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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

This study was not an attempt Lo determine causes of
behavior, This investigetion dealt basically with perw
ceptional differences between Negro and white college
gtudents, perceptlon being cne inseparable element of
behavior in that behavior is the responge wmade to the
internal and external environment, and the way & person
responds to this environment is determined largely by
the way the environment is perceived., The study of per~
geption muegt algo be a atudy of behavior.

Rorgehach's bagic assumption was that the way a person
perceives is a reflection of patterms ingrained in the
individual's personslity make~up,

The underlying hypobthesis in projective
teehnigques is that an individual, given 2 veutval,
smbigucus, unstrustured stimulus, resots by waking
sonething meaningful out of the stimulus in such &
way that his unconsclious needs, preocsoupations,
feelings, a@%i@uﬁga, snxieties, and values are
called into play.

Hypothesis

This study had the following hypothesig: Negroes and
whites presented with the same aebipguous stimuli, under the
same wmotivational and environmentel conditions, will respond

chology,
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differently because the two groups possegs different
personality patterns due to influencial differences such
as ethnie and environmental factors,

Little resesrch has been done in the area of H&gmc‘
and white comparison with uge of projestive techniques,
Dreger and Miller sited only two in thelir cowparison of
paychological studies of HNegroes and whltes in the United
States, "It seems to us that there must be more studies
amm@arimg white and negro on the Rorschach, but we have
found only two, Morouns from both groups wmrﬁ‘aémgawaﬁ
by Abel, Piotrowski, and Stone (1944) in terms of specific
responses to the ink blots."® 1In the other study, Stainbrook
and Siegel (1944) sdministered the group Rorsghach to high
school and college situdents of both races.

Becauge of the lack of research dong in this area, no
formal theories have yet been stated whiech would hﬁv& a direot
relationahip to this study. |

Acoept the Rorschach for what 1t ls: & sheerly
empirical technigque, We need not camoufllage this
basle fact by superimposing equally dublous theo-
retiocal structures as an afterthought, The Rorschach
as an adaptive task sbill has novel festures, which
gan be utilized, The history of science is replete
with many an eupirical dlacovery whiah hes proved
ugeful despite its refractory nature from the polint

of view of theory, e.g. the early thermometer, aspirin,

weather forecasting, shoek therapy, hypunosis. The 3
Rorschach technique may have to be ranked among thede,

2Ralph Dreger and Kent Miller, "Comparative Psychologicdl
dtudies of Negroes and whites in the Unlted States,” The
Peychological Bulletin, LVII (September, 1960), 375.

3william Block, "Psychowebtric Aspects of the Rorschach
ﬁfahniqu&;” Journal of Projective Techniques, XXVI. (June, 19@),
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This ptudy was not bssed on a formal theory but on previous
regearch conparing Negro and white differences. The affip-
mation or refutation of the @ﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬂd ﬁygath&aia elther supports
or falls to support antecedent studies in this area,

S8ignificance of the Study

As of today there have been only a few studies of Negro
and white personality differences with use of Rorschagh's
ink Blot Test, This way be due, in part, to the fast that
it is extremely tlume consuming to properly administer and
score enough Rorschachs to produce s representative sample
of & population., In the past it has sometimes been difficult
to obtain subjects in raclal studles but this problem is reduced
in a large university environment,

Some of the cowparlsons of Negroes and whites in the past
have been wmade under lnadequate teating conditiona. Other
studies glve evidence of unequal motivation bebween the two
groups to be compared which effected erroneous conslusions,

Only the fellow scientist who has atteupted to
induce one hundred Southern darkles to offer themselves
as subjects in an experiment of this sort can have any
gonception of the difficuities involved ia getually
getting the subjects into the laboratory. Threats,
cajolery, flattery, bribery and every other concelvable
ruge within the bounds of reagon and the law were re-
sorted to in order to bring the number of subjects tested
up to the desired numdped, During the course of the foup
months in which the writer was attempting to entice
negroes inte his laboratory, he gladly provided vocal
solos for negro ghurches, harangued Thankasgiving mneetings
and delivered forval graduation addresses at Hegro oom=
mengementa; bub the schewe which proved wmost productive
of subjects was the establishing of & flat fee of 50 cents



to all who would offer themselves as subjects and
adding thereto the offer of tUranasportation from and
to thelr homes in a rickety old Pord hired for the
purpose, To that old Ford and the ocutlay of a few
dollars in "fees" the writer attributes his success
in ultimately obtalining 100 negro subjeots. It was
a never-to-be-forgotten experience, the humor and
zest whereofl, however, wore than compensgated for the
many weary and discouraging hours whioh it cost %o
witness a subject {leeing over the hill in fright
or reversing declsion Qﬁ.&h& foot of the lsboratory
gtepa at the last woment,

Good gommunication is imperative to accurate ilnterproe-
tation of Rorschach responses, The examiner must understand
the different dialects of the sublects he examines,

While the Rornchach is oataﬁﬁihlgﬁa pereeptual
test, operationally speaking it must be considered a
verbal tesk only indirectly gettiag at the perception
via the verbalization, This fast may not cauvse any
consternation until one reflects fully upon the fact
that the testee wust manifest an extreme sensitlvity
to the determinants of his perception. He wust com-
municate the iwmportance of form, and in the case of
using shading, whether the concept is two- or three-
dimensional, whether it involves the perception of
"texture® or perhaps "vista" to mention Just a few
posaibilitien., But even Lf 8 person possesnses &
keen awsreness of the determinants of hip percep~
tion, does he posmgess the vocabulary with whleh to
sommmunicate them to the examiner? It 1s apparent
that to convey verbally the nuances of hig per~
ception & person needs 8 preclge and extenslve
vogcabulary. One may well wonder whether the dearth
of determinants found in low soclo-economic class
protogols reflects a "sluple” pgrawpﬁa&l world or

a small and limited voeabulary,

Bias can play & detrimental role in studles of Negroes
and whites using projective techniques, Psychologlical exan-~
foers are not necessarily exempt from blas or souoial stereotypes,

“albert Grane, Race Differences In Inhibition (New York,
19Q3 ) s PP 5""6-

5B, I. Mursteln, "Factor Analyses of the Rorsghach,”
urnal of Consulting Psychology, XXIV (June, 1960), 266.




Clarke and Compbell state that "it is a commonplace of sosial
paychology that our impressions of other persons are blased
by the sosial stereotypes which we hold,"S The tnterpre-
tation of & Rorachach protocol is not entirvely objective
and in the hands of an obatinate examiner the Rorschach
looses 1ts value as a research tool.

The purpose of this study ig to compare Negro and white
reaponses to the Rorschach., The methods used in this study
were proposed to eliminate errors evidenced in previous
research and to present & more ascurate plebure of Negro
and white differeunces,

Subjects and Methodology

The Rorschach was administered to fifty-two NHegro and
white ¢ollege students of both sexes, The subjeots consisted
of twelve Negro male, twelve white male, fourteen MHegro feumale,
and fourteen white female students attending North Texas State
Univeralty and Texas Woman's University during 1963 and 1064,
The subjects used for this atudy were all chosen on & volune
tary basis from the two univeraities in Denton, Texas,
Because of this method of obtaining subjects, the motiva-
tional differences between the groups have been reduced,
Hotivational differences between groups have sometimes brought
about errors in conclusions of other gtudies, “Perhaps the

6Robert B. Clarke and Donald T. Campbell, "A Demon-
stration of Blas in Eﬂtimﬁkaa of ﬂ@gr@ Ability,” %§§§' 
0¢ )

of Abnormal and Sociasl Psyshology, LI (Novewmber,




mogt seriocus gingle agource of eyror in intellectual measure~
ment can be desoribed under the general heading of wmotivation
in the test aituatiaﬂ*“? Motivation also plays an important
rele in personality wmeasurement, An individual who hag no
desire to take the Rorschach will be very wnproduchive in
regponding,

The HRorschach was administered to each gubject in a
room where the subject oould feel at ezse and be without
the distraction of other people, There was an Informal
atmoaphere for all sublects and the following instructions
were given,

You will be given a serles of Len cards, one

by one, The capds have on them designs wade up

out of ink blote, ILoock at each card, and tell the

examiner what you gee on eash card, or anything

that might be represented there, ILook at each card

as long zs you like; only be sure to tell the exsm-

iner everyihing that you see on the card as you look

at it, When you have finished with & card, give 1t 8

te the examiner as & sign that you are through with 1%,

The examiner rewmained completely non~directive after the
ingtructions were given and recorded the entire test of the
subject's statements concerning the ink blots,

It 18 this absolute asmurance that there will

be no evaluabion, no interpretation, no probing,

no personal reaction by the counselor, that gradually

pernits the elient to experience the relationship as

one in which all defenses c¢an be dispensed with-2

relationship in which the client feelsm, "I can be the
real me, no pretenses,’

THadley, op. git., P 394,

8s, J, Beck, Rorschagh's Test: I, Basiec Processes (New
York, 1950), ps 2.

