
THE DEVELOPM i NT 0F AH EXPERI RNTAL SYST~ OF 
PERSONALITY CLASSI FIOATI 

FOR PRI 30 I NMATES BASSO ON THE 
MINNESOTA MULTI . HA.SI C ~RSONALITY INVENTORY 

A Thesi s 

.. 

Commi t tee 

--
Dean 



THE DEVELOPM~NT Or' AN EXPEBI T L SYS'.1$ F 
,,,., PERSONA LI'T'Y CLASSI FICATI N 

FOR PRISON INMATES 5 SD ON TH 
MINHSSOTA ~ULTIPRfl.S!C PERSONALITY I NV• TORY 

A Thesis 

resented to the Faculty of 
Sam Houston State Te c _ers College 

in Part al Ful illment o the equ1rements 
for th Degr e 

M s t~r 101.' Arts 

Ed in F. P,½_Per 

Huntsville , Tex s 
/'. ✓ 

untsville, Texas 
7 , 1 so 

I I 

t 

l 



ACKNOWL?DGEMENTS 

The s tudy reported in the pres ent paper 

represents the result of t 11e cooperation and assist­

ance of many peopl e . 

111 

To the students in advanced crlminol ocy and 

peno l ogy c l asses at SJm Houston State Teachers Colleee 

during 1948 and 1949 who participated in the gathering 

and process ing of data , and to the orr. cials and in­

mates of th T~xas Prison System who cooperated in the 

testing projec t , grateful acknowl edgement is made . 

Especial ::;ratitude 1s expressed to Dr . Rupert 

c. Koeningar , direc tor o the thesis, for encouragement , 

advice , and construc tive criticism throughout its writing. 

To Dr . Wi ll ie V~rniaud , Pediatrician, Medi cal 

Branch , Texas University , and to Dr . w. A. Varvel , Pro­

fessor of Psychology at Texas Agricultural and Mechan1oa l 

College , thanks are also due for professional opinion and 

information , and f or makine ava l abl e valua bl e re erence 

mater al . 

Finally , I wtsh to thank my wife , Patricia 

Hightower Piper , for her assistance n mathematical 

cal culations , in preparation of the manuscr-tot , and in 

other ways too numerous to men tion. 



TABLE OF 00 T~NTS 

Chapter Page 

AOKBO LltDGE11.ENTS •••••••••••••• 111 

I . I NTRODUOTIOB 

A pr ogram of improvement for 
the Texas Prison System • • • • • • • l 

A psychometric t es ting project • • • • 2 

II . BACKGROUND OF THE TESTI NG PROJECT 

Preliminary ocount • . . . • • . . . . 
Instruments utilized . . . . . . . . . 
The ~innesota Mult1pha s1c 
Personality Inventory ••• . . . . . . 

Compoeition . . . . . . . . . . . 

4 

4 

5 

5 

Scoring • • • • • • • • • • • • • 5 

Accuracy and value • • • • . . . . 6 

Profile reading and interpretation 
by the separa te score method . • • 8 

II I . A, Al~ALYSIS A.ND COMPARISON Oi' SCORE 
DI STRIBUTIONS AM0 1G TO GROU PS 01 PROFILES 

Groups furnishing profiles •••••• 10 

Validity of the oompar1son •••••• 10 

Score ranges ••••••••••••• ll 

D1atr1but1one of sooree . . . . . . . . 
for the hypoohondriasis scale • • 

For the depression scale • • • • • 

1or the psychopathic 
devia tion cale •• . . . . . . . 

12 

1a 

14 

16 



ror the aecul1n1ty- femin1n1ty 
scale • . • . • . . . . . • • • • 18 

for the paranoia scale . . . . • ao 
For the psyohaathen1a. Cale • • • 21 

For the schizophrenia oale • . . 22 

For the hypoman1a scale . • . . • 24 

S1gn1f1oance of distributions • • • • 35 

Comparison of means . . . • . • • as 

Comparison of percentage of 
patholog1oal scores . • • • • • • 27 

Summary and Oonolua1ons . . . . . . . 37 

General prevale1oe of lnmate 
abnormality • • • • • • • • • • • 27 

Special importance of psycho­
pathic deviation • • • • • • • • 

IV. AN £lT~NDED COBO PT OF PSYCHOP ATHIC 
D!i:VIATIOlil 

Peychopath1o deviation as measured 
explicitly by tbe .MYPI . • • • • • • • 30 

Authors• explanation of the 
Pd aoale • . . . . . . . . 

Que tions &ff oting the Pd 
scale • • • • • • • • • • • 

A generalized peyoh1atrio concept 
of psychopathic deviation ••• 

D1ff1cul t1ee in definition 

D1fferent1at1on from otber 
wental abnorlllal ity •••• 

. . . 
• • • 

• • • 

. . . 

• • • 
Selected d1souas1ons of s ymptoms 

30 

31 

35 

35 

37 

and oharacteriettos • • • • • • • 39 

Summaries of or1teria for a 
generalized oonoept . • • • • • • 42 



vi 

Rel ationshi p be t ween M1\PI or1ter1 a 
and a general i zed psyoh1a t r1o concep t . 44 

Exclusion of etiological f actor s . . . 
Controversies over causation . . . . . 
Preference f or t heory of social 
causation • • • • • • • • • • • . . . . 

V. PSTOHIA TIU C SUBOATEOORI ES AND CLASSI J'IC.ATIOli 
SYSTEMS ro:a PSYOHOPAl'HIC D? VI ATION 

Lack of ooncensus . 

Sample of sy tems . 

• • 

• • 

. . 

. . 
• • • • • • 

. . . . • • 

Thei r u uitability f or appl icati on 

45 

46 

41 

48 

49 

to Texas Prison Syst em i nma tes • • • • 57 

VI . POSSI BI LITI ES OF A SYSTEM OF OATEGORIES 
BASED ON !HE PD SCORE 

I nadequacy of sep a te score profi le 
reading • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 58 

Pr ofile pat tern and int er-soore 
relations hi p analysis . • • . • • . • • 

Exi s ting exper1 ent al methods . • • • • 

Schneok 1s oategorie e • • • • • • • • • 

St able psychopath • • • • • • . • 

Bor der line s t able psychopath . . • 

ormal wi t h s t able ps ychopathic 
tendenci e s • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Unstable psychopath • . • • • • • 

Exper i mental cl asai f ica t1on of profiles 
using Sohneck ' s ca t egor ies . . • 

VII . ST&PS TO tA.."fID THE 0 0 1iSTRUCTl 01 OF A MORE 
OOU?REflE~SI VE SYST~U 

. • • 

Ext ensi on and elaboration of 
Schneck •s system ••••• • • • • • • 

58 

58 

61 

sa 

ea 

83 

63 

61 

65 

Cri teri a for the elabor a t ed ca tegories 66 



Y11 

Explanation of category elements •••• 69 

Type • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 69 

Clase • • • . . . • • • • • 69 

Relat ionship of tti.e categories to 
those of Schneck •••••••••••• 70 

Original o.ategor1ea • • • • • • • • 70 

SUpple~entary categories ••••• 70 

Improved effectiveness in sorting ••• 71 

Dis tribution of categorized pro!ileo 

Numerical •• . . . . . . . . . 
. . 
• • 

12 

72 

Percentage • • • • • • • • • • • • 73 

VIII . PHEDICTION OF PERSON LlTY OHARAOTERISTIOS 
A1D BEHAVIOR PATTEHNS 

Establishment of areas of prediction •• 74 

Stable psyohopath ••••••••••• 75 

Unstable psychopath •••••••••• 75 

Stable non-hypoma.nic p yohopa th •••• 16 

Unstable non-hypomanic psychopath 

Neurotic • 

Psychot ic 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Complex, neurotic and psyohot1c 

Limitat ions of present areas of 
prediction ••••••••••• 

• • • • 

• • • • 

IX. FURTH!l'.R DEV!BLO.PYENT O:' THE OLASSIFIOATION 
SY8T'IW 

7? 

77 

78 

78 

78 

Verification, correction, and expansi on 
of predict! ve area.a • • • • • • • • • • 79 

Revisions of the MMPI . . . . . . . . . 
Profile patterns outside of 
existing oategories •••• . . . . . . 

80 

80 



v111 

X. SUMllARY ABD OO~CLUSIONS 

Contribution of the testing project 
to the program of i mprovement •••••• 82 

Demonstration of need tor taking 
i nto aocoimt f actors of inmate 
abuorme.l.1 ty • • • • • • • • • • • • 82 

Proviaton of dat a maki ng olas 1-
flca tion systeffl poa ible •••••• 82 

Oontr1but1on of the olase1f1oation system 82 

Devioe and technique tor categor­
ization and prediction ••••••• 82 

Foundation for ~rocedur ea . . . . . 
Examples of possibl e procedures 

Present dependence on development 

Anticipation of fu~ther oontr1but1on 

• • 

• 

• • 

82 

83 

84 

86 

86 BIBLIOOR PHY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 



THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN EXPER! ME~TAL SYSTEM OF 
P EHSONAI.I TT CLASSIFICATION 

FOR PRISON I NMATES BASF.DON THE MMPI 

Chapter I 

I ntroduot l on 

In recent years , under a new administration 

ably directed by General Manager o. B. Ell i s , the Texas 

Prison System ha.a undertaken a progr am of i mprove~ent , 

aimed a t ~ia.king the institution a wore effective instru­

ment for the reform and rehabilitation of its i nmates , 

and at re uc1ng &<1m1nistrat1ve proble s resulting from 

such inmate behavi or as self- mutilation; •c1ope smug­

gling, distri bution , and u·e ; homo emal activity; 

assault and aurder ; stri ke and mut iny; and agita t i on 

and eeoape . 

The approach to fulfillment of these a i ms has 

consis ted of the creation of lon~--range plans for oons­

truotion of new f acilities and purchase of modern equip-

ent , and for the development and introduotion of more 

humane and sc1ent1fio procedures in deal ing with i n­

mates . An outline of the initial stages of these plans 

may be found 1n _ Program 12!_ 1ru! Improvement of l!!!. 

Texas r1son System. 1 

l El.l1s , o. a. • ! Program for ~ Improve ent 2!_ 
!!!!, Texas Prison System, 12- 13. 
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me of t he effects of tho e part s of the plans 

which have al.ready been successfully i mplemented are 

clearly observable . Fore ample , owi to better morale , 

1 proved living and working condi tions , and changes in 

methods of dealing with mutilators , the number of self­

mut ilat ions as lowered from t he 1946 peak of one hundred 

and nineteen , to which it had been ris1ng steadi ly s i nce 

the inception of the practi ce in 1932, to eighteen in 

1948. a 

The aspect of the program directed towa.r d the 

i mprovement of procedures led to the introdu.ction of an 

experimental project of psychometric testing, conducted 

with the assistance of the Sociology Depa rtment of Sam 

Houston Stat e Teachers Oollege , unuer the direct ion of 

Dr . "upert c. Koen1ut-:;er. The purposes of t h i s projec t 

were to investiga te i nmate mental and psychological con­

ditions , and tu determine course~ of action which mi ght 

be indica ted for the 1mpro ve ~eu t of procedures to r e uce 

problem producing behavior and to promote grea ter ef­

f ectivene a in r eform and rehabili t a ti on. 

Thi s paper • ill be concerned with element of 

t he testing pro j ect leading up to the devel o pment of an 

experimental system of categories for claas1f1ca t1o n of 

2 Koeni n~er , R. c., NMutila tor and Mutila tions" , 
an unpublished at dy 1n the f il es of t he Department 
of Soci ology, Sam Houston Sta te Teachers College . 



1 ate per o alit typ a f or ic 1 of c ct -

1 tio an eh ior patterns , whioh may p o 

fr e n ue procedures useful 1n impl~w~~u~a-

tion of 



Chapter II 

Background of the Testing Project 

A preliminary acoount of the project may be 

found in Pereonal1 ty Survey 2.l_ Prison Inma t es 2I. !l!!t 2! 
~ u1nnesota :ttult1phas1 o Personal t t z Inventory, an un­

published thesis by Alvin Cum nge , Depart uent of 8001-

ology, Sam Houston State Teaoh ez College , containing 

detailed explanations of t he origin of the pro ject , 

fundamentals of the tests used, testing procedures , and 

t abul at ions of early reaulta. 3 Before approaoh1ng the 

proJeot•s subeequent development a brief resume ot 1ts 

nature and 111e thod is in or er. 

The project ha s employed three testing instru­

ment . The f i rst t o--the New Stanford Achi eve 1ent Tes t, 

a measure of academic performance i n standard primary and 

secondary school subjec ts , and the Otis ~uick- Scorlng In­

telligence Test , a standard intelligence quotient test­

are of eeoondary i mportance , being used only to determine 

whether the Ula.in test , wh ich is not applicable to illit­

erates or to mental defec tives , hall be admi nistered. 4 

3 Cummings , Alvi n, Personality survey 2!. Prison a -
mates !2.l.~ .21.ill K1nneaota ult1 haste Personality 
Inventory, an unpublished thesi s in the llbrary of s 
Houston State Teachers College . 

4 Ibid. , 29ff. 
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The third and central test , the Minnes ota Mul­

tiphas c Personality Inventory , wh oh hereafter wi l l be 

referred to a s the PI, 1s a rating s cale devi ce devel-

ope d 1n 1943 by J. c. t c K1nley ands . R. Ha thaway of the 

University of Minnesota. It 1s designed to measure a bnorrna.­

li ty of personal ity in terms of the i n tensity of nine 

traits : hypochondrias is , depression , hysteria , psycho­

pathic deviation , mascul in1ty- fornin1.nity , paranoia. psy­

chas then1a , sc h1 zophre.nia . and hypomania . As measured 

by the test , these traits correspond in the main to 

current psychiatric definitiona . S Five hundred and sixty­

six true- fa lse que s tions derived from the symptom- trait 
. 

associat ons (for exampl e , persecuti on de lus ion to 

paranoia} of el ;~ht hundred neur o- psych1atr1 c patients 

and nine hundred non- pathol ogi c a l mo bers of the general 

population constitute the body of the tes t .6 Ea ch of 

the significant questions has such a symp tom r elation ­

sip to one or more of the several traits . 

The procedure for scoring the M PI may be des ­

cribed briefl y as f ol lows : "Raw" scores for each trait 

are obtained by counting the answers t o the rel~vant 

groups oi.' questions , are corrected f or the "K" f ac tor 

(one of fou r validating s cala s ) , and a re converted by us e 

5 fil.1., 11-27 . 

6 Hathaway , S. R., and McKi nl ey , J . c., Manua l f or 
t he Minnes ota ~ul tinhasic Pe~s ona l i ty I nventorv , 2-J. 



of a table into standard "T# scores , •h1oh are entered 

a long with the other val i dating scores ( 9 ?", "F , and 

L~ ) on a graph or profile , of which the tra it and vali­

da ting scales form the vertical and numbers from zero t o 

onP. hund.recl and t wenty the horizontal axes. 7 

6 

The instrument ' s diagnostic acoura.oy ha s been 

the subject of much investigation and controversi al di s­

oussion. 8 Probably t he bee t study avai labl e to date is 

Benton and Probst •s , 1n •bioh peyoh1at ric and M.?JPI di ag­

noses of seventy- ix neuro- psyoh1atr1c pat i ents were com­

pared. The table on Page ? shows the critical. r a tios of 
9 agreement arrived at in the oo pariaon. 

From these figures 1t was conclude that the 

Y.YPI has an accept ably hi gh diagnostic value when applied 

in quantified situa t i ons , and a signifi ca nt though eorue­

what lower value 1n in 1v1dual diagnosis . conclua1ons 

borne out by its wide pread adoption as a di agnost i c 

? I bid., 7-8. 

8 Houk , T. 1. , "TJ e of the I i n Diagnosis of Psy-
ohoneuro seo !f, Northwest Med1o1ne , Vol . 45 , No. 4 , April , 
1946; Hunt , F. F. , ll• !!l_. , 1A Study of the Differential 
D1 agnosti c Efficienoy of t he M.ti'I " • Jourual of Consl.ll ting 
.Psyohologz. Vol . XII , No. 5, Sept . -oct . , 1948; ritorr1s , 'n . 
: . • • ~h Preliminary Evaluat ion of the MMPI "• Journal of 
Clinical Psychology . Vol . III , No. 3, ~ay , 1947; Benion, 
A. L. , and Probst , K. A. , "A Cottpar1 on of .Psychiatric 
Ratings with ~.}.{PI Scores~ , Journal of Abnormal and Social 
P&yonolosz, Vol . 41, No. 1 , J an., 1946. 

