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THTARDUCTIUN

Frozx tine to time the gquestion of goasisioagy of
Tuastioning fa dlwerce paywwlogical oress nus becoms pro-
ainent a3z evidonced by the swundence 0 siawiles invesiigeilng
1ts lmplicsilionas. Une sueh strews o resesrcs lg bhebt Jel
by the dilfersatietion construct of Herman «itkin end his
collesguss, fura recently, Crosoe and Auelowe ave Lultlated
auncthor spprosch wherelns o motivetlsael jaraseier, neou Jor
zoaixdl agprovel, is seen so an underlying factor for bee
navioral consistencies in geveral sress. At the sume tixe,
seversl models o sttitude change, such as the congrulty
model o7 Cszgood end Tammenbaum, sppesr wmandfestly unconcerned
with the guestion of indivicwal differences or various per-
sonslity correlates nrompted by intra-personsl consiztency.

The »ressnt study then seeks to relsie these arsas
vy investigeting the possible relstionships betwesn hoth
congrulty shift of sttitude and need Cor scoelal approvel,
end extent of psychologlesl differentiation. In so doing
it may be possible on the one hand to sodify the comgrulty
prianciple »f Osgood and Tennenbsum so that 1t relstes to the
satent of 4iffersntiation of the indlvidual whe decodes the
eommund cations content while on the other hand to detersine
whether extent of epproval need iz inversely relsted to
degree of paychologlosl differentiastion.



INTRODULTIION ix

The literatur. pertaining t+ the three models is
reviewed in the first chapter in three sections and the
problem and experimental hypotheses are presented in a fourth
and final section. Chapter twe presents the experimental
design employed to investigate the hypotheses in which the
operational definitions, the meassuring instruments, the
subject pool, the experimental procedure and, finally, the
statistical techniques are presented and discussed. In the
final chapter the results of the experiment are presented
end discussed in three sections.

The reliability date of the messurement procedurss is
first presented and discussed after which the dsta pertain-
ing to the null hypotheses 1s reccorded and discussed,
Limitations of the present study and implications for future
research are suggested following which the zummary aund con-
elusions of the project are presented in the final section.
The appendices include the factor loadings of the semantic
differentisl scales employed in the study, illustrations of
the various measuring Instruments and procedures utilized,
anglysis of varlous summary tables for age and education

and, finally, the abstract of the experiment.
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This ehapter, which presents the theoretical bacok-
ground of the project, begins by exsmining the ourrent stetus
of the literature in the areas of Usgood end Tannenbeum's
congrulty model of sttitude change, Crowne snd Harlowe's
construct of evaluative dependence, and Witkin's differenti=-
ation hypothesis, As the three models and the empirical
data supporting them are reviewed, 1t becomes apperent that
there are some Interesting and compelling convergences which
suggest there muy be meaningful conceptusl links betwsen
them. These poasgible relationships are then elaborated as
gquestions to be explored by the present ressarch and the
cehapter 1s econcluded with the presentation ol the hyisotheses
in the mull form.

1. The Congruity “odel of Lsgood and Tannenbaurm.

The ploneér efforts in the ares of atiitude changs
as affected by exposure to communicetlons content appsar
those of L.L. Thurstonel shortly after ths formulastion of

on Children's Attitudes,” Jou

1 L., w““*““$$, Yne Inflummam of %mtimn,wiatmraa
iﬁiﬁ‘lu &g K@; 3’ 1‘%31,9 ﬁ" S gt 1 -,



REVIEW OF THE LITERATUR& b

an appropriste method of qumntifichtlon.c For too long e
time alftervards, however, interest has been onlined to the
overall amount of sttitude change as g funetiocn ~f the oom-
msunications content, rathsr then with inherent variables
operating. Un until a decsde ago, as Hovlandd has noted,
there had been “nractically nothing bearing on the factors
responsible for [sttitude] change.®

However, commencing with K@id@r‘ﬁk

model of balancosd
states and ocomtinuing with Rawecomb's? strain toward aymmatry,
Osgonad and Tammenbsum's™ congruity prineiple ang Faatingar*ﬁy
theory of cognitive dizsonance, resegarchere have been more
intent on establishing ooncentual frameworks of =2sgnitive
fynamicz which attempt tn igalate and idsntify the factors

inyalvaed in attitude change.

2 L.L. Thurstone and «.J, Chave, Ihe  lepsurement
aftitudesz, Chicago, Univerzity of Chlcosgo ﬁr@sﬁ, 1ﬁ*?, xii~§f Pe

3 Carl Hovland, “ﬁhmagas in Attituﬂm tnrmugﬁ Qmmu
ﬁunicatianﬁ, Journel of Abn nd £
Vsl, 46, Ho. 3, 197

l Frttz ﬂ&iﬂev, "httitudes and Cogulitive Urganization,’
*2 CEEIASLEX ¢ V@x«g d}.‘ ghn 1’ J&m&r? 19%1 $e 154 ?*‘llﬁs

§ Theodore Hewcomb,
Communicative Acts,” fgycholog
1)‘537 Pe ’7:’3"%

6 Lo ng pud and Perey H. Tannenbaum, "The wmwgruity
Principle iu the Predicticn of Attitude Change.” Paveholosics)

W, Vol é’dfg Ko, j-@ 1495139 P x‘h&""ﬁﬁu

" A“' ?Qat’iw@ri .. 2080 %3 sE M LI WE i3 SROREIICE
ivanston, I1l., Row, Peteracn ~n£~, 105"

"An Apurosel to the Study of
toul Heview, Vol. 60, No. 6,
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Lfforts by men such &s these bave continued so thst
thers number st this Liee over & tozen wmodels o atiituie
changs. Uf these the cangrulty wodel remalns unique, #ocom
panled a5 it i: by the sementic differentiszl swasuresnn
progess which allows Tor relatively rreclse wmessurenent af the
megnitade and directicn of wredicted attitide whsnge,

The work wl Ospeod and Tanonenbsun rn sttituds Lhrory
and reasurement 1s sn owigr wth ~f rezerruh o1 sxperimentsal
semantics, particularly the development of mare oblectlve
Bethors lopy measurling mesning. bFrom thelr vigwicint, toe

meaning” of a concept correspsonids to its loestion in a
semantic space fafined chiefly by three factora or dinsnrions
and the sttitude toward a onncent is its projection into one
of these dimensions defined by sgood, Suel and Tamn@nbauﬂﬁ
a3 “evaluative,”

Turning nov to the congrulty modsl fi-el’”. the rtage
1= gt for its operation whan & ' gouree” mekes nrms @un e
ative statemant, freguantly termed an ssgzertien, about some
referent ocblect or "conoept” In & megsrage thet 4o depnded
by the Indlividual readins the ccnruntestion content, Urrood

elabrrates the aonnrulty sodel vhen ke sngitse

8 Charles 2, Usgood, George J. Buel snd Perey d,
Taennenbvawy, the. gasurement of lesning. Nrbans, ‘miverslty
of [linois Press, 1&);, e &%&.
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shen inconsistent cognitive slemsuts are foroed

together by 2 linguistic assertion, stress lg pro-

duced which s vroportional to the inconsistency:

and th& stress produces cognitive modifieaticns

whieh | L..., serve to re-establish cognitive con-

slstency.%
Thus, ftwo signs eliciting different attitudes, Jay ~ very
favorable and B mildly unfavorable, when linked together via
en assertion, cause & stress to be generated which cen render
A a8 1ittle bit more unfavorable snd B & bit more favorslble.

The major sssumption underlying the congruity molel

iz that jJjudgmental frazmes of refersnce tend Loverd mealull
$i$§1lﬂitylﬁ and zo wvhen change of svalustion oceurs, it
ceours in the direction of increased congrulily with the
existing frame of reference, Congruence, in (he contexy of
aititude measurement, refers to the stste wvherein the cvalu~
ative reactions pertaining to two signs are equally intensze
when they are linked by an asserﬁian,11 Frllrwing this
argument, two signs linked by e&n sssoecimtive assertion woulé
ba held evsluatively songruent provided they were Judged
equelly pelarized by the individusl who decodes the assertive

statenent,

5 C.s. Ungood, ’G@gnitiva Eyunmiew in the Londuct
of duman’ ﬁrfaira,” ikl ' grly. Vel. 65, dr. 1,
196C, p. 399.

14 vagood and Tammenbaum, Lo, Cik., Pe 43,

11 Gageod 8L Al Lhalbhles e 203



MoV IBY uyr $8u o IPiaTlhe g

In an experiment wuvuigied 10 test thls hyp.othesis
emupirically, Tennmnm&umlg exposed 48 undergraduste univer
gity students of wmesn age twenty-ong yeurs, to glx experi-
mental and four “filler' sources followed by the sene number
of conecepts on an evalustive form of the segentie 4ifferen~
tial. Five weoeks later, the same subjects were given reslis-
tic newspaver <lippings containing positive or negetive
sssertions invelving the source concept pairs., Immedistely
sfter this zecond exposure, the subjects wvere again ssked
to Judge the scurces and concests on the gase evelustive
form of the semantic differential. The direction of attitude
change was a8 predicted in every cese while the predicted and
sctual magnitude of the shilt correlsted &t r = 0,91,

ln snother study, E&rriakls

hed one husdred collegs
wndergraduste women judge photograrhs &nd captions in lsole~
tion and then, later, combianed sz composites, on the ssne
syaluative fors #{ the zepantiec differential. Her {indings
indicate that congruity prineiple predictions snd obtained
Judgments had & sroduct moment correlation of G.45, Hever-

iheless, 1%t 1z slsc reported that when both yleture and

1z ﬁ&"ﬁtﬁ' ii. TW#&MW; ALlllusies Zowhids .< pgpoe Hrd

un ﬁhiiahad dwetar&i thmsim prwaantaﬁ t& nna ﬁrnﬁumtﬁ émllﬂg@$
ﬁniv&rsity of Illincls, Urbasna, Ill., 1953, iv-l02 p.

13 Jean 38, ﬁmrriaﬁ, “ﬁ&wa«#iaﬁuraa, Captivns and Lhe
‘wint of Hesclutiony Jdournaliss wterly, vol. 36, do. &,
1955, . 1e3-168.
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caption were Judged & . twvoratle i lsolstion, the ¢ffects
in cembinetion served to summute rather fhan brlence scooprd-
ing to congruity thecry.

in & third study, Raselh combined the wmedie »f motien
pleture and sound treack In a study similsr t~ Ferrickt's, using
165 junior conlleye students snd found the congrully model %o
closely prediet the polnt of resslution of most conbined
stisuli. Yet here again, summation wag obaserved in instonces
similar to those In the study by Kerriok, It would socr the
congrul ty sodel ylelds less adenusle resplts whon emltinle
channel communicstion ig involved,

Cagood and Tannenbaus note the mest sisnificant
variables relevant to the diresiinon and megrdtude of sttitude
shif't to be:

u) the existing ettituds towsrds the source,

) the exisgting attitude towards the concept,

¢}  the nature of the evalusting assertion whieh
relates the source and goncent in the message,vs

A8 a eonseguence of experimentation with the cone
grulty prineiple s munber of fesctors which affect its
nrerestion have come to demand gttention. These Usgood,

~uel snd Tsnnenbaumd® 11st sse

A

i L. Rﬁi‘ﬁ&, Lt Ly £.48 A ungtlon of Diseprensnes
Resolution dn Ailtisle Ghannel Gompunication, unpublished
gootoral thoslz presented to the Faculty of @rmduﬁtw pohool

i stanroro University, Stenferd, Ual., l9oh, 121 .
15 Csgoed and Tepnenbaus, Op, C4t., ». b2,

16 CUsgond gt 8l., W#g e 2b@=216,
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8} The wonbigddby 3e wugan 1o suterddivns,- The
authors mention no specdflic research on this tueple dirsetly
yet expect that as g modifier such as 'lasy” 1s displaced
away from its nosinsl object athlete” In varicus syotactical
constructions, the eifect on the meaning 0 "athdete will
decrease.

b) Intensity of ~ssertlon.- The authors snilelpate
that as the copules Jolining two concepts links thewm in & w.os
tightly binding manner, the congrully effect should be
greatsr, A recent study by MeCarrey and Chﬁgnwn;? provides
support for tinls expeciation in that greatwur intensitiss of
assertion were sccompaniod by greater atiltude shlifs up fo &
point, beyond which incressed intensities ¢ assertion 4id ast
produce 3till greater attitude shift., There would thus
aprear evidence for a cuwrviliresr relationship between the
invensity with woleh source snd concept are relsted and thwe
sccompanying attitude shirft,

¢} The Credulity of Assertion.~ The congruilty
hypothesis assumes thet subjeote believe the asserticos
preseuted them, The authors male no menticn of sbti.dles in

1
tnis ares and Suggest” & rought after-the-fect correction

17 H. HeCarry and Gilles v, ﬁh&ﬁﬂﬁﬁ1 ‘Intensity ol
sssertion andl i Lmaggﬁi%y ypiacicie,: ﬁ; et Gl Hor il

Laycholory, Vol. 76, 1, 1968, p, 6%«
18 Csgood and Tenmenbaum, Lo, G8%., p. 4.
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&

for agsertion tney Intuillvedy @81 Lo be guile Leasaius,
such as tne assertion “eisenhowar 30 OIS wouwnind 8,
Fortunately, an illustration of the elfsel of
eredulity 1s sfvorded Ly & study of Huviand aud vedsatt! Wity
working outaide the congruity framewurk, investigaied the
influence of scurce oredibllity on cosmunication efivciive-
ness, The authors eoneluded Lhet changes in opludien avs
significantly related o the perceived trustworibiness of
the source used In the communication, Althougn lus Welght
of doviand end wWelss's contribution i3 redueced dus Lo e
shpance of »n standardized zmessurinyg iastrussnt sun Lo to
extremely high atirition rete wideh reduced the Lndlial group
of 223 to sizty-vne subjects, the influsnce ol oredibdidiity
rezains a subtle factor in attitude changs experlmentaiion.
4} The Relaevancge of Source to tho Concopts~ Lsgood
gt al. expect the relevences of tne signes teo inlluence the
sagnitude of the congrulty effect, Support for this oontens
tion is furnished In & study by Eerrick® wno used eighty
university undergraduates in jourmslizm sy subjecis. In a

standerd pre- snd post-test design Rerrick roperis "pelevant”

1% Carl I, Hﬂv&&nﬂ and Walter Welss, “The Influsnce
af Souree Lrﬂﬁibili en Comnunicatinm Iffectivencrs,” jg?&;g
ks B LY 02 Fuarie La %ﬂl¢ 15, M@, k Fall l?ﬂlt e &Eﬁ“ﬂjmt

2 dean O. Xervrick, 'The mrrgrt mf Aglovant and Hone
ﬂwl&vant Eeurees o 4141 {ude h%&ﬂ@%g Rpnel sl boclsl
ie® Kol * 5&1& i} &@q 1g 1%}9 @ P v 15“‘%%0
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gituations tenced to procidee gle Lol LLLLTLN s canngo taun
asgerelovant” situations anl tant o eroigrulty orinclole
wsually srecicts atiltude elangs arre effonctivsly when the
sourcs is relsvenl to the coacapts The autaws loterprols
her date 83 suepordting the fact o 8 sourcets offectivesios
whyn communl rating in an ares of competengs oy Sewlllarity.
2} deaning of the Copuli.= Jigood gt al. aentics
that in meny cases the wssoertlve lisk lssell ey woeal..’
apa-t Irom 118 lnking functisn, Altnough no empiclcsl
surpord apscars in the literstare, the authors ¢lte the
instanea of the copuls "lled sbout” and mots that Leyenl the
3iseefative relation betwaen Lo tws oljga. in thn 8&sapllof,
thero is the izplisd dealaratlon that the sourqge L8 5 liar,
in summerizing the llterature on usgond's coggruonuy
model of attitwde change then, 1t cun be salid (o bo & fairly
aoedrste one in some instancees, while ia otaers, suuh &s
Bmultt sle channel communlientlon, 1t 1o generally not 43 satise
ifmetory. Martheraore, the effectivensss of quantitative jre~
siction using the congruency princlple has been shown 1n sage
instances and suggested in others to be contlagant avon the
ssaration of ather siftuational parpouetars sueh sg eantiguity,
intensity, eredulity. and so on, .ne thling whieh &yppebar. >
setract froa the elegance of the model 1z that It scons bal-
stered by two after-the-fact nodifiesti-ne, oune iovelving
& currection for lmeredullty and the oluer an sgsertion

eonstents nelther <f which Tollows frow the zndel itsell.
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BOVRINE LOWBUGL wae pfURU LY Blaend O0W L. huan ALITerw
antiation eonstrust of uitkiu,ggﬁﬁl.gl it way Lo wted in
passing thatl In the literature ao personslity verisbles have
been considared wilh respect to the operatlon of Sugoodis
congruliy aodel, and this, it 1 lelt, coustitules & sipnifi-
cant cmission as it is lon indlvidusls, having 4istinct
unigueness Irow esach other, thal ahifts in attituies Loward
congruence do arise.

It is proposed then, sy pari of tuls study to extend
the congruity uypothesis of Geged gl al. 50 thet it relates
to & signiflcant end wall toowgented pevsonslily o .ngtruoels
payenologlosl <ifferentistion. ialsnaees consllurstiun of
toth the theoreticsl and exciriesl lvwndatlons of | wyoaelogie-
el dirierentiation will be plven la the tnlrd seelion of
this anester. However, s stabemend of purpose ab fthis i
is not felt superfluous,

Usgood gt al. eve stated the wongrully srinciple in
the following fora:

whenever two si are related vis sn sssertion,

tae medlating resction characteristic o) each shllts
towerds congrusace with thet of the other, the magni-

tude of the shift being Inversely propsrtienal ¢
the intensities of the interacting resctions.22

244
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In this study 1% 1z suggested in adiition thai:
whenever twe signs sre relsted via an assertion, the medliate
ing resctlion eharacteristie of the concept shifts towsrds
that of the source, the magnliiude of the shift being iaversely
related to the degres of psychologlesl differentiastion of the
individusl decoding the coumunications oontent. This proposi-
tlon seems logleally zonsistent with «1thin's concest of
differentistion as that investigstor?3 has suggested that mors
difterentisted individunls possess betier develrped internsl
fra=mes of sell-reference wnich sllow for interszction with the
worleé From the positicon of & wmore sulonowcus ngoency rathey
then Iused with 1t., In the content of the spopoged study
then, those individusls who prove to be better sble to
zsintain thelr sititudinal Judgmentsz with reletlive indepen-
dence of exprezsions of lupcriant others sre anticipated to
be more highly differentinted than those whe sre gore influe-
enced by the expressiony of lsportent clhers. In other words,
it is anticipated that when the same sssertion conteining
incongruent attitudinal relerents 13 presented to & growy of
individuals, those who manifest lezger consogquent attitude
shift towards congruity will reflsct significantly greater
neychological differentistion than those individuals who
panlfest greater stiitude shift towerds congrulty.

23 ditkin phoal., So. Ci%., 7. 1b9.
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Altnough, a8 1t has been mentioned, there do ot
appear any atteapts in the literature o ralate Usgoodts
congrulty wodel f sttitude shift to extent o0 psyohologicel
differentiation, there i3 a stream of research whlch has
investigated persuasibllity and susceptiblility to external
stendards, and the concomitani degree of artioulaticn of
experience, It is to these that consideration will nov be
given,

Harriett Lintmnah hed ifty-thees male undergredusts
students teake several measures of mode of perceptlion as well
23t 1) & self-constructed test of change in mutckinmetic
Sudgments 3o as to conform to the responses ol & confedersts,
2) 3 self-constructed test of the extent to which g subject's
reasoning conforms to his sttitudes rather than to logie
alone, and 1} 8 self-conatrustsd test of sttitude change
after resding sovropriate attitude modifMestion communlcoatlicons
attrivuted to prestige sources, The author ssrried ~ui a
factor analysis of her data and lzolated four factors, fwo of
which involved both soclel and cognitive varisbles, The
nature of the tests with high leadings on wiaet Linton oalled
Factor A would appear to support the hyvothesls that subjuets

Aan snd the Tendeaey to Gonfomm, unpublished Sostoral
auaais prwsantaﬁ %m thﬁ Faault @f th& Graduste Sohool of
Yale University, Hevw Haven 1952, 72 p.
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with & global fleld approsch tend tu mdapt thelr views to
contore with those of importent others, lowever, of the
situstiouns whlch the author wmight heve expacted to load
significently on Feetor 4 only the sttitude cheange variable
failed o0 sppear. Linton interprets her resulis as supportiog
the thesis thetl sades of perception slosely reflect & centrel
tendency to cunform whioen any or sey not onerge in & speelfie
conformity test, &2 seversl varizbles, rather than a2 single
trait of suggestidbvility,” arc involved,

in a subsequent re-gnelysis of her dets, Linteom end
Grahem®? noted that subjeots whose sttitudes did ahift toe-
wards conformance with the opinions in the communiestlions
content, were slgniricantly wmore field depundent then those
whe ghowed ne attitude chuange at the .01 level. One can
Bpaculate that possibly the comsiderstion and uge of &
recognised attitudinel model and sztendardized wmeasuring
instrument wight bave lended greater consistency to the
reported findings with respect to attitude shift.

25 Harriet B. Linton and Llain Grebhem, *Persomelity
Correlates of Personslity, idn I.L, Jewes, g% sl., (eds.),
Perspanel ity apd Persussibllit » Hew Haven, Yale University
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Sumearily then, lais study aad others R ELIE

is ares appear o suggest Lhat e use v. exwermnl standerds
in the definition and malatenance of Judgmenis tends to be
celativaly greater in the caze of individuals of relstively
global cognitive struciure as tapped by seversl o wiilkin's
esasures. The data, howevaer, lacks some ¢onsistency in the
area of sttitwie chenge sod Lt fe aupad tne proposed study
«4uy shed soms 1ight in this srea. It has been noted thet
the sorngruliy medel of cagood and Teanenbsuw provides &
fairly asccurate sodel of attituds chenge snd that i1ts rele-
tionship to the extent of psycalugleal 4ilerantistion of
the subject has remained unexplored,

To this snd 1t iz anticipated that when sn assertion
containing incongruent sttitudinel refsvents is pregented to
& group of individusis, taose who manifest gresver atuvitude
anift towmards congrulity will alse concomitantly reflesel &

20 Serneflfl Hedwick and i, uﬂafk@r, y&ru&mﬁl conmunl -~
cation, in H.dh, Wiming #.8. &yk.g muy& Faﬁﬁrmﬂ; DB, Goode
encugh and 8.4, Herp, Favaeho pl Bliferentistion, Sew
York, Wiley, 1962, p. 15

Porost, unpuklian&ﬁ ﬁowz 28 Q'asaxtat bn prww&nt@v tm ﬁnm
Feaeulty of Gereduate School of Ferdus University, Lafayette,

I11.y 1955, 93 pe
24 Iria ﬁnuguﬁliamm, An

griii DBELwWeen

gation of the Hels-

gl Fegtors 5. S e ,ﬂaa &%,ﬁ GApubLished
ﬁwat& . thasglis p Ly o1 Graduste
3%»&1%5, Fordhaz ﬂﬁivargﬁtyy E%w Yarka LG5, 47 p.
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significarntly more global fleld ayjruosch as rpooser L0 tacss
who sanifest lesser attitude shirlt,

In the frlloving seection, atiention will be [ocused
on the theoretical and experigental suuports {or the second

independent verisbhle, need for & clipl ap, rovel.
7. Hoed for seelsl Ap-rowel,

Thet responses to zersomality test ltems cenmnt
alvays be taken at fece velue heve Laen & source of fruslya~
tion to psychologizts slaout since the birth of the first
personality test. Az warly testa proved Lo heve sopewhat

2o 14 became prevalent Lo visy tene

low predictive wvalidity
deneies to censor o diszlmilats ws constituting sources ef
error, rather than true variance; and o mmber of strategems
wera employed to minimize or control them.?Y

Approaching the probles from & different vantage
point, CronbachiC nrogoged that ressonge blas originstes Irow

1o sersonal test-teking hablits of the subjoel to respsam to

2& ﬁ. %111%, ?hw leiﬁﬁtf i Cepoonslity wwuztlione
pmd it ot ¢ P wﬁlnf lﬁ‘_d’ 5%. 5, }.{9%

;3‘9 .’EW.)"‘“%V

259 Paul 5. Meehl and l.ih. Het naway' ‘The 5 s&a%&f &%
% aupprassar Variable in tMm P L i nf Annlded
Vol, 30, Ro, 7, 1“%%, P

3% I ﬁramhamh, ’ﬁ@&“ﬂﬁﬁ@ Sets aad Teet veliality,”
iongl B K743 23 KrlinN Jemaprement Yol &; Herg %g
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aspects ol the situatlion other than the spedi.ic conteni or
the test ftema. Jdssentisl L Cronbech's conceptlon ol respense
sete 1s the ccnsideration glven now o the mesning of the tesnt
to she individual, of the test ftems, and of belng tested in
the {irst 2lage,

an lavestigstion by Rawardm,31 Tollowling vy on S0Ee
af the notlons of Crondech, explored ithe relationsily between
the s>cial Jesirabllity i persomality~tezt ftome and the
probability of thely Laing acknowledged by Ingdividusls in
sgli-desgription, and sotaliaud & curvelation of C.b/.

