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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

A. Problem. There is considerable agreement among those who study
human behavior that one of the most ambiguous and elusive concepts in psy-
chopathology {8 "psychopathic personality”. The differential diagnosis of
this clinical picture remains clouded because, in the opinion of Cameron (9),
Frankenstein (19), Peru (50), Jenkins (30) and others, the concept of psycho=-
pathic personality has been viewed as a gross nosological label which has
been loosely applied to a wide range of personality disorders and problems.
Implied in this approach is the assumption that psychopathy i1s a unitary rather
than a multidimensional classification. In fact, even those who have attemp-
ted to differentiate types of psychopathy, like the subgroups described in the
‘official psychiatric nomenclature (12) under “sociopathic personality*, have
not brought the needed refinement in this diagnostic category. The proposed
typologies are merely descriptive subgroups whose characteristic traits need
to be empirically established in order to clearly identify the various dimen-
sions of psychopathy.

McKinley and Hathaway (40) were among the first to recognize and
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to take into account the multidimensionality of psychopathy in their develop~
ment of the MMPI Psychopathic Deviate (Pd) Scale. In constructing the Pd
scale, these researchers included a wide range of mixed item content from
which they were able to rationally isolate four distinct patterns. These pat-
terns, in their opinion, served to enchance the clinical usefulness in the as-
sessment of different dimensions of psychopathy. However, in subsequent
studies with the MMPI, many MMPI workers either overlooked or ignored the
implications of these different items clusters when comparing or interpreting
the elevated Pd scale scores of social deviants who, in comparison to other
groups, commonly show a higher incident of spiked scores on the Pd scale.
Astin's (5) awareness of the need for investigating these different Pd item
patterns is reflected in his observations that these scores may be of little
diagnostic value to the clinician since equally high ranging Pd scores can be
obtained by vastly different types of psychopaths. In other words, these
elevated scores can have quite different clinical implications depending
upon the composition of the item clusters contributing to the total Pd scale
score.,

Astin's exploration of this problem led him to isolate five factors
from the Pd scale which, in his opinion, identified some of the traits which
characterize people labeled psychopathic deviates. He identified one of

these factors as a "Self~Esteem” factor which contained positive and nega-
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tive poles. According to Astin, the positive pole consists of items denying
introversion and shyness which suggests high self-esteem; the negative pole
contains items admitting depression and guilt feelings which suggests low
self-esteem. He sought to relate the bipolar differences in the self-esteem
trait with the theoretical description of the “inadequate” and the "inept"
social deviants as proposed by Cameron and Magmtl(lo). He tentatively
suggests that the high self-esteem trait (positive pole) seems to be charac-
teristic of the “inept" social deviant and the low self-esteem (negative pole)
seems to be characteristic of the"inadequate” social deviant.

In empirically establishing a bipolar self-asteem trait, Astin has
provided us with a measurable criterion for differentiating two types of social
deviants labeled psychopathic whose motivational patterns might also be
characteristically different. Thus, in the present study, the primary focus
is to discover the motivational correlates, if any, of two bipolar (high and
low) "Self-Esteem” MMPI Pd traits which characterize the “inept" and

"inadequate"” psychopathic deviant. In seeking to find these motivational

i Cameron and Magaret describe the “inadequate” social deviant as cne who
has failed to develop and maintain effectively the role of social participant
but who partially recognizes his social inadequacies and seeks dependent,
protective relationships with others. The "inept" social deviant is descri~
bed as one who has acquired the te >hniques of social participant but uses
them abortively in his attempts to interact with gsociety.,




4
correlates, the researcher will use Armmold's method of Story Sequence Analy-
sis (2).
B. Purpose. The purpose of this study is to investigate whether Armold's
method of TAT analysis and scoring can differentiate the motivational patterns
of inadequate and inept bipolar Pd factored dimensions of psychopathy. The
value of this investigation is twofold. Pirst, it will seek to find the motiva~
tional correlates of two poles of one dimension of psychopathy. Second, it
will serve to provide a partial exploration of the concurrent validity of Arnold's
method of Story Sequence Analysis when applied to bipolar factored dimensions
of psychopathy.
C. Hypotheses. The following hypotheses will be subjected to syste-
matic inquiry in this research:
I. The inadequate and the inept psychopathic deviant groups

will differ significantly in the frequency of positive and

negative imports scored in each of Amold's four TAT sco-

ring categories: 1. Achievement, success, happiness,

active effort (or lack of it); II. Right and Wrong; III.

Human Relationships; IV. Reaction to Adversity.

II. The inadequate and the inept psychopathic deviant groups
will differ significantly in the sum total of positive or nega~
tive numerical scores.
III. If significant quantitative differences are found in hypo~
thesis I, then a qualitative analysis of the positive or
negative import content will yield differences in attitu~-

dinal patterns for the inadequate and the inept psycho~
pathic deviant groups.




CHAPTER I

REVIEV/ OF THE RELATED LITERATURE

On the whole, the dimensions of psychopathy have not been thor-
oughly studied. In fact, most of the available research with predictor varia~
bles, especially those involving the TAT, has ignofed the multidimensional
aspect of psychopathy. Instead these TAT studies have focused on establish-
ing personality differences or predicting overt behavior from the analysis of
isolated themes in each story. This preoccupation with story themes by TAT
workers stems from an assumption that TAT stories, like fantasy, directly re~
veal the storyteller's underlying needs, drives, and affect. Such an assump-
tion has been difficult to substantiate because these projections, culled from
story themes, have not consistently correlated with overt behavior. At best,
these story themes merely attest to the presence of various areas of concern
but they do not indicate what the storvteller's attitudes are relative to the
action he is talking about. This action is revealed through the story plot
and story outcome. The story plot describes a problem and the story out-
come indicates the solution and the way in which the story teller evaluates
it. A method which uses the story with its outcome as an indication of

5
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the storyteller's motivational attitudes might yield predictions as to actual
behavior. Such a method might be useful in revealing differences in motiva~-
tional patterns among "inadequate" and "inept” dimensions of psychopathy
drawn from a prison population.
A, TAT ag a Predictor Varjable. TAT studies examining the relationship
between fantasy and overt behavior have yielded varied results. Scodel and
Lipetz (57) reported that a simple TAT aggressive score did not differentiate
patients who had a history of violence from those who did not. Jensen (31)
and Kagan (33) found no significant relationship between aggression in fan-
tasy and behavioral ratings of aggression. McNeil (41) was also unsuccess-
ful in finding a relationship between fantasy aggression and its overt expres~
sion. Murstein (46) was able to differentiate hostile and non-hostile subjects
when internal punishment rather than thematic hostility was considered.
Mussen and Naylor (47) found that aggressive boys told many stories of ag-
gression but few in which aggression was punished. In contrast, non-aggres-
sive boys told many stories in which aggression was punished. Their findings
suggest that aggressive and non-aggressive personalities can be distinguished
by the way in which they treat aggressive themes and not by the sheer number
of such themes.

Stone (63) attempted to determine the predictive validity of a TAT

Aggressive Content Scale using three groups of army prisoners. He catego~-
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rized the groups as least aggressive, moderately aggressive and most aggres-
sive based on the number and kind of offenses committed. TAT responses were
categorized according © content involving death, physical aggression, and
verbal aggression. These responses were weighted on a point system, 3~2~
1 respectively. Stone's assumption was that death concepts involved greater
aggression and poor controls; hence, they are more related to overt aggression
than either the physical or verbal categories. His findings did not bear out
this assumption since he was unable to confirm the gradient differences in
aggression among the three groups. The only significant difference in aggres-
sion was obtained between the assaultive and non-assaultive groups. The
lack of consistent positive results may be attributed to Stone's assumption
that there is a direct relationship between "aggressive needs" reflected in
TAT story themes and overt behavior. This assumption has been recently chal-
lenged by others such as Jensen (32) and Lazarus (36) on the grounds that the~
matic fantasy expression does not show significant relationship to relatively
stable behavioral tendencies or personality traits.

Purcell (53) used the TAT as a predictor of impulse~-control balance.
His subjects were army trainees who were psychiatric referrals to the Mental
Hygiene Clinic. They were categorized as least antisocial, intermediate and
most antisocial on the basis of information obtained from their social histories.

The TAT records were scored for fantasy aggression; remoteness of fantasy
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aggression in time, object, place, and social context; anticipated internal
punishment such as suicide, self-depreciation, and feelings of guilt, shame
or remorse; and anticipated external punishment including assault, injury,
threat and deprivation directed against the hero. The three groups were com=-
pared on the basis of the following constructed scores: fantasy aggression,
remoteness/fantasy aggression, internal punishment/external punishment,
internal punishment/fantasy aggression, external punishment/fantasy aggres-
sion. Purcell's findings revealed that of the 15 comparisons between any two
of the three groups for the five scores, 12 were significant at the ,05 level or
greater, including all the comparison between the least antisocial and the
most antisocial groups. Not only did the most antisocial group respond with
more aggressive themes than the other two groups, but also their aggressive
expression was more crude and direct. In addition, Purcell found that anti~-
social behavior varies inversely both with the amount of anticipated external
as well as internal punishment but in comparison, the internal punishment
anticipations are a more potent deterrent to antisocial behavior than are exter-
nal punishment anticipations. Purcell's findings suggest that aggressive
themes by themselves give no clue to the overt expression of aggression un-
less the underlying attitudes toward aggression are simultaneously considered.

Kutash (35) used the TAT to evaluate the personality structure of

sixty institutionalized male defective adults diagnosed as psychopathic
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personalities on the basis of psychiatric interview. He analyzed their TAT
records by separating each story into responses he classified as indicating
“intra=-psychic conflicts"”, "inner motivation for the response”, and the "goal”
or "drive" represented by each response. According to Kutash, each response
represented a statement of dynamic significance which lent itself to interpre~
tation much like the responses on the Rorschach. He found the most frequent-
1y elicited intra~psychic conflicts involved separation anxiety, ambition, and
family relationships, guilt feelings, and unconscious desire for punishment.
Also common but less prominent were unresolved conflicts involving death,
depression, despair, aggressive assault, eroticism,and suicide.

Although Kutash concludes that the stimulus properties of the TAT
pictures differ quantitatively in revealing the particular projections of the
storyteller, it is doubtful whether his assumption is justified. If such were
the case, then the storyteller's actions should not only duplicate the hero's
action, but he should manifest the same desires, drives, and conflicts
that are ascribed to the story characters. However, as Arnold (2) points out,
on ;he hypothesis that the storyteller projects in the psychoanalytic sense,
we cannot tell whether themes revealed in the TAT accompany behavior or are
an alternative to behavior; whether themes missing inthe TAT indicate lack of
corresponding needs, its blocking by ego~defenses or its being acted out in

reality, Without such evidence, Kutash's findings become meaningless since
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there are no indications that such conflicts exist or that his subjects actually
have the desires and conflicts he imputes to them. Finally, Kutash failed to
compare his group with other clinical groups or with normals. If he had, he
might have found similarly frequent conflicts among people who manifest
widely differing behavior. Considering the frequent reports that identical
TAT themes were found in aggressive and non~aggressive, well~adjusted and
maladjusted groups, Sanford et al (55), Cox and Sargent (14), such a compari~-
son is rather important.

Some methodological differences in the analysis of the TAT are re-
ported by Shneidman (58). In citing the results of a blind analysis of TAT and
MAPS Test protocols from the same patient by sixteen TAT experts, an attempt
is made to order these sixteen methods into five methodological categories.
The resultant classification included the following approaches: normative,
hero-oriented, intuitive, interpersonal,and perceptual. Included among those
workers using the intuitive method is Arnold (1). The application of this term
"intuitive" seems to be & misnomer since what Arnold has developed is an
analytic method built around the “sequential analysis" of the TAT (2). It dif-
fers from other methods both in its basic assumptions and system of analysis.

Amold's TAT sequence analysis does not interpret fragmented story
themes taken out of context; rather her method is based on an analysis of the

story plot and outcome. Instead of unconscious needs, her method reveals
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the storyteller's approval or disapproval of the action described in the story.
Moreover, it reveals the storyteller's moctivating attitudes and the way in
which they will influence him to act. It is from these motives, which she
describes as "blueprints for action", that it {s possible to infer the story-
teller's corresponding action in real life. The crux of the method is neatly
stated by Arnold herself when she says:

«+ «the problem he sets himself in the stories he tells,

he will resolve in real life according to the way in

which he evaluates the story situation. (1962,p.34)

Her fundamental assumption is that each story is an imaginative
exploration of various problems and their possible solutions. Hence, the
focus of her method i8 the isolation of what the storyteller is trying to say,
This {nvolves the abstracting of the import (the meaning or significance of
each story) and arranging the imports in sequence. Accordingto Arnold, "such
a sequence makes it possible to follow the storyteller's trend of thought.
which reveals his habitual dispositions, the way he evaluates human act! =
and the circumstances of his life.” She further states:

. . .that the story {mport will show how the story teller thinks

people usually act and how he feels they should act; what

actions he thinks right and which wrong; what will lead to

success and what to failure; what can be done when danger

threatens and what are the things to strive for. In short,

the story import, taken in sequence, gives a connected

statement of the storyteller's principles of action, his moti-

vational pattern. Obviously, this pattem should make it
possible to gauge how he would react to a situation. (1962,p.51)
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In refining her method of TAT analysis, Arnold has developed an orga-
nized schema for scoring each import. This scoring schema is composed of
four categories containing headings, subheadings,and divisions with weighted
scores arranged on a four point scale, +2, +1, -1, -2, This scoring system
is far from complete but it is being systematically expanded with the accumu~
lation of research data derived from the use of her method.

Vassiliou (64) proposed to investigate the motivational patterns that
would distinguish schizophrenics from those with personality disorders using
Arnold's method of sequential analysis. Her subjects consisted of eighty
hospitalized patients, (forty schizophrenics and forty personality disorders)
and forty "normal college students”. In a preliminary study using half of the
sample, Vassiliou found that most of the imports of the two patient groups
could not be scored according to Amold's criteria for normals. As a conse-
quence, she developed normative scoring categories for her two patient groups.
With the extended normative data for scoring, she was able to correctly
separate fifty-nine of the remaining sixty records as belonging to schizophre~
nic, personality disorder, or normal groups. In addition to the empirical sepa-
ration of the groups studied, Vassiliou also presents descriptive differences
in motivational patterns which distinguish the schizophrenic group from the
personality disorder group. The results of her findings show that the devel~-

opment of scoring criteria for clinical groups {s possible and that the method
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of TAT sequence analysis is a useful tool for formal diagnosis.

