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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEM

The literature on the subjlect of alcoholism seems
to be larpgely characterized by loosely controlled
studies and many contradictory findingse, Lack of
methodological rigor has no doubt contributed to these
apparently divergent results,

Hardly any of the studies sufficiently take inte
consideration the representativeness of the sample
of alecoholics used nor factors that might be speciflc
to the problems of alcoholism and for which adequate
coﬁtrols are réquired. These include: a) age,
educational level, intelligence and soclio-economic
status; b) whether the alcoholics are inpatients,
outpatients, in prison, or free; c¢) whether the alco-
hollcs are sober at the tlme of study; and if sober,
the duration of sobriety; &) whether withdrawal is
completed; e} whether the alcoholic 1s actively
Interested 1n seeking help, the type of help he
seeks and why; ) the length of the history of drinking;
g) the dlagnostic criteria of alcoholism; and h) the

manner of selecting the alcoholices,
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Another issue concerns the selection of adequate
control groups. Many studies asimply use on unselected
sample of non-alcoholles from among a psychlatric
population, eollege students, or other convenient
group, without controlled for differences in educational
and soclo-~economle backgrounds,

A third criticism of many published studies on
alcoholism relatee to the lack of theoretlcal rationale,
Many are hardly more than clinlcal impressions or lists
of obaservations or tralt descriptions derived from
test batterlies, Theory testing 1e largely absent and
when undertaken sometimes involves oversimplification
of the theory., There are few double~blind studies and
very little consideration 18 glven to the role of
experimenter bias, The present research 1s designed
to take 1Into account and to control for some of these
deficiencies In previous studies.

An examination of the literature on alcohollsm
discloses that the role played by aggression in male
alcoholism is one of the many unresolved lssues. For
instance, Menninger (1939) conclﬁded that confllet
over aggression is the major etlological factor in

the development of alcoholism in males, Whille

Menninger, K, Man Against Himself, New York, N.Y.:
Harcourt, Brace & Co., 18939,
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MeCord and McCord (1960) concluded that conflict over
dependency was the major etlological factor. Menninger
{(1939) belleved that alcoholism was iitself an indireect
expression of aggression due to the inability of
alecoholles to express aggresslon dlrectly. But MeCord
and McCord (1960) reported that alcoholics are belliger-
-ent and show a "laeck of inhibltion in the area of
aggreasion", Yet difficulty in expressing aggression

in adult male alcohollcs has been reported by Fox (1965),

Zwerling and Rosenbaum {1959) and Mathias (1956).

McCord, M, & McCord, J., Origins of Alcohollem, Stanford
University Press, 1960,

Menninger, K., op. cit.

Fox, R, Psychlatric aspects of alcoholism, Amer, J,
Psychother., 1986, 19, 408-416.

Zwerling, I. & Rosenbaum, N., Alcohol addletion and
personality. In S, Arietil (Ed,) American
Hendbook of Psychiatry, New York, N.Y.: Baslc
Books, 1950,

Mathias, R., An experlimental investigation of the
personallty structure of chronie aleoholics,
&lcoholies anonymous, neurotlie and normal groups,
Dissertation, Univer, of Buffalo, Source of
abstract: Diss, Abst,, 1956, 16, 156-157,
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Menninger (1939) and McCord and McCord (1960)
based thelr concluslons upon observations of differ-
ent populations and this may partially account for
the diserepancy in thelr observatione, Mennlnger
(1939) stud%ed a group of alecoholics that conalsted
largely of patlents of upper soclo-~economle status
who hed recelved some psychcocanalytlc treatmént,
whereas McCord and McCord studied adolescents and
adults of lower soclo-economic status, Since membhers
of different eocio#economic clasges may hold different
attitudes towards expreésing aggression, the soclo-
economlc variable may be an important one to consider
when studying conflicts over aggresslon In aleoholics,
Also, according to Robins (1966) different etlological
factors may be operative 1ln different subtypes of
aleohollica,

Another difficulty 1n interpreting the McCord and
MeCord (1960) findings stems from the lack of informa-
tion about the conditions under which the acts of
belligerence occurred, and the absence of information

as Lo whether the subjects were sober when they were

observed or not,

Menninger, K. op. cilt,

McCord and McCord, op. cit.

Robins,L., Deviant Children Grown Up. Baltimore, Md.:
Williams & Wllkins, 1966,
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Attitudes toward both aggresslon and dependenby
appear to be related to sex role definitions in our
culture., In our soclety, men are expected to be more
aggressive and more independent than women; and women
are expected to be more passive and more dependent
than men, Accordingly, men will more freqguently
find themselves oblliged to 1lnhibit thelir dependency
needs, whille women are more likely to find themselves
called upon to inhiblt thelr aggressive impulses,
Whenever, the behavlors, attitudes and feelings of &
pereon do not accord with his soclal role expectations
he finds himself in confliet. Xagan and Moss (1962)
present data that support the expectation that conflict
about dependeney is charescterlstic of normal men, and
that confllet about aggresslon is characteristic of
normal women, Kagan and Moss proposed that this
finding of differential conflict 1n men and women 1isa
related to the normal social role expectations they
learned as a result of pressures upon them as chlldren
to learn sex-approprlate behaviors,

If Kagan and Moss (1962) are correct, normal men

would be expected to have confllcts about dependency.

Kagan, J, & Moss, H., Birth To Maturity. New York, N.Y.:
J. Wiley & Sons, 1962,




o

Thus the theory proposed by McCord and McCord (1960)
of the eticlogical role of conflict over dependency
in male aleoholiles would not constltute & hypothesils
whlch would differentiate the development of male
alcohollism from the development of normal males, All
men are expected to have dependency, conflicts,

Menninger's (1939) theoretical position, however,
whlech identifies conflict over aggression as etiologi~
cal in male alcoholism, does offer a possible dimenslon
along which the development of male alcoholism might
be differentiated from that of normal males, According
to this hypotheslis, male alcoholies would be expected
to show more conflict over aggreseion than is normal
for males,

Commeon observatlons suggest that In mormal male
subjects frustration ordinarily results in a tendency
to act aggressively ( Dollard, et. al., 1939) but that
male alcoholice tend to react to frugffation by
Ingesting alecochol, The lnability to respond with an
appropriate aggressive response to frusiration may
tend to perpetuate the drinking pattern., The hypothesis

will be advanced that confllet over the expression of

McCord and McCord, op. cit.
Menninger, op. ecit.,

Dollard, J, et. al., Frustration and Aggression, New
Haven, Conn,: Yale Univ, Press, 1939,
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aggression 1n male alcohelics 1s Intensified when
they are 1ln frustrating or stressful sltuvatlons.

The frustration 1s expected to Intensify the conflict
over aggression because 1t is expected to arouse

. aggresalve response tendencies which are then reacted
to with a greater tendency toward inhiblition of the
the aggressive response, Alcohollic men are expected
to differ from normal males In that they will be
expected to inhdbit appropriate aggresslve responseé
to frustration.

The inability to respond in an appropriately
aggressive manner may cause male alccholies to feel
that they are not functioning in accordance with male
role expectations of this seceiety. Hence, the reports
of distorted or inadeguate masculine ldentificatlion
in male alcoholics reported in the literature (Laird,
1962; Parker, 1959; Meer and Amon, 1963) might possibly

be related to conflict over aggression.

- -

' Laird,J., The comparison of female normals, psychlatrie
patients and alcoholies for sex drawn first. J.
Clin. Psychol., 1962, 18, 473,

FParker, F., A comparlson of the eex temperament of
alcoholles and moderate drinkers, Amer, Soclol,
Rev., 1959, 24, 366-3T4,

Meer, B, & Amon, A., Age-sex preference patterns of
alcoholles and normals., Quart. J, Stud. Alcohol,
1963, 24, 417-431,
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In the present research the hypothesis that male
alcoholies show more conflict over aggression than
normal males will be tested through a study of thelr
responses to tachistoscopleally-presented stimuli,

The drawings of aggressive and dependent scenes, used
in the Kagan and Moss {(1962) study, appear especially
relevant for the proposed study of such conflicts in
male alcoholies, The present study ls modeled upon
the Kagan and Moss study with gertain modifications
which will be presented in the procedure sectlon below.

Recognition thresholds to tachistoscopically-
presented stimull were used by Kagan and Mose as
indicatprs of confliet, anxiety, and repression. The
uge of recognition thresholds as indicators of conflict
i1s based upon the assumpiion that conflietful material
arouses anxlety which interferes with the processing
of stimulus information., Thus verbal distortion or
delayed verbal report is assumed to result from the
confliet or anxiety which a2 sitimulus arcuses.,

In addition to measuring recognition thresholds
for aggressive, dependent, and neutral scenes, the
present researéh will undertake experimental manipula-
tion of the recognition thresholds for aggressive scenes

by introducing a frustration. Thus the relation of

Kagan and Moss, op. cit.
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frustration to aggression in male alecohollces wlll be
explored. Frustration 1s expected to increasé the
conflict over aggression in alcoholic subjects and to
result 1n higher recognitlion thresholds. Frustration
18 expected to facillitate the expression of the aggress-
ive response ln normel subjects and to result in lower
recognition thresholds for the aggressive scenes,

The followling hypotheses will be tested by
measuring the verbal report to tachistoscopically-
presented line drawings depicting neutral, dependent
end aggresslve scenes:

Hypothesis 1, Alcohollic men are not expected to

show more conflict over the expression of verbal responses
to neutral stimuwll than non-alcoholle men. It is pre-
dicted that there will not be any significant differences
between the alcohollec and non-alcohollc groups on the
recognition thresholds for neutral scenes.

Hypothesls 2. Alcohollc men are not expected to

show more conflict over the expression of verbal responses
to dependent stimull than non-alcoholic men. It 1s pre-
dicted that there will not be any significant differences
between the alcohollic and non-aleccholic groups on the

recognlition thresholds for dependent scenes,
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Hypothesls. 3, Alecohollc men are expected to have

more confliect over the expression of aggression than
non-alcoholiec men, It is predicted that alcoholle
men wlll have slignificantly hlgher recognition

thresholds for the aggresslve scenes than non-

alcoholic men,

Hypotheslis 4a., Non-—alcoholic men will have

significantly lower recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenes under condifions of frustration than under
conditlions of non~frustration,

Hypothesis 4b. Alcoholic men will have signifi-

cantly higher recognlition thresholds for aggressive
scenes under condltions of frustration than under
conditions of non-frustration,

Hypothesis 5., Recognition thresholds for

aggresslive scenes will be independent of a) age,
b) educational level, e¢) length of drinking history,

and d) duration of sobriety.
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CHAFTER II

PROCEDURE

Subjects

The subjects used in the experiment were matched
for age and educational level (See Table 1). The groups
were sgselected so as to control for socio-economic factors
and matched for whether or not they were seekling help
with thelr drinking problem.

The subjects consisted of eighty English-speakling
men ranging from 24 to 48 vears of age. 8Sixty were
chroniec alecholice and 20 were non-alcoholles, The
diagnosis of alcohollsm was established by prhysiclans
speclalizing in services to alecoholies. The subjects’
medlcal records of the Rowery groups were screened so that
all Ss showing uniequivocal evidence of central nervous
system disease were eliminated from the study. The
gsubjects wefe divided Iinto four groups. Each group
conslsts of ten palrs of subjects matched for age
and educational level with a palr in every other group.

Group I. Alcoholics not actively seeking help
with their drinking vproblem, They had been located

in a drunken stupor on the streets of the Bowery,



TABLE 1
AGE AND EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF THE FOUR GROUPS

G R 0 U P &S

VARIABLES Bowery Bowery | Non-
no-help help | Bowery, help | Control

I II III IV
AGE
(in years 38,1 38.4 38.0 3T .6
EDUCATION

(In years] 11.4 10.9 11.6 11.8
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The first ten consecutive subjects meeting the study's
criteria were selected., The next ten subjects were
chosen so a8 to be matched to the first ten subjects.
(See Appendlx A for the matehing variables), Many of
these subjects may be found again and agaein in the same
condition on the streets and there ls convinclng
clinical evidence that they are a chronie population,

The subjects were not tested untll the fourth or
fifth day after admission to the Manhattan Rowery
Project so as to insure that withdrawal was complete
and that the signs of zcute intoxificatlion were absent.
Subjects were tested at the detoxiflcatlon center and
were rewarded with cigarettes for their voluntary
cooperation.