9carl Rogers, Cllient-Centered Therapy (Boston, 1951),
p. 208-209, |
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By accepting all responses to the ink blots on the
same level and without evaluation, the subjeot reduces the
tendency to give only those reaponses which are believed to
ve approved of by the examiner,

pefinition of Terms

Each record was divided into three major divisiona: the
logation of the respouse, the determinant of the ﬁ@ﬂ@@ﬁﬁ@
and the content of the response, If the gubjeet attemds to
all portions of the blot figure iu making a vesponse, W is
scored, D responses relate to certaln portions in each
ink Wlot figure that sre most commonly selected and responded
to, Different factors operate to favor one or another
detail, "8ize, position, and space vhythm play roles of
vaRrying tmportance.”1® pne pa responses are made to certain
portions of the card, not attended to regularly iln any cone
siderable number of recorda., Detall and rare detall responees
are listed in Beok's first veluma;lz Space responses, (5)
refers to thoge responses wade when "the person perceives a
white space ae scmething with meaning, whether in connection
with another detail or by &%a@if*”la Responses which were
determined by the form or shape of the ink on the cards are

Yneox, op. git., p. 24,
lipid, po. 137-207.
xg;hi » . }_:3& 3&1*



referred to as P reaponses and are scored P+ 1if acourate
percepts having good form and scored F- 1if inscourate
percepts having poor form., Movement reapoumes (M) ave
those in which the subject percelves human movements or
activities in the card, "The responsge, as Rorgchach under-
stands it, really reproduces movements or sotivities that 8
ig carrying on within hiz mental 1&£&.“13 FC responses are
deternined mainly by the form with the color having & alight
influence, VWhen a responge ls scored CF the golor of the
biot had a greater influence than the form flthough the
form wag also involved in the perceptlion, A response
determined entirely by the tolor of the blot, the form
having no influence, is scored €.
The FPC represent feelings which make for an

effortless and adequate emotional adjustment to

others because the individuval's feellngs have been

soclalized properly. At the other extreme, the C

indicate lmpulsive, exclusively self-centered feel-

ings with a diaregard for other people's needs,

posaible reastions, and rights, The CF point to

fealings which are selfi-centered and lablile, but

still digplay sowe, at least intellectual, congider~

ation for others, The average adult is expected Yo

produge no pure color responses, ﬁmg&ﬁw1a@ a8 wmany

form-golor a8 oolor-form responses,

There are nine scoring symbolg in the light-determined

category., These responses are scored in a2 gimilar manner asg

Ypeck, gp. git., p. 24,

I&Jamas Brussel, Kemmeth Hiteh, and Zygmunt Plietrowski,
A Rorschach Tralning Manual (New York, 1950}, pp. 6667,



the color respouses Just desoribed. The symbols for these
responses are: Y, ¥Y¥, FY, V, V¥, ¥V, T, OF, avd FP, ¥ 8
a response to shading, V is the Qﬁ#ﬁ@ﬁ%&aﬁ of & three-
dimensional effect, and T is sceored when the subject
perceives the ink blot as having texture,

Beck uses a number of symbole to represent the content
on a Rorschach graﬁamelelﬁ Two of the wmore frequently used
are the symbols for human responses (H), and for animal
responges (A). Popular respongses (P) refer to any of the
twenty~one gtatistically based responses which are percelived
wost [requently. These responses and the cards on which
they can be found are listed in Beck's first valum@.iﬁ

The symbol T/IR refers to the average time it tekes
{or the subject Lo make a [irst response after being handed
the card and #R is the symbol used for the total number of
regponses, Bxperience balance is the relation bebtween the

total mugber of saored wmovenent respopnses and the Lobtal num-
ber of seored solor regponses, All wmovemeni regponses have

the value of one, Color responses have the following values:
¢ Iwga P 1.0, and FC 0.5,

15Beck, op. glb., pp. 217-221,



CHAPTER II
RELATED STUDIES

Klineberg could find little evidence for marked peraon-
ality differences %ﬁ@waen Negro and whites as interpreted
from experinents and test material,

The differences between Negro and white pere-
sonality as reflected in tests and experiments
geem not to be marked, There is an inconsistency
in the Plindings, and significant differences are
rare, This 1a undoubtedly due in part to the nature
of the tests, probably also to the fact that 2 sube
atantial simlilarity in culbural backgrounds results
in a eorresponding similarity in the responses to the
tests, We can only repeat that the congliusions obw-
tained through the upe of tests cannot be more valid
than the %est used and that completely satisfachtory
researeh in this field will have to walt uwntil pey-
ghologliats have devised w §re adequate wmeasures for
the study of pevasonality.

It was inferred that wore adequate personaliiy messures would
eliclt more conslstency in studies iunvolving personality
differences, Although the Rorschach technlque has some
faults, it 18 considered by wmany peychologists ag the most
adequate insirument of personalliy wmeasurement that has yet
been devimed,

1 |
QQ‘ mim%ﬁw é."m-'r.?fn“"- o ol Al ‘3 i‘%g. 5 &m?i u e v
(New York, 1944), p. T3¢ < the American Negro

10



11

Myrdal stated the lwmpresalon that all Negroes expers
ience 8 conflict because of thelir solor,

If the dsrk Negro accepts the white Man's
evaluation of skin color, he must stamp himself
a8 inferior. If the light Negro accepts this
svaluation, he places himself above the darker
‘Negroes but below the whites,,, The conflict
produces a personality problem for every slngle
Hegro, And few H&gvu&g acoomplish an entirely
suceessful adjustment ,©

Warner alec holds to the ¢onvietion that color has an
influence in Hegro personality development.,

While we do not claim that color evaluations
have a greater influence than soune other factors
in developing Negro personality, we 40 insist that
soclal sentiments organized arvound color greatly
affect this development and that all Negroes, by
living in the American Negro system, are forced 3
to adjust themselves to evaluations of this sort,

Warner bellieved Negroes of mupericr quality to be more
aware of the differences between Negro end white liberties
and more affected by this awareness.

The more intelligent and sensitive, the wmore
gultured and refined s Wegro may be, the more
completaly he assimilates and transmits the national
ideals, the more seriously is he made to feel that
his race, sand race slone, bars him from enjoying
the full rights of American citizenship, The paradox
1s made explieit for him in the disparity he cannot
help obaerving between what he is taught in school
sbout dewooracy and the “Amarican dream,” on the
ong hand, and the actual &tsaw&minuﬁi@n with which
he is confronted on the other.

§£§,$g,ggjr

‘&Ma}} ps 295,
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In & summary of his case studies of Negroes, Warner
statee that:

“In the ocase studles analyzed in the foregoing
¢hapters the influence of color on personality
hag been consistently emphasized with respeot to
relations both within the Negro world and between
the races., Certalin clear implications have emerged,
They indleate both the force of aolor as & factor
in the soclial and economie situstion of Negroes
and also equally warked limltations on the aamwﬁ
inance of this factor in personallity formation,.”

Karon used the Tomkins-Horn Pleture Arrangement Teat in
& study designed to revesl Negro and white differences as

. well as the causes of these differences, In his conolusion

© 1t wes stated that:

It was possible to design a program of
research which would not only assess the stge-
tistical significance of the findings, but also
determine whether these same findings would recur

sonmpistently from experiment to experiment, whioh .
would determine whether the differences between
Negroes and whites were hereditary or the result
of the caste sanctions, and whish would exclude .
the pogsibility that the differences in personality
might be attributed to and of the plaumsibdle siters

- native explanations. _

| It has been clearly established that the caste
sanctions have an effect upon the personslity strua-
tures of the people who feel them, and thet this
effect is reflected in eleven characteristics, The
fact that nothern Negroes differ from southern Negroes
on precisely the same characteristics and in the same
way as do northern whites served to elimlnate the
possibility that these traiis represented hereditary
differences between Negroes and whites, Thus, the
oaste sanchtions not only have an effeat upon person-
Blity, but these effests are sufficient to aseount
for the ﬁ&fgarunaaa in personality between Regroes
and whites.

S1p14., ». 293.

pertram Karon, The Negro

171 ty (New York, 1958),
@i  *
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Individuals are made up of wany dynamic interasting
variables. No oune can be Just white or just a Negro
because belng of a certaln race is Just one interacting
varigble of the total self, but an important fastor
becguse of tﬁﬂ great influence on the behavior and thinking
pattern of the individual. The Negro's concept of a Negro,
ani the perception of himgelf as a Negro, hss an important
part to play in his personsality developument,

Gray inquired vocational preferences of 800 Negro
ehildren in the first to aslx grades., These results were
compared with the responses given by white children obtained
by Boynton., The Negro and white girls gave similar prefer-
ences but the Negro male voiced more interest in professional
ogeupations than the white maiaﬁv

In 1939, $icha wade a study of the Rorschach "Erlebness-
Typus” or M to C ratic using 100 white and 100 Negro asubjecta.
Hig finding was that both groups were move extrotensive than
introversive and Negroes were wore extrotensive than the
whitﬁaﬁa Ho {indingas were presented other than this and
there was no other luterpretation to the {indings.

“susan Gray, "The Vocational Preferences of Negro Sohool
Children,” Journal of Genetlc Peychology, LXIV (154 ), 239-247,

. H. Sicha, "A Study of Rorsehach Erlebness-Typus of
Comparable White anﬁ Negro Subjects,” unpublished master's
thesis, Ugpartment of Paychology, Columbia University, 1939,
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Davie mentioned the results of & study which would
give evidence that differences between Negroes and whites
are due to envivonmental fmotors.

‘ During the Pirst World War the Army testers
found that Negro recruits from the North were :
gsuperior to Negroes from the South and that Negroes

from certain Northern states yere guperior to whites

from gertain Southérn states, \

pavie goncluded that there are measursble differences

  %&$*»&&‘&&3§@#& and whites., He implies that these ﬂi?%'
ferences are due to both environmental and hereditary

faotors with emphasis on the enviropmental factors,

In gonclusion, one can say that there is no

 proof that Negroes and whites sre inherently the =
same. BSo many nourscial factors enter into the
 pegults that no definitive anpwer emerges. MNore«
over, 1t is doubtful whether the mental-testing  °
techinique will ever lend itself Lo any comparison .