Petrauskus (51) employed Amold's method of TAT sequence analysis
to investigate the motivational attitudes of naval personnel. He used two
groups consisting of thirty offenders and thirty non-offenders. The designa-
tion of the groups was based on the presence or absence of acting out beha~
vior in military life. A preliminary study of randomly selected matched pairs
of subjects was used to determine the scoring criteria for the TAT. The cate~
gories selected by Petrauskus for scoring were: 1) attitudes toward self and
others, 2) attitudes toward work and success, 3) attitudes toward problems,
4) attitudes toward external forces, and 5) attitudes towa:d duties and obliga~
tions.

The sixty records were analyzed according to Arnold's seguence ana-
lysis and the imports were scored by the experimenter and two independent
raters as either "plus” or "minus* and placed in one of the five categories.
Rater A correctly identified all the offender and non-offender records; raters
B and C correctly identified only forty-eight and fifty records out of the
sixty respectively. All of the raters distinguished the records of oifenders
from those of non~offenders well beyond chance. The obtined results re-
vealed that the offenders expressed more negative and less positive attitudes
in their TAT stories than the non-offenders.

Most other studies employing Arnold's method of sequence analysis
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have been generally concerned with differentiating between high and low
achievers. In the area of achievement, Snider (61) and McCandlish (39)
found significant differences between high and low school achievers. Burkhard
(8) refined McCandlish's scoring criteria and was able to differentiate primary
and secondary school teachers who had been rated high and low by their pupils.
Garvin (22) found a high positive correlation between TAT scores and the
student's grade point average among male and female college seniors. Quinn
(54) measured the positive and negative motivations in a group of students in
a Catholic scholasticate. He correlated their TAT stories with judges' ratings
of the group for "promise for religious life" and found correlations with fellow
students' ratings of .59, with superiors® ratings of .61. Fields (18) compared
the personality characteristics of institutionalized unwed adolescent mothers
and a normal group of institutionalized adolescents. She found both quantita-
tive and qualitative motivational patterns which differentiated the two groups.
The unwed mothers were characterized as low achievers who were likely to
exhibit passively negative attitudes in situations involving achievement,
human relationships, and adversity.

Studies such as those previously cited support the fact that there is
growing evidence that Arnold's method of story sequence analysis has predic~-
tive validity when applied to broad behavioral criteria. However, in the field

of criminology not only broad but also refined behavior differentiations are
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necessary. In this inquiry it is the fine behavioral discriminations that are
of the greatest concern. Consequently the efforts of this worker will be di-
rected toward determining the effectiveness with which the story sequential
method, as presently constructed, can differentiate a factorially derived bi-
polar dimension of psychopathy. These measures of psychopathy will be ob#
tained by using the MMPI Pd scale as a criterion.

B. MMPI As a Source of Criteria. As an empirically developed persona-

lity test, it is perhaps safe to say that no other instrument has inspired a
greater number of systematic studies than the MMPI. But unlike the TAT, the
MMPI was specifically designed to provide an objective measurement of the
major psychiatric disorders that affect personal and social adjustment. The
effectiveness of the MMPI with prison populations has been amply demon=-
strated in its application to such problems as predicting institutional adjust-
ment and the effects of imprisonment: Driscoll (15), Levy and Freeman (37),
Gill (23), and Gallenbeck (21); differentiating between first offenders and re-
cidivists: Dunham (16), Morrice (45), and Panton (49); as well as identifying
the different kinds of profile patterns among prisoner groups: Beall and Panton
(6), Hunt et al (29), Panton (48), and Pothast (52). One of the most consistent
findings among these MMPI studies is that many prison inmates tend to show
a psychopathic personality profile pattern which is characterized by a high

point elevation ranging upward over a T-score of 70 on the Pd scale with an
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accompanying secondary spike onthe Ma scale. Asimilarly frequent occurrence
of single spiked Pd and double spiked Pd and Ma scales has been observed by
the author in the MMPI profiles of over one-half of the nearly 4,000 inmates
routinely tested at the Joliet Diagnostic Depot during the past four years. Al-
though these elevated scores identify many institutionalized offenders as psy-
chopathic, they tell us very little about the unique traits which characterize
the different dimensions of psychopathy.

The problem of isolating and identifying some of the dimensions which
characterize people labeled psychopathic deviates has been investigated by
Astin (3), He factor-analyzed the MMPI Pd scale using two hundred-and-~fifty
hospitalized male drug addicts ranging in age from nineteen to sixty-one. On
the basis of Pd item intercorrelations, he was able to extract five identifiable
factors: I. Self-Esteem (positive and negative poles); II. Hypersensitivity;
IIT. Social Maladaptation; IV, Impulse Control; and V. Emotional Deprivation.
Astin's obtained factors agreed with the rational grouping of items noted by
McKinley and Hathaway (40): “tendency to respond in over-perfect ways"
(positive pole of Factor I); "depression and absence of strongly pleasant ex-
periences” (negative pole of Factor I and possibly Factor V); "paranoid trends"
(Factor 1I); and "social trouble" (Factor III).

Of particular importance to the present investigation are the positive

and negative poles composed of item clusters contained inAstin's Self~Esteem
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Factor. The polar opposites in the Self-Esteem Factor are said to resemble the
sinadequate" and "inept” social deviants described by Cameron and Magaret
(10). Astin found that the positive pole of the Self-Esteem Factor consaisted
of statements ‘denying social introversion and shyness whereas the negative
pole contained statements admitting depression and guilt feelings. Astin
postulated that the positive pole is suggestive of high self-esteem which is
characteristic of the "inept psychopath" who tends to over-estimate himself;
the negative pole 18 suggestive of low self-esteem, the trademark of the
"{nadequate psychopath" who 18 inclined to under—-estimate himself.

In a follow-up study, Astin and Monroe (5) attempted to demonstrate
the validity of Astin's five factors using clinical ratings as criteria. They
used thirty-five subjects in the initial validation procedure, all of whom had
been diagnosed as Personality Disorders. Validity data consisting of ratings
by a psychologist, social worker, or psychiatrist who were familiar with each
subject, as well as biographical information on these thirty-five subjects were
used todifferentiate between high and low scorers on each factor, In general,
the validity data characterizing the highs and lows on each factor appeared
to support Astin's (3) original factor interpretations, despite the fact that the
factor scores were based on as few as five and no more than ten items. A
cross~validation of the initial findings employing sixty~one new drug addict

subjects with diagnostic composition similar to that of the original validation
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group vielded mean differences on all five factors in the predicted direction.
Differences on Factors I, II, and III were significant (P<,01) and those on
Factors IV and V were of borderline significance (P<.05). Additional findings
indicate that the highs and lows on each validity score can also be discrimina=-
ted in terms of non~-relevant Pd factor scores. Astin and Monroe attribute this
finding to the item overlap among the validity scores and also among the Pd
factor scores. However, these writers maintain that the pattern of discrimina-
tions suggests there is considerable similarity in meaning among Factor I, II,
and III and between Factors IV and V.

In view of the partially successful findings obtained by Astin and
Monroe (5), Monroe et al (44) conducted another study in an effort to increase
the reliability of Astin's Pd factor scales by adding new self-rating items
which correlate with the factor scores. A cross verification of Astin‘s MMPI
Pd factors using a sample of 208 male drug addicts resulted in the extraction
of ten factors. The first six of these factors were readily identified as remark~-
ably :‘zlmuar to Astin's Pd factors. The remaining four factors (VIII through X)
were discarded &s inconsequential for practical purposes because they were
identified by only three or four marker variables. Astin's Pd Factor I (Self-
Esteem) with positive and negative poles broke down into Monroe~-Rewson Fac-
tors I (Intrapunitiveness) and II (Denial of Shyness). There was no difficulty

in matching Astin's remaining four factors with identifiable factors in the
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corresponding matrix,

Once the six revised Pd Factor Scales had been developed, Monroe
et al proceeded with the objective of selecting additional {tems from Monroe's
(43) "Psychometric Index of Character Structure" which would correlate signi-
ficantly with the basic scale and when added to them would increase their re~
liabilities. Two hundred randomly selected test records of male addicts, who
had taken the four-hundred item psychometric test questionnaire and the MMPI,
were divided into high and low scorers on each of the six Pd factor scales.

An item analysis of the four hundred items resulted in the selection of discri-
minating and non-overlapping items which increased each of the six criterion
scales (originally ranged from four to eight items) to twenty items each.
Monroe et al found statistically significant gains in reliability on three of

the four revised Pd factor scales when compared with Astin's original factors.
Monroe interprets his findings as suggesting that the composite Pd score iden-
tifies at least six different item clusters which can be related to six source
traits. He views these traits among addict personalities as representing multi- |
dimensions of psychopathy each of which is independent of the other. The
most crucial aspect of Monroe's finding is the fact that addict patients differ
on Pd factors and that these differences can be reliably measured.

A further attempt to identify factors from the MMPI Pd scale using a

sample of three hundred-and~sixty normal and psychiatric patients with random
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diagnoses is reported by Comrey (13). The sample was equally divided among
men and women; 77% were twenty-five years or over in age. Phi Coefficients
were computed for the fifty Pd items for age, sex, and hospitalization varisbles.
Comrey extracted thirteen factors of which five were of negligible significance.
The remaining eight factors were identified and described. Some of these fac~
tors were similar to those obtained by Astin (3) despite the use of different
correlational and rotational procedures on quite different samples of subjects
in the two studies. Astin (4) criticizes some of Comrey's interpretations of
his findings because the positive loadings he obtained, for example on Factors
OI and IV, were correlated on the basis of the percentages of true responses
given by the subjects rather than the percent answering the items {n the Pd
direction. Astin felt that Comrey could have avoided his questionable labeling
and misinterpretation of the factors in terms of the particular diagnostic group
represented, if the signs of the loadings had been changed according to the
scale key. Further criticisms can be levied at Comrey's methodology from the
standpoint that he did not use adequate control of dependent variables. More~
over, his criteria for selecting his two samples was much too gross and over-
lapping, since many of his alleged normal samples were disturbed although
not hospitalized,

MMPI studies by Hill, Haertzen and Glaser (28), and Hill, Haertzen

and Davis (27) showed that social deviates, including alcoholics, criminals,
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and a sub~group of addicts defined by MMPI patterns, produced group test pro-~
files withalmostidentical Pd spikes (T score=70). Hill and his colleagues
were impressed by what seemed to be a common personality component which
they felt antedated the initial socially deviant behavior as well as facilitating
such activities. Their position would not be difficult to defend if psychopathy
were a unitary dimension; otherwise it could be argued that the "common" Pd
elevation can mean different things in different people, having been armrived at
through an endorsement of different clusters of items. If such were the case,
it would seem appropriate to search for different etiologies in addicts, alco-
holics, and criminals who attain equally high Pd scores, but by different sets
of item clusters. However, the findings of Hill and his colleagues do not rule
out the possibility that social deviates may share a Pd factor profile which
differentiates them from other groups, such as normals, for example. Since
the Pd factor scales are relatively independent, it may develop that some or
all of these factors may discriminate the social deviates from normals.

The problem of determining what Pd factor scales, if any, discriminate
the social deviates (psychopaths) from normals has not been studied thus far.
On the other hand, considerable attention has been given tc ccmparing the per~
sonality characteristics derived from the MMPI profile patterns of normals
with incarcerated offenders as reported by Fry (20), Levy at al (38), Blair (7),

and Stanton (62). Fry, for instance, in comparing the mean T Scores for all
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the MMPI scales found that prison inmates showed a greater mean difference of
.05 to 18D from his college sample and .05 to 2 SD from the general population
with the greatest mean difference occurring on the Pd scale which showed a
spiked elevation above aT score of 70. These mean profile differences closely
resemble the findings obtained by Gough (24), Schmidt (56), and Guthrie (25),
though there were some differences interms of absolute elevations. Aside from
establishing tentative norms for his prison and college samples, Fry gave no
consideration tothe possible difference in the dimensionality of psychopathy as
revealed by the elevated Pd scale of the prison sample. In retrospect, Fry's
findings suggest that his prison sample, in contrast tothe college sample,
tends to endorse many more Pd sclae items whose psychopathic content cluster
may reveal differences in personality characteristics of the prison sample.

Other MMPI studies by Levy et al (38) and Stanton (62) comparing prison
inmates with non-prison normal groups also yielded similar differences consis~
tent with the findings of Fry (20), Kingsley (34), and Blair (7). lLevy et al (38)
found that male prison inmates, in contrast to male college students, averaged
six to ten T-scores higher on all the clinical scales except the Mf scale which
was five T-scores higher for the college group. Moreover, the Pd and D scales
were found to be the highest scores respectively for the prison group. Stanton
(62), in comparing the MMPI profiles of prison inmates with those of normal

subjects used by McKinley and Hathaway (40), found that prison inmates
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obtained higher mean score differences on all the MMPI scales except the L
scale, with the greatest mean differences occurring on the Pd and Ma scales.
These findings suggest that samples of prison inmates tend to manifest perso~
nality traits characterized by elevations on the Pd scale which distinguish
them from normal subjects. Exactly what these traits are that differentiate the
prison inmates from the normal subjects were not investigated in these studies
Likewise, the differences in the traits which characterized those who scored
high on the Pd scale were not explored either. Such difference, if explored,
might have identified some of the dimensions of psychopathy.