9 Benton, A. L. , end Prob t , K. 4. , 2.2.• ill· , 75-76. 



Trait 

Hypoohondriasis 
Depression 
Hysteria 
Psychopathic Deviation 
~aaoul i n1ty-Fem1n1nlty 
Paranoi a 
P yobasthenia 
Schizophrenia 
Hypoman1a 

Critical Rat i o 

1. 5 
1. 9 

. 3 
a. s 
1. 5 
3. 2 
1. 3 
3. 2 

( not rat ed) 

7 

device by cli nical paychologiats anu ps1c 1atr1ets , as 

well as by the rmed Force B.!~d by many school s and i ndus­

trial or ganizations . Final evaluation , of course , awaits 

more extensive accumulation and analysis of data. It 'hi l l 

be noted in t his connection that erperi □e1tation with and 

revision of the iaatrument , leadi g to 1ta further i 

provement , is still in progre • 

The fil\PI 1s generally conceded to be second in 

di agnostic acc uracy only to the Roroharoh , over which 1t 

ha , for our purposes , several distinct advantages. Its 

acwiini tration and scori ng are mecha.n1~al . and may be per­

formed by persons without extensive technical trai ning. 

The scorea. recorded numerically on uniform charts , are 

susceptible to standardized prooedures of analysis . i nter­

pretation , and tabulation. 

The ~tiFI mi.s selected on the be.ale of these con­

s1de r at1ons as yielding adequately valid results . and as 

beiug ifi other ree9eots t he best adap ted of available 
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instruments for the study of abnormal mental and psyoho­

log1cal conditions among the inmate of tbe Texas Pr1son 

System. 

Interpretation of test profiles was accomplished 

during the initial stage of the testing program by separ­

ate appraisal of each ~T" score . The scoring system is s o 

constructed as to give an *ideal normaln score--1 •!.• , a 

score corresponding to t he a verages of the test ' s authors • 

basic group of normals-a value of fifty . Scores extend­

ing upward from fifty 1natoate proportionately serious 

i ncreases 1n the intensity of ths abnormality of the 

trait. Seores extending downward from fifty are consid­

ered to indicate "su~normality• , in the aeoee tha t t he 

subject has less than the #idea l oormalff component of the 

trait iu hie personality make-up. Downward extending 

scores have not yet been assigned a more specific eignif1:­

oance. There is o olin1oal concept alterna tive to "nor­

mal it to desor1be an absence of a.bnoruial 1ntens1ty of' a 

tra it, and more meaningful interpretation of such scores 

awa1 ts further s t udy. 

Seventy is generally used as a line of demarca­

tion between pathological and non- pathological i ntensity 

of upward deviation from ~normal" . This arbitrary bound­

ary 1s SU${~eated by the test's authors , who caut ion , how­

ever, against its too rigid use in all oases , saggesting 

tha t " ••• useful i nterpretation will always depend upon 
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the cl1n1cian•s experience with a gi ven grou~ ••• n and 

pointing out that a score in the eventie aay be a low 

or •oorderl1ne• pathological soore. 10 Situational factors 

hich may have influenoed the core must be taken into 

ooneiderutio~ hen interpreting such a soore . For exampl e , 

the depre sion score of seventy-one of a recently oo vi oted 

and 1noa..roerated firat offender should be viewed in the 

light of a po sible "natural" or non-neurotic depression 

ari 1ng from the iw:nediate s ituation. For quantified Wle, 

~ bowev r , clearly defined objective criteria ere essential , 

and adherence to hie arbitrary line of demaro~t1 on in the 

interpretation f tabulated dat a could not be avoided. 

Some results of ppl1c tion of the foregoing 

method of interpretation to two groups of prof1lea will be 

di cussed in the euoceeding ch pter. 

10 Hathaway, s. R., and ~c inley, J . o., 22.• ill·• 7. 



Chapter III 

An Analysi s and Comparison of score 
Distributions Among Two Groups of Profiles 

Between November , 1948 and July, 1949 e i ght 

hundred a.nd !1ve of the consecutive male adm1ea1ons to 

the Texas Prison Systel who were eligible in terms of 

literacy and I Q were aruninistered tlle li!MPI . Of the pro­

files thus obtained four hundred and eighty- t • were 

valid; that 1s , all of the four validating acores on each 

of the te~t were below seventy. Although 1t is possible 

that tests with validating scores above the seventy l i mit 

may render profiles accurate 1n whole or in part , satis­

fBcto1·y methods of verif1oat1on and interpretation have 

not yet beoome available; therefore, profiles uiade from 

invalid tests were excluded from the atudy. 11 

For comparioon, a control group was c1ade up of 

college s t udents who were tested daring the same per1od 

of tirue . The MMPI was administered to the male members 

of a number of classes at Sam Houston State Teachers Col­

lege , for the most pa.rt 1n ~be Division of Social Sci­

enoea . Two hundred and seventy valid profi l es were thus 

obtained. 

Probable disadvantageoue effects on the valid-

ll le!..g_. 
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ity of the comparison r sulting from the use of college 

atud nts a& a control group were taken into oons1dera­

t1on ; however> 1 t was deo .. ded th&.t 1n s p t te of general 

differences i n socio-economic level and backgroand the 

comparison 1:ou l d be s 1.1ff1c1ently valid to suggest a1g i­

ficant differences between an incarcer ated sample and a 

gener a l population s nnple . Plans are already unde.r way 

for n comparison of prison inmates with comparable socio-

economic groups in the non-criminal gener population, 

to be performed under the joint auapioes of the Sam 

Houston Soc j.olot;y Departt.;ent an the Te.x.as Prison Syatem, 

end a study of non- or1m1nal sibling& of t€sted i n¥aatee 

1s in its preliminary stage . While 1t 1s hoped t hat 

the~e project wh n co pleted will provide more extens1ve 

8.Id accurate da ta, i t ~as decided t h t the i mmediat ely 

accessible dnta would & rve present purposes adequa tely. 

For convenience i n analysis and oomparisou of 

trai t soore distributions, numer ical ranges ere se t up 

and g iven desor1p t1 ve de.s1gno.tions & follows: 

20 t hrough 29 
30 t hrough 39 
40 through 49 
50 t hrough 59 
60 t hrough 69 
70 through ?9 
80 thro~gh 89 
90 through 99 
100 plu.s 

"low subn rmal" 
"m1d subnormaltt 
•hi gh subnormal" 
"normal and high normal• 
•10 aboo:rwal" 
"lo pa.tbolog1cal " 
•high p&tbolog1oa.l~ 
•extr e •e pat hological " 
"extreme patholo61cal-plaa• 

These designati ons are extension& of the con­

cepts •tdeal normal", "subnormal" , nd •pathologically 
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abnorma.1 . 8 Ast ey have not yet been related to clini­

cal situations , they laok diagnostic equivalents , and a.re 

s1 gn1fioant only r el a tive to each other a nd in the pres­

ent context . 

The t ables below repr esent the me s a nd per­

cen t age dis t ributions of inmat e and control group scores 

f or eaob trait i n terms of t he9e groupings . 

For the hY?OChondriaeis eca.1.e (5s) : 

Range tmna.tes Control Gl"OU[:! 

20-29 low subnormal) . 41 0 
30-39 mid subnor al) 5. 17 7. 40 
40-49 high subnormal) 29. 19 37. 37 
50-59 normal and high normal) 30. 01 39. 22 
S0- 69 low abnormal) 14. 90 8. 51 
70-79 low ~athological) 13. 04 5. 55 
80-89 high pathological) 4 . 14 . 74 
90- 99 (e%treoa pathological) l . 66 . 37 
100 plus ( ext reme ) a tholog1-

oal-plus 1. 03 •. 74 

~ Score 56. 61 53. 40 

The mean scores of both groups f a ll within the 

normal and high normal range , but the me an score of the 

inma t e group e xceeds tha t of t he control group by 3. 21. 

Forty- one one hundredths per cent of the in­

mate s cores appeu 1n t he low s~bnormal r a nge; none of 

the control g:roup soore a.re in this range. five a nd 

seven t een one hundredths per oen t of the control group 

have cores in t he mid s~bnor~al r ge . The preponder-
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a.nee of i ate soores over stulle t soore i :reversed a 

ideal ormal is a1>proaobed . 29. 19 per oent of the inmates 

a.nd 37. 37 per 01:rn t of tha students .:icoring in the high 

subnormal rru ,.;e . Thia rel ":1. t~on&hip continues t hro ~h the 

n.orm~ .s.nd hi i-h orLJal 1·an;_;e , wherein f all 30. 0l per cen t 

of the i !li!la.te aooi-e s a.nJ. 33 . 22 µer cent of the oontrol 

group scores. The trenu i s reversed 1n the low abnormal 

range , l . 9 per ceii of the innmtc soorea ap•)eariug here 

to 8 . 51 per oent of the ooo t rol group s ooree. This pro­

portion is preserved as the degree of abnort!lo.lit y increaae­

e ; in the low pathologic rru1+;e are 13. 04 per cent of 

1nL1ate acores and 5 . 55 per cent o the ooutrol group 

soores; in the hig patholog1Qal range are 4 . 1 4 per oent 

of iu.rna.te scoros and . 74 per cen t of control group scores ; 

and in t he extreDe ;,at hologic "' ran6e are 1. 56 per cent 

of the iruna t e score s ~nd . 37 per cent of the control group 

scores . In the e;ttreine pa thologioal- pl11s range a.re 1 . 03 

per cent of the inmate scores and . 74 per cent ot t he con­

trol grou~ ec~ree. The total of scores in the pathologi­

cal ran6ee: for the 1 ate , 19. 8 per cent; and for t he 

00 trol g up , 7. 4 per oent. 

The inmate group e h1b1ts wi der extremes ot di -

tribution in both subnoz·mal and abnormal rang a; howe ver , 

the h'Tea tect difference between the tw0 6rou~a lies i n 

the c1stri butiona in the abnormal r anges . In terms bo t h 

of i deal normal a.ad of control group norJJ&l", a. s i gnifi -
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cantly high prevalence of abnormal intensity of the 

bypocbondr1a strait attiong the inmate group i s indica-

ted. 

For the depression scale (D) : 

Ra.nge Ineiatee Control Oroup 

20-.i:39 (lo subnormal) 0 0 
30-39 !"id subnormal) 1 . 24 6. 39 
4 9 high subnormal ) 12. 42 29. 97 
5 59 norc,al and h1 gh normal) 27. 33 ~4 . 78 
60-69 llow nbnormal ) 28. 77 20. 12 
1 79 low patholog1ca.l) al . 94 7. 40 
8 9 htgh pathol0$1Cal) 4. 9? • 37 
9 99 extreuie patholo oal) 3. 17 . 37 
100 plus ( extre!t1e ) a tholog1-

cal- plu 1. 41 0 

Yean Score 83. 06 53. 90 

The mean of the control group is only slightly 

above i deal normal; however, the mean of the inmate 

group f alls 1n the lo, abnormal range, exoeedlng ideal 

normal by 13. 06• end control group •normal by 9. 18. 

Neither group has scores in the low subnormal 

re.nge. inmate ~cores in the mid subnormal range are ex­

ceeded by the control group ecoree 1n a r a tio of 6. 29 per 

cent to 1. 24 per cent , 1n the hi gh subnormal l'ange by 

29 . 97 per cent to 12. 42 per oent, o.nd 1.n the normal l1 

h1 l!,h norm r a[4~e by 34. 78 per cent to 2?. 32 per cent. 

Aa tn the os.s~ of the hypochonct ri asis distribution, this 

trend is rev , r .:> ~d in the a bno ,nal 'ind patholog ical .ra..uei;eai . 

Inma te ~cores 1n the low abnormal ~anee are 28. ?7 per 
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cent; control group scores in the same ranbe are ao. 72 
per cent . In the pathologic al ra.c.ge , the disproportion 

becomes more marked ; 1n tbe low pathological ra ~e the 

r a tio of inmate score to student core is 21 . 94 per 

oent to 7 . 40 per cent; 1n the hi gh pat olog1oal range, 

4. 97 per cent to . 37 per cent; in the extre~e patholo -

cal range , 3. 1? per cent to . 37 per ce t; and in tne ex­

tre,1e ~athological-plut:: ran~e , l . 41 per cent to none. 

The d1atr1but1ona show a a1~n1f1cantly greater 

freq:1tmcy and 1ntena1 ty of abno:rmal1 ty of the depression 

tTa1 t a~ong the inmate Grou~, ev n if an average allow­

ance of five units ia made for poGalble 1norea ea in de­

pressi on r aulting from 1noa.rcerat1on. 

For the hysteria eoale (Hy) : 

I !ll!la.te s Control Group 

3 29 !10" subnormal) 0 0 
30-39 m1d at~bno:rmal) 1. 86 1. 48 
40-49 high a:.ibnormal ) 24. 22 24. ?9 
50-59 !normal and high normal) 33. 95 41. 81 
80-69 low abnoroal) 24. 63 26. 64 
70-79 low patholo~i c&l) 11. ~9 4 . 44 
80- 89 ~high pathological) 3. 73 . 74 
90-99 extreme pntholo~1cnl) 0 0 
100 plus ( extreme f a thologi-

oe.1- plus 0 0 

M.!ill!, Score 58 . 09 54. 80 

Although the means for both groups f all in the 

normal and hi gh norm ran~e, the meen for the inmate 

group again ~xc e eds thnt of the control group, a.ad 1n 
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greater degree the ideal nor al of fifty. 

Neither group has scores in the low subnor 

ranie . The inmate eroup .has . • 85 pt'!r cent of 1 ta scores 

in the mid subno!·l!lal :ranoe . only sliehtl, above the 1 . 48 

per cen t o! con·trol ·roup score:r.. '!'wen ty- four and twenty­

two one hundiedtha pe!" cent of 1m!'late s cores occur i n the 

high ubnor~l rau~e , almost equal1n6 the 34. 79 per oent 

of oont:rol group scores. In the no:na.l ~d h1 6b 210.:rmal 

and lo~ abnormal ~an~es control group aoores are predomi­

nant: 41 . 81 per oent to 33. 95 per cent , and 36. 64 per 

ceot to 24. 63 per cent , respectively. The trend is re­

versed tn the lo• pathologicAl range and above , percent­

ages of inmate soores predominating 1n 1 creasing propor­

tions fo1· tr.ie and the next deo1le range . !lo aoores for 

either group fall ln the extl"Cl!le pathological ranges . 

ior the hysteria trait botb grou a have roughly 

parallel patterns of ~core u.istl'ibutioaa in the lovrer 

ranees, exhib1 ·t1~ a pe r:..k o! scores in the normal and f 

high no1·me.l and low ~norroal ra!lhl"-f:6 . l'h1le the means and 

dio tr1but1vns o! be th i;roui:,s in the non- pa.tholog1oal 

ranges £how a similar tende cy to abncr~ality i terms of 

ideal normal , the relatively hi gh proportion of inmat 

s~o1·es 1n the patholog1ca.l ran· es ap;iear3 aa - significant 

111f f cre.nt1al between tbl! two eToups. 

For the payobopa,th1c dev1att on aoale (Pd) : 



Range 

20- 29 lo• subnormal) 
w 39 ~id sabnormal) 
0-49 hi gh subnorwal ) 

50-59 nol'L'l&.l and high no1·..;1al) 
00-69 low abnormal) 
7 79 lo~ patholozical) 
80-89 high pathological) 
9J- 39 extre : e ~atholo~i~ ~l) 
100 pluQ (extreme p th~logi-

c: 1-phtS) 

;;een Score 

Inmates 

0 
0 

1 . 24 
9. 93 

33. 29 
34 . So 
18. 97 

4. 14 

• 41 

71. 29 

17 

Oon trol Group 

. ?4 
1 . 11 

17. 39 
37. 74 
32. 93 

9. Z5 
. 74 

0 

52. 80 

The inmute ae3n of 71. 29 ahows an extreille di­

vergence from both i dea.l no.r!mil and control group nor­

~al ~. Thia represents tbe only instance enoounter~d of 

a ~ean score f all 1n3 within a pathological ra..nc;e . In con­

tr~st , the co trol gro~p mean lies very oloee to i deal 

normal . 