- of native differences between the group. The
' pesponsibility for the differences has still to
. be divided between the two gemeral factors of
" heredity and environment, So far as hepedity, -

" whish is & biological factor, is congermed, it -
. 48 at bottom & matter of individual family ntogk,
. not of race, which i an srbitrary classification,
. That is, heredity is ecarried by specific organisme
~ and in femily lines, not by social groups, There
are superior and inferior strains in every grouping

of peoples, whether by race or nation or clags,
What the average incidence of hereditary factors
may be, 18 not kmown, As to the environmental . .
feotor, 1t has been clearly demonstrated that
‘socisl and oultural sonditioning affect the vest

- seores. There are marked differences dependlng .
_upon variations in background, As compmred with
the white's, the Negro 's soeial baskground is

. inferior, and in terms of achlevement of the type
“measured by the tests, the Negro is on the average

‘inferior, but as the euvironment of the Negro approx-
fmates more and more olosely that of the white, his

inferiority tends to disappear.V :

~ Susurice Davie, Negroes |
1949), p. 372.

w&mg.» s Ps 373

sap Soclety (New York,
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In 1462, Katz and Coben found that wale Negro college
students gave fewer sorrect answers to problems when working
with 2 white teammate than when working alome., The efficlengy
of the whites was not found to decline in the presence of & )
Negro., These findings may suggest that whites have s greater %
influence on the behavior of Negroes than Negroes have on iy
whites,

In Dreger and Miller's review of comparative studles of
Negroes and whites in the United States it was reported that
Mussen's study using the TAT and most investigations using
Rogenzwelg's Ploture Frustration Study indicate that there ls
& tendency for Negroes to project wore aggresslve responses
than do wﬁiﬁ@a»lg

One of the wost controversal articles ever to be pube
lished is that of MeGurk's. Long and other investlgators
believed MeOGurk's article to be an attempt "to lay & scientifie
bastis for increasing racial disorimination in the United

w13 In the article MoGurk states:

Btates.
.88 far as ouwr knowledge of the problem goes,
the improvements in soelml and economic opportunities
have only increased the differences between Hegroes
and whitea, This 18 because such improvemenie have

11, Katz and M. Cohen, "The Effecta of Training Negroes
" upon Cooperative Problem Solving in Biracial Teams," gm%¥gg%
of Abnormal and Sogial Psychology, IXIV ( May , 1962) 325,

12pa1ph Dreger and Kent Miller, "Cowparative Psyoho~ ..
logical Studiss of Negroes and Whites in the United 3tates, "
The Psychologiecsl Bulletin, LVII (September, 1960), 376.

13}@%:@14@% “rhe Relative Learning Capseity of Negroes
and Whites," Journal ai.ﬁgﬂaa.ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁiﬁa;§%5W1 (Drings 15@% s

121,
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been given to both racial groups--not only $o the
Negroes--and the whites have profited more frowm
them, ., & frultful approach to raclal equallty
eannot follow the lines of social and economlice
manipulation. There is something wore lmportant,
more basle, to the vagﬁ problem than differences in
gxternal opportunity.’

Another attempt %o lay a basis for racial disorimination
is that of Goorge's. His vepord was prepared by commission
of the Governor of Alabama in an effort to give evidence that "THe
United States Supreme Court's ruling on the school integration
cages is potentially one of the wmost fateful declislonas ever
nade by a court."t5 Ip Georgets disoription of the Negro
pergonality, it is stated that:

These observations of paychologlsts regarding

Negroes in Africa are very similar to the judgments

one hears expressed by Americans who have seen much

of Negroes, Indolence, lumprovidence, and congequent

pauperism are gqualities commonly aseribed to thewm,

The same gualities exisgt among some whites, but the

incidence is wuch higher among Negroes. Some of us

know Negroes who are iuntelligent, industrious, thrifly,

and dependable; but these are not agglihiaa that char-

acterige large numbers of the race.

It is unfortunate indeed that so wmany examiners on both
sides of an issue have the "answers" before beginning an
investigation and have & tendency to present only that lnfor-
wation of conseguence that will support their “answers," It
ig wise to conasider the motives of the ezaminer when inter-

preting any study of Hegro-white differences,

1

ited

g??ﬁﬁ& MoGurk, "A Seientist's Report on Race Dlfferences,’

tates News and World Report (September 21, 1956),

15yesley George, The Blology of the Rase Problen
Report Prepared by Commiasion of the Governor of Alabawa
(University of North Carolina Medical 3chool, 1962)

xgm@*& ‘ga 18* [
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Kardiner gava the impression of being on the "environe
mental aa&a” of thﬂ issue, There ie evidence that Kardiner
is in gywpathy wiuh the Negro peocple and hig oplinlion indicates
that soslety as & whole is less efficient because of the
 stresses under which the Hegro lives,

We can pummarize the total ploture of the
personalities that follow in 8 few gsentences.
The Negro, in contrast to the white, is & more
unhappy person; he has a harder environment to
1&?@ in, amﬁ the internal stress is greater,
By “unhappy” we mean he ounjoys less, he suffers
more, There is not one personality tralt of the
Regro the source of which camnnot be traced to his
difficult living conditiong., There are no exgep-
tions to this rule, The final result ls a wretohed
internal life, This does not mesn he is 8 worse
citizen, 1% merely wmeans that he wust be more
eareful and vigilant, and must exercise controls of
which the white man lg free. This fact in itsell,
the necessity to exercise control, is distractive
and destruetive of spontanelty and ease, MNoreover,
it diminishes the total soclal effeptiveness of the
pergonality, and it is especially in this regard
that the soclety as a whole suffers ffgm the internal
stresses under which the Negro livee,

Kardiner's work and thoughta aaﬂa@#ning the Negro's
personality is summariged as follows:

Is there such a thing as a baslc personality
for the Negrc? This work proves decidedly that there
is, Though he lives in American culture, the Hegro
lives under speclal counditions whieh glive this per-
gonalivy & distinctive configuration, Taking as our
base line the white widdle ¢lass, the conditiona of
1ife for the Negro are so distincetive that there ls
an actual alteration of the preasures Lo which he
wugt adapt, Henoe, he develops & distinotive peraon-
ality. This basic Negro personality is, however, a

"Abraw Kardiner and Lionel Oversey, The Mark of
‘ﬁ#*?ﬁ@axan‘(ﬁﬁw York, 1981), p. 81, ’ '
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caricature of the corresponding white personality,
because the Negro must adapt to the same oulture,
must accept the same soclial goals, but without
the abllity to achieve them, This limitation in
goclal opportunities accounts éav the difference
in personality configuration,l

In 1545 Able used the Thematlc Apperception Test to

cowpare Negroes and whites and found some sgigniflioant dif-
ferences,

With 8 white female examiner Abel (1545) found
that both white wales and females and Negro females
were more communicative on the TAT than Negro Males,
who were of &t least egqual intelligence to the osther
groups,. Commmnlicativeness was measured by the number
of ideas and the number ?5 words, both of which yielded
gignificent differences,*-

When Abel, Plotrowski, and Stone gompared Negro and white
norons they found little differences between the two groups.,
"Out of the entire pet of comparisons only one showed 8 real
difference between the two groups: Negroes gave wore M than
whites,"2C

In a study more closely related to the present one,
Stainbrook and Siegel administered the group Rorschach to
high sehool and college students. They concluded that high
gehool and college Negroes are less impulsive, more ewmotion-
ally stable, and possess less anxilety, but are less mature

than high school and college whites, >

mxbm «r Do 317,
1@nwag¢w and Miller, op. git., p. 376,

3 21
Pryig., p. 375, Ibid., p. 375.
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The Rorgehash Test responses of twenty-four Negroes of
different sex, age and status were studied by aﬁxdfav&&gﬁ
Thepe tests were administered by a tralved examiner and
goored aceording to Klopfer's wethod, As interpreted by
Goldfarb, 100 per cent of the subjects tested gave evidense
of deep anxiety, aggression, susplelousness, emotional
isolation, deficient rapport with others, apathy, passivity,
and cowpllance, He reported that over ninety per cent of
the subjects hed a reduced intellectual efflelency and a
gonfilet with regard to aggresslve urges,

It is importent that studies using the Rorschach as
8 research Sool use the data of a single examiner rather
than combined data from a group of exeminers., Klopfer,
Beck, Plotrowski, and others, use differvent sywbols in
scoring the Rorschach and place emphasin on differsnt parts
of the protocol in thelr interpretations, Ssoring can vary
from examiner to examiner, Silver and Derr found:

Systematically offering and witbholding oral
rowards to youthful subjests from 8 generally de~
prived population served to wodify thelr Rorschach
protocols in the direction of waking them somewhat
longer, more spontansous and more oreative, However,
these findings varied from one examiner Yo ancother
and tended to gancel one another when the data for
five exsminers were cowbined, The latter finding
ghould serve as a wmethodologliceal warning agalnat

combining dats @hh&iﬂgﬁ by several experimenters
in an investigation.?

22gardiner and Ovesey, op. gi., P. 330,

23p1bert W, Silver and John Derr, "The Effect of Oral
gigﬂifxaa%i@? on Children's ﬁgraghaﬂh,ﬁaﬁrwﬁhaaﬁ ﬁlf§§§&nﬁ$§
(July, 1063), 311,

i ‘M\ai.

W
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The number of studies of American Negroes using the
Ropschach is guite limited., Klopfer states:

There have been surprisingly few studles of

American Negroes with the Rorschach., It 18 sur-

prising because the Rorachach is the best avallable

teghnique for evaluating intellectual capacities on

a "eulture-free” basis, & basis not subject to the

biases some investigators feel Mg&ba present in

the objective intelligence test,.<”

The studies of Negro and white differences have been
done by examiners having a variety of aims and purposes,
The purpose of the examiner for doing the mtudy has, in
some cases, influensed his conclusions and interpretation
ﬁ‘&f a&taa i 7

Moat of the past studies give evidence for differences
between the personality and intellectual functloning of
Negroes and whites. The points of dlsagreement seem to be:
in what areas do Negroes and whites differ, how much do they
differ in each of these aressa, and what are the factors

responsible for these differences?

2%Bruno Klopfer, Development in the Rorsehach Technlque




CHAPTER IXI
ANALYSIS OF DATA

The areas 1g/%hiah the Negro and white students
exhibited the @é;t significant differences were space
regponges, movement responses, animal responses, human
responges, anatomy responses, rare dstallas, vista responses,
average time for the first responsge, and the total number of
regponses., Table I shows the scores having the wost signif-

icant differences between the Negro and white atudents.

