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e aurnat X
INTRCOUCTICN

< an Individual la given a proJactive toot, tha outooma la
frequently of vital Inportance for hit future# \Whether ha la comitted
t anontal Institution, racomondad for psydhotherapy, or calaotad for
a posrtion, may depad, In part. On hit toot perfomanoeg?  1f ha wants
tha position, ha may make a deliberate effort to give responses which
make him ggpear to bo the kind of person most surted for the particullar
ooccupation.  On tha other had, a parson who wishes to ha disdharged
fmnmaaxredforoesnayattemtto respod In such a way as to gopear
a bad prospect for adjusment to mllltary sorties,

This tendency OF subjects taking a personality teat to try
(aconsciausly or unconsciously) to give a favorable picture of thenselhvee
has becane a matter of Increasing oonoem tor personal ity assessors,
sinos the gopearance of Koahl ad Hathanay’e paper (19%6) on the subject.
In their discussion of the K Seal# of the HITH, Koohl ad Hathanay have
cbsenved that ane of the most inportant defects of persomality Imra™
tori(® is their susogptibility to "Taking,* that is tho conscious
distortion of soores In tems of response tendacies, of the slbject
taking the Inventories, Bjually inportat, they note, la the eusooptib*
ity of inventories to uonsoious self—deception ad roleplaying on
the part of subjects who nay, In general, be quite honest ad slncere
in their regponeee o personal ity statements contained In the Inventories.
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The possibility of sueh distortion vhich hes been described as "'feking
good” or "‘faking bed,"" has been further notod by more than a ecore of
authors \Wo concluded fram their omn research vith the MPI that the
Qonscious or unoonsoious tendency of subjects to presait a certain
picture of thensalvos In taking a persomality taat hes a considerable
influence ypon their perfomance,

Similarly, many authors hare recognised that distortion, faking
and censorship oen allso cocur on projective tests.  For samls, Cattel
asErtst

T e S e S P iy
not know whett he o eqoosing, He may listen politely to the
inotructiom that his_"'creative_imnegination’ 1S being tested,

B o et eRechy: bl D thy
giving thmsolves anay,

3ince the Themattic Apperogption Test (TAT) has been widely
used, It is nportant, therefore, that the TAT be resistant not only
1o distorting malingerings ad attenpts t look bettor or "hoakthelr, *
it that the influencing fectors ?ontributirg to malingering and faking
and their effect upon response to a projective tednique be eqeerimentally
investigated,

&ggU&L2& &

In gereral, the prabllem investigated In this study is by no
means new to Investigators. On tho other had, the huge bulk of re*
search related to the prablen studied has been confined t suoch
Influencing factors as the stinulus, ths subject, and mors recantly,
the eqeerimenter or clinician. Very little eqerimental evidence bearing
directly on the effects of the subject™ previous knovledge on test per™
formanoo has been collected.



Thet prabllon wirth whioh this atidy 1# concormad is to Invootiigat#
tha offoot of such factor# as prior koviadjro, nodal desirability, ad
otros? upon rogpoNo 1o * project™# it such att th Theratlo Ap»
peroeption Toot™
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CHAPTER r't

HISTORICAL REVIEV

to. rako™flbl™x
Nechl ad Hathanay (HO), In their dieocuesion of the K soala

of tho ttIT, dbserved that ono of tho most Inportant defects of pereat™
ality inventories was their susoeptibility to "faking’. They noted that
mibjects* responses on the W1 were "falsified” In suoh a way that the
subject dotained erther a higher or a loner score on a particular m?1
varlablo. Thus, Meohl and Hathaway described a subject as erther faking
moood* or faking "ted’, My faking "'good” they referred to the subjects™
tendency to orcate a more favorable npressiat™  faking "ted,* on the
other had, referred to subjects™ tendency to oreate a more unfavorable
Inpression,

$Hre our interest lies In fako-ability as 1t relates to the
Themattic Apperogption Toot, wo shall be primarily concermed with studies
as relate In particullar to projective tedniques fake-ability.

Although the work of Foeberg (62,63) indicated that the Rorschach
wes not resistat to faking. Carp end Savtin 20) foud that the
Itoredrech responses aan be faed, Similarly, a study by Melteoft (111,
112) with e setence anpletion teat Idicated that this test nay be
sbject to distortion, Wsieekopf and Digpgpe (170) demonstrated that
subjects trying to make a "'good* or "ed™ inpression successfully In*
flnenoed the diagosis of their personalities made by experimental TAT

*
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interpretora, Ty maintained that a teat mich &s the TAT eon be
expected to be subject to faking to a hlghor degree than a test sudch
as the Rrsohed ™ Thiis expectation ms based on the irpresalon that
abjeats were wore anare of the principles of Interpretation of the TAT
then of the Rorsdhedt™

The studies quoted above 1ndicate that projective teste are
susoeptible to faking ad that research 1a needad to Increase our knovl™
edge of Watt antmibutor} to this distortire malingering.

Recently, research attention hes turmed to the idea that in the
clinical interaction, the examiner™* personal ity and behavior might
influence the response of the subject 1IN on unimtended way™

lord (P) demonstrated that variations in Rorsdhach porfomanoe
can be sogorinotally induced™  Sanders and Cleveland (136) also demon-
strated that osrtain exaniner-personal ity variables see* to have m:zy\
influencing effect on the abjectts Rorsdhach socores*  The authors \
concluded that different eaminers elicit oigniflcantly different
Rorschach sooros fram their subjects, similarly, Fexber end Wales
®)* Foebore, Freibery, Vagm, ad Bas @), Lindsey @73, snith
and Hysan (15b), and Stanton and Baker (156) denenstiutad that inter™
vieners acenod to bias their respondats*

Ome (110,119) foud that hypnotised subjects behaved as they
felt they ocught to behave or as the examiner mightt want them to behave™
Ome further hypothesised that the demand daracteristics of the exqeri-
mertal procedure nay be a sighificant determinant of subject behavior™

P.aoot studies in eqerimenter bias by Fode (60,61), Rosenthal
(), Rosenthal st al* (15, 130, 131), and Rosenthal, Fode and Vikaa
(126), have shoan that tirder a meeber of differing coditiore, psycho*



logical enqartraritoe virs able to dotain fran their subject* the data
that tho «Kporlnatoro erpoctad or vatted to dotain.  Zn addition, other
studies by Rosenthal and Lawson (129), and Rosenthal and rode (I25) d<n~
ootratsd the ooccurrenco of the exqperimanter bics phenanenon even when
the elbjoots were laboratory rats*

Zn a roeont study with tho TAT, Inmlr @6) found that subjects
who wore given irformation (prior knovledge) oonoerrdng the TAT looked
"healthelr’’ than subjects who were not given prior knovledge. The etudy
la being replicated herein to verify these findings.

It has log been recognised that persomal ity test soores are
influenced by non-teart+olo/ant rootpoee determinants,  Interest in the
prabllem of response distortion, particularly by Keehl and Hathaway (110),
has lboon concermed with attenpts at statistical correction for "'faking
good™ or "‘feking bed’. The historical atecedent of this prooeduro woe
foud In the earlier efforts of Rum and Bon ((3), ad Rum, Stormont
ad loms () to dotain finer enpirical discriminations by a Joint
consideration of raw secres ad "no-oouts'” (nunber of noes).  Another
avenue of goproach converging on the sare prabllem has been the gereral™
1stataan of Cronbech®™e (30,31 oconoept of *'response set” to include
statistically deviait response seta by Berg (11D) ad the subsequent
implementattion of this notion by Barmes (6,7) with the 1CPI,

Qurrent research on ecalal desirability by Qorsn and Tages
@7), Ehards (b,b,6,b6?), Wiggins and Rimrlll (17)* hes been Chiefly
concermed with a descriptive analysis of the influence of this variable
on personal ity teat responses.  Alog these lines, social desirability
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has achieved major status ao a pryawietria varigble] the properties
typically ascribed to it by Jackson and Fossidk (@0) are those of a
stylistic response determinant.  Pre—<eminantly social desirability hes
been conpidored 1o be a charecteriistic of tost iters by Bivards (59),
and two models have been goplied for 1ts assessrent.  In the first of
these procedures Edhards (od) presented 1tsaa on e test 1o be rated tor
social desirability by Judges and then responded to by subjects under
staxard instructias, the correlation of the o sets of responses wes
referred to Indicate the amount of test response variance acooutted for
by social desirability. The oeoond model by Edhards (o) involved the
develgoment of sypiriocal social desirability socles the rtens of which
shoned marked social desirability prapertics.  Correlations betneen
those scales ad various persoality teste such as ths mPI* wars as*
eared 1o reflect social desirability bias in the test responece.

social desirability by Edwards (7)) has boon prlmarl ly oo_rvlel!&l—w
erad as the 'Caalo value foranypersonalltystatmmt each that the
eoalo value Indicates the position of the statement on the social
desirability contimtta.” The prevalent conogptias of social desir-
ability thus reflected «n exclusive concem with regponso distortion
In poydorastrio situations with an attendant narroving of research
interests to investigations of the Is;ocial desirability scalability of
test itans.

Recanitly, honever. Karlwe and Cromns 02) proposed an altamate
model to Edhards* conogption of soaal desirability. Basie to their
construct of social desirability was the definition of a population of
aulturally acnqotable and goproved behavlors which were, at the sae

tins, relatlvely unlikely to ocaur. Test Items were drawn fran this



population in the develgonent of a now social desirability atal, th
harlove-croune Social Desirability Seal* (K-C IB), 1# scalle woo
constructed cow o eliminate psyahopatihological o fad to refllect
"the noed of th# subjoct to rogood 1n a culturally sanctioned way, ™
Marlore and Cron# further found that thy Edhvard# social Desirability
Scale (Hhards IB) correlated highly with severiteen KKPI sLbtests,
Will# the MC 38 gopearad, by comparison, relatively independent.  Fram
those finding# th# Investigators coneluded thatt a psyohgpathologloal ly
oriented social desirability scale, such so th Edhards 38, tended to
rofloct subjects* willingness to adnit or deny psydgpathology rather
than Choosing In toms of socially gopropriate responsss.

