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IV RESULTS AND INTERPRETATION

In present chapter results have been presented with
statistical analysis and its interpretation. Different
reactions to inconsistency treated as dependent variables
have been brought under two main heads : (i) ‘Tolerance and
related variables' and (ii) ‘modes of inconsistency reduction
and related variables' as mentioned in the Chgpter III.

i

Tolerance and Related Variables

Under tolerance and related variables five ae}gendent“
varigbles have been treated s (i) degree of inconsistency felt,
(ii) degree of botheration for third person's inconsl stency,
(1ii) degree of tolerance for third person® s‘inconsistency,
(iv) degree of botheration for relatives inconsistency, and
(v) degree of telerance for relatives inconsistency.

Objective No, 1 lald down for the present work reads as

'to stu&y sex, personalitym and. situational differences in reaction
to inconsistency in tems of degree of inconsistency felt, degree
of botheration and degree of tolerance. The subject after

reading behavioural éescriptions of seemingly 1nconsiste:;t
persons rated his reactions twice on five numerical scales

( as shown in Appendix 3 ) towards the described persons.

The obtained data were tabulated and means were calculated.
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From the means, adjusted means and the analysis of covariance
were computed. In total, five covariances were calculated,
one for each dependent variable. The results have been
presented varliablewlse.

Degree of Inconsist:en;:y Felt s

When one person percelves other person's inconsistent
behaviour he may or may not feel it as inconsistent.an
attempt was made to study individual and s:l.éuational
differences in perceiving degree of inconsistency in other's
behaviour, The subject after reading behavioral description
rated twice on 0 to 10 point numerical scale his feeling -
about the inconsistency of the person described. It was
expected ( Hypothesis No. 1) that *' situation private X public
will yield more degree of inconsistency in comparison to other
two situations.' No hypotheses were developed for sex and
personality variables.

From the obtained data, pre and post rating means were
calculated and from it adjusted means were found. Levelwise
means have been shown in Table No. 4.1. '

Table :$4.1: Means for Degree of Inconsistency Felt

Situation Boys Girls
SyI SyII Sy III SYIV 8yl 8y Il sy IIl sy 1V
I 7.50 6.66 5,83 7.41 4.75 6,58 7.95 7.83
II 5,66 6,00 5.41 4,00 6.33 7.66 17,50 7.33

III ° 4,00 5.16 4.83 5.50 4.91 4.25 6.83 5.83
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From adjusted means the calculation of analysis of
covarlance were done. The summary of analysis of covariance
has been given in Tahle No. 4,2. Covariates were pre and post
ratings while criterion variable wgs 'degree of inconsistency
felt'. Adjusted F-values were significant for sex, situation
and its interaction sex X situation at .01 level ; while
interaction sex X personality was significant at .05 level.

In order to pinpoint the direction and amount of mean
differences between different factors Least Significance
Difference Test ( LSD - Test ) was employed.

Results of main effects have been given in Table 4.3 and
its graphical presentation in Figures 4.1 and 4.2.

Main BEffects : The significant t-values happen to be

bétwea; the scores of boys and girls, 2,963 significant at
<01 level ; system I and IIXI, 2,548 significant at .05 level ;
situation I and III, 3.880 significant at .01 level ; and
situation II and III, 2,540 significant at .05 level., Other
combinations were not significant.

The corresponding mean scores and t - values as given in
Table 4.3 indicate that s

1. ©Cirls (6.45 mean scores) in comparison to boys (5.68)
perceived more degree of inoconsistency.

2. Subjects of system III (6.51) in comparison to the
subjects of system I (5,57) perceived significantly
more degree of inconsistency.
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Table 4, 3:

Levelwise t-values for Degree of Inconsistency

131

Felt
Levels Meansg t-values
Boys 5,68
2.563 w®¥
Girls 6,45 )
o > 1.261 N8
System II 6.04 Mo :
System I 5.51 *
. 548
System IIX 6.51 2
23
System I 5,57
System IV 6.16 1.595 N3
SYSth Ix 6,04
System III 5.51 1.287 N8
SYSta'R IXI 6.04
. N
System IV 6.16 0.333 NS
System III 6.51
System IV 6.16 0.954 N3
Situation I 6.63
Situation IX 6. 20 1. 340 N&
Situation I 6.63
"
Situation IIX 5,38 3.880
Situation I 6. 20
Situation IIX 5.38 2.540 *
Significance level * 05 level
#&,01 level

NS Not Significant
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3. Situation I (6.63) was regarded as more inconsistent
than the situation III (5.38).

4. Situation II (6,.20) was perceived as comparatively
more inconsistent than the situation III (5.38).

Hypothesis No. 1 that situstion private x public will
yield more degree of inconsistency in comparison to other two
situations was proved partly. The situation I ( private x public )
yielded highest degree of inconsistency. There was significant
difference between Situation I and III, But there was no
significant difference between Situation I and II. Meaning
that Situation II was also perceived as equally inconsistent,
Findings suggest that Situation I and I1 were more inconsistent
than Situation III,

Interaction Between Sex and Personality : In 'Table No. 4.4

_ mean values and 1its significance level for boys ‘and girls for
each level of personality has been given. Its graphical
presentation has been shown in Figure No. 4.1.

Table :4,4: Mean Scores of Boys and Girls for each Level
of Personality for Degree of Inconsistency

Felt
Sex System I  System II stem III stem IV
Mean) Meazn) Mean) Mean)
Boys 5.72 5.94 5.36 5.66
Girls 5.33 6.16 7.58 7.00

Significance
Level NS NS .01 .05
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Results presented in Table No. 4.4 reveal that inter-
action sex x personality was significant for System III at
.01 and System IV at .05 level. The corresponding significant
mean differences indicate’ that 3
1. Girls of System III perceived 7.58 mean degree of
inconsistency while boys of System III perceived
5.36 mean degree of inconsistency. Girls of System III

in comparison of boys :0f System III perceived more
degree of inconsistency.

2. Girls of System IV perceived 7,00 mean degree of
incongistency while boys of System IV perceived 5,66
degree. Girls of System IV perceived more degree
of inconsgistency in comparison to boys of System IV,

In Table 4.5 significant mean differences between
different systems for boys and girls have been presented and

its graphical presentation has been shown in Figure No, 4.2

Tables4,5: Megn Differences of Systems for each Levels
of Sex for Degree of Inconslstency Felt

Systems Corresponding Significance
Sex (1) (2) Mean Scores Level
Girls System I =~ System IIIX 5,33 7.58 .01
Girls System I - System IV 5.33  7.00 .01
Girls System II -~ System IIX 6.16 7.58 .01

The results shown in Table No. 4.5 reveal that system

differences were found only at girls level. Scores for boys were



not significant. The corresponding mean differences afid its
significant t-values indicate that s '

1. In comparison to girls of System I, girls of
System III and IV had perceived more degree of
inconsistency. The mean scores for girls of
System I was 5.33 while for System III, 7.58; and
System I¥, 7.00. :

2. Girls of System II had perceived 6.16 mean degree
of inconsistency while girls of System III perceived
7.58., Girls of System III had perceived more
degree of 1hconsistency in comparison to girls of
System II. '

Interaction Between Sex x Situation : Different mean

scores of boys and girls were compared at each level of
situations. Mean scores and significant values have been
shown in Table Nos. 4.7 and 4.8 and graphical presentation
in Figure Nos. 4.3 and 4.4.

Table %4.6: Mean Scores of Boys and Girls for each
Level of Situation for Degree of Inconsistency

Felt
Sex Situation I Situation II Situation IIX
(Mean) (Mean) (Mean)
Boys 6,85 5,27 4,87

Girls 6.77 7.20 5.58

Significance level NS - .01 NS
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Results shown in Table No. 4.6 reveal that interaction
sex x situation was significant for Situation II at .05 level,
The significant result indicates that s ’

1. Por girls situation II was 7.20 degree inconsistent
while for boys it was 5.27 degree inconsistent, It
means that girls perceived Situation II as more
inconsistent than boys.-

In Table No. 4.7 mean scores of different situations have
been given for boys and girls for degree of inconsistency felt.
The results shown in Table No. 4.7 reveal that interaction
sex x personality was significant at .01 level for boys when
they perceived situation I and II; and Situation I and IiI.
Similarly for girls it was significant for Situation I and III
and II and III at ,01 level | |

Table :4.7: Mean Scores of Different Situations for
Boys and Girls for Degree of Inconsistency

Felt
Situations .
R % SRR S
' e .
Boys 6.85 5.27° 6.85 4.8]° 6.85 4.87 NS
) ! o 1
Girls 6.77  7.2085 6,77 5,58 7.20  5.88"

——————————————————————— W B M e e e e e

. Significance Level " at ,05
’ e ot .01
NS Not significant

The corresponding means and its significant t-values
indicate that :
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1. Boys felt that situation I was 6.85 degfee inconsistent
while Situation II was 5.27 and Situation III 4.87. In
other words boys perceived Situation I as more
inconsistent than Situation II and III,

2. Girls felt that Situation III was 5.58 mean degree
inconsistent while Situation I, 6.77 and 11 7,20 degfee
inconsistent., It means for girls Situation III was less
inconsistent than Situation I and 1II.

