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Subject-defined vs. experimenter-defined conflict 
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This study tested whether situations defined as conflictual by the subject evoke more intense conflict, 
as measured by response time, than do situations defined as conflictual by the experimenter. The subjects 
were 22 unde):"graduate students, and paired adjectives were used as conflict trials. The results indicated 
that subject-defined conflicts are experienced as more intense than experimenter-defined conflict, and it 
is submitted that this can be interpreted most meaningfully within an interactional framework. 

A recent study by Ringuette (1976) indicates that 
there is a notable degree of stability of individual differ­
ences in response to different types of conflict and 
suggests that this finding may be most meaningfully 
considered within an interactionist framework such as 
that proposed by Bowers (1973). The present study is 
concerned with the possibility that different individuals 
perceive conflict in different ways and that the individ­
ual's subjective definition of a conflict will evoke more 
intense conflict behavior than will a conflict defined in 
purely situational terms. 

Most of the previous work on conflict behavior, in­
cluding that done with humans, has utilized conflict 
situations defined as conflictual by the experimenter 
(e.g., Arkoff, 1957; Hovland & Sears, 1938; Worell, 
1962). One exception to this is a study reported by 
Schill (1966) in which conflicts were devised based on 
the subjects' own ratings of adjectives. In light of 
Ringuette's (1976) findings, it is reasonable to assume 
that individuals define conflict in certain individualistic 
ways, as well as common ways, and that their responses 
to such self-defined conflicts will differ from their 
responses to other-defined conflicts. The primary 
hypothesis of the present study was that subjects would 
experience greater conflict, as evidenced by longer 
response times, in subject-defined conflict situations. 

METHOD 

The subjects were 22 introductory psychology students. The 
conflict trials were presented in the same manner as described in 
Ringuette (1976). Briefly, the subject was seated at a console in 
which there were two windows, with a button corresponding to 
each window. On each trial, a pair of words, one in each 
window, was presented simultaneously to the subject. His 
response to the trial was to press the button corresponding to 
the window which contained the word of his choice. The appear­
ance of the words in the window activated a timer which was 
deactivated by the buttonpress. Thus, the response measure was 
response latency, which included both decision time and 
reaction time. 

The instructions were phrased so as to emphasize the avoid­
ance aspect of the choice. by asking the subject to choose the 
least desirable if one of the words was to be applied to him. This 
was done in order to maximize conflict (Murray, 1976; 
Ringuette, 1965) and to make the conditions as comparable as 

possible in that respect. Each subject was presented with four 
conflict conditions of three trials each, in addition to three 
practice trials. The four conflict conditions were: (1) Low 
conflict-a pair of words of which one was clearly desirable and 
one was clearly undesirable (e.g., health-sickness). (2) Subject­
defined (Arkoff) conflict-the presentation of a pair of adjectives 
taken from the list used by Arkoff (1957). Unlike Arkoff's 
original procedure, however, the words were paired according to 
the similarity ascribed to the words by the subject's prior 
ranking. (3) Experimenter-defined (Arkoff) conflict-the pre­
sentation of pairs of adjectives selected in the same manner as in 
Arkoff's (1957) study, that is, adjectives paired in such a way as 
to induce conflict according to Arkoff's judgment regarding the 
emotional value of the adjectives. (4) Subject-deimed (Schill) 
conflict-adjectives which had been previously rated on an 
approval-disapproval scale by each subject were paired according 
to the equivalence ascribed to them by the subject. 

In summary, each subject responded to three practice trials 
and 12 conflict trials. The conflict trials included three trials 
each of low conflict, subject-deimed (Arkoff) conflict, 
experimenter-deimed (Arkoff) conflict, and subject-deimed 
(Schill) conflict. The conflict conditions were presented in 
counterbalanced order. Following this presentation, the entire 
schedule of trials, including practice trials, was presented a 
second time. 

