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CHAPTER NINE i
SOME PERSONALITY TRAITS - :
-~ CONSERVATIVE REFORMIST TYPE {(C-R) N
***asa:a:*a:*********#**a-:*a«*******x******************************* l'
Congervative-reformist section is a continued part of
some personality traits in continuation of the previous
chapter. Thie section is mainly divided into five categories
as mentioned below. )
"{1) Social Customs (S) .
;
{2) Religious Practices (R) :
{3) Educational Issues (B)
{4) Women's Ststus, etc. (W) »
{(5) Fashions, etc. (F) 3
Now we shall discuss the views on the categories mehtioned"f
above one by one.
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QUNSERVATIVE-REFORMIST TYPE

Conservative and reformist ber;’cs of mind are closely
related to the culture and personality of pearents and other
variables also. Home is the first and probably the most
significant agent in the adjustment of any individual towards
successful living. The manner in which he is handled by his
parents and others during his formative years is a matter of }
considerable importance for the development of certain thoughts
about the society, religion, education, etec. Conservative and

reformist categories represent one classification of personality:

types. There is no strict line of demarcation between the two. !

Society is a system of usgges and procedures of traditions
and values, of authority and mutual -aid, of many groupings and
divisions, of controls of human behaviour and of liberties.

This ever-changing,complex system we call soedety. It is
thethe web of spciél relationships, and it is always changing.
Society exists only where social beings 'behave' towards one |
another in ways determined by their recognition of one another.
It is often said that the family, in some form, was the first
socie;y.

: !

A conservative attitude is usually associated with status !

quo position, less movement or change, more resort to tradition,!

having a philosophical, dogmatic or religi&us bent, more

dependent on scriptures, little hlind 1o reason, old introvert
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outlook in social,economic, educational and other fields,

R A T

practising hard and austere ways of life, following the mexim |

'0ld is gold', subjective and strict point of view in thoughts

and actions, more accepting and less critical about the old,

PN L

less enduring and more censuring the new hardly compromising

and adsptable.

N et Bk o s T Ao

In éontrasfc, a reformist bent of mind is more mobile, ‘
i adaptable, progressive, compromising, going with change, having ‘:
new young outlook in all fields, more resort to education, ‘
: objective and accpepiing point of view in thought end actions,
being more independent, rationalist, original and extrovert, 's

| enjoying with a bright view of life.
g ‘

To understand whether the pupils under study showed any
of such types, a 'conservative-Reformist Scale' devised by i
Dr. A, S, Patel in Gujarati was used and is appended at the
; - end of this thesis. The scale comprises of a number of state- !
ments (fifty) concerned with a veriety of conservative or

i reformist situations in different walks of life. For scoring

AT TN o kY W

purposes, calculating the total scores on all statement (fifty)

) including a variety of social situations in diverse walks of 1if

is neither fair nor desirable, since individuals may be

conservative in one way, say in matters of religion or fashions,%
and yet be reformist in educational or social situations. - In ”‘
view of this, each category of such available situations was

separately analysed in the present study. No doubt, some
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statements are over-lapping, i.e. can be taken as belonging to
social or religious situation or views on women or fasion. In
such cases, they are included for scoring purposes in itwo or

more categories, while some purely belong to only one category. °

This section deals with five types of conservaxive-reformisf

bent of mind, They are as under.

(1) Socially Conservative-Reformist (C-R : S)
{24 statements : Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6, 8, 2, 10,
14,17,18,19,20,21,24,27,
- 28,30,33,34,38,39,42,44,47)

(2) Religiously Conservative-Reformist (C-R : R)
(16 statements : Nos. 2, 3, 11, 12, 13, 18, 25,
26,27, 34, 40, 42, 43, 44,
45,50).

{(3) Educationally Conservative-Reformist (C-R : E) '
(18 statements : Nos. 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 13, 16, !

22, 25, 33, 36, 37, 40, 41,

47, 48, 49, 50)

(4) Comservative-Reformist in matters pertaining to
thinking sbout status of women, sex, ete. (C-R : W)
(18 statements : Nos. 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, 18, 19,
‘ 23, 24, 31, 32, 35, 36, 37, .
41, 48, 49 ).
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{5) Conservative-Reformist in resorting to traditional or
new fashions in dress, make-up, etc. {(C-R : F)

(4 statements : Nos. 1lb, 29, 31, 46).

The data had been collected and separsately analysed fo?
all tﬁese five types. HKesults of general analysis have been
' presented in general summary sheets Nos. (C-R) 1, 3 and 3.
General summary sheet No. 1 {(C-R) preséﬁts mean scores on each
aspect of C-R Scale as welil as their percent scores for
comparison on all main variables, viz. sex, birth order and
family size. General sunmary sheet No. 2 {C-R) gives results
of all suc-groups and No. 3 (C-R) reveals results of specific
groups under study. Kesults of statistical analysis of data
of these specifiec groups have been presented in Table Nos.
(C-R) 1 to 14 together for each of five aspects of C-R Scale

for comparison.

(1) Socially Conservative-Reformist {C-R : S)

Sécially conservative or reformist are those who exhibit
such trend of thinking or qpini&ns on social situations such
as customs, marrisge, caste system, place of Harijans,l
{untouchables) or the backward, social ways of living, ete.
4 number of suéh statements {twenty-four) on the scale were ;
separated out for purpose of scoring and analysis. The higher ?

the score, the greater the trend towards being reformist in

o i A A ST = wF o amnerimine % s Wm0 vt b o W S 10 o T w8
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views. The overall picture can be obtained by reading the

N

LY,

general summary sheet Nos. {(C-R ¢ 8) 1, 2 and 3.

To test statistically whether the sex, birth order and
family sizes were in any way related to socially conservative
reformist bAent of mind of subjects of the different ordinal
positions, the scores on responses to socially conservative-

reformist statements were subjected to the F-Test and LSD Test

as shown in earlier chapters, and results have been summarised :

in . Tables {C-R 2 S) 1 to 14 and discussed, following the same

pattern as in earlier discussion.

{2) Religiously Comngservative-Reformist { C-R : R)

Conservative or reformist under this category are those who

hold such views in matters pertaining to religion as well as

religious, traditional {rather than scientific) wagys in conduct

of life, e.g. attendance at religious places, temples, etec.
blind faith in religious prescriptions, observing religious
fast, views on ways of manifestation of favour or fury of gods
and goddesses through spread of epewards or diseases, ete. The
responses to such statements {sixteen) were separated out and
summarized. The higher the score, the greater the trend
towards being a reformist in views. The overall picture can

be had from general summary sheet Nos. {(C-R s R) 1, 2 and 3.
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To test statistically whether the sex, birth order and
fanily size variables were independent of or related to
religiously conservative-reformist bent of mind of the pupils,
the scores on such statements were égain subjected to adequate
statistical techniques and the resulis have summarized in .

Tables {C-R 2 R) 1 to 14 and discussed as usual,

£3) Educationally Conservative-Reformist {C-R : E)

Educaiionally congervative-reformist are those who would
have such views on matters of education, e.g. views on college
education, co-education, education for girls, participation in
fine arts, politics, etec, love marrisges, family planning, etc.

end views on social gatherings.

The scores on responses Lo these statements (eighteen)
were separated and compuied. The higher the score, the greater
the trend towards being a reformist in views. The overall
picture is presented in general summary sheet Nos. {(C-R : E)

1, 2 and 3.

To test statistically whether the sex, birth order and
fanily sizes were ‘in any way related to conservative-reformist
- bent of mind in matiers of educational thinking of the pupils,
these scores were subjected to the adequatg statistical tests

and results have been summarized in Tables (C-R : E) 1 to 14

and discussed as usual.
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{4) Congervative-Reformigt in Matiers Pertaining

to_Thinking dbout Status of Women, sex, etc. {C-R s W) .

A number of statements (eighteen) particularly in the
category of social and educational situations reflect also
conservative-reformist trend in views on status o;‘ womell, SeX,
ete.jsuch statements {over~lapping with other categories) were
also separately scored and analysed to study the differences
in views pertaining specifically to' status of women, sex,
education of women, employment of women, etc. The higher the
score, the greater the trend towards being rgformist in view.
The overall picture is presented in general summary sheet Nos.

{C-R z W) 1, 2 and 3.

To test statistically whether the sex, birth order or

family size is in any way related to conservative-reformist

mind in this respeci, the scores on these issues were subjected

tousual statistical techniques. Results have been summarized

in different Tables {(C-R : W) 1 to 14 and analysed as usual.

(5) Congervative-Reformist in Resorting to

Traditional Ways or New Fashions in Dress,
Make-up, etc. { C~-R 3 F )

Finally, 'a few statements (four) in the category of
situations pertaining to social views, educational thinking

or matters pertaining to women referred particularly to the
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views of fashions and items of make-up by ladies, e.g. use of
tight-fitting, transparent clothes, short blouse, lip-strick

and cosmetics, .etc. Such over-lapping statements were specifi-

cally separated out to study the views of these subjects on
such matters of fashion, make-up, etec. Responses were
accordingly scored and summarized separately. The higher the
score, the greater the leaning towards new fashions. The
overall picture is presented iﬁ general summary sheet Nos.

(C-R ¢ F) 1, 2 and 3.

To test statistically whether sex, birth order and fani;y
size were related to comservativewreformist mind in matters of
fashion, the scores on these statements were treated with the
statistical technique of analysis of variance. The resuits
have been summarized in different tables (C-R : F) 1 to 14 and

discussed as usual. P

For purpose of comparison, all the tables showing the
results of these five types of conservative-reformist bent
have been arranged together and findings have been discussed

simultaneously in the sections below. The general summary

sheet Nos. 1, 2 and 3 give a general picture and Tables 1 to 14

present specific findings.
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GENER AL SUMM/RY SHEET NO. 2
; (C-Rz:8)
¥ Showing Mean Scores of all sub-groups on Congervative-
: Reformative Scale (Social)
meerw SHSG B PR SRR pee
12 s : s & 7 8 s 10
' 1. I onlycChild Fl 50 16,86 50 12.48 100 14.67
| 2. I First Born F2US 50 14,10 50 12.64 100 13.37
© s, -do-  FeSS 10 15.90 10 12.60 20  14.25
. 4. -do-  F3US 25 13.72 25 16.68 50 16.20
. 5. -do-  F3SS 10 16.10 10 12.70 20 13.90
i 6. -do-  F4liS 25 13.76 25  16.68 50  15.22
. 3. -do-  F4SS 10 15.70 10 14.50 20  15.10
8. -do-  FSMS 25 15.20 25 15.76 50  15.46 -
oo, -do~-  F55S 10 18.90 10 12.80 20  15.85
: 10. -do-  F6US 25 15.20 25 15.76 50  15.48
1. -do-  F6SS 10 18.00 10 1560 20 16.80
} “ 250 15.32 250 14.23 500 14.78
.12. II Second Born F3 31 13.08 41 12.12 72 12.53
| 13. -do-  FaMS 31 13.90 31 10.67 62  12.29
; 14. -do-  F4SS 36 12.97 36 11.08 72 12.03
ﬁ15 sdo- F5 27 16.77 26 13.80 53 14.81
' 16. -do- F6 25 10.28 24  8.08 49 9.20
? 150 13.24 1858 11.26 308 12.23
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Summary Sheet No. 2 contd... :
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
© 17. III Middle Born F4iii 30 11.10 30 12.80 60 11.95
©18. ‘=do~ ~ F5iii 25 10.36 20 14.55 45 12.22
" 19, -do- Fsiv 30 8.73 20 12.50 50 10.26
" 20. <do- Feiii 25 9.88 20 10,40 45 10.11
Cel. -do-  F6iv 22 9.90 20 9,70 42 9.8l
D22, -d0=- PGV 45 9.40 . 45 8,20 9 8.80

- - — - - - " v - - -~ -

177 92.84 1556 10.9%4 332 10.36

e e o

,23. IV Last Bom  F2 32 14.28 31 16.45 63- 15.35
i'24. -do- F3 27 14.40 21 12.76 48 13.69
%jzs. -do- F4 25  9.56 24  9.37 49 9.47
" 26. -do-  F5 42  9.35 31 12.41 73 10.66
L 27, —do- F6 32 12.84 31 10.96 63 11.92

158 11.956 138 12.582 296 12.22

i Grand Total 735 12.85 701 12.50 1436 12.68
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GENER AL SUMMARY SHERT NO. 2 ¢
{C-R:R)

Showing Mean Scores of all Sub-groups on Conservstive-Reformist
Scale {Religious)
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| Stcrou Descripiion Gode  Boys | Girls Toial
fon_ % the Group No. Wo.TMean  Wo. TMeen  “No. Hean =
- S 4 __ 5 ___ 6 . (A 8 e o 10____
1. I oOnmly Child F1 50 9.30 50  9.16 100 9.23
2. I First Born F2US 50 6.78 50 11.36 100 9.07
3. -do-  F2S5 10 10.10 10 9.10 20 9.98
4. -do- FaMS 25 9.48 25 10,44 50 9.96
5. -do-  F355 10 7.60 10 10.80 20  9.20
6. -do- F4lis 25 9.52 25 10.48 50 10,00
7. -do- F4SS 10 8.80 10 10.80 20  9.80
8. -do-  FSMS 25 10.00 25 11.72 50 11.86
9. -do-  F55S 10 11.30 10 9.60 20 10.45
10. -do-  FelMS 25 10.04 25 11.72 50 10.88
11. -do- F6SS 10 10.40 10 11.10 20 10.75
250 9.05 250 10.59 500  9.82
12. II Second Born F3 31 5.16 41 10.56 72 8.23
13.  -do- F4llS 31 8.67 31 12.58 62 10.62
14. -do- F4SS 36 o 7.77 36 11.75 72 9.76
15. -do- F5 27  7.11 26 11.28 53 9.15
16. -do-  F6 25 -8.88 24 8.17 49 . 8.53
150 7.48 158 10.98 308  9.27
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
17. III Middle Born F4iii 30 8.70 30 10.23 60  9.46
18. -do~ F5iii 25 7.24 20  9.10 45 8.29
19. -do- F5iv 30 5.53 20 13.05 50 8.54

. 20. -do- F6iii 25 10.04 20 13.35 45. 11.51
21. -do~ Féiv = 22  9.59 20 10.15 42 9.85
22. ~do- Fév 45 8.64 45 11.64 90 10.14

177 3.24 156 11.26 332 9.64

" 23. IV Last Born  F2 32 8.18 31 10.38 63  9.26
. 4. -do-  F2 27 8.66 21 9.76 48 0.14
- 25. | , -do- F4 25 6.36 24 10.50 49  8.39
1 26. -do~ F5 42  6.50 31 13.22 73 9.35
- 27. -do- Fé 32 6.71 31 9.90 63 8.28

158 7.23 138 10.84 226 8.11

- - — -~ R W W —— " o R W el s YN WY e M e W A A W R O W TR AT N e e B e e e Y e e R A U N W A e B e e o v it



e R

o SESSHIAUED, O
1. I Only Child F1
2. First-gorn F2Ms
3. -do- F285
4. -do- F3Ms
5. -do=- Fass
6. -do- F4uS
7. -do- F4SS
8. -do- F5MS
9. ~do- F558

' 10. -do-  FGNS
11. ~do- FGSS
12. II Second Born F3
13. ~ -do- F4MS
14. -do- F4SS
15. -do- FA
16. -do- F6
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SUMMARY SHEET NO. 2 (C-R:E)

33y

Showing Mean Scores of all Sub-groups on Conservative-Reformist Scale
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26
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26
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10

250
31
31
36

27

25

150
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10

25

10

25

10

256

10

25

10

250

41
31
36
26
24

- o -

188

9.00

12.80

10.10.

13.20
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50
20
50
20
50
20
50

20
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72
62
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53
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. oSummary Sheet No. 2 {(C-R:E) contd;... ‘
P " ST T T 7 8 o 10
? 17. III Middle Born F4iii 30 7.06 30 7.00 , 60 7.03
% 18. -do-  F5iil 25 9.16 20 11.35 45 10.13
? 19. -do- F&iv v 30 6.70 20 12.10 50  8.86

_ ; 20. -do- F6iii 25 10.36 20 11.25 45 10.76
i 21; -do-  F6iv 22 11.50 20 8.90 42 1o.z§
22. ~do- Fév 45 9.86 45 8,06 90 8.97

- - —— - - - - - - -

177 92.02 156 9.32 332 9.17

R e et ey A e o ot e

23. IV Tast Born  F2 32 9.93 31 11.35 63 10.63
| oa. - F3 27 14.59 21 8.42 48 11.90
i

' 25 -do-  F4 25 8.36 24 6.79 49 7.59
iﬁ -

| 26. ~do-  F5 42 10,30 31 10.38 73 10.34
2. -do-  F6 32 9.9 81 7.77 63 8.89

158 10.88 138 9,09 296 9.89

P TR P wer e e

Grand Total 735 11.08 701 10.47 1436 10.79
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SUMMARY SHEET NO. 2 (C-R:W) BEE LI

Showing Mean Scores of all Sub-groups on Conservative-Reformist Scale
(Women's Status, etc,)
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. Q. Mean

12T s & 5 6 7 8 o 10
1. I Only Child Fl1 50 10.46 50 13,88 100 12.17
2. I First Born  F2MS 50 8,52 50 12.80 100 10.66
3. ~do- F255 10 8.50 10  9.20 20 8.85
4. -do- F3US 25 8.56 26 11.88 50 10.22
5. -do- F355 10 7.60 10 10.10 20 8.85
6. -do- F4MS 25 8.56 25 11.88 50 10.22
7. -do- F455 10~ 8.00 10 10.90 20 9.45
. -do- F5MS 25 10.16 25 15.00 50 12.58
9. ~do- F555 10 8.50 10 11.10 20 9.80
10. -do- F6MS 25 10.16 25 15,04 50 12.60
© 11, -do- F655 10 8.20 10 12.30 20 10.25
250 19.17 250 12.86 500 11.01
12. II Second Born F3 31 9.67 41 18.29 72 12.03
13. ~do- F4lMS 31 12.64 31 12.58 62 12.61
14. -do- F4SS 36 9.33 36 12.25 72  10.79
15. -do- F& 27 9.59 26 10.48 53 10.22
16. -do- F6 25 6.48 24  9.56 49 8.28
150 9.66 158 12.80 308 10.93

contGiecans
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. Summery Sheet No. 2 (C-R:W) comtd.... :
i1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

| -—-n—--———-—-—-u-uwuum-u——u----,—....——-—---.n—-p—w--—-m——-——.—-—-uum----————-—

17. III Middle Born F4iii 30 8,16 ‘30 8.86 60 8.51

E 18, ~30- Fsiii 25 7028 20 9,92 45 2.5856

10, -Go-  F5iv 30 6.30 20 £.90 50 9.1
20. | g~ Feiii 25 10.00 20 14}.04 45 1:35.35
a1, -do-  F6iv 22 10,50 20 10.50 42 11.00
22 -do-  Fév 45 9.80 45 11.82 90 10.81

177 8.68 155 10.70 332 10.34

23 IV Lest Born P2 32 6.08 31 19.18 63 10.78
24 -do-  F3 27 940 21 7.59 48 956
25, -do- P4 25 6.4 24 11.04 49 8.91
l 26.. -do-  F5 42 8.76 31 8.26 73 9.79
2. _ao-  F6 32 8.8 31 10.50 63 9.82

188 8.57 138 9.83 206 9.80

; Grend Total 735 9.02 701 12.24 1436 10.590

b --——-—--—————-—-——u-——-mq-,-—--——-———q—u.—.n——-—-—.——u_————————-—..-.........———--.--———
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Showing Mean Scores of all Sub-groups on Conservative-Reformist Scale
{(Fashions, etc.)

SUMMARY SHEET NO. 2 {C-R:F)

.§Sr. Group Description Code __Boys =~ Girls = Total
e T of e from To. No. Mean  Fo. Weam | Mo, Wean
i 1. I only Chila F1 50 1.54 50 1.56 100 1.56
3§ 2. I First Born F2MS 50  2.30 50 2.68 100 2.49
% 3. -do-  F285 10  1.70 10 1.30 20 1.50
| -do- F3MS 25 1.20 25  1.92 50 1.56
? 5. -do- F358 10  1.90 10  1.10 20 1.50
6. -do- FaMs 25  1.20 25  1.96 50  1.56
L 7. -do- F485 10  .1.80 10 2.00 20  1.90
% 8. ~do- FSMS 25  1.16 25  2.40 50  1.78
§ 9. -do- F558 10  2.50 10 1.50 20 2.00
120, -do- F6MS 25 1.16 25 2,40 50 1.78
?11. -do- F6SS 10  2.60 10 2.10 20 2.30
2 250  1.66 250  2.03 500 1.84
%12. ITI Second Born F3 31 1.74 41 3.24 72 2.59
%13. -do- Falis 31  .087 31 2.16 62  1.51
%14. -do- F4S5 36 1.75 36  2.63 72 - 2.19
{15. ~do- F5 27 1.85 26 . 2.69 5 2.26

16. ~do- F6 25  1.28 24  1.75 49 1.51

—-— o> - - ——— ——— - - - - — -

150 1.80 158 2.57 308 2.05

contd....
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bummary Sheet No. 2 (C-R:F) contd....
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17. III Middle Born Fa4iii

18.

19.

20.

21,

22.

-dO -

e e I

Qo=

-G

w0 -

F5iii

Fb5iv

Poiii

Foeiv

Fov

23. IV  Last Bom B2

25.

! o6.

W g e

e Lt A -

AT <l

27.

-—————--—-—---——-—.—mo.....-...—.a-—-..“.-..-..--.—-.—-.——.a------——-————.—.—-.-.-——_-...-—-.u-.-..u-.-

Bma e i

=30~ F3
30~ Fq
-4o~ F5
-d0- OS]
Grand Total

a5

30

25

22

45

177

32

27

25

1.68
1.06
1.64
1.50
1.62

1.53
1.71
1.51

1.40

20

20

20

20

45

158

31

21

8 %)
2.66 60
2.10 45
2.40 50
345 45
1.66 42
2.62 20
2.50 3z
2.74 63
2.66 48
1.70 49
2.45 73
2.38 63
2.40 296
2.33 1436

2.08
1.87
1.60
2.55
1.54
2.12

10'98

Ny
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SUMMARY SHEET NO. 3 {(C-R:8)

Showing Mean Scores on Conservative-Reformist Scale (Soc:.al) for
Groups Under Studv

N T A W SN R U R W WS TR TN IR D AR e W WA WD B TR e e st VA S TR MG S W sl W A TR LRS wam REB S W G MR NN D M WA R A i T D W A M R G A T R S N e
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TIX

Iv

ALl Boys Vs. 4ll1 Girls

First Born Vs. Other Later
Born

Only Child Vs. Other First

Born

Only Child Vs. Other First
Boys Born Boys

Only Child Vs. Other First
Girls Born Girls

FPirst Born Vs. First Born
of Middle Sex of Same Sex

Only Child Ve. Later Born
{Excluding
First Born)

First Born Vs. Liast Born
) {Youngest)

Last Born Vs. Second Born &
{Youngest) Middle Born

Last Born Vs. Only Child

Pirst Born Vs. First Born
Boys ) Girls

Seconé Born Vs. Second Born
Boys Girls

Middle Born Vs. Middle Born
Boys Giris

Last Born Vs. Last Born
Boys Girls

50

50

300

100
8§00

16.86

12.48

14.68

14.67
14.78

12.22
12.22

12.32

13.24¢

W T W D e T W RS R W WA TED S WD wam G W W S W TES WER S S A TR THD mab Mm W G S e S T b S bR Y S S e el W A R e R U N A G W AT e e e

T

et s e e i LR S A LI

__Girls___ __Total |
No. Mean No. Mean :
701 .12.50 1436 12.68,
936 11.56 1436 12.68
400 14.80 500 14.78
200 14.94 250 15.32°
200 14.67 250 14.23,
100 15,18 400 14.80:
936 11.56 1036 11.8A°
296 12.22 796 13.82
640 11.25 936 11.56
100 14.67 396 12.84°
250 14.23 500 14.78.
158 11.26 308 12.23"
155 10.94 332 10. 36'

§i
138 12.52 296 12.22
b



SUMMARY SHEET NO. 3 {C-R:R) 33?

Showing Mesn Scores on Conservative-Reformist {Religious) Scale for
Specific Groups Under Study

e — - TR R A W VR R A M M et S TS e WA T e VD O W OB e ek G R TAY TS e S W S S TS G N ACR T SR G S W TS TR T e W W S e ek A W VRS A N

Gro s BOZS -‘...c.:‘.réx_.;:é-_ --?9??3:_—.. -
P No. Mean No. Mean ©No. Mean
I All Boys Vs. All Girls 735 8.1l4 701 10.72 1436 2.41
IT Firest Born Vs. Other Later
Born 500 9.RK2 236 9,29 1436  9.41
ITT Only Child Vs. Other First
Born 100 9.23 400 2,97 500 9.82

- IV Only Child Vs. Other First
Boys Born Boys 50 9.20 200 8.98 250 ©.05

) Only Child Vs. Other First
Girls Born Girls 50 @2.16 200 10.95 250 10.59

VI First Born of Vg. Firsi Born
Middle Bex of Same Sex 300 9.97 100 9.96 400 9.97

© VII Only Child Vs. Later Born
(Excluding

First Born) 100 9.23 236 9.29 1036 9.28

" VIII First Born Vs. Last Born
(Youngest) 600 9.82 296  9.53 796 9.48

IX Last Born Vs. Second Born &
(Youngest) Middle Born 296 9.53 640 9.47 936 9.29

X Last Born Vs. Only Child
{Youngest) 296 9.63 100 2.23 396 8.99

XI PRirst Born Vs. First Born
Boys Girls 250 9.05 250 10.59 500 9.82

. XIT Second Born Vs. Second Born
Boys Girls 150 7.48 158 10.98 308 9.27

- X111 Middle Born Vs. Middle Born
Boys Girls 177 8.24 185 11.25 332 9.64

. XIV Last Born Vs. Liast Born
Boys Girls 158 7.23 138 10.84 296 9.58

R D O G A - RCE e O TR i W W W Sy YRR M W R RR LT 3 SN WS IR Man W NGk M S B @B Wit SR T AEB T b W Ve WO emh D A S W S e ¥ s e e e M



SUMMARY SHEET NU. 3 C-R:E) J38

Showing Mean Scores on Conservative-Reformist Scale (Educational) for
Specific Groups Under Study

- -~ N G AN S W W D i e N M B NS WA WA W A R SIS MR W TS e O e R R WA A R e SN S e i e T T S T R TR A WD WS WS W S W W AR e

Boys Girls Total
Groups 0 ecemmme | mmmmmemes meemmm—mem
No. Meamm No. Hean No., Mean
I All Boys Vs, 4ll Girls 735 11,08 701 10.47 1436 10.79
II PFirst BSorn Vs. Other Later
Born 500 11.68 9238 10.30 1436 10.79
III Only Child Vs, Other First
Born 100 10.856 400 11.89 500 11.68
- IV Only Child Vs. Other First
Boys Born Boys 50 11.92 200 12.36 250 12.27
v Only Child Vs. Other First
‘ Girls Born Girls 80 29.78 200 11.42 250 11.09
Vi First born Vs. First Born of
| Middle Bex Dame Sex 300 12.08 100 11.82 400 11.892
+ VII Only Child Vs. Later Born
{Excluding

First Born) 100 10.85 936 10.30 1036 10.36

VIII First Born Vs. Last Born
(Youngest) 500 11.68 296 9.89 796 11.01

© IX Last Born Vs. Second Born &
{Youngest) Middle Born 298 2.82 640 10.50 936 10.30

X Last Born Vs. Only Child
(Youngest,) 296  9.89 100 10.85 396 10.13

XI First Born Vs. First Born
Boys Girls 260 12,27 250 11.09 500 11.68

- XIT Second Born Vs. Second Borm .
Boys Girls 150 12.05 158 11.83 308 11i.24

XIIT Middle Born Ve. Middle Born
, Boyse Girls 177 2,02 155 9.32 332 9.17

. XIV Last Born Vs. Last Born .
‘ Boys ‘ Girls 158 10.58 138 9.09 296 9,89
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SUMMARY SHEET Nu. 3 (C-R:W)

339

Showing Mean Scores on Conservative-Reformist Scale (Women's Status)
for Specific Groups Under Study

. S W A e AR T3 R W A e M S A T e M W M G T BT A WY S W T O MM W WY A S W M T D e NS WO P e e e W e B S e e e

- ——— -
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—— . Y = S W BUE T Mt e W S Ba S W WA e et et S T e e e W TS W SEE G e G BED S A AP AT B e e A W e TR SR G W W ST e e v T e BT A e e

X1

XII

XIIT

XIvV

Boys
Groups =00z meme—omeeo
No. Me an
All Boys Vs. All Girls 735 8.73
First Born Vs. Other Later
Born 500 11.01
.Only Child Vs. Other First
Born - 100 12.17
Only Child Vs. Other First :
Boys Born Boys 50 10.46
Onl}li Child Vs. Other First
Girls Born Girls 50 13.88
First Born Ves. First Born of
Middle Sex Same Sex 300 11.15
Only Child Vs. Later Borm
{(Excluding
First Borm) 100 12.17
First Born Vs. Last Born
{Youngest) 500 11.01
Last Born Vs. Second Born &
{Youngest) Middle Born 296 9.82
Last Born Vs. Only Child
{Youngest) 296  9.82
First Born Ves. First Born
Boys Girls 280 9.17
Second Born Ve. Second Born
" Boys Girls 150 9.66
Middle Borm Ve, Middle Born
Boys Girls 177 8.68
Lasgt Born Vs, Lagt Born
Boys Girls 188 8.57

400

200

200

100

236

296

640

100

250

168

10.69

9.82

10.62

12.17

12.86

280

400

1036

796

936

396

500

308

332

10.54 ]
10.57 |
10.69
10.41
11.01

10.93
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SUMMARY SHEET NO. 3 (C-R:F)

for Specific Groups Under Study

Groups ————
No.
A1l Boys Vs. All Girls 735
First Born Vs. Other Later
Born 500
Only Child Vs. Other PFirst
Born 100
Only Child Vs. Other First
Boys Born Boys 50
Only Child Vs. Other First
Girls Born Girls 50
First Born Vs. First Born of
Middle Sex Same Sex 300
Only Child Vs. Later Born
(Excluding
First Born) 100
First Born Vs. Liast Born
{Youngest) 500
Last Borm Vs. Second Born
{(Youngest) & Middle Born 296
Last Born_ Vs. Only Child
(Youngest) 296
First Born Vs. First Born
Boys Girls 250
Second Born Vs. Se cond'Bdrn
Boys Girls 150
Middle Born Vs. Middle Born
Boys Girls 177
Last Born Vs. Liast Born
Boys Girls 188

i S e R A T T TA T it

- - = -

1.65

1.54

1.56

1.24

1.55

1.84

1.92

1.22

1.66

1.50

_.Girls
No. Me an
701 2.33
936  1.99
400 1.92
200 1.69
200 2.15
100  1.85
936 1.99
206  1.92
640 2.02
100 1.56
250 2.03
158  2.57
155 2.50
138 2.40

34
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250
250

400

10}36
796
236
396
&§00
308

332

! Showing Mean Scores on Consgervative-Reformist Scale (Fashions, etc.)