Until quite recently the mej.r lndex of the seclial
desirability regponse sot has beon tae osuweial Desirapility
sesle develoged by Sawardas® whieh conelsts of selected items

Irom the verious Q4 scales anc the 21833

of Taylor, which wet the oritsricn thet they weare Jwmiged

unsnizously by ten reters se s socelslly uvesirable responses,

3k

wrowne and Aarlove,” however, note the higa subseyuent

31 A... Edwards, “The Relationship Betwsen Judyed
besirability of 8 %rmim and th% Vw@hmhiliny nhmt the mraiﬁ
&111 Be kndorsed,” Jourms} of Avnlis ooy, Yole 27,

TOrR, LPYSel Press,

4 iy b ‘.

-3 Jan@z Ta&lwr, A k@ramnmliay v&lw mﬁ Hanilesl
1) uchEats N ‘ y@lu in

3% Devid V. Crovme snd D, JJarlowe, ‘A Hew Side of
%me&al ﬁ&a&ruhiliﬁy Imﬁaywmﬁ&mﬁ &f Peychopathnlogy . douiihal
ey $hology, Vol. @, H. b, 1760, 0. 3HG=35
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negalive cosrelations bhoiween Jdweed ' Jurinl caniranilley
seale and sueh RPL sealos ca sycuwsthenis, oohir nren’s
and suggest diffiewlties o inborcpstation, Ln view of low
correlation with the .1 lie Sesle 3t is ~oazlole, toese
sutnors contend, that high soores on the hdwards' Joclsel
Tesirability Seale refleat in feact the soclel desivatdlity
rasponse set or relative freedom from ithe pethology in quesw
tion or anxiety lnvolved In the content of the iteme, The
authors contimie thatl ersonslity test ressonses should oot
be used at the smee tle to exlablish the existence of &
social desireblillity response set and ss personplity deseristing,
Crovne and Marlowe, in addiition, have exglored the
motivation thet might lesd individusls in respordd in a scoislly
deeirsble fashion in en aftespi to furnish & rationsle rorf thir
videly encouateread rosponse set. These lnvestipators have
vestulated that peeple Lend to respnd in fevorable, sselslly
Zepirable terme in erder to sehieve the spprovel 7 others,
Aeeorcingly, Crovne end Merlowes® define soelal Geslrsbility
#s behavior metiveted by 2 need For spproval snd the expectanoy
thet approvel cen be sttsined by behaving In eulturally kcogpie

sble mammers. Conformity, they suggest, sobedies a clrss of

3J ﬁawtd e wawmw %mm L. mnrlawﬁq upraval
5 dHBAME LT S hent ened | Yew fopl, w118y,
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behaviors engeged in by individuals socking v satisiy a
need fur sociapl approvel as well 53 other Lbhings.

Wpting that response~bisg research haz basen sublact
te the weskness due to the laberent confounding of test-item
content with determining stylisilce tendencies, such ss need
for soeisl spproval, Crovns and prlove suggest thetl response~
set measures should be related to relevant and independent
behavioral criteria. To this ¢nd, hasing themselves on the
premise of consistency of paychologleanl lunctioning, these
finvestigators note thet individual differences in the need
for scciel approval would imply behavieral differences in
othar non-teat altuations and so a saries of experipents were
carrisd cut to test the walidity of ths sunstract.

Faced with the earlier mentlonsd difficulties in
interpretstion of the goeinl desirabllity scale of -Swards,
thess authors developed a measure themselves such that items
were incluted if they met the fellowing oriteris; o) usneni-
wously Jjudged by ten experienced raters sz reflecting sulbural
approvel, k) be untrue of virtuslly ell people, and o) have
minizal correlations with measures of psychopathology and
axtreme anxisty.

Looking et the results of seversl studles, it weuld
appenr that individusls who typify s soeisl-desirebility
reaponse set, sz tapped by the Marlowe~Crowns Hesd for Juelsl
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S RLY ko
g, tonl Lo be pore oonf rwLng, gautlous end

@@:5{%&31@1&3? shun thoss whe desorlibe theoncolves in les:
favorable terms, They aprear to menifest grester asensbllity
te soelisl] Influence as reflected byt &) higher Tevoretility
e their asttituder towards sn extrerely dull snd repetitious
task,33 b} greater verbal confitionability, both 2irectly

and viearicusly 3f and ¢} mere frequont menifestetions of
soeial canfarmity,&ﬁ among other things. In reviewing thair
findings, Crowvne and Harlowe suggest thet basleslly the
litersture illustrates a relation botween ¢ self-evalustlive

5tyle and what R&ium&m&l has termed “other-directed® behovior.

36 Bomnie Bitrlekland and .7, Crowne, "Conforpity
nder Conditlons of Zleulated Group Fregsure 8s o Funciion of
the ﬁaad for Social Snorowel,” Journs) of 5 e "
"”2?1& }‘UQ ;H«Jt 3»; 1)’@?& o 3W1“14wlu

e

3{ “*«%w ﬁrﬁal%ﬁ‘i 2id 51*33’4 E«a' * f»z’ﬂkhmg ‘f‘wu l’é’ﬁﬁ'@‘& ima ﬂg.s? vaﬁlg
Improvisstion end Attitude Change,” unpublished paper resd
b&aﬁf& Hdwaslaran éﬁgmnw¢waiﬂmi %&ﬁmﬁibm*fﬁi uhuw&b& pAS u,g

35 De Harlows apd L0, Crowney “docind Besirabllliy
anﬁ ﬁaa@anan to Pereeived Bituntionsl Demsnds,” Journal. of
P b ,% RRCALEAL » ¥el. ?5& Hr 1@ l%&&y e AGS=d]

3% »,5*uw»Wﬁw and Bonmie Siricilond,; "The Conditleon
mf‘?&rbal Behavivr aa 8 Fun@timm,wf th& &m@ﬁ f@r Goutindl
Apsrovel,” deuzp e spd doeial oovohudage, vol. 63,
%1,

o, 2, 1

b D.¥, Crowne and L. Liverant, “ﬁaﬁfarmitr
Vaﬁyiﬁﬁlﬂﬁﬂﬁitiﬂmﬁ mf ”%r&mm&l u@mmm%mamt,“ PR

Ungler
Vol. 66, No. &, 1667,

41 David Belsmam, Yale

University Press, 1950,
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Wrowne and sarlows's eenstruvt hngs not olseed serving
23 the ubjeet of eritielss, however. «hlle nmrwr%@ is
impressed at the sutdors' bresdth of experimentetlon withs
respect to thelr construect, he notes iastences of insdeguste
discussion of findings which do not follow their antleipstion,
such 28 the case in wileh Doth low-and-high need for soproval
subjects faﬁlaﬁ to manifest vertal conditinalng, Othey
authors*3s ¥ eoo are impressad by the scspe ~ behaviorsl
corralates and feel these suopnri the need e snelal apwrovs]
gunstrust.

Losking towards the nroposed stuly once weres, 14 13
aaticipated that there existz a relationshi- betwesn the
mani fested eveluative denendende of an individusl sm! the
coneomitant degree of vsychnlogienl differentiation of the
individuel, JFore speeifically, 1t iz anticipeied that in«
dividuals manifesting & high need *nr greisl approval will
concomitantly reflect less srtienlsted vsyelwlogicnl Afffwer-
entiation when cogpared to individualz amsnifesting & lew

w bz Lagnavﬁ (. ﬁawﬂr, ”’amwlm to Gtudy Tests and Tasts
0 W Felpdes Bl Caky CEycholors, Yole 1L, s @
1966, ». 166, PR AR T

b2 6.8, Klein, ﬁarr&@t Emrr anﬂ h,i. ﬂﬁlilwﬁys
lurpunulity wbrusture,” EIVPTEIRTD ST AT, TN
wuim Blte, Annuel Reviows ‘mm.* Q%?g p.

Wg.w l’ﬁ“«

b J.8, Wigpins, “Pergonality Btracture,’ fn Abgusd
bbbk BUGRSEE s ¥k L5y Valo By Lady sdliuu g Beviue
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need for approval. This expectation appears theoretically
consistent with the reasoning of both Crowne and arlowe

and Witkin et al. Firstly, Crowne and Marlowe'td suggest that
the high need individual, as illustrated by his greater
amenability to outside influence, tends to look ocutside him-
self for cues which suggest how he might act so as to gsain
approval. OSecondly, in a somewhat similar fashion, Witkin
ggngl.ué pcsit that individuals of global field approsch,
lacking s more complete sense of separate identity and more
developed internal frames of self-reference, will tend to
rely more heavily on the guidance and support offered by
others in their environment. Accordingly then, in this study,
it is possible that the high need individual will neve more
difficulty in a task which requires the sepcration of an
object from the perceptual fleld in which it 1s embedded,
because of his tendency to rely more heavily on the external
field and less on his own internsl bodily cues and sensations.
Consequently then, it is hypothesized that individuals
characterized by high need for social approval will concomi-
tantly reflect a lesser degree of psychological differentiation
when compared with individuals characterized by low need for

approval,

45 Crowne and Marlowe, OUp, Cit., p. 190.
k6 Witkin gt gl., Op, Cit., v. 155.
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The litsratwe relevant to 8 pussible relativnani .
betwesn need 1 ¢ social sporowel ang suyenelugical 4uifleren-
tiation shall mow be examined,

?w@b&rt@m,gf in a factor analytie study employing
tests loading on Thurstone's flexibility=-ef=-ulrsure Yootor
28 wall a8 & large mumber of sersonellty weasurss, found
nessures reflecting attitudes of depemiencw on nthers to he
related to perceptual performance., College students who.
in Witkin's bverminology, were fleld dependent tended to ha
“dependent on the good epinion of others,' and sooially
vutgeing, wvhile subjlects of nmore snelytieal leld suprosch
ware more Tasbitious and logieal, and theoretically oriented.
ﬁellh“ spprogched the prokles Y devendence on the
socisl enviromment snd cognitive style in a 44fferent fashion.
Bne developed an stiitudine) self-rating sosle on the bsais
ef Reiswen's concept nf inner-directed amd other-directed
attitudes go that one end of the seale reflscted the innere
directed orientetion while the oppesite taef the otherw

directed oriemtation. This soale snd a battery of percentusl

W7 Carl £~ ﬁamharton, ”me ﬁimauru Paotors Kak&t&&
1o m@ ﬁmt ARLY SGr AR uRl [y n‘flg e “y
195%; B 1%*1?5&

l"’ﬁ faMim "FU %ng Zigmwmgﬁw% &%{3 ‘m fz &hﬁ&'”
R A ,y abudez, unpubllished dootersl Lhesis presentes
¥ of Oradumte Lollege of Yale University., Hew

Havaty X@ ) 6 Pe
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tests were sdmialstered 9 & group ) ocllese pndargrivintes
and the author e oorts that Jiode deputu ard abigels toenled
to score significantly towerds the other-diracted, and {leld
independent towarde the innsr-directed nle of the senlo,
at the (.01 level.

Gwrﬂansh? using poyehistric patlonta ag subfuote,
reports that field deccndant pu! feets fos Irfdexsd Ly the

fesy) tended to view themselves on & wodifled

Tiurstone seale, end be viewsmd by thelr physlelsn in charze,
ag soeially dependent to 8 aimificently greater degree than
field independant subjecis,

These findings are conglstent with certsin svi‘enve
of Crutchiisld gﬁ;al.ﬁﬁ wh oorrelated cheeklisy on? Geanck
items with extent ~f rgychologlenl M ffarentistion &y tanoed

Thene Arzy 31y Fores erpialac who

vare ¢laseified asg ' oonewrnad with zoo® Inoression, presncious,
and considerate” tended in he of global cognitive style: while
those clasaified as 'effsetive lender, solf reliant” tiified

& more artizulated mode of I'ield sprroach, In addition,

ko B, Gorden, An Ea;,,;mﬂnta;_ My or Hnpendenecs

nazogndance in 8 Snedal snd Lol _,ﬂ%.g; ’“ g MW£AWlwﬂi@ﬁ
doctoral thesis presen e Upaduate Biles
2f the Usdwersity of &mu&hurn Ma1lgﬂfﬂi% 1%, L1 s

50 Med. Urutchfieldy Dy 6. Woodworth eng Duth ~liraton,
“?arawp&W&l Pamﬁarmaucw sl tha Lfrwvtiww Merern, Papsonne]
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tnogse reslucting ' ooelaess and alnl8eocl wila vespeet o
~toers, end lack of swarenes. oi sccial stiliulaace values,’
«Bnliested a8 estraemely {loll ipdepsndent &,  fo&ch.
Tore recently, uu&uafalagi pagagsed hwid fur social
g rr0oval using the MNarlowe-..uww sosle, and 2ode offlsld
gt and Thurst e 's abaddsd

Wit PUfty el 20llugs eiuclents as sublects,

o hyontheslzed relationahiy between strong apporoval motives
tion and cxtead f psyehologiesl Jiflsrentiation was pugiorted

wus emplryal but not when she

Pant wo., .34 . The Sutlesyr tunds e Feel thet

“althougza the (ST res.lis z.oweelat elowied e pletuley Lees,
o Tirtue of the Lef reselits, & #igaifacent selarionshiz
sebwsen field dupendencs amd need for %.oial gopeoval was
seen é@&@ﬁﬁtﬁ&t&ﬁ;”gg Tile conelualon Dolliowe dnaenfald's
sap ssition tomt the Thurgtoene Jigurez Jv aot tar the verisble
32 eognitive 3tyle as well as the tests of «ithin at al.

in retrospect then, «hile aol wruaplete sy oonsisfent,
tae litsratere reviewsd appesre to revssl some iateresting
gimilarition between high need ior soedal sy voval fatdividumsls

and individuals of weras global, less Jifferentieted field

m NETSIT A &?ﬁﬂﬂf@lﬂ, %Ma MMW l.:"k s LY
Jeprelates of the High Need fop Sifd, w%%hﬂﬁ&m YIS LY
hﬁ?ﬁbf‘ﬁJWi i 18 gﬁgammiw& @w ® LPRTE LY wauﬁwi
s ohle state ﬁmﬁw&;siﬁy, Colwsbus, 1ok, vii-1h7 ¢,

52 Juld.s ve ThTH,
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GUIPORGH.  SUSR COTVIPEBNces Sugges?t thore may be sesningiul
conegr>tual links between these fwo aress ol ceewrch and
lond analogical support 0 the saticlpetion that Lndlividusls
amupifenting bl newd for sealnsl apiroval will rellaeet so
the osmse tiwe B omore global, less 40 (Uereatlsted mode of

f1ald aporoach than indiwidunls manilesting less need Dor

In the naxt secilon, considepstilon will be given to
the theoretioal and experimental {intings bmole to the dorondent

variable, psyenologlenl differentistion oF cogsalilive style,
3o Payehologieonl Lifferantis tion.

Uwer two densdes ago, Huoh and witiinddy By 55, 5

sresented sligificant svldenecs whleh zuunortsd tho dnterasratation

5% §.2. Asch snd H.A. Witkin, “itudles in Svane
mim@mm 1, Per w;»wm of wi‘iﬁm M‘% Mlaslaced Vosual

hodlsny, Vols 30, Ro. 3

Al s e “Htudies la bsmce Grlenbtotioas IIy Tape
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thet sn individual's ability Lo Juwige the vertienl in zraee
iz determined primarily by upright objleats in the saryoang-
ing visuwael fleld, and secondarily upon lnner bodily cuss s’
sensstions.

This finding, long with evidence of snduring indivii.-
a8l diflerences between sublects in thelr perlorsmsncesz on
wWitkin's rather ingenicus tests of spsge wri@atutimm$5ﬁ led
to the formideticn of the [leld dependence~{leld independence
continuum. Thess tests hevs in comuon the task wheresin s
subject 15 required $o separate an item from its fleld,
whether the 1tesm be & simple rod, a gesometrle design, or s
body in spaee, Those subjects whe had trouble separsting
figure from ground vers termed {ield dependent becsuse of
their 6ifficulty in disregarding the influence of the visusl
field.

Cther perscns, on the other hand, ware sore sble t-
prereelve Independently of the surrcunding visual field when
ssked to sapareate sn ltew f{rom its contexkt, and were tersmed
figld independent. Thelr successful performancess on vitkin's
mosgures were considered to reflect sn analyticml fleld
approack, whereln parts of the fisld are thought to be experi-

enced &6 discrete and the field as an apgenized structursd
whole,

57 H.h. Witkin, ° The Hature and lmoortsne of
Ingividual Differsnces in Ferception,” Jowrnsl of . erscomlity
Vol. 14, Ha. <y ?ﬁ?; P lkg”lfﬁm
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4ith the passagoe of tlme and conelderable experimen~
tation, witkin and his colleagues’ began to fesl that the
welght of evidence supported the conelusion that the dimenw
sion of field dependsnce~independence constituted & reflsection
of the individusl's overall perceptual appreoach, noting con-
sistency of performance In & variety of perceptusl situations,

The suthors contimued to find consistency in perfupe
mance, however, in areas other thaen strictly perceptusl, =0
thet 8 number of personality correlates of fleld depentdencs-
independence begen Lo eserge,. Briefly, fleld dependent sub-
Jocts tonded tﬁ typify releatively less snalytlie ability in
intellectunl and problemesalving tesks; to be lss#s active
in desling wilh the envircmment; Lo have less control over
thelr owa impulses; to have less self-estesm; amd to have &
lesg differentliated body lmsge. On the other hand, subjects
who typify the {i=ld infependent mpproach were noted to be
beotier able to solve tasks desmnding analytic abilitles; to
have more swereness snd control over thelr own lmpulsss; to
be more setive fn reletion to the environmenty to have greater
self-esteen; and 2 more highly differentiated Body imsge.
Subsequently, witkin ghaul. note that “Thase patisrne suggest

59 H.4. Witkin, H.B, waﬁa, #, Jertupan, K, Hachover,
B, Hegssner and 8. eapner, lergosality Throwsh Feresnblon
Hew York, Harper, 195k, p. W9l-h
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oened pleney in psycholagicsl functioning whdeh pervades the
individualts perceptusl, intellectusl, as-iicakl, motives
ticnsl, defensive, and socigl mpmratimnm.”ﬁ%

Frosm extensive crosse-gectional and longitudinel
studies, Witkin and hiz colleagues have noted parallel
developmental differences in both psrospiunl perfurzsneen
and the releted psrsonality cheracteristics. From this
standpoint then, and congrusnt with werner's™ opthogentic
prineiple of differentistion from glebsal to articuleted,
43tkinfl postulstes that the Cleld dependence-indepundence
continmum provides an index of the extent of overall puay-
eholegieal differentiation of the individusl, lIn s subse-
guent review of hls work, witkin stresses thats

Progress from global to artiawl&t&dz whieh cowmes
about with growth, cceurs not -nly in peresption,
lave, but in thinking as well. Artioulsted experi-
ence iz 8 zign of develuped 4ifferentisticn fim the
cognitive sphere, IDevelopment ol experisnce of
self slso shove g progression from globel to sril-

culated: apd hers sgsin grester articulation
signifies greater difierentistion.tz?

5‘;} Witkin Mi; Payeint on

o H. derner, Lon:
sent, New York, deol

61 Witkhin g3 8).y Lavcholesics

62 A.a. Witkin, "5 Cognitive siyle Approsch to
Zfs?fﬁﬁ-/(:ﬂ ﬁaﬁfﬁl %ﬁmﬁ-& 8 h _j:.,,.‘ 2;5 t 13 ";1. Sh NI A 0 oyt N A A
vﬁi- :gy %* i‘é’g 1%?& EM} ﬁ:‘;
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»Ltiin continues:

The fact that the wverlous Inticestors of develoned
difrerentiation tend {¢ ‘go fogether' in the stwe
person guggests that they sre not disoreet rehieves
mants of se, arale ehannels of prowthn Wt rather
diverse expressions of an unferlying rrocess of
developmont towsrd greater poychulogical azgﬁlﬁﬂﬁtj.ww

By differentiat on then, ~itkin re<furs to Lhy aogree

2 ewmplexity of & personsliiy system's sivuclure and ocone
timues that & high degree of filferentiation fmplies a wure
clear separatica of what is Ldentiliced as belonmging Lo

self and what l: fdantified as belomging Lo the saviromment.
This "segregation of sell” helps permit greater determination
of behavior from within, gz opposed Lo & more or less enw
Toresd relisnce un eaternel nurturance, typleal of the
relatively wdiflerentisted state. ‘e sulonomous Tuno-

6l iz made possible through

the intermediary construets of mere developed lnternal

ticning these authors conlend,

frawes of self~-refurence, sl & more highly Jeveloped sense
»f swparate identity. The browd oconcept of peychologicsl
difrerentisticon then, bBaz relerence o 8 jolarliy of globsl
versus articulated Junstioniug which cuts across traditional
peyehclogies) srems and provides e haslo Jor enncentuallsing

zelf~gonsiztencivs in sersonslity structure,

&3 1hlde, po 23%,
ol witkin gk 8l.,

Ze 13"5»
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In retrospect then, within the framework of thely
system, Witkin and his sssecletes bave opersti-mally do-
I'ired extent of psychologicel differentistion in terms of
hov an ingividuel performs on certsin tasks; soeversl of
whilch tap how well & persom can separate an item from the
surrounding fi¢ld. Iin the wisusl sphere then, & more ¢iffer-
entiated individual iz typified by sn snalybicsl or &rtlou-
lated cognitive atyle, or flelr iadependent mode of nep-
ceiving both kdmsel{ and his snviromment, while & less
alfferentiated individual iz one who is typified by & more
diffuze or globael cognitive style, or fleld dependent
sode of parception. Lifferentliation thus gerves u#s &
construct for conceptuslising communelity of behavior in
several areas of paychological functioning. In the diller~
entistion hypothesls, Witkin holds that at sny polat in
tiwe, there iz s ceriain consistengy of strupture sueh
that with grester articulation of experience of the world,
there lp associsted greater srtleslation of experience
of thae self, and this latier in terms of more nighly
developed internnl Irames of selfereference and a more
highly developed sense of separete ildentity, smong other
thinge,
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Lritlelams o witkin's work havs been voleed in tnot
curtain aﬁﬁhnraﬁs’ﬁﬁ are soncerned with a possible ' blasing
effect® ia Witkin's methodolegy. These aubhors suggest

tist the percestione-personality relationsniss could have

been influenced by the experiwenter's prior Enovlsdge con-
corniag the subjectts pergeptual performence, @wrﬁm&w,&? on
the other bend, feels thsat Witkin's tersm diffzrentistion

s¢ems %o ilwmply more generslity then is warranted, as he aotes
tnat several studies have indicated that certain problem-
solving and verbal skills, whieh clearly require z great
degree of differentistion, vere not fuvund tr pelates to <itkin's
wnezsures of d4fferentistion, é@iglmrgéa ton, notes concern 83
he repsrts that meny of the empiricel relstionships found bew
tween Witkin's gercentusl messurss abd certain other tests
eould be due the common relastionshis vetween all the soorey

and “genoral intelligence,” zs defined by stendesrd intelligence

tests., To this last contention, however, ¥Witkin repliss thats

65 w.Hd, Holtzmen, "Heview 0f H.h. mitklm, H.B, Lewis,
ﬁﬁrtzman1 Kﬁ %aﬂkFVﬁr, 7. %&i&n&r'mnd i wmnnﬁr igggg@,

66 4. Uruen, "A criticlasm snd ﬁw»w#&lu&timm.af wihﬁia’m
zeraw@tiwn end me#np&iﬁaqurmannlitx worde, ' doprnal of Gensrsl
Farenology, Vol. 96, ¥ . 1, 1967, p. v3-91,

67 8.4, Gardnar, “Book Reviews," jnerigen Jvurpel. af
SRE « ‘gf@l' ié’, %i ?g 19@%,, (Y 1”%&

u.m bow , w@i&l&@l", M uaiﬁuu % adi bl 8 B Tho. | g7
s 1 4 .L'L (i Yo :i'.!' WL 9 vglg 'L,!g %ﬂ* a@‘% &ﬁgtw&ﬁ%ﬁt 1,4 a{;\“ﬁ 3
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The significent relation {rogquently reported pet.sn
seasures of fleld dependonee and tonal Intelligence
test seores 1z ‘ecsrricd' largely by thooe purdlone
of intellipgence tests which require anslyiical
functioning,%?