Group II. Alcoholics who were or had been living
on the Bowery and who were seeking help with their
drinking problem at the Shelter Care Treatment Center
(Operation Bowery). The sample was drawn from clients
who maintalned regular contact with the center, Subjects
were tested on a voluntary basis and received clgarettes
for their cooperation,

Group III. Alcoholies who had never 1lived on the

Bowery, were living "uptown" and were seeking help with
thelir drinkling problem either by actlive A,A, attendance
and/or by attending and paying for group psychotherapy

with a private practitioner. Thus this group is of higher
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soclo-economic status than Group I and II. f;L men
were located through a private practitioner and )2
through the central office of Alcoholics Anonymous,

They were tested at the Graduate Center of the
City University of New York.

Group IV, Non-alecholle subjects who were located
through the New York State Employment Service, Actor's
Equity Aseociation, and through publie advertising.
They were pald an hourly wage for participation in the

study.

Apparatus
l., A constant illumination projection taschisto-
scope (Lafayette Instrument Company, Lafayette, Indiana).
S8 sat 52 1nches from the screen on which
the size of the projected plectures were 17 £ 25
inches, The distance betiween the shutters of
the tachlstoscope and the screen was 90 inches.
The 1llumination at the screen was 30 foot

candles. This was the only source of light in
the room. Ss were dark adapted for 10 minutes.

2. A tape recorder to record the testing sessions.
The test protocols were transcrlbed by an asslstant
who had no knowiedge of the group, c¢ondlition or the
hypotheses of the study.

3. A chinese puzzle consisting of two nails was

used as a source of frustration. S8 were given the

followling instructlons:
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The next part of the experiment is to determine
how good you are at figuring things out with your
hands as well as your head. You have probably seen
and played with this puzzle when you were around
tWwelve years old and will probably find it easy.

If you can get the nalls apart in one minute you
will receive four packs of cilgarettes, If you
can get the nalls apart in two minutes you will
recelve two packs, Are you ready? Remember no
pushing is allowed, Go,

Time was indicated every 15 seconds, The task
waeg interrupted after two minutes so that S8 could not

complete the task,

4, The Kagan and Moss Tachistoscopic Recognition
Task {KMTRT).

The KMTRT was used to obtain indicators of conflict
regarding aggression and dependency. This test consists
of 19 line drawlngs deplcting elght "aggressive", six
"dependency", two "physical harm" and three "neutral"

1

scenes-, In half of the aggresslive and dependency scenes

the content is identical but the sex of the demlnant

1, The pictures were shown to 26 judges who were asked

to characterize the emotlonal content of each plcture

into one of filve categorles ( apgressive, dependent,
romantliec, neutral and other), The eight scenes designated
by Kagan and Moss as aggresslve were classifled as aggressive
an average of 90% of the time; the range was from 62%-100%.
classification in the aggressive category for the elght
plctures, The plectures designated as dependent were
classified as dependent as average of 86% of the time;

the range was from 65%-96% classification in the

dependent category for the six plectures. The scenes
deslignated as neutral were clasgified as neutral an
average of 67% of the time; the range was from 42%-100%
classification in the neutral category for the three
plctures,
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figure 18 reversed, See Appendix B for coples of

the pletures,

Administration. The pictures are presented at

seven possible exposure speeds ( 0,01, 0,02, 0,04,
0.10, 0,20, 0,50, and 1,00 seconds). Three practice
plectures are presented for 1.0 seconds each., The S
is given the followlng instructions:

I am now going to show you some pictures at a
very rapld speed and I want you to tell me what is
happening in the plctures. Who are the people, are
they male or female? What are thelr approximate ages?
That is, are they old, middled-aged, young adults
or children? Finally, what 1s each person in the ple-
ture doling?

The 19 pictures are flrst shown at the fastest
speed, 0.0l seconds, and the subjeet is asked to report
what he sees after each pleture is presented., After
all the pletures have been shown once, the S5 ls told
that he will see all of the pictures again at a slightly
elower speed end in a different order, The order is
randomly chosen 1ln advance so that all subjects see
the pictures 1n the same order. The procedure 1ls
repeated untll the suﬁject correctly identifies all
of the pictures for two consecutive trilals.

scorling, There 1s no overall or total score for
the test, Each picture recelves a separate score, A
Bcore consists of the trlal number at which the subjeect

first accurately describes the Bex, approximate ages

of the stimulus flgures and the content of the picture
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and thereafter continues to do so wlthout error. A
score of 8 1s assigned when a subject fails to produce
a correet response by the seventh trial. The fastest
posslble accurate recognition score is 1. The slowest
poselble recognitlion score is 7. Inaccurate recogni-
tion receives a score of 8L,

The following subscores were computed for each
geubject:

1. The mean score for the 8 aggresslve scenes;

la, the mean score for scenes In which females
are aggresslve;

1b, the mean score for scenes 1n whiech males
are aggresslive;

2., The mean score for the 6 dependency scenes;

2a.. the mean Bcore for scenes in which females
are dependent;

2b. the mean score for scenes 1in whilch males
are dependent;

3. The mean score for the neutral scenes,

Deslgn of the Study

Each group of subjects was divided into two sub-
groups of matched subjects, One sub-group was tested
under the frustration condition; the other was tested
under the non-frustratlon condiition. Subjects were

tested indlvidually,

l. Kagen and Mosg reported that the percentage of agree=
ment between two lndependent scorers assessing the trial
at which age, sex, and activity of the stlmllus figures
wes correctly reported was 94%. In the present study,
the lnterscorer aggreement on a random sample of 20

cages was 88%,
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The Frustration Condition: First the frustrating

tagk was administered, Thls was followed hy the Kagan
and Moss Tachlstoscopic Recognition Task (KMTRT)., A
hackground hiétory auestionalire was then completed,
Forty subjects were tested under this condltion.

The Non-Frustration Condlition: Some background

history cuestions were asked which took ahout 5 minutes.
This was followed'by the KMTRT. After completion of
the KMTRT the rest of the background history cuestionalre
was completed. Forty subjects were tested under this
condlition,

Kagan and Moss showed thelr male subjects only
scenes with male stimulus flgures performing the
dominant action and female subjects were shown only
scenes with female figures performing the dominant
actlon. The present study included sex-matched aggressive
and dependent scenes so &8 to permit an analysis of the
influence of the sex of the domlinant flgure on the
recognition threshold scores,

Treatment of the Data

The first four hypotheses of the study were tested
by a factorial analysis of variance design (Ferguson, -
1959). The data were the mean recognition threshold
gcores for the neutral, dependency, and argresslve
sceneg condidered for the four subject groups and the

two experimental conditions,

Ferguson, G,, Statistlcal Analysis in Psychology and
Education, New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill Rook Co.,, 1959.
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For the first three hypotheses the key statistiecal
measure consldered 1lsg the groups effeet. In additlon
separate one-way analyses of varlance were performed
on the scores for each of the experimental conditlons,
Comparieons among means were also made, The Duncan
test ( Edwards, 1965; p. 136) was used for comparisons
among the three alcecohollie groups with the error term
derived from the factorlal analyses of varlance. The
Dunnett test ( Edwards, 1965; p. 152) was used when
alcoholle groups were compared to the non-e2leochollce
group,

Two methods were used to test the fourth hypothesls.
The major test was the interaction term of the factorial
analysts of varliance of the recognition thresheld
scores for the aggresslive scenes, The second test was
the comparison of the scores obtalilned with the two
experimental conditlons for each group analyzed by
the applicatlion of the t-test for each group., One-talled
levels of significance were appropriate since the di-
rection was speciflcelly predicted for each group.

The fifth hypothesis was tested by the applica-
tion of the Pearson product moment correlatlion method.
The correlation coeffilclents were computed for the
recognition threshold scores and the relevant demo-

graphlc variables and were tested by the appropriate

Edwards, A, Experlimental Deslgn in Psyechologieal Research.
NewYork, N.Y,: Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1965,
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level of significance determlned by the slze of the
sample,

The data were further analyzed to assess the lmport-
ance of the sex of the dominant stimulus figures on the
recognition threshold scores for dependent and aggressive
scenes, The recognition threshold scores for the matched
Bex pairs were analyzed using the Winer repeated measure-
ments factorlal design with repeated measurements on the
last factor (Winer, 1962; p.337). The primary result
to be consldered 1s the sex of the domlinant figure effect,
though other findings will also he examined,

Formal predictlons were not made about these data,
but we dld expect to find higher recognition threshold
scores for those aggressive scenes showing females as
aggresgive than for those showing males as aggressive,
Higher recognition threshold scores were also expected
for those dependent scenes showing males as dependent
than for those showing females as dependent,

Careful incuiry following the administration of
the test revealed that none of the subjects had any
idea as to the hypotheses of the study, The ma jority
assumed that the aim of the study was to assess if

damage was done to the eves as a result of alcoholism,

Winer, B, Statistical Prinéiples in Experimental Design.
New York, N.Y.: McGraw-Hill, 1962,




CHAPTER III

RESULTS

Recognition Threshold Scores for Neukral Scenes

Table 2 presents the mean recognition threshold
scores for the neutral scenes for non-frustration and
frustration conditions, indivldual analyses of variance
for both of these conditions, factorial analysis of
variance of the two conditions by groups, and mean
comparisons. |

None of the analyses revealed any significant
differences. All groups have similar recognlition
threshold scores for neutral seenes. Thus the data
support the hypothesls that the greoups dc¢ not differ
in thelr recognition threshold scores for neutral
stimull. Alcoholies appear to be gimilar to non-
alcoholics in their ability to identify tachistoscoplcally-
presented non-affective stimuli.

Recognition Threshold Scores for Dependency Scenes

Table 3 presents the mean recognition threshold
scores for the dependeney scenes for non-grustration
and frustration conditions, individual an#lyses of
variance for both of these conditlions, factorial
analysls of variance of the two conditions by groups,

and mean comparisons.



TABLE 2

MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD SCORES FOR NEUTRAL SCENES

CONDITIONS G R O U P S5 AFRALVYSES
18 118 I11a iva F Significant
Comparlsons
Non-
Frustration | 4.70 4,14 4,92 4,71 1,11 None
Frustration | 4,46 4.57 3.97 4,63 LT None
Combined (4.58) | (4.36) (4.45) [(4.57)
Factorial Analysias of Variance
Source af Meén Square F | P
Rows (Conditions) 1 .882 .79 |ns
Columns (Groups) 3 . 391 .35 |ns
Interaction 3 1.625 1.46 ins
Within 72 1,108
Total 79

Signlficant Mean Comparisons

Dunnett Comblned Mean with Controlt: None
Duncan Combined Groups H
Lt for each group between conditions:None

None

Groupss

to the non-Bowery alccholle group seeking help;

I refers to the Bowery group not seeking help;
IT refers to the Bowery group seeking help; III refers

refers to the non-alcoholic control group,

# Significant at the
Signficant at the

%

.05 level
01 level

v



TABLE 3

MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD SCORES FOR DEPENDENCY SCENES

CONDITIONS G R O U P 8 ANALYSES
18 112 1118 el F Significant
Comparisons
Non-
Frustration 6.36 | 6.10 4,94 | 6,18 12,21 | I-III%% IT-TII#*
IV-III%%
Frustration 6.97 | 6.41 5.13 | 6.75 6.63*J I-ITI%% TII-IV%
II-III%
Combined (6.68)] (6.26) | (5.04) |(6.47)

Factorlial Analysis of Variance

Source df Mean Sauare | F P
Rows (Conditions) 1 3,445 2.34 | ns
Columns (Groups) 3 10.812 7.361 ,01
Interaction 3 .194 13| ns
Within 72 1,467

Total 79

Slgnificant Mean Comparlsons

Dunnett Combined Mean wlth Control: III-IV##
Duncan Comblined Groups: I-III% II-TII#
Lt for each group between conditions: None

a, Groups: Irefers to the Bowery group not geeklng help;
I1I refers to the Bowery group seeking help; III refers
to the non-Bowery alcoholic group seeking help; IV
refers to the non-aleoholic control group.

* Significant at the ,05 level,
W Significant at the ,01 level,
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The Rowery alcoholics showed mean recognition
threshold scores for dependency scenes that were
similar to those of the non-alcohoclics, but contrary
to our hypothesis, the non-Rowery alcoholic group had
lower recognition threshold scores than the other
groups and therefore, seems to have less confllct over
dependency than the other three groups.

Neverthelegs, the combined alcoholle group as a
whole showed no difference from the non-alcoholic
group. The deviation shown by Group III is obscured
if the groups are not considered 1ndiv1dua11y1'2.

