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female cov ter part to ftactor .. Finally, Factor |} appears to be

a constuncy factor, crimurily repsresenting ' ether or not the fig-

ures are drawn with a relatively constuant Jegree ¢ line pressure.
lriscussiaon

The Figure-Drawing Test, when scored as described, vields a
total of 57 figure-drawing variables. In theory, the clinician or
other user of the Figure-Drawing Test makes his overall assessment
of e individual's personality by constdering all 57 variables
simultaneously. In actual practice, however, most users nrobably
utilize or /s some subset of the variables in making their assess-
ment simply because it is too unwicldly to consider such a large
number of variables. 3ut the protlem is that unless the user is
provided with an indication of the relative importance of the wva-
riables, he has no idea fexcept intuitively) which subset of var-
iables might be the most meaninoful to consider. To complicate
matters further, there is in al! likclihood a considerable depree
of redundancy arong the varia' les 1o terms of that which they mea-
sure, i.e., there is a good deal of overlap amone the variahles.
In order to provide clinicians and other users witsn more  readily
usable information, the nrescnt investigation has determined, fac-
tor anualvticallyv, what independent factor. are evialuated by  cans
of e Figure-Urawing Test, an! which are most inhortant,

Based upon 78% scts of fleare irawings, 19 independent fac-
tors were identificed whiclk accounted for approxtrately 53% of  t¢
variance associated with 11 7 variahiles. Anather 15 of the va-
riance could have been accounte. fur by inc ding an  additional

6 fact rs, but the »mall benefit parned by their inclusion would
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APFENDIX

Code for Scoring 57 Figure-Ddrawing Variables

8 = Both figures

0
Mo

M forst
Lpriact
Statrnrary
Ga~e ar
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Sare as
Variable &,
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ull front view

Sane &3
variable 7.
Lane 1y
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Lacr tn

Lackirg
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Hat wisitle e
i~deteor-inate
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Sime as
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1
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betn figures)
Irdeterminate
Other
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Other
Obiigue front
view

incertatn
cittle
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Mrnor 1 feet,
Fards)
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vicible
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extended

M - Male figure

F = Female figure

: 3 3

L]

F first
Not vpright
Active
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Obiique Full back
back view view

Apparent
51ight Apparent
Present

Major (arms,
‘eqs

Both visible

Fully
extended
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APPENDIX

a 1 Z 4
52. M-Level of detailir Same as 50-571.
22: ;-Identity and sex
differentiation Same as 50-51.
gg: E—Gvera1] sophistica- Indeterminate Primitive Intermediate
- Ftron

Some codr numbers are undefined, as in Variables 13-14, 25-26, 37, 39, 40-41, and 50-51.

when tw, judges disagreed in order to reconcile their coding.

Sophisticated

They were used