Blair (7) employed the MMPl as a measure for identifying army enlist~
ment applicanswho might become offenders. He compared fifty army discipli-
nary offenders with fifty matched control group and seventy~-five random controﬁ
group of non-offenders. His use of matched and random control groups of non-
offenders was intended to provide a broader representation of the normal Cana-
dian soldier population. The offender and control non~offender groups were
matched according to age, 1.Q., education, racial origin, and place of resi~
dence. He reported that the offenders mean score differences on scales F, D,
Pd, Pa, Pt, and Sc were considerably higher than those obtained by the non=-
offenders. Accordingly, Blul was able to classify the MMPI profile patterns
of the offenders into two main categories. The first consisted of a single high

spike on the Pd scale or a combined high elevation on the Pd and Ma scales.
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The second consisted of a marked elevation on the Sc scales. These two cate~-
gories accounted for 686% of the offenders, while only §% of the combined con~-
trol groups could be identified according to these two criteria, Blair concludes
from his findings that there is a high degree of relationship between personali-
ty deviation, as measured by the MMPI, and military offenders. In his opinion
the MMPI can be used quite effectively in the early identification of army en-
listment applicants who are likely to become disciplinary problems. Blair's
findings reaffirm the fact that among samples of offenders some of them exhibit
personality differences characterized by elevated patterns on either the Pd
scale orthe Pd and Ma scales which identify them as psychopathic personali-
ties.

Another technique in studying the offender has been to investigate the
relation between psychiatric classifications and scores of the MMPI, Clark (11)
used psychiatric classification of army prisoners in a disciplinary barrack as
the basis for evaluating the role of the MMPI in separating different levels of
adjustment. He found that the MMPI mean profile scores for the three groups
of prisoners, classified as no neuropsychiatric disorder, emotional instability,
and antisocial personality by psychiatric diagnosis, were quite similar ;n their
personality deviancy with the highest elevations appearing on the Pd and Ma
scales. When the army general prisoners are compared with a "normal* group

of soldiers, the general prisoners deviate significantly on all the MMPI clini~
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cal scales, regardless of their psychiatric classification, with the Pd and Ma
scales showing the most significant differentiation. Similar MMPI patterns
were obtained by Kingsley (34) who also used the separation of psychopathic
and non-psychopathic prisoners onthe basis of psychiatric judgment in studying
military offenders in a disciplinary barrack. Clark's findings are in essential
agreement with those of Blair (7) previously cited above.
C. Summary. Research with the MMPI has shown its wide applicability in
the study of both civilian and military offenders. The usual approach in many
of these studies has been to use the MMPI to differentiate the profile patterns
of offender groups by contrasting them with non-offender groups. The one con-
sistent finding emerging from these investigations is that the offender groups
tend to show significantly higher scale score elevations on many of the MMPI
scales with the highest elevations occurring on the Pd and Ma scales. Re-
searchers have agreed in their interpretation that elevations ranging over a
T-score of 70 on the Pd and Ma scales tend to identify those offenders among
prison samples who manifest personality traits which characterize them as
psychopathic deviates. In fact, early in the development of MMPI profile ’
patterns, it was discovered that peak scores on the Pd scales, almost without
regard to the absolute elevation of the profile, provided evidence of lack of
social conformity or self-control and a persistent tendency to getinto trouble.

Moreover, the highincidences of spiked Pd scores among offender groups have
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prompted MMPI workers to correlate this pattern with acting out behavior, a
primary feature of psychopathic behavior.

Early MMPI researchers generally assumed that elevated scores on
the Pd scale measured similar personality traits characteristic of individuals
labeled as psychopathic. However, it was not until recently that research
consideration was given to exploring the possible differences in personality
traits derived from an analysis of the item clusters that contributed to equally
high elevations on the Pd scales. These factor-analytic studies with the Pd
scale have indicated that a number of factcfs‘ are required to explain the vari-
ance of the psychopathic deviate scale of the MMPI. Whether the rotations to
simple structure are oblique or orthogonal, the results remain the same. In
other words, the cbtained factors seem to identify different dimensions of psy-
chopathy. These findings have implications not only for refining our under-
standing of this diagnostic category, but also for the development of rehabili-
tative strategies for the reduction of criminality. However, prior to attaining
this goal, {t i3 necessary that the dimensions of psychopathy be systematical-
ly explored and elaborated upon by the discovery of other personality corre-
lates that will serve to make explicit the dynamics underlying every known
dimension of psychopathy. Attitudes, values, and motivational correlates are
appropriate starting points. Thus, the present inquiry is aimed at discovering

the motivational correlates of two poles of a "Self-Esteem"” factored dimension
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of psychopathy. Our predictor for this part of the inquiry is the Thematic
Apperception Test (TAT) interpreted according to Arnold's Method of Story
Sequence Analysis.

Most research workers, in using the TAT as a predictor variable,
have assumed that there was a directrelationship between TAT fantasy produc=~
tion and overt behavior. However, research findings based on this assumption
have not been substantiated. Arnold’'s method of story sequence analysis, on
the other hand, assumes that each story i{s an imaginative production that re-
veals the storyteller's poignant life problems and the characteristic way in
which he handles these problems. There iz a growing accumulation of research
data supporting the predictive validity of Arnold's sequential method as ap-
plied to a variety of behavioral problems. The advent of this research data has
given rise tothe development of an objective scoring system. This scoring
system seems to be suitable for measuring a variety of personality problems.
Empirically, however, the degree to which her scoring system in itg8 present
form, can discriminate fine personality nuances, such as the inadequate (low
self-esteem) and inept (high self-esteem) dimensions of psychopathy proposed
in the present investigation, remains to be determined. It is to this kind of
test of empirical verification to which Amold's method of sequential analysis

and scoring will be subjected.




CHAPTER III
PROCEDURE

A. Subjects. Originally eighty male adult incarcerated offenders consti~
tuted the sample used in this study. However, this number of subjects was
reduced to seventy-six when four subjects were dropped from the sample, three
because of tabulation errors found in their selection scores on the ten items of
Astin's MMPI Pd "Self~-Esteem" factor scale and the fourth because an analysis
of his TAT record revealed that he was psychotic. Since there was no follow-
up of this case, the validity of this diagnosis is not known. The entire sample
was selected from the total intake population of first offenders received at the
Department of Public Safety's Diagnostic Depot at Joliet, Illinois over a
seventeen-month period. They ranged in age from twenty to thirty-five years
and they had an 1.Q. ranging from 85 to 115. The educational range of the
subjects was 7 to 13 years of schooling.

B. Method. All offenders convicted of a felony in the northern part of
the state and sentenced by the circuit courts to the Illinois State Penitentiary
are received at the Joliet Diagnostic Depot. They are retained at the depot for
three weeks where they undergo custodial and diagnostic processing prior to

28
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transfer to one of the four maximum security prisons within the Department of
Public Safety. During this processing period, all new offenders are routinely
administered a .battery of group psychological screening tests consisting of the
Revised Beta Examination, Stanford Achievement Test, and the Minnesota Multi~|
phasic Personality Inventory (MMPI). The data dertved from the Revised Beta
Examination and the MMPI formed the basis for selecting the two experimental
groups as follows: Each new offender between the ages of twenty to thirty~
five who obtained both a non-verbal Beta I.Q. score of 85 to 115 and a valid
MMPI profile (F scale raw score 16 or below) with the highest elevation on the
Psychopathic Deviate (Pd) scale (T~score 68 and above) was selected and his
MMPI answer sheet was scored to determine how he answered the ten items
on Astin's MMPI Pd Self~-Esteem Factor Scale. Those offenders who answered
seven or more of these ten items as true were assigned to the Inadequate Psy~
chopathic Deviant group, while those answering seven or more of these ten
items as false were assigned to the Inepty Psychopathic Deviant group. The
composite MMPI profile based on the mean T-scores of the two psychopathic
groups is presented in Appendix I.

The subjects were divided into two groups of thirty~eight each and
matched for age, 1.Q., race, educational level, and place of residence, as
shown in Table 1. Critical ratios of .941, .520, and .308 were obtained for

the age, I.Q., and educational variables respectively. These values do not




Table 1
Summated Vartables of the Two

Groups of Subjects

30

Inadequate Inept

Population Psychopathic Psychopathic
Variables Deviant Deviant
Age
: Mean 25.8 26.3

SD 4.1 4.0
1.GC.

Mean 102.8 102.1

SD §.0 7.
Race

White 23 22

Negro 15 16
Education

Mean 10.1 10.2

SD 1.4 1.4
Residence

Urban 33 33

Rural 5 5
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reach the .05 level; consequently, they indicate no significant differences
between the two psychopathic deviant groups on these matched variables.
C. Des 1 of Astin's Self-Esteem Fa . The Self-Esteem factor is
one of five factors which Astin identified from a multiple groupfactor analysis
of the MMPI Pd {tem intercorrelations. This factor contains ten items with
oblique loadings ranging from .62 to-.66. The positive pole of this factor
(items 94, 180, 201, 267) consists of statements denying social introversion
and shyness. The negative pole (items 21, 61, 67, 102, 106, 171) contains
statements admitting depression and guilt feelings. The ten items of Astin's
MMPI Pd Self~-Esteem Factor with their item numbers, factor loadings, and
keyed scoring direction are shown in Appendix II.
D. Material and Administration. Thirteen TAT cards, as suggested by
Armold (1862, p.50), were presented to each subject in the following sequen=-
tial order: 1, 2, 3BM, 4, 6BM, 7BM, 8BM, 10, 11, 13MF, 14, 16, and 20,
Each subject was administered the TAT individually by the experimenter within
one week following the subject's selection for the study. Except for one minor
change, consisting of instructing each subject to tell, rather than write, as
dramatic a story as he could about each picture, Arnold's instructions for TAT
administration as presented in her recent publication (2) were followed.

The rationale for the minor change in instructions cited above was

based on the examiner's previous experiences in which he found that many
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offenders were much more expressive verbally than in writing. Too frequently,
offenders are able to write TAT stories only at a descriptive level; whereas,
they are quite able to express themselves verbally in a more complete manner
if what they have to say is being recorded by someone else. Following this
procedure, the TAT protocols for each subject were obtained, typed, and then
coded to prevent raters from identifying the groups to which the protocols
belonged.

E. em. Arnold's scoring systemcon-

sists of summarized imports that are ordered into categories, headings, sub-
headings, and divisions. Within the schema, there are four categories which
indicate the general theme of the import and are identified by Roman numerals
I through IV that include the following areas: I. Achievement, success, happi-
ness, active effort (or lack of it), II. Right and Wrong, III. Human Relation-
ships, and IV. Reaction to Adversity. Includedunder each category are head~
ings identified by capital letters (A., B., C., etc.)which specify the theme;
subheadings identified by numbers (1. ,2.,3. etc.which indicate the way in
which the problem cited in the theme can be resolved; and divisions identified
by small letters (a., b., c., etc.) which indicate the kind and quality of solu~-
tion to the problem that can be obtained.

Arnold describes the application of her scoring system in the follow-

ing manner:
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+ . .8COring categories are intended as a help for thelsgorer -~ _-
in deciding on the correct score...The import to be scored -
must not be interpreted with the help of extraneous consid-
erations to fit the score, any more than the stories can be
so interpreted in the formulation of imports. Rather, the
meaning of the story is abstracted into an import, and the
import 18 compared with the summarized imports in the scoring
categories until the subheading and division are found that
correspond to it. (1962, p.237)
Thus, according to Arnold, every category with its various subdivisions is de~-
signed to indicate the general lines that are to be followed in scoring. In this
respect, each category with its ordered subdivisions is contained under four
possible numerical scores indicated by very positive (+2), slightly positive
(+1), slightly negative (~1), and strongly negative (~2). An import is scored
+2 when it describes action which is direct and positive; action that i{s indi~
rect or mildly positive i3 scored +1; absence of positive action is indicated by
a -1 score; and -2 indicates extremely negative or destructive action or atti-
tude. A complete description of Arnold's scoring system can be found in her
recent publication (2).

F.

Vassiliou (64) extended Arnold's scoring system to include scoring criteria for
personality disorders. Her scoring critexia follows the same ordering of sum=-
marized imports into categories (I through IV), headings (A,, B., C, ,etc.),
subheadings (1.,2.,3.,etc.), and divisions (a,,b.,c.,etc.), as found in

Arnold's scoring system. However, the major difference is that each category
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with its respective subdivisions is contained under a single extremely negativq
numerical score (~2Pd). Vassiliou's extended scoring system is shown in
Appendix III.

G, Design for Scoring the TAT Records. The original design recuired two
raters, trained in Arnold's method of sequence analysis, to abstract and score
the TAT imports of the seventy~six subjects. In relation to the original design)
two problems arose that necessitated a change. The first problem was that the
onerousness of abstracting and scoring the imports from 987 TAT stories made
it impossible to find two raters who would be willing to accept this demanding
task. Secondly, many experienced raters were s0 geographically removed that
communication difficulties would have made it unwise and impractical for the
experimenter to attempt to enlist their support. Consequently, the change in
design took the form of increasing the number of raters to three, with one
serving as the major rater and the other two serving as partial raters. The
rater who abstracted and scored all of the imports from the seventy-six TAT
records was designated as rater A. The two partial raters, designated as raters
B and C, abstracted and scored the imports from eighteen randomly selected
TAT records. These eighteen TAT records, which were scored by the three
raters, were used to determine inter-rater reliability.

The three raters abstracted and scored the TAT imports independently.

They used Arnold's scoring categories along with Vassiliou's scoring amplifi-
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cation. A mimeograph worksheet, designed by the experimenter to include the
parameters for scoring, was used by each of the three raters for recording the
import scores of individual subjects. This mimeograph worksheet {8 shown in
Appendix IV,
H. Inter~Rater Reliability Data. The following four scoring parameters
were selected to determine inter-rater rellability using Arnold's scoring cate-
gories: 1) total numerical score of each TAT record, 2) individual numerical
score for each TAT import, 3) category (I to IV) score for each TAT import, and
4) the combined category (I to IV) score and individual numerical score for
each TAT import (e.g., +1,I; +1,II; +1,III; etc.).

The first inter-rater comparison involved the total numerical score
which is described as the sum of the plus and minus scores for each TAT
record. A rank correlation between the total numerical scores of each of the
eighteen TAT records was computed for the three paired raters. The Spearman
rank correlation formula, suggested by Edwards (17), ylelded a correlation co~
efficient of ~.21 between raters A and B and a +, 14 between raters A and C,
Neither of these values is significant at the .05 level. The correlation co-
efficient between raters B and C was +.74, which {s significant well beyond
the .001 level.

