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p e r s o a a f i t f  inweator7 des%pned for ese w i t h  a d u l t  fncarcerates .  

P b e  CPS uas  administered t o  350 ado lescent  imcarcerated males in 

an iavestigatioa into  its r e f i a b i l i t r  and v a l i d i t y  v i  t h  t h i s  

4defescasts p#rfacr%d s i r l l a r l y  to a b u l t s  on af f f i r s  CPS 

s c a l e s ;  differences were not of s ~ f f i c i e n t  mago i tude  t o  preclude 

i t s  use. Three of tbe substantiwe scales { T b o a g b t  Disturbance,  

temporal and i n t s r s a i  reliabllities. S e l f  Depreciation and a 

three- i tem Validity s c a l e ,  h o u e v e r ,  shoved lover s t a b i l i t y  a n d  

h o a o g e n e i t y ,  and ve re  not clearly i n t e r p r e t a b l e  i n  f a c t o r  

analyses o t  t h e  CPS. A n t i s o c i a l  T e n d e n c i e s  amd Chemfca l  Abase 

e e e r g e d  a s  two d i s t i n c t  factors i n  t h e  f a c t o r  a n a l r s e s ,  while 
- 

T h o u g h t  D i s t a r b a ~ c e  and S e l f  Deprec ia t i on  appeared to be  

a d e q ~ a t s l r  acccio~ted for by a s i a g l e  tactof.  
P 

4 

I n  a Bore d e t a i l e d  analysis of t h e  A n t i s o c i a l  Tendencies 

s c a l e  (AT), .it uas t o o r d  that  iT was a moderately good p r e d i c t o r  

of i n s t i t u t i o a a l  ad j ~ s t m e ~ t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  in regard t o  

bothersome, b u t  n o t  o v e r l y  s e r i o u s ,  day-to-d,ay bctirrg o a t .  AT 

d i d  not b t f f e r e a t i a t e  b e t w e e n  incarcerates a n d  nap-incarcerates, 
- - -  - 

C 

d i d  not p r e u i c t  more ser ious  or wiufent  of fenders  in the 
-- -- --- - - - -  

i ~ s t i t a t i o r r  and f i a a l l y  , d i d  a o t  d i f f  e r e a t i a t e  b e t u e e n  

i n c a r c e r a t e s  in t e r m s  of criminal c h a r g e s .  
I' 

i i l  



t h e  J e s a e s r  I & r e r t o r y .  f b 4  p a t t e r n  of t h e ~ ?  correfatioas t e n d e d  

t o  confirm t h e  beharioural  e r i d e l c e  t h a t  AT is primari ly  a 

measure of a d o l e s c e n t  a c t i n g  o e t .  
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I n  the p a s t  t h r e e  decades, the p r o b l e m  of j u v e n i l e  

d e l i n q u e n c y  has  becoae an area of i n c r e a s i n g  c o n c e r n  f o r  

p s y c h o l o g i s t s ,  i n  b o t h  a p p l i e d  and r e s e a r c h  areas. I n  p a r t ,  t b i s  

concern re i l ec t s  a g e n e r a l  i n c r e a s e  i n  the i n v o l v e m e n t  of s o c i a l  

scfeafc prof esc ioaals  i a the c r i m i n a l  ~ a s t i c e  systea, b u t  

a d d i t i o n a l l J ,  i t  reflects a n  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  p r e v a l e n c e  o f  
t 2 

'h 4 
delinquency i t s e l f .  Betveen 1961 a a d  1976,- t h e  number of c o u r t  

cases i n r o l r i n g  juveniles d o u b l e d  from a r a t e  of 19 p e x  1000 

cases to 3 8  per 1000 ( Y e i n e r ,  1982 ,  p.392). According t o  O.S .  - 
Department of J u s t i c e  f i g u r e s ,  28 p e r c e n t  of all serious crimes 

are  c o a m r t t e d  C y  l a d i v i d ~ a l s  16  years old or y o u n g e r  ( A c h e n b a c h ,  

1 9 6 2 ,  ~.460). 

Ean7 i n t t t v i d u a i s  uhose r i s b e h a v i  our results fa arres t  a n d  

b o b s e q o e n t  court appearances h a v e  an e x t e n s i v e  h i s t o r y  of 

costtact w i t h  social service a g e n c i e s  ( S c h l s s i ~ p e r ,  1 9 7 1 ) .  For 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e c a l c i t r a n t  young offenders, or those charged w i t h  

c r i a e s  of s u f f i c i e n t  seriousness, the contact v i t b  agenc ies  a n d  

courts c u l a i n a t e s  i n  i n c a r c e r a t i o n  i a  t r a i n i n g  schools or 

d e t e n t i o n  centers .  A l t h o u g h  t h e  services of p s y c h o l o g i s t s  may 

hase been inrnbed at raLinns p o i n t s  f n t h e s e  i l tcUaidlrds* pasts, 

-J a t  tbis j a a c t a r e ,  p s y c h o l o g i s t s  maf b e  i n r o l r e d  i g  a v a r i e t y  og 

decisions ot c o ~ s i d e r a b l e  i m p a c t  f o r  b o t h  offenders a n d  t h e  

c o w a a n i t y .  



C 

P r i s a r y  c o n c e r n s  o f  t h e  community are related t o  s u c h  

f a c  c O ~ S  as t h e  p o t e n t l a 1  d a n g e r o o s n e s s  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l ,  t h e  
1 
- - - 

chances o t  repeat of f e a t a s ,  and g a a s t i o n s  related to  placement 
t 

/ 

and t r e a t a e n t .  P a r t r c ~ l a r  concerns of i n s t i t u t i o n s  charged w i t h  

t h e  care  of ;he i a d i r i d u a l  are r e f a t a d  to i n s t i t ~ t i o a a l  

a d j u s t m e n t ,  p r o g r a m i a q ,  a n d  p l a c e m e n t .  T h o s ,  i n  addition t o  

' rendering a d i a g . o s i s ,  (a process w h i c h  is  ~ o m p l i c s t e d  by t h e  

f a c t  t h a t  d e f  fngoenty  can  be symptomat ic  of t r a r f e t ~  of ' 

~ a d e r l  r i n q  p r o b l e m s  Yeiasr 1982 )  , p s y  c h o l o y i s t s  may a l s o  be 

c a l l e d  u p o n  t o  make r e l a t i v e l y  f a r  r e a c h i n g  p;eaict ions 

r e q a r d i n g  f n s t f  t u t f o n a l  a d - $ i s t t e B t .  - 

J 
Onfortunateiy ,  this task is  not assisted by an e x t e n s i v e  or 

corprehensire a r r a l  of objective p s y c h o l o g i c a l  t e s t s  d e v e l o p e d  

f o r  the a s s e s s a e n t  o f  a d o l e s c e n t s  c h a r g e d  u i  t h  serious offenses. 

' Gost o f t e n ,  p s y c h o l o g i s t s  h a v e  r e l i e d  on tests d e s i g n e d  t o r  

a d u l t  a o n o f f e n d e r s ,  s u c h  a s  the RIJPI (Gendrean  1 9 7 5 ) .  A l t h o u g h  

88PI profiles f o r  a d o l e s c e n t s  hare  been e s t a b l i s h e d , t h e r e  are  a . 

number of reasons why t h f  s inveato-r l  is f ess than i d e a l  f o r  use 

w i t h  y o u n g  a d  j u d i c a t e a  o f f e n d e r s .  T h e s e  i n c l l j d e  its. p r o h i b i t i v e  

length, t h e  n o r b i d  s e x u a l  c o a t e n t  of some of t b e  i t e m s ,  and i ts  

reliance on a d u l t  p s y c h i a t r i c  c a t e g o r i e s  ( l i c h e n b a c h ,  1982)r. 

Also,  t h e  REPI scale c o n s i d e r e d '  most p r e d t c t i r e  of delinquency, 

the P s y c h o p a t b i c  Deviate s c a l e  (Pd) , uas  d e r e l o p e a  OD a s a a p l e  
- - 

con t a i n i a g  a prepon2erance of h o s p i t a l i z e d  ( a c t  incarcerated) 
-- 

g i r l s  w i t h  h i s t o r i e s  of m i n o r  delinquencies (Dablstros & Y e l s h  



A l t h o u g h  less c o r a o n l  y used, t h e  Jesness I n v e n t o r y  a p p e a r s  

t o  be t h e  o n l y  m u l t i s c a l e  p e r s o n a l i t y  i n v e n t o r y  d e v e l o p e d  

s p e c i f i c a l l y  f o r  u s e  u i  t h  ael inqrrdt  a d o l e s c e n t s  ( J e s n e s s ,  

1 9 7 2 ) .  T h i s  t e s t  i s  m e a n t  t o  r e a s u r e  a v a r i e t y  of 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  and a t t i t u d e s  t y p i c a l  of d e l i n q u e n t s .  

I m p o r t a n t l y ,  i t  a l s o  i n c l u d e s  a scale ,  s2 t h e  Asocial I n d e x , - -  

designed s p e c i f i c a l l y  f o r  t h e  p r e d i c t i o n  of d e l i n q u e n c y .  E v e n  

t h o u g h  t h e  J e s n e s s  I n v e n t o r y  ( J I )  more close1 y a p p r o x i m a t e s  the 

' a s s e s s m e n t  n e e d s  f o r  t h i s  g r o u p ,  s e v e r a l  p r o b l e m s  r e a a i n .  F i r s t ,  

there is a p a u c i t y  of v a l i d i t y  e v i d e n c e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  31, 

b o t h  i n  t h e  m a n u a l  (which c i t e s  c o r r e l a t i o n s  between JI scales 

4 
a n d  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  P s y c h o l o g i c a l  I n v e n t o r y  a s  p r i m a r y  e v i d e n c e ) ,  

a n d  i n  s u b s e q u e n t  s t u d i e s .  O f  t h e  few p u b l i s h e d  s t u d i e s  e x t a n t ,  

t u o  h a r e  c h a l l e n g e d  t h e  p r e d i c t i v e  v a l i d i t y  of  t h e  A s o c i a l  I n d e x  

(Shark & H a n d a l ,  1 9 7 6 ,  S a u n d e r s  G b a v i e s ,  1 9 7 6 ) ,  S a u n d e r s  a n d  
- 

D a r i e s  (1436)  a l s o  t a i l e d  t o  f i n d  evidence s u p p o r t i v e  'ot t h e  

v a l i d i t y  a n d  u t i l i t y  o f  a n u m b e r  of t h e  o t h e r  J I  scales.  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  S h a r k  and H a n d a l  (1 976)  , f o u n d  t h e  t e m p o r a l  

s t a b i l i t y  o f  a n u m b e r  o f  t h e  s c a l e s  t c  b e  u n a c c e p t a b l y  l o w ,  

w h i l e  U e i n t r a u b  ( 1972 )  q u e s t i o n e d  t h e  adequacy o f  JI r e l i a b i l i t y  

d a t a  i n  Q e n e r a l .  

G i v e n  t h e  d e a r t h  o f  a d e q u a t e  o b j e c t i v e  tests i n  this a r e a ,  

there  is clearly a need for a d e v i c e  which n a e t s  some of t h e  

p a r t i c u l a r  d i a g n o s t i c  a n d  p r e d i c t i  we needs d i s c u s s e d  e a r l i e r .  

A test w h i c h  m a y  b e  a s u i t a b l e  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  l i m i t e d  

f i e l d  of objective t e s t s  a v a i l a b l e  i s  the Carlson P s y c h o l o q i c a l  



S u r v e y  ( C P S ) .  T h e  CPS is a r e c e n t l y  c o n s t r u c t e d  p e r s o n a l i t y  

i n v e n t o r y  d e s i g n e d  f o r  use wit h  i n c a r c e r a t e d  ado1 ts. C o m p r i s i n g  

50  items, i t  is w r i t t e n  t o  reflect  c o m m o n l y  f o u n d  d e s c r i p t i o n s  

of  b e h a v i o a r  a n d  p e r s o n a l i t y -  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of p r i s o n e r s .  

I n d i v i d u a l  items, w r i t t e n  i n  L i k e r t  f o r m ,  are s i m p l y  a n d  

s u c c i n c t l y  p h r a s e d ,  a n d  r e q u i r e  o n l y  a m i n i m a l  r e a d i n g  l e v e l .  

F i v e  scales make u p  t h e  CPS: C h e m i c a l  Abuse (9  items), T h o u g h t  

D i s t u r b a n c e  (14 i tees) , A n t i s o c i a l  T e n d e n c i e s  (Ib items) ,' Self 
D e p r e c i a t i o n  ( 8  items), a n d  a V a l i d i t y  s ca l e  (3 i tems),  b l t h o u g h  

p r e c i s e  d e t a i l s  c o n c e r n i n g  how items were g e n e r a t e d  a re  n o t  

g i v e n  i n  t h e  CPS m a n u a l ,  C a r l s o n  m e n t i o n s  t h a t  p r e l i m i n a r y  forms 

o f  t h e  t e s t  vere  administered u n t i l  r e s p o n d e n t s  n o  l o n g e r  a s k e d  

q u e s t i o n s  during t h e  e x a a i n a t i o n ,  a t  w h i c h  p o i n t  t h e  i t e n s  were 

r e g a r d e d  t o  b e  a t - a n  a p p r o p r i a t e  l e v e l  o f  c l a r i t y  a n d  

_ s i m p l i c i t y .  T h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  c r i t e r i a  f o r  i n c l u s i o n  of a n  item o n  
I 

any g i v e n  s c a l e  were ~ a x i a u m  c o r r e l a t i o n s  of ,20  w i t h  a n y  o t h e r  

s c a l e s ,  a n d  w i t h i n  s c a l e  i tern-total c o r r e l a t i o n s  of a t  l e a s t  

.5O. T h e  CPS is i n t e r p r e t e d    typo logic ally, w i t h  p a t t e r n s  of 

s c a l e  e l e v a t i o n s  p r o d u c i n g  I 8  d i f f e r e n t  t y p e s .  These t y p e s  were 

d e r i v e d  u s i n g  a c l u s t e r i n g  t e c h n i q u e  d e v e l o p e d  by Carlson 

( 1 9 7 2 ) ,  and they c o n t a i n  descriptive d e t a i l s  d e r i v e d  from p r i s o n  

a n d  c o u r t  records. 

The s i i p l i c i t y ,  ease of a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  a n d  item c o n t e n t  of 

t h e  C P 5  s u g g e s t  i t  may be  a u s e f u l  a s s e s s m e n t  d e v i c e  f o r  

d e l i n q u e n t  a d o l e s c e n t  p o p u l a t i o n s .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  i t  may b e  more 

r e a d i l y  u s e f u l  a s  an i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s c r e e n i n g  device t h a n  t h e  



I 

!!BPI a n d  the J e s n e s s  Z n v e n t o r y .  However n o  d o c u m e n t a t i o n  of  i ts 

a p p f i c a b i f i t ~  w i t h '  t h i s  group is a t  t h i s  t ire  a v a i l a b l e ,  mr  

h a v e  t h e  v a l i d i t y  a n d  r e l i a b i l i t y  of t h e  CPS i n  g e n e r a l  been 

adequately r e s e a r c h e d ,  

The central p u r p o s e  of t h i s  s t u d y  is t o  assess t h e  u t i l i t y  

o f  t h e  C P S  w i t h  i n c a r c e r a t e d  a d o l e s c e n t s .  A s e c o n d ,  more 

g e n e r a l ,  b u t  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  qoa l ,  1 s  t h e  e x t e n s i o n  df t h e  

s o m e w h a t  sFarse  validity d a t a  a v a i l a b l e  o n  t h e  CPS. T h e  f i r s t  
/ 

objective i n v o l v e s  t'he p r e s e n t a t i o n  of  b a s i c  descriptive 

s t a t i s t i c s  and r e l i a b i f  i t y  d a t a  on t h e  CPS w i t h  a d o l e s c e n t s .  The 
. + 

second goal, a s s e s s m e n t  of t h e  v a l i d i t y  of  t h e  C P S ,  i s  c o m p r i s e d  

o f  two a s p e c t s :  ( a ) t h s  e x a a i n a t i o n  of t h e  f a c t o r i d  s t r u c t u r e  of 

t h e  C P S ,  a n d  ( )  v a l i d a t i o n  of t h e  A n t i s o c i a l  Tendencies (AT) 

sca le .  Priority was given t h i s  scale b e c a u s e  i t  presumably 

reflects the c o n s t r u c t  most o b v i o u s l y  associated w i t h  crime a n d  

d e l i n q u e n c y .  A n t i s o c i a l  b e h a v i o u r  is t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  w h i c h  

most v i s i b l y  d i f f e r e n t i a t e s  most d e l i n q u e n t s  a n d  c ~ i m i n a l s  from 

o t h e r  ~athological p o p u l a t i o n s .  B o r e o v e r ,  as d i s c u s s e d  earlier,' 

t h e r e  a p p e a r  t o  b e  very feu, i f  a n y  a d e q u a t e  scales i n  this 

a rea ,  T h e r e t o r e ,  t h e  a b i l i t y  of AT t o  predict delinquency r a y  

make i t  one of t h e  more i m p o r t a n t  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  CPS. 