In sum, it can be said that girls and System III subjects
felt that the situations were more inconsistent, Girls of
System III and IV, felt more degree of inconsistency in comparison
to boys. amongst girls, girls of System III and IV in comparison
to girls of System I and II perceived more inconsistency. Girls
in comparison to boys perceived situation II as more inconsistent,
For boys, Situation I was more inconsistent; for girls Situation III

in
was least consistent,

Degree of Botheration for Third Person's Inconsistency

When perceiver is confronted with somebody's inconsistent
behaviour, he may become somewhat coﬁcemed or bothered about
that person. an attempt was made to study how much one is
bothered for other's inconsistency. On the basis of behavioural
descriptions the subject rated his own feelings of botheration
twice about the inconsistent person on 0 to 10 point scale ( as
given in data sheet, Appendix 3 ). The obtained data were
tabulated and pre and post test means were calculated. From the
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obtained means adjusted means were found.

Table :4,.8: Means for Degree of .Botheration for
Third Person's Inconsistency

4

. BOYS . GIRLS
Situgtion Systems Systems.

I II IIT IV I II III 1V

I 4,58 4.83 4,58 5.66 5,16 3.91 5.50 6.00
i1 3.83 4.66 5.66 4,50 5.25 3.75 5.16 4.41
III 2.33 4,50 5,66 4.58 4.83 3,58 4.25 4,50

In Table No. 4.8 levelwlse means for degree of bothera-
tion felt for third person's inconsistency have been
presented.

From the adjusted means, analysis of covariance were
calculated. The sunmary of analysis of covariance has been
given in Table No. 4.9, Covariates were pre and post ratings
and criterion variable was degree of botheration for third
person's ‘iﬁconsistency. Adjusted F—vaiue was significant for
the variable personality at .05 level. Variables sex, situation
and interaction effects were not significant.

In order to pinpoint the direction and agmount of mean
differences between different factoré LSO ~ test was employed.
Obtained results with significance level have been shown in
Table No, 4.10. The t-values were significant betwgen the
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Table -34,.10: Levelwise t-values for Degree of
Botheration for Third Person's

Inconsistency
Levels " Means t - values
Boys 4,70
0.517 Ns
Girls 4,56
System I 4,22
System II 4,17
System I . 4,22
2,328 *
System III 5.13 .
System I 4,22
‘ : 1.969 N3
System TV ’ 4,99 ,
System II 4.17
2.481 »
System III 5.13 .
System II 4,17
2,122 *
System IV - 4,99 .
System III 5.13
0.359 Ns
System IV 4,99
Situation I - 4,81
i . 0.601 NS
Situgtion 1II 4,61
Situation I T 4,81
1.005 NS
Situation III 4,47
Situation II’ 4,61
' . : 0.404 NS
Situation IXII 4,47 )

NS Not Significant
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scores of System I and IIX, 2,328 significant at .05 level;
System 11 and IIX, 2.48 significant at .05 level; and
System II and IV, 2,122 significent at .05 level.

The corfesponding means and t-valuee as given in
Table 4,10 indicate that s ’
1. The mean botheration scores of subjects of system
I, II and III were respectively 4.22, 4.17 and 5.13.
'Subjechs of System IXI felt significantly more

botheration for third person's inconsistency than
the subjects of System I and IX.

2. The mean botheration score for subjects of System II
was 4.17 and for the subjects of System IV it was
4.99. Subjects of: System IV were comparatively more

" bothered than the subjects of System II,

In sum, it can be said that more abstract subjects
( System IXI and IV ) were comparatively more bothered than
more concrete subjects ( System I and II ). No other main

or interaction effects were significant.

Degree of Tolerance for ,Third Person's Inconsistency s

Perceiver may or may not tolerate other person's
inconsistent behavior. Here, an attempt was made to study .
individual and situational differences in degree of tolerancce.
No hypotheses were developed, the study was kept open.. The
subject after reading description about seemingly inconsistent
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person rated his own feelings twice on 0 to 10 point
numerical scale ( as given in‘ data sheet, Appendix 3 ) to
indicate whether he can tolerate other person easily or not.
The obtained data were tabulated and pre and post means
were found. From this the adju sted means were calculated.
The means have been presented in Table No, 4,11.

Table :4,11: Means for Degree of Tolerance for Third
Person's Inconsl stency

BOYS GIRLS
Situation Systems Systems

I II  IIT IV I I II1 IV

I - 5,83 4,50 6.66 7.08 5.83 4.58 4.73 4.83

II 5,66 5.66 6.16 5.66 4,91 4.33 5.58 6.25

III 7.25 4.00 8.00 6.58 5.83 6,91 4.83 7.25

From the adjusted means, the analysis of covariance were
computed. Summary of analysis of covariance has been given in
Table No. 4.12. Pre and post ratings were considered to be
covariates, while degree oi tolerance for third person's
inconsistency as criterion variable. F-adjusted value was
found significant for Variable personality and for higher order
interaction sex x personality x situation at .05 level.
Varliables sex and situation were not significant. LSD, - test
was employed in oxrder to pinpoint the direction and gmount of

mean dlfferences for both main and interaction effects.

/
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!

Main Effects : The significant t-values as given in

Table No. 4.13 heppens to be between the subjects of System I

and II, 2.183 significent at .05 level, System II and III,
2.261, significant at .05 level; and II and IV, 2.556 significant
at .05 level,

The corresponding mean scores and t-values indicate
that

1. Mean degree of tolerance shown by subjects of
System II was 5.17, while for System I, 5,98;
System III, 6.01; and for System IV, 6,12, In
comparison to subjects of other systems, the subjects
of System II had shown sicgnificantly less tolerance
for third person's inconsistency.

There was no significant difference between the levels of
other main effects,

Interaction Effects : The highest order interaction

sex x personality x situation was significant. Table No. 4.14
presents significant interactions with its means and
significant level,



Table 34, 13:
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Levelwl se t-values for Degree of Tolerance
for Third Person's Inconsistency

Levels Means t - values
Bo S 6006
¥ 1.775 N8
Girls 5.59
System I 5.98
2,183 *
System IX 5.17 .
System I 5.98
0.078 N3
System III 6.01
System I 5.98
0.368 N3
System IV 6.12
System IX 5.17
2.261 *
System III 6,01 .
System II 5.17
2.556 *
System IV 6.12
System IIIX 6.01
0.305 N§
System IV 6,12
Situation I 5.88
0.674 NS
Situation IIX 5.66
Situation I 5.88
ame 0.160 NS
Situation III 5,93
Situation IX 5.66
0.835 N8
Situation IIX 5.93

———u————_n——.—-e—nmw--«— ----‘——a-”

Significante level * at .05

"% ot .01 NS Not significant
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Table s4.14: Significant Mean Differences for Sex X
Personality X Situation Interaction for Degree
of Tolerance for Third Person's Inconsistency

ng

8.No, Level of Interaction Mean SJ,gnig;:lance
1 Boys X Sy II X sit, I 4,50 o1
Boys X Sy IV X sSit. I 7.08 )
2 Boys X SyI X s&it. IIX 7.25 o1
Boys X Sy II X Sit, III  4.00 )
3 Boys X Sy II X Sit, III  4.00 01
Boys X Sy III X Sit. III  8.00 )
4 Boys X Sy II X Sit. IXX  4.00 o1
Boys X Sy IV X sit. III 6.58 )
5 Girls X Sy III X Sit, III 4,83 05
Girls X Sy IV X sit, IITI 7.25 )
6 Girls X Sy II X 8it., II 4,33 o5
Girls X Sy II X sit, III 6,91 )
7 Girls X Sy IV X Sit. I 4.83 05
Girls X 8y IV X sSit. III 7.25 )
8 Boys X Sy II X Sit III  4.00 o1
Girls X Sy II X s8it III  6.9) ’
9 Boys X Sy III ® Sit III  8.00 o
.01
Girls ¥ Sy III X Sit IIX 4,83

o B TS e s B s e o S e O T R T o T

b e T T e B T e e AT e T TR T e N TR,
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Results presented in Table No. 4.14 with its

significant t-values indicate that 3

1.