The second inter-rater comparison dealt with the individual numeri~

cal score, which s described as the quantitative plus or minus rating of each
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TAT import. The individual numerical score for each of the 234 TAT imports
was compared for the three paired raters by computing a chi~square test using
a 4 x 2 contingency table. Since the percentage of cells having an expectant
frequency of less than five was greater than the required twenty percent, the
chi-square test could not be statistically used to compare the raters on this
variable. When the cells were collapsed and ‘the paired raters were compared
on the gross "plus” or "minus” ratings for the 234 TAT imports, the chi-square
test using a 2 x 2 contingency table ylelded xz values of 4.75 (P<.05 with
1 df) for raters AB, 1,71 (P>,05 with 1 df) for raters AC, and 76.05 (P<.001
with 1 df) for raters BC. With the cells collapsed, agreement between raters
AB, AC, and BC on the gross "plus” or "minus"” ratings for the 234 TAT imports
18 76.9%, 66.2%, and 82.5% respectively.

The third inter-rater comparison involved the category score which 1is
the Roman numeral rating from I to IV that indicates the general theme of the
import. The three paired raters were compared on the category score for each
of the 234 TATimports by computing a chi-square test using a 4 x2 contingency
table. The chi-square test yielded X2 values of 193.5 (P<.001 with 9 df) for
raters AB, 140.2 (P<.001 with 9 df) for raters AC, and 507.1 (P<.001 with
9 df) for raters BC., The percentage of agreement on the categorv =core for the
234 TAT imports for raters AB, AC, and BC 18 66.7%, 60.3%, and 81.2%

respectively.
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The last inter-rater comparison consisted of the combined category
(Ito IV) and the individual numerical score for each of the 234 TAT imports.
These combined scores are described as the general theme area and the quan-
titative plus or minus rating for each import. A chi~square test could not be
statistically computed because the expected cell frequency of less than five
for this combined scoring variable also exceeded the required twenty percent.
Therefore, a percentage of agreement comparison between the three paired
raters on the combined category score and individual numerical score indicated
that raters AB, AC, and BC were in agreement 33.8%, 24.4%, and 58.6%
respectively.

The above reliability comparison shows that consistently high intér-
rater reliability was obtained between raters BC, while consistently low inter-
rater reliability was obtained between raters AB and AC. The variation i{n reli~
ability coefficients and percentages of agreement among raters AB and AC war~
rants an explanation. This consistent variation in the scoring of rater A, in
contrast to raters B and C, is suggestive of a systematic error. This error is
attributed to a bias on the part of rater A, who was apparently influenced by
her knowledge of the fact that the TAT research records were those of prison
inmates. It 18 not uncommon for judgmental bias to influence rating of offen~
ders. Such a bias stems from the stereotype assumption that all or most pris~

on offenders are considered psychopathic. This misconception has been per-
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petuated by the loose application of this diagnosis to offenders in penal insti-
tutions. Hence, a bias is established which {8 often generalized, as in the
case of rater A, purely on the basis of cursory information that the subjects to
be rated were prison offenders.

In view of the consistency of inter-rater reliability in the scoring of
the TAT imports between raters BC, the experimenter replaced rater A with rater
B as the major rater. This change in the major rater necessitated rater B ab-
stracting and scoring the imports from the remaining fifty-eight TAT records.
Rater B's import scores obtained for all seventy-six TAT records were used in
analyzing the differences in motivational patterns between the inadcquite and
inept psychopathic deviant groups in this study. A sample story sequence an-
alysis of one TATrecord from each group i{s presented in Appendices V and VI.
I. Statistical Methods. The TAT scoring categories used in comparing
the inadequate and inept psychopathic groups are considered discrete variables.
In view of this, the Chi-Square Test and the Mann-Whitney U test, as sug~-
gested by Siegel (59), were used in the statistical analysis of the data. The
statistical comparisons employed to test the first two research hypotheses are
outlined in the first two steps, while the qualitative analysis involving the
third hypothesis i{s described in the last step:

1) The two psychopathic deviant groups were compared on the
basis of:
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a) the number of subjects with and those without
positive (+) import scores in each of the four
scoring categories (I,II,II1,IV).

b) the number of subjects with total frequencies
of negative (~) import scores above and below
the median in each of the four scoring cate~
gories (I,II,II1,IV).

2) The two groups were compared on the basis of the
differences in the sum total of plus or minus numer~
ical scores for each subject (e.g., ~13, +10, ~21, etc.)

3) The two groups were qualitatively compared on the
basis of the content derived from the significant
quantitative differences found in the positive and
negative imports scored in each of the four scoring
categories,

The Chi~Square test was used in the first set of comparisons while
the Mann-Whitney U test was employed in the second comparison. The third
comparison consisted of a descriptive analysis. A two-=tailed test of signifi-
cance was used in the above statistical analysis with the level of probability

set at .05.




CHAPTER IV
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The findings derived from the statistical and qualitative analysis of
the 987 TAT import scores of the two psychopathic deviant groups are presented
and discussed fromthe standpoint of the three hypotheses originally adopted as
the foci of this investigation.

A, Hypothesis I. The inadeguate and the inept psychopathic deviant
qroups will differ significantly in the frequency of positive and negative im-
ports scofed in each of Arnold's four TAT scoring categories: I. Achievement,
success, happiness. active effort (or lack of it): II. Right and Wrong; III.
Humen Relationships; and IV. Reaction o Adversity.

The testing of this hypothesis involved the separate comparison of
the positive (+) and negative (~)imports scored in each of the four scoring cate-
gories (I-1IV) for the two groups. A distribution of the total positive and nega~-
tive category scores foreach of the thirty-eight subjects in the inadequate and
the inept psychopathic deviant groups is presented in Appendices VIl and VIII
respectively. An inspection of these data reveals a predominance of negative
category scores for both groups. Since the distribution and frequency of posi~

40
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Table 2
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups

On the Frequency of Some and No Positive Category I Scores

Some Positive No Positive 2
Group Category 1 Category 1 X
Scores Scores
Inadequate 11 27
l.16*
Inept 7 « 31

*In a two~tailed test with 1df, xz must reach 3.84 to be
significant at the .05 level.
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tive scores {s rather small, the two groups were compared on the basis of the
number of subjects with some and with no positive scores in each category
(I - IV). Table 2 shows the group differences in the number of subjects with
some and with no positive Category 1scores. Analysis of these differences be-
tween the two psychopathic deviant groups with some and no positive Category
I scores was not statistically significant (X?=1,16,df=1, P=.28) using a two~-
tailed test. The hypothesis that the two groups would differ with respect to the
frequency of positive import scores in Category I (Achievement, success, hap~
piness, etc,) was not confirmed.

Since there were an identical number of subjects in the two groups
with some and no positive imports scored in Category II (12 and 26) and Cate~
gory IV (2 and 36) no group comparisons were made for either Categories Ilor IV,
However, an analysis of the frequencies of inadequate and inept psychopathic
subjects withsome and with no positive imports scored in Category Il yielded a
significant difference ()(2-7 .54, df=1, P=<,01) between the two groups as shown
in Table 3. This significant finding confirms the hypothesis that the two psy-
chopathic groups would differ with respect to the frequency of positive imports
scored in Category III. The difference is attributed to the significantly greater
number of subjects in the inadequate psychopathic group than in the inept pay=-
chopathic group with positive Category III (Human Relationships) scores. This

finding suggests that one of the differences in the motivational patterns of the
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Table 3
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups

On the Frequency of Some and No Positive Category III Scores

Some Positive No Positive 2
Group Category I Category Il X
Scores Scores
Inadequate 17 21
7.54%
Inept 6 32

*Significant, with 1df, P=<,01 using a two~tailed test.
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two groups is revealed by the frequency of positive scores in Category III.

The comparison of the differences in the negative import scores in
each category (I-IV) for the two groups involved the selection of the median negH
ative frequency score, then totaling the number of scores above and below the
median for the thirty-eight subjects in each of the two psychopathic groups.
Table 4 shows the group differences in the number of subjects with negative
Category I scores above and below the median. The findings based on the chi
square analysis of the data presented in Table 4 ylelded groupdifferences whidhy
were not significant (X2=1.88, df=1, P=.18). The hypothesis that the negative
imports scored in Category I (Achievement, success, happiness, etc.) would sig-
nificantly differentiate the two psychopathic deviant groups was not confirmed.

The next comparison involved the difference in the frequency of nega-
tive imports scored in Category II by the subjects in the two groups. As indi~-
cated in Table 5, the analysis of the group differences in the frequency of sub-
jects with negative Category II scores above and below the median is statisti-
cally significant (x%=5,28, df=1, P=<,03), In confirming this hypothesis, the
difference that emerged revealed significantly more inadequate psychopathic
subjects with negative Category II (Right and Wrong) scores above the median
than inept psychopathic subjects. This finding suggests that one of the differ-
ences in the motivational patterns of the two groups is related to the frequency

of negative scores in Category Il.
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Table 4
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups

On the Frequency of Negative Category I Scores

Negative
Group Category 1 Scores xé
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 16 22
1.88*
Inept 22 16

*In a two-talled test with 1df, X2 must reach 3.84 to be sig~
nificant at the .05 level.
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Table 5
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups

On the Frequency of Negative Category II Scores

Negative 2
Group - Category Il Scores X
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 24 14
5.28%
Inept 14 : 24

*Significant, with 1ldf, P=<.03 using a two-tailed test.
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As shown in Table 6, the third group comparison dealt with the differ-
ences in the number of subjects with negative import scores above and below
the median in Category III. A chi-square analysis of this data yielded group
differences which were not significant 0(2-1.88 . df=1, P=,18). In terms of
this finding, the hypothesis that the two psychopathic groups would differ sig~
nificantly in the frequency of negative imports scored in Category III (Human
Relationships) is not confirmed.

Table 7 presents the last comparison involving the group differences
in the number of subjects with negative Category IV scores above and below
the median. A chf-square analysis of the data revealed that the two psycho-
pathic groups did not differ significantly (x%=3.36, df=1, P=,07) relative to
the frequency of negative imports scored in Category IV and therefore this
finding does not support the hypothesis.

B, Hypothesis II. The inadeguate and the inept psychopathic deviant
groups will differ significantly {n the sum fotal of positive or negative
numerical scores.

The total numerical scores derived from the TAT imports of each sub-
ject in the two groups were negative. 1 Hence, these negative total numerical

scores were statistically compared using the Mann-Whitney U Test. Appendix

1 The negative scores are composed of imports scored by Armold's system com-

bined with those imports scored by Vassiliou's system. We are combining
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Table 6

A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups

On the Frequency of Negative Category III Scores

Negative 2
Group Category III Scores X
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 16 22
1.88*
Inept 22 16

*In a two-tailed test with 1df, x2 must reach 3.84 to be sig-
nificant at the .05 level.




49

Table 7
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups
On the Frequency of Negative Category IV Scores

B A TR T T R S R ST LR,

Negative

Group Category IV Scores Xz
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 15 23
3.36%
Inept 23 15

*In a two~tailed test with ldf, )(2 must reach 3.84 to be sig~-
nificant at the .05 level.
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IXshows the total negative numerical scores along with the corresponding rank
scores for each of the thirty~eight subjects in the two groups.z

The Mann-Whitney U Test comparison for differences in the total nega~
tive numerical scores for the two groups yielded aZ=1,33. This Z value is not
significant since P=,18 using a two-tailed test falls short of the established
.05 criterion level. This finding does not support the second hypothesis that
the inadequate and the inept psychopathic groups would differ significantly

with regards to their overall negative motivational attitudes as expressed in

the total numerical scores.

C. Hypothesjs III. If significant quantitative differences are found in
Hypothesis I, then a qualitative analysis of the positive or negative import

1 these scores because they are negative. That is, our assumption s that neg~
ative scores are additive since both Arnold and Vassiliou are in agreement as
to the meaning and significance of a negative import. Thus, if imports which
carry @ -2Pd score had been force=scored in Arnold's system, these imports
would still have carried a -2 value. In the light of this, we feel justified in
adding negative imports from the two scoring systems. It is the absolute nu-
merical value of the import that we are concerned with {n this particular in-
stance. Thus, even though an import may carry a -2Pd score, it is only the
-2 value thatis of importance. It is common knowledge that in order to make
certain statistical operation with numbers that have been assigned to obser-
vation, the structure of assigning scores to observations must be isomorphic
to some numerical structure which includes these operations. Both Amold's
and Vassiliou's scoring systems are {somorphic in that they are the same in
the numerical relations and operations they allow.

2
In those instances where a subject's total negative numerical score included
both normal and Pd scores, these scores are separated in parenthesis next
to the toal score as a point of information for the reader.
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content will yield gualitative differences in attitudinal patterns between the

inadequate and the inept psychopathic groups.
The testing of this hypothesis involved a separate qualitative analy~

sis of the two significant quantitative group differences found in the positive
Category III scores and the negative Category II scores in hypothesis 1. The
first qualitative analysis consisted of a descriptive comparison of the different
attitudes as revealed in the positive Category III {(Human Relationships) im=-
ports of the subjects in the two psychopathic groups. These positive Category
III imports derived from the TAT stories of the seventeen subjects in the inade-
quate psychopathic group and the six subjects in the inept psychopathic group
are presented in Appendices X and XI respectively. A comparative analysis of
these positive imports indicates that the inadequate psychopaths show the fol-
lowing attitudinal differences towards human relationships: They are more in~
clined to view good relations as desirable and therefore they are willing to
settle differences or misunderstandings by talking things over or by asking
others to intercede for them. They tend to rely on others to help them resolve
their difficulties and problems, Likewise, they show a willingness to recon~-
sider their actions if others disagree and to heed the advice of those more ex-
perienced than themselves. In fact, their positive actions are influenced by
others who convince them that taking reasonable actions are more effective

and less harmful than emotional action. Finally, they express an optimistic
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hope for a better life which will enable them to find peace, security, and con=-
tentment, but they do not indicate how they expect to achieve their desired
goals. In contrast, the inepts exhibit the following attitudes toward human re~-
lations: They believe that good relations are not dependent upon mutual affec-
tion or good will, but are the result of chance. Moreover, they regard good re-
lations as desirable but purely in terms of what others can do for them. In
fact, they expect others to give in to their demands and wishes regardless of
the imposition on them. They believe that all they have to do to demonstrate
their love and insure happiness is to express or display affection. However,
when things go wrong, they show no hesitation about severing relations with
others and, once they make up their mind to do so, they resist any efforts at
reconciliation. Likewise, they refuse to depend on or listen to the advice of
~hers, but dn as they please because they are convinced they know what is
best for them. Finally, they view life as a struggle i{n which only the strong
survive, 80 they believe you have to look out for yourself; otherwise, you will
be destroyed.

