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ABSTRACT
GUILT AND SEXUAL AREAS OF THE RORSCHACH INKBLOTS

Octavio Giraldo
This research was conducted to investigate the hypothesis 

that sex areas of the Rorschach inkblots elicit a different amount 
of guilt than is elicited by neutral areas. One sex area and One 
neutral area from each of seven cards was presented in two separ* 
ate sets to sixty male undergraduate volunteer. _Ss.

Guilt was defined as a special Case of conditioned anxiety 
leading to defensive behavior. The measure of guilt Selected was 
the amount of time subjects reported feeling watched from behind 
a one-way screen 1 This report was obtained by representing the 
experiment as an ESP study„ Ss made this time report or TR as 
they associated to the Rorschach areas.

Three experiments were carried out. In the first experi
ment Ss were simply asked to write down what they saw in the areas 
shown. In the other two experiments they were asked to find sex 
figures and to write down what they saw (Exp. II), or just to 
check whether they saw sexual content or not (Exp. Ill) . In the 
first two experiments they were required to indicate their TRs 
after finishing with the cards, while in the third experiment the 
TRs were reported as they looked at the cards.

Sex and neutral areas did not elicit significantly different 
TRs; but they did elicit significantly different numbers of sex



associations. However, spontaneous sex associations were relatively 
infrequent while requested, sex associations were numerous. The 
lack of differences in TRs was interpreted as the result of 1) a 
lack of sexual value in the sex areas, 2) the subjects not being 
asked questions about personal behavior, or 3) the subjects being 
all male; The possible clinical meaning of spontaneous and re- . 
quested sex associations was discussed.



INTRODUCTION

Most evaluative studies of Rorschach inkblots have been 
concerned with the subjects' responses as the main variable.
Little has been done in studying the characteristics of the stim
uli or the stimulation power of the inkblots.

As late as 1957, Baughman (1958) could find no more than 
25 studies concerned with characteristics of the inkblots as stim
uli. Summarizing the conclusions of different experiments on 
Rorschach stimuli he concludes, "Rorschach behavior, as reflected
in summary scores, is a product primarily of the J5 and the form

Vproperties of the blots" (1958, p.138). It is important to 
point out Baughman's conclusion because one of the most neglected 
areas in Rorschach research is the study of the form properties 
of the blots. It is the purpose of this paper to study at least 
some of these properties.

Studies of the Rorschach inkblots have been concerned 
with comparisons of the cards as wholes and few have attempted 
to define differential properties of their parts. There is pres
ently a lack of analysis of the different forms within each card. 
In order to better define the differential properties of the Ror
schach inkblots it would seem useful to do a study of the sexual 
areas and, in particular, to find out if they elicit specific

1. Underlining inserted by present author.
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reactions as different from reactions elicited by non-sexual 
areas. "

A number of studies have attempted to define the sexual 
areas of the Rorschach inkblots. Shaw (1948) gave 50 male col
lege students the Rorschach inkblots and asked them to encircle 
every area that pertained to sex, the sex organs, or the sex act. 
Responses thus obtained included 31 per cent male percepts, 60 
per cent female percepts, and 9 per cent of either male or female 
percepts. He also selected areas that yielded ten or more sex 
responses. These he labeled as sex populars. These areas are 
shown in Table 1. There was little concentration of sex responses 
in any areas of cards V and IX. Cards 19 II, III, VI, and X each 
elicited more than sixty responses.

Pascal, et. al. (1950) used 237 subjects including psy- 
chotics, hospital employees, and college students to study the 
genital symbols in the Rorschach test. They asked the subjects 
to point out male or female sex organs. Cards II and VI yielded 
the greatest percentage of sexual responses. When 10 per cent 
of either the female or the male group saw the same sex organ 
in any one area this area was called a sex area. These areas 
are shown in Table 2. No significant differences were found in 
the number or content of responses as a function of sex, diag
nostic group, examiner, or marital status.