The in1uate grou.p s ows no scores in the low or 

mid subnoruial r anges , ~hile the control group distribl.l­

tions there o.:re genera lly comparable to those obtained 

or the Rs , J , and ay ca.le . In the high suonortllal ran 

there is a heavy preponderance of oontrol group cores 

ov~:r ia,:ia te ... cores {17 . 39 per ce. t to 1 . a4 per cent), 

which coot1nues 1u the normal and h gh nortllal ra.n.ge (37 . 74 

per cent to 9 . 9i per ceat) . The be· nni of the reversal 

of this trend appe rs in the low abnormal range , where i n­

mate and control i;roup dlstr :,utioua are all:;ost equal . In 

the low pntholog1oal range 1 mute scores exoet'¾i control 

bl'oup scoi·ee 1n tne l!!a .. keu proportion .:}f 34. 56 per oen t to 
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s. a6 e>er ceni. In the high pathological range the inmate 

distribut ion exce ed that of t he control up i n the 

ratio of 16. 97 per cent to . 74 per oent. In t he extreme 

pathological ranges combiued the inmate group has 4. 14 

per cent of its scores and t he control ~roup none . The 

total of in~~tc ~cores in the patuol gioal r ·es i e 

56. 08 ; the t t al for toe con t1·ol gro\.lp , olll. y 9. 99 per 

cent . 

scoi·ea in he abnorW6l ~ .-mthol tf ce.l ran~eb , anc.l in 

the contrast of over-all d istri bution pattern~. the 

2core;;i obtaiue for thi s trai present ·the wo t aJ.gnifi-

ant difierentiu.tion between i nmate group a.nd control 

broup encou tere in the tudy. 

For the ma&cul1 u1ty-fe ninity oale ( Ai:t): 

~,ange I · tes Cgn .rol 01:ou~ 

20-29 ( low subnor mal) . 30 0 
0-39 ( mi subnormal) "-~7 l . 48 

40-49 ~hi gh subnor rnal ) 22. 7? 19. 61 
f,Q-59 normal and high nox ) 41. ol 39 . 96 
60-69 to• abnormal) 25. 87 28 . l a 
70-79 lo ~tnologioal) . 73 8. 51 
80-89 hi gh pa thological) . 20 2. a2 
90-99 (e~t r ewe pathologi oal) -~ 0 
100 plus {ext r ece rthologi-

c , _plus 0 0 

~ .Soo:r9 .~ - ~2 57. 90 .,, 

It will be noted t ~~ tu~ maoculinit7-fem1n1n-

1 ty C3.le of fe.rts the only iua ·- ~ 10 iu -.. hich a evntrol 
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group mean exceeds an inmate ean. This might be ex­

plained through a sample listing of t he :.atPI questions 

r l ~vP..r.t to the tt :f trSJ. i t, wh\ch beoanae of t heir nature 

~re more li~ely to be AnRweTed i n a way 1 nd1c ting an ab­

normal tendency toward fP,m1n in1ty by nn aesthetically and 

intellectual y more develone.i group , flB repre&6nted by 

the st,1dent samole, than by a groun es ed,1c o.ted . lxa.m­

oles of euch qu,stiona--wh ich, if answered a s indicat ed, 

increase tbe Mf ooore- - are : l 2 

I like poetry. (T) 

I would like to be a journal1 t . (T) 

I used to keep a diary. (T) 

Th&t the control group 's scoring may have been 

'loaded* by quest ions of this kind suggests an especially 

definite i nval i dity for a comparison of scoring on this 

scale ; it is probable tha t the inmate group would show 

oow~arati vely more abnormal scoring if a control group of 

1?1ore comparable aocio- eoonomi o composit i on bad been used. 

On the other nand , that upward deviation on the »~ scale 

b oo correlation with criminal behavior in any oaee i a 

strongly sugf.eS t ed. If tnere were suoh a correlat ion, a 

hi gher 1nc1ct~noe of cr 1~1nal1 ty artonr.: t h control group 

th~n among t he inmates would be e~peot ed. In br1ef, the 

data o! the Mf sca le are hi ghly &~blguous . 

12 Hathaway , s. R. • and ~o 1n ey, J . a. , ~ oklet for 
lli ~1nneaota. Multi phasic ?ersonal1 ty Inventory. 
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On these grounds 1t was decided that Mf s cores 

were of 1n uf f1c1en t rel e vance to our concern to warrant 

cont inued a ttention at t he cill' rent stage of 1nveat1 ga­

tion, and fur t her consider a t i on of the Mf r e ults was 

omi t ted from the present projec t . Howe ver . projects f or 

1ts stad y are planned1 1n view ot t he poss ible s1gn1f 1-

canoe of the wi d r va:r1at1on in ocore d i str ibut i ons f or 

t he i nmate group. 

For t he par anoi a s cale (Pa}: 

Range Xnmat es Oon·trol Group 

20-29 l ow. ubnor mal ~ 0 . 37 
30-39 mid subnormal 3. 90 7. ?7 
40-49 high subnormal ) 17. 80 32. 56 
50-59 norctal and bigh normal ) 40 . 98 47. 36 
60- 69 low abnor mal ) as.a? 10. 73 
70-79 low pa thological) 10. 14 1 . 11 
80-89 hi gh pa thol ogi cal) 2. 07 0 
90- 99 extreme pathologi cal) 0 0 
100 plus (extr eme f a thologi-

cal- plus 0 0 

· ean Score 55. 31 50. 70 

The mean scores of both gr oups f all wi thi n t he 

normal and hi gh normal range. The contr ol group mean is 

only a frac tion above i dea l nor mal , but the i nmat e mean 

devia tes by several uni ts f r om bo t h. 

The general d1s t ribat1on p t tern fo r both 

gro ups i s s i mila r to t hat obaerved on such preceding 

t ra i ts as He and D. Control oup scores exceed i nmate 

scores 1n a. c:11mi ni ah1ng propor tion a s score r anges i n-
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crease: . 37 per oeat to none in the low aubnorm range. 

7. 77 per o nt to a.9 per cent in the id subnormal r e , 

and 32. 56 per ent to 17. 8 per cent 1n the h1g subnormal 

range . In the normal and high normal ran0 the r a tio 1 

47. 36 per cent for t he control g~oup to 40. 98 per oent 

for the inmate group. The trend is reversed and inmate 

soores predom1n~te as ranges abOve the normal and hi gh 

normal are reached. The inmate group has 35. 87 per cent 
- ---------

of its sooree in the lo aonorifi&l. range and the c ontrol 

~ oup 10. 73 per oent . The divergence increases i n the 

low pathological range , wherei n the inmate oup has 

10. 14 per cent and the control group 1. 11 per cent . In 

the hi gh pathological ran~e the inmate group has a. o? per 

cent and . the oontrol oup none . Comparison of the die­

tribt1tions show a preponderant incidence aC10ng t be in­

mate 6roup of the paranoia trai t in abnormal and p tholo 

ica l degrees of intensity. 

For the psyohasthenia trait (Pt) : 

Range Inmate Oontr ol Gr0ll2 

20-29 (low subnormal) 0 0 
30-39 ~mid subnormal) 1. 45 1. 85 
40-49 high subnormal) 18. 97 20. 35 
0- 9 !normal and 81gb normal) 32. 91 41. 44 

60-89 low abnormal) aa.ea aa.94 
70-79 low pathological) 13. 87 10. 36 
80-89 high pathological) 4. 14 2. 59 
90-99 e~treme pathological) 1 • .s . 37 
100 plus (extreme )athologi-

cal- plus 0 0 

ean Score 59. 68 56. 90 
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The mean aoores of both groups dev1at e consid­

erably from ideal n r mal , but :retain within the normal 

and high normal range. 

e1ther group has cores i n the lo• subnor mal 

r ange. In t he ml d subnormal range t he control gr oup 

di stri bution i s t he larger b y a small margin , 1. 85 per 

cent t o 1. 45 per cent . Thi s relat1oneh1 p is preserved 

i n t he hi gh subnormal range , 20 . 35 per cent to 16. 97 per 

cent , and i n t he nor al and high normal r ange , 41 . 4 4 per 

cent t o 32. 91 per cent . The pr edominance of inmate 

scores begi ns in t he low a bnormal r ange , 28 . 98 per cent 

to 23. 94 per cent , and continues t hroughout the patho­

logical ranges: 13. 87 per cent to 10. 36 per cent 1n the 

low pathologi cal; 4 . 14 per cent t o 2. 59 per cent i n the 

high pathologioal ; and 1. 45 per cent t o . 37 per cent i n 

the ex tr ecie pathologioal . 

As 1n the case of the d i stri butions for bys-

terta, the 

i ty , but th 

ooring patter ns of bot h grouµe show s i milu ­

i nmate group i s di ffer entiated by a higher 

fre quency of abnorcial and pathologi cal cores . 

The schi zophrenia s cale (Sc ) follows on Page 

23. The mean scores of t his trait are unique i n t hat 

the i nmate f;l"OUp an exceeds t he contr ol gr oup mean by 

more unite than i t does i deal normal . The control gr oup 

mean of 48. 50 is the only i nstance encounter-ed of a mean 

f all i ng below i deal no r mal . 



Range 

30- 39 low subnormal) 
30- 39 mid eubnorrnal) 
4 9 high aubnormal) 
o 59 normal and high normal) 
60- 69 low a bnormal) 
70- 79 low pathologic ) 
80- 89 (high pa thological) 
90- 9g (extreme pathological) 
100 plus {extreme patholog1-

cal-plua) 

~ scoro 

inaate 

. 41 
2. 69 

16. 97 
36. 60 
3£>. 05 
11. l? 

t3. 3l 
1 . 45 

. ao 
ti8 . 38 

23 

Oontrol group 

0 
1 . 48 

29. 33 
46. 99 
15. 54 

5. 55 
1 . 11 

0 

0 

48 . oO 

·rbe pattern of s core d i str i bution is similar 

to tha t for tne Hs scale , with t he inmate group hav i ng a 

• 1der dlstrioution a t both extremes of the soa le . hile 

t he in~ate group haa . 41 per cent o! its soore~ in the 

lo~ subnor mal r ange and 2. 69 per cent of its scorea 1n 

t he mid s ,1bnormal , t he control grou p ha s no sooreo 1n 

t he low subnormal r ange ~ d only 1 . 48 per cent of its 

acorea in t he mid s ubnormal . As the normal and hi gh 

norl!lal r a n1::e ia rea ched , control group scores become 

predoc lnant: in the hi gh subnormal r ange , 29. 23 per 

cent to 16. 97 per cent ; and in the normal a od h1gh nor­

rual r ange , 46. 99 pez oent to 36. 60 per oent . Above tne 

normal r · e t he inma te core predomina nce is resumed , 

and becooea pr oportionally greater a e t he scorer ngea 

become numerically higher: a ·. 06 per cent t o 1~. ~4 per 

cen t 1 t e low abnormal r a nge ; ll. 17 too. -o per cent 

ln t he lo• pa thological; 6. 21 per cent to 1 . 11 per ce t 

in the high pathological; 1 . 4-5 per cent to none in the 



extreme pat!lolo t(i oal , and . 30 per cent to nond 1~1 the 

e ·rem patholo6ic~l- plus. 
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Oornparis0n of the distributions shows a higher 

frequency of abnorcal and pathologic intensity o! the 

schizophrenia tra.i t for the inmate 3rou p. 

For the hypowanla scal e (~a): 

Ranse 
20- 29 (low 2 1 b orma.l) 
0- 39 lm1u ubnormal ) 

40-49 hi subnor ) 
~O-o9 normal ~nd hi gh normal} 
6 o9 (lo• abnormal) 
7 79 (low pathological) 
8 89 (high pathologioal) 
90-99 {extreme patholo51cal) 
10:) phi s ( e.x tre1ne Qatholoei-

ca.l- pluu) 

score 

Inmates 

0 
1 . 6"' 
9. 94 

28 . 55 
36. 43 
19. as 

3.73 
. 20 

0 

59. 45 

Control Gr oup 

0 
2 . 98 

l ti . 91 
34 . 41 
3~. 19 
13. 32 

1 . 11 

0 

57. 65 

The inma te meao and tbe contr ol group mean bo th 

fall in the normal an h i f~h normal range , but bo con­

siderable divertence from ideal normal . 

Neither group ha s cores 1n the low subnormal 

range. At the •1ow8 end of the scale , as in the case of 

Hs , P and Pt traits , the control g:roup scores show the 

heavier dis tri b--.i ti one. In the mid 1:Ubnormal range the 

control group has 2. 96 per cent of its scores , and the 

1ncm te group l . 66 per cent. In the hi gh aubnoro.al raI1c;e 

the ontrol ~oup has lj . 91 per cent , and the inmate 



group 9 . 94 per ce~t; iu the nor~-ial and hi g b normal tne 

. l l per cent . a.ud the inmate ~roup 

the lo abnormal range is rea~hed 

the typioal reversal apoears. Here inmate score ·~ are 

38. 43 per cent an co: trol group scores 32. 19 per c nt . 

I1 t he lo• v·- thological ran~;e the r ati o of 1nma. te score 

to control group soorea 1 19. iS per oent to 13. 32 per 

ce t; in tbe high ,,,a.tholog1cal , 3. 73 per oent to 1 . 11 per 

cent; and i n the extreme p-a ·thological, . 2 per cent to 

none . 

'the distributions indicate a higher propor tion 

o'! abnor mal and pathological soo.res !or the inmate group . 

The means and di tributious on all oales how 

a hibher freque cy of &coring in th~ abnormal and patho­

logical ranges fo the inmate group th&n for the control 

group , 1ndicatin0 a bigbe~ incidence among the forae r of 

abnor1I1al and 9athological inte si ty of these traits . In 

the case of all trait except ~f , a marked tendency 

toward abnormality on the part of th 1 te group may 

be noted, vie ed either in terms of a norm represented 

by ideal normal or in terms of a no:rn1 represented by the 

oean scoring of a non- incarcerated and "noraal" population 

- oup. 

The ~raph and table ~b ich follow are presented 

by way of further illustration. 
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Tra1 t soore pe rcP. tages 111 patholo~ cal. .r.:tngeo 

(seventy and above): 

rrait Con t rol Orouo Inmate Group 

Hs 7. 40 19. 77 
.0 7 . 24 31. 49 
Hy 5 . 18 15. 12 
Pd 9 . 99 56. 08 
Mf 10. 73 4 . 13 
Pa 1.11 lZ . 21 
Pt 13. 22 19. 46 
So 6. 86 18. 03 
Ma 14. 44 23. 18 

In a comparison of the meun scores of the to 

groups , 1m1ate means (with the previously noted exoeption 

of the ratean for the l!f sca le) con iP. ten tly exceed the 

cienns of the control t)roup , as well ae i deal normal , in 

debreea vnrying fro~ n dlffereuce of 1 . 6 units for hypo-

1J1ani a to a d1ffP.renoe of ltl . 39 uni ts for psychopathic 

deviation. I n a. compar iAon 01· the peroenta~e , eight of 

each eroup•s score distr ibution in the pathologicE.l. 

r anget1 , incia.te percenta ges ( e.g-a.1n w1 ·th the exception of 

that for the ~f eoale) invari ably exceed control gro~p 

percentages by differences veryi ng fro m 6. 24 per cent for 

psycbaathenia to - . 09 per cen t fr psychopa thic dev i a­

tion. 

The for egoing data appe to indicate a high 

proba bility of a pr evalence of ps ychologica l maladjust­

wen t and abuor r"tali ty among the inmates of the Texas 

Prison Systei:-1 , by showing tba t s i g.oificant difference in 
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personality O.t1 r:.ieaaured by the L~· I exist between a. sar.,­

ple of inma tes •· w. r1. "norinal", non-incarcerated popula­

tion a.::1.wple , as r c ~rer-Jented e1 ther by the control e,---r p 

of colle~e ~tudents or by the baS1o group ot norcials used 

by Hathaway and McKinley to esta~l1sh the interpr,, t n t1ve 

ba 1s for nu erics.l soor values on the profile. 