The second qualitative analysis consisted of a descriptive compari-
son of the different attitudes revealed in the negative Category II (Right and
Wrong) imports of the subjects in the two psychopathic groups whose frequency
of negative Category II scores was above the median. These negative Cate-

gory II imports, derived from the TAT stories of the twenty-four subjects in the
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inadequate psychopathic group and the fourteen subjects in the inept group, are
presented in Appendices XII and XIII respectively. The differences inthe nega-
tive attitudes expressed toward Right and Wrong by the two psychopathic groups
are described as follows: The inadequates view wrongdoing as a matter of per-
sonal relations or social conventions which get them into trouble without any
realization that the punishment they receive is just or deserved. They tend to
make easy promises because they are optimistic in expecting everything will
turn out well, including their behavior. They will do what they are supposedto
do when pressured by others, but on the whole they try to take the easy way
out to the extent of disavowing or covering up their transgressions. However,
they are extremely dependent on others or on fate to make things easier for them
because they hope to be spared the consequences of their actions. Moreover,
they are convinced that they are not responsible for their actions because they
are victims of circumstances and they can do nothing about it. They hope that
everything will turn out all right without their having to do anything about it.
On the other hand, the inepts do not consider personal or social wrongdoing as
a source of trouble since others will forgive them for what they have done. In
fact, they believe that trouble can be avoided simply by admitting their fault
or saying they are sorty. Moreover, they are convinced that punishment for
wrongdoing can be avoided altogether or they can avoid it by covering up their

wrongdoing from others. They regard punishment as undesirable since it
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serves no other purpose except to arouse their resentment and self-pity.

Inasmuch as some of Arnold*'s students have recently been working
with the classification of imports on the basis of active and passive attitudes,
the decision was made to extend the analysis to include a comparison of the
two psychopathic groups interms of active and passive attitudes. The primary
purpose in using this scoring dimension is to determine the effectiveness with
which any or all features of Arnold's scoring systemis able to separate the two
groups. Therefore, itis hypothesized that the inadequate and the inept psycho-
pathic deviant groups will differ significantly in the frequency of active and
passive imports scored in each of Arnold's four scoring categories (I -~ 1IV),

The normal and Pd imports of the two psychopathic groups were assign
ed to either the active or passive category according to the criteria established
by Flelds (1&). Her criteriafor classifying an import as either active orpassive
was based on the degree of activity or passivity expressed by the specific
scores found in Arnold's normal scoring system (2) and Vassiliou's Pd scoring
system (see Appendix III). Separate lists containing the normal and the Pd {m~
port scores obtained by the two psychopathic groups which were classgified as
active (A) or passive (P) are presented in Appendices XIV and XVrespectively.
The categorical distribution of the positive and negative active scores and the
positive and negative passive scores for the subjects in the two groups con~

tained too few frequencies in the variables under consideration to allow any
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valid statistical comparison. In order to render the data more amenable to
statistical analysis, both the normal and Pd imports with positive and negative
active scores and with positive and negative passive scores were collapsed
into active and passive scores. The categorical distribution of these active
and passive scores for each of the thirty-eight subjects inthe inadequate and
the inept psychopathic groups are shown in Appendices XVI and XVII respec~
tively.

The two groups were compared on the basis of the frequency of the ac~
tive and passive scores above and below the median {n each of the four cate-
gories (I-1V) forthe two psychopathic groups. No statistical analysis could be
made for the first comparison involving the active {(normal and Pd) scores in
Category I (Achievement, success, happiness, etc,) because the frequency of
active scores above and below the median was identical (19 and 18) for the sub-
jects in the two psychopathic groups. The comparison of the differences in the
frequency of the combined normal and Pd pasgive scores in Category Ifor the
subjects in the two groups is presented in Table 8. A chi-square analysis of
the differences in frequency of these passive scores in Category I (Achieve-
ment, success, happiness, etc.) between the two groups was not statistically
significant (x?=1.88, df=1, P=.18).

The group differences relative to the combined normal and Pd active

scores in Category II (Right and Wrong) could not be compared statistically since
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there were an identical number of subjects (19 and 19) in the two groups with
active scores above and below the median in Category II. The comparison of
the frequency of the combined normal and Pd passive scores above and below
the median in Category II for the two groups is presented in Table 9. A chi-
square analysis of the differences between the two groups in passive Category
II scores is statistically significant 0(2-'5.28, df=1, P=<,03). Inspection of
Table 9 reveals that this significant finding is accounted for by the substan~-
tially larger number of subjects inthe inadequate group than in the inept group
with passive scores above the median in Category II (Right and Wrong). This
would suggest that the subjects in the inadequate psychopathic group exhibit
more passive attitudes toward Right and Wrong action than the inept psychopath~
ic group.

The next comparison involved the difference in the frequency of the
combined normal and Pd active scores above and below the median in Category
1 for the subjects in the two groups as shown in Table 10. Analysis of the data
presented in Table 10 indicates that the two groups differ significantly (xza
§.28, df=1, P=<,03) relative to the number of subjects above and below the
median with active scores in Category III (Human Relationships). This differ-
ence {s based on the significantly larger number of subjects in the inept group
with combined normal and Pd active scores above the median in Category III.

This finding suggests that the inept psychopathic subjects are more inclined to
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Table 8
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the

Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Passive Category I Scores

Normal/Pd Passive

Group Category I Scores )l:2

Above Below

Median Median

1 Y
Inadequate 16 22
1.68*%
Inept _ 22 16
2

*In a two~talled test with 1df, X~ must reach 3.84 to be signifi-
cant at the .05 level,
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Table 9
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the

Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Passive Category II Scores

Normal/Pd Passive

Group Category Il Scores X2
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 24 14
5.28%
Inept 14 24

*3ignificant, with 1df, P=<,03 using a two-tailed test,
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A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the
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Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Active Category III Scores

Normal/Pd Active

Group ' Category IIl Scores x2
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 14 24
5.28%
Inept 24 14

*Significant, P=<,03 with 1df using a two-tailed test.
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show active attitudes toward Human Relationships (Category III) than the inad-

equate psychopathic subjects.

The comparison of the two groups in terms of the frequency of the coms
bined normal and Pd passive scores above and below the median in Category III
is shown in Table 11. A chi-square analysis of the differences between the two
groups inthe passive Category III (Human Relationships) scores was not statis-
tically significant (x?=0.21, df=1, P=.66).

A comparison of the differences inthe frequency of the combined nor-
mal and Pd active scores above and below the median in Category IVis presented
in Table 12. Analysis of this data indicates that the two psychopathic groups
are significantly different (X?=5.28, df=1, P=<,03) with respect to the number
of subjects with combined normal and Pd active scores in Category IV(Reaction to
Adversity). This obtained difference is due to the significantly greater number
of inept psychopathic subjects with active Category IV scores above the medi-
an. This finding suggests that the subjects in the inept group exhibit more ac~
tive attitudes toward Adversity (Category IV) than subjects in the inadequate
group.

The final comparison deals with the group differences in the frequency
of the combined normal and Pd passive scores above and below the median in
Category IV as presented in Table 13. A chi-square analysis of this data re-

veals that the difference between the two psychopathic groups on this scoring
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Table 11
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the

Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Passive Category III Scores

Normal/Pd Passive

Group Category III Scores x2
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 20 18
0.21*
Inept 18 20

*In a two-tailed test with 1df, X° must reach 3.84 to be signifi-
cant at the .05 level.
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Table 12

A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the

Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Active Category IV Scores

Normal/Pd Active 9
Group Category IV Scores X
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 14 24
5.28%
Inept 24 14

*Significant, with 1df, P=<.03 using a two-tailed test.
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Table 13
A Comparison of the Two Psychopathic Groups on the

Frequency of Combined Normal and Pd Passive Category IV Scores

Normal/Pd Passive

Group Category IV Scores X2
Above Below
Median Median
Inadequate 17 21
0.84*
Inept 21 17

*In a two-tailed test with 1df, X2 must reach 3,84 to be signifi-

cant at the .05 level.
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variable is not statistically significant 0(2'-0.84, df=1, P=,37).
D. Discussion. The findings in the present study lend support to the pre-
dictive validity of Arnold's method of story sequence analysis and scoring in
differentiating the inadequate and the inept bipolar Pd factored dimensions of
psychopathy. In particular, the qualitative group differences clearly demon-
strated that her method is a powerful technique for making fine personality
(attitudinal) discriminations. These differential attitudinal patterns of the two
psychopathic groups also empirically support Cameron and Magarets' (10) de-
scription of the theoretical differences in the techniques of social participation
which characterized the inadequate and inept social deviants. In respect to
these differences, the authors describe the inadequate as one who has not ef-
fectively developed the role of active social participant demanded by aduilt so~
ciety. Moreover, he partially recognizes his socfal inadequacies and forms
passive, dependent attachments to others and allows himself to be easily in~-
fluenced by them. The inept is described as one who has acquired the tech~
niques of active social participant, but uses these techniques in ways which
are unacceptable and inappropriate to adult society. In addition, he denies
his social ineptness and engages in fleeting and superficial relationships
which allow him to manipulate and exploit others for his own advantage. Simi-
lar differences in the techniques of social participation were found for our two

psychopathic groups in the contrasting patterns of both the positive attitudes
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expressed toward human relationships and the negative attitudes expressed to-
ward right and wrong actions or intentions.

The contrasting attitudes of our two psychopathic groups toward hu-
man relationships are described as follows: the inadequates consider good re-
lations as desirable but not easily maintained, so they have to depend upon
others to help them resolve any difficulties or problems that arise in their rela~
tionships. Their dependence upon others is further reflected in a willingness to
abandon their course of action and passively follow the advice and judgment of
others. In keeping with their dependency, they express a hopeful optimiam
that a better life will bring happiness and contentment without indicating how
this is to be done. The inepts, on the other hand, believe good relations occur
by chance and therefore regard them as desirable only in terms of what they can
get out of them. In fact, they expect others to give in to their demands and
wishes while simultaneously ignoring the feelings of others. They believe that
displaying affection is all that is required to demonstrate their love and insure
happiness. Yet, they sever relations with others at the slightest disturbance
and refuse any attempts to reconciliate. Moreover, they resist complying with
others and act independently because they are convinced they know what is
best for them. Likewise, they perceive life as & struggle in which only the
strong survive, so they believe you have to think of yourself; otherwise, you

will be destroyed.
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The contrasting pattems of negative attitudes relative to right and
wrong actions and intentfons indicate that the inadequates feel themselves at
the mercy of social forces that impinge upon them in the face of their wrong-
doing. However, they have no real appreciation of right and wrong since they
merely associate wrongdoing with getting into trouble. They resort to making
childlike resolutions when their wrongdoing is detected because their easy
promises reflect an unrealistic optimism that expects everything, including
their behavior, to turn out well. Sincethe inadequates have little conception
of right and wrong, they have to depend on others to find out what {s right and
what {s wrong. It never occurs to them to do anything about their actions be~
cause it's either too late or someone else will do what is necesszary. In view
of their social impotence (helplessness) they simply do what they do or what
seems to be expedient at the time, hoping it will somehow turn out all right.

On the other hand, the inepts are much more skillfulin dealing with
social forces when confronted with their wrongdoing. Their readiness to admit
or to apologize for their transgressions are manipulative techniques designed
to disarm others and thereby reduce the conseauences of their wrong actions or
intentions. These manipulative tactics by the inepts indicate they are much
more perceptive relative to the social implications of right and wrong than the
inadequates. Although the inepts may disregard social prescriptions, they are

able to use their social skills for their own advantage while seeking to avoid
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alienating others or committing themselves to any promises for change or
reform.

In the extended analysis of the active/passive import scoring varia-
bles, three significant differences were found between the two psychopathic
groups. The first group difference was obtained in the Category II (Right and
Wrong) imports scored passive. This finding reveals that the inadequates ex-
hibit more passive and docile attitudes in the imports to Category Il than the
inepts., This overriding passivity {s consistent with the excessive helpless~
ness and dependence that seems to be so characteristic of the inadequate psy-
chopathic group. The second group difference was derived from the Category
111 (Human Relationships) imports scored active. Specifically, the inept psycho-
pathic group differed significantly from the inadequate psychopathic group in
expression of active attitudes toward Human Relationships (Category IlI). This
difference is interpreted to mean that the inepts are generally capricious and
exploitative in their relationship with others. Such negative attitudes on the
partof the inepts tend to be the polar opposite of the passivity and dependency
which typifies the inadequates' relationships with people. This contrast is
further exemplified by the absence of self-commitment or personal involvement
with others which seems to characterize the tnept’'s human relationships. In
other words, the inepts generally establish relationships because of some self~

seeking motive and once such relationships are no longer advantageous, they
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end them with little effort or concern. Moreover, such indifference and cal-
lousness is also reflected in their doing as they please regardless of what
others might say or what general welfare may dictate,

The last group difference was found in the Category IV (Reactions to
Adversity) imports scored active. The inept psychopathic group again differed
significantly in their expression of active attitudes toward Reactions to Adver~
sity (Category 1V) from the inadequate psychopathic group. Since there were
only two normal positive active scores in Category IV, all the remaining active
scores were negative, including one Pd active negative score in the inept group
as shown in Appendix XVIII. The difference in the active Category IV import
scores for the inepts suggests that they are inclined to view adversity lightly
and generally offer some phony or altcgether unlikely means to overcome it.
These attitudes appear to be an extension of those found in the active Cate-
gory III. scores.