Using a different approach, Rosen (1951) attempted to 
find sexual symbols. He asked 193 subjects to select the card 
that, as a whole, would suggest male or female sex organs. The
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Table 1

Shaw’s Areas with Frequency of Ten or More Sex Responses (N= 50)

Card Area Number of Sex Responses
I D%,D8,Dd22 75
II D3,D4 64
III Dd26gDd279D7 67
IV D3 42
V No concentrations 41
VI D3gDd24 64
VII D6 47
VIII Dd23 43
IX No concentrations 43
X Dll 63
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Table 2

Pascal’s Areas of Agreement by 10 per1cent of 
Subjects (N= 237) of either Male or Female Groupa

Card Area Content" Responses Total Responses
per Area per Card

I Dd22 V,B 43
M31 P , 8 51

II 03 V 52
04 P 39 91

III Dd26 P 43
Dd27 B 32 75

IV 03 V 54 54
V 02 P 7 7
VI 02 P 71

Dd22 V 20 91
VII 06 V 79 79
VIII Dd23 V 48 48
IX Dd36 V 34 34
X Dd24 P 18 18

aAreas numbered according to Beck except area Dd36 in card
IX which is the center of area 06 below Dd30=

V̂: vagina 
P: penis 
B: breasts



female organ was seen in cards VI and IX and the male organ in 
cards IV and VI. The statistical analysis showed that inkblots 
were selected by subjects as representing sex organs with a fre
quency significantly different from that due to chance.

Rosen’s results, as well as those of Shaw and Pascal, give 
clear evidence that no card or area consistently elicits a high 
frequency of sex responses. They only point out that sexual 
symbols or figures may be seen with relatively greater frequency 
in some areas or cards, as compared with others, when subjects . 
are explicitly requested to find them. Thus, there are no sex 
populars, in the conventional Rorschach sense of the term\ that 
are universally seen so, although it seems that some areas are 
more easily seen as sex figures than others. These are the areas 
to which investigators refer as sex populars.

There are studies that suggest that sex populars may have 
an effect on the perceiver’s behavior, leading, for example, to 
his rejection of the card. One study by George (1953) provides 
evidence for this type of effect. Basing his thinking on the 
theory of repression George speculated that cards with a large

1. According to Beck (1950) populars ”represent (a) cer
tain precisely named percepts; which are always reactions to (b) 
one particular area in the ink blot stimulating that association” 
(p. 278). Popular was the association given by at least 15 per 
cent of the 157 subjects of the standardization group, for a 
given W or D, in a percentage three times as great as that of the 
next most frequent response for the same area. Another criterion 
was that any area to be called popular must be selected a minimum 
of 6 per cent of the .selections in its representative test figure.



number of sexual stimuli would arouse unconscious inhibitions 
leading to their rejection when subjects were asked to free asso
ciate to them. George took Shaw's data and ranked each card 
according to the number of sexual responses it suggested to the 
subjects. He then took the data from the Wallen experiment in 
which subjects indicated the cards they liked or disliked, and 
ranked the cards in order of preference. He correlated the ranks 
of the cards in the two studies and found a negative relationship 
(rho= -.65, p .05) indicating that the more sexually suggestive a 
Rorschach card was, the less frequently it was preferred.

One possible alternative to the interpretation of uncon
scious inhibition is that sexual areas arouse guilt or anxiety 
which lead Ss to reject the cards.

In general, one observes that there is a relation between 
sex and guilt and that taboos, shame, and anxiety are linked to 
sexual behavior. Various authors recognize that family training 
or cultural pressure in sex matters may lead to the development 
of guilt feelings, embarrasment, or anxiety (See, for example, 
Freud, 1933, p.115; Hilgard, 1957, p.85; Hurlock, 1956, p.M-55) . 
When children engage in sexual behavior they are punished 
physically and psychologically in varying degrees depending on 
the culture. Children in cultures which punish sex behavior 
learn to experience guilt when they violate the rules regarding 
sexual matters.
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The human ability to symbolize provides for generalization 
of guilt to a wide range of words associated with sexual behavior. 
Thus, humans may experience guilt when they think of violating 
or almost violating social standards of behavior. In this way, 
guilt is elicited by socially disapproved sexual behavior as 
well as by words or any symbol connoting that behavior.

