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  Chapter I


  Introduction


  In our complex social world, we are almost constantly involved in social interaction. This social world is composed of many smaller social institutions; the family, the church, the school, and many more. Within each institution are yet association groups, some of primary importance to us and some of secondary value. The relative importance of these groups changes with our experiences, our age, and various other factors. As Tryon expresses it, Traits which twelve-year old boys approve in each other are identical only in part with those accepted as standards at the age of fifteen(62).


  One of the strongest social needs, according to Thompson and Hunnicutt (60), appears to be the desire for social approval. In their study they find substantial evidence that children soak the social approval of parents, teachers, and their own peer group. At times during adolescence the desire far peer group approval becomes stronger than for the approval of any other social group.


  Our behavior in any social situation depends upon our past experiences. As Stagner says, We move in a perceptual world, colored by our past experiences (58). He feels that self acts and the acts of others become directing stimuli for developing behavior patterns. These activities act as signs and acquire positive and negative values. strengths of these values, the pressures of social expectancies, and the amount of practice given to certain habits, play important roles in tho determination of the final behavior pattern.


  The behavior pattern my or may not be socially approved. If it is not approved, some other behavior pattern will probably be adopted. The individual must learn to substitute one action for another; or, in other words, he must learn to make the proper adjustments to the various social situations. Bonney (7) says that the popular child is sensitive to the social needs of his peers and has the energy, inclination and the social skills necessary to satisfy needs. Unpopular children, he notes, have failed to make the necessary psychological adjustments.


  Psychologists have attempted to identify physical and personality factors related to social acceptance and popularity, believing that knowledge of factors would provide points of departure for helping a child improve his social status (66).


  In a study of personality of socially acceptable and socially unacceptable children, Bouncy (6) claims that positive personality traits are more important than negative virtues. He feels that an individual is popular far more because of what he does than because of what he refrains from doing. Bretsch (14) shows that social skills such as dancing, swimming, skating, skiing, singing, playing cards, playing playing a musical instrument, and carrying on a conversation are possessed in a greater degree and by a greater number of ninth-grade students who were high in social acceptability than by their classmates who were in the bottom quarter of social acceptability.


  In reviewing several of Bonney's (5,8,10) studies, it may be observed that he categorizes popular students as usually falling into one two types: positive social aggressiveness, talkative, daring, enthusiastic; and friendliness. He found that social acceptability is related to the social status of the parents, intelligence, and the number of siblings.


  Northway (49) reports that children who are ambitious and socially constructive are usually preferred as social companions.


  It is interesting to note the contrast between these brief characterizations of the socially acceptable children and Northway's (46) observation of socially unaccepted children. She states that socially unaccepted children tend to fall into three categories: (1) recessive, with far expressive interests; (2) quiet and shy, who appear socially uninterested; and (3) the children who are socially ineffective, who have expressive interests, but have as well annoying personality characteristics.


  Children particularly in the early teenage years, are especially anxious for social acceptance by their own peer society. This concept is pointed out by Tryon (63) who suggests the importance of peer groups in influencing the concepts and values of the adolescent.


  Each teenager may use his own unique standard of determining who is or who is not socially acceptable to him. Nevertheless, each child could make a choice as to whom he considers socially acceptable and who is not. He could also make a choice as to whom he thinks the peer group as a whole would consider socially acceptable. He my or my not agree personally with his interpretation of pear group choice.


  The question, then, is: What are the characteristic difference: between the socially accepted child and one who is not socially accepted? The various referred to previously have investigated certain traits, both in relative isolation and certain combination. In few, however, have various traits been studied as a composite. In the present study several traits will be considered in an effort to understand the individual better as an entire personality.


  Hypothesis


  It is hypothesized that there are no significant, characteristic differences between socially acceptable students of Junior high school ago and those of the same class who are socially unacceptable; such acceptability being determined by peer group choice from school homeroom population. For purposes of the study the hypothesis will be phrased in the null form.


  The following traits are considered in the study:


  
    	Number of siblings


    	Temporal position 1n the family


    	Marital relationahip of parents


    	Distance of residence from school


    	Location and type of residence


    	Occupation and income of parents

  


  Skills and interests:


  
    	Musical and athletic ability


    	Hobbies and spare time activities


    	School offices held and other honors won


    	Time spent at the movies and television


    	Reading interests

  


  Personality characteristics:


  
    	Intelligence


    	Grade achievement and expectancy


    	Personal appearance


    	Drives and motivation

  


  Subjects for the study have been evaluated by their peers for social acceptability. They are studied in terms of the characteristics enumerated above to determine if true differences exist between them; if so; there is justification for rejecting the null hypothesis.
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