T h e  u s e  of a scale s u c h  as AT, w h i c h  was d e s i q n e d  for 

adults, u l  t i m a t e l l  ' raises q o e s t i o n s  a b o u t  the coaparabif  i t y  

b e t w e e n  age groape o n  s u ' c h  variables a s  e t i o l o g y  aqd t h e  reasons 

f o r  t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  o f  c r i m i n a l  b e h a v i o u r s .  For e x a r p l e ,  i t  

appears t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a s h a r p  d r o p  i n  d e l i n q u e n c y  rates a f t e r  



age  17  ( R u t t e r ,  1 9 7 9 ) ,  and  t b a t  i n d i v i d a a l s  t h a t  c o n t i n u e  t o  

p u r s u e  c r i m i n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  nay d o  so f o r  g o a i i t a t i v e l y  d i f f e r e n t  

r e a s o n s  t h a n  t h e  ones t h a t  were i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  i n i t i a t x n g  t h e  

b e h a v i o u r s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  a s c a l e  designed f o r  a d u l t s  m a y  b e  more 

a t t u n e d  t o  f a c t o r s  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  m a i n t e n a n c e  of criminal 

b e h a v i o u r s  ( ie  - m e n t a l  rewards) ,  whereas j u v e n i l e s  may be 

e x h i b i t i n g  a se t  of b e h a v i o u r s  t h a t  d e r i v a  from a more q e n e r a l ,  

b u t  r e l a t i v e l y  shot  t - l i v e d ,  d e v e l o o m e n t a l  a a l a i s e .  S u c h  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  also touch o n  v a r i o u s  o t h e r  p o s s i b l e  e t i o l o g i c a l  
4 

f a c t o r s ,  s u c h  a s  SES a n d  f a m i l y  b a c k g r o u n d ,  a l l  o f  w h i c h  c o u l d  

h a v e  an  i n t l u e n c e  o n  a sca le ' s  d i f f e r e n t i a l  p ~ s d i c t i v e  v a l i d i t y .  

These b r o a d e r  i s s u e s ,  i m p o r t a n t  as t h e y  a r e ,  w i l l  n o t  b e  

i n v e s t i g a t e d  i n  this s t u d y ;  r a t h e r ,  t h e  focus is  on a more 

l i m i t e d  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  r e l i a b i l i t y  and v a l i d i t y  of AT when 

used u i t h  a d o l e s c e n t  incarcerates. 

D e s c r i p t i v e  s t a t i s t i c s  a n d  r e i g a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  CPS 
ii 

T h i s  a s p e c t  o f  the study  i n v o l v e s  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o t  d a t a  

d o c u m e n t i n g  t h e  g e n e r a l i z a b i l i t y  o f ' t h e  CPS  t o  a d o l e s c e n t  males. 

S u c h  b a s i c  d e s c r i p t i v e  s t a t i s t i c s  a s  means, s t a n d a r d  d e v i a t i o n s  

a n d  p e r c e n t i l e  ranks a r e  p r e s e n t a d  a n d  c o m p a r e d  u i t h  t h o s e  o f ,  

t h e  o ~ j t g i n a l  s a m p l e .  Also c o n s i d e r e d  a r e  t h e  i n t e r n a l  a n d  

t e m p o r a l  r e l i a b i l i t y  of the t e s t .  B e c a u s e  t h e  3-item v a l i d i t y  

s c a l e  is  m e a n t  t o  m e a s u r e  bad  t e s t - t a k i n g  a t t i t u d e s  r a the r  t h a n  

s o c i a l l y  desrible r e s t o n d i n g ,  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  t h e  CPS 



and social desirability i s  a l s o  e x a m i n e d .  

F a c t o r i a l  S t r u c t u r e  of t h e  CPS 

The a n a l y s i s  of t h e  f a c t o r i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  CPS uas 

i d c l n d e d  a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  p r e l i m i n a r y  v a l i d a t i o n  o f  t h i s  test. 

A perusal of item c o n t e n t  s u g g e s t s  the C P S  r a y  n o t  be 

c o m p r e h e n s i v e  or  s o p h i s t i c a t e d  enough t o  make f i n e  e n o u g h  

d i s c r i m i n a t i o n s  t o  u a r r a n  t 5 scales. For i n s t a n c e ,  i n g p e c t i o n  o f  

t h e  item c o n t e n t  o f  T h o u g h t  Disturbance (rD) snows t h a t  a 

c o n s i d e r a b l e  v a r i e t y  of p s y c h o p a t h o l o g i e s ,  r a n g i n g  from 

hypochondriz to psychosis could be m e a s u r e d  b y  this scale. 
# 

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  items o n  this s c a l e  a p p e a r  to o v e r l a p  t o  some 

e x t e n t  w i t h  t h o s e  o n  ~ e ' l f  D e p r e c i a t i o n  (SD) ; b o t h  c o n t a i n  items 

r e l a t e d  t o  a n x i e t y  a n a  f e e l i n g s  of i n a d e q u a c y .  T h e  

i n t e r c o r r e l a t i o n s  of t h e s e  two s c a l e s  reported i n  t h e  manual ire 

a l s o  g o i t e  h i g h ; ' g = . S O .  I t  is possible t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t  TD a n d  SD 

r e f l e c t  a single c o n s t r u c t ,  s i m i l a r  t c  t h e  a I n t e r n a l i z i n g w  

f a c t o r  o f t e n  r e p o r t e d  i n  studies o f  a d o l e s c e n t  p s y c h o p a t h o l o g y  

( s e e  h c h e n b a c h  and E d s l b r o c k .  1978 f o r  a r e v i e u ) .  A n t i s o c i a l  

~ e n d e a c i e s ,  w i t h  i ts  h e a v y  e m p h a s i s  o n  active r e t r i b u t i o n ,  i s  b y  

c o n t r a s t  e v o c a t i v e  of a v a r i e t y  of d e s c r i p t i v g  l a b e l s  s u b s u ~ e d  

under t h e  * e x t e r n a l i z i n g *  d i m e n s i o n .  The h i g h  i n t e r c o r r e l a t i o n s  

between C h e m i c a l  Abuse (CA) and AT (Carlson 1981) s u g g e s t  t h a t  

C h e m i c a l  A b n s e  may reflect a n  e x t e r n a l i z i n g  t e n d e n c y  a s  well, 

h o v e r e r ,  c o n c e p t u a l l y ,  the t w o  (AT a n d  CA) a r e  not r e l a t e d .  I t  



u a s  therefore e x p e c t e d  t h a t  a f actoh anal7 t ic inwestigatf on of 

the CPS would reveal a less complex s t t u c t u r a  t h a n  t h e  Scale 

names s u g g e s t .  

V a l i d i t y  o f  t h e  A n t i s o c i a l  Tendencies Scale 

d e s c r i b e s  AT as a scale w h i c h  Vef lec ts  a h o s t i l e  a n i m o s i t y ' a n d  
d 

a s o c i a l l y  defiant a t t i t u d e .  . ,as well as w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  be  

assaaftive or t h ~ e a t e a i n g , ~  a ~ i f l i n g s e s s  vhich W+ag or may n o t  

c a l m i n a t e  i n  physical a g g r e s s i ~ n . ~  H i g h  scorers are v a r i o u s l y  

d e s c r i b e d  as * m o c k i n g w ,  " c ~ n i c a l ~ ,  u u n e t h i c a l a ,  w u n t r u s t u o r t h y w ,  
* 

a n d  * u n r e a o r s e f u l a ,  a n d  a r e  h e l d  t o  b e  re l i k e l ~  t o  b e  

s o c i a l i z e d  i n t o  d e l i n q u e n t  s u b c u l t u r e s .  I n i t i a l l y ,  i t  a p p e a r s  as f 

t h o u g h  AT s h o u l d  m e a s u r e  a t t i t u d e s  s imi la r  t o  t h o s e  m e a s u r e d  by 

t h e  p s y c h o p a t h i c  Deviate  scale ( P d )  of  the CIMPI. H o w e v e r ,  t h e  

CPS m a n u a l  reports a' n o s - s i g n i f i c a n t  n e g a t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  

between AT and Pd.  T h e  p o s s i b l e  e x p l a n a t L o n  g i v e n  b y  t h e  m a n u a l  

is  t h a t  AT m e a s u r e s  "more a d u l t  a n d  more s e r i o u s  b e h a ~ i o u r s . ~  

I n s p e c t i o n  of  t h e  kT items do  r e v e a l  a d i f f e r e n c e  

between t h i s  sca le  a n d  P d ,  i n  t h a t  few AT i t e ~ s  p e r t a i n  t o  

a t t i t u d e s ,  a n d  n o n e  t o  p a r e a t a l / f  a r i l i a l  c o n c e r n s .  R a t h e r ,  ten 
+ 

o f  t h e  16 AT q u e s t i o n s  are  either b e h a v i o u r a f  s e l f - r e p o r t s  or 

p r e d i c t i o n s  of likely b e h a v i o u r  i n  h y p o t h e t i c a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  S i n e  

of  these t e n  i t e n s  a r e  c o n c r e t e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  v i o l e n c e  or v e r b a l  

abusiveness (eg sI have c a r r i e d  a w e a p o n  o n  sea, "1 bavh been i n  



fightsu etc) .  The main f o c u s  of this scaleyis c l e a r l y  
' 

3 

b e h a v i o u r a l ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  a t t i t u d i  a l ,  and t h e  behaviouts 

o s t e n s i b l y  b e i n g  m e a s u r e d  a r e  of a k e d l y  a n t i s o c i a l  n a t u r e .  

U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  e v i d e n c e  s u p p o r  g  t h e  v a l i d i t y  sf AT 

3 ;  

p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h e  C P S  r a n u a l  is  t8o sparse t o  l e n d  much w e i g h t  t o  

C a r l s o n ' s  d e f i n i t i o n  of t h e  c o n s t r u c t .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  tbere are 

spa b e h a v i o u r a l  m e a s u r e s  v h i c A  s 8 p p o r t  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  h i g h  
\ 

scorers a r e  a c t u a l l y  more p r o n e  t o  commit more s e r i o u s  crimes, 

o r  t o  b e  u n f r i e n d l y  and a s s a u l t i v e .  flowever b e h a v i o u r a l  

r e f e r e n t s  t o  g u i d e  a v a l i d a . t i o n  study o f  t h e  AT construct are 
D 

clearly o u t l i n e d  b o t h  i n , t h e  r a n u a l * ~  d e s c r i p t i o n  of h i g h  

scorers ,  a n d  by  t h e  face v a l i d i t y  of t h e  items. S e v e r a l  

predictions d e r i v e d  f ~ o m  t h e  a b o v e  are  a s  fo l lows :  

1 B e c a u s e  a c o m b i n a t i o n  of c r i m i n a l  s e r i o u s n e s s  a n d  

s o c & a l i z a t i o n  i n t o  d e l i n q u e n t  S U ~ C U ~ ~ U E ~ S  i s  s a i d  t o  b e  

measured by A T ,  h i g h  scorers s h o u l d  be much more l i k e l y  t o  

c o m m i t  sore p u n i s h a b l e  o f f e n c e s  t h a n  lou scorers. T h e r e f o r e ,  

t h e  scale s h o u l d ,  a t  a min imum,  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  o f f e n d e r s  from 

n o n - o f  f e n d e r s .  
T 

2. I f  h i g h  scores r e f l e c t  a t e n d e n c y  t o  be &ssao l t i ve ,  i t  is 

expected  t h a t  a a o n g  o f f e n d e r  p o p u l a t i o n s ,  i n d i v i d u a l s  

, c o n v i c t e d  of  a s s a u l t i v e  o f f e n s e s  w i l l  h a v e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

h i g h e r  scores t h a n  t h o s e  c o n v i c t e d  of o t h e r  n o n - a s s a u l t i v e  

o f f e n s e s .  

3. T h e  w i l l i n g n e s s  o f  h i g h  scorers t o  b e  a s s a u l t i v e ,  u n f r i e n d l y  
r H  

and u n t r u s t u o r t h y  s h o u l d  be  ref lected i n  t h e i r  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  



a d j u s t m e n t .  specific all^, again there s h o u l d  be e v i d e n c e  of 

increased a s s a u l t i v e n e s s  a n d  d i s r u p t i r e n e s s  among h i g h  

scorers, as reported i n  o f f i c i a l  records a n d  b y  s t a f f .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  assessing t h e  c o n s t r u c t  v a l i d i t y  of AT i n -  

terms of t h e  claims o f  t h e  CPS m a n u a l  and i n s p e c t i o n  of item 

content, t h i s  scale can b e  f u r t h e r  investigated i n  l % i g b t  of 

C a r l s o n g s  s t u d i e s  asing t h e  R n P I .  T h e  h i g h e s t  c o r r e l a t i o n s  

b e t w e e n  AT a n d  a n y  o t  the c l i n i c a l  H n P I  scales  was f o u n d  betveeo 

A T  a n d  R a n l a  (g= .32). lrania ( l a )  is h e l d  t o  La a n  i n d e x  df 

* h y p e r a c t i v i t y ,  d i s t r a c t a b i l i t y ,  unstable e l a t i o n .  

. . . s u s p i c i o u s n e s s  and-i r a s c i b i l i  t y  (Has ks, Seeman C Baller, 

1 9 7 4 ) .  Elevated Ra scores i n  HRPI p r o f i l e s  were a l s o  found by 

ffarks et sl to be associated ' w i t h  i n p u l n i w i t y  dad acting o u t .  

(This f i n a i n g  was dependent up0.n t h e  p a t t e r n  of o t h e r  scale / - 
e l e v a t i o n s  .) I m p u l s ~ v i t  y a n d  l a c k  of self - c o n e t r o l  a r e  h a l l m a r k s  

o f  ex terna l i zer s ,  b e h a v i o u r  problem c h i l d r e n ,  and d e l i n q u e n t s .  
Y 

( A h l s t r o m  & H a v i n g b u r s t ,  1 9 7 l ,  B l a n c h a r d ,  Bassett C g o s h l a n d ,  

1 9 7 1 ,  H e i l b r u n ,  B n o p f  6 B r u n e r ,  1976,  ntgomerr & F i n c h ,  1 9 7 5 ,  

U e i n t r a u b ,  1973) . 
Given the r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  AT a n d  Ha, it is  e x p e c t e d  

t h a t  this scale s h o u l d  be  p o s i t i v e l y  correlated w i t h  a v a r i e t y  

o f  m e a s u r e s  of i e p u l s i v e  b e h a v i o u r .  

A n u g g a  0 t h ~  -5 s a  penQ& -- 
U n f o r t u n a t e l y  f o r  v a l i d a t i o n  p a r p o s e s ,  there is a dearth of r. 

p a p e r  and p e n c i l  test= t h a t  m e a s u r e  c o n s t r u c t s  h y p o t h e t i c a l l y  

s i a i l a r  t o  IT. A s  m e n t i o n e d  p r e v i o u s l y ,  one of t h e  v e r y  few i s  



t h e  Jesness I n w e n t o r y  (Jesness 1972)  u h i c h  i n c l u d e s  a v a r i e t y  o t  

scales r e a n t  t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  b e t w e e n - d e l i n q u e n t  a n d  

n o n - d e l i n q u e n t  a d o l e s c e n t s ' ,  T h e r e  are s e v e r a l  J e s n e s s  scales 

u h i c h  s h o u l a  be r e l a t e d  t o  A T ,  g i v e n  t h e  e a r l i e r  discussion of 
?i 

t h e  face r a l i d i t y  of AT items. Bost n o t a b l y  AT should b e  r e l a t e d  

t o  H a n i f  es t A g g r e s s i o n ,  Soc ia l  R a l a d > u s t m e n t  a n d  t h e  Asocial 
/ 

I n d e x  (a p r e d i c t o r  o f  d e l i n q u e n c y  d e r i v e d  from a m u ' l t i p l e  

d i s c r i m i n a n t  a n a l y s i s  o f  the o t h e r  Jesness s c a l e s ) ,  A c c o r d i n g  t o  

t h e  CPS m a n u a l ,  h i g h  scores on AT need  n o t  b e  related i n v a r i a b l y  
\, 

t o  p h y s i c a l  a g g r e s s i o n .  Bather, h i g h  scorers map also e x h i b i t  a n  

e x c e p t i o n a l l y  u n f  rfenaf y i n t e r p e r s o n a l  style marked b y  a 

d i s t i n c t  lack of empathy. T h a t  i n d i v i d u a l s  d e f i c i e n t  i n  e m p a t h y  

a n d  r o l e - t a k i n g  a b i l i t y  a re  o f t e n  fonna i n  delinquent 

p o p u l a t i o n s  f i n d s  s u p p o r t  i n  a number of s t u d i e s  ( E l . l i s ,  1 9 8 2 ,  

J o r k o v i c  G P r e n t i c e ,  1977 ,  K u r t i n e s  & Hogan,  1 9 7 2 ) .  G i v e n  t h e  

d e s c r i p t i o n  of  h i g h  scorers '  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  style i n  t h e  CPS 

m a n u a l ,  a n d  the t e n t a t i v e  e m p i r i c a l  s u b s t a n t i a t i o n  of an 

empathy/cririnality l i n k ,  a n  e x a m i n a t i o n .  of t b e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  

b e t w e e n  AT a n d  e m p a t h y  . is also u a r r a n Y e d .  
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The d e s c r i p t i v e  propert ies  and reliability of t h e  C P S  w i t h  
, 
a d o l e s c e n t s  w i l l  b e  a n a l y s e d .  

An i n w e s t i g a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  factorial s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  CPS 
I 

will be conducted. Tuo, p e r h a p s  t h r e e ,  b u t  not f i v e  f a c t o r s  
a 

are predicted. 

The v a l i d i t y  of the A n t ' i s o c i a l  T e n d e n c i e s  scale of the C P S  

w i l l  b e  e x a m i n e d .  This aspect of t h e  study includes t e s t i n q  G 

-3 - 

t h e  fof  l o u i ~ g  hypotheses: . r 
* 

AT u i l l  d i f  f e r e e t i a t e  betueen d e l i n q u e n t s  and 

n o n d e l i n q u e n t  a d o l e s c e n t s .  

0 f . t e n d E r s  who score h i g h  In AT u i l l  h a r e  a history of 

sore  serious a n d  assaultive otfenses and  u i l l  show 

poorer i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a d j u s t m e n t  t h a n  other offenders. 

n i g h  AT scorers w i l l  t e n d  t o  b e  more i m p u l s i v e  t h a n  low 

AT scorers .  

H i g h  scores o n  &T w i l l  b e  r e l a t e d  to a v a r i e t y  of 

c o n c e p t u a l l y  s i m i l a r  ~ e s n e s k  measures, and to  a p a p e r  

a n d  p e n c i l  measure of Empathy. 