All these observations suggest the possibility of taking 
guilt reactions as a dependent variable in the study of the 
sex areas of the Rorschach. One can hypothesize that sexual 
areas will elicit guilt in members of our culture.

It is first necessary to define guilt operationally. Ber
nal's approach to the study of guilt, nas a special ease of con
ditioned anxiety leading to avoidance responses manifesting guilt" 
(1961, p.85), provides such a definition. She interprets this 
conditioned anxiety as elicited by response-produced stimulation 
linked with commission of socially disapproved actions or by 
stimuli symbolizing such actions.

In measuring guilt Bernal used defensive behavior as one 
of its manifestations. She observed that when somebody does 
something wrong or thinks of doing so there is often a spontan
eous reaction of looking to see if someone sees him. This feel
ing of being watched is interpreted as a defensive reaction 
occurring when a person feels guilty. One other manifestation 
of guilt stipulated by this writer is autonomic change.

In her study, Bernal presented one group of female subjects 
with a list of socially acceptable questions that she called
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neutral and presented another group with a list of questions rep
resenting socially unacceptable behavior called guilt questions. 
Subjects were asked to press a key when they felt they were being 
observed, as they were answering the questions. The amount of 
time the subjects pressed the key was called the time report or 
TR and was taken as an indication of guilt,

Autonomic responses (magnitude of Galvanic skin responses, 
heart rate, and breathing cycle time and amplitude) were measured 
during presentation of the guilt and neutral stimuli in the first 
two of three experiments. These responses were found to be of
greater magnitude during presentation of the guilt stimuli than

I ■ '
during the presentation of the neutral stimuli. Significant 
differences in the size of TRswere obtained as a function of the 
type of questionnaire. However, these differences shifted in 
direction. Nevertheless, it was clear that there were systematic 
differences in the magnitude of TRs as a function of the two sets 
of stimuli.

In the present study the feeling of being watched as 
reported by the subject when he makes associations to Rorschach 
sex areas is interpreted as a manifestation of guilt. The purpose 
of this research is to investigate the effects of sex v.s. neutral 
areas of the Rorschach on TR behavior.



METHOD 
Method for Experiment I

Subjects
The subjects were twelve unmarried University of Arizona 

undergraduate male volunteers. Their ages ranged between 17 and 
23 with a mean age of 19.3 years.
Apparatus ,

The experimental setting consisted of two adjoining rooms 
each having a one-way observation mirror along one wall. Subjects 
sat at the ends of the table facing the one-way mirror, two in each 
room. They were separated by a screen placed oyer the table with 
one end attached to the mirror so that they could not see each 
other directly or in the mirror. On each end of the table there 
was a silent button wired to the recording apparatus. One card 
reading "One buzzer to write down the answer; two buzzers to report 
ESP guesses" was placed in front of each subject to remind him of 
the meaning of the buzzer signals. A buzzer audible in the two 
rooms was used to signal "association" periods during which Ss 
were to associate to the inkblots and "TR" periods during which 
they were to make their ESP guesses.

An Esterline Angus graphic recording instrument gave a 
graphic timed record of each subject’s responses. It was installed 
in the observation room.

9



10
Two sets of seven Rorschach cards each were placed in

front of each subject. The cards were covered with a plastic 
sheet on which the sex and neutral areas were encircled and num
bered from 1 to 14. There were seven sex areas in seven cards 
matched by seven neutral areas in a different set of the same 
cards. All parts of the figures were visible to the S as in 
conventional Rorschach administration. However, subjects were 
instructed to respond only to encircled areas.

From the sex areas reported by both Pascal and Shaw, six 
were selected, one in each card (See Table 3). To these, area 
D2 of card VI was added because it was found to be the area 
with the largest number of sexual responses by Pascal. This 
area overlaps with area DS which was reported as a sex area by 
Shaw. The same cards in a different set were used for neutral 
areas, these being selected on the basis of their not appearing 
sexually suggestive to the experimenter and excluding those areas 
reported as sexually suggestive by Shaw and Pascal.

