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Identity theory holds that the child attempts to mold 

his own eF~o after the one he hRs taRen as a model (~Peudp 

1955). ;.iiller and Dollard (1950) in discussln~., the process 

of personality development have pamall~led F~eud in thei~ 

e%Dhasls of %he ~por~ance of the early yea~ of l~fe wi~h 

senegal" a~ee~nt Chat ~he eh~Id~ thrSu~ ~den~'f~catlon 

wi~h his paten%s, learns b a s i c  and lastinF, behavlo~al 

pa~terns. 

In an attempt to better understand and coPx~ct psycho- 

pathologi~1 behavior in children considerable r e s e  *.~ch 

has been devoted to the study of personality patterns of 

parents in relation to the dlstuPbed behavior of the child 

(Goodstein & Ro~.yley, 19~0~ Lautcrbach, Luden & Brian, 1961; 

Loeb & Prlcep 1966; and Anderson~ 1969). The present 

study used the r4innesota ~.:ultiphaslc Personality Inventory 

([~,~I) to obtain personality profiles of tv~o ~oups of 

INo,~-~ at University of Arkansas. Requests i~o~ repr~.nts 

should be sent to Prudle L. Orr, DepaPt~n~ of r'~choloE~ r, 

Unlveristy of Arkan~s~ Fayetteville, Arkansas 7~701. 
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parents, (I) parents of delinquent adolescent males and (2) 

parents of nondelinquent adolescent males, to determine 'r"-. 

whether there ~ere significant differences in the ma~or 

personality characteristics of t~e two ~roups° 

Method 

Experimental S_s C~=18 couples) were the parents of boys 

who were referred by county Juvenile courts to the Juvenile 

Services Unit (JSU) of a He~ional !~ental Ile~l~h~ental 

Retardation Center for counseling as a result of delinquent 

behavior. All of the delinquents ~ere white males, ages 13 

through 17 with IQs of at least 84 and free of brain damage , 

or gross physical handicaps. Fifteen of the coun!es ~ere 

natural parents of their sons and three coupl~s were adoptive 

parents. However, the adopted sons had lived in these nuolear 

families before their first birthday. All Daments were 

married and llvinz together at the time of administration of 

the P~iPX and testin~ was conducted over a three month period. 

Control SS (N'I 8 couples) w e r e  parents who meet the same 

criteria for selection as experimental S s, excep~ their sons 

tlere not delinquent and had no record of dellnquen~ behavloP. 

P r o c e d u ~  

Experl~ntal S s were administered ~he ;~I by JSU 

personnel accordln~ to standardized instructions. P~rent~ 

were tested in separate testin~ areas~ free o f  extraneous 
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dL%stractlons. Control Ss were tested by the senior author 

under standardized testin~ urocedure. All scoring of the 

~dPI was performed by Hental Health Center nersonnel in 

accordance ~.lith standardized procedures and instructions 

(Harks & Seeman, 1963). Raw scores ~ere obtained and K_- 

corrections added according to conventional scoring technlques 

and the resulting data were converted to T scores. 

Results• 

The m e a n  scores of ~he ten clinical scales for e~erl- 

~al and control mothers a~e listed ~n Table 1 and for 

experimental fathers in Table 2. The ~ test for two Inde- 

penden~ saddles, corrected for unequal ponulation v~i~nc~s, 

demonstrated that differences between the t,~o mothers' £~tuos 

~ere statistical!~ significant on six of the ten scales-- 

Hypochondrilsis, Depression, Psychopathic deviate, Psycha~- 

thenla, Schizophrenia, and Social introversion. In the 

father~' ~roups~ results of the ~ test showed statistically 

significant differences on the Psychooathlc deviate scale 

only. In every case ~-~here Signi~Icant differences were 
• , , ,, 

found, they were in the direction of greater elevation of 

the scales of the t~qo experimental grouos. 