Recognitlon Threshold Scores for Aggresslve Scenes

Table 4 presents the mean recognition thresholad
gcores for aggressive scenes for mon-frusiration and
frustration conditions, individual analyvses of vari-
ance for hoth of these conditions, factorial analysis
of variance of the two conditions by groups, and

mean.comparisons,

l, The sgignificant Groups effect found in the factorial
analysis of variance indicates Group III's deviation
from each of the other groups,

2. Although the effect did not reach etatistical signi-
ficance, all groups had higher recognition threshold
gcores under the frustration condi tion than under
the non~frustration condition,



TABLE &
MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD ECORES FOR AGORESSIVE SCENES

CONDITIONS G R 0 U P 8 ANALYSES
® | 11®| 1128 v | F | significent
' o Comparisons

None
Frustration | 6.5% | 6,19 [ 5,67 | 6,111 2,35 I.11II®
Frustration | 6,86 | 6.52 |4.99 | 5,90 12.69*J I=111%% I=]Voe®

: ‘ | JI«]I1I® JT1I=-]1V0R
Combinad (6.T1)(6.36)(5.33) [(6.01)

Fagtorial éﬁnlzs;g of Varisnce

dource ar Mean Square F P |
Rowa (Conditions) 1 066 .12 ne
Colurns (CGroups) 3 6,806 12,61 0l
Intersction 3 1.185 2.19 ns
within T2 . 539
Total 79
Significant Mean Comparpisong
Dunnett Combined Mean with Control: I=IVe& III-IVae
I & I ~1IVa

Dunean Combined Groupss I-I1I## JI-I]II#e
1 for each group between conditionss None

a, Groups: I refers to the Bowery group not seeking help;
Ii refers to the Bowery group seeking helpi IXI refers
to the non-Bowery alooholie group secking help: 1V refera

to the non-aleoholic control group,

* Indlcates eignificance at the 05 lavel,
#% Indicates signifioance at the .01 level.
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Alcoholics were predicted to show more conflict
over the expresslion of aggression than non-alecholles
ag reflected in higher recognition threshold scores,
But as can be seen in Table 4, the three alecoholle
groups did not respond consistently to aggressive
stimuli, Group III's mean recognition threshold scores
were lower than the other two aleoholle groups and also
slgnificantly lower than the control group.

However, when the means for Groups I and II are
combined they are significantly higher than the control
group as predicted., Thus, though the uptewn alcoholic
group had lower recognition threshold scores than the
control group, the Bowery groups did have significantly
higher recognition threshold scores for aggressive
scenes than the control group.

The Effect of Frustratlion on Recognitlon Threshold Scores
For Aggresslve Scenes

Frustration was predicted to intensify the conflict
over aggression in alcoholic men and thus alcohollc men
were expected to have signifiecantly higher threshold
scores under the conditlon of frustration than under
the condition of non-frustration. Frustration was
predicted to facilitate the expression of aggresslve
reaponges in non~alcoholiec men and thus non-alcoholics
were expected to have significantly lower threshold
scores for aggressive stimull under the condition of

frustration than under the condition of non-=-frustration,
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Table 4 shows that the two Bowery groups performed
as predicted. Both Bowery groups showed hlgher
recognlition threshold scores for aggresslve scones under
the frustration condition than under the noh-frustration
condition, but the differences were not statlstically
significant, ‘

The reaction of the third alecoholic group, the
non-Sowery group III, was contrary to hypothesls, This
group had lower scores under the frusiration condition
than under the non-frustration condition, but this
difference was not statlstlcally significant either,

The gontrol group, although performing as predicted,
did neot show as great a difference between the two
conditions as did Group III,

Thus the hypothesis does not recelve strong sta-
tistiecalvsupport. Group III eontradicts the hypothesils
and the scores of the Bowery groups and the non-
alcoholice group, while In the predicted direction are
not statistically significant.

It is interesting to note that more significant
differences were found between the groups under the
frustration condition than under the non-fruastration
condition. An overall F test of 12.69 is significant
at the .01 level of confidence, Evidently the condition
of frustration amplifies the differences between the

groups,
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Demographic Varlables and Recognition Threshold Scores

Table 5 presents the correlatlons between each
individual's mean recognition threshold scores and age,
education, duratlon of sobriety, and chronicity of
drinkingl.

As seen in Table 5, age and education were not
gignificantly correlated with recognition threshold
scores, But duratlon of sobriety is negatively
correlated with recognition threshold scores for
aggressive scenes, espebially for those aggresslive scenes
showing males dominant. Thlis relationshlp suggests that
the longer a subject has been sober the lower will be
hls recognition threshold scores for the aggresslve
scenes, The converse also holds, that is, the shorter
the duration of sobriety the more difficulty he will
exhibit in reporting the content of aggressive scenes,
This relationship holds primarily for the aggressive
scenes showlng males dominant., There was no correla-
tion between duraticon of sobriety and the scores for
aggresslve scenes showing females dominant, Further-
more, duratlion of sobriety was not correlatéd wlth any

of the other recognlition threshold scores,

1. The chroniclty of drinkilng score 1s a ratio derived
from the number of years of actual drinking over the
person's age.
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TABLE 5

CORRELATION RETWEEN MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD SCORES
AND DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES

THRESHOLD SCORES DEMOGRAPHEIC VARIABLES
Age® |EducationP |SobrietyC Chroniclty®

Total Aggression AT .00 - SdKd -.04

Female .13 W13 -.18 -~,08

Male 11 ~-.13 —33%% .00
Total Dependency - 04 -.01 -.17 -~ .28%

Female A -.09 -el19 ~-.21

Male .04 .07 -.12 -.23
Neutral .00 -, 17 .06 -.14

I
¥

a,b. N equals 80; an r of .22 significant at the ,05 level,
an r of .28 significant at the .01 level.

C. N eguals 74 due to missing data; an r of .23 1s
slgnificant at the .,0% level, an r of .30 1s
significant at the ,01 level,

d. N equals 54; there 1s no data on chronicity from
Group I; an r of ,27 1is slgnlficant at the ,05
level; an r of .36 is signficant at the .0l level.

% Signlificant at the .05 level,
% Significant at the ,01 level,
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A significant negatlve correlation was also found
to obtain between the recognition threshold score for
the dependency scenes and chronicity of drinking ratio.
Persons who have a higher chronlcity of drinking ratio
have lower threshold scores for dependency scenes and
those with higher threshold scores for dependency
scenes have a lower chronlcity of drinking ratio.

Thus varlables such as age and educatlonal level
do not appear to be related to recognition threshold
scores but varlables relating to drinking itself such
as the proportion of one's life spent drinking and
the duration of sobriety are. Recognition threshold
scores for aggressive scenes appear to be related to
duration of sobriety and recognition threshold scores
for dependency scenes appear to be related to the pro-
portion of one's life spent drinking. Aggression and
dependency recognition threshold scores thus appear to
be related to different aspects of the alcoholie syndrome.
The Drinking Variables

Table € presents the mean data obtained from the
subjects about their drinking history. The duration.
of sobriety and the number of years that drinkihg has
been a problem are estimates about thelr lives glven |

by each subject.
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TABLE 6
DRINKING VARIABLES: MEANS
VARIABLE G R O U P &
T8 172 III®
Duration of sobriety 4.5 dayg Biweeks |39%4months
Actual Years that
Drinking a problem b 13,0 veard 14,6 yeans
Chroneitiy ratio b . 337 . 428
—

a, Groups:

I refers to the Bowery group not seeking help;

II refers to the Rowery group seeking help; and III
refers to the non-Bowery alcohollic group seeking help.

b. Information was not available on the drinking history

of G’I'O'up I.



-22-

As can be geen in Table & the groups differ in the
duration ol thelr sobriety. Group III had the longest
duration of sobriety, whereas Group I had the shortest,
However, a non-significant rank order correlation coeffilcient
of .27 was found when duration of sobrietv and recognition
threshold for aggresslve scenes were correlated for the
20 subjects in Group III.

In addition, Group III reports a longer history
of drinking than Group II'. The chroniclty ratio
indicates that Group III has spent a larger proportlion
of thelr lives drinking. The median number of years
of drinking a problem for Groups II and III combined
wag 15 vears. The recognition threshold scores for
the dependency scenes for those below the medlan was
5.78 while the recoanition threshold scores for those
above the median was 4.73. This breakdown of the scores
for the groums combined corresponds to the correlational
finding of a negative relationshlp between the chronicity
ratlo and the recognlition threshold scores for the
dependency scenes. However, when each group 1is divided
into high and low history of drinking, only Group III

shows & sllight trend to support the finding.

l. There is miseing data on the number of vears that
drinking is a prohlem from Group I due to inadequate
record keeping. It 18 not clear how that group would
have I1nfluenced the findlings.
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Bex of the Aggresslive Flgure and Recognitlion Threshold
scores

Table 7 presents the mean recognition threshold
scores for the aggressive scenes iIn which the female
figure is aggressive and those in which the male figure
18 aggresslive for the four grouns under the non-frustra-
tion and frustration conditions, and the factorial
analysis of variance with repeated measurements,

It can be seen from Table 7 that there is a signi-
ficant F of 24.69 (p. £.01) attributable to the sex of
the domlnant or aggresslve figure, There 1is also a
significant groups effect and a significant groups X
sex of the dominant figure interactlion effect. The
mean recognition threshold scores for aggressive scenes
showing a female figure aggressive 1s generally higher
than the mean recognition threshold scores for scenes
showlng a male flgure aggressive for all groups with
the exception of Group I, With frustration Group I
has lower Bgcores for seelng female Tlgures aggressive
than for seelng male Tigures aggressive, The signifi-
cant groups effect slgnifies the lower scores of Group
III as compared to the other groups. In general 1t
appears that longer amounts of time are recuired to
identify females in aggressive posltions than to identify
malez in the "same" aggressive positions,

Sex of the Dependent Figure and Recognitlon Threshold
gcores

Table 8 presents the mean recognition threshold



TABLE 7
MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD SC

ORES AND SEX OF THE DOMINANT

FIGURE IN AGGRESSIVE SCENES
CONDITIONS G R 0 U P S
Ia 118 T118 IVe&
Fem, Male | Fem. Male| Fem, Male | Fem, Male
fig., fig, | fig. fig.]| filg. fig. | fig, flg.
Non -
Frustratioff 6.76 6.3 6.54 5,85 6.23 5,27 6.40 5,83
Frustratiof) 6.48 6.99 6.70 6.34| 5.84 4,34 | 6,41 5,49

Repeated Measurements

Factor;al Analysls of Variance

Source drf Mean r P
Square ‘
i |
Between 79
Condition (&) 1 .27 .27 | ns
Grouvs (R) 3 10.85 10.86 1,01
AB 3 1.90 1,90 | ns
Lrror T2 .99 )
Within 80
Sex of aggressive flgure (C)| 1 15.38 24,69 1,01
AC 1 .07 - e ns
BC 3 2.69 4,31 [,01
ABC 3 1,09 1.74 | ns
Error 72 62
a. Groups: I refers to the Bowery group not seeklng
help; II refers to the Bowery group seeking help;

“III refers to the non-Bower
help; IV refers to the non

¥y alcohollec group eeeking:
-alcoholle control group.
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scores for dependency scenes 1n which the female figure
18 dependent and those In which the male figure i1a shown
as dependent for the four groups under the non-frustra-
tion and frustratlion conditions, and the factorial
analysls of varlance with repeated measurements,

It can be seen from Table B that there ls a signifi-
cant F of 15,20 (p. < .0l) attributable to the sex of the
dependent figure. There is alsco a significant groups
effeet and a significant groups X conditions X sex of
the dependent figure lnteraction effect. The groups
gffect reflects that Group IiI has threshold scores which
are consistently lower than the other groups.

The general pattern l1ls that higher scores are
reguired to recognize a male in a- dependent position
than to recognize a female in a dependent position.

Group II does not follow the same pattern as the other
grouns under the conditlon of non-frustration. Thils
group has more 4ifflculty in identifying females as
dependent than in ldentifying males as dependent. It
also appears that for all groups higher threshold séores
were needed to ldentify men as dependent under the
condition of frustration than non-frustration,

In summary, the data show that higher scores are
regulred to report males as dependent than to report
females as dependent. Thus 1t appears that longer
amounts of time are reculred to ldentify males in
dependent positions than to 1ldentify females in the

"same" dependent positions.



TABLE 8

MEAN RECOGNITION THRESHOLD SCCRES AND SEX OF DOMINANT
FIGURE IN DEPENDENCY SCENES

CONDITIONS G R 0 U P S
18 118 111% v?
Fem, Male |Fem, Male | Fem, Male ! Fem, Male
fig., fig. {fig. fig. | fig, fig. | fig. flg.