TABLE 1
RESPONSE SCORES REFLECTING SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES

Group 8% | An® | MZ |A% | B% | DA% | /AR | AR | &V

Regro 4 15,4 10,5 |53 |17.5| 8,5 | 24,5 | 32 | 13
White 6 [3.0 [13.5 |44 (22,5012, | 18,5 | 37 | 30

The four scores having the greatest variance between
Negroes and whites are A%, Hg, DA% and An%,

The Negroes who participated in this study gave a lesser
number of space responses than did the whites, The Negro
students averaged four per cent space responses whersass
the white atudents aversged six per went, Using the chi
square method it was found that in less than one c¢hance

21
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in ten could sush a mignificantly different number of space
responses ogcur simply by accident. Space responses indicate
oppositional tendencies, contrariness, and negetivism, Beck
states that "they reflect an essential ingredient ln per-
sonality, the holding to a purpaaﬁ,“l The difference in
total number of spade responses glven by sach group gave

the impression that the Negro students express less op~-
position than do the white studeunts. Abllity to express
opposition can be @ desirable or undesirable peracnallty
tralt depending on whazhar the individual is standing up
for what he believes to be right or if he is Just being
gtubbom.

Pewer movement responses were glven by Negro students
than by the white students, The white atudents gave an
average of 13.5 percent movement responses while 10.5 per
sent of the Negroes' responses were scored movement, This
difference is significant at the five per cent confidence
lavel. &nwvamant 18 & good indlcation of creative 1m&gin&t1@n,
Pantagy aotivity, and intelligence, and is efﬁan%&awm~by
tndividuals who are not dependent upon others for an enjoyable
1ife., "The lower one goes in the intelligence scale, the
fewer the at“ggjtn Abel, Plotrowskl, and Stome's study it

1&& 1 Ja Wﬁkg aﬁ ht ?Hm; ;2:’_1 ﬁ Vﬁg &ﬁ’ﬁa ?mg
Progessen (New York, 1945 4a,

g;b&ﬂu; ih 231
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was found that Negro morons gave wore wmovement responses
than white morons, The differences reflected in their
study and the present one are wost. likely due to dif-
ferences in the subjects being cowmpared,

The greatest difference in response pattern exhibited
by the two groups was the difference in total number of
animal responses, Forty-four per cent of the white students'
responges were animal wheveas fifty~three per cent of the
Negro stuwdent's responses were animal. A difference as
grest as this has 2 probabllity of less than 001 of
happening by ochance alone.

Chargcteristioally the normal individual who
produces a high A% (may 50 per cent or above) has
1ittle insight into his own behavior., He tends
to express conventional attitudes, leads a routine
exlstence, accepts the wores for his group, lacks
introspective tendenciea, is not excesaively oonw
gerned with the future and, in genersal, &g the
"average man" in his socloeconowmic group,.-

Individuals who tend %o develop long records also
tend to produce & low number of animal responses and are often
of above average intelligence, The results of this study shiow
the white students to have both fewer animal responses and
2 longer record, as meastmwed by the nunmber of regponses,
given by each group of students was: white males 36, Negro

males 31, white females 39, and Negro females, 33, The

3Leslie Phillips and Joseph Smith, Rorsghach
tation: Advanced Technique (New York, 1953 e

Interpre~
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Negro males gave fewer responges than did the white males,
white females, or Negro females, This gives gupport to
Abel's bellef that Negro males are the least communicative
of the four groups. As was clted earlier, Abel found Negro
males to give fewer words and ideas to the TAT than Negro
females, white females, or white maiaa,a

The white students gave more than twice the number of
vista responses that the Negro students gave, Acsording
to Beck, the most lmportant meaning of vista is its re-
flection of feelings of &nfarxariﬁy.ﬁ A total of thirty
vista responses was. glven by the white atudents and thir-
teen vista responses were given by the Negro students,
A chi sguare of 4,2 indicates that the difference in the
total number of Negro and white vista responses 18 signif-
icant at the five per gent confidence level,

The male and female Negroes perceived more anatoay
in the ink blote than did wale and fewale whites, The
white students gave 8 total of twentye-unine responses
with anatomy content. A total of forty~five responses
of anatomy content were given by the Negro students, In
light of the fact that all Negroes used in this study were
living in & white dominated environment, 1t appears they
may have experienced & hesitancy toward asting out and have

“preger and Miller, op. git., p. 376.
SBeck, Rorsghach's Test: II, p. 33.
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a conscious intellectual control over their destructive
impuises,
Anatomy content reflests & sensltivity to,

and concern with, the expresslion of destructive

impulses. Paradoxically, those individusls who

act out their destructive impulses do not develop

anatomy content; the records of an assaultive group

are conapicuocusly devold of any anatomy responges,

However, to the extent that an individual is woti-

vated by deatructive impulses but is unable to

express these éig@ﬁtly he is likely te develop
anatomy content,

It cannot be stated which group possesses & greater
desSructive impulse, The Ropgchach results only give the
lmpression that the Hegroes used in this atudy were more
concerned about this destructive ilmpulsge than were the
whites, Other evidence exhibited by the Negro students
for a hesitancy toward acting out ig their incressed
wpaction time to make thelr first response, The white
wales had the shortest initial reaction time of geventeen
seconds, The white females gave their first response %o
the cards after an average hegltancy of twenty seoconds.
The initial reaction times for the Negro males and feunles
were twenty-four seconds end twenty-~five seconds respectively.

Smell details {Dd) reflect an interest in minute, often
over-locked elements., An abundance of smail detalls indi-
gates thoroughness and exactness, The white students used
wore of the small areas of the ink blots in making their

regponses than did the NHegro students, The average per cent

6pnillips and Smith, op, g¢it., pp. 123-124,
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of Dd responges for each group was: white wales 12 per
gent, white females 13 per cent, Negro males B per cent,
and Negro females 9 per cent, Phillips and Swmith state
that:

Experimentally, DA% was found to be

positively related to the ability to with-

stand stress in a paychomotor learning

situation, Clinilcally an ewphasis on Dd 1s

observed to be assoclated with an intellec~

tevalizod and methodlioal ordering of relationahips.

I% i characheristic of persons who are described

as gold %nﬂ regerved rather than warm and gpon-

taneous .

The number of human resoponses glven by both the Regroes
and the whites in this study was greater than the number
cited by Beck as the mﬁan.g 0f the Negro responses, 17.5
per cent were scored human and 22,5 per cent of the white
responses were gcored human, The average per cent of human
responses given by each group was: white male 22 per cent,
Negro male 17 per cent, white female 23 per cent, and Negro
female 18 per cent, The primary significance of human
sontent 18 that it fuplies an lntereat in and sensitivity
to others, although not necessarily en involvement with
others, When H expeeds expectancy the subject 1s likely
to be both gsensitive and hypercritical of others. The
eriticalness reflected here wmay be related to the fact that
all the subjects used in this study were young college

students., It is interesting that the females gave wore

71bid., pp 14-15,

83, J, Beek, Rorschach's Test: I. Baglg Processes
(ﬁ@lﬁ Y@rk; 195‘8); 13'. »



a7

human responses than the wales in this study, and the
whites gave more human responses than the HNegroes,

The average number of gontenlt categories used by each
group of students was: white males 10,8, Negro wmales 9,7,
white females 12,5, and Negro fewales 11.2, The whites
had a wider range of content than the Negroeg and the
females had a wider range of c¢ontent than did the males.
Beck states that ".,.the fewer the content categories,
the less intelligent, or the less intelligently functioning,
the individual is~--i,e., he is of low endowment, or anxious

__ or depressed, or habitually rigid and inhibited,"’

. v Differences between male and female responses wers
found which were in keeping with previous studles, Those
differences are listed below in Table IIX.

TABLE II
MALE AND FEMALE RESPONSE DIPFERENCES

Group | Sum C Sum M  Sum FY | T/IR | #R |Dag | HE

Males 60,0 80 24 20.5 33,5 |10 19.5
Females (110.0 | 152 76 22,5 36,0 |11 20,5

The Negro and white female students responded wore Lo
¢olor, movement, and shading than did the Negro and white

Qnaek, Rorsghach's Test: II, p. 42,
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wile students, These differences give the lupression that
the female students who participated in this study experience
a wuch more vivid emotional life than do the wales,

The Negro and white fewales gave wore than twice as
many shading responses a8 the male students, This response

difference between males and fewales iz too slgnificant to
be overlocked, Shading responses have been interpreted in
a variety of ways by those who have worked with the Rorschach
teehnique and no simple explanation can be offered as to its
meaning, It has been sald to reflect anxiety, self-controil,
defensivenens, cgutiousness, tolerance, adaptability, and
imagination among other things, Work needs to be done in
this area baefore aound inferences can be wade frow shading
responses , |

Comparative scores of all the subjects used in this
study are included on the first pages of the appendix,
These comparative scores are followed by the summaries of
each student's Rorschach protogol.



CHAFTER IV

SUMMARY

Fifty-two students were chosen on & voluntary besis from A/ [ 5 U

bes in Dentom, Texas, and were adminlstered
Ink Blot Test. The Rorschach was adminiatered
and soored acoording to the method suggested by Beok, A

somparison was wmade of the content and statistically derived
scores specific to the onﬁmhaeh)

It was hypothesized that there ww%}a h&Aaigmiﬂiﬁant
differences between theﬁr@apunaa& afwﬁ@g%@m uwﬁ&m students ,
beoause of the difference in ethnlc and environmental factors
which influence their personality formation, "

The two groups exhibited algnificant differences in
their responges $0 the ink blots. The white students gave
more space responses, movement responses, rare detalls, human
responges, vista responses, and total number of responses than
the Negroes. The Negro students gave more animal responses,
anatowy responses, and had a longer average time for the first
response than did the whites. These differences in response
patterns suggested that the Negro students expresged less
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opposition, had a lower level of intellectuasl functioning,
exhibited more gountrol over their emotionallity, and had less
inﬁar@aﬁ in minute elements than did the white students,
?ha gonclugions of this theals should not be generalized
hayanﬁ the college student population, ?}ié&{ﬁautiﬁﬁ ghould
8lso be taken to avoid uaking Individual evaluations or Judg-

ments on the basis of these gyosp

dazm,§ A large variety of

wrnne

individuals presented themselves for testing, few of which
¢ould be congldered as representative of their group.