The data fu~ther seefil to euggest a high corre­

lation between t he se personality di fferences , as indicated 

by a bnormal ~ad patbologioal scori ng ~n the seve?al tra lt­

scalee , and criminal behavior patte~ns , 1nsofar as the 

l t ter are indlcu ted by coanl11 ti..,en t to the Texad ¥rison. 

Some of the data might oe interpreted bf th i s 

logic t o be 1ndi cntive also of a correlation betw$en ori -

inal behavi or rmtterna and tendency to "subnormal" scoring 

on t wo of t he scales, Hs and So, where the inmate 6roup 

hoed n heavier di tr1but1on of cores at the low extreme 

as well; ho~ever , the present 1nacces s1b1l1ty of reliable 

1nform~t1on co cerning a~bnorrual soaring makes further 

o~ns1derat1on uf this point , for the present at least, un­

profitable. 

'fhe m st aiga1fic&.nt fact:.r of perso 11 ty dif­

ferent i ation between the incarcerated and non-1ocarcer­

at:!d samples, or , in d1f!erie nt terms , the most significant 

correl ation of abnorwal and pathologi cal in tensity of 

tra.1t-scoring with cr1mtnal behavior patterns , lies in 



the data of tte psychopa thic de v1~ t 1on ucBle . n 1ere­

fo r e , 1t ~as dcci dAd to ~ake this tr~1t a focal point 

for further ct11dy. f:hilP- other trn1.ts exhlbitint:; a. s i u1-

1lar though not -o t.riki g correla tion were not ti,l i mi-

nu ted f1•00 c ous i der&tion , they worF , for purposes c,f t .be 

1e11:1ediately subc;equ nt µb a se of study , releh.ci.ted to a 

pl~ce of sec onci.a.ry importe.nce. Psychopathic deviation 

se emod to be indicated as tbe trait of key i1qpo1•tanoe , 

both wi th reference to the rehabilitative aspect of the 

pr i son's pro~ra.rn of 1 rnpr ove.-.~ent , and w1 th reference t o 

tbe reduction of d~v1ant formo of i runnte behn.uior result­

iaG in ad~inist r a t l ve problem . The latter aepect of its 

ii.:1porta.nc ca r!-le to li ght in two ways: . The first ,;Rs a 

stay of mut ila t i ons , conduoted by Dr . R. c . Koenin6er of 

SP.m Rous ton State Tea chers College as a subsidiary par t 

of the testing pro j ec t . The study obta ined a mes.n Pd 

ucore ot 76. 6 from the thirty- one mutilators tested , which 

SUigested a hi t;h coxrel ation be tween scorin3 1n the path 

l ogical ranges on t he Pd scale and m~t1 l at1on. 13 The 

second wae the observation o! si~ilar ity between many of 

the proble utlc pattern of inmate behavior and character-

1st1cs of behavior a ttributed to pe1ah path1c deviants . 

Thie shtilari ty may be noted fro 1 the di souesions of 

these oh~rac ter1stlce 1n uc eed1ng chapters. 

13 Koentn~er , R. c., ?G: • ill• 



Oha.pter I V 

An Ex tende Concept of Psycbopathio Devi tion 

As result of the conclusion that tbe trai t 

re presented by tbe Pd cal ii s of primary imports.ac e 

among inmate abnormalities and bould con titute a f o­

cal poi nt of further study , con truotion of an extended 

concept of the trait ~ae attempted. 

An atalyais of 9syc opathic deviation as 

mea 1.i.red e plioitly by tbe ~MPI provided an ap ~ropriate 

tarting point . 1he authors of the te t explain the 

scale as followa : 14 

14 

The Pd scale measures the slmila ity of the 
subject to a g ro11p of persons whose tAain dif­
ficulty lies in their absence of d~ep e~o­
tional response , their i nability to pro! t 
from experience. az · their dic;;regard of soc­
ial mores . Al though a:Jt:1e ti ifles dangerous to 
toemse"'ves or others , theae persona are com­
monly likable and intelli~ent . ixoe~t by use 
of an objective instrument of this aoxt , 
their trend toward the abnor~a.1. frequently is 
not detected until they are in aeri ou 
tro~ble . They may often go n behaving like 
perfectly nor~al people for everal years be­
tween one utbreak and a.notaer . "rbeir m st 
frequent d i esaions from the cial mores 
al'e lying . tea.ling, alcohol and d:r addic­
t i on , and sexual i tnmorali ty . ·they may have 
short periods of true p yohopathic excitement 
or depression following the iacovery of a 
seri es of their a ocial or anti ocial deeds . 
· hey iffer fro• some cri~i al typee in thdlr 

ll thaway , s. R. • and " c inley , J . C., • 01 t . ' 



inability to profi t fro~ experience and in 
that they seem to eor:icit asocial acts with 
little toou~h t of pos s ible gain to the 
selves or or avoi ding discovery. 

31 

The questions listed below ooropoae the ~.w>I • s 

measure of psyohooath1c dev1at1on. 15 The true (T) or 

false (f) a t er eaoh question repreoents the positive or 

~psyohopa.thic, ans~er to the question; each ques tion o 

anawered inore&sea the Pd aoore. If all the queat1ons 

were to be answered aa indioateu , a "perfectN Pd score 

o.f one hundred and twenty would 1·esul t . Two k inds of 

questions are listed: those relating to the Pd scale 

alone , and thvse relating to other trait or vali dating 

cales a well . For tae atter kind positive answer 

or the additio l sca le~ a.re also 0ive n. 

~ueat1ons affecting the psychopathic deviation 

scale alone : 

15 

33. I have had v ry peculiar and stranee 
experiences. ( r ) 

37. I have never been in tr uble because 
01· uiy sex beha.v1 o.r . ( F) 

38 . D\U"ing one perioa 7fhe I 1u.s a youn[~ 
ster I engaged 1n pe t ty thievery. (-r) 

61. I have not lived the right k1 d of 
life . ( T) 

82. I all ea ily owned in an argument . (F) 

84. ·rhese days I find 1 t hard not to gt ve 
'l;> hope of WDo,rntin6 to so□ethint, • ( r ) 

Hathaway, s. R. , and ~cK1n1ey , J . c. , Booklet for 
~ Uinneeot3 tlultiphasic Personality Inventorz. 



91. I do not mi nd being made t un of. (F) 

118 . At s chool I w&s sometimes sent to t he 
pr1noipal •s office for cutting up . {T) 

173. I liked ~choal . (f) 

216. There i very little lo e aud oow­
panionship in my family oompued t o 
other homefi . ( T) 

2a4. a y pare ta have often objected to the 
kind of people I went a.roand with . ( ·r) 

235. I have been quite i ndependent and free 
frow !a.wil y r~le . (F) 

236. Uy relati ves are nearly al l in sympa­
tby wi tb me . (F) 

244. ~y way of doing things is a pt to be 
miaunder~tood. (T) 

287. I have very few £ears compared to my 
frienus . (Fj 

Questions affecting psychopathi c dev1ati on and 

other scalas : 

8 . 

1 6. 

ao. 

21. 

~, daily life is full of things th&t 
keep me i nterested . ( Pd: F) (Hy : f) ( P t : F) 

I a~ au.re I iet a raw deal lrom l i fe . 
( P · : T) (Pa: T) 

Ky ex l ife is satisfactor y. ( rd : F) 
( F:f) 

At times I have very &Wch whnted t o 
l eave ho~e . (Pd: T) {Ma:T) 

2 . o one see~s to under~tand we . (Pd: T) 
{Pa: T) 

32. I fi no. it haru to k ep my mind on a 
t&. k ox j b. (f• : T) (Pt: T) ( Hy: T) 

3 . If people h~ not had it in for me I 
•ould have been muoh i:;ore successful . 
{Pd:T) (F : T) (fn:T) 



61 . 

94. 

96. 

102. 

l 6 . 

141 . 

155. 

170. 

171. 

~y fai~ily does not like the work I have 
chosen (or the wor k I intend to ohoose) 
for 01 l ife work . (Pa: f) (F: T) 

I wteh I could be as happy as others 
eeem to be . ( Pd: T) ( .Pt : T ) ( D: T) 

I do many things which I r e6ret a.fter -
ards ( I :regre t thinglll Ln<>re or more 

often than Qthera seem to) . (Pd : T) 
( Pt :1') 

I have VP.ry few quarrelo i t h members 
oi my fa.znily. ( Pd, F) {K: T) 

~Y hardest battles are with mysel f . 
(Pd:T) (Pt : r ) 

~uch of t he ti~e I feel as if I have 
done something wrong ore 11. (Pd: T) 
( P t : T) 

I am happy ruost of the tiffie . (Pd: F) 
(D: F) ( Pa: F) 

Someone has i t in for ~,e . ( Pd: T) ( Pa.: 'r ) 

I kno~ who is ret1pon.:1ible fer most of 
~Y t r ublea. (PQ: T} (~a : T) 

At ti l.:!es my though ti; have raced a.he!i.d 
:.t' aster that1 I coulci soeb.k theei. ( Pd:f) 
(K: f ) (~a:T) . 

I beli eve that ~y howe li f e ic as 
pleasant ~ th& t of ~iost peo ple. ( Pd: F) 

(Hy: Ji' ) 

~1 conduct is largely controlled by the 
c ,.is toma of tboee a.bout c:e . (Pd: F) (Hy: F) 

I am neither gaining nor losing we i ght . 
(Pd:F} (D:F) (Hs: f) 

What otheru think of 1.1e does no ·t bother 
me . ( Pd; F) ( IC : f) ( By; F) 

It make~ me uncomfortable to put on a 
s tw1t a t a par y , even when othero ::u-e 
doing the earoe sort of things. (Pd: F) 
( K; F} ( Ma: F) 



180. I find 1t bard to make talk when I mee t 
new people. ( Pd: F ) ( K: F) ( ~&: f) ( Hy: F ) 

163. I a1t1 O.t,"8.ins t g i vi g money to beggars. 
( Pd : F) ( K: f ) 

ao1. I wish I were not so shy. ( Pd: JI' ) ( Hy: F ) 

215. I hav~ used aluoho exce-sei vel y. ( ?d: T ) 
(i : T) 

331 . I 11 e to talk about oe:x. (Pd: F) ( ~f : f ) 

239. I bave been (U.saprJoiuted in l ove . 
(Pd: T) (Hf:T) 

245. My puents and family find more fault 
wl t h me t b!lD they should. (Pd: T) ( : T) 

a48 . Someti mes wi thout y reaaon or even 
when things aI'8 going wrong I fee l ex­
ci tedly happy, 1 on top of the world• . 
(Pd:~") (D: F} 

267. Whem I ai:1 i u a group o p ople I have 
t r ouble t hi nking of the right t h i ngs to 
talk about. (Pd: F) (K:F} { a:F) (Hy: F) 

Z84. I a~ sure t •~ being t ked aboat. 
(?d: T) (Pa.: ·r) 

a89. I am alway dise; sted Aith the law~ en 
~ criminal ie fre ed thru the argum~nts 
of a lawyer . (PJ : F) {l:~:F) (Hy : F) 

394. I have never been in t ro~ble •1th th 
l ~~ . (Pd : F) (Pa: F) 

Z9S. I have ~eriods i a which I fdel unusu­
ally obeer .J.l iithout any special 
r eason . (?d: F) ( D: F) (K : F) 

It will be .oted that the ~uesttona e!.!lployed 

are oft o type . One i s designed to ascertai n objec~ 

ti \le fac ts concerning the i>Ubject • s background (_!.. • : 

~1 have very few quar rels with we bers of cy f amil y. "; 

MI have never been i n trouble with the laR. ") ; the 

34 
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other , to bring out h1s subjective eental st&tes , feel ­

ings , attitudes , and opinions (!_ •• : •1 find it bar d to 

keep ,fly mind on a task or job. ; •1 am hapr>Y most of the 

time . n; "I an1 a111ays disgusted with the law when a o:rim-

1 nal 1 s freed t ro 'h the axg-<.11uen to of a lawyer. "; ' My 

way of doinc things i~ apt to be misunderstood. "; ttI ave 

periods in which I !eel unusually cheerful ~1thout an~ 

special reason. •) . 

These 1~e tiona ~rovide the ba6iO criteri a f or 

psy h pathic deviati n aa 11eas1..u-ed explicitly by tbe 

I . 

These criteria were co~)ared with a represen­

tative sample o! c~r:ent psychiatric concepts of. psyono­

path1o ~eviation , 1n orJer to a~ce tain the revelance of 

the ,,ti?'! criteria , and to pr-'.>vlde tns oasis ?f an ampli­

f 1 ed concept. 

In psych i atri c )Ula nceJ psy~hopa tt1c deviation 

is al$O cal l ed psychopathy , psychopathic pereonal i ty , 

cons ti tut1onal psychopa. thic inf er1or1 ty, neuro ·tic oharac­

t~.r , Betiiantic dei•entia, egopathy , anethopathy , aoo1opatny , 

moral defecti~eneeo , woral 1t1B.nia 1 moral i mbecil i ty , and 

inoral insanity. The variety of nowenclatu.re is only one 

indication of the preset1 t 1 &ck of ex ct lrna~ledbi-e and 

s 1ent1fic concenti:.18 re£b.ru1ug its n&ture ~nd eti olo~y. 

A aer l au!:i o 1taole t a ·1·1vi. 1g at a clearly 
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def i ned concept 1s pre ented by the fact that for many 

years psychopathy has been used as a o toh- all ola. s1fi ­

cat1on, a residual category for the m1soellaneous phen­

o ena of mental abnormal i ty and devi ant behavior not 

otherwise readily olaa ifiable . The difficul ty 1s well 

sumoed up by Wi laon a nd Pescor . 16 

The t er m psychopathic per onality is applied 
to the mer.:ibers of an e.xtreinely heterogeneous 
~r oup of half- crazy iudividuals who ca nnot 
be called legally i as ne , but -ho obviously 
have so~ethiog queer about thew • • • Sexual 
perverts , hoboes , habitual drunkards , drug 
addic ts , oran s , rnal i •·rererti , ori u1iz: a ls , mis­
anthropes , and a host of other mi s - fits who 
apparently cannot be properly pi geon- nolett 
e l sewhere find themaelve l abeled constitu­
tional psycbopat hio infer i ors , or , les form­
i dably, psychopathic personal iti es . Natur­
ally it i s hard to fi nd a appropr i a te defi ­
niti on covering the tra i ta of such a miscel­
laneous assort ent . a nd as a consequence many 
authors avo i d the i ssue by giving verbose 
deQcri ptions . by reso tiug to olichea such as 
ft t 3e psychi atrist • s waste- basket•, or by s1 
ply referring to the claeolf ication as a 
cientiflo way of calling a man a fight ing 

newe. 

The selection of oriteria which ma1 have a 

uniform appl icability in varying cultural s ituations 

presents another and related difficulty. As Lindner 

says, •All those characteri st ics which , by any oount , 

may be considered the negat ive of qual ities suitable 

fo r current oivilt zed coinUJUnal living have been a -

16 ilson, J . o • • and Peecor . ~. J , , Proble a !.!!, 
Pr i son Psychi ~trv , iaa. 
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signed to the 1n.d1 viclual called psyohope. th . •17 However • 

the questions r a ised by thi s dependence of the definition 

on refereno to a s pecific cultural context l a y outside 

of t he scope of the presen t project. Practloal oons1 der ­

at1ons d ictated the a ssump tion of t he dominant culture 

patter ns of our society as a norm. 

Consideration of these d1!f1cult1es did , how­

eve r , serve to establish in a gen~ral wa y the outline of 

a conceptual definition . Psychopathy is socially deviant 

behavior which is not otherwise classifiable 1n terw.e of 

contemporary science , !.•!.• , it can be differenti a ted from 

the psychoses a nd neuroses , and from mental deficiency. 

