443.84 29.59

Total 17 581.62

P > .05 Not Significant

The resuilts indicated that the various contextualist

groups X • B • C 0 f CM and Cf d id not differ significantly in the

area o f social adjustment F(2,15) = 2. 328 , P > . 05.



Table 5£f j
ANOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the Contextualist Group.
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Source df Sum of 
squares

Flean
squares

F

Contextualism 2 308.62 154.31 2.284
Error S. S. 15 1013.5 67.57
Total 17 1322.12

P>.D5 Not Significant.
The results indicated that the various contextualist groups 

i.e. CO , CFI and OF did not differ significantly in the area of 
emotional adjustment F(2,15) = 2.284 , P > .05.

Table SG> :
ANOVA of Occupational Adjustment Scores 
for the Contextualist Group.

Source df Sum of Flean F
squares squares

Contextualism 2 250.78 125.39 4.033
Error S. S. 15 466.34 31.09
Total 17 717.12

P >.05 Not Significant

The above results showed that the various contextualist
groups i.e. CO , cn and CF did not differ significantly in the
area of occupational adjustment F(2 ,15) = 4.003, P > .05.

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

health,social,emotional and occupational.
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From the above table it is seen that the MO group 

showed greater unsatisfactory home adjustment (M=18.67) as 

compared to OC group (M=15.8) FM group (11=14.43) and FC group 
(11=6,5), The MO group indicated unsatisfactory health adjust
ment (11=20.67) as compared to OC group (M=16.4)» FM group 
(11=15.00) and FC group (M=5»2$). OC group also was found to 
be socially more submissive and retiring (M=13.8) as compared 

to FC group (M=11.5). MO and OC groups were also seen to be 
emotionally more unstable (11=18.67, 18.60) as compared to FM 

group (M=17.43) and FC group (M=9.5). MO group indicated more 
dissatisfaction with their occupations (M=16«67) as 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.G),'FM (14.80) and FC groups (M=8.3).

Table 59 i

ANOUA. of Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of Mean - F
squares squares •

Unclassified
Groups

3 306.97 102.32 1.849

Error S. 5. 15 834.19 55.61

Total 18 11 41.16

P>,05, Mot 'Significant

The results indicated that the various unclassified groups 
i.e. FC , FM , OC and MO (see Table 60) uere not found to be 
significantly different in the area of home adjustment F(3,15) =
1.849, P > .05.
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ANO\/A of Health Adjustment Scores 
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Unclassified
Groups

3 474.54 158.18 2.02

Error S. S. 15 1174.62 78.31

Total 18 1649.16

Pj>,05 Not Significant

The above results shouted that the various unclassified 

groups i.e. FQ , FM , QC and MO did not differ significantly 
in their problems of health adjustment F (3,15 )=2.02, !P>-.05.

Table 60 :

ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores 
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of
squares

Mean
squares

F

Unclassified
Groups

3 13.60 4.53 4.212

Error S. S. 15 286.19 19.08

Total 18 299.79

PC ,05 Significant

The analysis of variance of social adjustment scores for
the unclassified groups i.e. (Formists-contextualists,Formist9-- 

Mechanicists,Organicists-contextualists and Mechanicists-organi- 
cists) showed statistically significant difference, F (1 5,3)=:4. 21 2, 

PC .05. Mean scores (Table 65) also indicated differences in the 
area of social adjustment of the Formists-contextualists and 

organicists-contextualists.
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Table 61 :
ANOI/A of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the Unclassified Group.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Unclassified 3 237.69 79.23 1.341
Groups
Error S. S. 15 885.99 59.07

Total 18 1123.68

P >.05 Not Significant

The above results indicated that the various unclassified 
groups i.e. FC , FM , 0C and MO did not differ significantly in 
the area of emotional adjustment F(3,15) = 1.341, P > ,05.

Table 62 :
ANOVA, of Occupational Adjustment Scores 
for the Unclassified Group.

Slource df ' Sum of Mean F
squares squares

Unclassified 3 140.2 46.73 1.05
Groups
Error S. S, 15 667.48 44.50

Total 18 807.68

P>,05 Not Significant

The findings revealed that the unclassified groups i.e.
FC , FM , 0C and MO, did not differ significantly in the area 
of occupational adjustment F(3,15) = 1.05, P > .05.



3,12 The Effect^ of Different Value-Types on Areagof 
Adjustment.