Yost recerdly., Yamadn’ " har inveptizaten the ° compon
Jenominator' relstionchlpy betweden tests nf intellipgence and
meggures of [leld appreach and has found support, e8lthough
not umanimous, for it. Deapfte the ;ossible earlier meihod-
leogicel vesknesases and possible premalure over-sxtension
of the bregdth of thr vayeholopgizal differentiatlon congtruct,
its value as g heuristic model 1o ;2id tridute Ly the sheey
sbhundance of data 1t srticulates and synthesizes. Indocd,
it 1z felt Yam&ﬁayl sakes & pertinent obzervaticon when he
netes that stromg erlitique is & reflection of  viabls theory
bullding, Ia this study then, the dimsnsion of fleld
dependence~indspendence 1 sssumed to provide an ladex of
the eztent of paychelogiesl differentistion.

In the next section, the posslible relationships between
both attitude shift toward congrulty end need for suvclal
npproval, and extent of psychologicel differentistion will be

sresentad in question form and the aull hypotheses ptated,

69 witkin ot 8l., rEyepols

5«3 # ﬁ{ig

70 By Yamadea, sxtent of PW*mhvlm§;c&l Lifley mtintion
sz Dolated o Im@lli:gwmw,’ wndubli shed doetorel thestis re-
zented te the Maculiy of Fsyechology of the Uniwversity «of
ittawe, Lnlerie, 1043, willslno s,

73 Ipddes 2o 17,
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ke The vrovlus snd Tuooretical iypo thoses,

Bafors proceeding with the statement of the Jrublen,
it is Felt it may be helpful to reliterste . ome of the con~
vergances betweenn the various aress of rendesioli.

Pirstly, 1V has been noted thet the use of oxnternel
staxwiards in the forssilon end waintenance ol Judgments
sppears gn underiying cneracteristic of lmdividuals wae
manifesty &) comparetively greater attitude change in
certain situstions; ) relatively higher need for soclal
spproval; and o & relatively lesser extent of paychologieal
differentistion, sgaln, it hes been noted that greater
suggestibility sad conforming behavior apvears as g charscter-
istic im all three areas. In addltion, it vould appear &n
‘gtoer-direcsted” as opposed o inumer-directed” orlentatlion
atpesrs coummon io persons who manifest graster attlitude snift,
aigh need fur socisl apsreval, and s relstively zlobel sxtint
of girferentiation, Fron convergences such as these 1t is
moprasted that: &) ladividusls who manifess grester sttltuwde
shlrt are fMunculoning with a lesser degree of vsycouloglusl
difrverentiation than sre those vho penilezt lesuvsr sttliude
cadrty and L) individuals who ssnifest hiph need for swcial
ppreoval eare functicaing wiin & Jlesger degres of psychiecluglesl
difserenilatil.n then sr¢ those whe menifoet low neoee (-f

sueial ap.rovel.
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Foousing on the owveral) probler then, tols study
seeks to investigate the following questionsz, Flrstly, is
the atgaliude of attitude shilt towsrd congruity inverwely
related to the extent of pgycholrrical differsntiation of the
individuals decunding the commm
specifieslly, are those individusls who manifest greater

pleations nessage’ HMove

attitude shift toward congrulty, concomitantly less difrer-
entisted or of more global {ield spproach than those who
sanifest lesser sttitude shifi towerd eongruence’ Secondly,
is the degree of need [or the approvel ol significant others
8lso inversely related to the extent of pesyehologioal differ
entiation of the individusl’ OUnce again, more specifically,
are those individusls vwhe manifest high need For scoisl
approvel, concemitently of less differentisted or mere global
field spproseh then tiwge vho manifest low nged for soeldd
apprevalt? And lsatly, do the stiitudinal and motivetlionel
myrinbles combine in such & wey &2 to produce sn offeot
unkttributeble to either aciing in isclationy

It is suggested that when a yroup of individusls is
divided into four subegreups: 1) high attitude shift-high
need for soclal spprovel; 2) high ettitude shift-low need
for secisl approvel; 1) low attitude shift-high neced for
socisl spprowal; and b} low sttitude shift-low need for
sooial apsrovaly a renkt order will ocour in Lerss of flels

dependence performsnce, That lo, the sube-grouy manife=stiag
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higher scores ln measures both of attitude shift and approval
need would be most field dependent, typifylng & globsal,
lesser extont of dirfersntlation, Un the other hand, the
sub=group manifesting low seores on both sttitude shift and
approvel need measures would be moszt fleld independent,
typifying an srticulated, higher degree or diffsrentistion,
It is anticipated furthsy that the sub-groups msaifesting
high scores on attitude sidft mod 1ox geoiwd on spormvel
nead snd vice verss, will fall within the reange between
the prior mentioned grousp 43 1la toese oeses Lhe effacts
gsatielpated frow the stilituie sollt-dlilerontleation rela-
tionship aspesar in contradiction to the effeciz saticiysted
froa the evelustive dependsnce~differentliatin releaticnshin,
Ic investigate these guestlions the Iodlowlng expertis
montal null bypotheses are sut Povrtis
1. Thers is mo statlstlchlly sigallicant &3illeroncs
between persons olezalflied s sanliesiing great.s
eoneept-shift of atiitude towsrd vongrulity and
those olassified me manilestiog lesser ooncept-
shift of attitude in extent of rayehielogical

&4£farwwtiatimn B3 meswuryd by “Miuéﬂl% dogdeand~
st performenees,

2. Ihere iz sno statisticelly significant dirfersnce
batween porsons elessificd we manifesting hisu
need for zwviul spproval and those clsosifled as
sanifesting low need for seelel wppreval in
extent of paychological airzﬁwbw?iqti N &S
mossured by ;ortable Boy-andel o5 ’
BANCOD,

« <]
\v:."ﬂ,ht.hi ™
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3s Toere is no statistically signiriceut intesrection
effect between the sttitudinal {grenter versus
lesser concept=ashlfl of attitvde) and asilvetl vl
{(high versus low need Oor sceisl sporovsl) vayie
ables in axtent < psycwloziasl ) fferentinti 4
gz messured by porteble Bod-ppnde-Frame Tent
sarforsanses.,

ik

In order to i2st these hypotheses, the following

sxperimental deslign was esteblisned,
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Tne design of this project is presented in this
chspier in five sections. In the flrst, the varisbles under
investigation will be defined relative to their messurement
process and an exanple of 2 typleal asseriion shell be cited,
sollowing these opersationsl definitions, the torlz uged in
the study &re deseribed snd the criteria for thelr selaciion
are given along with seme vtengible support for thelr wvalidiey
and reliability. The subjects who partlcljated in the atudy
are deseribed in ssotion three and in section four the sxperie-
mental procedures are cutlined., This chapter is Lhen gone
eluded with a briefl descripticn of the statistisal procedures
used in the analysis of the results.

1., OUpersaticmel Definitions.

AB uag&a@l has suggested that magnitudes of predicted
attitnde shilt are largest when sources are peroeived as
aighly polarized and concepts rolatively neutral, this comdi-~
tion was sought is the present experiment. Aceordingly, &
soures 1s seld to be the ohivct of & highly polarized sttltude
if its semantic differentisl score lies betwesn 12 and 1.

1 Gude Usgood, personsd commundcation, 1565,
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or ~12 and ~18. A score within these ranges requires the
use of at least four out of 8lx extreme scale positions which
the rater 1g instructed o use 1f he feels the Ltem to big
“axtremely’ related to the appropriste and of the scele.

On the other hand, 2 concept is sald to be the
objeet of & relatively neutral aflitude il 1t3 semantic
differentisl acore lies between plus 6 and minus 6. A& score
gt the extremes of this range is obtainsd by the subjlect’'s
use of the scale pozitions adjacent to the neutral position
for all ratings. These scale positions sre to be used when
the rater feels the item te be 'alightly” related to elither
end cof the sesls., In this connection it was obhserved by
this writer that reters were consistent in the use of the
seales to the extent that no seore was found 1o this reange
that wes due to the slgebraic sum of falirly latense ratlings
of different polerity.

A source is defined as the subject of an asgsertive
sentence in whieh it cherscteristicslly takes an evaluative
pesition about & partioular ites which is called a concept.
Thus, in the ssserticn “Johm ¥. Jemnedy favors investigations
by congressional commltiees,” John ¥, Keanedy 1z the souree,
favors iz the assertive copuls, andt investigetlons by cone

gressionsl oommittess le the concapt.
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Lo king aovw st concept-shiflt ol attdtude toward
eongruity, an individual sbhell be olessitilied as wmanifenting
groeter attituie akdfy i7 the diflerence botween hls
ssmantle 3iffeventdal ratiag of & concwpt in isclation end
in vombinaticn with a polavizes source ls preeter then 3
peale wndts, v n the sther hand, sn lndividusl was pleassified
¢z mandfesting lesser attlitude shift toward congrolty A7 the
tiflerencs buiween kis gsemgntic 3iflerential rating of &
emeest in iselsticn and in coabiomtlon with & colardesd
seures iz less then 3 soale wnlis, In the absence of &
reoagnled tut-of? score for the attitudinal variable, 3
sgople uniis wes ohosen 83 11 consdtltuted tuo wedlan attituds
coange goore for the su.jectw-pul, thereby permlitisg squal
ruanbers in sach gub-groun. raralleling thls lioe of readon-
ing, an individusl waz classified &s manifesting high aeed
for soelal approval 40 his score on the

le cxeveded 15.1, while Individuasls

geariog below this polnt wore clazsilled ay panifestlng low
need for soeial apgrovel.  ere again, 15.1 constituted the
woiian score oy the sublect peol, thereby aliviing equsld
roambers of subjects above and below 1t. In the Usllowing

gecting, the instrusenty used in the quantification of the

yariables snell bYas dizeudsssd,
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dttention will be directed to the tools esployed in
the study of stiltude shift towerd congrulty, neeg fopr
sgeia)l sporvoval, and extent of [jeyehelecgles) difTerentiation,
To this ext, &) & selection suegtivonsire, b)) the senmantic
dirferentisl, o the Harlowe
sceles ) the porteble Rodeand~fras

Farg 4 were used,

5) The deleetion yuestionraire,~ &ince wnls study
gongerns itoel? with songepi-shift of ptiitude when sources
are hiphly polarized and concepts relatively meutrel, it wes
ngeessary to obtain and employ sources and concepts vhich met
these sonditions reletive to the sublect-po-l inwelved, To
this end, & pelectlon gquestlionnsire was construcied whose
surpose was to obtaln an oversll imdex of the attitude &
subjectl kpld with respect to & large mumber of potentisl
soureas znd concenrts,

A prarhic type reting scale wae constroeted in
aceoordance with the practice reccamended by @u@lrwrﬁ«? &
single sontimwus blenclor horizontal scele wasz desiroed with
the five cues: Favor, Sligntly Fewer, Reutral, 3lightly

D mapprove, snd Disapprove., plwced Yznesth. The nubjects

2 et ﬁuilf@rﬂé bagshomatriv

] phbods, Hew ¥ ork
Hebraw=Hill, 195%, p. 267. ’ ’
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were asked in the lnstructionu to indiczte thelr ri:zponse by
rlacing a checkmark on that pert of the scale which corre-
sponded with the way they fell generally tcwards the presented
item.

This bi-pelar scale was gcored using nine categories
which were not of equal width. In this manner, (iner dis-
criminations in the more polarized regions of the scale were
afforded. The six-inch line was sub-divided intc a half-
inch cetegory at each extremity while the region between
these was broken down into seven equal divisiocns of 7/10ths
nf an inch each. The numerical value assigned to each cate-
gory increased by one geing from right to left so that the
extreme right-hand category had a value of winus 4 and the
extreme left-hand category had a scale value of plus 4,

The following consideratlons werz taken into account
in the choice of sources and concepts from the field of
nolitlcal perscnages and daily events. It was necessary for
the subject-pocl to have rather polarized attituds:z towards
the sources for the latter to be effective when combined with
relatively neutral concepts. oparlier researcht has supported
this paradigm as conduclve to attitude change when the

sources and concepts were drawn {rom the area of prominent

3 M. McCarrey and (Gilles P, Chagnon, “"Intensity of
Assertion and the Congruity Prineiple,” i of Soel

Psychology, Vol. 76, §no. 1, 1968, p. 69-7%,
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tigures and delly events Lo the insbténce where the zublects

comprised & felrly well o uceted snd mabure groap,
Agcordingly, the following method was wzed (o chooue

sources and concepts which would be included in the selegtion

guastiognelire. Firstly, a provicously aM@lﬁyﬁéh lizt of

twenty-three potentisl sources snd twenty-nlne potentiasl

remove fifteen potentiszl sources and potential cuncepis.
Taese items least Dulfilled the crliterion that sourees be
reletively polarized snd concepts neutral with respect ¢o the
subjects 1in the earlier study. In thelr plece werae sdded

gight potential sources and elight potential concepis chosen

The ooncomitent eriterion for luaclusgion on the selecw
tion guestionneire was the Judged credible possible combins-
tion of sach potentisl conecept with st lesst two potentiasl

}GM‘\; Pa &9“’7&5.

be

5 prilanniicn Book of bhe fenx
clopedia Britannd vy L50%, leshih
& Ihide, 1?%54 Yelith

7 Add., 1967, 1-032 p,

8, Chicago, Enelye

. ) 22 i 5 ‘ 4 %fﬁx; whm! ?;’5‘;;‘59‘ 'B‘:w"j“k’g é’&ﬁ%ﬁ L1
File inc., oo o
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congepte, These Jadgments were made by lie ea;eriasnter
in ssch ctae.

The order of preseniat!ion of the ootentisl sources
Bn’ eoncents 15 Ellustrsted by the sasple buoklet lp Appendirx
? and was the same [or all Looklaita., %o gouge su Lfa.ox of
Lhe cenvistency witn walen sl jects responfed on bhe seleg-
ion guestlonmaire, Ipar fuone reascmly LL0UED wale PepB&les
in gach bocklet, Tno rejtuted Ltems were eonstant for all

2oklats,

That sush & selectics guestioonsice oonptliutes a
vellc zne relisble mewsorizg fastrumont has rocelved Litile
Irvagtigntlon due Lo 1%z restricled wise Severtheless, @
s:lretion questionnaire of this naturs was analoyet by Lhe
amzaraigna¢@ and & yYrow. of alnety-alght sabjects of mean
8,6 thizty-four years showed averags deviatlong per sesle
udgment <P 0,00 seale units over an interwel of three days.
JUeing the evalustive form of the semantie 4ifferentisl 68 s
eriterion, sdeguate predictive walldliy of the selection
Gassbioumire apsears reflectel by & peoduct mnment correla=
tinn betwsen zcores on thess two @espsures of » % 0,79 for &
group nf Fifty-live Lolon 00 o Larlier of et sbuds.

5) The sewantic DLT.reatlele~ Tol: bnetr.aeat

eralweiunes the seans (0o e aonsurassud of concept-shllg

o - - -
G e wrrey amd ChBgnchy Clallidder De BenThy
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ol cttitede ia thig study. Therelors, lLecsuse of its
impostanee te Lw project, consiteratlon will now be given
1o the reasen fur 1ts use, to suse indications ol valiolity
&nd relisbility, and {o the resscns governing the choioe of
the hiepolar adjectival asosles,

As the tool deweloped specificslly tur the mvasure=
L0t o1 meaning snd with atiituds nperationnlly daflined ss
the projestion of the meening of an item onte the eveluatlive
dimensgion of semantic spacee, the semantic €ifTeremtlal would
gpresar & nighly relevent snd ussful tool. lurthermore, since
the congrulty mode)l itsel! was borne out of experimental
wvork on the semantic difrlerential, it wes felt this atudy,
using the ssse model, should wtilize the sasme Instrument,
i this wey, the project could paintsin a certain consisianey
with other ressgreh on both the measurement vrocgss and the
eongrulty theory 1iself, 1> bs afrgctive an instrument is
royuired to be more thaa relevant, howevery velldity and
reliability are sspentiisl for the interpretation of resultis
and so starting with validity, these two propertles of tne
semantic differential shall mow be examined snd zome tanglible
gvidenve presented,
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LV Pviortel SeLLsfaew
oy evidence of the valiolty of the sunsnlle Cifferential

8 1] xic«w,ii in hiy review of gtoclisg boesrlyy oa semantic
difisprential resesrch, noteg the trond ol eonsiviensy with
widohi 1t nuantifies meaning in & very usaiul sanner. However,
nhe e tter of quantilicontlion latrofucns & pocesiely whiraubers
istfc of an instrusent suoh oo the reannilic Jifterentialy
ngsely, the velicity 1 vz scaling sssumptions, sad s
sttention will now L& clrecte? Lowards these.

To investizate the scellay sssumntinng List 1) thare

are eqgual intsrvals withinm esch bi-polar seele, and that

3} thers are egual intervels between the scales, A@Bbiﬂklh

hel sne neadred enllege uriirgreduster Juige twenl. conoapts

P

1c wﬁ&;lﬁﬁ L “sﬁw“m, q»urgﬁ do Gucl and Parey H.

Tenpenbaun, s Brvens, ﬂﬁ&w&raﬁty
af Illimmis “r@ﬁs, lwﬁ

11 Jane A, Eelly sngd Leon 4. Levy, "The Tlscrimin-
apility of %ﬁnﬁﬁﬁta niffmrantiataﬁ hy ﬁ@an@ artha ﬁﬁmauti¢
Cifferential,” Idusatiopel and fszcholozleal ‘leagucensnt,

¥ola 21@ oy 1* &ﬁ?iﬁﬁ lpi.

12 Austin &, Grzgg, " A Vﬁl&ﬁity mtmﬁy mt th@ ﬁamamxﬁr
"i*‘?@ranual Toconlgue " Jdosrnal oo o % Rt AN S A% \
Vﬁ 9 lﬁ, ﬂ&v 2; ﬁ@ril 1?‘9’ ?#

13 U Seatt doss, "Ourrent @mﬁ wwwgwthﬁ btatus of
Semgnile D7 Porantiel dogeurah,® B etk s
Vel, 10y o, 1, Januery 1900, p. P-4,

1% Zssmwel J. iessiek, “ietrie Properties wf fhe
Somantie miffﬁtﬁﬂ?iﬁlgm deurnad, on Sduontiongl sl g
SR LI o i i 'rlfﬂ, %ﬁ<m 1?5 5&! gg 1?3?% i
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cver nine most freguently vsec semontle oliffwrentisl sesles,
taploying the wmothod ~¢ suoeessive intervals the author notes
that slthough there is en apparent lneguslily of unlts within
any oine of tae scales the inlervel sices tend Lo be consiutent
between scales. That is to say, the zewe categories tend
Lo be eltner too large .r too ssall in siciler wacunts over
sll semles, 4lse it wae noted that the origin fulls in
sprroximatoly the ssme place on &ll seales. Messalick coneludes
that Jittle distortion would be introduced by using successive
integers s calegory mic-ppinte for these sceles and notes
*it avems reasonable to conelude that the seeling properties
implied by the semantice dirfereutial have some bagia other
ihan zmere &sa&m&tiﬁﬁ.“lg
These Cindings find Durther zupport from the study
vy Clifilﬁ who had 21¢ uniwversity undergraduates rete all
combipations of nine adverts and fifteen sdjecilves along =
seli-conatructed senle sunnlng frem o8t unfavorebles to most
raversble. ihe experimenter reperts thet sdverbs such ag
*alightly,” “quite” and “"extremely” combine multiplicatively
with edjectives such as “good,” “plessant” and “ordianry”
in dotermining sosling lovations for Judgments along the

17 Abdge, we 206,

lﬁ ﬁ&rman Glriss, VAdverbs mﬁ iﬁlﬁiyliﬁrﬁ #g&g@m
¥ i s “»’1 A mlﬁ ﬁé » ”“ o 15 $a &ncxﬁn— l‘ﬁ A ; ] L ; ::;*" :jl w
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eleven-step scale., Seale values of the ¢usblaations were
found using the method of suecessive Intervalsz. In his oon-
clusions Cliff points out, 'in & wery resal sensc 'exirewsly
good' may be ssid to he about one~snde-a-nalfl times ss good
as 'good .37 Tne author interprets his results ss supporte
ing the hypothesis that the common adverbs of desree {as
uged on the semantic differential) multiply the intensity of
the adjectives they madirly,

In sddition tv snowing evidense of its welidlity It
is further necessary for an effective measuring instrusent
to manifest stability vver time znd s the re)liability ~f L.«
semantic differential shall be next consicered,

In discussing some of the ~lver tsst-retest resesrch,
Gsgood gﬁ;ﬁl.lﬁ report & astudy in which 13% college under~
graduptes Judged six cmmespts over als eveluetlive scelen op
twn cocesions separated by five weeks. Testerstost coelligliw
ents renged Irom C.B7 to {.93.

