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. . experimenter (interrogate?) d_subject (interrogco) was not measured. 

. experimenters interviewing twenty four subjects, the results obtainsfi 

' a) the rats of Opifiifinfi expressed showed no signific . 
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' '1.' In an ciqnriment on influencing conversational continuation, 
tvcnt' four sub’ects divided into four grou s carried on conversations 
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- _w1th seventeen experimenters. This recucod toe situation, alrcacy ' 

numerically small in a statistical sense, to an almost person to 
person relationship. The extensive amount of individual interpretation 

_ possible in such a situation reduces the-scientific aspect to ahsost _ 

zero. - ' 
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2.' As indicated in t- ittal mewo from author, an implication 
for "brainwashing" might be und in such an experimsnt as this. In 
its present fen: this rspsrt of experimsnt offers little to either 
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by the author's recognition that.the relationship effect bctwocn the 
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The author himself poses our question as to whether or not verbal 
behavior would or could be reinforced by agreement in a situation 
wherein the subject (intsrrogoe-prisoner).dislikcd the eiperimentcr 
(intezrogator - captor) ._ 3 -- ; .' _. 

. -- . 3." Despite the individualistic assesszant afforded by scventoon 

are practically univorsally constant, and are as would ncrually_be 
expected, viz: , 
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chmmgas function of roinfcrccmcnt during the 
oporant oisl control) period; 

b) Each of the subjects shcycd an increased frcquenoy 
of opinions cxgresscd during the agrcemcntgperiod; 

"0- 

' c) Timntg one of twenty four of the subjects showed s~~ ~- -- 
a decreased frocusncy of opinions canvassed during A1 ~~— s 

the cxtincticn ’d"oqroamcnt cried. ' ' 
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h. ‘Those results would scam than to offer little procpcct _ ._ 
for their utilization by u Coacmnist "crpcrimontcr" to acnicvc 
degree of success in a "brainwashing" or "braincoanging" attempt except _ 

in the very i1:_=..~::diatc initird. stage. .. , 
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S. Tnc application in this initizil :s‘b;*.{;c would be the situation 
uhcrcin the subjact (prisoner) is encouraged by the experimenter _ 

(captor) to express his opinions as to ‘what the war is aoout‘; ‘why toe 
, 
prisoner joincé tho military service‘; etc. By the cxpcrimcnter‘s .i~__ ---- w.l 
-encouragement through agreement,-the subject may go on and on in his 1 

Y . _ 

opinion cxpressicn. Thus the subject might afford the experimenter a
_ 

psychological profilo of himself, and thus might expose a psychological 
point of vulnerability which could be used as a departure point or 
eqtry wedge in tho dcpersonnlization of "brainwashing". .

» 54- In - 6. Even tl initial application to "brainwashing" cannot be 
deduced from this report of experiment, however, because the effect of , i M _ , 

a situation of antaacnism between experimenter and subject (sec paragraph 
2) has not been measured;
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