These findings obtained in the analysis of the combined normal and Pd
active and passive scoring variables seemto support the quantitative and qual-
itative group differences in the positive attitudes toward Human Relationships
(Category III) and the negative attitudes toward Right and Wrong (Category II)
cited previously.

In summary, the analysis of these data serve not only to support our

hypothesis regarding the discriminatory power of Armold's techniques of Story
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Sequence Analysis, but the data also provides objective evidence toward the
construct validity of the concepts of inadequate and inept psychopathic deviants
developed by Cameron and Magaret (10). Clearly however, much more research
is needed in the area of the psychopathic deviant. We are suggesting that all
factored dimensions of psychopathy as defined by Astin (3), Monroe (44), and
others are in need of systematic {nquiry with Arnold'’s method of Story Sequence
Analysis. Notonly is her method of analysis reliable and valid, but it also seems
to provide us with the needed attitudinal and motivational patterns that serve
to clarify the underlying personality dynamics for a variety of areas of psycho~

pathology.




CHAPTER V

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

A, Procedure. This inquiry was designed to determine the effectiveness
of Amold's method of story sequence analysis in differentiating the motivational
patterns of inadequate and inept dimensions of psychopathy. The subjects con-
sisted of seventy-six male adult incarcerated offenders who were matched ac-
cording to age, I.C., race, educational level, and place of residence. The two
experimental groups were selected onthe basis of elevated scores on the MMP1
Pd scale (T-score 68 or above) and the number of items scored true or false on
the Astin Self-Esteem Factor Pd Scale. Subjects with seven or more items
scored true were designated as the inadequate (low self-esteem) psychopathic
group and those with seven or more items scored false were designated as the
inept (high self-esteem) psychopathic group. Thirteen TAT cards were admin-
istered individually to each subject within one week after his selection for the
study. The subjects gave their stories verbally to an experienced examiner
who recorded them verbatim.

The original design called for two raters trained in Amold's method of
story sequence analysis. However, since itwas only possible to find one rater

70
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willing to abstract and score the 987 TAT imports, a modification in design be~
came necessary. This modification involved substituting two partial raters for
the second major rater. The three raters worked independently in abstracting
and scoring the TAT imports. They used Arnold's scoring categories together
with the scoring categories for Personality Disorders developed by Vassiliou.
The major rater (A) abstracted and scored all 987 TAT imports while the two par-
tial raters (B and C) abstracted and scored 234 TAT imports from eighteen ran-
domly selected TAT protocols. The import scores of the three raters, derived
fromthese eighteen TAT protocols , were used to determine inter-rater reliability
of the major rater.

In view of the scoring inconststency of rater Awhen compared to raters
B and C and the consistency of inter-rater reliability in the scoring of the TAT
imports between the partial raters B and C, the experimenter replaced rater A
with rater B as the major rater. This change inthe major rater necessitated ra-~
ter B abstracting and scoring the imports from the remaining fifty-eight TAT re~
cords. Rater B's import scores obtained for all seventy-six TAT records were
used in analyzing the differences in motivational patterns between the inade-
quate and the inept psychopathic deviant groups in this study.

In order to test the research hypotheses, two statistical steps and one
qualitative step were employed to compare the two psychopathic groups on the

basis of Arnold's TAT scoring categories. First, the chi~square test was used
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to compare the two groups in terms of the differences: a) in the number of sub-
jects with some and with no positive imports in each of the four scoring cate~
gories (I to IV) and, b) in the frequencies of negative import scores in each of
the four scoring categories (I to IV). Secondly, the Mann~Whitney U Test was
used to compare the two groups on the basis of differences in the sum total of
plus or minus numerical scores for each subject (-13; +10; =21, etc.). Thirdly,
the two groups were qualitatively comparedin terms of the import content de-
rived from the quantitative differences in the positive or negative scoring var-
iables. An additional statistical analysis was made using the chi-square test
to compare the two groups on the basis of differences in the combined normal
and Pd active and passive imports scored in each of the four scoring catego~
ries (I to IV). A two-tailed test of significance was used in the statistical
analysis with the level of confidence set at .05.
B. Results. Significant differences between the two psychopathic groups
were found in the positive imports scored in the area of Human Relationships
and in the negative imports scored in the area of Right and Wrong. The con-
trasting attitudes of the two groups toward human relationships are as follows:
The inadequates consider good relations desirable and they will enlist the help
of others to maintain them. They are easily influenced by others who tell them
what is best for them to do. Although they express a hope for a better life,

they have no plan for achieving {t. On the other hand, the inepts view good
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relations as desirable, but meaningful only in the sense of what others can and
will dofor them. They sever relationships withoutregrets and resist any efforts
at reconciliation. They refuse to conform because they are stubborn and con-
temptuous of others who try to tell them what to do. In fact, they believe sur~
vival in life depends on looking out for yourself regardless of what happens.

In the area of Right and Wrong, the contrasting negative attitudes of
the two groups are as follows: The inadequates have no appreciation of right and'
wrong and therefore, they have to depend upon others to provide guidelines for
their behavior. They offer easy yet unrealistic promises to amend their behav~
for, but they never get around to doing anything about these promises. They d¢
what is expedient and hope that it will somehow turn out all right. On the
other hand, the inepts are aware of the implications of right and wrong, but
they believe unpleasant consequences can be avoided simply by admitting their
fault or saying they are sorry. They manipulate others for their own advantage
while seeking to avoid alienating others or committing themselves to any prom~
ises for changing their behavior., They regard punishmentas serving no useful
purpose except to arouse their resentment and self«pity. These contrasting
attitudinal patterns characterized in the inadequates' dependency, helpless-
ness, and passivity on the one hand and the inspts' non-conformity, manipula=~|
tion, and exploitation on the other hand empirically support Cameron and

Magarets' (10) theoretical description of the inadequate as lacking the tech-
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niques of social participation and hence using them ineffectually and the tnept
as acquiring the techniques of social participation but using them inappropri~
ately with respect to adult society.

The additional findings relative to the analysis of the combined normal
and Pd active and passive attitudinal patterns also revealed three significant
differences between the two groups. These differences were characterized by
the extensively passive: attitude of the inadequates toward Right and Wrong
(Category II) and by the greater active attitudes of the inepts tcward Human
Relationships (Category ili) and Reaction to Adversity (Category IV). These
significant findings regarding active and passive attitudes seem to support the
quantitative and qualitative differences in positive attitudes toward Human Re~-
lationships and negative attitudes toward Right and Wrong cited previously for
the two groups.

C. Conclusions. This inquiry, though limited, has established additional
evidence for the validity of Arnold's method of story sequence analysis. In
seeking to differentiate two poles of a single dimension of psychopathy, we
subjected Arnold's scoring system to a critical test. Most studies of this kind
are directed toward differentiating highly dissimilar groups, while our groups
were highly similar, yet Arnold's method was able to make the fine discrimina~
tions needed to separate the groups.

In the light of the findings, we feel that subsequent research with
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Arnold's method should be directed toward the systematic collection of norma~
tive data on a variety of different diagnostic groups. Moreover, we believe that
in view of the recent research with the MMPI, it is one of the most useful cri-
terion instruments for the develsament of these norms. Reliance on an objective
criterion will in{tially be far more fruitful than coarse clinical judgment with
its many problems of validity. Witness the fact thatwe included Vassiliou's
scoring criteria for Personality Disorder along with Amold's scoring categories,
However, Vassiliou's Pd criteria were sc infrequently scored that they were not
useful in differentiating the two MMPI Pd groups. More importantly, Arnold's
existing scoring categories were able to differentiate the two groups without
the need for any unique Personality Disorder score. It is not unlikely that oth-
er diagnostic groups can be accurately differentiated with Armnold's scoring cat-
egories as they presently stand.

Let it be recognized that in spite of the positive findings, the present
inquiry does have certain limitations. The foremost among these limitations is
the fact that a control group of normals was not used. The absence of such a
control group places restrictions upon our interpretations of what our two psy-
chopathic groups are really like. By this, we mean that it {3 important toknow
not only how inadequate and inept psychopaths differ from each other, but more

importantly, how each of these groups differ from groups of normal subjects.




ABSTRACT

The attitudinal patterns of two groups of incarcerated male adult psy-
chopaths were compared in order to ascertain the predictive validity of Arnold's
method of TAT Story Sequence Analysis. Psychopathy was empirically defined
using the MMPI Pd scale refined by Astin's Self-Esteem Factor Scale of psy-
chopathy. The Self-Esteem Factored Scale is bipolar and seems to conform with
the theoretical assumptions of Cameron and Magaret regarding inadequate and
inept psychopathic deviants. Applying Arnold's Method of Story Sequence Anal-
ysis as the predictor variable and the MMPI as the criterion variable, five sig~
nificant differences were obtained. The variables that had significant discrim-
inating powers are as follows: 1) Positive Category III scores (attitudes toward
Human Relationships); 2)negative Category Il scores (attitudes toward Right and
Wrong); 3) passive attitudes toward Right and Wrong (Category II); 4) active
attitudes toward Human Relationships (Category III); and 5) active attitudes
toward Adversity (Category IV). These results partially substantiate ih2 pre=-

dictive validity of Amold's method of TAT Analysis.
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APPENDIX II

DESCRIPTION OF THE TEN MMPI Pd ITEMS

IN THE FACTOR I SELP-ESTEEM SCALE

Scored Key
Description Direction
At times I have very much wanted to leave home. (~.45) T
I have not lived the right kind of life. (~.41) T
I wish I could be as happy as others seem to be., (~.65) T
I do many things which I regret afterwards. (I regret things
more, or more often than others seem to.) (-.54) T
My hardest battles are with myself. (~.66) T

Much of the time I feel as if I have done something wrong
or Qvuo ("066) T

It makes me uncomfortable to put on a stunt at a party, even
when others are doing the same sort of things. (.62) F

I find it hard to make talk when I meet new people. (.70) F
I wish I were not so shy. (.56) F

When in a group of people, I have trouble thinking of the
right things to talk about. (.66) F

&4
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4.

APPENDIX III

SCORING CRITERIA FOR PERSONALITY DISORDERS

No goals—~an attempt to justify the situation without goodreason
a. since the future is unknown

b. because one has to take it easy

C. goals "have to hit one's mind"

Goals are not attainable

a. (it is a waste of life trying

b. despite active effort because of
i. external interference
it. other material difficulties

Success {8 & natural outcome (Why success is achieved seems
completely clear to story teller but totally unclear to the readern

a. because of high ambitions

b. it is brought about by external factors ~ not depending on
individual (e.g. one eventually matures and one's dreams
come true

Success is extremely uncertain (Three or more qualitative terms
in the story, such as maybe, I guess, who knows, probably,

etc. which cut down the strength of action reported considera~
bly)
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5. Concern with happiness: Happiness is possible or probable
but given to one from outside: by
a, others
b. events (e.g. if one is the focus of attention, if one is
loved, if one has nice dreams, if pleasant thoughts come
to one)
Means taken toward a goal
-2Pd
1. Means will be offered to you (no action - no outcome)
2.
3.

a.

b.

Ce

d.

having to work is generally resented because

i. it is bad(e.g. school is bad but work 15 worse)

ii. others impose too much work on you, exploit you,
steal the fruit of your work ‘

iii. competition is useless since others are unfair

work {s done only when one cannot get by without

working (e.¢g. when othemsay ~ no work~no pay)

violent reaction to request for work (e.g. break the tools,
want to hit those who want to make you work, but don't
do it because they are strong)

work should be left to others (e.g. leave the others do the
work). Do as you please to get what you want and forget
work

II. RIGHT AND WRONG (Well-intentioned, reasonable, responsible action
versus ill-intentioned, impulsive, harmful, irresponsible action)

| wquoinq lsfollowed by neither punishment nor
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repentance and restitution; you can get by with it
b. you just ask forgiveness and all is well

W a
a. but it is exhausting
b. but sometimes gets you into trouble
¢. but you are scared after doing it
d. in self-defense you do as you please
e. because it is caused by:
i. loneliness, rejection

ii. emotionality

iii. mental sickness

iv. unhappy childhood

a, after domq somethlng wrong. impulsive, etc. others have
a responsibility to:
i{. cure you
ii. produce fact to cover up for gou
iii. save you from trouble

a. wrongdoer attrtbutod m-intentions to the one who tries
to stop him (e.g. others are out to get you)
b. reactions to those who attempt to discipline is violent
i. force them away, and they'll leave you alone
{1, submit so they'll leave you alone

Effects of Punishment
~2Pd
1,
2. Punishment has no effect (e.g. you go back to "same old stuff')
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a. Interfere and spoil your happiness

b. harm you (even when dead)

c. pester you

d. leave you alone only when you submit

a. desert you when they are most needed
b. are never of any use
¢. will learn to love you only when it is too late

Mixed feeling toward others;

a. restrain you but also comfort you
b. may help but may also harm

¢c. may be good but also may be bad

mmmmuum (e.a- others must sympathize with

you since life made you a loser)

a. to serve your purpose
b. to get by with things
c. make them leave you alone
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a. 1t 1: taken only whon it ls what you want to hear:
b. others are responsible for telling you how to run your life
Influence on others

do anythinq you want to others when strong, but the strong

should not be challenged
b. revenge desirable
¢c. may use force to get what you want
d. if others keep nagging at you, you shut them up
e. reject others, before they reject you
Attitudes
~-2Pd
1. H
a, life is perceived as a struggle into which one is thrown;
therefore, “"fighting” everyone and everything is justifted
b. life {s difficult and revoits you
2. Attitude toward the future:
a. good future comes automatically and does not require

effort

by lmpulsivaly asklnq for help, you scare danger away
while in despajr something happens (somebody rescues
you) or nothing happens but all tums out yery happy
by explaining it away
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2. Mmmm:.ms
a. child~like frustration and phony despair (e.g. you are so
mad you lock yourself in a room and mourn for the rest of

your life, remaining in that room)

3.

a it 1s Mgwhan you find out .
b. despite active effort you end up in a mental hos pltal
c. despite active effort others destroy you-

4. Adversity caused by:
a. others who are ill~intentioned
b. nature
c. fate - no escape

a. others worry about you
b. others will seek help for you
c. others will plead with you not to harm yourself

give in to others (Othera - b PsYch“m’“ ’ psycholocﬂtﬁv
hypnotists)
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APPENDIX IV

WORK SHEET FOR SCORING TAT IMPORTS

Scorer

TAT

Category

Heading

8/Heading
and
Division

Numerical
Rating
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APPENDIX V

A SAMPLE OF AN INADEQUATE PSYCHOPATHIC SUBJECT'S

TAT STORY SEQUENCE ANALYSIS

1. It is only because of the firm insistence of others that you are able

to apply yourself to achieve.
<1 1 B 6b

2. You are able to pursue something because others make it possible

for you to do so.
«2 1D 4b

3BM., But when left to your own resources all you can do is rest.
-2 I B 5¢

4. When you are intent upon doing something wrong others can talk
you out of doing it,
-1 II C 1c

6BM. You can be dissuaded from doing something you want to do by the
persuasive reasons of others.
-1 I C 1b

7BM. You are dependent on the reassurance of others to help ease your
concermn when you are worried about some difficulty.
-1 III C 3a

8BM. When someone close {8 hurt, you are dependent upon the help and

reassurance of others.
-1 IV A la
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You may do something to displease others but they will forgive you.
-2 I1 A le

Even when something happens to you, others will help you out of
your predicament.
-1 IV A la

As a consequence of your transgressions, you rectify the wrong you
did by doing what is right by others.
-1 11 A 3b

Even though you try to escape the consequences of your wrongdoing
you will be forgiven.
-2 II A le

Success can be achieved if one obtains help from others.
-1 1B le

Your foolish and spiteful actions may be regretted but it is too late
to do anything about {t.
-2Pd II A 3




1,
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7BM .