Non- Frug=
tration . |6.27 6,50 [|6.21 5.96 | 4,86 5,04 {5.32 6.87
Frustra- |6.29 7,67 |5.83 7.01 [5.14 5,20 6,40 7.00

tion

Repeated Measurements Factorial Analysis of VYarlance

Source df | Mean Sauarg F | P
Between 79

Conditlions (A) 1 7.70 2.68| ns

Groups (RB) 3 20.43 7.11] .01

AR 3 BT «12| ns
Error 72 2.87
Within 80

Sex of dependent filgure (C) 1 15,19 15,201 .01

AC 1 1.42 1.43Ins

BC 3 1.71 1.7l |ns

ABRC 3 3.09 3.091.05
Error T2 .999
a. Groups:t I refers to the Rowery group not seeking

help; II refers to the Rowery group seeklng help;

IIT refers to the non-Bowery alcohollc group;
refers to the non-alcoholle control group.

v



CHAPTER IV
DISCUSSION

The present research was an attempt to clarify
the roles of confliet over aggresslon and dependency
in the etiology of male alcohollsm by assessling
whether these confliects were more prevalent in male
aleohollics than in normal men, The verbal responses
to tashistoscopically-preented stimuli were used as
an index of conflict. Since these responses were
obtained from adults who were already alcoholics, the
conclusions are limlted to the role that these confliets
may play in the personallty pleture of the establlshed
alcoholice; etliologlcal signiflcance can only be inferred,
Another poesible 1limiting factor of the research
concerns the meanling of the scores which are being used
a8 indices of conflliet., These Bcores reflect the time
required for the subject to make an accurate verbal
ldentification of the stimuvll, There are two assump-
tions that are made, One is that longer time for
aceurate 1dentificatlion means perceptual delay 1in
proceésing the stimulus information. The second is

that the dealyed report ls due to conflict about the
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gstimulus material., Impliclt 1s the reasoning that
conflict results Iln a delay either of perceptual or
verbal reporting methods., As we shall suggest later,
1t 18 also possible that confllct may resultrin
heightened sensitivity and alertness to conflletual
material, The limitatlon of using longer recognlition
thresholds as an index of confiiet 1s that we are
foeusing upon only one technique for handling confllct.

The major results of the study show that although
the groups do not vary in thelr threshold scores for
the neutral stimuli, there are slgnificant differences
among groups on threshold scores for aggressive and
dependency stimuli,

Significant differencee were found among the
aleoholic groups on thelr recognition threshold scorses:
for the dependency and aggressive scenes, Only with
the aggresslve scenes did all the alcoholic groups
differ from the control group. However, the alcoholic
groups were not consistent; the Bowery alcohollcs had
significantly higher recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenes than the control group and the non-Bowery alecoholic
group had significantly lower scores than the control
group. The non-Bowery alcoholic group had consistently
lower scores than both the other alcoholic groupse and
the control s;oéﬁ for both dependency and aggressive

scenes. Thesge regults will now be discussed.
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Neutral Stimull

Qur first hypothesls that no differences among
the groups were expected in thelr tachlstoscopic recog-
nitlon threshold scores for neutral scenes was supportead.
This finding establlishes that the groups can perform
equally when non-affective stimull are the object of
thelr perception and verbal report. The finding that
the chronie aleohollice in this study can ildentify
neutral stimull as quliekly as the control group 1s
evidence against any suggestion that there'is central
nervous system effects from prolonged alcohollic intake
which influenced the perceptual apparatus and hence
influenced the scores.

It might be argued that organic damage is present
but that it shows itself only in the processes required
for the integration of affective stimull, That this
is not the case with this study 1s shown by the lower affective
scores of Group III than the control group.

That the neutral stimulil cannot be considered less
complex and therefore easier to identify 1s reflected
in the high threshold scores for thelr accurate identi-
fication as compared tc the threshold scores for ﬁome
of the affective stimuli, See Appendix B ., All
groups required more tlime to recognize the neutral

scenes than for some of the aggressive scenes., However,
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1t ecannct be inferred that there was more conflict over
neutral scenes than there was over aggresslve scenes
because varying stimulus complexity as an influence

on thresholds scores must also be consldered. What

is clear is that despite the absolute amount of time
required to identify the neutrel scenes, the groups
did not differ on their scores for these scenes,

For the reason of varying stimulus complexity it
was not possible to make comparisons between tﬁe threshold
scores for different plectures., The only legitimate
comparisons were between groups on the same pictures
or between the matched-sex plctures deplcting the same
contents.

Conflict QOver Dependency

The hypothesie predicted that there would be no
differences between the alcohollie¢ and non-alcoholie
groups with respect to conflict over dependency and
that thles would be shown by similar threshold scores
for the dependengy scenes for all of the groups. The
reasoning behind this hypotheeis was that since McCord
and MeCord {1960) postulated a dependency conflict for
alcoholics and since Kagan and Moss {(1962) alsc postulated
a dependeney conflict in normal men, that these two

groups were both expected to show dependency confllets,

McCord and McCord, op. clt.
Kagan and Moss, gp. cit,
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The results show that Group III, the non-RBowery
alcoholic group seeking help, differs from the other
alcoholic groups and also from the control group in
having signiflcantly lower recognlition threshold scores
for the dependency scenes. None of the other alecoholic
groups differed from the control group or from esach
other,

That the non-Bowery alcohollc group has lower
threeghold scores for the dependency scenes than the
other groups is contrary to the hypothesis and also
contrary to the theory of McCord and McCord. The
theory would predict higher dependency threshold scores
for the aleoholic groups because of the assumption of
greater conflict in the alecohollies. The findings of
the study are that the Bowery alcohollic groups are no
different from the control group and hence appear to
show the same amount of cnflict over dependency as the
controls., The non-Bowery alcoholic group, in having
lower scores, appears to show less rather than more
conflictlover dependency than the controls and the
Bowery alccholics, This unexpected finding will be
discussed shortly,

A significant negatlive relationship was found be-
tween the chronicity of drinking ratio, l.e., proportion
of one's life spent drinking, and the receognition threshold

scores for dependencey scenes, The finding shows that
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the higher the chronicity ratio the lower the threshold
scores for dependency scenes ( ease in recognizing the
dependency scenes) and the lower the chronicity ratilo,
the higher the threshold scores for the dependency
scenes. If the McCord and McCord (1960) theory were
correct we would assume that the hard-core alcoholie
would show the most confliect over dependency and thus
we would expect & high positive correlation between
recognition threshold scores for the dependency scenes
and chroniecity of drinking ratlo,

It is vossible that the long-standing alcoholie
gives In to hls dependency needs and thus is not in
conflict about them. It might be saild that ﬁhe less '
chronic alocholie is stlill involved with the dependenéy
problem and is 1in confliet about them and thus will
have higher threshold scores than the more chronic
alcohollie, Some observations of MeCord and MeCord
seem to support this view and also lead us to suggest
that dependency conflicts, 1f they are of etiologicaal
slgnificance, are no longer prominent in the adult
alcoholic.

MeCord and McCord note that adult alcoholies
seemed to show a good deal of dependency whereas the
prealcoholics seemed to deny depeﬁdency. Passive
behavior among the boys was negatively related to

lzter aleoheoliam, MeCord and Mclord feel that the

MeCord and McCord, op. cit.
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prealeocholie's reaction to intense dependency needs
1s to aesume a facade of masculinity. In our study,
all subjlects were already dlagnosed aleoholles, hut
perhaps the less chronle alcoholies can be viewed in
the same llght as the prealcohollcs, that is, still
involved in denying his dependency needs, and thus
having higher recognition threshold scores for the
dependency scenes,

Chronleity of drinking, however, does not appear
to sufficlently account for the differences on the
recognition threshold scores for the dependency scenes,
Even though Group III has a longer reported history
of drinking and has & higher chronicity ratlio than
Group II, and the comblned medlan analyels supports
the correlation, the data show that the relationship
between drinklng chronicity and the dependency threshold
gcore is different for each of the groups consldered
separately., For Group II those subjects with a longer
history of drinking do not have lower recognition
threshold scores for the dependency scenes, Group
II1's recoghition threeshold for dependency scenes are
lower than Group II'e even when chronicity 1s matched,
This leads us to suggest that there are other major
differences between the alecoholic groups besides the
chroniecity of drinking to account for the differences
1n the recognition threshold scores for the dependency

scenes,
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To account for Group III's lower recognition
threshold scores for the dependency scenes than the
other aleoholic groups, we can postulate that thils
group, in having a longer duration of sobriety than
the other alcoholic groups, was better able to integrate
the affective stimuli. But this explanation would not
account for Group III's recognition threshold scores
being lowep than the control group, where no incapacity
is suspected,

It 1s also possible to suggest that this group
does 1n fact have less conflict over dependency. Non-
Bowery alcohollcse may be a group which differs from
both normals and Bowery alcohollics. This is open to
future research.

However, an alternative interpretation to that
of lese confllet 1s possible., Thils group may be
representative of "treated" and "controlled" alcoholicsl.
Since Group III consisted of members who regularly
attended wither group therapy or A.A., meetings, thelr
way of handling the tachistoscopic material, and there-
fore conflict itself, might have been influenced by
what they had learned 1in therapy. They may have be-

come more alert and sensitive to the presence of thelr

1. Group III spent considerably more time in Beeking
help consistently than did Group II,.
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dependency conflicté. Thelr low recognition threshold
scores Tor the dependency scenes might mean that they
have developed a different method of handlling conflict.
The sensitlzation through treatment would account for
Group III's deviatlon from both the aleocholie groups
and also from the control group,

Conflict Over Aggression

The third hypothesls stated that alcoholle men
were expected to be more conflicted over the expression
of aggression than are non-alcoholic men and that this
would be reflected in significant differences In
recognitlion threshold scores for the aggressive scenes
between the aleoholle and non-alcoholic groups.

The results glve some evidence to support the n
hypothesis but also yleld some unexpected findings.
Significant differences were found among the alcohollc
groups, In addition the non-Bowery alcoholic group
IIT had significantly lower scores than the control
group. The Bowery aleoholic groups had significantly
higher scores than the control group as predicted.

The high threshold scores of the Bowery groups
would seem to be an indicatlion of greater conflict over
aggression than the other groups. The non-Bowery
alcoholic group would appear to have the least conflicet
over aggressilon, Thus it i1s possible to suggest that
these groups vary in their level of conflict. An
alternative interpretation will be developed shortly

dfter some of the other findingd are considered.
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Sobriety and Recognltlon Threshold Scoresg for Aggressive
Seenes

Conflict over the expression of aggression, as
measured by the recognitlion threshold scores for the
aggregslve scenes, was expected to he independent of
age, educational status, chronicity of drinking history,
and duration of sobriety, As predicted, age, educa-
tion and chronicity of drinking ratio bear no direct
correlatlions with the recognition threshold for the
aggresslive scenes,

However, length of sobriety was found to be neg-
atively correlated with the recognition threshold scores
for the aggressive scenes, Thus the longer the sobriety
the lower the threshold scores, and the shorter the
sobriety the higher the threshold scores for the aggressive
" gcenes,

Duration of sobriety 1s 1onge§t for Group III ,
and &hus appears to be related to Group III's low recognl-
tion threshold scores for aggressive scenes. However,
1t should be noted that the correlation between sobriety
and aggresslion threshold scores did not reach significance
when only Group III was analysed by itself. This may be
due to the small sample sizé of Group III or-an_indication
that other factors are also operative,

Groups II and III had been chosen wlithout any
specification as to duration of sobriety, whereas
Group I had only 4-5 days of sobriety at the time of
testing as a planned part of thls study. Duration of
sobriety was therefore an uncontrolled factor for

Groups II and III, It might have been viewed as an
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overall contaminating factor if duratlion of sobriety
was related to all the threshold scores, buit the fact
-is that 1t was only related (through correlation) to
the recognition threshold for the aggressive scenes.
The lack of relationship between sobriety and the
threshold scoreg for the dependency and neutral scenes
and the presence of a relationship with the recognition
threshold scores for the aggressive scenes Buggests
that 1t is confliet over aggression that bears a
relationship to drinking pattern and alcoholism.

It can be asked why people wlth llttle recent
sobriety show high recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenesg and why those with much recent sobriety show
lo~ threshold scores, and why sobriety is not related
to any other tachistoscopic response? Why does a perscon
who has malntained sobriety show such ease in haddling
aggressive stimuli?