Since, as has been pointed out, no area suggests the same 
figure or idea to all subjects, the experimenter was careful to 
exclude areas less frequently reported as sex stimuli. For the 
same reason he selected only those agreed upon.by the two studies 
cited above with the exception of the area in card VI.

An answer sheet was set on the table for each subject on 
which he was asked to write his age, number of years in college, 
major, place of birth, and free associations to each encircled area.
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Table 3

Areas Used in the Three Experiments'

Card Selected 
Sex Areas

Number in 
Experiment

Neutral
Areas

Number in 
Experiment

I
II
III
IV
VI
VII
VIII

Dd22
D3
Dd26
D3
D2
D6
Dd23

1
2
3
M-
5
6 
7

D8
D7
Dd29
D1
D9
DIO
DM-

8
9
10 
11 
12
13
14

aAreas are numbered according to Beck’s system.
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Procedure

Groups of four subjects were run together. The subjects 
met first in the observation room where they were shown the oper
ation of the one-way mirror. Then they were taken into one of
the other rooms where the experimenter instructed them as follows:

Please follow carefully, in your copy, the instruc
tions that I read.

Extrasensory perception, called ESP for short, has 
been scientifically proven to exist as a real phenomenon 
by reputable psychologists in several universities through
out the country. ESP is the ability for you, for instance,
to guess what another person is doing or thinking,
although you are not able to see or communicate with the 
other person. The only thing that these scientists have 
been unable to explain is WHAT makes it possible for ESP 
to work, and that is why this work is sometimes referred 
to as quackery. There is much interesting current 
research going on that is beginning to give some satis
factory answers.

This experiment is one of a series of such research.
I want to see whether you are able to guess what I am 
doing, or in other words, I want to see HOW YOUR ESP WORKS.
I want you to guess when and for how long I observe you 
through this one-way mirror. As soon as I finish instruct
ing you, 1 will go into the observation room which you 
saw and I will observe you, but you will not be able to 
see me. I may observe you often, a short while, or a 
. iMgt while, i will observe each of you for a period of 
time which is unknown to you, but 1 will only observe one 
of you at a time. Each one of you will be observed during 
every ESP report period.

You are to try to guess when I am observing you, 
and indicate your guess in this way. Press this button 
like this, holding it down for as long as you think I 
am observing you. DO MOT try to use noises as cues.
These rooms are not soundproof and there are many differ
ent sources of noise. Avoid any noise or talking that 
will let the other subject in the room with you know 
what you are doing. Are there any questions so far?

In order to investigate ESP and what makes it work,
I am testing the hypothesis that mental activities which 
require creativity facilitate the ESP. So I will involve 
you in an imaginative task in which you are going to 
tell me what certain figures look like to you.
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In front of you. there are fourteen cards similar 

to this. Each card has one area encircled in black ink 
and numbered on the plastic cover like this. On the 
answer sheet I want you to write down what each encircled 
area looks like to you in the blank corresponding to the 
number of the area to which you are responding.

1 After you are assigned to your place, fill out 
the top part of the answer sheet. Please do not touch 
the cards until I give you the signal, which is a long 
buzzer. When this long buzzer sounds, remove the blank 
card on the top and write on the answer sheet what you 
see in the encircled area. Then wait for two buzzers.
This is the signal for the beginning of the period dur
ing which you are to try to guess when I am observing 
you. When you again hear the long buzzer, it is the 
signal to stop reporting your guesses and go on to the 
next card, turning the card that you just used face
down. Then write down what area number 2 (or whichever
follows) looks like to you. Then you wait until you hear
the two short buzzers, and again there is the period
during which you report when you think you are being 
observed. DO NOT report your guesses during the period 
when you should be writing what you see in the figure.
There is a little card reminder on your table to tell 
you what to do when a long buzzer sounds and when two 
short buzzes sound.

The long buzzer will be the first thing you hear;
I will go buzz a long and two shorts now so that you are 
acquainted with the sound. Be sure to look only at the 
card on top, do not try to go faster by looking at the 
next ones.

Do you have any questions about the instructions?
The experimenter answered only questions pertinent to what 

subjects were to do and answered all other questions by saying, WI 
can only answer questions about what you are to do now.”

