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Thesis Title Effects of Praise and Blame omn Task Achievement
of Students with Differemt Persomnality
Characteristics.

Name Miss Sa-ing Damnoensawasde Department Psychology

Academic Year 1969

ABSTRACT

This experimental study aimed at studying the
effects of praise and blame on task achievement Qf
students with different personality characteristics.
Utilizing the HSPQ Form A and’ the letter cémcellation
perforﬁance test, the 16Q- first &ea; sﬁudents (80 boys,

80 girls), agé@ 16-18 years, of Uttaradit~ Téacher Training
College 1im the écademig‘ year 1969 were selected and
equalized 1into four experimental gfoupé aﬁd one controlled
group. In each group, there were +two types of personality
characteristics: high and low anxiety lstudents. Four kinds
of ‘independent variables : blame, praise, blanme before- praise
and Dblame after praise ; were randomly assigned- to those
four experiméntal groups before they took each series of
seven letter cancellation performance tests. The confrolled
group was eXxplained 6n1y how to do the tests. The
statistical method used in data analysis was 1 - test.

The major results were :— (1) Blame, praise, biame
before praise and blame after praise made the students
work better. The average scores of the praised group

and the praised-blamed group differed from those of the



controlled group significantly Jat .001, but there was no
significant differences betqéé; the blamed group and the

blamed—graised group from the controlled group - they tended
to work better than the controlled group. Ramking according to
the scores obtained from the highest to the lowest scores were
the praised giroup, the praised-blamed group, the blamed-praised
group, the blamed group, and the controlled group.(2) The
average scores of the girls in the blamed group, the préised

group, the blamed-praised group and the praised-blamed group
were higher than those of the boys and there were significant

differences in each group and from each other between groups

at .1@ — .00l level. (3) Cenerally, both the high and the low
anxiety students in the praised group had the best task achieve-

ment and there were significant differencés at ,10 level. There
were no significant differénceS'in the other group but the low
anxiety students in the blamed group and\the praised-b;amed
group tended to work better thaﬁ the high anxiety students. The .
high anxiety students in thé controlled gfoup andﬁthe blamed—
praised group tended to work better than the low anxiety
students. (4) All high anxiety studepts and the high anxiety
girls in the blamed group got the lowest average scores. But
all the iow anxiety students and the low anxiety ﬁofs in the
controlled group got the lowest average scores. (5) The high
anxiety and the low amxiety students in the praised group got
the highest average scores and differed from the other groups
significantly at the various levgls of confidence, (6) The
average scores between boys and girls with high and low

anxiety differed significantly.
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