It 18 possible that alecoholics who have attained
only a short duration of sobriety are more conflicted
about the expression of thelr aggreasslve impulses,

This may be the cause of thelr short sobriety. That
is, theilr higher level of confllct over aggression
may interfere with thelr .- .. efforts for longer
sobriety. Or it may be that persons struggling to
maintain sobriety are more consclously aware or unsure

of themselves and are more watehful of their aggressive
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tendencies and may consciously hold back verbal report
of aggression until they are more sure than the others.
Whereas a person who has successfully been sober for
g sustalned period may elther have an openness to respond
or may have learned through therapy to recognize and
perhaps anticipate aggressive situations., Future
research 1s necessary to clarify the processes involved
in the different phases of sobriety. An area to be
studied in line with the suggestions above would be
that of risk-taking hehavior,

One can also sugpect that the great differences
in the duration of sobriety attained by the three groups
1s correlated with some nervous system lmpairment,
However, there are three lines of evidence which speak
against thls interpretation. Our study shows that
Group III had lower scores than the control group
where, of course, no central nervous system damage is
suspected, Secondly, the studies of Karp, Witkln and
Goodenough (1965) give evidence of stability of per-
ceptual functioning throughout the different stages
of the alcoholic sycle, Third, the differences bé—
tween the groups are not shown with the neutral stimuli,
Therefore, the condition of the perceputal apparatus
per se does not serve as an adequate explanation of
the correlation of duration of sobriety with the

recognition threshold scores for the aggressive scenes.

Karp, S., Witkin, H., & Goodenough, D,, Alcoholism and
psychologieal differentiatlion. Quart. J. Stud. Ale.,
19651 ,_2_6_5 589“585. .
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Fox (1965) has suggested that many of the person-
allty characteristics of the alcohollic are direct
results of drinking and that these regressive features
are not present when consistent sohriety le& achleved.
With this view in mind, 1t is poessible to suggest
that a temporal factor In terms of sobriety is the
maln characteristic accounting for the group differ-
ences. However, one must lnquire about what else
occurs during the time period other than sobriety,
Could one infer that 1f the Bowery alcohollcs were
sober for as long as Group III thev would produce
gilmilar threshold scores? What is considered con-
slstent sobriety? Since Grour II had attalned t*o
months of sobriety as compared to 4 days for Group
I, why aren't thelr scores more different from Group
I? Why does Group III have even lower scores than
the control group? This line of auestioning leads
us to conclude that it 1s not sobriety by itself
which influenced the threshold scores.

A main cuestion still to consider 1is what accounts

for the different recognition threshold scores of the

three alecoholle groups,

Fox, R. op. clt.
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Characteristlics of Bowery and Non-BRowery Alchollic Groups

As we have seen the non-Bowery alcoholic subjects
and the Bowery subjects differed in their recognition
threshold scores for the aggressive and dependency scenes,
With both, the non-Rowery alccholic group is consistently
lower than the other groups. We will now explore further
some of the characterlstics of the groups which might
aid in understanding their different tachigtoscopic
performances,

Group III swment considerable time and effort
exploring thelr alcoholie prohlem, either in A.A.
meetings or in &roup psychotherapy. Thev were very
motivated to partleipate iIn the study and made a
speclal trlp to the Center to do so. Their high
motlvation was Iin vart due to a desire to help the
world learn more about alecohollsm and to make a contril-
bution to this. This motivation was their only reward
for participating in the stvdy. The motivation of
the Bowery subjects was more closely related to the
concrete rewards offerred for varticlipating in the study.

‘Group III's attitude, when expressed, reflected
Iinterest in what their results were showing ahout
“alcoholies in general, The Rowery groups seemed
more ccncerned about what the resultse were showing
abhout them in particular, However, this 1s a general

observation and there were excentions in both groups.
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None of the men in Group III had spent time on the
Bowery and none were as devold of interpersonal relation-
ships as were the Rowery alcoholics., Many of them were
working in responslble positions., Some had sustained
quite prolonged periods of sobriety ( although the
average was around three veare, one had been sober for
a8 long as 16 vears). Yet they were still continuing
with treatment to prevent a "slip'". In a sense
deallng with the problem of aicohol became a way of
life for manv of them. Thelr seeking help was wlth
more apparent committment than the Rowery seeking help
group, This group can he considered more successful
in their attempt to rehahilitate themselves, One
might suggest that they were not as chronically alcoholle
as the Bowery groups were 1ln the first place; however
their report of a more lengthy history of drinking as
a problem would seem to negate this view,

One open ouvestion remains in terms of the more
lengthy history of drinking of Group III, This data
i1s the report of the subject. It is poseible that
Group TIIl's sophistication about the course of
alcoholism may have resulted in this esroup's recog-
nizing taht problem drinking existed at an early age
and thus acknowledging this In the auestionaire.u
The Boweryv groups may he prone to more denial about,
thelr drinking history and their report may refelct

this denial rather than the actual history of drinking,



-52-

The question to consider 1s whether the Bowery
alcoholics and the non-Bowery alcoholies were different
at the start or whether the sobriety and treatment
allowed different developments to occur in the non-
Bowery group. The literature on alcoholism touches
upon.these 1ssues and will be briefly discussed,.

The Question of Diagnostiec Differences Between the Groups

It is poesible to apply Knight's (1937) dis-

tinction between reactlve and essential alcohollism

and to suggest that the Bowery groups represent the
| esgentlal classification ( with more severe ego defects)
whereas the non-Bowery alcoholic group represents the
reactive classification ( more psychonsurotic),

This dlstinction allows for differing etiological factors
in eaceh group., Within this frame of reference, little
overlap would he expected between the Bowery and the
'non-Powery alcoholic groups. The non-Rowery group
would not he expected to end up on the Bowery. Since
they repnresent different populatlons, thelr scores
would not be expected to be similar, Thus differénces
in our data between the Bowery and non-Bowery alcoholic
groups could be explained as due to differences in

the subtvpe of alcohollic personallty and etiology.%

Knight, R., The dynamics and treatment of chronlc alcohol
addietion., Bull, Mennlnger Clin,, 1937, 1, 233-250,

1, We are aware that there is the danger of circular
reasoning in the Knight classification system used in
a post hoc manner.
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Karlin and Heller (1946) categorized chronice
alcoholics ancording to three diagnostic classifieations
(peychoneurotic, inadecuate personality and mental
defectives) and found that psychoneurotic alcoholics
wanted cure much more than the others. Applied to the
present study, it can be that Group III, considered
psychoneurotic aleoholics, 4id want cure more than
the other alcohollie groups and did more to attain
this "eure", Here too, a dlagnostic differentiation
would be called upon to account for the difference in
recognition threshold performance between the Bowery
and non-Rowery alcohollc groups, Is it possible that
the desire for cure and the abllity to obtain this
cure interacts with the status of the confliets in
the individual? _

Schaefer {(195%4) found five different alcohollc
personality types through a factor analvsis of psycho-
logical test scores, Of relevance to the present study
is his finding that social competence and occupational
ad justment were related to the personality types
isolated but that age of onset of alcohollism and
drinking was not, These factors parallel the present
findings in that age .of onset of drinking appears

to be the same for all three alcohollc groups;

Karlin, S5, & Heller, H., Chronic alcohollism: psychiatriec
and rorschach evaluation. dJ. Clin, Psychopath., 1946, 8, 291,

Schaefer, E.,, Personality structure of alcohollcs in
outpatlent psychotherapy, Quart. J, Stud. Alc., 1954,
15, 304-319,
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and age and educational level are the same for all groups
and are lindependent of the threshold scores. However,
soclal competence as ghown by Group III appears to be
related to the threshold scores., It 1s posslible that
the soclally competent alechollic handles his dependency
and aggregsive conflicts in a different manner than
does the soclally incompetent person, It is also poss-
ible tha the soclally conpetent alcoholic is not as
conflicted over dependency or aggression as the 1ncom-
vpetent alcoholic,

There are some studies which give evidence to suggest
that matched alcoholic group (in terms of age, education,
and soclo-economiec status) but differing in A.A, membershilp
also differ in other personality characteristles, Selden
(1960} found that A.A. members possess greater "ego
strength'" as measured by the Bender-Gestalt test, than
non-A.A, alcoholics., Selden used Inpatients for acute
alcoholism as his non-A.A. group; this would resemble
our Group I.

Karp, Witklin and Goodenough (1965} found that A.A.
members had less field dependency, as measured by their
perceptual tests, than non-A.,A. members, If we regard
Group III as representative of A,A. members, we would
therefore expect more fleld independence in thils group,
and hence more of an analvtic attitude, than in the
other groups. Thus the differences between A,LA,
members and non-A,A, memhers, as represented by our

dlfferent groups, would seem to correspond with

Eeiden, R, The use of alcoholic anonymous members in '
research on alcoholics., Quart. J. Stud, Alec., 1960,21,506-09,
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differences in styles of handiing conflicts.

Most relevant to the present findings are those
of Mathias (1956). He found that the main difference
- between chronic alcoholles and A,A. members was in
their method of handling aggresslon, The chronic
group gave a pleture of strong self-aggressive trends,
low verbal productivity, and high dysphoric elements.
The A.A. group presented a converse pattern of low
self-aggression, khigh verbal productivity, marked
hypomanic trends and paranoid symptoms. Mathnias says
that the aggression of the chronle alcohollc 1s dir-
ected inward and he tries to counteréct his aggression
by drinking or punishes himself with self-destructive
behavior., The A,A, member's aggression is directed
outward and takes the form of hypomanic and paranoid
trends.

These findings of Mathlas provide an lmportant
1ink for the understanding of the present data and
support an interpretation that we have been suggesting.
If Group III can be viewed as similar to the A.A,
members that Mathias studlied, they would be expected
to be more paranold, suspicious, alert, hypersensitive,
and more freely expresslive of aggresslon. This alcoholie

could be viewed as sensitized to conflietful material

Mathias, R, An experimental investigation of the personality
structure of chronic alecohollecs, alcoholice ananymous,
neurotie¢ and normal groups. Dissertation, Univ, of Buffalo,
Source of abst: Dlss, Abst., 1956, 16, 156-157,
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and as having the propenslty to express what he senses.
Thus, 1t 18 possible that Group III, belng more alert,
and alsc taught not to deny his feellngs would be primed
to express his verceptions far more readily than even

an unsophisticated control group,

The evidence therefore, seems to suggest that the
non-Howery alcoholic's low recognition threshold scores
may be related +to different experiences and to different
atvles of dealing with conflicts in general. The ability
to maintain a longer period of sobriety might be eilther
the cause or the result of the stylistic differences
among the groups. The data on diagnosls from the
llterature suggest that we might be dealing with a
certain subtype of alcoholic whlich might be differentiated
at the outset from the Bowery alcoholics. At present
our resources for this type of differentiation are
iimited; perhaps perceptual tests, such as the Kagan
and Moss Tachlistoscople Recognitlon Task, can be of use
in facllltating thils differentiation, Future research
18 needed to explore thls possibhility.

Sex of the Dominant Figure

The results show that the sex of the dominant
figure has an influence on the recognition threshold
scores for both the dependency and aggressive scenes.

All of the grouvs were simllar when it came to
viewing the aggresgsive scenes showing females as

aggressive., The differences among the groups
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on the recognition threshold scores for aggressive scenes
were only reflected on those scenes showling males as
agegregssive, This strongly suggests that the groups
generally differ in their response to males and
females performing the '"same" aggressive acts, It
is only when viewing aggressive scenes with males
aggressive that the dynamics of the different groups
come into play.

In the case of the dependency scenes, though.
there was a difference among the groups on the thres-
hold scores for scenes showing males dependent as
comapred to scenes showing females dependent (with
the higher threshold scores for the scenes showing
males as dependent), group differences were also
found with the female scenes alone,

Thus 1t 1s possible that with the aggresgsive
scenes, ldentification occurs more readily when the
figures are the same sex as the subject, as Kagan and
Moss have suggested, However, we may add that identi-
fication may be a necessary preregulsite for the
dynamic picture to reveal 1ltself in only some instances,

Frustration and Recognition Threshold Scores for Aggressive

The fourth hypothesls stated that alcohollic men

were expected to show higher recognition threshold
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scores for the agpgresslve scenes with frustration than
under the condition of non-frustration., Non-azlecoholle
men were exvected to have lower threshold scores under
the condition of frustration than non-frustration,

A strong source of evlidence to support this
hypothesis would have been a significant interaction
term from the factorial analysis of variance. This
term did not reach statistlical significance; however,
1t fell jJjust short of reaching 1t, indlcating a trend.

None of the groups themselves show differences
which reach significance when the two experimental
conditions are compared, Group III, however, is the
only group which does not bhehave as had heen predlcted.
Its' scores are lower under the condition of frustra-
tion than under non-frustration, which is contrary to
the hypothesis for alcoholic groups and similar to the
hypothesis for the control group.