2.

3.

Boys of System II have shown 4.50 mean degree of
tolerance while boys of system IV have shown
7.08 for situation I. It means that the boys

of System II were less tolerant for inconasi stent
person of situation I.

Boys of System II have shown 4.00 mean degree
tolerance to inconsistent person of situation I

while boys of System I have shown 7,25; System I1I,
8,00 ; and System IV, 6.58 mean degree of inconsistency.
In other words the boys of System II were least
tolerant in comparison to the boys of other systems
when they perceived inconsistent person of situation
IIX,

Girls of System III had shown 4,83 mean degree of
tolerance for situation III and of System IV had
shown 7.25. In comparison to the girls of system 1V,
the girls of syséem III were less tolerant for
situation III,

Girls of system IX had 4.33 mean degree tolerance to
situation II and 6,91 to situation III, In other
words the girls of system II were more tolerant to
situation III in comparison to situation IX.

Girls of system IV were 4.83 mean degree tolerant

to situation I and 7.25 for situation III., It means
the girls of system IV were more tolerant to situation
III in comparison to situation I,

Boys of system II had shown 4,00 mean degree for
situation III and girls of system II 6,91. It means
the boys of system II were less tolerant to inconsistent

persons of situation II in comparison to the girls of
system II,
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7. Boys of system III had shown 8,00 mean degree of
tolerance to the inconsistent person of situation II1
while girls of system I1II had shown 4.83 degree. In
other words the girls of system III were less
tolerant for inconsistent person of situation IIx
than the boys of system III.

In sum, it can be said that an the whole the subjects
of system II were least tolerant to inconsistent person.
More specifically, boys of system II were least tolerant for
situation III ; and girls of system III for situation III,

Degree of Botheration for Relative's Inconsistency :

Inconsistent third person and inconsistent relative
may bother differently to the perceiver person. Here, an
attempt was made to study the reactions of perceiver person
when he perceives an inconsistent relative. The subject
who had earlier rated behavioural descriptions of inconsistent
persons once again rated the same descriptions. This time
assuming that the inconsgistent person is near relative or
friend. On 0 to 10 point numerical scale, the subject had
shown twice that how much he was bothered for relative's

inconsistency. No hypothesés were developed. The issue was

kept open for study.

The ratings given by the subjects were tabulated and

organized to calculate pre and post test means, adjusted
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was calculated
means and from this analysis of covariance/ In Table No.

4,15 mean scores of the variable dégree of botheration for

relative's incongslstency have been presented.

Table $4.15: Means for Degree of Botheration for
Relative's Inconsistency

BOYS GIRLS
Situations Systems Systems
I IX II1I iv I II III v
I 6,66 4,08 4,08 6.50 6.16 6.25 6,00 7.50
IT 7 4,66 5,66 5,58 4,16 4,00 5.58 6.33 6.25
III 3.25 5.75 4.91 4.33 4.41 5.00 5.83 6.58

Summary of ahalysis of covariance has been given in
Table No., 4,16, Covariates were pre and post ratings while
criterion variable was 'degree of botheration for relative's
inconsistency.' Adjusted F-value was significant at .05
level for variables sex and personality. Interaction
situation x personality wés significant at .05 level, In
order to strike the exact direction and asmount of mean

differences LSD -~ test was employed.

Main BEffects : The results presented in Table No. 4.17

shows that t.value 2,278 for variable sex was significant at
«01 level, Also, t-value 2.864 for system I and IV was
significant at .01 level,
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Tgble :4.17: Levelwise t-values for Degree of Botheration
For Relative's Inconsistency

Levels Means N t-values
: 5.09
Boys 2,278 %%
Girls 5,75
§ystﬁ§n—£¥;iu ‘“- 4- 84
1.388 N3
System II 5.41
% I 4,84
System 1.454 NS
System I1I 5.43
System I 4,84
¥ 2,864 *w
System IV 6.01
System 1II 5,41
o 0.066 Ns
System III1 5.43
System II 5.41
1.476 NS
System IV 6.01
System III 5.43
\ 1.410 N8
System IV 6.01
Situation I 5.69
1.078 N3
Situation 1II 5,31
Situation X 5.69
1.218 Na
Situation III 5.26
Situation IX 5.31
0,140 N&
Situation III 5,26

-——----n-—n--——._m--—-nm-u——n-——-—-n-t-o.————




The significant t-values indicate that 3
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1. Girls were 5.75 mean degree bothered while boys 5.09

2.

for relative's inconsistency. In other woxds the

girls in comparison to the boys were significantly

more bothered for inconsistent relative.

Mean botheration of subjects of system IV was 6.01
while of system I subjects were 4.84 degree bothered.
It means that the subjects of system IV were more
bothered for inconsistent relative than the subjects

of system I,

Interaction Effects : Interaction personality x situation

was significant at .05 level. Mean values and its significance

difference for each level of personality have been given in

Table No. 4.18 and presented graphically in Figure 4,5.

Table :4.18: Mean Scores of Situations for each Level
of Personality for Degree of Botheration
for Relative's Inconsisgtency

Systems Situations
. I - IX I - It II III
I 6,42 4,33%% 6,42 3.83w% 4,33 3.83 N3
II 5.16 5.62N3 5,16 5,375 5.62 5.37 NS
IIX 5.04 5,91N8 5,04 5,3788 5.91 5,37 NS
iv 7.00 5, 20%» 7.00 5, 45%% 5.20 5,45 NS
Significance Level * a3t ,05
*‘.* at 001
NS Not significant
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The significant intéraction effects at system 1
level were between situation I and II and I and ILL ; at
system IV level between situation I and II and I and III
at .01 level.

The significant mean differences indicate that =

1. Subjects of system I were 6.42 mean degree bothered
for inconsistent relative of situation I while 4.33
for situation II and 3,83 for situation III, In other
words the subjects of system I/ were more bothered
of inconsistent relative of the situation I in
comparison to the situations II and III,

2. Subjects of system IV were 7.00 mean degree bothered
for inconsistent relative of situation I while 5.20
for situation II and 5,45 for situation III, It means
that the subjects of system IV were more bothered for
inconsistent relative of the situation I in comparison
to the situations II and III,

Table 34,.19: Mean Scores of Significant Personality

Differences at Different Levels of Situation
for Degree of Botheration for Relative's

Incongistency
Situations Systems %”‘ﬁgpag‘;di“g Sig?.jéggance
1 II - Iv 5,16 7.00 «01
1 III - IV 5,04  7.00 .01
2 I - II 6.42 5,16 .05
2 I - IIIX 6.42 5,04 .01
3 I - Il 3.83 5,37 .01
3 I - IIX 3.83 5.37 .01
3 I - Iv 3.83 5.45 .01

e B R e 2 P B R 0 B IO OB e T O T R R B L L .




Given in Table No. 4.19 are mean scores of different
systems for each level of situation with its significant
level and its graphical presentation in Figure No, 4.6. The
results shown in Table No. 4.192 reveal that :

1. Relative of situation I was more bothersome for
subjects of system IV (7.00 degree) than for the

subjects of system II (5.16 degree) and for the
system III subjects (5.04 degree).

2. Subjects of system I. were 6,42 degree bothered for
inconsistent relative of situation II in comparison
to the subjects of system II (5,16 degree) and the
subjects of system III (5.04 degree). It means that
the subjects of system I were more bothered in
comparison to the subjects of systems II and III,

3. The subjects of system I were least bothered about
inconsistent relative of situation III in comparison
to the subjects of other systems. Mean degree of
botheration for the situation III for system I was,
3.83 while for system II, 5.37; system III 5,37;
and system IV was 5.45.