In a ocoood study tartore and Cron# (106) assessed th uti ity
of defining th# construct of social desirability, In motivational s,
as a need for social goproval, Da this study the K-Q 08 and th
Ddhards 308 vers addhistersd to subjects at two universities, Dub-
Jocta perfenod a boring task a® then rated their attitude tonard th
eperimnt. It was foud that Individuals with stirong need for social
aoproval tendedl o et sigrifintly more favorzble attitudes to-
ward th# experinatt than individuals with a relatively weak need for
social gproval . Moreover, soores on the Edhards 303 were not foud to
be significantly related to the favorability of th# sibjects* attitudes*
These findings provided a dear sygport for a thooretlool rational# which
viens sodal desirabiliity in notivational terts, regarding it a# * a need
for social approval acoopanied by a belief that this need can be satis-
Tied by engaging in aulturally and situational ly sanctioned behaviors, ™

In A study inspired by Marlone end Cron## work, Isrdr end
KiISeen (8?) inestigated the aqolic!ﬂaility cf the M-C S8 to a psychiatric
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hospital sanple ad ths relationship of ths H-C 338 to a payutepetiho-
logically oriented social desirability scale (KO 0B)= The K-0 38
consisted of ths K scale from the Wittt (/5) and the O1 Scale fram ths
Califomia Psyaological Invertory (0%0)* Doth scales were addnis™
tered to a saple of poyohlattio hospital patients* The statistically
dgnlfiocant correlation of *62 euggacted that both scales were useful
scales 1In gopraising social dadrobtl ity in psychiatric hospital patients*
Honever* the K-O 008 tended to reflect* In part, subjects™ willingness to
acknovledge psychopatholagy, wheress the M-C 33 refloated subjects™
tendencies to respod 1In “tulturally sanctioned ways,™

In a simillar study using a college saple, Imir @) foud a
reliably high correlation between the H-C 38 and the K-0 IB, indicating
acain the usefblneos of both scales In gopraising social desirability,
nevertreless* the difference beteen the M-G 303 mean soores for the
paychiatrlo end colloge saples gopeared quite large and quite striking*
These findings were In agreament with the earlier reported faindings of
ISarlone and Crons (A06)«

\Vddle social desirability (D) haes been investiigated primarily
with roference to dojective persoality tests, studies by Keltaoff (111,
112) ad fawnko (170 Indicated that nodal desirability was also an
Important dimension In a less structured, sod-projective tecnique such
as the sentence aopletion test*  Kolteof™ and Rooyrko ascertained that
the 30 of the sentence completion stem was significatly related to the
3D of the respose to those stars,

Reonitoff (121) moved a step beyond the partially structured
sentence anpletion test to the more arbiguous picture material of the
TAT* He foud that the TAT as a projective instrurent provided sufflelant
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structuring to trir’or an (D sot Whloh acooutod for aono of the
variance In tho gnen thares,

Tho primary inmtoroot In this study lico In tho Investigation of
social desirability ad ooolel desirability score* with reference to the

Thonattio Apgperogption Teat# 3

The quantity of experimental work on suggestion hoe becare
wlxrdoaet To review all tho G<perlnonta on suggest!@n ad sugoestlb-
1lity would bo a futile took dnco e large proportion of these studies
really do nothing mors then sollect sare dovious Instances of hunen gul™
libllrty# prey upon tan, and give the results pooudo<iuantitative form
by ascertaining that percantage of tho subject "Vield,* The situation
Is usually made worse by oorfhsing throe quirte distinct huren tendenciesi
(D Tho tendency to make a rogpenae which has boon previouslly node In
a sim.i I%_iittql;im, V\Irethe;r z_;noropriate or Ingppropriate at the timeg
(@ Tho tendency to go On doing wiimt ore started doing sinply because
whatever Foctors vore strong enough 1o start the a?ti':_/ityoontimed
strog enough to moke It go a¥ (3 The tendency to believe or to do
what one 1s told because of social Motives, It 1s this third tendency#
in partiwlar#ﬁgrtisafinterestlinﬁewrsmw Hovever# few
of the emirical findings of suggestion and suggestibility illustrating
all the above mentioned points will be prosentod

Farmsworth and Beaumoit (B3) altered university students* prof-
erenoes for pictures by informing Lo sbjects that the pictures were
mesterpieces end others that they wore of little value?# Paragraps to
this effect were presanted together with pictures by unknoan painters and
tits sbjectS sere asked 1O rate ‘each picture on * fire point scale*



11

Fnirmorth and Beaumot found thatt tho pictures attended by s favorable
paragraph vow rarked higher then thoon with utfavoreble paragraphs.

Btnot_(LS) In eavoxl e><:perirrmls tented tho ability of hie sub-
Jexte to reproduce oorrectlymollengths of line* aown briefly to that
foud that on shoving subjects a aerioca of linoa of gradually Increasing
legths, but with oocasional *'catches* where the ines did not Imgtban
ae aqooated, none of hie subjocts aompletely eeogped toe suggestion of
increase in length In all lires,

Omroud (67), In a similar study using a progressive line tost
ad jrogyessive weight t!st fanpj that all the subjects node their lino*
keep on increasing with aqpsti?:s rigit up to the very ed. Similar
remits wore dotained with progressive weigts.

Aailirg and Hargreaves (5) Induced hand rigidity by vertal sug-
gestion In their subjects, Similarly they foud that exqerimanter™ were
able to Influono'e thelr smblecls by suggesting that mew hands V\oref
ogetting lighter# Avellng <<|d I—Iargreaves carried ﬁmr wor< further end
concluded fran several studies that elbjecte tended to fall iInto two
Sharply divided groyss, the suggestible end the non—euggeetiblo.  They
further concluded that the nore persomal the suggestion, the more sug-
gestible wore toe subjects.

Bstabrook (B3) in a study inspired by tho wartc of Avwling ad
Hargreaves gave his subjects an electrlcal machine ad e dance to get
shock fram 1t subjects were told thatt a acurrent would be turmed on ee
soon ee their fingers erme In acontact with the mechine, Wen in fact the
emporlnenter never tumed on the eurrent before one minute elgpsed,
Estabrooka found that 1he quicker the electricity woe reported, the

= er J
more suggestlble were the sbjects. He further concluded that the trait

1(
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"'sugoestiability* which gopeared at first delft to be normally distributed
yloldod binodal Ity and thus indicated that many subjects vara definitely
Arrneeetibla Whilo others vara copletoly resistant to euggoatlat™

One of the earliest Investigations In the area of suggestibility
is that of Moore (113)* Moore alloned his aubjects the exorcise of
Individual Judgrents In a oerlosgf situations and then ascertained the
proportion of goportunities for a subject to dage his mind and acogpt
Majority opinion' and "'eqort opinion’ with regards to offensive vertal
eqqaresslas, ethloal doioce and doloe of nualo*  Moors foud elrytfl-
cant snay by the Majority' ad "'expert* goinion which he attributed to
individuals* suggestibi ity

BorleoMits (13) in a different study told pairs of sibjects
Individual ly that their partrers wore congenial and they woulld probsbly
like then (hich like) or the convoree (low like)*  Subjects wore sop-
arated and given an artillery guery problem in which they vere to
Judge the acauracy of their "'desener’s' rugs estinates* Both subjects
In each pair thought the other woe the "'dosener’” Shiah was actually a
taped recording piped to each sbject*  Beirfoovits foud that "high
like” subjects Judged ﬁeirduserw%esgi%r% aoccurate then
“'lov like* sbjegts*  Furthermore™ %.pjecls V\%V\eneq&gd 1o believe that
they had "'dosenvers* of high proficiency iIn r-hge catinatos tended to
Judge the estamates os aero acaurate than subjects having low proficiency
senersw e S Ao : :

Serlf (152) demonstrated that the factor of prestige altered
subjoots* evaluation of Irterary materials® Xn this study a group of
oollege studants read brief prose passages acoonpanied by * nare of *
veUUknovu author*  Ibs task wee to rank the passages In an order of
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merit® On a previoua occasion the sms slbjects rarked the authors tor
thsirmerit? Ths ranked pessages, honvever, wsrs all taken fran ths
writings of ons author* FAas ths results® Shsrif concluded that
authors who were rated high tended to push up the ratings of the pas*
Saes attributed to that™  Conversely authors rated low tended to pull
donn the ratings of passages attributed t that™  In sumaily* he eon™
eluded that one can alter evaluatiat™ arbrtrarily using sore sort of
Suggestiot*

Kelley () 1n e similar study introduced to three oollege
sectios a lecturer Whom the students had not previously soon to lead
a class discussiat™  Before the leoturor arrived™ the exqoerinenter die*
tributed at random wo brief descriptios of the parsaot™  The descriptions
vers identical In every respect exogpt for the qualities of Vana-oold, "
From the aubjects* description and ratings of the lecturer™ Kelley
cocluded that the students™ mpr%smns were altered by the descrlptlon
given them before their enoomter with the Iecturer*

Xelmen QD) i1n an experiment designed to test the effects of
suoe*Ss and failure on an Individual®s suggestability asked hie subjects
10 judge the movements of a stationary point of light which gopeared to
be moving (autokinetlo phrenarere)*  The extent to which the sLbjects”
Judfgrent* were Inflluenced bijg!ents o} "‘oonfederates™ posing as fal™*
lov subjects sened as an index of suggestibility* The result* of the
study Indicated that success ad failure affected suggestibility in a
manner predictable by principles of reinforoemat, end suggestibility
reflected Individuals™ previous exqeriences*

Similarly the work of Amie and Holer (4), Baungartrer @)
Bromnn (1?7)* Dunoker (40)* Kalmen (QD* Linton (BVB)* Viegradkd (163)*



large (100). Karpht (107). Pyers (15)* ad many others provided further

evidence of the effect= of suggestion end suggestability In titering tod/

or modifying slbjects* gpinias, attitude™ and perfomance.
One further find* that suggestion and suggestibility have been

widely used within the fields of progeegada, Kreoh ad Crutohfield (0

have listed saveral quides for the propegandist Whloh provides an ex*

osilent adwes for grouping the rosearch dore In the treat
D A suggestion that seams to nest an existing need «ill be
mor_ti readi}yaooqoted!ﬁmoretkatob&mtrreetﬁe

need. In a study by Star and Highes (157) it wes foud

that oltisens Who felt the need for informettion conceming

the United Nattions were affooted by the propeganda offered
thaw, whille those pegplle who felt no euoch need tended to

Igore the prosaganda.