As an index of degree o£ disturbance, a £requenc~ count 

of all clinical scales with scores equal to or greater than 

70 was made. Thirteen (72~22%) of the experimental mothers; 
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and two (ii.ii~') of the control mothers had T scores equal to 

or g~reater than 70. In tbe fathers' group the incidence of' 

Ss havin~ hiF~ scores ,~as more evenly divided between experi- 

mcn~al and controls, rilne (50, ~[) of :the experimental fathers 

and seven (30.88%) of the control fathers had T scores equal 

to or ~reater than "[0. ; 

Assuming that the mean score for a normal population is 

50, a t test for one Independent sa~mnle ~ras ,~:de on all scales 

for each group. Mean scores of exnerimenta! mothers, Table 3, 

showed statistically si~nlflcant differences on elg~t of the 

ten scales.-HyDochondriasis, Depression, Hysteria, Psychopathic 

deviate, Paranoia, Psycha~thenia, Schlzophr~nia, ~r.d Social 

introversion. Heen scores for control mothers, Table ~, 

showed s~atlst~cally significant differences on t~.~o scales, 

Hysteria and Paranoia. I~ean scores for the experimental 

fathers, Table 5, were si~ni~'icantly different from 50 on 

five scales, Hyoochondr~asis, Depression, llysteria, ?sycho- 

pathlc deviate, and Hyoomania; and mean scores for control 

fathers, Table 6, showed si~nlficant differences on six 

scales--IIypochondriasis, Hysteria, Psychopathic devlate~ 

l:ascullnity-fem~nlnlty, Paranoia, and Psychasthen!a. 

Discussion 

Group mean profiles for all four g.rouDs of S s ~ere 

compared to the standardized l~PI population means in order 

/ 
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to obtain basic interpretations. 

5 

The control mothers' ~rouo showed sip~ificant elevations 
I 

on only t w o  scales, llysteria and Paranoia. Persons havinv 

their hi~hest, or nrimar.~, elevations on these two scales :: 

tend to repress their feelings and are una:lare of competitive 

impulses. They have a s0mev~hat naive outlook, coupled ~,rith 

a rosy acceptance of thln~s as they are. 

In contrast to the control mothers' profile, that of 

the experlmental mothers sho,;sed siFmlflcant elevations on 

elc~t of the ten scales ~.dlen tom.oared to the populatlon mean. 

Pril, az~ elevations ~lere on Dopression~ H.vsterla, Social 

Introversion and PsychoDathic devlzte sc~les~ Persons ~:ith 

these scales as Dmlmary elevations have ~eneral n4urotlc 

tendencies; they are immature, use self-blam~ for their 

dlfflculties and have problems in v.ettlnc alonv. ;:Ith others. 

They tend to be denressed and are ~.enerally cold, in%ffectual 

and reJectinF in their Jnternersonal relationships. This 

g, roup also had elevations on Paranoia, Psychasthenia, 

Schizophrenia and |{ypochbn driasls~'scales- ~,.rnile these . : -  

s c a l e s  :Jere not included :in the ~Drimary elevations they ~ere 

statistically siznificant in their elevations from the 

s~mdardized mean and are associated with suspiciousness ~d 

aloofness • 

Control fathers had si~nlficant elevatlor~,s, ~-;hen 

colnpared to the population ~.~an, on HyDochon dr-~a~s, • 
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Psychopathic deviate, ;.ascullnity-feminin~tY, Paranoia and 

Psychasthenia scales ~,:ith nrimary elevations occurrin~ on 

Hysteria and ~:asculinity-fe~ninity scale~. Overall profile 

for the control fathers ~.:as notable for its l~c~ of marked 

fluctuations bet',:een scales; •this type profile is indicative 

of stability and tends to attenuate the sIF, nificance of the 

interpretation of ~rlmary elevations. / 

The experi~ental fathers had signiflcan~ elevations on 

Hypochondrlasis, Denression, Hysteria, Psycho Dathlc deviate 

and llypomania scales ~Ith nrlmary elevations on Psychopathic 

deviate° Depression and llypochondriasls. The distin~ulshSnz 

hlgh-point or peak on the profile occurred on the Psychopathic 

deviate scale. Usual personality characteristics associated 

~-llth this Dattern include noninternalization of social norms, 

tendency to have noor impulse control and lack of re~ard for 

others. Adherence to socially accepted conventions may be 

verbalized, but these statements are often disrerarded in 

actual behavior. Excessive revard for self is usually nresent, 

coupled ~,;ith emotional isolation, immaturity and hostility. 