APPENDIX

TABLE IIX
COMPARATIVE SCORES OF MALE SUBJECTS
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TABLE IV
COMPARATIVE SCORES OF FEMALE SUBJECTS
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student___R, § Datewact‘._%m____
Sex Male npe 18  Class ?r&g_ﬁ%stl“” COndithnS 00d
Lecation Determinant  Content ‘Analyéis“

W 5 F+ 18 A 11 e

g 1 ;3 5 Ad 4
Y 15 PC 2 Tr 1
7 2 P 1 H 5
Das 2 cg 3w
b5 1 Total 26 Hd 2 FeT 7
, CF% ¢
Total 26 Total 26 Aé it
H%___ et
N T/1R__13 Bee,
waf )
D% 62
Dd/o zg
Approach: ¥ (D) pai
Sequence: 1gg$$¢1&w

Experience:

5:1
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_H, O. DateDee, 1963 Race White
SexMale Age 18 Classppeah, Testing Condltions@oed

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
D 3 F 16 Ar 3 Y &5
nd 8 |5 10 | M 1 Prr g1
W 2 | m 8 |eg 3 Bk ‘
pda 2 |Fe 3 H 10 Sk
CF 2 H 7 AT
Total 47 | ¥T 1 A 11 NPz
¢ 1 Se 2 FC% 13
PV 1 i3 CFZ
Bt 1 AéLiﬁL_______
Total 47 Ad 2 H%_36
Fa 2 T/ g sen,
Ab 1
Wl Im 1
(/ﬁ’———-—
D Total 47
Dd% 23_____

Approach: (W) D pat

Sequence: {ppsgular
Experlence: g.4



35
RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student R, T. Date De¢.1963Race White
Sex Male Age 21 Class 8v, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
W : P 14 A 10 Pk ¥ie!
2 1l P 2 H 4 PL% 6o

pd 5 M 3 Hd b F-%___ 13

o8 1 CF 2 An g Sk b

¥C ) Ma 1 P% 44
Total 23 FY 1 Tr 1 M% 1?
Hd,8ex 1 PC% +

Total 23 CF%
Total 23 A%

e
T/%g *~%%*3@¢,

wp o 26
D d% QE
Approach: W} (D) pai
Sequence: irregular

Experience:  332.5
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student___J, D, DateJan,1964 Race _ White
Sex_pMale Ace 18 Classfpegh, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
w4 ¥+ 11 A 5 Ly ML
ps 1 P & Le 1 FAL_65
p 18 M 1 An 5 F-%__35
Dd O o) 3 s 1 S? B
#C 1 aﬁ 2 ﬁg/_a;_i____
Total 2 ¢ 1 ig 1
a1 23 Fa 2 FCh__§
Potal 23 &b 2 CFZ» 1k
So 1 A% 23
Ge 1 H% 9
In 1 T/1R_10 See.
Bl 1
gé_:m_ Total 23
Dd%_ 3

Approach: w.pY¥ (Dd}.
Sequence: {rpregular
Experience: 115
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__Jds G Date Hov,1963 Race _ White
Sex Male Age 18  Class Fresh, Testing CondltionsGooed
Lecation Determinant Content Ar%alys is
P% &%
¥ 5 P+ 1h A 20 FAL_Tl
b4) 23 B 5 ¥d g F-%_g
ol 1 CF 3 Cg 1 Sk__3
bd 1 xe 4% &d a P 2
M 3 B & M7 10
Total 30 b4 4 1 An 2 FCh__1
, . Art 1 CFJ_1s
Total 30 Total 30 %"o 73
5} g bt ii/0 E
T /m‘”m
w7 g

Ddo
Approach: (%) Dt (Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 3:%
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__ R+ B, Date JBN.1964Race White
Sex_Male pge 22 Class__Jp, Testing Conditions_gpod

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
A I
W ] by Te Ge 5 Pre__12
D T2 P 28 Bl 2 TFP-%__ 28
Dd ’é’fz PC 8 Fl 1 S% 1%
Da ‘ [} 7 An 2 P% 3
Das 15 ¥y i Re 1 MY &
CcF 5 Ad 15 FC% &
Total 125 ¢ 1 a 4% CF% ]
| HA T A% kg
Total 125 N 2 H% 14
Art,Ad 1 T/1R__ G geg
Tr 3
H 11
Who 6 Py 1
W/’ﬁ' %ghal g
Dddo K f ﬁ' J
\ Bt 5
Approach: {W) (D} Dd} is 6
| cg 3
Sequence: irpeguler Ru 1
v 2
Experience: T:1ll.5 Ar 3
’ Im 3

Total 125
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RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__ D« H, Date May 1964 Race White
Sex_Male Age 19 Class Fregh, Testing Conditiong Guod
Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
‘ P% 3
w oA M1 A 7 FAE_TL
D11 B 1 Hd 1 F-% _g
Da 1 ] 2 H 3 S ]
PV 1 Agls 1 Ph__ 25
Total 16 BV 1 La,Fi 1 M7Z__ 18
FY 1 B 1 FC% V]
Hh 1 CFZ___G
Total 16 La i A%__ 50
| L
Total 16 T/1R__37 Sec,
Wi 25

D% GG
Daye ﬁ
Appreach: W} D {Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 310



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student S+ He Date Pee, 1963 Race White
sex Male Apge 18 Class Fresh. Testing Conditions @ovod
Lecation Determinent Content Analysis
W 5 FY A 6 w/ 5
p 13 |F* g H 3T e
L 3 Sex,Hd 1 F-é_aa_____
Total 18 ¥C 2 Im 2 Sk_Q i
F 2 1s 2 Ph_22
Bt 3 MZ_13
Total 18 Ls,Im 1 FCZ L A—
CF% "it‘g; -
Total 18 A% _33
H% 22
T/1R_39 See,
w28

Approach: Wi D (Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 311



Student__}§., H.

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Lecation Determinant
W 4 s 1y
D 13 B 4
Da 3 cF 1
bd b PC 1
FY 1
Total 24
Total 24
‘”7‘{;’3 ‘
D%
DA% 17
Approach: ¥ D pail
Sequence:  irregular

Experience: (3:1,5

Content
A ,
i i
Hid 2
Art 1
id,8ex 2
I 1
L i
Ce 1
AR 1

1 1

1

Potal 24

T/1R

Datepag 1643 Race_Wnike
Sex Male Age 18 Classppagh, Testing Conditlonsgaag

Analysis

Ly v

N —
Fal e

S%_13

Ph 13

ML g
FC%
CF%
A% =
1V

ot 253 Q13
#5% ERR 8]




Student R. H.

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Datdiec,1963

42

Race White

Sex Male  Age 20
Lecation Determinant
W 3 | » 16
D 2 Fu 5
Ddg 1 ¥C 2
Ds i CF 2
e 1
Total 27 M 1
Total 27
W%
D% &5
Dd%
Approach: (W) D! (Dd)

Sequence: 4{prregular

Experience: 1:4,5

Class Fresh, Testing Conditions @ood

Content Analysisg
Pf 8

A 12 F#h ?§'

Bl 1 F-%_24

H 3 Sk__9

An 1 Ph_26

B2 MI B

Sex,Hd 2 FCL__ 9

s 2 CF% :

My 1 A% &2

Na 1 HA_18

Im 1T/1R__19 8ee,

Le 1

Total €7



43

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_p, 8. DateDee,1963 Race  White
Sex_Mzle AcelB Classgggghi Testing Conditions @ood

Lecation Determinant Content Agalysis
Ph 63
W 2 P 14 A 11 {3
D 23 Fow 5 ﬂ&ﬁ; Sex 1
pd 7 YF 1 Pl 1
c¥ 3 Ad g
Total 32 FC 2  |Hd 3
» 1 H 3
H 4 An 2
Y 1 A, 8¢ 2
F 1 I 1
Ls 1
Total 32 F§ %
Wh 6 Ge 1
D?njﬁi_ Pd 2
Dd% e
Total 32

Approach: {¥) D D4l
Sequence: irregular

Experience: #15



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

i

Student  T. C. Date July 1364 Race White
Sex_Male Age 20 Class_Jr, = Testing Conditions ood
Loecation Determinent Content Analysis
Wa 1 A 25 Ro g Pr__81
D 24 Pe 9 Ge L FAB_73
W 1 ¥y "ﬁ An. 6 F-k_21
Da 2 M : La 4 Sk__10
Ddg 1 | Fe 1 A 12 PV/J__J.L____
H b MZ_10
Total &2 Total 4z byt 2 TFCh__ 2
Ag 1 CFZ_ o
Ad 3 A% an
Mu 1 HR 3@
In 1 T/1R__7 Seaq,
Ha 1
‘g;j 36 Total 42
pag a4
Approach: WY (D} (Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experiences: 4:0,5




RORSCHACH SUMMARY

45

Student J. R. Date Jan,1964 Race Negro
Sex Male Age 18  class 8oph, Testing Conditiong Ovod
Location Determinant Content Aq;%ysis
P%
W 4 P 14 A 12 FA_T0
D 20 Fe 6 H 4 “-;_320_____
bd 2 ] 2 Art 2 S5 O
¥r 1 Hd 1 Pé 23
Total 26 ¥V 1 g 1 M%E__©
FC g B¢ 3 FCh__ 8
HMy 1 CFZ__ ¢
Total 26 ls 1 A% k6
Re 1 n%__ 23 .
T/1R__10 Sea
Fotal 26
Wh 18
Approach: (W) D! bd
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 2:1




46

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__ ¥.H. Date Peb,1964 Race_ HNegro
Sex Maie Age 17 Class Fregh, Testing Conditions @ood

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P% i 104
W 2 P+ 1h A 8 FA% %?i
D 2 Pe 2 Ad 2 F-%h__ 1%
pd 2 cF 2 An 1 Sk __9
M g | Na 1 Ph_23
Total 31 v 2 Ar 1 )
34 1 Ceg 2 FC% %
FC 1 H 6 CFZ
Art 1 A% 32
Total 31 Bt 2 He___19
Hh 1 T/1R__16 Sea,
r 1
Mn 1
L Ls 2
D% ¢l 2

Total 31
Approach: (W) bt (p4a)

Sequence: irregular

Experience: 8¢{2.5



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student B. P.

