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Introduction and Purpose of Study 

Why was the study conducted?
Study was conducted to trace the linking of Spontaneous Trait Transference (STI) and Spontaneous Trait 
Inference (STI), and furthermore, to precise the amount of trait-linking we could control.


What sort of predictions did the authors make about this study?
Initial Hypothesis: In direct contrast to STT, STI inference involves associative processing –rather than 
attributional processing- so it would be relatively shallow, depend less on processing goals, and also 
involve unlabeled, weaker associations. 

Method

Who were the participants and how were they selected?
Three experiment groups were gathered: 79 participants in group one (I), 65 in group two (II), and 214 in group three (III). Participants were students wishing to acquire partial credit for a “research requirement” for an introductory psychology course.


What was actually done to study the topic and why?
Photographs were shown to participants, along with behavior descriptions pertaining to either the –said photographed – informant themselves, or someone the informant knew; to be considered “Other Describing.” To minimize error and confusion, the opposite gender of the informant was used for other-descriptive nouns (i.e. “s/he is…”). Once instructed to do so, participants would then fill out a trait ratings sheet; ranging from one to seven: 1 (none at all) – 7 (extremely). What follows is but a brief summary of the differences set-up by Carlston et al, concerning STT and STI in each group. Represented by corresponding experiment group number;

I. Ten to twenty-second encoding time allotted. Participants exposed to both self and other-describing informants, in booklets of photographs matched with behavior descriptions. 
II. Participants given as much time as needed, to fill out trait-ratings sheet. The stimulus was in front of them as they did this task online, at their leisure.
III. Some participants were given information on STT, in an attempt to minimize error in their trait rating process. Participants also required to acknowledge whether the informant was specifically self-describing or other-describing.

Results and Discussion
What were the main findings of the study?
The results – corresponding to the experiment and control group, of the same number – are as follows:

I. Additional encoding time given does not necessarily increase STT effects.

II. Despite being completely self-paced, participants still engaged in STT.

III. Information given directly to participants, regarding STT, did not negate STT occurrence in the slightest bit.
Why are the results of this study important?
The results of this study show how transference is not a result of anything we can humanly control. Attributions made were thought of more so as acquired. The inaccurate encoding of the informants descriptions does not seem to be at fault here. STT has been the downfall of Man since the conscious, or arguably, the subconscious, first spawn. In this study, the largest experiment group, group III, were told of STT; the entire process and the detrimental effects of such. To the layman, Spontaneous Trait Transference can be summed up in Skowronski’s own words, “People may form impressions of us by the way we describe others” ¹ Even with said descriptions, clarifications, and explanations in hand, it did not minimize, nor negate, the occurrence of STT at all. Further studies must be done, though let it be noted that this study, preformed by Carlston et al, was certainly important. 
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