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The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of ingroup-outgroup manipulation
and expectation of success manipulation on interrogative suggestibility by using 2 (group:
ingroup/outgroup) x 2 (expectation of success: high expectation/no expectation) factorial
design. One hundred and twenty Chulalongkorn University undergraduate students were
randomly assigned into one of four experimental conditions. Finally the participants were given
the leading question from the interrogative suggestibility scale. The findings are interpreted
within the theoretical framework of Gudjonsson (1997).

Results show that:

1. The participants given high expectation have significantly higher yield 1 and total
suggestibility than those given no expectation (p < .001).

2. The ingroup participants have significantly higher yield 1 and total suggestibility
than the outgroup participants (p < .001).

3. For the high expectation condition, there is no significant difference of yield 1
between the ingroup and outgroup participants; however, the ingroup participants have
significantly higher total suggestibility than the outgroup participants (p < .01 ).

4. There is a significant interaction between ingroup-outgroup and expectation of
success on yield 1 (p < .01); however, there is no interaction between ingroup-outgroup and

expectation of success on total suggestibility.