1.84

lo 66 R

2.03

1.92

1.94

1.87

1.82

1.84

2,05
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I. OVERALL AVALYSIS

The General Summary Sheet No. 1 {C-R) shows the mean
scores on Conservative-Reformist Scale for each of five aspects:
separately, viz. Social {C-R:8), Religious (C-R:R), Educational
{(C-R:E), Women (C-R:W), and Fashions {(C-R:F), All these mean
scores on each aspect are presented side by side and their
per cent scores are also shown along with them so that it
would become easier for comparing the groups on different
aspects of conservative-reformist bent of mind. The score
actually represents the extent of reformist attitude, i.e. the
higher the score, the more the reformist the subject is. The
last row of the Sheet No. 1 {C-R) on grand total reveals that
the sample under study was most reformist on educational aspect
(89.94 %), other aspects in order being views on women (58.83 %),
religion (58.81 %), Social customs (52.83 %), and least on
tashions {(48.50 %). On testing statistically the difference
between pairs of percentages (t-test for percentéges), it was
observed that some pairs were significantly different, and
this justiiies that the scores on different aspects of
congervative-reformist scale should be treated separately as
sone here. Further, Sheet No. 1 sheds light on the extent of
reformist attitude of subjects under each main varisble, viz.
sex, birth order and family size. Let us examine in general

the role of each factor.
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Sex Factor

It would be seen on the whole that boys under study were
more reformist on social {53.54 %) and educational (81.55)
aspects than girls {(52.08 % and 58.17 % respectively); however,
girls were holding iar wore reformist views‘in matters of
religious pracvices (67.00 %), views on women {68.00 %), and
fashions (58.25). It is natural that girls would be more
reformist than boys in matters pertaining to themselves, viz.
status oi women, fashiong, etc. and that boys would be more
reformist in matters pertgining to social customs and educa-
tional issues in view of present state of social structure
and more educational advancement of poys. However, it is
surprising that giris neld also more reformistic views an
watters of religious practices, with regard to which they are
supposed to be more traditional and less resisting., Jny way,
girls seemed significantly far more forward in views on
religious practices, women's status and fashions and were not
much different {though a little less) from boys on views on
soclial and educational aspects., Strikingly boys were not
favourable in their views on fashions {39.00 %) in comparison
to girls (58.25 %). It can be said in general that girls were
more reformist in views than boys; this may be a reflection

of zirls now taking more Lo education or the greater expression

of girls uptil now more suppressed in our social structure.
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Family Size

Similarly, on examining the data family size-wise in
Sheet No. 1 (C-R)}, it is observed that top-most on reformist
scale were children from F1 size‘ {61.12 %) in social aspect,
F6 in religious aspect {(61.69 %), F3 in educational aspect
{69.11 %), F1 in matters pertaining to women (67.61 %), and
F2 in matters of fashion (5§7.25 %). The least reformist were
F4 in social {(51.5 %), F3 in religious {(56.37 %), ¥6 in
educational (57.17 %), F5 in views on women {56-67 %), and
¥4 in fashions (45.50 %). It may be roughif observed that the
lesser size was more reformist {except F6 more reformist in
religion) and that the larger size tended to be less reformist,
though there was not observed any systematic trend showing
relation between the family size and the reformist attitude in

any one of various aspectis.

This general pictufe of the rols of the three main
varisbles presented in Summary Sheet No. 1 {C-R) has been
sub-divided for each of 27 possible sub-groups of boys and
girls formed different possible famnily sizes at each with order
position amd these detailed resulis for each level of family
size,birth order and sex can be read from Summary Sheet No. 2
(C-R) separately given for each of five aspects of conservative

reformist scale, viz. C-R:S, C-R3:R, C-R:E, C-R:W, and C-R:F.
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Similarly, the results of 14 specific comparisoq/groups

under study have been presented in Summary Sheet No. 3 {C-R) 3
separately for each of five aspects of C-R scale and results

of the statistical analysis of the data of these 14 groups havé
been presented in Tables 1 to 14 {(C-R).again separately for
each of the five aspects of C-R Scale, bul arranged together

1o enable the reader 1o make eagsy comparison. These results

of statistical analysis of data of various aspecis of reformist
type have been discussed in following pages in section II
devoted to diséussion of results to understand the role of
birth order, i.e. comparison between different birth orders,
(Tables 1 - 10) and in section IIT assigned for discussion of
results to understand the role of various family sizes at
different birth order positions, i.e. comparison between
different family sizes (Tables 11 - 14). The pages that follow
immediately deseribe the section II including the results of

analysis for comparison between differeni birth orders
{Tables 1 -~ 10).
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IT. AVALYSIS FOR OMPARISON HhIWEEN
DIFFERENT BIRTH ORDER GROUPS

Since the main aim of the study has been to exsnine and
compare the role of birth order position of subjects in the
development of various personality traits, the data in this
case also were analysed so as Lo study the contribution of birth
order variable to the conservative-reformist bent of mind. For
this purpose, the technique of analysis of variance (F-Test) as
well as the L.S.D. Test, wherever convenient, was used with
respect to data on conservative-reformist scale administered
to the subjects of different birth orders. The results of
such analysis have been presented in Tables {(C-R) 1 to 10 (a),
{b) and (c) for different pairsto make comparison between
different birth oréers, following the same pattern of
presentation as in earlier cases, =~ {a) showing mean scores,
{b) showing summary of results of analysis of variasnce, and
{c) showing the results of L.S.D. Test wherever possible for
gpplication. Results on each comparison pair have been
described with reference to findings on each of the five
aspecte of consgervative-reformist scale, presented together

for ease of comparison.
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(C~R : 3 ) Sex Vs. Birth Order Y
Table 1(a) ~ Showing Mean Scores
Rirth Order --_-?92&--- _..-gi'f%g ______ ?géﬁg*ﬂa
e ___No. Mean No Mean _ @9. _ ¥§§§~
First-born 250 15.32 250 14.23 500 14.73
Second-born 150 13.24 158 11.26 308 12.23
Middle-born 177 9.84 155 10.94 332 10,36
Last~born 158  11.956 138 12.862 296 la2.22
Total 935  12.85 701 12.80 436 12.68
Teble 1 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source af 88 MS F,Ratio Remarks
Sex l 44.52 44052 2-05 Not Sig“
Birth Order 3 4120.22 1373.40 63.37 beyond.Ol.
8 X O 3 628.12 176.04 8.12 Sig.at 0L
Within 1428 30952.34 21.67
Total 1435  35645.20
Table 1 (¢) - Showing Results on L8D Test
Birth Order-wise: e -
Group Boys Girls Totea
¥B-SB Not significent Sig. at .05 Not significent
FB-MB Significant at.0l.Sig. at.0l 8ig. at .05
FB-LB Not significant Not. Sig. Not sgig.
SB-MB 3ig. at .01 Not sig. Not sig.
SB-1B Nots sig. Not sig. Not sig.
Sex-wige :

Among F.B. : B G - oig. «05
S.B. B-G - oig..01

M.B. : B-G - oig..01

L.B. B G - hot. sig.



Group I : All Boys Vs. All Girls .eligion "
(C-R : & ) Sex Vs. Birth Order &
Table 1(a) - Showing Mean Scores

Bipth Order —---20YS___ L Girds Total .

- No. _ Mean No. _ Mean _ No. lean
First-born 250 9.05 250 10.59 500 9.82
Second-born 150 7.48 158  10.98 308 9.27
Middle~-born 177 B.24 155 11.25 332 9.54
Last-born 158  7.23 138 10.8¢ 296 8,91

Total 935 8.4 707 10.72 W36 9.41

Table 1 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Sourtce af SIS MS F.Ratio Remariks
1 ’ .
§ex 2642.17- 2642.17 224.73 boig.beyond .01
Birth Order 3 87.84 29.28 2.63 uot. sig.
S X O 5 R 202.26 07 42 B.28 Digo at.0l
Within 1428 16805.62 11.76
Total 1435 19827.89
Table 41 (¢) - Showing Results on LSD Test
Birth Order-wise: e e
Group Boys Girls Tote
FB~SB bigo «05 w0t Digo not. Uig
FB-MB Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
FB-LB Sig. 06 Npt Sigz. Not sig.
SB-MB Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
SB-LB Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
MB~LB Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
Sex-wise
S.B B-G - BSig. beyond .01
M.B B -G - Sig. beyond .01
L.B B-~G ~ Sig. beyond .01
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Group I -: All Boys

Vs.
Birth Order

Table 1(a) - Showing Mean Scores

—-~—-_-———_‘-—-—-‘-M“-—“-nw——-—————-—_-——u-——-.—-_-—

v o s e o e e e e o o o > 8 o o i S n 8 o e S S e Sl s i S i S S 2 - - o

e o e e " S o A o A A ol o S R o - < Y T T o T S = S o o S 2 -

All Girls

Education
_eirls Totel
No Mean No Meanh
250 11.02 500 11.68
158 11.83 308 11.24
155 9.32 3352 0.17
1?8 9.09 296 9.89
701  10.47 456 10.79

e o . o o o o A S . o T A D 2 7 T T T " 7 > T O o T S S s S S5 5 S - v

- — - ~—-.—-na.—————-.——.———_—_—_—-_————_—-—.———.....-......-....... -

- — - — " ] A - T - 7 T A - T e D D | o A A = - —— . A ——— 1 - o e D S,

Birth Order —----olo— -
No. Mean
First-born 250 12427
Second-born 150 12.05
Middle-born 177 9.02
Last~born 158 10.58
Total 9%5  11.08
Table
Source af 88
Sex 1 133.20
Birth Order 3 1920.64
S X 0 3 215.00
Within 1428 18106.96
Total 1435 20375.80

10.51 Sig. at .01
50.52 Sig. at .01

5.65 B5ig. at .05

e e e o vt S S R i T S S T T L A S o S T S S e o %

Sy "~ S -~ — -, o~ T——— o e o s o oo i S oA o T VYR D i W S s S D S} S L e A S0 N o Y ol o

Teble 1 (¢) - Showing Results on LSD Test

birth Order-wise:

- ————— -~ —

............_....__.-_.....__—-......__..._.—,_‘......_.........,._......_._,.-.._._....._..__ - s aw na

m e o e A e R T T b S o i S W A M St fn i 98 T S T -

——————-—-..—_...._-__—-——-—-a-an-..-...—.——.————--——..._.._--.——_-.. [

Group Boys

FB-SB not. sig.

FR-~-MB 5ig. at .0

FB-LB : sig. at .05

SB-MB Sig. at .01

SB-LB Sig. at .05

MB-LB Not sig.

Sex-wise :
Among F.B. B -G

S.B. B -G
M.B. B -G
L.B. B -G

RESICES I

Girls Tota
nOL. Siga Not Sigo
sig. ab .05 Sig. at 05
Sigo at .06 Sigo at 005
Sigo at .08 Sigo at .06
sig. at .05 Sig. at 05
Not Sigo Not Sig'

- Sigo at 01

- Not sig.

- Not Sigo

- Sig. at Ol

B -



Croup I : All Boys Vs. All Girls Wemen gég
(C-R : W ) Sex Vs. Birth Order -

Table 1(a) - Showing Mean Scores

-’—-.——-———‘_‘————‘——————-“-—-.‘.—‘-‘m-—.--ﬂ—-”—-.-———_——-—-‘- -

—-._.—..—_.._.._........—...«_..-......«.._........-.—._—,-—....-_—._—_.—_—.‘-.._ - e -

First-born 250 9.17 250 12.86 500 1l.Q1
Second-born 150 2.66 158 12.15 208  10.93
Middle-born 177 8.62 155  10.70 332 10.34
Last-born 158 8.57 138 11.26 296 9.82

-._-._-_.._...__._._..—._——.—__-—_—--_——_——.—-c-—-_.-.-...._..—_.....-__ -———— o o o e

—— oo — _..-_--.—...—.._——.-._.—.-_—_—.—_-.—.—.—.—-—-.n.—-o.....-..——..—.. ——in o ——

Table 1 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

——— — v —— .._._——_.._—-_.——«-.—-.._--..-—.—-.———.—.-—_._———.___._.___._—_..._.._... -

Source af SIS MS ®,Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 , 4418 .69 4418.69 246.43 vig.beyond .01
Birth Order 3 201.57 \67019’ 3071 hotoSigo

S X 0 3 204.66  68.22 3.80 ot sig.

Within 1428 25611.37 17.93

e v - ,.._-_..-......-—...,...».—-—.—_—————_—.——-——_.—.—-.._.._..._,.. .

e S — o — e - T e o e o s . ol e e S S T A T o e B S P S O T A Ak D IS VRN

————...-—_...__.—__._...._4_-...-w..-....---—_.-...——__—_—-..————.-___...—-._‘...-..,. .

Group Boys . Girls Tota
FB—SB noto Sigo hot aigt “Ot- Sigo
FB-MB wot sig. oig at.0l Not sig.
FB-LB Not sig. gig. at .01 Sig. at 01
SB-MB Not sig. sig. at .01 Not sig.
SB-1LB Not Sigo o Sigc st .01 Sigo at .05
~-IB Not sig. Mot sig. Not gig.
Sex-wise :
Among F.B. B -G -  8ig. beyond .01
s.B. B - G - Sigc beyond Noxi
M.B., : B~-G - Sig. beyond .01
L.B. B-~-G ~ g8ig. beyond .01
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Group I : All Boys Vs. A1l Girlg  Fashion 351
(C-R : F ) Sex Vs, Birth Order -

Table 1(a) - Showing Msan Scores

o
" N Y . S W T - - T —]—— o W L o W T e v L o W e Wy Vo NS e o WD WA Y O S Ww T e el T e s

- o SV N ] Wy T 0 — A . " —_ .y D o D, - T " o " — " e W Ot e <

First-born 250 1.66 250 2,03 5500 1.84
Second-born 150 1.80 158 2.7 308 2.08
Middle-born 177  1l.583 155 2.50 . 332 1.98
Last-born 158  L.80 138 2.40 296 1.92

W Al - - ———— - 4o Yo A — " T s o N R W > T S Wb W - S " > A — S} AT

T - - W o~ oo — S ot " o o S " -, O " 202y - T N ST NN WD AN M Tt T S - Y . T W 0 INR o ) O I TWA o0

Taeble 1 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

Source df S8 MS . Rat io  Remerks
Sex 1 213,06 213.08 213.06 Sig. beyond.OL
Birth Order 3 =~ - Q.12 3.04 3.04 Not. sig. ‘
Within® 1428 . 1428.67 1.00
‘Total 4435  1681.97 '
Table 1 (c) - Showing Results on LSD Test
birth Opder-wise: e cmma e
Group Boys Girls Tota
FB-3B Noto Sigo Sigo at .01 Sigo at 05
FB-MB Not sig. Sig. at .05 Not sig. .
FB-LB Not sig. sig. at .05 Not sig. “'
SB-1B Not sig. Rdg. sig. Not sig. :
SB-LB Not sig. ot sig. Not sig.
MB--LB Not. sig. Not sig. Not sig. ‘
Sex-wise : y :
Among F.B. : B -G - Sig. beyond .01 p
S.B. : B-G —- Sig. beyond ,01 f
M.B. : B -G ~ 8ig. beyond .01 ‘
L.B. B~ G - Sig. beyond .01



31
Group II : TFirst-Born Vs. Other Later Born (Social)
Sex Vs. Birth Order (C-R:8)

Table 2 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Girls Total
No. Mesn No. Mean

A ———_— 10— " —_- . f - — — o " - - —— - > - —— -, Nk "y - " -

First-born 250 15.32

Other Later -
born 485 11.88

250 14.23 500 14.78

451 11.5¢4 936 11.56

T et - " - A ] WD i i S WA T GO S o St el U A S S o o Oy N Y D W Iy W - o, o

Total 755 12085

701 12,80 1436 ‘12.68

e W it Gt . D it Tt T W > . T - - s 20, T T At S o g T By . e NN Rl P el I W oD S s o OO T W "

Table 2 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

T v - " — T - - - — v o> - - o v oty T~ -t S S s S W O S A e Yy D MY A U . G AU Y O A e, ok 248 W 0

o ks s . Y A T — —— " - . o - —— s S A D T s s e ik D T Y Tl i Sl W AN T S s Vmi Wl Nt w2

Source af 'S8
Sex 1 44,52
Order of ’

MS F.Ratio Remarks
44 .52 2.24 Not Sig.

Birth 1 ~ 3374.92 3374.92  168.15 Sig.beyond .01

SXO0 1 3523.32 3523.32 58,51 Sig. at .0l

Within 4432 28702.44

. ——— —— - —— il W~ - — o N - . S " W W W -y ———

———p - —— - — > T s W I N T D S el Sl PN VD B T Tt YN e P A S . - -~

Table 2 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise : Among Boys :

Girls :
Sex-wise : Among F.B. :
Other
L.B. :

F.B.-Other L.B., - 8ig. at .01
-0 - Sig. at .01

B ad G’ haad Sigo a‘t 005

B-G - I\‘TotSig.

B S S et ezt

§

R o
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Table 2 (¢) <~ Showing Results of LSD Test

VTS v e e o S O-UNRE NSt e ~

Group II : First-Born Vs. Other Later Born

L4

352

{ Religion)

Sex Vs. Birth Order (C~-R: R)
Table 2 (a) - Showing Mean Scores
Birth Order --....?92?-.._ ..-...(}i.f.}.'f ...... ?93?}---
: . Mean No. Mean No. Mean
First-born 250 2.05 250 10.59 500 9.82
Other Later

born 485 7.68 451 11.03 936 9.29
Total 755 8.14 701 10.87 1435 Q.41

- " - o —" W W D A ;D Wl DD DU . o g D NG A S U ey A A S e D . SR B o St

T . N T o T S S T " V" W " S - W o - s ok WD D o o S AN i i T I D O oo S " JoAy T W oy A - o A - o

F.Ratio

Remarks/

- - " Y 4o - _—_— T 7> o | S " - g N " T - - T o e A T D oo U W Y W - - ——- o

362.14

Source af - 88 MS
Sex 1 2947.90 2947.90
Order of ‘

Birth 1 34.87 34.87
SXO0 1 3132.78 3132.78

Within 44%2 11669.50 8.14

4.27

324.86

Sig.beyond .01
Not Sig.

Sig.beyond .01

- — . ——— " T " o ——— . > - — - — " 0 -

o - B — - - — > T " " . W - O V" PO s A P -

Birth Order-wise : Among Boys : F.B.-Other L.B. - Sig. g .01

. Girls :

Sex~wise : Among F.B. :+ B -
Other

L-B- : B —

R, e i =

-do=-

G

G

- Not Sig.

- Sig. at .0l

- Siga at .01




Group IT :

" 1 it Bt S g = 8 4 T e S gmpen pmnn e ey By R EFam 2 IE B8 27 LT

First-Born Vs, Other Later Born

Sex Vs, Birth Order

Table 2 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Table

Table
Birth

Sl ey - SIS U D O SO D A, S - -, ]~ — T ] S TR T, T T T e P . T T S

- ——— " - T ———  —— -

First~born

Other Later
born

T o " - " - - - A W . T A Sl W D DY DY S O B s A g W s

10.47

——— - ——— - - - W - . - - e S s VR By o T N A WA Sy e, s Nt D St il

A . W oo Mo S il S S e T S S - ]~ - - > - - - - - - o - - -

Source P.Ratio

(CTR:

[ 4

(Educstional
Thought)
E) -

= o ——— - —

—— . — A — " —

. D - —

9326 10.30

i A 0 o

436 10.79

- > - " — -

Above Data

- - - s 2200

Remarks

. .- - -~ - . - o~ S - T . T ) W A Y ) Gt s ol - o Y S Gy Y VP VD W o s Sy 1w i s

133.20 133.20 166.71

Order of

Birth 1 617.33 617.33 726.27

S X0 1 18407.95 18407.95 21656.41

Within 1432 1217.32 0.85

- — -~ > - W~ - Y W A W WA N A e Dy Vo A B S - TG >

- — — - - —— - > . W W W W S T R Srd, P . 4D R . G > o~

2 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Order-wise : Among Boys :

‘ Girls : ~do- - sig. at .01
Sex-wise : Among F.B. : B~ G ~ BSig. at .0l
Other
L.B. : B~ G Not Sig.
3

Sig. beyond .01

Sig. beyond .01
Sig. beyond .01

-t - 9 -

—p - T Y

F.B.-Other L.B. - Sig. at .01

e B e

o

k
[

{
r
B

+
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Group II : PFirst-Born Vs. Other Later Born (Women's Status)

Sex Vs, Birth Order (C~-R:W)

Table 2 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Table

S O T Y S 2 O W T ot D S, - D - 1 ] ] s o Ul U e U L R~ T AV D W T P . o " i o W o S

G D PV N AL T B S S . . NS W A S W D B U D SN " - - — " " W - Y N~ —— -~

First-born 250 9.17 250 12.86 500 11.01

Other Later
boru 485 8.95 451 11.920 936 10.37

" — 1 —— " - e e gt g i, G D e s T s Vs Sl W W A Y N A NP W Vol S Gt D 22 e

Total 735  9.02 701 12.24 . 1435 10.59

T T T S —- - WA W W - - — i W W o A - Y "o B T Y s D AT D Y P W P VU

2 (b) - Bhowing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source ar 8s MS F.Ratio Remarks
 Sex 1 3715.90 3715.920 240.91 Sig.beyond .0l
Order of '
Birth 1 133.90 133.90 8.68 Sig. at .01
S X0 1 20.83  20.83 1.35 Not Sig.

Within 1432 22061.53 15.42

T —— . oo T~ - - - - - - - . > "ol e e} D T Ny, D T g, P S b A W e g s

T ——— 1 — - - - S - sy W o Y R g Wby Tl M ) S O} U Gl D SR W R IO WD Pt P Ok g M W e s Sl

Table 2 (¢) ~ Showing Results of LSD Test
Birth Order-wise : Among Boys : F.B.-Ogher L.B. - Sig. at .01
Girls : ~do- - Sigo at ,01

ploiugbuied

N o e = o A i b Y b

Sex-wise : Among F.B. : B -G - Sig. at .01

g?g?rz B-¢ - Sig. at .0l

P S SO,
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Group II : PFirst-Born Vs. Other Later Born { Fashions )

Sex Vs. Birth Order (C-R:F)

Table 2 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

T S o — A (o O G- P AT > WP D D - - > S>>~ —— - . . — . A . . " — W~ Y . i " o " -~

First-born 250 1.66 250 2.03 500 1.84

Other Later
born 485 1.51 451  2.50 936 1,99

T Ak T A T~ - ——————— o~ — - A V- o oo A" D G T O SO St W AR T A7 AT AT A WS o Y o ot ot oot

R W o A > o - - W - Y "~ . S -V WV P, wna s U T SO ol i OO Ay S D W T " —

Table 2 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source af 85 Ms F,Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 213.06 213.06 213.06 Sig. beyond .01l
Order of ‘ ) :
Birth 1 6.60 6,60 - 6,60 Sig. at .01l
8X0 1 31.64 31.64 31.64 Sig. beyond .01
. Within 1432 1414.67 1.00
Total 1435 1665.97
Table 2 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test
Birth Order-wise : Among Boys : F.B.-Other L.B, -~ Sig. at .05
. Girls : ~do~- - Sig. at .01
Sex-wise : ‘Among ¥.B. ¢+ B -G ~ Sig. at .0l
~ Other

L.B, : B-G - S8ig. at .01

PUUUUIER e et e o

"2 i
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Group III : Only Child Vs, Other First Born ( C-R: 8)
Sex Vs. RBirth Order { Soecial )

Table 3 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T e e Potal "~~~
Birth Order -..-?92.%___— ...__.gl“.r..}.s. ______________
No Mean No Mean No. Mean

Only Child 50 16.86 50 12.48 100 14.67

Other First- ‘
born 200 14.94 200 14.87 400 14.80

o ket o - — " " T W~ — . . >} o S " N 0 D " Ay it ot e m

- - o el Y U ]_ e " - - O "~ WA} D —— e A oy S v

Teble 3 (b) - Showing iAnalysis of Variance for Above Data

A e s e e e o o 2 Wt Sl G b A W o o 6 iy Tt O i Af W o0 M n i S Y " - —— . N W T W o

Source arf SO MS F.Ratio Remanrks
Sex 1 147.96 147.96  6.00 Sig. at .0l
Order of

Birth 1 1.51 1.51 0.07 Not Sig.
8 X0 1 338,67 338.67 13.74 Sig. at .01

Within 496 12171.66 24 .64

-~ —— L oo 1 -~ " T~ Lo Wy —— LD i o W O Y ] " 1" . T V" oy 4p o gy W - ho

T — —~ - — " Sl £ oo T—~ - . " o e Do T o2 ot S, WA PN VR e e St Sl S S WD o ik N P S A . M N O ot Y S s i 5

Table 3 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Eirth Order-wise : Among Boys : Only Child - Sig.at .01
Other First Born
Among Girls: -do=~ Sig.at .01
Sex-wisge :

Among Only Child : B - G -~  Sig. at .01

Other First-
born: B - G - Not Sig.
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Group III : Only Child Vs, Other First Born (- R: R)

Sex Vs. Birth Ordet { Religion )

Table 3 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T e T e s Total™""~

Birth Ordepr ---B9¥S____ ___ Girls .  _____ . T___
No, Mean No. Mean No. Mean

Only Child 50 2.30 50 9.16 100 9,23

Other Pirst-
born 200 8.98 200 10.95 400 9,97

———_—— - - —- TV~ i " - - -] 1 " - — - - oy - -~ - - - - — - - . -y - -

- - > ] 2" ] - —— —— " 2 ————— T~ Al o - " s A - - s D o T 2o

Table 3 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

Wet bt o e ey N — i S - -~ S WP W S e e At WY e W . S W S G ey

Source af SS MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 474.33 474.33 33.42 Sig.beyond .01
Order of

Birth 1 19.21 19.21 1.35 Not Sig. -
SXO0 1 136.24 136.24 9.60 Sig. at .01

Within 496  7029.78 14.19

ot vt —— o M Tt sy - =t 7 A T = S A Sk S T e WO g Y S s b o o W W S T gy S W Ly mp Tt e

N S o oy A S A A T w8 S I N o S et e T el MR D VA SR s il B U SOt WO — " " o o o oW =Y Mol VL W — Loy -

Table 3 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :  Among Boys-: Only Child - Not Sig.
Other First Born

hmong Girls: ~do- Sig. at .01

Sex-wise : .
Among Only Child : B - G - Not Sig.

