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”;ﬂnnstrument whwch wou]d measure the ex1stence of the LPH and

.3 N LB

'Tvathe ext€n¢ to wh1ch 1t was present 1q 1nd1v1dua]s The jr:f;;“j
~,1nstrument, a 40~Jtem test was termed the ReMote Poss1b11-_--'_;
‘ of e

-hh1t1es Test (RPT) The h]gher the score,‘the more the beT1ef
"7jT1n the LPH 1s present in the scorer.- Ldev1nger s (]@57)
:fmodel fbr test construct1on was fo]]owed througheut the :
TdeveTopment of the test and ev1dence for the substant1ve,“'

structura] and externaT components of construct val1d1ty ‘
'were obta1ned The or)g1na1 form of the RPT (80 1tems) was
“jreflned through agreement among three Judges on the 1tems':d?']:n

‘ebeT1eved to be reTevant to the construct under 1nvest1gat10n

\

-~

tnFurther ref1n1ng in the form of T%em~ana1ys1s was conducted

after adm1n1strat1on of the RPT to a soc1o econom1ca11y = ‘Q"
representat1ve sample of 209 subJects 3 The f1na] form of f

R the RPT and f1ve tests of re]ated personallty constructs

: ’were then adm1n1stered to a sample of 411 and submltted tg;;;{_,o
“;7“ . e 1.. L . : ‘ - iRt
correlat1ona1 anaTys1s,ur SR

e~ - AT

S1gn1f1cant pos1t1ve reTat1onsh1ps were found Between}":"lﬁ

Y




i

.

respect1ve1y f7ff5f~’h;F

'}adm1n1stered to 20 dn‘hosp1ta1 psych1atr1c pat1ents 20
Rl

scores were randomly se]ected froy*the totaﬁ sampleﬂbf 4]1

s

Q

ang a test of 51gn1f1cance was carr1ed out RPT scores of vp:

@
psych1atr?x’pat1ents were 51gn1f1cant1y h1gher than tho%e

drawn from the norma] sample. i:ﬂ7 - i-,;fﬁ"; jvfyhfi-\'-$n3tbf*

&

RPJ scorewyar1gnce was found to be re1at1ve1y 1n—"
dependent of verba] ab111ty and abstract reasonwng ab1l1ty
A pred1cted 1nverse re]at1onsh1p of the RPT w1th age wasve'

obta1ne9 though the hypothesws that there wou]d be no‘
. . \
s1gn1f1cant d1fferences 1n the re]at1onsh1p between RPT

¢,.‘.- - -

hTQher scores 3 L el -n_,.gu;ﬂ,_,,g“

Re11ab1]1ty est1mabes der1ve§ by the Kuder Rlchardson

w - . Qé.~""

formu]m and the test retest procedure were 25 and 83

e v
>

e [ﬁ' B
' g ool : o
The evidencerseemed to lénd support to the fact that

the RPT 15 a v1abTe 1nstrument be1ng QSth valld and re]1ab1e

:Imp11catfons for counse11ors, further research and the e
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factors under1y1ng the deve]opment of the LPH were exp]ored
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scores of maTes and femd]es was not upheld Femaies,obtalnedV“'”‘
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-'G”n‘ k
f "go

dn;s.arc mntivcm,d to :tuk coun:c!ling for a uidn;“

subsqrhbing to this h}ao-'\-~;

) the most drhaded and lea;t
likoly experiences‘to happen to, ‘?m n ilmdst 031 sftuattuns. A,

h

Expectatians similar to thosa are apt to be found *n naﬂrotic
1ndiv1duars. particular!y 1n those d1sb}ay1ng syMptomsvof '
‘tobsession, phobta, anx1ety. and compqlston ° An obsesstop is
~d\agnosed as befng an exhibitimn 6f 1nten$e'toncentratiom»of .
‘thought on dhe point in the individual’; enviroannt, cqn- %
centratdon of action._rather than tﬁought 15 1abel]ed a v

compulsion.. When anx1ety 1s diSpIaced on a }ymbolic sub*v

'fs¢1tute 1n ;he environment that can, 1f the tndividu 1+ 50 : T

s

. .

"desures, be avoided the cond1t1on is'caﬂled a ghoﬁia.
R
'1he.,content1on here, howgver, is: that the'LPH diffé#k

e

'from the dbove- ment1oned neurotie°condit1ons and is, in fact.;,

° S .
o

a unique method of cogn1tive funct1oning. The presentastudy

suggests that the LPH may be an’ evaluatlve predrsposi;}on

. o

an 1ndividfaT s pérsona] system of order1ng hIS env1ronment-

o

swtuatfnn‘kpe§1f1g€ 34% compu1510n5, !i:

3?obsesswpns,’and phob1as, the LPH “is reggrded {s bélng more~‘ 'i%*"f
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) s N : T ot .

d1ffuse It is: conce1ved of @s not be1ng restr1cted to any
' part1¢u1ar referent oBﬁect but as be1ng d1rected toward an y

obJeEk The act1on ai person takes or does not take at any

gaven t1me )s seen as. b%1ng 1nf1uenced by the manner 1n wh1ch

he breaks down and organ1zes 1mp1ng1ng st1mdﬂ1 These st1m%]1

ﬂ are organtzed 1nto mean1ngfu1 patterns congruent w1th~the
0 K3
1nd 1dua1's own needs. and psycho]og1ca] make up ' Each
; person s exper1ent1a1 f11ter“ (Harvey, Hunt and Schroder,t}
£ .

1961) def1nes etther the pos1t1ve or negat1ve qua11ty of: an“

- A

‘m event Wh1ch 1n turn determ1nes dﬁ& nature of h1s affect1ve“

e

arousa] - Consequent1y,.1nd1v1dua]s vary in. the1r reactlons}“;"

4

to s1tuat1ons as each react1on'ts consqstent w1th the person s.'

uk S .

fn;'conceptua] organ7zat1on, and 1s meant to produce the max1mum\u;

RS

pos1t1ve affect d' ;;-?*f”“ ~"J”.:.a_‘ o | ‘:‘. U,-'}"
A The present study proposes that?dndivwdua]s may vary ' Q“¢

4

a1ong a- cont}nuum 1n the _manner 1n wh1ch they ass%is the.

«r'w goodness of outcome"'of a §1tuat1on &Faced w1th the ques—
e»t1on '"What sha]] I do,' the person at the norma] end of. j'
PR S R

the contanuum w111 hgye access ‘to. a number of a]ternate

.

poss1b1]1t1es He w131 assess the s1tuatton and be free to

':‘choose the best of a11 poss1b]e a]ternat1ves Faced W1th

the same quest1on, an ]nd1v1dua1 at the oppos1te end of the'

@

cont1nuum, that person who enterta1ns the LPH has few cho1ces

-

before h1m , For him there is a]ways the d1sthct probab111ty

'
4

that whatever act1on he takes, the 1eas¢ ]1ke1y and most

@readed exper1ence wh]] befa]] h1m In the face of a cho1ce,”&

.

h1s d1£ferent1a1 capac1ty 1sbgreat1;§reduced,.as 1n h1s

s

RS



-'&zadapt1Je1y When reduced to essent1als, a counse11or s“

[ . . . : . [, :
L e T [ » e , i - . r
. ' ’ Joe o v . ' s .
. o,

»

dab111ty to behave creat1ve1y, to! w1thstand stress, and t0z ‘ "

3%

cope efﬂect1veTy ",nc ‘fi o ;< f‘- R I,
It 13 d1ff1cu1t to d1spute the 1mportanee of be1ng ab]e

“-to be ﬁpan and to respond to 11fe creat1ve]y, f]ex1b1y, and.

\
-

: 'funct1on i rea]Wy to he]p c11ents cons1der ways of enhan-
h,ﬁc1ng these ab111t1es . His (her) concern Jis u1t1mate1y wath_;
7free1ng and ut111z1ng human resourt@s As is wé]] anWn

o

"reach1ng these goals :can be a 1ong and arduous task for both
]:cllent and coanse1]or In brder to exped1te matters therapeu—‘ /
't1ca1]y, psychometr1c 1nstruments are often used assist1ng : ‘/{;
. the therap1st in 1dent1fy1nglwhat mlght be a spec1f;c~§rea of{f g
wneuros1s Berg1n'(1971) wr1tes of the_ urgent necesswty toe/
”work toward spec1ty1ng prec1se1y the change des1red (1n thErapy) .
.“'and deve]op1ng a. spec1f1c measure- fqr 1t'l (p 239) Accord1ngo'js
'C to Paurp(1967),_therapy shou]d be concerhed.w1th what treat-: S
“jﬁeant by whom,‘1s most effect1ve for th1s 1nd1v1dua}’w1th that
tspec1f1c problam, and ander what c1rcumstances“ (p /110) ’
-'fBerg1n a]so po1nts out" that there 15 T1tt1e use 1m further
5{1promot1ng the. average,.non spec1f1c, typ1ca] kyhd of therapy
) There appears to be a def1n1te va]ue 1n 1dentﬂ?y1ng part1cu-k'r ga}
ri]ar neurot1c cond1t1ons 1n the 1n1t1a1 cl1ept 1nterv1ew
:so that therapy may be tal]ored to each 1nd1v1dua] /7"Thus,[
ef1f a person Seeks he]p for severe depress1on we wou]d tendit
’;to measure change in depress1on rather than h1s'globa1

' *psycho]og1ca1 status"'(Berg1n, 1971 p. 258) ‘ Catte11 (]965)

“argues that a better understand1ng of a d1agnos1s wou]d a]so

e/
7/
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en11gbten therapy PR "',~'

Measdrement 1s even maore’ 1mportand 1n eva]uat1ng thef
effect1veness of part1cu1ar kinds of therapy dr. treat-

ement.  Until we know-'what we are treating, the durect1on B

-and p]ann1ng of treatment is .obvidusly wild and. vagle.
-'And until we can demonstrate how much patiénts have: '
ﬂ'.benef1teﬂ from this kind of treatment compared with that

" kind, we have no objective way of dec1d1ng whether any
treatment “Ns.an 1mprovement on 1ts h1stor1ca1 pxed—

eeessor (p 206) .

D

. To date, no instrument ex1sted that wou]d help the‘

4

counse]]or to 1dent1fy the LPH t,The concern of the present'

- study was,' R _‘*" e T ef._‘q'

‘1¢“the examination: of persona11ty varwab]es wh1ch
”wou]d seem to re]ate to a def1n)t1on of the LPH
. and an attempt to 1so]ate,the LPH as-.a- partlcu]ar

. c11n1ca1 category w1th its attendant cond1t1ons

2. the construct1on of an 1ns;rument wh1ch would -

ﬁ

0 y1so]ate those 1nd1v1dua1s who enterta1n the LPH

'and measure the extent to’ whuch they do.

~ »”

3. the va11dat1on of the 1nstrument through a falr]f

"extens1ve construct va]1dat1on network
4. the spec1f1cat1on of . re]evant persona11ty dlmen—"

vifs1ons un1que to LPH 'out11n1ng ‘a c11n1ca1 p1cture

'band poss1b1e h1story and deve1opment of the con—gew

. R T

4
« .-
i

/

- S -
e 7
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CAs noted above, the present study proposed to de ’1op'u

o a psycho]og1ca1 test wh1ch wou]d measure the LPH o In: order

'.to be v1ab1e, a psychometr1c 1nstrument must meet two'

'centra] concepts of class1ca1 test theory,rnamely,:re]1ab11—.

’51ty andwva11d1ty (APA }924).* 0ver the years, many d1fferent s

o .



'Qtt1mn procedure that is: aot re1evant to construct va11d1ty -

‘.va]1d1t1es may be d1scussed 1ndep

poo1 and consequent se1ect1pn of 1tems to form a scorxng ke//

» and corre]atlon of test scores W1th externa1 cr1ter1a

. - .1_' .-‘. ’ . . , , e ‘ ‘. ‘.
&ypes of}wa1ad1ty have been dwscussed 1nc1ud1ng content, ’

faCe, concurrent pred1ctﬂve, and constructh. Loev1nger (1957)
was the f1rst to note that construct va]id1ty was a11-1nc1u-~

s1ve and by 1ts ﬂery nature, encompassed a11 other va11d1t1es

N

'Anastas1 (1968) fo11owed w1th the statement that construct

‘*‘_va11d1ty "1s a comprehens1ve concept wh1ch 1nc1udes the other

@

types There is ho 1nformat1on prov1ded by any other va]1da—‘

‘(p 132) The 1974 APA Standardz‘clearly state that though

ndent]y, they are a11

. |
g1nterre1ated operat1ona11y and ]dg1ca11y

G1ven that construct va]1d1ty Bnd re}1ab111ty/are the

'essent1a1 requ1rements for the v1ab111ty of a test what .

steps‘mdst be taken in: test constructwon to ensure the
presence of these3concepts° Loév1nger S mode] for construct
va11d1ty“was chosen over others because 1t prov1des a c]ear,:_

S8,

wc]]—defaned bas1s She conce1ves of construct va11d1ty as

_hav1ng three components substant1ve, structura] and sf' /
external : These three aspects are - c]ose]y re]ated to the
: three steps Hn the test eonstruct1on process ,'comp1]at1on

: of k-3 poo] of 1tems, ana]ys1s~of the 1nterna] structure of the E

;o

s
/

’.vadence obtawned from the above steps is both psychometpnc

. /

’and psycho]og1ca1 and the convergence of these 11nes of/

o ‘o

» eV1dence shou]d estab11sh construct va11d1ty (Loev1nger,'

P.6BS). T

N .



"\pva11d1Qy wou1d be obta1ned 1f the process were fo]]o ed‘t

' hana]ys1s of the response of these subJects to the 1m1t1a]

e n ' .‘ o . B B to : L
M . .y . g . N e Yo L L
BT . v LA e A . . v ¢

ot l"‘.\a.,,

Because*of the c]arity of the step by step process‘

~out]1ned by LUev1nger,-amd the assurance that construct_f

the present study proposed to adhere to her mode] ‘fConffu

'TSequent1y an 1n1t1a1 vers1on of the 1nstrument (80 1tems)

‘ﬁwas adm1n1stered to 209 subJects ﬁrom var1dus warks of ]1fe
. L TN W R
‘chOSen so as to be a strat1f1ed raﬁg)m sampﬁe of the soc1o-‘;;‘¢“«

e

heconom1c make up of the Edmonton metropo]itan area “An~-"~7*

%

a T
)

' form was carr1ed out awd a finaT form (40»4tems) subsequent1y

",prepareg Th1s f1na1 form was then adm1n1stered to 411

d1v1dua1s for cons&ruct va11dat10n purposes Th1s 1nvo]ved

-~

» exam1n1ng the re]atvomip1p between the deV1sed 1nstrument

and.ex1st1ng, 1og1ca11y re1ated persona11ty var1ab]es.."';},‘
Aspec1f1c T|Y, stud1es were\und:rtaken to check %ut the:

”ﬁre]ataonsh1ps between the- LPH nd 1rrat10na]&be11efs, externa]

1fcontrol se]f concept 11fe or1entatqon, and;.fnceptua]
_comp1ex1ty ' Ana]yses were a]so conducted\tp ascertaan whether o
* ~.