As expected the Bowery groups tend to show higher
threshold scores with frustration than with non-
frustration., Thus the means of the Bowery groups and
the non-alcoholic group tend to support the hypothesis.,
Group III behaves differently and is more closely
related to the control group in its pattern of reaction
to frustration; this behavlior tends to support the
suggestion that Group IIT is different 1n its cognitive

s8tyle and reactions from the other alecoholic groups.
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An interesting pattern in the behavior of Group
II was observed, Under the conditlion of non-frustra-
tion this group: had very similar threshold scores for
the aggressive scenes to the control group, However,
with frustration, the recognition threshold scores
of Group II no longer resembled the control group and
were more similar to Group I. This may relate to an
important observabhle ouality in the elinical course
of the Bowery alecoholic. This is, under non-frustra-
ting conditions he may look decidedly different and
more well-halanced than the non-seeking help Bowery
alcoholic, hut a 1life frustration can easily upset that
balance which he malntains in the time of non-stress.
The Bowery alcoholic seeking help will appear very
similar to the Bowery alcohollie who 1s not seeking
help when he is frustrated,

The faect that three of the groups reacted to ﬁhe
frustratlon in the predicted direction, although thils
trend did not reach significance, raises the guestion
of the interrupted puzzle as an adecuate source of
frustration. Due to the conditions under which the
Bowery alconolic lives, the usual conditions of exper-
mental frustration, such as being kept walting, would
not have been appropriate. The aim was to have
tne subject involved enough in a task so that the

interruption of the task would be felt as a frustra-
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tion, It 1s possible that a stronger frustratlon
might have produced stronger results,

However, 1t appears that the frustration did have
some effect on the recognition threshcld scores for
the aggressive scenes in that there were many more
significant differences between the groups under the
frustration conditlon than under the non-frustration
condition. It appears that the frustration acted to
highlight certain differences among the groups. The
presence of frustration 1n the subject may potentiate
the conflict over aggression and may be seen as demon-
strating the presence of different stylistlec approaches

in the groups. This reguires further siudy.

Baglc Assumptlions of the Study

The derivation of the hypotheses of this atudy
rested upon_?he follbwlng basle assumptions:

1.‘Al;;holics could be spoken of ag a uniform
clinical entity.

2. Aggresslion and dependency each could be specken
of as unified dimensions.

3. Tachlistoscopic responses could reflect conflict.

4, The Kagan and Moss model depleting aggression
conflictes in women and dependency confllects in men is
a precise model,

Built-into the study were devices for testing the

validity of these basic assumptions.
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Alcohollism as a Unifled Clinlecal Entity

The prevalent practice in psyehopathology is to
speak of alcoholles as one uniform group. There have
been some who have taken 1ssue with this practice
(Knight, 1937; Robins, 1966; Schaefer, 1954; Rosen,
1960; and Sutherland, 1950). However, the literature
is largely composed of references to "the alcoholie™.
Although alcoholics may share certaln characterlsties,
what 18 clearly evident from the data of this study
is that 1t is an incorrect generalization to speak
of alcoholics as one uniform elinical group with
common features as regards aggresslion and dependency
conflicts, The signiflecant dlfferences found between
the alcoholic Bowery and the alcoholic non-Bowery
groups on the recognition thresholds derived from the
tachlstoscopic task suggests either differences in
conflicts or differences in handling conflicts

between the groups.

Knight, op. cit.
Robinse, op, cit.

Schaefer, op, cit.

Rosen, A, A comparative study of the alecoholle and psychi-
atrlic patients with the MMPI., Quart., J, Stud. Alc.,, 1960,
gl! 253"266 -

Sutherland, E., Schroeder, H, & Tordells, (., Personality
tralts and the alcoholic., guart. J. Stud, Ale,, 1950,
11, 547-561.
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This would seem to necessitate the rejection of
hypotheses which had been adapted upon the prevalent
shorthand of speaklng of alcoholics as one group. The
differences between opposing etiological theories may
be the result of generalizing to the whole class of
glcoholles the etioleogy relevant and specific to one
subtype of alcoholices. Thus, it appears that the
etiology and clinical entity called alcoholism is
more complicated tham the theorleszs had suggested.

Thus the evidence is strong that the alcoholics

did not represent a homogeneous group at the time they

were studied., There is still the problem of circularity

whilch needs to be clarified by future longitudinal
research, Can a Bowery alcoholie¢ sober for a sub-
gstantial period of time resemble the non-Bowery alco-
holie? If he 1is first classified as an essentlal
alcohollec, would the classification be changed if
he successfully rehabilltates? Is 1t possible to
differentiate rehabillitatable Bowery alcohollcs from
non-rehablilitatable alcoheoclics before the test of time
is applied? Can these differences be discerned on
pBychological or perceptual tests?

Another consideration for future investigation
concerns the meaning of "matching" in an experimental
study. The alcohollc groups in this study were matched

for educational level; however, without having extensive
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knowledge of the background from whlch these men came,
it i1s not clear if these educatlonal attainments are
valued in the same ways. Also, 1t seems clear that
the groups are from different socio-economlc backgrounds
at the time they were selected, but thls too must be
considered in conjunctlion with the total framework
from which these subjects came, Possibly, even with
the hlgher soclo-economle status of Group III in
comparison to the Bowery groups, Group III's status
may represent a decline from the level of thelr
famlly as great as that of Groups I and II. Thus,

1t appears that a more total and global type of
longitudinal research wouid be very worthwhile in the
further understanding of alcoholisﬁ. -

The Valldity of Assuming that Aggression and Dependeney. -
Are Uni-Dimensional

The theorists that we have addressed ourselves to
tend to speak of aggression and devendency as global
condepts and did little to impart differentiation to
these c¢oncepts which could account for thne manifold
behaviors which could be classified under each of them.

The measures of confllet over aggression in this
Btudy as derived from the intercorrelations of the
recognition threshold scores for the Individual aggressive
scenes suggest that a person's reactions to the deplctions
of aggression as reflected by recognition threshold
scores ls not a unidimensional attribute . Appendix
C presents the intercorrelations and a summary of the

findings. There 1s evidence to suggest that aggression
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and may be a situational variable rather than a tralt
characterizing a person or group of persons. The

sex of the aggressive person, the sex of the object
or reciplent of the aggression, and the type of
aggression belng performed are important variables

to conslder wnen discussing aggression,

This is shown most clearly when considering some
of the correlationg between the recognition threshold
scoresg for the devendency and aggresslve scenes, It
appears that difficulty In expressing ageression toward
a peer is related to dependency in a general sense.
However, the strongest correlation between the scores
occurs 1n relation to aggression te an older woman and
the dependency scores; whereas agpression toward an
older man iz not correlated at all with any of the
dependency scenes, Thus the ohject of the aggresslon
s clearly an important characteristic.

The agegresslive scenes show very little relationship
to each cther in comparisén te the large number of
slgniflcart correlations found among the dependency
gcenes, It seems that this can in part he explained
by the 1limited scope of the dependency pictures, In
the dependency pletures the age differentiatlion is
not as clear as in the aggressive nictures, nor is
there differentiation to delineate types of dependency.
These factors may have contrilbuted to tﬁe high inter-

corelation among dependency scenes.,
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Because of the high degree of relatlonship
between the dependency plctures we cannot determine
1f the pictures represented an adequate range of
dependency behaviors, or if in fact, dependency is
very generallzable and less differentiated than
aggregsion,

Tachietoscoplc Response as a Measure of Confllct

High recognition thresholds have been accepted as
measures of conflict, anxiety and repression. Low
recognition thresholds have heen used as a measure of
lack of anxiety, conflict or repression (Kagan and
Moss, 1962), However, due to stimulus complexity, absolute
threshold scores are not valid indices of conflict.

The results of the present study show that diff-
erences between the groups occur only with those tachis-
toscopic scenes depletilng aggresslon and dependency.
These findings are relevant to the theories about
confliet. Furthermore, ne differences were found on
the neutral scenes where there was no theoretlical base
to assume conflict, This would seem to lend support
to the assumption that longer tachlstoscople recogni-
tlon thresholds can be valld measures of confliet but
only when groups are expected to differ in the amount
of confliet present.

However, when using a control group, 1t is necessary
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to conslder a deviation In any direction from the
scores of the control group as evidence for different
technigues of handling the material. Threshold scores
higher than the control group might sﬁggest anxiety
leading to bloecklng, a tendency toward denial, caution,
a tendency to handle conflicts by repression, and 1n
general a slower responsiveness to the world, Threshold
gecores which are lower than the control group might
suggest hyperalertness and hypersensitivity, intellectual-
ization, impulsive acting, and & tendency to confroﬁt
conflicts very openly and bluntly, These two differ-
ent styles for approaching the world seem to be
representative of the general personality pilctures
of the Bowery and the non-Bowery alcohollc groups
respectlively. The tachlistoscope seems valuable in
differentiating these types.

The Kagan and Moss Model

Kagan and Moss basge thelr model about different
confliets In the normal male and female 1n large part
upon the findings of their tachistoscdpic study using
the scenes we have used in the present study. In their
research the males were shown scenes in which a male
figure was depicted as . the aggressive or dependent
person; female subjects were shown scenes where a female

figure was deplcted as the aggressive or dependent perscn.
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Thus, 1in a sense different pictures were shown to thelr
male and female subjects depending upon thelr sex,

In the present study, where only male subjects were
ugsed, both sets of pletures, that is, showing both males
and females In ldentlcal aggressive and dependent scenes
were used,

The results show that the male subjects 1n the
present study replicated the same pattern of differences
that Kagan and Moss found with a iwo sex sample. Our
male subjects had higher recognition thresholds to report
females as aggressive than males as aggressive; and
they also had higher recognition threshold scores to ldenti-~ -

fy males as dependent as compared to identifying
females as dependent. The control group dlsplayed this
same pattern in an even more proncunced fashlon than
the almdéhollc groups,

It is only Group I which has hlgher aggression
threshold scores for scenes with males aggressive than
for scenes wlth females aggressive under the frustrating
condition, Only Group II, has higher threshold scores
for females in a dependent postlon than for males in
& dependent posltion. Thus, it is only the Bowery
groups which show some deviatlion from the overall pattern,
Perhaps their lack of perceptual conformity to the
pattern 1s indicative of eome aspect in their personal-

1ties which might be studled further. It 1s possible
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that faulty ldentification, as has been mentioned in
the alcohollic literature ( Halpern, 1946; Meer and
Amon, 1963) might be of erucial importance here.
What are the-implications of the general finding
that males can replicate the same patiern which was
attributable to sex differences 1n the subjects?
When Kagan and Moss speak of conflicts around non-
appropriste sex-role expectations as an avenue of
econflict specific to one's sex, they omlt mention of
the attlitudes and expectations of the opposlte sex
In accordance with the same societal expectations
that gave rilse to tne individual's own conflicts.
It seems from the present daia as if men incorporate
attitudes about other pecple in society also. Thus
the men have standards about how women and men are
expected to behave. Any deviatlion from socletal
standards are possible sources of confllct. To
clarify this dimension, further study of normal men
and women and other pathological groups on both sets
of plctures is warranted, It may be that the attitudinal
factors are the major explanatlon of these results.
The deviation shown by the Bowery groups may reflect
confusion in thelr attitudes about the appropriate

behavior of the sexes,

Halpern, F.,, Psychological test results: studles of
compulsive drinkers, Quart, J. Stud. Alec., 1946,6, 468-79.

Meer and Amon, op. cit.
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Limitations

The Question of the Relative Roles of Confliet Over
Dependency and Conflict Over Aggression in the Etiology
of Male Alcohollsm

As stated previously, the iInformatlon avallable
in the present study concerns only the status of
dependency and aggression conflicts 1In the already
established alcoholie; the etlologiecal role of these
conflicts can only be inferred. Inferences about the
etiologlical conflicte are far removea from the data of
the study. 1In fact, it i1g difficult to assess 1f there
1s conflict in the current personality constellation,
and even this has to be Inferred as a hypothetical
construct.

The data from the study are recognition threshold
scores for scenes depilcting aggression and dependency
situations, We had originally assumed that higher
threshold scores were manifestations of confllet on the
basls of previous research reports, In addition, we
have suggested that lower threshold scores than the
control group may also be manifestations of conflict.

The most simple and parsimonlous approach would
be to assume that low scores reflect lack of conflict,
However, thls simple solution does not appear adeguate
for our data for we have no loglcal ground for assuming
that controlled or remitted alecohollecs should show less

conflict than the control group.



The problems in interpreting the results stem
from the confounding of variables and the imprecision
of our measuring 1nstruments, More dlrect measures
of actuwal need might help clarify the picture.