8BM.

APPENDIX V1

A SAMPLE OF AN INEPT PSYCHOPATHIC SUBJECT'S

TAT STORY SEQUENCE ANALYSIS

When you are forced to achieve you consider rebellion but no matter
what course is taken your performance will be poor bscause you
have no desire.

-2 1 A 4a

Unfortunately, it is sometimes necessary to work hard at something
you dislike in order to pursue that which you like.
-1 T B 8b

However, when you are a weakling there is no hope that you can
achieve the kind of future you desire.
-2 I A 4a

Those who are aggressive will impose their desires upon those who
are passive in order to satisfy their wishes.,
-2 I A 1ld

In the presence of tragedy people show a momentary concern but the
passage of time will heal their wounds,
-1 IV A lc

Doing something unsavory or dishonest {8 one way of achieving suc~
cess in life.
-2 1B 2b

You may be concernad about the effects of some accidental mishap
94
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on your future, but it is corrected and life goes on as before.
-1 IV A lc

When you love someone and you stay together over the objections
of others, you will be happy.
-1 III A 4c

If you are smarter than your adversaries you should be able to es~
cape without being harmed.
-2 IV A 3a

You may be grief-stricken over a critical situation but the crisis
will pass and life will go on,
-1 IV A lc

You may not be very successful in securing a job but you are hope~
ful that your efforts will be rewarded.
-2 1 A 2b

And when confronted with immediate and long range goals you are
anxious to attain the immediate goals s¢ you can go on to the more
important ones.

-1 I B Sa

You resort to wrongdoing when broke because it is the only kind of
life you know.
-2 I A 2a




APPENDIX VII

THE TOTAL POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE CATEGORY SCORES FOR

EACH SUBJECT IN THE INADEQUATE PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP
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Subjects I I I v

+ - + - + - + -
23 7 3 1 2
24 3 2 1 1 3 3
25 1 3 3 1 2 3
26 4 0 1 3 $
27 4 3 2 3
28 2 1 6 1 3 0
29 3 6 1 3
30 1 5 2 2 1 1 1
31 4 2 5 2
32 8 3 1 2
33 3 3 3 4
34 1 4 0 1 4 3
35 2 2 4 S
36 1 2 1 2 2 2 1 2
37 2 1 4 6
38 3 1 2 7

*3ubject has only twelve scores because he did not give a story to one of
thirteen cards.




APPENDIX VIII

THE TOTAL POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE CATEGORY SCORES FOR

EACH SUBJECT IN THE INEPT PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

Nt ONNMTTIOFIIPOCENON WO

&

+ -t

OO TOTIN~NOOTODNOOOND TN
]
=

+ -4 -4

I NOMMNNONDOOmmerNONOMOm~MNOOO
=

LN ] o~ 4 —t ™~ ]

—4442437755343503564325
g
[

L ] -y -t

M NMPWDOMNODOO NSO DO i
ol d g ok pof d ped e e d O O3 O

Subjects

98




99

&

43

Subjects

| CSONODDDBDNNVNAANPOD

+ 4 -~

| ARG~ DOOFDTDTNLON

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38




APPENDIX IX

THE TOTAL NEGATIVE NUMERICAL RATING AND THE RANK SCORE

POR EACH SUBJECT IN THE TWO PSYCHOPATHIC GROUPS

INADEQUATE GROUP INEPT GROUP
Numerical Rating Rank Score Numerical Rating Rank Score
=20 (=12,-8Pd) 64.0 =13 17.0
=15 26.5 -13 17.0
- 4 2.0 -18 49.0
-13 17.0 ~19 $5.5
-18 (~16,-2Pd) 49.0 =20 (~16,-4Pd) 64.0
-17 43.5 -12 14.0
~-14 20,5 -19 55.5
=20 (~14,~6Pd) 64.0 -15 26.5
«16 35.5 «20 64.0
-18 49.0 ~14 20.5
‘15 26n5 "16 35:5
-9 9.5 =23 (=21,~2Pd) 75.0
-14 20.5 ~-20 64.0
-12 14.0 -20 64.0
-19 55.5 -23 75.0
-21 (~19,~2Pd) 70,0 -6 6.0
-9 (- 7,~2Pd) 9.5 -20 64.0
-12 14.0 -16 (~14,-2Pd) 35.5
-3 1.0 -18 49.0
-15 26.5 -17 43.5
=11 11.5 -16 (~14,-2Pd) 35.5
-11 11.5 -16 35.5
~-19 55.5 -19 55.5

100




101

INADEQUATE GROUP INEPT GROUP
Numerical Rating Rank Score Numerical Rating Rank Score
-5 4.0 -8 7.5
=15 26.5 ~19 55.8
=17 43.5 -17 43.5
«16 (~14,~2Pd) 35.5 -20 {(~16,-4Pd) 64.0
«14 (~12,-2Pd) 20.5 -16 (=12,-4Pd) 35.5
«21 (~13,-8Pd) 70.0 ~16 35.5
- 5 ("’3' *2?(1) 4.0 -8 ("’ 6."2&” 7.5
«23 (~21,-2Pd) 75.0 -17 43.5
~19 55.5 «19 (~13,-6Pd) 55.5
"22 (-16"’5”) 7205 "16 3505
-16 35.5 -15 26.5
«21 (~19,~2Pd) 70.0 -15 26.5
-5 (- 3,-2Pd) 4,0 -17 43,5
22 (~18,=~4Pd) 72.5 -15 26.5
"18 4900 "20 6400




APPENDIX X

THE POSITIVE IMPORTS SCORED IN CATEGORY III

FOR THE INADECUATE PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

You expect loved ones to be upset when they learn about your handicap, but
they accept you in spite of it.
+1 III A la

When people love each other and share a long and happy life, their love con-
tinues throughout thetr life.
+1 I A le

The genuine devotion of another may be all that is needed for you to change
your way of living for the better.

+1 III A le
When your actions hurt others, you can resolve their hurt by discussing the
problem with them, +

+1 III A 3a

The realization that your differences with another are insignificant leads to
reconciliation and avoidance of similar situations that may mar your happiness.
+1 11T A 3a

A misunderstanding with someone close, which could have been avoided, can
still be resolved by discussion and mutual understanding.
+1 II1 A 3a

You react impulsively over a disagreement with a loved one, but once you
realize it was your fault, you apologize and they forgive you.

102




103
+1 I A 3¢

While solitude is desirable at times, one still needs to maintain his relation~
ships with people.
+1 I A 4

When your problems with someone are the result of misunderstanding, they can
be corrected with the help of others.
+1 IIT B la

When others reject you because your past transgressions have brought dis~
grace, you rely on those in authority to intercede for you.
+1 III B la

K you are determined to do something, but others think it i{s wrong, you pacify
your feelings and listen to their advice.
+2 III C 4b

Although you think you have all the answers, it is to your advantage to heed
the advice of someone with more experience than you.
+2 III C 4b

When something upsets you, it is others who get you to calm down and be
reasonable so that you soon forget about t.
+1 1T C 1b

When you have a problem and seek the help of others, they give you a few
ideas which enable you to work things out from there.
+1 Il C 1b

Sometimes if you listen to others you can avoid becoming involved or hurt by
somathing,
+1 ID C 1b

If you listen to others instead of acting {n anger you will be able to act more
reasonably.
+1 I C 1ib

You are able to avoid seeking revenge because others help you to realize that
nothing will be gained by such action.
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41 I C 1b

You may be reluctant about doing something others think is best for you but
after further discussion you agree to follow their advice.
+1 111 C 1b

You may want to act impulsively, but instead you listen to others and do what
is right,
+1 I C 1b

When you decide to do something, others may not like it, but they accept it.
+1 III C 4a

When your decision to do something meets with disapproval from others, you
persuade them to accept it until the facts prove otherwise.
+2 II E 1b

If mutual love, peace, and security can be found, then life would become

more stable,
+1 III P la

Although life i3 not what it used to be, it can still be viewed as beautiful if

you understand it.
+1 II F la

In dealing with the problems of life, one sometimes succeeds and sometimes

fails ,
+1 III P la

It 18 only when you are secure and contented that you can enjoy life and share
your experiences with others.
+1 III F 1la




APPENDIX XI

THE POSITIVE IMPORTS SCORED IN CATEGORY IIf
FOR THE INEPT PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

When people suffer a personal loss, their shared sorrow draws them closer
together.
+2 III A 3¢

You and others can resolve whatever difficulties exist between you by trying

to understand one another.
+]1 HOI A 3a

You may misinterpret a situation involving a loved one, but after they explain
the situation, you apologize and later form a closer relationship.
+1 III A 3¢

In your relationship with another, you initially consider the factor of love, but
settle for companionship in a common, ordinary life.
+1 I A 4

You may want to act in anger, but others persuade you to calm down and listen

to reason.
+1 10 C If

You may ponder the advice others give you because you are uncertain whether

it will be good or bad for you.
+1 Il C 3b

10§




APPENDIX XII

THE NEGATIVE IMPORTS SCORED IN CATEGORY II

FOR THE INADEQUATE PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

You are apprehensive about what may happen to those you hurt by your actions,
but they recover and forgive you.
-1 I A 1lb

When you admit your transgressions to others, they are angry for awhile, but
then they forgive you.
-1 1T A ld

When you are falsely accused of wrongdoings and the mistake {s discovered,
those who acoused you apologize.
<1 IT A 1ld

You may have to suffer harm as a consequence of your wrongdoings before you
admit your mistake and regret your actions.
-1 I A ld

Your wrongdoings may pose a problem for you, but it i8 covered up for you by
others.
-1 II A le

Sometimes when you are doing something wrong and you look suspicious, you
get caught and are punished.
-1 I A I

When you do something wrong, you will probably get caught if you are not
careful.
-1 I A 1t
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When your wrongdoing causes harm to someone, you may be shocked by your
actions, but you are still caught and punished.
-1 I A 1f

You may try to escape after becoming involved in wrongdoing, but you are
caught and punished.
-1 T A 1If

When you do something wrong, you are ashamed and fearful of being caught,
80 you try to escape, but you are caught and punished,
-1 I A If

If you deliberately engaga in wrongdoing, you will be eventually caught and
punished.
-1 I A 1If

You may commit a worse wrong to cover up for an intended one, but you are
caught anyway,
«1 II A 1f

But {f your wrong actions are uncovered by others, you end up the loser.
-1 M A 1If

Since you are embittered by the circumstances of life, you continue your way-
ward behavior and suffer as a consequence,
-1 II A If

But sometimes no matter how hard you try, you cannot escape from the conse~
quences of your wrongdoing.
-1 IT A If

And sometimes, your wrongdoings may go undetected for a long time, but you
are eventually caught and punished.
-1 11 A If

And even your ill-~intended actions are accidentally uncovered and you are

punished.
-1 II A 1f

Your mistreatment by others may provoke you to harmful action and you find
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yourself in trouble before you realize it.
-1 II A 1f

When your efforts to escape from the consequences of your transgressions
prove unsuccessful, you give up and take the consequences.
-1 I A I

And even your ill-intended actions result in punishment.
-1 I1 A 1f

You regret doing wrong because it hurts loved ones and after your punishment,

you promise to start a new life.
-1 II A 2a

When you do something for which you later feel ashamed, you resolve never

to do it again.
-1 II A 2a

Only through divine providence can you be redeemed from your transgressions.
-1 I A 2a

You are upset and guilty over a wrongdoing and resolve never to do it again.
-1 I A 2a

And although you feel you have disappointed others by your wrongdoings, they
are understanding and you resolve not to disappoint them again.
-1 II A 2a

As a consequence of your transgressions, you promise never to do it again.
-1 II A 2a

When you sre saverely injured and punished for your transgressions, you try to
spare the feelings of loved ones by promising to reform.
-1 II A 2a

The risks and dangers of a life of crime make you feel sad, butanyouoando
is express your feelings about these experiences.
-1 T A 2b

But then you become depressed and think about suicide, but decide against it,
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even though the bad times have outweighed the good.
-2 II B la

But your transgressions have been so extensive that it i{s doubtful that an
answer to your problems can be found.
-1 IT A 2b

When you put your work above the welfare of others and harm comes to them,
you are disgusted with yourself because of what you didn't do to help.
-1 I A 2b