Other Pirst-
born: B -G - Sign at -0l

Sl T e s

N WP I SR

o e B o

B Y Mg
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Group III : Only Child Vs, Other First Born ( C- R : E)
: Sex Vs. Birth Order {(Educational Thought)

Table 3 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

. S —- - -~ 7" - - - W - " W . T . S R Ry G VS A — T — " o —— W ] T —_— 2 o o, T

€ - . > " - " " - - - " - . " — T — - - — e S ——— —— . —— " — . _ W A, T

Only Child 50 11.92 50 9.78 100 10.85

Other First-
born 200 12.38 200 11.42 400 11.89

. - " e - v = fan T’ N o — - - - . 7 — ]~ -, -~ —— oy " " -

- . T S 1 W St o " ogin ) W o - s o " -~ — -~ - - " - -~ - ——— - _ > "~ — -, W - -

Table 3 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

"~ -~ - - - 7" - o0 - RO ol S, " 2D T o Wt M . e p e o W O R S P A st

Source af S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 172.87 172.87 14.71  Sig. at .0l
Order of

Birth 1 86.95 86.95 7,40  Sig. at .0l
sXo0 1 20.04 29,04 2.47 Not Sig.

Within 496  5828,22 . 11.75

- - — -~ - - —, -0 W " . S otk W o S W Ty i WD 2 Sy o o i W Wt SR S SRty S G W T vew —

s o -~ - = ——T——- " - o - W W > VS T OO et s o S W " T~ " T M Y A T T N o i

Table 3 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise : Lmong Boys : Only Child -
Other First Born - Not Sig.
Among Girls: ~do- - - 3ig. 0L
Sex-wise

Among Only Child : B - G - Sig. at .01

Other First-
born: B - G - DNot Sig.

g e TRy S AT e - i - ORIV, JID TSP tmaia
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Group

Table

Table

Table
Birth

R -~ - g o Ao e a1 e e e - st e e e e e s . IR “

3% -
III : Only Child Vs, Other First Born ( C- R:W )
Sex Vs. Birth Order (Women's Status )

3 (a) - Showing Mean Scores
o Tofal™ """
Birth Order ---S9¥5___. ___ Girls __ ___Z__"T___
No. Mean No. Mean No. Mean
Only Child 50 10.46 50 13.88 100 12.17

Other First-
horn 200 8.85 200 12.60 400 10.72

s o Y g N - Ay 1D o~ -~ - — — -~ " —— " > ] ]~ " 0

A~ - . =" - W7 T, > i WU fa WD ol A o D i o WA Y o S N P > " -~ 7o 7] S0 D T o -~ — T W T 71—~ T 7

3 (b) -~ Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source ar 88 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 1700.17 1700.17 24,87 Sig.beyond .01
Order of

Birth 1 166.47 166.47 2.2 S5ig. at .0l
SXO0 1 2.24 2.24 .012 Not Sig.

Within 496 8856.00  17.92

Total 499 10724.88

. o - T - — A - . - . s Vo s st o ot ot St i s B ok e T SO oy Wk D T il T G G Pl S S &>

3 (¢) - Showing Results of L3D Test
Order-wise : Among Boys : Only Child -

Sex-wise :

N a3 - e - b e
PR e SRR -
L TSNPRET

Other First Born - Sig.at .01
Among Girls: -do- - Sig.at .01

Among Cnly Child : B - G - 8ig. at .01

‘Other First-
bgrx;: B-G - Sig. at .01

e e B et < .t e i e . Ao i e o B 5 o T it N T ard 2= 0 oD
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Group IIT ; Only Child Vs, Other First Bornr ( C=R: F )

Sex Vs, Birth Order { Fashions . )
Table 3 (a) = Showing Mean Scores
T T S T T T T T T T T T e e Total ~~~
Birth ‘Order ---BO¥S___. __.Girls __ ___“ 7T __
‘ No. ' Mean No. Mean No. Mean
Only Child 50 1.5 50 1.56 100. 1.55

Other First-
born 200 1.69 200 2.15 400 1.92

- st s Nods o s A oy " - - — . s s iy AL M s s o Ot AL o WD SR N U S il oy s o oy o it o

e ot W D . < T - - ———— - B o S wmp dn W smme i " " - - T - - . — -

Table 3 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

Source af SS MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 17.67 17.67 8.51 Sig. at .01
Order of

Birth 1 11.10 11.10 8.10 Sig. at .01
SXO0 1 3.96 3.96 0.103 Not Sig.

Within 496 676.72 1.37

St - D s S o - — T — 32 o — —— - " > Gy v o - ——

e . S —— A " i_ - A" W T S . Y. ——— N -

Table 3 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Eirth Order-wise : Among Boys : Only Child -
Other First Born - Not Sig.

Among Girls: ~do- - - 8ig. .01
Sex-wise
Among Only Child : B -G = Not Siz.
Other First-
born: B - G - Sig. at .01

T B T T T
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Group IV : Only Child Vs. Other First Born {Social)
(C-R: 8) ey Chayd)

Table 4 {a) - Showing Mean Scores 'Social Aspect!

- o - - .- Vo o W A W " - - - " —

Birth Order ) lifci; ________ 1\—/.1?31.1._
Only Child 50 16.86
Other First Born 200 14.94
T total 250 - 15.32

- . T A b - T > ham e W g e e oo o

Table 4 (b) - Shewing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

s - —— - - — o A W i W A s A A S Wk A e e oy o o o e e e i e W A W b e e S e on

v . —_— W > e T e v e T W A Mt = e AP W W M e e T e W W e e e S e b At

Be’pwe en
Gro up 1 147 .46 147 .46
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Group IV ¢ Only Child Vs. Jther First Borm

{Boys) {Boys) {(Religion)
(C-R :R)

Table 4 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Birth Order No. Mean
Only Child 50 9.30
Other Kirst Born 200 8ﬂ98
T Total 250 9.05

"o - — - - -

- —— —— W wot - v = = e W) A W o S B A e N e M e e e e e WD W o e . -

- o m _ - " o_—_h— oW \am A~ hAm WA N o VER R bk A4 W W W o T e A e A W TR A e W S W M WA e . - -

petween
Group 1 26.57 26,57

Vithin 248 4414.46 17.96

s " W W . T e . T A W WA e e e b = W SR A oW e Tt S S e Y Wk e WA G e Wt e e e e R WA e L

o e b —— o T " W " o — o o " Th s T e M 300 W W T e v TN M W W e o e o e e o R o



Group IV ¢ Only Child Vei ObHér First Born N
(oew ig )Y (Boys) (Equcational
' ' Thought )

Table 4 {4) - Showing Mean Stores

- . - - . e e - . e T Y R e e Gt e

Bi;‘@h-()rc}er %os . Mean
Only Child &0 11.92
Other First Born 200 12.36
TTrewl | 20 12,27

- s B = C4n e s S e e e N e e A W AR TS W e A e G s e e T e

Source af 55 MS F.Ratio Ream
Between .
Group 1 7.75 775
0.92 Not Sig.
Uithin 248 2073.76 8.36

s arn oo o - St v S - o Am 7 . o A e T T . Mt M R A o W W N e e s A

- - —— v —_ - i - W 0k " W o T N = T P e S et o0 o S o TS S M S o a am e
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Group IV: Only Child Vs. Other First Born

B ) {Ro-,
CoR : W)f oys {Boys) {Women)

Table 4 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

U A U e T o TR R —

Birth Order _ 1-\_T ? ~~~~~~~~~ Mean

Only Child 50 10.46
Other First Born 200 | 8.85
 total 250 9.17

- o o~ T -~y S T R S M S Sk e M e e M v ——

Table 4 (b) - Showing Analysie of Variance for Above Data

- . o s i Ao . . W o o A - - —- W -~ " . - W . - o - - -

Source af S8 MS . .Ratio Remarks
Detwesen
Group 1 103.68 103.69

ket e - - - o o e S e S S G A b S A e e A R A S A A M A g e S
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Grouvp IV : Only Child Vs. Other First Born.
{Boys) {Boys) {(Fashion)
(C-R :P )

Table 4 (a) ~ Showing Mean Scores

-~ — ., - " - - - - — - = - —— " ——— = —

Birth Order Ng ——————— Mean
Only Child 50 1.54
Other First Born 200 1.69
 Total 250 1.66

N i o . s s e n e Tan M L4 Sm e A ot e - —

Table 4 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

T T A ey e M oA Ao -~ ] - ok o " o - on 4" 0 4ok S0k b oy oy - - - - - o o

Source af 83 MS F.Ratio Remarxs
petween
Group 1 «90 « 90
0.80 Not 8ig.

Within 248 295.20 1.19

T T e ot e W ke o Lo T e o g G e - A ek e WL e oy e e o W A — T o o i - s o A = n

o . o AP o N - o s — o 17 o i o iy et o W e e b Y . - = = P er o ¢ = A - — e van
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Group V ¢ Only Child Vs. Other First Born (Sociai)
(Girls) (Girls
(C-R: 8) )
Table 5 (a) - Showing Mean Scores
Birth Order No Mean
Only Child - 80 12.48
Other First Born 200 14.67
Total 250 14.23
Table 5 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source aft S5 MS #.Ratio Remarhs
Between
Group 1 192.72  192.72
6.17 Sig. at .01

Within 248 7768.36 31.17
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Group V ¢ Only Child Vs. Other First Born
{Girls) {(Girls) {Religion)
(C-R:R )

Table 5 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

- o o > " A" o T Vo T TS e G e e e e e

Birth Order “B_T?: ________ I\il??;n~
Only Child. 50  9.16
Other ¥irst Born 200 10.95
TTrewar 250 10.59

e - -~ i i - " . - P - o T AR e e s

Tzble 5 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Dauc

— e e e ko o o o o Y oy T 7 T o W W S ST S e S e e e e A S

....—._—_...___-_-._-—._.-..-.‘.-—.....__-........-..-—--...-.——-.-..—._——_-....-..__-—..--—--

Group 1 128.88 128.88
12.18 Sig. at .01

Within 248 2625.32 10.58

e e e e e v o o v o s P e T~ " s o ot Ao Y S T R W o T Y T P o e T S et e S -

e e e . - o st oo . " O S 0 Vo -k o - b . R a2 AR PR
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V : Only Child Vs. Other First Born
{(Girls) (Girls) {(Education)
R :E )
5 (a) - Showing Mean Scores
Birth Order No Mean
Only Child 50 9.78
Other First Born 200 11.42
Total 250 11.09
5 (b) - Showing Analysis of Varisnce for Above Dac-
Source af 53 MS F.Ratio Remeor
Setween
Group 1 108.24  108.24
7.14 Sig. at .01

Within 248 3764 .46 15.08

AR VUL OGP U O U G PR ——————— e e R T R R

- - — - - - - . - " VA S S o . W, S - Vo - - - 1 >+
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Group V : Only Child Vs. Other First Borm .
(c-m:w) (Girls) : (Girls) (Women)
Table & {(a) - Showing Mean Scores
Birth Order No Mean
Only Child 50 13.88
Other First Born 200 12.60
Total 250 12.86
Table (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data
Source af 89 MS F.Ratio Remariks
Detween
Gro up 1 128.88 128.88
12,18 Sig. at .01

Within 248 2625,32 10.58

M e o o - o o My S S o v ot Ak A W ., i W - ok A o - R S R S o -
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Group V ¢ Only Child Vs. Other First Born

(Girls) Girl Fashion)
(C-R:F) | {Girls) {(Fashion)

Table 5 {(a) - Showing Mean Scores

- - . " —— - - o > - -

Birth Order No ) Mean
Only Child 50 1.56
Other First Born 200 2.15
" toter 250 2.03

- —— . - " . —— . Gt Tt ot T -

Table & (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

- o e . V" o T S W W b Sy o e A A e o e mar o e A N W S e . W S e S s e

- s " — o - = Ras Ta % M P e Wb e e et s S RS W W AAe e T W e S MU W e S e e v e e e T e W e e e

Detween
Group 1 14.16 14.16

Within 248 381.52 1.53

- —— v —— " - fr e e A S W M e o W A e WM e e T e e e M e e e . e A v

- - - —— " " " " - e = T " o o e M\ S W e W e AR e we e oW Do S Sve e A oms e e e e e San
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Group VI ¢ First Born of Vs. First Borm of .
(C-R:S) Mixed Sex Same Sex (Sociall

Table 6 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

B e R S e pRapae—

- ——— - - e A N —a b e W e WO At e i e .

tirst Born of
Mixed Sex 300 14.68

IFirst Born of
Same Sex 100 15.18

- —_—— " " Ao A e M e e mn S T MR oad e St it Mt m = am o ——

- - - — o - - e " o M e tan he e WM AN AR WM fin TS St S v o o e  Mw Y= T i S e o T . - 5

Source af 88 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Between
Group 1 18.60 18.50
0.72 Not Sig.

Within 398 9313.68 23.40

——— 1] - - - — -~ " Y W Wow S e o T AR SR M W e e = = e W = e et - e A M= . - - i n

S — - - - W W " - - - e Y — . - A (nd Sae b = A me e = s . o
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Group VI : Firet Born of Vs. First Born of

(C-R:R) Mixed Sex Same Sex (Religion)

Table 6 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

. G d s v 1t Do ot ot Som ok S o " B e o o o e e o o oo

Birth Order No. Mean

—— - v - — = = " - W b o - — - et

#irst Born of
Mixed Sex . 300 9,97

First Born of
Same Sex 100 92,96

O ot e Ot o oot - - - - - e . .m0 82w

e S e m o -~ o —_ o —— ——_— o~ W W -

TS M W o e S b U A o - o - s o - - i ——— " W " m——— —— o . " - o oos

Source af 88 Ms M. Ratio Remarks
Between

Group 1 .01 .01

’ 0009 Not Sig.

Within 398 4759.63 11.97

T N SN M e st - > (o T 2" - " - - o -~ - - o - ot s o ot A2 o o o

NP YRS S it o o i ot o " o o "t T - o - " " a " - oo o o

L bt e o e T Ay e et e ety A on i W R o e D LS P TNV PSP ORI U S VPSS
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Group VI : First Born of Vs. First Born of
Mixed Bex Same Sex .
(C-R:B) . {Education)
Table 6 (a) -~ Showing Mean Scores
Birth Order No. Mean
tirst Born of
© Mixed Sex 300 - 12.08
First Born of
Same Sex 100 11.32
Total 400 11.89
Table 6 (b) - Showing 4nalysis of Variance for Above Data
Source daf 58 MS ¥.Ratio Remarks
Between
Group 1 43.70 43.70
3.87 Not Sig.

_—.--.-.-.....-...-.......—.——....—.._-.-....-....-..--——_—.....—-_-__-._—____.__.-........._.. -

-—.—.—--.-.....——a.a.o.....-~-....—-—--.—-.—.——-————..-..—-—.-—.—.—-.-—;.—-_.___;-_—-;__-—_ -
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Group VI = First Born of Vs. First Born of

Mixed Bex Same Sex
(C-R :W) .
{Pertaining to Women{

Table 6 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

B T T b T ——

-——— - " T W Man v v e Sl W . W — —— e - — -

rirst Borm of
Mixed Sex 300 11.15

First Born of
Same Sex 100 9.44

- - > T W " M o - > — T — - — -

-t - - A - T = T o~ o e - ——

" " - o i - i - - —- " ————_ o - S . - - " -

Source dat 59 MS B.Ratio Remarks
Between
Group 1 221.02 221.02
10.02 Sig. at .0l

Within 398 8717.28  21.90

- - " —. ] —- -~ " - "W "~ oS . . M T o W o R W T S brw T —_—— " m_—_—— "~ - "

T . o A W o Y " - —h o VWA W Jore - e e W M et g M e T e e = M Ak e e . — o = 7
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Group VI : First Born of Vs. First Born of

. Mixed Sex Same Sex .
(C-R:F) {(Fashion)

Table 6 (a) -~ Showing Mean Scores

-y o v " o — T~ - — g - - " — o —— o —— v —

. . - = - e Ma et a0 ek - —— . o

rirst Bornm of
Mixed Sex 300 1.24

First Born of
Same Sex 100 1.85

T s e W S S e e o e vy Y- WY S A h e b - - o o o o

A s sy  Wor e . e W oo M o e A W S M e . oAn - v e o

T O TR SRR ne e ok o A 6 itk e 7 o o o e M A - - - - 1t o = < 1

Source ar 88 MsS ".Ratio Remarks
Between
Group 1 0.70 0.70
0,50 Not 8igz.

Within 398 5563.90 1.39

__—__—...._._.._.___.....,............_......_._.-...._........_._............,............__..._......,...__.. -

TS Y L e = s B e St e a4 - — = " " —_—— 7 = s " v T oot o - . - - e o
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Group VII : Only Child Vs. Later Born {Excluding First Born) -

(C~R:8 ) Sex Vs. Birth Order {Social)

Table 7 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

- W Ty e £ e P A T A AW M M Gn3 e K WS e W TTI TR e YRR N TR D AW Jmp K0P Ml D AT w0 G eh KIS POe ke W B e mee See e S Rt AP RO mes b W

B T B T e N R e e R ]

Only Child 50 16.86 50 12.48 100 14.67

Later Born 435 11.88 451 1l.54 936 11.56

B ma i om o R WA R e G M N e I ¥ M ace ke ke B M G 3 £ Ba R M G A b S KA et R NS G G A M S e O W N M B3 WY G e b

Total 535 12.07 501 11.63 1036 11.86

B R b I I R R R e R e R e R R R ey

v L e T e i Y

Source af 15723 MS F.Ratio Remarks

Bre i3 Lo m ra e e ETR EED kir vTh Won KD M MY M b M KW 4T3 W) DD A T BT S G wm IR A M ey W €W DA KON R A% MR 4O M s S ek BOU m O e S 63 A AN e e

. Sex 1 50.10 50.10 2.30 Not Sig.

i

Order of 1 g73.68 872.68 49.23  Sig. beyond .0l

Birth
5 X0 1 429.95 429.95 19.75 Sig. at .01
Within 1032 22456.54 21.76

Table 7 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :
Among Boys @ Only Child - Later Born : 8Sig. at .01

8

Among Girls : ~do- Vot Sig.

Sex~wise : Among Only C:ild : B - G - Sig. at .01
Among Latcr Born: B ~ G - Not Sig.
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Group VII : Only Child Vs. Later Born (Excluding First Bora)

(C~R:R ) Sex Vs. Birth Crder {Religion)

Table 7 (a) -~ Showing Mean Scores

R i e e i R T R

" .

Birth Order ~w- 20Ys_ .. _.,.ag}.gl_‘é uuuuuu IQEQJ.-.N,.,
No Mean No. Mean No. Mean

Only Child 50 9.30 50 9.16 100 9,23

B s Sl e G s s ra R e m A S e VD S AWK W B SH KGN M DR S A R R0 G e A A G NS e KR4 W R e G as AR s we W N S W BT R R o K

Ve e e W ek e B S WD WD e s L MR KR I €S VI MO 6 KT G W B STH MO W K3 T B 638 ASH WnY BTH K6 e €3 W A a WS G50 T B SR ACK PV whe 830 SR RTY

A 3 N e BT o D Wk D A WS M e M RS e W R Y G D WD 4 LA 6T e M T A Ta RN K3 R R T S a G 3 W W U OW B WE G NN EX W M X K3 e FD

Source af 85 MS ¥ .Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 2347.99 2347.99 289.52 Sig. at .01

Order of .
Bith 1 0.38 0.38 0.047 Not 8ig.

5 X0 1 276.08 276.08 34.04 Sig. at .01

'ithin 1032 8378.86 8.11

Table 7 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :
Among Boys @ Only Child - Later Born : 8ig. at ,01

Among Girls : ~d0o- : Sig. at .01
Sox-wise Among Only Child : B - G - Not Sig.

Among Later Born: B ~ G - 9Sig. at .01
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Group VII : Only Child Vs. Later Born (Excluding First Born)

(C ~-R:E } Sex Vs. Birth Order {(Bducation)

Table 7 (a) -~ Showing Mean Scores

R e R R e I R R e R T I R R L I Y

Birth Order -ww- 20Y S e C_S,E;:EJ,;E ______ Igi‘é;amu
Mo, Mean No. lean No, Mean
Only Child 50 11.92 50 2.78 100 10.85

Later Born 4235 10.47 451 10.13 936  10.30

O en W RS ok A W e M A wes STE WA N T S K W A ST G DR I3 LW K S35 O MW WOA Tl Ak K3 S0 WS W TP Wl B e EoB W AN IH K B 67D MV S e oo EE

Total 535 10.60 501 10.09 1036  10.36

I e e R R e R S R e

Table 7 {b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

Source af 85 1S F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 67.72 67.72 0.29 Not Sig.
Order of 5 26.57 26.57 0.1l Not Si
Birth : : . g
S X G 1 73.99 73.99 0.32 Not Sig.

ithin 1032 235621.43 228.31

oy G s e b e o W BT wm G W £ KR e e S R M EII MR AT B €3 68 N wa R N ME e WA MO G te e e W W e eve W N6 wm SR W S W MRE M U 21 R e N G4

Tota 1035 235789.71

P el e T e T T ke kR e R R R SR

Table 7 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise

Among Boys : Only Child - Later Born :
Among Girls : O~
Sex-wise 3 Among Only Ciild : B - G -

Among Lator Born: B =~ G -
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Group VII : Only CRild Vs. Later Born (Excluding First Born) .

(C-R: W) Sex Vs. Birth Crder {(Women)
Table 7 (a) - Showiing Mean Scores
Birth Order -we--S0YS_. oGinls L Total __
Mo Mean No. liean No. Mean

- A - e e R Y e s e s AL WH WY RN W M R R W A W R G RO MR K K T M MO T Ge Da G RS MO e e W A e W B3 e s KR A S

Only Child 50 10.46 50 13.88 100 12.17

Later Born £05 8.95 451 11.90 036 10.37

ek 1 BT A% e o W e e e G e SN WA B3 X W N e BV R e G W3 AT SR 36 AV S KO PN BCP T B TR W EA WD OF e £ A s I TR DT BT KR R S e 66

TH N T R W ks MGt e e €8 D WD FES S G WM e G B3 MR TR o AT W R X AT S6 e WOL S5 BS £ ER S KT 430 We K M WD e AW G G W LM e €D Moe AR KO ARE

Bl T T T R T e R e R e o R R ™

Source df 88 14 F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 2341.45 2341.45 225.356 Sig. beyond .Ol
Crder of s

B1th 1 2921.10 291.10 28.01 Sig. beyond .01
S X0 1 2620.07 2620.07 252,17 Sig. beyond .01

Vithin 1032 10731.97 10.39

T A BN e A A e S04 KD G v NE ST AR e EE ET G W WA W A bom S5 v ED an e B WS A WD 3 M S R mw E E D2 £ 4 WM TR MM BE IR W g A ke A OF KA 6V W 4ot

Total 1035 15984 .59

M e e e R e K M R e e a G R RED K MR AR Y RS Ew mr eve e emd M SR S5 M WK W mm et v e B M AW W W AN R e S e r e R B G Ve s

Table 7 (c¢) -~ Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :
Among Boys : Only Child - Later Born : S8ig. at .0l

Among Girls : ~do- : Sig. at .01

Sex~wise : Among Only Child : B - G ~  Sig. at .01
Among Lator Born: B ~ G - Sig. at .01
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Group VII : Only Child Vs, Later Born {Excluding First Born) .

(C~R :F ) Sex Vs. Birth Crder (Fashion)

Table 7 (a) - Showing Mean Sceres

WA T G £ e T R W xR AR Aee VB W GRS SST 63 W A 0 W63 KLY KD wel O L3 SR 50 G DE KW MR SR Y X w FR NS WoR AR M WP W Wi M s T AT W WA e w0

- :
Birth OPder e Boys __ .. Girls __  __. Total _

No. Mean No. liean No. Mean
Only Child 50  1.54 50 1.56 100 1.55

Later Born 435 1.81 451 2,80 936  1.99

Lin s A AW S W e SR KR CE W WD R S e O b S e G WS M B G A e R SR R GO G KX D e e OB e T e B NN We BEY 3 b W S e W

D e L e . T R R R e o ]

T I - e R T I R R R

Source daf SS kS F.Ratio ~ Remarks
Sex 1 204.66 204.66 243.61 Sig. beyond .01
Order of .

51iptn 1 17.52 17.52 20.82 ©Sig. at ,01
$ X 1 22.38 22.38 8.81 ©Hig. at .01
Within 1032 866.63 0.84

M A E e et mT R e O A G B e e R A Wt R KOT MR RH TS B S e B TTe Ga3 WA AN G M WSE mem G FE T W m R e B NG R e M ST KNS TN RS BW 4 un e ms

Table 7 .(c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise
Among Boys @ Only Child - Later Born : Not Sig.

Among éirls : ~do- : Sig. at .01
Sex-wise Among Only Child : B - G - Not Sis.
Among Later Born: B ~ G - Sig. at .01
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{C~R:8 ) Sex Vs. Birth Order {Social)

Group VIII : First Born Vs, Last Born

Table 8 (a) - Showinhg Mean Scores

o e e s ey e n s e W . s e Y -

B I e R R R T R e T S X R X

First Born 250 15.32 250 14.23 500 14.78
Last Born 158 11,95 1838 12.52 296 12.22

S e w1 T A Se KR AN GOH MR K KOS D M P Sw ST GO TS TR WS ) ETR SX N3 WGP ATO W3 AT FW M e €T wm £ W £ e mm me T we &4 b o3 R3 W0 e e

P e s e W W KT AR AT WO DR G RV S8 PN L B3 K KA S WGP K RTH ETD OTE EE 7V Gy A MO KRe AT M Sws s gme My SO0 ST M e M v X WE i S E WS € A e

o TTT UM FS W G s e M wae Gas VW AR R e S W WK e M3 S SR PR ACR % NS PR S O 038 EE ST MM BT ah Wor A Gee ©F1 L Y R SE am o MR S5 e 6T AT rw 3

Source df ss 1S F.Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 30.82 30.82 1.20 Not Sig.

Crder of :
Birth 1 1218.96 1218.96 47.33 Sig. beyond .01

s X 0 1 140.74  140.74 5.46  Sig. at .05

Within 792  20400.97 25.75

O R R R T s e kL L e

S e - WS- - - A" X oy W R DSt D R WD A SR W TR AR WS W e R W N mov WA B AN W - o o

Table 8 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Among Boys : First Born -~ Last Born : Sig. at 01
Girls : - do - : Sig. at ,05

SeX-wise : :
smong First Born : B ~ G - Sig. at .05

Among Last Born : B -G - Not Sig.



Group VIII :
{C -R:
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First Born Vs, Last Born
R ) Sex Vs. Birth Order {Religion)
Table 8 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Birth Order wwme~- ? OYS e e .6_ i..%:‘%i nnnnnn thééh”m

No. Mean No. fean No. Mean
First Born 250 9.05 250 10.59 500 9.82
Last Born 158 7.23 138 10.84 296 8.91
Total 408 8.34 388 10.78 796 9.48

T e Y e 1 T AR M B e a TR TR LB A W Y TR W G T3 Mm e v Y S A O 1% wm b RS UM P R Re TS ek N P S s Y e W ey W NG TR AE Ve MM 6T a7 Rt

P e e T T R T R e R e T I I

Source daf

Sex 1

Order of
Birth 1

1326.36

92.80

106.02
9938.07

1326.36

92.80

105.77 ©Sig. beyond .01

7.40 ©Sig. at .01
8.45 8iz. at .01

A e Eoe R e KON B ETE D AR S 4 % Eme B WIS S T Bee wiy W S A R # B3 KD 4 AW R R R WS W SR A9 Grt €4 Gm KD W Ko Gt TF S FT ¥ S0 LM ST T G e Ea

11463.25

M " . - W0 - W = A" S . W W W AR o T WA WS N e MW AR W WY A W N W e e e T S R S e W e

Birth Order-wise :

Among Boys

Girls

SeX-wise :

Table 8 (c) - Showing Results of

First Born ~ Last Born

Among First Born

Among Last Born

- do -~

B -G
B -G

Sig. at .0l
Not Sig.

- Sigz. st 01
- Siz. at .01
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Group VIII : First Born Vs. Last Born

{C~R:E) Sex Vs. Birth Order {Education)

Table 8 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

First Born 250 12.27 250 11.09 500 11.68
Last Born 158 10.58 138 8.09 296 2«89

S e T W W v S e % ke M G M ST T MR MR ERS T D S EOE R F Em AW 0 63 e B AR5 £ 6 e WS €T w3 DM MW F3 e wR T O S A T rY e &Y A% mm

Bl o R I T A N Rl N

Table 8 (b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for /Above Data

o T MR TE o vee TH Te R HSS i G KIS e G ST W R TR WD e wa K3 $R AR AT v AEY 7 SW O 6o e £ WM B ek M e R W e B B3 BT g £ AT B ee T L e 8D

Source df ss . S F.Ratio Remariks
Sex 1 303.85 303.85 22.04 Sig. at .01
Crder of

Birth 1 597.13 597,13 43.33 ©Sig. at .01
S X 0 1 33.53 33,53 2.43 Not Sig.