7

Date Mareh 196HRace ﬁ&g!’iﬁ

SexMale  Age 1B Class Pregh,
Lecation Determinant Content
W g F+ 16 A 18
D 2 M 2 H 2
P 5 G 1
Total 27 ¥y 2 An 3
Ccr 1 3¢ i
¥ 1 Pa 1
c1 1
Total 27
Total 27
W{}é 11
D%
Da% 0
Approach: (W} D! {Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 231,45

Testing Conditions Good

Analysis
P%
Fé% T
F-%_24
S% ]

P% RE

o m—
FC%
CF%

A%_g&

H%
T/1R_12 Bea.

L=y

bt 4= Lo g




RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student J, M.

48 ~

Date April,196%,.. Negre

Sex Male Apge 21 Clags Soph.
Lecation Determinant Content

W 5 ¥ B H,A 1

D b2 e 26 A 22

Dd 3 F= 10 aAd 6

Ds 1 MY 1 Hd 6

W 1 H4,3ex 1

Total 51 ¥C 3 i 8

‘ Asla 1

Total 51 An, 8¢ 1

An 1

3¢ 1

W% Total 51
D% *
Dd% §

Approach: (W) D} (Dpa)

Sequence: irregular
Experience: 811,5

Testing Conditions Good

Analysis
PCO X
F#%
F-%_ 26
st 2
P
M% 10
FCh G
CF% O
A%

Ha 1T/1R TA BOC .



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_H, B, Date ﬂ%ﬁ;}%ﬁ% Race__ Regro
ig¢ Age 19 Class Jvs  Testing Conditiong Geod

Lecation Determinant Content Analys1s
P
# 8 A a3 A 2 F %é
p 28 o 2 i 2 F-% %
D 18 o & &d 10 5%
YO 1 S 1 7 %
Totel 54 54 5 Ay I ML &
» 1 Fa 2 FCh 4
CF 2 Ge 2 CFT__ &
B 3 Te i A; %?
¢ 1 Bh 2 L
B 27 /1R 4L D66,
Total 54 Ha b
wcﬂ ; §ﬂ§ :g
= .
Da% X ;
() (0) et
Approach: {W D} odl
Total 5%

Sequence: irreguler
Experience: 215



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student &« J. D atéhz}-:fg 1964 Race Hegro

Sex Male Agze M7 clas@OPBs  Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Aq&%ysis
POO s
W 10 F o+ 16 & 6 F 4% {3
R T M y FER
Dﬁ }a - K ~ G/ »
e 1 |R 1  S—
Total 25 » >
Total 25 An 5 o
Ha 2 op7 o
Hl,sex 1 O do——
H 2 4y £25
Art 1
W% 40 Total 25
D%_B0
Dd% 5
Approach: W} (D) (Dd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 215



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student J, H. » Date July 1ofls Race e gro

Sex Male Ape18  Classgopp, Testing Conditliongg...
Location Daterminant Content Analysis
Fdﬂ wﬁ'g
W 2 F+ 18 | Fé 2
R 25 | pv 1 sc e St g
fo|w 1 w5 P
Da 3 M 6 |ad 5 Flgy_ag___
Bt i i
Total 32 |Total 32 |Ha 3 CFZ_4 .
Ab T v Y
b S

Total 32 T/1R 35 gon

W%
D% B
DA%10

Approach: (W) D! Dd
Sequence: irregular

Experience:6:0,5



52

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__J, ¥, Datguly 1964 Race Regro
Sex als  Ace 18 Class Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
Pf 3
W 5 P+ 11 A 8 Prr_ &
Wa 1 Fo 2 Ad 3 : ";_.ﬁ_____._
D & |mov 1 B 1 Sk__1
B i 2 4 1 Iw 3 P; 33
ﬁ,.ﬂﬁ 1 M,') a
Total 15 Total 15 Ls 1 gg_; 7
Total 15 gj/o_%____
Wh_uo
[

I)d%”é—z

Approach: Wl () (pa)
Sequence:  iprsgular

Experience: p;p,5



33

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_E, @. Date July 1964 po..Negro
SexMale . Azeld ClassFresh, Testing Conditions #00d
Lecation Determinant Content A ysis
P%
4 ¥ A 7 Fpf_ o
yfﬁ 1 e 2 An 2 F-% 20
D 8 o] 1 H 1 Sk__,
¥y 1 Ha % ﬁ% ﬁg
' : ¥C 1 B %
Total 13 a 1 g% ; g
Total 13 o
Total 13 %o He
7/1R % ;ﬁm
W% 38
D% _Z:
Da% &

Approach: W} (D) (bd)
Sequence: Airregular

Experience: 1:10.5



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__L. K. Date July 1964 Race Negro
Sex_ymis Apge 22 Class__Jp, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content \ Ax;}%}lys is
W 6 F + 7 A 7 Ly
D 4 | R 1 ap 1 FA2T00
CF 1 P& 2 F-%_T
Total 10 | FY 1 Sk__ 4
» Total 10 1\1}; 3
Total 10 OO
CFZ_10
A% ?{3
Hbo O
T/1R_27 Sec,
D%
Ddg

Approach: wi {p)} (pd)

Sequence: {ppegular
Experience: (31,5



Student
Sex Male ppge 1B

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

R, B.

W

Lecation
Wb
Wa 1
D ho -
Dd 9

Total 54

DF
Dd;’o -I.— ?

Approach:

Sequence:

Experience:

Determinent

Fe
F
P
FY
M
¥C

(¥) » pail
1rv@gﬁlav
511

Total 54

25

Content

A
Re
AH
Ad
H
An
Art
¢l

Lokd

o5 oot ok ot o BB ) Bed et e O 1D B O

Date July 1964Race  Hegro

Clagss Fresh.Testing Conditions Good

Ana1y31s

P%

) ?§
Fab 28
st @
Ph_ Y
M7 9

FC% &

CFL O
A% G
HE__19

T/1R_ 9 Be




Student P. M.

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Sex Male Age 18
Lecation Determinant
L g B 26
D 28 - 5
Da 2 M 1
¢l
Total 35 H 1
FY 1
Total 35
W%
D% BE&
Dd%__ o
Approach: (W) pt (p4)
Sequence: irregular

Experience? 111.5

Content

A 1
H

An

Bt

Fi

Ag

Hu

HA

B¢

Pr

Potal 35

Analysis
P% 8

Fa%_ 16
St___6&
P%  @%
ML 3

FChL___ 3

CFP %
A%
H% 13&

T/1R_15 gae.




T

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__p_ x Date Jan,1964 Race White
Sex Pemale Aze 18 Class Ppesh, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P% 7
¥oo8 P 18 | a1y AR
g; 24 - 4 Apt 2 Fg% 18
pd 3 g 1 7l 1 kb
Ds 2 ¥C 1 Ty 1 Phap
A E I MR =
& ‘ o5
Total 33 &4 1 BE_ gk
Ab 1
57 % '3‘
T 8¢ 1
e Total 33

Approach: (@) Dt Dd
Sequence: ipvegular
Experience: 633



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__g, J. :
Sex Wepale Age oo Class_gp, . Testing Conditions@ood

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
Ph &4
De ) M 11 H 9 Fé g“i
Wi | R 21 |H,A 1 F-%_ L
Dd % Y 2 Ad 3 S% 18
Dds v Fe }5; Md, Pt 1 P% 23
p 19 | ®e Arg 1 M/f_a&___
FYV 1 Le,L 1 [ICh__ 9
Total Ul A 15 CFZ_ o
Total 44 M4 2 AR 4
Re 1 B
Ls 3 T/1R__§ Sec.
cg 1
p Ab 2
Wh e An 1
D;5_52__ ik 1
Ddje :]ﬁ §d i
([m
Approach: @i (D) pd} Bt 1
Sequence:  ippegular Total 44

Experiencet 11:2



Student F. D,

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Dateaﬁn*lygk

Race

White

59

Sex Female Age 20

Content A sis
el
A 23 L% 85
H z Fal 55
Hd 1 8% @O
S0 1 Py AR
Tr S UL
FCY 40
Totel 30 orz O
A% H{
H%  &{
T/1R__31 wBU.