The group which has the lowest scores ls also
sober the longest, reports a longer histeory of drinking,
comes from a hilgher soclo-~economic status than the
other alcoholics, has receilved intensive treatment,
is showing more measures of social competence than
the other alcohollcs and perhaps the control group.
This whole constellation of events 18 correlated with
lower threshold scores for the affective scenes,

The posslble meanings of the low threshold scores
for the affective scenes ares

1)} kvidence of less conflict than normals because
of either: a)low needs, or

b) same level of needs but has the ability
to expreess, glve into and satisfy the needs;

2) Conflict which 1s not actually lower but which
1s handled differently than normals because of':

a) paranold-like defenses of hypersenstivity
and suspiclousness, or

b) different cognitive styles not related
to a specific defensive system, that is a generally
more analytiecal and gulicker response to the Environment
which is not in the service of defense

¢) emotional reorganization or "cure" thoough
therapy and sustained sobriety.

d) the learned response due to the teachings
of A.A, and therapy.

The evidence at present cannot differentiate among..

these alternatives,
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Conflict Over Dependency: The only finding for

the dependency sceneg 1s that Group III has the lower
threshold scores and that these are slgnifleantly
different from both the Bowery groups and the non-
alcoholic group. In view of the above discusslon, we
can say that It is not clear what these low scores
mean, However, the data do show that the Bowery
alecoholice do not differ from the control group in
thelr recognition threshold scores for the dependency
scenes, Thus for the Bowery alccholics there 1s no
reason to assume that dependency conflict is more of
a problem than it 1s for normals, If dependency
conflict 18 of etiologlcal slgnificance, we can say
that its role appears not to be major once the person
1s established as an alcoholic on the Bowery.

Conflict Over Aggression: The data show that
all the alcohellices differ from the contreol group in
thelr recognition threshold scores for the aggresslve
scenes, The fact that the Bowery alcoholic groups have
significantly higher recognition threshold scores than
the control group. is an indlcatlon that this group
of alcoholice is more conflicted over aggresslion than
the controls.

We can only consider Group III's low threshold
scores, which are significantly lower than both the
control group and the Bowery alcochollies, in the same

light as outlined above, However, there are two dimenslons
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vwhich might suggest that Group III is conflicted over
aggresslon., The first is that there‘are definite
findings of an aggreselon conflict in the Bowery
alcoholic group. Thls gives evidence that confliect
over aggression exists in at least some alcochollcs,

The second 1s that hypotheslzing that Group III 1s

in fact conflicted over aggresslon but is handling the
aggression differently is consistent with the findings
that Mathlas reported. These facts considered together
lead us to suggest that conflict over aggression has

not been dismlissed as a current force in the personality
constellation of all the alcohollec groups, What is of
gsignificance is the place that thls dynamic plays in

the personalities of these two types of alcoholics.

As seen the Bowery alcoholic blocks or denies or
inhibits when confronted with the aggressive stimuli,
The trend found with frustration, which éhows that the
Bowery alcoholics are inhibited from making an aggressive
response even more when frustrated, supports the
contention that aggressive stimull or 1lmpulses result
in a lessened ability to act quickly and decisively.

On the other hand, the non-Bowery alcoholic shows
& facility in expressing aggressive responses when
frustrated; though not significant, this group had a

decrease in thresholds with frustration, This trend
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coupled with the low thresholds in general and the
description of A,A, memberse found In the literature,
suggests that the aggression of this group is easily
expressed and that perhaps they are primed toc respond
to affective aggressive stimull, Thus, aggresslon
conflicte may be dispelled by gulck action. In one
sense, both groups may be using the mechanism of
denltal- the Bowery groups by denying the aggressive
tendencies or impulses, and the non-Rowery group by
denying a conflict or problem with aggression,

That econfliet is found in the oresent symptom
plecture would seem to suggest that the confliect 1s

deep-rooted and may have had etioleogical significance,
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Summary and Conclusions

The research was an attempt to elarify the roles
played by conflict over aggression and dependency in
the etiology of male alcoholism by assessing first
whether these conflicts were more prevalent in méle
alcoholice than in normal men., The verbal response to
tachistoscopically-presented stimuli was used as an
index of conflict, In addition to measuring recogni-
tion thresholds for aggressive, dependent and neutral
scenes, an experimental manipulation of the recognition
thresholds for aggressive scenes was attempted by intrq—
ducing a frustration. The relation of frustration to
aggression in alechollic males was explored, Frustration
was expected to increase the confllet over aggression
in alcohollie subjects and to result in higher thresholds.
For normal subjects, frustration was expected to faclli-
tate the expression of aggressive responses and to
result in lower thresholds.

All subjects were matched for age and educational
level., The groups were selected s0 as to alsoc study
the effects of seeking or not seeking help and soclo-

economic faetors,
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The subjects conslisted of B8O English—speaking men
ranging from 24 to 48 years of age, Sixty were chronic
alcoholics and 2C were non-alcoholics. The alecoholics
were divlided into three groups: Rowery seeklng help;
Rowery not-seeking help; and non-Bowery seeking help,
Each group was dilvided Into matched halves- tested under
a frustrating or non-frustrating condition,

The hypothesls that the alcoholics woﬁld not differ
from the non-alcoholles in thelr recognition threshold
scores for neutral stimull was supported indicating that
alcoholics appear to be gimilar to non-alecocholles in
their ability to identify tachlstoscopically~presented
pon-affective stimull,

The three alcoholle groups, considered as & whole,
did not have recognition threshold scores for the
dependency and aggresslve scenes that were slgnifi-
cantly different from the non-aleoholic group. However,
very great differences did ex;st among the sub=-groups
of alcoholics themselves, Slgnlficant differences were
also found hetween the subgrouos of alcoholics and the
control group on scores for the aggressive and dependency
scenes, These differences are ohscured if alecoholics
are studled as one uniform c¢linical group,

The Fowgry alcoholibs had;mean recognition threshold
scores for the dependency séenés that were simllar to
‘thdse of the non-alcoholles, but contrary to the hypothe-

sls, the non-Rowery alcoholliec group had significantly
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lower recognition threshold acores than both the Bowery
alcohollecs and the control group.

Alcohollice were predicted to_show more confliet
over the expression of aggression than non-aleccholles
as reflected in higher recognition threshold scores for
aggresslive scenes. It was found that the three alecoholic
groups dild net respond conslstently to thé aggressive
stimuli. The non-Rowery alcohollc scored significantly
lower than the itwo query groups and also the control
group. In addition, Bowery alcoholice were significantly
higher than the control group as predicted,

The frustration did not lead to statistically
Blgnificant results. However the trends showed that
the two Bowery groups performed in the predicted direction
by having higher recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenes under frustration than under the non-frustration
condit@on. The econtrol group also performed in the
predicted manner to frustration; The reactlon of the
third aleoholic group, the non-Bowery group, was
contrary to hypothesis. This group had lower scores
under the frustration condition than under the non-

Trustration condition, but this difference is not

| statlistically significant either. It was concluded
that the frustration served' to highlight the differ--
_ences among the groups, but that a stronger frustration
might be necessary for the hypothesis to be adequately
tested, |

.
i
®
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The results showed that sex of the domlnant flgures
in the s8cenes influenced recognition threshold scores
for both alecoholle and non-alcohollic groﬁps. Lower
recognition thresholds were found for scenes showing
females as dependent than for scenes showing males as
dependent., Also, lower recognition thresholds were
found for scenes showing males as aggressfve than for
scenes showlng females as aggresslve, The only devia-
tlon from these significant findings occurred with
Bowery alecoholics. The implications for one's own
sex~role identification and that of the opposite sex
were dlscuseed. .

Demoéraphic variablesa such as age and education
did not_appear to be related tﬁ any of the recognition
threshold scores, However, varlashles relating to
drinking 1tself, such as the proportion of one's life
spent drinking and the duration of sobriety, were
related to the recognition threshold scores for
affective stimull, Recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenes appear to be negatlvely related to duration of
sobriety, whereas recognition thresholds for dependency
scenes appear tq be negatlively relation to proportion
of life apenp drinking. The groups differed 1n their
sobpiety and chronicity of &rihking. The non-Bowery
‘alcoholics reported the longest duration of sobriety
sand als8o the longest history of problem'drinking

than the Bowery groupas, The vallidity of the
i
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report of a longer history of drinking by the non-Rowéry
group was dliscuessed, Chronlcity or history of drinking
does not appear to sufficiently account for the differ-
ences on recognition thresholds for dependency scenes,
The duration of sobrlety was discussed in terms
of its relgtion to conflict over aggression, It was
suggested that the alcoholic groups differing in duration
of sobriety also differed in thelr manner of handling
thelr aggreaaiqn. The question of‘diagnostic differ-
ences between the Rowery and non-RBowery groups was
discussed,
A limlting factor of the research concerns the
ugse of recognition thresholds as indices of conflict.
Implicit in the use of these scores is the assumption
that confliet results only in a delay, eltiher in per-
ceptual processing or verbal reporting, It 18 suggested
that any deviation from the scores of the control group
may be an index of conflict, It is possible that conflict
may manifest 1itself in helghtened sensltivity and alert-
ness to conflictual material; this would result in
lowered recognition threshecld scores, The limitation
of deflning longer recognition thresholds as an index
of confllet is that the focus 1s only upon one technigue
“for handling éonflict. It 1s shggested that the Bowery
and non-Bowery alcohoiic groups have different approaches

to confliet,

- —
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Appendix A; Age and Educational Level of the Matched
Groups

IA% IB# ITA% IIB%* IITA% TIIIB* IVA%® IVB%*

28-10 26-10 29.10 25-8 28-9 28-9 29-9 25-10
30-11 30coll 30-10 37-10 30-10 30~-10 24-H§ 38-10
33~H5 33-HS 33-HS 38-8 34-10 33co0ll 33-HS 30-HS
34-9 38-10 30=9 36T 30-8 26-10 34-9 36-8
37+HS 34=~HS 3T7eo0ll 28coll 37coll 38coll 37coll 3lcoll
459 42-9 46-HS 43-10 42-HS 40-HS 43-11 43%-HS
42-9 46-8 45-10 45-G 41-10 43-9 4410 46-10
41coll 41-HS  48-HS 42-HS 48-HS 37coll 44coll 390011-
46-HS 41-HS 44-H8 42-HS 46-~HS 48-HS 45-HS 37coll
48coll 47coll 42c0ll 47coll 48coll 44coll 47coll 47coll

# A refers to the non-frustration condition; B refers to
the frustratlon condition,

I refers to the Bowery group not seeking help; II refers
10 the Bowery group seeklng helpy III refers to the
non-Bowery alcoholle group seeking help; IV refers to
the non-alcoholic control group.

The age 1is the first recorded entry for each person,
The second entry is the years of completed schooling,
HS indicates that the person graduated HS but did not.
recelve any advanced schooling, Coll, indicates that
some college educatlon was completed but does not
indicate graduation,
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APPENDIX B

Aggresslve
S

Aggresslve
P

Stlmull Used in the Tachistoscopic Task

Flgure 1,
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APPENDIX C: EMTRT mean scores and
intercorrelations
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A refers to the Non-Frustratlon Condition
B referse to the Frustration Condition

I refers to Boweryﬁalcoholics, not seeking help.

II refers to Bowery alcoholics, seeking help,
III refers to non-Bowery alcohollics, seeklng help.

