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ABSTR!CT C
This paper deflnes a personality construct, the !
1"others concept," as "a gptson's general expectancies or perceptions
about other pegple aleong a positive-negative continuua." This
construct helps conceptualize how predictioms and assumptions about
possihle social interactions are ‘made vhen the amcunt cf information
concérning the other individuals is minimal -and ambiguous. The paper
also, makes use of the Paired 'Hands Test (PHT), a personality
assessnent t&chnique combining projective and objective features,
wvhich is felt to be a measure of the ‘"others-concept." The results of
a series of "studies investigating the rslatxonshlp between ‘children's
_scores on the PHT, and their-actual soclal behaviofs in small-group
situations, are suammarjized and discussed. (AuthoryBP)
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This .paper describes a personality constrygt, the others-concept,
. . ' ' '
, and jthe Paired Hands Test (PHT), a perscnality assessment technique
- ? ) .
. A J - N .
. » 0 . t . . ’ ' “
combining projective and objective features felt to be a meacsure c©f
. , ) . ’ . . 0/ “
the others--concept. -“Also, the results of a series stuéiez investi~
Y _ -
gating the relationship between children's scores on the PHT, and "
. . e -

their actuval social behavicis, in small group.situations,.will b& siu-
4 .

narized. ~ . ‘
- ‘ H R ‘
- ’ '. -
The Others Conccrt . e "
. ” : ' - ‘ ‘ < ’
/ Tne cthere-cencept is defincd as a pelispn's cenevel c_:'pec:ancies‘
. or perceotions about other pedvle along a positivf-ncuative. continuum
. I -
(Baraett ard Zucker, 1973). Th=.quoesticr that the orhtrs-concept a2lle
- ) v » : ’ - o’
§ us to coanceptualize is how predictions and. assumptions about pogsible
. . X * . .
, '+ social interadlions esre made When 4he arount of informaticn concoraing
the othor individuals is miniral and embiguous, .as deternined by ~mpirs
. »
) cal ncans, N"'t, hin thefcontext of rezcarch reportad in this pap-~r,
.Childrcen tave boeen given che oppoecrunity to assian neepanys Lo photo-
e e e e en et g - - e~ - - & L
- s ] ) < . .
grephs or siidez deplcting ncgsible social interactions. ” Quastinsne
N . )
O 1. L araise o5 o the origins ©f tne neenings and the velue of tiho inforua-
! — . . A ’ ) . 5 . e
oy tion 1n precdicting vhe hoavacr of T werson nalFing thoo fudeenent,
> - . ] - W x
- g : .
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o 4 In drdef to further clarify what is meant by the others—coéé!piz |
’ i

7275 * a few statements about .the self- conceot nay be helpful. There has

S

been a needed shift in the conceptual f;amework surroundlng the\self—

concept away from "tralts" or attrlbutes of a person towards "an

v

anglysis of 1nteract10ns inan explicitly descrlbed contéyt of rela-

o

tlons" (Cbttrell 1970). One might cdhs;der the self—other organiza-
Qtlon (Cottrell, 1970) or a self- s1tuatlonal organlzat;on "A basic
questlon is- whether or not theresls a unlty of tralts in personality

- organization that are predictors of behav1or, or whether or not the
. . .
situational aspects actually contribute more than the unlfylng traits

r
. in predlctlng social béhav1ors/(Mlschel, 1968;\Ben and Allen, 1974).
- [ ]
- R ~» -

5 But most psycholoéists wouldh at this point, accept the utjlity of
: : N '

- .the self—cbncept, and -th uthors hope, the othefs—concept in under-

andgng a person's behaviof. They are obv1ously related. 1In té}ms
\ N

- " of increments to predictive validity, the above cdﬁ! epts may in the
¢ \1\'7. * . /

et future be integrateqd with situatiomal variables as well as the indi-

! ) . - } . .
vidual's own phenomenological assessment of the 'situation (Mischel,

. N . “\ R
'1973). ) )
) The Paired llands Test SR ! oo
- . i [ ~ . R
Although the authors consider the others-concept to be of suffi-
¢ - ‘ a - .