" Although comparisons of the ~rou~s to the standardized 

means were necessary to demonstrate basic interpretative sun%maries, 

the central purpose of the study ~las comparison of t~o dlfferent 

groups of parents. Ss were controlled for their marital status 

(all ~.arrled and living together)~ for race (Caucaslar;), for 

t 
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a~es of chl].d'ren (13 through 17) and for sex of children (all 

ma):es). Exclusion 0f all but intact families insured 

continuous interaction bet~':een oarents and sons. some 

uncontrolied~factors ~;ere aces of pnrents, nu~.ber of children 

and ordinal position of the S_s' sons in the family~ 

Comparisons of i iPIs bet:.leen the t,4o mothers' groups 

revealed that all significant differences ,.~ere in the direc- 

tion of ~reater Pathology for the exnerimental mothers. 

In personality make-up, the exnerilnental mothers, as 

compared to controls, exhibited essentially the!same charac'- 

terlstlcs as described in their comparison to the nopul&tlon 

norm° %~e,y demonstrated coldness, lack of ability to have 

meani~.;g.fui and close relationships ,,,:ith others: and an 

immature end unstable outlook. They had a tendency to have 

a creat deal of concern for themselves and their o~n :lell- 

beln~ (to the exclusion of others) and to react to stress 

~-lith symptoms of depression. The contr~l mothers disolayed 

more stability and' emotional maturity in all sinF.le scales 

as well as in inter-scale relatlonshins. 

%~e~ only bet,.~een-Frouo difference for the fathers wa~ 

gound in the Psychopathic deviate scale, in the direction of 

~..~.e~ter pathology for' the experimental fathers. Ifnile ":. 

control fathers did have ~n elevation of the Psychopathic 

deviate scale (D<.05) ",,hen compared to the population mean, 

• f j" 
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Chey did not dls~lay elevation of this scale In rel~t~on to 

thelr total ~rofll~. 
F .' 

' The PsychoDathlc deviate scale ~as i~port~:t in that it 

~ found to be elevated In both the fathers° e~erl mental " ~ ~ " 

E~oup and in the mothers' experimental Eroup. The mothers e " .... 

Psyohopathlc d,gvla~e was e!evated slEnlflcantl~ i~eom the 

popul~tlon ~m~n. (p ~. 001)" as well...as b e i n g - h ~ E h . e ~ . ' ( P  :~01) ; than 

~he D coflt~E" ~h~rs' score. E~er~mental fathers had 

P~yehopa~;h-~c de~late .am their" V r i ~ r y  eleva~lon, s .~L~n$~ant  

at the p~,O01 level o o ~ o a r e d  ~o the populat$on mea~ and a~ 

the p<.O1 l ~ v e l  in  comparison :~tth cont~o l  T e t h e r .  g l e ~ a -  

tlons o l  ~ th~ s c a l e  ~e indicatlve o f  9eox' i~u!se ~,~o! • 
t 

and a t e n d e n c y  t o  dlsplay an~i-soclal behavlo~, e~upied~;~i~h,~. 

lack o~ concern ~or others. It ~s notable tha~ al~hou~h 

no dlrec~ l-~.~I co~arlsons were o b t a i n e d  fo~ sons, delinquent 

behavlo~ l s  often associated ,.~i~h the oha~actePSs~Ics 

descriptive o~  elevated Psychopathic deviate scales, 

~hile many Interpretatlons oS these data may be m~ue, 

J one:.~,]~osslble conclusion is ~hat ~the dellnquen~ sons, ~ h  

. identlflcatlon~ wlth.:~ the~l~:~pal-ents,.~•:adopt the ~ s "  

personallt~ . p a ~ e ~ s  Includlnz t h e  ~ e n d e n c y  to  h ~  ~ o o r  

i~:~ise o~nt~ol and dls~Eard • ~or social eon~en~ ~ns 8o 

8tPikln~1~ dSsp~yod by t h e  ~athers, and to a le~.~ 

t h o u ~ h  s S E n i ~ l o a n ~ ;  e=~:en~; by t h e  m o t h e r ~ .  ~ ' t h ~  t h e  

1~matu~l~y~ eol~tness and concern fo~" sel~ l~ound ~ ~h~ 

...~.'-'" 