The following table , adapted from lH lson and Pescor , 

sho~a 1n part one sys tem of differentiation between psy­

cho es , neuroses , and payohopathy. 18 

P yohoees 

l . uental conflict 
present as long a s 
con •cious mind is 
not oompl e tely 
uo~ioate by sub­
concious. When 
complete ubjuga­
tion occurs . con­
flict cease a.nd 
the victim reaohea 
a st te of chron1-
ci ty s poken of as 
a ~comforta ble lev­
el of psychosis" . 

, euroses 

l . ~ental confliot 
~ays present ; 

&uboonscio1.1s on 
defeneive. 

Psychopatnx 

l . o mental 
c nfliot .• 

17 Lindner , R. u. , Rebel Without Cause , a. 
18 Wilson, J . o., and Pescor, M. J . , 22,. fil., 139. 



Psychoses 

l . ( continued) 
Conscious mi nd is 
on defensive . 

2 . More or leas 
comple te loss of 
contact •1th reali ­
ty . 

• No insight. Un­
aware of maladjust­
ment . 

4. Abnormality ex­
pressed 1n form of 
del~sions , halluci­
na tions , and pecul­
iar behavior .. 

5 . Intellectual de­
ficiency or deteri ­
ora tlon may be 
present . 

6. Inability to 
carry on the ordi­
nary affairs of 
life without danger 
to self or others , 
neoes 1ta t1ng 1ns­
t1 tu tional ca.re . 

Neuroses 

a. No loss of 
contact wi th re­
ality except in 
extreme oases, 
then only tempo­
ra:i:y. 

3. Good insight • 
Aware of malad­
justment . but un­
w1ll1ng to admit 
aymptoms are men­
tal rather than 
physical because 
of desi re to re­
tain self- respect 
and good opinion 
of a sooiatee . 

4. Abnormality ex­
oressed in form of 
physical com­
plaints , vague 
fears , and anxi­
eties . 

5. Intell ctual 
f aculties usually 
intact. 

6. Parti al i nabi l ­
i ty to carry on 
the affa1re of 
life , not ueoe s 1-
tat1ng hosp1tal1-
zat1on or segrega­
t i on except i n u ­
treme casee. 
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psychopathy 

a. No loss of 
contact with 
real1 ty. 

3 . Good in­
sight. A.ware 
of maladjust­
ment • but i n­
dlf.t'erent t o 
society•s opin­
ion. 

4 . Abnormality 
expressed in 
form of voli­
t i onal asocial 
o r antisocial 
behavi or . 

S. I ntellect­
ual .aoulties 
usually intac t . 

6. Capable of 
carrying on the 
affairs of life 
b t if fru tra­
ted wi ll r esort 
t o Wlaoceptable 
means of gain­
ing their ends, 
which may nec­
esi31 ta.ta 1nst1-
tut1onali za tion. 
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Selections !rom staGdai-d peych1a.tric ork 

how occasional divergences of pro esaional opi uion 1n 

some iattere of detai l . The~e divergenoea relate chief­

ly to matters of peri pheral i mportance , o.nd parts of 

quotat ions str ee 1,~ differences in o pi nion have , in the 

main , be~n om1tte from the representative diaouseiona 

of the oharaoter1stios and ymptomatology of psychopathy 

appeari ng below. 

The pathology of the p ychop~thio personality 
u ually mani fests i tself e i ther in the eooial 
sphere 1n the form of social inadequac y or 
anta~oni cl , or 1n the paychosexual sphere in 
the fora1 of deviations of sexual i mpul e ••• 
The p ychopath i characteri zed by de~ects of 
character and feeli,g- tone , by poverty of 
temperament , as ~ell as by ex&&;erntions an 
devbt t1ons in e ·o t1onal and in tine t1 ve re­
actions •• • He does not develop the type or 
degree of social qualities necessary for the 
dem&nds of l i fe . As a result o! the~e e­
feote in integration t he psychopath • res­
ponses to uoral , ethical, and aesthetic con­
s i deration rewa1n 1nadequate • • • The personal­
i ty of the p yohopath eeu to be do 1nated 
by pr i mitive basic drives to the exclusion of 
r ational behavior. Oertain line of conuuc t , 
particularly of u sociali zed nature , are never 
l ear ned. Neither persuasion or punis meat is 
of avail . Some are sensitive, at bboru, 5iven 
to tao tr s or to outb,.t.rsts of rage ••• The p y­
chopath is typically elfi h , wi ;ratef ul , 
na.rcissi tic a c.l exhib1t1on1stic. He is ego­
centric , deeuu1ding r.ruch a11d giving little . 
Flis exce s o demand is in fact ac1 outstanding 
characteristic . Re baa n t ny cr1t1oa l 
awareness of hi moti ves and l acks foresight 
and di · cr1 ru1nat1ng, refl c tive jud~ ent . He 
l acks de 1n1teness oi objective •• • and enae of 
r esponsibil i ty •• • He l ives for the i.nornen t • • • He 
demands i mmedi ate and instant grat ification of 
hi desires wit no concern as to the feeling 
and i nterest of others . He- is often plausible 
anu talkative but ab olutely unreliable . Fre­
quently the onl, environ;::•ent t which he can 



adjust hin elf 1s the one •hi oh he oan do 
1nate . Surprising irregularities of ability 
and 1ncon istencie o! behavi or are constant­
ly deciofastrated • •• ·rhe psychopath l a c ks the 
ability eopathicall y to re- experience the 
si tuation of others or to feel himself into a 
social group. He projec ts his own insecurity 
by blaming others . He often conceals his own 
motives from hi ruself by a superficial r ation­
alization ••• 19 

e include nder this descri p tion ( psycho­
pathic) per sons who have been froro ohildbood 
or early youth babl t ,1ally abnor o1al in thei r 
e ot i ooal reac tion ••• They con tttute a rebel­
lious , t nd iv1 dualt eti o group who fail to oon­
fol'Dl t o their iioo1 al milieu • • • ,ihose emotional 
instability i s l argely deter ~i ned by a state 
o! psyohologi cal 1rrtoatur1ty hioh pr even te 
them from adapt ing-••• ( and ) prof iting from ex­
perience . They l eak· judgaent , f ores i ght, a nd 
ordinary pr~dence. The judicial , deciding, 
ael ec t i ng processes descrtbecl as i ntelli gence , 
and the energising , e 1:1ot1v&ting , driving pow; 
era called cbaraoter do not work i n harmony. QO 

The psychopa tb ••• 1s e reli gi ous d i sobeyer of 
preve.1l ing codes a.nd sta.ndar°'i.a ••• a rebel w1 th­
out a caus e , an agitator without a slogan ••• 
In other wor ds , his rebelliousness i a l ed 
to achieve goals satiefactory t o himself alone 
••• All his efforts ••• repreeeot lnveat~ents de-
igned to satisfy his ifliilied.i ate - 1sbe and de­

s i res • • • The psychopath , li ke the c hild , cannot 
delay the pleasures of gratification; a nd this 
trait is one of his underlyi ng, universal 
charaotertstios ••• fi 1th the paychopath ••• deter­
mi ned progress toward a goal - - unless it is a 
selfish one caoable of i mmedi ate real1zat1on 
by sharply accented ~ rt of activity , ts 
l acki ng. L1l<e the pla.y ;,atter n of the very 
you.n{S , he ahowa an intensiveness at the outset 
of ·ork , but the perfor wanoe rapi dly falla 
apart into a fitful type of behavi or ••• boredom 
follo~s rapidly after but a few pos ib1li ties 
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19 Soyeo , A. P. , Moiler Olinioal Ps vchia try, 410- 412 . 

ao He der on, n. K. , and Oi llesp1e , R. D., A. !!ll-
~ 21 Psychi atry . 381 . 



of the t& k or Job have been exhausted. A 
perpe t ual need for the !inewal of energy out­
lets 1s oharacteristi c . 

I n describing the symptomatology of psycho­
paths , the teillptation i s t o beoo;He Vi tupera-
ti ve because of tbe natural disl i ke the aver­
age ,:1an has for uon- conforiaists who threaten 
to unset ~ell- established ro~ti ne ways of 
living. The psychopath is a marked offender 
1n t his respect. Ile is habitually dissatis­
fied with everything, b~t instead of keeping 
1 t to himself he loudly proclai&1s that e aoh 
11 ttle 1rr1 t a tion is an intentional 1nfr1nge­
met1t upon his inalienable rights . I f one e le­
rDent of his en.v1ronuent is adjusted to su1 t 
him, bis cuntentmeat is only ciooentary, and , 
instead: of being grateful , he accepts it 
h.1s just due . Re will e;tpend twic6 as muoh 
effort to compel others tu help as it ould 
take to help hh\aelf , only to disoaru. or find 
fault with uoh aid when it is proffered. He 
becomes a souxce of d i scomfort to the members 
of his ! amily ••• beoa..ise of nis innate restle s ­
uess and desire for new experiences . Psycho­
paths may be quarrelsome , fault- f indi ng , p11-
f~ring , and untruthful , and yet be very 1ngra­
t1a ting when they have eome self 1 h end to gain 
thereby ••• They a re so sel f - oentered tha t they 
thi nk the whole uni verse x·evol ves about their 
personal desires . They are oo wise 1n their 
on estl~ation that they never feel the need ot 
advice , they may glibly rituali 7e moral formu­
l ae such as: Thou &halt not steal- - Thou shalt 
not lie- Love thy n~ighbor as thyself; but with­
out any true appreciation of their meani ng ••• 
Personal experienae ••• teaches them nothing. 
Their troubles are lw,Lye projected upon their 
environment. They a.re laves to their emotions . 
subject to unpr edictable changes of u10od. ihen 
frustrated , they fly 1oto abnormal rages or be­
cowe su.l.len and surly. za 

21 Lincinel' , a. w.. , .2.P.• 01 t . , 2- • 

22 'A ihion. J . o. • and Pescor , • J . , 
131- 132. 

. ill• . 
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In pite o! the peripheral difference of 

opinion, a general concensus regarding some main oharao­

terlstio antl aytnp tomatio eleC1ents of psychopathy has been 

established. Theoe elements have been summarized as fo l -

: ,a3 low 

Defective relationshi p with the community. 

Inability to purs~e oolally acceptable 
ale . 

Rejection of cons tituted nuthority. 

Maladjustment and/or perversion in the sex­
ual sphere. 

Lack of apµropriate e~otiona.l res9onae. 

Defective judg;ment as evidenced by r.1arked 
i balance between ego and eooial goal s . 

Verbal rather than emotional acceptance of 
social precepts. 

Intelli gence- - aa me~sursd by tests- -1n the 
ranbe of normal ~nd superior. 

Strong mi grato1·1 tendencies . 

~arked egocentricity. 

~uick ability for rationalization. 

A sirutlar summary has been offered by Page: 24 

l. Intelll~enoe ta not affected , and t he 
symptoms do not co1·resPond to those noted 
in Psychoses and Psyohoneurosee . 

23 Ourvitz, M. s. , •ne Intelli gence Factor in Psy­
chopathic Per onal1tyff , fournal 2i. Clinical Psychology. 
Vol . III, No . a, April , 9 7 , 194. 

24 Page , Ja~ea o. , Abnormal Psychology. 396. 



a. The unchecked pursuit of pleasure , ex­
pressed by the i m~edi ate gratification of 
needs and desires i rrespective of conse­
quences to self or others , is the life mo­
tive . All me,in justify the end , no matter 
how personally harr.'\ful , u1,. scrupulous , or 
illeg they r.:1a.y be , or ho« IJa~h suffering 
they entail !or relat i vee and f r iends . In 
this ree~ect psychopaths r~aewble spoiled 
children. 

3 . Because of the e,:ipba is on 1rn.med1a te 
sati~factions reg~xdles.a of consequences , 
their action~ apµear to others to indicate 
lnck o! foresight , poor jud~~.nt , and i nabi l ­
ity to µrofit fro~ experience . 

-. . F o ,!t elU'ly childllovd , peychopc. th exhib1 t 
disordere of conduct of an antisoc i al or a­
social nature . 'i'hey a1·e constantly ;;2. t odds 
-1th the wor1· . They resent d1aoipllne and 
refuse to Cvnform to l).Cc _~ tt<t etbicaJ. and 
moral at~ndarda . t only are they thought-
less of the ~elfG.rc of others; they :..:.lso se i ze 
every opport nity to dec~ivs and explo i t the i r 
as~ociates . They do not hesita te to repay 
kindness "Ni th t,ie~nr esE. Devo i d of honor and a 
oeaae of fair play, they experience no genui ne 
re~orse for their wiadeed . 

b . Their i veo ack stubi11ty . direction and 
tena.ci ty of pu.r µ0se, tbeir a ,abi tions ~r e poor-
Y defined and constantly shifting and they 

cha e jobs frequently and many lead a nomadi c 
existence. 

6 . In their ewotional responBes , psychopaths 
a=e ~enera lly described as cold, cal lous . 
shallow, cruel , infantile , and flighty. fhe1 
s~er. to have 11 ttle oon t.rol over their e-1110-
t ons , ar.id theil· reactions and are unpredict­
able . 1'r l vial inoi<le n te protl,.1ce ra9id awin,Js 
fror,, elation tu depresaion and f r ora calmness 
to expl osive anger or panic . 

7. Ser~al development is usually retarded or 
abnormal. Perversions of all types are com­

··,on , and these are accepted without sbane or 
con.fli c t . ,arri~geQ are tr ient affairs 
tha t 1;ener lly end i ll fai lure . 

8 . iJ.G.ny h ve 1ngra ti~ tini; and charming 1i1an­
ners that enable thew t o make favor &ble 1 -
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prees1ons on tne1r v1o t1rns; others are 
gr esaive , quarrelsome; and still others are 
weak , passive , inadequate in ividuals. Al ­
most all are selfish, stubborn, ar.cl egocen­
tric . 

The elements in t hese summari es may be said to 

compose a general i zed psychi atr ic conce pt of psychopathic 

deviat ion. 

In order toe tabli ha ~ore definite relation­

shi p bet een explicit UID'I oriteria and a generalized psy­

chiatri c concept .>f peych pathio deviation, the q estions 

~ea uring Pd (listed on Pages 31- 35) mi ght be translated 

i nto more specifically symp toQat io t e r oa as shown in the 

following _ex!lmplea . 

Pd trait- symptom: B~redom, lack of l i fe i nter ­

est , normal ambi tion and direotion , measured b7 questions : 

8 . ~ Y daily life is full o! things that 
keep me in teres t e . ( F) 

67. I wish I ould be as hap~y as other s 
seer!'! to be. (T) 

107 . I an hap;,y Most of the time. ( F) 

173. I liked school . (F) 

Pd tra1 t - syciptom: Lack of i ntegration 

for m1ty , 1nade ~1ue.te or defect i ve social i zation; 

by questions : 

141. My conduct is largely controlled by 
the cuatooe of those abou t me. (F) 

289 . I am always di sgusted • 1th the l aw 
when a criminal i s freed th.rough the 
arguments of a smart l awyer . (1 ) 

&nd con-

mei1eured 
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Pd tra1t- aymptom: Inability to accept respon­

aibility for results of own actions , projection of blame 

for un~a tia!ac tory 1 tuation on ether peraons or on 1 t ­

U$J.tion ; ueasured by question 

16. I &Ul 8 re I ge t a raw deal from life . ( T) 

24. No one eeet1s to understand me . ( T) 

110. Someone h~a it tn for me . ( T) 

1 27 . I know who ie respons ible for most of 
w7 tro '.1oles . ( T) 

Pd trait- ycptom: Sexually oaladjueted , dis­

oriented , or delinquent; measured by queutions : 

20. My sex life 1.e sa tiefac tory. { ~) 

37. I h~ve never been in trouble becau'e 
of my soi behavior. (F) 

231 . I li ~e to talk about sex. {F) 

rhis process t11ight be c;o1tinue · at lez: 6 th , but 

its praseut e.xteu ~ion e e o~ i$U fioient o deut0natrute the 

close relntionship bet-.tet:n the explicit IJ.liU' I criteria 

tiieasurin~ :>sychopatbic d eviation , a.nd the 6eneral zed 

pcychiatri · cuncep t of syndromes f oharac t eri ·· ticu and 

sy1:1p toL1 · to w· ich the ,·, ") I queLlt ns are ino.1 ec; . 

