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In a one try at success condition. prisoners high in 
an Achievement-low in test anxiety (HL) performed significantly 
better than those low in n Achievement-high in test anxiety (LH) in a 
noncontingent but not a contingent path. These results are consistent 
with previous findings involving prisoners and at variance with 
results derived from s~udents. Onder the tHO tries at success 
condition. HL's performed significantly better than LHes in a 
contingent but not a noncontingent path and hence are more in line 
with results obtained from students. The hypothesis that prisoners 
bphave as if they Here failure threatened is explored. (P.t1i:bor) 
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Abstract 

In a one try at success conC:ition, priso:J.ers high in .E!. Achievement-

low in test a~~iety (HL) performed sig~ificantly better than those low 

in .E!. Achieve:::ent-hiGh in test anxiety CUI) in a l:oncor.tinge ..... t but not a 

contingent path. These results arc consistent with previous find~ngs 

i~volving prisoners rnd at variance with results derived fro~ students. 

Under the two tricJ at success condition, liLts per:orned significantly 

better than LH's in a contingent but not a noncuutingent path and hence 

arc Qorc in line with results obtained fro;;l students. The hypothesis 
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The present study was an attempt to substantiate the relationship 

between achievement motivation and future orientation for a prison pop-

ulation. The relationship was also evaluated when the subject was told 

he had more than one attempt at success. 

The theory of achievement motivation (Atkinson and Feather, 1966, 

Chapter 20) has be.en elaborated recently by Raynor (1969) to e:abrace 

fucure orientation. Operationally in the laboratol:Y future orientation 

is conceptuali_zed as a continf;ent path _]here success at the i=ediate 

next step in the path is a ne.cessary condition to proceed on to the 

next step and failu~e prec1uces any further work in the path (Raynor 

and Rubin, 1971). The contingent path is cvntr.asted ~vith a noncontin-

gent path in which success or fa:l.1ure has no bealing on proceeding to 

the next step in the path. The the.ory implies that &~ticipation of 

future successes or failures at steps in the contingent path arouses 

a future oriented component tendency. Eor a success oriented individ-

ual, one whose motive to approach success (}!s) is relatively greater: 

than his motives to avoid failure (~o~AF)' that futu;:,:: oriented compon-

e::Jt tendency js positive and aUl;TI:ents the !,)ositive value of his result-

ant achir.v~~cnt te~dency to enca3c in the i~ediate task. For an 

individu~l w~o is failure threaten~d, one whose ~otive to avoid failure 
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(:!:>.1:') :::.s rcl~::iv.:;ly gr.:!at.:!r than his cotiv.::. to .:l~J?rocch success (!-is>' 

achie.vt:!:4e::tt r:otivation a.nd t'J~. no n.~ pat.~. 1::' ,...... :-- .... c·ic.-_cd. '( "",\(' :lno'ivid '" '0'- __ 'J_~ - o"S~, .. .I.F 0 -

u21s should pc=forw bett~r in a contingent t~~n a no~co~tin~~nt path 

"'hile the ~!AF>}!S individuals should ,.,erform poorer in a contingent 

thnn a noncontingent path. The results of Raynor and Rubin (1971) 

eDploying four step and Entin and Raynor (1973) using two step paths 

confirm these predictions. 

In an attecpt to generalize these results to other populations 

Entin (1972) conducte,,, a study si:dlar in de.si::;n to Raynor and Rubin 

(1971) within the Halls of a J:Uximu::l security prison. The subsequent 

results were counter to the previous findings. Pr;soners ~Iho were 

!ofS>!-fAF tended to perfom better in the noncontingent than contingat t 

path ~.;hile HAF>!-!S prisoners sr.o~v(!d no difference in perfon~.1.nce betvJeen 

the two paths. Entin interpreted these results by assuming that all 

prisoners ber~ved as if they were failure threatened. It was pointed 

out:, hOlolever, t:hat all this was t.:mtative for the sample 1-las small and 

possibly not representative of t~e whole prison population. Further-

r:;ore so little work Hith ~otivational.~v.:1riables has been done with 

prison populations th.:J. t no past rescrilrch could be cited for support. 

Hethod 

O~(! hun~red a~d one prisoners rang:::'ng in azc from 19-25 years were 

solicited froe ~~:0 ~r~==n, Alto, GcorEi~, for participation in this 

study. All subjects were s.:;l(.ct.!a fro:n il:::liltes currently enrolled in 
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1(52) .;c.z. e:::ploycd to I:!L!.:lsure t.:!sc .:l:lxi.:.ty. Each ceasure .... as then 

rc~k orGQrCG ~nd split ~L its r~5p~c~ivc ~~ci~~. Ss were then s~ul-

taneously classified high end 10 .... on ~ Achiev=ent ar.d Test A11xiety 

to produce the four :::::otive groups, Hil, HL, LB, LL. It was assumed 

that Ss in the HI.. group were MS>~I.!S, in the LH group Ilere H,\F>MS. 

and in the HH and LL groups \.]ere }IS==HAF' 

The dependent task W.:lS a booklet of arit~et_~ probleos eight 

p<l;:;es in l.cngth. E.:lch p.:lge consisted of n addition probleos (two 

digits added to tHO digits) constructed frow. a rlndom table 0: num-

bers. ~he booklet .... as ~rgan~ued into four sec~ions, demarked with 

blank green pages, of two pages "ach. 

