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Pscyhol. Review 49, 1942, p. 464.
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Allport: Personality , 7141, p. 171 )

Frank: Recent Studies of the Level of Aspiration. Psychological (Y)
Bulletin, 38, 1941, p. 222




S gl A&

@=No Cam g Slza V) e iy oWl o e ¢ s Oﬂ 3

TS WY 508 ) ol G wilehl & £ 018 danll i
whdl e a5 gm JUb adsezad G0 50, ¢ (aw ean aslii b

a2l o d Tl Tl pescal O 8 Julonil

VRE ol oad
Summary

I. Ramzy : Level of Aspiration

Studies and tests concerning the level of aspiration are
concisely reviewed and discussed. It is argued that the basic
1dea underlying them all is imbued with the prevalent error
that is common to almost every school of modern psychology
namely to start with one prejudice and to iy to explain in
its light all human activities. Here it is obvious that the ba-
sic idea is that the one important motive for activity is the
will to power and self-esteem, while this is a self-evident
principle and a psychological redundancy.

Some investigators tried to study the nature of situational
factors and other individual personality factors that may influ-
ence the level of aspiration, but most of these investigators
were inclined to confine their studies to the correlations with
concepts derived mainly from psychoanalytic theories and
used almost as ‘slogans’ without verification. Moreover none
—as one couldfollow this series of studies — has studied rela-
tion between the level of aspiration and physical factors; none
has tried to study it in relation to intellectual levels except

Sears (1940); very little was done to determine the influence of

the many social factors in setting up the individual’s goals.
And nothing has been done to detecty the subject’s interests
and his specific abilities or to study his level of aspiration
with a device that appeals to him.

The methods hitherto used to study the level of aspiration
are obviously handicapped with so many uncontrolled factors
that should undermine their validity as a means of assessing
personality. The results obtained are not very significant and
often contradictory. [t seems that these techniques require a
considerable amount of study and analysis before they can
become useful in the field of investigating personality.

London, May 1946



