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This report presents some preliminary, and, in a sense, unrefined data
which eontrlbute to the research program underway at the University of
Okhhomaunderthedu'ecuonolthenmorauthor The present data attempt
to give provisional answers to four experimental questions:

1. In a serial multiple-choice learning situation,” what will be the ten-
dency for subjects to repeat verbal responses when there is no in-
formation of the correctness ¢r incorrectness of their responses? This
condition will provide data of an empirical control from which the
effects of three patterns of incentives can be calculated.

What is the effect of an isolated verbal punishment upon response

repetition?
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repetition?

4. What is the -effect of interrupting a mmhymm
~ having no information given to the subject’s response?

!'onrmmhav been performed to answer the above questions.
mmhapeﬂmthma:mhjm'mwmd long list of three-letter
words, one respond
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TABLE I
Bxperimental Design
(N = No Rzsrowsx; W = Womp “Waows”; R = Womp “RIGHT”)

Cowprrion No. oy EXPERIMENTER’S INCENTIVE RESPONSES

8oL Sussxcts 1 2 3 4 5 (] 17

NNN 7 N N N N N N N

NWN 30 N N N W N N N

RRR 120 R R R R R R R

RNR 60 R R R N R R R
Table I presents the overall design of the four experiments, indicating
how the conditions differed from the
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symbols to be used later esignating

same response on two successive trials. With six trials, the maximum number
of repetitions of one subject to one item is fi
{for each item, the chance expectancy of repeti
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TABLE I
Percentage Repstition of Response as a Function of the Central
Incentive Series

Comprrrox N INCENTIVE SERIES
1 2 3 4 5 (] T ‘ToraLs

NNN 178 Tot. 10 178 138 110 133 112 118
282 341 287 302 1288

NWN 30 Tot 42 2 48 80 ] 39 50 sie
% 2380 213 330 333 367 260 333 291

RRR 120 Tot. 312 107 18 208 216 179 190 1358
% 368 278 305 347 360 298 317 323

RNR 60 Tot. 116 8 118 9 125 104 85 43
% 387 297 383 330 417 34T 317 364

The repetition data are presented in Table II. Further analyses were made
of the data as a function of practice, and the results will be included in the
oonclusions, although to conserve space the tabular analyses are omitted.
Experiments 1-4 answer the questions asked at the beginning of the paper.

Bxperiment 1. The amount of repetition in the absence of information
with respect to correctness (the NNN condition) is definitely greater than
chance expectancy. Furthermore, this effect is an increasing function of
practios.

Bxperiment 2. The influence of an isolated verbal punishment is to in-
crease repetition not only above chance expectancy, but above empirical ex-
pectancy as well. This phenomenon is also an increasing function of practice.

With additional the overall effects definitely increase the probability
of repetition over empirical

Bxperiment 4. Interrupting s rewarded series with a “no response” ftem
Gefinitely repetition to the series, but the action of the
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practice it acts like a reward. In intermediate practios stages, it acts like a
punishment.

In conclusion, it may be said that the preliminary resuits reported here
have shown definite promise of revealing data trends and thus confirming
the general method for further investigations. Further detailed or statistical
analyses of the present data have not been attempted due to alight inaoccuracies
procedure which would vitiate some of the data combinations that have
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