All 5s \.;ere read instructions leading thc:w. to believe that the 

test chey were about to take h<ld been adjusted to their ability and 

wv"l.:! prv·;i':.::! t!:c::: -.,ritr: a SO/50 c~nce of success. .?S in the one 

try contin::;cnt p.:lth \.,ere told that they had two oinutes to \·lOrk on 

e:::.ch of the nco p.:lges co:::prising test 1. Only those who scored in 

che top half of the group for th.:l t test \voulci be allowed to go on 

to test 2 .:lrd likewise successful at test 2 to go on to test 3, etc. 

T:10::;c w:-:o f",i:!.ec. \;0:.:1': ::,e:::::.:.J.in i:L their seats until tr:e testinL: .:as 

ovc.r:. 5s in the on.:; t::'y nonco::t:::'n::;c:-.t ?,:;th I,'ere to:::"d essentially 

t~c £~=~ in~~ruction, ~XCG?t r~~ardlcs~ o~ their success or f3ilure 

th.:;y nll ',JOuld r.ave an O??o~~unity to work on all the tests. Ss in 

.1 

I 
j 

each test. T."lOGC who Gco::'ed in cnc top half of thi:! g::,oup on the 

test two, ho;.;cver, r;l .. o~t.! who fail on foro., 1 could try again on [or::! 

2. Only those who fail(!d t\-rice Hould rIot: be allow.::d co £:0 on to 

test 2, etc. In thc t'\JO tries nonconti;::gent path .?S were told re-

gardless of their success or failure on the two forms they would be 

alloVled to go on to all the tests. 

Upon coopletion of the first page in the math booklet all Ss were 

told to stop and the loo~lets collected. 

Results and Discussion 

The ::ean nu:::ber of proble::s correct is depicted in TabJe 1. A 

4 0.~oti,vation) by 2 (Tries) by 2 (E;.;perirr.ental Condition) A..'\OVA re-

vealed =ain effects for ::otivation and e;.:perinental condition 

(F = 2.22, .d:: = 3/34, .E. < .09 .:md K = 6.98, i~ r- 1/84, .E. < .01, respec-

tively). )!ore interestingly, within the one try co;::dition, hL .?s per-

fon::ed better in the noncontingent than c.ontin;;ent condition (E. = 2.33, 

£E. = 84, .E. < .05) while LH .?s showed no difference bet\.1<~en the two path 

conditions~ FU::'thcir::::?re, rL ~~ ~crfor::;:ed significantly Qore probleos 

than LH ~s in the noncontinge,.t path (E. '" 2 .15, df = 84, .E. < .05) ",'hHe 

the sa:4C co::parison in the contingent path was not significant. The:;c 

results closely oatch those reported by Entin (1972) ',ho also coployed 

prisoners as 5s and are at v.:1ri.::n:.ce with the results reported by Raynor 

.:1::.d 3.u':Jin (1971) ;::-.d Ent.:'n and Reynor (1973) where the Ss \vere college 

c:::;;':'.::.nts. 
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In the c-:.) tries co:::iitio:l the 

fu thi7! contin:c:".t pilth \;c."r~s i>1. ::hc :-. .:>:lcor'_::inr;"nt ?ilth tr.is co:c.parison 

il?pCnr si~il~r to results obtilinc~ ~hen collc~e students. arc c~ployed as 55. 
. . . 

A further c:~a;:lination of the differences betT"re.::n the one and two tries 

conditions showed a tries by experi:ncntal condition interaction within the 

HL CDtive group but no such interaction within the LH motive group. That 

is, 2.s in the HL group performed better in the one try than two trie.s con-

dition when faced with a noncontingent path w.hile twO tries produced higher 

perfor~ance than the Jne try condition within the contingcnt path (~= 1.83, 

if '" 84, .E.. < .05). is further evic:!nce that having two tries at 

success tends to eitigilte. for the nL ~s at least, the strong difference 

o~served between the paths in the one try condition. 

To interpret what occurred in the two tries condition, consider il S 

in the noncontin:ent path working on alternate for~ 1. If he succeeded, 

he \J<:S free to :cove on, but if failure oc\!urred, that 2. was constrained 

t:J .~.:::-;~ ::r:. .::l::.:::-r:..::::~ fo~ 2. This tended to give the noncontingent path 

the ap?(!arance of a contingent path. Hence inhibition increased and, 

as wruld be expected, "failure threatened" ~s perfon:led less well. 

Alternately, as the contin:;ent path took on asp~cts of a noncontj.ngent 

P.J.t!1 (o..§. could go on to nltern.:!.te fore 2 re2;ardless of whe.ther failure 

o~CU~~~G on ~l~~:-natc ~O~ 1), i~~ibit~on decreased and, as expected, 

I~ ::;eneral, the <:--Dove po.ttcr:-.s of :-csl.!lts dcwonstro.!:e t:hat individual 

difrerenc(:.s in achiev.::::::;.ent ootiviltion a?pear to be related to performance 
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!:l. p~::-ticul3.r, EL p=isoncrs D. crfo~ec' b."tter i M •• t h ••. , i - - - ~ no~co~t ~~~nt L~n 

cc~:i~ .... ~e~t pa~\'l. ~ntin'a ~ypot~~s4 th . 
- ~ .,.. ..<! _5 Ole pr~sollers ap?ear to behave as 

if ttcy were all iaill.!re threatened is viewed as consistent with these 

fj~~ings. ~~or's ela~orated theory (1969, 1971) predicts that failure 

tbrea~cned 5s sholud perform better in the noncontingcnt than contingent 

path. 
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