SN

dor not the RPT was 1n any way re]ated to measures\\i-verbal
"ab1]1ty and abstract reason1ng ab111ty Age and sex, \were ,:_f ‘cf

SR
~

'h.1nvest1gated as poss1b]e sources accountnpg for some test

.awa\bance ',.f}"'f‘j ;;. '

The 1nstrument 's a. paper and penc11 test termed the

vﬁemote Poss1bqf1t1es Test (RPT) o Low scores are. those who o

.enterta1n a fewer number of 1ow probab111ty hypotheses than

"~,do h1gh scorers

1 . e o o R o U
¢ B » . PP

BN



“’far assz known, through a q.YUSaI of the 11terature and
”f}throug

‘*nth1s theory = However,‘the low probab11ity hypothe31s concept

j,g;var1ab1es,.each one of wh1ch might tap a d1mens1on of the,

S et

A
;research hae been done or 1s known to ex1st wh1ch expiorés

'!Irrat1ona1 Be]1efs “"f-.rfv;(f *fvf"f._?f' f T it

g e

ol R CHAPTER 11 I L R
REVIEinF THE LITERATURE“t

R B . o J o " W““ ‘\

Caute]a (1964) advanced %he notib '

“"who a]ways expect the most Un11ke1y and 1ea5t des1rab1e event

" i

'n_.to occur are enterta1n1ng a 1ow prqbab111ty hypothesis.. Aﬁjf;ﬁfgfg

na1 communrcat1on w1th Caute1a*‘ no furtherﬂx

per
-

.‘? o

happears 1og1ca11y re1ateﬂato other persona11ty formu]ataons 37f173

"and may be c]ar1T1ed by a- cons1derat1on of the f0110w1ng

- - a4

"T_LPH 1rrat1ona1 be11efs,‘externa] contro] ]ow se]f concept

2 ' R ‘ | \v~-'
necroph111a and'conceptua] complex1ty '.°';Qf“yf“,‘.a:_,_:«
"g*]v.”oREEATEDanRSdNALITY”VARIABLEs“7ﬁ FUo

¢{.".“‘. o !

'hilThe 1nd1v1dua1 who attends to the LPH m1ght be con-‘}f' d"!hé

“;ceptual1zed by E111s (1962) as one who enterta1ns 1rrat10na1

R

f1deas It 1s E]11s conv1ot1on that we are a]] 1ndoctr1nated

"iby soc1eta1 Jnst1tut1ons and that we grow up to be]1eve many

75uperst1t1ous,Asense1ess 1deas Our be]1efs are nurtured

' hand ma1nta1ned by a process of self 1ndoctr1nat1on througw :
11nterna11zed sentences : An 1nd1v1dua1 ‘s emot1ona1
*See Appendix A - o T

4
<
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". : »
e

-“f”attitude of anothen %ﬁrsdn.g,-, ! .
yl " B ', { ,&" . . .’ . : ‘ B ' v“ * i
Ours 1s a genera11y neuroticizin civi]ization, An e

o WHich mas b people .are mare-or le s. emotionally dise -

ﬂ[ﬁfi‘{“tUrbed beCause they are br0ught up to- bel ie andu !

¥+ then to. 1ntern5]12e dnd to keep''v infecting. themsel,
Cw T withrarrant nonsense’ whi¢h-must i evitably lead them o
.. .to become 1neffectfve, self defeatfng,‘and unhappy -

' ‘5(19&2 P«‘9)g“ ) , ‘ : : 47

Ellis out11nes d] maJor 111og1ca1 and irrat1ona1 1deas
v e
wh1ch he*be11eves are rampant 1n our socifty and wh1ch wou]d S

seem to 1ead to neuroS1s Of part1cu]ar re]evance to th1s
study are the f]fth and s1xth 1rrat1ona1 be]1efs v the 1dea ‘
that unhapp1ness 1s caused by\outs1de c1rcumstances,‘and that

/

the 1nd1v1dua] has no,oontrol qver 1t"the 1dea that 1f some~,Q

thing“f!bor may be dangerous or fearsome one should be terrub]y

concerned about 1t and shou]d keep dwe111n on the poss1b111ty

ffof 1ts occur1ng (1962 p. 75) g "g X “’uffa‘ ku"T‘n~;_-- . ‘;d.

E )

Ind1v1dua]s who attend to the LPH are conv1nced that La

.

r-dreadfu] th1ng w111 happen to them 1n certa1n s1tuat1ons and

f1rm1y be11eve th1s 1n the face of obv1ous]y contrad1ctory

-3

”Q-facts ' The probab111ty of a catastrophe occur1ng cou]d be one
. ‘ .y

fdn hundred thousand bwt-that does not deter these peop]e from'

E fear1ng that one chance“L“Pt wou]d a]so appear that the"
.1nd1w$dua1s who enterta1n K:! number of LPH s are. among thoseh”
;’vpeople who are not conv1nced that they are persona]]y respon—;

Rt

7ds1b1e for the1r att1tudes and reactwons to outs1de forcei/aoQ;

L. B

*j‘events E]11s postu]ates tnat these people fee] he1p1€$5 to'ﬁ\S;f

K:~ge the1r dreadfu] fee11ngs about s1tuat1ons Not on]y‘do '

L




5; they expect horrib]e thtngs to happen to them but they aTso |
dbeT&eve that some force externa] to them 15 making them fee] ﬂ?"
the way they feel, ‘ L/ T ; e ""‘

| ZingTe (1965) found thaw underachieving students who
V5“<»were counseTTed accordwng to ETTis' rationa] emot1ve thenapy
L

orientation showed a signif1cant‘reduction in" the number of

];zp 1rrat1ona1 be11efs they enterta1hed . The results of a pre-

He - s

ponderance‘of research on underachiéw1ng students (Purkey,
4970) wou]d aTTow u's to de§cr1be these students, prior to
‘counse111ng, as not hav1ng her much fawth 1n the1r own-td
power to d1rect the1r 11ves and as be11ev1ng that factors
| T”outswde themse]ves were r@spons1b1e for thelr fa)]ure | Tt T;
‘ 15 probab]e that they aTso grew to expect fa1Ture and con-;;~f L,*
sequentlp engaged 1n se]f defeat1ng behav1or |
o The v1ew that 1nd1v1dua]s who enterta1n the UPH Tabord
,under 1rrat1ona1 1deas seemed to be a Syiable one : In order -
vto test th1s conJecture the Adu]t Irrat1ona1 Ideas Inventory ,a
T (AIT) developed by Dav1es (1970) and ‘based on the orlg1na1
'}}‘1nventory des1 ned by Z1ngTe (1965) was useﬂ The spec1f1c
.pred1ctwon related to the hypothes1s 15 that hwgh scorers
‘on the RPT willt be mOre 1rrat1ona] 1n th@1r be11ef systemei

than w111 be 10w scorers

- . L : T . L ,;qf . o e T
':ExternaT Contro] ,*. st e-’, T ; B ".

.

It wou]d appear that 1nd1v1dua]s who be]1eve 1n the LPH'
o m1ght be descr1bed ‘as havxng[a fee11ng of he]p]essness re- “,

Tated to themseTves and to the1r env1ronment 'Rotter (]971);

e, &

5 RN o .
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i, .

;descr1bes the 1nd1v1dua1 who 1s externa11y control]ed as one

'Twho beliewes. thah reinforcement for his be av1or comes from
:foutside himsevf. "He.might feel that 1uck or chance con-‘
trolled'What happened to hih:! He might Fee] that fate has
pne orda1ned whab would happen to him. He mightyfeollthat"
'powerful others contro]ledxwhat happeneé Z?
o‘tAn‘interna11y contro11ed“persont on ‘the other hand be11eves;

'that h1%ﬁown act1ons contro] his, re1nforcement, his responses

produce grat1f1cat1on and@pe is .the effect1ve determ1ner of

o,

\

hfs behavior R o o S 'fu'b.‘ .
DeCharms j196§)jand Smithf(}973) des}ribe peop1e who,
.fmore than others;fseem‘to be in charge of their 1ives,‘as.]'
"Agents" or "Orlg1ns” of pers&na] causatlon, as opposed to
"Pawns ‘ “Peop]e see1ng themse]ves as 0r1g1ns or Pawns qu
make the cruc1a1 d1fference as to whether they act1ve1y 11ve
'the1r 11ves or mere]y suffer the "(Sm1th 1873, f 20)
o

'DeCharms (1968), descr1b1ng the essence of the ncept of"

l(;
vpersona]-causat1on, uts forth the be11efhthat man 1is the
Aor1glnator 0f h1s behav1or, the un1que 1ocus of causallty

{However, though man "has the deswre to be: the master of h1s

: lfate, he fee]s more 11ke an 0r1g1n under some c1rcumstances

. and more 11ke a “Pawn under others An 0r1g1n has a strong

ffee11ng that he- determ1nes h1s behav1or and is capab]e of

* L\;u

| teffect1ng changes w1th1n h1s env1ronm§nb '"The feedback

K
5 ‘e, 9

. that?re1nforces h1s fee11ng comes from changes fn h1s

genv1ronment that are attr1buted to 5ersona1 behav1or it

~,

“-__15 a. powerful mot1vat1onaﬂ force d1rect1ng future behav1or" ’.;

4

. o .

to kimi (1971, .p. 59). =
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xoaCharhs. 1968, p. 274) A Pawn, on the other ‘hand, bel1evesr
that causa] forces beyond h1s contro?. or persona1 forces
residing 1n chgrs. or in° the phys1ca1 environmeg} determine‘
“his behavtor""(tbid)  This w1¥ﬂ result in a stron; fee]ing |
of 1neffect1veness and poanLnﬂsness This might a1§o be the‘ 

case for. 1ndiv1dua1s who, entertain the LPH and who don t have

ffect on their

*,much fa1th 1n the1r ab111ty to produce any)?
) E

"eSurroundqngs. ' ‘

‘ Eap]y encounters w1th his’ environment %-rce man to take
" i

‘an act1ve ro]e, test1ﬂ% ‘and-deriving va11ﬂt; rsona] know]edge
from {t “The results 9f these act1ve;1ntelf¥'t1ons on his.
World determ1ne,.to a degree,:man!m‘ 41
tiveness, Accord1ng to Se]lgman (1:573 _ '
_the externaJ]y contro11ed person is 1earned "He"has'tome'to,
.beheveé'that he - 1s¢go,¥ver]ess\xnd 1neffectua1 because of
'jprev1ous fa1]1ng exper1enées with contro]11ng his env1ronment
For 1nstance,_exper1ments conducted w1th dogs -and. their

ab1]1ty to contro] or not contr 1 e]ectr;c shock to themse]ves

‘,proved that when the1r act1ons d1d not matter, dogs, learned. ;»

' that they were he1p]ess and gave up a]] attempts to re]1eve

: themse]ves of the trauma of the shock Se11gman reports that

s

.humans ]earn he]p]essness and are symptomat1ca1]y very s1m11ar
]

o,

'gto depressed 1nd1v1dua1s ’ '_: ‘.»‘ '_“ ﬁﬂtl“”_~ir~ .

One of the ma1n character1st1cs of a depressed person
- &
s h1s pass1v1ty Accord1ng to Freud (]933/1965), the-"’

:host111ty of depressed peop]e 1s genera]ly d1rected towardaA;
fthemse]ves rafher than outward and.. thus, the pa531v1ty |

-

P
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R & 3 can be seen that these patierts’ w111 use any
- situatfon which «contaj 3 % elements of a test as

|\~ .. means of ‘dealing with) uangers threatening from.

. their inhternal world.. The anxJety ‘they -feal is
_ not only a reaction to the test. ..They also: use °
, the experience of the test,tpo d1m1n1sh their

~anxfety; for, im {t, they can make an internal -
¢ nger become external, and cdayg;éta univér-
sally -bad internal obJect into 's h1ng spec1f1c
an so, limited (Thorner, 1957, p. 290). X
xternaT]y contro]]ed peop1e have been described exper-z
imentally in a number of ways.' They appear to hayexa tendA

"ehcy. toward resentfu]ness and hatred toward others as a_,

resu]t of feeling powerless to’ change their wor1d by thefr .

\

'own means (Freedman,,1961), they are frequent]y underachievers

(Rotter,_1971), they perce1ve others, spec1f1ca1]y parents,

- as psycho]og1ca11y contro111ng (Patsu]a, 1969), and t) ey p]aceua

great emphas1& on. fate and unpred1ctab1e forces (Rotter, ]971)
It would seem, from the above descr1pt?ons, that a person

whe be11eves that the worst p0551b1e th1ng that coqu happen

*-w111 happen, m1ght b€ pne who conce1ves of relnforcement for‘

'h1s behav1or as com1ng from outside h1mse1f he_does not_seem'
' to be in charge of his. 11fe This 1nd1v1duaL:Wou]d'entertains
‘a number of LPH S. However, this conjecture is 1n need of

_d1rect exper1menta1 support Rotter s Interna] Externa] (1- E)

Sca]e, deve]oped in 1966, was used to determ1ne the d1rect10n,sib

of 1nterna11ty and externa11ty of be]1efs The p]aus1bP%

L]

e
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| w111 happen to h1m most of tho time. no matter what he do

~ 3

‘ 'ststent w1th our.self- 1magé" (p 146)

t &, . . :|' b :‘. .

hypothos1s Was that high soorers .on the RPT wou)d bewhtaher )

1n extorna1 control than wgu]d be low RPT scorors.

Low Se]f anceet

. It seems jog1cn1 to hypothesi;e thet a person who be- *
11eves 1n the LPH--who beliexes that the worst poss1ble tsfnq

Cot
e

would notﬂhave many positive feeldngs about himself The'

excitatory person" described by’ Sa]ter (1966) 15 one who
\

feels good ab(:t h1ms&Lf 1s re1axed spontaneous.}direct

and master of

LPH might be described as one. who has difficulty he]iev1ng

that he is a. worthwh11e Pnd1v1dua1. Coopersm1th (1967f’de-ff**‘

fines self esteem .as-the’ evaluation q Mdﬂvidml Mkes egd

generally maintains with vegard to himse1f ‘ "It expresses

an attitude o f approva1 or d1sapprova1..and 1nd1cates the

extent to wh1ch an ind1v1dua1 be)ieves himself to be capab]e,b

sign1f1cant successful and worthy“ (p 8- -5). Theorists |

(Sa]ter in Patterson, 1966, Rogers, ]951, Snygg and Combs,
l

1959 A]]port, 1961) agree that#a person s . behav1or is de-

term1ned by the way he fee]s and thlnkS and sees h1mse]f

-"Behav1or is cons1stent w1th the organlzed hypothes1s and

’S."

is" gg bronment A ‘person who attends té the o

R

concepts of the self- structure" (Rogers, 195], p. ]9]) 'Qnygg f

and Combs state that "the ways we react to peop]e,,tasks,

and ro1es,:are those wh%ch seem to us to be the most con-'.?”/

Sy
Ly



Hanr1s (1967) doscribos four posaib?? pfychologicol
posiqtons held}wr

-you re Ok Tt'» 5

NS d* { "
f'géﬂ I'm. OM--&our re nct OK . .-' ?,% ' ’*J’n:aﬂf
i et Okesyoutra ok 1T e
4. I'm not 0&--you re not 0K e o S ‘ff,

k “ The third position..the 1ntn63ect1ve posit1on. is 2 common

i -
w ».,‘ .