S u b j e c t s  

Subjects u e r e  o b t a i n e d  from t h e  r e s i d e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  a t  t h e  

U i l l i n g d o n  Youth  Detention Centre.  die) i n  B u r n a b y ,  British 

Columbia. An awerage of about  8 0  adolescents a t e  h e l d  a t  this . 
--. 

f a c i l i t y  a t  any g i v e n  time. O f  these, 10% t o  15% are females .  

A b o u t  bSX of t h e  r e s i d e n t s  a r e  k e p t  a t  YDC on c c u r t  remand 
- c: 

( a w a i t i n g  s e n t e n c i n g )  because t h e y  are c o n s i d e r e d  t o  b e  too 

dangerous t o  t h e m s e l v e s  or  t o  o t h e r s .  The r e n a i n i n g  35% are 

contained ( i e  sentenced t o  the f a c i l i t y )  . 
T h e  r e s i d e n t s  of  U i l l i n g d o n  are i n  large par t  y o u t h  u h o  

hare  b e e n  c o n v i c t e d  repsatedly o n  3 v a r i e t y  of  property o f f e n c e s  

( s h o p l i f t i n g ,  theft, break a n d  e n t e r ,  e t c . ] ,  and have  e x h a a s t e d  

all o t h e r  less r e s t r i c t i v e  l e g a l  s a n c t i o n s .  H o u e v e r ,  there is 

also a m i s o r i t y  of more serious offenaers ,  some convicted o f  

a s s a u l t ,  r a p e ,  a n a  m u r d e r .  A t o k e n  e c o n o m y  s y s t e m  designed t o  

i m p r o v e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a d j u s t m e n t  i s  i n  p l a c e  a t  YDC. This system 

of fers  rewards s u c h  a s  c i g a r e t t e s ,  TV viewing t ire ,  more p r i v a t e  . s 

l i v i n g  facilities and m o n e t a r y  payment f o r  p o i n t s  a c h i e v e d .  

The  principle b o d y  of  subjects (n = 3 0 0 ,  mean age = 15 yrs.  

10  m o s . )  were males who had completed t h e  C P S  a t  i n t a k e ,  ( the  

t e s t  uas  a d m i n i s t e r e d  r o u t i n e l y  ,by the n u r s i n g  s taf f  between the 
%a 

d a t e s  of J u l y  1 9 8 2  and A p r i l  1983). A f l  d a t a  f a r  t h i s  s t u d y  uere 



obtainea fror .ales, as  t h e  female s a m p l e  s i z e s  w o u l d  have b e e n  

t o o  smal l  f o r  many o f  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  p r o c e d u r e s  e m p l o y e d .  An 

a d d i t i o n a l  50 s u b j e c t s  (mean age=15 yrs. 10 mos.) completed t h e  

CPS as w e l l  as a f u l l  battery of research q u e s t i o n n a i r e s .  Of 

t h e s e  50, 35 were t e n a n d e d  a n d  1 5  were c o n t a i n e d  (reflecting t h e  

a p p r o x i m a t e  ratio of Remand t o  C o n t a i n e d  r e s i d e n t s  a t  P D C ) .  A ,  

series of t-tests . ( s e e  T a b l e  I )  s h o v e d  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s  o n  age, o r  o n  a n y  of  t h e  CPS scales b e t u e e n  the 'CPS 

Onlyw g r o u p  a n d  t h o s e  who c o m p l e t e d  t h e  f u l l  tes t  b a t t e r y .  

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  a R A N O V A  u s i n g  t h e  f o u r  CPS scales as i n d e p e n d e n t  

v a r i a b l e s  and g r o u p  i n c l u s i o n  a s  t h e  d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e  showea 

no d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t w e e n  t h e  g r o u p s .  f i n a l l y ,  T a b l e  2 shows that 

no d i f f e r e n c e s  were found b e t w e e n  R e m a n d e d  a n d  C o n t a i n e d  

subjects o n  any o f  t h e  CPS scales. 

B e c a u s e  R e n a n d e d  residents tend  t o  b e  a t  YDC f o r  a s h o r t e r  

p e r i o d  of time than t h e  Contained g r o u p ,  some of the m e a s u r e s  

e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h i s  s t u d y  (eg., I n c i d e n t  r e p o r t s  /' staff r e p o r t s  o n  

r e s i d e n t  b e h a v i o u r ,  a n d  t h e  CPS tes t  retest)  were not o b t a i n a b l e  

f o r  this g r o u p  of s u b j e c t s .  T h e r e f o r e  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  2 6  c o n t a i n e d  

s u b j e c t s  (mean age=15 y r s .  8 mos.), o f  the 300 who h a d  c o m p l e t e d  

t h e  CPS a t  i n t a k e ,  and f o r  whom t h e  r e q u i s i t e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  data 

uere a v a i l a b l e  uere selected t o  i n c r e a s e  sample size f o r  t h e s e  
t 

aspects o f  the s t u d y *  

For t h e  nonincarcerated conpar i son  sample, 2 0  s u b j e c t s  

(mean a g e  = 1 5  y r s  7 mos.) were o b t a i n e d  b y  canvassing (both 

d i r e c t l y  a n d  t h r o u g h  posted a n n o u n c e m e n t s ) ,  from a number of 
d 



TABLE 1 

Conpar ison  O f  Interview Sample O l t h  
A11 Other R e s p o n d e n t s  

CA Interview 50 25.76 7.56 1.13 348  
CPS Only 300 24.58 6.76 

TD Inter  v i e w  5 0  29.40 7.40 1.25 3 4 8  
CPS Only  300  28 .00  3 - 3 3  

AT In terv i ew  50  4 2 . 3 2  9.91 1.49 3 4 8  
C P S  Only  300  40.13  9 . 5 9  

SD Interview 5 0  2 2 . 3 2  4.34 0.39 3 4 8  
CPS Only 300  22.03 4.94 



T A B L E  2 
, 

- Comparisons  Between Remanded v s  C o n t a i n e d  
6 R e s i d e n t s  On The - CPS 

C A Remanded 35 2 6 . 0 3  8 .OS -40 48 
C o n t a i n e d  1 5  2 5 . 0 3  6 .80 

TD Remanded 35 29.18 6 -05 - . 3 9  1 8 . 5 7  
C o n t a i n e d  1 5  30.27 t O . 1 2  

AT Fiemandid 35 4 2 . 3 8  9 .68 1 4  48 
C o n t a i n e d  1 5  4 1 . 9 3  1 1 . 2 8  

SD Remanded 35 22 .62  4 .19  - 8 5  48 
C o n t a i n e d  1 5  21 .47  4 . 8 4  

f' 



s e t t i n g s  i n  Eas t  Vancouver, a l o v e r  m i d d l e  a n d  working c l a s s  

d i s t r i c t .  S e t t i n g s  Inc luded a community centre ( R i l e y  P a r k ) ,  and7 

a number of  convenience  s t o r e s  e q u i p p e d  w i t h  video g a r e s .  These 

s u b j e c t s  completed only t h e  C P S  ATl s c a l e  and a s e l f - r e p o r t  of 

i l l e g a l  a c t i v i t y .  O r i ' g i n a l l y ,  i t  was planned t o  use h i g h  s c h o o l  

students f o r  the c o r p a r i s o n  g r o u p .  ~ o u e r e r ,  permiss ion  t o  . 
a d s i n i s t e r  t h e  tests t o  s t u d e n t s  uas denied b y  the s c h o o l  boards  

i n  t h e  g r e a t e r  Vancouver area. As a r e s u l t ,  t h e  comparison group 

was of l e s s  than  optimum size, and l e s s  c o n t r o l  over g r o u p  

composi t ion  was e x e r c i s e d  by the more a d  h o c  sampling procedure 

t h e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  was f o r c e d  to adopt .  

Illegal Pehaviour 

Both YGC r e c o r d s  a n d  s e l f  - r e p o r t s  uere usea t o  de termine  

o f f e n s e  f r e q u e n c i e s  a n d  c a t e q o r i e s .  Self r e p o r t e d  d e l i n q u e n c i e s  

u e r e  measured u s i n g  i t ems  suggested  b y  H i r s c h i  e t  a1  (1960)  

(Appendix A )  Although a s t a n d a r d i z e d  and v a l i d a t e d  s e l f  - r e p o r t  

scale h a s  ye t  t o  be pub l i shed ,  h'irsschi e t  a 1  r e p o r t  t h a t  t h e i r  . 

s c a l e  c o n s i s t s  of hoaogeneous s u b s e t s  of i t e n s  f a l l i n g  i n t o  s i x  

categories. Three of these, " o f f i c i a l  c o n t a c t s , "  wdel inquencyn 

a n d  " s e r i o u s  cr imew u e r e  used i n  the current s t u d y .  The items 

a r e  c o n s t r u c t e a  t o  assess both t h e  commission of a p a r t i c u l a r  

o f f e n s e  (y%s/no), a n d  i t s  frequency o t  occur rence  over  t h e  ~ a s t  



y e a r .  

I n s t i t u t i o n a l  A a j u s t m e n t  

I n c i d e n t  r e p o r t s  p r o v i d e d  a n  o f f i c i a l  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  index 

of a d j u s t m e n t .  F i l e  d a t a  c o n t a i n i n g  i n c i d e n t  reports were usea 

o n l y  f o r  those subjects having a r e s i d e n c y  d u r a t i o n  o f  2 . o a t h s  

o r  more, and the i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t  ,score was a n  i n d e x  of offences 

p e r  week. P e r u s a l  of i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t s  r e v e a l e d , f i v e  d i f f e r e n t  

c a t e g o r i e s  of offenses: 

1 .  n o n - a s s a u l t i v e  altercations w i t h  x t a f f ,  
a 

2. a s s a u l t i v e  a l t e r c a t i o n s  ( u s u a l l y  a g a i n s t  o t h e r  r e s i d e n t s )  , 
k 

3 .  property damage or d e f a c e m e n t ,  

4 .  s m o k i n g  i n f r a c t i o n s  o r  d r . u g  a b u s e ,  (because c i g a r e t t e s  are  

p a r t  ot t h e  t o k e n  e c o n o a y  s y s t e m  a t  YDC, p o s s e s s i o n  i s  

t i g h t l y  r e g u l a t e d ) ,  

5 .  A U O L a  

A list of items f a l l i n g  i n t o  t h e s e  c a t e g o r i e s  uas presented t o  ' 

s t a f f  f o r  c a t e g o r i z a t i o n  on a t h r e e  p o i n t  s e v e r i t y  scale ( m i n o r ,  

m o d e r a t e  a n d  s e r i o u s  of fences) . Thus b o t h  a record  of categories 

of i n c i d e n t s  b y  t y p e ,  a n d  s t a f f  r a t i n g s  of i n c i d e n t  s e r i o u s n e s s  

were o b t a i n e d .  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  officially r eco rded  i n c i d e n t s ,  staff were 

requested to complete t h e  B e h a v i o u r  Problem C h e c k l i s t  (BPC) , 

( auay  E P e t e r s o n  1 9 7 9 )  o n  a sample of 34 r e s i a e n t s  u h o  h a d  been 

incarcerated for a t  l e a s t  o n e  m o n t h  ana w i t h  whom t h e  s t a f f  h a d  



worked w i t h  f o r  a t  l e a s t  two working w e e k s  ( e i g h t  days) .  The 6PC 

c o n s i s t s  of f o u r  factorially-derived scales;  ~ d n d u c t  Problem, 
C 

P e r s o n a l i t y  P r o b l e m ,  I m m a t u r i t g  I n a d e q u a c y  a n d  S o c i a l i z e d  

D e l i n g o e n c y .  These scales r e f l e c t  s o n e  of  t h e  more commonly 

a g r e e d  u p o n  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  of juvsnile delinquent s u b t y p e s .  

C o n d u c t  P r o t l e n  is  mean t t o  i d e n t i f y  t h e  c h a r a c t e r o l o g i c a l l y  

d i s t u r b e d  l s o c i o p a t h i c l  d e l i n q u e n t ,  P e r s o n a l i t y  P r o b l e m  t h e  

' n e u r o t i c - d i s t u r b e a e  t y p e ,  and Socia l  i z e d  Delinquency', the 

' s o c i o f o g i c a l '  o r  ' s u b c u l t u r a l '  t y p e  ( G e n s c h a f t ,  1 9 8 0 ,  C .uay ,  

1 9 6 4 ) .  T h e  BPC h a s  received c o n s i d e r a b l e  research a t t e n t i o n  

(Achenbach G E d e l b r o c k  1978 ,  Harr i s ,  Drummond d schultz, 1977, 

Q u a y  E P e t e r s o n ,  1 9 7 9 ) ,  a n d  h a s  been S h o w n  t o  b e  a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  

p o p u l a t i o n s  s i m i l a r  t o  YDC r e s i d e n t s  ( b o r k o v e c ,  1970 ,  H a c k ,  

1 9 7 9 ,  Q u a y ,  1 9 7 4 )  . 

P a p e r t a n d  P e n c i l  M e a s u r e s  

I h e  Jesness i s  c o m p r i s e d  o f  155  T r u e / F a l s e  iteas w h i c h  m a k e  

u p  1 0  scales: S o c i a l  M a l a d j u s t m e n t ,  V a l u e  O r i e n t a t i o n ,  

I m m a t u r i t y  (all c o n s t r u c t e d  e m p i r i c a l l y )  , a n d  Autism, 

A l i e n a t i o n ,  H a n i f e s t  A g g r e s s i o n ,  U i t h d r a u a l ,  Soc i a l  Anxiety, 

Repression, and D e n i a l  ( t h i s  group of sca les  uas d e v e l o p e d  by 

cluster a n a J y s i s )  . A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  t h e  J e s n e s s  h a s  a n  Asoc ia l  

I n d e x  w h i c h  is d e r i v e d  t h r o u g h  w e i g h t e d  c o m b i n a t i o n s  of t h e  

o t h e r  scales, and is designed t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  delinquents f r o m  



n o n - d e l i n q u e n t s .  As m e n t i o n e d  p r e v i o u s l y ,  t h e  p r e d i c t i v e  

v a l i d i t y  o f  t h i s  scale has been c h a l l e n g e d  i n  a n u m b e r  o f  

s t u d i e s .  

Y s g  EutJg  T h e  Hogan E m p a t h y  scale ( H o g a n  , 1969 ) ,  a 

6 4 - i t e m  tr u e / f a l s e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  d e r i v e d  from the HUPI a n d  t h e  

C a l i f o r n i a  P s y c h o l o g i c a l  Inventory, uas  used as t h e  E m p a t h y  

m e a s u r e .  T h i s  scale has b e e n  used t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  d e l i n q u e n t s  

f r o m  n o n d e l i n q u e n t s  i n  s e v e r a l  s t u d i e s  ( E l l i s ,  1982, K u r t i n e s  & 

H o g a n ,  1 9 7 2 ) .  

%sLgJ DesL~al The p r i m a r y  s o c i a l  d e s i r a b i l i t y  scale - 

i n  use t o a a y  is the H a t l o w e - C r o w n e  scale f f r o w n e  & Plarloue, 
t 

1 9 6 0 ) ,  a 33-i tem t r u e / f a l s e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  Because of t b e  

l i m i t a t i o n s  o f  p a t i e n c e  a n d  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f t e n  e x h i b i t e d  by 

d e l i n q u e n t  a d o l e s c s n t s ,  a s h o r t  form of this s c a l e ,  d e v e l o p e d  by 

b e y n o l a s  ( 1 4 8 2 )  was used. T h i s  sca le ,  c o n s i s t i n g  of 1 3  of t h e  

original 3 3  items oas shown by R e y n o l d s  t o  b e  r e m a r k a b l y  s i m i l a r  

t o  t h e  longer t o r e .  (The c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  t h e  s h o r t  r o r a  a n d  

t h e  RC p r o p t z r  was g = . 9 3 ,  - a n d  the KR-20 i n t e r n a l  r e l i a b i l i t y  - 

est imate,  g=.76.) 

I m p u l s i v i t y  H e a s u r e s  

- A common a e a s o r e  o f  i m p u l s i v i t y  is t h e  delay of 

g r a t i f i c a t i o n  t ' a s k .  A v a r i e t y  of delay of g r a t i f i c a t i o n  tasks 

t h a t  R a r e  been  u s e d  to assess i m p u l s i v i t y  i n c l u b  preferettt ial  

choice f o r  i m m e d i a t e l y  a v a i l a b l e  s n a l l  rewards v s .  l a r g e  r e w a r d s  

a v a i l a b l e  f a t e r  ( R i s c h e l ,  1 9 7 4 ) ,  hypo t h e t i c a l  c h o i c e s  related t o  



p r e f e r r e d  money s p e n d i n g  s t y l e s  ( S t u l i p h a u z e r ,  1 9 7 2 )  a n d  

percentage of allowance s p e n t  a t  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  c a n t e e n s  ( Y o r m i t h  
- 

G H a s e n p u s c h ,  1 9 7 7 ) .  A s  YDC r e s i d e n t s  are on a token e c o n o m y  

s y s t q ,  t h e  e a r n i n g s  of w h i c h  c a n  b e  s p e n t  a t  t h e  c a n t e e n ,  t h e  

l a t t e r  (Can t e e n  S p e n d i n g )  was a r e a d y - m a d e  u n o b t r u s i v e  m e a s u r e .  

Y o r m i t h  a n d  H a s e n p u s c h  (1977)  r e p o r t e a  t h a t  c a n t e e n  s p e n d i n g  a s  

a n  i n d e x  of  d e l a y 4  g r a t i f i c a t i o n  preference u a s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

r e l a t e d  t o  a b a t t e r y  of b o t h  p a p e r  a n d  p e n c i l  tests and other 

d e l a y e d  g r a t i f i c a t i o n  p r e f e r e n c e  tssts. 

