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Reenfeal & HUSRI TR INT BT F419
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TE TG TR eqT Raemtsal @ FUSIH YT TN FT FHIT g F GGaed W BT TIT
&/ FIT vgly 7ElY gavrel! gieT Flagied &1 &9 ST § qd—yq geE [T @HE e By
pre-post research design with control group) @7 Sv2i7r /@7 77 &/ §9 SIgEnT @& oy
VORI JR @& forell QRGN @ RISl forTdl ST 17— 35 Y FefUd WX Had HET
St vq Sl wIw THT o [genfedl @ 60 wigIGr @7 Ffaed forar Tar) 76 & HE H
grer 9 (1 30 V9 [9a3a WHE 30) JI°T &1 3RA &% & qd a7 948 & [¥canedr &1
guar & yia giaear g+ (RFS — Reacitioon to frustration Scale) va /</er@r — dea va
sfiareag (2008) & gderor frar a7/ i@ geEia wifie wHE @ orE @ 60 fed @ forv
FIAfRT 30 AfFE JIRT BT 7RI BRIl AT GVg 99T GHE & P e §9 SVt H ST
WA &f9% B F ST Ve 60 faF @ T & SR eI GIATT Gl B qIErd
wgEl gIIval @1 g galdd gee [Far qar/ @l wqel gaedl § gusrs @ gerdr Srelfd
svige gerr (Inter- group comparison), w7 ga—Rerfa va geg—Rerfa 4 avd @& fog e
gRerr Students 't’ -test) v yeid wHE & gAIS B FUSIS FI SITH gorTr FAT Bl gd—
vq geg—feefa 4 srerfa sieE gerr (Intra-group comparison) #vs @ fory deard ¢ eve
Sandler’s "A’-test) &1 garT far 17 for@! wrefaar @ it p = ar< .05 v 78/ g
3wl & 1399 | Tg T §iar & [# 5T & yd wv (pre-experimental stage) v @
wgEl & Gl ®1 §UeIsl a1 v WHIT &/ v 60 [ @ I @ YIErd FrEfIE 6HE @
& Raeieal #1 Fverd & wv Yd ganie Refd @i sver wreie vy (0<0.01) & fa= griv 1y
el TP FUSIS] BT IV ARIE HY H BH g/ e & [T THE @ [l @ g H
ot g e @1 wv arefe ey (0<0.005) & &7 gsr/ gRurm I8 quid & [ 60 e @
T F IR W P RIS B FISTS T AV RIE &Y W B BV H GEIs &

FZHIT: T UgIT, I B, qd-va gee gd gaifie Rl )

EESICE])

HUS] — Ffdd D FABR DI GAIAT BRI dTel I BRDI H F Uh THE HRb Huol dl
2| 9 Afed @1 Shad Tl Sevdl o gfd § a1 I § oFd a9 8 okl 8 d9
SH U AR HTTHD Jfeavel Ul 81 Sl & 39 RUST B8l SIdl & | BUS Bl FacHd Ufahe
DI AARAT AT AT ST Fehell & 3R e G IR0 p1g 3R Fole & | fad i a-1a, g,
o ok Targ & Aol Gl ¥U BT AW BRAT © | RIS DI J fIRWAT B, FoIRT wd

aeneff, eTRR% RBrem fawrr, IRS fazafdene, sraaR, Toer |
IR MR, TRRS e fAurT, aREs fazafdenc, sraaR, JToRen |
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ATHAT 8 | UK FUST e U & FIeR H T & BROT Sca~ el & | ffr adsnfrar &
IRATITS & TShY & SR TR I8 HET Ol Fdhdl © b oo D Ufaad B U SfRforad
RSN & FEU HUS[ AR P AR H FAMSANTD] & A U T8l © | Agod (1972) 7 HUST &
Tored ¥ A4 3t IAR ® S quer & A= &F a1 o ¥ aRfd ©

. HUST I~ B+ arell gRRerfa (Frustrating Satuation)

. RUST SU~ - areil araven (Frustrating State)

. gueT ufafskarg (Reaction to Frustration)