In sum, it can be sald that (main effects) girls and
subjects of system IV were more bothered to be more specific, the
subjects of system I and IV were more bothered for situation I,
in comparison to other situations; the subjects of system IV for
situation I, of system I for situation II in comparison to
other systems were more bothered, while the subjects of
system I were least bothered for situation I in comparison to

other systems,
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Degree of Tolerance for Relative's Inconsistency-s

An attempt was made to study how easily perceiver can
tolerate an inconsistent relative. The subjects rated twice
on O to 10 point numerical scale { as given in data sheet,
Appendix 3 ). The scores were tabulated, and organized to
enable the analysis of covariance. Covariates were pre and
post ratings while criterion variable was 'degree of
tolerance for relative's inconsistency'. No hypotheses were

developed,

Table 34,20: Means for Degree of Tolerance for
Relative's Inconsistency

Situation Systems Systems
I b IIr v I II III v
I 5.41 5,83 6,33 7,25 6,16 6.16 4,66 4,16
II 6.16 4,08 5,75 6,50 5.16 6.16 4.58 4,33
III 5.16 5.25 8,08 7.16 6.33 5.75 5,25 5,66

e A A v A s Rt B oy TR o A s T T B T o TR B o B o B e B e I TR e T e e TR e T e T e e T e I

In Table No. 4.20 levelwise mean scores have been
presented. Summary of analysis of covariance has been given
in Table No, 4.21. adjusted F-.value was significant for the
variable sex and for its interaction sex x personality at .05
level. In order to find out the exact mean differeﬁces for

main ‘effect and interaction effect, LSD - test was employed.
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Table :4,22: Levelwlise t-values for Degree of Tolerance
for Relatives Inconslstency

Levels ' Means t-values
Boys 3.99 2.054 ®
Girls 5.40
S I 5.7

ystem 0 0.315 N3
System II 5,58

stem I 5.70
sy 0.273 N3
System III 5.59
8 I 5,70

ystem 0.491 N3
System IV ) 5.90
System II 5,58

0.042 N5

System IIIX 5,59

System II 5.58

0.806 NS
System IV 5.90
System III 5.59

0.764 N8
System IV 5.90
Situagtion I 5.77

0.573 NS
Situation II 5.56
Situagtion I 5.77

0.052 N3
Situation III ' 5.75
Situation II 5.56

0.522 N3
Situation III 5.75

e —— e ——_ Do Smn R Wy | WG W e met  GEN T mm Wy SN N awA W W WA MM sam W e e e e

Significance level * at .05
** at .01
. N8 Not significant
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Main Bffects : Results presented in Table No. 4.22

reveal that t-value 2.054 for sex was significant at .05

level. It indicates that s

1. Mean tolerance shown by girls was 5.40 significantly
low than shown by boys (5.59 mean degree).

Interaction Effects : Interaction sex x personality was

significant. in Table 4.23 mean differences of subjects of
different systems at different levels for sex have been
given, Its graphical presentation has been shown in

Figure No, 4.7.

Table :4.23: Mean Scores of Significent Differences
of Systems for Boys and Girls for
Tolerance of Relatilve's Inconsistency

Corresponding Significant

Sex Systems Means Level
Boys I - III 5.58 6.72 .05
Boys II - IIX 5.05 6.72 .05
Boys I . IV 5.58 6.97 .05
Boys I - IV 5.05 6.97 .01
Girls IX -- IiT 6.02 4.83 .05

— R ed — - ot -~ - — —— - — - — - - o - - - - - et - — -— - - — — -—
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The significant differences reveal that s

1. Boys of system I in comparison to boys of system IXI
and IV were less tolerant to incongistent relative.
The mean tolerahce for the system I boys was 5.58,
while for the system III 6.72; and the system IV was
6.97. -

2, Boys ... of system IX had shown 5.05 mean degree of
tolerance for relative. It was less in comparison
to the : Boys-:, of system IIX and IV who had
respectively shown 6.72 and 6,97 mean degree of tolerance.

3, Girls of system IX were found to be more tolerant than .
the girls of system IIX and IV, Mean tolerance of the
system II girl was 6,02 while for system ITI 4.83 and
for system IV 4,72,

Table No, 4.24 presents the interaction effect of
sex x personality. Difference hetween sex were compared at
different levels of systems and its graphical presentation in
Figure, No. 4.8.

Table :4.,24: Significant Differences of Sex at Different

Level s of System for Degree of Tolerance
for Relative's Inconsistency

System Means for Boys Means for Girls Sig%je'ﬁfame
System IXI 6.72 4,83 .01
System IV 6.97 4,72 .01

TR e et W e e e e M BNR  KND  WNR RN SW W BN M N wwm W e et TN muh e e e G e e e

Results presented in Table No, 4.24 reveals that :

1. Boys of system IIX and IV were more tolerant in comparison
to girls of system III and IV for relative's inconsistency.
Boys of system III had shown 6.72 mean degree of tolerance
and of system IV 6,97 while girls of system IXI had shown
4,83 degree of tolerance and system IV 4,72.
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In sum, it can be said that girls were less tolerant
than boys for relative's inconsistency. More specifically
the girls of system III and IV ; boys of system I and II were

less tolerant than boys of system III and IV,

Rel ationshig Between Different Variables s

Three reactions to inconsistency studied as dependent
variable in the present study were : degree of inconsistency
felt, degree of botheration; and degree of tolerance. iWhether
these three variables were related with each other or not was
an lssue, Objective No.2, of the present work reads as, ' to
study relationship between degree of incongsistency felt,
degree of botheration and degree of tolerance for both third

person's inconsistency and relative's inconsistency.!

Both pre and post ratings given by the subjects for the
three dependent variables for both third person's and relative's
inconsistency were tabulated and organized to enable the
application of 'product moment correlation'. Overall partial
correlation were also calculated to study the relationship
between two variables by keeping third one controlled. Three
hypotheses were developed for the objective under study.

Results have been described hypothesi swise.

Inconsi stency Felt - Botherstion : It was expected that

' there will be a positive relationship between degree of

inconsistency felt and degree of botheration' as given under
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hypothesis No.2. The subjects rated on both the variables as

shown in data sheet, Appendix 3 . In Table No.4.1, levelwise

correlations have been presented seperately for pre and post

ratings and for third person a,na relative, It includes overall

partial correlation also. For partial correlation the effect

of variable tolerance was kept constant and the relation

between inconsistency felt and botheration studied.

The results presented in Table No. 4,25 reveal that s

1. Degree of inconsistency felt and degree of botheration

2.

3.

were significantly positively related. Overall
correlation was significant at .05 level for pre ratings
and at ,01 level for post ratings. While partial
correlation was significant at .01 level for post ratings
and not significant for pre ratings. In other words, the
degree of inconsistency was positively related with
botheration. The assumption in the foxm of hypothkesis
No.2 was proved. The hypothesis No,2 states that 'there
will be a positive relationship between degree of
inconsistency felt and degree of botheration,®

The positive relationship between degree of ihconsistency
felt and degree of botheration becomes more evident for
relatives at post rating levels. Obtained correlation

was ,302 significant at .01 level, while partial correlation

was ,362 also significant at ,01 level.
II

The subjects of gystem were differently bothered for
third person and relative. The trend of positive
correlatlion was clear for third person's inconsistency
but for relative it was not significant. Obtained correla-
tions for third person were ,229 and ,231 significant at
.05 level and for relative .149 and ,213 not significant.
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4. At most of the levels, the trend of positive
relation was not clear in pre ratings but at post
ratingz it became more clear,:.

In sum, it can be said that there was a positive
correlation between degree of inconsistency felt and degree
of botheration. The trend of relation was more clear: - at
post rating level and more specifically with inconsistent

relative,

Inconsistency Felt - Tolerance : It was assumed that ' there

will be a negative relationship between degree of inconskstency
felt and degree of tolerance ( Hypothesis No.3 ). In other
words, higher the degree of inconsistency felt lesser would be
the tolerance limit for inconsistency. The data were collected
in the fom of ratings as shown in data sheet, Appendix 3 ).
Results shown in Table 4,26, present levelwise correlation and
overall partial correlation between degree of inconsistency
. felt and degree of tolerance at pre and post ratings for both
third person and relative's inconsistency separately. For
partial correlation, the effect of variable botheration was kept
constant and the relation between inconsistency felt and tolerance
was studied,

The results reveal that s

1. Degree of inconsistency felt and degree of tolerahce were
negatively related. Overall correlation and partial
correlation were significant at ,01 level for both third
person's and relative's inconsistency at pre and post
ratings. The hypothesis No.3, that 'there will be a negative
relationship between degree of inconsistency felt and
degree of tolerance,' was proved.
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2. In comparison to pre ratings at post ratings the
correlation was lower though it remained significant,
At pre ratings overall cor;‘e}’.ation'were -.232 and -, 228
regpectively for third persén and relative, at post
ratings it lowered upto -,166 and -, 167 respectively
for third person and relative.

3. There were some remarkable changes in relationship
between inconsistency felt and tolerahce, at pre and
post ratings, like '

{(a) boys had shown significant relation at pre rating
level for third person's inconsistency. For remaihing
levels, relation was not significant.

(b) For subjects of system I and system II at pre ratings,
relation was significant but at post ratings it
became non signiﬂcan#.

(c¢) Quite in reverse, the system I and system II, subjects
of system III and IV had shown not clear relation at
pre ratings which at post ratings became more
significant, k

(d) For situation I, trend of relation was clear in pre
ratings but at post ratings it became non significant,
while for situation II, it was clear only for
relative's inconsistency at post ratings.