I m p u l s i v i t y  can also be c o n c e p t u a l i z e d  a s  a f u n c t i o n  o f  

c o g n i t i o n ,  i n  t h a t  a ~ i l i t i e s  s u c h  a s  focusing o n  d e t a i l s ,  

c o n s i d e r i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e s ,  a n d  showing r e s t r a i n t  i n  s a k i n g  

d e c i s i o n s  a r e  closely r e l a t e d  t o  b e h a v i o u r a l  s t y l e ,  T o  measure 

c o g n i t i v e  t e m p o ,  t h e  a d o l e s c e n t / a d u l t  f o r n  of t h e  H a t c h i n g  

F a m i l i a r  Figures Test ( K a g a n ,  1964 )  u a s  u s e d .  T h e  Hatching 

Familiar F i g u r e s  (BfP) is a p i c t o r i a l  t e s t ,  i n  u h i c h  s u b j e c t s  

a r e  t o  c h o o s e  a n  e x a c t  r e p l i c a  o f  a p a r a d i g m  f i g u r e  f r o m  among a 
I 

n u m b e r  of  o t h e r  v e r y  s imi la r  p i c t u r e s .  Scores are  d e r i v e d  from a 

c o m p o s i t e  of r e s p o n s e  l a t e n c y  a n d  n u m b e r  of e r r o r s .  T h e  

r e c o 8 m e n d e d  p r o c e d u r e  f o r  d e t e r ~ i n i n g  i m p u l s i v i t y  is t o  c o a b i n e  

a b o v a - m e d i a n  l a t e n c y / e r r o r  s u b j e c t s  t o  f o r n  a * f a s t - i n a c c u r a t e w  

o r  impulsive . g r o u p ,  w h i l e  s u b j e c t s  w i t h  a s u b - a e d i a n  

l a t e n c y / e r r o r  c o m b i n a t i o n  form t h e  r e f l e c t i v e  g r o u p .  T h i s  test  

h a s  b s e n  shown t o  ha r e  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  r a n g e  of applicability, 

i n c l u d i n g  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  b e t w e e n  c o n d u c t  d i s o r d e r s  a n h  o t h e r s  

( U e i n t r a u b ,  1973 ;  Uesser, 1 9 7 6 ) .  



ELGs!z!llKp 

The 5 0  s u b j e c t s  r e q u i r e d  f o r  tbe ,  full t e s t i n a  were selected 

p r i ~ a r i l l  o n  t h e  b a s i s  of a v a i l a b i l i t y .  Because TDC a s s i g n s  
%' 

r e s i d e n t s  t o  a v a r i e t y  of a c t i v i t y  p r o g r a m s  a n d  d u t i e s ,  t rue  

r a n d o m  s e l e c t i o n  u a s  not possible. Also, i n  t b e  case of the u n i t  

c o n t a i n i n g  r e m a n d e d  r e s i d e n t s ,  p r a c t i c a l l y  t h e  e n t i r e  p o p u l a t i o n  

h a a  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  the testing a p p r o x i m a t e l y  two weeks a f t e r  

research began .  Theretore,  f o r  t h i s  u n i t ,  neu potential subjects 

uere s u b s e q u e n t l y  a p p r o a c h e d  a t  i n t a k e .  H o w e v e r ,  as s h o w n  

p r e v i o u s l y  (see T a b l e s  1 a n d  2 )  , n e i t h e r  t h e  r e m a n d  v e r s u s  t h e  

c o n t a i n e d ,  nor t h e  w I n t e r v i e u u  v e r s u s  t h e  -CPS O n l y w  g r o u p  

c o m p a r i s o n  r e v e a l e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  differences on the v a r i a b l e s  of 

p r i m a r y  i n t e r e s t .  S u b j e c t s  uere i n f o r m e d  a b o u t  t h e  r e s e a r c h  b y  

t h e  p r i n c i p l e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  w h i l e  i n  t h e i r  u n i t s :  i n f o r m a t i o n  

p r o v i d e d  included a n  o u t l i n e  of t h e  t e s t i n g  procedures, the 

l e n g t h  o f  time r e q u i r e d  a n d  t h e  v o l u n t a r y  n a t u r e  of 

p a r t i c i p a t i o n .  If s u b j e c t s  agreed t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  ( o n l y  three 
*- 

..s - 
refusea), t h e y  were taken t o  a q u i z t  room a n d  a s h o r t  release 

form was p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e n  (see A p p e n d i x  0 ) .  Three p o i n t s  on t h e  

f o r m  - - . t h e  v o l u n t a r y  n a t u r e  of t h e  t e s t i n g ,  a n  a s s u r a n c e  of 
J 

c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y ,  a n d  the r i g h t  t o  w i t h d r a w  froa  t e s t i n g  a t  any 

time -- were p o i n t e d  o u t  verbally t o  e n s u r e  t h a t  s u b j e c t s  were 
+ a 

i n  a p o s i t i o n  t o  give i n f o r m e d  c o n s e n t .  

l o n i n c a r c e r a t e d  s u b j e c t s  who r e s p o n d e d  t o  the p o s t e d  c a r d s  

o r  who were a p p r o a c h e d  by the i n v e s t i g a t o r  were o f f e r e d  two 



d o l l a r s  t o  c o m p l e t e  the test .  Host of t h e  testing took place in 

a neeting room i n  a l o c a l  c o m m u n i t y  center, Subjects uere 

assured o t  c o n t  i d e n t i a l i t y ,  a n d  of t h e  e l i g i b l e  s u b j e c t s  

a p p r o a c h e d  ( a n  age c r i t e r i o n  of 1 4  t o  f 7 years o/d uas 

e s t a b l i s h e d ) ,  a l l  b u t  one agreed t o  c o m p l e t e  the t es t s*  

T o  o b t a i n  staff r e p o r t s  on t h e  B e b a v i o u r  Problem Checklist, 

s t a f f  o n  d u t y  i n  t h e  u n i t  i n  which a p a r t i c u l a r  r e s i d e n t  uas 
L.. 

b e i n g  h e l d  were approached and g i v e n  a b r i e f  i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t b e  

r e s e a r c h  b e i n g  c o n d u c t e d .  I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  agreement t o  

p a r t i c i p a t e ,  two f u r t h e r  c r i t e r i a  were e s t a b l i s h e d :  ( I )  t h a t  , 

s t a f f  had  worked w i t h  t h e  r e s i d e n t  i n  q u e s t i o n  f o r  a t  l e a s t  

e i g h t  w o r k i n g  days,  a n d  ( 2 )  a f t e r  l o o k i n g  o v a r  the BPC, s t a f f  

felt t h a t  t h e y  were s u f f i c i e n t 1 7  familiar w i t h  t h e  r e s i d e n t  t o  
*- 

f 

c o m p l e t e  t h e  form. T e s t i n g  b e g a n  on A p r i l  1 7 ,  1983 a n a  was 

completed approximately one  m o n t h  l a t e r ,  



T A B L E  3 

Descriptive Sttmrary Of E K :  S a m p l e s  9' 

\ .  
r B  

(l)*CPS Onlym 
(n=300) 

( 3 )  m I a s t - i t a t i o n a l  Heasures*  
(n=26) 



Descriptive S t a t i s t i c s  

T a b l e  4 p r e s e n t s  t b e  basic d e s c r i p t i v e  s t b t i  s t i c s  o n  t h e  

CPS.  Visual i n s p e c t i o n  of m e a n s  a n d  s t a n d a r d  d e v i a t i o n s  suggest 

v e r y  m i n i m a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t w e e n  t h e  YDC adolescents a n d  t 
C a r l s o n ' s  a d u l t  s a m p l e .  T h e  o n l y -  appreciable d i f f e r e n c e  i s  t h e  

a d o l e s c e n t  g r o u p ' s  mean score o n  AT, which exceeds t h e  a d u l t  

g r o u p ' s  by almost  f o u r  p o i n t s .  S i g n i f i c a n c e  t e s t i n g ,  u s i n g  

t-tests, r e v e a l e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  differences between the a d u l t  and 

. a d o l e s c e n t  g r o u p s  on TD (g=-2 .51 ,  df=554, p<.OS),  AT (s=4.023, 

df=S54, p C . 0 1 ) ,  a n d  SD (&=3.11, df=554, p < . 0 1 ) .  

A l p h a  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  a r e  q u i t e  s imi la r  t o  those r e p o r t e d  b y  

C a r l s o n .  A s  i n  C a r l s o n ' s  s a m p l e ,  the a l p h a  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  are 

s o m e w h a t  lower f o r  S e l f  D e p r e c i a t i o n  (SD) , and s u b s t a n t i a l l y  

lover for t h e  Validity scale .  

T a b l e  5 ,  presents  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  item e n d o r s e m e n t  

frequencies c o m p a r e d  w i t h  those reported i n  t b e  CPS manual .  The 

a d o l e s c e n t  s a m p l e  differs o n l y  m i n i m a l l y ,  a p p e a r i n g  s o m e u h a t  

more bold t h a n  adults i n  a d m i t t i n g  t o  serious AT items, and 

somewhat more ready  t o  a d m i t  t o  feelings of u o + t h l e s s n e s s .  

i t l e l e s c s n t s  also'seered a little wxe retieest in theif 

responsesA on TD. A c o m p a r i s o n  of p e r c e n t i l e  r a n k s  b e t u e e n  adults 

an6 adolescents r e v e a l s  t h i s  t r e n d  as we13 ( A p p e ~ a i r  C). 



TABLE 4 

CPS Summary Stutisticsl . . 
L 

--------------- 
scale Hean 

------------------ 
1 F i g u r e s  i n  parentheses i n d i c a t e  Carlson's a d u l t  s a m p l e  
s t a t i s t i c s ,  



P e r c e n t  Item Endorsement  F r e q u e n c i e s 2  

w 

V 82.9 1 4 . 0  1 .9  a 9  .7 
(SO 3)  (1 5 .3)  ( 2  00) ( 1 - 3 )  ( 3)  

2 Figures i n  p a r e n t h e s e s  indicate Carlson8s a d u l t  sample 
s t a t i s t i c s  



T A 3 L E  b 

Intercorrelations among C P S  Scales 



T A B L E  7 
a 

CPS Test-Retest R e l i a b i l i t i e s  
(7  Day Interval) 

(n=20) 

T A B L E  0 

correlations Of CPS Scales With 
Harloue-Croune Social D e s i r a b i l i t y  



T a b l e  6 presents t h e  i n t e r c o r r e l a t i o n s  of t h e  CPS s c a l e s .  
J 

Again  t h e  similari ty between the a d o l e s c e n t  sample a n d  t h e  CPS 
1 .  

a d u l t  sample is noteuor  t h ~ .  The s t r o n g e s t  c o r r a l a t i o n s  were 

b e t w e e n  AT a n d  C h e n i c a l  Abuse ( C b )  f 6 = . 5 6 ) ,  a n d  between S D  and  

TD (~=.54). The t e s t - r e t e s t  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  of the CPS over  a 

seven d a y  i n t e r v a l  are shown i n  Table 7. The r e l i a b i l i t i e s  f o r  

t h e  a d o l e s c e n t  s a m p l e  ranged from a low of . 6 2  on SD t o  a h i g h  

of  .95 (on b o t h  CA and AT). 

Table ti shoos t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  be tueen  the CPS and t h e  

Marlove-Crone  social d e s i r a b i l i t y  s c a l e .  As can b e  seen, none 

of  t h e  CPS scales  &as s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  to s c k i a l f y  

d e s i r a b l e  responding.  

Fac to r  Analyses 

P r i n c i p a l  Components anal~sis u s i n g  Varimax r o t a t i o n  

y i e l d e d  1 3  factors w i t h  eigenvalues greater t h a n  one (see 

A p p e n d i x  D f o r  eigenvalues). I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of the f a c t o r s  

\ 
became difficult a f t e r  Factor YII b e c a u s e  of t h e  ex t remely  smal l  . 
numbers of items l o a d i n g  on a n y  g i v e n  f a c t o r ,  i n  addition t o  the 

fact t h a t  i t e n s  on t h e  l a t e r  f a c t o r s  r e p r e s e n t e d  a c o n s i d e r a b l e  

m i x i n g  o f  t h e  C P S  s c a l e s .  ( T h e  o n e  e x c e p t i o n  was F a c t o r  X ,  u h i c h  

had  2 of the 3 V a l i d i t y  i tess loading on it*) The f i r s t  s e v e n  

f a c t o r s  are s h o v e  i n  T a b l e  9. I t  uas decided t o  accept items 

w i t h  loadings of .35 o r  g r e a t e r  as  being s i g n i f i c a n t l y  related 

t o  a f a c t o r .  I n s p e c t i o n  o f  the f i r s t  seven factors c l e a r l y  shows 

3 0  



t h a t  TD d o e s  n o t  c o m p r i s e  o n e  f a c t o r i a l  d i m e n s i o n .  I n s t e a d ,  TD 

i t e s s  w i t h  l o a d i n g s  of .35 or g r e a t e r  a r e  s p r e a d  ac ross  f o u r  

f a c t o r s  ( 1  I ,  VI, V I I )  . A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  three o f  these  factors 

also had SD items load ing  on thew. I n  terms of  item c o n t e n t ,  

o n l y  two of t h e  4 TD/SD f ac to r s  a r e  r e a d i l y  i n t e r p r e t d b l e .  

Fac to r  111, % a p r i s e d  e n t i r e l y  of TD i t e a s ,  ( 7  of a t o t a l  of t h e  

1 4  i t e m s )  i s  made a~ of itews . t h a t  c a n  b e  construed a s  

r e p r e s e n t i n g  the s y n p t o s a t o l o g g  of a v a r i e t y  of p s y c h o . 1 o g i c a l  

d i s t u r b a n c e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  a n x i e t y ,  d i s t u r b i n g  d r e a m s ,  memory 

l a p s e s ,  h y p o c h o n d r i a ,  a n d  h a l l u c i n a t i o n s .  Factor  IV, w h i c h  

c o t a i n e d  a m i x t u r e  of three TD and  f o u r  S D  itews, a p p e a r e d  

i n t e r p r e t a b l e  a s  r e p r e s e n t i n g  d e p r e s s i o n :  most o f  t h e  items 

r e f e r r e d  t o  e i t h e r  mood d i s t u r b a n c e s ,  o r  t o  f e e l i n g s  of 

h e l p l e s s n e s s  a n d  v i c t i n i z a t i o n .  The r e m a i n i n g  two T D / S D  f a c t o r s  

i n c l u d e d  o n l y  a f e u  items, i t a r s  t h a t  were i n  l a r g e  p a r t  

r e d u n d a n t  w i t h  respect t o  F a c t o r s  111 a n d  IV. 

A n o t h e r  aspect of t h i s  analysis w o r t h y  of n o t e  i s  t h e  

splitting o t  AT i n t o  two f a c t o r s  ( 7  o f  t h s  items s h 0 u i n g . u ~  o n  

F a c t o r  11, a n d  7 on F L c t o r  V ,  w i t h  item 4 3  s h o w i n g  u p  o n  both 

f a c t o r s ) .  Item i n s p e c t i o n  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  F a c t o r  11, w h e n  

conparea  w i t h  F a c t o r  V, h a d  a s l i g h t  p r e p o n d e r a n c e  o f  i t e a s  

d i r e c t l y  related t o  f i g h t i n g ,  w h i l e  t h e  Factor V items were 

somewhat  nore ' a t t i t u a i n a l '  i n  n a t u r e ,  b u t  a c l e a r c u t  c o n c e p t u a l  

C i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t n e  f a c t o r s  was n o t  r e a d i l y  a i s c e r n a b l e .  T w o  

CA Items, b o t h  r e l ~ t e d  t o  s o c i a l  aspects of d r i n k i n g  and drug 

a s e ,  a l s o  aFpearea on t h i s  f a c t o r .  



TABLE 9 

P r i n c i p a l  Components A n a l p s i s  of the CYS 
(.Varimax Rotat ion  of 13 Factors) 3 

1 ( C A I  p: 
2 2  (CA) 
29 (CA) 
3 6  ( C I )  
4 4  ( C h )  
4 6  (CA) 

3 (AT) 
6 (AT)  
9 ( A T )  

13 (AT) 
16 (AT) 
20 (AT) 
24 (AT) 
2 0  (AT)  
31  (AT)  
34 (AT) 
3 7  ( A T )  
4 0  (AT) 
4 3  (AT) 
4 5  (AT)  
4 e  ( A T )  
50 (AT) 

(con t ' d )  

------------------ 
3 D e c i ~ a l s  o m i t t e d .  Load ings  of .35 o r  g r e a t e r  shoun i n  
parentheses, Items a r e  p a r a p h r a s e d  i n  Table 1 1 .  