HUaT Ufifhareil # e ©U W IR YHR & ISR 3TN O 2 |
. e (Aggression)
. JfeR faws (Resignation)
. Reiaror (Fixation)
. gferra (Regression)

foeaR & @ FAASNG dSS Ud FEORMTE Uod §8 99 9 I B AT A
AT Siad TR gSH dTel U9Tdl BT 3FIT IR H o gU 2| 9w R # e @ ST 3T
T 118 Ugfaar faveR # yaferd 21 fafr o uefoal R w3 o wrf due g) € SR @
w 2| 39 ugfrll @ ifaRad arT & g oF T amem, wmoma™ onfe R 0 &8 @y & f&5d o
ga § 9 b P FRR wifd R 2| feawR o yafoa (= eam ugfoal § #=f wger anf
SR U AN Ugfal IR A9 i Mgdrd gU & | 59a SifcRed faueamr va Jeme R A1 g
eMYHR AR H gU 2 | 1 I eIl BT b PR W U <@ AT © b A B R
q AT & Afdra & e § Fehd 8F arel RS A gfg 8Ril 8 d1 Afdda [ 4 aes
FRBT H FH M T |

= oI BRIT & YARIaAIdd Bl ol [JaRr g1 <A1 ¥d T8l § R A @ Iy
TG AT YN AT BT Wl faaRer o yRgd far 97 j@T R |

BRAT (1978) T ANT & JRA BT BIAI d 3MpHD JABR, [FTSUSIUe, qHRIHAD Ugh,
YT, T, 3 arofl BT JART PR AT ATIRIES A6 H IR AR ITDH! AacHSD
ReRdr, eRi—aRed ¥ gig <@l | 39 BIE1 H§ &=, 3fawrs, Aol 91, HORAT dAT IAHHD
fopamait # +ff & < |

Siel, v ud RiE (1984) 7 ART & AN dRA Al fdenfAi H ST wWR @
TJ—aTTAIhROT YT |

ured e e (1984) 7 AN B I I BET @I Agwd QA A B B )
HHRIHAS TG ST |

STexold, THI TAT detded (1985) o U 3eddd H <l b v & Frfa snar 9
TS YgRT vd difge awar 5 9fg g8 2|

Sirel, Tt Td AR (1987) 13Ul oemy H fawnfiai @1 @er ufifkanell wRoea a1
HHRIHAD T @1 U4 70 Ji # W) GhRIeTd aefd guR o |

Sirefl, TS Ud I (1987) T € BT AR HI arel [Jenfi & "t @l § &

< |
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e (1994) 7 3O I AT H T AE dF §fqdl BT ANT g AR AN DI YITH
RITCTBRUT BT IRATH PRATHR b D=1d UG WA FIGAVST DI fhaATIITel BT ega= |
SeF el & ARASS & STUMIT Td yveMiT # fewT fagd a¥ i @ fagear den S9! ged @
ged H p<.0001 & S=a APe "R W Td a8d ) H p<.001 & = 9Rd wR W B
<l | dfeal & 3rEH, WRIEH 901 d Wuead A emar H AR WU q ggodl TS | ARTD
WR AT 99 ¥ gfg BT RApISoled H8l Sl © 3R S ATeoided &l Heolaerd fihfoiiT o1 Rure
far T AERIE wifd SR SIFTear & WAIdE SS9 99d I8 gHEN 3ffd V81| MR @l Bl
T RRITARUT & T BRa & Uear AIT | <@l &I Gr Rierefiaxer & akass &
YT BT AT | DIg AT g91d 8l U T TAT 9T 9T H T g a”I AN BT el
HH Aefd wWR W AT |

FETeR, YOO, Ifeiduley, TS, NHWIC], dleaHl Td fh (1995) 7 U gy # rET &I
dd @ weRer (Systolic) iR Wg@w (Diastolic) cam@ # anm 9§ SweRad q@ SRl
(Hypertenssive medicine) @ amem urar i y¥@ gsdl © |

STl AT WG (1996) T U RS H ANT BT WA S dTel IATRIAT @1 e foar #
JIR YR |

e (1998) 7 dTats faenfaiil & wafthed R Veed™ @ I W dicg # 9 Al afea
FRH # p<.005 & AEfE TR W AHERAS Wi <@ | e & avte awma (Ergic-
tension) ¥ 1 WY HHI MR SR I 37fIH eI Ud RIre 8Y, STl HUSISAT H 4 FHHI AR |