(2) Relationship remained negatively significant at all
levels for giris and situation IIX,
In sum, it can be said that overall correlation was negatively
signifiCant between the variables degree of inconsistency felt

and degree of tolerance,
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Botheration - Tolerance : It was expected that ‘there

will be a negative relationship between degree of
botheration and degree of tolerance' as given in

hypothesis No, 4.

Results shown in Table No, 4,27, present relationship
between degree of botheration and degree of tolerance, For
partial correlation the effect of the variable inconsistency
felt was held constant and the rel atioﬁ between botheration
and tolerance studied, The results reveal that s |

1. Overall correlation between deg:;:ee of botheration
-and tolerance was significantly negatively related.
For post rating third person it was not significant
but the trend remained negative. From the obtained
results it can be szid that hypothesis No.4 that
'there will be a negative relationship between
degree of botheration and degree of tolerance' was
proved. '

2, Levelwise, many correlations were not significant,
specifically for third person's post rating only
one correlation was significant - of girlis, All
other correlations including overall were not
significant, ‘

In sum, it can be sald that though not very high, on
the whole correlation between degree of botheration and

tolerance was negatively significantly related.
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Change in the Degree of Inconsistency Felt : One of

the objectives laid down for the present work was, 'to
study the degree of inconsistency, after the impressions
were written, in temms of, whether it reduces or increases

( Objective No. 3 ).

3

There were two sessions in present experiment., In
first session, the subject had rated according to his
feelings that how much inconsistent the described person
was. In second session, the subject first wrote his
impressions about the described seemingly inconsistent
person, After impressions were written he once again gave
his ratings for the described person that how much
inconsistent he was. These pre and post ratings were to be
compared to see whether the level of inconsistency increases
or decreases. No hypothesis was developed, but it was
expected that the way the subject would write the impressions

may influence his perception of inconsistency,

The obtained data were tabulated and organized to
calculate mean, S.D, and corxrelation., The t-test was employved
to find out the significance difference between correlated
means. In Table No, 4,28 levelwise differences between means

and its significant values have been given,
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Table :4,28: Levelwise Means, 8.D., Correlation and t-values
for the Variable The Degree of Inconsistency

Felt
Level Pretest Posttest Corre- t_values
Mean 5.0, Mean 8.0, lation
Boys 5.88  4.25 5.66  2.66 ,3229 0,61INS
Girls 6,09 2.53 6.47 2.36 .4058 1.75288
System I . 5.75 2,49 5,52 2.48 .4776 0.7408S
System II 5,63 2.84 5,97 2,78 .3496 0.87248
System III 5.76 2.48 6,47 2.49 .5858  2.653%%*
System IV 6.79 5,29 6.31 2.34 .2244 0.757NS
Situation I 6.84 2,38 6.80 2,27 .5685 0.189N3
Situation II 6.12 4,68 6.22 2.45 ,1429 0.205N8
Situation III 4.98 2.75 5.18 2,64 .4143 0.66498
Overall 5,98 3. 50 6.07 2.54 .3454 0, 4178S
Signilficance Level * at .05
*% =t ,01

The significant t-value 2.653 between pre and post

,. N8 Not significant

ratings of the subjects of system III was at .01 level. No

other t-values were significant, The obtained results

indicate that :

1.

Subjects of system III in pre ratings had perceived
5.76 degree of inconsistency while in post ratings
they perceived 6,47 degree - significantly more in

post ratings.
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2. On the whole there was no significant difference
between two means, at different levels.

The results clearly indicate that there was no
significant difference o;f inconsistency felt between pre
and post ratings., It was expected as stated earlier that the
exercise of writing impressions would provide an ample
opportunity to think, rethink and to use certain modes of
inconsistency reduction successfully which may influence

post ratings.

It was observed that for many observations no modes of
inconsistency reductions were applied. It was thought that,
if scores of those who had used modes and those who had not
used modes be seperated and tizen study the effect of pre

and post ratings, may prove worthwhile.

The scores were seperated on the basis of modes used
and modes not used in particular observation. out of total
288 observations modes were used in 152 observations for
remaining 136 modes were not applied. From the seperated
ratings, means were calculated and difference between two
means were calculated seperately for observations where modes
were used and modes were hot used. No further statistical
technique was employed as the obtained difference was

obviously non significant.
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Table :4,29: Mean Differences of Inconsistency relt
. when Modes used and Modes Not Used

M Number Mean Degree Mean Degree
odes of Obsec- of Pre of E:'ost Difference
vations Ratings Ratings
Used 152 5.65 5.86 +0,31
Not Used 136 5,97 6.17 +0. 20
Difference 0.32 0.21

Results have been presented in Table No. 4.29. The

obtained results indicate that 3

1. In both cases of 'modes used' and 'modes not used!,
degree of inconsistency felt increases in post
ratings. Perceived inconsistency increased more in
the case of modes used { + 0,31 ) than in the case

- of modes not used { + 0,20 ).

2. Comparison of ratings given by the Ss who had used
modes and who had not used at both levels : pre and
post ratings reveal that 3

(a) those who had used modes had from the beginning
( at pre ratings, before using any mode) perceived
comparatively less degree of inconsistency, Mean
ratings of those who had used modes was 5.65 and
those who had not used modes was 5.97 at pre ratings.
Total difference between two groups was 0. 32.



175

(b) At post ratings also, those who used modes have
detected comparatively less inconsgistency than
those who had not used modes.

Botheration and Tolerance for Third Person and

Relative :

When one confronts to an ihconsistent person he may
feel bothered about him and he may or may not tolergte him,
An attempt was made in present work, to study different
types of reactions to inconsistent third person and
inconsistent relative. A kind of comparison between perceiver's
reaction to inconsistent third person and incongsistent
relative in tems of how much bothered perceiver feels, and
how much he can tolerate tham., Objective No.4, of the present
work was, 'to compare reactions to inconsisgtent behavior of
third person and reletive, in tems of, botheration and
tolerance,' Two hypotheses were developed. Hypothesis No.5
reads as, ' more degree of botheration will be felt for
relative's inconsistency than third person's inconsistency. '’
Hypothesis No.6 of the study wés, ' there will be no difference
in degree of tolerance required for third person's and

relative's inconsistent behavior.'

The subjects had rated degree of botheration felt and
degree of tolerance for both third person's and relative's

inconsistent behavior on 0 to 10 point numerical scale as
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shown in data sheet, Appendix 3. The obtained data were
tabula;ted and organized to find out means, 5.D., correlation
and t-values between botheration for third person's and
relative's inconsistency and between tolerance for third
person's and relative's inconsistency. Results given in

Table No, 4.30 and 4.31 present levelwise t.values separately

for variable botheration and tolerance.

Inspection of Table No. 4,30 reveals that mean difference
bhetween botheration for third person and relative was
significant at ,01 level in all the levels in pre ratings
while in post ratings it was significant in all but two
cases. Mean differences of boys and system III subjects were

not significantly different,

-

The significant t-values indicate that -

1. The botheration felt for third person was significantly
low in comparison to botheration felt for relative's
inconsistent behavior, Overall mean ratings for third
person in pre ratings was 4.38 and in post ratings
4,63 while for relative in pre ratings 5.61 and in
post ratindgs was 5.43.

2. The mean difference was not significant for boys and
subjects of system III in post ratings, but the trend
of the difference was in tune with general trend. Both
boys and subjects of system III felt more bothered for
relative in comparison to third person's inconsistency.
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The hypothesis No.ﬂ 5 that 'more degree of botheration
will be felt for relative's inconsistency than third person's
inconsistency' was proved. These was highly significant
difference between two means, mean botheration for relative

being significantly more than third person.

Results shown in Table No,4.31 are related to tolerance
and its mean significance difference, The t-value 2,120 for
level boys was only significant value at pre ratings. All

other t-values at pre and post ratings were not significant.
The obtained t-values indicate that s

1. Mean tolerance of the boys for third person was 6.20
and for relative 5,84, Boys tolerated third person's
inconsistency more easily than relative's inconsistency
at pre ratings.

2. All the remaining t-values were not significant. There
was no significant difference found in tolerance for
third person and relative's inconsistency.

Hypothesis No, 6 of the study was, 'there will be no
difference in degree of tolerance required for third person's
and relative's inconsistent behaviour.' It can be said that as
far as mean difference of tolerance was concerhed there was
no significant difference found for third person's and relative's
inconsistent behavior. In other words both third person and
relative were equally tolerable.