IV refers to the non-azleohollcs,
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INTERCORRELATION RETWEEN KMTRT AGGRESSIVE SCENES

TABLE £

T D s P I B
7 ! j
D 4l g 5
s .02 .02 i §
L .05 .09 -.04 A4
I =.21 .07 .00 .04 -,20
B J23% 04 2TH . 22% JHOHRE |~ 17
F 1,19 [-.16 .26# 14 .03 .20 .09
Note: The plctures are coded into letters; See page__
for appropriate desecrlption and deslgnatlion of
the letters.
b A p value of .22 signifleant at the .05 level,
4

A p value of ,28 significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE 2
11 ThitCORRELATICN OF iMTRT 51X DEPENDENCY SCLIAS

A L R % 0 BT

A ,m

U Rk d r

R JBERS | 27

M A o 23 L &) ;
' t

0 PC J36%% | 14 . SN

i 15 LTURE L OP 07 D23

ushte:  Thue ploturess are coded into lettsrs. See nage for

apnronpriate deescer’ptiorn of the plctures,
4 A n value of ,?2 ig needed for sieniflcence at the ,05 level,

*#%4 @ value of ,28 ie needed for signlficance at the 6L lavel



CORRELATION BETWEEN EIGHT KMTRT AGGRESSIVE SCENES AND
) SIX KMTRT DEPENDENCY SCENES

=05~

TABLE ¥

0

E

A v R M e E

T -,01 .06 06 258 | JJ2uw, 21

D -.06 -.10 [(-,12 .04 .08 .02

8 -.01 o 14 14 2088 [ Ta%  26%

P .03 .16 13 « 25% 21 W 23%

L 11 .09 |-.06 .02 13 13

I 264 235 L284%% 16 o30%% 21

B =-,05 .02 17 .06 «17 .10 E

F .07 J2#8 ) |10 2T J33B4e 25% |
Note: The pictures are coded into letters. See page for ;n

aporoprilate deseription of the plctures,

* A p value of ,22 15 needed for significance at the .05 level,
## A p value of ,28 1s needed for significance at the ,01 level,
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TABLE 3§

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN KMTRT DERIVED AGGRESSIVE, DEPENDENCY AND
NEUTRAL SCORES WITH EACH OTHER AND INDIVIDUAL SCENES

|  TOTAL AGG.; FA%  MA' TOTAL DEP. FD' MD' | NEUTRAL
. T0T.AGG, % %’ T
%FA | 7uee :
MA . 8Bas E e 3648 ?
70T DEP o 5O ? J3BR | A3ue . |
FD soee L3o%e] 33es| BTV 7 |
‘MD L hBes ,32«*5 B B7T%% L 52nk
NEUTRAL | .01  -.04  ,0B 20 .05 .13
T é L5981 BGHs 5% 2% W17 21 ; .19
D % o 36%# é .58**é W11 -0h ? -, 05 -,04 % .01
s  .osee | .o7e  .57ew|  .20% | .23% 31k -,06
P  L57es E JE18% L3Bem. L26%  J1T  .28e% —.14
L 0 | .e2e .13 2 .09 a3 =01
1 JAhun .61**% .17  3G%H % JAO## 25% .03
B 41es | .12 .56ss| 2 .12 .09 | ,00
F « 5554 o14 ? SO 6% L2h o L40%aL 10
A .07 .16 i .02 L6 T8 |, 20%% 04
U o« S0%# .21 .25% JTHE | Ak L858% . 11
'R o 24 A7 .20 . 55%% J683%% | ,328% | =,01
.M 384 | 26 | J36us|  oTEE JITHS L ELE8 | 16
0 [ o« Shtn S35%%| 508 o GEHH WSl | GORE |17
E ] o 3944 L28%%] |, Bhus Y ik JILE% | 60%% | -, 03

' ' FA~ Female aggressor} MA- Male aggressor; FD- Femsale depéndent;

MD- Male denendent

# An r of .22 1s needed for slgnflcance at the .05 level,
#% An r of 28 1s needed for signficance at the ,01 level,
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Relationships Among the Recognition Threshold
Scores__

There are a total of 21 threshold scores being
considered, Of the 21 varlables and the 220 correlations
computed, there were 106 significant correlatlons. This
number of correlations 1s well above chance expectatlons,

Intercorrelations among Recognltion Threshold Scores for
Elght Aggresslive Scenes,

Of the 28 correlations computed, only 7 (25%) were
statlstlcally significant., The significant correlations
that were féund were low In magnitude, The strongest
correlations were between matched-gex pairs of scenesi
Sand P (.57); Dand T (.,41); and L. and B (.40}, One
matched-sex palr of scenes ( I and F ) were not signifi-
cantly correlated with each other, Though, the matched
palrs resulted in the higest correlations, they seem
to represent only a2 small percentage of ithe shared
varlance Though not reachling a statlstically significant
level, some negative correlatlons were found between
the recognition threshold scores for some aggressive
5Ccenes,

The recognlitlion threshold scores for aggressive
plecture B ( a man threatening an. older man) 1s more
related to the threshold scores for other aggresslve
scenes than wasits matehed female counterpart (L).
Piecture B had significant correlations with four other

aggressive pletures, whereas plcture 1. had none.
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In general 1t cannot be sald that there was a high
degree of relationship between the threshold scores within
the aggressive area, tﬁus suggesting independence between
thege threshold scores subsumed under the same category.-

The Eight Aggresslve Scenes and their Correlatlions with
Other Recognltlon Threshold Scores

The recognition threshold scores for seven of the
eight aggressive scenes were related to the toal recognl-
tlon threshold scores for aggresslve scenes., Pleture
L { a woman threatening an older man) was not, Five of
the aggressive scenes were related to the dependency
scenesg and to the mean recognition threshold score for
the six dependency scenes,

The aggressive scenes I and F ( which show young
adults aggressive to the same sex youn adult) had more
relationships with the threshold scores for the dependency
ecenes than did any ofther aggressive scenes, It will
be recalled that this palr of aggresslwe scenes was
not correlated with each other or any of the other
agpgresslve scenes,

There was no relationship between any of the
aggressive scenes with the neutral scenes.

The aggressive plectures which involved threatening
an older man ( L and B) had no significant correlations
with the threshold scores for devendency scenes, whereas

the aggresslve plctures which show a young adult who 1is
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threatening an older Qoman { S& P ) have 10 significant
positive relationshlps witﬁ the recegnitton threshold
threshold scores for dependency scenes, Thls suggests
that aggression toward an older woman 1is related to the

recognltion threshold scores for dependency scenes,

The Intercorrelations of the Receognition Threshold Scores
for the Six Dependency Scenes

Of the 15 possible relationships, 9 of them were
slgnificant, Thus the recognitlon threshold scores for
the dependency scenes were more highly interrelated than
were the recognition threshold scores for the aggresslve
scenes,

B The signiflecant correlations between each of the
matched-sex palre of plctures account for the hlghest
correlations found, The high degree of intercorrelation
between the dependency scenee suggest that the plctures

are measuring simllar things.

The Six Dependency Scenes and Their Relationship to Other
Recognlition Threshold Scores

Most of the dependency scenes were significantly
correlated with both the recognition threshold scores
for aggressive and dependency scenes, There were no
significant relationships between any of the dependency
scenes and the recognition threshold scores for the
neutral scenes,

The Mean Hecoegnltion Thresheold Scores

The total mean recognitlon threshold score for the
elght aggresslve scenes, whlch was used to test hypotheses
3 and 4, was found to be related to 7 of the 8 aggressive

scenes and 5 of the 6 dependency scenes. It was related



-100-

to the mean recognlition threshold score for the &6 dependency
scenes but was not related to the mean recognition thres-
hold score for the neutral scenes, Thus, there 18 evidence
that the mean recognltion threshold scores for the affective
scenes share some common variance,

The mean recognition threshold scores for the aggress-
lve scenes were broken down into the scores for scenes
showling females 1n an aggresslve position and for males
shown 1n an aggressive positlon. A .36 correlation
(slgnificant at the ,01 level) was found between these
two Bcores 1lndicating that they are measuring different
things., The threshold scores for scenes showing males
as aggressive were more highly related to the threshold
scores for the sceﬁes showing males as dependent than
they were to the threshold scores for scenes showing
females as dependent., Thus, this is another source of
evlidence which suggests that the sex of the stimulus
figure effects the recognition threshold scores,

The mean reccgnition threshold scores for the dependency
scenee wag related to 6 of the aggressive scenes, The
to aggressive scenes that 1t was not related to Involve
scenes showing women as aggresslve., Ease In reporting
the woman as the aggressive flgure is not related to
easekin reporting the dependency scenes,

In summary, it can be seen that there is considerable
overlap between the recognltion threshold scores for the
dependency and aggresslve scenes but that there 1s none

with the neutral scenes, Sex of the dominant figure
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and also gex of the object of the aggression appear to
effect the relationshlps. Thresheld scores for scenes
showling aggression to an older woman was more highly
related to the recognition threshcld scores for dependency
scenes, whereas threshold scores for aggression %o an
older man was not. Threshold scores for scenes showlng
males as aggressive was related to threshold scores

for scenes showing males as dependent but were not

related to the threshold scores for scenes showing females
as dependent. Threshold scores for reporting a woman

as the aggressor was not related to the scores for the
dependency scenes, whereas the scores for the male as

the aggresslve pergson was. In addition, the scores for
reporting aggression to a peer were also related to the

scores for the dependency scenes,
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The subjects consisted of 80 English-speaking men
ranging from 24-to 48 vears of age, Sixty were chronic
8lcoholics and 2C were non-alecoholics., The alcoholics
were divided into three groups: BRowery seeking help;
Rowery not-seeking help; and non-Rowery seekling help,
Each group was divlded into matehed halves-~ tested under
a frustrating or non-frustrating condition,

The hypotheslis that the alcoholics would not differ
from the non-aleoholics in their recognition threshold
scores for neutral stimull was supnorted indicatling that
alcohollics appear to be gimilar to non-alcoholies in
thelr ability to identify tachistoscoplcally-~presented
non-affective stimuli,

The three alecohollc groups, considered as a whole,
dld not have recognition threshold séores for the
dependency and aggressive scenes that were signifi-
cantly different from the non-alcoholle group. However,
very great differences did exist among the sub-groups
of alcoholics themselves, Signlficant differences were
also found bhetween the subgroups of alcoholices and the
control group on scores for the aggressive and devendency
scenes, These differences are obscured if alcﬁholics
are studlied as one uniform clinical group.

The Rowery alcoholics had mean recognltion threshold
scores for the degpendency scenes that were similar to
those of the non-aleochollecs, but contrary to the hypothe-

sls, the non-Bowery alcoholic group had significantly



lower recognition threshold scores than both the Bowery
alcohollcs and the control groupn,

Alcoholics were predlcted to show more conflict
over the expression of aggression than non-alcoholics
as reflected in higher recognition thresheld scores for
aggressive scenes, It was found that the three aleoholice
groups did not respond conslstently to the aggresslve
stimuli, The non-Bowery alcoholic scored significantly
lower than the two Bowery groups and also the control
group, In addition, Rowery alcoholics were slgnificantly
higher than the control group as predicted,

The frustration 4id not lead to statistically
slgnificant results. However the trends showed that
the two Bowery groups performed in the predicted direction
by having hligher recognitlon thresholds for aggressive
scenes under frustration than under the non-frustration
condition, The control group also performed in the
predicted manner to frustration, The reaction of the
third alcoholle group, the non-Rowery group, was
contrary to hypothesis, This group had lower scores
under the frustration condition than under the non-
frustration condition, but thls difference is not
statistically significant either, It was concluded
that the frustratlion served to highlight the differ-
ences among the groups, but that a stronger frustration
might be necessary for the hypothesis to be adeguately
tested, |



The results showed that sex of the domlinant figures
in the scenes Influenced recognition threshold scores
for both alcoholic‘and non-alcohollc groups. Lower
recognition thresholds were found for scenes showing
females as dependent than for scenes showing males zs
dependent, Also, lower reccgnition thresholds were
found for scenes showlng males as aggressive than for
scenes showlng females as aggressive, The only devia-
tion from these significant findlngs occurred with
Bowery alecohollies. The implications for one's own
sex~role identification and that of the opposite sex
were dlscussed.

Demographle variablas such as age and education
did not éppear to be related to any of the recognition
threshold scores., However, variables relating to
drinking 1tself, such as the proportion of one's life
spent drlnking and the duration of sobriety, were
related to the recognition threshold scores for
affective stimull, Recognition thresholds for aggressive
scenesg apnear to be negatively related to duration of
sobriety, whereas recognition thresholds for dgpendency
scenes appear to be negatlvely relation to proportion
of life spent drinking. The groups differed in their
sobriety and chronlecity of drinkling., The non-Rowery
alcoholics reported the longest duratlon of sobriety
and also the longest history of problem drinking

than the Bowery groupe, The validity of the



report of a longer history of drinking by the non-Bowery
group was discussed. Chronicity or history of drinking
does not appear to sufficiently account for the differ-
ences on recognition thresholds for dependency scenes,

The duration of sobriety was discussed in terms
of 1ts relation to conflict over éégression. It was
suggested that the alcoholic groups differing in dﬁration
of sobriety also differed in their manner of handling
their aggression. The qguestion of dlagnostic differ-
ences between the Bowery and non-Rowery groups was
discussed,

A limiting factor of the research concerns the
use of recognition thresholds as indices of conflict.
Impliecit iIn the use of these scores is the assumption
that conflict results only in a délay, elther in per-
ceptual processing or verbal reporting. It 1s suggested
that any deviation from the scores of the control group
may be an index of econfllet. It is possible that confllet
may manifest itself in heightened sensitivity and alert-
ness to conflictual material; this would result in
lowered recognition threshold scores., The limitation
- of defining longer recognition thresholds as an index
of conflict ie that the focus 1s only upon one technique
for handling conflict., It is sumggested that the Bowery
and non-Bowery alcohollc groups have different approaches

to conflict,