"one of persons who feel powerless when thoy compare them-', ]

-

se1ves to others. They feel at the mercy of other peop]e._

\

-

e

,".In essenczz;fhey are saying. "My 11fe 1s not worth much

James ‘and ngeward (1971). borrow frqm the. vernocular and .
'label these self- rejecting 1nd1v1dua1% “\osers." A 1oser : ”,t
“seldom Tives in the present. He destroys his, present by ... ot

‘{occupyingqﬁis mind wﬁth 9Kft memories orifuture expectat1ons.‘
NSome 1osers lfve constahtly under the dread of future cata-"

strophe. Th onjure up expectations of "what 1f" ”what

.

if I lose my job. ;,what if I lose my mind. s what if some-

: . .
‘ th]ﬂQ\fﬂ]]S On We (p 5).. - By gonstpntly keep1ng hf%

ﬂfekus on. the future, an 1nd1v1dua1 exper1ences anxiety at  . T~

the moment s m1nd is occup1ed with concerns 1rre]evant , /}

'_to the s1tuat1on at hand Consequent]y, his percept1ons of,
luothe present are very often 1ncorrect and comp]ete 4 Al] of'i
‘this person S fears and anx1et1es ex1st fo h1m because he
,:cannof/accept h1mse1f as a worthwh1]e, effect1ve 1nd1v1dua1
inRogers (195]b conswders self a6ceptance to be oruc1a1~for  n )

psycho]og1caJ hea]th and growth F," 'f ‘f -

f
~ N - . - Ve



soIfenoqootino 1ndivtduo7. !wo ot whto&¢olf‘1’V

. rolovano hlr.-"7 fA%i‘ : ; r‘ m,:»~ﬁ;§'.§,;i;5¥?%fﬂf.:-:wbﬁa
:fﬁfm 1.‘ He' dooi npt iﬁlnd undue t%mo w8rryino obout ghnt fr »
RPN oomino Gomorrow or What hw hoppoﬁod ‘" ‘“' bast >; .

iy &l ’; S A

hfffz He hasloonfidoncl An hiscabi ity to dga1 wfth

Fr N 1
I o [ A

probyoms‘ ‘even in.the:face of fotluro and ootbptks S
LR T . gy 9 ,n‘ "J

S (p.m44) ‘:;_,” RERT N ST K

b s

| Becauso of hig distortﬂo view' of’ sitootions hno his
anticipation of the worst. At wpu?d seem 1o¢1ool to conclqde
U that such an 1n9fv1dual With a measurably‘jow self conoopt.
wou1¢ ehtertain a number of LPH s». §pec1f{da11y. 1& was v;f ;"f‘

/\
predicted tho‘ high scorors on the RPT would be 1ouor 1n

\ v g " . . U ’

‘ sn]f—oonoept than low RPJ scorc;a. ﬁﬁi‘ir e ,f;~;;f;{m L%
U - i LT K
4 Tho Tennessee Self Concept_ﬁcale developed by Fitts _
(1965) was used as. a megsure oF self acceptance ; ;W ’ 7
s o¥ .
. o . “ .
Death OrientatiolﬁJNecrophi11a) ~ﬂ CL ‘- ' T

» Hl

Another vartable that may be related to the LPH 1s %ne ?

o

de#cr1bed by Fromm (1964) who proposed that peop] e either

T

-1ife- or1ented or d}ath or1énted He cq]led these orientations
,bioph111a %nd netrophwlia,'respect1ve1y Bioph1ﬂ1a is cha-
o;»racter1zed by a 1ove of “1ife. and Fromm cons1ders this the
’normal orientat!on among hea]thy 1nd1v1duals Necrophl]ia.

on the other hand, 1s character1zed by a deep attract1on to

-

o 4

death and by a fasc1nat10n by a]] that is not allVe Fromm -

2. proposed thmt necroph1]1c 1nd1v1dua]s tend toward automaton'
h . e [
Y . L e . .t i

.
" . v ; \
o, ) -4 .



L persona] dec1s1on-mak1ng a
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“

ueontormity characterized'b[ suppre551on of eritica1 th1nk1ng¢ .

d spontane1ty ~ (Fox, ]969) found-
= -

that necrovh11s Were 1ndeed mo.re dogmat1c,'author1tar1an,..

and more cr1t1ca1 of soc1a] 1nst1tut1ons than: Were 1nd1v1— -

dua]s w1th b1oph11ous tendenc1es They a]so enterta1ned more‘nt

“‘ﬁ1nrat1ona1 1deas On the bas1s of the prev1ous postu]at1ons

e

he1n,:1t wou]d appeat that sgme of the beha&joral corre]a-- g

o

tes that ref]ect the LPH a]so ref]ect necroph111a ":f S

LSy

Freud (1933/]965) wrote df the str1v1ng toward death

‘ and toward 1ife as two b1o]og1ca11y g1ven tendencwes 1n a]]

o

11v1ng th1ngs and the ba51c cause of all man's behav1or He'j
postu]ated that Eros was an 1nst1nct\i9*~41fe or se]f— : ?}'ljif
preservatﬁon and that the death nnst1nct Thanatos, prope]]ed

the organ1sm to@@rd one a1m, that of self destruct1on-—_ : ,

destruct1on aga1nst the outs1de wor]d and, even aga1nst one sﬁn;,'

"‘self This descr1pt1on is perhaps somewhat extreme for, LPH

A
Lnd1v1dua]s,»however 1t{does e]uc1date Fromm S d1chotomlz1ngi

Q

t of ]1fe or1entatlon

o r

Fromm does not be11eve that an or1entat1on toward de@th
is. a norma] b1o]og1ca1 tendency,.but that ﬁt 1s a patho]og1--:7*
ca] phenomenon o For h1m, necroph111a 1s a true perverstpn

”Lt is the most morb1d and the most dang@rous among the:
0r1entat1ons to 11fe of wh1ch man' is capabie (1964 p. 24)

%

It seems posstb1e that 1nd1v1duals who are very much
afra1d of s1tuat1ons Gn everyday‘fffe and who enterta1n the

LPH cou]d be exh1b1t1ng necroph111c tendenc1es Thegdes-

r

‘o

er1pt1on of these»Jnd1quua]s_a1V6ws for the hypothésfs"thatv

BN " e L. - o . - T AP . : . :
p I ' g S . o



h1gh scorers on the RPT will Be h1gher on necroph111a than )
'w111 be ]ow RPT scorers Fox s L1fe Or1entat1on Test ‘
(LOT 1969),& measure of anti-life (necroph11ous) and"pro—p

11fe (b1oph1]ous) tendenc1es‘was used for. the study

r;Conceptual Comp]ex1ty

Ind1v1duals who be11éve “in the LPH are conce1Ved of asi;vr
;peop1e who tend to conform; who are. pass1ve rather than ;_ |
act1ve, and who are contro]]ed bﬁ»e;terna] st1mulus cond1t1ons‘y“
‘Conceptual comp]ex1ty,va var1ah1e stud1ed by many,: ( i '
Stager (1957) Harvey, Hunt aﬁd Schroder, (196T)' Vannoyv
’(]965). Schroder,‘Drwer and Streufert (]967), s1m11ar1y
j.deals with some ‘of. the same 1ssues Supposed]y, conceptua]d
‘comp1ex1ty 1s what 1nf1uences peop]e S perceptlons and

' eva]uat1ons of evants Harvey; Hunt and SC'“ode~‘(1961):*“

formu]ated a theory of persona11ty structure whith pd%tulates,‘ﬁf

> L

.ja cont1nuum of”conceptua] funct1on1ng from a very s{mo]e7
'_(concrete) to a very comp]ex (abstract) n'théfr naradfbm, o
ithey descr]ba four qonceptua] systems,‘represent1ng maJor .
vstages of conceptua] conf11ct ’ System 1 is. the most cogn1-f.

‘t1ve1y 51mp]e and System 4 the most cogn1t1ve]y comp]ex

1Part1cu1ar1y reTevant to th1s study are the 1nd1v1dua]s .

hc]ass1f1ed under System 2. Character1st1ca11y, thfge peop]e”
.are-pess1m1st1c, negat1v1st1c, d1strustfu] and dnc]1ned to |
'v1ew the aet1ons of others d1retted toward themse]ves ?%
-potent1a11y threaten1ng They are a consequence'of what
uHarvey et'aﬂ.-descrrbe as ! unnel1ab]e un11atera1 tra1n1ng"

v(ﬁ!,]?&). -Ihis-condition 1s descr1bed as_ unre]1ab1e?



»

o5

‘j because of the 1ncons1sten?y amﬁ unpred1ctab11ty of. the1n_
parehts re1nforqement contigenc1e5x "Un11atera1” refers

to the parents Jddg1ng the ch11d s behav1or in terms of..

N .
how Wel] the ch11d s responses match some externa] cr1ter1on

‘set by the parents The ch1]d 1s not va]ued for himse1f

' but rather;'1n terms sf h1s ach1evement re]at1ve to . h1s .j

KN

18

ab111ty to match these externa] cr1ter1a As a consequence,J"

the ch11d attempts to extr1cate h1mse1f from th1s contro]

and soon deveﬂops a negative. att1tude tOWard the parent or,-.

\for that matter, toward any authoratat1ve source : He be-

'comes d1str‘stfu1 of authorgty and ]ooks upon any contro]

~

W1th susp1c1oh ‘ For th1s 1nd1v1dua1 b]ame is a1ways exter-

o-

»na]1zed the tra1n1ng cond1t1ons necessary for the emergence

»

of a consc1ence are 1ack1ngh

In rea'htym these 1nd1V1dua]s are Very mudh comtro]]ed B

by externa] 1mpos1t1ons, the very forces aga1nst wh1ch they

are rebe]]1ng Outs1de cr1ter1a are- respons1b]e for the1r?“d

rebe111ous behav1or aga1nst outs1de cr»ter1a in that thewr‘
behaV1or 1s gu1ded by reJection of soc1a] prescr1pt1ons

A character1st1c of peopﬂe c]ass1f1ed under System 1

funct1on1ng is a]so %he attr1but1on of causa]:ty to externa]y

forces Th1s occurs as a resu]t of fa11ure to d]fferentlate

"between the;r;own exper1ence (the1r."se]f?f and the externa]"

wor]d

Unt11 the se]f does reach a certa1n growth 1t does _
not enter as a'major referent into.the 1nd1v1dua1 s 3
~attribution of causality. Instead. of perceiving: e

" the se]f as a source or cause of an event externa]-

4o



”‘ed for 1deas and behav1ors wh1ch conform catech1sm1ca1by to

or 1Rterna1 the cause is seen to stem from externa]
ssources (Harvey et a1 » 1961, p.#39), _

Bxstemk1 1nd1v1dua]s are the resu]tzof re11ab1e un1—~
‘latera1Atratningt'Whichvcons{sts'of'"the 1mpos1t1on of .
.;relwab1e and cons1s§£nt cr1ter1a SO that the subject'can“5
learn to behave in accordance w1th these externa] standards"
(Harvey et al. ?u 127) lvRewasz and pun1shments are: ad-

jm1n1stered in a. re11ab1e manner ' Only certa1n behav1ors’

*a;ceptable, a]] others are pun1shed ReWards are grant- ;

'the omn1potent standards of the parent °As a. requt of” th1s

"tra1n1ng, ch1]dren deve]op such tra1ts as po]1teness; t1m1d1ty,

obed1ence, subm1ss1on and doc111ty Later on 1n']1fe, these "

/\I, i
’tra1ts are ev1denced by h1gh re]1g1os1ty, superstltlon, and D

-3

:dependence on repreSenta§1ves of }hst1tutiona1 author1ty

For these peop]e, values ére’ 1nterna]1zed w1thout the benef1t

-8

Tiof 1ns1ght or understand1ng

Uncerta1nty about the externa] cr%terfon 1s catastroph1c

*7because externa1 crzter1on is centra] and cnﬂc1a1 for th1s‘?
'1nd1v1dua1 so that he can. make Judgements'about the con-“
dseguences of h1s behav1or ..COnsequently, 1ater og in deve1op- -
v‘ment ,categor1ca] b]ack and wh1te th1nk1ng ru]es are adopted |
,h_to avo1d th1s amb1gu:ty of cr1ter1a | A very strong consc1ence:,
.fms formed and many System 1 1nd1v1dua]s are among ¢hose who,5:_;"

.adopt fundamenta11st re11g1o§§5po1nts of,v1ew thh abso}utetykj,x

fa1th 1n d1v1ne contro]



"(a

b“”,

v Bdth SyStems‘1 and 2 attr1bute causal ty to externals.; “\frVﬂd
Qalbe1t for d1fferent\Jeasons It 1s the !bntent1on of. th1s.l“:' :
v;study that 1nd1vﬁdua]s who enterta1n a number of LPH S. wou]d ;:frd

]

Fﬁbe those c]ass1f1ed under Systems 1 and 2 A further conten-'ﬁ
1“t1on 1s €%atvthe presence of tﬁe LPH wou]dfbe“more ?rzouent |
among System 2 1nd1v1duals " | d | T
h The Conceptua] Systems Test (CST) was used as a measure

- of. conceptua] comp]ex1ty to° teSt the hypothes1s that h1gh
'l{scorers on the RPT were more conceptua]]yvs1mp1e than were ft}_
1710w scorers i L e o -

-~

»fAbstract and Verba] Reason1ng

-_'was hypothes1zed thatvthe LPH s, measured by thei",
weRPT; wou]d show some corre]at1on w1th 1rrat1onaT be]1efs

:"externa] contro] se]f concept 11fe or1entat1on and concep-
.5tua] comp]exwty However,a1n order to demonstrate construct
‘n_va11d1ty, 1t shou]d be shown not only that a test corre]atesflit‘

F_w1th other varlab]es w1th wh1ch 1t shou]d theoret1ca1]y }1;

h;correlate, e1ther pos1t1ve1y or negat1ve]yﬂ but af: Fﬁf~'.
?there 1s no s1gn1f1cant re]at1onsh1p w1th var1ab1es from
.ffwh1ch it shou]d d1ffer (Campbel] ‘1960) ’"Demonstrat1on of
‘negl1g1b1e re]at1onsh1p with known sources of d1stort1on 15
fan essentwa] not an opt1ona1tistep in test va]1dat1on"‘
'd(Loernger ]957‘ p. 674) For: example v1nte]]1gence i§:a~;&i:';if;fk
var1ab1e whlch should be neg]1g1b]y or not at a]] corretated S
‘w1th the LPH -The D1fferentlal Aptltude Tests was chqsen aS'{?'h‘a,ﬂh

°

. a mea%ure of ab111t1es substant1a]]y equ1va1ent to the usua]

e . L ‘ R . L
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groupltests of 1nte111gence.ﬁpStUdies (W1]]1ams, ]952* . B
wh1ttemore, 1966, Bennett Seashore, Wesman,‘1966) reported o

2L‘cor¥e1at1ons of .60 to- 85 between the sub test ” Verba] -
‘y Reason1ng and Abstract ReasonIng Ab111ty and 1#@%]11gence
‘ab?tests such as'thenStanford Binet Form L, the Lorge Thornd1ke,
and the Ot1s Qu1ck Scor1ng Menta1 Ab111ty Test

S

In add1t1on’ fac111ty of adm1n1strat1on to groups ~ fﬁt ‘Af‘“

&5 .

h‘:coup1ed w1¢h 1ts ease of scor1ng, were attract1ve features."