AR U4 Te (2004) 9 TS W S H Urafie wR & el & e gl @ e
(Moral values) w=refare (Altrausim), Siawmers Rerar (Emotional stability) e wfde o
(Moral judgement ) W Jeireae & T ¥ & 1T & WRfd WR @ I W1 | 39D 1T B
qraTeA® Rerar # f p<.001 & A1efd wR WR dead <ET TS |

gfear TMmi (2009) 7 [EORET @1 el Ud gersll # e & ot | Afd Bl <l |
e vd wRgra (2009) 7 el wer & fqenffal & aemal vd =< § &9 & onard 9
Arefd wH < |

e vd IRgr (2009) 7 el wrex & faenffai & qeral vd fawamil § «am & enwr
q AdE FH ] |

e vd TR1 HAR (2010) el & @i vd el AN & AT ¥ ARid B4l odl |

e ©d giear Tt (2011) =1 IRT & NI W AENG WReT § WRid Ud GhRIAS
gfg <@ |

it Ud Mg (2017) 7 WIS faeeh & a1 fdenefl & wearere g, amfie draan
TJT STCHATITAT H YelT 19 & SR & gfg <l |

e TG TS (2016) &1 U=—IdG HHATRAT & GRS G419 Ud ARG @RRY U Uell
&I BT AHRIHS THTd T |

e Ud g (2018) -1 HSIRTS! faeell @1 BRI # Ul &0 & p o efores foiar 3 &9
<, T gfedr vd wHrae # afg <l

9T TG T (2017) 7T gg Al 3R GHu & FARIIGH H YA Bl AhRIHD T < |

9Te g TS (2017) <1 g Al AR GHUl & AMNS W@ReT H Yeled = Pl AhRIHD
U1 T |
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waer  (Problem)
AT gRT RIS @1 FHooreli IR udd S1d HRT 2 |

gReear  (Hypothese)

. AT UR™ B3 A Ugel, Il 19 R @i g & g @) @uorl e w9 ¥ e
1 8RN Fifd a1 & Wl & Rgarel e & ¥d I forg 7Y g

. AT & ufafed Fafa o @ 60 3T @18, wIfe A9 & wasdl &1 guon, R
g & YA B HUoTS A A1fd ®U A HH B B A B |

. gd e Reifa &1 o 4 60 a7 @& AT & I & U YRS W8 & TSl
BT HUoTSl H Wfdw FI H HHI B DI TG & |

JgHu™ ey g ufhar (Research Design and Procedure)
afwea (Design)

9 WY g W A 9 |fed, [9-vd uea-URiS Sfiden & SUANT fHar T |
e (Sample)

ISR & 7ol SRR H Y8 a1l Raenfsal & 60 UrAsdl &1 =areel foram mam| o
3030 & & el H Wi fhar mar - urifie 9 vd MR @9 Raersar @
AT MY 17—30 a9 oY 3R 1 o oTfdfep &R & o1 |

et (Test)
. Fuar Aa— (RFS- Reacitioon to Frustration Scale) va &R — <ifera vd siarea
(2008)

gfesar (Procedure)

AN BT JRINE AR™ HRA & Yd aFl 99ei [UR—RTSs gd FRE) & grsdl o
HUSTS BT Gd—URIET0T & WU H FUST AU GIRT AIUT AT | FATT AT BT AR A & gd QI
e & Rgcrsdl BT HUoT AU §RT AMGA fhar 711 guRid Uriiife T & Urisdl ®f 60 fad
I yfafes 30 M ANT &1 T HRard a7 | Safd RGBT WE & g U Qe amr
PRIGAT H o 2| 60 a7 & 918, M WHEl & TAAT R HUOST AU gRT JAURIET fdbar
AT | I§ YART e Refdy off |

gReme vd uReat (Results and Discussions)
T it BT &1 =aR0N H faeryor faar |

. IRIE g @mfe ve i |wgg) (Inter-group Comparison) : frRifya wg
S A fhaThd B goldl 4 ANT T IRl B GhIfie WHE W Y9Ed <@ & oy
iRzt < (Statistical- “t” test) =1eTor &1 YART favar 1T |