Subjects were assigned to their respective places at ran
dom . Which set would be given first and which second to each 
subject was randomly determined. Some subjects were given sets 
with the areas in the order 1 to 14, others in the order 8 to 14
and then 1 to 7
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Subjects were allowed 30 seconds for writing down the 

associations and 60 seconds for the TR. The experimenter recorded 
from the apparatus the total time reported by each subject to 
the sex and neutral stimuli. There were two total TRs in seconds 
for each subject, one in response to sexual stimuli and the other 
in response to neutral stimuli.

Method for Experiment II
Subjects

For the second experiment twenty unmarried male under
graduate volunteers were the subjects. Their ages ranged from 17 
to 22 with a mean age of 19.5 years.
Apparatus

The apparatus was the same as that used in Experiment I. 
Procedure

A change in procedure was suggested by negative results in 
Experiment I. It was decided that a more sensitive procedure might 
be to instruct Ss to indicate whether or not they saw sex figures 
in the encircled areas, rather than to make no mention of sex fig
ures as in Experiment I. The instructions were thus amended in 
the fifth paragraph as follows:

It is said that ESP works more efficiently in sit
uations of emergency or in situations calling upon the basic 
needs of any human being. I will test the hypothesis that 
activities calling upon the basic need of sex facilitate 
ESP. I will present to you several cards some of which 
are said to include sex figures in the encircled areas and 
you are to write down whatever figure you see there, whether 
it is sexual or not.



15
Other changes in the instructions were made to avoid con

fusion noticed in the first study. For this purpose the following 
paragraph was added:

See that you write down the answers in front of the 
right number on the answer sheet since not all subjects will 
start with the cards in the ordinary sequence, from 1 to 
14. You might find that your set starts with any other 
number. Please answer in the order in which the set is 
presented to you.

Two further changes were made in the procedure to: 1) 
increase the speed of TRs and 2) increase the amount of time per
mitted in which Ss could write down their associations to the 
stimuli. Subjects were asked to write down the very first thing 
that came to their heads, and the length of time for associations 
was lengthened to sixty seconds.

Method for Experiment III
Subjects

The Ss were twenty-eight unmarried male undergraduate 
volunteers. Their ages ranged from 17 to 24 with a mean age of 
19.5 years.
Apparatus

The apparatus was the same as that used in Experiment I. 
and Experiment II.
Procedure

. There were only two changes in the procedure between this 
experiment and Experiment II. The first was that subjects were 
asked to report their guesses while they were actually looking at
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the cards instead of afterwards as they had in Experiment II. The 
second change was that the subjects were simply required to check 
yes or no in response to the question of whether the stimuli 
looked sexual or not. They were no longer required to write down 
what they saw. The purpose of these changes was to obtain the TR 
as subjects were looking at the cards and to increase the possible 
sexual value of the sex areas.



RESULTS 
Analysis of TR Scores 

In Experiment I data from eight subjects were lost because 
of a malfunction of the apparatus and experimenter error. Of the 
twelve subjects remaining, five were given sets of cards in the 
order sex-neutral and seven in the neutral-sex order. In order 
to facilitate the analysis of variance two subjects of the neutral- 
sex group were dropped at random for the analysis of TR scores. 
However, their data were used in the analysis of sex associations. 
In Experiment II data from one group of four subjects were lost 
because of failure of the recording apparatus.

A cross over analysis of variance design was used to anal
yze the order effect and the interaction between sex and order in 
addition to differences in TRs to sex and neutral stimuli in all 
three experiments. Tables 4, 5, and 6 display these analyses for 
each of the three experiments (See the appendix for the raw data.).

No significant differences in TRs to sex and neutral areas 
were found nor was there any order effect in any of the three 
experiments. However, there was a significant interaction effect 
in the second experiment (F= 8.95, p<(.01) but this was not true of 
the other two experiments.

Analysis of Sex Associations 
In Experiment I it was found that some subjects made a few 

spontaneous sex associations. A Kruskal-Wallis one way analysis of
17
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Table 4

Analysis 

Source of Variation

Total 19
Between §s 9
Order . 1 379 .19
Error(b) 8 1921

Within §s 10
Sex vs Neutral 1 111 .31
Sex x Order 1 5 .01
Error (w) 8 354

of Variance for Experiment I 

d.f. M.S.