TABLE 9 ( c o n t ' d )  

......................................................... 
I 11 111 I v v VI VII ......................................................... 

a 

2 (TD) Ob -04 1 9  2 3 09 (51 24 
5 (TD) 06  -09 1 4  (39) - 03  ( 3 6 )  (46 )  
8 (TD) 25' 94 (54 )  0 2 0 6  (37) 1 6  

1 2  (TD) 11  -06  ( 4  6) 09 - 0 3  24 2 5 
15 (TD) 02 -08 2 3  0 7 1 5  1 2  -0 1 
1 9  (TD) 12  -0 5 2 3 -1 4 -0 3 18 24 
2 3  (TD) 0 8  05  (61) ' 1 5  0 3 -03 -0 7 
27 (TD) 0 6  13 2 3 (4 3 )  03 16  28  
3 0  (TD) 09 2 7 ( 5 8 )  1 6  -04 - 02 
3 3  (TD) ' 12  -01 . 1 5  ( 3 8 )  -01 1 3  

O 9 
(54) 

3 6  (TD) 0 2  -04  (47) -0 3 1 2  . 18 (35)  . 
39 (TO) 2 3 6 7  (69) 1 0  1 4  -02 06 
42 (PD) 06  -09 1 2  01 0 7  -09 (73) 
4 7  (TD)  05 1 1  (43) 07 0 7 23 32 

4 (SD) 0 8  
10  (SD)  02 
1 7  ( S D )  1 3  
21 (SD) 02  
25 (SD) -03 
32 (SD) 09 
41  (SD)  1 1  
4 9  ( S D )  0 5  



T A B L E  t o  

Factor Analysis of t h e  CPS 
(Varimax Rotation of Five Factors) 

4 D e c i r a l s  o n i t t k d .  Loadings of .35 or greater shown i n  
p a r e n t h e s e s  



TAELE 1 0  (cont'd) 

I 11 111 I V v ------_--------------------------------------- - 
2 (TD) 0 2  13 ( a g )  3 1 2 0  
5 (TD) - 2 2  09 (54) 24 (3  5 )  
8 (TD) 12 2 2  2 6  (4 6) 2 0  

12 (TD) -02  1 5  - 28 (4 8 )  26 
15 (TD) 09  0 6 I 6  34 -05 
19 (TD) 03 1 0  19 (4 3)  -1 5 
2 3  (TO) 17 04 13 (4 0 )  1 4  
2 7  (TO) 06 1 7  (41 2 9 3 3  
3 0  (TO) 13 00 I 5  (4 5 )  2 3 
3 3  (TD) -1 5 1 7  (37) 2 2 00 
36 (TD) - 6 3  14 I5 ( 3  9 )  2 3 
3 9  (TD)  17  18 3 7  (5 9)  08 
4 2 ( T D )  -23  1 7  08  3 1 1 1  
4 7  (TD) 0 8  13 3 1 ( 3  7) 1 7  

4 (SD) 
10 (SD) 
17 ( S D )  
21 (SD) 
2 5  ( S O )  
3 2  (SD)  
41 ( S D )  
49 (SO)  



TABLE 1 1  

factor A n a l y s i s  of CPS 
'I - 

(Varimax Rotation of Four Factors) 5 

a l c o h o l  use:nov 05 
drug use: nou 1 U 

#ale: trauble 18 
drug use:future 13 
arugs:good e f f .  -04 
peers: alc 16 
peers:drugs 15 
drugs: trouble 23  
drugs most used 00 

trust no one 15 
weapon for rob. 16 
vert. aggress. 10 
s c h o o l :  a c t  o u t  20 
-peers i n  trouble 15 
hate staff 1 1  
g a n a  f i g h t s  00 
en jay f i g h t s  -1 O 
r e m o ~ s e  1 2  
r e v e n g e  -01 
r e v e n g e  -07 
a i s l i k e  l a u s  1 1  
revenge 0 2  
trouble  w i t h  law 3 3  
en joy  ~ u t - d o w n s  1 7  
c a r r y  weapon 0 7 

22 
20 
26 
1 d 
20 
10 
2 1 
1 3  
06 
2 0  
17  
2 7  
16 
0 1 
O i l  
14  

( c o n t  ' d )  

------------------ 
SDec imals  omitted. L o a d i n g s  of -35 or g r e ~ t e r  s b o v n  i n  
parentheses. 



TABLE 11 (cont'd) 

m i x e d - u p  ( 5 5 )  
depressed ( 5 3 )  
h a l l u c i n a t .  (47)- 
poor n e r v e s  ( 4 8 )  
u o d r s t n d .  T V  33 
u n h e a l t h y  (40) 
poor memory ' 32 
mood swings ( 4 7 )  
r e a l i t y  test ( 3 5 )  
many p r b l r s .  ( 4 2 )  
bad dreams 3 2 
poor memory ( 3 8 )  
worries lots 22 
poor h e a l t h  (45) 

d u l l  l i f g .  
poor f u t u r e  
many p r b l ~ s .  
peer eval. 
slf.efticacy 
soc. s k i l l s  
slf .ef ticacy 
b a d  l i f e  

+ 
11 (V) Ilangs.spoken - 0 1  - 0 2  -1 3 2 7  
26 ( V )  $ c o u n t r i e s -  res 01 07  01 (40) 
3 5  ( V )  s leep  r e g u l a r  1 4  1 2  09 ( 5 0 )  



F i n a l l y ,  the factor r e n d e r i n g  the n o s t  s t r a i g h t f o r u a r d  

i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  i n  t h i s  a n a l y s i s  was F a c t o r  I, w h i c h  h a d  7 of t h e  
- 

9 CA items l o a d i n g  oa  i t .  

G i v e n  t h e  n u ~ b t ? ~  of  f a c t o r s  rendered by t h e  P r i n c i p a l  

C o a p o a e n t s  s o l u t i o n ,  many o f  w h i c h  were i n t e r p r e t i v e l y  

a m b i g u o u s ,  f u r t h e r  a n a l y s e s ,  l i m i t i n g  t h e  n u n b e r  of f a c t o r s  i n  

t h e  r o t a t i o n , ,  u e r e  c o n d u c t e d .  D e c i d i n g  on t h e  b e s t  n u m b e r  of 

f a c t o r s  f o r  r o t a t i o n  was g o v e r n e d  p r imar i ly  by i n t e r p r e t a b i l i t ? ,  

a s  several of t h e  common rnfes  of t h u m b ,  s u c h  a s  t h e  'scree 

testw a n d  @ d i s c o n t i n u i t y 1  ( ~ u d e l ,  1Y70), were n o t  r e a d i l r  

a p p l i c a b l e .  ( T h e  former w o u l d  suqgest keeping o n l y  t h r e e  

f ac to rs ,  w h i l e  t h e  l a t t e r  was d i f f i c u l t  to a p p l y  because of t h e  

v e r y  g r a d u a l  shrinkage of t h e  eigenvalues.) I n  q e n e r a l ,  t h e  

r a p i d  d e c l i n e  o f  i n t e r p r e t a b i l i t y  of f a c t o r s  a f t e r  F a c t o r  V 

suggested  no more t h a n  f i v e  b e  k e p t .  ( T h i s  n u m b e r  a l s o  c o i n c i d e s  

w i t h  the original 5 - s c a l e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  C P S . )  The var iance  

a c c o u n t e d  f o r  by e a c h  f a c t o r  also a l s o  a p p e , a r s  t o  l e v e l  o f f ,  a n d  

becomes t r i v i a l  a f t e r  f a c t o r  f i v e .  ( T h e  percent v a r i a n c e  

a c c o u n t e d  f o r  by t h e  f i r s t  f i v e  factors is a s  f o l l o w s :  I=17.7, 

11~8.2, I I 1 = 4 . 6 ,  1~=4.3, V=3.5.) However, a aore o b j e c t i v e  

c r i t e r i o n  t h a t  argues a g a i n s t  maklng t h e  c u t  betueen Factors V 

a n d  VI is the t h e  r u l e  t h a t  t h e  most s u i t a b l e  c u t c b  p o i n t  i s  

l o c a t e a  between f a c t o r s  s h o v i n g  t h e  g r e a t e s t  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  i n  

adjacent e i g e n v a l u e s .  A l t h o u g h  d i s c o n t i n u i t y  of e i g e n v a l u e s  i s  

n o t  s t r i k i n g  i n  t h i s  a n a l y s e s  of t h e  C Y S ,  there i s  a l a r q e r  

break b e t w e e n  Factors I Y  a n d  V t h a n  b e t u e e n  V and VI (.42 trz 



. 2 9 ) .  This c r i t e r i o n ,  then, s u g g e s t s  t h e  c u t o f f  b e  wade a t ,  

F a c t o r  IV. 

However,  because t h e  above c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  are n'ot h a r d  and 

f a s t  r u l e s ,  a n d  because of t h e  a m b i g u i t i e s  involved  in-"the  

d e c i s i o n ,  r o t a t i o n s  of both f o u r  a n d  f i v e  f a c t o r s  were 

a t t empted .  

The f i v e  f a c t o r  r o t a t i o n  is shown i n  T a b l e  10. As can oe 

seen, AT ana CA a r e  c l e a r l y  i n t e r p r e t a o l e  a s  FactJors I a n d  11, 
* 

d 
respectively. The TD f a c t o r  ( I I I ) ,  is t i - i r t u a l l y  i i i e n t i c a l  to t h e  P 

one o b t a i n e d  i n  the 1 3  f a c t o r  r o t a t i o n ,  and P a c t o r  IV, t o o ,  

shows a l m o s t  a n  i d e n t i c a l  T D / S D  m i x  a s  t h e  one  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  

analysis. T h i s  l a t t e r  f a c t o r  a g a i n  seems t o  be t a p p i n g  

d e p r e s s i o n  a n d  helplessness. T h e  f i f t h  f a c t o r  i n c l u d e s  t h e  t u o  Y 
* 

4 

i t e m s  t h a t  appeared e a r l i e r ,  i n  addition t o  one  item each from 

AT and TD. T h i s  a n a l y s i s ,  then, y i e l d s  f i v d  i n t e r p r e t a b l e  

factors, t h e  number e x p e c t e d ,  g i v e n  the number af scales on t h e  

C P S .  Houeeer ,  i t  i s  i m p o r t a n t  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  item c o n p o s i t i o n  

o f  t h e s e  f a c t o r s  d o e s  not  match t h a t  of t h e  CPS scales, 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  the cases of TD a n d  S D .  

T h e  four t a c t o w  s o l u t i o n  y i e l d e d  3 i n t e r p r e t a b l e  factors, 

w i t h  C A  items loading on F a c t o r  111, AT items on factor 11, a n d  

a l l  SD i t e a s ,  h n d  10 of t h e  I4 TD iteas loading on Fac to r  I .  

Fac to r  IV contained a m i x t u r e  of L V items, and 3 TD items. T h i s  

solution a p p r o x i n a t e s  t h e  structure  o f  t h e  CPS h y ~ o t h e s i z e d  i n  

this s t u d y ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  .TD a n d  SD a r e  b e s t  

v i s u e d  a s  c o m p r i s ~ n g  a s i n g l e  factor. G i v e n  t h e  t a c t  t h a t  t h e  



f a c t o r i a l  s t r u c t u r e  i n  t h e  P r i n c i p a l  C o m p o n e n t s  a a l y s i s  a n d  a five f a c t o r  s o l u t i o n  does not accurately reflect h e  c o n s t r u c t s  

claimed b y  t h e  C P S  m a n u a l ,  v i e w i n g  t h e s e  items a s  p a r t  of a 

s i n g l e ,  h i g h e r  o r a e r  d i m e n s i o n  nay be the most parsimonious, 

( a n d  a d e q u a t e )  r e n d e r i n g  of t h e  s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  CPS. 

, 

V a l i d a t i o n  of h T  

c o n d u c t e d .  No s i g n i f i c a n t  r e s u l t s  vere obtained. Excluding t h o s e  

n o n i n c a r c e r a t e s  who a d m i t t e d  c o m m i t t i n g  'seriousg crimes on t h e  

s e l f - r e p o r t  scale from t h e  c o r n p a c i s o n  d i d  n o t  produce a n y  

s i g n i t i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e t w e e n  g r o u p s  ( s e e  T a ~ l e  1 2 )  . H o w e v e r ,  

a s  can be s e e n  i n  Table 1 3 ,  t-tests b e t w e e n  r D C  subjects a n d  t h e  
P 

n o n i n e a r c e r a t e a  s a m p l e  r e v e a l e d  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  between 

g r o u p s ,  b o t h  i n  n u m b e r  of different t y p e s  of s z r i o u s  crime, a s  

well a s  o n  n u m b e r  of serious crimes c o a m i t t e t l  i n  the l a s t  1 2  

m o n t h s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  accordinq t o  t h e s e  results, a1 t h o u q h  real 

differences between the n u a b e r  and t y p e  of c r i n i n a l  a c t i v i t y  

r e p o r t e d  by t h e s e  g r o u p s  existed, the a i f f e r e n c e s  were n o t  

r e f l e c t e d  i n  AT scores. 

other o f f e n a e r s .  To t e s t  t h e  h y p i o t h e s e s  t h a t  convicted violent ---- ------- 
o f f e n d e r s  differed from ~ o n - v i o l e n t  o t f e n d e r s  of~ AT, a n o ~ b ~ f  of 



g r o u p  c o m p a r i s o n s  were made, u s i n g  t-tests. The f i q s t ,  c o s p a r i n g  

m e a n  scores o f  PDC y o u t h  charged o r  c o n v i c t e d  o f  a s s a u l t i v e  

offenses u i t h  t h o s e  charged with a v a r i e t y  o f  n o n a s s a u l t i v e  

p r o p e r t y  ot fenses ,  shoved n o  differences between t h e  two g r o u p s  

(Table 14) T h e  s e c o n d  c o m p a r i s o n ,  b e t u e e n  i n d i v i d u - a l s  s c o r i n g  

above t h e  median  n u m b e r  o f  d o c u m e n t e d  assaults p e r  w e e k  w h i l e  i n  

t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n  ( a s  r e p o r t e d  o n  i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t s  i n  r s s i d e n t ' s  

f i l e s )  a n a  t b o s e  s c o r i n g  b e l o u ,  a g a i n  s h o u e d  n o  s i g n i f i c a n t  

d i f f e r e n c e s .  

The r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  AT a n d  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a d j u s t m e n t  

was assessed by coapu t i  ag c o r r e f  a t i o n  coef f i c i e n t q  between AT 
). 

a n d  t h e  BPC scales, a s  well a s  b e t w e e n  AT a n d  n u m b e r ,  s e v e r i t y ,  

a n d  t y p e  of i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t s .  ( T h e  l a t t e r  c o r r e l a t i o n s  were 
I 

c o m p u t e d  a f t e r  s q u a r e  r o o t  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n s  t o  n o r m a l i z e  the I 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s  o f  t h e  i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t  d a t a  were made.) As Table 

1 5  s h o w s ,  AT was s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  BPC Conduct Problem 

( I )  a n d  S o c i a l i z e d  D e l i n q u e n c y  ( g = . 2 9 )  AT was also 

positively c o r r e l a t e d  u i t h  a l l  b u t  two i n c i d e n t  r e p o r t  measures 

( v i z . ,  s e r i o u s  or  a s s u a l t i v e  i n c i d e n t s  - s ~ e  Tables 1 6  and 1 7 )  . 
!!yix&hss& 2; Hlqk AZ ssorerz Q1L Qs IXB dlepuLsitts lhgq 

hT S ~ P I ~ E  T h e  n e g a t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  AT and t h e  T o k e n  

Economy S p e n d i n g  m e a s u r e  was marginally s i g n i f i c a n t -  ( g = - . 2 7 ,  

p<.O6). This t r e n d  is i n  t h e  opposite d i r e c t i o n  t o  t h e  one  

hypothesized, n a m e l y ,  t h a t  h i ~ h  AT s c o r e r s  w o u l d  tend t o  b e  more 

i m p u l s i v e  i n  their s p e n d i n g  h a b i t s .  T h e y  are, r a t h e r ,  less 

i m p u l s i v e .  



Comparisons B e t w e e n  Incarcerates And Nan- 
Incarcerates  On AT 

------------------------------------------------------ 
Group n Eean s d  t d f  -------- .............................................. 

AT Inc. 50 42.32 9 . 9 9  - .50 68 
Noninc. 20 43.65 10 - 3 1  

AT Inc. 50' 4 2 . 3 2  9.19 1.92 54 
Noninc. ,6 3 4 . 0 0  1 0 . 2 6  

(No crimes, ever) 

AT Inc. 48 41  - 8 8  Y . 58  54 5 8  
Noninc, 1 2  4 0 . 1 7  1 0 . 6 6  

(No crimes, past yr.) 



TABLE 1 3  

Comparisons Of YDC ~atervieu Sa.pJe - 
W i t h  # o n i n c c a ~ r c e r a t e d  Subjects 

Types of Inc. 50  6 . 2 8  1 7 . 1 5  2 3 . f l  
Contact N o n i n c .  2 0  2 . 5 5  .48 -J 

( E v e r )  

C o n t a c t  I n  I n c .  50 2 7 . 5 4  3 . 6 2  5 . 3 6 G  6 1  013 
P a s t  Yr. N o n i n c .  20 5 .60  2 .47 

ninor Del. fnc .  SO 3 . 6 2  2 - 2 0  - 1 2  6 8  
( T y p e s , e v e r )  H o n i n c .  20 3 - 5 5  2 . 3 5  

ninor Del. Inc. SO 1 1 . a 2  1 4 . 3 4  . 51 6 8  
In P a s t  IIr,. N o n i n c .  20 9 . 9 5  1 2 . 6 4  

S e r i o u s  Inc .  50 0.54 3 . 3 9  4.35e 6 8  
C r i n e  N o n i n c .  20 2 . 7 5  3 .O2  
( T y p e s  ever) -P 

S e r i o u s  I n c .  48  3 7 . 3 5  4 6 . 1 1  4 . 3 1 + +  5 8 . 5 1  
Crime N o n i n c .  20 6 . 3 0  11 029 
P a s t  Yr. 



T A B L E  1 4  

AT And Assau l t  i v e  B e h a v i o u r :  
Conparisons O f  Hean Scores 

Criminal Nonassaul t .  5 6  41 .91 9 46 .32 7 0  
Charges A s s a u l t i v e  16 41 .06 9.42 

, 

A s s a u l t i v e  Below Bedian . 17 37.94 2.25 , . 9 8  32 
I n c i d e n t s  I n  Above f f e d i a n  17 4 0 . 8 8  1 .98  
Institution. 

T A B L E  15 

C o r r e l a t i o n s  Between AT And The BPC 

Conduct Personality Inadequacy Socialized 
Problem Problem Immaturity Delinquency 



TABLE 1 6  

C o r r e l a t i o n s .  B e t u e e n  AT And I n c i d e n t  Reports 

Number Of L o u  P! od era te S e r i o u s  
I n c i d e n t s  - S e v e r i t y  S e v e r i t y  I n c i 3 e n t s  .............................................. 