The cri te:r i e. of the M.ltPI questions and of the 

generali1.ed psychiatric concept were considered together 

to oo pose an extended concept of peychopath1o de i at1on. 

I t may be noted that the foregoing , making up 

the e.itt'!nded concept , is essentially deacripti ve , ex-
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oludin~ etiological factors . While there is some oon­

oensus as to the general descriptive ele~enta of p ycho­

patb7, for which ~eneralizea criteria may be poeited , 

tbere 1s none with referenca to the etiological . There­

fore , sucb elements could not safely be inolu ed ln an 

ext~nded concept. For the purposea of this study, 

-.hich 1:a l1mi t.e'1 to a..'l attetc;;>ted 1dent1:ticu t1on and 

clas~iftcat1on of paycbo9aWly and other mental patbolo­

lies on a descri ?t1 ve bas1s, the a1~bt31-1i ty and reaul ta.at 

conceptual e.xol :.1aion o! causal fao ?;ors wa:a not of gred. t 

1~portance ; there wa~ no need for tbe1z 1ncl~&1on. How­

ever , passing meat1 on may be given to the problem of 

causation. 

A number of conflicting schools of thought are 

engaged i n 00ntroveroy over oauoal factors, but as yet 

none bav~ presen te1 conclusive evtdenoe as to the valid­

ity of their respeotiva explanations . A comprehensive 

sur.:ru:1ar7 of the va.ryi ng po1n ts of vie~ is gi ven by Li d­

uer . 45 To go into this cont~overay in det~il would be 

to exoead the limits of the present area of oonoern. It 

.nay be rerau.r'!ced, however, that of tbe t.to · o t clear- out 

divergent explanations , the social or env1ro ental--ai 

opposed to the bi olo · cal or organio ( epitomized i n the 

expressiQn "Co~ t1tutional Psychopathic Inter1orff)--1s 

25 Lindner, R. M., 9..12.• ill•, 2 ft . 
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favored by many psychologi sts and paych1a.tr1sta {inolud-

1n6 the psychoanalysts) and by most aooiologista , and 

ap ~ea rs to be tne aounder and the better demonstrated. 

This point o! view represents psychopathy as the product 

of trauma.tic experience in social rela tioneh1ps ( p rtic­

ule rly ithin the family relationship during very early 

childhood) , as pp sod to the organic school's represen­

t a tion that it is the product of a constitutional defect 

or eterioratiou, posalbl;r louated in the stracture and 

organization uf the sub- cortical brain centers . These 

facto s nre e uch believed by the reapective sohools of 

thought to result in a defective sociEi.11 ~at1on o.nd conse­

quent non-ope1·ation of the internalized ;.:€;chanisc1 of 

social control ca l ed by the Freuct i .:i.ua the "super- ego" , 

by the ~ead.i an the "gener~li2cd tber" , and by the l ay­

man "oonsc1e ced . 

In phases of ~tudy •hiob way develop l ater , 

and in the possible pract ioal consequenses of present 

and later 6tudiee for trea tment of pGychopatb i n the 

Te.x~a Pr ison Sy tee, , the viewpoint of the oci a.l ca. sa­

tion theory wi ll probably prevail on th£ groucds of 1ts 

preferability. If it has not been positively proven , 

at least i t represents the bet emonstrated f the 

theories , therapy based on 1 t baq1ng served effec tivel y 

n the tre~tm~ut and rehaoilita t ion of cri minal p yoho­

paths . Li ndner • s •ork 1e chiefly devoted to an account 

of such treat~ent and rehabilitation. 



Chapter V 

Psychiatric Subcatego~1es and Ola si 1c~t1on 
Systeus for P yohopathic Deviati on 

Bume~ous attempts hhve been .aa.de to uiv i de 

pfJycbopatb1c d~viat1on i nto ub~ategor1ea or types ! 

paycnoputby. In a brief eurvt3y of the relevant p ycbi­

atric l i ter'6.ture , a nu,nber oi div«u6ent kinds of sub­

o&.tegories and 1r1ystews of type claac.1.f1cation were en-

ountere . There is much less concensus regard ing BUb­

categories u.ncl thei.i- cla.s~ifica. tlon than in he mat t er 

f the ma.in charaot€ristics of the geueral cate ry , 

althou6h s i w1lar1t1ea may be noted . Noyes sumruarizes 

t e situGtion ~b f o l~ows : 20 

Any o nssi.f i a.ti.on of tbe p ychop11thic per­
sona ties 1..uot be b sed n a descript ive 
grouping. ihen ~e conaitier the vax1ou fao­
tors , b olog1 al , pcycholo~1cal and s cial , 
1.nuate ano exµe rien tal , tbat contribu e to 
tLe per uona ity str~~ture , au reme~be . the 
nu1:Je1·ou we.ys in which the per sonal ity may 
atte~~t t escape from 1~s trouble , sati fy 
1 a irrec ncilable ~emand , repair its de­
fect , or at ain its objectlv£2, we ~ppreci­
ute th~t it i:lliY oe war pe ' in an a.l~o t unl1 
iteu Vbrlcty of ways . ~e re~l1ze , too , that 
the extent to ~b ch the~e d i etorti, · prooes-
e6 may extend be - re the per • nal1ty is to 

be called pathological 1s a uatter of indiv1d-
:.u •. l op nion a d n <ie ter miued by definite 
critaria. S1~1la.rly there are no f ixed types 
determine by ca~ e , prooe9 or result , eo 
that any cla sification depend upon whi.t 
man1 e t ion one wi bed to stress . s neces­
sary as classifications are for descriptive 

26 ye - , A. P. , o • ill· , 41 - • 



and teaching pur poses , one should reme mber 
tha t t hey do not enable us t o understa nd the 
individual psychopa th , whose personality 
should be stud i ed from the standpoint of 
genetic development , subjective exper i ences , 
psychologica l setting , a nd the pur poses per­
formed in the life of the individu al by its 
di f fer en t manife t a tions . Psychia try has 
not ye t reached a point where a classifica­
tion of the psychopathic personalitie s can 
be ba sed on these considerations . ot even 
from a clinically descri p tive standpoint , 
either , is t here ye t any a greeweat as to 
classifica tory division of the psyc hopa ths, 
different observers grouping such special 
cha r acteri s tics as ha ve ost i mpressed them. 
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One of the earliest classifications was sug­

gest ed by Kr apelin , who , as cited by Noyes , . concluded 

that a nu ber of syn rome e occurred which could be des­

cribed iu t~rms of t he moat obvious presenting symp tom. 

His gr oupi ng: "the excitable" , "the unstable" , "the 

i mpulsive" , ~t he e gocentric" , "the liars and swi ndlers" , 

"the ant isocial~, and "the quarrelsome", ha s been used 

as the basis f or many su bseque n t cla s s ifica tion systems , 

of which tha t of Noyes is a representa tive example . 

El i mina ting wha t be co nsiders t he l es s di stinct types , 

, oyes divides the psychopaths in t he following manner . 27 

1 . Excitable psychopa th· characterized by 

an explosive intensity of emotional reaction 

to rela tivel y slight external sti muli . Be­

t ween outbursts t persons of this type are 

or inarily outgoing , friendly, hap py , and 

27 Noyes , A. P. , 2.P.· ill·, 413-416 . 



likeable . The r emotional tension _soften 

normal l y at a high pitch, and may sud·denly 

and unexpec tedly break out in uncontrolled 

anger or other d1 sportionate affective dis ­

play . In some cases the individual may be­

come de s tructive and assaultive . 1xc1tebi l-

1ty may also be manifested 1n outbursts of 

sulkiness , irritability, or despair. Sui­

cidal attempts tn response to frustration 

or as an effort to relieve a situation re­

garded as intol e rabl e aro not rare, and 

jealo:1sy and quarrels, particularly with 

those of the opposite sex , are common. 

2. Inadequate personaliti e s : characterized 

by defec tive judgment, dreamineso , and lack 

of ambition and initiative . Suc h individual s 

may have had average educational and social 

opportunities, and may show a normal intelli ­

gence a s measured by psychome t ric tests , in 

spite of which they f a i l i n economic , occupa­

tional, and soc a l adjustments . ~hey are of­

ten good - natured and easy- going , but are weak­

wi lled and tire quickl y . \then 1t 1s clear 

that effort would be rewarded they l ack suffi ­

cient ?ersevcrancc to pursue the objec tive , 

the pleasure of the mornent satisfie s; they can 
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neither work nor wai t f or deferred pleasure 

or r eward. Psychopaths of thie type a re 

defective in a sense of re pona1o1llty. both 

to t hemselves aad to soci e ty. 

3 . Pathologica liars ~ sw i ndlers: char­

acteri zed by extravagant , often apparently 

purposelea~ l yi ng, fre quen tly oo rub1ned with 

swindling. Usually good- n e. tured , of ae"'Teeable 

mci.nnera , opti mis tic , o! a , 1ght- hearted geni­

al i ty , they exh i bit b warked eic1tab1lity of 

1mag1nnti on combi ned witb an i n.stability of 

wil l . A re ady tongue , self- confi dent ~anner , 

asaUCled di gnity, and ~islehding ap~earance of 

knowledge enable thec1 to make social contacts 

easily , and to convi,oe the credaloue as to 

the veracity of tbeir representations . They 

fre;:iuently a cqu ire a &tua.tteri n~ of art , 11 ter­

a t ure , or technioa l par l a nce , wh ich they gl i b­

lye pand , r epre·entl ng themse lves s author­

ities in the !i e l 1 8ooe are gui lty of sex 

offense ; {although not so epeo1! ed , hetero-

exual are 11.1plied, as the homosexuals are 

given a aeparate cl s1f1oa t1on) , other s ob­

tain l arge sums of money under promise of ~ar­

ri r-..5e , or by other trau-dulent means . When a. 

prehended 1n delinquent aota they f requentl y 
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profess amne 1a , and if charged wi th legal 

offense. often stage an emot ional ly affected 

exhibition de 1gned to i mpress observers and 

to a r ouse sympathy. They are restless , un­

stable, 1n0ap~ble of cxert1 nor responsibil­

ity, and unable to accep t the 11m1ta tions of 

r eality. Their theatrica l i mitat ion , tendency 

to daydr eam, to boa.;t . and to aurrouod t hem­

selves 'l'1 th an 1me.g1 Ou.ry ~orld sug:;;ea t a 

ch i ldi sh 1m~.turi ty of 9e ·eon2tli ty , ~hile 

their r.i ah- fulf1lling f a.br ica.t ions have w ch 

1n OOr!!t'\Oll wi th the pba.n tasy of childhood. The 

t ype of extr av ,ent nnd often apparently pur­

posel ess romancing i ndulged. i n 'by these 1nd1-

v1 duale is known as pseudologia phantas t1ca. 

Although psychometric test ueuaily discloae 

normei or superi or intellectual capacity, i n­

tell i gence has little observable r egulating 

i nfluence on behavior. 

4. Ant1soc1&1 person~liti es : cha r acterized 

by defects in sympat hy and moral and e th1oal 

blunting. As children the7 are frequen tly 

truant , and often ar e involved in shoplifting 

or other petty crime. Their emoti onal life 

is superficial and affectively cold. They 

canno t organi ze an acceptabl e , constructive 

sa 



exprees1on of the abgreee1ve r1vea . They 

l aok soci ally oriented aP~ition, application , 

s eriousness o purpos e , a nd fores i ght. Ar­

r ogance . 1rratib1lity. stubbornnees , brutal 

egotism, a rebellious attitude toward author­

ity and society , aud a l ~ck of remorse regard­

ing pa st beh~vior are typical . Soci6l and 

ae ~thet c s euti c-;ent -- ouor , sname , sympa thy, 

affection, and gr a tltude--are defective or 

wholly lacking. heir offenses ma y constitute 

the shole register of cri• e-- thef t , embezzle­

ment . for gery , robbery , br~tal sexual attacks . 

and other ts of viol en e . Many take plea-

re in their strug~le with the l a• and feel 

pride i n their aooompl i sbmenta . Panisbmente 

are ooneldered an expres sion of 1n just1oe and 

have no deterrent eff ect . 

5 . Sex;ial paychopa ths : hose aexu i iapulses 

by choic e • and beoa t1se of a fundat>1en tal psy­

cho- biological deviatiun , a.re direc ted toward 

an abaor"1al goal . aa ln ll.Jmosexuality, or are 

grat fied only by abnorea.l methods a in sad­

ism, masochis,:1 ~nd exhibitionism. ~o other 

speci 1c t r a it a.re offered for this group. 
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Another illethod of cla a1f1oat1on s t i l a r to 

Kr apel1n's is offer~d by Kahn. 28 Ho•ever , in addition 

to the purely det:\Crip t1ve di stinctions , his eysteLC1 in­

volves etiologi al differeut1at1.on , and for t ha t reason 

i ts oous1rter at ion was excl uded. 

Henderson and 01lleep1e approach the problem 

somewhat differently, suggesting that psychopaths be 

di vided into three broad clinical group before further 

subd1v1s1on, which may be described a follows : a9 

l . Predouiinently agp:res ··1 ve: composed of 

t hose who exhi bit diaorder of conduct involv­

ing a hi gh degree of violence. The epieod.eb 

of violent behavior are ordinarily not &\l&­

tained, and may be followed by a period of 

relative oalmnese, often with consideraole 

1nsi~ht in to the occurrence . The princi pal 

clinical fea t ures of this group are li ted as 

auioid.e , homi c i de , a lcoholism. drug addiction, 

epilepsy , nu sex al perversion. Conduct 

elnce early childhood bas been wayward and 1 

pulsive . To this group is ascribed the emo­

tional shal lowness 111entioned by !lloye in con-

4, 

28 Kahn , Eugene , Psychopa thic Personalities , Tale Uni­
versity Pre&s , 1931. 

39 Henderson , D. K., and Gillespie , R. D., 2.12,. ill·, 
380 ff. 



nection with the "anti ooial personalit i es . " 

2. Predominantl y inadequate .2£. pas ive : 

divided in t o two @ain e types- - the p tty 

delinquent olasa ith thieving, lying, and 

swindling propensities , and those who de­

velop types of invalidiem clo ely all1e to 

peychoueurotio aud p&ycbotio tate . The 

foriner 1a closely related to Noyes • ipatbo-

logic l liars and swindl ers,, d the latter 

has m~oh in oowmon with bi "inadequate per ­

onal1t1e . " 

3 . Predo1ll1M..ntly creative: considerati on 

of this group a6'7-in introduce tbe problem 

of psychopathy in relation to ocial defini ­

tion and cultara.l situation. I t seems possi ­

ble tha t peyohopatbic wan1festat1ona of soc­

i ally deviant behavior may be defined as 

cr1m1 lino e situation, an as ge n1u or 

creative inn v&. tion i n another. A portion 

of tbe at1thor • oomiuent 1s quoted b-elow: 30 

At fir s t sicht it ~a, s ee~ str~n~e to asso­
ciate ore~tivenesa developed to a condition 
of 3enius t. ith the agereas ive and inadequate 
c:roups already descr ibed. Popularly , genius 
and "madness~ have al ways been closely as­
soci ated , but that 1s an overstatement . and 

30 Henderson and Oil leepi e , 2.Q.• ill•, 384. 
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Juot as the agr;:ress1ve nu 1nrdeq~ate &rouµs 
do n.:>t incl ue ruadr:1en (ad th.it t-,i-ro 1e gen­
erally •.1scd) • neither does the creative 
group. ~e find , however , intense individual­
i~tic people .~ho cu.rve out a ·ay ·o the 
selveo irrespective of the obstacle which 
bestrew their oa • Gen1LH, ls in its truest 
ense a multipie quality , it has many facets , 

and a'sociated with it tlere ~~st be suffioi­
ent energy to accoopl1sh ~hatever has been 
conce ved. S1..1.ch persons are not ma y in m1 
ber • • • It is understandable thut the ~ens i ­
tive nervo~o aystew o the genius is one which 
1?.igh t quite well show vagaries 1n mny direc­
tions. It is socethlng ~hich crops up lo the 
process o! V?...r1at1ons ••• ~hen we study the 
lives of those who have been fa~ous in many 
di ver.::.e fte1 ~1s we !ind w1 th ~in lar regular­
tty d1apoeitional trait •t ic b are in fairly 
clo e conformlty to peychosexaal immaturity 
••• emotion~l instability, and indiv duality 
of those termed p yohopathio. Joan of Arc , 
Napoleon, Lawrence of Arabia , f11B.Y ~11 be ta~en 
as e.xa.~ples. 
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Alexander aoes not atteept a for~al classifi­

cation of psychopathy into a regular 'l tec.1 of subcate­

~or1e · , but in his 1nfornal division of payohopatbic 

personalities he also oakea a e .0eat1on apropos the 

social definition of psychopathy, re~arki that it ( or 

neurotic charactertt , as be prefers to call 1t) ~ ••• ce.n 

be di v1ded into two bTO· ps-- p ychopathlc crimi nals and 

e centrics ••• Thi ia , howeve , only a practical di ­

vielon. Social position is i mportan t , tor the wore 

privileged express their hostility more frequently in 

eccentricity than 1n del1nq~enoy. n31 

31 Alexander , r . • Funda,i1en t~ls £!. psychoanalysis , 
P• 237. 
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The forego i ng sampling 1s auffio1ent to indi­

cate something of the nature of ps ychi a t ric olass1f1ca­

t1on systems. 

merous ff ioulti es ould i nhere i n the a t-

t~mp t e appl1oation of any of thee~ or similar systems 

of categorization and cla ssification to the i nmates of 

the Texas Pr 1aon Sy tem. In addition to the unspecific 

character of t he i r criteria and the tendency of their 

oategori es to overlap , the subjeotive element necessary 

to their u e makes t hem unsuitable for application in a 

quantified s itua t i on. An a t tempt to employ such systems 

would necessi tat e going beyond the data provided by tbe 

~~PI, the advantage of whi ch lie precisely in their ob­

jeotive and e)ec1f1c character . 