Hovever, becsuse the correlation ecrefTicient .owvs 2.l
take inte account the absclute differences between the means
of the two tests the suthorsd? polat to its insdequecy as an
indax of stebility over time for the type of date given by

17 Ibid., e b2,
13 Usgood gt al., Qpe. Sl po 1725,
1% ikldey pe 127,
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the sementic differential. Aceordingly, the avthors estimate
reliability by determining the absolute scale devistions bew
iween test and retest. These deviations are renked in sbsolute
slze from smallest to largest end the frequency of each devi-
stion of & given size is recorded inm terms of tae parcsnings
of the total sample it represents. The sropertion of the

time a devistion grester then or egusl to sach size deviation
can be expected 1s compuled and funetions inm the role as .
confidance level.

in reviewing ths considerable relisbility data om the
semaniic differentlal, Usgood ﬁ&hﬁluzﬂ note that sbaclute
scale devistions betwesn test snd retest of more thaa l.50
and 2,00 scale units are significant st the 0.0% level whils
for groups a shift of one~hslfl & sesle unit is signifiecmnt
&t the same levsl.

Further tangible support for the reliability of the
semantic differential is sfforded by the study by Normen2l
wio specificelly set out to investigste its stabllity over
groups and fime. LDefining & unlt discrepancy as a change in
g glven reting of one sonle unlit, he mentioned one can compute

the mexzinum ausber posaslble in & second sdmindigteation. The

20 Ipddes e 32J.

21 varven T, Horssn, Stebility Cheraoteri
the Gegantic Differentlsl,” Amerionp Jdowrosl of Bs
Yol, 22, He. by 1999, 2. %mw

stiey £

’ ¥ ‘.‘,,-{ ﬁ
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ausber of unit discrepancles actually apoosring o0 w boeond

adminlstretion say then be exoressed as 8 yereentage o Lhe
saximun (hereafter roferred to as the %.40.),

Ysing fifteen maluy and fiiteen fonales ohosen wl
rapdon from S0 and twently cnoents chosen st randos fro;
G0 in an atlas set, ke employed twenty scal.g siven s
total R of 12,060, The suthor reperte the »#00 to be 27
for the tvo administrati-us which were sepsrated Ly rour
weeks., In this cese, aoproximstely M P of the rutilings re-
peined the same, 15, changed by one seale unlty while 2%
changed by twe or more sosls units, The sversge shift wuo
1.07 senle positions. In eonclusion, Horman adds:

It would gppesr that a rether high degree of time
snd sampling stebility exists for the Semmntic

sifferential Tor groups of sublects chosen from sn
undergraduste population,d?

The undersigned?l have noted thet this stebility sy

gxtend to subleets frow B graduste schodl population as

aversge devistions per sesle reading ranging lrem five-tent.s

to six-tenths of & scale unit have been found for frurteen
randowly ohosen sublects of wean age 372 years Judping four-
taen items on & eveluative scales over an intetvel ranglng,

from twenty minites Lo 3 days.

28 m»g De 5%5145«-
2% Hevarry and Chagnon, Spe ddbes 5o 1o
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That the ssusntic dillereniial would seewn . provide
& valld and reliable index to the locatlom of the stiiiule
shiect along & general evaluelive continuum 19 of Mered suppori
Ly the studles mentioned., 1L woaldd aplesar Lo correlsute falrly
well with the standard tools of this fleld snd he relatively
steble over tiwme. The work on the valldity of the scsling
sssumptions would Indlceate that although exact eguality of
intervals within » scalo would not ssenm acbleved, the observed
deviations teng to be consistent over yeales and thus there
is some support for susmetion over scelan, For these reasons
ine sexantic differentisl wes deemed Lo hmve sufficient
Sreeision &3 & messuiing instsument fov tade study. The basis
on whidh the sosles were chosen shall now be considerad,

hg attitude has heen ¢persiicnally dullined as the
yrojection «f the msaning of & concept cule ihe svaluative
digension of sesantle speoe, Ldgh loading con the svaluativae
factor with sindsmel losding on the remalining factors was the
primary ceiterion. Alse Lo be congidered, hrwevolr, was thy
Judped relevance of the sceles to the setl of gources amd
conceptes employed, The scales bast meeting these oriterim
are presented in Appendiz 1, which shows the rotated loadings
on the other mein factors 48 well, I¢ sy be noted that four
filler scales were emploved in addition to the six experd-~
mental soalen, Twoe of theme {13lers are highly losded on the
soetivity faoter while the twe others are highly losded on
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ihe poteney factor. These iller scles wers vocod £ L
sthers tw avold an excess of rayetlilon in ine Julgmenis
laced by the sublects and were not used im the caloulations.

A1 Beales to. k tae Demiller Torw of beln, ¢ofinec
wy one of & palr »f bl-pular terms at esch end of & seven~
step continuum, The order ol the scales was the seme for all
ftems o be Juiged, such that the 3lx evalustive zeales were
separated by tns £iller scales, exoept for tie last two
sesles wilch were both evalustive. In erder te nJ-id tho
agtablishment of a set to check continuelly at one end of the
scales, the Jlreection of the polar terms vwas reversed o
gonsecutive sveluative aeales,

These scales wers presonted in printed [orm, Thal is
o ¥y Uhe basic formst was photowcopled and resrodueced by
affset lithography while the sources and eoncests in ilsclation
and in ecombination were added lster by letterpress., The gar-
ticulsy item to be reted was presentsd in lh-point busebius
upper canc typefsmce at the top of eseh page, and the scales
were pressented beneath it. There wap a page for esch item
or sombination and the form for all ltems and comblnations
wvas the same, Lopies of the various bhooklets made uy of
these forus sre prepented in Appendixz 3.

¢} dhe darlowa-vroune Begd Lor docial Ausroyp
dealg.~ This seale of Crowne end “wrlowe was sslectsd ss
the measure of bLebavior reflseting a need for avprovel of
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other people as it mpoesrs the aost relevent snd clossly
connected instrument with respect to the need Cor socisl
approval construct. Consequantly, it 15 felt 1tn use w-uld
most effectively ensure that the tool employed actuslly *id
ralate to behavior most directly (llustrative of the partie-
cular theoretical varisble because it was constructad by the
autihors specifieally for that purpose. It msy be seen in
Appendix b,

In terms of the construction of the scale, & number
of eurrent personality inventorlies wers comsulted with the
result that Crowne and Merlowe nlus ten Judges assemb od &
seale of Pifty iteas which wmet the criteris of renrssenting
culturslly spproved modes of bemavier, were untrue of nesrly
2ll peopls, and hed minimal eontaminetion by virtue of being
symprosatic of snxiety and/or ssychopathology. This scale
was then sdited %o thirty-three items using sn ltem snelysis
procedure with ssventy-six collage undergraduste students as
subjects. These items were found to diseriminate at the ¢,05
leve)l or batter between high and low totsl sonres.

T &uuﬁmxnﬂh reported a number of studies wileh csst
light on the econstruct walidity of thelir instrument through
Savestigation of its behsvioral correlates. ‘“eny of these

g L

T8 5 DIV
2P & £ 2.

New Jopk, ~ilug,

2% David 7, Crowne and D. Ms
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have been praviously mentionad om oages 19 end 20 of thiz
atudy and will not be repested at this time,

In retrospest, individusls who dizplay a2 sooinl
degirability set on the Marlowe-lrowne seale annesr more
sonforming, cautious and rersunsible, and their beahavier
tends to be more normatively anchored, then nersons whoe
depict thesselves less enthusieastically on the sesle, ¥rom
these studies there appear indicntions thet one may infer
variations of motivational structure centering arcund devensw
dence on the favorsble evsluations of ethers froem an
individual’e characteristic approsch to the Harlowe-Up wwne
scale,

Despite the nusber of studles which have employed
the ‘arlove-Crovne soale it iz difficult to find concrete
reference to the reliability of the zesle as a wsychometric
tool. The authors® themselves report test-retest and
internal consistency coofiiclents of reliabllity of r = O.UE
for fifty-seven undsrgraduste students over a four-weel
interval. For s shorter one-weel interval, Fish@rﬁé revorts
& reliability estimete of r & 0.3% for ninety male and
tifty-seven female undergraduste students. To orovide wore

35 W*& Dw 3’4‘«

2 G, Fisher, "Rormative and Rellability bata for
e otandal s &l er&@~¥&&idn&mu Nﬂ#lﬁﬂ%ﬂb#“%u% degd Lwp
%ﬁiﬁ; ﬁyﬁi’ﬁm %m%’; R LR R b L B L Ll y V{N‘lu :’:"Z'g
Boo, 1, 1967, p. 17%.
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information concering thie asapert of the consistency over
time of the Marlowe-Crowne scale, espewislly wlth respeet
to & graduste school population, & pilot project warn corried
out ant a testeretest estimate of rellsbility of r = .75
vas determined for thirty-three meles over s three-veek
interval,

For the purposes of the present study Lt would anpeer

ipple has sufficl-

ent valldity and relishility & reflected by the elited
empiricenl Pindinps.

&) The Portable Bod-snd-Yrema
standard messure of mode of {leld approgeh has been the

Paut,~ The vic -er snd

is made difficult by the reguirement that a tetslly darkened

room be ewployed, In order to overeome this problem, very
recently F.B. Ultoan 27 hes developed s portable Ro
Zust which is of table-top size, does nod require s darkroom,
and at the ssme time purperts to be s walié mesasurs of the

field depenience-indepenience dimension,

The spparstus consists of n hoedrest vlaeed at the
end of o rectangular enclosurs whiech Tunctions as the fraume
and which can be tilted to 28% to the left or rirkt, The

&7 ?mzlﬁy K¢ @ltﬂﬁﬁ* ”a Porteble Rmﬂ*aﬁﬁu%y&mﬁ

tiyfﬁzqmﬁ“by ﬂ ; M&‘ *‘ﬂ;&uw w5y R ;g
1@%@ Pe ﬁ“ﬁ?;*ﬂu
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walls of the enalosure sre of {ranslroent plantie, and &
tilting red is vieible at the end of the encl-sure osirsite
to the heedrest. The sublect's view i1z reztricted - tho
interior of the anclosure by means 9 & cvrved »lagtio
ahield sttached to the headrest. Betwaen trials, s blask
curteln 1is placed botween the sublect and the irejde ~¢ the
apglonire.

The sides of the enslosure were ot 12 x P ¥ 17
inch wihite serylic plastic sheets, with matte finish on nne
side, and were assembled with alumimm eornar smouldines an
thet the dull surfaces of the sheets are on the Inside ~f
the enclosure. The inside of the ersl of the enclosure was
made into a frame by the affixing of black nlastie strips
so thet they extend l/uth inch heyond euch edge. The
whole enclosure rests on rollers so that 1t oan be tilted to
elther the left or the right. The headrest consists of an
alominem casting and 13 wounted on the 24 x 36 inch bese
facing the open and of the enclosure. The curtain was con-
structed of black velvetesn attached to s eurved wire looos
wizieh plvots on the hesdrest so &y Lo omss {ron undey the
shield o & point sbout the sublect’s field of vielon when
an sttached handle iz turned, Velghts were sewn ints the
botton edge ol the ourtain so that 1t bung down well when it
wns raised and so thet 1t tucked suwey smtirely vhon 1t wss
in the lowered position.
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The rod 4s visible st the ~pvoslte and of the enclnge
ure and consists of & strip of bleek vlastic, 3/ x L1 inche:,
gluaed to a 22«inch diameter disk of 3/ ineh 3lywrod vhien
hax & white matte inrer surface and which rotstes about the
same cxls A2 the enclosure. On ths back of the disc, » pro-
tractor 1s fixed so that devistions {row the vertical can be
resd. The apparatus was constructed so that ne marks, zorew~
heads, or other irregularities apuear on the insilde of the
enclosure or on the black rod and frase whioh might allow
sabjects to meke thelr responses artifliclally consisztent.

In viow of zome guallty control oroblems with ~ome of
the portatle units, F.K. Cltmen hsz developed an inspection
srogedure to check thet the spparstus g in good working
cerder thug promoting the validity of the dats gathered, This
procedure was followed snd 1t may be found in Apremdix %,

The portable Hode-and-Treme Tost esveluates an in-

dividuel 'z perception o0 the vertliesnl with respect to & rod
within the field of & tilted gquare frame, 1th the franse
tilted the examiner moves the rod until the subject Juiges
it to be werticel with respeat to the walls of the rovm in
vhich he was sitting, For suecessful nerformance om this
test, the subleet must "pall out” the rod from the context
of the tilting frame by referring to his own Inner body

oyes and pansstions, MWithin and Wis &mi&ﬁagu&s&“ ya-yelutog X

26 H.h, witkin, B.B, Dyk, HF, Patersen, L.h.Soodsnough,
and S.4. Berp, Pagoinlocieon) Jifrneenedation, Jew York, Wilsy,
1962, p. 35-37,
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that large deviations vi the rod (rur Che wue vebbiesl when
the rod is Judged ss verticsl indicote a velastively global
tegree of diffwrentiaticn, or wode of exnerlencing the
environment (frame); vheress, & aegligille ciscregancy bew
tween true vertical and Judpment of wertleallny indlicates sn
cazlytiical, more developed degree of dirfferentistion, or
mode of experiencing the esnviromment (rod waperienced as
aiscrete [rom tne frame).

The sdministration «f the portable Hod-nng

coneisted of presenting the sublect, who st on & straight
wooden chelr with no armrests sand with his bands elas;y- in
his lap, wite the bleck rod and freme in tilted ,susitions,

The task rfor the subject was to get the y»od In the judged
vertiessl position un sesch of eight trials. An individusl's
score was the mesn of the summed degrees of devistion from
the vertical over all trials. The edministration procedurs,
including instructions to the examinee, which was standardized
by Gltman was followed in this study sand may be foond in
Appandix ¥.

Tohsre was, however, ong devintion from tne standard
sdainistration precedure in this study. The complete sppaps-
tus was tilted seven degrees to the left as the subject
fecos it., This imnovation was made im an sttempt o ineroase
the varisnce of the secres on the apparatus fop 14 wed wose

poctad thet zcores ohiained on 2 fairly sophistissted grodp
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such &8 that saployed in the stuoy wondd ten! 1o bunch
together somewhat in the relatively ficld inrroondent renge.
Lvidanes for such sn expectation is furnished by the studies
of Yamadas¥ and Hosenfeld3C whers the sterdasd apsraius was
used.

That the standars 8t dleplays con~

sidersble stabilivy over timoe has been reyestedly donone
strated by high . olitennlf a@afflaﬁaﬂts31533’33 and test-
reﬁestB& astizmates ol relisbillity., That s-oh i sleo true
for the poriable epparatus has yeceived little supiricsl
suppert due to the rocency with whleh 3t s veon sve Lable

for use., Hdovever, some sarly signs ap eoar envoursging. tltmant >

%héxig”%féﬁéﬁ%i’”%b”tﬁéhﬁé?fftyﬁﬁf ?ayahalmgy of ﬁnm Univarsity
25 Uitews, Lntaris, 1904, villeloO g,

3¢ John e %@ﬂﬂﬂf@l@ SOEE 1 ﬁ,fj j“,,ﬁ Lw ﬁ&ti?ﬁ
unpaﬁliﬁhwﬁ dsctoral & i " e, ty T

Graduate Studles of Uhio 3tata hnivuraity, ﬁmlmmbu&, 1963,
Vj_*«rle{ Z’;i

3 odthin abales peSdl.. pe B0,

32 Youdidn, Goecil.y v 89,

3% b, ﬁallkmm; b,qu+ oy F e nr? ﬁ_wi“?w:ggﬁiy
ationn fmmne Uple Hos gl iz o 3
sdong the Pr”ﬁﬂﬁﬁ"hﬁﬁﬁﬁini“&ﬂ@m”“ 1 ’“ iptoe
Cimensions, unpublished dceia 518 %ms&m fod £ the

5 g :rg Furehalscy of the nlvwesity ﬁf’ Lt Datesin
1967, pe 67,

Beoattiin, plodides SdenShles e Wi
3% Oltman, Q2. 5Ll%.. pe 5,
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reports & Iipsarsman-Brown soldt-bed?d reliabilliy estimsto
of r = (.8 for eighty mele and elphty~three femsle college
undergraduate studenta., In a pillet sroject for the srusonk
researeh, a corrected sndit-hell coal leloal of p o= 000
was dotarsined for seventyeone wale reduate students o
mean age thirty~thres year:, In addition, prellulnary
teating has indieated nou-significent afTects dus lasrning
and fatligue over ninety-six trisls Ffor three malc sublonts,

hvidence supperting the walidisy ofFf the stindard

tgst as en appropriate rmessure of extent of
payonologiesnl 4ifferantiation iz alforded by tho data which
have found it to onrrelate signifiocently with other indices
of differentistion, such ag srileslati-n of tha »rdy ocomrmont,
sanse »f saparate ldentity, snd gpeelslizastinn of ﬁmfmﬁﬁ@g.Sﬁ
ﬁar$,3? in & factor amslytic study of clightoen percentusl

tasts using 150 e¢ollege undargradustes, notxt the Rod-snd

ast to logd O.78 on factor sns whon had hean dafiaed

ag anslytie sbility ar the abvility ¢n avoerc-me grbeddednnrg,
That the porteble Bodeand-Yrame Tagt likewine conatlsutes g

valid memasure of extent oF nayehelsziea) Aifferentiation is

36 Rk %ﬁtkim
Forms of ratiwlogy.” Jouras
Ho. &, 1965, p. 31@-‘%3?“&

g 3‘? a.ﬁ* KMI‘W ‘Wﬂl% T‘wmmn?nvmm qn# fwmu aoping
ﬂﬁo 1#, 1%}, P

u%m;vhwlmgieal fff*hwwnﬁﬁm?izw e
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glven some empiricel suwpport in tust ¢1tmand- re, orts Inter
correlations of C.90 and CG.oy for olghty male snd eipghty~
three female oollege undergraduste stuients betwaeom tHe
portable sand standerd mossures,

in summary, it is suggested the soriable Mog-and-
siage Jept will continue to demonsirate adequate vallilty aor
relisbility for resesreh purposes snd thet the resson 107 Loy
limited avidence ni present lz due to the recency wiin woleh
it nas boen avellable to otner researchers,

&) The Ltis Tne incl.sion § o

stendard messure of intelligence in the present study was
prompted by the previcusly mentioned {(peges 31 and 32, gon-
troversy conszerning the relaticnshis «f genersl intelligence
to mode of Tield approsch., The Dilz wesz selected becausze o)
its rather widespresd use as well a3 ite comparetive eass of
sdministration and scoring, The stenderd thirty-minute time
limit was empluyed in this study.

That the yils monilests sulfflcient relieliliiy 1or
regesreh purposes hws bean conglstently demonsirelsd by Lhe
nigh coefficients of test-retest reliability renglng Irowm
L. to 9”3§ and wost recently t.by.hﬁ in addilion,

38 Oltmen, (p. tib., p. 505.

39 Dok, duper snd John U, Crites, Asvresising ¥oon-
Fitnass, Hew York, Harper and Row, 1962, p. 10k,
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aseguate validity .s roflected by corrciotaong of " W55 oot
L.thl when the critorion oF sgursd avidesyag b g uosl oo
a1y .50 0 0.5Y when the Jtapfard-Binet wi- us [t 1 crlerlon,
The Jil:, thers.us, was deemsd to manifest rulliclent valil-
dity and velicbility for the purncses of thi. oxrericut.

n the next cection attention will be given to tas
individuals who participated ag subjeels 1o the rescarch

project.
L The #{J;ﬁhégﬂtﬁ«

Sex differsnces ia extent of ssycholog lcal 4 flerentil-
ation constitute one of the most conslotent Lyonus in the
literature,*? in thst remales tend to be si.nificantly more
field dependent as cowpered to meles in 3 varlely of groups
o Giffering educatiomml snd sucle-economic %ﬂﬁkgfﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁg&Z*%k
FYor this reason, the subject-pool for thls sxpe: lment con-

sisted of meles only. Another possible vontaminet’ing subject

k1 HSuper and Lrites, Sp, C1%., n. 10k=-30F,
L witkin gt ale, 00. Cil%e, pe Pk,
hg Hoh, %1tkim, “*aychmlagical Aiffarwﬂtimtiam &nﬁ

Puorus of f&thmlﬁ% g OMER ol Llmo
’%‘al. jt’ ﬁ&‘.‘h 5, 9&;; P Jl%o

W B.4. Rarp, L.5. Fogter end 4. Bomamﬁn, PO L e e
tistien in &1%@&&11@ Women,” Journsl of Personsiity, Vol. 31,

Ho. 5y 1963, p. 386-393.
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varisble concarns the <fTects of known brain dyafuaatimm%g
& o Fubjects with reported hesd indury of sevious infec~
tien were not inecluded In the experiment.

ity these conciderations in mind, & tetel of 17v
enle subjects participated in this project, 21l +F whon were
following coursas in educsticn or psychology st the Univer~
sity of wttaws In 1960, Hinety per wunt were noted to be
elther precticing teachers or sdministretive personnel, while
the remalning ten per cant were ¢ollege undergreduste students,
“4 the tes'ing program inveolved four group and one individusl
testing segsicons, and es participution was of a voluntary
neture, attrition proved to be high so that eighty-~four sub-
jects were exeluded ss they wissed at least one test admini-
stretion., ¢f the remaining eighty-zix, siz more vere excluded
at random in order to achieve equsl nusbers of cell entries
in the analysis of varisnce design when the operstion defini-
tions of high and low sttitude shift and need for social
approvel were applied,

Teble I presents the means, standard deviatlions snd

ranges for the total subjeet-pool and emch sub-group for ege

and yesrs of zchooling. In summsry, the awersge subjlect wae

L5 .. Belily, ¥. ﬁumzmyar and A. sristeferson,
&1&@&@115&, ﬁraiu ﬁamagm, anﬁ rarespual bependence,
. , car. the Sty of Jeohollsi. dol. 22,

3%&» & 3 ” lﬁml’e " Jﬁ-’ . 3”#‘“&
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Table 1.~

feans, Htanderd Deviations end ianges for the Totsl Bubleet-
uwl and Lach oub-Gpoup for Age snd =duenl on.

(G Dy #  Jdeans S.0., Bange esnz < Aange

” 5
ad g

Low Approval Need
L35 ﬁttitﬁé@ s@iiﬁ ﬁ@ 3%;5 %a} 1,”5@ 1§w3 1-” 13'19

~uW Approval Need
Aigh stetitude Snift 20 31,6 6.2 19-kE  15.6 1.7 1417

High Avprovel Need
e sttitude nlii's P 33.@ Fws Q}“&Q 1ol Leyd l@*l?

Sigh ryproval Beed
High Attitude 8nift 20 20.% 6.8 19-4% 15,7 1.6 13-19

Low #pproval Heed Ly 33,0 8.1 18-85 15k 1,2 131¢
High -pproval Heaed L 31,6 7.6 19-50 15,5 1.4 1119
Lew Attitude Bhift O 3,1 8.6 19-58 15,7 1.1 1%-1%
High Attitude Bhift ke 30,5 6,7 10-bkd 15,4 1.h 13-19

%ﬂ%ﬁl wuﬂjﬁﬁﬁﬂyuﬂl 10 ﬁﬂda ot 1@"&“ lﬁlb lnE 13“1%

E T e
sorws
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& thirty~twe yesr old mele oollege grsduste sdéucetor who
hod voeluntecied fer this prol.oct,
The procedure through whieh thls subject-~ponl parti-

cipated in the groject shall be Jdiscussed next.
b, The Froeedure,

A8 the suthor was reguired to ~articivote in the
adminlgtration end secoring »f all tests employed in ihis
study, o precautionsry messure to reduce & possible "blasing
effect was carried cut, That 13, before the paper-snd-
pencll messures were corrected, they were zsgigned s code

muber while in the perteble Rode-and-i agduwinistra~

tion proecsdure, only nsses were used, The experizentsr thus
waB unedle to recall & subject's perforsmsnees on & prior

measures during the sdainistration and scoring of 8 subsequent

test,

To counterset possible order effects, the Harloee-
ale and the prrisble Hod-

5t were edministared so that esch arresred an

ecus)l number of times in esch administration position. The
selection guestionnaire and both versions of the semmntic
gifferentiel were handled az a block attitude chenge procedure
and this block of tests alsoe sppesred in esch nosition, an

equal masber of times,
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All tests, with the exceptlion of the portable Rug-pngde
irame JTest wers administered in group setitings and on each
oceasion the examlner was msgslsted in the peasling out of and
collection of tae test materisl, Subjzcts were told they wvers
perticipating in an on~golag research project winse prisery
purpose was that of gsuging publiec opinion and personal
reactions and the trying out of novel means to that end, The

was lotroducsd in & subseguent
sesgion as & newly acquired perceptuel spparstus on which it
w83 then necessary to initiete & noras gsthering »rocedure.