1nf1uenc1ng the cho1ce of the DAT over other tests measur1ng

e

AT O R R

‘s1m11ar ab111t1es ffﬁ,,x‘:. jvg';:;f ?E;‘ S fnnfyfffif

1CR1TER10N{GRJUP>FOR]PREDiCTIVE;VALIDITY":".V_ S
: _ ST e e R Afppf,
Though 1t wou]d appear that a]T persons enterta1n a,
'number of Low Probab1]1ty Hypotheses those who subscrlbev~

’ B el T e

Qﬁ to the be11ef 1n th1s hypothes1s to a greater degree wou]d

[y »

”'»]og1ca11y be more severe]y affected 1n the1r everyday 11ves

KTAs ment1oned 1n Chapter I when faced w1th the quest1on of fgr,n

7

what to do 1n a certa1n s1tuat1on, those 1nd1v1duals_‘ -
consqdered norma]" wou]d be those who cou]d free]y assess ey
the a]ternate cho1ces before them | Faeed w1th the same
quest1on persons enterta1n1ng the LPH to a greater extent

| wou]d conce1vab1y have fewer cho1ces and wou]d exper1ence a:m;

great dea] of fear and stress The1r range of 1nterpersona1

’funct1on1ng and the number of be?avwora] out]ets open to them

b

.'iwouId be greatly reduced Rea]1ty wou1d be d1storted by
the1r be11efs of 1mpend1ng dread so that thelr percept1ons

i o

f would be 1ess than accurate I ﬁffr~3 e, S ;7“;f»53
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Buss (1973) assures us that everyone has transient
}"episgges of anx1ety, depression, and fee]wngs of worth]ess-

ness“‘ However, when d1scomfort ]S frequent repet1tive, or

\

oL e %~ q R 4
o ﬁmronwc. abnormal 1nd1cated The abnorma] person
ne 'Vﬁls usua]]y excess1ve1y fearfu], exper1enc1ng 1ntense

or frequent anx1ety He Penera11y has maJor fears wh1ch may
“.serious1y affect h1s bas1c adJustment . Buss (]973) lays out
three mafn class1f1cat1ons of neurot]c behav1or andvsymptdma~_ﬂ"
to]ogy A br1ef descr1p¥1on of these W111 serve our pur-iﬁ 8

ifposes at th1s po1nt F1rst, there are 1nd1oants of excess1ve

g'ar, d1sp1ayed by worry, tens1on,krest1essness and d-]s- . I

":tract1b111ty. Next there wou]d be se]f defeat1ng attempts
H';to cope w1th fear s1tuat1ons 'and th1rd1y, there would be-
:‘eV1ﬁence of psycho]og1ca1 res1dues of pro[gnged tens1on such
?as depress1on, t1redness boredom, and bodlly cump]alnts _

. G1ven the above descr1pt1on of 1nd1v1duals who enterta1na'

o

a h1gh number of ]ow PVObab1]1t¥ hypotheses, and the des—!l‘
xﬁ'cr1pt1on of neurot1c persons, 1t appears 1og1ca1 to assume;°v’5°”w';
'#that the LPH wou]d be more in: ev1dence 1n neur0t1CS ff@Wta
-55stud1es have demonstrated an assoc1at1on between the coh—

h:Structs that may be re]ated to LPH. and pSyChOPath01°9¥

-fHowever, stud1es by Taft C1968), Dav1es (1970),‘and Beck

';X]966) have demonstrated a re]at1onsh1p between 1rrat1ona1 kt?.
t1deas and neurot1c behav1or Taft (1968) d1scovered a .

d\slgn1ﬁfcant re]at1onsh1p between 1rrat1ona] be]lefs and ’
anxwety, f1nd1ng ev1dence to SUpport the statement by E111s"

‘1-(1962) that human be1ngs usua1]y susta1n emot1onaﬁ arousa] ‘}_,’t .

i



) 1or anxiety as a resu]t of 1rrat1ona] or 1llogica1 th1nk1ng
A sfudy by Dav1es (]970) demonstrated a significant d1ffer-
ence 1n 1rratwona1 beTwefs between a. normal sample and a Jﬂ

. ‘menta] hospﬁta] pat1ent sample and an a]coholwc samp]e |

\ Beck (1966) descr]bes a study where1n pat1ents suffer1ng

' the:most severe depress1on were thqse whose th1nk1ng seemed
tg be most 111og1ca1 and 1rrat1ona1Q There was a]so ev1dence
that an 1ndIV1duaT s cogn1t1ve act1v1ty actua]ly 1n1t1ated
the state of depress1on ' '

”;‘It seems 11ke1y that the bellef in the occurence Ofx» AR

”Worst poss1b1e and the 1east 11ke1y event w1]1 be more
- 1 o
frequent 1n neurot1c 1nd1v1duaTs Therefore 1;

;\s the'
»Qe content1on of the present study that 1nd1v1dua1s d1agnosed
o A

i as neurot1c and hosptta11zed as a resu]t of the1r mon cop1ng
T ¢ ‘

e
behav1or, w11] entertaln more low probab1]1ty hypotheses

than w111 norma] " non hosp1ta11zed persons

'vHYPDTHESES_'

°

° Several hypotheses were 1mp11ed 1n the foregoang d1scus—}
s1on Those exam1ned are enumerated be]ow . As has prevuous1y .
Hbeen 1ndﬁcated h1gh scores on the RPT aré 1nd1cat1ve of the
?_ex1stence of the Low Probab1]1ty Hypothe51s The maln .
jhypothes1s tested in the present study was that the presenceu

°. or absence of the bPH , as, 1nd1cated by 3cores on the RPT

wou]d occur 1n a construct va11dat1on netwonk

.o . : AT . . N ' ' . - )

R



.H1gh scorers on the RPT w111 be more conceptua]]y

‘s1mp1e than w1]] be 1ow RPT scorers

jh1gh ‘and 1ow RPT scorers

. . . » . . '
> PR e o v,

‘ be11ef system than w111 be 1ow RPT scorers.

ngh scorerslon the RPT w111 be h1gher in externali .

'contro1 than will be 1ow RPT scorers

ngh_storers on the RPT w11} be lower® in se]f concept

thah w11i be 1ow RPT scorers

+Q

‘High scorers on tHe RPT. w1]1 be higher on. necroph1]1a

o

than wi?T be 1ow RPT scorers

o . o S )

N S P .\ : {

;g"There w111 be no d1fference 1n_thekyerb51*ab11tty of

o ' . . .
BERAREY . 3 “

° AR a

'There-w11d be no d1fference 1n the abstract reason1ng o

ab111ty ‘of h1gh and 10w RPT scorers.

There w111 be no s1gn1f1cant d1fference in the're1atfoﬁ—im

.i'sh1p between the RPI scores’ ofoma]es and fema]es

;o

.-5Scores on the RPT w111 decrease as a- funct1on of age

s

. RPT- scores of 1n hosp1ta1 psych1atr1c pat1ents w11] be

“Lih1gher than RPT scores of other groups

s

B R . ) £
‘o - e - . [

: H1gh scorers on the RPT w111 be more 1rrationa1 in their;

o'



/ . CHAPTER IIJ
"/ CONSTRUCTION OF THE REMOTE POSSIBILITIES TEST. .
‘CONSTRUCT'VALfofYytoNSIDERATIONS
Over that past few years, the technlques of test develop-
'ment have been 1ncreas1ng]y ref1ned and much more attent1on

has been pa1d to va11d1ty, part1cu]ar]y,e to construct va11d-f

ity.  The APA s, (1954) or1g1na] def1n1t1on of construct’ o S

Ava11d1ty was rather vague and.1mprec1se They d1v1ded va]1d~

ity 1nto four types, content va11d1ty, concurrgntﬂvat1djty,

0

"ipred1ct1ve ya13d1ty, and construct validity. fTheifmpiication

.;was,fhowever, that it was'opttona];wh1Ch ktnd of,va]idity‘wasv o

proposed for a test (Loev1nger, 1957) ‘ThiS‘definition was
subsequent1y e]aborated upon by Cronbach and Meeh] (]955),

u'who wrote probab]y the f1rst maJor paper 1n the area They

- accepted the" APA S analys1s of. va11d1ty but did assert that

Ny

Léonstruct va11d1ty is necessary whenever the traft under con-f
sudenat13n cannot oe measured d1rectjy.5 Howeyer, Cronbach

| and Meehi did not ihc1ude SPecffic techntheshfor the-assess-:.

{ment of’ construct va11d1ty in. the1r discussion of theoret1ca]'
'1ssues 1 For Loev1nger (]957), construct va11d1ty of & o

nsycho]og1ca1 test is’ conce1ved .as hav1ng three aspectS' the7'

(-]

’ substant1ve component structura1 component and. externa1 com-

: ponent "These three aspects are mutua]]y exc]us1ve, ex-: .

. haust1ve of the poss1b1e Tines of ev1dence for construct

’ fva11d1ty, and mandatory" (Loev1nger, 1957,‘p3 653). In']966,

{

-

25



: o ey BETIE ' S ‘
the APA revised 1ts statement on valtdity and accepted and

1ncorporated Loevinger s 1dead break1ng va11d1ty 1nto three ,
aspects corresponding to Loevinger s components, each one '

being abso]utely essent1a1 _ content va]idity,,criterion-

related va11drty.,and construct va]idity

\

In this study, an’ attempt was made to use’ Loevinger s

prescr1pt1on for construct va$1d1ty as a’ gu1de to test deve]op—'jd‘-

.nament e ."‘3‘z L = fp', , R

o

,,vﬁUBSTANTIV§-COMPONENT~

Item Preparation and Se]ectionv
n The substant1ve eomenent of va]1d1ty i's def1ned by
Loev1nger (1957) as the extent to whwch the content of items
included jin ‘a test is accdun%@d for in terms of the tra1t
presumed to be measured and theucontext of measurement It
Afﬁs referredipo as content va11d1ty and 1mp]1es the 1nc1us1on.
) of 1tems 1n a- test so]e]y on the bas1s of theory -
| ‘ The f1rst step lﬂ the constructxon of the RPT 1nvo1ved
the co1]ect1on of a p001 of 1tems operat1ona]1z1ng the theory
0 0f the low probab111ty hypothes1s ' Spec1f1c 1tems for the
RPT were composed after much d1scues1on; over a per1od of a'
_year, w1th a number of peop]e who had been fam111ar1zed by
the author w1th the 1dea of the LPH Each one of these in-
d1v1duals was. asked what wou]d constrtute a very rea] and

o

y Jupersona1 behav1ora] des&r1pt1on of a 1ow probab111ty hypoth—c s

) es .. On the bas1s of these operat1ona1 descr1pt1bns, _
r"'incTud1ng some of the author's, . 120 1tems\WE{e prepare¢ 0
‘ o i e 0T C '
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;Becausa test 1tems shou]d stand up under criticism from

Seiferts in: the PubJect matter tested (cronbach. 1960). thea 3
o0 Was. then subm1tted to. three judges fami]iar w1th ‘g“"."‘;; i

_Caute1a s art1c1e. Items which the Judges were unab]e to j‘lh o

'egor‘lze as %1scriminat1ng were rejected and an 1n1t1a1

8 -ftem version of the RPT was constructed\with the re

_ 1ng 1tems. (See Appendix B) This version was then ad“
3F;1n1stered ‘to 209 1nd1V1duals. T L

o
A

‘,TSTRUCTUR_AL ,COMPQN'.E‘NT Y

.”iltem Ana1y51s,~‘.\ E “\,;.~;\,r*;~ai'
: 34 : .
Accord1ng to Loev1nger (1957), the structura1 component

' /

refers to a further ref1n1gg of the 1nstrument through exam—
1n1ng 1t psychometr1cal]y w1th respect to the nature of the T
1nter corre]at1ons of the 1tems w1th1n the sca]e Th1s:inf"

lvest1gatuon 1nc]udes such aspects as homogene1ty or func- S

~
N

-tional un1ty A1though 1n the op1n]on\of the Judges the.
'1tems seem to be a11ke, do they rea]ly functwon or behave ask‘

"a team in actua] pract1ce7

‘-e\. .

The in1t1a1 80-1tem vers1on of the RPT was adm1n1stered

~
-

: to 209 sub3ects,'rang1ng in age’ from 1] to 66 years ; These \, L

'i.subJects were random]y se]ected Edmonton1ans,‘gathered from s
many d1str1cts and represent1ng a wide range/of eccupatlons L
lTheusoc1o econom1c status was ca]cu]ated on the bas1s of . ‘

anad1an Occupat1mn—b'

a] Sca]e An acceptab]e mean ‘of 52 4 and'a standard dev1a-;-

these occupat1ons us1ng B11shen s (1958)_

_t1on of 10 84 were obtaaned al]ow1ng the cbnt]us1on that



T
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: sociobéconomfea]]y representat1ve T
: - C e ""I»:‘i."ﬁu'

S SN

i dmonton .

o - ‘ dnsistqncy of the 1nstrument was then
.fyexamined throvgﬁ“ald 1tem tota1 corre1at10na1 ana]ysis .
‘performed on the responses of these 209 subJects Anastasi

'(1968) writes,,"A test: whog 'tems were - selected by this -

‘.jmethod can be said. to.show 1nterna1 cons1stency. since each
1tem d1fferent1ates in the s ame dinect1on as the entire test”- ‘.

AN
(p 117) ‘The resu]ts of the item- ana]ysis showing the 1tem~

‘tota] corre]ations are Ijsted in Tab]e 1. L

D .
. e, .
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AR .. UL UTABLE 1, n
S 00 ITEMLTOTAL CORRELATIONS FOR THE .-
, "t BO-ITEM INITIAL RPT (N=209)

‘ ‘ ‘ ) N ‘*’ . | & v : ,K . ;

| S === x e = ==
ITEM _ITEM-'o ITEM ITEM-.  ITEM [TEM- . .ITEM ITEM« |

» NO. TOTAL r. NO. TOTAL r. °NO. -TOTAL r.' “NO,” TOTAL r.

i

£ 4

}

a3 L1900 . 41 110 -0 6F - - cars -

Y 21 o
' 2 ' ,230° 22 . .432 42 380 62 .304 _. . "
: 3 -.302 23 . ©.460- ° . 43  .8437 &3 369 .- ‘
4,253 .24 v .282 -, 44 470 . .64 . .323
5  .453 25 .239 ° 45 .239 - 65  .410
& -.231 - 280 A1 46 473 © 66 247
70082 - 27 c2€B . L47. 423 ., 67 4393
8L (228 28, 387 48 ° .238 68 795
e Q777 29 L2857 49 426° 69 ..469
- .+ .503 . 30 9y 50  .433 . .70 . .172.
- .244 317 306 . %] 103 . o 0y

172
. , ) ‘ 223
-.032 32.-  .494-- - 52 . 268 ~ 72 312
.29 . 33 ,06) 2 .53 $151°. 173 310
292 . .1 34 ° 428 . B4 271 k78 136
2194 - 35 .472 55 © -.436 - 75 488
.458 . 36 .320 . 56 .368 - 7% 174
.265 . ' 37 .406 57 .23% 77 - 1322
.529 - 38 . .248° 58 .322 o 78 <120
.152 39 .494 59 178 « 79 .440
~312° 40 ..307 60° , .433 80 .291°
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7‘the tota] score on a test is e1ther very unre]1ab1e or. a

36

.....

:Fina1'1tem‘Se1ecthn . | |
The bas1c cr1ter1on for the f1na1 draft of the RPT was

o o

-the resu]ts of the 1tem tzﬁ;] corre]at1on;- Thornd1ke (1949)
OwWSs: very 1ow corre]at1on w1th

Jstates that an 1tem wh1ch

o

.‘,

vlm@asures funct1ons qu1te d1fferent from those measured by

’ wrth the most . acceptab]e COrrelat1ons ( 544 fo 304) were

)

dhe rest of the 1tems in tﬁe test” (p. 214) ’ He recommends

. T ey AR
. that 1tems sh3w1ng ]ow corre]at1ons w1th the test as’ a who]e

and part1cu1ar1y those show1ng negat1ve corre]at1ons should
e1ther be reJected completely or rev1sed and tr1ed Qut aga1n
On the bas1s of th1s adv1ce, 1tems were rank ordered’from‘

‘hlgh to 1ow corre]atuons (*544 to - 032) and the 40 1tems

'se]ected t compr1se the f1na1 form of the RPT (See Append1x

c) Tab]e 2 ]1sts the 1tem tota] corre]at1ons for the f1na]

3
©
3

Cformu o o

el
&
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ITEM TOTAL CORRELATIONS FOR" THE
’ 40 ITEM RPT (FINAL FORM) ,

U UITEM . ITEMS - ITEM. - [TEM- ITEM :'iTEM;Ia"ITﬁm~ Yrem-

.. NOy TOTAL'r. NO. TOTAL r.TNO. TOTAL r. - NO., TOTAL r. .-

,‘%. .281 AT :"269v C021 - .605 31 . .246
2 .355 - . 12 23200 0 22 U344 - 32 U317
3 ..)68 13, 329 - 23 - .281 - 33 - .472
4~§\:314j o« 14 - 1,309 . 24 1367 - 34 122
5 1 r5@2° 7 15 1390 2125 L 031 ©.35 1 .248
- 6.2 ..262 . 16 4229 . 267 4379 @ 36 - 366
S 7 la04. 17 0 L2790 27 U517 0. 37 227
o ‘8. .2%B5. 18 -.227 28 .225 ° 38 - .366. .-
N ,9’, {.315 19 41129 232 0 39 - g
R 10 7379 20 ~384 . 30 - .300 40
C .- EXTERNAL COMPONENT - .= A‘,‘ . ./&_~

Va11dat1on Network j;‘
: itg'TjE' 'The th1rd sequent1a1 step 1n the - construct va11dat1on
}Téf of ‘an. 1nstrument is. concerned w1th estab]1sh1ng cr1ter1on—
{/reTated va]1d1ty Th1s can be assessed by. usfng a pred1ct1vé$
-or a concurrent cr1ter10n Concurrent va11dat1onvi the one