Presented in Table 63 are the means and standard 

deviations oT adjustment scores for the disabled subjects 

with differential patterns of value-types in various areas 

of adjustment i.e. home, health, social, emotional and

occupational
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It was found from the above table that the subjects 

uith dominant theoretical values (Table 63) showed more 
unsatisfactory home adjustment (1*1=18.57) compared to these 
u/ith dominant social values (1*1=16.71), economic values 
(['1=15.49), Political values (1*1=14.62) , religious values 
(1*1=14.22) and aest-hetic values (1*1=11.67). Those with dominant 

. theoretical values indicated more unsatisfactory health
t

adjustment (1*1=21.5) as compared to those uith economic values 
(1*1=15.13) aesthetic values (1*1=11.00).Social values (1*1=14.81?) 

Political values (16.00) and religious values (13.75). The 

subjects uith theoretical values were also found to be more 
submissive and retiring in their social adjustment ((1=17.21) 
compared to the those uith dominant religious values (1*1=13.41 ), 
Social values ((1=13.28), Political values ((1=14.75), economic 
values (1*1=12.40) and aesthetic values (1*1=12.08). These subjects 

also uere found to be emotionally more unstable (t*l = 19.78) 
compared to those uith dominant social values (i*l = 15.86) 
economic values (1*1=15.70), Political values ((*1=1 5.37) religious 
values ((*1=15.06) and aesthetic values (1*1=11.92). The group with 

dominant thsoratical values uere found to be more dissatisfied 
uith their occupations also (1*1=17.78) as compared to the those 
uith dominant social values (1*1=15.86), economic values (1*1=14.62), 
Political (414.12) religious values(1*1=14.12) and aesthetic values 
(1*1=13.17). Results also indicated (Table 65) that the subjects 

uith dominant theoretical values uere found to be poorer in over
all ad justment (f*l=1 8.97) , compared to those with dominant social 
values ((*1=1 5.31 ) Political values (1*1=1 4.97) economic values (1*1=1 4. 68) 
religious values (1*1=1 4 • 1 1 )and aesthetic values (1*1=1 1.97 ).



Table 6?4:
170

Relationship between the various Dominant 

Values and Home Adjustment, _ ,

Home Adjus tment

Dominant Exes*— Good Average Unsatis- Very Total
values llent factory unsatis

factory

F «P ,0 3 1 1,0 14

Theore
tical
N = 14

P (00.00) (00.00) (21.43) (OfF.14) (71.43) (100)

% = 12.73
F 0 2 12 . 6 17 37

Economic

N = 37
P (00.oo) (05.40) (32.43) (16.22) (45.94) (99.99)

% = 33.64
F 0 1 7 1 3’ 12

Aesthetic

N » 1 2
P (00.00) (08.33) (58.34) (08.33) (25.00) (99.99)

% = 10.91
F 0 0 2 2 3 7

Social

N = 7 P (00.00) (00.00) (28.57) (28.57) (42.86) (100)

% « 6.36
F 0 0 4 0 4 8

Political

N = B
P (00.00) (00.00) (50.00) (00.00) (50.00) (100) .

%- 7.27
F 0 1 13 2 16 32

Religious

N = 32 
% - 29.09

P (00.00) (03.12) (40.62) (06.25) (50.00) (99.99)

Total
F 0 4 41 1 2 53 11 0

P (00.00) (03.64) (37.27) (10.91 ) (48.18)
N = 110 •
% = 100

\
X2 = 13-'105 df = 20 P >.03r

P >.05 Not Significant.
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The above results support the null hypothesis (no.8).

In other words the various dominant value groups i.e. Theore
tical, Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political and Religious 
do not differ significantly in the area of home adjustment. 

However, the Theoretical group indicated poorer home adjust
ment (71.43) as compared to the Economic (45.94), Aesthetic 
(25.60), Social (42.86), Political (50.00) and Religious(50.00) 

groups.

Table 65 i
ANOVA. of Home Adjustment Scores 
for the Different Dominant Value 
Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Wean
* squares

F

Factor Value 5 360.57 72.114 1 .1 22

Error S. S. 104 6682.12 64. 25

Total 109 7042.69

P >.05 Not Significant

The above results indicated that the various dominant 
value groups did not differ significantly in the area of home 
adjustment F(5,104) =? 1.122, P > .05.