‘cient in@ortance to stand alone.from a speclfic assessment technjque,
the Paired Hands Test®(PHT) (Zucker ahd Barnett, {n press), because

of séveral unique;features, has been used ekclusively for the primary

T- %
' . -

R -research‘in this\area\to date., In orden to evaluate a person's others

. concept, re;earchers have made use of twenty slloes (or photographs),

v e

. one blac} and one white,"'in a relationship which implies gn 1nteractto

) between the hands., The pictures are shcwn one at a time and the child

. \ Lo ) i ' .. R

) 1s asked to respond in terms ,of what he thinks the hands are doing by
. - ‘ , v . <, . -

O - 3 -

. - 4 . * ¢ N !
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'five presented for éach slide. The

selactini one statement out of

- .

: . , : 3
statements describe possible interactions between pcorle.chosen

‘ *

U ; . o
from the verbatim responses from children in ;esponse.to;&@e guestion,
Ed A -
_"What do you think the, hands are doing?", and scaled by a Thurstone
type techﬁique;alcng a continuum ranging from extremely positive to

extremely negative interactidons between the hands. The technique

-

has gone Ehpeﬁgh several revisions leading to the developrient of the

~

others-concgpt as a theoretical construct and to viewing the test as

a measure of the extent to which children interact with others in a ’
o » ' .
warm, nonrthreatening, non-abusive; cooperative and helpful manner
’ .. ; ‘
(Zucker and Jordan, 1968; 2zZucker, 19767 Barnett and Zucker, 1973, 1975,

1977; Zucker and Barnett, in press). . . .

. *

e

. L 4
Behavioral Research with the Paired Hands Test

The basic prentise of the research has been that children who
perceive socidl interactions differently, for eygmple, in a more

friendly or.more hostile manner, will exhibit diﬁfefent social
’ ‘ . ° * 4
.- . . N c g }
behaviors. The ¢elatiwnship between PHT sceres, and sdcial inter-
. \ . , - \
actions has been explored through a syStematic method of behavioral
- ' ‘ i [}

oy,

observations with extreme scoriné children. ’Thexéqpe:al hypotheses
L . R -
that the authors have bee% testing in a series cf experim¥nts is
¢ , , .
‘that children with a more positive others-concept (those with hich

-~
>

PHT scores}_wiii intefact,iq a small group situation in a»ﬁofe\sz:i-

tive and task-related manner than children with a lower others-cdancept
- L ] N

.The chawiors of the children in the experiments were studied-
while the children participated in an assigned task .in groups ‘of three

" . . » . Q. N
or in several studies, four. The time allowed on the task was ustally
- ~ I M
" fifteen RinMtes. In one sFudy, when an observation room was availakle
. , .
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' -
“the groups werc.videctaped, but in other studies,'a systeﬁ using

g L]
tape recordings of individuval chilclren's oo“‘entf through the use\

- ‘s * .

N , .
>of an undirectional micreophone was found to work satisfactorily.
. i

.

Tne tasks themselves became a significant part of the stdayu
, ' . ' o . R . -
The range of verbal comments made by the children yas remarkable ° .

. ' )
. * 4. . i

when one considers that they were simply asked to perform a brief,

structured task intendgd by the experimenters to be enjoyable.‘ Even

- a

when the tasks did not elicit dlffer’nces between high and Tow. scorlng

chlldren, the range of behaviors persisted to a large-degreé&. ' The

tasks varied from the.relatively uninteresting one of matching domino

“ v

faces, to tasks that seemed inherently more interesting like making
‘ b 4 - N -

‘posters w1th magic: merkers, or'asqdmbllng a lar ‘ge, very complicated

s

model qf a ‘steamboat with‘tinkertoys. |

Although the tasks®werp originally chosen to be similar, it

3

’ ~ .
became apparent that there were. differences hetween the tasks as )
to the 1ntercst and enthu51asm generated, the challenge presented,

‘ .

+

the grodp processkes elicited and the frustrations involved. ,
: - v

A system of categorizing the child's commente to provide beha-
vioral observétions that conld be statistieally analyzed in a ;elfa—

. .

v ble manrier was develbped:. Each respdnsc was judged on two -dimensions.

The first dimension was that of being task-related (identified by a

’2) cr nogﬂéasQ related (identified by én'g). /Fask related ckems

1 1’ . . . .

were, defined as responses, whioh have to-do directly'with the tdsks.

.
N .

They were either 1n°tructlons, ‘questibns, suggestncn,; or corments?

Non-task related reeponses were those conéidered_tb be irrelevant in

3

relationshi?’tc thec task; they were conversations, commehrts, or noise
N ‘I . . .