T A B L E  1 7  

Correlations S e t w e e n  AT Rna C a t e g o r i e s  
Of I n c i d e n t  R2por ts 



,To t e s t  w h e t t o r  A T  uas relate3 t c  c o g n i t i v e  tempt, a t -test  

b e t u e e n  g r o u ? s  of ' r e f l e c t i v e s 8  v s  'iapulsivas' ( a s  c l a s s i f l e a  

on t h e  nfF) was c c n d u c t e d .  Ho s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  on BT 

b e t w e e n  t h e s e  grou-ps  - were o b t a i n e a  ( & = - . 2 9 ,  d-f ~ 3 9 ,  p <  - 7 8 )  . 

T h e  h y p o t h e s i z e d  r e l a t i c n s h i ' p  S e t u e e n  AT 3 n d  21 s ~ c i a l  
d 

n a l a a j u s t ~ ~ e n t ,  F a ~ i f e s t  h q g r e s s i o n  a n 2  t h e  Asocidl  ; n u e x  uas 

conf irmed o n l y  f c r  a a n i f e s t  Aqares s ion ,  ( g=.2d). A l t h o u g h  AT 

u a s  s i c n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  i s u o s e t  o r  t h e  S o c i a f  

P l a l a d j u s t 9 e n t  1 teas v n i c h  Jesness  ( 1  9 7 L )  t z r a s  t n t  ' i l e i a h t e l  

S o c i a f  E a i a c j u s t a e n t  S c a l e g ,  a s  can b e  s e s n  i n  T a ~ l e  18 t h e r e  

u a s  a non-signlticant r e l a t i o n s n i ; :  Getueen A T  a n d  S o c l a l  

faladjustment k r o ; s r .  ( T h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  houevkr,  were q u i t e  

similar i n  c i z e  aria , z ~ r ? c t i o n .  O f  i n t t r ~ s t  .is the ~ a t t e r r ,  of 

c o r . r e l e t i o n s  m t u t e n  1.T a n 3  JeSneSS Stiles n o t  m e n t i o f i e d  In t h e  

hyyoterses. T h e s e  include t h e  s t q n l f  l c a n t  C O i r e l a t i o n ~  b e t u e e n  

AT a n d  V c l u e  O r i e r . t a t i o n  f g  = . Y O ) ,  AT a n d  A 1 i ; n a t i o n  ( 1 = . 5 6 ) ,  

a n c  t h e  f i e g a t i v e  c o r r e l a t i o n  z s t u e e n  AT a n 3  3 c c l a l  A n x i e t y  

Hc s i g n l t l c a c t  c o r r e l a t l ~ n  o e t d e e ~  A T  a n 6  t h e  t toqdn E m p e t h y  

scale was c r t a l n e c  ( & = . 0 ? )  . 
b l  pr'~&& i"~&& g&g T h i s  p a p e r  a n c  p e n c l l  a e & s u i e ,  

a 1  t h o u a h  n c t  s ~ ~ c l t  icallq d i s c ~ s s k i  l a  t h s  n y ~ o t h e s l s ,  p r o v l d e d  

a f u r t h e r  o p p o r t u ~ l t y  t o  a s a e a s  t n s  t h e  r e l 8 t ~ o n s h i p  D e t u e e n  

s e r l a u s  a n c  a s c a u l t l v c  cr lmez  3 n c  I T .  C o r r e l a t i o n s  between-self 



r e p o r t e a  crime an6 6 P  are  s h o o n  i n  T a k f e  19.. A f f  but one of t h e  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  (between AT and c o n t a c t s  w i t h  t h e  law La t h e  past 

year)  were s i g n i f i c a n t .  

TG f u r t h e r  t e s t  the t6e ~ r / s e l f  reForted crises 

r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t - t e s t s  uere conducted between g r c u p s  o t  above 

median and b e l o w  m e d i z n  s e r i o u s  o f f e n d e r s  (as aeasurea  b y  t h e  

s e l f  r e p o r t  i n r e n t o r r )  , a s  well as b e t w e e n  t h o s e  who reportea 

h a v i n g  c o m m i t t e a  n o  v i o l e n t  offenses a,na t h o s e  w h o   ha^. T h e  

' v i o l e n t  offensesD categories Jere e s t a b l l s h a d  by selecting 

t h o s e  serious c t f enses  items r e i e r r i n q  t o  f i ~ h t l n g ,  arrea  

robbery,  roPDery l i i t h  violence, a n 3  p c s s e s s i o n  ana  use o r  

weapons. ( I n  t h e  comparison inv o l v i n g  ' t h e  'serious cr imes  i n  t h e  

p a s t  year' selt-report m a s u r e ,  tuo o u t f r e r s  i n  t h e  incarcaratea  

g r o u p ,  ~ i t h  scores  i n  exces-s of  303  a o r e  c r i m e s  t h a n  t h e  h i g h e s t  
L 

n u s b e r  r e p c r t e c  b y  t h e  r e s t  of t h e  sample were r e r o v e a .  TbP t u o  

h i q h  s c o r f r s  uere b o t h  d r u q  dealers u h o  were r e p o r t i n g  t h e  

number o f  narcotics s a l e s  t h e y  -had  c s n p l e t e d  i n  the p a s t  y e a r . ) *  

As can be seen i n  T a b l e  20, b o t h  c o n p a r i s o n s  shcwed t h e  more 

serious a n d  more v i o l ~ n  t self repor tea  of f e n d e r s  s c o r i n g  

significantly h i g h e r  c a  AT. 



Corre la t ions  B e t o e e n  AT And 
Thb J e s n e s s  inventory ' 

S o c i a l  n a l a a  j u s t s e n t  (u) 

S o c i a l  E a l e d j u - t  

Value C r i e n t a t i o n  

Eanifest Aggression 

U i t h d r a u a l  

S o c i a l  A n x l ~ t y  

A s o c i a l  I n c ~ x  

h e ~ r e s s i o n  

C e n i a l  



TABLE 1 9  

Correlations B e t u e e n  A T  And Sel f -Reported  C r i s e s  
*. 

T y p e s  of Contact . I 1  

Contact (East Yr.) 3 8 G  

T y p e s  ~f d e l i n q u e n c y  3 2 e  
.-. 

\ 

D e l i n q u e n c y  (Phst Yr .) .4 2 1  

T f p e s  of s e r i o u s  c r i a e  - 5 l G  

S e r - i ~ u s  crimes (Past Yr.) . 483 (  



T A B L E  20 

AT A n d  Self-reports of' S e r i o u s  Crime 
And Vio lent  Bebav iour  

V'iolence v i o l .  3 6  44.69 9 . 6 7  2 . 8 9 ~ ~  4i9 
( T y p e s  Ever) Won-viol. 14 36.21 b . 3 0  

Violence Viol. . 29 46.11 9 . 8 0  3 .73+$= 4 b  
( P a s t .  Yr .)  on-viol. 2 1  3 . 9  7.43 

S e r i o u s  Cr. Above aed. 25 46,40 ZLt.32 3=1UI+ 48 
( T y ~ e s  Ever) Below med. 2 5  38.24 7 - 1 2  

Serious Cr. Above Red. 2 5  44.98 4.70 2.37e 46  
( P a s t  r r . )  Relou med. 2 3  3 6 . 6 0  8.50 



Fe~fg~anang ef A& GEZ Yii h d o l g s c g b t s  -- 
From the descriptive d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h i s  s t u d y ,  i t  

a p p e a r s  t h a t  t h e ' C P S  i s  a t e s t  whose u s e  i s  c o m p a t i b l e  u i t h  

a d o l e s c e n t  l n c a r c e r a  t e d  p o p u l a t i o n s .  A l t h o u g h  statistically 

s i g n i t  i c a n  t d i t  f e r e n c e s  uere f oand b e f w e e n  a d u l t s  and  

a d o l e s c e n t s  on 3 of t h e  5 CPS scales, p r a ~ t i c a l l f ~  speaking, the 

o n l y  s u b s t a n t i a l  alf f erences  appeared on A T ,  v h e r t  t h e  aeaas a n d  

p e r c e n t l l e  r a n k s  of a d o l e s c e n t s  a r?  s o a e u h a t  h i g h e r  t h a n  

C a r l s o n ' s  a ~ u l t  s a m p l e .  

I n  g e n e r a l ,  t h e  s u b s t a n t i v e  s c a l e s ,  w i t h  tk e x c e p t i o n  of 

SD, show good i n t e r n a l  r e l i a b i l i t y ,  as well a s  good s t a b i l i t y  

o v e r  time. T h e  r e d u c e d  r e l i a b i l i t i e s  o f  S D  nay, i n  p a r t ,  suffer 

because a number of items on t h i s  s c a l e  a r e  a m b i g u o u s l y  or 

u n c l e 3 r l y  s t a t e G .  F o r  i n s t a n c e ,  a s i z a b l e  number of s u b j e c t s  

were p u z z l e d  b y  q u e s t i o n s  s u c h  as:  w h o s t  p e o p l e  like i t  w h e n  I :  

( a ) T a l k  a l o t  ( b )  T a l k  a l i t t l e  (c)Aa there  b u t  do n o t  say 

a n y t h i n q g g  e tc .  A n u m b e r  o f  p r o t o c o l s  were also r e t u r n e d  w i t h  

q u e s t i o n  marks a n a  other c o m m e n t s  u r i t t e n  beside these 

q u e s t i o n s .  

T h e  V a l i d i t y  scale a p p e a r s  t o  show less t h a n  acceptable 

l e v e l s  Of r e l i a b i l i t y .  The u s e f u l n e s s  o f  the V a l i d i t y  scale is 
- ,  

i n  s e r i o u s  q u e s t i o n ,  w i t h  i t s  low r e l i a b i l i t i e s ,  p o o r  face 

v a l i d i t y ,  and extreme brevity. A g a i n ,  a number o f  s u b j e c t s  made 



r 4 

c o m m e n t s  c r i t i c a l  of  this scale or a p p e a r e d  i n c r e a u l o u s  a t  t h e  

i te.  c b n t e n t .  I f  a n y t h i n g ,  t h i s  sc3 le  may have a n e g a t i v e  effect  

o n  test t a k i n g  attitudes. I t  may be  o f  u s e  o n l y  i n  cases w h e r e  

i t  is n o t  r e a l l y  needed - cases i n  w h i c h  responses are 

c o n s i s t e n t l y  s o  e x t r e m e  a s  t o  b e  u n b e l i e v a b l e  i n  t h e  f i r s t  

p l a c e .  A l t h o u g h  t u o  o f  t h e  t h r e e  v i tems l o a d e d  o n  a single 
c0 

f a c t o r ,  i n  a l l  t h r e e  of t h e  f a c t o h  analyses, t n e  a b o v e  

c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  s u g g e s t  i n  t e r p r e t a t  i o n  of t h e  c o n s t r u c t  

r e p r e s e n t e d  b y  t h i s  f a c t o r  n o t  b e  u n d e r t a k e n .  G i v e n  t h e  m i n i m a l  

a m o u n t  o f  r e l i a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  c o n t r i b u t e d  by  t h i s  s c a l e ,  its 
L 

u s e  i n  c r e a t i n g  t h e  p r o f i l e s  i n  t h e  CPS m a n u a l ' s .  t y p o l o q y ,  i s  

a l s o  h i g h l y  q u e s t i o n a b l e .  

The h y g o t h e s e s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  t h e  f a c t o r  

a n a l y s e s  were p a r t i a l l y  s u p p o r t e d .  u b e n  l i n i t e d  t o  a f o u r  f a c t o r  

r o t a t i o n ,  t h e  CPS r e v e a l e d  o n l y  t h r e e  i n t e r p r e t a b l e  f a c t o r s .  T h e  

p r e d i c t i o n  t h a t  S D  a n d  TD reflect a general ' i n t e r n a f i z i n g n  

d i m e n s i o n ,  a n d  t h a t  AT was r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  a s e p a r a t e  

e x t e r n a l i z i n g  f a c t o r  was c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h i s  r o t a t i o n ,  The 

s p e c u l a t i o n  t h a t  CA w o u l d  b e  i n c l u d e d  o n  t h e  e x t e r n a l i z i n g  

f a c t o r  uas  n o t  s u p p o r t e d .  H o w e v e r ,  i t  s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t h a t  i t  

was n o t  c l e a r  w h e t h e r  t h e  CPS was b e s t  r e p r e s e n t e d  b y  f o u r  
P 

s u b s t a n t i v e  f a c t o r s  (as s u g g e s t e d  b y  t h e  f i v e  f a c t o r  solution) , 

r a t h e r  t h a n  t h e ' t h r e e  r e n d e r e d  b y  t h e  t o u r  factor s o l u t i o n ,  

T h e r e  are" s e v e r a l  r e a s o n s  why t h e  l a t t e r  m i g h t  be c o n s i d e r e d  a s  

most a p p r o p r i a t e .  F i r s t ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  P r i n c i p a l  C o m p o n e n t s  and 

f i v e  f a c t o r  z o t a t i o n s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  a t  least two d i m e n s i o n s  'of 



p s y c h o ~ a t h o l o g y  a r e  b e i n g  m e a s u r e d  by TD a n d  SO,  t h e s e  

d i n e n s i o n s  were n o t  delineated b y  t h e  it@. c o n p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  

o r i g i n a l  scales. F u r t h e r ,  t h e  item c o n t e n t  of t h e  TD/SD f a c t o r  

s u g g e s t s  t h a t  p e r h a p s  d e p r e s s i o n ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  s e l f - d e p r e c i a t i o n  . 
i s  b e i n g  m e a s u r e d .  T h i s  l a c k  of c l a r i t y  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  u n t i l  

f u r t h e r  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  e s t a b l i s h e s  mote c o n c r e t e l y  t h e  v a l i d i t i  

o f  these scales, t h e y  n o t  b e  r e g a r d e d  as a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t i n g  

t h e  c o n s t r u c t s  s u g g e s t e d  i n  t h e  m a n u a l .  R q t h e r ,  a t  this p o i n t ,  

i t  i s  s a f e r  t o  v i e w  t h e  two as  b e i n g  p a r t  o f  a more g e n e r a l  

d i a e n s i o n ,  a s  s u g g e s t e d  i n  the f o u r  f a c t o r  r o t a t i o n .  
I 

V a l i d i t y  o f  AT 

A n u m b e r  of the h y p o t h e s e s  c o n c e r n i n g  t h i s  scale were 

s u p p o r t e d :  AT a p p e a r s  t o  predict ( a l b e i t  m o d a s t l y )  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  

a d j u s t m e n t ,  a n d  is related t o  s e l e c t e d  scales o n  the Jesness 

I n v e n t o r y .  H o w e v e r ,  s o m e  of t h e  basic  p r e d i c t i o n s  c o n c e r n i n g  

t h i s  scale were n o t  s u p p o r t e d  b y  a v a r i e t y  o f  b e h a v i o u r a l  a n d  

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  d a t a .  AT d i d  n o t  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  b e t w e e n  

incarcerates a n d  n o n i n c a r c e r a t e d  y o u t h ,  even when c o n t r o l l i n g  

f o r  self reported crimes of n o n i n c a r c e r a t e s .  W i t h i n  t h e  

i n c a r c e r a t e d  s a m p l e ,  AT d i d  not p r e d i c t  t h e  s e r i o u s n e s s  of 

c r i m i n a l  c h a r g e s ,  no r  could i t  p r e d i c t  more a s s a u l t i v e  a n d  

s e r i o u s l y  d i s r u p t i v e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  a d j u s t m e n t .  T h e  l i a i t a t i o n s  

o f  t h i s  f i n d i n g ,  due t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  c o m p a r i s o n  g r o u p  was 

s m a l l ,  a n d  d i d  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a r a n d o m  sample, m u s t  b e  t a k e n  



i n t o  a c c o u n t .  T h e  f i n a i n g  of n o  differences b e t w e e n  t h e  

i n c a r c e r a t e s  a n d  n o n i n c a r c e r a t e s .  should, t h e r e f o r e ,  b e  viewed a s  

t e n t a t i v e .  

P a r a a o x i c a l l y ,  t h e r e  was a t r e n d  o p p o s i t e  t o  t h a t  p r e d i c t e  c 
w i t h  the Token E c o n o m y  Impulsivity m e a s u / s  (ie AT t e n d e d  t o  be 

n e g a t i v e l y ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  p o s i t i v e l y ,  r e l a t e d  t o  impulsive m o n e y  

spending). This r e s u l t  r a y  p e r h a p s  be e x p l a i n e d  b y  t h e  t a c t  t h a t  

t h e  T o k e n  E c o n o m y  score u a s  a s i m p l e  r a t i o  o f  money s p e n t  o v e r  

u e e k l y  maximum spending a l l o w e d ,  a r a t i o  t h a t  d l d  n o t  t a k e  i n t o  

a c c o u n t  the a b s o l u t e  a m o u n t  e a r n e d ,  w h i c h  v a r i e d  w i t h  ueekly 

b e h a v i o u r  r e c o r d s .  A well b e h a v e d  youth could t o h e r e t o r e  earn i n  

t h e  v i c i n i t y  ot $ 1 6  per w e e k ,  w h i l e  a p o o r l y  b e h a v e d  i n d i v i d u a l  

c o u l d  earn v i r t u a l l y  n o  t h i n g .  T h e  chances o f  t h e e l u t t e r  
< 

i n d i v i d u a l  s p e n d i n g  a l l  of h i s  m e a g e r  s a v i n g s ,  regardless of h i s  
1 

level o f  i m p u l s i v i t y . ,  are p r o b a b l y  q u i t e  h i g h .  I t  is a l s c  
'9 

p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e  T o k e n  E c o n o m y  score is  i n  p a r t  an i n d e x  ot 

t o b a c c o  use,  as  c i g a r e t t e s  a r e  b y  f a r  the r o s t  e x p e n s i v 6  item a t  
" 9 

t h e  YDC c a n t e e n .  Smokers may simply b e  more p r o n e  t o  s p e n d  

l a r g e r  a m o u n t s  of money ' t h a n  n o n - s m o k e r s .  Despitr these p o s s i b l e  

c o n f o u n d s ,  lt is  a i f f i c u l t  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  why the r e l a t i o n s h i p  

b e t w e e n  BT a n d  i m p u l s i v e  m o n e y  s p e n d i n g  should t e n d  to be 

n e g a t i v e ,  r c t h e r  t h a n  being simply u n c o r r e l a t e d .  H o w e v e r ,  g i v e n  

t h e  abave f i n d i n g ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  the f a c t  t h a t  there was n o  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  AT a n d  t h e  n F f ,  it a p p e a r s  safe t o  a s s u m e  

t h a t  AT is n o t  r e l a t e d  t o  b e h a v i o u r a l  measures o f  i m p u l s i v i t y .  