As a consequence of your transgressions, you rectify the wrong you did by
doing what is right by others.
-1 II A 3

When your wrongdoings lead to trouble with others, you may do what is right
in order to avoid further difficulties.
-1 II A 3b

If you accidentally harm someone and want to run away, others persuade you to
do the right thing and when the facts are known, you are not held responsible.
-1 II A 3¢

But when you have done something wrong, you turn yourself in because some-
one you respect tells you to do so.
-1 I A 3¢

The only reason you ever feel badly about your transgressions is because you
sometimes get caught and have to do what is right,
-1 I A 3¢

And even your transgressions are viewed as mistakes by others and their leni~
ent attitude helps straighten you out.
-2 II A le

In the course of time, you may find it difficult to be honest with loved ones
even in the face of your wrongdoing, but when you admit it you suffer no ll-
effects. '

-2 I A le

When you violently harm someone in a fit of anger and realize what you have
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done, you try to hide - but where?
-2 I A1lb

Those who do something wrong can get by with it {f no one sees them.
-2 I A1lb

You would prefer to suffer a guilty conscience rather than reveal your past
transgressions and risk the loss of what you hold dear.
-2 11 A1lb

You may feel sorry and disgusted after 2 wrongdoing and try to escape detec~
tion,
-2 I1 A 1lb

Because there are times when you can get away with your wrongdoings by con=-
vincing others you have learned your lesson.
-2 II A 1ld

When you do something foolish or impulsive, others will forgive you.
-2 11 A le

Even though you try to escape the consequences of your wrongdoings, you will
be forgiven,
-2 I A le

When your wronqdoinqs‘ go undetected, you may continue until you are caught,
but you get off easy.
-2 I1 A le

When you have offended a loved one, you regret your action and ask for and

receive forgiveness.
«2 I1 A le

But if you come from a miserable background, no matter what you do, you end
up in trouble with no hope of ever escapir ; 1it.
-2 I1 A 2a

When you don't have the proper discipline and home training, you may tumn to
the wrong kind of life, and eventually end up the loser.
-2 IT A 2a
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But when those upon whom you are dependent are variant in their behavior,
then your transgressions are likely to be a continuing process.
' -2 II A 2a

Your wrong way of life has become so extensive that you are even inclined to
exploit loved ones.
-2 II A 3

You are able to convince others to forgive you for not fulfilling your obliga~
tions by blaming it on a series of unfortunate circumstances,
-2 I1 A 4

You may feel sorry for yourself when caught for your transgressions, and even
though others try to help, it is imprisonment that leads to your improvement.
-2 II A Sa

S8ometimes punishment for wrongdoing can lead to your amending your present
and future behavior.
-2 II A Sa

Perhaps as a consequence of your time in prison, you will gain a better per-
spective on life.
«2 1T A Sa

Sometimes your ill-intended actions are upset by others who reveal your plans
to those in authority.
-2 II B 1b

When you are punished for disobeying others, you retreat to your room and ory
yourself to sleep.
-1 II C la

Punishment for your transgressions leads you to considerations of past mis~
takes and future resolves to amend your life.
<1 1 C 2b

Punishment Ixings regret for past transgressions and, with the forgiveness of
others, you can start a new life.
-1 I C 2

You may try to run away because of your punishment for wrongdoing, but your
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efforts are detected and your punishment resumed.
«1] II C 3a

It is rejection and punishment that you seek to forget and avoid.
-2 II C la

Since others are not really aware of the magnitude of your deviant deceptions,

there is really no reason to worry.
' -2 I A 1ld

Sometimes, even when you are caught doing wrong and the evidence is against
you, you get off lightly.
-2Pd II A la

Sometimes it is the lack of evidence that saves you from being punished for

your wrongdoings.
-2PdII A la

But when all you get is promises, you get into trouble, but nevertheless,
everything tums out just the way you wanted.
-2Phd II A 2b

In spite of your good intentions in trying to help others, you still get into
trouble and suffer the consequences, but hope for some leniency.
-2Pd I A 2b

But sometimes when you act harmfully to avenge a wrong, you regret your ac~-
tion and only suffer minor consequences.
-2Pd I A 2b

Sometimes when circumstances force you to resort to wrongdoing, even though
you are careful, you are caught and punished.
-2Pd I A 2b

When you do something wrong, others are likely to disbelieve you even when
you are telling the truth so your only recourse is to run away.
-2Pd IT A 2d

Your foolish and spiteful actions may be regretted, but it is too late to do any~-

thing about {t.
-2Pd II A 3
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The consequences of your wrongdoing are considered only after you have
transgressed.
-2Pd II A 3

But as a result of your transgressions, you wind up with nothing because there
isn't anything you can do about it.
-2Pd II A 3

But it really doesn't matter because when you do wrong and are caught, you
just take your punishment.
-2Pd II A 3

You may regret the foolishness of your wrongdoing and wonder about the future
consequences, but only after it is too late. ‘
-2Pd IT A 3

When you have wronged others and they seek revenge, you escape the conse~
quences with the help of others.
-2Pd II A 4aiil

When you get into trouble, others will worry about you and help you get out of
it.
-2Pd II A 4aiil

You may regret a wrongdoing,but others tell you not to worry about it because
they will get you out of it.
=2Pd II A 4daiil




APPENDIX XIII

THE NEGATIVE IMPORTS SCORED IN CATEGORY II

FOR THE INEPT PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

When you do something you shouldn't have done and it causes embarrassment,

you apologize.
-1 II A 14

When others try to stop you from doing something and they are hurt in the pro~-
cess, you are sorry for your actions. '
-1 I A 1ld

When the consequences of your wrongdoings are realized, you turn yourself in
to the authorities,
-1 I A 1d

When you realize the consequences of your harmful actions, you apologize
and make up with those you hurt.
-1 II A ld

You feel guilty for the harm you have caused another and you do the right thing
by turning yourself in to the proper authorities.

-1 II A 1ld
When you realize the consequences of your harmful actions, you explain what
happened to the authorities.

-1 II A 1ld
Your careless action may cause injury to someone, but there will be no ill-
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feelings because you explain to them that it was an accident,
-1 IT A 1d

You try to get away with doing something wrong, but you are foiled by others
who catch and punish you.
-1 II A 1f

But you do something wrong and get away only to be caught for another wrong.
-1 IT A 1f

Your wrongdoings not only hurt others, but bring punishment for your actions.
-1 II A 1f

You may resort to wrongdoing to alleviate your desperate circumstances, but

your wrong actions only lead to punishment.
-1 IT A 1f

You may escape detection from your wrongdoings for awhile, but you are even-
tually caught,
-1 IT A If

When your anger leads to serious harm to someone, you regret your action, but

“you still suffer punishment.
-1 II A If

But when you resort to illegal means to solve your many problems, you only
get caught and punished. ‘
-1 I A 1f

You may be disgusted and unhappy over your wrongdoings, but you still have
to face the social consequences, regardless of whether or not you are punish-
ed for your actions.

-1 II A 1f

When you are told not to do something but you go ahead and do it, you get a

scolding.
-1 I A lg

When you act without any restraint and suffer ill-effects, you promise never
to do it again.
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«1 II A 28

The consequence for past transgressions may give rise to momentary feelings
of regret, but the mood changes and you resolve to do right.
-1 II A 2a

Your thoughts about past transgressions become so unbearable that you act

desperately out of despair.
-1 IT A 2b

When as a consequence of your wrong actions another is seriously harmed, you
are punished for your wrongdoing.
-1 II A S5bit

When you get into trouble, others lecture you, but they leave it up to you to
decide what to do about your difficulty.
-2 II A la

When your wrongdoings cause harm to others, they will forgive you.
-2 II A la

And sometimes even though your good intentions lead to actions that are harm~
ful, you do not suffer any undesirable consequences.
-2 I A la

You act improperly when you loge control, but once you regain your senses
you forget the entire episode.
«2 II A la

As a consequence of your transgressions, you are ashamed and take whatever
measures are necessary to gover up your wrongdoings from loved ones.
-2 I A1

You can always find an excuse for wrongdoing even though you have been ad~
vised by others as to the proper course of action to take.
-2 11 A 3f

When you are alone and without purpose, you drift into vice and even though
you change your way of life to suit another, you may still have to suffer pun~
ishment for your wrongdoing before you can finally settle down and find ac~
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ceptance.
=2 II A Sa

When you do something for which you get a scolding, you feel badly but you

get over it.
-1 II C la

You resent being punished for your wrongdoing, but you get over it.
-1 II C la

When your wrongdoing results in a scolding, you react by feeling sorry for
yourself,
-2 IIC lc

However, if your wrongdoings are carefully planned and executed, you get
what you want and escape detection.
-2Pd II A la

When you do something wrong, regardless of the circumstances, you get away.
-2Pd II A la

However, when your achievement sfforts are thwarted by your past record, you

turn to a life of ¢rime and as a consequence of your carelessness, you are

caught and punished.
~ -2Pd II A 2a

And when you cannot settle your difficulties with others, you become upset
and act violently only to suffer remorse after it is too late.
-2Pd I A 3

When things don't go your way, you expreas your impulses directly and only
later, do you consider the consequences.
-2Pd II A 3
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APPENDIX X1V

. NORMAL IMPORT SCORES OF THE TWO PSYCHOPATHIC GROUPS

CLASSIFIED IN TERMS OF ACTIVE/PASSIVE CRITERIA

la +1 (P) I B 3ai +1
323 +1 () I B 3bi +1
4 +1 () 1B 4c +1
la. =1 (A) I B 5b +1
2b -1 (P IB la -1
3ai -1 (A) i1 B1b -]
3d -1 () 1B lc -1
4 -1 (a) I B 1ld -1
6 -1 (A) I B le -1
la =2 () I B 1f -1
2a -2 (P) I B 2a -]
2b -2 (P) I B 2b -1
2¢c =2 (P) I B 2e -1
2d -2 (P) I B 2f -1
2¢ -2 (P) I B 3e -1
4a -2 (P) I B 4a -1
4 =2 (P) I B 4p -1
4d -2 (P) I B 4 -1
Sa <2 (P) I B Sa -]
sb -~2 (P) I1 B Sb -1
rda =2 (P) I B S¢o -1
6 -2 (P) I B 5d -1
la +2 () I B 6a -1
ib +2 @) I B 6b -1
dc +2 () I B 6¢c -1
2d +1 Q) I B 7a -1
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APPENDIX XV

PD IMPORT SCORES OF THE TWO PSYCHOPATHIC GROUPS
CLASSIFIED IN TERMS OF ACTIVE/PASSIVE CRITERIA

3a -2Pd (P)
3b -2Pd (P)
S5a -2Pd (P)
5b -2pPd (P)
la -2Pd (A)
2b -2Pd (A)
2d -2Pd (A)
3 -2Pd (P)
daiii -2Pd (P)
2b -2Pd (P)
lc -2Pd (A)
1b -2Pd (P)
lc «~2Pd (A)

PramErPrIP>RDP >
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APPENDIX XVI

THE CATEGORICAL DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE AND PASSIVE SCORES

FOR EACH SUBJECT IN THE INADEQUATE PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

Subjects  § n m v
ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE

1 4 2 1 4 1 1
2 4 1 2 3 2 1
3 5 2 1 0 3 1 1
4 2 2 1 6 2
5 4 1 3 3 2
6 2 S 4 1 1
7 1 2 1 0 4 3 1 1
8 3 3 0 1 1 5
9 3 | 6 1 1 1
10 1 7 0 1 3 1
11 1 4 2 1 4 1
12 2 4 4 2 1
13 6 3 2 2
14 6 1 0 3 3 0
15 1 1 2 6 3
16 1 1 1 3 1 4 2
17 1 3 2 2 3 2
*18 1 3 1 3 1 3
19 1 2 4 1 2 1 2
20 3 2 3 2 1 2
21 2 2 1 3 1 3 1
22 2 1 1 4 2 1 2
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Subjects

23
24
28
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

I 14 I v
ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE
7 1 2 1 1 1
4 1 1 1 3 3
1 3 2 1 3 1 2
4 0 1 3 1 4
2 3 1 2 1 1 1 2
2 7 1 3 0
3 3 3 1 1 2
1 5 2 2 1 1 1
4 2 5 2
8 3 1 1
3 1 2 1 2 1 3
1 4 0 S 1 2
2 1 1 1 3 2 3
1 2 2 1 1 3 3
2 1 4 0 6
3 1 2 1 6

*Subject has only twelve scores because he did not give a story to one of
thirteen cards.




APPENDIX XVII

THE CATEGORICAL DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE AND PASSIVE SCORES

FOR EACH SUBJECT IN THE INEPT PSYCHOPATHIC GROUP

Subjects I I m v
ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE
1 1 4 1 2 1 2 2 0
2 3 2 1 1 2 1 3
3 4 1 3 1 3 1
4 1 1 2 1 2 2 4
5 2 2 3 0 3 1 2
6 3 2 3 2 2 1 0
7 1 6 0 2 1 3
8 1 6 1 0 1 4
9 5 1 3 0 1 3
10 5 1 2 2 3
11 3 2 0 2 2 1 3
12 2 2 2 1 2 2 2
13 3 1 2 3 1 3
14 5 2 2 0 3 1
15 1 9 0 2 1 0
16 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 1
17 1 4 0 3 3 2
18 6 1 1 2 2 1
19 1 4 1 2 3 2
20 3 1 1 2 2 1 3
21 2 2 1 2 0 1 5
22 4 1 0 2 1 2 3
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Subjects

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
38
36
37
38

I n m v
ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE ACTIVE PASSIVE
1 2
2
2
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APPENDIX XVIIl

CATEGORICAL DISTRIBUTION OF POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE IMPORTS

AS ACTIVE AND PASSIVE FOR THE TWO PSYCHOPATHIC GROUPS

Category 1

Category II

Category I

Categoxy IV

+ E!-f

3

S

INADEQUATE
Active Passive
18 1
20 124

0 1
4 10
14 56
9 9
12 12
26 81
1 1
0 2
21 70
3 1
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INEPT

Active Passive

0
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