. siawe germ (Intra- group Comparison): o @8 ¥ Yd—vd uve— UIfiH
Rerferdl @1 gorm & fog dser & ‘T wWev &1 & e & few & anr od
ANTEAT Ud A fhaTdherdi g9a gord geid Q@ Sff 9o |

SWRIFA T gl 3 URebeT &1 Siid dreiedl & ddiel p = a1 < .05 G 715 | qor
771 3T AUIH FRON BT SUIRT AT 107 |
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Table 1: Modes of Reactions to Frustration (Standardized Table)
Percentile equalness of Raw Scores

Percentiles Agg. | Res. | Fix. | Reg. | Total Interpretaion

100 39 44 45 44 159
gg gg gg gg gs ig(l) Very High Furstration
80 28 29 33 36 115

5 (7%3) % 33 gi 23 ﬂg High Frustration
60 24 26 29 31 107

50 (Dd) 23 24 27 30 104 Average Furstation
40 21 23 25 28 101
30 20 21 23 26 96 Low Frustration

25 (Q1) 19 20 | 22 23 94
20 17 19 21 21 91
10 14 15 16 19 84 Very Low Frustration
5 11 13 12 16 72

a=reg g (Inter-group Comparison)
. ud urifires Rerfr (Pre-experimental Stage)

TIRT UR™ &R I Ugel aFI el & RITiedl &I BRIl &1 AT fHar 1| mdbet
TRl & RgarSal o |usl § ®Is ARfd =il 981 € WReg AMd AR S ol § s
FHUo WA ¥ Iod WR B ¢ (A0 ARO G 1) URIRG @8 & Raansai & Guorsi &
AR 107.09 & Sididh AT g & Racfedl & {Uorsll b1 #ed+ 9 107.06 & Ad: 34 AIH
frear 21 2 |t uRomA uR&eu w1 &1 gfic &l 2 |

Table 2: Modes of Reaction to Frustration Mean, SD and 't' values of Frustration of the
Experimental and control group at Pre-experimental Stage

Experimental. Control
Reaction M1 SD1 M2 SD2 't' (two tailed) p<
Agg. 25.05 4.19 25.08 4.21 0.86 N.S.
Res. 27.15 4.25 27.10 4.28 0.45 N.S.
Fix. 27.79 4.27 27.75 4.23 0.63 N.S.
Reg. 27.10 4.21 27.13 4.19 0.56 N.S.
Total frustration 107.09 16.92 107.06 16.91 0.62 N.S.

. Tg yRfS Refd. (31 718 @ 91K I & 3G &7 T91E)

(Post-experimental stage: Effect of two month T.M. Practice)

SF Rl & Ael, fEemi ' edl v Aeie R el uwgd fBar T 2| sEded |
IE W Bl § & urfis el @ Reenfeat @ guerit # fafsa v & Raenfeal @1 smem
Sod efd wR (p<.005) @1 & g8 ®

JAT YRS W & RaciSdl & ABHEDAT, YT, RISV T7 AR f[adsid &
el 3 Fafea @ @ Reenfsal @ gor § e oW g8 21 39 9 @ Raanfel @
g MBS B AD ARV A a1 B Al I8 W Bl 2 6 uie wg @ Raanfsdl a1

HUSR 3d AMMI R @1 8 T8 & Safd Fafad @8 & Raenfedl @1 guord arfl fl 3= R
BT N g © oI fob ARUN v 3 H <Ar AT § Ui ARl 7 gRebedl e 2 Bl g Bl B |
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Table 3: Modes of Reaction to Frustration Mean, SD and 't' values of Frustration of the
Experimental and control group at Post experimental Stage

Experimental. Control
Reaction M1 SD1 M2 SD2 't' (one tailed) p<
Agg. 24.15 3.19 25.08 4.21 3.44 0.005
Res. 25.65 4.15 27.10 4.23 3.57 0.005
Fix. 27.30 3.20 27.75 4.23 3.09 0.005
Reg. 26.30 3.07 27.10 4.19 4.10 0.005
Total frustration 104.40 13.61 107.03 16.86 4.65 0.005

g g (Intra- group Comparison) :

e AR D AT B e (e Refy Ry Tea-TRE Ref)
(Influence of Two-month T.M. practice: Pre-experimental stage V/s Post-
experimental stage-)