: most frequent]y used and is generaTTy accomp11shed by |
correTat1ng the scores of anoaccepted 1nstrume%t to the R

H scores of the new 1nstrument | . | |

In the present studv, thws was accomp]1shed by correTat—

‘1ng the scores on the RF w1th the psycho]og1ca] 1nstruments_

]1sted in TabTe 3. o ’T: pﬂ'!',]T . RN
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© TABLE .3
X k .- »

e 3

.RéYcHOLoagcAi:INSTBUMENTs<EMRL0YED-IN THE STUDY "'

St
.

o OTEST,. .

e N )
VARIABLE: 

- SOURCE -

.“fAdult Irrat1ona1
'¢Ideas Inventory

"'ControT S«cale
~(I - Sca]e)

f‘Sca]e (LOT)

{‘;Conceptual
Teft (csT) )

-D1fferent1a1

.,-,;.,-v»-‘.: R

'Be11ef .
'hIrratwona]ty

Internals -

Interna] Externa] :
’ ,' External

Tefhessee Self- '-Sle—Concébf"?’
Concept Sca]e . o Lo )

L1fe Or1entat1on Biophilia-
-Necrophilia
“€onceptual
Tomp]ex1ty ‘
o - : ~
‘Verbal and S
Abstract Reason1ng

Systems

Apt1tude Testé
(DAT) ‘

Davies,
.. Rotter,
Contro1:1L Do
.%;tté;,
nFQx%ﬁ

Harvex;

ot

N

“1968

Y,Psychologlca]'
Corporat1on, :
- ]96] S

1965

1971

i9§6_1

1966 -
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] INTERP?ETATTONZOF RRT SCORES

Means and standard dev1at1ons were obta1ned on. the RPT

o for the tota] samp]e of 411 subJects andeeparate1y,-, k.ﬂ'

°

the ma]es and femaJes in the samp]e : These data are tab- o

u]ated 1n Tab]e 4 As can be. seen, assumwng a normaY

d1str1but1on,,rough1y 68% of a]] cases, fa111ng w1th1n +1

. a3.“3

standard dev1at{en, obta1ned scores betWeen 4\and ]4 -How-f“""'

ever, there was a d1fference, s1gn1f1cant beyond the‘ 001 .
1eve1 between ma]e and fema]e subJects Ma]e subJects, as
a‘th1e, scored be]ow the tota] mean of 9 ]6 wh1]e.fema]esr
subJects scored s]1ght1y above o . '.g 7 _
) e - ‘\“ .\ v
4 ';"~-'»-?-" 3 ;»IABLE,4 - EERR ”
. MEANS AND STANDAR ;DEVIAT10N§’F6R THE"RPT' E
: FOR MALES (N=T37). FEMALES "(N=274)
AND FOR TOTAL SAMPLE (N 4]1) .
SN mem o sp
- MALES - . - 37 Jeenr, - TBI1B.- 2 4.7y .
FEMALES: " " 274 gl 968 5,00
SOTOTAL a4y U 9n16 . 4.96 |
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Test retest on the RPT was obta1ned by adm1n1ster1ngs‘
l° the test to 179 students enro]]ed “in the w1nter sess1on,_1 ;

1975, at the Un1vers1ty of. A]berta The Jnterval betweenf

v o

K

the test1ng p£r1ods ‘was three weeks . The rel]ab1l1ty co~"

’,eff1c1ent der1ved was 83

W "j,Jif7<A.further est1mate of re11ab111ty was obta1ned by3

us1ng the Kuder R1chardSOn formu]a 20 Th1s Ptoeeduere“,

:j:f yie]ded a coeff1c1ent of 747

e,



The samp]e ut111zed for the f1na] step of the construct- B

:”Most of the test1ng took p]ace dur1ng Y69U1a” C1355 twme

"gtHAéstlfV_ﬁ'ﬁ', ,
. .DATA COLLECTION. PROCEDURES

\“~ RN . N
h e

S - LN

1on of the RPT con%wsted of students 1n attendance at the

Un1vers1ty of A]berta dur1ng the summer sess1on,‘1975

SubJects ranged 1n age from 18 to 76 years and were students

'iPo¥1t1ca1 Sc1ence, and Psycho]ogy J The samp]e tota]]ed 4]1

o

';although part1C1pat1on was vo]untary A ]1st of tests ad—t-

o

m1n1stered and the number oF students who bompleted each test' '

0

;1s found be1ow in Tab]e 5 ' Some students comp]eted the ent1re
.battery, some on1y three, and most completed two Each

Tﬁfstudent was adm1n1stered the RPT fTrst : Fo]1ow1ng th1s test

he was random]y ass1gned as many other tests as he had t1me'

o to f1n1sh ; Therefore, the number of subJects for each test

; ‘:group may be emp]oyed to ascerta1n whether or not the test iht""

Al

»_examp1e, as shown on Tab]e 5 be]ow{’wh11e 105 of the 411 sub-

d‘]ength1er DAT

'Jects weregadm1n1stered the AII on]y 32 had t1me to take the

'[fadm1n1stered war1es accord1ng to t1me constra1nts 'qugi‘*

. »."
]

In order to 1ncrease the va]1d7ty of a test a cr1ter1on

questron d1fferent1ates between groups (Cronbach and Meeh]

'-iward of ‘the M1ser1cord1a Hosp1ta1 Edmonton, (N 20) was'. ad- _u'

.U

'1,35‘_77"f7ff;-'7;‘,5g_,jfi

,;efenro11ed 1n courses 1n the facu1t1es of Eddcatwon, SOC1O1DQY,AQ"J5t,

&L LT

41955) Accord1ng]y,1a group of in- pat1ents on the psych1atr1c .



FROSEREE

;"YVL,.Drug-1nduced Psych051s R
R Vallum Add1ct1on" o

. 1j
e

N e e

’ministeredithe?RPTV The. sampTe was composed of 14 women

| nSchLzoDhren1a t‘»f" - s
'5);React1on Depress1on ' ' '
: ;0bsess1ve Compu151on'

;‘Anorexxa Nervosa,

‘”Psychosomat1c ITTness

B /Man1c depreSS1on;\”
'.ATcoho]1sm, persona]1ty N _ -
-d¥sorder - PR DI SN e e
CTOTAL o e YLR0
T TABLE 5

"

Lo NUMBER OF TESTS ADMINISTERED

‘31x men -and the1r prov1s1ona1 d1agnoses were as fo]]ows‘”‘

h;eNAMEToF*TEsf‘” N
Remote Poss1b111t1es Test T “",ffGJT

Lﬂfe Or1entat1on Test ;“"llj'.:: o _.TT»”{ 98t
Conceptua] Systems Test ':,» ;_:A f} T tg]
Tennessee Se]f Concept Sca]e 'f. ~»L ;,». "'.8?5Q
Adu]t Irrat1ona1 Ideas Inventory th,w;T?T . TOS‘yﬁ
Interna] Externa] Control ScaTe 3 T }»‘i'" IT_QGA‘

D1fferent1a1 Apt1tude Tests ‘-fs S -'”':_32”
Abstract Reason1ng Ability SRR oL

D1fferent1a1 Apt1tude Tests ','.'“ : 41
Verba] Ab111ty : - L . R

- -
\“."

‘and .’

6
1
, BORES N S _ o
fPsychot1c Depress1on o w2 "‘fna‘;ft__yj"
, L oty
1
]
1
1
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Instruments _f~f »‘ ;: ':')Qm B

S N

The LPH shou]d re]ate to- measures of other constructs

o

presumed to be 1nd1cators oﬁ the LPH Th1s part of test L
;f construct1on examlnes convergence of 1nd1cators (Cronbach
in Thornd1ke, 197]) and is accomp1lshed by corre]at1ona]

stud1es between the 1nstrument to be va11dated and estab-
.-J}shed:measures The s1x tests used in the study are ' |

i

"descrihed-be]ou A]] have adequate rel]ab111ty and wa]1d1ty

S

' w1th the RPT Jn the manner prev1ous]y hypothes1zed N

Adu]t Irrat1ona1 Ideas Inventory

E The 60-1tem Adu]t Irratnona] Ideas Inventoryf(AII)o

(Dav1es,'1970) 15 based on the or1g1na1 1nventory destgned

37 -

o coeff1d1ents '/It was' assumed that each oneé would corre]ate L

. &

by Z1ng1e (1965) : Th1s sca]é is . used to - measure the concept
of menta] hea]th forWarded by E111s (1962) spec1f1ca]]y,_

'the extent to wh1ch an 1nd1v1dua1 adheres ‘to 1rrat1ona1

. ~‘.ﬁ o te
,1deas. RN

s "\\
K

‘The 1tems of the 1nstrument are s1ng]e statements"

scored on i f1ve po1nt L1kert scale,;rang1ng»from strongly .

‘agree to,"strongly d1sagree The h1gher the score, the
h1gher the degree of 1rrat1ona11ty _ " ' e
Construct va]1d1ty has been estab]1shed by Conk11n q

(]965), Z1ng]e (1965),‘and Taft (1968) -Stud1es w1th the‘

sca]e have reported pos1t1ve re]at1onsh1ps between irra—,_ ﬁf

t1ona11ty and underach1evment (Z1hg]e, 1965), depress1on'

.~,(Beck,-1966),-necroph111a (Fox,_l969), atcoholwc,tendenctes



"(Davdes;iTQJOY;fedd maritaT adJustment (E1senberg, Tﬁ]ﬂ)ﬂf

e - 'v" (fw
i ' 1& T "“‘ :",".Al

O

'Rotter Interna]—Externa] Control. ScaTe " ",‘-:-, e

un

The IntémnaT-ExtersaT Contro] Sca]e (I-E‘Scale)‘deveTQ;v

":oped by Rotter (1966)-cons1sts of 29 forced cho1ce 1tems

r‘1nclud1ng s1x f111er 1tems to make the purpose of the test

J

E somewhat more amb1guous The 23 1tems deaT w1th the sub-“if

) Ject s’ be]1ef about the nature of the wOer vspec1f1ca11y,x

'are scored on a L1kert type. scaTe w1th responses ran91ng

0

-var1ety of s1tuat1ons The score 1s the totaT number of

exgernal choices..

Kd

'“_expectat1ons about how rewnforcement 1s contro]]ed in"a w1de¥

Test- retest\re11ab111ty 1s satisfactory and the scale f B

'Icorrelates we]] w1th other methods of assess1ng the same

*var1ab1e, such as. questTonna1res and 1nterv1ew assessments

' Studles w1th-the sca]e have reported reTat1onsh1ps f

o

ubetween 1nterna1 externa] contro] and power]essness (Patsu]a,

~

1969), Tower socio- econom1c status (Batt]e and Rotter,‘1963),

nand measures of scho]ast1c apt1tude (Rotter, 1966)

- R - oo B ~ ©

The Tennessee SeTf Concept ScaTe

o Co Ce

) ~The Tennessee Se]f Coanpt ScaTe was constructed by
F1tts (1965) It 1s a seTf adm1n1ster1ng 1nstrument cons1s:”
/

ﬂt1ng of 100 se]f descr1pt1re statements of whwch 90 assess

‘the seTf concept -and 10 aSSess seTf cr1t1c1sm ' The 1tems

N

from fcomp]ete]y faTse to "cbmp]ete]y true Scor1ng can

3sheet wh1ch may be presented d1rect]y to the c]1ent for.

\

© H

»be done e1ther by Rand or computer and recorded on a prof1]ev

P



‘1nterpretat1on and discuss1on ‘ ‘“ : o,

Test retest re]iab111ty coeff1c1ents are gd&wra1]y

,the high..80's " and several scores from the sca1e have h1gh

_'such as, the Taylor Man1fest Anx1ety Sca]e and the MMPI,

o

con‘%]at1ons w1th other measures of persona11ty funct1ongng,

_Extens1ve va11d1ty stud1es have been carr1ed out The most

,1mportant s1ng1e score on the test is the Tota] Pos1t1ve '

oS

Score.- Consequent1y, 1t was- the one used for the purposes g
L g o

of this;stud.h It ref]ects the overa]] }eve] of se]f esteem.

-
v 7

»L1fe 0r1entat1on Test . ‘ SR o ‘{.. .

The L1fe Orlentatlon Test deve]oped by Fox (1969) is o

‘an 1nstrument des1gned to- obta1n a measure of a person S

»

i11fe or1entat1on ‘as descr1bed by Fromm, spec1f1ca11y, anti-

s

11fe (necroph1lous) tendenc1es and pno 11fe'(b1oph119usg
tendenc1es The instrument cons1sts of 40 1tems t0/wh1ch

the respondent answers on a f1ve po1nt L1kert -type sca]e

“with cho1ces rang1ng from "I agree"'to "1 d1sagree LOWQ.

“scores 1nd1cate a necroph1]ous or1entat1on and h1gh scores

-1nd1cate a blophllous or1entat1on e, L --, N

T e

L]

Extens1ve work was done by Fox (1969) to ascertaln the

'va]1d1ty of the 1nstrument Test retest procedures y1e]ded

Can’ est1mate of "~ re11ab111ty of ;83, Re11ab111ty was also

iobta1ned from odd- even 1tem corre]at1ons and app1x1ng the'

'Spearman-Brown formula, y1e1d1ng an estlmate of 71

EEC .
[ - . P

' .
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| . I
'Conceptua] Systems Jest. , B Lo ..f o o ¢

The Conceptua] Systems Test (CST) 15 an ObJECt]VE

measure of»concepr '1 level with items’ derived from actua]

‘_responses Hy-subj in their. completions of the TIB (Th1s
I Be11eve Test)‘ The subaect is requ1red to resp%md to 49
';.statements on a L1kert type %ca]e * Loy values }nd1cate .
d1sagreement except in 1tems 42 and 44_which are}scored.ih
“the oppos1te d1rect1on v : | ' L
Factor ana]ys1s of the CST has yie]ded s1x theoret-“
‘T‘1ca]1y mean1ngfu] factors (Harvey,°(1967) .,These factors .

’ have been ]abe]]ed D1v1ne Fate Contro] (DFC), Need for

‘Structure and Order (NS 0),. Need-to'He]p.Peop1e3(NHP)"Need

‘. for Peop}e,(NFP) Interpersona] Aggre551on (IA) and Genera]
Pessimismh(GP). Bower (1969) reports test retest re11ab1]1ty
:estimates of,L89. o o i~'~ o

_ 'viFor eorre]atibna]5purposes;-a-tdta1 score was necessary
forAeach test. aThe scorang'methdd suggested by Harvey (]9661.k
_is=for c]ass1f1cat1on purposes on]y and does not Jdend itse]fv

" to the computat1on of a tota] ‘score, Consequeht1y, an»a]terné.

f at1ve scor1ng procedure was deveJoped in-order to provide a

tota1.comp]ex1ty score. In add1t1on, tota1‘scqres'were'“

e eomputed'separately for each sub-test.

*M‘leferent1a1 Apt1tude Tests | f‘tv
-  The’ DAT is an 1ntegratedvbattery fnc]uding eight test5~f" R
desiéhed_to measure an 1nd1v1dua]'s»fundamenta1 intellectual .7_>[:§
abiIities‘(Bennett Seashore, Wesman, 1966) It was deve]op;’ “J‘\a

ed in 1947 and updated in 1963 at wh1ch t1me a comp]ete

“
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e v
1,

1'restandardization was carr1ed out The %wp “aptitudes

LI

measured for ‘the purposes of. th1s study were: " Verbal Re

d/:ing and Abstract Reasoning Ab11ity.,“ ﬁu?&ii%

&

'son=" ",

Verba] Reason1ng is’ a test measur1ng the ab111ty top
dunderstand concepts framed 1n words The test 1tems areis
;analogues,‘a form w1de1y used 1n tests of 1nte1l1gence and

'fsupposeday a good measure of gene?a} inte111gence.~ | w ‘*1

' Abstract Reason1ng is a non verba1 measure of reason1ng‘

”'hab111ty.‘ It supplements the genera] inte]]1gence aspects of

two other tests of the DAT battery, Verba] and Numer1ca1.