#ithin 792 10914.28 13.78

Total 795 11848.76

T s S0 o ke A0 D 20 s Mt o Y WO G o i L SO WY Wt W P S U o A ot S M — - " 2w e o

Table 8 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Among Boys : First Born ~ Last Born : Sig. at .01
Girls : - - do ~ ¢ Sig. at .01

Sex-wise : .
Among First Bornm : B - G - Sig. at .01

Among Last Born : B -G - Sig. at .01
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Group VIII : First Born Vs. Last Born

(Women)
({C~R :W ) Sex Vs. Birth Order
Table 8 {a) - Showing Mean Scores
. R Gi Tot
Birth Order —m-os NSen Girls: . T otal __
No. Hean No. Mean No. Mean

First Born 250 9.17 250 12.86 500 11.01
Last Born 158 8.57 138  92.83 206 2.82

T R e T T e des A e e e Mo T M WCE MG SR G VR S €U M8 TV e B0 Mk W SRl o B R AR P W T R A W e I3 e B EBR ko WA B S e 3 A N e

B R i e R R I R e e R e N R R

o TS DR WY rm NI €4 N e e g T ww e W3 TR Cl W BT e b KD S F 6T RN LEY 6 A TR TS el 4T W e AR WA S Al Me am e B P cm S M B e Y A e

Source df SS }MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 2231.94 2231.%4 147.32 Sig.beyond ,01
Crder of
Birth 1 262 .53 262 .53 17.32 Sig. at .01
s X 0 1 1.15 1.15 .008 Not. Sig.

¥1ithin 792 12003.01 18.15

e e e A T W T s St T A GRS W W W e R WO RS Bew Weh B SN e n o erh e MW VR R AR ER e W R WO Vem SN I € e X T e AR S KN B A ke

> - e WYY WD St T " T . T - W KT - W A o S W W W

Table 8 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order~wise :

Among Boys : First Born ~ Last Born : Not Sig.

Girls : - do ~ ¢ Sig. at .01

SeX-wise : )
fmong First Born : B - G - Sig. at .01

Among Last Born : B -G - Sig. at .01



Group VIII : First Born Vs,

{C-R ! F) Sex Vs. Birth

Table 8 (a) - Showing HMean Scores

T 0 WP eat W e G i A KR SN W IR em R, O mm R WR O eSx G B a3 6 RIK MY m WG 408 IS e W AR mm KT VT Cm ek 04 WA P W ww W 03 S KD KW M W e 073 b

£ 63 YD e s s MOr W M v M SV e e AN S G AW R K M R 3 G AV G NS ars MR B B ws P B e e omb M R ST r) s KR En G K W e O s e e

T n w1 e e e W Bm el ke e S G WS U Wa M ETY e 6 M RT s WA R KR 621 SWE e TR MY MR SR e e T e MM AR RS ew e B A N A e e R A ED e

Birth Order wn-—22YS._..
No. Mean
First Born 250 1.66
Last Born 158 1.50
Total 408 1.60

Last Born
Order {Fashion)
LLG8irls o L Total __
No. Mean No, Mean
250 2.03 500 l1.84
138 40 296 1.92
388 2.16 796 1.87

S FT e kT R R K TR e e G5 Ao B AR Y A W R e MR e T ETY W AR I G W £ W b ATD S s s MY Eve B WY mm b M w8 e be kE] R T R AR €3 ern

O T T e R e T g I R e e R R R R R e L]

W EFY Mt AR N Mk e w3 WY R e T KV Woh M AW S A e KT e 6w G e e s MO G e e wer e R R U e W e B S0 S KB 4TI B 6 Se W Y W B e W e

0.99 Not Sig.
11.78 Big. at .01

B e T T R e R i R T I I L L Rl R

Source daf S8
Sex 1 63.24
Order of
Birth 1 1.12
S X 0 1 13.32
tIithin 792 898.56
Total 795 976.94

W s " ———— o~ ——— " — — W > hm .. W S X e e W T W n ) AR s B e W e e W ACE e W e

Table 8 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Among Boys First Born ~ Last Born Not Sig.
Girls - do - Sig. at .01
Sex-wise .
Among First Born B -G Sig. at .01
Among Last Born B -G Sig. at ,01
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Group IX : Last Born Vs. ‘Second Born and Middle Boxrn

(C-R:5) Sex Vs. Birth Order {5ocial)

Table 9 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

R R I l R T e el R I e

n
3irth Order  ----—29YS._ .  __._ Girls = ___Total __
No Mean No, Mean No., Mean
Last Born 158 11.95 1238 12.52 206 12.22

Second Born &
Middle Born 327 11.40 313 11,10 640 11.25

e T TR R e R N e R R

Y W mm o T e T TN iR W N M W €S my M SR G W R e e ST CE e W W4 A S W W R TS WK TV G MR e M Me A mm S R W W e e M Ter e T e

W S i e S W G ke e R W GRS e B W ae mw W TR D M W e e A S TS e KR T e ahE AT At Ere B e ree &) fwn FU ma W AR et aes W wm e

Source daf 8S M F.Ratio Hemarks
SQX l 0045 0045 0002 Not Slg'
Order of g

Sirth 1 187.29 187.22 9.00 Sig. at LO1
5§ X0 1 38.72 36.79 1.76 Not Sig.

“Iithin 932 19385.96 20.80

Total 935 12610.49

- RS s W G KT e e W S YW AT KR W G W A G 033 K W YW G W e T R WA D et R N B we W AT as A AT e BN N G TR G M R W ek e e wwe

Table 9 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise

Among Boys : Last Born - Second Born &

Middle Born ~- Not Sig.
Girls - do - - Sig. at 01
Sex-wise : Among Last Born : B - G - Not Sig.

Among S.B. & M.B.: B -G - DNot sig.
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Group IX : Last Born Vs. Second Born and Middle Born

(C ~-R:R) Sex Vs. Birth Order {Religion)

Table 9 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

T o T n ST M e e N R 0% M et e T4 R o b e T e e . oy S o o o

Birth Order  —eo- Boys . __.. Girls = ___ total _
No, Mean No. Mean No, Mean
Last Born 158 7.23 13g 10.84 206  8.91

Second Born &
Middle Born 327 7.89 313 11.11 640 S.47

TS e TS O S 00 W e (64 L8 M el et e w R Bt e A e ey S v e e P e A S w n e s m% e - T o A

-...._-.—u..._.__..—....—_——-.._..,mc-.-.--.....—-.--—.--.-—_-_..u--.n_—---.--—-....n_.._

—-‘m—v—-m.-———-—-—"mnwn—-'-'mv---‘-wu-n'll-w-—.—-—ﬁ—“—mnmﬂm—mmmﬂn—nﬁ—_—"--—-

Source df S8 MS F.,Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 2623.58 2623.58 330.84 Sig. beyond .01
Order of

Birth 1 62.29 62.22 7.856 Sig, at .01
S X0 1 1.23 1.23 0.15 ©Not Sig.
“lithin 932 7393.52 7.93

......---.--.-..-...-..-_..._....-..-."-‘.,__.-..m--_-.....m-.wu—n—..-—--u_m.—mn»m-..._-.-.—

-_...-u.-.u-—.-.-..__._-.__-,._.-_g,-...-_..—.._-_......_—-.-..'.._.—....m.....-.m_..-.._-....-.——.m

Table 9 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise

hmong Boys : Last Born - Second Born &
Middle Born - Sig. at .0l

Girls . = do = - Not Sig.

Sex-wise : Among Last Born : B - G - Sig. at .01
Among S.,B, & M,B,: B - G - Sig. at .01



388

Group IX : Last Born Vs. Second Born and Middle Born

(C-R:BE) Sex Vs. Birth Order (Educational
Thought)

Table 9 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

= v s e WA S W WS e few S ary ot R wea S T mm e K R e W W ST tes WG T S N6 Sk Gre b W A me W S et 0 MG BB W W W S TH W e S b

in]
Birth Order  ----22¥S... ... Girls == ___ Total __
No, Mean No, Mean No, Mean
Last Born 158 10.58 138 92.09 296 2.89

Second Born &
Middle Born 327 10.41 313 10.58 640 10.50

- R e T S MY M W S A A R e W e A e R A S A M e B W AGe e Ee R M O A WS e e e S D e R A W W e A TET R R W s Soe

L R Ll T R R R . R R R R R S

G s e e A N e e S W e MR TR s W WS s W RS TEE M W A M M e L e e AR G e e rh Am e e RS mr WR Gt Bk S e n S e S

Source af 58 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 27.55 27.55 1.89 Not Sig.
Order of

Birth 1 4,22 .22 3.72 Not Sig.
S X0 1 141.684 141.64 9.72 Sig. at .OL

“lithin 932 13397.36 14.56

- . W e s e M pee et B W e A B ke AU MR m v e W TR W AR B v e ST M e MF R W W W T W R R e TR S F W AT A e e eyt

T ma e WA A e S e A v e Ame ved et T s e D R Rt MR A M W A W W e WA S Y B WA N A W W A T AP e AR e e A n W e e ey

Table 9 {(c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order~wise

Among Boys : Last Born - Second Born &
Middle Born - Not sig.

Girls - do - - ©Sig. at .01

Sex-wise : Among Last Born : B « G - Sig. at .01
Among $.B. & M.B,: B -G - Not sig.
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Grbup IX : Last Born Vs. Second Born and Middle Born

(C ~R: W Sex Vs. Birth Order (Pertaining to Women)

Table 9 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

W e G e ean e Al s W gee TS G e R W oWy (ms e R WK M e e VW es SR W NSl DR (R Gee R PR SN eok BOM e ey B e S wee OM WM e R e W Tew 0

Birth Order  ~-o-20YS_ .. ____ Girls =~ ___ Total
No. Mean No. Mean No, Mean
Last Bomn 158 8.857 138 9.83 296 2.82

Second Born &
Middle Born 327 2.13 313 12.18 640 10.62

W e AT s Mt S Mt e e Wy A0 e e WA R M A G ee AR TS e W e A R R SN WD STE Mk W I e R S ) ST s W B KO GO0 X AW Y TR W mm m o

B e R G B Gur G e e s A WY M T R G N e N M e WY G e WO e D S e D G €I R W R K S AW B el We W WU Mmg B Wh Ml B Mes (08 e e e

R I el e T e X I R P R R

Source af 58 MS F.Ratio Remazrks

Sex 1 2036.86 2036,56 147.15 BSig. beyond .01

Order of . '
Rirth 1 129.66 129.66 2.37 Sig. at .01

S X0 1 1.23 1.23 0.08 Not Sig.

"lithin 932 12906.93 13.84

W TR KN W e e B G S s WCe Wi COM W BT KRS WM RS Mon T NG R WA G W R W Aaw N K e R Ge E A S b e e S W R W R BN Y e b e g

W G M M K e e e be e e e e e B S e T A e BTV e e ol aks e TR e W KON e e A G e O LW M e M e B s e e e e e Moo e S v

Table 9 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

1

| fmong Boys : Last Born - Second Born &

Middle Born - Not Sig.
Girls : - do - - Sig. at .01
Sex-wise : Among Last Born : B = G - Sig. at .01

Among S.,B, & M,B.: B - G - Sig. at .01
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Group IX : Last Born Vs. Second Born and Micddle Born

(C -R :F)Y Sex Vs. Birth Order {Fashion)

Table 9 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

e 2. — - . WD W Wy o P GoR e B0 WA v Tes e b Tk e e W WR MV WA WE b Zm e et OTS S G R Ay Mo M S R e S A WD WS e v e e e S

B3irth Order _......%QYE _______ QEE'}.E _____ J;.QEé%..,...
No. Mean No. Mean No, Mean
Last Born 158  1.80 138 2.40 296 1.92

Second Born &
Middle Born 327 1.52 213 2.54 640 2.02

_...._._—--—s-—h--—--.--n..——.—n.—n—...-.--.---.-._--—_.--—-....—.-...-.n.-.-.-m---...-

- o A Y e e e way N A WO M SO S W Ee G W e e W ETR e e O T aae A R My M £ Me W G e e KW SR T T A R e m SR s e e e e S

- e e e e e v W S WY G M WA W G e W R R M S e e D e Ry TR Y AR o e e b ST s Tw MM sw & mam 6T A S oaew g e e e w3

Source df Ss MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 227.02 227.08 29,40 Sig. at ,01
Order of

Birth 1 1.81 1.81 2.34 Not 3Sig.
€ X0 1 0.00 0,00 0.00 DNot Sig.
“lithin 932 721.08 0.77

e o Wy o Y S n . - A IR W v o P e S e R me b W BE M WM s we Gt Ww aTh DN P SR R am SV e M M T w4 o R R A6 M WS o SR e

s ooy G Ay e W o G e . G W et Gwe W AR M WA MR W W A T e W TR W T 3 M e 3 AN TaA B T G S R S e o SR e e SR e

Table 9 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

hmong Boys : Last Born - Seccond Born &
Middle Born -~ Not. Sig.
Girls : - do - - Not Sig.
Sex-wise : Among Last Born : B -G - Sig. at .01

Among S.B. & M.,B.: B -G - Sig. at .01
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Group : X : Last Born Vs. Only Child
(C-R: 8) Sex Vs, Birth Order (Social)

Table 10 (a) - Showing Mean Scoros

s s e S M3 €T e I WR M e W MR LR U WO WA e e m s MG AR B S WM S xS e T ASY K WE Y STX S0 AR VL LS W MW BE MR s m ww B e W e

Birth Order ----B9Y¥S... ... Girls __ .. Total ___
No. Mean No, Mean No, Liean
Last Born 158 11.95 0138 12.82 296 1z2.22
Only Child 50 16.86 50 12.48 100 14.67
" Total 208 13.18 188 12.51 396  12.84

e e e e W e e g e EGE by Nk a R WA e B R R W R e e s G e e e en R S S WD D) M mm S R €7 w3 SR M Y e M Do MY R RS RS W FTE

M m wn w om P w WY W M e P W R WR A T R K WS R SN NS g e e e MY e s N A e ST (13 SE 5 R W M e M O A e A BTE e M e R L e e e s

Source df S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 38.44 38.44 1.40 Not Sig.
Order of

Birth 1 438.82 438.82 16.02 Sig. at .01
S X O 1 474,77 474,77 17.34 Sig. at .01

Within 392 10735.63 27.38

— e g G e B ey W K B SRR AR 53 KW WR aWE KT AT RS e M0T VW A PR vy M RN B KU Mk e W 4R SIS WE e wm A £ Ta WS DO a0 mm WD TR wE R Mo sa T 4om ety

W n . e K e 3w ke R Be WD B K M W W KW W KR W G S ke S AN 656 WS Tie KW Re Vi e W r e $7T M R mw me s S 63 S8 R M AV At mu =) e moen

Table 10 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Among Boys : Last Born « Only Child - Big. at 01
Girls - do - - Not Sig.

Sex-wise :
Among Last Born : B - G : DNot Sig.

Only Child: B -G H Sigo at .01



Group : X : <Last Born V&, Only Child 392 -
(C«R:R) Sex Vs; Birth Order (Religion)
Table 10 (a} = Showing Mean Séorcs
Rirth Order ----B9¥S_._. ... Girls_ __ Total
No, Mean Nog Mean Nos Liean
Last Born 158  7.23 138 10.84¢  2g9¢  8.91
Only Child 50  9.30 50 9.16 100  9.23
Total 208 7.73 188 10.39 396 8.99

. W B s A wrr e o B Ko e W e KR ACH M KT W R e I Ve M e S A JOR WS W VW TX T WX S B rer B ke o et Y e

W vt s W wk S G 6 WD M R WP R MR v a3 e M e e bes S A Se ROM R e W NN e Mo W K0 K R AR W o e

e T s e ws K e W 5T

rn - - "

~Source af SS MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 700.18 700.18 74.88 Sig. beyond .0l
Order of . .
5§ X 0 1 258.36 258.36 27.€3 Sig. at .01
vIithin 392 3664 .06 2.35
Total 395 4629.99
Table 1C (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test
Birth Order-wise :
Among Boys : Last Born « Only Child -~ Sig. at .0l
Girls « do ~ - Big. at .01
Sex-wise :
fmong Last Born : B -G S8ig. at 01
Only Child: B -G Not Sig.

»
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Group : X : Last Born Vs, Only Child

(Educational
(C~R:E) Sex Vs. Birth Order Thought)
Table 10 (a) - Showing Mean Scorcs
Birth Order ----BOY¥YS___. . Girls_ . . Total ___
No, Mean No Mean No, Mean
Last Born 153 10.58 138 9.09 296  9.89
Only Child 50 11,92 50 9.78 100 10.85
" Total 208  10.90 188 9.27 396 10.13

ST MR Y T M ST et w0 4 Gt M K R e W e R e W e wen e m e A W N R e W e s emi e e S grh WA wes e e e r e WA Gow b e bre

TN R Mo o BB S5 M 08 M ek WR A e 41T ks B3 S PR NI s TR R T S A e W T e R e L AW K MR v e St M G T wa A W e v S s e 8

Source df 5SS MS ¥.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 263.02 263.02 16.18 Sig. at .01
Order of

Birth 1 68.61 68 .61 4,23 Not Sig.
S X 0 1 15.98 15.98 0.98 Not Sig.

¥ithin 392 6350.3C 16.19

TETT ST ORD N T S0 4 7 S 4 £ 0 I 50 M M ) a3 S0 W ke M e @ R WD WM ET MR M e e e som SDF W W aa W KES she R e cwn W WS dn ae AE B A G W AT RO M deoh

B TR AS SR o Em oav S EN O3 0w oorm R e W W W S T W R YT YT TR R gwe wm B SV Ree Mk W R Em Ym kv Rt Teb Reu me e o A ot SR G e W S A7 A R see W e e e

Table 10 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Ameng Boys : Last Born - Only Child . Sig. at .01
Girls -~ do ~ - Not Sig.

Sex-~wisae
fmong Last Born ¢ B -~ G Sig. at .01

Only Child: B =G : Sig. at .01
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Group : X : Last Born Vs, Only Child

{C <R : W) Sex Vs, Birth Order (Pertaining to Women)

Table 10 (a) - Showing Mean Scorcs

D e T T T ST R R R T P N el

Birth Order ----BOYS&_ _. ... Girls __ .. Total __.
............ No. Meem . No. [fean  Mo. [Hean
Last Born 158 8.57 138 9.83 296  9.82
Only Child 50 1#.46 50 13.88 100 12.17

T lotal | 208 9.08 188 11.85 396 10.41

o s W K wms W e e e €M W3 G MR e W T MmN Kre %8 M w mn Be TR fm AT ma KA K W W W e Fe W S ST ) B e w8 M TV G K WX AT . wea b

e e A e FE o RS R Wt MmO . WB Em e s nr NI s TN SR s S s 8 AT e em mP PR En MY M U A% e MX m M ey R TF WA Ma R W Ve W D ma oD e et

Source df SS MS F.Ratio Remazrks
SQX l 846092 846-93 101905 Sigl beyond .Ol
Order of .

Birth 1 410.09 410.09 48.93 BSig. beyond .0l
S X 0 1 2.32 2.32 027 Not Sig.
*Iithin 392 3282.08 8.38
Total 3095 4541.42

- Yo hw G K e T3 W £ v P R mm VR gom e o a A e S s WA T fm SR T TR an var e s PR s e mi em T me AT e W N T G Ta D e 4T W s 3 a3 ey s e

Table 10 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise

Among Boys : Last Born = Only Child - Sig. at .01
Girls - do =~ - Sigo at .0l

Sex-wisge :
) fmong Last Born : B -G : 8ig. at .01

Onl\j Child: B At G . Sigo &'t- .Ol



Group : X

(C-R:F )

.Last Boxn Vs,

Sex Vs,

Birth Order

Table 10 (a) - Showing Mean Scorcs

Only Child

S e T WD e aR M e WS WS R WA SR B BN W 0 Ve G Ma A e TE D e e Aot 4 e S AT A KA KR s (S B TH L3 MY kim e ma va £ Me e PT ems W mw

Tl KM s wen A EA e 0 MM ees M KA KW B D Kol WA RS A6 S M KT Ty iy €3 fam i st bk B and NS me e We E w3 MG EE K K3 we T W s A P e RO e e e wm

M B mm e Am e e e R A G W M W YV e B W e G WR P MR A s s mm e @ B CTE MR OV R W ST MR Y S B W Y M 6 AT e N G Y ene tmb T

Last Born 158 1.80
Only Child 50 1.5
Total 208 1.51

{Fashion)
_.Girls 0 L Total. __
No, Mean Nos Mean
138 2.40 204 l1.92
50 1.56 100 1.55
188 2.18 396 1.83

D I R AR U A S P

€% m £ e M e E e e e S KD W acy TR Yow R e e e e S e ew v S T M S % W 6B AR S W G WO WO G0 M s ST A TR ww W mes MY WS Ge e wT 1 et

67.26 Sig. beyond .01

128.85 Sig. beyond .0l
6l.14 Sig. beyond .01

- % e s g S W arm A £ W £ TR M S5 EIH WSe WY e e e R R W S P S ACH Rk gws Mmt wB ST W MR MW M TR Gu 6 WP G Bee AR FW W SN Gwm AT e s SV 04 ek e

Source df SS
Sex 1 43,82
Order of

Birth 1 83.56
S'X 0O 1 33.74
*Iithin 3992 259.52
Total 395 420 .64

B i A @ D G e e R Srm i e WA W The e e SR RO e TR b e Rom R R Sus SN 4XK MR e e Gv3 wut v KOV gae Be Ww e atn WR Gw g wa e A% ATE X Mw Y R um oS

Table 10 {c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Birth Order-wise :

Among  Boys

Girls

Sex-wise :
Among Last Born :

Only Child:

Last Born = Only Child
= do ~

3 - G
- G

-~ Not Sig.
- Sig. beyond .01

Sig. beyond .01
Not Sig.



1. BRole of each of four Birth
Order Positions

The data of boys and girls belonging to different
birth order categories, viz. first-born, second-born,
middle~born and last-born, as connoted earlier, were
classified accordingly and analysed statistically so as
study the effect of birth order as well as sex and their
possible interaction if any. The results of this analysis
are presented in Tables No. 1 (a), (b) and (€) sevarately
for each of five aspects of C-R Scale, i.e. in tables marked
C-R:5, C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W and C-R:F. The inspection of the
figures in these tables reveals the following findings with
respect to each of five aspects of C-R Scale.

(a) Extend of Reformist Views on
Social Customs (C~R:8)

As regards the reformist views on.social aspects, the
results (for sex and different birth orders are given in

tables No, (C-R:S)-1., TFollowing are the findings :

(1) It would be inferred from the results in table
(C=R:8)-1(b) that sex on the whole was an insignificant factor
as far as scores on con.-ref.Scale (Social) were concerned;
there were no significant differences between boys (12.85)
and girls (12.50) regarding theif views on social matters.

It is likely that both boys and girls now make almost equal

attempts to resist social traditions, customs and taboos.
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(11) 1In contrast, the main variable under study, viz.
birth order, was highly significant beyond .01 level of
confidence, as revealed in table (C-R:8)-1(b). The figures
in table 1(a) reveal that the first born were sociaily the
most reformist (14.78), next were the second-born (12.23),
almost equal to the last-born (12.22) and to the least

reformist were the middle-born (10.38).

(i1ii) However, the significant interaction between
sex and birth order revealed by table (C-R:8)-1(B) renders
the independent working of the two variables to be doubiful.
To account for such interaction and examine the simple effect
of one variable of each level of the other variable, these
results were subjected to L.8.D Test(find out the least
significant difference bhetween different possible pairs.
These results are presented in Table (C-R:8)-1(c). It would
be seen from these results that the sex factor which was not
significant on the whole as revealed by Table 1(b) was a
significently contributing factor among the first-born, the
second born and the middle born, excepting among the last born.
Similarly, while comparing different birth orders it is seen
from results in Table 1(c¢) that birth order which was signi-
ficant on, the whole as revealed in table 1(b) was significant
only in case of comparisén between the first born and the
middle born subjects (boys and girls combined as well as also
sevarately for boys and girls), while birth order was signi-

ficant only in some pairs of birth order comparisons in case



398

of bovs and girls separately and not in other nairs, both
boys and girls showing different tendencies at different
birth orders. This accounts for significant interaction.

It can be said that hoth sex and birth order played a
significant role, but eaéh played its role not independently
to the same extent or in same direction, hut worked inter-

dependently, thus accounting for significant interaction.

(b) Extent of Reformist Views on
Religious Practices: (C=R:R)

Results of analysis of data on Gon Ref.Scale (Religious)

are given in Tables No. (C=-R:R)-1.

(i) Examination of results in table (C-R:R)-1(b)
regarding the reformist views on religious aspects reveals
that sex was a significantly contributing factor beyond .01
level of confidence, in contrast to its apparently insigni-~
ficant role in case of views on social matters. Girls were
found to he more reformist (10.72) than boys (8,14) in
religious matters. This might appear a little strange, but it
may be that girls up%il now being more suppressed in our socilal
structure might be acting with more resistance to religion

when they are not equipved with education.

(ii) The birth order differences were found to be not

significant on the whole. This is somewhat unexpected.
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g
(1ii) However, there was significant interaction

between sex and birth order. Hence LSD Test was applied to
study the significance of one factor at each level of the
other. These results in Table 1(c) show that sex differences
were significant at each birth order, each time gzirls heing
more reformist. However, birth order-wise there were no
differences hretween any birth order akong the girls nor on
the total, but a few pairs of “irth orders (F.B~5.%; F.3-T.B)
showed significant differences only among the boys., This
differential trend among hoys and girls at different birth
orders accounts for significant interaction between sex and

birth order.

!

It can be said in general that as far as refornist
views on religions practices were concerned, sex was definitely
significant factor, but not the bhirth order, though it inter-

o

acted significantly with the other in some cases.

(¢) Extent of Reformist Views on
Bducational Issues: (C=R:%

Results of analysis of data on C-R Scale (Educational)

are presented in Tables No. (C-R:E)-1 Findings are enumerated

below

(1) In matters of edncation, 1t is concluded from the
results in Tarle (C-R:E)-1(%) that sex was a significant
variable. Roys were observed to be more reformist (11.083)

than girls (10.47) on educational issues, as exvected.
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' (i11) BRirth order was also found to he significant.
However, closer examination of results in tahle 1(a)
confirmed by results in 1{e) would show that first born aﬁd
second horn were equal formlng as if one group, and that
middle horn and last born were equal forming another group,
significantly lower on reformist scale than the preceding
groups o? F.B. and 5.7., thus accounting for overall

significant differences among birth orders.

(iii) There was also significant interaction between
sex and birth order. This can be explained by the fact that
there were sex differences only among *.B., and L.B., and not
among S,B. and M.3. It can be said that sex though significant
on the whole was truly contributing significantly among the
first-born and the last-born only, and that birth order though
significant on the whole was the contributing in such a way
that F.B. and S.B. formed equal pair, significantly higher

than M.B. and L.B. while also formed equal pair.

(d) Extent of Reformist Views
Pertaining to Women (C-R:W)

Results of analysis of data on C.R. Scale (Women) are
presented in Tables No, (C-R:W)=1 and following are the

findings.



401
(1) As observed in Table (C-R:W)=1(b), sex was sieni=- ’
ficant beyond .01l level of confidence, as far as views
~pertaining to women were concerned. Girls held far more
significantly the reformist views (12.24) than the boys
(9.02) on matters pertaining to women. This is just what
was expected; it is alsc a sort of the error in judgment
as a result of projection of girls in their own matters.
Whatever it may be, éirls would be more reformist in their
own issues than boys who would like to be conservative

towards freedom for girls.

]

(ii) Birth order was again an insignificant factor

in this respect.

(iii) Nor was the interaction significant. However,
the L.S5.D. results in Tahle (C-R:W)-1l(c) reveal that there
were also significant sex differences of each birth order,
is expected, but most of the birth order-pair differences
were significant among girls, and not among boys; thus

there was no true interaction, sex playing the major role.

In other words, sex was always significant at all birth .

1

orders, but birth order was significant in some cases only among

girls.



(e) Extent of Reformist Views .
Pertainine to Fashions(C-R:F)

Results of analysis of data on C.R. Scale (Fashions)
are summarized in Tables No.(C-R:F)-1 and findings regarding
sex and different birth orders are given helow:

(

a significant role beyond .Cl level of confidence, Girls were

]
N

Here again regarding the views on fashions, sex played

definitely holding more reformist views on fashions (2.33) than
boys (1.56) and this is what was exvected. As in earlier para-
graph regarding views on women, here too on fashions, girls would
he more forwvard in fashions, dress, make-up, etc. whiech concerned

mostly themselves.