The administration of the portable H{od-gnd-frame L iollowved

the stsndardized procedure developsd by Ulimean, & copy of
which iz inecluded in Appendix 5. The group tests were adminis-
tered follovwing the usual orocedure outlined by the reswrtive
suthors in which the instructions were resd aloud while the
sxaminees fcllowed in thelr test booklets., «uosticns vere
deslt with at the appropriate times safter which subjeots begen
the testing wroper.

The attitude change procedurs will now be dlgscurced
in mere detail mz several decisions concerning test content
were taken. Firstly, the selection guestionnaire was com-
pleted by thirty-three subjects who comprised twn grouns
ranfonly chosen from the total of five groups. 4 copy of
this guestionnalre may be found in Arperlix 2. iaht days

lezer, the enivire subjeet-punl rated the selected sources amd
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exacspts dn Lsodation on tiws Llest Lorce v i gsemanisic
drisrential. These experluentnl soirues o goquupto

ars pregsented $2 Table 11 aloag with inels sggregnte selee~
bien guestionnsire scores for the thirty-thrae subjects.
These selected pairs constituted the beet s proxisatios %o
the eriterion that sources be Judged ss hiebly polsrized
while concepts be Judged as relatively neuwtral, A copy »f
3his flrst form ol the semsntie differentisml =may be “ound
in Appendix 13,

Three weeks later, the entire group wis asved t-
rate the concepts in light of sssortions invelving the
sppropriste highly rolariged sources on the same rvolustive
form 2f the semmntic differentisl. To eonstruet ofraetlive
agser.ions, it was necessary to turn te prinr vw@@gwmﬁkﬁ
te; obtain a copuls that would afford maximum onpoent-shivi
ef attitude, Frow this earlier atudy "favorz waz selecied
ez the experimental assertive copule ag 1t appesrs to cone
stitute the optimum Intensity of assertion for maxisniri-g
subseguent attitude shift., 4 samele ocopy of this sreond
fors of tha sesantic Sifferential may be frund 4n Anpendig 3,
The snelysiz of the dats was carried out aTher 1311 the
testing was cumpleted using the technigues outlined in the

next zection.

W6 HeCarrey and Chagnon, Gu, Cite, p. 007,
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ﬂgt?ﬁg&t&ﬁéwlﬁmtiﬁﬁ cRestivins.ie weored v Lae wourge-uoneesat
Falre Chosen for Inclusinn on the Semantic D{fTersntisl.

({ = 33,

. Agygregsto
Sources Concapts secres
John F. Kennedy g

the intermmtional (ivil 3Jervice 12
U Thant L

Canadien relations with Andorra 1
hLav, Hartin Luther King 5

the Nationsl urben Lesgue i
Hedsme snier P

the Seculsnr AfYelrs Institute s
Pope J-hn XXIII 4

the Bulgerisn Beptlst Convention 20
frime Hinister Trudesu s

the wurreant Hdetall Ssles kapmnsicn 1%
Premler Castro ~3%

#aritine Trustessniyp &0
Barry Goldvwater ~i

Boviet Bloe Tiplomats -
Stokley Carmichasl wljts

the Ianternatisnal Labor Urgamizastion Py
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e Anslycis of Leota.

In arder to score the selsotion gusst) wrwirs fue
categories in the niie-sten scale were assigned ascale valusy
starting from ainus b on the right, to plus % on the left,
so that the neutrsl positien earned & seore »f .  inese
values were summed over the thirty-~three aubjlects teo find
an aggregste soore for esoh potentisl seurce and concept.

The neutral positien 2n the semantic dilverentlsl
scales was asssigned s scale value of O while valuee o
plus 1, plus .2, ang plus 3 were glven %o svccassive intorvals
on the positive slde of neutrsl, a2d minue 1, winuz ¥, »nd
sinus 3 were assigned to suecessive intearvels cn the popative
slde, :ach vage of six svaluative sesles ylelded » sumrod
seore for the particular itea Jjudged which rould rurge frus
Plus 185 to minus 1o,

A8 the semantic differentisl sesres im ihis utuey
constitute variance on the svalustive dimensicn orecomiontly,
L seores were obteined by subtracting the scorg of a cuncept
in iselstion from the score it obtalned when 1t was Juu wd
in the light -7 an assertion egpoused by & highly polari.ed
source, The resultling D seores were then classifiad ro
wanifestations of hlgh or lovw ooncent-shify towards cone
greity by employing the operstiomal e initizas s age .
Similarly, the scores ebtained frwm the Marlowm-Lrowne
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An estiate o0 Lk atability of the measuring instiu-
ments was malc by oslouwlat.ior n o profuctenoment ooollelat
2f correlation between test-rotest seorez for the “arlovo-
Crowne scale, the Qtis, snc ths portable Jodesnd-i; sme
The reliability of ithe seleciicn gquestionnaire and the L.

forms of the zemantle differentisl were eastimated following
the Percentage Haxismus Unit Liscrepamey (VD) technimue of
Sorman vhich was outllned ca pages b apd 40 =3 thly rorert.

n sdeitden, intermal conslisteuey sotlurntesn wer. obltained won

pat seriorsshves uwr- or Lhy two oone

witawnts of sttlituce silit and soaovel need, o (Mo-vWay
{2 z 2) snelyals of varisnce .w.del, with fixed ef:veis
wodeled alter win&r’a%? desion wes Utilized,

in the event » significent ' (p <.01) Putic wes
found in the overall snalysis -~ verlance, the difference
between palrs of means was Jwiger significent ot the .01
level if it exeeeded the critieal velus gilven Ly the croduet

L7 B.J. wimr, Big
Basizn, B fork, Heds @wuwill, &y%ﬁ, Da deumdH],
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of sihuwlentired roangs ﬂtmtintiaﬁ& and the stendard sveor »f

8 zansle mean. Cerogenelty o varience was cheched using
the Fu,x Bt&t&ﬁtiﬁhg snd 1t was ooled the sssumptlon was not
violated by the dste.

To check on any systempatic concomitant veriation
betveen sttitude shift, svoreval sctivetion, and the vari-
sbles of intelligenee, age and schooling, sezerate tvo-waey
(Z x 2) senmlyses of varisnee ©o with fixed effects vere
cerried out.

The results of these snslyses are presented snd

discussed {n the following chapter.
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PRISANTATIOR a0 DIatU 830 4 OF RSBl

in the first seciion of this cha. teyr the reliability
sstimate data for both the selection guestlonmal, e and the
twe forms of ihe semantic diffevential is presented,
irmedistely fullowed by that pertsining to the remaining
measuUres. fFollowing these remarks, the results of the
project are reported and, in the third section, these find-
ings are discussed in the light of the aull hypotheses,
Limitations of the present study and some lmplicmtions Yor
future research &re suggested, following which the suvamary
and coneclusions of the arojeet are presented in the finel

sgction.
. woliaeilicy vets.

The peliability sstiantes for the selection guesticv~
naire and the twy forms of the semantic JdifTerential shall
be presented in terms of tne percentage maximum unit ¢fge
eransncy (HHUD) technique developed by Hmrmau,l and oresented
on poges 4 and 49 of this report, Two testeretest estimstes

were computed in sn ettempt to pauge the consistency with

1 45,7, Borean, Yotability Charscterietlos of the
L»*ii.zﬁhuiﬂ«'- ¥ L’;Loi 6§ U,L{';,,Z_Q&I Sy {ne > v E ﬁu?u ;Jﬁ g g A igi.l haate §

Vol. 72, Bo. %‘@ 1959, p. ’
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whion W tools were empleyed by the subjocts .7 thils 4upepdie-
aent. Ths first estimate (retest 1) wee abtadined when sube
Jeots judged the ssme ltems twice duriny ong testing session.
fae second estimste (retest 1l) was obisined, »n the other
hand, wuen subjects judged the seme 1tems on two diflersnt
wgeasiond,

The relliebllity of the selection guestionnaire wes
indexed by heving ten randomly chosen sublects fror. the
inirty-three complete the guestionneirs twice ower s four-
day iatervsl. Irom the ¥ ol 140 readings (1v subjects
2 1k items) it can be seen from Teble 111 that the vrobsbility
& reiing will shift by nuore than two scale units on the ninge
stey scales ls at the three per oent level while the sversge
deviatioa per sosle reading was G.3% seale unlts,

In sddition, the consistency wivh whigh the aglection
gquestionnaire was e¢mployed was sawpled by having all tkdriy-
three sublecls rate four randomly chosen 1iems in the gues-
tionneire twice. The retest iltems wers the ssme for nll
subjects and were included towards the end o. the series of
items in the gquestionumire. In this case, the $4UD of the
132 ratings (33 subjects x & items) was 7.3, and the proba=~
pility that s glven rating sight fluetvste by two or more
scole positions was 8t the four per cent level assroximetaly.

To gauge an index of the retest IT type ior ithe pirst
Iuim of the sesantie diflerentisl, nine subjects rendosly
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Estimates ot Heliadbility for the oeleetion juestionmeire spd the Two

Porms o the

wnntie Ui fferantial.

wasantle cesantic
Pifrprential Lif. crentisl
Aulesl Getest h%%ﬁ&t Sutest
i Ak i il

3 (subjects) 3 it Wi G & 7
n {dtenmy ﬁ 14 1 1 1 1
k (zeales) 1 1 & & o &
Readiagz (d x a x k) 132 Ly ok e B Ry
E Hax.bnit Diserepancy® Jed 'y wel vl “w 6o
% #y invariant deadings 2 al 73k LIRS el id ety 2243
% of ﬁsaﬁzasa wmiah

galited Ly 1 aesl ‘

unit Zhao 1v.9 lé,.0 2R 1o 11.k
% of seadings which

ahifted by 2 seale )

wnlis 3-2 1@#9 3‘"»5 5-1 3.@ l*l':‘
o osadlings waldh

Brlsvre 1y merc than i )

Z seale uniis Uew 3.0 2ot Oer Gode 0.8
Averaspe deviation per
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chosen from the overall group completead thils booklet twlce
over g one-day interval. Here the SMUD was J.0 for the N
of 972 ratings (9 subjects x 1o lvems x & scrles), while the
probability that a given rating wight wvary by more than tvwo
scale units was less than the one per cent level, The
svarage devistion per scale unit was slightly more thsn

one third of & scele unit giving the retings considerable
stekility over the adsittedly briaefl tlme interval.

An estimate of the retest I type was obisined by
including one of the experimental items twiece in ewvery o k-
let. The reliablility ites was varied for each booklet se
that spproximetely four cousistency formaets of Bix scales
sach were lashioned ler each saperimenisl iltem Judged. As
15 {llustrated in Tsble III the #MUD wss ¢.5 for the ¥ of
240 ratings (80 gubjeets x 1 item x & scales) while the sro-
wability that & given rating changed by smore than twe scals
positions wag st the three per cant level approximately.

Frr the second form of the semsntic diflerential in
witleh coneepts were Judged in the light of sndorsements by
polerized sources, & retest II relisbility estimste was
obtained by having nioe rendomly chosen subjects complete the
booklet twice over & one-day intervel., The obtsined ifo
wes 6.5 for the N of 972 ratings (9 subjoests x 1b Tiews ¥
& scesles) and the probability thet & given reting might wvary

by two or more soale positions wes at the Tive per cent
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level approatmetely. The average devistion per sesle rosd-
ing was slightly greater then one gquarter »f a scmle unit,
once again reflecting considerable stability of the retings
over a felrly brief time interwal.

dnee apain, ¢ retest I esztimste of reliability was
deterxined by repeating an ftes in sach test booklet, The
relisbility ltem was varled over the sighty test booklets
&5 that there were approximately nine eonsistency formats of
six seales for esch ltem, For the N of 240 ratings (8¢
subjects x 1 item x 6 scales) the FHUD wen 5.5 while the
probablllity that & glvea rating would shift by more than two
semle units was less than the ocne per ecent lewvel,

In visv of the fact that the average deviation per
senle resding was found to flustuate betwesn one guarter and
four-tenihs of one scale unit appreximately, it may be
sppropriate to add thet the stabllity with which the subjects
employed these instruments wouwld appear rather high., The
stability eatimates rejorted compare fsvorsbly with those
in the literature't) when those obtsined over sinilarly hrlefl

time intervals ares vongulied,.

3 Cude &3gmuﬁ, ferey ne Tmpnenbsum and Oecrge buel,
Aersurenont o }ﬁ%4”¢d§%hmmmﬁm, 111, University of

]

3 A.W, HeCarrey and Gilles Chagnon, ”Imt@maity mf
Agsertion and the Longrully Principle,” gMJ;A qols,

W g@'ﬁlq ?ﬁg W e 19 ﬁ?ﬁv, B ﬁ
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The rellability of the Jdarlowe-Cpowne scale wes ine
dexed by baving thlrty males, comprising one group selectsd
at rendom, teke the scals twice over & threg-weok lntervsl.
The obtained tustereteat coefficient was r * 0,72 (o< 1.0l
whicli, together with the earlier mentloned test-retest
coefficient of C.7% (p<0.01) obtained inm the pilet nrolsct,
serves to reflect adeguste rellability for the semle. Thess
indicas, however, do not eompare fevorably with that reported
in the literatura,h sspecially in view of the longer time
intervel for the latisr,

Both internmal consistency and test-retest +silustes
were esleulsted for the portable fod-spd-frase Ieat

& 8plit-
nalf coefficient of = (,62 (n¢ ¢.01) was esleulsted for the
entire subjact-pool. The Spearman~Brown currection Tormuls
for obtaining & reliability estimate for the iotal test way
then ep:lied which inceressed the eoefficient of relisbilivy

o Ced (P< 0,01} The test-retest coefficient was deter-
mined for 2 sub~group of thirty sublectsz who voluntasred o
take the test twice over & lwoe-week interesl and was found

to be r = (.05 (p<CuC1), These rindings are sipilsyr to those
reported by Witkin ﬂ&,ﬁl.ﬁ eoncerning the standard apparstus

b Cayid ., »rcvmw vnﬂ Fo lwrlove, $og loprovad ot ives
priy 4oy Doyadiie gl Yo L by o ﬂww ¥Cﬂl‘k# Wi Y 1"?‘& | ISR Z
% H,A. ditkin, R.8, byk, ﬁ,a. %a%@rmwm, o O
£ Bl il et 1oy

encugh and S.h. Larp, LF Sy Tork,
ﬁlﬁ*ﬁ" 1%?3 530 ”*’ »
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yet do not appesr guite as high as the enrlier portable dete
of Ultmen,®

A randomly chogen group of twenty-eight subjzels
completed the Pils twice cver s one-month interval and
¥ielded a test-retest estimate of reliability of r = (.8
{3 0.01) which i3 similer to dsts in the llterature,’s“

In retrospect, 1t would appesr the internsl consisg-
tency and test-retest stability with which the zublect-nool
em doyed the instruments of this study vers sdequate for

research Hurnoses,
Te Lresentetion of desulis.

The reletionsilv smong the different experimental
and concomi tant verlsblez involved (n this study are put
forth in Table IV whiek gives the correglation metrix for
Gtie 1., sge, edutation, portable Jod-snd

attitude shift and sprprovnl nesd scores. while 1t may be
moted from ingpection of the table that nelther age nor

6 V.E, ﬁltmmn% i) ﬁﬂrtmblw Kad-«nﬂwframa ﬁﬂﬁ&?&tﬂﬁg
tusd and oo il

habulh v \éolq ;zﬁ* ’zﬂ. My liﬁw* Y e 4“'r"

7 b supsr Brd Jonm (., Crites, Aporalsins
Pliness, Aew York, Uarper and Row,

",‘:,

thﬁﬂ“ﬁ prmsanAaw-a the Taeul®y of Wﬁvﬂhﬂlﬂﬁv mi th@
valversity of Ctieve, ”ﬁ&&?&u, 108G, 1. £b,
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Fears of gsobooling sorysiele LlgolLicantly «3ta s Qageii=
mental variatles, oa U olaor hand Jtis o, d¢vs BpPesD
sigificantly relstod bt ell thbes wapelimeaial varigoleo,
It would appear then that the brighter tne Laywtivigusl tens
w be, the less he tends to manilest,. o) Blgs sssrovel needs
o) grester aititude ahift toward congrulty. anw ¢l a gicbal
dagree of payeheloglesl dliverentlativa, .u Coaw ubhel end,
such correlations should be viewed with caution as they oon~
stitute deseripiive indipes only and heve wvalidity thet is
restricted by the constraints of this stuuy.

Teble V summerizes the apalyses of varience iy the
aoncoml tent varisbles of inielligence, sge &nd ecucstlon and
it amy be noted that the wvarlous sul-groupsg 41ld oot vaery
significantly ou trver variables. The aore cownlele Hua.ary
tatles for the samlyses of werlance for intelligence, ags
and educstlion mey be found in Arperdix &,

Tavle VI presents the susmery Wble for the aoelysis

of varisnce for the wortabls dog

PEETEINAD CETNI DS A TA A
gnd Te¥le ViI presents the differences in mean percesiusl
perforsance socompenying the aporopplats sxperiscaial condie-
tioas. From inspection of thess tables It cem be een LLs.

4t was necegaary to rejlect he sudl condit:on In the csse of
by othesls oney however, li ws: not possible Lo do e Lov
hypotheses WWe and three, dore speoilicelly, il wed guosssary

po reject the mull hysothesls thel thers Ls ne stetistleslly
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lfable v,
s resentation of » Hatios sg & Summarey «f tae frslyses -7
Variance Using Intelligence, Age snd ducation
es Criterion Varlables, { H=u)

e

Source of

Variation Intelligence® age - Cucsticon 7 oni1,78)
Approval Hesd H, 058 2, 0 Sl 307
dttitude 8hift 7,75% Lo 56 Gode 3.0
Interaction ¢ Lk 2,51 3.7% B,

2 =32 for Intelligence amalysls znd 7 og{l,2.0%0,7

£i
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Table VvI,.~

bummary Bsta rnr thm ﬂnelysea of Varisnce ﬂﬁiﬂ% the Peetable
sd-and-irame Test Ferformsnces for the Total
Buhje¢t~?m01 a® the Criterlon Variable,

Source of Variation 58 ar . F F.(g;?( AN CD
Approval Weed 6.0k 1 6.08 C,7 £
Attitude Shift "1.5Y 1 71.5% 0 Y11 6,56
interaction o Pl 1 5.0k .73 SRS
¥ithin tell Bov.6E T8 F.ub

Total 699.5% 7%

Lad i’ < Qt@l»
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Taple VII,~

Lifferences in Hean ‘erceptual Ferformasnce Between High and
Leve Lovels of Attitude Snifh for Ygeh Leowel
Lf Approval Heed,

Oreator aAtiivuds Lossar Atiiiwde

shift Shife Liff.
digh sporoval
ﬁe@ﬂ 1‘!’.&‘;} 3*31’( 1‘35‘
Low Approval )
Rewd b &) AL+ % PR

or

0,01 85 Eon o0(2,76) ® 2,302
e LAP
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it

plgnificant difference Bole wn pers.ns classil of o8 auni-
Testing grester concept ahiis o attitude ond those el o
fled a5 manifeviling lesuer coaceyt shlit f atiituve «n
=itent of payehelegicnl dlttoerontintion as measursu by
rorteble Dod-snd-irsae Tasl cericrmasico s,

In crder to investligate the zalent o pmychologlos
cifferentistion of tacse subjeols La the %op ane bolton
tiudrds of the independent variable distributicns, the .81~
ceptusl performance of forty indivicuwsals whose attituce
snift scores were less than 3.1 or greater than 6.0 and
those whose approval negd soores were less thap Lo b or
greater than 17.1, was analyied vis toe analysis of varuonoce,
Table VIIZ presonts the resultant summary date 2ur fie analye
518, while Teble Id gives tne differences in muan peraopiuild
«erformence under the sprropriste oxporimentel wonsitions
for these¢ extreme groups.

ince agslin, the resulte warrant the rojsotisc. ol
nypothesis onc, but not tnse of nypotheges twn wne thveu,

e thosc lattzr tables 1% would spopeer the results of the
extreme growys empheslize the Lrends of the overall sublect-

L ezl in s wmoroe dramatic fashicn,


file:///fhosc

PRESENTATION AND »IoCUunoIUN o RESULTS 3k

Teble VII1I,~

Summary vata of the Analysls of Varilance Using as the Criterion
Variable Portable Hod-and-rrame Test Performances of Forty
Subjects in the Upper and Lower Thirds of the
Independent Variable Distributions.

ittt — o — —

Source of Variatiocn 58 af M3 F F’99(1¢36)
Approval KNeed 3.38 1 3.38 ©.39 7.36
Attitude Shift 141,98 1 11,8k 16,26% 7.36
Interaction .16 1 C.16 0.02 7.36
Within Cells 313.76 36 8.72

Total 459.2k 39

** P <0.015
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T&ble IK. -

Differences in iean Perceptual Performance Between Hdigh and
Low Levels of Attitude Shift for Each Level of Apnroval
Need for the Forty subjects in the Lxtreme Thirds
Subject-Pool.

Greater Attitude Lesser Attitude

Shift shift Tirt,
High Approval
Need 6.60 2.96 3. 6hwx
Low Approval
Need 6.1k 2.25 3.89%x%

** P (.01 as diq.99(2,36) = 3,59
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oGactuaing trde seotte o, Table & vessonta dbe

degrriptive date o-nerrplng the o poedtun}) poriorsance of
the uBlrens In the werlovs gaveslounial orndltionn ol thig
stucy,  Inaluded therein ato the rangen. Tesns, standsrd
deviations and standard grror »f the mesns oo ths total
subjeetesoc]l and the éextrewe illrds subject-pool wiith the
B provriate sub-groaups for epch. “roa ingvretirn of thls
toble it may be noted thst the relative orderins of mean
cereeptual erformance fallz in tha anticinrved faualing.
Inat 18 to say, individuals manifesting eluhor low attitude
shift or low arurowal need ftended to parform better on the

gt then 414 individuals sanifasting

cither kigh sttitude snift or high soproval nged,

in the same feshion 1t may be noted that sublects
wao mand fested boen Llow anproval nsed —nd low sttitude a0t
silmaltanesasly, to’ .0 Lo be oeest FMleld indesondzat while
subjeets who manilested both high approvel need and high
sttitude ghift tended to be moust F1leld desendent. The
sxpectation that liividusls »f low sporoval need but high
attitude shift ~r high approval 2osd but low attitude shilt
would tend to give perceptusl performasnees which fell
between the sarlier mentivned more extremse groups was also
upheld, It wust be added, hovever, thot only effect:s
aceompsnying the differences of classliflication for the



Table X,-

Ranges, Means, Standard Devistions and Standard l.rror of the Means
Performances for the Total

for Portable Rod-
Subject-Pool, and Forty Subjects in the bBxtreme Thirds

-Fran

subject-Fool and the Jarious Sub-Grouns for —_ach.