RESULTS 

Table 1 presents the means and standard deviations 
obtained for the four conflict situations on the test and 
retest presentations. Analysis of variance indicated 
statistically significant effects due to conflict situations 
[F(3,63) = 19.37, p < .001], test-retest presentations 
[F(1,2l) = 21.31, p < .001], and the interaction of the 
two variables [F(3,63) = 4.36, P < .01]. 

Application of the Newman-Keuls procedure to the 
original test presentation indicated that the primary 

Table 1 
Means and Standard Deviations of Response Times 

to the Conflict Situations 

Low S-Oeimed E-Oefmed S-Oefmed 
Conflict (Arkoff) (Arkoff) (Schill) 

X SO X SO X SO X SO 

Presentation 1 1.04 .47 2.31 1.10 1.68 .69 2.32 1.31 
Presentation 2 1.01 .72 1.29 .45 1.38 1.28 1.57 .81 
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hypothesis was confirmed by the statistically signifi­
cant difference obtained between the subject-defined 
(Arkoff) and the experimenter-defined (Arkoff) condi­
tions. (A criterion of p < .05 was used for the Newman­
Keuis tests.) The subject-defined (Schill) condition 
also differed significantly from the experimenter-defined 
(Arkoff) condition. Significant differences were found, 
on the test presentation, between the Iow-conflict and 
each of the three high-conflict conditions, with the 
largest difference for the subject-defined (Schill) condi­
tion. On the retest presentation, there were no signifi­
cant differences among the means of the four conflict 
conditions (accounting for the Conflict Condition by 
Test-Retest interaction). 

DISCUSSION 

The results strongly support the hypothesis that subjects 
experience greater conflict in situations in which the compon­
ents are paired according to strengths assigned by the subjects, as 
compared to situations in which the components are paired 
according to strengths ascribed to them by the experimenter. 
More simply, one person's conflict is not necessarily another 
person's conflict. When the conflict situations were presented a 
second time, none maintained a significant difference from low 
conflict. This clearly suggests that subjects adapted quickly to 
the conflict situations, and that familiarity with the conflict 
situations results in less indecisiveness. 

The greater conflict exhibited in experimenter-<iefined 
conflict situations, as compared to low-{;onflict situations, 
reflects the effects of the situational component of conflict on 
the responses of all subjects, but the greater reaction to subject­
defined conflict indicates that a meaningful study of conflict 

behavior must take into account the individual's perception of 
the situation. For the results of research on conflict behavior to 
contribute to personality theory in a truly meaningful way, it 
seems necessary that the study of conflict include the experi­
encing person. Without this, it is unlikely that the study of 
"conflict situations" will extend very far toward an understand­
ing of the more complex experiences which are associated with 
human conflict behavior. 

REFERENCES 

ARKOFF, A. Resolution of approach-approach and avo;dance­
avoidance connicts. Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 
1957. 55. 402-404. 

BOWERS. K. S. Situationism in psychology: An analysis and a 
critique. Psychological Review, 1973, 80, 307-336. 

HOVLAND. C. I., & SEARS. R. R. Experiments on motor connict. 
I. Types of connict and their modes of resolution. Journal of 
Experimental Psychology. 1938. 23.477-503. 

MURRAY. E. J. Resolution of complex decisional contlicts as a 
function of degree of avoidance. Journal of Research in 
Personality. 1976. in press. 

RINGUETTE. E. L. Mode of connict resolution: A replication 
and extension. American Psychologist. 1965. 20. 548. 

RINGUETTE. E. L. The stability of individual differences in 
behavior across experimental contlict situations. Journal of 
Research in Personality. 1976. 10. 177-182. 

SCHILL. T. R. The effects of type and strength of induced 
contlict on connict generalization and later preference for 
contlict stimuli. Journal of Personality. 1966. 34. 35-54. 

WORELL. L. Contlict experience and conflict to tolerance. 
American Psychologist. 1962. 17. 300-301. 

(Received for publication October 6. 1976.) 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