(2) A suggestion that allloss peple o Identify with or be la
hamony with other people will be more readily aocopted”
than one which does not draw upon such social support.
Pastor* and Horowits (I0), among others, foud that
statements attributed to highly goporoved authors vers
more readily acogpted by their subjects then the sare
stataments if attributed to authors Whan the aubjects
disgoproved of,

A suggestion that 1s congruant with whett a person already
believes will be more reedily acogpted than one which i
not. In a study reported by sming (5*0 two groyss of
subjects were exqposed to identical propeganda Which woe
much more unfavorablle to the feed Kotor Carpany then wea

& wmBy



the opinion of any of the menbers of olther grop.  The
subjects In one growp vere led to bolieve that the prooe-
gada wes quite favorable tonard Ford, while the other
growp were led to believe that the propaganca wes uite
utfavorable Only the expectatians were different! the
progegaca wes the Wane for both groups* BEving foud that
progegaca "Wworked' ' only when presated in a aotaoct which
the subject saw at being congruent with what they already
believed™
® A suggestion oonoeming an arbiguous situattion will be
more readily acogpted then one conceming a dearly
structured situatiao™  Coffin (2) foud that hit sub*
Jeots resisted attenpts to Influence their judgrents of
the pitoh of various souds presated to ther™t but were
consistently influenced by their judgrent of a non*
o> existent tomal quality of the sound.  luchins and luchins

(102,103) reportod the sare offset using visual stimullir*

@) A suggestion that makes effective use of the principles
of good stamullus presentattion will bo more readily ao*
ogpted than one shildh neglects these considerations has
been demonstrated enpirically by RovMlad, Janie, ad
Kelley (), ad by Rovlad and Woles (BD)*

The work ef Amie @), fuodek (16), Cooper (5), Ooorge (GE)Y
fats at el. (@), Lamer (). ad Xgredaine (10) provided further
studies end support ef the use and effectiveress of suggestion end
sugoestibility la altering subjects™ attitudes through various feme
of propeganda™

it
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Using hypnotic suggestiat™ Wells (1740 demonstrated that a
poraon®s muscullar strength con be ecnaviat 1norsassd* Nidolson (U6)*
Lilians (5)), amog Others* further reported that hypnotic suggestion
can Increase the work cgoecity of an individual*  syaondk (55) reported
inprovansit of motor Control during hypnosis®  Among other bodily
processes show to Increase (ad gererally decreasaed)™ by use of hyp™
notio suggestiat™ were respiration rate by Gohen ed Cddb (B)* pulse
rate by \&lson (18D)* metabolic rate by Whitchom, Indhola ad
Gardner (I28)* gestrointestinal activity by Scantieoury (151),
uterine contractians by Abramson and Heron (1) and blood pressure by
White (175).

Travis (166) has flund evidence for hyperaudition while
Erickson (5(5) has induoced deafinees through hypnotic states*  \eitasnhoffer
@1 1m.173) hes foud sore evidence for hypervision, while Erickson
(51) hes induoed bllmress*w G5 remrted ﬂ’a!: svere d&sturb*

omeﬁofnormal peroqotlmcftlrreaﬁspaoemqbebramtmuﬂer
hypnosis*

Wnirte* Rox* and Harris (177) provided evidence that leaming
can take place a little faster then usual under hyposis* HUEL &)
concluded that post-typnotic amesia daracteristic of moot trance
states was more a result of autosuggestion or suggestion by the hypnotist
then of tine forgetting™

A seemingly remarkable shift in a subject™s moods* fselings
ad gereral behavior con take place uder hypnotic suggestion. Ome
(119)* In a remarkably well cotrolled study of hypnotic age regressiat™
concluded that these dnanges were all the result of "'role playing'’ on
the pert of the subject* \\erteenhoffer (172) suggested that a normal

= i



Individual cen under hypnosis be induoad to perform an antl-oodal cat
(audh as killing sonsas)  that he wuld <R perform 1T anake™

All In all the utilisation of various fomt™ of suggestion sssved
1o be an effective tool 1Inducing a dage In behavior ad attitude, par*
tloularly slnce 1t hoe been estlrrated by Weltsenhoffer (172) that IVbre
than 60 per oent of the pqculatlon la suggestible.

Studics, Belated, 1o “eoo. .and,fntiety

The principal prablem In the study of behavior uder stress hes
been the production of realistio stress situatias*  Variety of tech*
niquea have been tried™ Indeed™ it night be said that no two export*
mental studics in the literature exactly duplicated the sane tedmiqe*
The main tedmniques that have been used fall primarily Into thwo main
clas=si (@) stress Induced through faillure* ad ) stress Induced
by the task .lt%eh:: .l_ Lﬂﬂ(/l JI— - 2

fallureormreatoffallurem ataskhasboonmerremodrmst
frecperrtly usad in experiments oantress* This has bean specifically
dore by presenting the subject with on Insolveble task, Interruyoting
the subject at the task before he oould possibly have finished® and
by the introduction of false norms which indicated failure even if the
performance hes been adequate™

In addition to the experiments In which stress wes produced
through fallure pressure on the SLbJect hes been |mlned by monip*
elating the S|tuat|on In various says 0 as to procUos exoessive demands
upon hint* 'Ihe various forms of dlstrfact!ors included almost any atrog

Sensory Irputv\hld1 la extraneous to the took at hand™ euah ae electric
Shodk* noises* er flashing n*ht«.



18

The tedmique used in this study of inducing stress by mear® of
electric shodk has boon enployed by bO7oral investigator™.

Kichler (49) campared th® porformonoe of tuo matched groya® of
oollege students on fifteen alleged flaachach anxiety sigs before ad
after expoouro to stress codrtias*  "'Stress* cansisted of the adnin-
letration of elestrla shodk of Incressing intasity* te inplication by
th® experinonter of fhrthoordg goplication of stronger sodks and the
us® of certain equipment for suggestive effects. These condrtions hod
a signrficant effect on four Rorschaah indicss, and three others yielded
sugoestive results.

“talla3 (18)) reported a sudy aimed at validating two indioea
of "emtlcnaljand mtellectual iml]'ol in the Rorschach test for
further use os predictor® of performance on the 1&giWfynbol Test.
under conditions of psydological Istress Using .eloctrio Sk to
induce stress* Vilama dotained a remarkably high nultiple correlation
of .84, This study provided support not only for certain Rorschach
conogpts but also related dlrectly 1o the practical ad theoretical
prablem of predicting beha\Jllor Lnder condrtions of psydological stress

In a similar study, Carlson ad Lasarus (19) Investigated the
intellectual control under stress and associated Rorschach factors.

In this study subjects were given the Rorsdhech test ad the wedreler™

Dellevue Digit—~Ybol test. Bach subject completed a total of eleven

trials on the Digrt-iytriool test and than three triials under one of

three stress coditions.  Thit stressors consisted of electric dodes

failure Informatio™ and the presence of several pegple doserving the
of th. Ih.OttMM. M m  th.

performance daring the trials prsoSding the stress parted ad the three
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»tr*M trial* constituted the measure of decrement duwo o stress* OF
tho throe atroea conditiono enployed, electric shook wes found to bo
woat effootive In inmpairing porfomanoe™

OiniLarly In thoir inveatications of tho offooto of psydo-
logical streas upon porfomanoa, Dooso and Lauras 00), Deese, Lauras
and Keenan 09)* Qmbo and Taylor (2)* Lauras* Dooso* Caler (b)*
andotforsusodvériws'forrrscrf!';\treng sensory Inputs such as ollootrlo
shook o Indues stress*

This study further employed tho Taylor Menifest Arnxiety Goals
(VA3 1n assessing suhjects* eaqoltivity to stress© The Taylor
Maenifest Anxiety Seals wes develloped by Taylor as a part of an inveetl-
cation of the relation between anxiety ad eyelid condrtioning* in
order to discriminate eqeerimental subjects on the menifest anxiety
cotinuum, Taylor (180) selected goproximately two hundred 1tems fram
tho Mnnesota Mltiphesle Persoality Inventory (WPID) and (slontted
those to clinical Judges with the reguest that they select those iIitens
which they Judged 1o be indicative of menifest anxiiety acoording to a
definttion fumished ther™ The eixtyElve Htems on which there wes
eighty per aat or better agreement were included iIn the scalle, although
in a later revision the scale was shortened to fifty soored 1ters* Tho
reliability of tho TVA3 has been shoan by Klllgard (77)* Spence ad
Taylor (153)* and Taylor (155*160) to vary betiween *8l and *6* ao-
cording to the method employed™ Thus it wes safe to oondnde thatt
adequate religbility has bean demonstrated™  The deficiency In the
research with tho THAS to date has boon tho paucity of evidence eot™
eeming 1ts validity. As originally developed end used by Taylor tho
seals woo not validated against any criterion of mankfast axiety
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extermal o the tout IselF* Taylor (162,163) hes recantly taken the
position that the 1tems of the scale nay be regarded u - an gperational
definition of menifest axiety*

The aurrenttly available studies of the TVA3 provided conflicting

ovidance as to 1ts validity* Heseribaum (123), In the proeesa of studying

awxiety ad stimulus gererallcation, foud that a division ef hie sub*
Jeota 1nto high ad low axiety groyss by naans of the THA3 end by means
of psychiatric ratines gave similar results® These goparently positive
findings as to the scales* validity were placed In douot by the results
of Holtoean ad ttittaren (0)* They found that a division of subjects
by noons of eactoone olinlcal evaluation dorwnotratod a signirficant
relation betneen anxiiety and cordittioning* wheress a diviision by oot
of the TJIIB alone did not produce signrficatt findings*  In amore
recat study Holtaren, Golvin, and Brttoman (/R) dotained TK43 and
Winns Goals soores for a group of SLbJects”l‘w ,_A -o’orrelatlon of *72 mes
dotained between the scales*  this the authors Interpreted as evidenoe
for the validity of the TK&3 since the winne Gcals 1s an enpirically
divided scale of nsurcticiat™ Taylor (163) has recently presented
sare indirect evidence of the scales* validity* She dotained the
distribution of soores for a group of neurotic ad psydotic subject#
and foond that the median score for psydhotic subjects wes equivallent
tothe%*9percerrﬂ-|e fgrnormal subjects* On the assunption that the
forrrer e><h|b|ted greater menifest axiety than normals, she oondudad
that her findings seemed to Indlci“:tte ecge relation between TKA3 sooree
and olinlcal doservations of menifost anxiety™