——Total Subieat-Pool gxtre dg Subiect-lool

I Range Mean o M N Range Mean o O
Low Approval Need _ i
Low Attitude Shift 20 0.50- 4,07 2.25 1.17 ¢€.27 10 0.88- k,30 2.29 1.27 C.hk2
Low Approval Need ) )
High Attitude Shift 20 1.87-13.383 &.60 3.3L 0.77 1¢ 1.75-13.38 2.95 1.47 C.hkg
digh Approval Keed
Low Attlitude Shift 20 1.25-11.72 3.33 .37 0¢.54 10 1.25~ 5.63 6.14 3.62 1.21
High Approval HNeed )
Hign Attitude 3hift 20 1.25-1%.%4% L,6 3,36 ¢.78 1¢ 1.50-1k.,7% 6,60 .62 1.25
Low Approval Heed O 0.50-13.32 3.40 2.81 C¢.49 2C 0.98-13.38 W,13 .3% (.77
High Approval Need 40 1.25-14%.7% W,01 3.00 C.%8 20 1.25-14.7% 4.7 3,42 .78
Low Attitude Bhift 40 0.50-11.72 2.7¢ 1.95 0.31 20 0.36- 5.63 2.60 1.3¢ C.32
High Attitude Shift 40 1.25-1k.7h hk.6c 2,38 0O,5% 20 1.50-1%.7% 5,37 3.73 0.86
Total G 0L30-1h.7% 2,72 2,91 ©.33 40 C.ob-1hk.0b Ylho  3.3% 0.L54

CLTIETH L0 NOISEANRIA ANV NOTIYINACTHS
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sttitudinal verisble were statistieally significent in this
axperimsnt,
The results presented in tnla saction shell be dis-

cussed in the sectlion to Tollow,
3. Maeussion of degulis,

By way of introduelng this sectionm, the data concerne
ing tne ossible relsticnsii;: betuween abtiitude shift and
extent of pasychelogicel fifferentiation shall first be dipe
cussed after which that concerning spproval need mnd extent
of psyenslogicsl diflerentiation shall be considered,
Following this, some implications beering on the differenti-
gtion Iyrothesis will be explored.

The data pressnted In Tebles ¥1 1o IL tend Lo contra-
indieate the nul)l cendition existing in this experiment be~
twean attitude shift as coneepluallsges using the mcdsl of
Lggocd and Tennenbaum and a3 wessured by the sementlce
differentisl on the one hand, and «ltkin's canstruet of
extent of psychologlieal difverentistion as wessured by the
fagt on the other. To {llustrate the

sortable Hod
information presentasd in the tables, “lgures 1 and 2 were
constructed and 1t can be noted that those individualo who
menifested lesser attitude shift tended Lo manifest a more
prticulated degree of differentistion while those who showed
greater attitude shift tended to roflect @& more globel extent

ot giffrerentintion.
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ssychologleal Differentiation

3&3& “artable

5V
High spproval i

4O Seed

3°-

Low Approwesl

o Need

1%-

QY-

2 T 3 )
Bemantic Differential Hean D Seores
Concept Lnlft of ittltude

Figure 1.~ ?sychalagieal Differentietion as Given by
Hean Portable Hod-and e L88L scores v, Coneept Bhift of
Attitude as Glven by B ¢ ﬁiffarantiml Hean Difference
Seores for the Total Subjest-Pool.
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Pasycholegieal Differentistion

5@&& %nxtahl&

Seores oo

£
g0
High Approval
Naed
Lo
3%
o Low Approval
2~ Heed
17

2 i ) o
Semantic Differential Hesn T Scores
Concept Bhift of Attitude

Flgure 2.~ Psyehmlmgicxl nifiﬁrwnxiatimm as Given
by iean Portable fod-and-Framg Test Scores vs, Concept Shift
of Attitude as Given by Samanxia Differential Mean Difference
Secres for the bxtreme Thirds Subject-roonl,
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In other words, hose subjoets more influenced by
the sndorsement »f lmporteat others likewise tended v be
more influenced by the context of the serceptusl field whils
those who wers wore able to resist the commundcations cone
tenl were llkevise more able 1o reslst the ceontextusl influ-
ence of the visgual fleld,

There spoears then svidence e gup,ort the sxteng on
of the congraliy model wiith respect o extent o0 payenologl-
cal differentistion, HNore speciiieslly, i{ would swgsar
that in this study at least, when two incongrusnt attituilinel
referents were related vis an sszertion, the medliating
resction pevtaining 4o the concept shifted in a feshion which
whs invergely related to the degree of 2iffwrentistion nf the
individugl who decoded the communications eontent,

This finding may be viewed in the light of Wirkin's’
putionele fur the amore sriiculsted [ield ampproacn which
suggests that gore 4ifferentisted individuals ozsess better
develouped internal frames of sali-reference which allow for
intersction with the wWorld from the viewpoindt of = more self-
governiag prsition rather thmn insepsrable from 4t

Agssuming consisteney of percsptusl-cognitive fungee-
tiondng, 1t would follow then that ingividusls whe were
betier able to maintsin their atidtudinal Judpuents with

9 sitkin Mm; Mﬁay Do 1S,
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relative independence of lmpertant others would alszs refleet
concomitantly a more artiouwlsted degree of persenslity
differentiation than those who were more influenced,

Another factoyr of commonaliiy hetiween persona whe
showed greater sttitude shift and those who reflected o gore
global degree of differentiation may be the legs completn
sense of separate identity which witkindl® gpetributes to
persons of globsl field sppreach, with thiszs econdlition in
effect, 1t appesrs loglcal thet,lacking & mor:s complete sense
of ssparate identity, these individusls would lack the required
independence to Impartially evaluates and resist the sttitudinal
incongrulty presented them. It ls possible then that the
pressure to achieve congruity 42 more highly felt dus te the
lesser exient of personsl auioncmy and so conseguently this
strain to congrulty 1s resclved vis grester attltude shift
towards the balenced stete. W re srticulsted Individusls on
the other hand, whe Jdo possess g Bore complets sense g
seperate identity may heve the necessary sutonemy to acgomde
date the cognitive inconsiztency when presented with incon-
gruent attitudinel refersnts and o consegquently menifest
less attitude shift, This appesrs consistent with the more
finsly developed eognitive structures of the more artisuleted
irdiividusl who may be able %o call upoun sewveral other

10 Zpides pe 155
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cognitions of diftereing polarity to bslance out or overcoue
the incongrulity embodisd in the communicetion content. ‘ors
global persons may not heve esulvalent socess Lo such &4
ace.aulation of varied cognitions and so be unable to resclve
lneongruity in this way.

Ui the other hend, it 15 pessible that both glopsl
and articulate perscns experience egquivalent straln towsrd
congrulty but differ by virtoe of the mesns taken towards lis
resclution. This 1s to suggest thet the more sriloulsted
imdividunl may tend (o spproach the probles of lacongruity
by Judging the assartion itself 2 be untrue end 8o conae-
quently manifest lesser atilitude shift, while smaintsining
maxipal simplleity of Judgmental frames of referdnce«-an
essential cheracteristic, sccording to ﬁagaaﬁnll tr, the
more dlifferentisted individusls may tend to approsch Lie
slituation of ifacongruliy by discreditiog tane source of the
eommmuni catlon or by differentiating between the sourco ws
known in the past and ss presented in the conmuniestion, or
by & mumber of other methods which reduce vognitive Lnoone
sistency but which do not sscessarily Involve lerge zegnitudes
of sttitude change. Frersonsg of more limited Jifferentistion

ey not keve as much sooass 1o these alterastives Lo re. o8

11 C.5. Usgood and Percy d. Tunpenbeum, 'The
rrineivle in the rrediction of Attitude Change, Ly
Hgview, Vol. 62, Ne. 1, 1995, p. W3.

AL
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incengrulty because of ihelr amore globul cegnitive structurs,
and 50 may have to shift their svtitudes, at lenat tempor-
arily, to senleve a more bslsnced stete.

The [indings in this area way elsc be reflections of
what David Reismanl® tarns an "inner directed-other directed”
contimsum of personel wrisntaticn. using tals optie, it may
be thst individwals wno were iless able to resist the influ~-
encs of an important sourse and less able to disregerd the
inflvence of the viswal fivic were in eaca case 1llustreting
an otner-directed srientation. Oonversely, the maintenance
ef attitudes with relative independence of expressions of
siguiflcent others and the Judgment of verticalidy wita
greater independence of the visual context may veoth be sani-
festations of an lmmer-dirvected orientation,

It would appesr thay this study raises sore guestions
than it attempts to snawer, yof these questions, it is felg,
constitute intriguling evenues for Muture researcl.

Toe significant trends concerning sttitude shift
and degree of differentistion were not ethoed by the dats
concerning approvel need and psychologloal differentistion,
g3 the findings reported in Tables VI and VIII v mot wurrsat
rejection ol tie second pull hyyobthosis. Although poreeptusl
performances of subjlecis of high epprovel need tended o

7 Lavid Lelsman, Lhe hohely Lrowd

, y uv ssveng Yele
University rress, 19850, p.
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.

reflect the snticipated leasser degree of 4ilferentiaticn ag
compared to those of lower need fer soclel approvel, these
tendencies 414 not resch sulfieclent megnitude to attalin
statisticel significence at even the C,0% level. This result
Jdoes not apoear to £1t in with the seversl convergendes
Lrowght to light in the litersture review pertainiog o
individu:ls of Bigher srprovel need snd oore glebsal poyehad-
apicel differentisting,

% 1s possible, however, that thy muill condition may
axiot between these two ppecific veriables in seme sltueilons
and a recent study tends to support such a contentlion,
ﬂuldstein,§$_ﬁlﬁl3 had thirty alesholic males take the Rode

gt &5 wall as a variety of payohologleal and

social dependency messures, including the Harlewe-Crowns
scele. 211 tests were intercorrelated sndéd the resulis fector
anslye«d with the result thet no clear-cut common factor that
zould be ealled “dependensy” could be Fourgi. merecver, ithe
intercorrelation between nsasures of approval need and
diiserentiation was .10 (p) .08}, These investigat rs ¢one
cluded that a negligible degree of componplity cxisio. in

13 L+ %1@3%@&%@ iy Ai@ufiﬁ@@h, Lepalrn Helfd
ljn ila f’imﬁ‘y! W@'Mﬁ,mmtﬁﬁ {3’3{' i"ﬁ,ﬂlﬁ Lﬂ K
Alﬂﬂhﬁlﬁﬂ&, S CUT DG o osl Peyabedos
Vol .}E’ Bae
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wiwdd sgmple betweon [leld dependence~indepgain ooy e Lig
wiher messures of intre- and inter-personnl depondency.,
hlliottlk too, Investipgated the posslile relel.onsiip
between measures of differantiation and dependence on other
serple using 120 college undergradoste students. This re-
searcher reports personz of globsl cognitive style showved
greater uncertelnty in situations of incungruity, but Gid
ot manilest greater behavioral desendence then persons of
more articnlsted field spprosch. 1liott tends to feul that
the primary refoerence of the field dependencs construct io
be & tenuency to recct with greater zifective snd cognitive
dirruction to situatlong marked by unususlness, iancorgruily
or leck of structure in genersl. The rasults of $hw present
investigotlon tec mey Lsotatively be interpreted as suppotting
the view that pryelwlogiesl differentistion appears more an
infox of subtonowy of oomplex cognitive vrocesses then of
cependency cn other persong. .atent of dirfereptiastion
might then be aaticipated o relate to &ttitude shllt axnd not
te approval motivatien because of the more lmmediate linkege

between attitudes and rognltlive siructure.

i Bogers <lliett, ' Interrelations Amcng Measures of
&ialﬁ ﬂ@@ﬂaﬂ&naa% Ability, snd lsrsonality Tralts,’ Jdourcsl
e i Byracy F AR LN BYLho LR » W@&, 5?3, MQ 1’ 3.% 5
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A wost recant study by «ytowskl g&ualn,lg using
sixty-twe male undergredunte studenis, hypothesized a rela-
tionship between more global differentiation and manifest
interests in other people. No gupport waes obtalned in favoyr
af the hypothesis, Zatending -llloti'z ides slightly, onoce
again it could be that the psycholopglcal diftsrentistion
construct is more an Index of sutonomy of cogaltive processes
than intereat based on dependenge on other persons. such a
contention, as all in this section, ig tentatliwve however,
and swalts the subsequent verification or rejectien of
future experimental investigation.

Shifting the focus of disecussion Lo the Harlowee
Crowne scale itself, it ecould e that desplte the esrlier
resorted evidence goncerning itz validity as a messuring
instrument, the ilmconsisitency of results obtalned using it
sey be due the differenmtlial valldity of ltem content fur
differing groups. UOoldiriedl® nas ecarried out & cross-
validation of the s¢sle with ooe huadred college undergreduste
males gné fomslos with the ~uteome that only spproximstely

15 D.G. Zytowski, D,H. Hills snd Plauﬁa “a@pa,
: *‘“:mwla ‘fitwl uii» wmmﬁmﬁm unu m@ Sirons o

16 Harvin K. Golofrivn Cptns-¥alic &ﬂiﬁm R
Auﬁlﬁwamﬂrﬂw%@ hﬂﬁ&ﬁl wﬁﬁivahiiitw &emia items,’ Jdournal
L5 il } Sl i S AL a 1 11}%%@ A Z»%ﬁ’" ?1'_,,
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Lady' o0 Lhe fters In the orizinel scale were nble to (L
erininate beyond chence. It could ke that the wze of the
eross-velideted 1orm would gunerste grestor consenous in the
raseareh wherv it i¢ uceq 8s an index of approvel sclivation.
The resulis of this study msay have implications rew
guraing the generslity of the differentlstion hypothesis of
Litiin and his collowgues, 1 evidence wag Twnd to sunpord
fTaverse ecoveriation butween reaguereg of o fTerentiation and
or attitule shict but ool butvean sossures o0 Si0Terentis’ ton
on€ spprovel need. Cloearly, lewever, «Itkin's raticosle
weule enticipate extent « I dilforentisting tr Le reloted to
boin aititudinnl an? antivationel parﬁmet@r@.17 plawnld D turs
ctudlaes continue v f&il to support that zxpeotaticn, sericus
doult way iu fact be relsed as to how meny traditicusl
caychologienl areas are directly bvisecled Ly extent of
coyeholugicnl differantiation, It may boe that 11istt pointe
tz & significent inter-rotation whan e sugpeets, s hes
been manticned sarlicr, that incresscd differentistion re«
fleets ¢ grecttr avbtonoay of Lipghar o pndtive ondlaonling
sotrey than lers sallent Cependency nsed structurs, A
limituiion of the present gtudy 1s fell bt~ bLe the sbs.nge
s oJacs e rnndytio approseh e rcdn e fackorial ooy sle

siem et ateitude shift, soprovel neef ad 4l Feventiazion

47 witkin ghoale, Lo Blle, oo W
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gonld be delineated so that pussible ecommonalities could by
exposed. In such a faghlon 1t might be possible to sube
stantiate the poeslbility that sttltude shift and csyciwlogi-
esl differentiation sre mere highly ssturaied with perceptusl
cegaltive {sctors than il evaluatlive dependence so thet tasy
tend to be related while the latter 1ls not.

in retruspect then, the findings ol the yresent study
tended to suppert the noitlon thet Csgood’s model oy attltude
shift can be wedifled su¢ as to relste to the extent of
psychological difisrsntistion o1 the persons recelving the
communicetions content, weder the cenaitions of the experi-
ment, evidence was found to suwpert the onntention that
iodividuals who 1llustraite greater sttitudes snirt alsc reflect
s mrre globel degrae of differentistion while those who mani-
fest lesser sttitude shift slso reflegi @ more asrticulated
exient of psycholoegical wifferentiation. The expectation
then that conaepi~shift of sttitede woulé be inversely re-
istei to extent of dirrerentistion wes upheld by the dats
of this study.

vn Whe other hand, a0 conelusive Suppert was obtained
for the axpectstion thet a messurs of dirfersntliation ewld
alzs invergely be roeigtod to op zuasire nf wuiroyal usndis In
godition, glven the Dour subt-growps glassilled sz low
approvel nesd-lovw attitude shifts low approwal need-hnloh
attitude shifty high approval need-low sttlitude shifty and
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high spproval need-high attitude ahift, oo conclusive
suprort was cbtained o suppurt the expectation that the
nigh apsrovel need-high sttitude shift group would be leasst
dilfferentisted, while the low atiirude shift-low ansrovel
nsed group would be wmost differentisted, with the high
approvsl need-luw attitude shift and low approvel need-high
sttitude shift groups falling in between them on the d4lifer~

entiation continuum.



SUHMANY ARD Lol e luN.

A review ol the litersture in the sress of atititude
shlft, approval need and psychologies) differentistion re-
verlad soversl convergences on the basis of whieh it wes
anticipated that subjeots who showed grester attitude shift
towaré congrulty, withln the context of Oszgood and Tennens
baum's congrulty model, would alsoe reflect & lesger degree
of psycholeoglesl differentistion thar subjects whoe showed
losser attitude shift, It was also snticipeted thst ine
dividuals who showed greater need for scelal approvel veuld
concomitantly reflect s lesssr degres of difierentiation
then individumls of lesser spprovel aeed, To sascertain
possible intersetion effects of the attivwdinel end motliva-
tionsl variables the subjects were clussified intoe four
sub-groups and 1t was muggested that the high approvel seed-
high sttitude shift group would be lesst Jifferentiated,
anl the lrv apyroveal need-low ptiltude srd £t group would be
reat difrevemtinted, while the high aprrovsl need-l w
sititud. shift and low approvel need-high attide shict
gr . uss would lie between them with respect to extent of
éiilferentiatien,

& subjeet-poo) of elghty male sducstion end jaychelogy
gtudents of noan age thlrty-two years judged a musber of
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selocted gsources and ocumeets in isolation first and then in
cosbination after & three-wook intervel, Items vere
zelucted via 2 pre-teat and wore chosen gueh that they izl
approximated the criveria thet: a’ ssurces be highly
sclarized; b) concepts he relatively asutral; and ¢) souroge
gonecept sssertions be Judged oredible, HBubjecte alas

vwoluntsered to tzke the Marjowe-Lrowne scsle snd the porsalls

ezt zueh thet each measure appesred an egual
nuizber of times in each position. Un the bdasis of sesantic
girferentisl difference zeores and Asrlove-Urowne approval
need scores, the slighty sublects were classifled inte four
groups of twenty subjleets esch: low approval need-~low
sttitude shift, lovw approval nesd-high sttitude shily,
high aoprovel aeed-low atiitude ehift, high approval need~
hign sttitude anirt, OSsbsequently, the perceptual perfor-
mangs »{ Porty individuals falling in the urcer snd lower
thirds »f the independent weriasble fiastributions vere ilnves-
tizeted with ten subleots in asch cell, VUsing this design,
the Following hyputheses wore tested:

1. There i3 ne statistionlly significant difference
betweunn parsons classiflied as nenifesting grester
eoncept-shift of sttitude towsrd congrulty and
thcse clussiflied as manifesting lemser coneept-
snift of sttitude din extent of paychologicsl

&iffﬁ?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁtimmxﬁﬁ measured by portable Hod-and-
Frepe Aegt poerfornancos.,
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2o There 1o no atatlotloally sipnivieant 40 Uerencu
between persons classified as mmn;fwatinh hlgh
need for soodal approvel sad thoso clossilied asz
wanifesting low need for soclial ay.roval in
extent of psycheologicel @if,wrwnti&ti L BE
measwred by portedle Apd-snd e Dozt veriope
BANCES,

3. There is neo statisticelly biﬁﬂifﬁ@%ﬂﬁ iateraction
effect betvesn the stititudina} graxt&r VEIEGS
lzgser concept~shift of sttitude) and aotivational
{high versus low need for sccial spproval) vari-
sbles In extent of ps e&alagieal aiffwranti&taﬁn
&5 messured by portable Rod-and-~Frams
performancos.,

Un the basis of results sbiteined 1% was necesssry
te reject the first null hypothesls, while hypothesss two
and three could not be 3imilarly so rejected. ovidence wes
therefore obtalned to support the extension of (sgoed and
Tannenbaum's eongruity princisal ia that congrulty salft of
attitude appeared inversely related to extent of psyohologi-
esl differentiation. wu the other hand, evidence was nut
chtained in favor of gignificent effects due sporovel need
er the intersction of attituds shirt and ap vovel need. The
insbility to find significent offects due aporoval need was
digeunsed as a possible result of differentisl validity of
scale~1ter contant. On the uther hand, tentatively granting
thet the mall condition does exist boebtwsen ap rovel need
and differsntistion, the overall results of this stuldy were
digoussed as implying that poychalogicsl differentiation
appears more sn ivdex of mubonouy of complex perswptual-~

eognitive processes than of spproval need structurs, I8
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wh8 Suggested that a lacter analytie aprecach o the problew
be taken so thet one ooultd Investigate the hypothesis that
stiitude shift and psycheological differentistion are more
highly saturated with perceplusl-cognditive factors than is
svaluative dependonce wilh the outeome they terd to covery
while the latter does not.

In the finsl snalysis then, the results of this study
savVe evidence of an inverse relationshipy between sttitude
shift sand extent of psychologiesl differentiastion but not of
s relationship between ap.roval noed snd sxtent of differen~
tiation, Should this ocutoome be repllcated by future ree-
search, serilocus doubt may be refsed sz to the mumber of
traditionel peychologloal aress that are msnifesily related
to sxtent of paychologiesl 4iifferentistion. (learly, the
present study spells out the need for futurs research
regarding the generality of the construet of psychelegieal
differentiation,
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, Crowne, David <., and David Merlowe, Ihe dosroysl
: Sl e 3 MEARE S RO Ava Lan "‘""i $ ¥ L.fr pifan ii&l’k# k{ilﬂay!

SR DA R L
x11=233 p. | »

Ihis book comslists of & review and integration of
alose Lo twenty resesrch studies., 7The theoretionl develop-
ment begins with the problen of response sets and person-
ality inventories and leads to the postulation of & wotli-
vational state reflected in tesi-taking behaviors. The
range and scope of studles ls impressive, However, & shori-
coming conslists of inadeguate Interpretation of daty waleh
gdoes not fellow the experizenters' snticlisstions.

#11liott, Rogers, "lInterrelatlonswuips dmong “leasures
of Fleld Dependence, Ability, and Peraonality Tralts,’
} CUE T, “é;»§pﬁ*@ﬁ sl Soeisl larehelopt. Yol. §3, Ho. 3,
f""" ‘
dliott exsuined the sonstruct “fleld dependence™
in terms of certain expectations derived Irom the literaturs,
and studisd the relationshlpy between wericus tests »f tield
depandsnae and varicvusly measured seracnslity tralis. s
is one of 2 nusber of studles which views Vitkin's conatruet
g3 more an lndex of sutonoeny of complex cognltive srosusses
then of porsonaldty tralts and motives,

.

}Qg-o

Bti o

AL

aton, Harriet B.,

g 3

sootion end the T Lo Contorm, umpuilisbed dostoral
theslis presentsd to Tiy of Grsduste deheol of Yale
University, dew davan, 1952, 7< p. ,

In this stwly, seocrea on aeveral percepiusl, attl-
wudinel and conforsity messurss wers lsotor apelysed ol
two faotors were ldemtiflied whish losded aa both soelal sad
cognifive varistles. ‘owovar, of the situstions which Linton
might have cupected t¢ leoad signifleently on Factor Ay omly
the sititule change varizble Teliled fo appesr,

ol

Usgood, Cherles E., Seorge Jo Suci, and Ueroy He
Tarmenbaws, Iha leagulsgent of desoing, Urbsns, 11limols,

The Univerzity of Illinclis fvess, 1057, 342 p.

