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ABSTRACT
i
R
undertaken[ to

!,‘

-following questions and wag 1ntended to see how the

1

This study was -find answers to the
‘results are related to the'counsel1ng gituation and to

,propose @ome recormnendatlons to help the - subJects of

(o

this study. b‘

- The §uestions were:

o 1. Are there 1solates ;n every. group of candldates

‘ under study who Jo1d the Phlllpplne Prov1nce of
the Franchcan orderﬁ '

2. What  is  the qundameptal
¥ =5 ' i «

vorientation behaviér profile of isolates and

stars ‘among Franc1span order candidates?

3..Is it possible thé£ the 1solates have a low é

level of inclus;on, control and affect1on in

ncontrestﬁmo'the stgrs in each of the groups in
general? | | * "

'4. Is 1% p0551b1e that the expressed inclusion,

1solates would Dbe

control and affectlon of

d1fferent from wan%ed 1nc1us1ons, control and j

affect:on in their- FIRO*B Proflle?

interpersonal |




ii

The descriptive rasear#h dasign was used For the
study of ‘candlddtes From ? broups available in the
Province of San Pedro Bautiata, of the Franciscan Order.
Totally, there are 110 -cé%d1dates caming from the
diFferent parts*‘bF_lthe Phillpplnes.j Riodata farm
prepared by the f%é%éarthe?‘hés uséd to  collect the
demographic details about thé candidates (name; age,

family backgraund)‘ basldes the inFarmat1nns‘ vbtained

from Formatlmn houses records”

:A sac1ometr1c téét waa used to findout the

Thé Fuﬁdamental Inter-

5_4“

isolates and stars in grnup

M
personal Relatlonship—sehav1 o 4FI%0~B) test was used to
' [ | |
get the proFile ‘of 1salates ﬁd‘st&rs. ‘Frequency tables
DF 1solates and stars‘ in

were made to show the nhmbe
i : |

i tted to shaw the profile

Ll

the group. Tables were alsb
»r
oF 1smlates and the stars.

~%zf%aff%f~w%faw—m—m

van pre#xle of isolates and
stars . were also used to Flnﬁahﬁ‘fhé differences in the
‘1}4 ‘

o : R :
profile of isolates and, ‘5tars. and to findout
e . ‘ ' } H ‘
the general tendency in the $cbr1ng of FIRD-B.
0 . ' . . ;\%
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- stars. hence, the ﬁf"

iii

Flndlhgs
. } :

\
i
|
i
|
1
1
i
i

‘ . ;
Sociometric test Bhuwed\that there were 14 isclates

o
and 7 stars in ' the g|oupi of 'candidates who  were

studied. Ismlates weré' 10.76% of the -total

. [
population ahd the sfar% 'Q-JBA of the total
pcpulatiaﬁ. Both togetl *!

total population.. Hen:é‘ the Ffirst problem that

i
|
. ) i
there are isoclates and éiér rin all the group of

. ‘ ‘
candidates under study w&& énswered positively.

I
The FIRO-E FProfile of iémfétesishuwéd diF%erence in
o |
-

had low scores in the

e

their scores. The isnlate
|

inclusion, controlq and aﬁFectxmn scales against the

P

high =cores of Etar¢ in;%he same scalen.‘ The m@an
profiles  of isolates apd | stars vahmwad that the

4 R B
izolates recalved a law score. of F.86 against the

. . “‘w . Lo, i )
14,84 of stars 1n tha #mclualnn scale. In the

Fd a hlgh score of 13.43

agv
5

control scale, 5tak5‘mbt&‘
D b

against the low 5c¢va]ofg%$9- For the isolates. In

Ll ‘ :
the Affection %CETE, ismf‘ﬁea got a low mean score
of 5.93 against the, h:Lgh.__", score of 15.93 of the
ﬁrub1é¢ was answered

positive. L L

they were 1é6.14%4 of the
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3. The FIRO-B prm¥1le of isdﬂétesglndic ated that in the
same cases QF 1ndividuaw th%ir éﬁpréssed scoras.
Twere hlghe; égq wantédsqéres 'owEr{‘In othér cases.
the wanﬁed stores ;wéFeJ %;gheq ,tHdA the _expresssd
_scores. Group ﬁy gr ;T DL Frnm isblateé to : ﬂ
isolatés, this‘ Bi;Fakar":' cauld hot establish a | ?
pattern, S1nca a péttef{ oftscoring could not’ bey“ ﬂ
‘establishéd tpe Fourth pL{E]emjramains unanswsred. 1ﬁ€
RéseakchEV discughd’Q%rious Facts based on 'w 
the Find1ngs in £h; light QJAFIROLB interpretations of WG
Schultz (1966), and Ryan ‘19f%f' p—1 i
1n the<‘light of Jthéii#ih%ings,‘the following % .
conclusions ware drawnn“m.’;if'in y 4 ‘LM7   | i;j
1. Isolates and stars dal ?%&é‘ié groups vapeople and ?
 this aFFirms theﬂtheafb a#HMar%ho (ié34};'
M?%ﬁIsolates dr éiar$ aré’éo‘f% reﬁain so not because‘of“-
d“ any singlé ‘factor' 1ﬁ hgkir #erebnglity ‘but‘gmany§ }
‘  %gctpr$ §ay be involved’fmuit.‘ - L
3; Differences ﬁetweeb ”ﬁhéyﬁékpressed and the wanted Lo
 §¢@¢35, sﬁow%ﬁ;,ﬂﬁg,fh‘ L11qigates;ﬂhé\}e' égﬁﬁiﬁcésjf,f“’ &
| l L | S i 5

w1thin thgmaé ve!

il | P i
: L FEEEE ]‘
they wantqﬂ qthérsftb
PR AR

e to 1 thémq

\ how, thay ralate and howﬁf

1

i

I 14 1+
R
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SociomeﬁkiﬁQ

groups. ‘

FIRO-B pkc

very eFFeo
?

findout diFFerent peraoh

factors
Functianing
individuals

situétions;

Based on

findings,
rogsearchar
partias

Franciscan

isolates themseives. '
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