(11) Birth order, however, was not significant here also
ae in case of views on women. Yet it apveared that S.R. tended
to be most reformist and F.B. were the least reformist on the

whole and among the girls.

(1i1) However, there was significant interaction between sex’
and birth order in case of views on fashions. Besults\in table
1(c) show that there were sex differences at each birth order,
but some birth order pairs (F.B., Vs. any other} were signifi-
cantly different among girls, and not a single birth order pair
showed significant difference among boys, thus accounting for
significant interaction.

Iﬁ other words, sex was always significant, girls holding
more reformist views on the whole and also at each birth order,
but birth order did not play important role, except in case of

girls, where tre F.Z. were significantly less reformist than



children of any other nositions.

2+ Comparison between the First
born and Other Siblings:

To compare first born on one hand, data of hoys and
girls were tabulated accordingly and subjected to adequate
statistical analysis. The results are presented in Tables
No. 2 (a), (») and (c¢) as usval, for each of five aspects
of C.R. Scale ioe. in tables marked C-R:R, C:R:E, C-R:W
and C.R.:¥, These findings are described in the following

parugraphs for each of the five aspects.

(a) First Born Vs. Other Siblings
on Cong.~ Reformist Scale -
Soctal (C.R:S)

The results of statistical analyéis of data for comnarison

between all the first born on one hand and all other siblings

on the other hand with resvect to their viewg on Cons.-Ref.

Scale (social aspect) have been given in Ta~les (C.R:8)-2(a),

(b) and (¢) following the pattern of presentation as usual.

The findings revealed are as follow:

(1) Sex was not found to be significant. On the whole

both boys (12.85) and girls (12.50) scored almost equally.
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(ii) The birth order was highly significant 5eyonﬁ

.01 level of confidence.

The first born were significantly more reformist on
social aspects (14.78) than the other siblings together

{(11.58) on the whole.

(iii) However, there was significant interaction between
sex and birth order in this case. Examination of results in
Table 1(c) reveals in this case reveals that there were sex
differences among the first born, bhut not among the other
siblings; however both among boys and girls there were
significant differences between birth orders. This accounts

for significant interaction.

In other words, birth order was definitely significant
variahle in this case both for Toys and girls; but sex was
significant only with respect to the first born, and not the

other siblings.

(b) First born Vs, Other Siblings ,
on Refnrmist Scale: Religious

(C.R:R)

The results of analysis of data for comparison between
the first born and other siblings on C.R. Scale (Religious)
are presented in Tables No.(C-R:R)-2 (a), (b) and (e).

The findings are given below :



405

(1) Sex played a significant role beyond .01 level of
confidence. In religious matters the girls were definitely

more reformist (10.87) than boys (8.14) on the whole.
(i1) Birth order was observed to be not significant.

(1ii) However, interaction between sex and birth order
was highly significant beyond .01 level. EIExamination of
table 1{c) in this case reveals that there were significant
sex differences hoth among F.3. and also other siblings,
girls scoring higher. However, among hoys the first horn
scoring higher differed from other siblings, but not among
girls though other siblings tended to score higher. This

accounts for significant interaction.

In other words, sex was definitely a significant varilable
confributing on the whole as well as separately to scores of
the first born and the other siblings in favour of girls.
However, birth order was significant with respect to boys

only and not girls.

(¢) Tirst-born Vs. Other Siblings on
Cons.Ref.3cale (Educational) (C-R:E)

The results for t-is purpose are summarized in Tahles No.

(C-R:E)~2(a), (b) and (e). TFindings.are given below :
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(1) Sex played a very significant role beyond .01 level.

-

Boys were educationally more reformist (11.08) than girls

(10.47) in this group on the whole.

(1i) Birth order was also highly significant factor
beyond .01 level. The first born were educationally more
reformist (11.63) than the other later born siblings (10.30)

on the wvhole.

(iii) At the same time, there was very highly signifi-
cant interaction between sex and birth order beyond .01 level
of confidence. The examination of results in Table 1(e) in
this connection reveals that there were significant sex
differences in favour of boys only among the first born, and
not among the other later born siblings; while both among boys
and girls the first born scored significantly higher than the

other siblings.

In other words, birth order was definitely a significant
factor with respect to both sexes and totally too; but sex
was a significant factor with respect to Bnly the first born
and not others, though it appeared so on the whole.

(@) First-born Vg. Other Siblings on
C-R Scale Women: (C-R:W)

The results for this comparison have been presented in

Tables No.(C-R:W)-2(a), (b) and (e¢). Findings are given helow:
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(i) Sex was highly significant beyond .01 level.
Girls were more reformist (12.24) in their views on women

than boys (2.02).

(ii) Birth order was also a significant factor. First

horn were more reformist {(11.01) than others (10.37).

(111) There was no interaction between the two. Fven
the results in table 1(c) in this regard show that there were
significant sex differences in favour of girls both among the
first born and also the others. Similarly, there were signi-
f

cant birth order differences in favour of F.P. both among hoys

e

and also girls.

(e) TFirst-born Vs. Other Siblines on
Con.Ref, Scale -~ Fashiong:(C-R:F)

The results in this respect are summarized in Tables

No, (C-R:F)-2(a), (b) and (c). The findings are given below:

(i) Sex was righly significant beyond .Cl level. Girls
were far more reformist (2.33) in their views on fashions

than boys (1.56) on the whole, as exvected.

cant interaction beyond .01

[

(1ii) There was also signif
level. The closer examination of results in table 1{e¢) reveals
that there were gignificant sex differences in favour of girls
both among tre F,.RB. and also others; and that there were also
significant birth order differences both aﬁong boys and also

firls, but in opoosite direction, i.e. first born boys scored

B e e e % e e e o —
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higher than other later torn boys, but other later torn girls

scored higher than first born bovs. Tris accounts for inter-

action. In other words, sex was significant in all cases

in favour of girls; similarly birth order was slso significant
in all cases, but more favourably with first-rcrn boys and

other later born girls.

3. Comparison bhetween the Only Child
Group and Other First-born Group:

In order to compare the only children with the rest
first-horn children, data of bovs and girls were separstely
tabulated accordingly and subjected to needed statistical
analysis. The results obtained with the help of such analysis
have been summarized in Tahles No.3(a) (b) and (¢) as usual,
Tor each of five agpects of C,RiSeale, i.e. in tables marked
C.R:8, C-R:R, C.R:E, C.R:W and C.R.:F as usual. The findings

are described in the following paragraphs:

(a) ©Only Child Croun Vs. Other First Born
Group on C.R Scale=-Social (C.R:8)

The results in this respect have been summarized in
Tables No., (C-R:8)-3(a), (b) and (c). The findings are given

velow :
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(1) Sex was significant at .0l level. Toys were socially
more reformist (15.32) than girls (14.23) on the whole in this

grouv of comparison.

(i1) Birth order on the whole did not appear to be

significant.

(1ii) However, there was significant interaction between
the two variables. Examination of results in table 3(e¢) in this
respect clearly indicates that there were significant sex
differences only among the only bhorn and not among the other F.R,
However, there were significant birth order differences in both
sex groups, but in opposite directions, thus washing ocut birth
order effect. Thus, among only children boys scored far higher
than the girls; and among other F.B., there were no sex differences
Similarly, among boys, only children scored higher than other F.=,
and among girls, other F.B. scored higher than only children.
Thus washing out birth order effect. This accounts for
gignificant interaction as well as significant sex effect, hut

wash out of birth order effect on the whole.

In other words, sex was significant only with only born
group, and birth order was significant with both sex groups
but in opvosition directions so as to wash out effect of

birth order.
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(b) Qnly Child Vs. Other Tirst-born
on C.R.Scale - Religious: (C«R:R)

These results are presented in Table No. C-R:R)-3 (a),

(b) and (¢). The inferences warranted are :

(i) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls were
religiously more reformist (10.59) than boys (°.05), contrary

to expectation under our social structure.
(ii) Birth order was not significant.

(iii) However, there was significant interaction. Results
in Tahle 3(e) reveal that there were gignificant sex differences
among only other F.B. in favour of girls and not among only hornj
similarly, there were significant birth order differences among
girls in favour of other F.R., and not among boys. This accounts

for significant interaction.

In other words, sex was significant only among the other

first born and birth order was significant only among girls.

(¢) Only Child Vs. Dther First Porn
on C-R. Scale-~-Educational(C-R:I)

These results are summarized in tableg No. (C-R:E)-3(a),

(b)) and (c) and findings therefrom are described below:
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(1) Sex was significant at .01 level. Poys were

educationally more reformist (12.27) than girls (11.09).

(i1) Birth order was also significant at .01 level.
Other first born were educationally more reformist (11.89)

than only born (10.85).

(iii) There was significant interaction; boys always
scored higher than girls in both birth orders and similarly
other F.3. scored always higher than only born in both sexes.
Still, the close examination of results in table 3(e) reveals
that beys were significantly higher than girls only among the
only born and not significantly among the other F.R. though
tended to be higher. Similarly, the other F.?. were signifi-
cantly higher than only born in case of only girls and not

significantly in case of boys though tended to be higher.

In other words, sex was truly playing effective role
simply with only-born children, and birth order was playing

effectively simply with girls.

{d8) Onlv Child Vs, Other First born
on C-R., Scale - Women (C~R:W)

hese results are presented in Tables No.(C-R:W)-3 (a),

(h) and (e¢) which reveal the following findings:
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls as
expected were far more reformist (12.88) than hoys (9.17)

in their views on women.

(ii) Birth order was also significant .01 level. The

only born.were more reformist (12.17) than the other first

[

born (10.72).

(iii) There was lack of interaction between the itwo.

Examination of results in Table 1(¢) also reveals that girls

were significantly more reformist in both hirth orders, and

o

the only born were significantly more reformist than the other

e

first-rorn - i.e. both factors were significant in same direc-

tion, thus witrout any interaction.

{e) Onlv Child Vs. Dther First Born
on C-R. Scale -~ Fashions {(C-R:F)

These results can he observed in Tables Wo. (C-R:F)-3(a),

(v) and (c), revealing the following results:

(1) Sex was significant at .01 level. On the whole,
girls naturally were more reformist (2.03) tran hoys (1.355)

in matters »f fashion.

(ii) Birth order was also equally significant at .01 level.

Dther first born were more reformist (1.92) than the only born

(1.55) on the whole.,

'
i
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(11i) There was lack of significant interactions; girls
séored higher than boys at both levels of birth order ard
other F.B. scored higher than only born at both levels of sex.
However, closer examination of table 3(c) reveals that sex was
significantly effective with other F.B. and not with only born;
similarly birth order was significantly effective with girls

and not with hoys.

4, Comparison between Only Children(Bovs)
and Other First Born (Boys)

The results in preceding section give the comparison of
only ¢hild group and other first born group combining boys
and girls generally as warranted by F-Test and then separately
for boys and girls as warranted by L.S5.D. Test. To he more
exact, the same data of boys and girls were separately
subjected to F=Test and the results are reproduced below in

this section for boys and in the next section for girls.

(a) Onlyv born Bovs Vs. Other Fimst Born

e

Boys on C=-R Scale-Social (C-R:S)

The results of boys are presented in Tables No.({C-R:3)=-

4 (a) and (b).

It is revealed from the results that there were signi-

cant birth order differences at .01 level between the only
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born boys and the other first born boys, thus confirnming
the finding in tahle Wo.C-R:5)-3(c). The only horn boys

were more reformist (16.88) than other First born boys (14.94).

(b) 0Only born Rovs and Dther First horn
Boys on C-R. Scale-Relisious(C-R:R):

The results in Table No.(C-R:R)-4(2) and (b) in this
regard reveal that only born boys were not different from
other first born boys on C-R Scale (Religious), thus

confirming the finding in Table No.(C-R:R)-3(c).

(¢) Only born Bovs Vs. Other First born
Bovs on C~R.Scale=Educational (C-R:®)

Again the resulbs in Table No.C-R:E)-4{a) and (b)
confirm the similar finding in Table Vo.C-R:E)-3(c) that

only bhorn boys were not different from other first born boys.

(@) Only born Boys Vs. Other First Born
Bovs on C=R.Scale-Women (C~R:E) :

The results in Tahle No.C~R:W)-4(a) and (b) agree with
the finding in Table No.(C-R:W)-3(e) that the difference
between the only born boys and other first born on reformist
attitude towards matters nertaining to women was significant
at .01 level of confidence. Only born boys were more

reformist (10.48) than other first born (8.85).



(e) Only born Bovs Vs. Other First born
Boys.on C~R.Scale~Fashions (C-R:F):

Finally, the finding from the results in Table No.
(C-R:F)-4(a) and (b) confirms the earlier finding from
results in Table No.C-R:F)-3(c) that there was significant
difference between the only born boys and other first born
boys on their reformist attitude towards matters pertaining

to fashions.

n

5. Comparison between Onlv Children
(Girls) and Other First Born{&irls):

As stated earlisr in the beginning of Section 4 above,
the results of F.Test on separate data of girls from only
born group and other first horn group have been revroduced
in Tables No.5(a) and (b) with respect to their reformist
attitude towards each of the five aspects in respective
Tables 5-C-R:8, C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W and C-R:F. The findings
are summarized helow and confirm the similar earlier findings
in Tables No.3(e¢) on C-R:8, C-R:R, C=R:E, C~R:W and C-R:F

respectively, based on L.S.D. Test,

(a) With respect to reformist views on social aspects,
other born girls were significantly more reformist (14.37)
than the only born girls (12.48), as revealed in Table No,

(C-R:3)-5(a) and (b).
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(b) With respect to views on religious aspects, the
other first born girls were significantly more reformist
(10.25) than the only born girls (9.18), as revealed in

Table No.C=R:R)-5(a) and (b).

(¢) As regards toiviews on educational matters, the
other first born girls were significantly more reformist
(11.42) than the only born girls (2.78), as revealed in
Table No.L~R:E)-5 (a) and (b).

(d) Regarding the views pertaining to women, the only
born girls were significantly more reformist (13.83) than
the other first born girls (12.60), as revealed in Table

No,., (C=R:W)=-5(a) and (b).

(e) Finally, as regards the views on fashions, the
other first born girls were significantly more reformist
(2.15) than the only born girls (1.56), as revealed in
Table No.C-R:F)-5 (a).and (b).

A1l these findings confirm the similar earlier findings

in respective Tahles 3(c).

6. Comparison between the First-born of
Mixed Sex Siblings and the First-born
of Same Sex Siblings

With a view to studying likely differences in views of

the first-born of mixed sex siblings and the first-born of



47

same sex siblings in the family, data were tabulated
accordingly and subjected to F~-Test. The results of such
analysis are pregented in respective tables No.C~R:S,
C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W, C-R:F 6 (a) and (b) on each of five

aspects, The findings are described below :

(a) - As regards the views on social aspects, same-sex
first-born were not different from mixed sex first born, though
the former tended to score somewhat higher (15.18) than the

latter (14.58), as revealed in Tahle No.(C-R:8)-6 (a) and (b).

(b) Regarding the views on religious matters, both
groups were almost equally reformist (9.927 of M.S., and 9.95

of 8.8.), as revealed in Tahle No. (C-R:R)~8 (a) and (b).

(¢c) Similarly on educational views also there were no
significant differences though M.S. tended to more somewhat
higher (12.08) than S.S5. (11.32), as revealed in Table No.
(CsR:E)-6 (a) and (b).

(d) As expected, on views pertaining to women, the mixed
sex Tirst born were significantly more reformist (11.15) than
the same sex first born (9.44), as revealed in Table No.

C.R:W)=6 (a) and (b).

(e) Finally, as regards the views on fashions, contrary
to expectation, there were not observed any significant differe-
nces between the two groups (1.94 of M.S. and 1.85 of Same Sex,

as revealed in Tahle No.(C+R:F)-6 (a) and (b).
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In general it may be said that first born siblings of
mixed sex were somewhat more reformist than those of same sex,
though not significantly, except the significance in views on

women.

7. Comparison between the Onlv Born and
Qther Pater-horn (excluding the

First-born

The data of hoys and girls again tabulated and analysed
in such a way as to bring out the comparison between the only
born on one hand and the other later born (exclusing the
first born) on the other hand. The results of statistical
analysis of these data are presented in Ta»les 7(a), (b) and
(c) in usual pattern, with respect to each of five aspects

" of Con-Ref. Scale, viz. C-R:S, C+R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W and C.R.F.

The findings are described in the following lines :

(a) Only Born Vs, Later Porn on
C~R,Scale~Social (C-R:S)

These results are summarized in Table No.(C-R:8)-7 (a),

(b) and (e¢). Findings in this respect are :

(i) Sex did not play any significant role, though boys
on the whole apparently tended to be socially more reformist

{(12.07) than girls (11.83).
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(1i1) Birth order was found to be a significant
variable beyond .01 level. The only born were significantly
socially more reformist (14,.67) than the later born (11.58)

on the whole.

(11i) However, there was significant interaction between
the two. Examinafion of results in Table No. C~R:8)~7(c)
reveals that birth order was significant with only boys
and not with girlsy similarly sex was significant also
with the only torn group and not with the later born. This

accounts for significant interaction.

In other words, sex that was observed to be not signi-
ficant on the whole was truly significant with respect bo
the only born group, and the hirth order which was observed
to be significant on the whole was truly effective with

respect to hoys only.

() Only born Vs, Iater horn on
C~R.Scale~Religious (C-R:R)

The results in this respect are presented in Table

No. (C-R:R)-7 (a), (b) and {c).

(1) Sex was a gignificant factor. On the whole, girls
were religiously significantly more reformist (10.84) than

boys (7.81).,
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(ii) Birth order was found to be significant apparently
on the whole. Both the only born and the later born scored

almost equally (9.23 and 9.29 respectively).

(11i) However, there was significant interaction. The
examination of results in Table (C-R:R)-7(ec) reveals that
sex was a significant factor in favour of girls among the
later horn and not among the only hrornj; but birth order was
significant among both the hoys as well as the girls, no
doubt in opposite directions, i.e. among hoys only born were
more reformist (9.30) than the later born (7.63), but among
the girls the later born were more reformist (11.03) than

the only born (9.16). This accounts for significant interaction.

In short, sex was significant only with respect to the
later born, and birth was significant in both levels of sex
in opposite way, i.e. favourably towards the only born in case

of boys and favourably towards the later born in case of girls.

(¢) Cnly born Vs. Later Forn on
C-R, Scale-=Educational (C-R:E)

These results are summarized irn table No./{C-R:C)-7 (a)

and (b).

l.-l-

indings are :

Sex was not significant.

Pann FaY
e
g

Rirth order was not significant.

e
P
Nt
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(iii) Interaction was not significant. FRven the
examination of figures in each cell reveals that no difference
in any pair was significant, though among boys the only born

tended to score higher and among girls the later born tended

to score higher,
In short, it is inferred that on education views, there

was no significant difference anywhere in this comparison.

Iater born on

(d) Only horn Vs,
C-R. Scale-Women (C-R:W)

»
.

The results in this case are summarized in table No.
Findings are

(C-R:W)-7 {(a), (b) and (c).
Sex was significant heyond .01 level of confidence.

{1)

Girls on the whole were significantly more reformist (12.10)
than hoys (2.09) with regard to views on women.

Birth oreer was also highly sigrificant. The conly.

)

feds

(i '
significantly more reformist (12.17) than the later

born were

born (10.682) on the vhole.

(1iii) At the same time there was a very highly significant
Examination of

interaction hetween the two beyond .01 level.

results in Table (C-R:W)-7(c) reveals that
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(¢) Only bhorn Vs. ter born on

C-R.Scale-Fashions (C-R:7):

These results are given in table No. (C-R:F)-7 (a),

(b) and (c) and findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .Gl level. Girls on
the whole were significantly more feformed (2.40) than bovs

(1.51) with respect to their views on fashions, as exvected.

(11) Birth order was also significant. The later born
on the whole were significantly more reformist (1.89) than

the only born (1.85).

(1ii) However, there was also significant interactions.
The examination of results in Tahle ( C-R:F)-7(c) reveals
that sex was significant in favour of girls only among the
later born and not among the only bornj; similarly birth order
was significant in favour of the later born only among girls

and not among boys. This accounts for significant interaction.

In other words, though both factors were on the whole
observed significant, truly the sex was effective with respect
to the later born only and birth order was effective with

spect to girls only.
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8. Comparison between the Fitst born

and the Tast born

For trig purpose, the data of boys and girls were so
analyzed and statistically analysed as to enable the inves-
tigator to make comparison between the first born and the
last born with regard to their views on each of the five
aspects ofreformist attitude. The results are given in
respective Tables No.8 (a), (b) and (c¢) as usual, regarding
each of five aspects in respective tables marked as C-R:S,
C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:¥W and C-R:F. The findings are described

'

below

(a) TPFirst born Vs. Last born on
C~R.8cale: Social (C-R:8) :

These results are summarized Iin Table No. (C-R:8)-8

(), (b) and (c). TFindings are :

(1) Sex was not found significant. On the whole boys
(14,01) were not significantly different from girls (13.62)

though on the whole boys tended to score somewhat higher.

(i1) Birth order was significant beyond .Cl level.
The first born on the whole were socially more significantly

reformist (14.98) than the last horn (12.22).

(iii) However, there was significant interaction. As

revealed by Table (C~R:8)-8(c), sex was significant in favour
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of boys among the first horn only and among the last born.
Birth order was significant in favour of the first born both
among the boys as well as among the girls. This accounts for

significant interaction.

In other words, birth order was definitely significant
at both levels of sex, but sex though on the whole not

significant was truly significant among the first born only.

(b) First born Vss Last born on
C-R.Scale-Religious (C-R:R):

These results are given in Table No.C-R:R)-8 (a), (b)

and (e¢) and findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the

whole were religiously more reformist (10.78) than boys (8.34).

(ii) Birth order was also significant at .01 level. The
first born on the whole were more reformist (2.82) than the

last born (8.%1).

(iii) However, there was also significant interaction
at .01 level. Examination of table No.(C~R:R-8 (c) reveals
that sex was significant in favour of girls at borh levels
of birth order, but birth order was significant in favour of
the first born with respect to hoys only, and not with respect

to girls. This accounts for significant interaction.



In other words, sex was significant on the whrole as

well as in both birth orders, but borth -order which was

significant on the whole was truly significant among boys only.

(¢) First born Vs. Last born on
C=R.S8cale:Educational (C~R:E):

These results are.given in Table No. (C-R:E)-8 (a) and (b).

Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant. Boys were educationally more

reformist (11.62) than girls (10.38).

(ii) Birth order was also significant. Thre first horn

were more reformist (11.68) than the last born (92.89).
(iii) There did not avpear any significant interaction.

As shown by Table (C-R:E)-S(c), boys were more reformist
in both birth orders, and the first born were more reformist

among bith sexes.

() PFirst born Vs, Iast born on
C~R. Scale-Women (C=Rs:W)

These results are given in Tahle No. (C-R:W)-8 (a), (b)

and (c). Findings are :
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the

whole were more reformist (12.23) than hoys (8.94) on views

regarding women, as expected.

(11) Birth order was also significant. The first born
on the whole were more reformist (11.01) than the last born

(9.82).

(ii1) There was lack of interaction. The results in
Table (C-R:W)-8(c) reveals that sex was significant in favour
of girls in both birth orders, but birth order though signi-
ficant on the whole was truly effective with girls only,

not with boys.

(e) First born Vs, Last born on
C-R.Scale-Fashions (C-R:F):

These results are summarised in Table No. (C-R:F)-8

(a), (P) and {(c). Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the
whole were more reformist (2.13) than boys (1.60) with respect

to their views on fashions, as expected.
(ii) Birth order was not found significant on the whole.

(iii) However, there was significant interaction.

Examination of results in Table (C-R:F)-8{(c) reveals that
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~ [
sex was significant in favour of girls in both birth orders.

But the hirth order which was not significant on the whole
was truly significant in favour of the last born among the

girls, though not among boys.

Thus, sex wasg definitely significant in all cases, but

birth order was significant only among the girls.
g g g

9. Comparison between the Iast born
and the Agpgretace of the Second
born and the Middle bhorn

In order to have this comparison, data of boys and
girls were tabulated accordingly and statistically analysed
with respect to each of five aspects of C-R. Scale. The
results are given in Tahles 9(a), (b) and (¢) as usval for
each of aspects in tables marked C-R:5, C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W

and C-R:F, The findings are described below :

(a) ILast born Vs. Second-and-Middle
horn on C-R.Scale~Social (C-R:8):

These results are given in takle No.(C-R:8)-9 (a),(b)

and (e¢) and findings are :

(1) BSex was not found to be significant. Soth hoys and
girls were almost equally socially reformist.{(11.53 score of

boys and 11.54 of girls).
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(i1) Birth order was significant at .01 level. Iast
born were more reformist (12.22) than the aggregate of the

second~-and-middle hrorn (11.25).
(1ii) Interaction was not significant.

Inspection of Tahle No.C~R:8)-9(c) however reveals that
gsex was not significant anywhere, but birth order that was
significant on the whole was truly significant in vaour of

the last born only in case of girls.

{(+*} last horn Vs. Second-and-Middle born
on C-R,S8cale = Religious (C~R:R) :

The results are shown in Ta*le No,C-R:R)-¢ (a),(b) and (c).

Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the

whole were religiously far more reformist (11.03) than roys(7.6%)

s

(ii) Birth order was also significant at .01 level.
Aggregate of second-and-middle born were dn the whole more

reformist (9.47) than the last born (8.21).

(iii) There was no significant interaction.

Table (C-R:R)=2(c) reveals thalt sex was also significant
in both birth orders, but birth order was truly significant

only among boys and not girls.
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(¢) ILast horn Vs. Second-and-Middle born "
on C-R.Scale~Educational (C-R:E)

The results are

03]

iven in table No. (CsR:E)-2 (a), (b)

and (¢). Findings are :

sSex was not significant on the whole.

Ean
[ N
~

(ii) Birth order was also not significant on the whole.

(iii) However, the interaction between the two was

slgnificant at .01l level,

Results in Tahle (C-R:E)-9{c) inéicate that sex was
truly significant among the las% born, last horn boys being
more reformist (10.58) than last born girls (9.09), but not
in case of the aggregate group. Similarly, birth order was

nificant among girls, aggregate girls of the second-and-

|
WL

w
3
m

ddle born scoring higher (10.58) than last born girls (9.09),

=
jrde

but not in case of boys.

(d) TILast born Vs. Second-and-middle born
on C-R, Scale-Women (C=R:v)

&

These results are given in Table No. (CsR:W)-9 (a),

(b) and (e). Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the
whole were more reformist (11,20) than boys (8.75) on their

views.
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Aggretage of
second-and-middle born were more reformist (10.82) than

last born (2.82) on the whole.

Birth order was also significant.
<

(iii) Trere was no inbteraction between the two.
Results in Tahle No.(C-R:W)-9(c) indicate that sex was

significant also at both levels of birth order, in favour of
girls,

But birth order that was significant on the whole was

truly significant only among the girls, not among the boys.

(e)

Last born Vs, Second-and-middle bhorn
on C=R.Scale~ Fashions (C=-R:7)

These results are summarized in Table No.
(v) and (C).

L)"'g (a),
Findings are :
(1) Sex was significant. Girls on the whole were far

more reformist (2-50) than boys 1.51) on views on fashions,
as expected.

(1i) Birth order was not significant.

(1ii) Wor was interaction significant.

Results in Table (C=R:F)-9(c) also indicate that

only
sex was significant in both birth orders in favour of

girls,
but birth order was nowhere significant.
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10, menarison hetween the Tast born

and the Only born : .

-~

Again, data of “oys and girls for this purpose were
accordingly tabulated and statistically analysed to enarle
the investigator to study the comparison between the last horn
and the only born children. Results are summarised in Tables
10 (a), (b) and (c) as usual for each of five aspects of C.R.
Scale,’respectively shown under C*st; C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:¥W and
C~R:¥F. The findingé are described below for each of five

AN

aspects @

N

(a) ZLast born Vs. Only born on
C-R. Scale-=Social (C-R:S): .

These results can be read from Tarle No. (C-R:$8)-10

4

(a), (») and (c). Findings are :

(1) Sex was not found to be significant. On the whole,
both boys (13.13) and girls (12.51) were socially almost

equally reformist.

(i1) Birth order was significant at .01 level. The

only born were socially more reformist (14.57) than the last

born (12.22).

(1ii) However, there was also significant interaction.
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Results in Table No. (C-R:8)-10(c) indicate that sex
not significant bn the whole was truly .significant among
the only born, boys scoring higher (16.38) than girls
(12.48), but not so among the last born. Similarly,birth
order significant on the whole was truly significant among
boys, only born scoring higher (16.86) than last born (11.25)

but not among girls.

In other words, sex was significant among the only born,
and birth order was significant among the boys, and in no other

case.

(b) ILast born and Only born on
C~R.Scale~Religiong (C~R:R):

Results are given in Tahle No.C-R:R)-10 (4),(b) and (c).

