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Abstract

A replication study on the correlations between the new Rorschach’s manner of
approach classification which is based on color areas and preference for order (Abe,
2005) was carried out. The Rorschach test and the scale of preference for order were
administered to 65 participants. The results differed from the previous study and
demonstrated no significant correlation between the manner of approach variables and
its scale. Accordingly, these results suggest that not all potentials of the new

classification are denied, although we need to be cautious in utilizing Abe’s (2005)
results.
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