Kendalll () in a study designed specifically to investigate
the validity of the TMA3 used a criterion of anxiety extermal to the

))y ®
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toot Itself, The criterion dhosen wea the rating by ward nurses ot the
nenkfost anxious behavior of dwonically 11l twberaulosis patie™ The
remits Indicated that the TVA3 1s a valid measure of menifest anxiety
supporting the above reported findings by Hosatan (123), Holtaue¥
Galvin, and fttteraon (), and Taylor (163),

Taming to the emirical ;"lmlirg* and theoretical prablent* In
the nee of axiety emallee, one again encounter* conflicting findings*
Vest investigators have assured that high axious subject™ were more
sansitive to nplied persomal threat than lov axious subjects*  Al-
though auch investigator* ae Oox and Samson (9), Faiber and Soence
GNHE Oynther (71), Taylor (163), have presanted evidence not consistant
with the above assurptiot™ the bulk of the available findings by
Davidson, Andrens and Rosa (37), Cordon and S&rason (60), Korabin end
Levire (B), tooes (101), Handler end damson (16), Kidolson (117)-
Carasn &37 136G, 1b3, 1o, 1h5, 1b6)* Samson, I-’andlererd Craichlll (150)
Samson aml Pnlola U") , Traax and Martin 1167) ad V\balrope (175)#
suggested that high anxious subjects were affected more detrimenttal ly
by motavating conditiona or failure reports than wom subjects lover
in the anxiety soore distributio®  1lustrative of this type of study
wes that of Davidson, Adrens, end Boss (37) 1n widoh three variables
vere studied® The variable* consisted of the TTIA3, reports of elbjeots
of levels of failures, ad speed of presertation of task stinuli™
Significat interactions were adotained anmong all of the variables* ad
the authors conoluded thatt hithi anxious eubjeots were more sasitive to
experimental stress than low axious elbjects*  High anxious elbjeots
have been foud to be more exifdepreaatory, nore seH—preccoypied, end
gererally less ootent with themselves then elbjeots lover In the
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distribution of anxiety soores by Bodig (9.10), Covon, Hdllrer,
Aalrot and Goldn (%), Doris ad Sarason (4)), Holtanon ad
Mtlrman (/8), Holtammn, Calvin ad mtteraan (M), Trgop ad Kessler
(165), vestrope (175). and WbIfF (183),

Cosistent with the Interpretation of anxiety measures os
indicators of sersitivity to Inplied persomal throat wes tho finding by
HoiliBor, Aelrod, and owes (76), Caraeon (137,138,143), Silvermen ad
Blits (153). sugpested that there wort no differences anong groues dif»
faring In rooms on anxiety cc When tasted under neutral end ap»
parently non-threatening codrtions#  3araaom (137%138,143), 1In a series
of throe experiments Involving the effects of axiety and eqerimental
stress on vertal leaming, failed to find under prs—egperimantal neutral
condrtions significant differences In performance betiveen groyss which
differed 1In awxiety, although vary!ing perfornanos toa dotained under
Iatl:oroomlitio;gor:fpersonal131%%';é T TR

Studies by Child (20), Davideon, ot ol, (37), Medhiek (1),
Nidolson (117), Sarpson and Bindra (I6)* and sorason (141) have further
led to what has been sailled a habit interpretation of oludoty. This
interpretation stated that subjects flaorirg high and low In anxiety
differed In the response tendenoioe activated by persomal ly threatening
codrtions, Unsroo* low sooring subjects reactod to such conditions
with increased effort and attention to the task at hand, high eooring
subjects tented 1o respond o threat with self~oriented, personalised

responses, * .. I , * t
sorason (137,11°,139,140,143,1M,145) concluded from several
studies that ths performance of HIfh anxious subjects was detrimental ly

affected by verbal ly ateirdstersd highly notivating corasnicatias, ;
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axious SLbJects ordt persmallsed solfrlocrtod interfering responses
iin throat: la peroelved In the enviranent.

the TAT

A study by Doma (X) revealed that TAT aota Which used at fan
aa Tlro ocordo provided data Which V\as roughly equivalent to that frem
the entire %crloe* The uae offlre cards correlated ,0 with the
entire corles total os compared with a 80 correlation Wen a* few aa
throe cards wore used. Re further assorted that the inclusion of
particular cards gopeared to be of lose Inportance than the actual
nunbor of cards selected,

Waiaskopf and Dieppe <170y similarly used 2 fow aa three
cords iIn a study of experimentally 1nduced faking of TAT response#*

In the light of the dowe! findings* 1t was decided to use five
cards for this study* L r A

Wisstaopf (ICY found that R (cards used for nen) and KK
(cards used for both boys and nen) pictures did not have higher trans*
ocendence Indices (the quantitative Measure of the degree to which the
given descriptions of the picture go beyond dojective dosenvation)
then P (cards used for waren) and OF (cards used tor both girls ad
worm) pictures for mala subjects* nor did P and OF pictures have
higher transoemlem;z imlioes thanJM and DM pictures for forals sbjecit%\/*.
Further 1t was foud that plctures of Bvery Day Series 1-10 tended te
have higher transcendence Indices than pictures of the 11-20 scries*
Pictures Which lent thencalves to Interpretation In toms of parent*
child relationship or in tems of hotorosamial relationship between

ocontemporaries tended to have relatively high transcendence Indices™

f
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The findings of Bijou ad Komy (Mc) conbadloled Murray*™
bollof that okHo mmharod 10 and bellow were nor* ttmotured then those
rur-erad 11 ad above 170

SXMaMsixs”™alL
Oran ad mtter (82) foud that both tho oral and written TAT

tost: cchrinistration methoda wore lrélar in tho aontont: vhich they
elicit, They assorted that stories dotained by tho wrirtten nothod
aanld bo utiHeed In establishing noma tor tho TAT*

Oarﬂe];llcgl| Hoik and Kolkor/(GB) fourd 1hat when a crap of
edbject# was egoaratod in toms of nothod of iktsiniertrataan, no ale*
nificant difference was dotainod on any of tho attribute™ rated (suoh
as leel of p!gt nogd outcome ofl storyEmI activity of tho contral
Characten)™

Cévomrmel I* Carpoll and artrasn (150) studied mo offoot*of .
four kinds of instructions adronlotorod by two dlffard1t eaninera an: .1
TAT enotional tone and outoono*  tho differonoo duo o aocanimor* mo
foud only for outoono ratines under tho neutral codrtion,  Tho Murray
persomality and intelligence instructions led to nor* doproosivo, sadder
stories than did the neutral stories. Fran the study, 1t «u concluded
that neutral Instructions wore the nor* gopropriate kind of intimations
1o give to subjects prior to taklrg tho TAT* | N

Tho wrirter utilised tho oral nothod and varied sot*orf

instruction# in ML* study based qoon tho above fanding™* -a\)'n
AYa -

ratiomale OF TAC Ci*clOoUai ’
Tho rationale for tho selection of to# fit* sards to b# used
1 [ | 1

in tho study wes a* folloasl
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@D An atthnpt via nado to select pictures which oileftod a
relatively high amout of projection as aboun by the study
dore by Vieladapf (189), The five selected pictures were
among the TAT oorics of twertty which elicited the highest
anmmt of projection (69

(2] ;&n attenpt woe mado to eelacat pictures Which elicited
mtortal on a variety of adjastmait areas (32). The
pictures used In this study usually contributed to the
diagnosis In the arses oft  level of aspiration (Card
Om)l relationship to parents (Card 1, 7B C&0l eg™
grocaion and hooootflality (Card 7B (B2D) | hetoroscjoial
relatioships (card 49* Murray (114),

@ an attanpt was made to select pictures Which elicrted

- - storlesmert 1koly 1o be distorted when the subject

" trid o moke a' opod or “ted* inprosalon (170)= This
would bo exacted with pictures eliciting stoxloa o™ "
such personal ity daracteristics as level of aspiration or
agoression, which are strogly regulated by social nores,
erther through oroourugooont or through taboos™

(@ Pictures were also selected firam the 1-10 seriice besed on
Janay’s (114) belief that cards nunbered 10 ad below ere
mors structured then 11 and abovwe™  Since flijau and Keruy™s
14 findings contrviletod Murray™s belief* picture* were
eelocted to oatlafy Hurray™ 1-10 elassHicatlo ad Bijou
and fereyi# arbicuity list*

(B) Pictures were selected which could be employed with both
eercs (169)* and which wore Moot frequently used (14*

3H,36,114,170)*
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The netted of TAT smrirglerrplq,ed In this study wes developed
end validated by Doma (33:3h35)« Udine TAT stories given by nomal,
neurctic, and psychotiic groyss, thaee aspects of toot behavior vert
oamidorad In devising his objective sooring systen™ First, subjectsl
aoproach to tho situation as reflected ly the nomor In which standard
test directia™ were folloved.  Secodly, nomal Ity of rogposea™
abstractions of structural and cotent metterial included by ninety per
oot or more of normal subjects*  Thirdly, those infreguent response™ iIn
a nozml population which gopoarad with significantly higher frequency
in poychopatihologloal codritias*.  The throe agpects of test behavior
vere dojectified as Perogptual Orglnnlaatlm 0), Perogptual Range (PR)
and Perogptual Porsonalisation (FP), rospoctively* The scoms dotained
fran the three categories wore outnoctod by Doma as indicators of
paydological healtit ! -, o' *CiA

As to the reliability of this cooling watm, Dama reported an
00 to 9" par cant agreement by naive socorers for the three sooring
categories ad a 75 to 100 per oot agreamant on tems aonposing the
categoric™ Doma further presented evidence of the clinical usefulness
of his netted by using concurrent validity with Clinical diagosis as
the criteriat™

Tha Dona TAT dojective sodring syrsten wes adopted by the writ™

cuo o 1ts goplicability and demonstrated religbility and validity*
H

L i\/.
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Th# subjects consisted of 136 collage freshmen at Oreira* College
in Oollegevillé., Pennsylvania, Aglee ranged from 16 to 20 fnrt Idth O
median of 19 year*. Thare were 57 nelee end 79 firales.

the sixty-four aubjeote need In this study w e th# 32 subject#
eooring the highest and lowest on the soolal Desirability Seale (S-0

3D3). their age* rangod from 18 to 20 yean with a median of 10 ye*re.