AT & IR D AR & YTa] 34 Raaniedi & gl Iz afd ®R (p<.001) w
P TS ¢ 51D HUSRI & HHAMI § AT B 8 © | $I FHUOT & WIEMI | YATT HHT Mg
21 wanT gd Refy # 39 SR o @uerll & 7wa urifiie 107.09 o S &7 A8 UET GTHR
104.40 B TR | ARYN AT 3 ¥ g Rt we g | 996 Arvll & airbel 9 39 Refd & ardel
B AT B Y AT I§ WE BT © b g7 RIfSIl & HUoR S=d TR A "I A WK
BT B TE T SURIad URIHT | aR&eaT W& 3 @Y gfe Bl 7|

Table 3: Mean and Sandler's 'A’ Values of Frustration for the Experimental group at
Pre and Post-experimental Stage, on SCAT

Pre-stage Post stage ‘A p<
M1 M2
107.09 104.40 0.063 0.001

. A A > 918 9 =t &1 yara  (FRIfa g o 99 wd gea Refa)
(Influence of Two-month normal activiey (pre-experimental stage V/s post-
experimental stage)

31 AR @ wr Rt & uwErq Reenfediat guotel § @18 wrefe swr g omam 2

JIfq gDl HUSRN & FeIwr § B AfE HH A8 E 71w yd Refa # 59 Raenfear

@1 FUOTRI & TTF URIATG 107.06 & I &I A8 LA 41 107.03 2 | ARV d@& 4 4§ I8 Refa

e ¥ | AFe arvll & el & 39 RAMY & el @ goi T @ S a1 9% e g7 § 6 g4

Rgef&dl o1 Huord ol Ml Sz WX B! 9+ 83 © | & AlE &I AHA feTeri 9 R aqE @

gt § BIg wnefe uRade & ger |

Table 4: Mean and Sandler's ‘A’ Values of Frustration for the control group at Pre and Post-
experimental Stage, on SCAT

Pre-stage Post stage ‘A p<
M1 M2
107.06 107.03 3.50 NS

gRerat (Discussion)

T THTT T © | RTI® SR S TRl &1 SIheddr 9 ST € | 399 gfg BT e g
2 iR B ewar N dedt €| ergfe &1 e g1 & fO | GHsiaR &1 a” &1 &l
BT fadr BT 2
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&9 | fod @ gl &1 PR 8r 21 99 & U B iR &I & |9 ofewT (TS,
1994) T @1 gfg XN =, aMfead ORI | 9 ot & 9o TRiRS iR w+faes a=a &4
B ST 71 TS (1976—2018) & €4F &1 fAf=T wefodii WX gY d9e U9 ARAEiMe W BRI
S 9 B g & B A & T ot ¥ #% UBR & AFRNIG G ARING S9d
aRads B0 2| Ifdad dRel, AHRaE R, i, guersil, AMfie derEl Td gqEl W
- AN HT GG TG TSl © | ARTSh Rl # ITewT Rl B Igerdl B A & 3T
R 7 |
f=ps (Conclusion)

gafqd gred gRomH & R R = fspy fAerel o dad 8-

. od yrnfire Rerfer #, yrnfie wg @ yarey i wqg @ uaedr 9 aefe wu 9 e

T | 37T el Usell URHeIT g Bl © |
. AN & 60 &l @ 1T & I¥aNq UG |8 & YAl & AegdEl 3 R 9 &

AT BT oIl H A1eid ¥ F B g8 © | I8 SN URGedT 1 gfte 8l 2
. e T & vASE # 60 fRF & AT & qd ureifie Rfy & gorer # uee-vafie

Rerfd & quatsil # wreld w1 oTg €| 3R I8 D8l S Al ¢ & AT ¥ Rgentsdr a1

FUSIAT BT TR A BT & | I8l IR gRebea A1 Rig el 2 |
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