'.,,. 





m o t h e r s ,  c o m b i n e d  ~.~ith t h e  f a t h e r s '  l a c k  o f  r e g a r d  f o r  o t h e r s ,  

their hc, stility and ~endency to impulsive behavior is 

productive of an atmosphere lackin£ in affection~ companion- 

ship conslstent di~clpline and ~;armth. Such an atmosphere 

is anala~ous:"to the ConditiOnS described by Glueck & G!ueck 

(1962) in their~fo~nulation of familial interactlon factors 

correlated ~.lith Juvenile delinquency. / 

This study suK~ests the posslbillty of use of the ~I~PI 

as a screeninz device for early detection of parents ~,lhose 
d 

personality characteristics are likely to foste~ future 

delinquent behavior in their sons. 
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Mean MI4PI 

TaSle 1 

Clinical Scale T Scores for Two Independent Samples 

' Mothers 

Experimental Group 

MMPI Scales 

Control Group 

Hypochondrlasis 

Depression 

Hysteria 

P m y ~ h o p a t h i c . - d e ~ l a t e  

Mean standard Mean Standard 
Deviation Dev~atlon 

• . ;. . 

60.00 13.50 51.6i 6.03 

&test 

2]40* 

66.72 13.03 51.00 7.62 4.43 **n 

66.33 12.48 58.17 5.49 

53.28 I0.54 52.72 7.41 

9.55 46.27 9.21' 

12o93 56.50 7..16 

12.09 48.89 8.59 

Masculinity-femlnlnity 47.78 

Paranoia 60 • 61 

Psychasthenla 59.94 

Schizophrenia 

Hypomanla 

Soclallntroverslon 

group 

.86 

. .3.~7 ~" 

.40 

1.18 

3.16 ~* 

60.11 12.82 50.94 5.75 2.76* 

59.67 9.83 5O. 5o 6.15 • 3O 
/ 

""4 .~ 

N = 18, each 

d_f =34 

~E .05 • 

~ . Ol 

*~ .001 

63.16 10.05 
/ 

49.44 8.30 4.47 **~ 
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;,ear, i.,iiPI Clinical Scale 

Experimental Groun 

MMPI Scales 

i 

liypochondriasis 

Tahle 2 

T Sc.-res for 

Father~ 

Depression 

ilysteria 

pS~cn~path$c~deviate 

• ~;as ¢ ulinity- femininlty 

Paranoia 

Psychasthenia 

SchlzoDhrenia • 

;lypomanla 

Social introversion 

~ = 18,' each group 

df = 3~ 

',: ~.~ o Ol 

T~.~o Independent Samples 

Control Grouo 

;,~ean Standard Mean Standard 
Deviation Deviation 

59.89 16.42 56.55 8.28 

test 

.77 

60.11 12.97 53.39 13.58 1.52 

60.06 Io. T5 57.17 5.5i .31 

65.00 8.72 ~'~ii"/~ '~ 55.72 9.07 
f/ 

J 

3.13 ~ 

51.44 8.13 57.05 12.09 1.64 

52.22 14.61 54.50 6.60 .6O 

54.22 11.47 55.05 9.03 .24 

57.17 15.47 53.44 7.20 .88 

54.72 8.37 52.72 10.60 .62 

52.00 8.35 47.50 6.37 1.54 

i" 
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One Samnle: 

MI.,PI 

Scales 

Hypochondriasis 

/ 15 

/• 

Tab le 3 

;tean i;iPI Clinical Scale T Scores for 

llyDothe:,Is that ~iean of Ponulatlon is 50 

Experimental "qothers 

[~ean Standardized [',ean of S.D., 

Pooulatlon Score Samnle Samole 

.~ t 

test 

Depression 

"t 

Hysteria 

PsychoPathic dcvlate 

r:~scullnlty-femlninity 

Paranoia 

y. 