) . N //’ ‘ S 4,
The‘ab111ty to perce1ve relat1onsh1ps in abStract figures
pattern is 1nvo]ved B ' '

o

The va11d1ty of the DAT has been estab11shed 1nnumerab1e
.tlmes over the past'30 years and the fact that the DAT. 1s
“.w1de1y accepted by counSe]lors and educators 1s test1mony to .
1ts super1or1ty as an accurate measure of apt1tudes ' .
Much ev1dence of re]1ab111ty and 1ong range stab111ty ‘ 7\
is ava11ab1e for ‘each- test separate]y for each sex, and in
.each grade : Coeff1c1ents computed for ma]e ?%d fema]e for
the test of Verbal Reason1ng and Abstract Reason1ng Ab11]ty

° : /

range,from .89 to .94. ': o o



rOverv1ew

'wh1ch would 1dent1fy tdcse 1nd1v1dua1s ‘who enterta1n low fm

. "" \ t' By P.A
o CHAPTER ¥ - .?, i
L T : “7.
rSTATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND R(E'LTS

N

..4

The present study was concerned w1th two genera] prob-

"*lem areas, ‘the first be1ng the construction of an 1nstrument

"o

lhprobab111ty hypothese&, and the measurement of the extent ta
.fwh1qg th@* do The second pqrpose was thé va]1dat10n of the

j‘new 1nstrument through a va11dat1on network

TIn th1s sect1oa, the results der1ved from test1ng the

o

-dhypotheses stated 1n Chapter: II are/presented A d15cuss1oh

' of the var1oFs results has been p]aced in. Chapter VI a]ong

w1th the 1mp1tcat1ons for further research

It w1TP‘be reca]]ed that a corre]at1ona] ana]ys1s was

p]anned to test the re]at1onsh1p between the RPT, ﬁlye

persona11ty constructs, and otherrposs1b1e,sources of Varr

iance. TIn add1t1on‘to these.variablesg;six cognitive com-
p1e¥ity‘scores‘for'the CST‘were'inC1dded "This resu]ted 1n'

a tota];of 16 var1ab1es upon which ccmputat1ons were carr1éd

out The resu]ts of th1s ana]ys1s appear 1n the matr1x

’found Jin Table 6. A 05 level of s1gn1f1cance was selected
'to estab]1sh suppfrt for each of the research hypotheses
"The scatter‘d1str1butlons for -each of the corre]at1on

'ana1yses, a]ong with the appropr1ate regress1on 11nes are

g1ven in. Append1x E. An attempt wa's made to class1fy each

.RPT scorer who comp]e}ed the CST 1i&3 }nto one of the four .

42
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systems of conceptua] comp]ex1ty de5chbed by Harvey et al.

(1961) These data are’ reported in TabTe 1. L
[ . <
The hypotheses are hereafter separateTy restated
\ .
accompan1ed by the reTevant f1nd1ngs of the study, and the'

concTus1ons appropr1ate to each hypothes1s

L
o

;ypotheses Re]ated to Pemﬁbna11ty Var1abTes

o HXPOtheSTS ]_‘:- R} H19h scor‘érs @)n the RPT w1TT be ﬁlore *v :‘ .
'}”_f_ P 'i_: ; 1rrat1ona] Yn the1r be11ef95ystem than |
| | »" ?}w111 be low, RPT 5corers A“;‘L 3' I :
TheocmrreTat1on between the RPT and the AII the Tn-."iT‘Tr”

strument used to test 1rrat1ona1ty of be11ef was .509 and‘

J

-s1gn1f1cant at-the OOOT*TeveT 'af- d, _” ' ;_'\é

%
Hypothes1s 1 was accepted -

4xpothesws 2 H1gh scorers on- the RPT w1TT be higher -

1n externaT contro] than wr]l be.ToWi

'!-ﬁtg
)

\The data in Tab]e 7 support Hypothes1s 2 in that the'

- RPT scorers w'

- correTatIQn betueen the RPT and the InternaT—External ControT

7

S

ScaTe was' 333 and 519n1f1cant at the OOT TeveT

Hypothes1s 2 was accepted

o

Hypothes1s 3: H1gh scorers on the RPT w1T] be Tower Tn,

“ .
PR . L, . : X e

t,he RPT S,

o Concept Sca]e was - 439 and- the Teve] of s1gn1f1canceywas:f

0001 ° o B

o

Hypothes1s 3 was accepted

. - : : . - o . D o _“-'"' %, -
IS 8 . . . o, . 0 @ T
TR e B RGNNSO

~

sé]f concept than will be Tow scorers on P

The correTat1on betWeen the RPT and the Tennessee Se]f—k ’

R
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Hypothesis 4;] High scorery on the Ri‘ W111 be h1gher

R :: "~-on necroph411a than w1l1 be 1ow RPT

scorers.;,;;:I* ﬁv‘ o

/A corre]at1on coeff'c1ent of 227 W1th a probab111ty

to 024 was bta1ned etween the RPT and the LOT the
v g o

&

1*measure of b1oph1;/p necroph111a

I

.kHypothes1s 4 was

Hypothes1s 5: JJHigh's-'éorers»\’on'the hPT'wi11 beﬂmore“h
.conceptua11y s1mp1e than w11] bex1on )
_ :'RPT scorers. l‘ ‘ ' | ; ‘
v The data reported in. Tab]e 7 fa11ed to conf1rm th1$
bnhypothes1s g The observed corre]at1on was - 019 wh1cH d1d not

ﬂ”atta1n the reqU1red 1eve1 of conf1dence a]though the d1rec-'

,tlon of the corre]at1on was cons1stent w1th the pred1ct1on

s ’ Y . . A B
, Hypothes1s 5 was. reJected P .
"_CancTUsTons -

1;:'5Hﬁ9h scorers on-the'R?T.are more. 1rrat1ona1 in their

o

“:belwef system than are 1ow RPT scorers

vthan are. 1ow RPT seorers

i H1gh scorers on the RPT are ]ower tnfself—COncept than

are gow RBT scorersii o 4 , o
R f H1gh scorers on the\/BT are h1gher on. necroph111a thanh
“"are ]@w RPT scorers : ' | o

Sfif ngh scorers on the PPT ‘are not more conceptua]]y s1mp1e

than are’]ow RPT scorers

N . ) S . * ~
a RN - - o oy i .

:"H1gh scorers on: the RPT are h1gher 1n externa1 controT"

45
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PEARSON PRODUCT MOMENT CORRELATIONS BETWEEN o f
THE RPT AND E}VE PERSGNALITY VARIABLES '

- . v X . n B} a

S varrmsLes cfow Ty T e e

3 a

4 . o
d

LoT T Tt e, ;:é27./”  L0240 %

' CST ']f'~"',v' 2 L0390 0859 Lns. -
Tennesses’ . 87 ,-.439\'% L0000 . o
Self- Conceptf' I B T U

Scaler . . P [

l“_AQJ L . 1es 505 omapoos e
1 e Cose 333 R 1+

1;*Predlcted d1rect1on of corﬁe]ation B S R

3

‘d,sxpotheses Re]ated to cher Poss1b1e Sources of Var1ancei.o

It w11] be reca]]ed that predwct1ons were made 1n Chapter
tIL‘wwth regard to’ sex, age,'verbal ab111ty and abstract
lreasonlng3a5111ty Spec1f1ca1]y, these hypotheses were gene?

_rated to counter ev1dence wh1ch m1gh% be suggested as to‘f

. )
other sources of var1ance on’ Ehe RPT Ev1dence for 1ack of
-re]at}onsh1p between the RPT nd theﬁe var?%b]es wou]d be

:further eV1dence for construct va)qd1ty of the RPT (APA 1966)

a

i /
Hypothes1s 6: “'There W11] be no d1fference“1n the verbaﬂ
!

R

SN "‘" ’ _'“? 5 -ab1L1ty of h1gh and 1ow RPT sCorers
, $ ,
The corre7g$1on between the RPT and the Verba] Ab111ty

\ysub testlvﬁkghe D;ffer@nt1a1 Apt1tude Test wasz— ]78,_a'

Lo 'b.n i . .
. [ . v u/ Ay . . .
(24 ‘- . - . H LT ) B .
) P = Foy
; . ° A . .
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N,

<

corre]at1on coequc1ent not atta1n1ng stat1st1ca1 s1gn1f1-

Hypothesws 6 was accepted ) | . 4wﬁ‘g"gsﬁ .
‘ Hypothes1s 7" There will: be'no difterehce tn the’
- i e .h«' abstractoreason1ng ab111ty of h1gh ando
| 1ow RPI scorers A . "

Q

Tab]e .8 presents data support1ng.th1s hypothes1s _ The . -
‘ requ1red 1eve] 04 s1gn1f1cance was not atta1ned for the»,’”

corre]at1on coeff1c1ent of ; 264

L

Hypothes1s 7 was. accepted N

‘mﬁ.TABLE‘é SRS |

PEARSON PRODUCT MOMENT CORRELATIONS BETWEEN
L THE RPT AND THE DAT

if;.lgVARIABgESW?’. LN et e
DAT. a7 . L2es ji-ns.*.g
vVerbal Ab111ty IR : RN T FORN S .
AT L g e 184 Ltons |
“Abstract Reason1ng e e - S
Abﬁ‘l 1 t_y R . I R 'A_'o' ] - :“ . . vo“ ’ o
Conc]us1ons.t7 . . o
13',_There is no d1fference in the verba] ab1]1ty of h1gh
s,and ]ow RPT scorers. “ R
o '@ &. ' 2 e ' :
2. - There is” no d1fference 1n the abstract reason1ng ab111ty
” of hlgh and’ 1ow RPT scorers o v»_, '
R I e & f'_};j' RE
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'u;;Hypothesﬁs'S: Therg’w111 be no s1gn1f1cant d1fference

o

‘1n the re]at1onsh1p between RPT scores

a o of males and fema]es o ‘f~‘f “‘lyf

e

'Th1s hypothes1s was: noﬁbuphe]d The corre]ation co-&“
R <. _
-,efficient was .]46, (p<.05) In the system used for cod1ng

!

the answer sheets for opt1ca1 scor1ng procedures. maTes were

e
|

LR IEN

ass1gned a va]ue of bne, and females, a va]ue of two Con~ a

"“sequently,\the coeff1c1ent 1nd1cates that fema]es tended to o

score h1ghe " on the RPT than d1d ma]es ' A t test was carr1ed

test p . 0]) d1d not support the hypothes1s N
2 Hypothes:s 8 was reJected ,~ A f : - rf@ L .
ﬂypothes1s‘9‘v Scores on the RPT w11] decrease as a "'=;

L 'funct1on of age s » _
The data in T&b]e 9 supports the above hypothe51s ;’Ath"'
"’corre]at1on coefffc1enf of - 109 (p< 05) was obta1ned .

fa]]ow1ng the conc]U&10n that age is a factor contr1but1n% N ht S

" to score var1ance oh the- RPT o g e E - h,"\
Hypothesls 9 was ac&epted ’h”i. \héﬁhi:? o ':. .
.Conclus1ons c f.;;: = f:.:ﬁV'
J. Fema]es score h1gher on: the RPT be. fema]es enterta]n
’Oh"a greater number of ]ow probab1]1ty hypotheses than do_.u'v R
ma]es = i " ‘ “ P S ' | S \
Vféil‘ Scores on the RPT vary as a functlon of age,!hr ;fo]der'd

te

1nd1v1duals score lower

!
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, PEARSON PRODUCT MOMENT CORRELATIONS BETWEEN .
ce L THE RPT. AND AGE AND SEX : :
U VARIABLES. L L oN - e i p

Sex’ 7ff* ¥-;£;'1“,1 STt e Lob3
Age - .- o u~h§1j’_; fff§;Tb§“ | fi~aozz
_ .‘:f i T o «’.o- -
x-_ﬂypothes1s Related to>Cr1ter1on Group'

Hypothes1s 10 RPT scores of in- hosp1ta1 péychtatrtc‘

pattents w111 be h1gher than the RPT
| scores of other groups S ‘

"Twenty scores were random1y se]ected by computer out of -

.Aithe tota] samp]e of 411 subJectS ' A t- test was then carr1ed

‘>\out to determ1ne whether or not the d1fference between the '»“l

,RPT means of these 20 and the 20 in- hosp1ta1 psych1atr1C~“

"pat1ents was s1gn1f1cant The resu]ts obta1ned were subm1t—f

'ted to the We]ch T Pr1me AdJustment for unequa1 var1ances

",(Tab1e 10)

‘Gonc1u510n LT _ | . - |

'Ai, The data be]ow are.. ev1dence of’ support for the hypothes1s e
ias the 1n hosp1ta1 group scored h1gher on the RPT than d1d &
”the contro] group ' - o '

et v Vv
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"T TESTS FOR DIFFERENCE BETNEEN MEANS OF RPT
‘ FOR RANDQM SAMPLE AND IN- HOSPITAL
PSYCHIATRIC SAMPLE 3

A
_MEAN1 .,.MEAN2

o Var., D.F. ADJ.D.F. P
(N-20) (N=20) s APIDAF

9.25 -+ 16.25 . 5.00 6.02 25.04 - 36.20 38 . 36.78 - .000]5.

: aMEAN]‘ Random Samp]e

bMEAN

2’ Psych1atr1c Samp]e

,ClasSifieation of‘RPT Scores 1nto‘tonceptua] SystemS‘

:‘v An attempt was - made to. c]ass1fy a]l RPT scorers who

comp]eted the - CST (N 91) 1nto one of the four conceptuaT ‘

,I systms descr1bed by Hanvey et a] (1961)‘ The number
-and percentage of subJects 1n th1s study fa111ng 1nto
'the four systems :as we]] as “the des1red perceXtage

‘-d1str1but1on for each system suggested by Harvey (]966) = o

'xgare reported in Tab]e 11. "'. k j,, .
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‘TABLE o
. . i
CONCEPTUAL SYSTEMS CLASSIFICAI&@N&W (N= 91)
ce ‘ \ ‘ ™ ,.-.....«W !
©USYSTEMS NUMBER - PERCENTAGE - DESIRED- PERCENTAGE
B —— ——— —
CSystem 1 U 17 - 99 ~ 30 :
System2 3 . B LI
'.System 3 '-; ‘ 22f~" o ,zzh. T 20 .
Lo System. 4 29 32 g
“"yUnc]ass1f1ab1e h~.20;r - 22 E j.: 30
yConclus1on5" o - Ajét_ |
‘ Percentage arrived at for the subJects who comp]eted
'-the CST d1ffered cons1derab1y from the des1réd d1str1but1on '

fsuggested by: Harvey (1966) » Poss1b1e factors contr1but1ng ¥

]

to’ thls d1screpancy w11] be d1scussed 1n Chapter VI
7Though the des1red percentages were not obta1ned for

c]ass1f1cat10n purposes, the means of each system (Tab]e ]Z)l
' ! ‘ 4.: I
Were as. pred1cted Systems T and 2 scored above the RPT

<

‘mean of 9.16, wh1]e Systems 3 and 4. scored below. -«
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o "%« U TABLE 12

o

 MEANS,: STANDARD DEVIATIONS AND VARIANCES ON"THE
RPT FOR CONCEPTUAL SYSTEMS (RPT MEAN = 9,25)

Ly
. . ¥ ° . . . Lot \
. . . ) :

L]

USYSTEM © - Nv . MEAN. . VARIANCE . . STANDARD-
s . S N ' . © . DEVIATION
L T B 2NN TS R O R '23 8 49,
2, .3 i3 25.3. S 5.0
3. e - 88 5.6 . 3.9

4L TRe g9 o241 gl

TOTAL™ 71 . w95 o 21h . g

o . ..'.

