A AR ub Abukal 2} Eid=l
Korean ]ournal of Clinical and Counseling Psychology
1984, Vol. 5, No.1, 27—35.

HEGREE ek FHAEE el =& Rorschach ah-g-4H9]
'“/4\3@%% JL‘(\:%‘/} %3 U\ =7

A B M-8 B H
(A7) A )

if.{ ;
2 o b

Aoy

~} 3. (secondary process thinking) ¥ Freuds} ¢
F2 Eety JiEd RMEsngEy dE shEd
BTA

4 4 @A el
B TFANAE ARG 4L -GG o] i

Holte} Harvel(1960)¢] 23}sl 1A A Ans “A
Al Rorschach 7 A} wb&4bo] UEly 1542344 aAx fAolm T4 2E50y 9uss F4d Uz
o 2™-2 FA FAe) d8A HFYEH dEAE ¢ Holm uliegde AnsETo Aose, olg e 1
ohadh HAT. ArBEE Bemond) AkBE A ame 44 dusadAd £54 235

(B Sale)z, AE4-5Y4L £ 29 27
HFD) 2 =A%z 18344 A x¥E Rorschach?
A g Holt 434 94sel Frsas. Es
Axel HEFTHS Aol A AR 25%, &y 25%¢] £
WS AT LN SR 0T Romcheeh B L) Rorchach A4t2l B AdAE A2
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¥g » stz ¢ oh(Wulach, 1977; Rivard ¥, 1977;
Schimek, 1974). Rivard & (1977)o] <143 Safrin
1974)9 AT+ A4 27, FEA, Aawdsle AU
EadEs HAoR ofFEY dre] Fohge] wheh
Wil 13 A Az whge Zadte g ¥
AR 1AFAHA Az g S A4E o
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(Z 1> Rorschach BIS &2 =AW T INUEF o of Feld ¥ Agol Fxshis o WP 24y
ﬂ’%ﬂ%% ?}04 % Bt /g,'}.‘_._ (3 3,3 /:L‘:}’

AelAES Aol7rE 7t ook Ze Awe BEA Holt FAAez §
A S S A ozuvm ® 99n0) 99 L25E WS 549

;la" 9 £ 25.90(8.60) 4/.61\1 75 df—43, p\ 05), & g ,14,{1 \,q_g_(tz—_z 95, df—43
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Ao &4~ 418.07 1 418.07  2.68 soxe K HAH AR o= T
£44(B) oA el wEshE wRel, Aol 23 A
AXB 83.27 1 83.27 .53 2o A &= Rorschach ZAto] 4 T 1344 ue

- S/AB 6, 406. 98 41 | 156. 27 B o) 75%7F FAH W Lol ee o & 9o
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<£FL 3 Eotd IXMEY AIWHE wHEg @9 1%
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21.9(11.75) 6.23(6. 28) 9. 65(14. 52) 46.41

¥ 8. 53(5. 54)
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402 $95% $20) T98A 2agd. axoz
AL EA AT ko] AelEs et Ake] ¥
A3 Az dge wse FAdes fouH
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HolAEot 7% A BT AckFEt Fa QD e
14544 Az ol SAAe folu g o]z}
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heAE s Yool A9 Holoh T
& Sz 444 We, EFAH 0, ¥4
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A Ax ed FEsted 2AHd AARAE
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28 13344 Az yL9 ue F= % 3117H351~:
(B © IXNNEE ADUSol oigh 2 =Y o] g
248 (0D

B - ale} 7}z 7l Vﬂﬂ%iﬂ
F A 4T A

A E 1.57(0.78) 2. 50(0. 31)
3 9 & 2.310.31) 2. 63(0. 33)
( D EzAd -

(B 5 2ol Zedo e Hags A

% o4 4 }z}z}%ﬂﬁ F

. . - S — —o__ §}_
Aok (A) 4.38 1 4.38 19 64%*
A ES-EH A (B) 2.10 I 2,10  9.40%*
AXB .10 1 .10 4. 46%
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el P 16. 623
**p< 01, *p<. 05

22 Vo] Hrkstg e Lol P g o) G 7 A
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atae] e W A4 AdE (BB 2 4 gl
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-429-



Aol A A E2A Ashe] vl o delE HA d8
Z e st dde £ 4 3%

o] e A Aot EX%}«I}—“"‘-@’“ 45
4e FAE g BAG Aol {2y Leldh. Ao}
AEx A E2H-54 45AEd BE FEFHE
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& Aol & Holm Yz AoAEs G ZANAE
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of A B &AL Wl ¥ 3z AEE ¢ F o
B £4 Jdoll e AotAEe] FA glo] XA A
Abze] o Beiel mgAel FERE & F U

$ol EEAANA AGFEXBAZY-IAE 437
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The Manifestation and Control of the Primary
Process Thinking on the Rorschach Responses
with Relation to Ego Strength (Strong-
Weak) and Field Dependence-Inde-

pendence

Min-Sup Sin, Ho-Taek Won

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to clarify the man- .

ifestation and control of the primary process think-
ing on the Rorschach responses with relation to the
ego strength and field dependence-independence. Bar-
ron’s Ego Strength Scale & HFT were used for asse-
ssing cgo strength & field dependence-independence.
Holt's scoring system was applied to assess primary
process thinking.
Included as the hypotheses in this study were;
1. Strong ego strength group will manifestate less
the primary process thinking contents on the Ror-

schach responses than weak ego strength group.

[

In field independent groups, strong ego strength
group will defend more effectively to the primary
process thinking manifested on Rorschach respo-

nses than weak ego strength group, whereas in

-433-

tield dependent groups, there will be a decrease
in the efficiency of defense compared o feld ind-
ependent groups.

In order to test these hypotheses, a total of 48 male
freshmen in SNU which had been in the range of
upper 25% and lower 25% on the HFT (Hidden
Figure Test) and Ego Strength Scale scores among
316 male and female college students, were selected.
As three subjects were dropped out, for 45 subjects
Rorschach was administered and assessed by Holt's
scoring system. Due to subjects’ attrition, unequal
unweighted mean analysis of variance was applied
for this study.

The results were as following;

In strong ego strength group, the primary process
thinking contents were manifestated less than those
of weak ego strength group (p<.0l) and no signi-
ficant difference was found in the primary process
thinking contents between field dependent group and
field independent group.

The effective defense to the primary process thin-
king contents was found to be significantly correlated
with field independence as well as strong ego strength
(p<. 0L,

This results were viewed as suggesting that the
effective defenses to the stimulus causing anxiety
require strong ego étrength and field independent
cognitive style.

With above mentioned findings, the followings were
discussed. 4

These results suggest that the Holt’s scoring system
of the primary process thinking at least have the
construct validity in the light of Barron’s Ego Stren-
gth Scale, and support Freud's standing of the pri
mary process thinking.

Finally, the necessity that except ego strength, field
dependence-independence is to be considered to unde-
rstand the psychopathology, and the limitations in

this study were discussed.