Chapter VI 

Possibilities of a Svstem of Cate6ories 
Bas ed on the Pd score of the MJlf>I 

Reoognition of the advantages offered by cri­

t eri a o! a apeo1fio and objective nature auggested the 

9ossib111ty of constructing a olassifioation system 

bas~d on the dat4 o t he M~PI' s Pti sos.le, estab)1sn1ng 

type of psy hopa.thl.c de iant personality in terms of 

the alhOi.Ult of !)&ychopn.thic devi ation shown by the Pd 

score ' s level of intensity of abnormal ity. 

ixper1 mentat1on ~sing the separate score 

me thod of profile reading as a basi for dif!erentiat-

1, type oa tegori es of osyohopa t bic devian t s proved the 

i cpractlcabiltty of the ~etho for this purpose. A 

sorting of pro ilee in terms of i dent1oal Pd eoorea re­

sulted in a wide variety of nrofi le patterns--ind1cat1ve 

of a correepondi ngly wide va.riet of different ~erson­

al tty ty?es- fall 1ng lnto the sa e groupings. 

It was oonclutied that any etfeotive me t hod of 

olaau1!1cation would have to ta~e into account the pat ­

tern of the profile, Ol" the rel a tionah1 pe ;-•··~\/. 1: i. •• '.J 

bet 1eea several or all of the trait scores. 

Consaltat1ou with several psyc hologists and 

r efer ence to reoom~enrted literature showed that this was 

not a new i dea. E.xper1mente w1 th several rue thocls of 
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profile cla.ss1fioat1on and categorization based on 

1nterscore relationships and profile p ttern were being 

conducted. 

The first to be considered was Gough•s weth-

3a od. The introduction u, hi article eiplains the con-

trast between the oepa.rate score reading and pattern 

analysis methods of profile interpret~tion. 33 

It is our opinion that ouch of the h sitance 
1n ut111::1 · tb.e inventory (M" I} 1s due to 
dif!1oul ty in 1 ts uee a.nd int Jrp:t:'etation. 
There 1a, ap;>ar~ntl7, a tendency to cons i der 
sub-test ( i ndividual trait) soores independ­
ently, and to neglect the inter- rel at ionships 
of sub-tests, or t he p~ttern of test scores. 
It ia the pu:rpoee of t:1s pape:r to re-empha­
size the iiliport ;1nce of pattezn analysis, and 
to descr ibe certain patterns w~ich were found 
to be d1a6nost1cal l y a1gn1ficant in a m1l1ta:ry 
environment . 

His method w a based on the pr~file pattern an­

alysis of one hundred and thirty-six neuropsychiatri c ad­

missions to a ill111tary h~a pital and a control group of 

t~enty- sevau norm~l soldiers s el~cted for equivalent age , 

1·ank s.nd length of service . Tllt- subjects bad been ven 

independent psychiatric diagnos.a , fol l owing wbicb they 

were subjected to the ll.,\!PI . ~cores •ere compared with 

each other and with the uor1:1al group vn the basis of 

32 Gough, H. G. , wD1agnost1c Patterns on the U1nne-
eota ~ultiphasic Personality Inventory#, Journal of 
Clinical psychology. Vol . II, No. 1 , Januu.ry , 1946. 
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dispos itional and di agnostic categ~ries, and i deal pro­

file types for each category were constructed in terms 

of the illean scores of each dia~noatic ~rou ~ing. 

·l'his .. ethod of categorization seewed uasu i table 

for our purposes , the c hief difficulty being an apparent 

lack of distinctness in p~ofile differenti ation between 

his diagno~tic cate gories . 

Another tnethod. of pattern analysis based on 

diagnostic categories had been developed at the Palo Alto 

Veterans Bospi tal by Hunt , Carp , Cass, ',Under, and Canter . 34 

Criteria used were impreasionisticly observed score- rela­

tionship differences among diagnosed patients. Sorting 

cxiteria were ~crude and ap proxi ,r:ate• , each sorter cate-

5~rizi g the profiles" according to hi s best judgment. tt 

"Ambig~ous" profilea were placed in an Nunclasaified" 

category. 'fhese criteria when applied to "blind profiles • 

(profiles devoi d of identifying data) enabled the "jury 

of psychologi stsH (the a~thors of the ar ticle) to sort 

cor rectly ei 5bty- four thxou.gll ninety- three per cent of 

the profi es into the categories NpeychoeiQ" and "non-
-.: ... 

psychosis" . ~o The eparation, however , tlid not a tte illp t 

any less general differentiation. such as sepa.:rating the 

gr oup diagnosed a p ychopathic personalities , and its 

34 Hu nt, tl· !!_. , Q.Q.• ill• 

35 .!.l&s!.· , 333- 334 



criteria were extremely unexplicit. Therefore , its 

methou did not appear sui ted to our purposes . 

l 

A th i rd pattern analysis me thod had been de­

ve loped by Schneck i n the oourae of a study of t wo hun­

dr ed and t wenty-one profiles of United States di sc i plin­

ary bar~acks inmates . Eased on his observation of a 

hi gh frequency of correlat ion between elevated ?d and ~a 

scores and diagnoePd t ypes of ps ychopathi c personality , 

the four profile ty~e categories appearing on Pages 62 

and 63 were devisea. 36 

From consultat ion with psychologi sts regarding 

the employment of these types it waa ascertained that 

they represented clinically significant a~b-types of 

psychopa thic pe rsonality , and tha t the prof i les had con­

siderable r elaibility in prelimi nary di agnosis and pre-

ic t ion of per sonali t y cha r acter i stics and behavior pat ­

terns , a lthough no st~tisti ca l accounts of the exact 

degree of reli abili ty were yet available. 

It as decided tha t of the severa systems ex­

amined t hat of Schneck was best d~pted to an a t tempt to 

cl aosify t ypes of psychopathic evi ants . 

Accordingly , a group of profi les were sorted 

· in terms of the inter- score relationshi p criteria of the 

3G Schneck , J ., "Double- Spike ~attern on ~ - I , " !h!. 
Amer ican Journal 2!,Psychia try . Vol . 104, No. 7, Jan­
uar y , 1948 , 444- 445 . 
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Schneck categories. While many profiles were s or t ed 

without ifficulty and were t'ound to correspond closel y 

to the Scnneck types , the sorting proved unsatisfactory 

in that the criteria were i nsufficiently explici t to 

prevent the ace m~lat1on of profiles with widely diver­

gent patterns in the sai..1e category. I t was furthe r 

found that ~any profile patterns wi th Pd scores hi gh 

relative either to other scores or to the pathologica l 

line {seventy) had no pl~ce i n any 0£ the Sc hneck ca te­

gories and had to be sorted into an "unclassified 8 re-

sid -ial ca t e gory. mb1 guous profil e s , which ap9eared t o 

fi t equa l l y well i nto ei t her of severa l categories , were 

a l so fr e~~e ntly encountered . 



Chapter VII 

steps Toward the Construc tion of a 
More Comprehensive System 

Although Schneck's system appear ed in some re­

spect s well suited to classifica tion of the psychopaths 

represented by tho se of the Texas Prison System profiles 

which showed predomina nt Pd scores , it was made inade­

quate by several defec t s : the accumulation of divergent 

prof ile patterns in the same cat~gory , t~e frequent oc­

cur r e nce of ambi guous profiles wh ich a p~eared to fit i nto 

severa l categories equal ly well , and t he l arge residue of 

"unclassified" profiles , many of whioh had abnormal and 

patholo g~cal Pd scores but d i d not fit into any of the 

catego ries . 

Af ter eowe deliberation it was decided to a t­

te illp t an extens ion and elaboration of t he Schneck system, 

in order to make it more c omprehensive, less ambi guous , 

and less likely to classify wi dely diss i milar profile 

patterns in the s ame category. 

The extension and elabora tion was performed on 

a twofold bas is: tbe revision and subdivis ion of the 

original cat 1.:.gori es into subcategories with more precise 

criter i a , and the crea tion of ne w ca t egories, consistent 

with t he logic of the ori ginal fo ~r, to reduce the num­

ber of "unclassified" ~rofiles . 
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After much exper i t.1entation and ca r d mani pula­

tion a syste~ of categories with the followi ng criteri a 

was developed. 

Type I 

Type II 

Stable Psychopath 

A. Pd and Ua above 70; all other scores 
below 70. 

B. Pd or Ma above 70 ; other ( Pd or Ma) 
in the 60-63 r ange; a l l other scores 
below 60. 

O. Pd and Ma in 60-69 range ; all other 
s cores below 60. 

D. Pd or Ma in 60- 69 range; other (Pd or 
Ma) in 50-5~ range; all other scores 
below 50 . 

E. Pd and Ma in 50-59 r ange ; all other 
scores below 50 . 

F. Pd or ~a in 50- 59 r ange ; o ther ( Pd or 
Ma) in 40- 49 r ange ; all other scores 
below 40 . 

Unstable Psychopath ( The following ratio 
a pplies to all sub- t ypes in this 5Toup: 
Pd exceeds D, Ha , and Hy ; Ma exceeds Pt, 
Pa, and Sc) . 

A. Pd and Ka above 70 ; at l eas t one o the r 
score above 70, but lowe r than Pd and 
Ka. 

B. Pd or a a bove 70 ; other (Pd or Ma) 
in 60-69 range ; a t least one other 
score above 60 , but lower than Pd or 

a . 

C. Pd and Ma in 60- 69 range ; at lea tone 
other score above 60 , but lower than 
Pd and Ma . 

D. Pd or Ma in 60-69 r ange ; o ther ( Pd or 
Ma) in 50- 59 r ange , at l east one o ther 
score above 50 . 



Type III 

Type I V 

Type V 

E. Pd and Ma in 50- 59 range; a t least 
one other score above 50, but lower 
than Pd and ~ a . 

F. Md or 'a i n 50- 59 range ; other (Pd 
or Ma) in 40- 49 range ; at leas t one 
other score a bove 40 bu t lower than 
Pd or .Ida. 

Non-hypomanio Stable Psychopath ( The 
followi ng r atios apply to all sub- t ypes 
in this group: Pa and/or Pt and/or Sc 
exceed Ma) . 

A. Pd above 70; all other scores below 
70; ~a lo wer than other psychotic 
score( s) . 

a. Pd in 60-69 range ; all other s cores 
belo~ 60 ; lia lower than other psy­
chotic score( s) . 

O. Pd in 50-59 range ; all other scores 
below 50 ; ~ a l ower than other psy­
chotic score(s) . 

D. Pd i n 40-49 r ange ; a ll other scores 
below 40; Ma lower than other psy­
chotic score ( s) . 

!.Q.!!_-hypo manic Unstable P ychooatb ( Same 
r at io as i n III applies ) . 

A. Pd above 70; one or more other 
s cores above 70 but less than Pd ; 
Ma lower than other psychotic 
score(s) . 

B. Pd in 69 range ; one or more other 
s cores above 60 but less t han Pd; Ma 
lower than other psychotic score{s} . 

C. Pd in 50-59 range ; one or more other 
scores above O but less than Pd: Ma 
lo er than other psychotic score(s) . 

D. Pd in 40-49 r ange; one or wore other 
scores above O but leas than Pd· Ma 
lo er than other psychotic s core ( s) . 

Neurotic (The followi ng r atio appl ies 
to al l sub- types i n this group : Hy an/ 
or Hs and/or D eiceed Ma and Pd) . 
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Type VI 

Type VII 

A. Pd above 70; one or more psycho tic 
sco res above Pd. 

B. Pd in 60- 69 range ; one or wore neu-
ro t ic scores above Pd. 

o. Pd in 50-59 r a nge ; one or more neu-
rotic scores above Pd. 

D. Pd in 40- 43 :range ; one or ,.11ore neu-
rotic scores above Pd. 

Psychotic ( The fo llowing r atio appl ies 
to all sub- types in this group : Pt and/ 
or Pa and/ or Sc exceed Pd and Ka) . 

A. Pd a bove 70 ; one or more psychotic 
scores above Pd. 

B. Pd in 60- 69 r ange ; one or more ps y­
chotic scores above Pd. 

c . Pd in o0- 59 range ; one or more psy­
cho tic scores above Pd. 

D. Pd in 40- 49 range ; one or more psy­
chotic scores above Pd. 

Complex , Neurotic and Psychotic 

A. Pd above 70 ; one or more psychot ic 
and neurotic scores above Pd. 

B. Pd above 70 ; one or more neuro t ic 
( or psychotic) scores above Pd; one 
or more other (neurotic or ps ychotic) 
s cores below ·Pd bu t above 70. 

O. Pd i n 60-69 r ange ; one or more neu­
roti c and psychotic s cores hi gher 
than Pd. 

D. Pd in 50- 59 range ; one or more neu­
rotic and psychoti c s cores hi gher 
than Pd. 

E. Pd i n 40-49 range ; one or more neu­
rotic and psychotic s cores higher 
than Pd. 

r. Pd in 30-39 r&nge ; one or more neu­
rotic and psychot ic s cores hi gher 
than Pd. 
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Type VI II Hypo manic 

Ma above 70; all other scores below 60. 

Eaoh category includes two elements : type , 

re9resented by Roman numerals ; and class, represented by 

lett ers . An exceptio, Category VIII, •as constructed 

to account for an anomalous prof ile pattern encountered 

only a few time . Owing to t he absence of s i milar pro­

file patterns at lower levels of a bnormal in tensity it 

re presents a type which has not be en subdivided into 

classes . 

Type is determined by the interrela tionship of 

scores prominent in the profile pattern. Such scores 

are indica tive of traits which are most likely to figure 

predominantly i n personality characteristics and behav­

ior patter ns . 

Class is determined by the relationship of the 

configuration of predomt nant tra it scores with "ideal 

normal~ (fifty) &nd •pathologicalff (seventy) on the num-

erical score axes . In descending order fro m Class , 
which repr esents the trait configuxation of any type at 

an extreme of pathologica l int ensity in rela tion to the 

numerical axes, are classes for decreasing levels of 

abnormal in tens i ty of the type. The lower classes of 

all types clas sify persona lities which are ffnormal", in 

that they d~ not exhibit abnormal or pa thological levels 
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of intens ity for any of the traits whi ch ay be prominent 

on the profile . The type designation of these clas ses 

serves to indicata traits and corresponding personality 

cha r acteristics and behavior pat terns which may be pre­

domi nan t in the activity of subjects falling i nto the 

type category , even thol1gh the traits are not pre sen t at 

an abnor mal or pathologica l level of intensity. 