,Summary‘of Conc]usions’ . ‘

» The frnd1ngs of th1s research appear to g1ve fa1r1y‘
__Asol1d support to the RPT. as be1ng a- usab]e psychometr1c ‘
' 1nstrument o - th ’;V_ .

| EV1dence for the validity of the RPT comes from 1nter-'
Judge agreement on the 1tems used in the or1g1na1 form of \
fs“the test fo]}owed by strong 1tem tota] corre]at1ons allow-

i ing for the construct1on of the final form of the RPT. Q
Further ev1dence for the’ va11d1ty of the RPT ches from
' the corre1at1ons between the RPT and the LOT the AII the

Tennessee Se]f Concept Sca]e, and- the I E Sca] j The RPT . -

-was a]so found to d1st1ngu1sh between groups

52



CHAPTER VI
R "¢ . DISCUSSION

ﬁevdeu" : A
The purpose of* the" present study was the consxruct1on
and va11dat1on of ‘a psychometric 1nstrument wh1ch wou]d

*measure the ex)stence of the Low Probab111ty Hypothes1s and

‘the extent to wh1ch 1t was present - toev1nger‘s‘(1957

-model for test construct1on was followed throughout the.

A_development:of the test ﬁahdne91de@ce for the substantfve,

' structura] and externa] components ‘of construct va]1d1ty
were. 6bta1ned resu1t1ng in. a v1ab1e 1nstrument the ‘Remote
hPosS1b111t1es Test The or1g1na1 form\of the RPT was (ef1ned

i"through agreement among three Judges on the 1tems be]1eved to.
be re]evant to the construct under 1nvest1gat1on Further

fref1n1ng in: the form of 1tem ana]ys1s ‘was conducted after'
adm1n1strat1on df the RPT to a socio- econom1ca11y representa-

“tive sampTe of 209nsub3ects The RPT and.f1ve persona]1ty

var1ab1es were then adm1n1stered to a sample of 41] Un1vers1tyt«

‘of A]berta summer school students, and subm1tted to correla-

t1ona1 ana]ys1s The RPT alone was adm1n1stered to.20 1n-l

hosp1ta1 psych1atr1c pat1ents and the resu]ts of this samp]e-«

- were compared to the resu]ts of a random samp]e of 20 sub-
‘Jects from the tota] of 411, ;]!‘
h In th1s chapter, a d1scuss1on of the various re1evant

f1nd1ngs w111 be presented, a]ong w1th conJectures as to the

o

.possible- deve]opment‘of the LPH the 1mp11ca¢1ons for

53



54 ’
counsellors. and the suggestfons for Further’research.

‘Discussion of Resu]ts of Main Hypotheses

The pred1cted re]ationships between tre RPT and the
Adult Irrationa] Ideas Iﬁventory, the L1fe Or1entation Test.‘
the Tennessee Se]f Concept Sca]e, and the InternaT ExternaTI
6bntro] ScaTe, were exper1menta11y demonstrated .as aTT '
var1ab1es correTated s1gn1f1cant1y 1n the pred1cted dlrec-
t1on w1th the RPT However, anaTys1s did not suppocﬁ the
pred1ct1on of a s1gnﬂf1cant re]at1onsh1p between the CST the
measure of conceptuaT compTex1ty, -and the RPT It was hypothe-
sized that 1nd1v1dua15 who scored h1gh on the RPT woqu |
score low on the CST .a hugh score on the CST 1nd1cat1ng . !_'
conceptua] complex1ty | Though the- comre]atwon was. in the ﬁ‘ .
pred1cted negat1ve d1rect1on, it was not stat1§ttca11y sig- -

o -

nificant. . .- | L 5
' There arevseveral poss1b]e exp}anat1ons ‘ The homOgenepus

;structure of the popuTat1on samp]ed d1d not a]]ow for -
appropr1ate d1ffa;ent1at1on of the CST respondents 1nto the..
four systems proposed by Harvey (1966). Harvey valldated Y
the TIB (ThLS I BeT1eve Test) from which the CST was deve]oped
on- a samp]e of coT]ege students, mostly undergraduates i The
samp]e used in the present study'was composed malnTy of
schoo]l teachers, averaging approx1mate]y 30 years 1n age.
Further, the1r mot1vat1on for be1ng enroTTed at ‘the un1ver-b

s1ty can be assumed to be somewhat d1fferent from that of

undergraduate students A
- .
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|

. One other exp]anation for the 1ack of significant find-
1ngs may lie in the 1nstrument 1tse1f Problems of measurear
B ment w1th the CST have previously been noted by Bower (1969)
‘;and Stewin and Anderson“(1974) It appears that the . different
‘approaches 1n describing conceptua] systems 1eve1s have been »
ref]ect:B in d1fferent 1nstruments. Anderson and Stewin»'
d1scuss Harvey s emphasis as be1ng essent1a]1y tn the reli- '
g1ous orientat1ons of h1s subJects,'and the CST as bé%ﬂc&11y

measur1ng re]ig1os1ty, whereas Schroder_(]967) streszﬁé in

format1on process1ng 1n his approach Indeed, the one
si&n1f1cant ﬁnrrelat1on w1th the CST and the . RPT was w1th
Tsub sca]e 1 ‘Dlv1ne Fate Contro1 the defJn1ngjsca1e for
'System 1, | - ' | A
A part1cu1ar f1nd1pg wh1ch mer1ts some attent1en 1s
that wh1ch 1s re]ated to the d1fferences in mean scores be-
tween sexes The hypothes1s that there-would be no.sig-

N _
n1f1cant dlfferences on mean sgpres between males and fema]es'

»

. was reJected and there was every 1nd1cat1on in the ana]ys

-y L

ethat the mean score for fema]es would be s1gn1f1cant1y

~

-greater than the mean scores for ma]es (Two-tailed t- test
. pL. 0]) *There are severa] a]ternat1ve exp]anat1ons as’to
why fema]es m1ght score h1gher on the RPT than males

1. -Fema]es, usually acknow]edged as more open to
’theraby, ;ay s1mp1y respond more'opeﬁ]y tb~their
;vu]nerab111ty or weakness Th1s may aiSQ be:part o
T'of what is typ1ca11y regarded as a,sexjstereotyne;

“where fema]es are expected to be more open to their .

d‘t A | S



8 ) feelihgs and hales. more ciosed e’”’ |
2.. This resu]t may simp]y be an artifact of. the
particu1ar sample popu]ation." , ,"J
o A confirmed f1nd1ng that warrants brief discuss10n 1&\
that of the correlat1on between age and the RPT Older
'peopie scored. 51gn1ficant1y ]ower on the RPT than did young-
er subJects Data obtained by Rotter ]g‘}) 1end support

0

to this f1nd1ng He reports that. 1nd1viduals seem to become
more 1nterna1 as they get o1der, suggest1ng that age,
“maturlfy, and”. exper1ence a@y contribgt1ng factors to the

“‘genera11zed eXpectat1on that one can 1nf1uence one's env1r-'f
. L -
Mﬁronment If 2 person. beliewes that he can actu&l]y have some

- " say in his 11fe, he will be less likely to submit to fhe: o
belief that the most dreaded of ‘events will befalt/ﬁ/m* norﬁ ‘

‘matter what he does : : , . _ R

A

Development of the LPH ; - ) ;/"" B } /

A know]edge of some poss1b1e background factors 1ead1ng

to the formu]at1on of the LPH m1ght be usefu] 1h further1ng
an understand1ng of therapy for the 1nd1v1dua1,

these remote expectat1ons . g},J, o

 On the behavioral Teve1 '1t would apiear:

systems of reward and pun1shment are 1mportaﬁ;*%fil
X ; ‘ R ;

'hav1or of the ch11d 1s pun1shment




‘methm Cantéﬁa‘ 1964) be]ieves that this fear is then
‘"genera11zed to other s1bua?10ns. eventually causing these
*gsituat1pns‘to be among those avoiddd 1n life. This seems .to
be espec1a11y so:if the punishment 1s accompanied by négative
V]abel]ing, shaming. and reject1on (Buss. 1961) e
H The“deve1onmentaf‘history of ﬂndividuals who falY 1ntod
'conceptual System T 1s very sgmilar and ‘s worth lookﬂné‘at
. brief1y as System ] ﬁunctioninq was found to corre]ate with
the ﬂresence of the LPH Hervey (1967) describes such
1nﬂ1v1dua1s as the re;u]t of parenta] training consisting of
the administratioh ofqgewards and pun1shmqnts for certain

.,spec1f1c behavnors only, those being designated by the

I

mﬁparents 'uThe standgrds for the behav1or, consequent]y. are

,1mposed from out§1de the’ 1nd1v1dua1 He has no chance to
f deve]op his, own va]ue; and anyth1ng outs1de the externa]]y
' nmposed scﬂbme of th1ngs wou]d be sometthg to avoid some-
'thing "bad.* '
| Rotter (1966) put- forth the bas1c hypothes1s that if a
_person perCe1ves re1nforcement as cont1ngent ypon hlS

‘behav1or, the potent1a1 for the recurrence of that behav1or
‘ L]

'1n the same or s1m11ar sntuat1on is high. However, if he

e

sees the re1nforcement as beang ‘outside h1mse]f dependent .

°

on chance, fate, or other (7. barents, teachers,'super1ors),
I'then the chances of the recurrence of the preceding behav1or‘

are very low.

[

Certa1m psychoana]yt1c dynam1cs can also ‘be- exp]ored

br1ef]y in attenptwng to account for the et1ology of the LPH.

Y



o . .
LY

a

:The 1nd1y1dua]s fom.whom the usua] kind’of probab11ity does

¥
\case,.dest1ned to be: pun1shed Perhaps becaus;gof extreMe

‘pun1shment ear]y on 1n h1s deve]opmﬁnt/ or perhaps beca se

of extreme parenta] re11g1os1ty, th1s partwcu]ar person~has -

l

tcome to prOJect h1s harsh superego on the externa] wor]d

"Somehow he has to be pun1shed by events not usua]]y pun1sha-

-

b]e for other peop]e (Caute]a, 1964‘ '670) A mechan1sm»

‘fof defense is in the work1ng at the t1me for he ‘can, at- 1east

A =

- _avo1d a- pun1shab1e s1tuabmon,\w' reas avo1d1ng the ire of h1s,-7

wsuperego wou]d have been 1mpossi

.l e. 8 o . o

.Impl1cat1ons for Counse]]ors SET o V;’

-]

‘leen a know]edge of the p0551b1e et1o]ogy of the LPH

s,

A{:‘what spec1f1ca11y can ‘a counse]]or do’ to he]p resdﬁ&e the
d11emma7 Caute]a (1964) suggests a counse1]1ng approach

L wh1ch appears to be a ba1anced b]end of 1ns1ght and behav1ora1

/ Tt
i

therapy "It seems at fwrst 1mportant to spend t1ne w1th the

c11ent exp1or1ng the under]y1ng bas1c conf]1cts to h1s prob—.

“j-_Tem,_such as h1€ dependency on hlS parents or on other
f1gures of author1ty, and/or perhaps,.h1s nesentment toward'-w
~ethem Th1s rnc]udes a_"work1ng through" of re]evant att1tudes
/”and fee11ngs whwch 1s genera]]y fo]]owed by added 1nswght
x:i‘Now 1nslght a]one rare1y produces muc change i A sh1ft to..zﬂf

the cogn1t1ve takes p]ace at th1s po1nt 1n therapy wfth a:

fgvdl§cussnon ofgthe LPH _An appea] to the rat1ona] s1de of

P

.?the:clfént_ds‘made’and he is encouraged to

- that
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»

the probab1]1ty 15°heav11y in h1s favor in the part1cu1ar'

e‘s1tuatron(s) that troub]e( ) h1m The c]1&nt 1s he]ped to’

”j make adapt1ve d1scr1m1nat1ons a1med at separat1ng 1mag1nary

3

fears from real enes. Constant reassurance by the therap1st

comb1ned wwth a ser1es of succesS1ve approx1mat1ons shou1d

: in s1tuat1ons where he pr%ﬁpou w\”
. exper1ence wou]d OCCUfn-¢Th oug:o

]

and to po1nt1ng 1t 1n the spec1f1c d1rect1on of the LPH

a

g

further a1d the process The c71e 'S encouraged ‘to engﬁge

“an undes1rab]e."
t‘therapy,‘an attempt
made to 1ntegrate the not1on of the LPH w1th the re]evaht

factors 1n the c11ent ‘S persona] h1story

o .

Caute]a (1964) reports success us1hg the above descr1bed

.

method Other counse]]ors may 1ndeed evo";e s11ght]y'd1f—’

ferent persona] techn1ques Assessment _f the presence of

the LPH W1th the RPT cou]d be .a boon to’ exped1t1ng therapj,_

Suggest1ons for Further eseareh

|

the data in order to -is

For future study,_;%ctor ana]ys1s cou]d be app]1ed to o

late and def1ne the spec1f1cfw
var1ab1es makﬁng up-the RPT “It wou]d then be p0551b1e<to
provmde a c]earer,def1 1t1on of LPH 1n terms of these con—

structs Factor ana]ws1s wou]d a]so be a des1rab1e/sbat1st-

-,.1ca1 operat1on “in v1e/ of: the fact that the measures aga1nst

wh1ch the RPT was com ared were not 1ndependent measures,p_

Some pre11m1narﬂ norm1ng for males and- fema]es cou]d

be carr1ed out, then determ1n1ng how the h1gh and 1ow scores.-F

vary a]ong other d1mens1ons such as psychopatho]ogy A1ohg



. . 1

iwith'thié; a closer look: coujd be taken at 1ow scores to’

ﬁdef1ne further @he spec1f1c nature Of the 1nstrument

It m1ght be,wnterest1ng to 1nbed the 1tems on, the RPT

An other persona11ty scales angﬁsee how the RPT wou]d

a ‘{
"funct10n a]ong W1th other persona]1ty dwmen51ons S
; . L Lk o

. X M ) ’ . -,LQI
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o S BOSTON COLLEGE
' CHESTNUT HILL
MAS&ACHUSBTTS 01167,

' DRPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOOY

. . une 5, 1973

Roberte Kozley . . ‘
Department of. Educatlonal Psychology
The University of Alberta

Edmonton 7, CANADA . : ‘ -‘ S 3

Dear Ms‘Kozieyf

Thank you for your 1nqu1ry concerning my article
‘”The Low’ Probabllity Hypotheses." / -
Slnce writing the article, I have not’ purﬁued the
problem in a manner put forward in the articlei I i
think the major tenet of the article still holds. I
now approach that kind of hypothesis.among clients ‘'more
behaviorally. I don't know of any research expanding
on my original idea. I have a hunch-Albert Ellis.
pursues the notion somewhat in his work. / o

Should you come up wlth anything 1nterest1ng. let
me know.

4 "‘ . Sincerely, ‘
SR _ Cf C
S A (e LS c

Joseph Re Cautela, Ph.D.
Professor of Psychology

JRC/cbs
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3

the time.

~
Mark your cho1ce on the separate answer sheet prov1ded

There"are no right or wrong answers.

" The answer is FaTse (B 2)

» : .

- . 3

5 ,wd‘\l‘
There is no “time 11m1t but do not spend too -much time }n’eny75ﬁ -
4 . - o i o
one question. v o
Use a‘penciI. notja‘pen; "
Please mark every item.
EXAMPLE :
ft]. "There erevfour‘seasons~in a year. N
Answer: '
1. A1 B2
The answer is True (A 1) ! :
2. The United States has a pr1me ~-minister as head of state
Answer » | ' ' |
2. A1 B2 ]



B ; 4 . : I 0 ’ I ' K 3 ""
“‘ 1. . 1 don't think that I w111 ever be thril]ed or e&cited
1’“ : about anything. , )

' C oy

? 2. ! People ‘don't care about . one another as muoh as t’”’f
. 'gpretend to care. . : .‘&.', '
- 3. If I have ch11dren, I am confident that they will be
norma] 3' . . o -
;‘”4§'-Insuranoe Balictes ofteAPexpire'just before you need
) . them ! : PO S o . . v

‘5. the 11ght bu]b which burns oUt is usua]1y the most
»  unregichable'one in the’ house. _ .

