The Effects of Blurting on Conforming to Blame in Social Settings
Having recently finished a descriptive study on blame and conformity in social media, the research team (n=24) wanted to continue their studies on conformity in society. Conformity, a tendency to alter behavior to match that of a group majority, can be caused by numerous facets of society. Thus, it has been psychologically studied since Jenness’ primary study of conformity in 1932. By using an ABA design, he found that individuals would conform to a group majority on the estimate of numbers of beans in a bottle. His studies, like many others, sought to define conformity and study its social components in group versus individual think.
Further definitions of conformity include “yielding to group pressure” (Crutchfield, 1962) or “a subject’s behavior following those of [an external or internal] object” (Guandong, 2012). According to Guandong’s definition, the type of object reflected different rates of conformity showing that “external” objects, i.e. a group, would have more effect on the phenomenon. 
Furthering the studies of conformity and its components, Asch (1951) tested the power of conformity alone and correlated it to the number of confederates in an experimental condition. His study helped discover the social aspects of conformity, particularly conforming to an incorrect answer given by confederates. Asch’s study resulted in 75% of the participants conforming at least once to the confederate’s incorrect response and found that the number of confederates (up to seven) was positively correlated to the rate of conformity. Asch found that over seven confederates in a group would cause conformity to decline. This was applicable to the present study, as four speaking confederates were used in the experimental condition. 
A concept often used in conjunction with conformity is compliance, “the change in behavior toward a group standard as a result of the group’s influence on the individual” (Ridgeway, 2001). However, in contrast with conformity, compliance results in “a change in behavior without a change in opinion,” whereas conformity results in the alteration of one’s opinion (Kelman, 1958). Both conformity and compliance are results of the concept of social pressure, also referred to as peer pressure. 
Each of the previously stated conformity studies demonstrated that the majority of individuals deviate from their original response to reflect the group’s choice. Yet, conformity studies primarily looked at conformity in adults; whereas Haun and Tomasello (2011) looked into the age social pressure begins to affect the average person. By studying a sample of preschoolers, the researchers found that peer pressure is not only present in a child’s primary years, but will often result in conformity. In the trials, the students conformed to answers given by their peer group. This suggests that any individual exposed to peer pressure is subject to conformity in social settings (Haun and Tomasello, 2011)
	Looking into the inferential aspect of these studies, one can see the applications form in common day society. Unfortunately, conformity in society is deemed negative as detailed by Aronson in The Social Animal (1972). Aronson declares that conformity may result in “disastrous and tragic” outcomes and the revised edition (2008) supports this hypothesis with political and world events such as Hitler’s reign in World War II and the explosion of the Challenger spacecraft (p 15). Aronson goes on to define conformity as the “absence of dissent” resulting from “real or imagined pressure” from an individual or group (p 17-19). This “imagined pressure” was applied into this study as no subject was told to conform, yet chose to follow the social norm of the group in the experimental condition. 
	One of the negative facets of conformity that produces negative outcomes is blame, “a kind of punishment” (Squires, 1968). Williams’ (2003) looked into the concept of blame in relation to judgment of wrongly accused persons. This is highly applicable to society specifically in legal systems. Before DNA testing, courts based their sentencing on the word of a victim or a vote of a jury. Yet, it has been found that since 1989, 303 convicted persons were found innocent after being sentenced to time in prison with parole, without parole, or on death row (The Innocence Project). While this is a grandiose example of the negative outcomes that come with conforming to blame (like using a jury system to sentence), it reflects information about western societies and the issues conforming can occur. 
Based on this information, the present study questioned if social pressure to blame would cause participants to conform in the group. By using the negative action of theft, the research team forced the participants to accuse a suspect of stealing. The type of social pressure used in this study was “blurting” – confederates would blurt their accusations of a particular suspect (all accusations were the same) to try and cause group conformity. 
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