, which were/not concerncd with zolving “he problem or completing ihe

(XY
v

task . ‘ . - ! -

O
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The second dlmen51on requ1red the judging of a stateuont as

4
negative (-). A plus rcsporise was

¢

being either positivé”(+) or

one that might be a helpful suggestion or which merited cémpliance

such as agreement or support. It could be either “task related (T)

.
v

or non—task‘related (Nf. If non-task related, it would be a com-

ment which was made in a nonabrasive way. A négative statement’ was
. . ° ’
ore wnich would typically evoke anger, or be generally abrasive or
. . ) . . '-( R .Y ' . .
hostile in an actudl or implied way. " 3

¢ . b S .

In a pilot study, a transcription was typed of.all comments:-for
each child. Because of ‘the ngh level of agreerment, in a larger

Study judges llstened to the, aCtual tapes and a551gned each’ Verbal “

comment to one of the categorles of behaviors. When two judges-.inde-

* pendently listened to the tapes, the correlations. were .99 for T+,

A

-98 for N-, .96 for N+, and .93 for T-. The T+ and N- categories

are less ambiguous and are perhaps most important bécause théy demen-
strate opposite types of responses, while fthe T- and N+ categories
A Y .
3 . s . °. ° * .
cofbine positite and négative features. The N~ category may be nmost
influenced by social inhibitions and pressures to-conform.:

’ ’
Some examples of coded corments dre as follows: "You bhetter

help me" (T+); "Why don't you put the pﬁlee into the coke:bo

h B s 3 -
(T-); "You love that guy?" (N+), "Comg on now and get this done

PR kY

I'll blaot your hekds off" (T-): "Let's put thé‘ted !iFCQS over

' . . . N . = > N
here"  (T+). . , . v
- : - . ’ A '

;Ihe find*ngs from the studies have consiStently demonst*ated.that

’ ., 4

*

there is a uﬂpnd for thldrcn who have a hlgh others concept to inter-

-
[4

acq nere posf%lveyy in small groups ‘than chlldren who have’ a- low oth

Y

concept. The . subjoc 3 who had a pbol ive othefs- cqnccpt showed a

A »

tendency to be moxe cooperative, goal- dlrcctcﬁ aﬂc pleasant The

-
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.t ‘subjects who™ had a nggative others~-concept were found £¢ be less

¥ ‘ - - t
’ Y - ' / .

c00perative ~and -gogl-directed, *and they aLr .shoyed, a-tendency to
' . =

be more abra51ve, and sometlmes ruce, with bther memberb of thelr’
- - "

[ . o

R group.,” . , ' ‘ oL - . C

4 : - L IR

. If‘shourd be~empha017ed that the dlfferences betVeen subjectS'-»,'

. P % v

[y

. . , b 14
.. w;th a hlgh othcrs concept and a Lou ot sers- concept were nbt aiways

LI . readlly apparent Frequent 1y they were not ‘and there were occa51ons .
K] 3 B
”when 1nd1v1duals w1th a hrgh Gﬁngg; soqcept acted negatlvely, and -

.- V1ce versa. The overall results found were on1j aopa cnt bj codlng

-

ve

N, bllndly over 12, 000 separate behav1ors of nearly 300 snb]ects and
. - .-E L 3 6 . " -
then comparlng the totals.. When thls was donef’the,e/oerlmental R

.
1 I

\*\ l. data clearly demonstrateg that 1n general“ .person who has a blgh ‘

others ¢oncept is more llk“ky to 1nteract p051t1vely w1th others than*

- 3 rel
a person w1th a low others concept P(l 416 =28. 94 P{.OOl). The <
“~ ’ e ' .
data also revealed as mlght be ‘'expected, that some-situations more
» = ¢

"than others brlng out the deferencea between individuals. w1th a hlgh

-
.

.

. or low others- concept In. the situations wnlcb did not bring out the

.
dl‘fercnc;s, tbeLgroup trends revealed that the hlgh and low' scorlng

7

chlldren .vere behav1ng similarly on, the coded dlmen51ons, rather than

’ :that ar reversal had taken place. That is ‘to say, no situations were-

found in whrch high scorers overall behaved more negatively than low
scorers on the coded dlmenSLons. When statistically significant

t

behavioral differencges were found, they were always in thn directipn
Y 4 - ~ ’

of hlgh scorlng bubjects behav1ng more poc1t1vely than lbw—"borlno

I3

subjects. However, i't must bé kept in mlnd that these wer:z group~ |
' tren@s. Ce 1n]y, indivicdual subjects sometimes fgrmed ekceptions
. .
to "the rule.
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