T do peseerch involving the semantlc differential
wihtout an intimate seqgualintance with this book 18 inoon-
eoiveble. It iz of keynote relevance 4o this projeet In
Lhat 1% presents s full development of the congrelty prine
eiple ang fts limiting seresmeters as well a3 the theorstical
consteuets underlying the sewantie dAfferential mssuresant
spoacels. 4 great desl of dets on the wvalldity and rellabllity
13 contslned in the book Wit the laok of & subject indox renders
1¢s penseliation wore 4ifficult.
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lannesbaus, (oray e,  Alxitades Jowsad Soures and
@w&@#ﬁﬁ__ﬁ,?fx mrmpish;tmitué& @n&%gw Throy LM%WM&&“@@&QH
unp 4 81 TheSis orasented o Lhe SrAOURte
bﬂ$1$$6 af the ﬁﬁﬁ?@?s&tﬁ A E¥Mneie, Urbonm, f1lincis,
1§§3 ;L“"lmw RJ‘

Tonnenbaun wag the first to provide tenp!ble suo.ert
for e predictive power of the congrulty mousdl. His sxperie
mant a@nﬁiﬁ@raﬁ thwze variables belleved to be nost ﬁ‘“mifiw
cant with respoet to the @&gﬁi&mu@ and ﬁi?wwﬁiw& i3 4 aﬁ*i tude

¢ in e speaific situstion and served sz the soint of
ingpirstion for this project. I i3 sm wmmmplw ol sn
ﬁffi@ient desizn az both source and concept-ghllt ware
studied in both azscelotive and dissociative copranlieations.

Rﬁ, ﬁ*ﬁ. ?mﬁ@wawﬁ,‘ﬁ B

'fa“\t '»"
N ;

wltkin, Herman &, id.D. U3
dwnﬁugm and N4, h&rpg Laiehn
ﬁﬁw fork, Hiley, 1962 L4l e
The goeeor! majuor publieatlion ol ViMdn el hls
collengues. Ia this book nusmerous y&wwm&&lﬂ%& ﬁmwrﬁl&%ﬂﬂ
of the fleld dapspionece-ialdepwwoncs o ntindus ars retortad
ss evidence {pr an underlying conglstenay wimmiﬂ the
inﬁiviﬁual This conelstency is eongeptualised ender the
title of pasychologioal differentistians
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APPENDIX 2

SEDECTION QUESTIONNAIRE

NAME L CIRCLE M or F
Surname Christian Names M or 8
DATE OF BIRTH: g AGE: _ e
Day  Month  Year Years MONTHS
BIRTHPLACE:
Gity Province or State  Country
LANGUAGRE: ]
Native O%hers you fluently use.
EDUCATIOR J
Grade or Degree Institution  Dats
Completed
Voecation:

Nature Where PMpLOYSO?
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PUBLIC OPINION QUESTIOHNAIRE

The purpose oi thia questionnaire is +to find out
how a large numvder of pevsons, like yourselves, feel about
some public personages and topncs oF the day. The questions
naire asks you tu rate the way you feel about these personages
and topics by placing an X &t that point on the scale (the
line) which best shows the way you feel about the pariicular
item, You can answer in the following menner;

If your firsy impreesions are that the itsm (the
personage or topie) isg quite good or desirable in most respects,
ag far az you arye concerned, mark an X on the scale in the
vicinity of Favor. P.e&lsely where you place your X depends

on how FTavorable the item is to you = the more {avorable

your impressions are. the more you might place your X 16

the left;

X
TEvoT Siightiy Weatral Slighily Disap; rovve
Foyor Disapprove
If you fopedl she item is only sligcatly good or o
. - 2. »
154176 Bit des’“ﬂbzn in your eyes, {bu” mot nautral} vou
ghould rlza. your * o the viciniiy of SYightly Tevor:
T SRR ATEVT UUTTNRRNEY TSR G a0 T
B ATDPTTVE

if you frel ifndifferent oy really couldn®i care less
one wiy o the orhwr asuoul the person or »opre, you should
place gour ¢ a% lheutral dn the piddle of %the scale. 1T you
feel ile 1iem tw be the $inlest bit good or bad you should
it to the right or left of the middle;

X
Tevyor Siightly Heutral Sitently DHsapprove
Favor Meapprove
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I you Ffeal the item ig & 1ittle © unfevrorable
0 g1l putlv undesnrable on the Ovcrall a8 rong rou ave
concerned,. mark dn the vicindty of SiLiphtly Diﬁmn“

X

AR T A R AT 3 0

Favor AETEE T ewtaal Siightly i BapuTov
Favox Drgapnrove

On The other hand, 1€ you fenl the peraci or topin
qur s wreong or rather undesirable on the wverall, mark an
X in ths w;csnéﬁv of NMimapprove - the more you disapprove, e
further vou might mark to the right oa the scale:

X
TTRawor . edighti Weutral SiTeh Ty DL BepproTs
Favor Digapprove

In uweing the opindion scaie, foad firat the general
Treglon on the 1line which showg how you fe=1 about the 1lom
end sencondly deaide what spot in that wgion showa mors
acturately hovw you feel.

NOTE: About som2 of the items you may kaow very Lit
- nevariheleas plaawe try wo decide whethel your general

Al

ing tends to be & iy bit Laverabls or unfavrerable.

2

n@we% pu¥ more than one thesk-mark on a geale,
Anpwer esch of the guesvionsg - do oot omit a

ol

yow may feel as though youtve had &
Restlonnaire. In any event, f
ugh the dtems,. Do pod try to ren
i heme earlicr in the guestionnalre. ,
‘f”bm and iA@@ywﬁAWLﬁ juapewenmn Pleaos ;wy Lo
ogﬂva your iLong--- what these Items mean o you.
o not wmﬂ ou az.e over individoal dlews. T4 g vour
Dirss i ,.deensq the immediate “leellings?” sbout the items,
thet we want, On the other hand, vlesse do not be carelesy,
beciage we want youyr true impressions.

&tam %

PRI RIS L A Y

If vou have any questions, please ask then now.
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Lo=livw would you rate your overall leeling towardw
PREMIER CASTROY

Favor ST ighily Veutral Siiehily Dimapprove
Favor Disapprove

2.~ How would you vrate your overall feeling towards
THE INTERNATIONAL IABOUR CRUAMIZATIONTY

Pavor  Glightliy Neutral STighely T sepprove
Favor Djb&pprwf@

3.=-Aow would vou rate your overall fLeeling towards
INTERNATIONAL LAW MEETINGS?

Favor  SlignsLy Hentral SiTenily Disapprove
Havor Disapprowy
Ao ibase woult you Ta e your overaill reeling Lowards

(MYIURAL RELAT ,‘?g WITH KUWATT?

T s Y T T Weutral — Sifghily Disapprove
BvoT Higapprove

He=How would you rate your overall feeling Lowards
MADAME VANIER?

T Havor Siieghtly Neutral wlishtly Disapprove
Favor Dligapprove


http://Sli.ght.ty
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6.~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
CULTURAL EXCHANGE WITH RUSSIA?

Yavor Siightly Feutral STightly Dimapprove
Favor Disapprove

7.-~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
RURAWAY GOLD SPECULATION?

Favor  Siightly Neutral STishtly Pisapprove
Favor Disapprove

8,-How would you rate your overall fesling towards
THE SECULAR AFFAIRS INSTITUTE?

Favor S51ightly Neutral Siighsly Tieapprova
Favor Disapprove

9.=How would you rate your overall feeling towards
PRESIDENT JOHNSON?

Favor Siightly Neutral STightiy Disapprove
Favor Disaprove

10,~How would you rate your overall feeling towzrds
THE COMMISSION FOR CONVENTIONAL ARNAMENTS?

Favor Slightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove
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11, 8w would you rate e yus oversll fecllag Low o8
v POPU GO XXTITR 2

..«m-m.r......--»......_...,nri.-“ T e e smea A seea RPN [P — MA....;,T U e e e g v AT wme
[ 4 1, N ’

TR O eut N TS Copureve
Pavor yaBap )y e

12 ~Hy7v vead you rave vy oy ¥ ovoecall  esiine Sawo oy
ARGANG O JOWIN™ AGUERI TN WS

4 (e e o e e e = o = o e e e e e s
- - +
: R SN Leuieag «' ghtly Larpp rave

Pavos JOAN: M 1D SR CY

1% .~How would y~. ~ate ye ur ove w11 teclicy Towell s
™ A QOUBIEL CF T ROPRY

A R e I S 4 o R - w tman = R AR GEE T g SRR ST A WK £ SN AL S W LR e Wan s

A

_EVY MR I e ikl ly HEK E: ) RV I
Tayc - Disuppro

Ld.=H v ool yov cave ya y ar oovitawl Pecarng bowixone
MOST KRV CARMESITAY LY

L L L L T PP Uy
RET A lime 6y Dl Ao ody Tosepn o

Savor I' mRasprore

L5,-Haw world you rate vo your nverall reelinge towa: s
TIBIE FOLD WMTHDATLD WY

R - o e s e ———+ g s o .
“SA 0T S.sanEly IR daon Ty
Taw o imanprov:

R -

Ty ey
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16.,~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
GOVERNOR GENERAL MICHENER?

~ Favor Siigntly Neutral Siightiy Tisapprove
Favor Disapprove

17.-How would you rate your overall feeling towards
THE NATIOMAL URBAN LEAGUE?

Favor SIightiy Weutral Siieghtly Disapprove
Favor Diaapprove

18,=How would you rate your overall feeling towards
SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS?

Favor slightly Neutral Slightly Dimapprove
Favor Disapprove D

19.-How would you rate your overall feeling towards
THE CURRENT RETAIL SALES EXPANSION?

Favor S1ightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove

20,.-How would you rate your overall feeling towards
COMMITTELS ON URBAN AFPAIRS?

Favor Siightly Feutral SIightly Disapprove
Tavor Disapprove
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26.-How wonld you rate your overall feeling towords

REV. MARTIN LUTHER KING

Favor Siightly —  HNeutral Slightly Pisapprove
Favor Disapprove
27.-How would you yate your overall feeling towards
QUEEN ELIZABETHY
Favor Slighitly HNeutral Slightly Disapprove
Pavor Disapprove
28 . ~How

would you rate your overall feeling towards
THE CANADIAN SALE OF WHEAT TO CUBA?

Fevor  Siighniy | Neufral STighTiy Dicap,rove
Favaor Disapprove

25 -~y Uounls you rate your ciersali feeling towards
PEEITOERT JOHN P, KENNEDY?

Favor Siigreiy Neutral STiently ~  THsapprove
favor Disepprove

30 . ~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
RETATIONS WITH YEMEN?

Favor S1ightly Neutral SIiehtly Timapprove
Pavor Disapprove
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Zls~How would you rate your overall feelings towards
SIR WINSTCN CHURCHITL?

TUREVeY T T Sighw iy Weutral ST b iy T h{sappreTe
Favor Dosppprove
32 ow would you rate your overr .l feelrvyg wovards

INVESTICATIONS BY CONGROSSIONAL “OMMLYUTEES?

Havor SiZightly Neutral slightly Bigapprore
Pavor Digapprove

33.=How wnuld you rate your overall reeling towards
CANADIAN RELATIONS WITH ANWORR:?

= s T o~ - T o3

favor NI R RSV Slicidy R
Boror Sisap uve
Flo=Ho vt T gt Tage O

(I L gy ~dl sl ‘EO“‘
TIE S 7E ORDTE SALE OF STAPT.US Mifd

D —— - e g e ap < SRy o e s
J R o Saagh 1y Heutral &zéﬁm Ly Drsapirove
SAIOT Disa, prove

%5.~How would you rate your overall treeling sovords
PRIMIER KOSYGIN?T

TaToP Siigntly Neutral SiTausly " Disapprove
Pavor Disapprove



APPLNDIX 2

36 .~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
THE BRITISH CABINET SYSTEM?

Favor Slightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove

37 .—-How would you rate your overall feeling towards
JACQUELIN®G KENNEDY?

Favor Slightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove

38.~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
THE FORD ¥CUNDATION?

Favor Slightly Neutial Slightly Digaruvrove
Favor Disapprove

(W Y]

€C.~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
BARRY GOLDWATER

T ¥avor T ghtiy Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favyor Digapprove

40,~How would you rate your overall feeling towards
MR. PIERR¥ E., TRUDEAU?

Favor Siightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove



41 .-How would you rate your overall feeling towards

REGENT PINANCIAL DEVELOPMENTS?

Favor Slightly Neutral Siiehtly Dissporove
Pavor Disapprove
A2.-How would you rate your overall feeling towarde

THE INTERWATIONAL

CIVIL SERVICE?

Favor Slightly Neutral Siightly Disaporove
Pavor Disa:prove
4%.-How would you rate your overzll feellng towards

INTERNATIONAL LAW

MEBTINGS?

&b o =W

would you rate your overall
GOVERNCR GEWERAL

TS

. —
Disapproy:

feeling bowards
MICHRENER?

Favor Slightly Neutral Siightly Disapprove
Pasror Disappraove
45 .~How would you rate your overall.feeling towards

THE INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND?

“Favor

Slightly Neutral Slightly Disapprove
Favor Disapprove
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SEMANTIC DIFPVR™UTIATL - FORM I

NAME CIRCIE M or F
surname Christian Mames Mor S
DATE OF BIRTH: AGE:
Day  Month Year Years Months
BIRTHPLACE:
Place Province or State Country
LANGUAGE:
Native Others you fluently use.
EDUCATION: _
Grade or Degree Tnstitution Pate
Completed
VOCATION:

Nature Where Bmployed?
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The purpose of this study is two-fold -- to try to
find out how students such as yourselves feel about certain
issues and personalities in the news today, and, sedondly,
to try out a novel instrument which we think can get at
these feelings.

What you are asked to do is to Judge a number of
concepts (issues and personalities, etc.,) against a series
of descriptive scales. There will be 20 such concepts to
Judge, and each will be judged against 10 scales. Thus,
you will find at the top of each of the following pages the
concept that is to be rated, and below it will be a series of
10 scales, each defined by a pair of adjectives. You will
also note that each scale has seven steps.

In order to illustrate how to use the scales and
what each of the seven steps means, consider the following
example:

Suppose you were asked to rate the concept of
THE STRIFE IN LAOS and suppose further that one of the scales
was
gentle : s H s : : violent

Now, if you felt that the concept was ve closely related
to one end of the scale, you would chec ike this:

gentle s H H s : : X violent

OR
gentle X s : s H : violent

If you felt it was quite,but not very closely related, you
would check like this:

gentle : X H violent

e
L2 )
L 1]

OR

gentle H X violent

*e
ot
*%
e

If you felt 1t was only slightly related to one side, you
would check like this: BLEhty ’

: X violent

gentle : :

OR
violent

e
X
ey
%
%

gentle :
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If you felt it was equally related to both sides of the
scale or if you feliLTE was completely unrelated, you would
check like this:

: violent

: X ¢

gentle :

Some other important points to remember:
1l) Never put more than one check-mark on each scale,
2) Check each concept on every scale —-- do not omit any,
3) In making your check-marks, make sure they fall in
the middle of the spaces and not on the boundaries between
spaces
THIS NOT THIS
: X : X :

-

(1]

Sometimes you may feel as though you've had the same
item before on the test. In any event do not look back and forth
through the items., Do not try to remember how you checked similar
items earlier in the test. Make each item a separate and
independent %udgement. Please try to convey your own opinions--
wha ese ems mean to you. Do not worry or puzzle over
individual items. It is your first impressions, the immediate

"feelings" about the items, that we want. On the other hand,
please do not be careless, because we want your true impressions.

If you have any questions, please ask them now.
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PREMIER CASTRO

fair $ s H s : : unfair
fast s 3 : H $ : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : H s s s : weak
tasty : H : s H : distasteful
active s : : : s s ~ passive
bad H : s H H H good
large : s : s 2 small
pleasant H H H H H $ unpleasant
worthless : 3 s : : s valuable
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THE INTERNATIONAL CIVIL SERVICE

fair : : H s : : unfair
fast : H H H : : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong H H : H s H weak
tasty H H s H s H distasteful
active H H H H $ H ~ passive
bad : : : H H : good
large H : s 3 : H small
pleasant : s $ H : 3 unpleasant
worthless H 3 s : s : valuable
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BARRY GOLDWATER

fair : s 3 : : s unfair
fast : s s H : s alow
dirty : H s : : s clean
strong : s s : s s weak
tasty : H H H H H distasteful
active : : : : : : passive
bad H H : : s : good
large H : : 3 H : small
pleasant H 3 s s s 3 unpleasant
worthless s : H : : s valuable
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THE SECULAR AFFAIRS INSTITUTE

fair : 3 s H s : unfair
fast 3 : : s : s alow
dirty : : H : 3 : clean
strong : s : : s : weak
tasty : H : s s : distasteful
active H H H H H H ~ passive
bad H H : H s good
large H s H H : s small
pleasant s H : s : $ unpleasant
worthless H H : : H s valuable
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STOKELY CARMICHAEL
fair : : s s : : unfair
fast : : s : s alow
dirty : : s : : : clean
strong $ H : s s s weak
tasty : H : s $ H distasteful
active s : H H : H passive
bad : $ $ : : $ good
large H H : : s small
pleasant H : : 3 s : unpleasant
worthless s s : : s s valuable
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CANADIAN RELATIONS WITH ANDORRA

fair : s : H s s unfair
fast : H s s H : alow
dirty_ s : : : : clean
strong s H : s : H weak
tasty s 3 : s s H distasteful
active s : H : : H passive
bad H : : H : H good
large H : H H H H small
pleasant $ H H $ H : unpleasant
worthless s s : 3 s s valuable
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JOHN F. KENNEDY

fair : : H s s s unfair
fast : s H : : : glow
dirty : : : : H : clean
strong : H : s H s weak
tasty : s : H S s distasteful
active H : H H H H passive
bad : : H : H s good
large s 3 : : : H small
pleasant H H s H S : unpleasant
worthless s $ s : s s valuable
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THE CURRENT RETAIL SALES EXPANSION

fair : s H s s s unfair

fast : s s s : s alow

dirty $ : : : 3 : clean
strong : H : : : H weak

tasty H : H s s H distasteful
active : : $ H : : _passive

bad s : $ : s : good
large $ $ $ S s H small
pleasant H $ H H s 3 unpleasant
worthless : s : : s s valuable
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MADAME VANIER
fair : : s : : s unfair
fast : : : s : : glow
dirty : s H : : s clean
strong : H : H s H weak
tasty : : : : : : distasteful
active : : H : s : passive
bad H : H H : 3 good
large H : : : H : small
pleasant : : 3 H H : unpleasant
worthless s s : : : 3 valuable




THE NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE

fair : s s s : : unfair
fast H s s s s : alow
dirty : s H : : $ clean
strong : H s s s H weak
tasty s : s s s : distasteful
active s s : s : : passive
bad H H : H H s good
large s : s s : : small
pleasant : H : s H H unpleasant
worthless H s s : s : valuable
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UTHANT
fair : s s : s unfair
fast : : H s : s 8low
dirty : : s s : s clean
strong : H H H s H weak
tasty H H : H s H distasteful
active 3 H H H H : passive
bad s : s : s : good
large H H s H : : small
pleasant s s s : : H unpleasant
worthless H s s : : $ valuable
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THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION

fair : : H H : : unfair
fast : s ¢ : : : alow
dirty s : ¢ s clean
strong : H H : H H weak
tasty : : : H H : distasteful
active : H H H H : passive
bad : g s : s s good
large H : 3 $ H : small
pleasant : H s : : H unpleasant
worthless H s s : : s valuable
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PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU

fair : : 5 : s : unfair
fast : : s s s s alow
dirty : H s : : H clean
strong 3 H : 3 H s weak
tasty s s : s s : distasteful
active 3 H s H H 3 passive
bad : H H : H H good
large H : s H : H small
pleasant s s H s : H unpleasant
worthless : 3 s s : : valuable
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MARITIME TRUSTEESHIP
fair : : s s s : unfair
fast : s s H s : alow
dirty : s : : : : clean
strong : H : H H H weak
tasty : H : H s : distasteful
active s H H H H : pasgsive
bad H H : : : H good
large H s : 3 s 3 small
pleasant H s s s s : unpleasant
worthless s s s : s S valuable
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REV. MARTIN LUTHER KING

fair : H s s s : unfair
fast : s : H : : alow
dirty s : : : : s clean
strong : : : s s s weak
tasty s s s s s : distasteful
active H s H H H H passive
bad s H s H H s good
large H H H H s : small
pleasant $ s s H s s unpleasant
worthless s s : H s g valuable
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THE BULGARIAN BAPTIST CONVENTION

fair : : : H : H unfair
fast : S : s : s 8low
dirty : : H : : s clean
strong s s : H H H weak
tasty H : H s s : distasteful
active : : H H H H passive
bad s H : $ : : good
large H $ : s ¢ smail
pleasant s H H s : : unpleasant
worthless s : : : s s valuable
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SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS

fair : : s s s s unfair
fast : H s H : s glow
dirty : : : : clean
strong : H : : H s weak
tasty s H s s : s distasteful
active : H H H H : passive
bad H H H H H H good
large H : H : : s small
pleasant H H : H : ¢ unpleasant
worthless : H : : s s valuable
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CANADIAN RELATIONS WITH ANDORRA

fair $ : H s : : unfair
fast H : s s : : alow
dirty : : : : : clean
strong s H H s : ¢ weak
tasty H H s H : H distasteful
active H H H s s : ~ passive
bad H : : H : s good
large H : S : : H small
pleasant H H H s : H unpleasant
worthless s s s : : s valuable




.
b
[
o

POPE JOHN XXIII
fair : : : : H s unfair
fast : s : s s s alow
dirty s H : : ¢ s clean
strong : : s : s H weak
tasty H s : s s : distasteful
active s H H H H : passgive
bad s H H H H : good
large H : : H H : small
pleasant : : H s : H unpleasant
worthless s H s : : s valuable
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SEMANTIC Llvh il IAL - PORM IT

NAME CIRCLE Mor P
Surname Christian Mames Mor S
DATE OF BIRTH: AGE:
Day  Month Year Years Months
BIRTHPLACE:
Place Province or State Country
LANGUAGE:
Native Others you Iluently use.
EDUCATION:
~ Grade or Degree Tnetitution — Date
Completed
VOCATION:

Nature Where Employed?
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Some weeks ago, you were kind enough to help out
in trying out a novel instrument to get at people's feelings
about certain issues and personalities in the news. At the
same time we were interested in finding out if the instrument
:or%s —- and happily enough, it turned out to be a useful
ool.

We are now interested in finding out how well it
works, which is what we will try to do today with your
co-operation.

From newspaper clippings and magazine articles over
the past few years we have taken sentences which contain two
of the items you have already judged on the former test a
month or so ago. This 1s no accident, as now we want to try
out this testing instrument in a situation where people are
asked to rate one item in view of the whole news release.

An example will clarify this.

At the top of each of the following pages you will
see an arrangement similar to either of the following;

Rate; GENERAL DE GAULLE
in the light of the fact that,
GENERAL DE GAULLE OFFERS 100% SUPPORT TO RISING FRENCH EXPORTS.