In sum, it can be said that, inconsistent relative in
comparison to inconsistent third person was more bothersome but
equally tolerable.



179

JUBDTITUDTS 30N SN

UOT3IBI8AIOn = D TeasT T0° »m
SUOTIRATISSqO FO IoquUnN = N - T9AST G0° » TOAST 90UROTITUBTE
N998°® LEV® Lo°c oL*S 8G°C  €8°S ONOES'T Le6v" TI8°C BL"S Lo*ec L6°S 88¢C TT=a82A0
NO82 °T 0S¥ ° oLt T0°9 v°c €€°0 €NOZP T ZIT* LS°C VA 6c°2 16°9 96 YITUOTI®N} TS
NOC9 0 0BE"° To°Z <1 g€9°c €6°S SNOE6°T €€S° OL°C 1 2] 8L°c - 99°¢ 96 II UOTIBN3 TS
NOOS “0 G0S° 89°C VLS (4° M4 To°s &NO90O°T €1Iy* 20°€ 99°g 89°¢ €€ ‘S 96 I uoTIENaIg
NOEY °T 067 ° €9°¢C g8°q oC°¢ 82°9 &NOT8°'T 681" 89 &  Bg'S i8°¢ (AN <L AI WB3sig
woe °T ¢T9° IL'cC Lo°G 86°¢C 00°9 efi00°0 G62° 88°C €6°g 144 €6°g cL IIT uPqsSie
SNOES* 902 ° g86°c ¥s's | €6°¢ pl°e ENGLT O LZp° Z21°t €9°g oL*e - 88°¢ L 1T W3sSig
TNBoY * got” LE"C vL°S s¥'c 68°'G E©NBZC"0 06Z° 095°Z c8°g €G°C vL'G <L T wegsig
'MOCG * 80€° 0s°¢ LE"S 8y °cC 0S°S €eNEYC°0 8SY" 99°C 1= ] 6% °¢C . EL"S 144} STITO
*NMO6S ° LTG® 08°¢C €0°2 ¥9°c ol *9 mm.n ‘T 925" 96°C ¥8°¢6 ¢8°¢ 0Z o 144" sdog
‘a‘e uesy  ‘aq°e uesny antRA ‘a’s uBay ‘a‘s ueap
msmm> 0  *BToy 9OURKSTOL, PITUY SOUBILTOT, - O .eToy oouRISTOL PDITYJL ©OURISTOJ, N sToAeT
SHONILYY JE04 SONIILVY T4

XoueaSTSUODUT S,9ATIRISY PUR §,UCSI9d DPITUL I0g SOURISTOL Ueamjeg uos paeduwop  :IE°p: STIRy



180

Modes of Inconsistency Reduction and Related Varigbles

Under this section the data collected ir} the second
session of testing have been analysed. The subjects responses
'were in the form of written impressions and answers to the
structured questionnaire. The results have been presented
under different heads s modes not used, modes used,

integration homeostasis or signal-and-search, and general.

Modes Not Used s

As mentioned earlier, it was expected that the subjects
will reac¢t differently to other's inconsistency. Possible
reactions to inconsistency were treated as dependent variables
in the present study and its detailed account with example
have been given under the head 'dependent variable' in
chagpter III, Objective No.5 of the présent work was, ' to
study sex, personality and situational differences in reaction
to inconsistency, in temms of, inconsistency not felt
acceptance of inconsistency and inconsistency due to change.’

No hypotheses were fomulated for this objective.

Acceptance of inconsistency was further divided into
thrgé?zesacceptance of inconsistency without reasoning;
acceptance of inconsistency with reasoning; and acceptabce of
inconsistency as personality traits. On the whole it became

five type of responses to inconsistency where inconsistency
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was perceived but no attempt was made to use modes of
inconsistency reduction. Frequencies of occurrence of each
reactions in the written impressions were counted. From

the obtained frequencies four X% test were calculated -
three independent varigblewise and one overall. The results

have been presented in Table No. 4.32, 4.33, 4.34 and 4,35.

Overall : In Table No. 4,32 dependent variablewise
overall frequencies have been shown. Obtained frequencies
variablewise were, no inconsistency felt, 27; acceptance
without reasoning, 55; acceptance with reasoning, 29;
acceptance of inconsistency as personality traits, 243; and
inconsistency due to change, 328 times; total reactions

were 682, Results given in Table No. 4.32 show that X2 was

Table 34,32: ggerall Frequencies for Modes Not used and

~ Value
Inconsis- Acceptance Acceptance of Acceptance Incon-
tency not of Inconsi- Inconsistency of Inconsi- siste-
felt stency with- with Reasoning stency as ncy due Total
out Reasoning Personality to
trait. Change
27 55 29 243 328 682
(136.4) (136.4) (136.4) (136.4) (136.4)

Given in brackets are expected frequencies

x% = 573.319 4f = 4 Significance Level - Beyond .01

TR DGR e Wt e MED QU e KR Gme AGS e W T MR My WS sam  Gwm R W ewm Cme WY WS wN R W e
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‘ 573.319 and at 4 df it was significantly different beyond
.01 level. It means that use of dependent variables varies
significantly. It can be said that inconsistency not felt,
acceptance of inconsistency with and without reasoning were
least used in comparison to acceptance of inconsistency as

personality traits and inconsistency due to cliange.

Sexwise ¢ The obtained frequencies of reaction to
inconsistencyiwithout using modes were seperated sexwise
and counted seperately for boys and gltls. The obtained and
expected frequencies ( given in brackets ) have been
presented in Table No, 4.33. Boys had used total 329
reactions vhile girls used 353 out of total 682. The X%.value

was 2.856 which was not significant.,

Obtained results as given in Table No, 4.33, reveal
that there was no significant sex difference in using different

types of reactions to inconsistency.

- Personalitywise : Reactions to inconsistency where modes

were not used have been given personalitywise in Table No.4.34
with obtained and expected frequencies and its x%-Value.
x% value of 34.925 was significant beyond ,01 level.
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Significant X% reveals that s

1. The subjects of system IV had given 200 reactions to
inconsistency. While subjects of other systems in
descending order gave, system I, 176, system III, 174;
and system II, 132 reactions. The subjects of system
IV gave highest number of reactions.

2. 'acceptance of Inconsistency as personality tralt' was
used less freguently than expected freguencies by the
subjects of system I, and used more frequently by
the subjects of system III and IV, ( as given in
column 5 ). ‘

3. The reaction ‘'inconsistency due to change' was less
frequently used than expected frequencies by the
subjects of system II and III, while the subjects of
systcem I and IV used it more frequently ( as given
in column 6 ), '

Situationwise ¢ In Table No, 4.35 situgtionwise obtained

and expected freguencies for different types of reactions to
inconsistency without using modes have been presented.

%% value was 461.121, significant beyond .01 level.

Obtained significant results as given in Table No, 4,35
reveal that s

1. For situation IX 245 reactions to inconsistency
(without using modes } were given while for situation I,
231 and for situgtion IXX, 206, The situation II had
highest number of reactions,



186

WETNE oM MG SR R b M Gme MO MEe M e SER  wme MM M BN MW SEm  SER  AWA  Ms  dme MW MED  MEe MM G GRE WS W e Mk R OEB e W B g TR G Wk elm MR s M wm e

A9 T6° Puoisq ajuedTyTubIE X 8 3P te°toy = X

setouenbeay pejoodre oIe S38MORIG UT USATH

¢89 AN €¥C 6C g8 Le ™307,

(L0O*66) (65 *€L) (sL°8) (To°9T) (S12B)

902 o<t 1€ 00 ot o | III UCTIBN]TS
(€8°LTT) (62 °L8) , (1z°0Ty (sL°6T) (69°B)

Ghe oLT A 20 € LT L 1T UOTIENATE
{(60°1ITT) (LS “09) {8°6) {(2o°8T) {(¥1°6)

T€C z oLt Y4 8¢ g I UOTIEN}TE

3TRAY, Hutucseey
A3TTRUCSIOg 8B DUTUCSBay yjTH INOYJITH ox 20U
TR20y7, Mwmwmwﬁmwowmw _Koup3sSucoOuy  AOUSIS TSUOCDUT ADUSIS TS UOOUT mogvawmmowcw | S UOTIENT TS

IO sOURGEDOV Jo spuesdevoy 30 aoueydeoow

)

snTea - s PUR POSn 30N SOpOp I0F SoTOUSNDaLy ©S TMUOTIENITE :GE*Ps oTUBL



187

2. For situagtion I, the reaction, 'acceptance
of incongistency as personality trait' was more
in comparison to expected frequency, while
reaction inconsistency due to change was almost
negligible.