LWk ‘&il #»* PMEWT . mekEW yi'e | X, 1. -MAidij. 1 I, == i, wei..
y K

¥ _EA VMV, B
“the electrla Sk |rd.ctrg gparats, Figure 1, coreieted of

a w>oden panel (26* « 12*) and a box oontalning the electrical circuit,
The parel contained o flash ligits.  One of the flash light* contaiined
a\/\hitethbardﬁeotmrarthLIb- Both flash ligit*w e fasterned
1o the wooden parel aoout 10 Indes goart,  the exqoerimantar goerated
both ligt* renLally.

The electrical circuit, figure 2, consisted of a 6 volt battery

wired to o 6*10,000 volt oar ooil with a 1,000 oh* resistor* The shock

apparatus km controlled by a momentary push button esdtoh (normally

open) and an off-on switch. Shook « « adsdaietored ernes, by peitiing

down the moretary peak button switch.
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Fig~ 1= DU an of Shook Apparatus - Pansl and
Wiring Panel 1 BE Wiring Baxt R> Red

Ilght (Aaeh ||ght)| Wi Vhits light (flash light)*

1 7/

ml
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The natsrlala used iIn this «tudy w n - fire TAT ploturce eel-
~oted cut of the etandard sat developed by Murray™

The folloving iIs ftdescription of ceoch of the piotarM meed In
thift stndy end 1t it adptation fran ths normal by Murray™

Card Ho. It

Oud So. 2i

"Card He* bt

Oftrd Ho* B\

nVFWAVY--,

Card Us* 6BH».

A youg boy Ht cotegpifttar? ftviolin that
root* on 1ttablo in front of hi*.

Gamtlyoouot in thit foregroud Iftityoug

woman with book* 1a bxr harndi 1n the book™
ground ft«n 17 working in the fields ad

an older wonan Is looking at*

A waren ift clutching the shoulders of ftwen
Whose face ad body are averted ee IT he were
trying to pull anay frou her* -

A gray*4mirad nan le looking at ftyounger

who 1« sullenly staring into epeec™

An adolescent boy looks straight out of the & 1L
picture* The barrel of ftrifle is risible et
one aide* and in the bad<groud it the din ecoe
ef ft surgical operatia like ft raverle4megec

The *K Scale* fram the MAPI anbined, with the *MI Seals* fran
ths Crdifmls Psydolagical invertory wes seleoted ss the relevant
matching erlterion.  The soales Jdentify pereore atterpting to presat
Tt "geod* gopearance an ftteat and to ragoond 1In ftaultural ly eanatlieaed
nay* sidce the correlation of the tax Seale* end thit *X Seale* neg
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v . .
only *@0, both Malta wp * used® The conbined 7Cuit« seals hereafter
mi |l bo referred to as the K-O0 Social Doalmbl Ity Scale (UQ IB)* tho
Social Desirability was further correlated with >ferlov-Croure Social
Desirability scale (HWJ 3B) to detexalre 1t* adequecy™  Both ooeloo
correlated ,5h on a ooUege popullation end *62 on psychiatric hosprtal
populatio™  Ono hundred thirty-six underproduato college fresmen at
Ursinus Colllege In Qollegsvillo, Persylvenia, wort given tho UQ Social
Dedrobility Scale* Tho tidity-two subjects sooring tho highest on tho
ocalo wiU bo referred to as tho High Social Desirability Groyg*  tho
thirty-two subject™* dotaining m% lonest soores on tho ocalo hereafter
mu be referred to a* the low social Desirabi ity Oraup*
(2) irateg&ii>

Doing a table of randon pemutation, tho thirty-two sbjcerto of
tho High social Doslrabl ity Group were randonly acalgnod to ono of four

treatmant group*
Group It  Thi* groyp was glean Infbraatlon conoomling tho
- m *

Thanatlo Agperogption Test (TAT)* tho group shall
bo referred tlo as tho "Trior Knovledge'" group™
R m (Instruction X)«

Group m This growp serrad as a "Control”” groye* (O
Kerthor Infomation or dtook was adtschistered-~.
(Instructaon »

Growp nil  Supjects In this group were Inforoed that unlaco
a certain level of perfonunco was attained In
giving tho TAT stories* they would receive a shook.
Electrodes wars used®  Tide group ahau bo referred
10 as tho "Stress” groys* (B) — xnstmsticn i
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Group IVi This group received both *Prior Knovledge* and
gk, ad sall bo referred to as the "Prior
Knovledoe = Stress” grop, () =» (Instructios
X ad X),

Similarly the thirty-two subjects of the Lowv -*>dal Desirability
Croup wore randamly assigned to one of the abate treatment groups.

The subjects assigned to the High 3ocial Desirability Orous
heroofter will be referred to as the nigh Inpressianeble Croupe, Slat*
Harly those abjeota assigned to the Low Social Desirability Oroupe
will be refarred to ae the Low Inpressioneble Qrowp, Accordingly, the
conditions of the study represanted a Three-motor A X 9 X C desi£*

The Moans and sta'tard Dediations of the sccial Desirbility.
Goores an the Kij B and sibject assigment in the four group? are !
presented in Table 1,

> w A48
A3 7
<TADLB 1 AF%” b
VEAH3 AND S,D,S OF SOCIAL DSSHIWBILITr 30DAE3
=Trior K Control'"  "Stress" "1Ytor K
ad Greea'

M 30 K 35 M 90 * 9.5
SD. 59 3D, 55 SD. b.0? 3.0. 2.8

SociaIH%irability

oo lowv . H 18.75 M 1987 K 195 « 2.12
Social Desirability
3.0, b.Ul 3D. .2,74 3.0 3.5 SD. b.3#F

0) iahUugtlge»
Three seta of Instructlions wore given.

I
Instructios It (Olvan by experimenter to all subjects.)



*X cd oomsto dot*you none picture™ which are such u you might m «,
o fid, aryl\/lagaBlneuaootolllLstratsecmstory WratIV\ould
ke you to do iIs siply to uoe your imcination t writs a story aoout
0. For eaoh picture X would Illeywtotollrsmroﬂnpoqols
ats,mm_tlodagtoﬁoe\mtsrﬂ?/\mnmlz "ra how the darecters
iIng, ad what they arc thi |na ease give your
etorloo a |n|teend|ng- In other words rg* y1ﬁe 3 o¥w the sit™
r how tho story sgomgtommout Itshouldbe uderstood
that not Interested mywrstorlesfrmallterarypomtdfweN)
S0 don’t worry about your gromar, Spelling, punctuation and so forth.
{ nuot also aoblthattherearenomrongors@wtarmersdmtme
pictures.) Do you uderstad!*”

Instructio™ Hi - (Given to "Prior Rrwledog™ and <Prior
Knovledpe-stress” Groyes.)

"Yau are about to take a TAT toot. This is the story telling test that
Irdlcatedvvretrerormtywarerre’rtallydak You know Wnatt 1 noon,
|t|oﬁek|rd0fateatg| people when they axe adnitted to
Rorriototn otato Hospirtal Thlstootmeals things that you won™t
even toll your clossst fried, Sudh thi ashammelldygjtgotalorg

with pogolo, what klnd of person are.
kind of problerrsggJ eto., ﬁ revealed by this test. This test
even brings out hlcblen 1hl that you won"t even at\dt to

y?lﬁlf The storles yau give ate kind of an “X~ray* of your person*
ali

Instruictaias XHF  (Givento "' stress” ad " Prior Knovledoe-
atrooo” -) 7o ket v~ |
"noose rest your am thett is attaded 1o tho electrooes on the table ad
koep 1t there fron now at  You willl notice that the electinodes on your
am are oomoctod to the penal before you, (vd-rrSIItfttlswrredmard
loft on.) ThemltollthsmtchhasoLstgone , |rd|catlrg1hatﬂ1e
shook gpparatus has boon tumod on. You are comected to this

raxing the folloving period you nay receive a strag electric shook V\han*
ever It is felt your tost porfomance i1s not up to the required
stadards. (R lightt tumod on. ) Whenever the red light goes on you
are not meeting stadards ad you are in danger of being shoded —  like
this — (SodK adninistered 1hrough electrodes RED ligt tumed of )

Are you ready! * « * let us proceed,”
The subjects were tested individually* Al testing took place

in a 20 by JO1 noon In the Psydology Departmant on the Urstnus Colllage

Gapus.

Upon etering the soon all subjects war* gner* instruction I*
Instruction XX was given to "Prior Knovledge (K) and "Prior Knovledge™
stress' (m) groups* and Instruction XXX was given to both "'Strata’




A anA mPrior fret@edoo-Dareec (F3) groyes,
Bo Auih.or instructions wizre.given* Tho five selected TAT

pictures vers thin aAninlstered* Subject* dictated their etoxies*
U

(*0 Scoringt

Cedg Dama’™s (hjoctav* TAT tootarng systam, tho sixty-four proto*
oola veto footed | by tht eperinetter* A rodos sarple of thirty-two
protocol™ vu Ioorod by thro# Judges. Tho Judges wort a psychologut
vith on KU« degree ad two years of clinical experience, t psydologist
with » A™D, degree and thro* years of clinical eqeriece, ad a

rotary* All judges vere enployed by tho Psydhology Department at
Norristonn state Hosprtal* In Norriston™ Pensylvenia, and wort trained
by tho experimenter In tho uto of Dana™* tooting aystan™ Tho folloving
description and tooting eporiflcations wort given to all judges*

i m csrm ttmmzATm tm

low ﬂrr]%UDI;BBIERIPTICI:ICB:OIT:I;;)C?gteIg;]*I‘r rofloota Slb%ggvl abllltyto fol-
evemsl ()] %m% eents, (esp%el ing, (%M thought, Iorwtmre*(o) pas

@ Card Description (cp) 1 Pysical description of two or
more thirds or persons actually precont in the picture*
It nay be a listing such as, 'ibis Is aren, awaren, a
tree, etc.” Itrrayservetomtroohoethesmry "The
boylsonlheﬂoor "The waman who IS by the tiree is
* & *m Inmosecasesmere Isneveranyactlm merely
descriptia™  IT the word "picture” is used, than onl
OHS person or thing need follow, "This |saplcture

a boy,"” (D nay occur awywere In the story™)

() Present Behavior (pp)« Any activity or behavior that occurs
in the present or Is in the prooeco of oocurring within the
picture, ke., (Cad 2), "Thenon Is ploving the field*e
Actmtyvxhlch ooaurs outside of the framo-of-referance of
the picture i1s soored Fast Bvents or Tutors Bvents,

(«) Past Brents (P51 Things* events or situations which have
taken place In the past, 17#*, before the time of the some
pictured on the sard end dssribed in the etogqr*  These may

f'l'
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be In the_Immediate or the renoto pest and nust be specified
arddeﬁnlte things, Iaents or sitatias*

<) Fulu Things, events or snuatlons V\hloh
vlﬂtdeglaoeorobtdeplaoelnmeﬁ;m .
after the meofﬁesoeneplcmredmmecardarddee*
scribed In the story.  These way be In the imediate er
rcroteuHt future and nust be speolflo things, events or
srtuations.