The f a c t  t h a t  c r i m i n a l  charges were not ret lected  br A T  

scores i s  p e r h a p s  partly u n d e r s t a n d a b l e ,  i n  t h a t  court records 

m a y  o n l y  r e p r e s e n t  a f r a c t i o n  of  t h e  n u m b e r  a n d  v a r i e t y  o f  

c r i m i n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  a n  i n d i v i 3 u 8 1  h a s  oeen i n v o l v e d  in. H o w e v e r ,  

t h i s  i s  n o t  t r u e  i n  t h e  case  o f . r e c o r d s  of  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  

a d j u s t m e n t ,  where b e h a v i o o r  is v e r y  c l o ; e l p  m o n i t o r e d  a n d  all 

i n c i d e n t s  d o c u m e n t e d .  Here, even  t h o u g h  t h a r a  was no e v i a e n c e  of 

more s e r i o u s  a n d  a s s a u l t i v e  ad j u s t a e n t  problems, there was s o l i a  

s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  ' t h a t  h i q h  scorers on A T  a r t  more' 

visible ~n t h e i r  acting o u t ,  w i t h  con$erg lng  e v i a e n c e  from b o t h  
, 

I n c i d e n t  Repor t  d a t a  ( w h e r e  tnere  uere e l e v a t i o n s  o n  n u m b e r  o t  

rinot ~ n c l d e n t s ) ,  a n d  t h e  BPC C o n d u c t  P r o ~ l e m  scale. It s h o u l d  

be addea t h a t  b y  t a r  the g r e a t e s t  frequency ot m i n o r  i n c i d e n t  

r e p o r t s  c o n c e r n e d  n o n - a s s a u l t  rve, b u t  n o n - c o n p l i z n t  a n d  v e r b a l l y  
i 

a b u s i v e ,  a l t e r c a t i o n s  w i t h  s t a f f .  T h e r e f o r t ? ,  i t  a p p e a r s  t h a t  t o  
-.-_e 

s o a e  e x t e n t ,  the o p p o s i t i o n a l  interpersonal style  of YDC y o u t h  

m a t c h e s  t h a t  d ~ s c r i b e c  i n  t h e  C P S  m a n u a l  f o r  the h i g h  AT scorer ,  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  w h e n  d e a l i n g  u i t n  authority figures. 

The s t r o n g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t u e e n  AT a n d  mcst of t h e  

s e l f - r e p o r t e d  c r i m i n a l  a c t i v i t y  m e a s u r e s ,  a n d  the a b i l i t y  of AT 

'to a i s c r i n i n a t c .  b ~ t w e e n  t h o s e  w h o  r e p o r t  frequent c o m m i s s i o n s  o t  

v i o l e n t  a n d  s e r i o u s  crimes a n d  those who report feu o r  n o  crimes 

stands i n  contrast to t h e  b e h a v i o u ~ l  d a t a .  P e r h a p s  t h e  strength 

p f  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  i n  p a r t  d u e  t o l t h e  fact t h a t  m a n y  AT items 

a r e  themselves ' se l f  -reporte style items. It could a l s o  b e  t r u e  

t h a t  s e l f  r e p o r t s  ot f r e q u e n t  v i o l e n c e  by  j u v e n i l e s  i n  m a n y  
4 



cases  r e f l e c t  a D  at&iQ* of t o u g h n e s s  r a t n e r  t h a n  a c t u a l  

b e h a r i o u r s .  I n  the case of  self  reports of 'serious' crises {not 

n e c e s s a r i l y  v i o l e a t ) ,  i t  should b e  noted the i n v e n t o r y  

called f o r  t h e  t r e g u e n c i e s  of 3 v a r i e t y  o c r i m i n a l  

a c t s  u h i c h  rendered a score n o t  given by any of t h e  o ther  

official records of  b e n a v i o u r .  T h i s  measure t h e r e f o r e  contained , 

i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  u 3 5  u n i q u e ,  a n d  i t  c o u l d  b e  t h a t  t h e  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  D e t r e e n  AT a n d  ' s ~ ~ ~ o u s '  self r e ~ o r t ~ d  crime 

a c c u r a t e l y  r e f l e c t s  a v a r i e t y  of c r i m i n a l  b e h a v i o u r s  n o t  

c a p t u r e d  b y  a n y  o t b e r  measures i n  this  stud^. 

t o m p a f i s o n s  of -4f v l t h  tne J e s n e s s  I n v e n t o r y  y i e l d e d  

e v i d e n c e  c o ' n g r u e n t  w i t h  the b e Q a ~ i 0 I i r a l  d a t a .  A l t h o u g h  t h e r e  was 

a c o r r e l a t i o n  t e t u e e n  A T  a a d  Y a n l f a s t  Agcjress ion  (as p r e z i c t e d ) ,  .. 
s t r o n g e r  c o r r e l a t i o n s  were o b t a i n e f  b e t w e e n  AT anc! A l i e n a t i o n ,  

Value  C . r i e n t a t i b n ,  a n ~  Social b n x l 2 t y .  (The c o r r e l a t i c n  w i t h  

A l i e n a t i o n  was t n e  s t r o n q e s t  b i ? t U e e D - A T  a n d  a n y  o r  the d e p e n d e n t  
4 

measures  i n  this s t u d y . )  J O s n e s s  ( 1 9 7 2 )  describes this scale as 

reterrinq to ". . . d i s t r u s t  a n d  e n s t r a n q ~ m e n t  i n  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  . 

w i t h  o t h e r s ,  eSpecially . a u t h o r i t y   figure^.^ Tha h i q h  - s c o r e r  i n  

A l i e n a t i o n  a l s o ,  . t e n d s  t o  exterrtal  i z e  a n d  probcibly  projects a 
.- - 

g o o d  d e a l  of his t e e l i n d s  on to   other^.^ 32snass also r e p o r t s  

t h i s  sca l e  t o  b e  r e l a t e d  t o  a r o u r j - r - e l a t e d  d e l i n q u e n t  a c t i v i t y ,  

ana  like C a r l s o n ' s  findings u i t h  A T ,  r e p o r t s  a n e y a t i v e  

c o r r e l a t i o n  between A l i e n a t i o n  a n d  a g e .  . 
Value C i r i e n t a t i o n  was d e s i g n e 3  t c reflect typical themes of 

l o v e r  c l a s s  c u l t u r e ,  i n c l u d i n g  ".. . t r o u b l e ,  luck a n d  t h r i l l  
6 



motifs; t h e  f e a r  of t a i l u r e ;  t h e  gang  o r i e n t a t i o n ;  t h e  t o u g h n e s s  

e t h i c . .  ." ( J e s n e s s ,  1 9 7 2 ) .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  Jesness, d e l i n q u e n t s  on 

t h i s  sca le  * . . . tend t o  d e n y  f a m i l y  contlict, and d i r e c t  t h e i r  

h o s t i l i t Y ' t o u a r d  s o c i ~ t y  and a u t h o r i t y  figurespn q e n r r a ' l O w  

I n  terestinqly , h e  n o t e s  t h a t  i n  conparisons of delinquents with 

non a a l l n q u e n  t s ,  on t h i s  scale, ". . t h e  delinquent a p p e a r s  less 

confident a n d  p r e f e r s  n o t  t o  g e t  l n v o l v e d  i n  f i a h t s a W  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  v a l i d i t y  of t h e  Jesness  scales therselwes 

r e m a i n s  someth i -ng  of an u n k n o u n  quantity, t h e  p a t t e r n  o t  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  between AT a n d  t h e  Jesness sca l4s  is of 

c o n s i 3 e r a c i e  i f i t e r e s t  i n  tnis e v a i u a  t i o n  of t h s  c o n s t r u c t  

v a i l d i t y  of AT. Clearly, on a z e n e r a l  i e v e l ,  t h e  h i g h  AT sccrer 

is  an e x t e r n a l i z e r .  n o r e  s p e c l t l c a l l y ,  h e  t e n d s  t o  t a k e  out b i s  
I / 

f r u s t r a t i o n s  on authority f i q u r e s  3 n d  t h e  l e g a l  s a n c t i o n s  t h e y  

invoke t n r o u g n  F e r s i s t e n t  v i o l a t i o n s  ana  o p p o s i t i o n a l  

tendencies. ~ h f i t t t r n  o f  a c t i n q  o u t ,  hounver, does n o t  

u s u a l 1  y ex ttna ore s e r i o u s ,  p h y s i c a l l y  a g g r e s s i v e  

confrontations (as c o n f i r m e d  ~ o t h  o y  t h e  b e h a s i o o r a l  f i n d i n g s  

a n d  sy J - e s n e s s '  s u g g s s t i o n  t h a t  h i g h  ' V a l u e  J r i r n t a t i c n B  

delinquents t e n d  t o  b e  l e s s  a a q r e s s i r e . )  

T h e  n e q a t i r e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between AT a n d  S o c i a l  A n x i e t y  also 

- d o v e t a i l s  w i t h  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  AT reflects a n  externalizing 

dimension. I t  is congruent t o o ,  w i t h  t h e  low c o r r e l a t i o n s  

between AT a n d  BPC P e r s o n a l i t y  p r o o l e m  a n d  

I n a d e q u a c y - i m m a t u r i t y .  A T  c l e a r l y  does n o t  identify t h e  

i n t e r n a l i z i n g  o r  H n e u r o t i c - d i s t u r b e d *  t y p e  of d e l i n q u e n t .  Ta t h e  



c o n t r a r y ,  t h e r e  i s  some e v i d e n c e  t h a t  h i g h  AT scorers  a r e  q u i t e  

s o c i a l l y  a c t i v e  i n  a d e v i a n t  m i l i e u .  F i r s t ,  t h e y  show l i t t l e  o.r 

no  s o c i a l  a n x i e t y  and are n o t  n e u r o t i c a l l y  w i t h d r a w n .  Second, 

t h e r e  is a modest c o r r e l a t i o n  b e t w e e n  AT a n d  S o c i a l i z e d  

d e l i n q u e n c y  o n  t h e  BPC,  a n d  t h i r d ,  t h e  f a c t o r  analyses showed 

t h a t  CPS C h e m i c a l  abuse items r e l a t e d  to t h e  s o c i a l  aspects of 

I d r i n k i n g  a n d  d r u g  use l o a d e d  on t h e  same a c t o r  a s  most of t h e  A T  

items. A l t h o u g h  t e n d i n g  t o  c o n f i r m  t h e  p i c t u r e  of t h e  h i g h  AT 

s c o r e r  as a s o c i a l l y  a c t i v e  d e l i n q u e n t ,  t h e  d a t a  p r e s e n t e d  are / 
* 

Q1 

n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  t o  classify h i n  a s  a " s o c i a l i z e d - s u b c u l t u r a l u  

d e l i n q u e n t  t y p e  ( A c h e n b a c h ,  1982; Y e i n e r ,  1 9 8 2 ) .  

T h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  t e t w e e n  AT a n d  B P C  C o n d u c t  p r o b l e m ,  and t h e  

e m p h a s i s  o n  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  m i s t r u s t  i n  the d e s c r i p t i o n s  of  t h e  

h i g h  AT scorer a1 s o  s u g g e s t  t h e  w s o c i o p a t h i c w  d e l i n q u e n t  
'OI 

subtype. A t  t h i s  p o i n t ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h e  e v i d e n c e  s i m p l y  i n d i c a t e s  

t h a t  h i g h  A T  scorers  a r e  l i k e l y  t o  b e  e x t e r n a l i z e r s  a n d  c o n d u c t  
4 - 

problems, and s p e c u l a t i v e  c o m m e n t s  r e g a r d i n g  i t s  d i a g n o s t i c  

u t i l i t y  w i t h  a d o l e s c e n t s  must perforce b e  l i m i t e d  t o  r e l a t i v e l y  

broad c a t e g o r i z a t i o n s  o f  p a t h o l o a y .  I t  s h o u l d  b e  n o t e d  t o o ,  t h a t  
,'- 

t h i s  s c a l e  is n o t  meant t o  be  v i e w 3 d  i n  i s o l a t i o n  from t h e  o t h e r  

CPS scales.  I n  t a c t ,  t h e  g r e a t e s t  e m p h a s i s  i n  the m a n u a l  i s  o n  

t h e  e x t e n s i v e  t y p o l o g y  d e r i v e d  f r o a  c o n f i g u r a l  scoring of t h e  

C 

C P S .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  d i a g n o s t i c  u t i l i t y  of AT o r  a n y  of t h e  p t h e r  

f 
C P S  s c a l e s  may l i e  i n  t h e  analysis of t h e -  v a l i d i t i e s  of t h e  

score c o n f i g u r a t i o n s .  



I n  c o n c l u s i o n ,  the d e s b r i p t i o n  o f  the t h e  h i g h  AT scorer's 

i n t e r p e r s o n a l  s t y l e  a s  m i s t r u s t t u l ,  u n f r i e n d l - y ,  a n d  t r o u b l e s o m e  

a p p e a r s  t o  b e  u p h e l d  & y  t h e  f i n d i n g s  of t h l s  s t u d y .  However, i t  . . 
a p p e a r s  t h a t  when u s e d m  a d o l e s c e n t s ,  less stress s h o u l d  be  

p l a c e d  on a n  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  p r o p e n s i t y  f o r  v i o l e n c e ,  =, a n d  . . m o r e  o n  

t h e  p e r v a s i v e  j u v e n i l e  o p p o s i t i o n a l  r - e b e l l i o u s n e s s  m e a s u r e d  by 

t h e  scale. P r a c . t i c a l l y  s p e a k i n g ,  AT s h o u l d ,  n o t  b e  usea  a s  a - 
b t 

p r e i l i c t o r  of d e l i n q u e n c y ,  a n d  e v e n  l e s s ,  of d a n g e r o u s n e s s  o r  

v i o l e n c e .  h o w e v e r ,  i t  seems t o  be n o a ~ s t l y  good p r e d i c t o r  o t  

# i n s t i t u t i o n a l  d e p o r t m e n t -  T h e  i n c i c a ' t i o n s  i n  t h ~ s  s t u d y  t h a t .  

h i g h  s c o r e s  o n  h f  a r e  r e f a t e d  to a n  a t t i t u d i n a l  c o s r i t m e n t  t o  

a n t i s ~ c i a l  b e h a v i u u r  may a l s o  b e  a n  i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  f u t u r e  

s t u d i e s  w i l l  f i n d  i t  t o  b e  a a s e t u l  p r e d i c t o r  o t  r e c i a i v i s m .  - 
A l t h o u q h  t h i s  s t u a j  d i d o  n o t  a s s e s s  d i ?  n o t  assess t h e  t h e  

v a l i d i t y  o f  C P S  sca les  o t h e r  t han  AT, t h e  r e s u l t s  o b t a i n e d  i n  d A 

t h e  descriptive a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  s t u J 7  a r e  a r e  o f  p c t e n t i a l  

t h e o r e t i c a l  a n d  p r a c t i c a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e .  F i r s t ,  t h e  lower 

r e l i a b i l i t i e s  cf SD slid 'V sugges t  t h a t  t h e  user s n o u l d  i n t e r p r e t  

these  z c a l e s .  w i t h  caution. T h e o r e t i c a l l y ,  i t  c o u l a  b e  t h a t  
k 

a d o l e s c e n t s  h a v e  E o r e  d i f f i c u l t y  w i t h  t a k i n g  t n e  other's 
$I 

p e r s p e c t i v e ,  a t a s ~  r e q u i r e d  o n  s o l e  5 5  i t e r g .  I't c o u l d  a l s o  b e  

t h a t  if  t n i s ,  s c a f  e i n  p a r t  measures d e p r e s s i o n ,  one u o u l d , e x p e c t  , 

less s t a b i l ~ t y ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  an i n d i v i a u a l  i s  t e m p o r a r i l y  

shaken and f r i g h t e n q &  b y  his i n c a r c e r a t i o n  a n 3  t h e  p r o c e e d i n g s  
, 

~ r i o r  t o  t h i s ,   vent. 



S e c o n d ,  t h e  f i n a i n g  t h a t  AT a n d  CA, i n  c o n t r a s t  to ,SD ana 

T D ,  d i d  , shou good r e l i a b i l i t i e s  an3  coherent fac tor . ia1  

s t r u c t u r e s ,  c o u l d ' h a v e  a b e a r i n g  on h o w  t h e  typology is  

i n t e r p r e t e d  and u t i l i z e d .  T h e  C P S  t y p o l o q  J c o n t a i n s '  a someuhat 

b e w i l d e r i n g  a r r a l  o f  18  d i f f e r e n t  t y p e s ,  a numoer o t  w h i c h  

a p p e a r  t o  b e  redundant, o r  of less ' i n t ' e r p r e t i v e  v a l u e .  . . It may b e  

h e l p f u l ,  t h e n ,  f o r  t n e  u s e r  t o  k e e p  i n  m i n d  the r e l a t i v e  

p s y c h o m e t r i c  strengths a n d  weaknesses of t h e  scales i n v o l v e d  i n  

m a k i n g  a - t y p o l o g i c a l  c e c i s i o n ,  p a r t i c o l a r l y  i f  one of  t h e  ueak'er 

scales (ie SD G r  V )  is c r i t e r i a 1  I n  d e c l d i n g  between d i f f e r e n t  

t y p e s .  I n  s u c h  cases , .  t h e  user  may be i n c l i n e d  t o  p l a c e  8 o r e  

weight  OP t h e  s c a l e s  of p r o v e n  r e l i a b i l i t y  a n d  f a c t o r i a l  

c o h e r e n c e .  

