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Answer all the Questions in the spaces provided

	Question 1: Why was the study performed? / On what theory is the study based? 

A:   Tajfel was interested in testing the “base line” condition for intergroup discrimination. Tajfel wanted

	        to know what defines you as a member of a group. He believed that we had a tendency to 

	        categorize people into “in” and “out” groups. He wanted to demonstrate that by merely putting

	        people into groups, no matter how arbitrary and meaningless, was enough for the group members 

	        to discriminate in favour of their own group and against the other group. There is a general to do 

	        this in almost an “us against them” attitude. He wanted to show that by merely categorizing people

	        was enough to create intergroup rivalry. Much of this study was based on an earlier study by 

	        Sherif & Sherif 1953, Sherif et al 1955 and Sherif et al 1961 called the Robber’s cave experiment, 

	        were groups of boys were set tasks to compete with each other. 

	Question 2: What are the main aims of the article? 

A:   The main aims of the study were: 1/ to illustrate a fundamental cause of intergroup discrimination

	       and 2/ to test the effect of categorization on childrens behaviour, without the effect of any pre-

	       existing attitudes of self interest.

	

	

	

	Question 3: What Method was used in the study?

A:  The method used in this study was an experiment, which was conducted in a laboratory 

	       environment.

	

	Question 4: State three advantages and three disadvantages of this method.
A1:  As this study was conducted in a lab it allowed for the precise control of the variables involved in  

	        this study. The boys were led into separate rooms and given a booklet of matrices to complete.

	        This allows for control of the extraneous variables to a higher level.

	A2:  Being a laboratory experiment, it is easy to manipulate the independent variables in the study.  For  

	        this study, the IV’s would have been the  

	         


	A3:  With this sort of study, laboratory experiments are the only means by which cause and effect can

	        established. A similar study had already been conducted ( Robber’s Cave ) as a field experiment.

	        This study was interested in testing the minimal situations required to test the hypothesis.

	D1:  Behaviour in a lab experiments are often very narrow in their ranges. It may be argued that the boys

	        completing the matrices, were not acting in they way they would normally react. It must be noted 

	        that they were all young boys, and this environment may have influenced their responses.

	D2:  With laboratory experiments, it is possible that the researcher may influence the behaviour of the 

	         participants. Again with this study, it must be noted that the boys were chosen from state 

	         schools and may have reacted to Tajfel’s tone of voice, behaviour and body language.

	D3:   Limited Generalizability. Again as D1, the environment of the study may mean that the study has

	         limited Generalizability. 

	

	Question 5: Give details of the procedure. Include design, setting, subjects, controls etc.

A:     Setting. The setting for this experiment was the psychology lab at Bristol University.

	         Participants. For Experiment 1. 64 males were used for the first part of this study. They were aged

	          between 14-15, and were all obtained from a state school in Bristol. All the boys in the study knew 

	          each other from school. For Experiment 2. 48 males were used. Again the males were aged 

	          between 14 – 15.

	          Design. Independent groups. The boys were randomly split into two groups ( this is not what 

	          they thought, however ) and were given booklets which comprised of indices. Each boy was lead

	          away from the groups and completed this on his own in isolation. They collected Quantative data.

	          Procedures. For Experiment 1. The boys were split into groups of eight. They were told that they 

	          would be tested on visual judgement and were asked to estimate the numbers of dots on a screen.

	          The boys were then split into their groups based on over estimators and under estimators. However

	          this was not the case and the boys were merely split randomly. They boys however did not know 

	          this. They were then asked to award reward and penalty points, which were later to be converted 

	          into monetary values. The boys were told what group they were in ( this gave them group identity )

	          and were tested in isolation. Each participant was also given a number within that group by which 

	          they could identify others with. Each boy then received a book which contained various matrices,

	          but told that they would not know the identity of any other person, just the group and the member

	          member number. They were also told that they could not award points to themselves. Each matrix

	          consisted of 14 pairs of numbers. They were asked to choose firstly for 2 in group members, then  

	          two out group members and then one from each group. It is important to note that none of the boys 

	          knew who was in their group or the other group. For experiment 2. For the second part of the 

	          study 48 different boys were used. These were split into 3 groups of 16. In this second part of the 

	          study, the boys were shown twelve slides showing sic paintings by Paul KLEE and six by 