19

Table 5

Analysis of Variance for Experiment II

Source of Variation d.f. M.S. F

Total 39
Between Ss 19
Order 1 2756 1.15
Error(b) 18 2393.40

Within Ss 20
Sex vs Neutral 1 116 1.28
Sex x Order 1 810 8.95*
Error(w) 18 90.44

*p< .01



Table 6

Analysis

Source of Variation

Total 
Between Ss 
Order 
Error (b)

Within Ss 
Sex vs Neutral 
Sex x Order 
Error (w)

of Variance for Experiment III

d.f. M.S.

55 .
27
1 324.5
26 2174

,
1 1125
1 842
26 780

F

1.48

1.44
1.08
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variance (Siegel, 1956) was dome in order to see if the sex areas 
elicited sex associations in significantly greater number than 
the neutral areas„ This difference was found to be significant 
(H- 46 <,44, p<„01) „ The number of sex associations made to sex 
and neutral areas in Experiments II and III were analyzed by the 
same method and found to be significantly different also (Exp. II 
H- 48.96, p<.01; Exp. Ill H= 46.80, p<.01) .



DISCUSSION
The hypothesis that sox and neutral stimuli would produce 

systematic differences in the magnitude of TRs was not supported. 
These results are subject to several possible interpretations. The 
analysis of TR data from Experiment I led to the interpretation, 
as one of many possibilities, that there were not sufficient per
ceivable differences between sexual and neutral areas of the Ror
schach to produce the hypothesized effect. However, the hypothesis 
was not supported by a later analysis of the sex associations given 
to neutral and sexual areas which were significantly different in 
number. One interpretation valid fob all three experiments is 
that the sex areas did not have enough sex value. In other words, 
although some areas were reported as sexual, they elicited no other 
behavior reflecting some hypothetical change in the status of the 
individual.

Another explanation might be that the sex areas did not 
elicit guilt due to the lack of personal involvement in the task 
of seeing and reporting sexual areas on the part of the subjects. 
Procedures like those used by Bernal (1961) may elicit guilt 
reactions because the subjects are asked directly about their per
sonal socially disapproved sexual behavior. The sex responses in 
our experiment were not answers about personal actions but only 
objective reports of what some figures looked like. However,

22
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another possible explanation of the difference between the present 
results and those from the Bernal study may lie in the sex of the 
subjects. Bernal’s data are based exclusively on female subjects 
whereas only male subjects were used here. It may be that women 
experience more guilt about sex than men.

When no differences were found in the second experiment 
it was thought that if the sex areas had some effect on the indi
vidual, the duration of the effect might be brief. Therefore,
_Ss had to be given an opportunity to make their TRs while looking 
at the sex areas. However, when this procedural change was made 
in Experiment III no differences were obtained in TRs to sex and 
neutral areas.

The interaction in Experiment II showed that when neutral 
stimuli were given first, the TRs to sex stimuli increased consid
erably as compared to TRs to sex areas when these sex areas were, 
presented first. One possible explanation of this interaction 
effect which was found only in Experiment II is that .it occurred 
by chance.

The overall significant differences between frequency of 
sex associations to neutral areas and those to sex areas found in 
the three experiments support the proposition that some areas are. 
seen as sexual more often than others. This, however, does not 
mean that Sexually perceived areas elicit more guilt than areas 
not perceived as sexual. The failure to differentiate the two 
types of areas by the TR measure lends support to this statement.



24-

Since subjects failed to give many sex associations in the 
first experiment when they were free to report whatever they saw, 
the existence of sex populars or sex areas also becomes questionable. 
The increase in sex associations in the other experiments shows 
that when directly asked to indicate areas that appear sexual, 
subjects will make sex associations. It is clear that the number 
of sex responses to Rorschach inkblots increased after subjects 
were instructed to look for sexual areas and to report what was 
seen or to indicate if they were seen.