Now, 1if you felt the concept (General de Gaulle in the
first example - rising-French—exports—in—the-second) was
closely related to one end of the scale in the light of
%He news release (the complete sentence) you should check
like this:

pleasing X s H s s H annoying

pleasing s s s s : : X annoying
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If you felt the concept, in the light of the news release
was quite closely related to one or the other end of the
scale (bu?t not extremely) you would check like this:

pleasing : 3 s : s X 3 annoying

OR
Pleasing : X 3 H :

s annoying

If you felt the concept, in view of the news report was only
slightly related to one side as opposed to the other side
{but not really neutral), you would check like this:

pleasing s : X ¢ $ H H annoying

OR
H s X ¢ $ annoying

pleasing $

If you felt the concept in view of the press release was
equally related to both sides of the scale,or if you felt
1% was complefely unrelated, you would check like this:

pleasing H s ¢ X $ : annoying

Some other important points to remember:
1) Never put more than one check-mark on each scale,
2) Check each concept on every scale -- do not omit any,
3) In making your check-marks make sure they fall in
the middle of the spaces and not on the boundaries between
the spaces
THIS NOT THIS
s s X : H X s

Sometimes you may feel as though ,»u've had the same
item before on the test. In any event, do not look back and
forth through the items. Do not try to remember how you
checked similar items earlier in the test. Make each item a
separate and independent judgement. Please Iry to oonve
your own opinions -- what these 1t¥ems,in the 1ight of the
press release, mean to you. Do not worry or puzzle over
individual itema. It is your first impressions, the immed-
iate "feelings® about the items in view of the news report,
that we want. On the other hand, please do not be careless,
because we want your true impressions.

If you have any questions, please ask them now.
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Rare; MARITIME TRUSTEESHIP

in light of the fact that

PREMIER CASTRO FAVORS
MARITIME TRUSTEESHIP

unfair

fast

alow

dirty

clean

strong

weak

tasty

distasteful

active

passive

bad

good

large

small

pleasant

unpleasant

worthless

valuable
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Rate; SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS

in light of the fact that

BARRY GOLDWATER FAVORED
SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS

fair unfair
fast : : : : alow
dirty clean
strong weak
tasty distasteful
active passive
bad good
large small
pleasant unpleasant
worthless valuable
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Rare; THE INTERNATIONAL CIVIL SERVICE

in light of the fact that

JOHN F. KENNEDY FAVORED
THE INTERNATIONAL CIVIL SERVICE

fair : : : : : : unfair
fast : : : : : : alow
dirty : : : : : s clean
strong : : : : : : weak
tasty : : : : : : distasteful
active : s H 3 : : passive
bad : : : : : : good
large : : : : ¢ : small
pleasant : : : : : : unpleasant

worthless H H : : : s valuable
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rRate; THE CURRENT RETAIL SALES EXPANSION

in light of the fact that

PRIME MINISTER TRUDEAU FAVORS
CURRENT RETAIL SALES EXPANSION

fair : : : : s : unfair
fast : : s H : : alow
dirty : H : : : : clean
strong : : : : : : weak
tasty : : s : : : distasteful
active : H s H : : ~ passive
bad : : : : H : good
large H : : s s H small
pleasant s H $ : : : unpleasant

worthless H H : : : : valuable
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Rare; THE BULGARIAN BAPTIST CONVENTION
in light of the fact that

POPE JOHN XXIIl FAVORED
THE BULGARIAN BAPTIST CONVENTION

fair : : : : : : unfair
fast : : : : : : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : : : s : : weak
tasty : : : s H : distasteful
active s s H H : : ~passive
bad : : : : H : good
large : : : : : : small
pleasant $ : s : : : unpleasant

worthless : H H : : s valuable
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Rare; THE MAIL ORDER SALE OF SURPLUS WEAPONS

in light of the fact that

THE AMERICAN HUNTING ASSOCIATION FAVORS
THE MAIL ORDER SALE OF SURPLUS WEAPONS

fair : : : : : : unfair
fast : : : : : : alow
dirfy : : : : t 3 _clean
strong : : : s : H weak
tasty : : : : s : distasteful
active : : : : : : passive
bad : : : s H : good
large : : 3 : : : small
pleasant : : : : : : unpleasant

worthless s : : : H : valuable
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Rate; CANADIAN RELATIONS WITH ANDORRA

in light of the fact that

U THANT FAVORS
CANADIAN RELATIONS WITH ANDORRA

fair : : s : H : unfair
fast : : : H : : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : s : : S H weak
tasty : : : s H : distasteful
active : : S : : : ~passive
bad : : : : : s good
large : : : : : : small
pleasant : $ H : : $ unpleasant

worthless : : H : : : valuable
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Rate;, THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION

in light of the fact that

STOKELY CARMICHAEL FAVORS
THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION

fair : : : : s : unfair
fast : : s : : : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : : : : : : weak
tasty : : : : s : distasteful
active : : H : : : ~passive
bad : : s : : : good
large : : : : H : small
pleasant : H H H : : unpleasant

worthless : H H : : : valuable
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rae; THE SECULAR AFFAIRS INSTITUTE

in light of the fact that

MADAME VANIER FAVORS
THE SECULAR AFFAIRS INSTITUTE

fair : : : : : : unfair
fast : : : H : : alow
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : : : s : H weak
tasty : : : : s : distasteful
active : : H s : : ‘passive
bad : : : : H : good
large s : ¢ H s H small
pleasant : H H s : : unpleasant

worthless : : : : : : valuable
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Rare; SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS

in light of the fact that

BARRY GOLDWATER FAVORED
SOVIET-BLOC DIPLOMATS

fair : : : : : : unfair
fast 3 : s s : : 8low
dirty : : : : : : clean
strong : : : : : : weak
tasty : : H s H : distasteful
active : : H H H : ‘passive
bad : : : s s : good
large : : H s : : small
pleasant s H H : : H unpleasant

worthless H s H : : s valuable
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Rare; THE NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE

in light of the fact that

REV. MARTIN LUTHER KING FAVORED
THE NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE

fair H : : : : : unfair

fast : : : s : : 8low

dirty : : : : i __*t_____ clean
strong : : : s : : weak

tasty : : : 3 s : distasteful
active 5 : s H s : passive

bad : : : s : : good
large : : : : : : small
pleasant : : : : : : unpleasant

worthless : H : : : H valuable
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Persenal Resotdsn Inventory

Listad belov are & mumber of statesents oonoerning
personsl attitudes and Wrelts. Head esch ites and deoldns
whether the statesent is Irug or [alae as it pertains 1o you
sarsonelly. Ify when applied to youy the slaiswent 1z
trugy or mostly true, pgmea a check under 17 on the left-
hapd gpaece before the cuestion, IF fulse, v ast usually
truc, risce & check under "7 on the right-hand space.

Rember to give your own cplalon of yourself., iJease do
L ANY oLips 4 ,( L Es

b0

1. Before wvoting I thoroughly inveatigate the
gualificetions of all candidates.

Tad

« 1 never ‘hugitete to go out of my way to hel:
someone 1o trouble.

. It 1 sumetines hped [or me to zo on wita ay

work if I am i exgouwraged,

Paw

%

« 1 beve never jatensely disliked anyone.

5. “n ccoaslons I bave had dowbis about my abdlivy
o gucceed in 1ifo.

6, I somotines Lfewl ressntful when I dontt get
MY ¥BY.

7. 1 om alvays careful shout my sanpner of dress,

we My Lable spaners at howe are as good &S when
I eat out in a restavrent.

e 4f 1 eoudd ged lnde & movie withowt jaylog and
be sure I wes not seen, I wowld probebly do it.



Y LR ] *
u"nmJLuwj.m H *‘“3‘3!«

e 1C¢ O B few seesplony L hAee Ve 0 el
something beemuse I thuigh 4o 1ittle 1 oy
ability.

. [ like to gossip nd tires.
e Lze There have boen (imes olon I felt 1ike faw
belling agsinst people In autlorily sven
though ! know they wer:s right.

e 13, Ho metter wive I 8w tlking ¢ I & slueye o
good listener,

1k, 1 omn remenber ol-yins sick €0 get cut f
smmethling.,

15, There have besn cceaslons waun I ook wdveniage
of someons.

16, 1'm alwiys willing to admit when I meks » sistake.
— 17 1 sluwnys try to practice what 1 preach,

16, I don't find 1t particulerly Sif04enlt to get
alrng with leudencgthed, sbuorinusg wew le.

1¢. 1 sowetimes Lry b gel ewen riiner than vy o
forgive and forget.

20, When 1 dom't Enow something I 4 n'4 st il nlwg
aduitilng 1t.

2. 1 am always eourtesus, aven to ool whe are
dispprosalle,

Z+e AL times I have reslly insisted on noving
things my way.

23, Tuere have heen cocasions when T folt 1k
seaghing thingu.

b, T would neeer $hink of letting sereons £1s: be
puniehed for wy weongdelings.

aeR——_

2%, 1 pever resent belng asked to return s faver,



AmeaRaRiTy AR 32‘

. )
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I have never bewn irked when people expressed
idess very 4ifferent from =y own.

I nmever mwake s lonr tris withouwt cupoking tie
saflety of my car.

There hiave baen tises when I wag quite jeslous
af the zond fordunn of olusrs,

I have slaost never [elt the urre to $2ll s -owene
aff.

I am sometines irvitated by pecole who ssk
favors of ¢,

I have nover felt that I wes undsast withnet
CRUSE .

1 scantimes think when people hawe & misfortuny
that ihey =2nly got what they desurved,

I have never deliberstely ssid someilking that
hurt someong's feellinge.



5N X\iq Pl
RN % 4

TAGACTIWE » AceoDinta 208 AuiTHATSTRATIGH
JoaCiLURe puil PHE ~GHTABL £ ke fdlie 1]




ArviiEDia 8

IHSFLOTION FPHUCADURS

1, when the bulli-in level indicates thet the
spparatus 1s level, amd with the rod set ab 0% with the pro-
tractor, check with & second level and sguare thet the rod
iz indeed vertlcoal (& chedkesguare with intermsl level ocan
be used). This and subsequent tests of rod celibration will
te sasler if the frawe waclosure is liited off the rollers
and remcved. I7 the rod ls not touly verticsl with the pro-
tractor set at 0%, the line on the ¢lesr plsstie indiecstor
should be redrawn o that the protracior indicstes the truw
pesition of the rod.

Pe wome protracters mey not have boon slligned prow
perly on the eng dizk, Thms, even though the u® reading may
pe mecurate, the resdings at ihe extremes of the scale say
not be. This esn be checked Ly use of a sepsrate level and
& 309607 dpaftswen's triangle. Get apparaius absolutely
level with builte~in level, set rod to 307 to the right (or
laft by the protractor, snd place trisngle hypotenuse agelnst
rod with long side verticsl. Then use s geparate level to
check that the long side of the triangle ls truly wverticsl
(or that short side is horisentall. Aepest with rod tilted
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30° o opposite side. If 30% resdings ere not sccurste, hut
o® reading i1s correct, probrsctor 1s not siigned properly
around centar of rotation of disk, I the discrepsnoy iz
glight, it can be ignored, Llarge discrepancies will
necezsitate removel of the grotracior and itz re-~attochment
so that 1t revelves en the same center ag does the disk,
It may be necessery to obtain s new protractor frosm the
sanufacturer, if the pregent sne 1lg damaged durling rewovel.

3. CLheck that rof andé Irvame rotate on same centers.
Set both rod and frame 207 left, then 2¢° right, By inssec-
tion the rud should mppeer to be centersd within the frame,
with 1/8 in. clsarance between sach end and the adjacent
gide of the frame. II the centers of rotation sre differsut
for the rod and the frame, adjustment of the aize of the
rollers with layers of taps say correct the problem. Howevaer,
this may be ¢1iificult, and re-allgnment by the mspulactursy
Eay be necessary AL the sisellignment 13 severs.

b, Urame sust tilt exeetly 28 in each direetion.
Using masking tepe, attsch a 30°-607 draftsman's trisngle
to the end disk with one of the right sngle sides smagly
sgainst the side of the rod, Het red at exaectly U9 and
rotate Treme [lrmly asgeinst stop. Hote whether the slde
of trisngle pervendlceulsr to rod is parellen with the bolioe

gide of the freme. vepest on opyosite side, If freawe tilts
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are pot acourate, elther file down or wuild up tae stop
wounted on the frame diak until the proper 1ilt 4s achleved,
$¢ The subluct must be umeble Lo see vab of the
unit when his head is properly slaced in the headrust,
shenever the apparatus 1s used, U point of the subjlect's
¢hinm shiould be placed in tiw chin sad, and fhe Lespls
pads should be high on the head Lo ave.! contect wiih esrs
af glasses, The unlt aust alse be vn tue edge of & bign
table, so that the subject doss nob neve eliber to Lend
acwn or lean foprward excessively la opder (o reagh the
heedrest., oave several trisl subjectz properly plaece thelr
heads in the headrost and then ssk thes v L2y to Bae pul
arcound the syeshield (withwut, . e-urse, remeving thelr
heads from preper testing position). 10 subjects cen seg
int- the room, the eyesidield should be exiended with tape,
cardboard, flexilble pladtie, <loe, w Hloek thiy vision.
Zf such chenges are nut Jekoibla, & e wyesdals shouldd oo
gonstructed oy obislined Jrum the .anulascturer, if possible.
solyotiylone sheet, 1/v ine thigk, ds s auitenls moturial,
we The vurbaln must men gogpulobtely, s that
el L. is wisible Lo Lhy subjeet when It L0 upon. Yhea
slised, it sty uls 8isy clowsd wilh it veing heedl, 12
cuctnin dces net spen fully, welpito sbouds se addsd Lo the
wobbom aths AL BBY 8lgo prove helpful o lnsert a stify
setal yrod theough the bem to hold the bosvos of Lo olvth



AP ENLIL B 116

~ut %o 1%e full width (the rod should be s long 3 the
curtain is wide), The cloth should be coupletely cutbt «f
the subject's view when the curtain is cnen,

I the curtain doess not stey lesed, a welght un
the end of the handle or an elsstic band cormected frow the
handle to a hack on the base should be used to hold it. The
subjeet should not be asked sither to hold or to operste the
curtain, His bands sust remain in hiz lap throughout
testing.,

An agditional note: It 1s mest importent thst the
subjleetts hesd vemain In the headrest 2% all times during
the testing. It bhaz bLeen found helypful to attach & cord
with hoeoks to each side of the headrest so thst it pasges
around the back of the subject's head., Thiz cord sheuld
not be tight snd will serve ss » reminder should the subjeot
momentarily lean usok.
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:’hﬁlip Kw len
_ Paychology Laborstory, Department of Psyochiatry
State ﬂnivﬁrmitz wf dew York Downstate dedlosl Cunter
50 Clarkson Awvenus
Brooklyn, Jew York 11203

Note: Apparatus must be on sturdy table and be level.

“In this test we want to fiad out how well you can determise
the upright - the vertical ~ updor vardicus conditions,

“In this box (PRPFT) you will see a squsre Creme snd within
this frase you will see & rod.’

"It 1s possible Ior se Lo tilt the frame to the lefi or the
right, I can 2lzo tilt the rod to the left or right. T can
tilt the frape alons or the rod alone; v I cab tilt thes
both &t the same {time, elther to the same side ur $o apposite
Bides,

«hen I lower the curtsin st the beglaning of uwsch trisl, 1
wvent you to tell me whather the rod and frame are straight
up Bl oown - 1l,e. vertical - or whether they sre tilied.
In other words, tell me whether the vod and frase are
Aaiﬁight with the walls of this room or whether they are
tilted.

“Are there sny gusstioney’

pperatus end adjust headrest. ils hands
ok touvchine lLable. Tell & to keay hls

a1l times. Feet together.

Sest 2 4in frang of &
head in the rest &t
Treisal 1: Adjust the frame to 20L and the rod to Jil, Lower

eurtala, ey (o &b "whet is the usitlon ol Lus
rod and the freame’' (Hecord L't resyonse,)

It < says the red 15 not vertieal, aay b. him:

=T will now turn the rod slowly wntil y.u ihink it

is stralight with the wells of tels room. 40 © suld,

I will turn it slovwly, and siter ssch furn, tell ase
whather 1t hag vean luraed etough oF wieloer yww

want it turned some more., Just #&¥ ‘sore’ or 'enough’
after ¢sch turn. clewse swke your decisions gulokly
ané don't be too finieky., Waleh wey shall I move the
rod to make it verticsl - clockwise or counter-

clockwise. "
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How move the rod about 3° st g tluw pposite to the direction
in which the 4 says 1t is tilted, until he res rts “enm.g.
ask the & after he reports Lhe rod vertlenl: Lo the rod now
vertical - that is, 1s 1t strafght vith the walls ~f this
room? :n other words, is it straelght up the way tuv tlagpole
outside 1s.’

if the subject should nov say that he wants the rod moved some
sore in elther direction, do so. Halse the curtain and ;. cord
the position of the rod.

If on this first trial, the 3 raports the @ to be strwlgnt
et the ~utset, ask him the gquestion: Is the rod nov vertiosl,
that is, is it straight with the walls <f this zoomy

In such instances, give the J the ilnstructions eonceranlng the
straightening of the rod, as above, on the next trial. If on
the next trisl, the 5 sgain states that the rod 1 stralght
gt the cutsel, glvs him these Instriuctions -n the {irst tried
en which he says thet the rod ls tllted,

Zrizl 2: Leave the fraze st &L and sdjast tae rod to 2R,
Lower the curtalin and say to the L3

*would you tell me now and st the beglnning £ 11
gubsgeguent $rd4ls wncther the rod and [rame o I¢
stralgsht with the wallc of thies rouwg, ~r tiltes;
and 11 the rod 1g tilted, wheiher the rod should be
moved clockwlze or counter-eloekwing te Lo aade
shraight.’

Iy the 3 asks sou o Lirm the rud, do o unt.l 40 3578  on.ugh.’

Ask aim soedns 13 dae pod e delGasidem UG G Bee kil
3 R « b‘,n‘” % bt o8 ¥ gpe

Vo net ek this miestion oa subseguent trieli. Al curtain,.
Heeord sdjustmeat, Jooeeed 10 next trisla,

Trisl 31 srenwe 204 aod Toa
Prial % me 2. Red il
Prigl % ireame oL ey 4L
Trial 1 Frame 2oL rod
Terial 7 kIsm a8 2ol

Trial ut  Frame S0A et L
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Sefure 3 enters the roow, be sure freme Ls straight snd
curtein up,

If st sny time efter the rod has been sdjusted on 2 given

trial the & should sry that ue wants it soved sowe more in
&ither direction,do so.

If the 5 should take more than % seconds on any triel before
saying "more' or “envugh,” tell him: ' Plesse mske youp
dacisions guieckly.”

if the S should repeatedly say "more or amugh before
the turn of the rod 1s completed, Ssy to him: " risese walt
until I have gompleted the turn,”

Check from time to time to determine whether the 8's heatd
is in the proper sosition in the hweadrest, otteching the
elastic cord ercund the back of 8's head iz recommended,
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SUMMARY TABLES OF THL ANALYSES CF VARIANCE wHo® QP18
EDUCATIOR, AND AGE WERL THE CRITERION VARIABLES
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Summary o0 aAnslysis of Varisnce witn spe a8 the Jriterion

Variable.
==
dource of
Variation 83 ar i FOF ag{ly78)
apgroval Heed 195.4 1 175.% 3edu T b7
Attitude LLllT 33k 1 A3.8 01,56 kYY)
interscotion 151.3 1 191.7 Je 5L 1.7
within Lgol L P bt B0
Total 4577.9 7
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Table Alli.~

wipmery of Anelysiz of Tarisnege with Fducetion as the Criterion
X&riﬁi l:&a

aouree oF

varistion i 01 b & i @5{1 3 Y
~pproval Heed 11 1 Cell Cl0b Tat 7
ittitude sShift r.33 1 .11 rL18 St
Inte=action £.61 1 £,61 3.75 sl
c:tain 132.97 76 L

Totel 160,05 9
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ABSTRACT OF

This study was carried out to investigate the possi-~
bility of an inverse relationship existing between both con-
gruity shift of sttitude and need for social approvel on the
one hand and extent of psychological differentiatien on the
other. In null form, the three hypotheses were:

1. There is no statistically significant difference
between persons classified as manifesting greater
concept-shift of attitude toward congruity and
those eclazssified as manifesting lesser concept-
shift of sttitude in sxtent of psychological
differentiation as measured by portable Hod-and-~

Frame Test performances.

There is no stetlstically significant difference
between persons clessified as manifesting high
need for sociml approval and those classifled as
manifesting low need for sccial approval in
extent of psychological differentiation as
measured by portable Bod-en
mences,

N
»

3. There iz no statistloally significant intersction
effect betweeen thse attitudinal (greater versus
lesser concept-shift of attitude) and motivationsl
(high versus low need for social approvsl) vari-
ables in extent of psycholeogical ﬁifﬁ@r@ntiatiam
as measured by portable Hod-apnd-Trame Tes
performances.,

kighty male students of education and psychelogy of

mean age thirty-two years judged a mumber of sources and

1 Hichael W. Mabarray doctoral thesis presented to
the Faculty of Paychology of %he University of Gttawa, Ontario,

Ay 1969,1x-125 p.
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concepsts selevted via a pre~test (such that sources were
Llghly polerized and conocents relatively aeutrsl) onee in
isclation and then, alfter threc weeks, in combinstiion on the
seme eviluative fors of ithe sewsnbie diffesentisl., oublects
alse took the dsrle
and the portsble ju
appeared an egqual number of times in each sadainistrative

position. The subject-puool was clssaified into four sube
groups of twenty subjects each sccording to 1he median
scores of the attitude shift and zpprovel need score distrie
butiens. subsequunitly, the percestusl serformanse ol forty
gublects falling in the uyuwer &nd luwer thleds of the
independent varieble distributicns was 1ikewise suslysed vis
the asnalysis of varisnce with ten subjects per cell.

The date allowed rejectioa of the first mull hyvothe~
giz but not that of bysotheses twe and three. vivence wis
thuz found o suwl,. oL Chw wofificallon o0 too eongeulty
vrineiple of attitude shlft iln that magnitucss o a3y
sppeered inversely related tu extent of psycholo-ieal
differentistion, The lack of significant effects accompany-
ing variations in spprovel need was sesn 88 yussitly reflect-
ing ¢ifferential ltem valldity of the ferlowe-Lrowne sosle.
un the other hand, granting the sxistence of the mll econdli-
tioas between approval peed and exient of diflerantiastion,

s tmplicetion of the present study wouldd be the y- rolblllly
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that psycholeglcal differentiation aonstlitutez noro
réflection of autonomy of complerx percapiualecognitive
funciionlng tnan approvel need structurse. 4 factor smalytie
approsach was suggested to determline the ssotorisl ocowposition
of attitwdinel), approvel need and diifferentistion construct
varisbles as a wmesans of exposing sxtent of commonallty among
them. Until sueh svidence is forthcooming, csution may be
warranted in termg of the generality of the differentistiocn

gonstruet.
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5% 3
s‘47’

seeond to last line, for ‘communication' read
'communications',

second parugraph, second line, for ‘have' read 'has’.

firet paragraph, {ifth line, for 'possible' read
'noseibly?t

third to lout line, for Lfootnote *3Y read '1'.

first naregraph, line thres, for ‘glven’ recd '
'‘giving',

firat paraoraph, 1lae five, Jor ‘enthusicstically!?
rexd 'guw dienisticnly’t.

line 11, drlets word 'those’,

Table <, in the tenth coluan from the right, for
'2,95 and'6,14' read '6,14' end '2.96' respeciively.

120, sble %I, for Total D5'2C68.7' recd '2UT8.T'.

123, Hypothesis thrae, line two, fur "betweeen" read

"mretween'.

1 Michael . HeCorray, ‘mpublished bootoruld Thesls,
pregsented to the Paculty of Feychology, Iniversity of Uttawa,
f‘lﬁy, 196‘3’ 1.1-1259.
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