*) Feel I eqoression of_feeli emoti the
O Crt OF 11 crartciers, preseie in e Story. This ol

affeot e~ "sad " 'ed,” "In lowe,"’ "desire,"” 1,
Wlshlng ad V\entlrg Gut not NED),

Thought eression_of thought, memory, dream,
® ||IajnHGI?I;_|wSEEU6$!T?InﬁESUy This mclLdesor

cecision, belief, realisation, koming, praying, figuring,
i

eto,
<) Outcare(Q)» The Inclusion of a o statement which
) |rd|cates)me ending, finale, or coclusion of

Vv the story* Thls may consist In behavlor feelfrl:%ure .

or een, rerely implication In
Ifﬂ‘IISCbSSCInJI’ %entby g future eets are

soredc  Usual |l aqwrsatornearmeerdofﬁesmry
__1’0*ﬁelast)s/1entemeormrase

11 PEItCUFTOAL RAPGB (PR)
D“ﬁZRIPTI(H = This category 1inoludes three egparate stims 1K
S Imllcated belaw) thait were chosen for each card on the
besis of inclusion by goproximately 90FE or more of a "hoal’™" groys*

Card 1* Yt activi ified™
s RS
Violin or musical Instrument™

Card 2¢ d Famlly m}/ourg girl, woren (ectivity specified),

Flelds or famt
Books or sdol*

Card kf Kale (anotion noted, act i
Fengle( (a:ltcll\}lty speaﬁgjl)lty specified).

Caoflict or cooperatiat™
oard 78F. J Olderﬁrrale (aotavity seecified, relationship

k Ea??g (enctias noted)*
1 Fsreoallty rdferrant*




Card 84 qu%Ical sxrg%ag:tzwty specﬂ'}__leg;
k< emotion i I
o< G ad knife* b e

In  “wsw1& FBucBAuawiQH tm

KBSLHIPTIOM « Thin cate?pory includes the froguanoy of deviations
fiot the relatively cosistent, organised, odherent protoool - product of
U TSI e coviaticrs: Tnordor to be Cove, et be axtioe
nay r i 7
thetical nmrks, qalr?ﬁcatlds picture crrticigms, adventitious
descriptions, vagueness, evesiatr or direct personal reference.

LRSI MIs that a boy or a ginilt* «vhat,a that euppoeed

krmJACtormmmmm "1 oan® figure that one out™
QJALIFI'(;\nG\Bl "Wt a thate * « * W e not really that

at all >

ncroim CKmorrwi *Ihis picture ie silly.* *haansis no
point to this at all**

PRIZTITICICAI cmtSVITS| *lhat*a aoout all on that.™* *lhere »
la not much comected with

i Alrmimioul DssmmvE CCMHT3*  Any refartea Just throan in
without gpparent comection 1 the rest of the story.  Those remarks
c_rften portain to physical description of the picture of the people in

TAOUBREB Ad nead??* ""or * « « or,* Neither « « * or,*
tore or leer™ *or smething,* * “= » \\hatever It i

ptsngiial referhicsi_ Ay reference to *¢ Any Inolrelon of
personal Irrﬂémotlon V\hICh |s |derrt|ﬁed aa each by @\

aopmqg-Ptmm

HCU~ itextor™

The soore shoot cottaind a list of the Sevan conpomata (@b-
breviated as O M, B BB B T* ,reqoectvely)aml 1o record
resence or absence of each aon each card used™ Colums have
Beenlabeledfor Cord 1I* 2* ?*

In

Each RO conponat presant In the story 1s sooted by placing a
?Iussugw )mﬂeaqorqorlatesmonméymresheet"ygsmrg()
r covponents not Included™ Ho soore le given for frequency

of gppoarance on each card*

The 19 stinulus prqoertleslare shoan on the sooriing shest* A ||
Itens In each criterion must be mentioned for a soore to be_eamed™

Chedk of T aonplete criteria_ on the ecore sheet using plus sign (¢) for
those presant and a minus sign (-) for those not Included 1n the etory
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for“arertee, ftragUana™

mtﬂnmordsardphraaeobymrdnnba'onmooooroslmt*
List oocah word or phraoo to bo ceorod separately™
Ono point la Given for «u h word or phrase*

EUV1&ITEPMM

ﬂDFOScnrelsﬂDpaBaJor%dotamdforeamsW
Tho At Sooro 1s tho pine aocoroa dotained for each story*
Tho PP Sooro Is tho total nurber of points for oil cards scorso*

Al protoools wom soorsdonﬁnmrooaspeclscrftostbehavlor

oS speaﬁedl Eyo Da;Ta;‘ VPeroeptual Organlsatlm ), Perogptual Range
M), and Ttoneptual Persoralleation (FP) oonstitutod tho throo sooring

cat»aoxlos, Tho throo oatag@de@ son total hsreaftor sill bo roforrsd
=Payaholoclcal Healih-*

Protoools vort civn TIM Pero andwsthod of trsatrient
vars withhold fron tho ddfics*® Pliability of tho scoring procedura
determined by intor-rator corrolations* e

yelloving tho TAT aArchiatretion to all subjects, tho Taylor
Menifest Arodsty Seal# (THIS) wes addnistorod, Tho Hr* startoo Ob*
talnod fron tho sare Stbjectbylf‘o sor#sotof II’SU’LCI'.IG’\SWI" bo
roferrod to as « prOIDCDI*

ooca
Tho farst null hypothesis was that prior hnoVlodgo of tho
Thoaatttc Agperogption Toot (TAT) has no offset on tost psrfonunoo™
Tho research hypothoats wes that prior knovledge of tho Thoeatla Ap*
perogption fast (TAT) has an offset on test portommm and that tho
offset 1s in tho direction of eCoveo reflecting greeter payWhologvel

health™ “u
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1ha8ften“drull Wpotfesstestedmasﬁatﬁorsmwldbem
difference bely\een induced alraia#dJrlrg the adninistration of the
Themattic Agperogption Teat (TAT) perfomeme ad Prior KnoMedge. The
rescarch hypothesis ves that there would be a signifficent positive dif-
ference between 1Induced "'stressa during the adninistration of the
Themattic Agperogption Test (TAT) performance and Prior Knovledoe.

The third null hypothesis tested wes that subjects who are highly
motivated to give a good Inpression do not soore more healthy psydologic-
ally then subjects who are not highly motivated to give a good Inpression.
The roBearch hypothesis wes that subjects who are highly notivated te
give a goad Inpression do soore as more healthy psydologically then
subjects who ore not highly motivated to give a good inpression.

The fourth nulll hypothesis tested wee that there would be no dif-
ference between.subjeote Whe are highly motivated to give a good Inpres-
slon and they would appear more anxious on tho Tayllor Manifest Anxiety
Scale then subjeote S0 are not highly motivated to give a good 1npres-
alon. The research hypothesis wes thaett subjeote who are highly motivated
1o give e good inpression woulld appear signirficantly less axias on the
Taylor Menifest Axiety Seals than subjects who are net highly motivated
te give e goad Inpression.
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The ww soores and totals in the thro# tooting coterorica—*

spodfiod by Dona»dstmned by ﬁ‘e_]LrtﬁS art down In Tables B

ad © mﬁlsﬁnw’dlx* Theos IW soorso have bom suwnariaed ad
are shown in Table O mtheﬁqwdlx* Ibs sores are ths psyde*
logical aduatnent soores which are indicative of Psydological Healkti

The oorrelati(rsben/\eenqﬁefwrlhtps* results an a rodos
selection of protoools are o In Table 2 Oy ingpection, the lonest
correlation dbtained wee *7 and Qorrslatione as high as *91 were oh™
talned* His median correlation was *51*

The neons and stendard deviatians of ths psydological adjust* L
rerrt soorea for the different treatment gfrﬁpsmere ecmpeted and these
are presented In Table 3*

Ingpection of Table 3 shows that the largest dotained Mandat™d
deviation wee 10*53 and angUssi V\?S 3*3% When theoe deviations are
squared, they represant ths largest and smallest variances*  The ratio
of those two variances wes 10°30*  This heterogereity of variance iIs
well within the Units of Hxtorfe study* Notion found that even when
the ratio of ths largest ad the anallsst variance wes 45, the analysts
of variance nodal still provided nemingfUl erfirdfcance tests* Ths
heterogereity of variae, In the presant study, was not m  profoud
and therefore ths analysis of varianos nodal soold bo need miningfhlly
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In order to test the sig1_iﬁcmoe of tho various experimental
treatrent*, an analysis of variante test based Lpon the model descriibed
by Llrrtplst ES aThree—ruTmtldlal A X B X C Design® mss performed*
The ot peroent level of smguﬁwnoe mss adgpted prior to the ocapu-
tation of 1he statlstlcs ss 1he reglm in which the null hypothesm mss
the subjects* Ps/d”ologlml Adjustment sooro*  This soor* mes dotained
by suming R»> H, Dama®s TAT sooring categories® The results of this
analysis are presented In Table b*

It stay be discermed fram Table k, that the second-order inter™
action of Prior KnoMedge x Stress x Social Desirability* did not result
In In t ratio v@idq would irditﬂtelsigniﬁmnt differences. I-b/\ever*A
tho first-order interaction of Prior Knovlsdg* x social Desirability
resulted In an £ ratio of 1706# indicating sighificatt differences at
the 001 leel* Further Inspection of Table b reveals that Prior  ,*r
Knovledge resulted in an £ ratio al: 7940, i_mlicating significant dif-
forme* at *00L leel* Similarly, Social Desirability” resulted in an
£ ratio of 3726* indicating significait difference at the *001 leel™*