'.wﬁ QPeop]e th1nk bad and negat1ve th1ngs about me,

7. 1 believe that hunting 1s.one of the mﬁkt,dangerbus
-sports around o ‘ ' o R

8. There are bound to be some rotten Oranges in a ‘box of
Lo oranges : .

: R . , .
9., It 1s 11ke1y to rain on days I p]an plcn1cs and out1ng$

|1b. 'If I am 1nvo]ved in an accident in- wh1ch there is only
one fata11ty,’I will be that fatality : ' :

RSN ‘T‘don t believe that peOpﬂe who pra1se ‘me expect any-
”’-*th1ng from me ) ‘ S u ,

K "., L

d

}ﬁZ‘ I am ﬁure that I am-. go1ng to fee] better as I grow o1der
3’i13 gt tend not to make: w1se and correct dec151ons
\'- ' bt T DRSNS
%‘-14 8 am fearfu] of be1ng f1red . T
N , I

.“'jfégﬂ Peop]e ta1k1ng near me are probably not ta1k1ng about me.

wp1b ”“A movge I dec1de%to see w111 have stopped show1ngfthe
. lﬁ n1ght before . ' '

T : _ _
W, I am fa1r7y certaln that the f1rst draft of a letter 1
i '»g am wr1t1ng won 't be suitable for ma1}1ng

va111 say the wrong th1ng at the wrong tlme
I am sure that I am 901ng to fee] wprse as I grow older,

I am c%nf1dent that 1 can deliver a speech we]l . .

I don t be]1eve that peop]e ever th1nk that I m amusrng

-

-



.23
'“}fw111 pr/bab]y be hur¢ Vg _,_b o

. \‘J’ “’ e

P

v

s

;A26 .

K

27.

- 31.

[ o

.fTWhen my s%per1or‘ca1ls gp’{b his off1ce, I feel sore |
;'that I ve /done someth1n Wrong L .

v

.121 hes1tate to enter 1n a c]ose re]at1onsh1p because 1

bL1ghten1ng s qu1te dangeraus and ]1ke1y to str1ke
“someone _ R

The clothes N choose w11] be r1ght for the occas1bn

viLlons are st11)/p\threat even when caged

T wou]d have sunny weather 1f I went camp1ng _h‘_‘ ~~b'

|

29, 61 am not afra1d of over/sleep1ng my a]arm c]ock

30,

32,

34.
" “done.

.33,

.36,

370

38

'If I buy an 1tem one’ week 1t.w111cgo on sale the

' follow1ng week

There is a good chance that surgeohs w111 remove the
wrong organ.'ar leave a° sponge or an 1nstrumént 1n the

ubody dur1ng surgery

']ook1ng ‘at me.

354

L ‘ RPN s R
People can't te]] that_l'mlweak*andrinadeqqate'by.'
Other peop]e often get cred1t for a. task that I have

'when I run for a bus,,1t pu]]s away Jus¢ as I get there

~ 3

CIf there is a f]u go1ng around I'm sure to get ttf

A 2

Tl accept one date, ano‘her better one 1s sure to

~come up. S

1 am hes1tant to cross the street as\I cou]d be h1t by

AI am;; afra1d that 1f I rea]]y_expresse@;myvfee}{ngs.lo

a car.

wouﬂd never rega]n contro]

‘.‘I don t expect to accomp11sh an th}ng rea]]y worthwh1Te
in 11fe . _ L R T -

72

,Strangers don t 1ook at me: cr1t1ca1]y '_].'J ' ‘3'%"'

If I break an, arm in an acc1dent ‘ﬁt wtll be my writing"
arm; ‘ L ' '

L35 I

,./..

.;TWhen 1 Ieave héme 1° don # check to see that a]] doorsiV»
‘and wxndqws are ]ocked% . co
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5
el

Y T

S 42, There w111 be a nuclear war in my 11fe t1me.‘ D R

5

43, My frxend w111 be Tate for our: appo1ntment \

44.t I would very 11ke1y be shot 1f I ‘were a w1tness at a»
gun batt]e : ' : o . '

45;‘ Peop]e rare]y get h1t by a basebal] at ba]l games

d-4é" I mos t often do not create a good 1mpress1on or do“'
we]1 in‘a job 1nterv1ew . . :

-415 It w111 ra1n 1f 1 don 't take my umbre]]a or ra1ncoat
o ' on: a cloudy day ‘ . :

48;1 Amusement park r1des are fun and not dhngerous

49, It is a good 1dea for‘me to check my a]arm c]ock a -
1 coup]e of times. befOre I go to bed at n1ght ‘

50;; I w111 not be fortunate enough to f1nd a JOb I am- sure,‘
to- enJoy

S o e B

51.° There is danger of 1nfect1on when nv1x1ngs,;\:)th‘a# 'mi‘hds‘
. e -5 .

<

‘of strahgers..

uSZ;% I don' t.expeot to succeed i th1ngs that ‘I do
i

f,.53' 'I w111 be ready for an appo1ntment 1n p1enty of t1me

54, Dentlstsusomet1mes dr111 tongues or gums by m1stake RN
S \ g

"55~ Few pedp]e in th1s wor]d w111 ever understandGme

56 o Jf I have: the m1sfoxtune to ]ose b1ood or to hemorrhage,"\
there w11] be no b]ood of my type. ava11ab]e = . o

-

.S-a Mmen ‘the power goes off I am w1thout cand]e; or a ,
L fhashlIth R S B T
e SR R EEINRRELE S

, \ e #N P R T

) 58. ,Bec use ofschguston, 11fe as we Know it:will be - o

T T ext nct in Tess an,75 years. - ‘»,ﬂ' - TR e

." O \ 'l ' s . N '..'

So59. I am not concerned- about hand11ng th1ngs that m1ght

o carry germs o , . S ‘

"_-so-. “The drunk on* the bus will choose to sit<next to -'m‘e“.v) o
f6j -1 am fearfu] of makwng an awkward soc1a1 m1stake o =
"%?;'vMy chances of haang a’ sat1sfy1ng sex 11fe are good.

63, 1 th1nk that I can trust most sa]esmen

LE



B

064,

' 66.

67.
68,
69,

70,

A
72,
73,

74,
75
~76.
77.

78.
79.
80.

Peop]

Air:trayel

is unsafe

yr

A}

74

‘ tlekks Wwait on me prompt]y and po]1te1y

1d h'f'know,how tqwact properly in social situations.

Ho%seback‘riding is nat,dengerous._-

IA' will

I will acc1dent]y sta1q or tearemy. good c]ethes,

‘I belive that I will.
:ta]ents

in 11fe

accomp]i

sh all that'I'waﬁt‘to before ‘death.

clothes I don t care about

My co]ds-are.]1kely to turn ihto pheumohie or"

I w111

be- we]]

1oved by someone

CE

Ke

have'a chanée‘to‘deVelop"my

I ﬁkn hand]e most JObS I take on proper]y

RS mould 11ke1y»break a leg +f 1 tried to.ski;

not-

Fr1end§ and fam11y remember my b1rthday

A pract]ca] Joker w111

e Jokes

choose me as

3

: ?,Y

&
1 don t depend on peop]e as, I m too often 1et down

thevbutt Qf”hIS
. . . *‘-“: '

ronchitis.
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RPT
Read each of the fo110w1ng statements and dec1de whether it
is. True or "false as- it perta1ns to you persona11y,'most of
the time. N . 'wf- ’ .
Mark your choice on the separate answer sheet prov1ded
= There are no r1ght or wrong answers '
There 1s no t1me 11m1t but do not spend too much t1me on. any
one questmon. :
‘Use a pencil, not a pen. :
,-Please mark every item. ’
‘- m;\ ‘ ) -‘ .,‘ N V ‘v o ., q). I ) * . . - [ " |
EXAMPLE: ’ ' *
~1..- There are four seasons in 'a-!-a‘r.. - \ - ) e
N N Q
B ,,'";52;0 O . :
. LT L ERES : I T w *
- The answer is:Tfﬁe‘ﬂaii 1) .- o v R A
- - 4 _ '§3§§, . B R o
2; The Un1ted $pates has a’p;gme=m1n1ster,as head of -state. .=
. . , _ AT S -
' Answer R : e . u?d £ g 14'a
2. A1 . B2 ) _ T
. . :_:..:'z ..... . . * X ° ‘<- . . . .
e , - o A S _ ‘ L el
The answer is False (B 2) e .
: T T _ . Ce I _’:i‘:
- 3 -



“The light. bu]b which burhns out is usua]]y the most

' :
_». " ! A

f"* A

unreachable one in the house

‘Tt is 11ke1y\to raif on’ days I plan p1cn1cs and outlng]y

‘If I am involved in an acc1dent n wh1ch there ys.only
]fone fata11ty, I w111 be that fata11ty Lo

A movie I dec1de to see w111 have stopped play1ng the
nlght before o *

I will say the wrong th1ng at. the wrong t1me S ‘B.

‘I am conf1dent that I can deliver a speech we]l

>

. Nhen my.super1or.calls me to his off1ce, I -feel sure

‘that‘I've done'something wrong.

1.

18.°

Nhen I run fov;‘fl;ﬁl3itApu]1s away just as I get’

‘If I ‘accept one
come up.

"" N % ’mﬁ

R . e . : . N
IR , ' ; ’ . .
* . . o L ; . R A oL . s -

I hesitate to. eﬁter in a close- re]at1onsh1p because I
Lwill probably, #e hurt. . L ey,

Strangers lod? at me cr1t1ca1]y

If 1 buy an'1f§m one week it w1'{
fo]]ow1ng week . X

rm

-Zredjtvfer?a task 1 have done.

there

- . “ ‘“ l .‘ ) N
se,»another betberﬁone 1$ sure to

..'I am afra1d that if I rea11yAexpressed my fee11ngs I

would never regain control.

‘)

-in 11fe

I don t expect to accomp]*ﬁnythmg real]y worthwhﬂe

'J* ’ . “

There w111 be a nuc]ear war in my 11fe t1me

I would very 11ke1y4%e shot if 1 were a w1tness at a .-
gun battle : e :

; mo sy often d@ not create a good 1mpnession or de
we]A va Job interV1ew_.’ ’



.26, The drunk on the bus w111 choose to sit next to m%*

20. It will “rain 1f I don t dake my umbre1]a or ra1ncoat
: on a c]oudy Jdaw . . - g R ‘

¥ Prh v * N

21, It is a good idea- for me; ,chgck my a]arm c1ock a

v‘wwﬂwmm% couple of times before Io to bed at night.

22, ;}uw11] not be fortunate.enoughvto f1nd a Job I am ‘sure.
ey L0 ENFOY ) S m

. . . -}, b N )
23.  Few peop]e‘jn th1s world wi]] ever understand me TV
) ; . A O e
24. If 1 have the misfdrtune to lose bTood qr to hemorrhage,~
there will be rio b]ood of my type. ava11ab¥ : :
ZSQ‘ Because of po]lutlon, 11fe as.we know 1t w?ﬁ] be
_n; ext1nct in less than 75 years : >

f?;oll am fearful of mak1ng an awkward social m1stake {).gy "
ld28 My cnances of'hav1n”a sat1sfy1ng sex. 11fe are dood .\; ;ﬁ%a
9.1 th1nk that I can” ”Nust most sa}esman , oy

3o} Peop]e seem to 11ke be1ng around ‘me . ;i | '

3. Peop]e “don't take advantage!\ﬁ my friendliness. ¢

32.‘ Store clerks walt on me proRStly and p811te1y

33{> f don}t-know how to act" proé,;lé in soc1a1 s1tuat1ons

.34, -1 oan hand]e most, JObS I take on proper]y ] .

35. 1 would likely break a 1eg 1f I'tried to ;k1 o

36. I wﬂﬁacmdently stain Qr tear my good%thes';_ not

-clothes I don t care about ‘ .

LBZ. I w1]] be we]] loved by sOmeone. N
-,3éﬂ‘ I don't depend on: people as I'm too often 1et down.

:39; If there is. a f]u going around I'm’sure td eodit; ~,-‘r ' <

40 -My‘fr1end w111 'be late for_our appointmengy

S '@”I.v
L

PO



Al

KEY TO RPT,- FINAL FORM

: - B . s
A1l answers are keyed TRUE exce
| theﬂfo)10WiNQ which are keyed

% . .
" I

\

6, 28, 29, 30, 31?~aétg§§1

ok

S E

pt for:
FALSE:

¢

.37 7

79
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TESTS USED IN.STUDY AND SOURCES «

TESTS

Adu]t Irrat1ona] Ideas
Inventory

Interna]-External Control
Scale.

TenneSsee Self-Concept

e N o
Life-Orientation Test

Conceptua173ystemsvTest
®

SOURCES

Test your frationality.
Rational Llving, Spring,
1971, 5,72

Fox, E. E.ymnd Davies; R. L.

Rotter, Julian B. General-
1zed expectancies for
internal control of rein-
forcemént. Psychological

,Monographs,vgg, T, 1966.

Fitts, William H. Tennessee
self-concept scale, manual.
Counsellor Record1ngs and
Tests, Box 6184, Acklen
Stat1on, N%shvw]]e, Tennessee

Fox, E. E. A life orienta-
tion test: correlates of «“‘
biophilia and necrophilia.
Unpublished doctoral

dis rtat1on, Un1vers1ty of

~ Albekta 1969,

- Bower, A,.C. - Cognitive

complexity and class1f1cat1on;_
rule learning. ‘Unpubtished
doctoral d1ssertat1on,’
Un1vers1ty of A]berta, 1969.
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; . ANCILLARY FINDINGS

In g&am1n1ng the data, some 1Lterest1ng observat1ons

made Table 5, the co%re]at1on matr1x, g1ves evidence

of re]at1onsh1ps not pred1cted on an a'priori ba51s Howﬂ

ever,

they 1nv1te attent10n ’ F1nd1ngs w11] be reportedv

below, fo11owed by pertwnent conc]us1ons

a)

“oob)a

"The' RPT and sub—test J,Of.the CST, D1v1ne Fate Contro]

leorfeletef.ZOB attaining a signif1cance 1eve1 of .048.

'Thé,cdﬁrelatjon.betwééh‘the"LoT~and ie CST is .470,

3

”and‘the“Teve1 of cqnf1dence obta1ned ) 042

)

'corre1ab1on coeff1c1ent being -2.608, and the'1eVe]}of

“ N

The LOT corre]ates s1gn1f1qantry w1th the AII 'the

.

"s1gn1f1cance, OOO] S -4",

eh)

Significant corre]atibns %ere obta1ned between the I E

«scale and age and sex, the coeff1c1ent$ being - 344

'(s1g .001) and\ 288 (s1g .004) respect1ve1y

e)

‘obta1ned between abstract reason1ng ab111ty and sex.

4 -

. The® Abstract Reasan1ng Abw]ity sub“test of the DAT O

t1on between abstract reason1ng and age is 634r($i91‘

0001) A coeff1c1ent of -.366 (s1g. 039) ‘was -

,9
° .
a

usibns_‘

'COncT

a)n

!)

. . . B -

99 -

torre]ateé s1gn1f1cant]y with age and sex. The cOnrelE?»

Ind1v1duals who scqre h1gh on the RPT are more 1nc11ned .

“to be]1eye in d1v1ne fate contro] ~than do 1nd1v1dua]s

M

who score 1ow on the RPT

- A o 8

o b . B
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c)

a

b

d) -

ﬂ‘e)

'young females.

0
\

High SCdrerS'On'the,LQT are. mdre'conceptua11y complex,
as measu#ed by the CST“ than 10w_LOT scorers.

Low scorers on the LOT are more 1rrat1ona] in tneir

,be11ef system than are h1gh LOT scorers.

.lInd1v1dua1s who are h1gher on externa] contro} as

\

]e21g§nced by scores»on the I-E scd]e, tend to'bef

PRI
Ind1v1dua]s who score high on abstract reason}ng

ab1]1ty tend to be young ma1es
-

Y00