Findings are :

(i) Sex was significant beyond. ..0l level. Girls were

on the whole religiously more reformist (10.37) than boys(7.73).
(i1) Rirth order on the whole was not significant.
(i1i) There was significant interaction between the two.

Rgsults in Table No.C-R:R)-10(c) indicate that sex was
significant truly in case of the last born,.and in the only
born. Similarly, birth order not significant on the whole was

truly significant separately both with boys and girls, but
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in opposite directicn, thus accounting for significant inter-
action, i.e. in case of boys, only born scored higher (9.30)
than last born (7.23), and in case of girls, the last born

scored righer (19.84) than the only born (2.13).
Thus, sex was truly significant with the last born, and

birth was significant with both sexes, but in opposite directions

(e¢) Last born Vs. Onlvy born on
C-R.Scale:Fducational (C~R:E):

These results are given in Ta*le No.C-r:E)-10(a),(bland (c),

and findings are :

(1) BSex was significant. Zoys on the whole were education-

ally more reformist (10.10) than girls (9.27).

(i1) Birth order was not significant on the whole.
(iii) Nor was interaction significant.

Regults in Table (C-R:E)-10(c) indicate that sex was
significant also in both birth orders, and hirth order though
not significant on the whole was significant in case of boys,
only horn boys scoring higher (11.92) than last born boys (10.58),

but not so among girls.
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(d) Last born Vs. Only born on
C=R, ScaleWomen (C-R:W) :

Results are given in Table NWo. (C-R:W)-10(a), (b) and (c).

Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the

whole were naturally more reformist (11.95) than boys (2.03)

on views on wowmen.

(ii) Birth order was also significant beyond .01 level.
The Only born on the whole was more reformist (12.17) than

the last born (9.82).
(i1ii) There was no interaction between the two.

Results in Table (C-R:W)-10(¢) indicate that sex was
significant in favour of girls in both birth orders. Birth

order was also significant dn favour of the only born in

bhoth sexes.

(e) ZLast virbh Vs. Only born on
C-R.Scale : Fachions (C~R:F):

The results in this respect are summarized in Table No.

(C-R:F)-10(a), (b) and (¢). TFindings inferred therefrom are

enumerated below
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Girls on the

whole were more reformist (2.18) than boys (1.51) on views on

fasnions, as expected.

(i1) Birth order was also significant bevond .01 level.
The last born on the whole were more reformist (1.22) than the

only born {1.55).
(i1i) Interaction was also significant.

Inspection of results in Table No.(C-R:F)-10(c) reveals
that sex though significant on the whole was truly significant
among the last borﬁ and not among the only born. Similarly,
birth order though significant on the whole was truly signi-
ficant, among the girls and not among the boys. This explains

the significant interaction.

In other words, sex was effective with the last born only

and birth order was effective with girls only.

This completes the discussion of results with regard to
comparison between different birth orders. The next section
deals with comparison between different family sizes on

varions birth order positions.
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III ANALYSIS FOR COMPARISON BETWEEN
DIFFERENT FAMILY SIZES AT EACH
BIRTH ORDIR

The earlier séction has dealt with a number of findings
with regard to comparing ohe birth order category with the
other birth order categéry as well as sex differences therein.
The present section is devoted to the comparison of different
family sizes at each of four birth orders and sex differences
therein at the same time the data have heen separated out
accordingly for hoys and girls coming from each possible
Tamily size groun at each hirth order and subjected to adequate
statistical analysis (F-Test as well as T.S.D. Test) to study
separately the contribution of family size and sex to each
aspect of C-R. Scale. The results of this analysis have been
summarized in Tables No. 11 to 14 (a), (b) and (c¢) following
the same pattern of presentation as in earlier cases, separately
for each of five aspects in tables marked C-R:S, C-R:R, C-R:E,
C~-R:W and C-R:F., A1l these tables from 11 to 14 are presented
together for each aspect one after the other, and findings are

discussed below @
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XI : First-born Boys Vs. First Born Girls Soclal

Sex Vs, Family Sicze

(C~-R:8 ) Table 11(a) - Showing Mean Scores

(C-R:

Pamily 2078 ___ Girls_ —___Total
Size No. Mean * No.  Mean No. Mean
F1 50 16.86 5o 12.48 400 14.67
F2 60  14.40 60 12.36 120  13.51
F3 35  14.11 35  15.54 70  14.82
Pl 35  14.31 35  16.05 70 16,18
F5 35 16.26 35  14.88 70 15.87
F6 35 . 16.00 35  18.71 70  15.85

A - —— o - — o " W P it 2 Sy AL T AN D W 3 K ML 0l AT D Lecn S Y

Total 250 18.32 250 14.23 500 14.78

- —— " S-S . - S Do . T S S o S T T ) U g g Pl S LA St e Ml S D s A S S U Tl D V-~ -

) Pable 11(db) - Showing Analysis of Variance for

................ Above Data e
Source af 88 NS P, Ratio ‘Remarks
Sex : 1 147.96 147.96  6.20 . Sig. at .05

Family 5 ' | ‘
Size 643.48 129.69 5.44 Sig at .05
SXF 5 229.45 45,39 1.92 Not sig.

Within 488 11633.91 23.83

Total 499  12659.80
--------- QA g s o 020 St A D A S " oo -~ " 6 1 it W W ot S o g

R Ty =X S e B e o i s e WS e

g e

ity



e A= e

o L UEY LI vl = an e o mmdimmmen A s et et e ey emCen fe eam . Ll % TTL omma-
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Family Rovs Girls Total
Size ?f‘_"flff‘________fi’ ..................................
wise ,

F1-F2 gig. at .06 Not sig. Not. sig.’

F1-F3 8ig. at .05 Sig. at .05 Not sig.
M-F4 : Sigo at .0b Sigo at 05 Not Sigo .

R e L

ST pe o g g

et T % s

Sex~wise :

F5-F6

——— - -~ " " o W e e e T W ey

In

[P TG VN

Not
Not
Not
Not
Not
Not
Net
_ Not
Not
Not
Not
Not

#
72
3
74
F>
F6

sig. Sig. at .05
sig. - Sig. at .06
sig. Sig. at .06
sig. Sig. at .0l
sig. Not sig.
sig. Sig. at .05
sig. Not sig.
sig. Not sig.
sig. ot sig.
sig. Not sig.
sig. Not sig.
sig. Not sig. B
Boys-Gipls -
Boys-Girls - Not
Boys-Girls - HNot
Boys-Girls - TNot
Boys-Girls® = Not
Boys-Girls - pNot

sig.

sig.

: sig.

sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.

Sigo at .01

sig.
sig.
sig.
sig.

sig.

gy
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(C-R: R ) Table 11(a)

(C-R:

S e ASEEFR L YL e

Sex Vs.

T ——— T — S W " —, - - S 0 Ao, S -

B T

Family

Size

~ Showing Mean Scores
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First-born Boys Vs. First Born Girls Seligion

T T g T T AR U . o S P "~ ooy N A . - T ——-— ] -~ - . "> s oy W} il k. 2 s ks e gy Ol Pl . N e . MR, it . NP Ml Y

e ——————— - - . > o "~~~ - Vo ] L b o W s g, e S o s S i W s a2 - - ——

_Boys __ Girls

No. HMean No, Mean

50 9430 50 P.16
35 8.94 35 10.54
35 .31 35 10.54
35 10.32 35 11.11
25 10.14 35 11.54
250 0.056 250 10.59

Tgﬁal
No. Mean
70 9074
70 C.94
70 10.74
70 10.84
500 2.82

" ———-— - -~ - > 3o - oo W A " W wibel S S ik S S A Yl by i St S S O W D WA s T W S VA O —— -~

) Table 11(b) -~ Showing Analysis of Variance for,

- — - —— —, S0 " - V. . W T ot S o S St e SR WV TN Y AT M, RS SO A s M M A WA - - - " " " " O S o Vo o

——— —— > o o, o] So—" 7 T~ W > - — " o - W " - O o T o g T i Al S, S W W D Bl S A D e LA SR D S ST AT SO o

20.333 ©Sig. beyond

- N s S — o A - " -~ Yo S W - - - - W S P P i . U O D N i e T T Y AR Y W A . W S S A A . S

_— o T — — Y~ - T ] " Do S - S - - . > — ———— i - " Y Tt - YO o W S o A — e WY ot e R

S

Above Data
ar 8s MS
1 202,53 202 .53
5 221.63  44.32
> 217,03  43.40
488  4986.97  10.23%
499  5725.16

4.34

4

26

Not. Sigo

Not sig.

001

i
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(C-R: &) Table 11(c) - Showing Results of L3D Test
Tl Gope | By Gmls | mewe
wise Semmmm s msmoom o mm s
M-F2 gig. at .0L Sig. at .06 Not sig.
F1-F3 Not sig. Not sig. Net sig.
F-F4 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
M-F5 Not sig. Sig. at .08 Sig. at .05
F1-F6 Not sig. Sig.‘at .05 Sig; at .05
F2-T3 Sig. at .06 Not sig. Not sig.
F2-F4 Sig. at .06 DNot éig. Not sig.
F2-F5 Sig. at .0l Not éig. Not sig.
F2-F6 Sig. at .01 Not sig. Not sig.
F3-Pl Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F5-F5 Sig at .05 Not sig. Not sig.
F3-F6 gig. at .05 Not sig. Not sig.
F4-H5 Mot sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F4-F6 Not sig. Not sig. Not sige.
F5-F6 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
Sex-wise : In F1 Boys-Girls -  Not sig.
72 Boys-Girls -  Sig. at .01
5 Boys-Girls -  Sig. at .01
4 Boys—Girls‘- -  Not sig.
5 Boys~éirls, - Kot sig.
6 Boys~Girls - sig. at .05

Qs
Pl

)

R )

e
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! Group XI : First-born Boys Vs, TFirst Born Girls Educational
Sex Vs. Family Sigze ’
(C-R: E) mable 11(a) - Showing Mean Scores

f .

A . it Sl S Gt T SO N Y. S VO SO U Do W W PSS o R T S Wy D S s e g W A W A Sy T o " A, o (o N T W~ - 0

Pamily - - P05 ___ Girls Total

R Size 0. Mean No. Mean No. Mean :
i 71 50 11.92 50 9.8 100 10.85 |
§ 2 60 11.30 - 60 2.71 120  10.50

; ¥3 35 11.94 35 1L.71 /O 11,82

é P4 . 35 11.80 35 12,82 70 11.0%

f F5 35  13.85 3> 12,20 7 13,02

5 ¥6 35  13.65 55 12,68 70 13.16

| Total 20 1m.gm 50 108 590 irem

O " s g g W " —- oo W S s S >y s s i Wl W D T g Sy > D - —— o >, T " - -~

(C~R: E) Table 11(b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for,

L S I S

e bove Data f
{ Source  d4f S8 MS  F.Ratio  Remarks =
}{ ':
: Sex L 172.87 172.87 15.80 Sig. st .0 {
§ Family

i Sigy 5 521.99  104.39 9.54¢ Sig. at .0l

! ' ;
f Within 488  5888.00 10.94 .

- - o —— W " P A o S S S AT i o i - T — > T A - D M e . M WA Ak S ot e T e G W it SO S Gl T ot W

W o A —— e " - —— " —a W S T " - AN WA W " e S . W W 2t s T W N S s TS S s Sy WONS S ot SO o o T

By ooy e Rl A
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U S N
e et bt s o s e o

FRTAT G it F o S SRS ST PR i bttt P T BT ~ et s+ + VE gt e o S ne . s
e S e N U e e e

T et e G it g e e AP AP "o Ty o T " v o — - Iy T — TS oy .y A S A - A8 LV e ———

g?xly— Groups Boys Girls Total
wise T T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTmmTTmmmTmmm T
E\’lfFZ Not. sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F1-F5 Not sig. Sig. at .05 Not sig.
F1-F4 Not sig. Sig. at .01  Not sig.
- F1-F5 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .05
F1-F6 8ig. at 0L Sig. at .01 Sig. at .05
F2-F3 Not sig. Sig. at .05 Not'éig.
F2-F4 Not sig. Sig. at.08 Not sig.
Fe-F5 Sig. at .05 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .05
F2-F6 Sig. at .05 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .05
F5-F4 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F3-F5 Sig. at .05 Not sig. Sig. at .05
F?—F6 Sig. at .05 Not sig. 8ig. at .05
FA-F5 8ig. at .05 Not sig. Sig. at .05
F4-TF6 Sig. at .05 Not sig. - 8ig. at .05
F5-F6 ot sig. Not sig. Not sig.

- s oy~ S Sy b o aoon on 1 ks o o T WY A ma U R N ke ke S W W W 8 AL e Se o e e v M es e A3

Sex-wise : In F1 : Boys-Girls - Sig. at .0L
F2 : Boys-Girls - 8ig. at .0L
F5 : Boys-Girls = Not sig.

F4 : Boys-Girls -~ Not sig.

F5 : Boys-Girls - ©Sig. 8t .08

6 : Boys-Girls- - Not gig.

Fel 4F,
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Group XI : PFirst-born'Boys Vs. First Born Girls Women

(C-R: W

Sex Vs. Fanmily Size

) Table 11(a) ~ Showing Mean Scores

+

B RN -
Size No. Mean No. Mean No Mean
F1 50 .10.46 50  13.88 100 18.17
F2 60 8,51 60  12.20 120 10.35
F3 35  8.28 35 1%.37 70 9,82
T4 35  8.40 35 11.60 70 10.00
F5 35  9.68 35 13.88 70 11.78
F6 35 9.60 35  14.25 0 11,92

Total - 250  g9.17 . 250 1z.85 500 17.01

(C-R:

) Table 11(b) ~ Showing Analysis of Variance for,

________________ Above Data____ s
Source af 88 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 1700.17 1700.17 97.20 Sig. beyond .01
Family 5 : ‘
Size 455.72  91.15 5.21 Sig. at .08
SXF > 33.32  6.66 .038 Not sig.
Within 488 8535.61 17.49 b

- At W . WA s PN < NV A . M T Do W Sy i o, A D S T T S S il W} o b s e L S e Y Wk S D S WS M WO e s

I - . G S - T Y —— o > — - T W — " - - . " W i W T O Y N T P S g B S St oy




S T T

ezrgmr, wal el mex

L E e
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Pl TGoups | heys | Gimle TRl
wise
P-F2 Yot sig. Not. sig. Not. sig.
M-F5 Sig. at .05 BSig. at .05 Sig. at .06
F1-F4 Sig. at .05 Sig. at .05 Sig. at .05
F1-F5 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
71-T6 ‘Not sig. Not sig. Not sdg.
F2-F3 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
Fo-FlL Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F2-F5 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F2-Fo Net sig. - Not sig. Not sig.
F5-F4 Not eig. Sig. at .05 Not sig.
F3-F5 Not sig. Sig. at .08 Not sig.
F%-F6 Not sig. Sig. at .05  Sig. at .06
) F4-T5 Not sig. Sig. at .05  Bot sig.
F4-F6 Not sig. Sig. at .01  Not sig.
F>-F6. Mot sig. Mot sig. ... Not_sig. ...
Sex-wige : In 1 Boys-Girls - Sig. at .01
¥2 Boys-Girls - Sig. at .01
F3 Boys=-Girls - Sig. at .01
S Boys-~Girls - Sig. at .01
F5  : Boys-Girls - éig. at .01
6 Boyé-GirlS - at .01

sig.
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Group XI : First-born Boys Vs. First Born Girls Fashion

Sex Vs,

Family Size

(C-R:F ) Table 11(a) - Showing Mean Scores

Pamily - BO¥S._  __@irds T T TTotal "
Size No. Mean No. Mean FNo. Mean
1 50  1.54 50 1.56 100 1.55
F2 60  2.20 60 2.45 120 2.32
F3 35  1.40 35 1.68 70 1.54
F4 325  1.30 35 1.97 20 1.87
¥5 35  1.80 35 2.14 70 1.84
P6 35 1.87 35 2.31 70 1.94
Total - 250 © 1.66 250  2.08 500 1.82

———— o o— . o > > 7 4 N~ — " —— Ao WL S - > — 3 S - - - o, WS A ot e s ot U i A Vo s D D Tt

~

~ (C-R:F ) Table 11(b) - Showing Analysis of Variance for,

A o, S~ Lo — ] ol ] ok O P D S A W St e S D Vo WD Sl " S T, S S N O Y o - " o s o - P W ol ity o

D s > o DD B -y " - " - — — A e o — A — T WD VOO T U AT S S k. D . . W SO T TS WA D D O, R WY O . i S

Above Data
Source df S8
Sex . 1 17 -67
Size

SXF 5 07.89

Within 488 638.41

Total 499 209, 45
A e - [ J—— -

Bl Rt T

—— ——— - ——_— -, o . 1 Sk i1 15—~ o W 7 o7 o] Do Vo WD W S04 S’ 1ol T

17.67 13.59¢ Sig. beyond .01

2.09 6.99 Sigo at 01
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e e Ll el

Sex~wise :

S e i A Y o S St W T T TN P " " " torp i "y o ey A oo W o Wt e Ar® w T W A S R T Yo Vv -

T o T T ™. " " s S T ] W —— P "V " gy W S O - s A S > e o8 AR B - | o S s W Ay b,

e oSS 4 SRR e S e P S g ienesgons a5 B atn o

Sig. at .06
Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.
Net sig.
Sig. at 08
Sig. at .05
Sig. at .05
Sig. at .05
Not sig.

Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.

sig.

s ity s Tl Vs ot e i st s At e o ot g S o it e A e b it i Wt e T e e e e e e e we e M Tms A e s e Sab e el

txy
N

Boys~Girls
Boys-Girls
Boys-Girls
Boys~Girls
Boys~-Girls

Boys~-Girls

Sig. Bb..08
Sig. +05
sig. .08

Girls Total
Sig. at .05 Sig. at .05
Mot sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Not sig.
Mot sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Not sig.
Sig. a2t .08 8ig. at .05
Not sig. Sig. at .05
Not sig. Net sig.
Not sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Mot sig.
Sigl at .05 Not sig.
Sig. at .05 Not sig.
Not sig. Not sig.
Not esig. Net sig.
Not sig. Not sig.

Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.
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Group XII : Second~Born Boys Vs. Second-Born Girls

Social
Sex Vs. Family Size (C=-R:9)
Table 12 (a) - Showing Mean Scores
Ry R TR T Total __
Size Mo, Wean | No. |Mean WO, Wean
F3 31 13.06 41 iz.12. 72 12.53
B4 67 13.40 67 ;0.89 124 12.14 -
F5 27 15.77 26  13.80 55 14.81
76 25 10.28 2  8.08 49 9.

" . o~ - ——. T - >~ . W~ Ty " — A — - W L — " VS — . — o~ .

. g o W T . U T S . T " o o i, ST e . ot S . WP WD S ol I W T g YD b W

W AN S . e W YO S W D A o G SR B W8 P ey A O T N W TR M0y S SO T VA W e g ot S T} WS o A S e Gk S e S Y D

Source daf 83 MS F,Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 299,90 299.90 19.27 Sig. at .01
Famil
Sigy 3 812.98 270.99 17.41 Sig. at .0l
SXIF 3  B51.08 183.69 11.80 Sig. at .0l
Fithin 300 4668.13  15.56

—— o = . o e aan e A . T o AN W S Y T W S b S W YR R TR R e A P

- . o2 s . — i P W A — . S oy WO Sp A ]y T a0 " =

i s = 2 2 - b i e s e B A W e AT g AT HST minB VM e T

g o st = o st o e s it

o

)‘?
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Table 12 (¢) ~ Showing Results of LSD Test

Family Size-wise

+
£

—— - 2 ] - o~ " U W T Sl D Sl A DO WD Y TS D 2009 W0 i SN D O ooy WO O S " T 2o T D T TV T W o I T —

Group Boys Girls Total
F3-F4 Not sig. Not sig.  Not sig.
F5-F6 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01
F4-F5 Sig. at 0L Sig. st .01 8ig. at .01 .
F4-F6 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .0L
F>-F6 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01
Sex-wige :
In F3 : Boys-Girls -, Not sig.
F4 : Boys-Girls - Sig. at .CL \
PS5 : Boys-Girls - Sig. at .01
F6 : Boys-Girls = Sigg. at .05
{
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Group XII : Second-Born Boys

Sex Vs. PFamily Size

Vs,

Table 12 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Second-Born Girls <eligion

(Cc-R:R)

D SV e VAN D D ol N A A T WD O D G S U T T U WVAR T D . U W P ST, M S D T WD W s L D U S T > o Y, o S AR P U o tren.

TR A B S oty Al e S S T T U N TR A YU WO TS Sl SO D PP G, WY Wy . T} B A M Y O P S U A D D g . WP O WG e o A s oy B

Family ____Boys___
Size No. Mean
3 31 5.16
T4 67 8.19
F5 27 7.1k
§1S) 25 8.88

——— . o - . A - —— T —— " Yo o T WY Tk s T W o I A O il S T Ay} g N WO Myt ot i Py Toen W

N " — s S —~— W —— T YN T e I o W T

__Girls

No, Mean
41 10.56
67 12.13
26  11.28
2k 8.16

158 10,98

Total
“Ho. T Wean~
92  g8.23
134 10.16
25 9415
49 8.53
308 9.27

N A S W SO B R D W T T P W O O TS A . S SYD S S TV AN O WP I, R NN P . ARG S VD P WD 0 W T S g T S T 0t S .

Source af 8S
Sex 1 939.56
Sige

3SXF 3 - 330.48

938.56 75.04

70.53 5.63

110.16 8.79

Sigw beyﬁnd aOl

Sigo at ‘05

Sigo a'to 001

G e . A A " — . o A v A —— — W Yo v W ) S wl TEE TN W W O e .

Total 307 5237.99

- — i . " s B W T N A W e e N i . D T o M A S Y N W W e P A S SAD S S A v el

[
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Table 12 (¢) ~ Showing Results of LSD Test

Famlly Sige-wise :

—— . - - T oo e S o WD o s S T W S Ty g MW D il T AR U T A S s TS SO N o T S W Sl S S

—— o — - - o S " D A T A e B . e W D el S R S A T s P W A i A T N oV —

Sig. at .01 Sig at .05 sig. at .05

Sig. at .05 Not sig.

Not sig.

Sig. at 0 Sig. at .05 Net sig.’

Net sig.

Not sig.

Not

sig.

sigs Not sig.
at .01 Sig. at .05

at .01 Not sig.

- " T S AR (e A S T . R A A (e A O g W S e T N o S oy N S S it A TR S S B B T o A o <

Sex-wise :

In T3
Yy

F5 -

6

..

Boys~Girls

Boys~Girls

Boys~Girls
Boys-Girls

Sig. beyond .01
Sig. beyond .01
Sig. beyond .OX
Not sig.
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‘Group XII : Second-Born Boys Vs. Second-Born Girls Education

Sex Vs. Family Size “( C=-R:EB)

Table 12 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

S - 0 S V- W - - - - - - . oy - Y " —— S — N S Y S — . T T oy W ——

Family ____Boys . . girls Total

_Bize  No. Wean _ _ No. _Mean W5,  “Wean
F3 31 14.12 41 12.92 72 13.44
F4 67  11.94 67 12.20 134 12.0%
F5 27 11.18 26 11.50 55  11.33
F6 25 10.60 24 9,25 49  10.00

Total 150 12.05 158 1..83 308 1L.94

o~ ] — - - -, - - " -’ - - - - " - - " - o - ———— " N Y . Y v s oy "

T S — 1A " - B - So— Y- - . " -, o -y o Wolp o i Al W S A e 1 T T il 2 O D e T Ve g~ S

Source df S8 M8 F,Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 3 086 3 086 025 Not Big.

Family 368.90 122.96 .14 Sig. at .OL
Size 3 |

SXF7F 3 51.82 17.27 l1.14 DNot sig.

Within 300 4532.26  15.10

————— . o " . S s A — . i — Y s ey} e S s TEE TEE e ek e

Total 307 4956.83

o —— = . N " A - o~ - - - N P . Ten - e nn




Table 12 (¢) ~ Showing Results of LSD Test

FPamily Size-wise :

452

W . S A N W A W WD T T W ) > O A, T D D S T W s S W O Ty S Sy S

- — T, T - . WO W S V) WL S ] O W W T A A T - -~ O— T YU ] - Sy o S T A =

Sig. at. 05
Sig. at .01
Not sig.

Not sig.

Not sig.

Not sig. Sig. at .06

gig. at .01 Sig. at .05

Not sig.

@

Sigo at .01

Sig. at .05

Not sig.

Sig¢ at .08

A ot W o o R Nm oy e e e e A o e g e A A S i o ar M W iond A S e g s U AR U N U O o St T

§ex—wise '

In F3
Py
F5

Boys-Girls
Boys~Girls
Beys-Girls
Boys-Girls

Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sige.

- Not sig.




453

Group XII : Second-Born Boys Vs. Second-Born Girls Women

Sex Vs. Family Size (C-Rr:W)

Table 12 (a) ~ Showing Mean Scores

D e e e i R D T T s L Ty IV W——

Family ____Boys __ _.girls Total
Size No. Mean No. Mean oL T T WMean”
F4 &7 10.86 67 12.40 134 11.63
5 27 9.59 26 10.88 53  10.22
6 25  G.48 24 9.95 49  8.18

Total 150 9.66 158 12.15 308 10.93

T " A - —— S -~ — - - S G TN TS st WS e S U S S TR e WD AN S e D T B S S WO W o S — W o

————_ " - > v - - - - T $ W . o o . S O - — - 1" > T T " > " — . T — - — -

Source af 83 MS F.Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 477.81 477.81  19.87 Sig. beyond .01
My 3 561.22 183.74 7.56 8ig. at .01
SXF 3 75.91 25.30 1.04 Not sig.

Within 300 7289.8¢ 24.29

Total 307 8304.83

" - o _— S~ — -~ " 7] B ] Vo~ D " T > S DD . S - — . O N " 2 o

[N
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Table 12 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Famnily Size-wise :

—— Y] W i o W o Y S D S S A SO A o O, TR <l S Aoy O WD S iy D T WD ke W S O TS ) L S O B T S D S

—————— -_. " T i~ -~ " " - W O A T~ - ] S -~ " - -— T S S - T . o — . —— —

Not sig. gig. at .05 Not sig.

Sigo at'-OS Si.g‘ at +01 Sig- at ‘Ql

Not sig.

Sig. at .01

Sig. at .08

Net sig. Not sig.

Sig. at +05 Sig. at .05

. o - - A ik w8 e e o e e e T o Wy S e O 7 VO 200 ] PN Y W SO A Al o Y AT ok A S S T S o Y

_S_ex—-wig__e_e_ :

In T3
4
F5

' Boys-Girls
Boys-Girls
Boys-Girls

Boys-Girls

- Sig. at .0
- HNot sig.
-~ Not sig.
-; Sig. at .0l
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Group XII : Second-Born Boys Vs. Second-Born Girls Fashion

Sex Vs. Family Size (c~Rr:F)

Table 12 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Family ___ Boys _~  __@irls - Total
JBige NWo, |Meen  _.No. Mean W5, " Wean
F3 31 L.74 41 3.24 72 2.59
B 67 1.34 67 2.1 134 1.8
F5 27 1.86 2 2.69 55 2.26
F6 25 1.28 24 1.75 49 1,51
Total 150  1.50 158 2.57 - 308  2.06

" o o ] o T A DU WY o e T g, W T W o TN e SO A S ol D SO O OBy L W e WO B S T W S U - > "

Wt o b ——— o~ " W S " T P - ot oo S —_— —— oo T Yy i, -~ -~ . o oo Y o S " - ] 71" 7 T >

Source daf Ss MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 87,98  87.98 83.79 Sig. beyond .0l
Pamil :
Sigw 3 42,10  14.03 13.36 Sig. at .0l
SXF 3 - 2.58 0.88 .021 Not sig.
Within 300 323.41 1.05

—— - - T - >~ 7t o~ iy - — - — > . . W . o " W -V -~y " ———— TV T Sy oo -

" - "t - —-—— - ———_ - > - V. W . T . T e, . W " ] P, Ot T

D
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Table 12 (¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Family Size-wise :

. —— T - —— Y g S . VW, V> — i — . W e T Y % e WA s i B Y

Group Boys Girls Potal
F3-F4 Not sig. ©Sig. at .05 Sig. at .05
F3-F5 Not sig. Not sig. ‘ Not sig.
F3-F6 Not sig. Sig. at .01 Sig. at 05
F4-F5 Not sig. Not sig.  Not sig.
F4-F6 Not sig. Sigl at .05  Not sig.
F5-F6 " Not sig. ©Sig. at .05 Sig. at .05
Sex-wise :

In F3% B‘oysx—Girls - Sig.at .OL

B4 : Boys-Girls - sig. at .01

F5 : Boys-Girls - Sing.at. .01
P6 : Boys-Girls = Not sig.

o e o e s s o e . st P
e e

e e e A e Ptk = i AR A Ton e sl



Group XIII : Middle-Born Boys Vs. Middle-Born Girls Seecial
(C=-R: 8) Sex Vs, TFamily Size “

Table 13 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

— - s " - T e e s D S o Y " W — e Y W T - — Ty M oy W o " Ke W e A A e i e ek s AT

Family ___ _Boys __ ____Girls__ __.Total
Size No Mean No. Mean ¥9m_ %?%9_*
F4 30 11.10 30 l2.80 €C  11.95
F5 55 .47 40 13.50 95  11.18
F6 92 0.65 85 9,07 177 9.37
Total 197 9.84 155 10.94 3322 10.36

W o o —— o — vy W~ " s > W Do T o - nah W W Yo" W WO P oA " S - W o S, 7N do D N0 o o W Ao W

" — —— 78 W ——. " T —_—_ "~ —_ - -~ > an— - " " S, -~ " oy T W] -~ —_— - o b " - - -

Source 4af S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 101.18 101.18 8.71 Sig.at .01
Family >

Size 389.62 104.76 18.77 Sigt at .01l
§'X F 2 342.09 171.04  14.73 Sig. at .01
Total 337 4620.35

—— o R~y —— " —— - T 8 W i S W e A ) " o T St St M e . T W S P b

Table 13 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test
Family Size-wise :

Group Boys Girls Total

FA4-F5 Sig. 2t .05 Not sig. Not sig.