The Interactions across the high, ad low social desirability
splits were graoned and ore presated in Figure 3¢ Inspection of Figure 3
shows K to be oasistentlydaoverl? PK and similarly high SO to be
consistently aoove lov D for the TAT aalysis*

The Taylor Anxiety row Soores ad totals dotained fran each
subject are given In Table (@) In meﬁqwdlx* The weans and stadard
deviatiaons of the Taylor Awiety Coores for the different treatment

grouyes are presated in Table 5¢
Inspection of Table 5 dhons that the largest dotained standard



fffff s el Wu]A*
ag&wmr tams (tat » Aruustg of yarxakcs)

aouroo of Variation At (0 0) na L
Prior Jfandodoa i 2°3 am 79.53
agooa - i 72 2 1.3
OocAal Doedrdol ity 1 1303 1333 37.26 |
Cello (%) 510l 1O
Prior KrtoMade™ x 3 3 O”‘Cq |

3too» k>t €A 0L
Prior fuwilado X * #? 7 1756
Recial Dooiroddlity _J- -
atrooa x nodal i 0.9

Doscrohl ity ' 36 %

t

Prior faxmiadflo x Rtrceo i 15 15 O.-M

X nodal Dooirability jI
latMn - Delia ) 5 2006 3r*25

TOTAL By

o3| crtLfloant «t *001 lerel.
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deviation was 7793 Nille the smallest was 3.51. Mien these deviations

1
ere sQuared, they repre%‘rt the I?rgast ad smllest variaxes, the
ratio of ﬁmejrt/\o varlanoeo wes 5,10, This heterogereity of virlance
| - -
la well within the Holts of I-brt(JJn's stoy.

A TABUE 5
KKAH3 AND S.D."s OF TAYLOR ANXIETY SOORES

*Prior K* «Control™* "Stress* "Prior t ad
e Stresa*

High foolal H 1225 MJ 1550 M 17.37 H 13.00
Desirebility SD. 3.9 3D. 79483 3.0. 7.73 SD. 512

Lov Social K 2.0 H 20,62 M 21.37 H 26,00
Desirability 50 35 90. 6.3 3.0. 519 SD. 7.73
1 InW MBI |

Tre results of the Analysif of the Taylor Axiety Coalls byp . o
of the analysis of variance are euroarlad W Table#;

It eay De discermed fram Teble 6 that the second-order inter™ |
action of Prior Knovledge x Stress x Social Desirability, did not ’
result In a significat difference* The dbtaiined £ ratio, 5339, ves
not signirficat at ,01 level, hounvor, 1t wes foud sigirficatt at o5
leel. The dotained £ ratio of 20*97 for the high and lov social
Desirability splits across all treatments were foud sigirficat at
;001 leel. The Interactions across the high and lov social Desirability
arc presaited in Figure 3, Ingpection of figure 3 shoas that the high
end lov social Desirability splits have a proportional effect epon one
another™

‘M1
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sowart table

(TATLER ANXIETY - ANALT3I3 OF VARIANCE)

seen

Souroa of Variation df as ns P
Prior Knovledge 1 1 1 @
Stress | 24 24 *30
Ooolal Desirability 1 12 - 1102 24.97
Colls : { 1470 ao =

d; T, —.- .
Prior Knovl X 1 - -0 0
Stress . _M) " H vEr
‘]I- -
Prior Knovledge—*~———- —- oN-
Social Desirability
Stress x Social
Desirability 1 0 0 0.00
Prior Knovledge x stress 1 3 3 .06
x Social Desirability
v.hthin « Cells (W) % 2650 47.3
TOTAL 63 1

<Significatt at "6 le/*r*
seodenifloant at ,001 leel™*



Q MEEBSSMITia
Tho analyst© of variance tost me selected o test the hypothesis

that Whatever differences existed amng the means for treatment conditions
these reflected dance variatione ad not true differencese The one per
cait level of significace me adopted prior to the eonputetion of the
statistics as the region In whiloh the null hypotheale ms regarded to
be false*

Reference to Table indicates that the conbination of Prior
KnoMedge, Stress, and Social Desirability does not have an effect on
the Themattic Agperogption Tost porfomnoe, more then exqpected by ehanoe™
Hovever, Prior Knovledge and Social Desirability separately seem to have
aﬂeﬁ'ectmmeTATtestperfom*ame* Furthemore, It gopears that_the
corbination of Prior Knovledge ard Social Desirability have a S|gn|1§|wnt
eﬁ'ectmﬁeTATtestperfomeme thus mdlcatlrgﬁatﬁeeﬁ'ectof
Prior Kranmlge Is not proportional for eadﬁ Ievel cf Somal [bSIrabllﬂy

The wdwmhertreamerrts were further analysed using the t test.
A t of 90 with 30df between h|Q1 PX and high *o K' me foud eige
nifleat at ,0L leel* Similarly a t of 3»35 with 30df between lov K
ad lov "o XK' ms foud signirficant at 01 leel* indicating that
regardless of high or lov * K ilsdifferentfrcm "o K A tof
1.38 with 3fMF between high and |OIN 3D wes not foud signirficatt at
0L leel* Similarly a t of 1*97 ad df of 30 between high "fo K ad
lov K did not reach the *01 level of significance* Honever a t of 10738
ad df of 30 between high K and lov 1o FK* me foud signirficant et *01
leel, indicating that high aDWne:rH ooupled with K leads to an increase
over and above that produoad by erther K or 3.

Reference to Table 6 Indicates that the second order interaction



of Prior KnoMedoge, Stress and Social Desirability failed to reach the
selectod region of rejection.  The dotained £ ratio of 5.l for the
first-order interaction wea not foud significatt at 0L lewel,
Inspection of Figure 3 dons Imﬁ_ﬂ) 10 be comsistently acove high D
on the TXA3 amalysis. Thus the Sligwiﬁcmt foud difference at the
-031 level for the high and low sodal desirability group# across all
treatments, indicates that Social Desirability has a noat inportant ef-
fect on the Taylor Manifest Axiety Soorss.

Essentially, the results supported ths folloving hypotheses.

The hypothesis that "prior knovledge of the Thamatlo Apperception
Tmtkasmeffectmtestpcrfamneeardﬁatﬁeeffect IS In the
direction ofgoores reflecting greater psycdological health'” wes sub™
stantlatod by the resulta. The r&ulis shoan by Tableﬁ 6ad 7 seemmgly
raqoort this dﬁrgctlgal mﬁﬂsss r vt

The hypothesi™ that therewould br a significant differace
betieen ""inducad stress” during ths adninistration of the Theratie Ap-
perogption Test performance ad pgior knovledoge was supported.

The hypothesis that "'sLbjects who are highly Motivated to give
a good Inpression do soore 6s mor”ec psycdologically healthy then subjects
who are not highly motivated to give a good inpressiat™ wes also suygported

The last hypothesis that *'subjects who are highly motivated to
give a good Inpression gppear lens anxious on the Tayllor Manifest Anxiety
scale then subjects who are not highly motivated to give a good inpres-
sion" woe supported by the resulits dhoan in Tablles 8 and 9.
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This investigation saught o investigate the effect of prior
knovedge, social desirability, and stress upon responses to the
Themattic Agperogption Toot,

.Oomraryto the fimlingslof Fosberg (62,63) who foud that *
projective test such as the noradchaech ocoulld not be faked, the present
Investigation foud that the TAT was subject to distortiat™  this finding
was consistent with the findings of lamir (86) and thtdoskgof and Kllegppa
(@) Wrmamtalred that a test Sﬂ’l as the TAT coulld be distorted even
to ahlgherdegreeﬁm atest ouch os the Rorsdlaew*\Thls e><pectatlcn
wes found particularly true V\hen subjects were anare of the purpose md
principles of Interpretation of the TAT as was demonstrated In this
study by the Introduction of a two-sdhute information period CPrior
Knowledoe" )™

Clearly, the findings of this research do not support the pro-
Jectihve tednique assunption that responses willl be projected without
casorship* OfF cource, the findings of thie study caot be gerereliesd
to Include all projective todmilguee, but they should be of Interest iIn
considering ether methods In V\hiiCh cotent 1s directly interpreted™ Hr
the dore token, gereralisation an not be made beyond the experimental
population of oollege studats*  Yet the results of this study lead one
1o questionl \What, then, might be the effect ef the Infbmetlon passed



fran o patient to another In an institutional sottingl  Whatt wight bo
tho effect of the publicity that rarv psydological toots have received
via the nons nidlat  Or* What night be tho effect of distorted ad*
perhgos, traunatic prior knovledge!

Ancther finding In this study wan that atreoa in tho fora of
clectrio dodk did not have a stellar effect on TAT tost performance
ae that of prior knovledge Thin finding ie contrary to those reported
by tlehlor (ty) ad Villi*ha (100) who foud that stress in tho fora of
eloctrio shock did have a significant effect on projective test parfon™
axe, partiwlarlyﬂllat of the Forzgahth test* 3uch Investigatias as
Alice (@, Carlson ad Lar-ams (19), Carp (D), Gax (2), Doeee ad
Lasarus (B), Deoso, Losarua and Keenen () ad Twylor (180), not only
cotradicted the reported findings of Eldhler and Williars, but further
pointed cut that prior t gereralisation fran one projective test to
another, one should take Into consideration ouch factors as the stinulus
properties of the test, their tapping poner and the degrée or look of
structuring® 1t further gopears fxtm this study that regardless of the
threat of gk, the Information received concenring the TAT proved to
be a more mportant variable In influencing the subjects* performance.