Lecation Determinant
D 26 » 17
W 3 Fo 3
Pd 1 H 7
FOM 1
Total 30 e 2
Total 30
WA 10
D%
Da% 3
Approach: (w) DY (pa)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: B:1,5

Soph : Good
Class P2+ Testing Conditions



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student 8. &, Date Feb,1964 Race White
Sex Female Age 19 Class Fresh, Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Anzlysis
PUO o
W 3 B+ 10 A 10 Féﬁ: _
b 28 P 2 H 9 F-;__&ﬁ_~____
Dg 1 CF 4 8¢ & Sk__ 8
pd 5 FC 6 Art 1 P%__13
Dds 1 M 8 Bl 1 M2_2
Totel 38 |MWFY 1 Tr 1 CFZE_31
b 1 Ge i A?__E%______
An 1 Hp 3
Total 38 Cg 1 L0 Sec
BG 1
. Ad 1
D% _7 La 3
DA% % Ha 1
Approach: (W} DY Ddl Total 38

Sequence: irregular

Experiencet 9:7



61

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__A. F, Date May 1964 ... White

Sex Pemale Age 19 Class Fresh, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Anﬁaglys is
P
D 22 Pse 14 Ad 3 FAZ Ue
5 | P- 3 | E B FEAT
¥ 3 CF Bl 1 Sy L)
Da 2 FY 4 Ie E P%_12
" 2 H U/
Total 32 w 2 Bt 3 FCL__ 3
FVY 1 A 4 CFZ_12
#e 1 L1 A% 2h
MV 1 Hh 1 He 2
¢l 1 T/1R_1% Bec,
Total 32 Ge 1
Fd 1
Wg; 9 | 8¢ 2
D%
DA% 13 : Total 32

Approach: (W) D Dd}
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 3:4.5



62

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student T. As Date May 1964 Race White
Sex__ FemaleAge 18  Class Fresh.Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Anglys is
’ P% B
sz | ® 19 | me 3 Mﬁ:
W 6 CF 3 Ad 1 FP-%_1
D 23 »C 6 A 12 S% 1k
Da 1 M 1 Bl 1 Ph_ 20
Ds 3 ¥Y 2 Se 1 MZ g
P 3 3541 2 ngo 2
Total 3 BV 1 iy 2 CFL__ 9
? H & Ak 37
Total 35 Hh 5 HA_ 1L
Cg 2 T/1IR__12 Bec,
1s 1
- ® 1
Wo 23 Bt 2
D%
e Total 35
Approach: WD (pd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 1:16.5



63

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student _B. F. pate May 1964 Race yhite
Sex Female Age 18 Class Fresh,.,Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P81
W 1 Py 15 s 2 I /__a%____..
p 12 P 2 cg 2. F-lha2
Ds 1 FC 1 61 1 S%10
W 3 o 1 art 1 PPl
pd i YF 1 a1 W5
MFY 1 A 6 % _5
Total 21 Ha 2 CI7_3
Total 21 H 1 2%k .33
ad 1 _ PP _1d
#d 1 T/IR_2k Sea,
o1
) Pr
W In 1
Dd% Total 21

Approach: ¥ (D) pal
Sequence: irregular

Experience: 1:1.5



64

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student I 2, Date April 196 Race@hlkﬁ
Sefemale Apge 18 Class Fresh, Testing ConditiongUood
Lecation Determinent Content Analysis
P E
D 34 Fe 20 H 9 Fréiﬁfz_____—_
W 3 M 10 Ce 2 F-%_ Y
D8 2 FC 1 Ad 1 Sh___ 5B
Déa & ¥V 3 Hh 2 P%_14
FCY 1 7d 2 M7 24
[fotal 43 P g Bt 1 FCh__2
CP ~ |Ab 1 CFZ__g
P 1 la,R1 2 A%_32
H4,R1 1 0% 38
Total 43 Av,R1 1 T/1R_3k Sec,
Hd 6
A 13
2

Wh_ L8
D%:E%
Dd%_9g Total

Approach: (W) D} D4

=
L2

Sequence: ipregulanr
Experience: 10:5



65

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__g, N, Date Jan jofi Race  ghite
Sex_ppmale Acze 18 Class ppesh, Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinent Content Analysis
P
I LY o
W 1 | P 9 A 8 Irk Be
D T | F® 2 i 6 7
M 4 Aa 4 ;Z )
Total 21 | BV 3 ALs 2 I7 43
Y 1 Im 1 g__bﬁ_____,
FC 2 Pk 10
Total 21 C!I;_‘Z; 2
Total 21 07 Qfg
7 /1R 23 Ses.
W

D% -
Dd% g
Approach: W (B) (gﬁ)

Sequence: Methodical
Experlence: bs1



66

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student D. V. Date Peb,joch Race Yhite
SexFemale Age 22 Class _gm, Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Analysisa
Pr:_ 61
W 7 F+ 28 Ar 1 FFAk_gB
b 50 P 13 Re 1 Fel an
Dd 6 M 14 Ab 1 Sk Z
Da 1 PY 1 Hh 1 P% 10
Dds 3 FV 1 Ad 4 MZ 23
¥ 1 H 11 FCL &
Total 67 FC 4 Ha 7 CFE__ 3
cF 2 Bt % A% _ 3k
is He 29
Total 67 A 19 T/1R_§ gag,
Adl 1
An 2
Wh_ 11 &t 3
D% 76 Na 1
Dab% 13 Lo 1
Py 2
Approach: () Dt pai 3
Sequence: irregular Total 67

Experience: 14:4§



&7

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_Pp, 8, Date May 1964 Race White
Sex Fewale Ape 18 Class Fresh. Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P &1
W % P+ ﬁg» ﬁ% g g % 70
D 30 M = 30
Dd 4 ¥ 1 A 8 Sk 7
Ds 1 PY g Ab 1 Pé i7
bds 1 g!{; ¢ &g 1.% I}C’17/ 17
Total 51 | F- 3 B 2 CF7 - w—
VY 1 s 3 Aé__&tz____
& 1 | 1 v/ mar
¢ 1 Na 1 T/IR Y
FCY 1 Art 1
Wh_2g Total 51 Total 51
D%:_&7
Ddj_1k4

Approach: Wt (D) pal
Sequence: irvegular
Experiencae: 13:6.%



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__ 8, S8, Datqgggilgéﬁ Race White
Sewage 21 Class Jp __Testing Conditions Good
Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P%
W 17 " 10 H 12 F %_T0
p 31 F+ 25 A 2% F-?.&Q______
o7 g 3 | @ 3
Ds : >
Dds 1 FC 6 Bt 3 M;__'Ly_______
Pl | i o
Total 59 My ; ‘ 0
> T 1 An 2 A;ﬁ_ﬁ____
CF 2 i 2 He 2
18, A 1 T/1R 3eaq,
Total 59 ih 1
WZ_29 1 i
7 ,
D% 8% ¥n 1
DA% 1. Se 1
Approach: Wi (D) Dd} Total 59
Sequence: irpegular

Experience: 1%:§,5



69
RORSCHACH SUMMARY

student_F. N. Date May 196% Race White

SexFPewale Ape 19 Class Soph. Testing Conditiong Good

Lecation Determinent Content Analysis
P% 12
FEDENIY:: —
ﬁ . { w0
Dds 1 5 Ar 1 Sk__2
pd 8 ¥ 1 A ‘3% P% 16
’ CFV 1 Ls ML Q |
Total 43 FCV 1 c1 { FCZ_&
e 1 art 1 C Fg%____—:
TR =
Total 43 Re,A 2 T/1E 1l See,
An
D%_8¢ PA 1
Ddye
Total 43

Approach: (W) D Ddl
Sequence: irregular

Experience: Ozlf



70

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__ J, €, Detefpril 108 Race _ White
SexFemgle Acge 19 Class_goph, Testing Conditions @ood
Lecation Determinant Content Analysis
P78
W b F+ 20 A 113; Pk G5
D 15 FY 2 H : F-% ]
Dad 6 FV i Tr,F1 1 Skt___ 7T
Ds 1 M 2 | ad 4 P2 3B
Dds 1 FC 1 An 1 M. 9
Fe 1 By 2 TFCh___3
Total 27 Hd 1 CFZ__ 0
Total 27 ¢l 1 %;Z’ 62
o 3
Total 27 T/ m__%g_m ‘
D% ¢
Dakx_26

Approach: {¥) (D) pd}
Sequence: irregular
Experience: 230.8



71
RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student M. E. DateApril 1964Race  Hegro
Sex PFewale Age 19 Class_Soph. Testing Conditiong 8ood

Loecation Determinant Content 7Ana1ys is
CO %
W12 F, 24 A 1 P
wﬁ 5% % g ﬁn % Fg% 1
5 f T ° : :
Dd 2 cF 11 He 1 P18
FC 10 c1 5 M7 11
Potal 71 | FVY 1 |E 10 FCZ_1IB
Fae 8 La 4 CFE_17
Y 1 HARL 1 A% 32
M 7 Fi 1 H%_ 18
T - S
W1y Total T1 ?fg 3
D% ; Ay 1
Da%__} Re 1
Approach: W DY (Dd) gg %
Sequence: irregular cg 3
Experience: 8:17. ggﬁm %
Ge 1
Hh 1
Art 1
rM,C1 1

Total T1



T2

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student_R, G, Date ﬁﬂﬁ'lgéh Race e,
SexFamales Aze 20 Class_3oph, Testing Condltions Good

Lecation Determinant = Content Analysis
§%‘
> 3 | m 21 |m 1 o
W b Fe 2 A 14 370 L3
Dd 2 CF B lan & e
M 3 |ad 1 L N
Total 36 FC 1 w2 o8
FY 3 | 1 (s
eT 2 |H 4 L
Hh 1 Ayue____.
Total 36 |Art 2  Jfa7
c1 1 T/ ik gea
Is 1
7 ®d 2
S Na 1
o FT 1
Total 36

Approach: (¥) Dt (Da)

Sequence: irregular
Experience:327*§



73

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student__L. R, DateMay 1964 Racc MNegre

Sex Female Ape 18 ClassFrash, Testing Conditions Good

Lecation Determinant Content Anai?sis
P% f
D 21 Fe 20 A 11 Ff% :
W g P 3 H 2 F-%_ 1
Ds ¥ 1 s 2 Sh___1%
Dds 2 | 2 Ab,Byhl  PL T IB
Dd 2 C 1 Re 1 M%__©
cP 3 Ad 7 FCcL__3
Total 34 44 3 Fl,Is 1 CF?%
¥ 1 Hh 1 A%
Hd 4  u%
Total 34 ?Em % T/1R__13 3€6.,
) Cg 1
Wh 18
D% “B___ T@%&X 33
b7 12

Approach: (¥} D D4
Sequence: 4rregular

Experience: 218§



Th
RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student S« H,
Sex Female Age 18 Class Freah,