Table £6! 172
Relationship between the Dominant values 
and Health Adjustment.

Dominant
values

Excell
ent

Health Adjustment
Good Average Unsatis

factory
l/ery
unsatis
factory

Total

FTheoretical
0 0 "2- 2 1 0 14

N = 14 
% * 12.73

P (00.00) (00.00) (14.28 (14.28); (71.43) (99.99)

'Economic
F 2 , 3 8 1 23 37

N = 37 
% - 33.64

P (05.40) (08.11) (21.62) (02.70) (62.16) (99.99)

Aesthetic
F 0 1 4 3 4 1 2

N = 12 
% = 10.91

P (00.00) (08.33) (33.33) (25.00) (33.33) (99.99)

Social
F 1 1 1 1 3 7

N = 7 
% = 6.36

P (14.28) (14.28) (14.28) (14.28) (42.86) (99.98)

Political
F 0 0 3 0 5 8

N = 8 
% = 7.27

P (00.00) (00.00) (37.50) (00.00) (62.50) (100)

Religious
F 0 6 10 1 15 32

N = 32 
% = 29.09

P (00.00) (18.75) (31.25) (03.12) (46.87) (99.99)

Total
F 0 3 11 28 8 110

N = 110 
% = 100

P (00.00) (02.73) (10.00) (25.45) (07.27)

2 _X - 22.46 df = 20 P >.05

P >.5 Not Significant.



The above results support the null hypothesis (no.8) 
that the various dominant value groups i.e. Theoretical, 
Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political and 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), Social (42.86), Political (62.50) and 
Religious (46.87) groups.

Table 67 : ' ■
ANOVA. of Health Adjustment Scores 
for the Differential Dominant Values 
Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

FaCto-r Value 5 848,06 169.61 1.689

Error S. S. 104 10445.26 100.44

Total 109 11293.32

P >• .05 Not Significant.

The results indicated that the various dominant 
value groups did not differ significantly in the area of 
health adjustment F(5,104) * 1.689, P > .05.



Table fifB: 174

Relationship between the Dominant values 
and Social Adjustment,

Social Adjustment

Dominant
values

Vsryii-
Aggre
ssive

AgS're*
ssive

Average Retir
ing

Very
Retir
ing

Total

Tneore-
F 0 0 5 7 2 14

tieal
N * 14 p (00.00) (00.00) (35.71) (50.00) (14.28) (99.99)
% = 12.73

F 1 4 21 10 1 37
Economic
N = 37 
% = 33.64

P (02.70) (10.81) (56.76) (27.03) (02.70) (100)

Aesthetic
N * 12

F

P

0
(00.00)

3
(25.00)

6
(50.00)

3
(25.00)

0
(00.00)

1 2
(100)

% = 10.9
F 0 1 3 3 0 7

Social
N = 7 P (00.00) (14.28) (42.86) (42.86) (00.00) (100)
% « 6.36

F 0 0 4 4 0 8
Political
N = 8 P (00.00) (00.00) (50.00) (50.00) (00.00) (100)
% = 7.27

F 1 3 12 14 2 32
Religious
N = 32 
% = 29.09

P (03.12) (09.37) (37.50) (43.75) (06.25) (99.99)

T otal
N = 110 
% a 100

F

P
2

(01 .82)
11

(1 0.00)
51

(46.36)
41

(37.27)
5

(04.54)
110

(.100)

x2 - 1S- 39 df « 20 P 5* .05

P>.05 Not Significant.
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The above results support the null hypothesis (no.8).

In other words the various dominant value groups do not 

differ significantly in the area of social adjustment. However, 

the Theoretical group indicated poorer social adjustment(64.28) 

as compared to the Economic (29.73), Aesthetic (25.00), Social 

(42.86), Political (50.00) and Religious (50.00) groups.

Table €9 S

ANOVA of Social Adjustment Scores 
for the Different Dominant Ualue 
Groups.

Source df Sum of 
squares

Mean
squares

F

Factor Value 5 246.6 49.32 1 .759

Error S. S. 104 2915.12 28.03

Total 109 3161.72

P>.05 Not Significant.

The results showed that the various dominant value 

groups did not differ significantly in area of social adju 

stment F(5,104) = 1.759, P > .05.



Table ^0;
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Relationship between the Dominant values 
and Emotional Adjustment.