Of central Interest in this study wes ths investiigation of social
desirability and social desirability soores with reference to the Thenst
Apperogption Teat performance™  The findings In this study that subjects
who were highly motiavated to give a good inpression tended to eoore as
psycdologically sore healthy then subjects who were not highly motivated
to give a goad Inpressiat™ were consistant with the reported findings of
Isnir (&), Resnlhoft (121) and Marlons and Gron# (106),
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The theoretical rational# of Marlore and Gron© (106) which views
nodal desirability in motavational toms, regarding it as a used for
oodal goproval asocapauilad by a belief or exqpectancy that this need
can bo satishied by engaging In aculturally and dtuationally sanotionod
behaviors, provides a thoorotical nodal yoon which the results of this
study nay belaiulderstood Tpe tAa-cﬂrula Infonotion (prior kovledys),
thioh wes Intended in this stLdyto gl\e tho subject a fooling that the
TAT wes a meal ing Instrurent, V\as seemmgly 0 perceived by the high
Inpreadonable eubjocte Who guarded against unfavorably presanting then™
shes with a tendency to create avvore favorable Inpressio#  In
ootrast, |reI|V|anls Iess strongly motivated for social goproval
resisted stating what seemed soaial ly appropriate end offered instead
a possibly more reolietlo qqorais?I of thersehves. This low need for
social approval further appears to Inply a degree of independence of
aultural deﬁnltlons orf axeoteble behavior, Thua a person less
motivated by a need fbr oodal amrwal eight, In a testing srtuation
such as tha o enployed In this study, acknowledge certain synptars,
and aoqarose wirth greatter froodom oven socially undesirable daraoterletlee
and thus appear leas prycholocally healthy.

Clc=ely related to sodal desirability in this study wes the
finding thatt subjects who wore highlly motivatted to give a good Inpres*
slon gopeared loos anxious on the Taylor Menifest Anxiety 3oale than
aubjoote who were not motivated to give * good inpressia  This finding
la consistent with those of Gro”fo and Marlore (32) 1In Which a non™
signrficat *,25 correlation between the M0 338 and the TVA3 wes
reported.  This negative correlation Indicated that subjects who dotain
low soores on the TMA3 are those who, In general, would dotain high



800ros on the social desirability coal*.

Thee™ faindine* om bo further explained by udng the earlier
Tflaatad desirability nodal presented by Marlons ad Grons. Ut ns
asetos that the two croups aaloctod on the basio of thelr score* on the
Taylor rénlfsst Anxiety 3oale differ not with rsspsot to axiety, but
rather with regooot to their tendonflies to give oooially desirable
response# to tho 1ter™ iIn the coalo, Theo, wo have already speculated
that, iIn order to dotain a hithi score on this scale, a subject met
endorse stataments that would be socially udesirable.  An
ination of the 1tie In the Taylor Sale Indicates that, 1T a subject
ie 1o dotain a hieh cooro, he ruotlbe willing to adkovede, amng
other things, that he la lacking in colf~oonfidmwe, that be cries
essily, that He e unhappy west of the time, and that at times he thinks
he isno goodat all. It canbe easilyseenmat IT a subject attributes
those characteristics to himself’ |n self—descrlptlon he IS adkoviedpliig
dwracterirtloi that m  judgdd oomal ly undotdrabla by people Ia ik/* X
oral, this has been eqeerimentally supported by Edhards
47), nigh soores on tho TI1A3 can Onlly be dotained by endorsing these
ad other socially udesirable ohmoterlstieo* Low soores on the TKA3,
on the other hand, can be dotained by anyone who sinply responds to the
Items by denial of socially undesirable daracteristics ad insteed
adopts responses that are consicdered culturally and constitutionally
sanctioned behaviors,

cosistatt with the above Interpretation are the studies of
Child (2D, Davidsm, et al» @N)# Mschick (109), Nidolson (U7)#
Sampson and Dindra. (135) end Samsoln (14D) which offer, what has baan
soiled, a habit interpretation of axiety* This interpretation state™



) to
1. [ | > e

that subject™ floorirg high ad low on the THA3 differ In the response
tondondee activated by persomally thimtening conditions, \Whereas low
oooring subjects on tho B8 react o audh conditio with Increased
effort and attention to tho task at had, high =coring subjects on tho
T2 tend o respod to threat with colf~orlontod, personalised rotrpooess*
Tarasen (\0.) further offere ancther elaation. Re polnto out that
Mcty sooree an the T7At3 nay he dotained by certain subjects who at-
tribute <bed* daractoriortica to thersehves, subjects who are partios.
ularly frank and open or subjects who are perogptive of their oan needs.
Ho nattter how thece findings are interpreted, it is still pos-
sible to decorlbe the low neoring subjects on tho WAS as more highly
1inpressioneble aubjecta who desire to mho a good inmpression or rogpod
in aulturally sanctioned ways and the high sooring subjects on the TKA3
as low Impressionsble subjects who are less interested in what others
nay think of then, who are less donfoming and who In tum tend to bo
better able 1o resist stating only what soss socially gaorgpriate™
Praoebly for this mason, highly inpressionsble subjects in this study
did soore as none psydologically healthy than the low inpressioneble
sbjects, I
Tho inplications of these findings are that |
@O M investigator Should bo cogniaant of tho condittone
under \Oiich the test is adrchiot™yrod,
(@ Ho should be anare o!I‘ mo'\séi/ajecls* aonoeption of tho
purpose of tho test, tho ecaootatlas of his aubjects, and the subjects*
attrtuce tonard the measure enployed,
(©)) Refsmuldtake mtolamantme subjects* need to thtare In

oulturally sanctioned ways.
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) " should determine the «*ordnga that finding* say hxa™
for th* subject.

O He shauld take these meaning™ INto aecoont 1N the Anal
analysis*
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This InvsotdRation sought to togt four hypothecsi

QO that "prior knovledge'” of the Theamattic Agperogption Toot
hes an effect%\é/toot perfonremelara that tho affect 1o In the direction
of soores refloating creator ps;dlological healtit .

(@ that induood "'stiress'” daring the adhinistration of tho TAT
does not hart an effect on toot perfbmanco similar to that of "prior
knowlecke",

A that agjceartawho an highly notivatod to give o goad
Impression do odoro camore psydological ly healthy than subjects do
aro not highly notivatod to give O good inpression, ad i£A

(®© that subjects who aro highly notivatod to give a good
Inpression gppear loot anxious on tho Taylor Menifest Axiety scale
than subjects who aro not highly notivatod to give a good Inpressiot™

The subjects wore 136 college fresmen at Urainus College In
OCollegoville, Parsylvania, Tho sixty-four subjects used In the study
were the thirty-two subjects sooring tho highost ad tho thirty-two
sooring tho lonest on tho Social Desirability Scale (K0 I6). Ages
lunged fram 18 o 20 years*  There were thirty males and thirty-four
females. ’ ’ J ' ) )

Tho gpparatus conaisted of an olootrio shook Inducing goparatus™
The shook goparatus consisted of a parel and * box containing ths

55
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electrical ciraurt* The parel cottained two flash light*, ot containing
a whit# bulb and tha other a red bulb* The experimenter gperated both
ligt* menually* The electrical ciraurt consisted of a 6 wlt battery
wired to a 6-10000 wolt car coil* with 1000 om reelator* The «ook
aoparatus was controlled by a morentaty push button svitch and an of i
on twhteh. thoek eea adninistered by pushing down the nomentary push
button emita* i

The material™ need oonaiioted of five TAT carts, aat of the eel
developed by Murray*  The cards used vere eeriie nurber 1% 2¢ e 7B\
ad &k« A social desirability scale and the Taylor Menifest Anxiety
3oal# were also employed In the study™

The thprty-two subjects stpring the highgpt and the thirty-tup
sbjects *ooring the lonest on the social desirability seals cosisting
of the 'K Scale* and U1 3oale’ fram the KWPX end the Califomia Payoho-
logical Invertory I’ES[EtI\Bly were assigned by mean™ Of table* of *

pernutatlon ino me following four treatment graper group 1
wes given information conceming the TAT end wee referred to & "Prior
Knovledoge'" gtoupy growp 2 sened a* e "'control” grayp) group 3 received
dhook and wes referred to ee 'street*grap) end group h received both
"Prior Knovledoe'" end shook and vait referred to as " Prior Knovledge™
Stress™ group*

All subjects were adninistered the five selected TAT card™ foke .
loved by the adninistration of the Taylor Menifest Awiety Sale* The
TAT stories were soored by four ;uljges using R* H* DeneT* dbjective TAT
tooting systan™

Analysis of results woe mainly acocomplished by using «n analysis
of variant* design described by Lindouist as a ThrseractorAi ls C

L —*



desig?™ Essattially, the results of ell of thee# various Amalyses of
the date suypported all of the four hypotheses advanced In this study™

The conclusions fram this investiigation verst

(@ "Prior Knovledge' of the Thamtlo Agperogption Test does
have an effect on test performance ad subjecta with "Prior knovledoe™
mloded healthier* then eubjecte without knovledge of the test*

(@ Induced "'stress” does not have an effect on Themattic Ap*
perogption Teat performance similar to that of "Prior Knovledge™

(A Sbjects who are motavated to give a good Inpression do
soors as more pathological ly healthy end gopear leas anxious on the
Taylor Manifest Anxiety Scale than subjects who are not highly motivated
to give a goad Inpressiat* 3
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TABLE A
OCIAL OT3IRABXUTT SQORKS
"mon k
<rior k" "oomolL* "' STRESS* AtD STRESS*

- Social -Social “Social =Social
SOOICT3 Desirability”  Desirability” Deolrabllity*  Desirebility*

nigh lov High Lov nigh Low  High Low

1 _36 Sfke 367" 23 35 21 30 21
2 3a 21 £0 21 35 12 1 35 13
3 52, - 20 39 20 38 16 A2 21
N MWK, ik il
a 33 23 36 16 A2 21 Q»AO R
5 -esegg ol MV 22 33 23 33 .
6 30 9 30 15 39 22 35 23
7 33 22 3A 22 Ab 19 30 22
A A0 15 33 20 35 22 Al 22

Total 312 150 31A I» ' 303 156 302 161
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TABS D

TOTAL SCORES D3IKO R. R, HWA»3 TAT SOORDW ST3TEM

T X - IKni RB
<PRIOR X" "OO0imwL" "3TRF.33" *PRIOR X
ATD 3TRIS33"
aib* "nodal "nodal "nodal "nodal
Joota Dedrabllity" Dedrabllity" Dedrabllity". Dodrability"
Rich Low 1a”h High Low Rich Law
1 56 50 54 53 33 36 57 44
2 44 51 42 39 40 40 55 57
3 m60 * 40 "l VAL 41 38 65 37
4 02 46 46 33 47 31 49 43
5 . 45 37 39 32 33 56 33
R U Y A ] :
6 71 50 41 39 41 44 # 65 r45
7 "m59 *? oi ' 31 33 36 W= 67m VvA™i m
0 55 49 37 * 42 33 69 34
TOTAL M 378 329 ) 307 317 291 463 336
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