Lecation Determinent Content Analysis
P ;
W 3 F+ 9 T 1 Féﬁ“—'—m
B 1() Fw 3 A g Fe 02—25——————-
Da 1 5 4 1 Hh 1 Sk__G
| | P 1 Ad 1 P% 36
Total 14 cl 1 Mh_ ¢
Total 14 is 1 FCh_Q
CFZ__Q
Total ¥ %é 71
T /L'.LR % Seo,
Wh_21

D% 71
Dd% ﬁ
Approach: ¥ DD4

Sequence: irregular
Experience: ¢:p



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

75

May 196Race Kﬁﬁiﬁ

Student L. A. Date
Sex WM1$ASG 19  class
Lecation Determinant
w131 P 2,
D 23] P 3
W 3| Fo !
: o _
Dds 1 34 %
CF
Total 44 2
T&@&lv i
W 3_’5
Y
Dd%
Approach: Wi {B) (Dﬁ)
Sequence: irrbgular

Experience:

2:4

Content Analysis
‘ P gy,

A 18 r/ %
Ra L/ T
=
* P% 1&
Ge 1 w2 g
B¢ dpern
is b ory &
¢l 1A%
Hi 1 u% 48

Avt
cg o/ 23500,

Total 44

Freghlesting Conditions  Good



76

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student 8. B, 1964 Race  Negro
Sex _Female Age 18 _ Class Freah.Testing ﬂanﬁitiaaamggggﬁm

Loggtion Determinant Content Md&naiywi&
Dd 2 PY 7L -
D 16 y
De 2 ¥
Dds 1 Pe
¥ 1
, Total
Total 22
Approach: (W) D! pai
Sequencs: irregulay
Experiencet 5310




Student_ M, F,

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Sex _Female  Age § Class_Fregh, Testing candiﬁimnamgg@g”

location

W 18

1] 3

D 29
Dds 1

| Totar 51

Determinant
P 27
LA

M 5

Fo i

| OF 6
MPC 1
FC 1
Total 51

Approsch: (D) (Dd)
Sequence:  irregular

Experience: 5:li

A

gontent

R

An
Hh
Re

H

L
Bt
Ad
Ay
H,Art
Pr

18
c1
Cg
Hd
Mo

Total 51

Pt 8 b et o et 38 e SR B 1O TO 1D

Analysis
o9



RORSCHACH SUMMARY

- Student__ L. J. _ pate May 1964 Race Negro
Sex_Fewale Age 18 Class Fregh. Testing Conditions_Good
Logation Determinant Content Ang%ysia
W 6 e 20 | A 13 '
} Dd g P T H 7
D 2 M 6 An 2
| MCF 1 Hd 2
Total 41 CP 2 Bl 1
FC b - Ad .}
FY 1 Hh 2
Pr 2
Total 41 | Cl 1
i Im 2
15 cg 1
= L
B i
. ‘ Pd 1
Approachi (W) D Dd!
Total 41

Sequence: irregular

Experiences 7:5



Student I, Lo

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

_Race _Negro

Sex Female Age 18 claaa“mgggggawyaﬁttng Conditions Good

Location

W b
D 20

Total &

Peterminant

F+ 1
CF
P
¥
Y
FC
¢

Total 24

P et T Bl

Approach: W D} (Dd)
Beqguence irregular

Exnerience: 0:16.5

Content _ _Analysis

A
An
Bl
Art
Ad
18
¢l
i
BY

B ¥ R AR AR 1O R e 0D

Total 24



Student__ B, P,

80

RORBCHACH SUMMARY

Date_April 1964  Rece MNegro

Sex_ Female  Age 18 _ Class Fresh,Testing Conditions Qood

Location
W 3
D 13
1 Dd 1
Tokal 17
WE 18

ﬁgﬂ:l, ‘ .

Determinant
P+ 12
cp 1
P 2
¥ i

¥ 1
Total 17

Approach: W D! (Dd)
Sequences irregular

Experience: 1:1.5

o e .
An 1 i I
W 1 Wb
Ad o Y ‘
Ls 1 - —
3.3; : 55

| ARTI0 Ses
Total 17 ::§§:§§:;



81

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student 8, D, ___Date_April 1964 Race Negro
Sex _Fewale Age 20 Class Soph, Testing Conditlions Qood

- Losation Determinant gontent mglww
W 4 F+ 16 A 10
D 25  PY 6 H 6
Dd 7 Fu 1 Ty 1
s 1 ¥C 2 Ad 8
W 6 An 3
Total 37 cy 6 Pr 1
' » Ge 1
Total 37 HTr 1
M 1
» 1
WE_ 11 Lo 1
D% 10 , Pd 1
pa% 1y Sa 1
Hd 1

Approash: (W) D ddl
Seguences irregular

Total 37

- Experiences &7



Student_G, S, _____Date_May 1964 Raece Negro

RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Sex_Pemale Age 18 Class Fresh.Testing conditions_Good

1ocatlon
p 16
Dd 1
Da 2
W
Total 20

Y
hd

Determinant

M 4
Y 3

ok

Total 20

Approachs (w) by (pd)
Sequence: irregular

Experience: W10

\ 1
Bt 1
AP 2
1

1

1

- P

A 1

An
1s
Total 20




Student__R, M,

Date_April 1964 Race Negro .

rge_19 Class_Fregh,Testing Conditions Good

Total 31

T R
6
’ b

Determinant
¥ 7

B+ 23

P i

Total 31

Approachs (W) D D4l
Sequencge: lrregular

Experience: 7:0




RORSCHACH SUMMARY

Student M, T,

Bex Pemale Age 19 Class Fresh,

Testing Conditions Good

Approach:
Sequence:

(W) o} (pa)
irregular

Experience: 6:1.5

Iocation Detersinant
W 4 P 12
b 21 1 P &

Dd 1 . M &

] CP 1

Tobal H 1 FC 1

Total 26




BIBLIOGRAPHY

Beck, Sgmuel J., * gr
third edition fully re

Stratton, 1961, |
Beck, Semuel J,, Rorsghach's Test, II, A Variety
ts ew York, Grune and

?&v%aml ity Plotures,

Hiteh, and Zygmunt Plotrowski, &
ggﬁg%%gathirﬁ edition, New York,
Press, . - |

Crane, Albert Loyal, Race Differences In Inhibition, New

Davie, Maurice R Negroes in Awerigan 30 jety, first edition

ﬁﬁﬁ York, m;gﬂﬁhw HT11 Book Coup ny,!fﬁe;, 1649, ’

Hadley, John M, 1inleal an snaelln
Zork, Azf:%ag'xj‘% ’ np?ﬁ‘%, 9%?“3“‘9“;

Kardiner, Abram, and Lionel Ovesey, T %grk of O ggion
mw'mm, ?:i. W, Norton and Ga&z:%?%%, m”"’i’%i

L of

Karcon, Bertram P., The o Personality, New York, Springer
Publighing Cowpauy, Inc., 19X

Klineberg, O., Charasteristics of the Amerioan Negro, New
York, Harper, 1948

Klopfer, Bruno, Developments in

New York, wWorid
Myrdal, G., An Awericen Dilemma, New York, Harper, 1944.

Phillips, leslie, and Joseph G. Swmith, Rors mggan Interprets
Advanced Tecghnigue, New York, Orune and 3%ratt

Rogers, Carl R., Client-Centered Therapy, Bosgton, Houghton
Mifflin Company, 1951.

85



Articles

Blogk, William E., "Paychometric Aspects of the Rorschach
Technique,” Journal of nigues, XXLI
(June, 1962), 162-172,

Clarke, Robert B,, and Donald T. Campbell, "A Demonstration
of Bias in Estimates ol Negro Ability," The Journal
rual and Soeisl Psychology, LI (November, 13

Dreger, Ralph Mason, and Kent $, Miller, "Comparajive
§§§3h91§%igal %ﬁuﬁt g of ﬁagrmanxaﬁ%iwhit$§xx%ﬁwh§ b
nited States," Psychologlesl Bulletin, LVII (Ssptember
196{3), 361*%%’. o 7 *

Gray, Susan, "The Voocational Preferences of Negro School

ggg%m" Journal of Genetic Psychology, LXIV (1944),

Katz, I., and M, Cohen, "The Effects of Tralning Negroes upon
Cooperative Problem Solving iu Biraclal Teams, Jou nal

ggfﬁggfggg and Soclal Peychology, 1XIV (May, 1962},

Long, Howard Hale, “The Relative Learning Capacity of Negroes
gg%wﬁhigig,;zzauv 1 of Negro Edugatlon, XMVI (Spring,
957), 121-13F,

Me Gurk, Frank C., “A Scilentist's Report on Race Differences "
United States News and World Report, (September 21, 1956),

Murstein, B, I., "Pactor Analyses of the Roraq ach, " gggﬁgﬁk
Silver, Albert W., and John Derr, "The Effect of Cral Grat-

{fication on ﬁhilﬂrﬁn’giBﬂﬁﬁ@h&an’ﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁ and Differences

Betwoen Examiners,” Journal of Clin Payeholog
Betueen Exenivers,’ Joursal of Clinieal Peyshologl,




87

Reports
Gaorge, Wesley Critz, §§01a§£ of tha e Problem,
% %@ onmigaio

{a report prepave ) @@varmwr of
Algbama), University of North eawﬁx&na Hedical
School, 1 ,gﬁz,

Werner, Lioyd %,, Bﬁfﬁrﬂ ﬁg Junkar, and Walter A, Adans,
0Lor Humay bure, ' Washington, D. €,, American
gouncil on Ed TG41.,

sea% Qﬁ,

Unpublished Materisls

Sicha, M. H., "A Study of Rorschach Krlabn&aanwwvuﬁ of
Comparable White and Negro Subjects,” unpublished -
master's thesis, Department of Psyohology, Columbla
University, 1939.