Schizophrenia 

Hypomania 
. b 

Social introversion 

i,l - 18 

df im ][7 

*~ .05 

~*~ .001 

50 60.00 13.50 3.14" 

50 66.72 13.o3 

50 66.3~ 12.48 

50 63.26 
+ 

50 47.78 

5.45*** 

5.55~ 

50 6o.61 

10.54 5 . 3 5  ~ = a  

9.55 .99 

Z2~£3 3.48 ÷}~ 

5o 59.9, 3-49 
t 

50 60.11 !2.82 3.35"* 

50 49.67 9.83 .14 

50 63.16 10.05 5.55*** 
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Table 4 

H e a n  H M ? I  ~ l i n i c a l  S c a l e  T S c o r e s  f o r  

One Sample : 

MNPI 

Scales 

Hypochondriasis 

H~,pothesls that Mean of Population is 50 

Control t;others 

M e a n  Standardized 

Population Score 

. 5 0  

Mean of S .D . ,  

Sample Sample 

51.61 6.03: 

Depression 5O 

t• 

Hysteria .50 

test 

2sychopathlc deviate 5O 

1.13 

MEs culinity- fem!nlnitY 5O 

51.00 7.62 .56 

P a r a n o i a  5O 

 8.17 5.49 

Psycha~thenia 5o 

6.33 ~ 

Schizophrenia 

Hypomania 

5O 

5O 

52.72 7.41 1.55 

46.27 9.21 

Social introversion 5O 

I. 72 IL, 

ii =18 

df - 17 

.01 

~ .001 

56.50 7.16 3.85 ~ 

~8.89 8.59 .55 

50.94 5.75 .69 

50.50 6.15 .34 

4 9 . 4 4  8 . 3 0  . 2 9  

.I t°- ( 
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Tab le 5 

Mean ..,~,'.PI C l i n i c a l  S c a l e  T_ S c o r e s  f o r  

Ose Sample: 

17 

Hypothesis that Mean 6'f Population is 50 

Experimental Fathe:~s 

i iM P I l l e a n  Standardized Mean of S.D., 

%.- • 

Scales 

Hypochondrla~Is 

Depression 

Population Score Sample Sample 

50 /59.89 16.42 
r 

I 
50 60.11 12.97 

./," 

Hysteria 

Psychopathic deviate 

50 60.06 

50 65.00 

i0,75" 

8 . 7 2  

8.13 

// 

, T~f< 

/ ";. 

.° 

jr 

/ 

Nas culln! ty- femininity 

Paranoia 

Psychasthenla 

Schizophrenia 

Hypomanla 

Social introversion 

N- 18 

df = 17 

~E .05 

*~p_ .01 

*~*p_ .001 

50 51.44 

50 52.22 

5O 54.22 

50 ~ 57.17 

i~.61 

11.47 

15.47 

50 54.72 d.37 

50 52.00 

18 

8.35 

. . . . . . .  • . , '•• , . 

t 

test 

2.5G" 

3.30 mm 

3.98 ~ ~  

7 . 2 S ~  

• 75 .... 

.65 

 .56 

1.96 

2.40* 

1.02 

CI 

./ 

/~. ," •,. 

/" . / , * . ~ • .~ .s,- -~ 
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Table 6 

- .  Mean iql4PI C l i n i c a l  S c a l e  T S c o r e s  f o r  

One Sample: liypothesls that Iiean of Population is 50 

Control Fathers 

~M.PI 

Scales 

Hypochondriasis 

~ean Standardized 

Population Score 

50 

Mean of 

Sample 

~6~5 

SQD.~ 

Sample 

8.28  

Depression 50 5~.39 

Hysteria 50 57.17 

Psychoprthic deviate 

t 

test 

3.36 ~* 

13.58 1.06 

Masculinlty-femlnlnlty 

5.51 

50 55.72  9.07 

50 57.05 

5 . 5 2 " * *  

12.09 2-~7 Q 

. ° /  , t "  

/ 

7 " : - .  

. ;  l . - "  

SL, 

, , , i  J 

. . /  

Paranoia 50 

Psychasthenia 50 

S c h l z o p h r e n l a  90 

54 .50  6.60 2°88 ~ 

Hypomanla 

Social introversion 

N "  18 

d_L - !7 

*p_ .05  

.up.. .01  

®.op.. .001  

50 

5o 

55.05 9.03 2-37 m 

53.,, T.2o 2 .02  "" 

52.72 

.. ~7.50 

_1. :1 

10.60 1.09 

6.37 1.67 

- / 
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