The clinical meaning of spontaneous sex associations, which 
are not frequent, may be very different from the meaning of sex 
associations obtained by asking the subjects to make them. Spon
taneous sex associations, which are given infrequently by subjects 
in this study, may show an exaggerated or abnormal preoccupation 
with sex or some idiosyncratic lack of inhibition which may or may 
not be manifested in abnormal patterns of sexual behavior. On the 
other hand, a lack of spontaneous sex associations which otherwise 
could be interpreted as due to excessive sexual inhibition should 
not be interpreted as abnormal in light of the fact that normal 
subjects usually do not give sex responses to the Rorschach ink
blots when they are standardly administered.

Requested sex associations cannot be interpreted as having 
the same meaning as spontaneous associations. When sex associa
tions are requested, the failure of a subject to give any sex
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associations might reflect strong inhibition of the subject’s sex
ual behavior or sensitivity to verbal behavior as a function of 
his reinforcement history. In the present study only one subject 
out of forty-eight failed to give at least one sex association 
when asked to do so.



CONCLUSIONS
1* No differences were found between sex and neutral areas 

in their ability to elicit guilt as measured by the time subjects 
reported they were being watched.

2. Some areas of the Rorschach inkblots were more easily 
reported as sexual than others. Spontaneous sex associations to 
these areas were not numerous, however.

3. The results of this research cast doubt on the exis
tence of sex populars or sex areas in the Rorschach inkblots when 
the Rorschach is administered in the Standard manner.

4. Clinical interpretation of sex associations should be 
carefully made. Spontaneous sex associations may mean a lack of 
normal inhibition. Failure to report sex figures when asked to 
find them may mean undue inhibition in sex matters.
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Table 7

Raw Data of Sex Associations

Total to Sex Areas

Area Exp„ I Exp. II Exp. Ill
1 2 13 22
2 0 1 10
3 3 7 10
tj- 0 4 7
5 0 0 7
6 1 6 18
7 0 3 15

6 34 89
8 0 1 4
9 0 0 3
10 0 2 16
11 0 1 13
12 0 0 3
13 0 0 6
14 _0 13

;as 0 6 58
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Table 8

Raw Data of TRs in Experiment I

Group
Sex-Neutral

Group
Neutral-Sex

Subject

1
2
3
4
5
Subtotal

6
7
8 
9
10
Subtotal

Sex

79
35
0

122

sii
82
67
53
64
0

266

Neutral

65
37
52
82
50
286

83
76
45
44
0

248

Total Score 
per Subject

144
72
52
204
129
601

165
143
98
108
__0
514

TOTAL 581 534 1115
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Group , 
Sex-Neutral

Group.
Neutral-Sex

Table 9
Raw Data of TRs in Experiment II
Subject Sex Neutral Total Score

per Subject
1 2 23 - 25
2 8 12 20
3 0 0 0
4 62 76 138
5 57 70 127
6 0 0 0
7 52 63 115
8 74 109 183
9 3 3 6
10 51 77 128
Subtotal 309 433 742
11 35 43 78
12 34 26 60
13 0 0 0
14 126 110 236
15 85 35 120
16 102 77 179
17 48 40 88
18 39 34 73
19 42 57 99
20 54 _87 141
Subtotal 565 509 1074
TOTAL 874 942 1816
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Group
Sex-Neutral

Group
Neutral-Sex

Table 10
Raw Data of TRs In Experiment III
Subj ect Sex Neutral Total Score

per Subject
1 85 71 156
2 18 0 18
3 51 35 86
4 3 3 6
5 50 62 112
6 97 63 160
7 94 85 179
8 41 30 71
9 0 0 0
10 99 153 252
11 49 0 49
12 13 11 24
13 79 98 177
14 45 141
Subtotal 724 707 1431
15 10 19 ■ 29
16 52 29 81
17 16 29 45
18 50 27 77
19 28 50 , 78
20 0 0 0
21 17 22 39
22 172 3 175
23 24 24 48
24 10 18 28
25 37 21 538
26 48 40 88
27 57 23 . 80
28 99 -SL 180
Subtotal 620 386 1006
TOTAL 1344 1093 2437