3. For situation II and III the reaction, 'acceptance
of inconsistency as personality trait' was less
than expected frequencies while reactilon
'inconsistency due to chahge' was more than
expected.

In sum, it can be said that most of the reaction to
inconsistency ( without using modes ) were 'acceptance of
inconsistency as personality trait' and 'inconsistency
due to change'. There was significant personality and
situation differences in reaction to inconsistency and no

sex difference was there,

Modes Used 3

As stated in chagpter IIX, one of the reactions to
others inconsistency is to apply certain modes of
inconsistency reduction while interpreting others
inconsistent behavior. Objective No., 6 of the present work
was 'to study the pattern of inconsistency reduction modes,

in temms of sex, personality and sitUational differences,'

In present study modes of inconsistency reduction were
classlified as Abelson's 1959 and 1963 studies. The detailed

descri_ption has been given in chapter III. From the written
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impressions, the frequencies of occurences of the modes
were counted. From the obtained frequencies (fo)
expected frequencies (fe ) were found to enable the

2

application of X® - test, The results have been presented

in Table Nos. 4.36, 4,37, 4.38 and 4.39.

Overall : In Table No. 4; 36 overall results have been

presented. It shows obtained frequencies of different modes

of inconsistency reduction. In total 248 modes were used.

% . value was 106.38 and at 4 df, it was significant

beyond .01 level. The significant results indicate that

the frequencies of occurence of different modes were

slonificantly different, It can be said that

1. Out of total 248 times modes used, denial was used

95 times, rationalization, 76 3 transcendence, 46 ;
differentigtion, 25, and bolstering was used 6 times.
Denial and rationalization were most used, bolstering

and differentiation least used while transcendence was
somewhere in between,

Sexwisge : In Table No, 4,37, sexwise frequencies of
different modes have been shown. Both boys and girls had
ugéd 124 modes each. Xz ~ Vvalue 4.73 with 4 degree of freedom
was not significant., Results of Table No. 4. 37' reveal that
there was no significant sex difference ih using modes

of inconsistency reduction. Though the results were not
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significant there was a trend in boys for using mode
transcendence more frequently. Boys uge® transcendence 27

times out of total 46, while girls used it for 19 times.

Personalitywise : In Table No. 4,38, personalitywise

frequencies of different modes of inconsistency reduction
have been shown, %2 value was 24,22 at 12 degree of freedom
it was significant at .02 level, It means that there was
personality difference in the use of modes of inconsistency

reduction, The significant results reveal that s

1. Subjects of system I¥ had used highest number of
modes, 81 out of total 248, In descending ordér, the
subjects of system II1I used 70 ; system I, 55 ; and
| system II used 42 modes.

2. Subjects of system III, II and I used mode rationa-
lization more frequently than the expected
frequencies. While the subjects of system I used it
least frequently ( as given in column No,3 ).

3. The mode transcendence was used most by the subjects
of system IV ( 26 times ) more tham the expected
frequency of 15.02 while the system I, II and IXX
used it less time than the expected frequencies ( as
given in Column 4,6).

Situationwise ¢ Results given in Table No. 4.39 show

situationwise frequencies of different modes of inconsistency

reduction., Obtained XZ - Value of 12,70, at 8 degree of
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freedom was not significant. In other words, frequencies
of the modes applied for different situations were not

statistically significant.

The results reveal that :

1. For situation I 121 modes were used, for situation
IX 48 and for situation IXI 79, Highest number of
modes were used for situation I,

In sum, it can be said that the modes denial,
rationalization and transcendence were more fregquently used
while differentiation and bolstering were least used, There
was personalitywise significant difference in using modes,

but no significant difference was found for sex and situation.

Integration :

Objective No, 7, of the present work was ' to study
the level of integration of seemingly inconsistent
information.' As mentioned earlier in chapter III, three
levels of integration were decided on ten point scale 3
juxtaposition, related together, and integrated. No

hypotheses were developed. ,
observations

On the whole there were 288 éfor each observation, levels
were decided by the experimenter. Appropriate scores were
assigned, to each observation., Scores were tabulated and

organized in order to find out levelwise means, 8.D., and
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Table :4,40: Mean Level of Integration and Its t-values

Sr. No. Levels Mean 8.0, t-values
. .80
1. Boys 5.15 1 1.80 NS
Girls 4,79 1.75
. 5 .6
2. System I 4,50 j.01 1.65 NS
System II 4,07 1.77
5 4,50 .6
3. vstem I 1.61 2.37 ®
System III 5.07 1.58
4, System 1 4,50 1.61 7105 w
System IV 6.25 1.39 ) .
5. System II 4,07 1.77
b4 4° 16 %%
System III 5,07 1.58
6, Systen II 4,07 1.77 9.08
System IV 6,25 1.39 .
7. System III 5,07 1.58 )
5.36 %%
System IV 6.25 1.39
8. Situation I 5.13 .
Situatio 1 .71 1.00 NS
Situation II " 4.89 1.83
9. Situ tion I 59 3 N .7
a 1 1.71 0.91 NS
Situation IIX 4,91 1.82
10. Situation II 4.89 1.83 :
0.08 N3
Situation III 4,91 1.82

-—----—--—-u.--—-.——i-u-—--—n—o--—n.—l-.‘a-

Significance level * at .05
®%  at ,01
NS Not Significant
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t-values. The results have been presented in Table No. 4.40.
The results reveal that t-values betwedn system I and 1IX ;
II and IV ; and III and IV ; and II and I1l were significant
at .01 level while between system I and IXI at .05 level.

Different levels of sex and situation were not significant.
The corresponding significant t-values indicate that s

1. Subjects of system IV had integrated the inconsistent
informations at 6.25 mean level, which was higher in
comparison to the subjects of the other systems. The
integrated mean values for the subject of other systems

in descending orders werg\zgysten IIX at 5.07 level ;

system I, 4,50; and system II at 4.07 level.

2, The mean integration level for subjects of system III
was 5,07, significantly higher than the subjects of

system I, 4,50 and system II 4,07, .
3. There was no significant sex and situation difference.
Homeostasis or S8ignal-and-Search s

It was mentioned in first introductory chapter that
there were two major models prevalent to interpret the way one
reacts to inconsistency. According to ‘homeostatic model' the
presence of inconsistency gives rise to a state of tension. The
existence of this psychological tension motivates the person to
eliminate inconsistency, thereby restoring what may be called
a state of dynamic equilibrium., According to ‘'signal and search
model' inconsistency acts as a signal that something unusual

is there which may or may not bother the person. The person
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may or may not be stimulated to explore the basis of the
inconsistency and its consequences. The end result may or

may not include an attempt to resolve the inconsistency itself.
Objective No, 8 of the present work was, ‘to observe which
model is more applicable out of the two models, namely

homeostatic é.nd signal-and- search, No hypothesis was developed.

The models just described namely s homeostatic and signal-
and-search were mainly varified with the data where the person
reacted to o’ne’ s own inconsistency while in present study
the inconsistent person was the other one or the perceived
person : and reactor to inconsistency was perceiver person. In
other words perceiver person was not reacting to his own
inconsistency (as usual experimental paradigm) but was reacting

to others' inconsistency.

No direct test or measurements were gpplied to study the
objective. But the way the subjects had reacted to whole
situation ( all results discussed uptil now } was to be observed
and interpreted. In the chapter of discussion this objective
has been discussed in more depth and detail, Here some very
important and directly related datas have been re-presented
or rearrahged from the earlier tables, without further inter-

pretation. The Table No., 4.41 presents rearrandged table for the

objective No, 8,
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General :

Under general, remaining results have been presented,
specifically related to the structured questionnaire.

Structured questionnaire -’ has been given in Appendix 4

Iﬁcon sistent Behavior : Question No, 5 of the structured

questionnaire was ' do you agree with the statement that most
of us behave in similarly inconsistent way in nomal day to
day life ¢ ' The question was asked on four point agreement
scale : strongly agree, agree, disagree and strongly disagree.
Sex and systemwise frequencies and percentage were calculated,
The results have been given in Table No. 4.42. On the whole
13 students strondgly agreed, 61 agreed, 20 disagreed and 2
strongly disagreed. In other words, 77.08 per cent agreed and

22,97 percent subjects disagreed with the statement,

The results reveal that 3

(1) Majority of the subjects believed that most of us
behave inconsistently. Nearly 77 percent agreed
while 23 percent disagreed.