	          Wassily KANDINSKY. None of the slides had the painter’s signatures on them. They were then 


	         asked to express their preference for one or the other painter. They were then divided into two 

	         groups, the Klee group and the Kandinsky group. Again this was randomly done and had no bearing

	         on their choice of painter. Again they were given numbers as above and told what group they were 

	         in. Once again they were lead away and completed similar booklets of matrices in isolation, given 

	         the same instructions as the previous set of boys. In this study they were interested in measuring the 

	         three variables, maximum joint profit,  maximum in group profit, and maximum difference

	         between the in group and out group choices. These were the dependant variables in the study. 

	         Controls. Bias was controlled by the random selection and the fact that no one knew who was in  

	         each group. They also did not know that this was a study about intergroup discrimination. Also 

	         each of the boys was treated the same in both parts of the study.

	Question 6: What were the main findings of the study? What was concluded? 

(Name any statistical test used)
A:     Experiment 1. In this test the boys had a choice of three strategies; 1/ Maximum in-group profit,

	         2/ Maximum fairness. 3/ Maximum generosity to out-group. With the 2 in-group and 2 out-group 

	          matrices the findings showed Maximum fairness. With the In-group V’s Out-group matrices the 

	          findings showed maximum in-group profit.

	          Experiment 2. In this test the boys again had a choice of three strategies; 1/ Maximum in-group 

	          profit. 2/  Maximum joint profit, 3/ Maximum difference in favour of the in-group. The main 

	          findings for this test were that the participants significantly tended to adopt the maximum 

	          difference strategy in favour of the in-group, even at the expense of maximum in-group profit. This 

	           meant they went away with less money overall. It showed that it’s easy to create discrimination.

	Question 7: Are there any ethical principles to consider in this study? Name and give details of three.
A1:    Deception. The participants were deceived from the outset of the study. None of them actually 

	          knew the nature of the study. The first group of boys believed it was a test on visual perception 

	          and the second group believed it was about their preference of painters.

	A2:    Demand Characteristics. The participants used were all young males aged 14-15 years old. Being 

	          placed into such an environment and setting, may have had a bearing on the them to perform well.

	          It is not mentioned that any of them were assessed after to ensure they had not suffered any harm.

	A3:    Informed Consent. As in A1. They did not know the nature of the study. Were the correct ethical 

	          checks completed for the children. Was consent sought from and received from the parents of the 

	          boys involved. None of this is mentioned in the study, and does raise concerns.

	

	


	Question 8: Are there any other issues with this study? Identify three.

A1:   Ecological Validity. Were the results generated subject to the environment that the boys were in.

	          The artificial nature of the surroundings may have a bearing on the way the boys behaved. Did he

	          measure their behaviour or the demands of the situation.

	

	A 2:   Subjects / Samples. The participants of the study were all aged between 14-15 years old and from

	          State ( Comprehensive ) schools. No females were used and no adults were used. The study does

	          cover a good range of society

	

	A 3:   Generalization. Again as the above point. This study was conducted in a Western Society. Can 

	          these results apply to other cultures. For example, in the Tibetan society, they believe that they do   

	          everything for the next person. Would these results apply to sharing communities? This study is 

	          based completely on Western Ethnocentrism.

	Other?  Tajfel’s work does not support any previous studies, e.g. Sherif & Sherif 1953, where they 

	              stated that competition was needed to generate intergroup discrimination

	

	Question 9: Highlight all the themes (methods, approaches, issues, etc.) this study relates to.

Cognitive Psychology          Lab. Experiment            Reductionism                Ecological validity
Social Psychology               Natural / field Exp’t         Determinism                 Operationalising

Diversity                              Case Study                       Ethics                            Subjects / Sample

Physiological Psych.           Observation                      Children                        Ethnocentrism
Developmental Psych.         Questionnaire                   Animals                         Scientific Method 

                                             Review Article                 Nature / Nurture

	Assessment:   n/a = not applicable;  0 = no work worthy of credit; 1 = very basic answer;

2 = good, though there is some details missing; 3 = very good answer, detailed and relevant.
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