Schneck's four categories consisted of two 

types , one of which (I) subs umed three classes ( A, B, 

and C) , wbi l~ the other (II} was not divided i nto classes . 

The criter i a of type for these categories have not been 

changed ; however , the criteria of class have been 111odi-

f i ed by the introduction of more rigi d and s pecific num­

ber r anges and the creation and addition of new clas ses . 

To sup.9le1,1en t the ol" i g i nal types two additional 

predominantly psychopathic types were constructed to ao­

count for prof i le patterns exhibiting predomi nant Pd 

scores. but l acki ng a correlat ing hi gh Ma score: Type III 

( Non- hypomanio Stable Psychopath), and Type I V ( Non- hypo­

man1c Unstable Psychopath) . 

In add1tio to these types , which provi ded 

categori es for all predominantly psychopathic profiles, 

the followin6 ty pe categori es were cons truc ted fo r clas­

sification of profiles not predominantly psychopathic, 

.l-~·, profiles havi ng a meas~e of psychopathic tendency 
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indicated by the Pd score , but overshadowed by tendencie s 

indica ted by the relatively higher score s of other 

scales: Type V, w1tn predominant neuroti c scores ; Type 

VI, with pradominnnt ?SJchotlc scores; Type VII , with 

both neurotic and psyc ~.otic s coras predominant , and Type 

VIII , wi th a predominant hypomanic score . By the addit _on 

of theso t ype s , the system was expan ded to provide not 

only for the class f 1cation of f our predominantly psycho­

pathic deviant types , but also f or other abnormal person­

ality types , n the profile patterns of which psychopathi c 

deviation m ght play a subordinate though si 0 ni fi cant 

part. 

The deve l opment and use of these categor es made 

possibl e a sorting and c l assification of the four hundred 

and e1 ghty- t o inmate r>rofllea with a. minimum of ambi guity 

and no "uncl assified" residual category. 

The t abl es on Pages 72 and 73 s ~ow the number 

and per cent of prof i l e s class if ed in each cate Bory . 

I t may be noted in passinc tha t 73 per c ent of 

the profi l es f al l in Classes A and B of the several type s , 

indicating severe or pa tholoe ical abnormality of the 

respective tralt configura tions , and~~ per c ent f all in t o 

tho f our ?redominantly psychopathi c type s . The criteri a 

f or all Cl a ss A and most Class B prof l As inc l ude Pd 

scores at t :10 pa t holog1cal level of tntensi ty , whether they 

repre sent predominantl y psychopathi c types or not. 
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Numerical ola.s and t e dis t rib~tio of four 

hund.J'ed and eighty-two i nmate profile: 

!!f! Ola 

A B 0 D E F Total 

I 28 25 La ;; 1 69 

II 1 48 8 12 l 87 

I 3 l .2 2 50 

IV ss ll. l 61 

V 21 5 a 61 

VI 7 l? 3 27 

V:II 23 29 46 25 3 l 127 

VIII 4 4 

TO AL 19 16 11 5 l 48 2 
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Percentage cl s s and type distribution of four 

hundred and eighty-two inmate pro:t'11es : 

Typ 

A. B C D E F Total 

I 5. 79 5. 17 2 . 48 . 62 . 21 14. 28 

II 3. ?a 9 . 93 1 . 65 2. 48 . 21 18 . 01 

I I I 7. 45 c:. 4-6 . 41 10. 35 

I V 11. 38 2. 27 . 21 13. 87 

V 4. 7 4 . 34 1 . 0 • 41 10. 55 

VI 1 . 45 3 . 5.a . 62 5.59 

VII 4. 16 6. 00 9. sa 5 . 1? • 62 .21 26. 29 

VIII . 83 

TOTAL 40. 14 33 . 71 15. 9.a a. sa l . 04 . 21 100. 00 



Chapter VIII 

Prediction of Personal it y Character i stics 
and Behavior Patterns 

The primary purpose in development of the 

classificati on ystem has be en to establish cr iteria 

for categories to be used in the prediction of per­

sonality characteristics and beha vior patt er ns . The 

value of such a system is proportional to its predic­

t i ve effect iveness and accuracy. 

As yet no quantitat i ve data have been ob­

tai ned serving to veri fy direc tly the systeJe predic­

ti ve accuraoy and effecti veness ; owing to the recent­

ness of its development and the consequent l ack of ti me 

i n which to test it . 

However, it has been possible to establish 

certain limi ted area s of prediction for each category 

on the basis of the cha.:racter of the traits fi guring 

predominantly i n the pattern determi ni ng eac h type . 

These areas of pr edic tion were derived inferentially 

from the predictions of the several separate traits , 

a s they have been desi gned by the authors of the M 137 

37 Hathaway , S. R. , and Mcl inley , J . o., ~anur for 
lli Minnesota (ultiphas1c Pe rsonality Inventor y,fL 
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and clinically verified. 38 The initial predictive areas 

summarized belo· will provide tbe basis for extens i ve 

vP-rificat1on of the system •s effectiveness and value , 

and will establish points from which prediction may be 

expanded in scope and detail . As presented here, the 

areas of prediction are s ugge stive of Olass A intensi­

ties of the several types. Classes of lower order under 

each type may be expec ted to exhibit similar character­

istics a t correspondingly decreasing levels of intensity 

of abnormal tendency. 

Type I . Stable Psychopath: 

Predomi nant traits a:re Pd and Ma. Psychopathic 

characteristics and behavior ( as described in 

Chapter IV) may be expec ted , in addition to 

which may be expected poor i mpulse control ( in­

dica ted by Ma score) . 

Type II . Unstable Psychopath: 

Pr edominant trai t a.re Pd and Ma , on the basi s 

of which may be expected characteristics s i mi-

38 Houk, T. w. , "Use of the WPI in Diagnos i s of 
Ps yc honeurosesff, Northwest Medic i ne~ Vol . 45 , No. 4, 
April , 1946 ; Hunt, F. F. , il• al . , A Study of the Di f ­
f erential Diagnost i c Efficiency of the MllP I " , Journal 
2£ Consult ing Ps yc hology, Vol . XII , No. 5, Sept . -Oct . , 
1948: Morrie, w. w. , "A Prel i minary Evaluation of the 
lWPI 11

, Journal 91_ C~. i.nical Psychology. Vol. III , No . 3 , 
May , 1947; Benton, A. L. , and Proost , K. A. , 11 A Compar­
ison of Psychi a tric Ratings with UMPI Scores" , Journal 
of Abnormal~ Social Psychology ,. Vol . 41 , No. l , Jan. , 
1946. 



lar to tboee displayed by Type I . In addi­

tion, characteristics of one or more other 

prominent but seconuary traits (neurotic or 

psychotic) may be eip~cted to be ~anifested. 

The table belo indicates briefly the charac­

ter attributed to thebe tra its by the authors 

of the M?JPI and verified by the studies cited 

i n Chap ter II . 

Neuroti c Trai ts : 

Hvpochondriasis ( Hs) : characteri zed by 
i maginary ail inents used as a device for 
esnaping real i ty. 

Depression ( D) : characterized by a ten­
dency toward abnormal ( especially suici­
dal) depression, loss of inter€st in 
life , low level of optimism. 

Hysteri a (Hy) : characterized by the con­
version of ment al conflict i nto real 
somatic disabilities , auoh as tics and 
paralyses . 

Psychotic Traits : 

Peychesthen1a (Pt) : characteri zed by 
compulsive and involuntary action. 

Par noia ·(Pa ) : characteri 2ed by systema­
ti zed uelusion~ , especially of reference , 
pe1·secution, or grandeur. 

Schizophreni a (Sc) : characterized by 
mult i ple personality , unsystemat i zed de­
lusions , i ntroversiont and loss of con­
t a ct with reality. 

Type III. Stable !i.2.!!_- hypoa1anic psychopa th: 

Pre ominant trait 1s Pd , on the basis of wh ich 
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may be expected oharacter1stics similar to 

Type I, but with less defective 1 pulse 

con t rol . 

Type IV. Unstable !i.2.!1-hypomanic Ps1chopath: 

Pr edominant trai t ls Pd, on the basis of 

which ma y be expected character istics simi­

lar to Type III . Additional characteristics 

cf one or w~re prominent but secondary psy­

chotic and/or neurotic traits may be expec­

t ed (see Type II) . 

Type V. Neurotic : 

Predomina nt trait or traits may be Hs , D, 

and/or Hy. Oharacteristics in accordance 

with these trai ts may be expected (see Type 

II) . Secondary psychopathic characteristics 

a.nd behavior may also be expected in propor­

tion to the level of abnormal intensity in­

dicated by t he Pd score . 

Type VI . Psychotic : 

Predominant tra it or tra it s may be Pt , Pa , 

and/ or Sc . Charac ter i stic s in accordance 

with t hese traits may be expec ted (see Type 

II) . Sec ondary psychopathi c characterietics 

and be havior may also be expec t ed in propor­

t ion t o the l eve l of abnormal intensity in­

dicated by the Pd score . 
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Type VII . Complex , neurotic~ Psyc otio : 

Pr edominant tr~its 111 include one or mor e 

neurotic and one or more ps ychotic . Charac­

t eris tics in accordance with these t r ai ts 

ma y be expec ted (see Type II) . Sec~ndary 

psychopathi c characteri st ics and behavior 

may al so be expect ed in propor tion t o the 

l evel of abnorilla.l i ntensity 1 di ca t eu by t he 

Pd score . 

Type VIII . Hypomani c: 

Predomi nant trait 1s Ka . Normal character­

i stics and behavior may be expected, w1tb 

the exception of a pronounced t endency to 

l ack of i mpul s e control . 
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Thsse axe as of prediction are of limited value 

in their preeent sta te of development in several res­

pect s . They axe i nferenti ally bas ed. As yet , they are 

unverified. In the aucceediug ohaptex po s i bilities of 

their development beyond these limitations will be dis­

cussed. 



Chapter IX 

Further Development of the Classification Sys tem 

In spite of existing limitations , the classi­

fication system compris ed by t r1ese cateeories of type 

and class has possibil ities for development into an ef­

fect ve device ror the extensive prodictl on of person­

ality characteris ti cs and behavior patterns . 

This development i s contingent upon the class­

i fi ca tion of a larger group of inmate profi l e s, and ver­

ification of the areas of prediction summarized in the 

preceding chapter through detailed scrutiny of the per­

sonality charac teristics and behavior patterns manifested 

by their subjec t s over an extended period of time . 

Such verification will not only provide an em­

pirical basis for correc tion of the present inferentially 

based areas of prediction, insofar as they may rove in­

accura te , but wl ll a l so make pos3ibl e their extension in 

ranee and in detai l , as bod1 ~s or data concerning sub­

jects ' characteristics ana behavior patterns are bu l t up 

which m~y be correlated with type and class categories . 

Kinds of data w"1ich will contribute to the verifi cation 

wi ll include social aud medical case histories , psychi ­

atric diagno s es , and the results of o ther personal ity 

tests , both of the projecti ve and of the inventory kind . 
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Pla ns a r e also being made for appl ica tion of 

the classificat ion system to other groups , through which 

similar operat i ons of verificat ion may be performed and 

extension of the predictive areas accompl ished. Such 

groups will i ncluae clinically di agnosed men t al patients , 

i nruates ot vther iLstitutions , autl samples of the gen­

eral popul at ion. 

Soille other facturs must oe taken i nto account 

in considering further development of t he classif ication 

s ystem: 

As has been ~oted e arlier, the Mi.ii.PI (on which 

the system is based) is itself an experiment al device 

under goi ng i mprovement, both i n the revision of old and 

addition of new s ca les, and in methods of profil e read­

ing and interorete tion. As suoh changes t ake place in 

the basic ins t rument, oor res9onding revisions and cons e­

quent i mproveillents will result for the classifi ca tion 

sy2tew. 

A furthe r source of develo9ment may lie in the 

sorting of ~ore extensive groups of profile s in terms of 

t he criteria of the present categories . As now set up , 

the systeru l ays no clai m to an absolute comprehe ns i ve­

ness . As the sorting of l arger numbers of profiles takes 

place, there is a probab i lity of encountering patterns 

of score combinations which lie outside of existing c ate-· 
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gorie . These ay require the modi fication of present 

categories or t he a tion of entirely new ones. 

On the basis of these developments . the system 

y evolve into a device with a high level and wi de 

range of categorizing and predictive effeotivene s . 



Chapter X 

Summary and Conclusions 

The testing project and the classificati on 

sys t em which it has developed have made significa nt 

contributions to tbe Texas Prison System' s program of 

i mprovement, and , it is believed, will continue to do 

so. 

The earlier phases of the project contri buted 

by gathering evidence of the prevalence of mental ab­

normalities a nd maladjustments among the i nmate~ by 

indi ca ting the ne ed for taking such factors into account 

in further planni ng and i mplementation of the program, 

and by providing the accumulation of data necessary to 

preliminary development of the clasaification system. 

The contribution of the phase of the projec t 

represented by construction of the system i tself lies 

in having taken the initial steps toward development of 

a device and techniques for the categorization of i nma t e 

personality types and prediction of corollary charac ter­

istics a nd behavior patterns . These steps have provided 

a foundation for the establishment of procedures with a 

potentia l value i n effec tuating the program ' s a i ms , both 

in making control and reduction of inmate behavior re­

sulting in administrative problems more practicable , and 

in enabling the prison to function more effectively ae 



an instrument for the treatment, rehabilitation, and 

eventual return to freedom as happy and useful members 

of society of a maximum number of those committed to 

its care. 

Some of the possible procedur es whereby the 

device a nd its techniques mi ght be used in i mplementa­

tion of these ai s may be as follow : 
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The advance noting of incoming inmat e s with 

personality disorders which would result from the classi­

fic a t ion system's i ncorpora tion into the Prison ' s regu­

l ar quarentine- period procedure would provide the admin­

istra tion with a ba sis for taking appropr i ate action. 

Inmates whos e personality t ypes indicated a probability 

of the i r manifesting problem producing behavior coul d be 

give n s pecial attention to divert , control, or modi fy 

their behavior , through segrega tion, s pecial surveil­

l ance , and treat ent . Those with personality types in 

pa thological classe s mi ght oe separated for psychiatric 

di agnosis and treatment, while those with less severe 

personal ity disturoance s could be referred for counsel­

i ng or other t herapy . Not onl y could these procedures 

serve to di mini sh such problems produced by inmate be­

havior a s were noted in Chapter I, but, i nsofar as they 
' 

cou l d lead to effective treatmen t, wight a lso as s ist in 

reducing substantially the number of inma tes who , com­

mit ted t o prison on account of criminal activity result-
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ing from mental disorder , are returned to society upon 

the expiration of their sentence with the mental disorder 

unnoted , untreated , aggravated , or- at best--unchanged by 

the i ncarceration--only to be convicted again as a result 

of similar activity , and returned to prison. 

Other procedures migh t include periodi c re­

t ·esting and re-cl assification, to be performed whenever 

information is desired regarding the current stability 

and reliability of t he personalities of inmates being 

considered for positions of res oonsibility , such as trus­

ty or hospital orderly. The Board of Pardons and Paroles 

might also use re- tests and re-classifications as indi ces 

of inma tes• rehabilitative status and prospeots of suc­

ce ssful parole ad justment , insofar as these may become 

predi ctable through use of the classifies.ti-on s ystew. 

It should be e mph a.::, i ze ct a ,:;a i n. t ha t , in th e cur­

rent sta te of develo?ment of the system, 1ts preu1v ~~ve 

effectiveness has not been subjected to rigid e mp i rical 

verification. Therefore , it represents at present only a 

tentative experi mental device with an as yet undetermined 

pot ent ial . 

Thus , the preceding and other possible valuable 

procedures are as yet only in the planni ng stages , and 

their future i mplementat ion and consequent servi ce to the 

program of i mprovement are dependent on the system' s 



further developme t as indicated in Chapt er I . 

However . the work neoe sary to \bis devel op­

ment i s be1n eontinued , a nd t he eventual f ulfi l l ment 
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of the device• potenti lit1e and the i noo -ora t ion of 

i ts expan ed and verifie tech i ques i nto t he establ i shed 

procedure of t he Texas rison Syst . are antioLpat d. 
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