F4-Fo Sig. at .06 Sig. at .01 Sig. a2t .01

F5-F6 Not Sigo Sig‘ at .01 Sigo at 0L
Sex-Wise

In F4 : Boys - Girls - gig, at .05
F5 : Boys - Girls - Sigs at .01
F6 : Boys - Girls - Not sig.



Group XIII : Middle-Born Boys Vs.
(C+R:8 ) gex Vs,

Family Size

Table 13 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

§58

Middle-Born Girls 4deligion

e " oo 00 ™ " T " T S . T S T T T S T WP - T . A - @ 8 e - - — " "

S S 04 P o A S h WA S oS G W S N Ty Sk S WA oy S o . W o " O S - " o on Yo . W T e e W s o Sons

A e . " o " " 1y S s o T} S o o M S S AT T " - - - W T W o - - . > 1o . - —— T -

———_Boys___
No. Mean
55 6430
92 9.25
177 8.24

.. Girls
No. Mean
20 10.23
40 1}.07
85  11.89
155 11.26

—._Total __
No. Mean
&0 0.46
85 8.31
177 10.42
332 2.64

S ———_——" o T o~ . W Vo " O Vo S " - - " o W " - ——— . - . o, V. - - ——— o~

- S o — o " —— T TS WA Vol W S e T - oo W - . " - — > . -~ " "> T - - — - — o~ {1 > o Y~

Source daf S8 MS P.Ratio Remarks
Sex 1 748,02 748.02 46.74 Sig. beyond DI
Famil . '
e 2. 277.07 138.53 8.65 Sig. at .01
SXF 2 27.18 13.829 84.93 8ig. a2t .0
Within 326 5.50 0.16
Total 331 1087.77
Table 13 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test
Family Size-wise :
Group ) Boys Girls Total
F4-F5 Sig: at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at 01
F4-Fo Sig. at 0L Sig. at 08 Sig. at 0L
F5-F6 Sig. at 001 Not sig. Sigo at .01
Sex~Wise 3
) In P4 : Boys - Girls - Sig. at .08
FS5 : Boys - Girls - Sig. beyond .01
‘ F6 : Boys - Girls =~ Sig. at .01

L e kT L BB ¥k 4a%e witn 5 AT = ot 4

AL T bt bl v e 8 ik a s
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Group XIII : Middle-Born Boys Vs. Middle-Born Girls Education
(C-R: E) Sex Vs. PFamily Size

Table 13 (a) -~ Showing Mean Scores

L At T s o S VO, . VR VD e S s i s D >V V- > — —. . — — A - & Wk - — " v .

Family _ _ Boys_ __ __.Girls _ ___ Total __

_?ife_“ _No.  Mean No., Mean No Mean
4 30 7.06 30" 7.00 60 7.03
F5 55 7.81 40 11.72 95 Q.49
F& 92  10.39 85 92.01 199 9.72

S w Vue U W R WS M S e T . e L o S . —— " T W — S W S S AR W D W g s W W et S WD N k. S T VW o Tt M .

i W S Wt S D S oD A T L T WA M A S . N S W T Y " - — oy WA M ln " D Wl S O M Bl W Tt o

Source arf S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 7.16 7115 1.88 Net sig.
Feamlly 2 337.33 188.66 37.38 Sig. at .OL .
Within 326  1471.95 4.51

- - Lt S 2 S o il oA A o W ] Ay P Sk D M S S Sl i Sl S i o W T A W L o T o Ot D P ] i ot

S — - 7 - - . o Y o — " o> " it o8 D iy o e A D A A - — - "o — T -~ s ot

Table 13 (c¢) ~ Showing Results of LSD Test f
Family Sige-wise :

—— " ———— —— " ——- o " — T — 2 i T, Y Tt U D] T Wk e WA W 4D VW an SUN NI A A S T > on, Vo a3

F4‘F5 . Not Sig.' ' Sigo at .01 Sigo at 01

F4-P6 Sig. at .01 5ig. at .01 Sig. .0l

FB“FG Sig. at‘Ol Sigo at-001 Not Sigo
Sex-Wise :

In F4 : Boys - Girls - Not sig.
FS : Boys - Girls - Sig. beyond .01

6 : Boys - Girls - Sig. at .05
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Group XIII : Middle-Born Boys Vs. Middle-Born Girls Women
(C~-R:W ) Sex Vs. Family Size

Table 13 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

Family ___Boys___ ____§}Ei§::* N -::@éggi:t_

_Slze No Mean No. Mean No. Mean
4 30 8.16 30 8.86 60 8,51
FS 55 6.74 40 19.B% 95 9.32
76 92  10.02 85 13.10 197 11.50

Total 177 2.68 155 10.70 3352 10.34

" —— T ——_ T Vg o W T - TS Wl Vo oW 0D PO o S D . o D Ul QU g N R MM D e M PO T Al D1 A Y S 2 D s WO s S A 4 WA

o " — — > T A T Vo 1 -~ -~ T - o S " T W~ Y W ] T U WS L VD P s WU St SO W A S S i o i W

Source af SS MS F.Ratio Remarks

Sex 1 1033.53 1033.63 291.92 Sig. beyond .01
famlly 2 &536.41 268.20 75.7%6  Sig. beyond .01
SXF 2 264.13 132.08 37.30 Sig. beyond .01

Within 326  1056.47 3.54

. e o At S S o A " " W Ao A " " S~ ot 2 T A W " WD - o A T . s o WS D o W

Table 13 (c) - Showing Results of LSD Test

Pamily Size-wise :
Group Boys | Girls Total
F4-F5 Sig. at .01 Sigo at .01 Not sig.
F4-F6 Sig. at 01 Sig. at Ol Sig. at 01
F5-F6 Sig. at .01 Not sig. -  Sig. at .0l

T . . e b N A Tt A Ve Mt S T s s S T o o arh e e ) P M et S P R S e S W O S N S | it

Sex~Wise :
In P4 : Boys -,Girls -~ Not sig.

F5 : Boys - Girls - Sig. beyond .OI
¥6 : Boys - Girls - Sig. at .01
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Middle-Born Boys Vs. Middle-Born Girls Fashion

-

Group XIII :

(C«R:F ) Sex Vs, Family Size

Table 13 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

L S " A S it T o Voo s Sy P W Y i S D A s - A e o W Ep 1S A s vm o TR e e Ao

Family ___ Boys _ _...Girls__ ___ Total __

”flff_ ¥o. lean No. Mean No. lMean
T4 30 - 1480 30 2.66 60 2.08
F5 55  1.34 40 2.25 95 1.72
-Fo 92 1.65 85 2.57 177 2,02

Total 177 1.53 155 2.50 332 1.98

S > W > —— . —— i o - A . — o A W e W L WD DU G VY A A e A W A e W M T D A S

e e S " . S - T " T T " — —— AV >, WS ity M Y > . B S U TR Y N VUt A W O V. WS W o e g W 0

T

Source df S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks
SGX 1 79.14 / 79014 193 002 Sigo beyond 001.
Family
Size 2 2.11 4.55 11.02 Sig. gt .01
SXF 2. 2.30 1.15 2.80 Not sig.
Within 326 134.41 -4l
Total 331 224.96
Table 13 (c¢) - Showing Results of LSD Test
Family Size-wise :
Group Boys Girls Total
P4- FB NO'tv Slg- Sig- &t .05 Sig . at ;05
F4-F6 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
F5-F6 Not sig. Sig. at .06 Net sig.

Sex~Wise :

In F4 Boys - Girls -  Sig. at .01
F5 Boys - Girls - Sig. at .0l
76 Boys - Girls - Sig. at.0l
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i Group XIV : Léast-Born Boys Vs. Last-3orn Girls Social ‘

i - (C-R:8 ) Bex Vs, Family Size
!

Table 14 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

- v A — i Toh A -, —p—n - A ahe — i~ —- o Wul o U . T e A nrh Ven e MM A b o S -

Pamily Boys Girls Total
8ize 3o Mean  No. |Mean %Z)f"'i,%;;;i
F2 32 14.28 31 16.45 65 15.;3.5
F3 27 14.40 21 12.76 48  13.69
P4 25 9.56 24 9.37 49 9.47
F5 42 9.35 31 12.@ 73 10.66

6 5o 12.84 31 10.96 63 11.92
mewer 55 ines | P8 1mes P i

o o —— ] " ] i ot - A - —_— " " - T o o o o o S . Tl S Pt A S48 et e S Wk i o ke S S S

. o e o il A s o A O o S S Y " O o e " T T o > P e g o S s i S

; Source af 35 MS F.Ratio  Remarks ]
: Sex 1 23.60 23.60 1.34 Not. sig.
Famil : ' SN :‘f
| vy 4 1274.83 318.70 18,20 Sig. beyond.Ol
j '
i Within 286 &010.23 17.51 _=
Total 295  7912.73 Z%
e
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Table 14 (c) - Showing Results

Family Size-wise :

- - o S 7] - .~ o T~ T T " e

Group Boys Girls Total
F2-F3 Not, gig. Sig. at .01 Not sig. -
Fo-F4 Sig. at .01  Sig. at .01  Sig. at .01
F2-F5 Sig. st .01  Sig. at .01  Sig. at .01
F2-F6 Not sig. Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01
F3-F4 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01 Sig. at .01
F3-F5 Sig. at .01 Not sig. "sig. at .01
F2-F6 Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
FA4-F5 Not sig. sig. at .01 Not sig.
F4-Fo sig. at .01 Not sig. Sig. at .05
F5-F6 Sig. et .01 Not sig. Not sig.
Sex~wise
In F2 B -G - Not sig.

73 B -G _ Not sig.

F : B - G ---Net sig.

FB B - G - Sigo at .01 -

M :+ B-G - Not sig.

of LSO Test
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Group XIV

Lagst-Born Boys Vsa.

(C-®8: R) Sex Vs. Family Size

14 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

e A o o ]S o S0 " S T T " oy o o S Y o h T S S et v —— " - S oo o o e

- — ——— ——— e e v - . e i A A e W Kok P A} v T D S T S e - — . —

L Sl T A B Sl B S T o oo o S . Y —— i T W — S o = i

% Source af
é Sex 1
: Family 4
{ Size

H

; SXTF 4
{ Nithin 286
5 Total 295
]

| SO

(R

¥

Family ___-o0° ___
Size No. Mean
F2 32 8.18
3 27 8.66
o 25 6.36
F5 42  6.80
6 32 6.71
Total 158 7.23

- ..—-....-.—-—-...-—_—._--.——_.———.—_—..——_..._.._..-...-——-.

31 10.38
21 -~ 9,76
24 10.850
31 13.22
31 9.88
138 10.84

. —— v . o o T L < - T o o O T 7 S S S -~ ———— - -

48

Last-Born Girls Religion

- —_—— o~ —o - =

n o o T — - M o e Emw = - —— i —— - - -~

Total
¥o. Mean
65  .9.26
48 9,14
49 8.39
73 9.35
63 g.28
296 g.91

—.a.—._.—_..-..-_..--—-..___—_....-.......-..o--.‘..._.—-—_‘,.-__—..-—.-... - ——

-..-_._.._—-a._...-._.._n.--_..—-—-._————————.._...——-———. ——— - - - = 4 =

4

959.05  115.70 Sig beyond .OL

15.81 1.90 Not sig. |

z

77.17 9.32 Sig.at 0L |
8.28 ' _
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Table 14 (c) = Showing Results of LSD Test
Family Size-wise :
Group Boys Girls Total
F2-F3 Not sig. Sig. at .05 Not sig.
Fo-F4 Sig. at .06 ©Not sig. Net sig.
F2-75 Bdg. at .05 Sig. at .01 Not sig.
Fo-F6 Sig. at .05 Not sig. Not sig.
F3-F4 TT8ig. at .05 Not sig. Not sigs
F5-¥5 Sig. at .05 BSig. at .01 Not sig.
F2-F6 Sig. at .05 Not sig. Not sig.
F4—F‘5 Not sig. Sig. at .05 Not sig.
F4-Fo Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
FB“'FG Not Sig- Sigo at .01 Not Sigo
Sex~-wise :
In F2 : B -G - Not sig.
FB : B -G - Net Sig-
Sig. 05 .
¥t B -G - g at
75 B -G - sig. at .01

MM ¢ B -G

TRD IR P bR et L oxdes oz

- Sig. at’.08
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Source ¢f S3 Ms T, Ratio Remarks
: Sex 1 164.51 164.51 11.60 Sig: at .01
‘ Fagii{;’ 4 564.95 141.23 9,96 Sig. at .0
i .
i
;{ SXT I 340.92  87.42 6.17 Sig. at .05
k]
] Within 286  4085. 10  14.17
§ Total 295 s13e.65 oo
;
i
Q’\‘“__&__., e e e e e e oo e e e s oo e e et ot i e 1

Group XIV : Last-born Bé;grs Vs. Last-Born Girls 465 ,

c-8: B) s Vs. i i :
( ) Sex Vs, Family Size Education

Table 14 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

__._.__..__..-—._......_...—......._.............._........._-.._____._....__.._—_....._...._.... -

Family Eoys Girls Total
Siee  Gol desn  Ne. Wean  Fo. Meso
F2 32 9.93 31 11.35 63  10.63
F3 27  14.59 21 8.42 48 11.90
P25 8'.36 24 8479 49  7.59
5 42 10.30 31 10.38 73 10.24
F6 22 9.9 31 7.7 63 8.89

e e e T e LT e
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Table

Family Size-wise :

4 Y — " = g i .4 A - na e
- ——-—— ——" . S ]~ - -, 7 - - —— " " " -~ -~ - .-

Sex~-wise :

In F2
F3
4
F5

3

14 (c) - Showing Results

Sig. at .0
Net sig.
Not sig.
Net sig.
Sig.
Sig.
Sig.

a2t .01
at .01
at 0L
.05

S8ig. at

Not sig.

B

Not sig.
Sig. at 01
Sigl at .06

Sigt at .05

Not sig.

Sigc at .01

Net sig.

Sig. at .01

[P R et nd
— - ———— o " o " s T — o

Not sig.
sig. at .01
Not sig.
Sig. at .05
Big. at .01
Mot gig.
Sig. at.05
Sig. at .01
Not sig.

- Sig. at .08

- Sig. at .01

- Not sig.

- Not sig.

Sig. at .08

T e :1"3,’“j;
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Group XIV : ZIast-Born Boys Vs. Last-Born Girls Women

(C~®: W) Sex Vs, Family Size

Table 14 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

—--.—.-—...---...—...—u—.-_—_—._—.—_—.._-__-_..-_—_—.—.—.—.-._.——.-.-..,-.......-.- -

Pamily Eoys Girls Toral
Size o HMeam  TNo. Mean  Fo. Mean
F2 32 9.03 31 12,58 ©5  10.77
F3 27 9.40 21 9.76 48 9.56
F4 25  6.44 24 11.50 49 B.20
F5 42 8.77 31 11.1€ 75 9.79
¥6 32 8.84 31 10.23 63 g.m2
e v mem 8 ives 25 ems

e - — —— _ - -._—-.._—___._-._._—-...—_.——.—..._._....-...-.—-...-_-..._.__,.._-—_.—

- o -—_._--——_—4—-..--—-——_—...—..-...--.-..--.--—-.--——.....—_-..-—_‘

Source ar Ss MS ' F.Ratio  Remarks

Sex 1  531.02 531.02 87.62 Sig. beyond .01
Pamily 4 992.67 248.16 40.95 Sign.beyond .01
SXTF 4 261.64 62.91 10.38 Sig. beyond .OL
Within 286  1735.89  6.06 :
Total 295 . 3511.22 ;



Table 44 (c) < Showing Results of ILSD Test

- -t - —

—— v o 30 o D W o MR S e o

Sex~wise :

In F2
F3
F4

5

e e R Tl e e

R O

e o ol O " S oo Joa S, L i W St S W S T i o S T ) S SR 4 o - — o — T

Boys Girls Total
Not sig. Sig. at 0L Not sig.
Sig. at .01 Not sig. Sig. at .08
Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Sig. at 086 Not sig.

~é:ig. st .01 8ig. at .0& Not sig.
Not sig. Neot sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Net sig. Not sig.
Si,gc at .01 Not Sigc Not Sigc
Sig. at .01 Not sig. Not sig.
Not sig. Not sig. Not sig.
B-G - gig. at .01
B - G - Not Sig-
Sig. beyond .C1
B~ G _ e e
e B .G - Sigo at 01
B-G - gig. at 0L

7
- A
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Group XIV : Last-Born Boys Vs. Last-Born Girls Fashion

R

(C-®B: F) BSex Vs. Family Size

Table 14 (a) - Showing Mean Scores

--—————_—-—.—-‘-‘o‘—-‘—--_..-—-‘———-—-———————--————_—‘-—-4——‘&0—‘-—.““— -

e

' Femily __ %% ___ Girls — ___ Total . |
; Size  go. Mean No. Mean Mo,  Méan i
' F2 32 1.71 1 2.7 © o

F3 27  1l.51 21 2.66 48 2.02
F4 25  1.40 24 1.70 49 1.88
F5 42 1.50 31.  2.45 73 1.90
: F6 32 1.37 31 2.38 63 1.87
Total 158  1.80 138 g.0 2% 102

o — o -~ on e o s o e e R it o o o S i iy e o L% S o — - ——__ - o

Table 14 (b) -~ Showing Analysis of Variance for Above Data

1 Source af S8 MS F.Ratio Remarks

; Sex 1 058.5¢ 052.5¢ 21.87 8Sig. beyond.Ol

} Family 4 013.05 43.26 5.1  gig. at .08

‘ Size

P SXT 4 005.90 1.47 2.26 Not sig. a
Within 286 187.83  0.65 o
Total 295 266.37 g

_————_.-....._...«‘.._....—---——._~————————————~._.—_-—..~-—.—.—.. - ——
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Table

14 (c) -~ Showing Results

Family Size-wise :

of LiSD Test
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F5-F6

Sex-wise :

In

PPN N

Not sig.
. Not sig.:
Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.
Kot sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.
Not sig.

—— - " 1,3 o W = e s —iSewo S T T e e A

F2 B~ G
F3 B-G
P4 B -G
F5 B -G
F6 B -G

e R e el BTORII L3I ZLLTs Loa3

Girls Total
Not sig. Net sig.
- Sig. at .OL Sig. et .01
Not sig. Not sig.
Not sig. MNot sig.
Sig. at QL Not sig.
Not sig. Net sig.
Not sig. Not sig.
Sig. at .0l Not sig.
Sig. at .01  Not sig.
Not sig. Not sige.
= Sing at .0OL
- Sigo at .01

- DNot sig.
- B8ig. at 0L
- Sigo ato‘ .01

il
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11. ' etwee ifferent F
Sizes for the First born :

Data of the first born boys and girls were tabulated
according to the size of the family from F1 to F6, to which
they belonged. Means of their scores were computed and data
vere treated with F-Test as well as L.D.D. Test wherever
possible separately for each of five aspects of C-R; Scale.,
The results have been presented in Table No. 11 (a), (b) and
(e) in usual pattern for each aspect in tables marked C-R:S,
C-R:R, C-R:E, C~R:W and C-R:F. The findings on sex confirm
the earlier findings from Table (C-R)1l-(e) on various aspects.
A1l findings on sex and family size are described below:

(a) Effect of the Family Size of First
A born C-R.Secale: Soc C-R:8) :

These results are presented in Table No. (C-R:8)-11 (a),
(b) and. (e¢) and findings are :

(1) Sex was significant at .05 level., First born boys
were socially more reformist (15.82) than first born girls
(14-23), and this confirms the score finding from Table
(C-R:8)-1(e). '

(11) Family size was also significant at .05 level.
There appeared a systematic trend that with increase in

family size there was also increase in score on C-R.Scale,

TRIRE YT rge w——w——,-:—w:‘{’l/

ATEITE e



l.e. members were getting more reformist (except in F-1
whiech was higher than F-2). The F-6 children were the most

reformist and F-2 children were the least reformist or most

conservative in comparison.

(111) There was lack of significant interaction. This
means that both sex and family size were independently"

significant factors.

The closer examination to Table No. (C-R:S)=-11(e) reveals
that sex which was signifieant on the whole was truly signi-
ficant only among siblings of F-1l, and not in other family
sizes. Similarly, family size which was significant on the
whole was observed significant in most family size-pairs of
girls and only in few pairs of boys and not anywhere on
distributed total at each family size as revealed by L.B.D.
Test in Table (C-~R:S)-1l1l(e), though significant on the overall
may as revealed by F.Test in Table (C-R:S8)-11(d). Among boys,
Fl, F5 and F6 were most reformist and among girls F3, F4 and F6
were most reformist; this would account for lack of signi-
ficante of birfh order over distributed total of each family

size and yet the overall significance of birth order on the

whole.
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(b) Effect of the Family Size of the
First born on C~R,Scale:Religious

(C=R:R)
These results are presented in Table No.(C-R:R-11(a),
(b) and (¢). Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 1e§el. First born
girls were religiously more reformist (10.59) tﬁan first born
boys (9.05), thus confirming again the finding from Table
No. (C-R:R)-1(c).

(11) Family size was not significant in this case on the
whole, though there was slight tendency for the score to

increagse with the inerease in famlly size.-
(111) There was also lack of interaction.

Results in Table No. (C-R:R)1l(c) indicate that sex was
significant truly in Fé, F3 and F6 only. Similarly some
family size pairs were significant among bbys, girls and on
the total of poys and girls, though there was lack of overall

significance.

(e) fec Family Size of First Bo

on C-R. Scale : Edncation (C-R:E) .

The results in this regard are summarized in Table No.

(C-R:E)-11(a), (b) and (¢). The findings are :

S b st " Fan b S tionind B o W BE B Rl B AN ol e roean® AR et he w Mede o w7 T o w
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(1) Sex was a sigﬂificant factor at .01 level., First
born boys were educationally more ;eformist (12.27) than
first born girls (11.09) on the whole thus cénfirming the
earlier finding from Table No. (C-R:E)-1(c).

(11) Family‘size was also significant at .01 level.
Again there was a systematie tendency for the reformist score
to Increase with the increase in family size (excépt Fl which
stood little higher than F2)., F6 was most reformist (13.16)
and F2 was the least (10.50).

(111) There was no interaction.

Table (C-R:E)-11(c) indicates that sex was truly signifi-
cant in Fl, F2 and F5, Family size showed significant differenees_
in some pairs ‘and not others both among boys, girls as well as

distribute& total in comparising the family size pairs.

(a) fect of the Fa Size of

First-born on C-R.Scale:Wornen (C=R:W):

These results are given in Table No.(C-B:W)-11 (a), (b)
and (c). Findings are : - -

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01l level. First born
girls were as expected more reformist (12.85) 4 than first born

boys (9.17) on views on women.
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(11) Family size was significant at .05 level, Most
reformist were siblings from F1 (12,17) and least reformist

were those from F3 (9.82), There was no systematic trends

the order from highest to lowest was Fi, r6, F5, F2, F4 and F3.
(111) There was no significant interaction.

Table (C-::W)-ll(c) reveals that sex was also significant
at each famlly size, but family size was significant with
respect only a few pairs (F1-F3 and F1-F4) among bbys, girls

and total; while with a few more pairs 6nly_among the girls.

(e) Effect of tng Family Size of the
First go:g on C-R,Sca;eéFggh;gng
(C~R:F) I

These results are summarized in Table No.(C-R:F)-11(a),

(b) and (c). Findings are :

(1) Sex was again significant beyond .Oi level. First
born girls as expected were on the whole moré reformist (2.03) -
than £irst born boys (1.66), confirming the earlier finding
from Table No. (C-R:F)-l(c). ‘

(11) Family size was also significant at .01 level,
Here F2 was most reformist (2.32) and F3 was the least (1.54)
almost equal to F1 (1.55), others in between in order being
F6, F5 and F4, Excepting in éase of highest F2, there appeared

a systematic tendency for the score to increase with increase

in family size.

[,
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(111) There was no interaction.
- Results of Table (C-R:F)-1l(c) indicate that sex was
truly significant in F4, F5 and F6 1.e. higher sizes. Family
size was significant in a few pairs (F2-F1, F2-F3) everywhere,

but in gome pairs with boys,in some with girls and in some
with total,

12, Comparison between differegx Fgmilx S;ggg
fgr the Sgcond—bogn

Again the data of the second born boys and girls from
different family sizes were tabulated and analysed so as to
study the contribution of sex aﬂd family size to the reformist
bent of subjects. Second born children for this purpose came
from possible family sizes, in F3, F4, F5 and F6. These
results have been summarized in Table No.l2(a), (b) and (e)
in usual style of presentation, separately for each of five
aspects viz. C-RQS, C-R:R, C-R:E, C~R:W and C-R:F. All
findings in this connection are described below.

Pindings on sex confirm earlier findings based on

results in Table Yo, {(C-R=1(c).

(a) Effect of the Family Size of the

Second born on C=R.Scale:Social(C-R:S

These results are summarized in Table No.(C-R:S)-12(a),

(b) and (e). Findings are ¢

PR—
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(1) Sex was significant at .01 level. Second born
boys on the vhole were socially more reformist (13.24) than
second born girls (11.26), thus confirming the earlier finding
from Table No.(C-R:S)-1(c). “

(11) Family size was also significant at .01 level.
In thils case out of the possible family sizes viz. FS,lFé,
F5 and F6 for second born children, F5 children wefe most
reformist (14.81), next almost‘equal'were F3(12.53) and F4
(12.14) and the least Peformist were children from F6 (9.20).

There was no systematic trend.

(111) However,‘there,was also significant interaction
between the sex and family slize in this case. Results in
Table (C-R:S)-12(c) indicate that sex was significant only in
F4 and F6 and not in F8 and F5. Similarly, F3 and F4 pair
showed no differences anywhefe; otherﬂfamilﬁ size pairs
showed differences among boys, girls and in total, sometimes
in differen? directions oréer of family size in egch sex

being not same, thus accounting for significant interaction.

(b) Effect of the Family Size of the
o Seeond born on C-R.ScalesReligions

50-3332:

These results are given in Table No. (C-R:R-12(a), (b)

and (e¢) and findings are given below:
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 1éve1. Second born

girls on the whole were religiously far more reformist (10.98)

than second born boys (7.48), confirming the earlier finding
from Table (C-R:R)-l(e).

(11) Family sige was also found to be a significant

factor at .05 level. In this case, F4 was the most reformist

(10.16), next in order were F5, F6 (8.53) and F3 (8.23), last’

two being almost equal., There was somewhat a frend for the
score to decrease with Increase in family size, except in F3

being the least reformist,
(114) Interaction was also significant at .01 level.

Results in Table (C-R:R)-12(c) indicate that sex was
highly signifieant in F3, F4 and F5, but not at all in F6.
Similarly, order of family size in each sex was not the same
("6 among boys and F4 among the giéls being most reformist).
Sonme faﬁily slze pairs show significant differences in one
sex and not in other sex. All this account for significant
interaction.

(c) Effect the Family S >

Second born on C-R.Scale:Educational
(C=R:E):

These results are given in Table No.(C-R:E)-12 (a),(b)

and (e¢) and findings are summarized below:

:"'*‘:':*-*/;u/;!}
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 Second born girls on the whole naturally were more reformist
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(1) Sex was nmot a significant factor in this case,
No doubt, second born boys tended to be educétionally more

reformist (12.05) than second born girls (11.83), though not

-significantly different, thus confirming the earlier finding E

j
from results in Table (C-R:E)=1l(e). |

(11) Family size made a significant contribution to
educationally reformist trend at .01 level. F3 was most
reformist (13.44) and F6 the least (10.00), showing a systematic :
trend that there was decrease in educationélly reformist trend

with increase in family size.