Emotional Adjustment

Dominant
values

Excell
ent

Good Average Unsatis
factory

Uery
unsati
sfactory

Total

Theore
tical
N = 14

F

P

b

(00.00)

i

(07.14)

4

(28.57)

0

(00.00)

9

(64.28)

14

(99.99)
% = 12.73

Economic

N = 37 
% = 33.64

F

P

5

(13.51)

5

(13.51)

6

(16.22)

6

(16.22)

15

(40.54)

37

(100)

Aesthetic
N = 12

F

P

2

(16.67)

2

(16.67)

4

(33.33)

1

(08.33)

3

(25.00)

12

(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) (00.00) (25.00) (25.00) (37.50) (100)
% = 7.27

F 4 8 4 2 14 32
Religious
N = 32 
% = 29.09

P (1 2.50) (25.00) (12.50) (06.25) (43.75) (100)

Total
N = 110 
% = 100

F

P

13

(11 .82)

16

(14.54)

22

(20.00)

12

(10.91 )

47

(42.73)

110

%2 = 482 df = 20 P > ,05

P>.05 Not Significant
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The results support the null hypothesis (no.8) that 

the various dominant value groups do not differ significantly 
in their problems of emotional adjustment. Hoyever, as 

indicated in Table 10, the Theoretical group had poorer emo
tional adjustment (64.28) compared to Economic (40.54), 
Aesthetic (25.00), Social (42.86), Political (3?.50) and 

Religious (43.75) groups.

Table 71 :

A,NOVA of Emotional Adjustment Scores 
for the Different Dominant Value 
Groups.

Source df Sum of Mean F
squares squar ss

Factor tfalu a 5 -418.56 83.71 1.174
Error S. S. 104 10223.63 98.30

Total 109 10642.19

P > .05 Not Signifi cant.

The results sho wed that the various dominant value

groups did not differ significantly in area oP emotional
adjust ment F (1 04,5} = 1.174, P > . 05.



Table 72s

Relationship between the Dominant values 
and Occupational Adjustment.

1 78

Dominant
values

Excell
ent

Occupational

Good Average

Adj ustment

Unsati- Uery 
sfactory unsati

sfactory

Total

Theore-
F. I0 0 2 5 7

!
14

tical
N = 14 
% = 12.73

P (00.00) (00.00) (14.28) (35.71) (50.00) (99.99)

Economic
F 1 3 9 10 14 37

N = 37 
% = 33.64

P (02.70) (08.11 ) (24.32) (27.03) (37.84) (100)

Aesthetic
F 1 0 5 5 1 12

N - 12 
% = 10.91

P (08.33) (00.00) (41.67) (41.67) (08.33) (100)

Social
F 0 0 3 0 4 7

N = 7 
% = 6.36'

P (00.00) (00.00) (42.86) (00.00) (57.14) (1 00)

Political

f 1 0 2 3 2 8

N = 8 
% = 7.27

P (12.50) (oo.oo) (25.00) (37.50) (25.00) (100)

Religi-
F 0 2 13 3 14 32

ous
N = 32 
% = 29.09

P (00.00) (06.25) (40.62) (09.37) (43.75) (99.99)

Total
F 3 5 34 26 42 110

N = 110
% = 100

P (02.73) (04.54) (30.91) (23.64) (38.18) (100)

2 _
y. ~ 23.03 df = 20 P >.05

P>.05 Not Significant.
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The results support the null hypothesis (no.8). In 

other words, the various dominant value-groups, viz. Theo
retical, Economic, Aesthetic, Social, Political and Religious,
do not differ significantly in their p roblems of occupational
adjustm ent. However, the social group showed poorer 0 ccupa-
tional adjustment (57. 14) as compared to the Theoretical
(50.00) Econom ic (37.84), Aesthetic (8 .33), Political (25.00)

and Rel igious (43.75) groups •

Table 73 :

A NOVA o f Occupational Adjust ment Score s
for the! Different Dorn inant Value Groups.

Source df 5um of Wean • F
squares squares

F actor Value 5 183.88 36.78 1 .027
Error 5 . 'S. 104 3723.97 35.81

Total 109 3907,85

P >.05 Not Significant •

The res ults rev ealed that the various dominant value

groups did not differ sign!f icantly in the area of ocicupat-
ional adjustment F(5,104) = 1.027, P >.05.


