Utah State University

Digital Commons@USU

All Graduate Theses and Dissertations Graduate Studies

5-1965

Suggestibility of Placebo Reactors and Non-Reactors in the
Autokinetic Situation

Lee Glenn Mason
Utah State University

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/etd

Cf Part of the Psychology Commons

Recommended Citation

Mason, Lee Glenn, "Suggestibility of Placebo Reactors and Non-Reactors in the Autokinetic Situation”
(1965). All Graduate Theses and Dissertations. 5557.

https://digitalcommons.usu.edu/etd/5557

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by
the Graduate Studies at DigitalCommons@USU. It has
been accepted for inclusion in All Graduate Theses and /[x\

Dissertations by an authorized administrator of N . .
DigitalCommons@USU. For more information, please IQ‘ .()Al UtahStateUniversity

contact digitalcommons@usu.edu. (\MERRILL-CAZIER LIBRARY


http://library.usu.edu/







26
Try to make your estimates as accurate as

possible.

After reading the instructions, the subject was directed
into a darkened room and asked to close the door and sit down
at the desk. The experimenter, seated in the back of the
room, then showed the light, saying, "In the far corner of
the room is the light. Let me turn it on for a second so
that you can locate it. Can you see it7--This is the light
that you will be judging the movement of.'" It was not neces-
sary to give a signal for the subject to get ready as the
souqd of the motor ran concurrently with the light. The
light was then turned on for the first trial. After the
light went off the student was asked, 'How far did the light
move?'" Following the student's reply the experimenter asked,

"Each time the light goes out, give me your judgment as to

how far the light moved."

The remaining 24 trials then proceeded. After the last
estimate was given, the subject was asked, '"Now considering
all your estimateé, what do you feel is the average distance
that the light has moved?'" Upon obtaining this estimate, the
experimenter asked the student to open the door and step out
into the next room so that he could be signed up for the next
session.

Any questions as to how far the light did move were an-
swered, ''Telling you about the light would influence your
next set of judgments.'" While signing the students up for

the next session, mention was made of the necessity of
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refraining from discussing their results with anyone else as
this may influence the results.

Each subject required approximately seven minutes from
the time he arrived until he finished with the first session
and was ready to leave.

Four confederates were used for the second session;
three of whom accompanied each subject into the experimental
setting and attempted to influence the subject's estimates by
giving judgments as average of 18 inches longer than the sub-
ject's '"expressed' average of the first session. No restric-
tion of range was imposed upon the confederates; their '"judg-
ments' at times ranged as much as 20 inches from their indi-
vidual references or average value.

The fourth assistant was given the task of meeting the
incoming subjects and putting them in rooms where they would
be unable to see the confederates leave the experimental
room. He also signed the subjects up for the final session
and handed each subject cards to be filled out and returned
in order that they could be paid.

As each subject arrived, he was escorted to a room and
joined by the confederates. They then walked to the entrance
of the experimental room as a group and were given the fol-
lowing instructions, "I need to have each of you state your
judgments in the order I write your names on this paper so
that I can keep this record straight.'" The subject's name
was always listed second on the record sheet. The experi-

menter, subject, and confederates then entered the darkened
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room and were seated; the subject and confederates took seats
in random order.

The light was turned on for a second in order that every-
one could locate it. Twenty five trials were obtained, and
the individual averages were recorded for the session. As
the group was leaving the room, the experimenter mentioned
the record sheet in order to call the subject's attention to
it and let him observe that the estimates of the whole group
had been recorded. The second session took about 10 to 12
minutes for each subject.

The procedure for the third session was very similar
to the first session. Upon completion of the session, the
subjects were taken into another room where an assistant had
them fill out a questionnaire. The questionnaire is repro-
duced in the appendix. They were then turned over to another

graduate student for an unrelated experiment.