(111) There was no significant interaction. Even the
results in Table (C-R:E)-12(c) indicate that sex was not
significant in any family size, and only family size was
significant, no doubt in some pairs in boys, some others in
girls and in total, but also the time the -order among family j
sizes remaining the same among boys, girls and total, thus |

showing no possibility of any interaction.

(@) Effect of the Familv Size of the Second
Born on CeRgScale (C~R:W):

The results in this respect are given in Table No.(C=R:W)=-
12 (a), (b) and (¢) and the findings are enumerated below :

(1) Sex was a significant variable -beyond .01 level.

]
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(12.15) than second born boys (9.66) on view on women,

fonfirming results in Table (C-R:W)-1l(e).

(11) PFamily size was also a significant factor at .0l
level. F3 was the most reformist (12.04), next in order
were F4 (11.63), F5 (10.22) and least being F6 (8,18), thus
showing again a systematic trend of decrease in reformist
trend with the inerease on family size, as far as views on

women were concerned.
(111) ‘There was significant interaction.

Results in Table (C-R:W)-12(c) show that sex was signi-
ficant always in favour of girls in F3 and F6, and not in F4 and
F6. So also different family size pairs showed signifiecant
differences among boys, girls and total, but order of family
size was almost same showing same systematle trend of decrease
in reformist bent with inerease in family size, both among

boys and girls as well as total. This accounts for lack of

interaction.
(e) Effect of the Fgmglx Size of the Second
born C=R,Scale : Fash C=R:F) @

Phese results are summarized in Table No. (C-R:F)-12
(a), (b) and (c) and the findings are stated below:
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level of confidence.
~ As expected, second born girls on the whole were more réformist
- (2:57) than second born boys (1.50) on views on fashions,

confirming the finding from the results-in Table (C~R:F)-1(c).

(41) PFamily size was also significant at .01 level,
F3 was the most reformist (2.59), next in order were F5 (2.26),
F4 (1.88) and F6 (1.51), showing no systematic trend in order.

(111) There was no-significant interaction. - Sex, as
shown in Table (C-R:F)-12(c), was significant in F3, F4 and F5,
but not in F6. No family size péir was significant among boys,
but some were among girls and total. Girls were always more
reformist, but order of family size changes somewhat among

boys and girls, but not to cause significant interaction.

13. Com on betwee ferent Famil
S or the M e~horn ¢

Again the data of middle born boys and girls were tabu-
lated family size-wise (F4, F5 and F6) and analysed statis-
tically with help of some statistical techniques, viz. F.Test
énd L.S.D. Test, in ordér to study family size differences
as well as sex differences in reformist bent of various typgs.
All these results have been summarized in Tables (C-R)-13
(a), (b) and (e) for each of five aspects - C+#R:S, C-R:R,
C-R:E, C-R:W and C-R:F, The findings following from these

results in each case are described below:

e T

e
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The results on sex variable in this respect confirm

similar earlier results in Tahle (C-R)-1(c).

(a) Effect of the Family Size of the
Middle born on C-R.Scale: Socigl i
(C=R:8): ’ - i

" These results are presented in Table (C-R:8)-13(a), ‘ ;

(b) and (e) and findings are summarized below

(1) Sex was significant at .01 level. Middle born girls
on the whole were soclally more reformist (10.94) than middle ' 3
born boys 69.84),'confirming results in Table (C-R:8)-1(c). ;
This 1s a 1ittle in contrast to usual findings on boys being

socially more reformist among first born and second born.

(11) Family size was also significant at .01 level.
F4 was the most reformist (11.95), next was F5§ (11.18) and
least was F6 (9.37), showing the usual systematic trend of :

decrease in reformist bent with increase in family size.

(111) Hdwever, there was also significant interaction f
at .01 level. Results in Table (C-R:8)-13(¢) show that sex was
significant in F4 and F5 in favour of girls, but not significantg
in F6 though trend was in favour of boys. Similarly, family :
size was significant in different pairs of boys and girls, the ;
order among boys being F4, F6 and F5 and among girlé it belng - g

i

F5, F4 and F6, all this accounting for significant interaction

being sex and family size.
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(b) Effect of the Family Size of the
Middle born on C.R.Scale:Religious
(C=R:R)
These results are given in Table No.(C-R:R)-13 (a), (b)

and (¢) and findings are summarised below :

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. Middle born
girls were on the whole religiously more reformist (11.25)
than middle born boys (8.24), this confirming earlier results
in Table (C-R:R)-1(e).

(11) Family size was also significant at .01 level.
F6 was mostreformist (10.42), next in order were F4 (9.46)
and F5 (8.31), with no systematic trend.

(111) There waé also significant Interaction at .01 level. |

Results in Table (C-R:R)=-13(e) show that wex was significant
in all family sizes in favour of girls, but family slze was
significant in all pairs among boys, but not among girls,

the order being F6, F4 and F5 among boys, but F6, F5 and F4

among girls, thus accounting for significant interaction.

(¢) Effect of the Family Size of the
M1 e bor C.R,8cale : Educa-~

tio C=R:B) :

The results in this case are given in Table No., (C-R:E)-
13(a),(b) and (¢) and findings below :
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(1) Sex was not significant In case of the middle born,
Both boys and girls on the whole were educationally almost
equally reformist (9.02 and 9.32 respectively), confirming
earlier results in Table (C-R:E)-1l(ec).

(11) TFamily size was significant at :01 level. T6 the
most reformist (9.72) was almost equal to F5 (9.49) and both

were significantly different from the least reformist F4 (7.03), -

showing systematic trend of increage with increase in family

size.

(111) There. was, howvever, significant interaction. As
shown by results in Table (C-R:E)-13(c), sex was truly signi-
ficant in F§ and‘FG, but not in F4 and in F5 it was significant
in favour of girls, while in F6 it was in favour of boys. So,
also the order of family size with respect to reformisf trend
was not the same with boys and girls. All this accounted for

significant interaction. .

(@) Effect of the Family Size of the

Middle horn on C-R,Scale: Women
(C=R:W) =

Results in this respect are given in Table No.(C-R:W)-
13 (a), (b) and (¢). Findings are :

I - NP
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(1) Sex was significant beyoﬁd «01 level. Middle born
- girls on the whole as expected were more reformist (10,70)

than middle born boys (8.68), confirming results in Table
(C-R:W) -1 ().

(11) Family size was also significant beyond .01 level.
P6 was the most reformist (11.50), next in order were F5 (9.32)

F N

and F4 (8.51), with a systematic trend to inerease with increase .

in famlly size.

(111) Interaction was also significant beyond .0l level.

Results in Table (C-R:W)-13(c) indicate that sex was significant

not in $4, but only in F5 and F6 in favour of girls. Family
size did not main the same order for 1mportgﬁce of reformist
trend amongst both boyé and girls, and further all family size
pairs significant difference among hoys, but not among girls,

all this accounting for significant interaction.

(e) Effect of the Family Size of the
Middle bofn on CyR.Scale:Fashion
(C~R:F) : ™

The results in this connection are given in Table (C=R:F)
13 (a), (b) and (c) and the findings are summarized below:

(i)v Sex was significant beyond .01 level. As expected
middle born girls on the whole were more reformist (2.50) than
middle born boys (1.53), confirming earlier results in Table

(C.R:F)=-1(e).

B = UGN
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(11) Pamily size was also significant at .01 level.

F6 was most reformist (2.9), next were F4 (2.08) and F5 (1.72),

showing no systematic trend.

(111) There was no significant interaction. Results in
Table No. (C-R:F)-13(c) also show that sex was significant in
all family sizes in favour of girls, but family size was
significant with no pairs among boys, and with some pairs

among girls, yet causing no significént interaction.

14, Com betye f
Family Sizeg for the Iast born:

t

Finally, the data of the last born boys and giéls were
tabulated family size-wise for all possible sizes except Fl
in which case last born, first borﬁ or only mean the same.
These data on different aspects of C-R. Scale were gubjected
to usval statisticdl techniques as done in earlier cases, and
the results have been presented in Table No. 1l4(a), (b) and (ec)
- for each of five C-R aspects, viz. C-R:S, C-R:R, C-R:E, C-R:W

and C,R:F, Findings fegarding sex obtained in this case confirm

the earlier similar findings in Table (C-R)-1(e). All findings

on sex and family size for the last born are described below :
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(a) Effect of the Family Size of the

Last born on C-R, Scale: Social
(C-R:Sl : .

TN P e e e 1o

Results in this regard are summarized in Tahle No.(C-R:S)~-

14(a), (b) and (¢). Findings are given below :

(1) Sex was not found significant on the whole, though

unusually on social aspect girls tended to score more than boys.

Both last born boys and last born girls were almost equally

socially. reformist (11,95 and 12,52 respectively), confirming

the results in Table No. (C=R:8)=1(e).

(11) Family size was significant beyond .01 level. j

F.2 was the most reBarmist (15.35), next in order were F3, F6,

F5 and least F4 (9.47), showing not any systematic trend of

increase or decrease,

(111) There was also significant interaction beyond .01

level, Results in Table (C?R:S)-14(c) reveal that sex not

significant on the whole was significant at least in F5,

Family size was significant with some pairs among boys not !

neceséarily the same among the boys. F2 and F3 were top in

order both among boys, and girls as well as total, but the

order was not the same for other sizes among boys and girls.

A1l this accounted for significant interaction.

-
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(b) Effect of the Family Size of the 5
- Last born on C-R.Scale:Religioug
. (C=R:R) :
Results are given in Table No. (C-R:R)-14 (a), (b) and (e).
Findings are : 0 ‘

(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level. On the whole,
last born girls were religlously more reformist (10.84) than
last born boys (7.23), confirming the earlier results in |
Table (C-R:R)-1l(e).

(11) Family size was not significant in this case on
the whole and there was not even any apparently systematie
trend; with F5 being the highest (9.35) and FP6 the lowest
(8.28).

(1i1) There was significant interaction at .01 level.
Results in Table (C-R:R)=-14(c) reveal that sex was truly
significant only in F4, F5 and F6, but not in F2 and F3.
Famlly size also was significant in some pairs of boys, in
other pairs of girls and not at all on the total in any family
size pair. F5 was highest among girls and F3 was highest

" among boys; F6 was lowest among the girls and F4 was lowest
amoﬁg the boys. All this accounted for significant inter-

action.

i
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(¢) Effeft of the Family Size of the ¥

Last born on C-R.Scale:Rducat i, -
gc..m§ s ~ane

Results are summarized in Table No. (C-R:E)-14 (a),(b)
and (c). Findings are :

(1) Sex was significant at .0l level. On the whole,
last born boys were educationally more reformist (10.58)
than last born girls (9.09), confirming earlier results in
Table (C-R:E)-1l(c).

(11) Family size was also significant at .01 level.
F3 was the most reformist and F4 was the least reformist

(7.89), showing no systematie trend,

. (111) There was also significant interaection. Fxamina-
tion of results ih Table No. (C-R:E)-14 (¢) reveals that sex
was significant truly in F2, F3 and F6 and that too 1n‘d1fferent’
directions, l.e. in favour of girls in case of F2 and in favour
of boys in case of F3 and F6, while 1t was not significant in
other siées F4 and F5. Famlly size pairs also showed diffe-
rences sometimes among boys, sometimes among girls, and order
’was also not the samé among boys and girls. All this accounted

for significant interaction.

(8) BEffect of the Family Size of the ILast
_ ' bo C-R e :Wome C=ReW)

Results in this respect are presented in Table (C-R:W)-
14(a), (b) and (¢) . TFindings are suwmarized below :
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(1) Sex was sigﬁificant beyond .01 level. As
expected, last born girls were on the whole more reformist %
(11.26) on views on women than last born boys (8.57),
confirming earlier results in Table (C-R:W)=l(e).

(41) PFamily size was also significant and beyojd .01
level. F2 was the most reformist (10.77) and F4 was the
least reformist (8.,20), without showing any systematic trend
of Inerease or decrease of reformiét bent wit: increase in

family size.

(iii) Interaction was also significant beyond .0l
level, Results in Table (C-R:W)-14 (e) indicate that sex
was significant in favour of girls in all family sizes
except F3, Some family size pairs significantly different
among boys, some among the girls and mostly not in total.
Order of extent of reformist bent was also not the same 3

for boys and girls. All this accounted for significant

interaction.
“ (e) Effe the Family Size of the
Last born on C-~R, Scale:Fashions
(C=R:F)

Results in this iegard are presented in Table No.
(C-R:F)-14 (a), (b) and (e¢). Findings inferred from these

are showvn below 3
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(1) Sex was significant beyond .01 level.. Last born
girls as expected were on the whode more reformist (2.40)
than last born boys (1.50) with respect to their views on ! |

fashions, confirming earlier similar finding based on
results in Table No. (C-R:F)-1{e) earller.

i

(11) Family size was significant at .05 level. F2 was ;
most reformist (2.22); next in order were F3, F5, F6 and least
was F4 (1.55), again showing no systematiec trend of increase !

or decrease in reformist attitude with Increase in family size.

(111) There was no significant interaction between sex
and family size in this case. Inspection of results in
Table (C-R:F)-14(e) indicate that sex was élso significant
in favour of girls in all family sizes except F.4. Né_
family size pair among boys showed significant differences,
and also not most in total; some pairs among girls showed

differcences, but all this causing no significant interaction. .
This completes the discussion on contribution of

family size to the extent of reformist inclination at each
birth order category.
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IV  SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Findings on all the results witﬁ regarding to the
contribution of sex, birth order and family sizes, as
described in this chapter, have been summarized in the

following pages for a quick glanee @

A. Birth Order Comparisong:
1. General

(1) C=R. Scale : Social

(a) Sex was not significant on the wholej truly
significant in favour of boys (l.e. being
socially more reformist) among Firgt born and
Second born, and in favour of girls among

Middle born; not at all among lLast born.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole;
truly significant in some pairs of birth
order, differently for boys and for girls.

(¢) Thus, interaction between the two mass

significant,

P ——pee S N U T T U I R PR
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(11) _C-R. Secale : Religious

(a) Sex was significant on the whole, as well as
in each birth order, always in favour of girls

being religiously more reformist.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholej.
truly significant in some birth order pairs

among boys only.

(¢) There was significant interaction.

(1i1) C=R. Scale : Fducational

(a) Sex was significant on the wholej truly
significant in favour of boys among F.B. and

S.B. only and not among S.B. and M.B.

(b) Birth order was also significant on the wholes
truly F.B. and S.R. were equal and different

from M,B. and L.B. both being equal.

(e) There was significant interaction.

(1v) C-R, Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as at
each birth order in favour of girls being more

reformist on views on women.
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(b) Birth order was not significant on dhe whole,

and among boys, but in some pairs of girls.

(c) Neither was interaction significant,

(v) C=R._Scale : Fashions

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as
‘at each birth order in favour of girls being

always more reformist on views on fashions.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the whole,

nor among boys, but sometimes among girls.

(¢) There was significant interaction.

2. First-born Vs, Other Later born
(1) C-R. Scale : Social

(ad Sex was not significant on the whole; truly

significant among F.B. only in favour of boys.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of F.B.3 and also among boys as well as

girls.

(¢) Interaction was significant.




(11) C-R. Seale : Religious ) ?

(a) Sex was significant in favour of girls on the

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholej

(e)
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whole as well as among B.B. and other born also.

truly significant among boys only in favour
of first born.

Interaction was significant.

%

(141) C-R. Scale : Educational ‘ ‘ ;

(a)

(b)

(e)

boyss truly significant among first born only.

well as among boys and girls in favour of F.B.

Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

Birth order was significant on the whole as

Interaction was significant.

(iv) C-R. Scale : Women

(a)

(b)

(e)

M
{
#
y
g

Sex was significant on the whole as well as

among F.B. and also later born in favour of girlsé

Birth order was significant on the whole as well j

as among boys and girls in favour of F,R.

i S, -

There was no interaection. ;

> =
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(v) Q~R¢ Seale : Fashion

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well ag

among F.B. and later born in favour of girls,

" (b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of later bornj significant also among
boys in favour of F.B. and significant among
girls in favour of later born.

(¢) Interaction was also significant.

Se Only Child Vg, Other First born
(1) C-R. Secale : Social

(a) Sex was signifiqant on the whole in favour of
boyss truly significant among the only born

and not among other F.B.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the whole;
truly significant among boys in favour of only
born and significant also among girls in favour

of other first born.

(c) Interaction was significant.
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(11) C-R. Scale: Religious

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
girlss truly significant among other first born

and not among the only born.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholes
truly significant among girls in favour of

other first born.

(¢) Interaction was significant.

(111) C-R, Scale : Educatiohal

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
boyss truly significant among the only born and

not among other first born.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of_other first bornj truly significant

among glrls only and not among boys.

(¢) Interaction was not significant.

(1iv) C-R. Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the_ﬁhole‘as well as
among the only born and also the other first

born in favour of girls.
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. {(b) Birth order was also significant on the whole
as well as among boys and girls in favour of

only born.

(e) There was no interaction.

(v) C=R. Scale : Faghiong

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
girlss truly significant among other first born

and not among only born.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of other B.B.j truly significant among
girls.

(¢) There was no interaction.

4, ‘Only Born Boys Vs. Other First born Bovys:

N

(1) C-R. Scale : Social

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of only

born boys.

(i11) C-R, Scale : Religioug

(a) Birth order was not significant,
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(111) C.R. Seale : Educational

(a) Birth order was not significant.

(iv) C-R. Scale : Women

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of

only born boys.

(v) C=R. Scale : Fashions

(a) Birth order was not significant.

5. Only Born Girls Vs. Other First Born Girls

'(i) C=R. Scale : Social

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of other
first born girils.,

(11) C-R. Scale : Religious

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of

other first born girils.

(111) C-R. Scale : Educational

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of

other first born girls.




(a) Birth order was significant in favour of

only born girls.

(v) C-R, Scale : Fashions

(a) Birth order was significant in favour of other

first born girls.

6. First born of Mixed Sex Vs.
First born of same Sex )

(1) C-R, Scale : Social
(a) There were no differences between mixed sex

and same sex first born.

(134) C-R. Scale : Religious

(a) There were no differences between mixed sex

and same seX.

(111) C-R. Secale : Educational

(a) There were no differences between the mixed

sex and same seX,

(iv) C=R._ Scale : Women

'
M
»

3
¥

(a) Mixed sex first born siblings were significantly ?

more reformist than same sex F.B. siblings.
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(v) C.R. Scale : Fashiong

-~

(a). There were no differences hetween mixed sex

first born and same sex first born. i

7. Only Child V ter bo

(1) C=R, Scale :"Social

(a) Sex was not significant on the whole; truly
significant among the only born in favour of

boyse. o

(b)\ Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of the only bornj truly significant

among boys and not girls.

(¢) Interaction was significant.

(ii) C-R. Scale : Religious

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

girls; truly significant among later born.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholej
truly significant among beyé in favour of only
born, and also among girls in favour of the

later born.

(¢) Interaction was significant.
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(iii) C=R, Scale : Educational
(2) Sex was not significant,
(b) Birth order was not significant.

(¢) Interaction was not sigﬁificant.v

(iv) C=-R, Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as
among the only born and also later born in

favour of girls.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole as
well as among boys and girls in favour of the

onlﬁ born.
(e) There was significant interaction.

(v) C=R.- Scale s Fashionsg

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

girlss truly significant among the later born.

(b) Birth order'was significant on the whole in
favour of later borni truly significant among

the girls,

(¢) There was significant interaction.



504
8. First Born Vs, Iast Born
(1) C-R. Scale : Social

(a) Sex was not significant on the whéle; truly
significant among the first born in favour

of boys. . . :

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole as -
well as among boys and girlé, in favour of

first born.

(¢) Interaction was significant.

(11) C=R. Seale : Religious

(a) Sex was signifieant on the whole as well as .

i

among first born and last born in favour of girlsy

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of F.B.j; truly significant only among
boys, but not among girls though somewhat

in favour of last born.
(¢) There was significant interaction.

(1i1) C-R, Scale : Fducational

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as §

among'F.B. and L.B., in favour of boys. ‘



(b) Birth order was significant on the whole
as well as among boys and girls in favour

of first born.

(¢) There was no interaction.

(iv) C-R._Secale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as

among F.B. and L.B. in favour of girls.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole in
favour of first borns truly significant only

among girls,
(¢) There was no intergctioﬁ.

(v) C=R. Scale : Fashions

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as

among F.B.-and L.B., in fvour of girls.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholej
truly significant among girls only in favour
of last born, and not among boys though somewhat

in favour of first born.

(¢) There was significant interaction.



9.7 Last born Vs, Aggretage of

eco born Middle born:

(1) C=R, Scale : Social

(a) Sex was not significant on the whole nor among

L.B. nor among Second born-and-middle born.

(b) Birth order was significant on -the whole in
favour of last bornj truly significant only among .

girls.

{¢) Inter-aetion not significant.

(11) C-R. Scale : Religious

(2) Sex was significant on the whole as well as
among last born and also second born-and-

middle born, in favour of girls.

- (b) Birth order was 'significant on the whole
in favour of S.R.-and-Middle borneaggregates

truly significant only among boys.

(¢) There was no interaction.

(111) C-R. Scale : Educational

(a) Sex was not significant on the wholej but truly
significant among L.E. in favour of boys, and

not among S.R.-and M,B. though somewhat in

favour of girls.
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(b) Birth order was also not significant on the
wholes but truly significant among girls in
favour of SB-aﬁdMB, and not among boys though

somewhat in favour of last born.
(¢) There was a significant interaction.
(iv) C=R, Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as

among LB and also SB-andMB, in favour of girls.

(¢) Birth order was also significant on the whole
in favour of 8B-and-MBj truly significant only

among girls.
(e) Interaction was not significant.

(v) C-R. Scale 2 Faghions

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as

among LB and also SB-and-MB, in favour of girls.

(5) Birth order was not significant on the whole

nor among boys nor among girls.

(¢) There was no interaection.
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10, -Last borp Vs, Only Chilgd

(1) C=R. Scale : Social

(a) Sex was not significant on the whole; truly
slgnificant among the only born in favour of

boys. - ;

(b) Birth order was significant én the whole in
favour of the only borng truly significant
among boys in favour of the only born, but

not among girls though somewhat in favour of LB,

(e¢) There was significant interaction.

(11) C-R- Scale : Religious

(a) Sex was significant 4n the whole in favour of
the girlsj truly significant among last born -
in favour of girls, but not among the only born

though somevhat in favour of boys.

(b) Rirth order was not significant on the wholej.
but truly significant among the boys in favour i
‘of the only born and also among the girls in

favour of last born.

(e) There was significant interaction. ]
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(1i1) C-R. Scale : Fducational '

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as
among last born and also the only born, in

favour of boys.

(b) Birth order was not significant on the wholej
but truly significant among the boys in favour
of the only born.

(¢) There was no interaction.

(iv) C=R. Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole as well as
among last born and also the enly born, in

favour of giils.

(b) Birth order was significant on the whole as
- well as among boys and also girls in favour of

the only born.

-

(¢) ‘There was no interaction.

(v) C=R. Scale : Fashio

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

girlss truly significant among last born,
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(b) Birth order was significant on the whole
in favour of last bornj truly significant
among girls in favour of last born, and
among boys though womewhat in favour of the

only born.

(¢) There was significant interaction.

B. Family Sizes Comparisons:

11. Family Sizes amone the First born

(1) C-R. Scale : Social

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

boys; truly significant among Fl only.

(b) Family size was significant on the whole, with
a genefal systematic trend for reformist score

to increase with the increase in family size.

(¢) There was no significant interaction.

(11i) C-R. Scale : Religious

(a)' Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

glrlss truly significant among F2, F3 and F6.

(b) Family size was not significant, though there
was slight tendency for the reformist score to

increase with increase in family size.
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(e¢) There was no interaction.

(111) C-R. Scale : Educational

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

boyss truly significant among F1, Fl and FS.

(b) TFamily size was significant with a general
systematic tendency for reformist score to

increase with increase in family size.

(¢) Interaction was not significant.

(iv) C-R. Scale : Women

(a) Sex was sigﬁificént on the whole as well as

at each size, in favour of girlsy

(b) Family size was also signifilecant on the whole
and in some pairs only, but with any systematic

trend.

{(¢) There was no interaction.

(v) C=R. Seale : Fashions

(2) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of

gﬁrls; truly significant among ¥4, F5 and F6 only

(b) TFamily size was also significant on the whole,
with a general tendency for reformist score to
inerease with increase in family size (with
exception of F2 being highest).
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(c) There was no interaction.

B

12, Family Sizes among the Second B
(1) C=R. Scale : Social ) 5

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
boyss truly significant in P4, F5 and F6 i.e.
in all except F3.

(b) Family size was significant was also significant
on the whole as well as in most of the pairs,

though not showing any systematic trend or order. :

(¢) Interaction was also signifiecant.

(11) C-R, Scale : Religions

(a) Sex was significant on the whole and in all
family sizes from F3 to ¥FB eicept F6, in

favour of girls.

() Family size was also significant on the whole
and in some pairsj there was somewhat a trend
for the reformist score to decrease with Increase
in family size (from F3 to F6 except F3 being
the least). |

(¢) There was also significant interaction.
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(111) C-B. Scale : Educational

(a) Sex was not significant anywhere.

(b) Family size was significant, with a systematic
trend for reformist score to decrease with

increase in family size from F3 to F6

(¢) There was lack of significant interaction.

(1v) C-R. Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
girls; truly significant in case of F3 and F6
only.

(b) PFamily size was also significant, with a
systematic trend for reformist score to decrease

with increase in family size froﬁ F3 to F6.

(¢) There was no interaction.

(v) C=R. Scale : Faghiong

(a) BSex was significant on the whole and in all
family sizes from F3 to F6 except in F6, in
favour of girls.

(b) Family size was also significant, but without

without any systematlec trend.

(¢) Interaction was not signifieant.
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13. Family Sizes among the Middle born

(1) C-R, Scale : Social

(a) Sex was significant on the whole, but truly
in F4 and F5, in favour of girls.

(b) PFamily size was also significant, showing a
systematic trend for reformist score to decrease

with increase in family size from F4 to F6.

(¢) Interaction was also significant.

{11) C=R. Scale: Religious

(a) Sex was significant on the whole and in each

family size from F4 to F6, in favour of girls.

(b) Family size was significant on the whole and
in all pairs, but without any systematic trend.

(¢) Interaction was also systematic.

(4111) C-R. Scale : Fducational

(a) Sex was not significant on the wholej but truly
significant in F5 in favour of girls and in F6

in favour of boys.

(b) Family size was significant, with a systematic
trend for reformist score to increase with
increase in family sizes from F4 to F6.

(c) Interaction was significant.
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(1v) C=R._ Scale : Women

(a). Sex was significant on the whole, and truly in
F5 and F6, in favour of girls,

F

(b) Family size was significant on the whole and
in most pairs, with a systematic trend for }
reformist score té inerease with inerease in
family size from F4 to F6, truly on total and 3
among girls; but boys not showing the trend.

- (¢) There was significant interaction.

(v) C-R, Scale ¢ Fashions

(a) Sex was again significant on the whole and
in each of family sizes from F4 to F6, in

favour of girls.

(b) Family size was also significant, but without |

showing any systematic trend.

(¢) Interaction was not significant.

14. Family Sizes among the last born

S S Sentime ok n

(1) C-R, Scale : Social

L.

(a) Sex was not significant on the whole, but truly

significant only in case of F5 in favour of girls.
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(b) Family size was significant on the whole and

in some pairs, but without any systematic trend.

(¢) Interaction was significant.

(11) C-R. Scale : Religious

(a) Sex was significant on the whole, and in favour
of girlsy truly significant in F4, F5 and F6

among the sizes from F2 to F6.

(b) Family size was not found significant on the
whole and in some family size pairs of boys
and girls, not in any pair in total, and that

too without any systematic trend.
(¢) TInteraction was significant,

(111) C-R. Scale : Educational

(a) 8Sex was significant on the whole in favour of
boyss truly significant only in F2, F3 and F6
out of all family sizes from F2 to Fé.

(b) Family size was also significant on the whole

and in some pairs, showing no systematic trend.

(¢) Interaction was also significant,

e s
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(iv) C=-R. Scale : Women

(a) Sex was significant on the whole and truly
in all family sizes from F2 to F8 except in
F3, in favour of girls.

(b) Family size was also significant on the whole

and in some pairs, without any systematic trend.

(¢) 1Ipteraction was significant.

(v) C=B, Sc : Faghio ]

(a) Sex was significant on the whole and’ truly
in all family sizes from F2 to F6, except in

F4, always in favour of girls.

(b) Family size was also significant on the whole
and in some family size pairs of girls only,
not amongst boys nor mostly on totalj there

was no systematic trend.

(c) Interaction was not significant.