T h e  s i a i l a r i t g  of a d o l e s c e n t ' s  r e s p o n s e  styles to t h o s e  of 

a d u l t s  o n  TL, C d ,  a n d  ,SD suqgest  t h a t  issues a n 6  problerr  
O f  J 

i a c a r c e r a t e c  a d o l e s c e n t s  d o  n o t  d i f f e r  d r a f t i c a l k y  fro# o l d e r  

c r i n i n a l s  on t h e s e  dimensions. C l e a r l y ,  h o u e r e r ,  f u r t h e r  T 
v a l i d a t i o n  res  ch is necessary in o ~ d e r  t a  comprehensively 

e s t a b l i s h  t h e  validity of the C P S  a n d  i t s  a c c o n p a r ~ y i n g  

t ~ p o l o g y  



.r* 

S e l t  Reported Crimes lnaex 

N U O B E H  OF T I R E S  
Iti F A S T  Y E A R  

1 .  reportea  t o  th& police by some 
o n e  i n  your n e i g h b o a r h o o d ?  P R -- 

2 .  ques t ionea  a s  a s u s p e c t  b y  t h e  
p o l i c e  a tout  some c-rime? - 

3 .  p i c k e d  u p  by  t h e  police? Y rS 

C .  taken ro t h e  p o l i c e  s t a t i o n ?  Y 5 

5 .  h e l a  b y  the p o l i c e  or court  u n t i l  
y o u  cou la  bt released t o  t h e  custoup 
o f  y o u r  p a r e n t s  or  g u a r d i a n ?  P N 

6. placea O F  prooatiori by a juvenile 
court  ~ u a g e ?  

\ 
Y Id 

d' 
7 .  s en tencee  t c  reformatory., t r a i n i n g  

s c h o o l ,  or some otk'er institution 

H A V E  Y O U  EVER.. - 0  

6. broken a car ulndob on purpose? 
.,+ 

4,. let alr o u t  of a. carp or 
tr u c k  t i r e s  

0 

10 .  t a k e n  t t i n g s  Y D U  were nct 
s u ~ y o s s , ~  to t a k e  trom a desk 
ar  locker  a t  s c h o o l ?  L* 

1 1 .  t a k e n  l i t t l e  t b l n g s  ( u , o r t h  
less t k t a  $;) k ~ e a  a s t e ~ r 3  

without p a y i n g  for  them? 

I ; .  h e l p e a  break  u &  ~ ~ a i r s , .  
t a b l e s ,  aesks, or o t h e r  



- f u r n i t u r e  i n  a s c h o o l ,  
c h u r c h ,  or other p u b l i c  
p l a c e ?  

1 3 .  slashes t h e  s e a t s  i n  a bus, 
n o v i e  h o u s e ,  or some o t h e r  
p l a c e ?  

1 4 . *  p i c k e d  a f i g h t  u i t h  s o m e o n e  
IOU didn't k n o w  j u s t  for- t h e  
b e l l  of it? 

1 5 .  t h r e a t e n e d  t o  )tell o n  s o m e o n e  - .  
unless t h e y .  ' g p v p  you" aoney or 
s o a e t h i d q * ; e l s ~  >a .> you u a n t e d ?  

, 1 6 .  .taken m a t e r i a l  o r  e q u i p m e n t  
'. % r--,#- -. a , I f ~ o m .  a . c o n s t r u c t i o n  s i te  

. , -. ," 5 

' f 7 .  d r i t e n  a car y o u  were n o t  
.; s u p p o s e a  to?_ 

4 .  

d - *  

1 8 .  fired a BE g u n  at some 
person, a t  p a s s i n 5  cars, 

* or w i n d o w s  .or' b u i l d i n g s ?  

+ - t a k e n  a car b e l o 3 g i n g  t o  
someone you didn't k n o w  
t o r  a riae w i t h o u t  t . h e  
o u n e r  ' s  permission? 

-20. taken t h e  w h e e l s ,  b a t t e r y ,  
or S O ~ E  o t h e r  e x p e n s i v e  p a r t  
of a car w l t h o o t  t h e  owner's 
permission? 

'I 

2 1 .  taken 'things w o r t h  between 
$10 qhd S S C  f rom a store 
u i t h b u t  p a y i n g  f o r  them? 

j 
Y W 

i2. used d c l u b ,  k n i f e ,  or J P R  

tc a e t  something from an 
o l a  p e r s o n ?  P N 

2 3 .  U S E ~  p h y s ~ c a i  f o r c e  ( l i k e  
t u i s t i n q  an arm or 

. c h o k i n g )  to C J E ~  s o m e t h i n g  
from a n c t h e r  kerson? 

2t. b f O U e n  I n t o  a nouse ,  store, 
s c h o o l ,  o r  o t h e r  k u i l d i a g  
~ i t h  t h e  i n t e n t l o c  of 
s t e a f t n e  so+ethrng? 



2 5 .  broken  into a l o c k e d  car 
to  g e t  s o m e t h i n g  from i t?  

2 6 ,  carried a razor, sw'tch- 't blade, or gun, u i t h  the 
i n t e n t i o n  of u s i n g  i t  i n  
a f i g b t ?  

27.  used a k n i f e  or other  
u e a p o n -  i n -  a f i g h t ?  

28. t r i e d  t o  pass a cheque, 
by signing s o m e o n e  elses 
 lame? 

2 9 .  c a r r i e d  t o o l s  you t h o u g h t  
yo9 might  n e e d  to break  
i n t o  a c a r ,  h o u s e ,  or 
o t b e r  b a i l d i n g ?  

3 0 .  h i t  a teacher or some 
o t h e r  school ofticial? 

- V 

3 1 .  s o l d  i l l e g a l  d r a g s  such 
a s  m a r ~ p a ~ a ,  L S D ,  or 
cocaine? 

32. beat  P F  somtone so bad 
t h e y  p r o b a k l y  needed a 
d o c t o r ?  

3 3 .  forced another p e r s o n  t o  
h a v e  s e x  u i t b  you w h e n  
t h a t  p e r s o b  d i 9  n o t  want 
to ? 

34. intentionally s e t  a 
b o l l d i a q  on t l r e ?  

35. t a k e n  t h i n g s  of l a r g e  
v a l u e  (orer.ISO) from 
a s t o r e  without p a y i n g  

- f o r  t h e n ?  

3 6 -  sEe4kei3 zit- * S€+Ee, fHA!H3e, 

h o u s e ,  or otber b u i l d i n g  
KlY-hLhE-Of 
breaking thlngs u t  or 
causlnq, some o t h e r  damage? 



Subject Release Farm 

I u n d e r s t a n d  t h a t  my p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  the 
research i s  v o l u n t a r y .  I a l so  r e a l i z e  t h a t  my 
answers o n  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  are c o n f i d e n t i a l ,  

a 

and w i l l  b e  used f o r  research purposes o n l y .  I .  
also a n  aware t h a t  I am free t o w i t h d r a u  p a r t i c i  
p a t i o n  i n  t h e  r e s e a r c h  a t  a n y  time. 

Researcher- - 
/ 



P e r c e n t i l @  B a n k s  Of CPS U i t h  A d o l e s c e o t s ~  - 
- -- -- 

Raw Xile C P S  
Score Raak 

R a w  X i  le CPS 
Score T a n k  

1 fiuabers i n  parentheses i n d i c a t e  perceatfles o t  the CPS a d u l t  
sample. .* 



Raw 
Score 

3 1 
3 0  
2 9  
2 8  
2 7 
2 6  
2 5  
24 
2 3 
2 2  

. 2 1  
> Z O  
19 
18 
1 7  
1 6  
I S  
' 4  L 

( 2 1  
( 1  6 )  
( f 2 )  
(I (Jr) 

( 5 )  
( 3) 
( 1) 
( 0) 
( 0 )  

C P S  

14 4) 
156) 
( S 2 )  -* 

(eu) 
(36)  
( 2 8 )  
( 2  2 )  
(1  9 )  
(1 4) 
4 9 )  
( 7) 
( Q )  

( 2 )  
( 0 )  

% C P S  
Rau Z i l v  C P S  

Sco re 



Raw R i l e  
Score Rank 

Rav f i l e  
Score Rank 

Ea u q i l e  CPS 
Score  Rank  

CPS 



-- **----- 
Cornyonen ts Anal~ses of t h e  C P S l  

1 
I f  
I f  I 
I v 
V 
V 1 

-- 

VII 
VIfI 
1 r 
x 
1 I 
:I I. 
XI11 



ItBWitBlCES - - 

Achenbacb, 'I.!!. and Edelbrock,  C.S. T h e  c l a s s ~ f ~ c a i i ~ n o f c h i l d ~  
psychopathology: A review and'aaalysis of empir i ca l  
e f f o r t s ,  w&g&cc Bulletin, 1978, 0-5,  1275-1301.  

A c h e n b a c h ,  TOR. & l e m n t a &  &-mql~4~, New f ork :  Jonn 
U i l e y  a n d  Sons ,  1 9 8 2 .  

hhlstrom., U.R.  and E a r i a g h u r s t ,  R , J + ,  4_90 L & ~ I S  San Francisco:  
Jos sey -Bass ,  1971 .  v 

Blanchard,  E . B . ,  Bassett, J.E., and K o s h l a n d ,  E. y P s y c h o p a t b y  and 
d e l a y  of g r a t i f i c a t i o n .  Q i a i n g l  Justice _spa B e h a v i a ,  
1977 ,, 3 . 265-271 .  

Borkovec, P . D .  Automatic r e a c t i v i t y  t o  sensory stimulation i n  
psychop.athic ,  neurotic and normal e delinquents, 

, a* lgTQ& &+ 
213-222 

Carlson ,  K . A .  4eWi g m .  @ & s e a r c h  
Ps).choloqists Press, Iac .  Loadon. Oat . :  l 9 8 l .  

f iahlstrom, b . G ,  a n d  Yelsb, G . S .  kg BFJPA i ipndbo~&.  R i n n e a p o l i s :  
T h e  U n i v e r s i t y  of H f a n e s o t a  Press, 1960 ,  

Genbreau, P. P s y c b o f  o g i c a l  test ussge l n  c o r r e c t i o n s  i n  
t n q f  i%h-speaking Canada: 1 9 7 . 2 - 7 3 . ' 5 ; 6 q 4 6 ~  pf 
m w m  m d n s ,  1 9 7 5 ,  2 1 5 - 2 2 0 .  

H e i l ~ r u n ,  A . B . ,  K n o p f ,  I . J . ,  a n d  Bruner, P. Criminal i n p o l s i v i t y  
a n d  v i o l e n c e  a n d  s u b s e t q o e n t  parole  outcome. j&f&fSh 
Journ& of C ~ ~ ~ l o ~ ,  1976, 16, 3 6 7 - 3 8 2 ,  ---- 



Y i r s c h i , T e ,  t f i n d e l a n g ,  0 . J . ,  and Ueis ,  J I G .  T h e  s t a t u s  o f  
self -report measures. I n  B d i ,  U e i n  an& U,SA T e i l r a n  _ _ _  -- 

" ~ d s - )  M k Q e h  Qf ~-a JYsL~S BS&.U&&!I!, B e v e r l e y  
H i l l s :  Sape P u b l i c a t i o n s ,  1980.  - - - - - - -- - 

6- 

Jesness,  C .F. -& x& J-s , C o n s u l t i n g  
9 s y c h o l o g i s t s  Press, P a l o  Alto, C a l i f .  1972 ,  

Jurkor i c ,  G a n d  P r e n t i c e ,  1., Elelati,on o f  a o r a l  and  c o g n i t i v e  
a e v e l o p r e n t  to d imens ions  ot  ju venilo delinquency. 

bPnn.p_l E ~ & & ~ ,  1977,  , 414-420.  

Kagan, J . .  koosaan ,  P.L. ,  Day, D., Albert, J., P h i l l i p s ,  04 ' 
fnf o r m a t i o n  proces s inq  i n  the child: S i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  
a n a l y t i c  and ref l e c t i r e  attitudes. uBqu&gii . 
&BQ-~ I 1 9 6 4 ,  1 -37 .  B, 1 

K u r t ~ n e s ,  U r n  and Hogan, R e ,  Sources o f  conformity  i n  
unsacialized college s t u d e n t s .  4-d pf Ampd 
k s l ~ & m i ~  3 9 7 2 ,  SQ, 4 9 - 5 3 ,  

7 

Hack ,  J.L. b e h a v i o r  ratings on r e c i c t i v l s t  a n d  n o a - r e c i d i v i s t  
aelinqoent males .  g ~ ~ & & o s a  mm.  1069, 21. 2 6 0 .  

f l ~ s c h e l ,  bi. Processes i~ d e l a ~  ut q r a t r t i c a t i 3 n  I n  L. bcrkouitz 
( E d . ) ,  Aau- ~p p m a e n _ t a l  soc$aJ ps_lcbo,ou,  Vol. 7 ,  - 
k e u  TorR: Acadeaic  Press. 1974.  

!!ontqonerl L.E. a n d  F i n c h ,  A . J .  R e f l e c t i o n - i r p u l s l v i t y  a n d  l o c u s  
of  c o n f l i c t  i n  emotion all^ 3 i s t u r b e d  c h i l d r e n .  c& 
&pg&c & g c h o l o g ~ ,  1 9 7 5 , -  1 & , 6 9 - Y L .  

A 

P e t e r s o n ,  D.R., 3 u a y ,  H .C . ,  ana Cameron, G.R. Persopalit1 a n d  
b a c k q r o u n a  t a c t o r s  i d  l u v e n l l e  a e l i n y u e n c y  a s  i n f e r r e d  
from q u e s t i o n n a i r e  responses . 2-a ef & g a l & u q  
P s ~ ~ ~ o ~ o ~ ,  1 9 5 9 ,  23, 3 9 5 - 3 9 9 s  - 

Froger, E . E . ,  R a n n ,  L . ,  Green, P . A . ,  B a y u k ,  R . J . ,  and Burger, 
F . O .  O i s c r i e i n a t o r s  of c l ~ n i c a l l y  d e f i n e d  e m o t i o n a l  
~ a l a d ] u s t m e n  t :  Predictive t a l i d i t l e s  of t h e  Behavxor 
Problem Checklist a n d  the D e v e r e a u x  S c a l e s .  & Y L = ~  Qf! 

~ ~ o L Q u ~  1 9 7 5 ,  1, 7 1 - 8 2 .  

Q u a y ,  )ref. D l ~ e a s l o n s  o f  personalltl i n  delinquent b g y s  & s  
i n f e r r e d  f r o 8  f a c t o r  analysis o f  case-history d a t a .  Qilq 
&&%lopll_ees, 196&, 35, 479-484. 

Cuay,  B . C .  a n d  P e t e r s o n ,  D . P .  ElanuqJ, && 
Chrc&i i sr  1 5 7 9 ,  E a n u s c r i p t  a v a i l a b l e  froa Rutgers State ---- 



U n i v e r s i t y .  
- 

- -- 

Quay, H.C. C l a s s i f i c a t i o n .  I n  H.C. Q u a y  and  J.S. Merry, (Eds.) 
. ~ s ~ c b o v a t h o l o ~  -ders o f u l d h o o d  (2n-d ed.) Hew pp 

York: Y i l e j ,  1979. 

Reynolds. U.H. Development of reliable a n d  v a l i d  s h o r t  forms of 
t h e  Bar lowe-Croo~s  S o c i a l  D e s i r a b i l i t y  Sca le .  &=&& gg 

m a f  1 9 8 2 ,  22, 1119-124. 

P u m m e l ,  B . J .  d p p l i e d  Factox m&&, Evanston: Nor tbues te rn  
Univers,ity Press, 1970. 

*' 

R u t t e r ,  f•÷. C & q m  lo&U p gg-9 S o c i e t x ,  London: The 
lJuf field H o s p i t a l s  T r l k s t ,  1979. 

tB 

S a u n d e r s ,  G.S.  a n d  Davies ,  3.B. T h e  v a l i d i d t y  of t h e  Jesness 
Inven to ry  w i t h  b r i t i s h  d e l i n q u e n t s .  i3dW sf 
S o c i d  agg gLh&aJ ~ Q ~ o l o ~ .  1976. IS, 33-39. ---- 

Shark, n.L. and Handal, P.S. H e l i a b i l i t y  and v a l i d i t y  of t h e  
Jesness I n v e n t o r y :  A c a u t i o n .  J w n a l  gf C o n s u l t B g  qa 

'2 g h a l a  PsuheL~m, 1 9 7 7 ,  93, 692-695. 

Stumphauzer, J . S .  I n c r e a s e d  delay of g r a t i f i c a t i o n  i n  y o u n g  i prison inmates  through i m i t a t i o n s  of high-delay peer 
models. w L  pf persona&& saa u u g l ,  
1 9 7 2 ,  a, 10-17. 

! 
B a l l e n c s ,  R.C. a n d  F o r r e s t ,  A.R. A s tuay  of the Jesness e 

P e r s o n a l i t y  Inven to ry  u l t h  S c o t t i s h  children. &~if;ifi 
&wna4 e& E&saSiee& X~!&esl  1971, !!If 338-344. 

Oein t raub ,  5.A.  S e i t - c o n t r o l  a s  a c o r r e l a t e  of a n  
~nternallzibg-ertsrnalizinq symptom dimension. m-1 of 

W O ~ O ~  1Q73, 1, 292-307. 

Y o r r i t h ,  5 - 5 .  a n d  Haseapusch ,  t i . ,  n u l t i d i m e n s i o ~ l  measurg3ent 
of d e l a y e d  q r a t i f  i c a t i o n  p r e f e r e n c e  w i t h  i n c a r c e r a t e d  
o f f  e n u e r s .  JO?OL~II& 2' _cl in ica l  P s s b w .  1979,  12 , 
2 1 8 - 2 2 5 .  




