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1. Chapter 8, p.202, Table 8.2 (c) is incorrect: tect version is as follows:

Table 8.2 (Continued)
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2.  Chapter 8, p.203, Figure 8.1: the inertias andgrenges should be 0.3113 (10.38%) on

horizontal first dimension, and 0.2724 (9.08%) ertical second dimension.

3. Chapter 8, p.207, Figure 8.2: the inertias andgyenges should be 0.2804 (13.70%) on

horizontal first dimension, and 0.1633 (7.98%) ertical second dimension.

4.  Chapter 8, p.208, Figure 8.3: the inertias andgyernges should be 0.2726 (23.44%) on

horizontal first dimension, and 0.1240 (10.66%)ertical second dimension.

5. Chapter 8, p.211, Figure 8.5: the inertias andgréages should be 0.2870 (30.07%) on

horizontal first dimension, and 0.0885 (9.27%) ertical second dimension.

6. Chapter 8, p.214, Table 8.5: the corrected verisias follows:

Percentages
Subset analyzed Tbiattia Axis 1 Axis 2
All response categories (+,?,—,x) 0.3784 25.6 19.6
(50.5) (34.3)
Polar responses (+,-) 0.1369 54.3 11.2
Nonpolar responses (?,X) 0.2064 341. 9.0
PRs by NPRs 0.0176 34.4 16.1

It is readily checked that 0.3784 = 0.1369+0.208040176) ...