Incongistent Thinking 3 In structured questionnaire

Question No. 7 was asked on two point scale { Yes / No ). The
question reads as ' do you think that persons portrayed in
three different situations think differently than what
people in general think ?' Freguencies and percentage were

obtained from the subjects reactions and presented in Table No,
4,43,



Table :4,42: Frequencies and Percentage for Do Most of
us Behave Inconsistently
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LT e O IO i AP e O TN D OO T TR I RN R B . ...

) . St rongl
Levels S;;u;zgly aAgree  Disagree bi sagroe
Boys 5 33 10 0
Girls 8 28 10 2
L

System I 4 13 7 0
System 11 5 16 3 0
System III 1 17 5 1
System IV 3 15 5 1

Total 13 61 20 2

Percentage 77.08 22.91

- W WA WS AR MR ewn e

Table :4.43: Frequencies and Percentage for Do We Think

Differently

Levels Yes No
Boys 28 20
Girls 24 24
System I 14 10
System II 13 11
System III 11 13
System IV 14 10
Total 52 44
Percentage 54,16 45,83

e e e s o T WS W WS me W s OWR  SAD Gws SR WS W W e e G eew e W e e s e e
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The results presented in Table No. 4.43, indicate that =

'1. Out of total 96, 52 subjects agreed that people in
general think differently than the persons portrayed
while, 44 disagreed to it. Nearly 54 per cent subjects
believed it and 46 percent did not bhelieve it.

The results obtained by the Question No, 7 were in Islight
contrast to the results of Question No. 5. Comparing two tables,
Table No., 4.42, and 4.43 reveal that most of the subjects
believed that most of us behave inconsistently while more than
50 ;}ercent of the subjects believed that most of us think
differently. This contrast can be accounted to (1) Question No,5
was positively worded while Question No. 7 negatively, (2) in
Question No., 5 four point agreement scale was given while for
Question No, 7 only two point scale was given for responses.
Nothing conclusively can be drawn from these contradictory
results, but in general it can be said that majority of the

persons agreed that people in general behave inconsistently.

Are Women More Inconsistent : A Question No, 6 was asked,

do you agree that in comparison to men, women are more
inconsistent' on four point agreement scgle. Sex and systemwise

freguencies were counted and total percentage drawn and presented

in Table NO. 4’0 44-

The results presented in Table No, 4,44 reveal that @

1. Nearly 60 percent subjects believed that women are more
inconsistent in comparison to men. Majority of the
subjects believed that women are more inconsistent.
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Table $4,44: Frequencies and Percentage for ' are Women
More Inconsistent'.

- Strongl s Strongly

Levels .:e\greg ¥ Agree Di sagree Disagree
Boys 3 15 17 9
Girls 12 - 25 10 1
System 1 3 i1 9 1
System IX 7 6 7 4
System III 4 13 5 2
System IV 1 14 6 3
Total 15 44 27 10

Percentage 61,46 38.54

2. Out of total 48 girls, 37 believed that women are
more inconsistent while only 22 boys believed the
same. It means more number of girls in comparison
to boys believed that women are more inconsgi stent,

3. Majority of the subjects of all the systems agreed
that women are more inconsistent.
It seems that majority of the respondents more specifically

girls agreed that women in general are more inconsistent in

comparison to men.

Liking Scale : To know whether the respondents liked to

have any relationship with inconsistent person or not a

question was asked in the structured questionnaire. Question No.8,
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' would you like to have persons portrayed as your ...

father / friend / neighbour, relative or have no relationship. '
This question in the fomm of liking scale was a kind of

social distance scale. Results of liking scale have been

presented levelwise in Table No. 4.45.

Table :4,45: Levelwise Freguencies and Percentage
for Liking Scale

Type of Relationship

Levels .
Father Friend Neighbour Relative No Relation
Bovs 2 11 11 4 27
Girls 7 21 9 9 19
System I 1 9 1 2 13
System II 2 5 2 14
System IIX 1 8 1 1 13
System IV 5 10 i2 8 6
Total 9 32 20 i3 46
Percentage 10.66 35.55 22.22 14,44 51.11

e T S WA aem SRR ek WA W ok e awG M e  mwn  WNe MR W AR e R WM s W e W e

The results reVea,l that 3

1. Oout of total 96 respondents, 46 were not ready to
have any relationship, while 9 wanted inconsistent
persons as father, 32 as friend, 20 as neighbour and
13 as relative, Most of the respondents preferred
friendship with inconsistent persons..

2. Out of 48 boys, 27 were not ready to have any relation-
ship while only 19 girls did not want any relation.
More number of girls wanted closer relationship in
comparison to boys.
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3. More number of the subjects of system Iv wanteﬁ
closer relationship in comparison to other systems.

4, Majority of the respondents of system I, II and IIL
were ready to accept, inconsistent persons as
friends but were not ready to have any further
closer relationship.

The follow up inquiry revealed some of the points for -

favoring or dislike different relationships as -

For father - specifically inconsistent person of situation
III who was more humanitarian.

Against father - specifically inconsistent person of
situation I who was beating his wife and
c¢hildren,

For friend -~ just for fun -~ no further closer friendship
Against friend - close friends should not be inconsistent,

For neighbour -~ Just for fun - and not to keep any closer
relation,

Against neighbour - ihconsistent neighbous are of no use,
they may create problems daily.

For relative - specifically for inconsistent person of
situation III,

Against relative - closge relative should not be inconsistent.

In general, it can be sald that those who preferred

relationship, preferred it mainly for fun or they congidered

humanitarian characteristics in inconsistent person.
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Tolerance : Question No. 9 was, ' Can you tolerate
if they ( Mr. A, X and P ) would have been your father /
friend / neighbour / relative.' The responses were in either
yves or no form, Relation, sex, system and situationwise
frequencies of 'yes' responses were counted and percentage
calculated. In Figure No, 4.9, levelwise percentages have

been shown. The results indlicate that ¢

1. HNearly 53 percent respondents said they can tolerate
inconsistent neighbour, while 43 percent each for
relative and friend; and 40 percent said that they can
tolerate inconsistent father. For more number of
respondents inconsistent neighbour was tolerable while
for less number of respondents inconsistent father was
tolerable,

2, Nearly 53 percent boys said that they can tolerate
inconsistent person while only 34 percent girls showed:
their willingness to tolerate inconsistent person. In
comparison to the girls more number of boys showed
their willingmess to tolerate inconsistent person.

3. Nearly 58 percent of gsystem IV subjects showed their
willingness to tolerate inconsistent person, 45 percent

of the system I; and 38 percent of each, system III and
IV,

In comparison to other systems, more number of subjects

of system IV were willing to tolerate inconsistent person.

4. Nearly 55 percent respondents said that they could
tolerate inconsistent person of situation III., For the
situation I and II nearly 40 percent respondents showed
their tolerance. The inconsistent person of situation III
was tolerable for most of the respondents.
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In sum, more number of respondents said that they can
tolerate inconsistent relative, and situation III ;

specifically, boys and system IV subjects.

Number of Sentencesg Uged ¢ For each situation 10 ~ .. .-

. sentences were given, The respondents were supposed to
write their impressions based on the given statements, They
were free to use any number of statements ( naturally from
1 to 10 ) for thelr impressions. Humber of statements used
for each impression were counted. In Table No, 4,46, levelwise
frequencies of impressions using particular number of sentences

have heen given., The table reveals that @

1. The subjects of system II used only one sentence
214 times for making an impression and 174 times
they used two sentences.

2. The subjects of gystem IV, only 74 times used one
sentence to write an impression, while 51 times

three sehtences were used.
: the

3. Overall some 838 times /\resg;ondents used two sentences
for writing impressions, 556 times one sentence, 118

times three sentences, and 75 times remalning different
combinations.

In sum, it can be said that most of the impressions

were based on one, two or three sentences.
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Conflicting - Nonconflicting 3 The respondents

were allowed to write their impressions on any combination
of statements. Broadly, three combinations of statements
were classified : impressions based on (1) conflicting
s;catanen’cs; (2) on one statement, and (3) based upon
more thanh one non-fonfticting statements. Levelwl se,
frequencies of impression based on the different type of
combinations and their means }»iere calculated, and
presented in Table No. 4.47., The Table No. 4.47 reveals

that, overall 951 impressions were based on conflicting

statements, 556 on single statements and 80 on hon-conflicting

but more than one statements, leading to total 1587,
J

The subjects of system II, used conflicting infommation
185 times and subjects of system IV, used 308 times,
while subjects of system III, used 235 times ang,
system I, 233 times. The subjects of system I1II had
written less number of conflicting impressions,

while the subjects of gystem IV had written highest
number of conflicting impressions.

In the present chapter results and interpretations

were given, In the next chapter the results have heen

discussed.



